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Tracy Hatch Suite 700

Senior Attorney 101 N. Monroe Street
Law and Government Affairs Tallahassee, FL 32301
Southern Region 850-425-6360

April 13, 2004

BY HAND DELIVERY

Ms. Blanca Bayo, Director

The Commission Clerk and Administrative Services
Room 110, Easley Building

Flonda Public Service Commission

2540 Shumard Oak Bivd.

Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0850

Re: Docket No. 040156-TP

Dear Ms. Bayo:

Enclosed for filing are an original and 15 copies of AT&T *s Response to Verizon Florida’s
Petition for Arbitration and AT&T’s Motion to Dismiss or Strike Verizon Florida’s “Update to
Petition” in the above-referenced docket.

Please acknowledge receipt of this letter by stamping the extra copy of this letter “filed” and
returning to me.

Thank you for your assistance with this filing.

Singerely yours,
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
DOCKET NO. 040156-TP

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the foregoing has been furmished via electronic mail and
U.S. Mail or as indicated this 13th day of April 2004. the following parties of record:

Lee Fordham, Staff Counsel
Florida Public Service Commission
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850

David Dowds

Florida Public Service Commission
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850

Dennis Kelley

Director of Operations (Provisioning)
1-800-RECONEX INC.

2500 Industrial Avenue

Hubbard, OR 97032

William E. Braun

Vice President and General Counsel
1-800-RECONEX INC.

2500 Industrial Avenue

Hubbard, OR 97032

Robert Sokota, Esquire

General Counsel

AboveNet Communications Inc.
360 Hamilton Avenue

White Plains, NY 10601

I

. Lo LA
I3 - /4’, ‘f"" % I oo

Trﬁcy W, Hat;:h

Jill Sandford

Senior Attorney

AboveNet Communications Inc.
360 Hamilton Avenue

White Plains, NY 10601

Kaye Davis

Access Point Inc.

16 Hyland Road
Suite D

Greenville, SC 29615

David Stevanovski

ACN Communication Services, Inc.
32991 Hamilton Court

Farmington Hills, MI 48334

Janet S. Livengood

Director of Legal and Regulatory Affairs
Adelphia Business Solutions of Florida
L.L.C.

1 North Main Street

Coudersport, PA 16915-1630

Michael D. Boger, Sr.
President/CEO

Advantage Group of Florida
Communications L.L.C.

PO Box 34668

Memphis, TN 38184-0688



Wayne Redwood

Advent Consulting and Technology Inc.
3301 Steeplechase

Weslev Chapel, FL 33543

Philip V. Patete

ALEC Inc.

3640 Valley Hill Road
Kennesaw, GA 30152-3238

Mary C. Albert

Vice President - Regulatory and
Interconnection

Allegiance Telecom of Florida Inc.
1919 M Street NW

Suite 420

Washington, DC 20036

Robert E. Heath

American Fiber Network Inc.
9401 Indian Creek Parkwayv
Suite 140

Overland Park, KS 66210

Ken Frid

General Manager

Arrow Communications Inc.
16001 SW Market Street
Indiantown, FL 34956

Bruce W. Cooper

Regional Vice President, AT&T

AT&T Communications of the Southern
States Inc.

3033 Chain Bridge Rd

Rm D-325

Qakton, VA 22185

G. Ridgley Loux

Regional Counsel

AT&T Communications of the Southern
States Inc.

3033 Chain Bridge Rd

Rm D 300

Oakton. VA 22185

Jill Mounsey

Director - External Affairs
AT&T Wireless Services Inc.
7277 164th Avenue NE
Redmond, WA 98052

John Giannella

Vice President - Transport Engineering
AT&T Wireless Services Inc.

7277 164th Avenue NE

Redmond, WA 98052

Kevin Hayes
Atlantic.net Broadband
2815 NW 13th Street
Suite 201

Gainesville, FL 32609

B. Diana Webb

BD Webb Enterprise Inc.

BD Webb Enterprise, Inc. d/b/a Quad
City Communications

7303 North Florida Avenue

Tampa, FL 33604

Mario L. Soto

President

Bellsouth BSE Inc.

400 Perimeter Center Terrace
Suite 400

Atlanta, GA 30346



Ronald Munn Jr.

Tariffs and Carrier Relations Manager
Budget Phone Inc.

6901 West 70th Street

Shreveport. LA 71129

Chuck Schneider
BullsEye Telecom Inc.
25900 Greenfield
Suite 330

Qak Park, MI 48237

Anthony M. Copeland
General Counsel
Business Telecom Inc.
4300 Six Forks Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27609

Debra A. Waller
Regulatory Paralegal

Cat Communications International Inc.

3435 Chip Dr.
Roanoke, VA 24012

Legal Department

Ciera Network Systems Inc.
1250 Wood Branch Park Drive
Houston, TX 77079

Contracts Administrator
City of Lakeland

501 East Lemon Street
Lakeland, FL 33801

Roy Harsila

Comm South Companies Inc.
6830 Walling Lane

Dallas, TX 75231

Allison Hicks

General Counsel
Communications Xchange LLC
3550 Buschwood Park Drive
Suite 320

Tampa, FL 33618

Joyce Gailey

Vice President, Business Development &
Regulatory

Communications Xchange LLC

3550 Buschwood Park Drive

Suite 320

Tampa, FL 33618

National Registered Agents, Inc.
Delta Phones Inc.

526 East Park Avenue
Tallahassee, FL 32301

Delta Phones Inc.
526 East Park Avenue
Tallahassee, FL 32301

Cathy Hemmer

Vice President - Operations
DIECA Communications Inc.
Covad Communications Company
2330 Central Expressway

Santa Clara, CA 95050

Dhruv Khanna

Vice President/General Counsel
DIECA Communications Inc.
Covad Communications Company
2330 Central Expressway

Santa Clara, CA 95050

General Counsel

DIECA Communications Inc.
Covad Communications Company
3420 Central Expressway

Santa Clara, CA 95051

Valerie Evans

Covad Team Lead for Verizon
DIECA Communications Inc.
Covad Communications Company
600 14th Street, NW

Suite 750

Washington, DC 20005



Leon Nowalsky

Direct Telephone Company Inc.
Nowalsky & Bronston, L.L.P.
3500 N. Causeway Blvd.

Suite 1442

Metarie, LA 70002

Brian Bolinger
DPI-Teleconnect L.L.C.
2997 LBJ Freeway
Dallas, TX 75234

Stephen Zamansky

DSLnet Communications LLC
545 Long Wharf Drive

5th Floor

New Haven, CT 06511

Joseph Magliulo

D-Tel Inc.

96 Carlton Avenue
Central Islip, NY 11722

Lin D. Altamura

Attorney — Duke Energy

DukeNet Communications LLC

400 South Tryon Street, Mail Code WC 29
Charlotte, NC 28202

W. Scott McCollough

Eagle Telecommunications Inc.
Stumpf, Craddock, Massey & Pulman
1250 Captial of Texas Highway South
Building One, Suite 420

Austin, TX 78746

Barbara Greene
Regulatory Manager
EPICUS Inc.

1025 Greenwood Blvd.
Suite 470

Lake Mary, FL 32746

Corporation Service Company
EPICUS Inc.

1201 Hays Street

Tallahassee, FL. 32301

Mark Richards

Chief Information Officer, Managing
Director

EPICUS Inc.

1025 Greenwood Blvd.

Suite 470

Lake Mary, FL 32746

Paul Masters

Ernest Communications Inc.
6475 Jimmy Carter Blvd
#300

Norcross, GA 30071

Scott Kellogg

Essex Communications Inc.
c/o Essex Acquisition Corp.
180 North Wacker

Lower Level - Suite 3
Chicago, IL 60606

Melissa Smith

Vice President External Legal Affairs
Excel Telecommunications Inc.

1600 Viceroy Drive

4th Floor

Dallas, TX 75235-2306

Michael Gallager

Florida Digital Network Inc.
390 North Orange Avenue
Suite 2000

Orlando, FL 32801-1642

Waldamar F. Kissel

Florida Multi-Media Services Inc.
3600 NW 43rd Street, Suite C-1
Gainesville, FL 32606-8127



Paul Joachim

Florida Telephone Services LLC
1667 S. Hwy 17-92

Suite 101

Longwood. FL 32750

Contracts Manager

FPL FiberNet LLC

9250 West Flagler Street
Miami, FL 33174

Lawrence J. Gabriel
Gabriel Wireless LLC
6971 N. Federal Highway
Suite 206

Boca Raton, FL 33487

Stephen D. Klein
President

Ganoco Inc.

1017 Wyndham Way
Safety Harbor, FL 34695

Michael J. Shortley

Senior Attorney/Director Regulatory
Services

Global Crossing Local Services Incorporated
Frontier Local Services, Inc.

180 South Clinton Avenue

Rochester, NY 14646

James R.J. Scheltema

Director, Regulatory Affairs - Southern
Regional Office

Global NAPS Inc.

1900 East Gadsden St.

Pensacola, FL 32501

William J. Rooney, Jr.

Vice President & General Counsel
Global NAPS Inc.

89 Access Road

Norwood, MA 02062

Kathleen Greenan Ramsey
Granite Telecommunications LLC

Swidler Berlin Shereff Friedman., LLP

3000 K Street, N.W., Suite 300
Washington, DC 20007

Geoffrey Cookman

Director Carrier Relations
Granite Telecommunications LLC
234 Copeland Street
Quincy, MA 01269

Carl Erhart

Director - Wireline Interconnection

GTE Mobilnet Incorporated
245 Perimeter Center Parkway
Atlanta, GA 30346

Dale Voyles

Esquire

GTE Mobilnet Incorporated
245 Perimeter Center Parkway
Atlanta, GA 30346

Christopher P. Bovert

Gulf Coast Communications Inc.
624 Garfield St.

Lafayette, LA 70502

Jim Taylor

President

Henitage Technologies Inc.
2015 Widdicom Court
Houston, TX 77008-1158

LaCharles Keesee

ICG Telecom Group Inc.
161 Inverness Drive West
Englewood, CO 80112
Keith Kramer

IDS Telcom LLC

1525 Northwest 167th Street
Suite 200

Miami, FL 33169



Carl Billek

IDT America Corp.

520 Broad Street
Newark, NJ 07102-3111

Bradford Hamilton

Vice President - Operations
Intellitec Consulting Inc.
12233 SW 55th Street
Suite 811

Cooper City, FL 33330

Senior Manager — Carrier Agreements
Intermedia Communications Inc.
Intermedia Communications Inc. In Care of
MCI

2678 Bishop Drive, Suite 200

San Ramon, CA 94583

Chief Technology & Network Counsel
Intermedia Communications Inc.

1133 9th Street, N.W.

Washington, DC 20036

Vice President — National Carrier &
Contract Management

Intermedia Communications Inc.
5055 North Point Parkway
Alpharetta, GA 30022

Counsel - Network & Facilities
Intermedia Communications Inc.
22001 Loudoun County Parkway
Ashburn, VA 20147

Nanette Edwards

ITC"DeltaCom Communications, Inc.
4092 South Memorial Parkway
Huntsville, AL 35802

Marva Johnson

Sr. Counsel

KMC Telecom III LL.C
1755 North Brown Road
Lawrenceville, GA 30043

Riley Murphy

Sr. Vice President, Legal and Regulatory
Affairs

KMC Telecom V Inc.

1545 Route 206

Bedminster, NJ 07921

Mr. Chad Wachter (FL)
VP, General Counsel
Knology Inc.

1241 O.G. Skinner Drive
West Point, GA 31833

Al Thomas

LecStar Telecom Inc.
4501 Circle 75 Parkway
Building D, Suite 4210
Atlanta, GA 30339

Janice del Pizzo
LecStar Telecom Inc.
4501 Circle 75 Parkway
Building D, Suite 4210
Atlanta, GA 30339

Director- Interconnection Services
Level 3 Communications LLC
1025 Eldorado Blvd.

Broomfield, CO 80021

John J. Greive

Lightyear Communications Inc.
1901 Eastpoint Parkway
Louisville, KY 40243



M.J. Hager

Vice President

Litestream Technologies LLC
3550 West Waters Avenue
Tampa. FL 33614-2716

Local Line America, Inc.
CT Corp

1200 South Pine Island Rd.
Plantation, FL 33324

Daniel Webb, Jim Marchant, or Glenn
Kemweis

MAXCESS Inc.

100 W. Luceme Circle, Room 500
Orlando, FL. 32801

Senior Manager — Carrier Agreements
MCImetro Access Transmission Services
LLC

2678 Bishop Drive, Suite 200

San Ramon. CA 94583

Chief Technology & Network Counsel
MClImetro Access Transmission Services
LLC

MCI WorldCom, Inc.

1133 19th Street, N.W.

Washington. DC 20036

Vice President — National Carrier &
Contract Management

MClImetro Access Transmission Services
LLC

5055 North Point Parkway

Alpharetta, GA 30022

Counsel - Network & Facilities
MClImetro Access Transmission Services
LLC

MCI WorldCom, Inc.

22001 Loudoun County Parkway
Ashburn, VA 20147

Patrick Smith

Metro Teleconnect Companies Inc.
2150 Herr Street

Harrisburg, PA 17103

Paul Besozzi

Metrocall Inc.

Patton Boggs LLP

2550 M Street N.W.
Washington, DC 20037

Ken Goldstein

Metrocall Inc.

6677 Richmond Highway
Alexandria, VA 22306

Senior Manager — Carrier Agreements

Metropolitan Fiber Systems of Florida
Inc.

in care of MCI

2678 Bishop Drive
Suite 200

San Ramon, CA 94583

Chief Technology & Network Counsel
Metropolitan Fiber Systems of Florida
Inc.

MCI WorldCom, Inc.

1133 19th Street, N.-W.

Washington, DC 20036

Vice Prestdent — National Carrier &
Contract Management

Metropolitan Fiber Systems of Florida
Inc.

5055 North Point Parkway
Alpharetta, GA 30022

Counsel - Network & Facilities

Metropolitan Fiber Systems of Florida
Inc

MCI WorldCom, Inc.
22001 Loudoun County Parkway
Ashburn, VA 20147



Andoni Economou

Metropolitan Telecommunications of
Florida Inc.

44 Wall Street

6th Floor

New York, NY 10005

Irina Armstrong

Legal Department

Metropolitan Telecommunications of
Florida Inc.

44 Wall Street

14th Floor

New York, NY 10005

Sam Vogel

CMO & SVP Interconnection
Metropolitan Telecommunications of
Florida Inc.

44 Wall Street

6th Floor

New York, NY 10003

David Benck

Momentum Business Solutions Inc.
2090 Columbiana Road, Suite 4800
Birmingham, AL 35216

JP DeJoubner

Myatel Corporation

7154 N. University Drive, #142
Tamarac, FL 33321

W. Scott McCullough

Myatel Corporation

Stumpf, Craddock, Massey & Pulman
1250 Capital of Texas Highway South
Building One, Suite 420

Austin, TX 78746

Mark Mansour
National Telecom & Broadband Services
LLC

2400 E. Commercial Blvd.
Suite 720

Fort Lauderdale, FL 33308

David M. Wilson. Esq.
Network Services LLC
Wilson & Bloomfield LLP
1901 Harrison Street
Oakland, CA 94612

General Counsel
Network Services LLC
525 South Douglas

El Segundo, CA 90245

Brent McMahan
Vice-President - Regulatory &
Governmental Affairs
Network Telephone Inc.

8154 S. Palafox Street
Pensacola, FL 32501

Susan McAdams

Vice-President Government & Industry
Affairs

New Edge Network Inc.

3000 Columbia House Blvd.

Suite 106

Vancouver, WA 98661

Jon C. Moyle, Jr.

NewSouth Communications Corp.
Moyle, Flanigan. Katz, Raymond &
Sheehan, P.A.

118 North Gadsden Street
Tallahassee, FL 32301



Joseph Koppy

President

NOS Communications Inc.
4380 Boulder Highway
Las Vegas, NV 89121

Eric Fishman

Novus Communications Inc.
Holland & Knight LLP

2099 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20006

Tom Murphy

NUI Telecom Inc.

550 Route 202-206
Bedminster, NJ 07921

Hamilton E. Russell III
NuVox Communications Inc.
301 N. Main Street

Suite 5000

Greenville, SC 29601

J. T. Ambrosi

Manager of Regulatory Affairs
PaeTec Communications Inc.
One PaeTec Plaza

600 Willowbrook Office Park
Fairport, NY 14450-4233

Annette Lee
Phone-Link Inc.

230 Yager Avenue
Suite 3

LaGrange, KY 40031

Alex Valencia

Regulatory Counsel

Preferred Carrier Services Inc.
14681 Midway Road

Suite 105

Addison, TX 75001

Leo Wrobel

President

Premiere Network Services Inc.
1510 N. Hampton

Suite 120

De Soto, TX 75115

Allan Bakalar
Carrier Relations Manager
Progress Telecom Corporation

100 Second Avenue South, Suite 4008

St. Petersburg, FL. 33701

Jenna Brown
Manager, Regulatory Affairs

QuantumShift Communications Inc.

88 Rowland Way
Novato, CA 94945

Patrick J. O’Connor

QuantumShift Communications Inc.

Gray Cary Ware & Freidenrich
1625 Massachusetts Ave., NW
Suite 300

Washington, DC 20036

Carl J. Burgess
Rebound Enterprises Inc.
1005 Polk Street
Bartow, FL. 33830

Marto J. Yerak

President

Saluda Networks Incorporated
782 NW 42nd Avenue

Suite 210

Miami, FL 33126

Adam E. McKinney
Attorney

SBC Telecom Inc.
208 S. Akard
Room 3004

Dallas, TX 75202



David G. Hammock
Executive SBC Telecom
SBC Telecom Inc.
Three Bell Plaza

Room 1502

Dallas, TX 75202

John Hohman

Source One Communications Inc.
2320-B N. Monroe Street
Tallahassee, FL 32303

Kathy Robins

Southern Telcom Network Inc.
94 Hazel Drive

Mountain Home, AR 72653

W. Richard Morris

Vice President - Local Market Integration
Sprint Communications Company Limited
Partnership

7301 College Blvd.

KSOPKV0214

Overland Park, KS 66210

Richard Kirkwood

Suntel Metro Inc.

P.O. Box 5770

Winter Park, FL 32793-5770

Olukayode Ramos

Supra Telecommunications & Information
Systems Inc.

2620 S.W. 27th Avenue

Miami, FL 33133

Greg Hogan

Symtelco LLC

1385 Weber Industrial Drive
Cumming, GA 30041

10

Robin Caldwell
President

Talk Unlimited Now Inc.
3606 S. Waverly Place
Tampa, FL 33629

Eric Larsen

Tallahassee Telephone Exchange Inc.
Enc Larsen

1367 Mahan Drive

Tallahassee, FL 32308

Lisa A. Sapper

AT&T Law and Government Affairs
1200 Peachtree St., NE

Room 8100

Atlanta, GA 30309

President & Chief Executive Officer
The Ultimate Connection L.C.

182 15 Paulson Drive

Port Charlotte, FL. 33954-1019

Tina Davis

Vice President & Deputy General
Counsel

Time Warner Telecom

10475 Park Meadows Drive
Littleton, CO 80124

Carolyn Marek

Vice President Regulatory Affairs
Time Warner Telecom

233 Bramerton Court

Franklin, TN 37069

Director - Carrier Management
T-Mobile USA Inc.

12920 SE 38th St.

Bellevue, WA 98006



General Counsel
T-Mobile USA Inc.
12920 SE 38th St.
Bellevue, WA 98006

General Counsel

US LEC of Florida Inc.
6801 Morrison Boulevard
Charlotte, NC 28211

Wanda G. Montano

Vice President Regulatory and Industry
Affairs

US LEC of Flonida Inc.

6801 Morrison Boulevard

Charlotte, NC 28211

Jean Cherubin

USA Telephone Inc.

1510 NE 162 Street

Miami, FL 33162

Jim Smith

Utilities Commission, New Smyrna Beach
Davis Wright Tremaine LLP

1500 K Street, NW

Suite 450

Washington, DC 20005

Julie Corsig

Utilities Commission, New Smyrna Beach
Davis Wright Tremaine LLP

1500 K Street, NW

Suite 450

Washington, DC 20005

Genevieve Turano

Director of Administrative Services
Utilities Commission, New Smyrna Beach
200 Canal Street,

PO Box 100

New Smyrna Beach, FL 32170
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Michael Hoffman
VarTec Telecom Inc.
1600 Viceroy Drive
Dallas, TX 75235

Director
Regulatory-Interconnection
Verizon Wireless Personal
Communications LP

1300 I Street NW, Suite 400W
Washington, DC 20005

Dudley Upton

Director of Interconnection
Verizon Wireless Personal
Communications LP

One Verizon Place
GA3BIREG

Alpharetta, GA 30004-8511
Nicholas A. lannuzzi, Jr.

Volo Communications of Florida Inc.
151 S. Wymore Rd., Suite 3000
Altamonte Springs, FL 32714

Kimberly Bradley

Senior Director - Regulatory Affairs
Winstar Communications LLC
1850 M Street, NW

Suite 300

Washington, DC 20036

Richard S. Dodd II

Esquire

Winstar Communications LLC
1850 M Street, NW

Suite 300

Washington, DC 20036

Stephen Murray

Senior Director - State Regulatory
Winstar Communications LLC
1850 M Street, NW

Suite 300

Washington, DC 20036
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Senior Director - Carrier Relations
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Chairman
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IDT Building
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Newark, NJ 07102
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CEO
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COO
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IDT Building
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Newark, NJ 07102
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Director Of External Affairs
Wireless One Network L.P.
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Ft. Myers, FL 33912

Director, Regulatory Affairs
XO Florida Inc.

1730 Rhode Island Avenue NW, Suite 1000

Washington, DC 20036

Director, Regulatory Affairs
XO Florida Inc.

105 Molloy St., #300
Nashville, TN 37201-2315

James C. Falvey

Vice President - Regulatory Affairs
Xspedius Management Co. Switched
Services L.L.C. and Xspedius
Management Co. of Jacksonville L.L.C.
7125 Columbia Gateway Drive

Suite 200

Columbia, MD 21046

Andrew Graham

Legal Counsel

Z-Tel Communications, Inc.
601 S. Harbour Island Blvd.
Suite 220

Tampa, FL 33602

Aaron Panner

Scott Angstreich
Kellogg Huber Law Firm
1615 M Street, NN.W ..
Suite 400

Washington, DC 20036

MCI WorldCom Communications, Inc.
Ms. Donna C. McNulty

1203 Governors Square Blvd., Suite 201
Tallahassee, FL 32301-2960

Phone: (850) 219-1008

Fax: 219-1018

Email: donna.mcnultyi@mei.com

MCI WorldCom Communications, Inc.
(GA)

Dulaney O'Roark, 111

6 Concourse Parkway, Suite 600
Atlanta, GA 30328

Phone: 770-284-5498

Fax: 770-284-5499
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Introduction

AT&T Communications of the Southern States, LLC and TCG South Florida,
(collectively “AT&T”) " hereby responds to Verizon Florida, Inc.’s (“Verizon’s™) petition, filed
on February 23, 2004, to initiate an arbitration proceeding to amend the interconnection
agreement between AT&T and Vernizon in light of the Federal Communications Commission’s
(“FCC’s”) Triennial Review Order (“TRO™).” Verizon’s proposed amendment is deficient in
several respects: It attempts to saddle AT&T with obligations not grounded in the TRO, it
ignores obligations placed on Verizon and other ILECs by the TRO, and it fails to grapple with
critical issues discussed in the TRO such as batch hot cuts, line splitting and line conditioning.
In addition, it seeks to impose rates for conversions and routine network modifications that the
TRO indicates must be done at Verizon’s expense. As a result, Verizon’s proposed amendment
should be rejected.

To aid the Florida Public Service Commission (“Commission”) in its review, AT&T has
organized its response to track the sections of Verizon’s Petition for Amendment. It describes
AT&T’s objections to Verizon’s TRO Amendment on a section-by-section basis. Where there is

no objection, AT&T so notes. In addition, AT&T includes citations to the applicable sections of

! AT&T's current affiliate TCG South Florida (“TCG™) has previously negotiated interconnection

agreements with Verizon. AT&T and TCG have negotiated, and each requests the Commission to
arbitrate, for each separate entity the 1ssues presented in AT&T’s TRO Amendment. As separate entities,
AT&T and TCG are each entitled to a separate interconnection agreement with Verizon. Moreover, such
separate interconnection agreerments are operationally important, as AT&T and TCG each, to a great
degree, operate and manage their own respective networks and require separate nghts of interconnection.
: In the Matter of Review of the Section 251 Unbundling Obligations of Incumbent Local Exchange
Carriers, CC Docket No. 01-338. Impiementation of the Local Competition Provisions of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996. CC Docket No. 96-98, Deployment of Wireline Services Offering
Advanced Telecommunications Capability, CC Docket No. 98-147, “Report And Order And Order On
{continued...)



the FCC rules and the TRO (to which Verizon has not cited). In order to provide the
Commission with a line-by-line explanation of AT&T’s objections, AT&T has attached a black-
lined version of Verizon’s Proposed Amendment as Exhibit 1. For the convenience of the
Commission, AT&T has also prepared an issues matrix which sets out the main areas of dispute
between the parties and cross-references the applicable portion of the TRO and the proposed
TRO Amendment. That matnx is attached as Exhuibit 2. Finally. AT&T provides as Exhibit 3 a
clean copy of its proposed TRO Amendment, which it respectfully requests that the Commission
adopt.

The Recent D.C. Circuit Opinion in L'STA IT Does Not Prevent the Commission From
Conducting this Arbitration.

At the outset, it is important to note that any argument that an arbitration between AT&T
and Verizon should be delayed or stayed in light of the recent USTA /7 decision by the United
States Circuit Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia should be ignored.> The original
Verizon petition and this response is unaffected by that decision as that decision has not taken
effect, and is quite likely to be stayed for a long period of time. By its terms the decision will not
take effect until at least 60 days after issuance. and perhaps for much longer. The Court stayed
the effect of its decision until the /ater of: (1) derual of any petition for rehearing or rehearing en
banc; or (11) 60 days from March 2, 2004. Furthermore. there is a strong likelihood that during
this period the D.C. Circuit’s decision may be staved pending review by the United States

Supreme Court.

(continued...)
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The majority of FCC Commissioners who voted in favor of the TRO already have
announced their intention to seek both a stay and Supreme Court review of the D.C. Circuit
decision. AT&T and a number of other parties, including NARUC, wholeheartedly support the
FCC majority’s actions. AT&T 1s optimistic that the Supreme Court, which issued a very strong
opinion in May 2002 in support of competition,® will accept this case and affirm the FCC’s
findings and rules as well as the right of the states to implement rules critical to support
telecommunications competition, especially (but not exclusively) for mass market consumers.
AT&T is equally optimistic that the D.C. Circuit’s decision will be stayed, in no small part
because of the marketplace confusion and consumer harm that Verizon and other ILECs would
likely attempt to create if the decision were allowed to become effective before the Supreme
Court has the opportunity to review it.

At this time the FCC’s TRO remains in effect and the rules and deadlines imposed by the
FCC for completing the Commission’s nine-month proceeding remain in place. If this
arbitration proceeding were stayed for any substantial period of time, the Commission could find
itself backed into a position where it could no longer comply with its current obligations under
the TRO which require resolution of the issues presented in Verizon’s petition within 9 months

from the issuance of the TRO.

Relevant Procedural Background

On October 2, 2003, Verizon posted a proposed amendment to all of its interconnection
agreements on its website (Verizon's “proposed TRO Amendment”) and it simultaneously sent a
form letter to AT&T (and presumably all other CLECs) seeking negotiation of the proposed

TRO Amendment. Verizon omits in its petition to mention that AT&T timely responded to

Verizon Communications, Inc. v. FCC, 535 U.S. 467 (2002).



Verizon’s proposed changes by letter dated October 14, 2003. That letter detailed AT&T’s
significant concerns with Verizon’s proposal and suggested negotiation. A month later, on
November 7. 2003, Verizon requested that AT& T provide a redline version showing all of its
proposed changes to the Verizon proposed TRO Amendment. AT&T agreed to undertake that
detailed process and provided Verizon with a redline of Verizon’s proposed amendment on
February 6. 2004.° AT&T also requested that Verizon agree to meet on February 13, 2004, (or at
its earliest convenience) to begin a discussion of the significant areas of dispute. Verizon has not
yet committed to any specific dates for negotiation of any of the issues presented by AT&T’s

TRO Amendment.

Discussion of Propesed Amendments.

As stated above, AT&T has attached a blacklined version of Verizon’s Proposed
Amendment as Exhibit 1 to this response. AT&T's extensive revision of the Verizon draft was
necessary because Verizon did not faithfully craft the amendment to reflect the new mandates of
the TRO.

In proposing its Amendment, AT&T expressly reserves the right to ask the Commission
to impose upon Verizon under Florida law additional unbundling or other requirements not
inconsistent with Verizon’s obligations under federal law. As is true with any relevant change in
law, the interconnection agreement between AT&T and Verizon would have to be further
amended 1f any such additional requirements are imposed.

Finally. in some cases the TRO simply clarified or modified existing Verizon

requirements rather than making wholesale changes in law. In those cases, for example with

3

The redline provided to Verizon on February 6, 2004, 1s largely the same as the blackline attached as
Exhibit 3 to this petition. Since early February AT&T has made a few additional modifications to the Venzon

(continued...)



respect to hybrid loops, AT&T’s proposed TRO Amendment reflects these modifications but
AT&T does not mean to suggest by its response that there has been a change in law.

I. POTENTIAL FUTURE CHANGES IN IMPAIRMENT FINDINGS

There is one overriding dispute between the parties that arises in several different
sections of the TRO Amendment — namely, how to handle any further findings with respect to
impairment that may arise in the ongoing FCC TRO impairment docket. Rather than repeat the
debate in each section below, AT&T addresses it as a threshold issue. It is AT&T’s position that
the interconnection agreement simply cannot and should not address the potential outcomes of
the impairment proceedings. No party has a crystal ball and any attempt to anticipate decisions
or findings is unlikely to be fruitful. Rather, it creates messy and ambiguous contract language,
as evidenced by Verizon’s proposed Amendment, which will inevitably result in more disputes
between the parties. Thus, AT&T’s proposed TRO Amendment simply states that in the event
there are further findings of impairment or non-impairment® by the FCC or the Florida
Commission within the ongoing TRO impairment proceedings, parties to the interconnection
agreement should rely on the change of law provisions of that agreement, in accordance with
direction from the FCC or the Commission, to make any subsequent TRO-based amendments.

This language 1s consistent with the TRO’s transition provisions, which require the
parties to follow the Section 252 process to implement the TRO’s changes.” The FCC insisted

upon the Section 252 process even in the face of several RBOCs’ requests that that process be

(continued...)

proposed amendment, most notably including a section on batch hot cuts metrics and performance standards.
Contrary to Verizon's proposal, which discussed only future findings of non-impairment, the AT&T

language is outcome neutral, discussing future findings of impairment and non-impairment.

7 TRO, § 701.



overridden “to permit unilateral change to all interconnection agreements to avoid any delay
associated with negotiation of contract provisions.”8 Verizon proposes in its draft amendment
that any further non-impairment findings be automarically incorporated into the interconnection
agreement without negotiation or discussion as to the implementation of any such findings.” Not
only is that position contrary to the TRO’s transition provisions, it is unworkable. To the extent
that there are further non-impairment findings, it is inevitable that the parties will need to
negotiate {and potentially arbitrate) the meaning of those findings and how they can be
implemented through the interconnection agreement. Verizon’s petition seeks arbitration to
implement the TRO at this time because, as Verizon acknowledges, the parties have vastly
different views on the plain meaning of those provisions in the order that do not require further
Commiss:on, FCC or judicial action.

Set forth below is AT&T’s analysis of each section of Verizon’s proposed amendment
with explanations of AT&T’s objections to those sections. Again, the language to which AT&T
specifically objects is set out in Exhibit 1, a blacklined version of Verizon’s proposed TRO
Amendment. In addition, the issues in dispute are identified and detailed in AT&T’s issues
matrix attached as Exhibit 2.

I1. GENERAL CONDITIONS (TRO AMENDMENT SECTION 1)

The parties have only minor differences with respect to the general conditions section.

AT&T does not object to any language contained in sections 1.1, 1.2, or 1.4 but instead adds

language to those sections. AT&T objects to certain language in section 1.3, as noted in Exhibit

8 ’
Id.
See e g, Verizon’s Proposed TRO Amendment, § 3.4.2.



1. Inits first section, AT&T’s proposed amendment sets out the conditions under which CLECs
have a right to obtain access to UNEs and provides definitions of key terms.
III.  DEFINITIONS (TRO AMENDMENT SECTION 2)

In the “glossary” section which AT&T has renamed “Definitions’ to be consistent with
the TRO, Verizon’s proposed amendment strayed quite far from the definitions set forth in the
TRO. For example, in its original definition of a “FTTH loop” Verizon fails to clarify that
FTTH loops do not include intermediate fiber in the loop architectures such as fiber-to-the-curb,
fiber-to-the building or fiber-to-the node. AT&T’s amendment makes clear that those types of
loop architectures are properly defined as “*hyvbrid loops.”™'” Similarly, as explained in more
detail in Section VIII below, AT&T has crafted its definitions of dedicated transport and dark
fiber transport based on the plain language of the TRO whereas Verizon ignores the full
definition."' In one instance, Verizon’s original glossary included a term not found in the TRO,
“House and Riser Cable.” that appears to be used in place of the TRO’s definition of “Inside
Wire Subloop” in 47 C.F.R. 51.319(b)(2). AT&T’s amendment in Section 2.11 includes the
proper definition for Inside Wire Subloop.

AT&T’s amendment also sets out a list of facilities or classes of facilities for which the
TRO has made a general finding of non-impairment. This list is set forth in the amendment’s
definition of “Declassified Network Elements” at Section 2.18. As noted above, the change in
law provisions or any further direction from the Commission or the FCC will govern to the

extent the ongoing impairment proceedings require additions or subtractions from this list.

10

Exhibit 1, AT&T Proposed TRO Amendment (blackline). § 2.10 (FTTH loop) and § 2.12 (Hybnid loop).
i Id at §§2.2,2.3.



AT&T proposes definitions for “Line Conditioning” (Section 2.13) and “Line Splitting”
(Section 2.15) two topics ignored by Verizon. Finally, AT&T proposes additional language to
sharpen the definitions of “Subloop for Multiunit Premises Access” and “Loop Distribution.”
AT&T does not object to the definitions proposed by Verizon in Sections 2.1, 2.4, 2.5, 2.8, 2.19.
2.20,2.22 and 2.25. All other sections include language deleted or added by AT&T, as set forth
in Exhibit 1. AT&T’s TRO Amendment at Section 2 sets forth the definitions established in the
TRO and should be adopted.

IV, LooPS (TRO AMENDMENT SECTION 3.1)

Consistent with the FCC’s prior opinions, the TRO requires Verizon to unbundle all local
(voice-grade) loops comprised of copper wire or cable, including existing copper loops, newly
deployed copper loops and spare copper.'? The TRO does eliminate unbundling for the highest
capacity “OCn" loops.'* It also permits, under certain circumstances, the retirement of copper
loops or subloops that have been replaced with fiber, except with respect to FTTH loops, but
requires Verizon to follow certain network modification and disclosure requirements when
retiring copper loops and subloops."* Verizon’s proposed amendment inadequately addresses
issues around retirement of copper loop. As discussed below, AT&T’s proposed language
ensures that all of the terms and conditions related to the retirement of copper loops are included
in the agreement. '

Under the TRO, Verizon may challenge the national findings of impairment with respect

to DS1 and dark fiber loops.'® To the extent that there are any non-impairment findings made

TRO, 9% 201-202.

13 Id

' 1d at 9 273-284.

Exhibit 1. AT&T Proposed TRO Amendment (blackhne) §§ 3.1.2,3.12.7,3.1.29.
e TRO, 9 324-325.



with respect to high-capacity loops during the TRO impairment proceedings, the parties will be
required to follow any direction provided by the Commission or the FCC and implement those
directives in accordance with the change in law procedures in the interconnection agreement.
Thus, with respect to loops, AT&T’s TRO Amendment simply sets out those requirements
already established by the TRO. For the reasons discussed in more detail below, it should be

adopted.

A. High Capacity and Dark Fiber Loops (TRO Amendment
Sections 3.1.1 and Section 3.1.5)

The TRO requires Verizon to provide unbundled access to high capacity and dark fiber
loops and AT&T’s TRO Amendment codifies that obligation. In its proposal, Verizon continues
to insist on language that would automatically amend the interconnection agreement if there are
any further non-impairment findings with respect to such loops by the Commission or the FCC.
AT&T’s TRO Amendment, consistent with the TRO, requires Verizon to provide AT&T non-
discriminatory access to DS1 loops, a maximum of 2 DS-3 loops (at any single customer

location), and Dark Fiber loops on an unbundled basis.'’

B. Fiber-to-the-home (“FTTH™) Loops (TRO Amendment Section
3.1.2)

With respect to FTTH loops, Verizon is not currently required to provide AT&T
unbundled access where Verizon has deployed such a loop to an end user’s customer premises
that previously has not been served by any Verizon loop.'® However, where Verizon replaces an
existing copper loop with FTTH, it must (1) continue to maintain the copper loop and make it

available as an unbundled element, or (2) retire the copper loop in accordance with the TRO’s

17

Exhibit 1, AT&T Proposed TRO Amendment (blackline), §§ 3.1.1.1-3.1.1.2.
' Id. at§3.1.2.1.
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express copper loop retirement procedure.'® Where it has followed the required procedure,
Verizon must provide AT&T with nondiscriminatory unbundled access to a 64 kilobits per
second transmission path capable of voice grade service over the FTTH loop. Verizon’s
proposed TRO Amendment failed to address the TRO’s provisions on maintaining copper loops
and retirement of copper loops, such as notice of proposed retirement, compliance with
Commission guidelines regarding retirement, and implementation of copper loop retirement in
accord with agreed upon procedures.

AT&T’s TRO Amendment includes maintenance and retirement procedures. *° The
procedures. including but not limited to any procedures that have or may be established by the
Commission for such retirement, are necessary to ensure that Verizon’s retirement of copper
loops and subloops does not result in any interruption of service to AT&T customers. The
procedures are also consistent with, and mandated by, the TRO and therefore should be adopted.

C. Hybrid Loops (TRO Amendment Section 3.1.3)

A hybrid loop, as defined in the TRO, “consists of both copper and fiber optic cable (and
associated electronics, such as DLC systems).”*' The fiber piece of the loop typically carries
traffic from the central office to a centralized location such as a remote terminal where copper
wire then carries the traffic to and from the end user. The TRO requires Verizon to provide
AT&T access to unbundled hybrid loops except for the provision of packet switching and certain

broadband services. AT&T’s TRO Amendment sets out these TRO requirements and therefore

should be adopted.
19 TRO. § 281-284.
=0 Id at §3.1.2.3-3.1.2.9.

21

2 TRO, 4 288, fn 832.
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D. IDLC Hybrid Loops (TRO Amendment Section 3.1.4)

Carriers use digital loop carrier (“DLC”) systems to aggregate the many copper subloops
that are connected to remote terminal locations. At a remote terminal, a carrier multiplexes
signals onto a fiber feeder loop facility and transports the multiplexed signal to its central office.
These DLC systems may be integrated directly into the carrier’s switch. otherwise known as
Integrated DLC systems or “IDLC.” Verizon's proposed TRO Amendment takes the position
that providing AT&T with a “technically feasible method of unbundled access” means that
Verizon should undertake construction of new facilities at AT&T’s expense. Verizon also seeks
to exempt its provisioning of loops from standard provisioning intervals and performance
measures and remedies. These positions of Verizon are self-serving and without any support in
the TRO.

When AT&T seeks to order an unbundlied loop to serve a retail customer currently being
served by Verizon over IDLC. the TRO requires that Verizon provide this service “either
through a spare copper facility or through the availability of Universal DLC systems” or, if

neither is available, Verizon must provide AT&T with a “technically feasible method of

5

Mlil

unbundled access.™ AT&T's TRO Amendment sets forth the plain and unambiguous language
of the TRO and should be adopted.™

E. Line Sharing (TRO Amendment Section 3.2.1)

While the TRO eliminates over time Verizon’s obligation to provide line-sharing as a
UNE under federal law, it requires Verizon to continue existing line-sharing arrangements for

customer locations where AT&T began providing xDSL service using line sharing prior to

- Id §297.
Exhibit 1, AT&T Proposed TRO Amendment (blackline), § 3.1.4,
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October 2, 2003.%* Tt also requires Verizon to provide new line sharing arrangements on a
transitional basis pursuant to the rates, terms and conditions set out in 47 C.F.R. 51.319(a)(1)(1).
Although Verizon’s original proposal addressed to some extent line sharing, it was silent on the
line splitting and line conditioning requirements of 47 C.F.R. 51.319(a)(1)(ii). AT&T’s TRO
Amendment adds sections to address these new TRO requirements.”

In addition, Verizon seeks to enter into a separate agreement with AT&T that would
govern the new line-sharing arrangements. AT&T, consistent with the TRO, believes these
requirements should be a part of the interconnection agreement. There is simply no reason 1o
have two agreements where one will suffice.

AT&T’s TRO Amendment includes procedures consistent with the Rule governing line
splitting and line conditioning arrangements. Those procedures require Verizon to use a splitter
collocated at the central office to enable AT&T to engage in line splitting and to condition a
copper loop at no cost to AT&T where AT&T seeks accless in order to ensure that the copper
loop is suitable for providing digital subscriber line services.”® In addition, AT&T’s TRO
Amendment sets out a procedure for Verizon’s maintenance, repair and testing in connection
with line splitting.27

Each of the sections of the TRO Amendment proposed by AT&T is consistent with the
TRO and Rules and should be adopted.

V. SuBLOOPS (TRO AMENDMENT SECTION 3.3)
The TRO requires Verizon to provide AT&T with unbundled access to Verizon’s copper

subloops and Verizon’s network interface devices (“NIDs”). These requirements encompass any

- TRO, €€ 255-270.
25

- Exhibit 1. AT&T Proposed TRO Amendment (blackline). § 3.2(A) and (B).
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means of interconnection of the Verizon distribution plant to customer premises wiring. * In
addition, the FCC found that AT&T and other CLECSs are impaired on a nationwide basis
“without access to unbundled subloops used to access customers in multiunit premises.” As a
result, the TRO requires Verizon to provide AT&T with access to any technically feasible access
point located near a Verizon remote terminal for these subloop facilities.*

Verizon’s proposal with respect to subloops fails to use definitions and terms consistent
with those used in the TRO. It fails to fully address requirements concerning connecting of
subloops and provisioning of subloops. It omits any mention of the demarcation point discussed
in the TRO. Further Verizon’s proposal saddles AT&T with myriad obligations that are not
supported by the TRO. For example, Verizon seeks to require AT&T to collocate in order to
access inside wire subloops. Verizon also seeks to block AT&T from connecting to inside wire
subloops except by way of an established SPOI.

AT&T's TRO Amendment, on the other hand, sets out in detail the definitions of
subloops and accessible terminals contained in the TRO.>' AT&T then provides detailed
procedures for the connection of subloop elements to any technically feasible point both with
respect to distribution subloop facilities and subloops in multi-tenant environments.”> AT&T
sets forth the TRO’s requirements with respect to Inside Wire Subloops.’ In addition, AT&T

provides detailed requirements covering Verizon’s provision of a single point of interconnection

(continued...)
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(“SPOI”) suitable for use by multiple carriers.”* AT&T’s TRO Amendment is consistent with
and faithful to the TRO’s requirements on subloops and should therefore be adopted.
VI.  UNBUNDLED LOCAL SWITCHING (TRO AMENDMENT SECTION 3.4)
Verizon’s proposed amendment absolves it of responsibility to provide any form of
switching other than mass market switching and attempts to predict the outcome of the
impairment proceedings with regard to mass market switching obligations.”* The TRO requires
Verizon to provide AT&T with unbundled access to mass market switching but relieves Verizon
of its obligation to provide enterprise switching.*® As to the latter, the TRO requires Verizon to
provide a transition period to AT&T to move its enterprise customers to alternative service
arrangements absent a Commission petition to the FCC seeking to rebut the FCC’s national
finding of non-impairment.”” AT&T objects, then. to language in each subsection of section 3.4
as demonstrated in Exhibit 1. AT&T has incorporated the requirements of the TRO discussed
above into its Amendment and these changes should be adopted.
VII. SIGNALING/DATABASES (TRO AMENDMENT SECTION 3.4.3)
The TRO requires Verizon to provide AT&T with unbundied access to its signaling
networks, which directs calls between switches or between switches and call-related databases,

wherever AT&T has obtained unbundled circuit switching.™® In addition, Verizon must provide

(continued...)

32 Id at§§3.3.7-3.39.

3 Jd at § 3.3.10.

3 Id at§23.11

33 Verizon TRO Amendment §§ 3.4 | and 3 4.2.
36 TRO, * 419

37 Id, 9525

38 TRO, % 551.
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AT&T continued access to the 911 and E911 call-related databases.*® Verizon’s petition
recognizes these requirements and much of its language, as indicated in AT&T’s blackline, is
acceptable to AT&T. However. AT&T’s proposal makes the terms used in this section more
consistent with the language of the TRO. AT&T’s TRO Amendment sets forth these

requirements of the TRO and should be adopted.

VIII. UNBUNDLED INTEROFFICE FACILITIES (TRO AMENDMENT SECTION 3.5)

The TRO requires Verizon to provide AT&T with unbundled access to dark fiber, DS3
and DS1 transport facilities.*” Dedicated transport and dark fiber transport are defined as
transmission facilities between Verizon switches or wire centers including also locations where
Verizon has its own facilities at a CLEC’s premises.*’ Verizon’s proposed definition of
dedicated transport and dark fiber transport ignores footnote 1126 of the TRO and excludes these
arrangements where Verizon has facilities on a CLEC’s premises. AT&T’s TRO Amendment in
both the definition and Section 3.5 supplies the TRO’s definition of dedicated transport and dark
fiber transport.

As to DS3 transport facilities, the TRO establishes a “maximum number of twelve
unbundled DS3 transport circuits that a competing carrier or its affiliates may obtain along a
single route.”” AT&T’s TRO Amendment adds language to Section 3.5.2.2 to clarify that
transmission paths between identical end points are considered on a single route regardless of

whether any intermediate points are included.*

39
Id.
i Id., % 381-384 (dark fiber): 386-387 (DS3; 390-393 (DS1).
# Id., 9365 and fn 1126.
2 Id., 9§ 388.
- Id.
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AT&T objects to language in all subsections of Section 3.5 and proposes new language,
as shown in Exhibit 1. AT&T’s TRO Amendment incorporates these requirements and should

be adopted.

IX. COMMINGLING, CONVERSIONS AND COMBINATIONS (TRO
AMENDMENT SECTION 3.6)

Prior to the issuance of the TRO, the FCC placed certain restrictions on when competitive
carriers could “commingle” or combine “loops or loop-transport combinations with tariffed
special access services.”™ These combinations of loop-transport are also referred to as Enhanced
Extended Links or “EELs.”™ The TRO eliminated the restrictions on EELs and instead the FCC
modified the rules to “affirmatively permit requesting carriers to commingle UNEs and
combinations of UNEs with services (e.g. switched and special access services offered pursuant
to tariff), and to require incumbent LECs to perform the necessary functions to effectuate such
commingling upon request.”™’

Verizon has taken the position that commingling and conversion need not be permitted
until there is an amendment to the interconnection agreement. This reading is inconsistent with
the TRO and entirely self-serving as it permits Verizon, while it drags its feet in negotiations, to
overcharge AT&T for special access rather than providing EEL conversion. Verizon has also
taken the following positions which contradict the TRO: (1) AT&T should be required to re-
certify that it meets the TRO’s eligibility requirements for DS1 and DS1 equivalent circuits on a
circuit-by-circuit basis rather than through the use of a single written or electronic request; (2)

AT&T must provide in an EEL order or conversion request information on a circuit-by-circuit

H Supplemental Order Clarification, Implementation of the Local Compenrion Provisions of the

Telecommunications 4ct of 1996, 9 22 (2000).
* TRO. 9§ 579.
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basis that is not essential to the provisioning or conversion process; (3) Verizon’s performance in
connection with commingled facilities is not subject to the interconnection agreement’s standard
provisioning intervals and performance measures; and (4) Verizon is entitled to apply a non-
recurring charge for each circuit that AT&T requests to convert from a wholesale service to UNE
or UNE combination, as well as other fees not contemplated by the TRO (¢.g. “‘retag fees”). For
example, Verizon’s amendment would require AT&T to reimburse Verizon for the entire cost of
an audit where an auditor finds that AT&T failed to comply with the service eligibility criteria
for any DS1 circuit. In addition, Verizon argues that each of the specific types of commingling
arrangements set out in the TRO need to be repeated in the interconnection agreement. AT&T
submits that a reference to the FCC’s Rule 51.318 is sufficient.

According to the TRO, commingling and conversion must be perm:tted by Verizon upon
the TRO’s effective date so long as the requesting carrier certifies that it has met certain
eligibility criteria.*® In light of this new rule. AT&T has proposed amendment to the ICA to
make clear that (1) as of October 2, 2003, Verizon is required to provide commingling and
conversions unencumbered by additional processes or requirements (e.g.. requests for unessential
information) not specified in TRO;" (2) AT&T is required to self-certify 1ts compliance with any
applicable eligibility criteria for high capacity EELs (and may do so by written or electronic
request) and to permit an annual audit by Verizon to confirm its compliance;™ (3) Verizon’s

performance in connection with commingled facilities must be subject to the interconnection

s Id., § 589; Rule 51.318.
¥ Id., 9 586, 588, 623-624.
® Id , 19 623-624.
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agreement’s standard provisioning intervals and performance measures;"’ and (4) there will be
no charges for conversion from wholesale to UNEs or UNE combinations.*

As Exhibit 1 shows. AT&T asserts objections to much of the language in Section 3.6 and
proposes language that is consistent with and faithful to the terms of the TRO. As such, AT&T's
proposals regarding section 3.6 and its subsections should be adopted.

X. ROUTINE NETWORK MODIFICATIONS (TRO AMENDMENT SECTION 3.7)

The TRO requires ILECs to make routine network modifications to unbundled
transmission facilities used by requesting carriers where the requested transmission facility has
already been constructed.” “Routine network modifications” include “those activities that

2952

incumbent LECs regularly undertake for their own customers.””~ Examples of such necessary
loop modifications include “rearrangement or splicing of cable; adding a doubler or repeater;
adding an equipment case: adding a smart jack; installing a repeater shelf, adding a line card; and
deploying a new multiplexer or reconfiguring an existing multiplexer.”’

Verizon seeks to amend the pricing schedule to add more than a dozen rate elements for
alleged non-recurring costs associated with routine network modifications. The TRO is quite
clear that AT&T shall not be obligated to pay separate fees for routine network modifications to

any UNE or UNE combination unless Verizon demonstrates that such costs are not already

recovered from monthly recurring rates for the applicable UNE(s) or from another cost recovery

¢ Id., 9 586; Rule 51.316(b).

%0 Id , § 587; Rule 51.316 (c) (“Except as agreed to by the parties. an incumbent LEC shall not impose any
untariffed termunation charges or any disconnect, re-connect fees, or charges associated with establishing a service
for the first time, 1n connection with any conversion between a wholesale service or group of wholesale services and
an unbundled network element or combination of unbundled elements™)

o TRO, € 632.
32 Id.
3 Id , 9 634.
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mechanism.>* Verizon cannot make such a showing but instead secks double recovery of costs.
In section 3.7.2, Verizon attempts to exempt the facilities that require routine network
modifications from the standard provisioning intervals and the performance measures and
remedies contained in the interconnection agreement or as otherwise determined by applicable
law.>> The TRO does not support such an exemption.

Given the clarification of “routine network modifications” in the TRO, AT&T seeks
amendment of the interconnection agreement to reflect the requirement that Verizon make such
routine network modifications. Verizon agrees that it must make routine network modifications
but asserts that AT&T must pay separately for these modifications. Verizon has failed to show
any basis for billing the nonrecurring charges that it lists in its pricing schedule and AT&T
rejects any such charges.

As such, Exhibit 1 reflects AT&T s objections to language in both sections 3.7.1. and
3.7.2 of Verizon’s proposed amendment. AT&T’s TRO Amendment, which reflects Verizon’s
requirement to provide routine network modifications without any supplemental or double-

charge by Verizon, should be adopted.

XI. TRANSITIONAL PROVISIONS FOR DECLASSIFIED NETWORK ELEMENTS
(TRO AMENDMENT SECTIONS 3.8 AND 3.9 AND EXHIBIT A)

As described above, the TRO removed Verizon’s obligation to provide AT&T with
unbundled access to a limited set of UNEs. In those circumstances, the TRO sets out a transition
period and process that Verizon must follow as to certain declassified network elements and

permits the parties to agree contractually to an acceptable process as to other declassified

o Id., ¥ 640.
3 Id, 9 639.



network elements.® AT&T has set forth in its TRO Amendment a proposed process for the
parties to follow should Verizon seek to discontinue its provision of identified network elements
as unbundled network elements.”  The procedure requires Verizon to provide written notice to
AT&T and to provide AT&T with sufficient time to request disconnection, submit a request for
an analogous access service arrangement, submit a request for an analogous Declassified
Network Element pursuant to the terms of AT&T’s Exhibit A (as applicable) or object that the
declassification of the network element in question is not proper under the TRO or other
applicable law.’ ® If a dispute arises, the parties will be entitled to seek resolution by the
Commission. This reasonable process will permit the TRO’s required “seamless” customer
transitions, where necessary, and avoid unnecessary or improper disruptions of service.

Verizon prematurely proposes a transition period and a migration process for both mass
market and enterprise switching. Given that there is currently a finding of impairment for mass
market switching and that the Commission is presented with issues of migration and transition in
its impairment and hot cut proceedings, such an amendment, if any, to the interconnection
agreement should be considered only after those proceedings are concluded and subject to the
Commission’s rulings. Until that time, there has been no change in law that would warrant an
amendment under the change in law provisions of the ICA. AT&T objects to all subsections of

section 3.8 as set out in Exhibit 1. In addition, AT&T proposes a new section 3.9 to further

address these 1ssues.

i Id., 322,701
> AT&T TRO Amendment Section 3.8.
58

Id.
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XII.  PRICING (PRICING ATTACHMENT)

Verizon attempts to introduce new prices into the interconnection agreement as part of its
proposed TRO amendment. AT&T objects to section 1.2 of Verizon’s proposed amendment in
that the pricing should be set based on mutually agreed upon rates or Commission approved
rates. AT&T urges the Commission to reject Verizon’s pricing Exhibit A altogether.

Additional Area Where Amendment to the ICA is Warranted

L HOT CUT PERFORMANCE METRICS AND REMEDIES (TRO AMENDMENT
SECTION 3.10 AND EXHIBIT B)

A critical basis of the FCC’s national finding of impairment with respect to mass market
switching is the poor performance and high cost of “hot cuts” - the process required to migrate
customers from Verizon’s switch to a CLEC’s switch when the CLEC uses UNE-L (rather than
UNE-P) to provide service.” The FCC found the existing hot cut process to be so deficient
(across all ILECs, including Verizon), that it delegated to states the task of adopting within nine
months a “seamless’” and “low-cost’” batch hot cut process that would allow the migration of
large numbers of customers to UNE-L service.*

The need for a seamless batch hot cut process cannot be overstated. In the case of any
finding of non-impairment in any market by this Commission, the FCC, or any court of
competent jurisdiction with respect to unbundled mass market switching, the industry would
likely be faced with having to migrate thousands of Florida end-users to UNE-L (assuming
existing CLECs decided to continue to offer service in the absence of UNE-P.)

In the absence of a tested and proven batch hot cut process, the potential for significant

customer disruption is tremendous. The hot cut process (batch or otherwise) is labor intensive

» TRO 4 473.



and prone to customer outages and delays.® If the process is not seamless, customers will be
frustrated, CLEC reputations will be harmed, consumers will not view competitive carriers as
viable alternatives to Verizon and, most problematic. hundreds of thousands of customers would
experience outages or other problems with their telephone service such as misrouting of calls and
an inability to receive or make calls.

Absent performance metrics and remedies, Verizon has no incentive to make sure that its
batch hot cut process operates smoothly and every incentive not to perform batch hot cuts
properly. Although consumers are harmed by poor ILEC batch hot cut performance, the ILEC
benefits. First, Verizon would benefit because poor batch hot cut performance would harm the
reputation of its competitors because end users would attribute problems to their service
provider, not to Verizon. Second, every end user that \'erizon migrates to UNE-L results in a
direct loss of revenue for Verizon. Thus, without performance measurements and remedies
focused on the batch hot cut process, Verizon would have no reason to develop, implement and
execute batch hot cuts in a manner that would allow CLECs to compete using UNE-L.
Moreover, the potential remedies must be strong enough to provide a meaningful incentive for
Verizon to act in a nondiscriminatory manner.

Not surprisingly, Verizon’s proposed language does not even mention amending the
Agreement to account for the TRO’s emphasis on the batch hot cut process and the now

increased importance of hot cuts generally. In contrast. AT&T’s TRO Amendment Section 3.10

(continued...)

60 TRO 94 468-69; 487-88.
8! It 15 for this very reason that AT&T does not belier e any manual batch hot cut process can satisfy the
requirements set forth mn the TRO. Nevertheless, AT&T has proposed the metrics and associated remedies because

(continued...)
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identifies key areas that metrics must address, an annually-capped dollar amount for remedies
that should motivate Venizon to meet the standards in the metrics and a process and timeline for
developing the details of the changes to the metrics and remedies plan. Most importantly,
AT&T’s proposed language guarantees continued availability of unbundled mass market
switching under the terms of the Agreement until such time as performance metrics and remedies
are adopted and implemented with stable performance. This is the only way to be sure that
Verizon does not delay metrics and remedies implementation and is the only way to protect the
millions of consumers that might have to be migrated to UNE-L. Therefore, Section 3.10 of
AT&T’s TRO amendment should be adopted.
Conclusion

AT&T respectfully requests the Commission to reject Verizon’s proposed TRO
amendment and to adopt AT&T’s proposed amendment of its interconnection agreement with
Verizon.

Respectfully submitted this the 13 day of April 20

"y /A;Z’ —

Tracy Hatch/

AT&T Cemmunications of the Southern
States, LLC

101 North Monroe Street, Suite 700
Tallahassee, FL 32301

(850) 425-6360

(contiued...)

a batch hot cut process is an important element of any competitive local telecommunications environment and may
be the primary tool available to migrate customers to UNE-L depending on this Commussion’s future rulings.
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AMENDMENT NO. __
to the
INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT
between

[VERIZON LEGAL ENTITY]

and

[CLEC FULL NAME]
ATAT C icati f the Soutl S LLC

This Amendment No. [NUMBER] (the “Amendment”) is made by and between Verizon Florida,
Inc (LEGAL-ENTIY] (“Verizon™), a{STATE OFNCORPORAHON]-corporation-with-offices-at
MERIZON-STATE-ADDRESS]; and-{EUH;GkEG—NAME}-a%G@RQ@RAIL@N@ARINERSHLP&_AI&I j

(== AI&I ) and shaII be
deemed-become effective 5 S

q;eAeHme—AmendmeagEﬁeeWe@ateL)HEQR_ALwIHEﬁsmon (the
“Amendment Effective Date”) } Verizon and ***CLEGC Acronym TXT***AT&T are hereinafter referred to
collectively as the "Parties” and individually as a "Party". This Amendment covers services in Verizon's

service territory in the [State-er Commonwealth] of [STATE/COMMONWEALTH-NAME OF
AGREEMENT}Florida (the “State/Commonwealth").

WITNESSETH:

HAS—USED AN-ADORTION-LETTER:

[WHEREAS, Verizon and ==CLEC Acronym-TXT*AT&T are Parties to an {nterim ;
Interconnection Agreement which incorporates the original agreement entered into by AT&T and GTE
Florida, Inc. under Sections 251 and 252 of the Telecommunications Act of 1996 approved by the Florida \{
Public Service Commission in Order No. PSC-00-1776, dated {NSERT DATE} September 28, 2000 i

(the " Agreement"}; and}

[ST AIE#GQMM@NWEAQHNAME}— the mtereennee&e&agreeme%beweewmmpcuﬁk%
CLEC-AGREEMENTland VERIZON (such-Adoption-Letterand-underlying-adoptednterconrnection
agreement referred-fo-heremn-collectively-as-the “Agreement’}—and]

WHEREAS, the Federal Communications Commuission (the “FCC") released an order on August
21, 2003 in CC Docket Nos. 01-338, 96-98, and 98-147 (the “Triennial Review Order” or “TRO”), which
became effective as of October 2, 2003; and



WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 252(a)(1) of the Act, the Parties wish to amend the Agreement
in order to give contractual effect to the provisions of the TRO; and

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the promises and mutual agreements set forth herein,
the Parties agree to amend the Agreement as follows:

1.

The Parties agree that the Agreement should be amended by the addition of the rates,
terms and conditions set forth in the annexed TRO Attachment and
to-the-any exhibits thereto (“TRO Attachment-attached-herete”). The TRO Attachment

and-the Pricing-Exhibit to-the TRO Attachment-shall apply notwithstanding any other
provision of-the-Agreement-or a Verizon tariff or a Verizon Statement of Generally
Available Terms and Conditions (“SGAT").

Conflict between this Amendment and the Agreement. This Amendment shall be
deemed to revise the terms and provisions of the Agreement to the extent necessary to
give effect to the terms and provisions of this Amendment. In the event of a conflict
between the terms and provisions of this Amendment and the terms and provisions of
the Agreement this Amendment shall govern, provided, however, that the fact that a
term or provision appears in this Amendment but not in the Agreement, or in the
Agreement but not in this Amendment, shall not be interpreted as, or deemed grounds
for finding, a conflict for purposes of this Section 2.

Counterparts. This Amendment may be executed in cne or more counterparts, each of
which when so executed and delivered shalt be an original and all of which together
shall constitute one and the same instrument.

Captions. The Parties acknowledge that the captions in this Amendment have been
inserted solely for convenience of reference and in no way define or limit the scope or
substance of any term or provision of this Amendment.

Scope of Amendment. This Amendment shall amend, modify and revise the Agreement
only to the extent set forth expressly in Section 1 of this Amendment. As used herein,
the Agreement, as revised and supplemented by this Amendment, shall be referred to
as the “Amended Agreement.” Nothing in this Amendment shali be deemed to amend
or extend the term of the Agreement, or to affect the right of a Party to exercise any right
of termination it may have under the Agreement.

Stay or Reversal of the TRO. Notwithstanding any contrary provision in the Agreement,
this Amendment, or any Verizon tarff or SGAT, nothing contained in the Agreement, this
Amendment, or any Verizon tariff or SGAT shall limit Merizongither Party's right to
appeal, seek reconsideration of or otherwise seek to have stayed, modified, reversed or
invalidated any order, rule, regulation, decision, ordinance or statute issued by the
p**State Commission FXF:*2, the FCC, any court or any other governmental authority
related to, concerning or that may affect Verzongither Party's rights or obligations
under the Agreement, this Amendment, any Verizon tariff or SGAT, or Applicable Law.
The Parties acknowledge that cerainprovisions-ofthe TRO-are-presently on-appeaHo
the United States Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit (the “D.C.
Circuit")_issued a decision vacating and that-a Writ of Mandamus-relating-to-the TRO
is-presently pending before-the B-C Circuit MNotwithstanding-anyremanding certain
portions and affirming other ehange-oflaw-provision-in-the-Agreement—this
Amendment-orany-Vernzontarfor SGAT -should-the D-C-Circuit or the United States
Supreme-Courtissue-a-stay-of-any-oratportions of the TROsprovisions, any-terms
and-conditions-ofthis-Ameandmentthat relate-to-thebut stayed prowsions-shall-be
suspended:jts vacatur and shall have-no-force and effect from the effective date of
such-stay-unti-the stays-hftedremand. Should the D.C. Circuit’s decision become




effective or the United States Supreme Court issue a stay of any or all of the TRO's

reverse any or all of the TRO’s provisions, ther-any terms and conditions
of this Amendment that relate to the stayed or reversed provisions shall be veidable
atgubject to any change in law provisions of the election-of-ether PartyAgreement,
as appropriate.

77— JomntWork Produet—Fhis-Amendmentis-ajoint-work-product -and-any-ambiguities

7. Florida TRO ' i i in thls Amendment-shal |

SIGNATURE PAGE

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties hereto have caused this Amendment to be executed as of the
Amendment Effective Date.

> CLEC FullName TXT*AT&T VERIZON***{E [Verizon Company Full Name-2-FXT
; - !- E!! § : !! §! ! E ! ! g !_ uu***l
By: By:




Printed: Printed:

Title. Title:




TRO Attachment

General Conditions

1.1

1.2

13

1.4

Notwithstanding any other provision of the Agreement, this “mendment, or any Verizon
tariff or SGAT: (a) Verizon shall be obligated to provide accass to unbundled Network
Elements ("UNEs"), combinations of unbundled Network Eiements (“Combinations”), or
UNEs commingled with wholesale services (“Commingling” to ***CLEG-Acronym
FXF*AT&T under the terms of this Amended Agreement caly to the extent required by
beth 47 U.S.C. § 251(c)(3)-and, 47 C.F.R. Part 51-51 or other Applicable Law, and, (b)
Verizon may decline to provide access to UNEs, Combinatons, or Commingling to
CLECAsrorym-TXT=AT&T to the extent that provisio~ of access to such UNEs,

Combinations, or Commingling rs not required by both-47 U S.C. § 251(c)(3)-and, 47
C.F.R. Part 54~

GLEC-Acronym TXT*AT&T may use a UNE, a Combination, or Commingling only
for these-purposes that are consistent with those for whicn Verizon is required by 47

U.S C. § 251(c)(3)-and, 47 C.F.R. Part 5151, or oth 5151, or other Applicable Law to provide such
UNE, Combination, or Commingling to ***CLEC Acroaym —XT=*AT&T.

Notwithstanding any other provision of the Agreement, this Amendment, or any Verizon
tariff or SGAT, to the extent Verizon is required by a change in Applicable Law to
provide to **GLEC AcronymIXT*AT&T pursuant to 47 L S.C. § 251(c)(3)-and, 47
C.F.R. Pert MQ&MMLJM_LAE a UNE, & Corrzination, or Commingling that

1s not offered under the Amended Agreement to ***GLEC ~zronym-TXF**AT&T as of
the Amendment Effective Date, the rates, terms, conditions “or such UNE, Combination,

or Commingling shall be asprovided-n an-apphcable Verzsatanff or+rsubject to the
absencechange in law provisions of an-apphcable Verze—tanff-as mutuallyagreed-n
wrtng-by-the PartiesAgreement.

Verizon reserves the right to argue in any proceeding befora the P**State-Commission
TXT=4, the FCC or another governmental body of competent jurisdiction that an item
identified in the Agreement or this Amendment as a Networ< Element (a) is not a
Network Element under 47 U.S.C. § 251(c)(3)_or other Applicable Law, (b) is not a
Network Element Verizon is required by 47 U S.C. § 251(c - 3) or other Applicable Law
to provide to **CLEG Acronym TXT**AT&T, or-or (c) is 2~ item that Verizon is not
required to offer to **@EEGAeFenyleI—AI&I at the rztes set forth in the Amended




TRO.GI Definiti

Notwithstanding any other provision in the Agreement or any Verizon tariff or SGAT, the
following terms, as used in the Amended Agreement, shall have the meanings set forth below:

20  Applicable Law
AlLL ! | requlations, including, t limited to, the Act, effecti

W! | decisi E E iurisdict

2.1 Call-Related Databases.

Databases, other than operations support systems, that are used in signaling networks
for billing and collection, or the transmission, routing, or other provision of a
telecommunications service. Call-related databases include, but are not limited to, the
calling name database, 911 database, E911 database, line information database, toll
free calling database, advanced intelligent network databases, and downstream number
portability databases.

2.2 Dark Fiber Transport.

An unactivated optical transmissicn facility within a LATA, without attached multiplexing,

aggregation or other electronics, between Verizon switches {as-idertified-nthe-LERG)
or wire centers {including Verizon facilities located at AT&T's premises), that is

provided on an unbundled basis pursuant to 47 U.S.C. § 251(0)(3)—39@ 47 C.F.R. Part

23 2.3 Dedicated Transport.

A BStorBS3-transmission facility between Verizon switches {as-dentifiednthe LERG)
or wire centers, (including Verizon facilities located at AT&T’s premises), within a

LATA, that is dedicated to a particular end user or carrier and that is provided on an
unbundled basis pursuant to 47 U.S.C. § 251(c)(3)and, 47 C.F.R. Part 51-51 or other
Applicable Law. Fransmissionfacihiies or-services-provided-between{1}-a-Verzen-wire
centerorswiich-and{i-a-switch-orwire center of **CLEC Acronym TXT** or a-thwd
party-are-not Dedicated Transpor-

2424 DS1 Dedicated Transport.
Dedicated Transport having a total digital signal speed of 1.544 Mbps.

2525 DS3 Dedicated Transport.

Dedicated Transport having a total digital signal speed of 44.736 Mbps.

26-2.6 _DS1 Loop.

A digital transmission channel suitable for the transport of 1.544 Mbps digital signals that
is provided on an unbundied basis pursuant to 47 U.S.C. § 251{(c)(3)and, 47 C.F.R. Part



5151 or other Applicable Law. This loop type is more fully described in MerizenTR
#25675-applicable ANSI standards, as revised from time to time. A DS-1 Loop

requiresincludes the electronics necessary to provide the DS-1 transmission rate.

27-2.7 DS3 Loop.

A digital transmission channel suitable for the transport of isochronous bipolar serial
data at a rate of 44 736 Mbps (the equivalent of 28 DS-1 channels) that is provided on
an unbundled basis pursuant to 47 U.S.C. § 251(c)(3)-ard, 47 C.F.R. Part 51+-51 or

other Applicabie Law. This Loop type is more fully described in Verizen +R
72675.applicable ANS| standards, as revised from time to time. A DS-3 Loop
reguiresingludes the electronics necessary to provide the DS-3 transmission rate.

28-2.8 Enterprise Switching.
Local Switching or Tandem Switching that, if provided to ***CLEC Asronym
TXF=*AT&T, would be used for the purpose of serving **CLEGC-Acrorym
TXF**AT&T's customers using DS1 or above capacity Loops.

2929 Feeder.

The fiber optic cable (lit or unlit) or metallic portion of a Loop between a serving wire
center and a remoteterminal-erfeeder/distribution interface.

2-+8-2,10 FTTH Loop.

A mass market Loop consisting entirely of fiber optic cable, whether dark or lit, between
the main distribution frame (or its equivalent) in ar-end-users-servinga wire center and
the demarcation point at the end user’s customer premises. ETTH Loops do not

AAs set forth in FCC Rule 51.319(b), a Verizon-owned or controlled distribution
facility in Verizon’s network—etherthanin-a-FTHH-Loop: between the minimum point of

entry (“MPOE”") at a multiunit premises where an end user customer is located and the
Demarcation Point for such facility—thats-ewned-and controlled-by-Verizon.
242212 Hybrid Loop.

AAny local Loop composed of both fiber optic cable and copper wire or cable,_including




2-13-2.14 Line Sharing.
The process by which **GLEGC Acronym-TXTprovidesAT&T is providing xDSL

service over the same copper Loop that Verizon uses to provide voice service by
utilizing the frequency range on the copper loop above the range that carries analog
circuit-switched voice transmissions (the High Frequency Portion of the Loop, or
"HFPL"). The HFPL includes the features, functions, and capabilities of the copper Loop
that are used to establish a complete transmission path between Verizon's distribution
frame (or its equivalent) in its Wire Center and the demarcation point at the end user’s
customer premises, and includes the high frequency portion of any inside wire (including
any Heuse-and-Riser-Cablelnside Wire Subloop) owned ardgr controlled by Verizon.

244216 |l ocal Switching.

The line-side; and trunk-side facilities associated with the line-side port- on a circuit
switch in Verizon's network-{as+dentified+n-the LERG), plus the features, functions, and
capabilities of that switch, unbundled from loops and transmission facilities, including:
(a) the line-side Port (including but not limited to the capability to connect a Loop
termination and a switch line card, telephone number assignment, dial tone, one primary
directory listing, pre-subscription, and access to 911); (b) line and line group features
(including but not limited to all vertical features and line blocking options that the
switch and its associated deployed switch software are capable of providing that are
provided to Verizon's local exchange service Customers served by that switch); (c)
usage (including but not limited to the connection of lines to lines, lines to trunks,
trunks to lines, and trunks to trunks); trunks); and (d) trunk features (including but not limited
o the connection between the trunk terminaticn and a trunk card).

25217 Mass Market Switching.

Local Switching or Tandem Switching that Verizon offers on an unbundled basis

pursuant to 47 U.S.C. §25¥4sy3anc=2 G+ APt 51.§ 251(c)(3), 47 C.F.R. Part 51
or other Applicable Law, and that is provided to—*"*CLEG-Acrenym-TXT- AT&T to
serve 2*CLEC Acronym-TXT**AT&T's end user customers over DS0 Loops.

26— Nonconforming-Facilty-

218 Declassified N K El

Any facility that Verizon was-prevding-to>CLEC Acronym-TXT* obligated to
provide to AT&T on an unbundled basis pursuant to the Agreement or a Verizon tanff
or SGAT-prior-te-October2-2003;, but which,_except as otherwise provided in
Section 3.8.3 below, Verizon is no longer-obhgated-to-prowide-_obligated to provide on
an unbundled ba5|s under 47 U.S.C. %@%MQER—Q&H—SLW%@#

d ¥ b
5 dnoth
P a-hoeto

arering Faciit < 251 7 C.ER. Part 51. Declassified Network
Elements include any-of-the following' (a) any-unbundled-dedicated-transport-or-dark



Dedlcated Transmﬂ—%&@e&%éﬁmm%@a@%n&peﬁ&m

transport facilities above twelve on a_single RouteeFRea%e&as%ewehme{*—*’;State

Gemmssmﬂq'-x-e—}-e{—%heﬁ@@ or-or-after October 22003 -finds-telecommunications
carniers-to-be-re~mpared-without access to-such facihities—(sd) Enterprise Switching:

@N%Ma%wqw%%%ma#kepwmw#}&{—&%@aﬁmmﬁw

3822—34—{4999}44@9—Eeur—l:me£ar¥e—9u¢—RMe—)—e&OCn Loops-and-@@n—Ded@ated
W%Mthe Feeder port'on of a Loop, (B

the—TR&—Gg) any Call-Related Database other than the 911 and ES11 databases that
is not provisioned in connection with **CLEC Acromym TXT*AT&T's use of Verizon
Mass Market Switching; (kh) Signaling that is not provisioned in connection with
WAI&I s use of Verlzon s Mass Market SW|tch|ng, ()

2-17-2.19 Packet Switching.

The routing or forwarding of packets, frames, cells, or other data units based on address
or other routing information contained in the packets, frames, cells or other data units, or
the functions that are performed by the digital subscriber line access multiplexers,
including but not imited to the ability to terminate an end-user customer’s copper Loop
{which includes both a low-band voice channel and a high-band data channel, or solely
a data channel); the ability to forward the voice channels, if present, to a circuit switch or
muitiple circuit switches; the ability to extract data units from the data channels on the
Loops; and the ability to combine data units from multiple Loops onto one or more trunks
connecting to a packet switch or packet switches.

2-18-2.20 Qualifying Service.

A telecommunications service that competes with a telecommunications service that has
been traditionally the exclusive or primary domain of the incumbent LECs, including, but
not limited to, local exchange service, such as plain old telephone services, and access

services, such as digital subscriber line services and high-capacity circuits.

219-2,.21 Route

AEor purposes of ECC Rule 51.319 (e)(1) through (e)(5), a transmission path
between one of Verizon’s wire centers or switches and another of Verizon’s wire centers
or switches within a LATA. A route between two points (e.g., wire center or switch “A”
and wire center or switch “Z”) may pass through one or more Verizon intermediate wire
centers or switches (e.g., Verizon wire center or switch “X"). Transmission paths
between identical end points (e.g., Verizon wire center or switch “A” and Verizon wire
center or switch “Z") are the same “route”, irrespective of whether they pass through the
same intermediate Verizon wire centers or switches, if any.

2-20-2.22 Signaling.



Signaling includes, but is not limited to, signaling links and signaling transfer points.

i for Multiunit Premises Access.

Any portion of a Loop:-ctherthanaFTTHLecs- that is technically feasibie to access at a
terminal 1n Verizon's outside plant at or near a muitiunit premises. HEQr access to
copper Subloops, it is rettechnically feasible to access aany portion of a Loop a:

aany terminal in Verizon's outside plant-a, or reara-mulbuni-premisesinside wire
owned or controlled by Verizon, as long as a technician must-access-the facir oy
removingneed not remove a splice case to reachaccess the wiring-withinwire or
copper of the cableSubloop; provided, however, near Remote Terminal sites,
Verizon shall, upon site-specific request by AT&T, provide access to a Subloop at
asplice.

2:-22-—Sub-2.24 Loop Distribution-Eacihty.

The seppepportnon of a Loop in Verizon's network that is between the rupimum-point of
“Jdemarcation at an end user customer premises and Verizon's

feeder/distribution interface. It is technically feasible to access any portion of a

2-23-2,25 Tandem Switching.

The trunk-connect facilities on a Verizon circuit switch that functions as a tandem switch,
plus the functions that are centralized in that switch, including the basic switching
function of connecting trunks to trunks, unbundled from and not contiguous with lcops
and transmission facilities. Tandem Switching creates a temporary transmission path
between interoffice trunks that are interconnected at a Verizon tandem switch for the

purpose of routing a call. A tandem switch does not provide basic functions such as dial
tone service.

3. UNE TRO Provisions
31 Loops.
311 Hi-Cap Loops. Notwithstanding any other provision of the Agreement or a

Verizon tariff or SGAT asof October 22003
of Section 3.8 below, as of the Amendment Effective Date:

3.111 DS1 Loops. Upon **CLEC-Acronym TXTAT&T's written
request, Verizon shall provide ***GCLEG AcropymTXTAT&T
with nondiscriminatory access to a DS1 Loop on an unburdled
basis under the Amended Agreement in accordance with, but
only to the extent required by, 47 U.S.C. § 251(c)(3)-and, 47
C.F.R. Part 8+-51 or other Applicable Law.

31.1.2 DS3 Loops. Upon *GLEC Acrenym-TXT"AT&T's written
request, Verizon shall provide **GLEGC-AcronymTXT-=AT&T
with nondiscriminatory access to a DS3 Loop on an unbundled
basis under the Amended Agreement in accordance with. but

10



only to the extent required by, 47 U.S.C. § 251(c)(3}-and, 47
C.F.R. Part 51.51 or other Applicable Law.

3.1.1.2.1 Cap on DS3 Loops. **CLEG-Acronyrm-TXT*|n

may obtain on an unbundied basis a maximum of two
(2) DS-3 Loops (ortwo{2)- DS-3-eguivalenis)-at any
single end user location Any-Loop-previousiy-rmade
avatableto"*CLEG Acronym-TXI=** at said-end-user
location-above-the-two-{} Loop-cap shali-be considered
a-Nonconforming-Facthty-

WM&W%@H@;M@@M@W

3.1.2.2

3.1.23

New Builds. Notwithstanding any other provision of the
Agreement or any Verizon tariff or SGAT, **CLEGC-Acronym
TXT==AT&T shail not be entitled to obtain pondiscriminatory
access to a FTTH Loop (erany-segmentthereofl-on an
unbundled basis where Verizon has deployed such a Loop to an
end user's customer premises that previously washas not been
served by any Verizon Loop.

Overbuilds. Notwithstanding any other provision of the

Agreement or any Verizon tariff or SGAT 22 CLEG -Acronym
:T_x_I-k**

-and subject to the conditions in this Section below,
AT&T shall not be entitled to obtain nondiscriminatory access

to a FTTH Loop (orany-segmentthereof}-on an unbundled basis
wherewhen Verizon has deployed thesuch subjesta Loop
parallel to, or in replacement of, an existing copper Loop:

prowidedfacility, #ewevepm that+-such-a-Loop-replacesa

ssion-path-from- Vernzon-s-serving-wire-centerto-the
demarcationpoint-at the end-user's-customer premises capaire

DIVBISE GIEa6-5RANCE |

w‘w” icul ises after deploying the FTTH

11
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3.1.3

the applicable requirements of this Section 3.1.2 shall be i i ling T bls o
management procedures.,

Hybrid Loops Generally.

3.1.3."

3132

3.1.3.3

3.1.3.4

Packet Switching. Notwithstanding any other provision of the
Agreement or any Verizon tariff or SGATﬂGLE—G—AeFeﬂym
le***

AT&T shall not be entitled to obtain access to the Packet
Switching Capability of any Hybrid Loop on an unbundled basis

Broadband Services. Notwithstanding any other provision of the
Agreement or any Verizon tariff or SGAT, as of Octeber2;
2003-the Amendment Effective Date, when **GLEG-Acronym
X AT&T seeks access to a Hybrid Loop for the provision of
“broadband services,” as such term is defined by the FCC, then
in accordance with, but only to the extent required by, 47 U.S.C.

§ 251(c)(3)-and, 47 C.F.R. Part 61.51 or other Applicable Law,
Verizon shall provide Z*CLEG-Acronym TXT**AT&T with access

under the Amended Agreement to the time division multiplexing
features, functions, and capabilities of that Hybrid Loop, including
DS1 or DS3 capacity-{but-enly where impairment has been found
to exist), on an unbundled basis, to establish a complete
transmission path between the main distribution frame {or
equivalent) in the end user’s serving wire center and the end
user's customer premises. This access shall inctude access to all
features, functions, and capabilities of the Hybrid Loop that are
not used to transmit packetized information.

Narrowband Services. Notwithstanding any other provision of the
Agreement or any Verizon tariff or SGAT, as of October2:
2063-the Amendment Effective Date, when ***CLEG-Acronym
FXF==AT&T seeks access to a Hybrid Loop for the provision to
its customer of “narrowband services,” as such term is defined by
the FCC, then in accordance with, but only to the extent required
by, 47 U.S.C. § 251(c)(3}and, 47 C.F.R. Part 551 or other
Applicabie Law, Verizon shall either (a} provide
nondiscriminatory access under the Amended Agreement to a
spare home-run copper Loop serving that customer on an
unbundled basns or in\Merizon's-sole-diseretion—(b) provide

access under the Amended Agreement, on
an unbundled basis, to a voice-grade transmission path_{i.e.,
equivalent to DS0 capacity) between the main distribution
frame (or equivalent) in the end user's serving wire center and
the end user’s customer premises, using time division
multiplexing technology.

Feeder. Notwithstanding any other provision of the Agreement or
any Verizon tariff or SGAT a&ei@e&ebe#Q—ZQ@SﬂGL—EG
AcrorymTXT

shall not be
entitled to obtain access to the Feeder portion of a Loop on an
unbundied, standalone basis.

13



|DLC Hybrid Loops.

abeve—er-aay#enzea—t&-ﬁf—er SGAI—#—QI:EG—AGFGH)‘M—‘PXT—-—DLQ
Hybrid Loops. If AT&T requests, in order to provide narrowband
services, unbundling of a 2 wire analog or 4 wire analog Loop curently
provisioned via Integrated Digital Loop Carrier (over a Hybrid Loop)-
Verzon-shallas-and to-the-extent required-by 47 U-S.C§ 25643}
and 47-GFRPart-5-{“IDLC"), Verizon shall provide *=GLEC
Acropym-TXT=*AT&T unbundled access to a l:eep—eapable—e#@%e&

grade—servnce—to-the-end -usercustomerserved—bythetransmission
path over Hybrid Leop-Loops served by IDLC systems, which shall
be either through a spare copper facility or through the availability

of Universal DLC systems, If neither of the aforementioned
options is available, Verizon shall provide AT&T a technically
feasible method of unbundled access.

Wk kk®

an-existing copper Loop-of-a Loop-served by existing Unive-sal

14



[ "

functionality shall ided with such | ! \ditional NID
charge shall be included.

3.2 Line Sharing.

Notwithstanding any other provision in the Agreement or any Verizon tariff or SGAT, as
of Oeteber2-2003

3.2.1 Line Sharing.

3.2.1.1 New Line Sharing. Verizon shall be-underno-obhgatiento
provision new Line Sharing arrangements underthe-Agreement
orthis-Amendment provided however-that as-and-to-the-extent

required-byin accordance with 47 U.S.C. § 251(c)(3)ard, 47
C.F.R. Part 54,51 or other Applicable Law, Verizon shall
provide new Line Sharing arrangements on a transitional basis
pursuant to rates, terms, and conditions effered-by-Verizonin-a
separate-agreement-that shall-be subjectto =G G-prescribed
prictag-rutesby the FCC in 51.319(a)(1)(i).

3212 Grandfathered Line Sharing. Any existing Line Sharing
arrangement over a copper Loop or Sub-L-6epSubloop in place
with an end user customer of =*CLEG Acroaym-T X2 AT&T will
be grandfathered at existing rates, provided Z*CLEG Acronym

TXT=*AT&T began providing xDSL service to that end user
customer using Line Sharing over that Loop or Sub-
LoopSubloop prior to October 2, 2003, and only so long as
2CEEC-Acronym TXT =-AT&T has not ceased providing xDSL

service to that end user customer at the same location over that

Loop or Sub-LoepSubloop.

33 ——Sub-Loop
3.2(A) Line Splitting.

15
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3.2(C)

&

repairing copper loops and copper Subloops,

3-3-1-Sub-Leopfor-Access to- Multiunit PremisesSubloop. As of October2-2003.the
all provisions in the Agreement governing ***CLEGC

Amendment Effective Date,

AcroryrmTXT""accessto-Inside Wire, House and Riser, or House and Riser Cable are
hereby deleted and replaced withby this Section 3-3—-3.3 which shall supersede any
other prowvisienproyisions in the Agreement or in any Verizon tariff or SGAT in effect
prlor to Oetober2-2003—Jponrequest by ***CLEC Acronym-TXT*** \erizon-shall

17



c. at any point that the Commission has determined, in any
ling, i hnically feasibl

333 Subloop Element - Functionality and General Requirements

3.3.3.1 Subloop Element inciudes but is not limited to the following
a) Loop Concentration/Multiplexing Functionality
(b) Loop Distribut

{c) Inside Wire Subloop

334  Subloop Element - General Requirements
3344  Atits option, AT&T may purchase from Verizon-

elements shall be available ***CLEC
AcrorymTXT*shallinstall s facilitesne
closerthanfoureen {14 nchesof- the
point-of-nterconnectonforsuch-cable:
uhless-otherwise-agreed-by- the Parties-

18



dkok WA

ek

d Je e

House-and-Riser Cable-this standard, Verizon shah
not be obhgated-to(a) el : |

T

determine-how-towill perform such-nstaliation:

ok ok *kk
kA hkk

*kx il

Jokx kR
*kx ok k&

Jedede?

ek xhx
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House-and Riser-Cable-shallcomply-with-appheable
mdustry-standards.
Gable-at i

the :eqaesteﬁ——@&é@%emnymwel:%@
Aererym- X" shall be-solely responsible-for

i-erroneously-reguested-to-dispateh-to-a sie on

forth in-the-Agreementwill be assessed peroceursnsce
o *CLEC AcronymXT" by Menzon—fastherasult
Mk&@%mwm%wm&ﬁms#enze%

Verzon:held responsible for any payments to
Vormaret

20
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3.3,5.1

Loop ration/Multiplexing Functionali

Loop Concenfration/Multiplexing Functionality will be provided by

EEEEE

3.3.5.3

This functionality includes the connecting facilities from the
concentration/multiplexing functionality and the physical location

3.3.6.1

Technical Requirements

When _Verizon provides _Loop Concentration/Multiplexing

3.3.6.3

Eunctionality or Loop repeaters, Verizon shall provide power for

2.3.6.4

Loop Concentration/Multiplexing Functionality shall, where

technically feasible, continuously monitor protected circuit packs
and redundant common equipment,

22



The redundant . t shall al ically switc]

w ! ion where fechnically feasibl

Yerizon shall provide AT&T real time performance and alarm data

3.3.6.7

WMW = h data for AT&T ifically where feasibl

At AT&T’s option, Verizon shall provide AT&T with real time ability

3.3.7.1

Wﬂ ! : ion/ Multiplexing Eunctionalif

3.3.7.3

3.3.74

If technically feasible, Loop Concentration/Multiplexing

3.3.7.5

E ! hal ids Telcordia (f ly Bellcore) TR-08
modes 1&2 DS1 interfaces when requested by AT&T,

All equipmeni furnished to AT&T by Verizon shall deliver

3.3.2.6

interfaces in_accordance with—but-oriyto-the-extentrequired-by—47
G-8-C—-§-25Hc)3}and 414 CF-R-ParB4—upon-sie-specific-request
2 CLEGCAcronym— X may—obtam—access—o—the—_ design
specifications as deployed in the Verizon network.

Veri hall functi jated wit

3.3.8

Loop Distribution-Sub-Leop Fachiy-ata-technricallyfeasible- access

pemtlocated-neara Verzonremeieterminalequpment enclosure-atthe-rates-and charges-provided-for

23



3.3.8.1

The Loop Distribution Sab—keep}m%he—AgFeemen%—Lt—ts-mHeehmeauy

3.3.8.4

facility consists of all such facilities providing connectivity
demarcation, and the end user side of the FDI/SAl and can be
{ at any techmically feasible poi

In th . . . .
as Eggumatmmmmmhnmw | by ATAT and described in 3.3.9 bel

24



3.3.8.5

3.3.8.6

2.3.9.1

3.3.9.4

Access terminals may be located at technically feasible points including
i i -

kulnot limited to those at, near,.or on the customer premises, such ag the

pole or pedestal, the NID, the minimum point of entry to the customer

feeder/distribution interface,

Inside Wire Subloop Element Configurations may include:

3.3.9.5 Loop Distributi o _

3.3.9.6 Inside Wi _ _
connectivity between and including two technically feasible accessible

25



3.3.10

ith 1 loved for the Inside Wire Subl

Requirements

3.3.10.1

AT&T, at its option, may connect to Verizon Inside Wire Subloops

2.3.10.2

T f whetl SPOl exi is sul l blished
at that premises,

AT&T, at its opti Inside Wire Subl !

3.3.10.3

f

AT&T's terminal block may be placed within any Verizon enclosure

3.3.104

when space exists.
Verizon may not require AT&T to collocate in order to access

(24
K
=
S

%ﬂmﬂw&gﬂ
clearly label the wiring on those terminals as belonging to AT&T.
AT&T shall be under no obligation to centirue-te-provide**GLEC

e rosdiscrminatory access to Mass-Market

Sw&temng—enaqwuabaﬂdled%a&s%def—mme#mended

;
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3.3.10.9

Verizon shall be responsi

3.3.10.10

ble for demonstrating, to AT&T'’s
reasonable satisfaction, within ten (10) business days from the
date of the request, control of the Inside Wire Subloops. Where

control may be unclear or disputed, Verizon will not prevent or in

any way delay AT&T’s use of the Intra-Premises Wiring to meet an
. 2

w! ive basis f : -

Verizon shall defend, indemnify, and otherwise hold harmless,

3.3.10.11

on-premises wiring, where payments are made by AT&T to Verizon
for the use of the Intra-Premises Wiring Subloop element for which
Verizon asserted control.

First Pair Requirement - Verizon shall not reserve the intra-

3.3.1141

Single Point of Int ,

The SPOQI is a cross-connect device that provides non-

3.3.11.2

discriminatory access for cross connections to all Subloop
elements and to all units in an MTE. The SPOl is capable of

2 itipl iers' outside plant that icul
premises.

Verizon must, at AT&T’ : te | | figurati

provide a SPOI at or as close as commercially practicable to the
w—wt ith Verizon’ ! ts. This obligation is |

27



33114

3.3.11.6 _

33117

3.3.12.1

Demarcation Point is the point where the control, but not

necessarily the ownership of the Inside Wire Subloop changes
[ : he buildi - bscri

For those locations where AT&T is serving customers, if Verizon is

negotiating with the building owner to move the demarcation point

! = = AT&T within f 5) busi ! E !
date the property owner requested that the change be undertaken
by Verizon,

AT&T shail have the option of moving its service to the newly

established demarcation point or negotiating with the building
! to ! = lousl ided, If AT&T
the Inside Wire Subl ! Veri hall | -

28



2.3.12.5

! - int is acti

3.3.42.6

3.3.12.7

E

343

Signaling and Call-Related Databases. Verizon shall provide access to
Signaling and Call-related Databases under the Amended Agreement in
accordance with, but only to the extent required by, 47 U.S.C. § 251(c)(3)
ard, 47 C.F.R. Part &—WSpecmcally,
notwnhstandlng any other provision of the Agreement or any Verizon tariff or
SGAT, as of Oscteber2-2063.the Amendment Effective Date , Verizon shall
provide Signaling and Call-Related Databases only in conjunction with the
provision of Local Switching or Tandem Switching that Verizon 1s otherwise
obligated to make available to 2 GLEC-AcronymTXT*AT&T under the
Amended Agreement; provided, however, that Verizon shall continue to
provide nondiscriminatory access to the 911 and E911 Call-Related
Databases in accordance with, but only to the extent required by, 47 U.S.C. §
251(c}(3)and, 47 C.F.R. Part 54-51_or other Applicable Law. Where Local
Switching or Tandem Switching associated with a particular Signaling facility
or Call-Related Database is or becomes a Nenconforming
FacityDeclassified Network Element, the associated Signaling facility or
Cali-Related Database associated with that Local Switching or Tandem
Switching facility shall also be subject to the same transitional provisions in
Section 3.8 (except for the 911 and E911 Call-Related Databases, as noted
above).

35 Unbundled Interoffice Facilities.

3.5.1

Wmﬂemﬂew&%%%@e@%—éa%ﬂm
shal-provide-Dedicated Transpor-and-Dark-FiberTransportunderthe
Agreementin-accordance-withbut-onhtothe extent reguired by 47 U-SC-§

29



3.5.2

dkd

fadaliad

=*CLEG-Acronym-TXT**" obtains-access-to-the-subjectfacility in-orderto
OMITTED]

Dedicated Transport. On or after Gsteber2-2003-the Amendment Effective

Date, notwithstanding any other provision of the Agreement or any Verizon
tariff or SGAT_and subject to the provisions of Section 3.8 below, and in
accordance with, but only to the extent required by, 47 U.S.C. § 251(c)(3)

ard, 47 C.F.R. Part 51_or other Applicable Law:

3.5.2.1

3.5.2.2

Upon **CLEC-Acronym-TXT*AT&T's written request, Verizon
shall provide **CLEC-Acrorym-TXT*AT &T with
nondiscriminatory access to DS1 Dedicated Transport and DS3
Dedicated Transport on an unbundled basis pursuant to the
Amended Agreement. For the avoidance of doubt: (a) a
transmission facility or service between a Verizon switch or wire
center and a switch or wire center of **GLEC-Acronym
TXT**AT&T or a third party is not Dedicated Transport; ard-(b) a
transmission facility or service that uses an OCn interface or a

SONET mten‘ace is not Dedicated TransportéLﬂr_L):QeL_aled

. Subject to the
provisions of Section 3.8 below, Verizon is under no obligation to
provide or continue providing the Nerconrforming
FaciktiesDeclassified Network Elements described in clauses
(a) and (b) above under the Agreement or the Amended
Agreement.

Cap on Dedicated Transport. ***GLEG-Acronym-TXT=AT&T
may obtain on an unbundled basis a maximum of twelve (12)
DS3 Dedicated Transport circuits {ortwelve {12} DS3-
equivalents—6-¢-336-BS1syon any single Route on which
unbundled transport is otherwise available. Transmission paths
between identical end points are considered on a single
Route regardless of whether any intermediate

i i ' i ny circuit capacity on
that Route above such twelve (12) curcmt cap shall be considered

30



3.5.3

* ek

Dark Fiber Transport. On or after October2-2<33;the Amendment
Effective Date, notwithstanding any other prov:sion of the Agreement or any
Verizon tariff or SGAT and subject to the provisions of Section 3.8 below,
and in accordance with, but only to the extent required by, 47 U.S.C. §

251(c)(3)-and, 47 C.F.R. Part 51or other Applicable Law:

3.5.3.1 Upon **CLEC AcrorymFXT-=*AT&T's written request, Verizon
shall provide ***GLEG AsrorymTXT**AT&T with

nondiscriminatory access to Dark Fiber Transport on an
unbundled basis pursuant to the Amended Agreement. For the
avoidance of doubt, Dark Fiber Transport does not include a dark
fiber facility between (a) a Verizon switch or wire center and (b) a
switch or wire center of 2**CLEC-Acronym-TXT=AT&T or any
third party, and subject to the provisions of Section 3.8 below,
Verizon is under no obligation to provide or continue providing
such Noncerforming-FacihityDeclassified Network Element
under the Amended Agreement.

3.6 Commingling, Conversions, and Combinations.

3.6.1

Commingling and Conversions. Notwithstanding any other provision of the
Agreement or any Verizon tariff or SGAT, butand subject to the conditions set
forth in the following Section 3.6.2, Verizon w—notprohibit the comminghng
of-an-unbundied Network Elemenighall permit AT&T to commingle a UNE
or %m@m%;mn@wmummmm Network

Quakfying- UNEs™}-with wholesale services obtained from Verizon-under,
mmmalso_mnmnﬂhgleaajmncmes_m a Verizon-accesstarffUNE or

n

M&Paqéxdeﬂned_as_sﬂmm_ﬂzﬁ_ﬂulejii Verizon shall,
upon request of **‘GJ:EGAe;enyleLAI&I perform the functions

31



3.6.2

necessary to commingle Qualifying-UNEsa UNE or Combination with

Qualifying-Wholesale-Services—Fhe-gne or more facilities or services or
www! Il Verizon | i i lating ¢

Section 3.6.2.2, the rates-, terms-and-_and conditions-of the-_of the
applicable access-tanfi-orseparate-non-261-agreementwil-apply-to-the
Quahfying Wholesale-Sepnses—and-the-

access tariff will apply to
Wrates terms and condmons of-the-Amended

“Ratcheting,” as that term is

Exhibit A to this Amended Agreement.
defned by the FCC shall not be requured-—Qual@mg—uNEs—thai-a;e

Service Eligibiiity Criteria for Certain Combinations, Conversions and
Commingled Facilities and Services. Notwithstandingany-otherprovision-of
Unless modified by FCC action, including but not limited to a waiver

issued by the Agreement-this-Amendment-ECC, or anyunless the
Verizon M%me_g
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ofd.6.21  To the extent the service eligibility criteria for high capacity

EELs apply, AT&T shall be permitted to self certify its compliance with

these criteria-setforhin47 C FR-§54318 **CLEC Acronym TXTAT&T
lect ¢ If certify usi it ! -

Verizon. AT&T must remain in compliance with said service eligibility

criteria for so long as **CLEGC-Acrernym-TXT*AT&T continues to receive the
aforementioned combined, converted, or commingled facilities and/or
services from Verizon. The service eligibility criteria shall be applied to each
DS1 circuit or DS1 equivalent circuit. Hthe-circutis-becomes,oris
subsequently-determined-to-be, horcompliant-the-noncomphantercuitwilkbe
beloew—The foregoing shall apply whether the circuits in question are being
provisioned to establish a new circuit or to convert an existing wholesale
service, or any part thereof, to unbundled network elements. For circuits
existing ewcuits-as of the GEECAmendment Effective Date, AT&T must re-

certify in writing for each DS1 circuit or DS1 equivalent within 30 days of the
Amendmen Effective Ja i ’

re- ee#%d%h@#beﬂene@nﬁe;wng—@mwcgﬂm
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3.6.2.3 I Ile GI a‘ ges‘mlvel Si'e" ‘S a’:e"a’s Speem -ed_m—the—pﬁs*ngl Tt

. . s i
converted-

35824-3,6.2.4 Until such time as Verizon implements its ASR-driven conversion
process in the East, conversion of access circuits to unbundled Network

Elements will be performed manually-pursuant, AT&T may request
conversions of any existing service or group of services to UNEs by
submitting a written or electronic request. Except where AT&T specifically
requests that Verizon's physically disconnect, separate, alter or change the
equipment and facilities employed to provide the wholesale service being
replaced, the conversion guidelines—Theorder shall be deemed to have
been completed effective bil-dateforconversionsis-the-firstof-the-month
following-Vernzon'supon receipt by Verizon of anaccurate and-complete
ASRthe written or electronic request from AT&T and recurring charges for
cenversionlNEs set forth in Verizon's applicable tariffs shall apply as of

commences pursuant to Vernzon's-conversion-guidehnesthis Section.

36253.6.2.5 All ASR-driven conversion requests will result in a change In circuit
ldentlflcatlon (C|rcu|t ID) from access to UNE or UNE to access. I-f-suebre-hange

36273.6.2.7 Once per calendar year, Verizon may,pursuant to the terms and
conditions of this section, obtain and pay for an independent auditor to audit
CLEC Acronym-TFXT"AT&T's compliance in all material respects with the
service eligibility criteria applicable to EELs. Such annual audit wiil be
initiated only to the extent reasonably necessary to determine AT3T’s
’ ny such audit shall be
performed in accordance with the standards established by the American
Institute for Certified Public Accountants: and may include, at Verizon’s
discretion, the examination of a sample selected in accordance with the
independent auditor’s judgment. To the extent the independent auditor’'s report
concludes that **CLEC-Acronym-TXT**AT&T failed to comply ipn all material
respects with the service eligibility criteria for any DS1 or DS1 equivalent
cnrcun then *=*CLEG-Acronym-FXT " must-converallnrercomphant
croutsAT&T will take action to correct the appropratenoncompliance
service-and true up any -and true up any difference in pay! payments—make-the-correct paymentson
a-going-forward-basis; and reimburse Verizon for the-entire cost of the

34



3.7

3.8

auditindependent auditor within thirty (30) days after receiving a statement of
such costs from Verizon. Should the independent auditor confirm 2*CLEC
Acronym-TXT=*AT&T's compliance in_all material respects with the service
eligibility criteria for each DS1 or DS1 equivalent circuit, then **GLEGC-Acronym
TXT*AT&T shall provide to the independent auditor forits verification-a
statement of “*CLEC Acronym TXT AT &T's-cut-of-pocket costs of complying
with any requests of the independent auditor, and Verizon shall then reimburse
**CLEC Acronym-IXT™*AT&T for its out-of-posketcosts within thirty (30) days
ofthe-audiorafter receiving AT&T's venfication-ofthe samestatement.
=CLEGAcronym- X T2 AT&T shall maintain records adequate to support its
compliance with the service eligibility criteria for each DS1 or DS1 equivalent
cirouit-feratieasteighteen {18} monthsafter the serice-arrangementin
gquesticn-is-terminated.

Routine Network Modifications.

3.7.1

General Conditions. In accordance with, but only to the extent requ1red by-
47 U.S.C. § 251(c)(3)=ard, 47 C.F.R. Part 5%,

Verizon shall make such routine network modifications-at-therates-and
charges-setforth in the-Proing-Attashment to this Amendmenta
nondiscriminatory fashion as are necessary to permit access by **GLEG
Acrorym-TXT=AT&T to the Loop_ {including Dark Fiber Loops), Dedicated
Transport, and Dark Fiber Transport facilities available under the Amended
Agreement, including DS1 Loops and DS1 Dedicated Transport, and DS3
Loops and DS3 Dedicated Transport. Where facilities are unavailable,
Verizon wilineed not perform trenching, pull cable, construct new Loops or
Transport or install new aerial, buried, or underground cable to provision an
order of =™*GLEG-Acronym-TXT*AT&T. Routine network modifications
applicable to Loops or Transport may include, but are not limited to:
rearranging or splicing of in-place cable-atexsting-sphoepeints; adding an
equipment case,; adding a doubler or repeater; line conditioning; adding a
smart jack; installing a repeater shelf; adding a line card; deploying a new

multiplexer or reconfiguring an existing multiplexer; accessing manholes;

rand
deploying bucket trucks to reach aerial cable. Routine network modifications
applicable to Dark Fiber Transport may include, but are not limited to, splicing

of in-place dark fiber-at-exishng-sphce-pomts; accessing manholes; deploying
bucket trucks to reach aerial cable; installing equipment casings; and

routine activities, if any, needed to enable **CLEC-Acronym-TXT*AT&T to
light a Dark Fiber Transport facility that it has obtained from Verizon under the
Amended Agreement. Routine network modifications do not include the
installation of new aerial or buried cable for a requesting telecommunications
carrier or the placementconstruction of a new cableLoop.

Transitional Provisions for ; Declassified Network Elements.

3-8-1+—Noncorformng-Facities —Swatehirg—In accordance with, but only to the extent
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required by, 47 U.S.C. §Sec. 251(c)(3)-and, 47 C.F.R. Part 51, or other Applicabie
Law, Verizon and **GLEC-Acronym-TXTAT&T will abide by the following transitional

procedures  with respect to Mass-—Market—Switching—and—Entermprise
wmwmmmgdﬂmummm;

382 Other Nonconformuing Facilittes—3.8.1 With respect to any
Nonconformmng-Facihby-not-addressedn-Sestion-3-8-1aboveDeclassified
Network Elements, Verizon will notify ***CLEC-Acronym-TXT***AT&T n writing
as to any particular unbundled facility previously made available to **CLEC
Acronym TXT**AT&T that is or becomes a Nonconformung-FaciktyDeclassified
Network Element, as defined herein_{“Identified Facility”), For purposes of

the Agreement and this Amendment, such Identified Facilities shall be
considered Declassified Network Elements. The Parties-acknowledge-that
such-notice was+ssued-prershall include sufficient information to the
axecution-of this-Amendmentwith-respectenable AT&T to cerdar
Nencenformingidentify the Identified Facility or Facilties. During-a
transihonal-pered-of-thify (34; days fiom the date-efsuch-If the notice\erizon
agrees_does not contain sufficient information to-centinueproviding the
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Neneeniemng ot M Facmty—VeHzt_—msha#Leen#eR,AM
W the subfe{;t Neneeniermng%kﬁes%eap»aﬂalegeus
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; : | ith Exhibit B T They shall
thirty {30) days from the Amendment Effective Date to negotiate mutually
ﬂw! ! lies shall be impl ted within thir
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1.

Pricing Attachment to the TRO Amendment
General
1.1 As used in this Attachment:

1.1.1 “Services” means and includes any Network Element or other service, facility,
equipment or arrangement, provided pursuant to this Amendment; and,

1.1.2 “Charges” means the rates, fees, charges and prices for a Service.

1.2 Charges, if any, for Services provided under the-Amended-Agreementthis Amendment
shall be those set forth %MW@WM%—AWM
Agreement{including-any crossreferencesthereinto-apphca

&5

+4-nthe-absence-of- ChargesAny additional charges for a Service estabiished
pursuantto-Sections1-2-

through1-3-of this-Attachment-the Gharges-forthe
Seruceunder this Agreement shall be mutually agreed to by the Parties in writing.
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ALK 1 LANIVIL &

AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION

ISSUES MATRIX
DRAFT TRO ISSUE | TRO/RULES | LANGUAGE
AMENDMENT
SECTION B

Amendment Section 6

Contrary to the amendment
language proposed by
Verizon, the TRO does not
require that the change in
law provisions of the
parties’ interconnection
agreements be modified.
Instead, the terms of and
processes established by
the change in law
provisions of the current
interconnection agreements
must be maintained and not
overridden (in whole or in
part) by the terms of this
Amendment. AT&T’s
language supports this
position.

TRO 44 700-701.

6. Stay or Reversal of the TRO. Notwithstanding any
contrary provision in the Agreement, this Amendment, or any
Verizon tariff or SGAT, nothing contained in the Agreement,
this Amendment, or any Verizon tariff or SGAT shall limit
cither Party’sVerigens right to appeal, seek reconsiderationlof
or otherwise seck to have stayed, modified, reversed or
invalidated any order, rule, regulation, decision, ordinance or
statute issued by the {Florida Public Scrvice ('ommission
C*Commission”) ¥%*State Commission—X124#] the FJC,

any court or any other governmental authority related to,
concerning or that may affect cither Party sMertzon's i ghtslor
this Amendment, any
The Parties

obligations under the Agreement,
Verizon tariff or SGAT, or Applicable Law.
acknowledge that eertatn-provistons—of-the -FRO-ar
on-uppeal-to-the United States Court of Appeals for the Distrjict
of Columbia Circuit (the “D.C. Circuit”) issued a decision

vacating and remanding cerlain portions and alfirniing Otlller
portions_of the TRO. but staved its vacatur and remand.:
that—a—Writ-of—Mandamus—relating—to—the- FRO s ;
pending-betore-theD-C—Cirenit:  Notwithstanding—
change of- me%—m«!k&&greemem—{hh ;
i sAF—sShould the D.C. Circu
decision become effective -or the United States Supreme Co
issue a stay of any or all of the TRO’s provisions, or revefse
any or all of the TRO’s provisions, any terms and conditigns
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AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION
ISSUES MATRIX

*

DRAFT TRO
AMENDMENT
SECTION

[ ISSUE

TRO/RULES

LANGUAGE

Afnendment Section 7'

m(fdnlmry lo Verizon's
proposed language, the
partics should rely upon the
change in law provisions of
their interconnection
agreements to address
results of the state
impairment proceedings at
the time they occur.
AT&T’s language supports
this position.

TRO 99 700-701.

of this Amendment that relate to the stayed or reverded
provisions shall be subject to any change in law provisionsjof
the Agrcement, as appropriate.suspended:—and-shal-thave
toree-und-effectHrom-the-effective-dateof such-stayunti
stay—is-ited—Should-the - Cireuit-or the-t nited-—Sta
Supreme-Court-reverse—any-or-ath ofthe RO s—provisio]
then any teris and-conditonsol-ths-Amendment that-relate
the-reversed-provistons—shall-be voidable - at-the —eleetion]
cither Party

$t3%83

7. Florida's _ ERO_ Impairment Nothing
contained _in this Amendment is intended to waive eitlper
Party’s right _to incorporate_the  Commission’s decisigns
resultine from _impairmentproceedings held i Florida in
Dockects  Nos. 030851-TP and 030852-TP. Any_such
decisions shall be considered a change in taw and subject[to
amy change in law provisions of the Agreement.

Proceedings.

2.2

Verizon’s definition of
Dark Fiber Transport is
overly broad, and ignores
footnote 1126 of the TRO.
AT&T’s language more
accurately reflects the TRO
and Rules.

TRO footnote 1126.

2.2 Dark Fiber Transport.

An unactivated optical transmission facility within a LATA,
without attached multiplexing, aggregation or other
clectronics, between Verizon switches (as-identitied—in—{he
HERGY or wire centers_(including Verizon facilities located) at
AT&1"s premises), that is provided on an unbundled bakis
pursuant to 47 U.S.C. § 251(c)(3).-and 47 C.F.R. Part 51]or

03-13-04V14
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AT&T S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION

Loops, it is nccessary to
clarify that they do NOT
include such intermediate
fiber in the loop
architectures as fiber-to-
the-curb (FTTC), fiber-to-
the-node (FTTN) or fiber-

ISSUES MATRIX
DRAFT TRO ISSUE TRO/RULES LANGUAGE
AMENDMENT
SECTION
other Applicable Law.  Dark—fiber{ueilities--between—i}-e
Verizon -wire-center—orswileh-and-Gir aswiteh or-wi
OFA A CEEC Acrorym X o g third fm
Dark Hiber Fransport:
2.3 Verizon's defimtion of TRO footnote 1126. 2.3 Dedicated Transport.
Dedicated Transport is A DS1 or-DS3-transmission facility between Verizon switches
overly broad and ignores {as-dentified-inthe =RGJ-or wire centers, (including Verizon
footnote 1126 of the TRO. facilities Jocated at AT&T”s premises), within a LATA, tha‘ 1s
AT&T’s language more dedicated to a particular end user or carrier and that is
accurately reflects the TRO provided on an unbundled basis pursuant to 47 U.S.C. §
and Rules. 251(c)3). und 47 C.F.R. Part 51 or other Applicable Law.
Fransmission—faethties—or—services—provided -be i
Verizon wie center or switeh and (i) a swilch or wire-een
of-Addde PR CERC-Aeronym--+X FEE or a4 Hurd par :
Dedicated lransport
2.10 To properly define FT'TH | TRO footnote 811 2.10  FTTH Loop.

A mass market_Loop consisting entirely of fiber optic cable,
whether dark or lit, between the main distribution frame (or its
equivalent) in an—end—user’s—serving wire center and the
demarcation point at the end user’s customer premises. FTTH
Loops do not include such intermediate fiber-in-the-lgop
architectures as fiber-to-the-curb (“F1TTC™). fiber-to-the-ndde
CTTTINT), and fiber-to-the-building ("FTTB™).
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AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION
ISSUES MATRIX

DRAFT TRO
AMENDMENT
SECTION

ISSUE

TRO/RULES

LLANGUAGE

2.11

2.12

to-the-building (FTTB)?
Verizon fails to include
such clarification. AT&T’s
language addresses these
omissions.

Verizon defines “House
and Riser Cable” which is
not a term that the TRO
recognizes. AT&T’s
language properly reflects
the TRO term ““Inside Wire
Subloop” and accurately
defines it as a facility that
is “owned or controlled” by
Verizon. In addition,
Verizon’s amendment
ignores the requirement
under Rule 51.319(b)(2)
that states that a loop shall
be any capacity or loop
type. AT& T s language
addresses this omission.

Verizon’s proposed
amendment fails to include
sufficient language

FCC Rule
51.319(b)(2).

TRO footnote 832.

211 Inside Wire Sub-EloopHouse-and-Riser Cable.

As set forth in FCC Rule 51.319(b). a Verizon-owned
controlled distribution facility in Verizon’s network;
than-in-a-1-FlH-Leep: between the minimum point of enfry
(“MPOE”) at a multiunit premises where an end user customer
is located and the Demarcation Point for such facilitys.
thatis-ownedorand-controlled-bv-Veriszon:

or

2.12  Hybrid Loop.
Any local Loop composed of both fiber optic cable and copper
wire or cable: including such intermediate [iber-in-the-loop

03-13-04V14
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AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION
ISSUES MATRIX

DRAFT TRO
AMENDMENT
SECTION

ISSUE

TRO/RULES

LANGUAGE

concerning what types of
facilities are included
within the definition of
“Hybrid Loops”. Such
loops include such
intermediate fiber in the

loop architectures as FTTC,

FTTN and FTTB. AT&T’s
language addresses these
omissions.

architectures as FTTC. FTTN, and FTT13.

2.16 (re-numbered to
2.18 in Verizon proposed
amendment that has been
modified by AT&T)

Contrary to Verizon’s
proposed amendment, the
definition of
“Nonconforming Facility”
(VZ term)/”Declassified
Network Element” (AT&T
term) should NOT
automatically include
facilities that are
subsequently found to be
nonimpaircd by the state
commussion or FCC.
Instead the parties should
rely on the change in law
provisions of their
interconnection agrecments

TRO 94 419-532 &
700-701; Rule
51.519(d).

2.18  Declassified Network

Facthity,

_Element jNﬁR%-H—lﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂg

Any facility that Verizon was_obligated to provide previdipg

to AT& TEEECEEC Aeronyim—xF£% on an unbundled ba
pursuant to the Agreement or a Verizon tariff or SGAT-pH
to-October22003, but which, except as otherwise provided|

51S
for
in

Section 3.8.3 below, Verizon is no longer obligated to provj

de

on an unbundled basis under 47 U.S.C. § 251(c}3) and 47

C.F.R. Part 51.;-by—operation—of—either—the—TRO—oF

—a

subsequent- rottpaiFrest—firdine--tsted -by >
Comnussion -4 XFEER] or the-HCC: By-way of-ex .
Netwark

fot—by—way—of—lmitations  Declassilied

LlemenlsNeﬂeeﬂ}eﬁﬂmg—InﬁHhﬁes—may 1nclude aﬂy—ef—

he

(h)—}h%er—mme I)S3 L.oops abmu two at a sin

lc

customer_location; (¢) 43 —or-meore DS transport facilit

cS

03-13-04V14
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AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBI'TRATION
ISSUES MATRIX

DRAFI TRO
AMENDMENT
SECTION

ISSUE

TRO/RULES

LANGUAGE

and direction from the state
commussion or FCC if and
when any additional
findings of nonimpairment
are made. Any additional
amendments to the
interconnection agreements
between the parties should
be considered at that time.
It 1s too soon to address in
this TRO Amendment what
might occur in state
impairment proceedings.
AT&T’s language supports
this position.

above ,lm.lvu on smglu Rouu. mwk—unhumlleekdedieal
HEEHS PO N er-eHEORPHSY
within - {hHmended—{emﬁhdpﬁhmm DS EDedieat
Framsport—DS3Dedieated-Fransport-or-Park-FiberTranspe
o3-S - Pedietted—Transpeort—Ba53-Dedicated - Fransport-
Datk-t-ther—transperton—a Route—orReutes-ayto—which
PEEES tate- {—mﬁmn—‘l%ﬁi"%ﬂk—ﬂae FOC - on—eor—at

October—2 - e lecomiTiicalions- carres—to—

Hmwmmned w+{lm{~awew4%m4waﬂht-m: (de) Enterprj
Switching: - (d) Mass Markel Swilching in any--market
whieh the |F*E5tate-Compussion X225 o the KCC-on/
niler October 2. 2003, finds teleconumunications carriers-to-
pontnpaited witheut-aeceess—to—such—acities—{e)—Lof

I3 3% %’ﬁ%iﬂ-&&&

B E

|
s 1hi ]
f .

FEeT R

{)%kehw»—ﬁ :
HineCarve-Out-Rade™): (UF) OCn Loop‘; and OCn Dedicaf
Transport; (lg) the Feeder portion of a Loop;—@y)-1
Sharme: -t -an-EELthat-does-not-meet-theservice-eligibil
erteria--established—in—the —FRO:  (gj) any Call-Related
Database, other than the 911 and E911 databases, that is not

provisioned in connection with AT&T*¥*CLC
4x4+4%"s use of Verizon Mass Market Switching; (hk)

Signaling that is not provisioned in connection with

ATE T ¥ CHEC Aeronym— X3 E2E’s use of Verizon’s Mass

Market Switching;_and (i) Ppacket Sswitching—H—FEFHH
l-eops (ht or-wlid-in-anew-butld-environment—)-ETTH
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AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION

ISSUES MATRIX
lT)RAFT TRO ISSUE ~ [ TRO/RULES LANGUAGE
AMENDMENT
| SECTION o
Loopsthtor unht-inan-overbutld-enviro niment-saby the
limited exceptions set-forth -herein: or (n) any Im

ol —facHities-as-to—which-the- | FEES fate -Coniumssion—F20b e

or the FCC, on or after October 2, 2003, makes—a—genefal

finding-oFrontmpattment.

2.21 (re-numbered to
2.23 in Verizon proposed
amendment that has been
modified by AT&T)

2.22 (re-numbered to
2.24 in Verizon proposed

Aside from omitting certain
important factors in its
definition of **Subloop for
Multiunit Premises
Access”, Verizon’s
proposed amendment
converts language from the
Rule from the affirmative
to the negative rather than
tracking the Rule as
written. Verizon also
ignores certain
requircments. AT&T’s
language addresses
Verizon’s misplaced
language and omissions.

Aside from omitting certain

TRO 99 343-347;
Rule 51.319(b).

TRO 9 343-347;
Rule 51.319(b).

2.23  Sub-keoploop for Multiunit Premises Access.
Any portion of a Loops—other—thana—H+HH-beep; that

1s

technically feasible to access at a terminal in Verizon’s outside
plant at or near a multiunit premises. For access to copper

Subloops. it is-net technically feasible to access any port

n
de

of a Loop at any terminal in Verizon’s outside plant, or ins

wire owned or controlled by Verizon, as long ast-er#eat+a

multtuntt—premises—+ a technician nced not s

faetltty-by removeing a splice case to access the wire or cop

he

bCr

of the Sub-Eloopreach-the-wirtng-withtn the-cable:, provided,
however, near Remote Terminal sites, Verizon shall, upon
site-specilic_request by AT& T, provide aceess 10 a Subl-boop

at a splice.

2.4  Sub-Leepl.oop Distributionacthit
The-copper portion of a Loop in Verizon’s network that

is

“important factors in its

03-13-04V14
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AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION

proposed amendment, any
delisting and transition
period for unbundled
Network Elements such as
DS1 Loops and DS3 Loops
that may result from state
impairment proceedings
should be addressed by the
parties at that time and in
accordance with the change
in law provisions of the
parties’ interconnection
agreements. It 1s too soon
to anticipate these results,
and there is no basis for
incorporating terms 1in this
TRO Amendment that

oblivations-either Party Verizon-may-have-under-the-Amend
Meaﬁem—m—miéeﬁ%pheabl%b}ea%%m

W%QMH%%MF

Ji-%&

‘ ISSUES MATRIX

DRAFT TRO ISSUE TRO/RULES LANGUAGE

AMENDMENT

SECTION

amendment that has been | definition of “Sub-Loop between the-mintmun point of dcmzu*cut_jgpe%g«—(iM}lQE’lf at

modified by AT&T) Distribution Facility” an end user customer premises and Verizon’s
(Verizon term) “Loop feeder/distribution interface._[t is technically fcasible to acegss
Distribution” (AT&T any portion of a Loop at any terminal 1n Verizon’s outside
term), Verizon also plant, or inside wire owned or controlled by Verizon, as long
1gnores certain as a lechnician need not remove a splice case to access the
requirements. AT&T’s wire or copper of the Sub-Hloop; provided, however, near
language addresses these Remote Fermnnal  sites, Verizon shalls upon _site-specillic
0missions. request by AT&T, provide access 1o a Sub-1loop at a splice.

3.1.1.3 Contrary to Verizon’s TRO 9 700-701. 3} 2Nonimpatrment— Without-Jimiting-any—other—rights—apd

decistonsinvolvinp-DS—+-toops-o-bBs-3- Hmpw:l-l’;d%%ﬁ-l-t—il&g

Hem lhe—H%Q—}mpamﬂem—m%eed}Wwekdeem

HHM Wf&h&m&eemem—xﬁea%m—%%be—&ndew
obligation-—to—provide —or—eonthive—providipe—XE*CL]
Acronym—IXEEE with-—nendiseriminatory—gecess—to—bY

boops—or—b83-Joops—under—the—Amended—
spectic -end—user—loeation—if—the " *Stae—&
AN or the - FCC- finds that T44ACT 1O '\unnym4—X—~l—’1‘

of CLECs-penerally -arenot-impatred -withowt aceess—to—sY
DST T oops or D83 Loops at such end user [ocation {orelasst
locations—Any-BbSHLoops—or- DS3-Leops-previoushy—m4
available to EEECLE(C-Aeronym- EXIFHF at thesubjeet4

%%’@&

?-.?rﬁ s

E &
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AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION

ISSUES MATRIX

| DRAFT TRO ISSUE TRO/RULES LANGUAGE
AMENDMENT
SECTION
modify the change in law tiser- location—shat—be-considered—Noncontorming-Faeilitfes
terms of those immediately—on—the —ellective—date —ol- the- nonimpairment
interconnection finding-and-thereafler:
agreements. AT&T’s
language supports this
position.
3.1.2.6 Verizon’s proposed Notice to affected 3.1.2.6 Verizon shall not retire any copper Loop or _copper
amendment fails to include | CLECs 1s needed to Subloop and replace it with I'ITIH Loops unless it provides
language concerning lessen any disruption | AL& T with notice of such retirement and that retirement has
notification to A&T of of scrvice to been  approved_ consistent  with_ the  network  disclosgre
Verizon’s proposed customers that results | requirements set forth in Section 3.1.2.7 below. I
retirement of copper Loops | from Verizon’s
and copper Subloops. copper loop
AT&T’s language retirements. Any
addresscs this omission. existing or {o-be-
implemented state
guidelines must
address this important
matter and be fully
adhered to.
3.1.2.7 Venizon’s proposed TRO 49 273-284; 3.1.2.7 For retirement of copper Loops or cooper_Sublodps
amendment fails to include | Rules 51.319 (a)(3) | that are replaced with 1711 Toops, Verizon shall file notjee

03-13-04V14
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AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION

ISSUES MATRIX
DRAFT TRO ISSUE TRO/RULES LANGUAGE
AMENDMENT
SECTION
language concerning the (111)(B) & 51.325- of such retirements with the FCC and AT&1 at Jeast 180
fact that Verizon’s 51.335. calendar days ef-before the proposed retirement date. If the
retirement of copper Loops FCC approves the proposed retirement. and if the propoged
and copper Subloops must retirement_also meets any and all the requirements _of the
meet any and all guidelines Commission regarding  the retirement_ ol _copper Loops.
established by the state Verizon may proceed with_the retirement consistent with
commissions. AT&T’s Section 3.1.2.5 above.  Notwithstanding the above, Verizon
language addresses this shall not retire any copper Loop or copper Subloop; during the
omission. ume that there_ is @ pending Commission proceeding that] is
examining retirement _tules.  The requirementsfor the
retirement _of copper_Loops; also_apply to the retircment [of
copper Subloops.
3.1.29 Verizon's proposed TRO 994 273-284; 3.1.2.9 Any approved network changes to_the transinission

amendment fails to include
language which ensures
that Verizon’s approved
copper Loop and copper
Subloop retirements do not
result in interruption to
services provided by
AT&T to its customers.
AT&T’s language
addresses this omission by
requiring that Verizon
implement such retirements
in accordance with

Rule

51.319(a)(3)(11)(B).

characteristics of any Loop_interfuce. including the retirems

Sl

bnit

of copper Loop _or copper _Subloop: that have met the
applicable _requircments ot this Section 3.1.2+—shall _|be
according  to_ mutually _agrecable change

management procedures.

oAbl coeBadilith oAl

03-13-04V14
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ISSUES MATRIX
DRAFT TRO ISSUE TRO/RULES LANGUAGE
AMENDMENT
SECTION
mutually agreeable change
management procedures.
3.1.43 Verizon’s proposed As a service provider | 3-+H4:3Vertron s—performance——connection w%&h—pfev-iding

language improperly states
that performance in
connection with Verizon’s
provision of unbundled
Loops must NOT continue
to be subject to standard
provisioning intervals and
to performance measures
and remedies set forth in
the parties’ interconnection
agreements. There is
nothing in the TRO and/or
Rules that requires such a
change to the parties’
interconnection agreements
and to applicable law.
AT&T has properly deleted
Verizon’s language from
the amendment.

to CLLECs like AT&T
who rcly on such
service to meet the
needs of their
customers, Verizon
must continue to
adhere to established
provisioning intervals
and to performance
standards and
associated remedies
in accordance with
the terms of the
parties’
interconnection
agreements and
applicable law.
Without such metrics
and remedies,
Verizon has no
incentive to perform.

witbunHed- |- %p&—ﬁafﬂw}é—«wmiﬁ—t&ediun 3 shat-notbe
subject to standard provisioning intervals or 1o performas
measures and-remedies— ik any—contained 1 the—Adnend
Apreement-or-elsewhere:

£ g

(3-13-04V 14
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ISSUES MATRIX

DRAFT TRO ISSUE TRO/RULES LANGUAGE

AMENDMENT

SECTION

3.1.5 The TRO Amendment TRO 9§ 311-314. 3.1.5 Dark Fiber Loops.
should require Verizon to Dark Fiber Loops. Verizon shall continue to provide AT&'
provide Dark Fiber Loops with nondiscriminatory _access to_dark fiber loop on
on an unbundled basis unbundled basis,

unless and until the state
commission determines
that CLECs are not
impaired without access to
such Loops at a customer
location and that
commission orders a {inal
transition plan. Verizon’s
proposed amendment fails
to include such language.
AT&T’s language
addresses this omission.

03-13-04V14
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ISSUES MATRIX

DRAFT TRO ISSUE TRO/RULES LANGUAGE

AMENDMENT

SECTION

3.2.1.1 Verizon inexplicably seeks | TRO 49 255-70; Rule | 3.2.1.1 New_ Line Sharing. Verizon shall be—under—ne
to move to a separate 51.319(a)(1)(1)(A)- obligation—to~provision new Line Sharing arrangements |in
agreement the terms and (B). accordance with—under—the—Apreement-or—this—Amendment:
conditions under which it provided:~however—that-as-and-to-the—extentrequiredby-¢d7
will provide line sharing, as U.S.C. § 251(c)(3).-and 47 C.F.R. Part 51 _or cther Applicable
required by FCC Rule Law;. Verizon shall provide new Line Sharing arrangements
51.319(a)(1)(I) and other on a transitional basis pursuant to rates, terms. and conditions
applicable law. There 1s no prescribed by the FCC in 51.319(a)(1)(1)ettered-by—Verizontin
need to address line sharing a separale-agreement-that shall be subject (o 1'CC-preseribied
tn a secparate agreement. pricing rules.
The general terms and
conditions sct forth in the
Agreement should govern
line sharing and any
changes to Verizon’s
obligations should be
addressed through the
amendment process.

3.2(A) Verizon failed to include TRO 99 251-52; Rule | 3.2(A)_Line Splitting

language in its proposed
amendment addressing its
continuing obligations to
provide line splitting to

51.319(a)(1)(11).

ATE&T to engage in line splitting using a splitter collocated|

Verizon shall provision Line Splitting arrangements under {

he

Agreement pursuant 1o Applicable Law.

Verizon shall enable

at

03-13-04V14
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\ ISSUES MATRIX

DRAFT TRO ISSUE —ﬁRO/RUI,ES LLANGUAGE
AMENDMENT
SECTION
AT&T. The TRO contains the Central Oflice.
certain clarifications and
additions to Verizon’s line Verizon's obligation to provide AT&T with the ability [to
splitting obligations that engage in_hine splitting applics regardless _of _whether {he
the Agreement should be carrier providing voice service provides its own switching|or
amended to include, such obtains_local circuit switching as an _unbundled netwgrk
as 1ssues concerning clement pursuant to Applicable Law.
network modifications and
splitters. Verizon shallmake all necessary  network modificatiops,
icluding _providing nondiscriminatory access to_operatigns
support _ systems  nccessary for  pre-ordering.  orderimg.
provisioning, maintenance and repair, and billing for lodps
used in line splitting arrangements.
AT& T may, at its option, utilize the LSR process o order line
splitting.
3.2(B) Verizon failed to include TRO 99 268, 642-44; | 3.2 (B) L.ine Conditioning

language 1n its proposed
amendment addressing its
continuing line
conditioning obligations to
AT&T. The TRO contains
certain clarifications and
additions to Vernizon’s line
conditioning obligations
that the Agreement should
be amended to include.

Rule 51.319(a)(1)(iii).

Verizon shall condition a copper loop. at no_cost, whe

{9

AT& L sechs access o a copper loop, the high frequerncy
portion ol a copper loop, or a copper Subloop o ensure that

the copper loop or copper Subloop is suitable for providi

j44

digital subscriber line scervices, including those provided o

er

the high {requency portion of the copper loop or copper

subloop, whether or not Verizon offers advanced services

to

the end-user customer on that copper loop or copper Subloop.

03-13-04V14
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ISSUES MATRIX
DRAFT TRO ISSUE TRO/RULES LANGUAGE
AMENDMENT
SECTION

Insofar as it is technically feasible, Verizon shall test

report troubles for all the leatures, functions. and capabilities

of conditioned copper lines, and may_not restrict its testing|to

voiee transmission only.,

Where AT& I seeks aceess 1o the high frequency portion of a

copper_loop _or copper_Subloop _and Verizon claims  that

conditioning that loop or Subloop will sivnificontly degra

€.

as defined in section 51.233 of the FCC's rules. the voiceband

services that Verizon is currenty providing over that loop

or

Subloop, Verizon must cither:

() _Locate another copper loop or copper Subloop that has

heen o can_be _conditioned, migrate Verizon's_voiceband

service to that_loop_or Subloop. and provide AT&T with

access 1o the high frequency portion of that alternative looplor

Subloap; or

(b) Make a showing o _the Commission that the _origipal

copper loop or copper Subloop cannot be conditioned without

siunificantly degrading voiceband_services on that loop for

Subloop, as defined in Scetion 51.233 of the FCC's rules, and
that there is no adjacent or alternative copper loop or copper

Subloop available that can be conditioned or to which the end-

user customer's voiceband service can be moved to enable line

sharing.

[f,

alter_evaluating _ Verizon's showing  under sectilon

03-13-04V14
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AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION
ISSUES MATRIX

language related to
Subloops is too narrow and
fails to appropriately
address the full scope of
Subloop issues in the TRO.
Verizon seeks to use its
proposed amendment to
supercede Subloop
language 1n the Agreement,
its Tariffs and its SGAT.

51.319(b).

| DRAFT TRO "ISSUK TRO/RULES LANGUAGE
AMENDMENT
SECTION B B .
SE3T9MaNIN) of the FCC's rules, the _Commissjgu
concludes that a copper loop or copper Subloop cannot jbe
conditioned _without significantly degrading the  voiceband
service, Verizon cannot then or subseyguently condition that
loop or Subloop 1o provide advanced scrvices to its own
customers without first making available 1o AT&T the high
frequency portion of the newly conditioned loop or Subloop
13.2(C) Verizon failed to include TRO 99 252, 268, 3.2(C) Maintenance, Repair, and Testing.
language 1n its proposcd Rule 51.319¢a)(1)(iv).
amendment addressing its Verizon shall provide, on a nondiscriminatory basis, physital
continuing maintenance, loop (est access _points to AT&T at the splitter, through a
repair and testing cross-connection to A N&T's collocation space. or_through a
obligations to AT&T that standardized interface. such as an interincediate distribution
the Agreement should be frame or a test access server. for the purpose of testipg,
amended to include. maintaining, and repairing copper loops and copper Subloogk;.
33 Verizon’s proposed TRO 94 343-58; Rule | 3.3 Sub-lboop._As of the Amendment I:dfective Date, jall

provisions in the Agreement governing Inside Wire, House

and Riser, or House and Riser Cable are hereby deleted and

replaced by this Section 3.3 which shall supersede ot

€T

provisions in the Agreement or in any Verizon tariff or SG4

T

in effect prior to the Amendment Lffective Date.

03-13-04V14
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AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION
ISSUES MATRIX

DRAFT TRO
AMENDMENT
SECTION

ISSUE

TRO/RULES

LANGUAGE

Such an approach is only
appropnate 1f the
Amendment addresses the
full panoply of Subloop
issues. Therefore, AT&T
has provided its own
language for Subloops that
is more complete and is in
accord with the TRO.

3.3.1

Verizon confuses terms
related to Subloops. The
TRO uses and/or defines
the terms “Subloop,”
“Loop
Concentration/Multiplexing
Functionality,” “Loop
Distribution,” and “Inside
Wire Subloop.” The
Agrecment and
Amendment should use
these terms consistently.
Verizon’s terms, including
“Inside Wire,” “House and
Riser” and “House and
Riser Cable” should be
deleted.

TRO 94 343-58; Rule
51.319(b).

33,1 Delinion - A Subloop  (including

Inside  Wihre

Subloops. defined below) is a portien of a copper loop,

or

hybrid loop. between _any  technically

feasible  point jon

ar

Verizon's outside plant, including inside wire owned
controlled by Verizon, and the end-user customer premises.

A

load coils), and includes  the

capathiltties ol the loop

tfeatures,  functions, dand
A Subloop mcludes two-wire_and

four-wire analog voice grade Subloops and two-wire and four-

wire Subloops conditioned for digital subscriber ling servige.

reeardless ol whether the Subloops are in service or held

as

spares.  Subloops shall include the NID functionality.

ad

Verizon  shall

not imposc any scparate charge for such

[unctionality when provided as part of the Subloop netwark

clement.

iE

01-13-04V14
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AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION
ISSUES MATRIX

DRAFT TRO
AMENDMENT
SECTION

ISSUE

TRO/RULES

LANGUAGE
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AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION
ISSUES MATRIX

DRAFT TRO
AMENDMENT
SECTION

ISSUE

TRO/RULES

| LANGUAGE
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AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION

’ ISSUES MATRIX
DRAFT TRO ISSUE TRO/RULES LANGUAGE
AMENDMENT
SECTION

eqtHpHient - {—b}—weeu-re—a{ﬁ—ﬁgh{—e{—w&»—m% - éc -

«\uemym x4EE iﬂﬂmmﬂhmlrdmg £y aeﬁunefaeeess—te—m
porbo-od-a-butdinpFor A F& PR FC Acromvm X
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_3_3_1__}_3’ N ."‘ she . N . . us
A'l&'l“?'**(‘l li(-‘— Aereng«m—'{‘—Xl w—‘:&i%’ii& by-- mefms—ef—

o

19.7]
pj

neymdted mlewMeHﬂm%ﬂm&m}per—eabie
connect the -appropriate- Verizon-Inside -Wire Sub-Loophlot
and- Riser Cablepairto-AM&HEECLEC Acronym—E
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1‘, SR k(Y N * %
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5fz$$@$

S EhEs
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335 Verron—shal--pertornt—al- - installation—werk—en
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AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION

, ISSUES MATRIX
DRAFT TRO ISSUE TRO/RULES LANGUAGE
AMENDMENT
SECTION

fully address connecting to
Subloops and provisioning
of Subloops. AT&T’s
language addresses these
omissions.

() Loop Distribution
{c) Inside Wire Subloop

3.3.4 Subloop Llement - General Requirements
3.3.4.1 ALits option, AT&T may purchase from Verizon

on

an unbundled basis the entire Loop, which includes the NID

functlonality, or _any  Subloop clement  (i.c LLaop

and Inside Wire Subloops), or_any _combination of Sublo

I SR e

Concentration/Multiplexing IFunctionality, Loop C.i:v::c:

clements ordinarily combined in the Verizon network. Al

.f
A
~

combined Subloop elements shall not be sepatated_unless |s

dirccted by AT&T. The BEFR Process shall not apply to A
10.8,

purchase ol Subloop_elements. Facept as stated in 3.3,

Subloop clements shall_be available 1o AT& ::o:m:

standard ordering process.

3.3.4.2 Verizon shall provide all Subloop clements or Subld

clement combinations to AT&T in_good working order sy

that they are capable of supporting transmission of at least

op
ch
he

is

same quality as when the same or similar configuration

employed by Verizon within its own network. o the extent a

RILLID St T

subloop clement does not perform o this standard, Verizon

will perform all necessary work, at its own_cost. o bring {

he

Subloop clement into_conformance. During the period when

Subloop clement fails o mect this standard, A1& 1 will not

held responsible for any payments to Verizon lor its use.

o8}

b

(e

33.4.3 AT&T may connect to_any Subloop clement at gny

03-13-04V14
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AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION
ISSUES MATRIX

DRAFT TRO
AMENDMENT
SECTION

ISSUE

TRO/RUILES

LANGUAGE

technically  feasible point and in_any  technically  feasible

manner, and Verizon will not in any manner restrict or dela

access 1o such technically  feasible points. 1 AT&T

<

Vertzon are _unable o reach agreement as 0 technigal

feasibility within 30 days of AT&T's reguest. Verizon myist
file a petition with the Commission that demonstrates that ig is
not technically_feasible to unbundle the Sublvop at the popnt

requested. AT&T may acceess the Inside Wire Subloop at any

technically feasible point including, but not limited to the NID,

the MPOI-, the Single Point of Interconnection (SPOI), the

pedestal or the pole. AT& 1. shall have the option to perform
all work, including but not limited to lifting and re-terminating

ol_cross-connection_or_cross-connecting new terminations| at

— g S4 KL A2 dLE ) T N S OBt bl Sl v S B

or oversight of any kind _bv_Verizon personnel _shall |be

B S S A S .. —

required _but _Verizon may. monitor the work, at its own

expense, provided  Verizon does  not delay  or_otherw)se

interlere with the work being performed by AT& T or its daly
authorized agent(s).

3.3.4.4 When . AT&T  requests  connection _at the  Veridon
FDISAL AT&T will identily the sivze and tvpe ol cable that it
seeks to terminate in the Verizon FDI/SAL location. AT&T{ at
its_opuon, will terminate the facility or request that Verizon
terminate the facility on the existing accessible terminal
capacity identified by Verizon. [f termination capacity is ot
available at the time requested by AT& T, AT& | may cangel

its order without incurring any charge or A &1 may extend

01 13-04V14
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AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION
ISSUES MATRIX

[ DRAFT TRO
AMENDMENT
SECTION

ISSUE

TRO/RULES

LANGUAGE

Verizon’s proposed
amendment fails to include
sufficient language
concemning the
provisioning and the need
for Loop

the due date of the order to permit Verizon to_expand the

terminal capacity at the identified FDI/SAL . Upon ATE&I's

request Iy,

to _cxpand the terminal capacity. Verizon mpist

complete all such expansion work within 30 business days.

3.34.5 AT& T mayv, at its discretion, opt o construct [an

adjacent structure to connect to _the Subloop element and

Verizon will faciitate interconnecung the existing Verizon

structure_and the structure deploved by AT& 1, including,

ut

Ry g R

not limited to. permitling AT& | to make the necessd

ry

physical connections to the Verizon terminals.  Verizon will

ill

nol oppose or otherwise impede reasonable requests involving

placement of AT&T facilitics or equipment within the right-

ol-wav _Verizon  occupics. Unless AT&T or

its  daly

authorized agent cleets to make the connections, Verizon m

st

between  lits

implementall necessary  interconnections
terminals  and_any _adjacent. Al& |

tmelrames  consistent  with  those

strugtures
required i

within

for lan

terconnection request {rom the AT&T under this Amended

Agreement.

3.3.5 Loop Concentration/Multiplexing Functonality
3

231 Loop Concentration/Multiplexing Functionality will [be

provided by Verizon's deploying equipment al cach end of the

Subtoop_conductor that operates in_a_manncer to accomplish

one or more of the following:
(1) aggregates lower bit rate or bandwidth signals to higher

03-13-04V14
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AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION
ISSUES MATRIX

DRAFT TRO
AMENDMENT
SECTION

ISSUE

TRO/RULES

LANGUAGE

Concentration/Multiplexing
Functionality. AT&T’s
language addresses these
omissions, which are
necessary in light of the
TRO’s Subloop

requirements.

rate or bandwidth signals (multiplexing):
(1) disaggregates higher bit rate or bandwidth signals to lov

Cr

bit rate or bandwidth signals (demultiplexing);

(ii1) ageregates a specified number of signals or channels
fewer channels (coneentrating);

(iv) performs signal conversion, including encoding of sign

10

his

(.., analog to digital and digital to analog signal conversio
and
(v) in_some instances performs clectrical to optical (I

3.3.5.2 This funcuonality includes the connecting facilit

n);
0)

€S

{rom the physical location of the equipment providing the lo

op

concentration/multiplexing  functionality  _and the  physi

bal

location of the accessible terminals on the distribution side

of

the functionality outside the central oftice as well as {

he

connecting facility from the physical location of the equipmg
providing the functionality in the Central Office and accessil

it
ble

terminal used by ATé& 1 in the Central Office.

3.3.5.3 Fquipment that — provides L
Concentration/Multiplexing  Functionality _includes  Digi

Loop Carricr (DILLC), regardless of type, channel bank

multiplexers or other equipment that cencodes or decod

multiplexes or demultiplexes, or concentrates communicati

facilitics.

03-13-04V14
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AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION
ISSUES MATRIX

DRAFT TRO ISSUE TRO/RULES LANGUAGE
AMENDMENT

SECTION

3.3.6 Verizon’s proposed 3.3.6 Technical Requirements

amendment fails to include
sufficient language
concerning the technical
requirements for Loop
Concentration/Multiplexing
Functionality. AT&T’s
language addresses these
omissions , which arc
necessary in light of the
TRO’s Subloop
requirements.

3.3.6.1  Loop Concentration/Multiplexing lFunctionality,

if

deploved. is _used to concentrate and_or multiplex 1

he

distribution media to the feeder media. The media can

be

copper, coax or_fiber. To the extent unbundling involy

(€S

“concentration,” Verizon and AT& T will work cooperativg

iy

to_establish concentration ratios for the specific applicati

n

within the technical limits that may cxist with deplo
cquipment and facilities.

3.3.6.2 When  Verizon provides .o

ed

op
rs,

Concentration/Multiplexing . Fanctionality or 1.oop_repeatd
Vetizon shall provide power for Subloop cquipment_throug]
non-interruptible source with battery backup _unless otherw

p &
S¢

mutually agreed upon by the Parties.

3.3.0.3 Loop Concentration/Multiplexing Functionality sllall

be provided to AT&T in accordance with industry stands

technical references,

3.3.6.4 Loop Concentration/Multiplexing Functionality shi

where technically feasible, continuously monitor protec

circuit packs and redundant common equipment.

3.3.6.5  The rcdundant common equipment shall a

automatically switch to a protection circuit pack on detection

of a failure or degradation of normal operation why

re

03-13-04V14
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AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S

PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION

ISSUES MATRIX

DRAFT TRO ISSUE TRO/RULES LANGUAGE

AMENDMENT

SECTION
technically feasible.
2.3 6.6 Verizon shall provide AT&T real time performarice
and alarm data associated with AT&'L s traffic, il and when
technically feasible, and to partition such data _for AT&T
specially where [casible,
3.3.6.7 AULAL& s option. Verizon shall provide AT&T with
real time ability to initiate non_service aftecting tests on the
underlyving  device  that  provides  Loop Concentratign/
Multiplexing Functionality.

3.3.7 Verizon’s proposed 3.3.7 Interface Requirements

amendment fails to include
sufficient language
concerning the interface
requircments for Loop
Concentration/Multiplexing
Functionality. AT&T’s
language addresses these
omissions , which are
necessary i hght of the
TRO’s Subloop
requirements.

3.3.7.1 Loop Concentration/Multiplexing Functionality shiall

meel the following interface requirements, as_appropriate
the conliguration similarly deployed in Verizon's network

provided in response (o a specitic A P&l request

3.3.7.2  Loop Concentration/Multiplexing Functionality s
provide either digital 4 or 6-wire electrical interfaces or opti

or
if

all
bal

SONII mterfaces at rates o OC-3, OC-12, OC-48, and OC
i the equipment_deployed_is_capable ol providing sy

R R e

interfaces at the serving wire center.

3.3.7.3 i technically feasible and deploved in the Veriz

d1B

ch

on

network at the requested location. Lo

op

Concentration/Multiplexing Functionality shall provide a D

51

03-13-04V14
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ISSUES MATRIX

DRAFT TRO
AMENDMENT
SECTION

ISSUE

TRO/RULES

LANGUAGE

interface that complies with the Telcordia (formerly Bellcore)
I'R-303 interface specifications to AT&T at the serving wire
center.

3.3.7.4 I technically feasible. Loop
Concentration/Multiplexing __ lFunctionality shall  provide

Teleordia (formerly  Belleore) TR-08 modes  1&2 DB
interlaces when requested by AT& 1.

3.3.7.5  AlLcquipment (urnished to AT by Verizon sha

deliver interfaces in accordance with design specifications|as

@mEcw,cm_;_: the Verizon network.

3.3.7.0 Verizon shall _support  functions associated  with

_u_ﬁ:._,f__h._:_E, maintenance and testing ol twe unbundled
Subloop  clements, _in _a _ nondiscriminatory _manner d
demonstrate compliance by monitoring nd  reporting
disagercuated performance results. Verizon will_also prov de
nondiscriminatory aceess 10 provisioning, maintenance and
testing  functions for Network Elements (o _which Loop
Distribution is_connected.

3.3.8

Verizon’s proposed
amendment does not
adequately address Loop
Distribution Subloop
component 1Ssues.
AT&T’s language

TRO 9 253-54; 296;

343-58.

3.3.8 Loop Distribution

3.3.8.] The Loop Distribution Subloop component provides

connectivity from the FDISAL via distribution media (facility)

1o the point of demareation on the customer premises and shall
include all facility terminating and cross- —connccting deviges

03-13-04V14
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DRAFT TRO
AMENDMENT
SECTION

ISSUE

TRO/RULES

LANGUAGE

addresses these omissions.

that_may_be present _at the point ol demarcation provid

ed

Verizon owns or controls the device(s) and regardless of 1

he

specific nomenclature employed when referring to the devie

-

3.3.8.2 Lhe Loop Distribution Subloop may be provided usi

copper twisted pair, coax cable, or liber optic cable.  Whi

Y

e

more than one media is available behween two points,
media  used  shall  be  the  choice  of AT

he
T.

Il a combination_that includes two or more ¢f these meq

exists. Verizon shall not preclude AT&1 from using thd

lia
)sc

factlities. Verizon will provide access to Loop Distribut

n

Subloops cven if Verizon is not _currendy employing

he

conductor/facility for its own use such as when spare copi

peTr

or dark fiber is present. If requested by AT&'T. Verizon W

il

identify whether load coil. bridec taps or any other eleme

are_attached to the copper distribution Subloop that may lix

s
11t

the ansmission capabilities of the Subloop. 17 requested

AT&T, Verizvon will remove such items and AT& T w

by
il

reimburse Verizon for such work based on time and mated

ial

rates set forth in this Amended Agreement.

3.3.8.3 In the case of Verizon lacilitics serving a single

1it

installation (c.g. a single residence or single business locatio

):

distribution facility consists of all such facilitics providi

&

connectivity between the end user’s point of demarcati

D11,

including the point of demarcation, and the end user side

of

hle

pomt.

02-13-04V14
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ISSUES MATRIX

DRAFT TRO
AMENDMENT
SECTION

ISSUE

TRO/RULES

LANGUAGE

3.3.8.4 In the case of Verizon facilitics servine Multi Ten

nt

Environments (MTEs), distribution media shall be furnished to

Al&T depending on the location at which AT&T intends| to
interconnect its facilities, as requested by AT& | and descritied

in 3.3.9 below.

3.3.8.5

Verizon will provide Loop Distribution at the

appropriate rate levels set forth in this Amended Agreement.

3.3.8.0  ‘The Loop Distribution Subloop clement shall

capable of _transmitting_any signal(s) that it is technic
feasible to carry on the particular distribution facility used,

shall support transmission_signals with at least the sa
quality as when the same or similar distribution configuratik

€
m

is employed by Verizon.

3.3.9-10 (Verizon 3.3.1)

AT&T has provided
language that more fully
and accurately addresses
the TRO’s holdings with
respect to Inside Wire
Subloop for Multi-Tenant
Environments, including
connectivity, collocation,
ownership or control and
ordering. Verizon’s
proposed language doces not

TRO 99 343-58; Rule
51.319(b).

3.3.9 _Multi-Tenant Linvironments ( M11:5)

3.3.9.1 Inside Wire Subloop
The Inside Wire Subloop network element. as sct forth in F€

Rule 51.319(b). is delincd as any portion of the loop that

1S

technically feasible to access at a terminal in Verizon’s outside

plant at or near a multiunit premises, e.o.. inside wire ow

ed

or_controlled by Verizon between the premises’ minimyim
point of entry (MPOI), as defined in FCC Rule 68.105 and

Verizon’s demarcation point as defined in FCC Rule 68.3.
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AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION
. ISSUES MATRIX

DRAFT TRO
AMENDMENT
SECTION

ISSUE

TRO/RULES

LANGUAGE

Tvpically this will]

access 10 customer units at the property.

be

at or in close proximity to the_building terminal(s) Verizon

would use to cross connect its outside plant to the Inside Wh

irc

Subloop serving the customer.

3.3.9.7 Inside Wire Subloops may be further divided

into vertical and horizontal components  which may

accessed by AT&T through technically fcasible accessible

terminals on wiring owned or _controlled by Verizon.  Such

seements of Inside Wire Subloops shall be made available [

usc by AT&T upon request. The lack of configu ‘ation speci
pricing shall_not be cause for Verizon to deny aceess to

wiring_ during_the negotiation of” pricing tor siuch elemer

Ordering ol such scements shall _be, at AT&T's_opti

performed in a_manner consistent with that employed for the

Inside Wire Subloops.

3.3.10 Requirements

3.3.10.1 AT& T, al its option, may _connect

Verizon Inside Wire_Subloops regardless ol whether a SPOI

exists or is subsequently established at that premises.

3.3.10.2 AT&T. at its option. may access [nside W]

Subloops owned or controlled by Verizon by:

03-13-04V14
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AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION
ISSUES MATRIX

.

DRAFT TRO
AMENDMENT
'SECTION

ISSUE

TRO/RULES

LANGUAGE

utilizing existing spare capacity on the Verizon lerminatil_lg

block. even if those terminals are within an enclosure or

installing 1ts own terminal block in the vicinity of the existing

Verizon terminal block where the wiring terminates.

33103 AT&T's terminal block may be placed wit

—

n

any Verizon enclosure when space exists.

3.3.10.4 Verizon may not requite AT& T o collocate

—

n

order to access Inside Wire Subloops.

3.3.10.5 Connectivity between AT&T's terminal blg

ck

and Verizon's terminal block will be pertformed in accordar

(MY

with generally accepted practices. such_as_using conduit and

splicing ol pairs to_extend wiring between terminal blg
locations

ck

3.3.10.60 When AT&T uses Verizon's terminals, AT&T

shall clearly label the wirtng on those terminals as belongi

—t
s

W AT&T. AT&T shall be under no obligation 1o _identify

he

customer or customer unit being served by the wiring.

3.3.10.7 When Verizon neither owns nor controls

he

wiring. but has installed terminal blocks for its own faciliti

S,

AT&T may access the building wirine by cross-connecting

to

building wiring terminals even if the terminals are within

an

enclosure installed by Verizon. In such case. Verizon will ot

0:-13-04V14
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AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION

ISSUES MATRIX
DRAFT TRO ISSUE TRO/RULES LLANGUAGE
AMENDMENT
SECTION

limit A'T&1 access nor will it oppose A1&] re-lerminating a
cross-connection  associated with _a  customer__request {or
service from AT&T, provided the connections are made 1 a

reasonable manner.

3.5.10.8 When AT& T uses only the Inside Wijre
Subloop(s). such element (s) need not be ordered on fan
individual pair basis_or ordered in advanc: of use of the
Subloop element. unless so requested by AT&T. AT&T shiall

be responsible for inventorying and reporting the pairs used at

a particular location on a mutually agrecable periodic bagis.
Verizon shall use the counts derived [rom such reports jto
determine charees due lrom AT&T and to render billing. No
other ordering activitics need be initiated by AT&T. AT&T
shall not_be required o provide any  customer s cCi
information_as_part_of such_inventory and, unless mutu 1
agreeable to do otherwise, shall be obligated only to report a
street address where the Inside Wire Subloop is used and a
count of the Inside Wire Subloops (Lc.. pairs) used at that

address during the period covered by the repo-t.

3.3.10.9 Verizon shall be responsible lor demonstrating,
o A& s reasonable satisfaction, within ten (10) busingss
days from the date of the request, control of the Inside Wire
Subloops. Where control may be unclear or disputed, Verizon
will not prevent or in_any way delay AT&17s use of the Intra-
Premises Wiring to meet an_end user request for service. [['o
the extent Verizon demonstrates. after AT&T initiates use of

03-13-04V14
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AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION
ISSUES MATRIX

DRAFT TRO
AMENDMENT
SECTION

ISSUE

TRO/RULES

LANGUAGE

the Intra-Premises Wiring, that the facility employed |1

controlled by Verizon and. thercfore, is an Inside Wire

Subloop UNLL then AT&T will compensate Verizon for su

usc. on a retroactive basis from the date of first use.

3.3.10.10 Verizon shall defend, indemnity, and otherw

hold harmless, AT&T from any claims by a building owngr,
relating, to the use of on-premuses wiring, where payments are

made by AT&T to Verizon lor the use of the Intra-Premis

€S

Wiring Subloop clement for which Verizon asserted control.

reseryve the imtra-premises wiring that ts currently connected

331001 First

2air Requirement - Verizon_shall ot

to

LI TS A Al R

line one in the unit wiring of the customer (the first pair) for

its own use.  [he first pair shall be made avalable to AT&T

for 1ts use unless Verizon is concurrenty providiiygr voice jon

those pairs based _upon a bona fide request by the customger.

Under those conditions, Verizon will offer to AT&T sp

Ic

cable pairs that are in working order and available to the end

user's - o remisgs.

ey 0
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AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION
ISSUES MATRIX

DRAFT TRO

AMENDMENT

SECTION

ISSUE

TRO/RULES

LANGUAGE

SGA-—t—ettfect--pr

w®r£${_¢¢z§ :¢Jf£l-2xv1r« -necordance- with—but-only
the-extent-reguired-by 4715658 25 H O3 - and-4-CHGR:
Part 51 other  Applicable  Taw.  upon mxu?mﬁll

AL&EEEC

A Acronym—IXFEEE Veppzon-shall-p

AT& I FHECLECAeronym PX ' FE  pondiseriminatory-aeeess

to-a Inside-Wire-Sub-LoopHouse and-Riser Cable-p o
this Section 33 “ I oat the rates and chinpes _,_:<E¢a - {he

shal-pot—teserve -a-as

Agreement
LoopHeous

MPOE-

. N
-
¢

: Afi«éfkﬁ! AECAeronyn

EX s >*Ei§ EEC Acronym IX Y may-—deeesy-o
e-and-Riser able only-be :

cable—and—the- demarcation—point—at—4

Ef_::E_ILmnw%Tr%mmiii.!? 15 1ot Eii suHy-feasth

_:::,S:T C::::c:r_ Ti.:?. c:._...::w access 1o an-inside
et from- Yerbron—HEOR-SE(
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AT&T S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION
ISSUES MATRIX

DRAFT TRO ISSUE TRO/RULES LANGUAGE
AMENDMENT
SECTION
ADDHHONAL COMMENAS DPONFERAHER-REAEWS

33 AT &£ CLRC - Acronym—1 X #5F shall-loeateqits
facthties—within —cross —conneetdistanee— <+l——+he——ﬁfnﬂ4—f)¥
intercontecton—on—such-cable——l-actlities- are S5
connect-distance —ofu—point—of nterconnection—
Joeated r-the-same-room-(hot-inchuding-a-halbw
twelve (12 ) -feet-of such-point-of-Hiterconnection:
3 3. 112 suitable—space— is—avatable—- A& TR CLY
Acromvar 4 XAEEE shall-nstal-is—factities--no—ecloser—tH
fourteen (14) mches-ol-the-pomt of-Hirterconneclion-for—sy
cable. ulesys otherwise-dgreed by -the Parties.
33 I3A A EEECLBC— Acronyir—F X PR faeilit
cannot -be atlached—otherwise-atlixed-or-adiacent to-Verizod
facthties—or —equipment—eanpot—pass—throueh--or—-otherw
penclrte Verzons—facilities or- equipment -and - cannot]
mstaled —so—that—A P& FEAACRC—Acronyin- PR
fucititios or-equipment-are Jocated—in -a- space-where Ve
plans o locate-Hstacilities oF equipment.

33 RAA T &ETERECEHC Acronym—+X3d%F shall-ident
iy lrerhties us those of /\ I&I FERCLEC Actonvny XAFERE
33442 bo-provi FEECLRECAcronvie PR

$EH

I 3

decess (o oa Inside Wue Sub-| (mpllnu‘ag and  Riser—Gah

Veﬂﬁﬁ—ﬁha}kﬁe{—%e%hg&eé—m—ﬁ—yﬂ%e—dﬁﬂeﬂ-z
equIpIIeRt; +b—)—seeu1%ﬁ+}ywﬁﬁh{—«>4 Wy - Im A—l&qEMGH

ﬁ%%?é 53

Aermwm LXE*———}HWM&M@—M}WW
portion-ol-a-batdingfor AT EECLEC- Acronym—XTY
or—{e}—reserve—space—-ti—any building for AT&T*CL)

ﬁ&
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>H%~H S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION

ISSUES MATRIX
DRAFT TRO ISSUE TRO/RULES LANGUAGE
AMENDMENT
SECTION
5.%1_«1 NpEEE

Verizon—shall—perform—ettover—-ol a- Customer
\)._%_u:ﬁ :LmIJPigiﬁx C.,,TC; sepvice by means—of

: _ : se—and—Riser—able—subjeet—4
e ¢{&t - Eximm&.%

%f@ﬁ»% LAerony
facHities, -and-Verh i_Tmm%IEzm how to perform-sy
jstalation. - A Twlu BERREC cAcronvim PXT] EEE_Gh
coordinute -wit sure—that--Hside —Wire—S4
FoopHouse- i&lF?ﬁt&iE&Lmﬁ::m: are - convered—
AEAR O LEC—Aecronym—1 X FFEF —in -accordunee—w
A& T L RE- ?@mcm}ﬁm “““ m ;‘k * * iL«c&& xvr,.*_n?wmmimm
“XK

& : e :Eﬁimizii r: for=——VerA

.nﬁffr: are- zmtq
L{:\ ?ﬁ

‘ i%%

Lun»?»wimz?r i&fﬁf%#&&m.

sh verform—at—installation—werk—
{mﬁxcz %ﬁ%ﬁ%@ﬁ:ri&ﬁﬁ
Acronvim X THEE G yse- of - Merizon's- Jnside -Wire—Sy
Loopt louse-and-RiserCable. - AH-ATSH 2 CLLC-Acrony

FXT#%* equipment connected -to - lnside -Wire—Sy
LoopHouse—and- Riser—Cable- shall comply with—apphes
industry standards:

% E"”&M%’%%—f% SLE 6

lu&mii:z - N %ﬁl?lmma

$¥

air-and matptain-an-Inside-Wire-S4
~ . - > sl al

i E’ﬁ“%l?ﬂi’%
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AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION

ISSUES MATRIX
DRAFT TRO ISSUE TRO/RULES | LANGUAGE
AMENDMENT
SECTION

%mﬂw*ﬂr——i XpEEE “;'l‘&’f*"‘*(ll,!;‘(‘ .'\creﬁﬂﬂ—'{'—X—T—"ﬁ

whete- ﬂ—ehmea%n&ea&bk—)&h&%be #)H»—wsﬁm
investipating-and-determining the-souree-of al-troubles-and-

i‘i"‘ﬁti

providing —Verizon—with—appropriste—dispatch—information

bused on -ty -testresults—Forpurpeses-of this Section33-H

“technically infeasible™ trouble isolation (i.e., whepAd&H

absolved of-this-responsibility pis-detined us {ul{qyﬁgﬁﬁ
siuations -where-AT& L - as-a-result-ol-ciremstane

FRERE

&s«cmﬂmlﬂe——l*%e M&f@ﬂ%&%ﬂﬂﬂ—ﬁ—&ﬁ%{e—ﬁ&iﬂ—a&e{

%

feop h;uvl edﬁab{hﬁaﬁ—{ea—{hese—ﬁmdﬂeﬂﬂm -which-Veri

and A FéFmutaally-agreed-upontn those- mstanees-tdentii

in—(a), (h)—and—(c}—preceding—where trouble isolation]

technically—infensible——for—AT& - —Verizon—shall—wh

technicaly 4ﬁdﬁ+bl& ﬁeﬂofﬁﬁ%e%m& Tﬂ—f\ ety

(
%
EF._

suppy-i

H}&IFHLUH}H—-———VQHH?H— shall- repair -a--trouble-only—when
cause-ofthetrouble-is-a-Verizon-tnside-Wire Sub-tLoepHey
and—RiserCable— M) AT CEEC-Aerorym—RAHY
;eperu—{ew#epwﬁ—d—k—a%emef—&ﬁuh[e (b)~A P&#U—’E%H

,_Ffitwﬁ'ﬁ iﬁi-&%

AT
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AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION

ISSUES MATRIX
DRAFT TRO ISSUE TRO/RULES LANGUAGE
AMENDMENT
SECTION - ‘ o i o
I apphies $:¢_M‘ the .w:wum,_\_ﬂm_llm..:rﬂ.«,_" as  designated—by
Ab&EEECLEC - Acronya—X HE— 5-pot- available—at—the
%wﬁ:?ﬁL rer——H- i&l%r£~ rect—result—ot
Ak CREEC Aer onyi—FXFEEE ingtrietions—Verizons
mﬁ%&:a:@l&?aﬁma% a??#cr o - sile —on—Veridon
amises—(dispatch—in ) —a-charge-—setforth—in-the
L to
he
de
et
O
@
Y , s
_n.rr_::z:; (o anncortect location not designited: k
<¢I*¢:}rif$$¢m¢:¢}+mﬁl?f¢irvri¢¢: ¢ S5S
Vertronstastd i
3.3.11 (Verizon 3.3.1.2) | Verizon’s proposed TRO footnote 1058, 3.3.11  Single Point of Interconnection
amendment lacks sufficient { Rule 51.319(b)(2)(i1).
language concerning the 3.3.11.1 The SPOI is a cross-conncet device that provides
Single Point of non-discriminatory access for cross conneetions to ali Sublaop
Interconnection (“SPOI"). clements and to all units in an MTE. The SPPOI is capable|of
AT&T’s language terminating_mulliple carriers'_outside plant that serve| a
addresses these issucs particular premiscs.
including, for example,
o i:ﬁﬁclqﬁrrcbmvm:l;m_c:f H‘ o | 3.3.11.2 Verizon must, al AT&T s request, cooperate in any
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AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION
ISSUES MATRIX

DRAFT TRO
AMENDMENT
SECTION

ISSUE

TRO/RULES

LANGUAGE

timing, compensation and
notice.

reconfiguration of the network necessary to construct a SP
Verizon shall provide a SPOL at or as close as commerct

practicablc to the MPOE in the MTE. AT&T s employees &

agents shall have direct aceess o the SPOL without

L.

1

necessity ol _coordinating  such  efforts  with__Verizof’s

ciployees or agents, Lhis_obligation s i _addition Jto

Vericon's obligation to provide nondiscriminatory_access|to

Subloops at any technically feastble point.

3.3.11.3 Verizon shall complete the construction of a SP(

not more than sixty (60) days from recceipt ot a request

AT&T to construct a SPOL. Upon completion of the SPOI,

Verizon agrees it shall access all customers il serves at that

location through pairs terminating at the SPOL

3.3.11.4 Verizon shall be compensated based on total elemg

Pt

long-run_incremental cost for constructing any SPOIL T

he

R ALY ol ool

charees for the SPOI shall be recovered from all carri

(including the portion used by Verizon), based on 1

proportional number of pairs accessed through the SPOLL

33115 All disputes_arising under this provision,_includs

any dispute over the SPOI at a particular M TL location, s

be resolved according to the Alternative Dispute Resolution
process of this Amended Agreement.

3.3.11.6 When a SPOI is_cstablished afier AT&T begins
providing service to_a particular location, it shall be | at

03-13-04V14
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AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION
ISSUES MATRIX

DRAFT TRO
AMENDMENT
SECTION

ISSUE

TRO/RULES

LANGUAGE

AT& T s option that its pre-existing wiring be re-terminated| to
the SPOL. AT&1 may perform all work or. upon request and
subject to applicable time and material charges, Verizon will

re-lerminate the wiring.

3.3.11.7 When the building owner requests that a SPOI be
deploved. which also scrves as the demarcation point, dand
Verizon accommodates the request, Verizon is responsible for

and appropriate_advance notification|to

providing rcasonable
AT& 1 that such a change will be made

3342 Single- -Point- - of - Interconnection.  ——fAdS

CONFINUES-TO - CHECK | h-accordance-with-—-but-onbyte
the-extent veqrired-byv4 786325 HOH 3 ) -and 4R
2apt—S]- - —other—Apphicable-—taw-—upon—request—by
AT& T HFCLEC-Aeronym - X and provided—ths

salishied, (he Parties shall negotiate in  good —fad an
48 a¥a G ) A v A w - (17 ...u . ry

l=) - ar
terms—cond Ates -4 e . rovide-d
,_. 1 H.—. @*A .—mﬁ_wwn.dmm&*mmndM .—mmm Jﬂ .m mﬂnw‘_ M._d_wu. ) ) -f4 H 1 ﬁ s

R v

istribution—aeities—to—4 autiv

SRR E S — O . ~of-leases:the €
premises: and
3 2A & srovar— A R certiies i
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AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION
ISSUES MATRIX

DRAFT TRO
AMENDMENT
SECTION

ISSUE

TRO/RULES

LANGUAGE

wil-plae

other %m%@l??im&%ﬁii: BV {
SGA'L -
4784
Law. :?5 ir«rrwmirn!_ equest, - AF &
TX | R pay—obtain—dceess—to—the \Cizri.
¥ %::# al— icallv—teasible- access-point |
Veriron wﬁﬂggagﬁ%_ﬁai ﬁi:i:m it

factity by removing a-splice case to reach the H
within the-cable:
Network—interfae

Foop. NID :Er;w%:z:? LE: he provided with sue -
and-no-additiont shat-be-ncluded:

~

33.12

AT&T’s proposed
language addresses issues
concerning the
Demarcation Point that
Verizon’s proposed
amendment omits.

TRO 99 343-358.

~

3.3.12 Demarcation Point

3.3.12.1 Demarcation Point is the point where the control, but
not necessarily the ownership of the Inside Wire Subloop from
the carrier to the building owner or service subscriber.

—

q==

3.3.12.2 For those locations where AT&T is serving

03-13-04V14
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AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION

X ISSUES MATRIX
| DRAFT TRO ISSUE TRO/RULES 'LANGUAGE N
AMENDMENT
SECTION

customers, i Verizon is negotiating with the building ownerj to
move the demarcation point_in_ the owner’s M1 1o the

MPOE, Verizon muslt serve notice of such negotiations

AT&T within five (5) business days from the date the propet

owner requested that the change be undertaken by Verizon.

3.3.12.3 Upon completion of such negotiations, Verizon shall

provide AT&T notice that an agreement has been reached ¢

d

provide the timeframe for when the demarcation point will |be

moved to the MPOL,

3124 AT&L shall have the option of moving its servicel

1¢c_building_owner_to connect o the wiring as_previoug

3.
the newly established demarcation point or_negotiating with
tl

o

ly

provided. T AT&T chooses not 1o use _the new demarcati

point and ownership of the Inside Wie Subloop changgs,

Verizon shall leave any pre-existing cross connect_devices|in
place. Verizon shall make the appropriate billing adjustmehts

as ol the date a newly established demarcation point 18 activg.

3.3.12.5 When AT&T opts o move its serviee to_the newly
established demarcation point and ownership_ol” the Inside

Wire Subloop changes, Verizon shall reduce AT&T's rajes

accordingly as of the date the new demarcation point is active.

3.3.12.6 AT&T shall have the option of performing :

necessary  work  to _accommodate _moving, _its service |or

requesting Verizon perform such work on its behalf.
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AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION
ISSUES MATRIX
DRAFT TRO ISSUE [ TRO/RULES LANGUAGE
AMENDMENT
SECTION

34.1

Verizon's proposed
amendment improperly
defines Enterprise
Switching and improperly
attempts to climinate
Verizon’s obligation to
provide Enterprise

Switching as of October 2,

2003. It also too narrowly
describes the applicable
law governing the
provisioning of local
switching. AT&T’s
corrections address these
1Ssues.

TRO Y 419-532;

Rule 51.319(d).

3.3.12.7 In those cases where the demarcation point is at the
MPOI:, but Verizon continues 1o maintain the intra- premjsc
wiring Verizon agrees to treat AT&T on a non-discriminatgry
basis with respect to all matters relating to Intra-Premiges
Wiring, including_operations _support _and charges for such
support,

3.4.1  General Requrements. Verizon shall provide Mfw
Mmke{«—%%ﬂehiﬂuwunbundlcd local Switching |t

Agreement n accordance with, but only to the extent required
by, 47 U.S.C. § 251(c)(3)und 47 C.F.R. Part 51 or_other
Applicable Law. Notwithstanding any-other provis
Agreement.-this-Amendment-or-amy-Verzron-tarH-or-SGA
as-ot-the- Amendmentiiective PateOetober -2 2003 —with
exception-ofthe-foregoing-obligationto-provide-Mass-Marl
Switching—Verizon-shal-have no-other-oblipation—to-prov
any-othertorm-ot Loecal Swiching-ortandent-Switehthp{sy
as— -Hirterprise—Switehipp)y—to— AT 2 CEEC —Aerom
IXPEHE L and—any - bocallnterprise--Switching —or—Tands
Switching— plearms{v—aﬂadeﬁiwhh%e-%e -A P&
AUGH-H}} : sh Hnmdefeéa%)&Jawheé—Nem

iL

'$¥%$§$%%§¥ﬁ
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ISSUES MATRIX

DRAFT TRO ISSUE TRO/RULES LLANGUAGE

AMENDMENT

SECTION o

Noneontor :x:hrrm‘. tHity—by- cwn;ir»xf@isi in ¢:¢¢Tvm.-®m‘.5
the Amendment [H{ective Date.

3.4.2 Verizon prematurely secks | TRO 4 419-532;
to address changes in its Rule 51.319(d). o—giv-0th
obligation to provide Mass :vrc.:::? ¢1$TI+¢.|13E~WW@@W¢E§ the—Amended
Market switching. ?c«aa%&:? ¢T¢m¢_§ .Jwati_wFr Law - sSubjeet—to—the
Verizon’s Mass Market tne—contained—t—HHs
switching obligations ?%a:ﬁilri%imml*¢l%z$+¢ “s—risht-Ho
remain unchanged pending - iizf?f;f?f,rﬁ‘ O
resolution of the i1t
Commission’s TRO . f&u&%&mﬁ%ﬁ
proceedings. Any change Em««lmmm H—taw—provist “the
in Vernizon's obligations as Agreement. Verizon shal be-under-no oblipation to-continuerto
a result of the TRO provide FHECELEE-Acronynt FXTHEF with nondiseriminatdry
procecdings, further FCC access 1o Mass-Market Switching -on an unbundled-basisunder
action or decisions of the- Amended— %mﬁni upor- a—tinding - by- Sth
courts of competent Connnission— X EFEE L op the—HC (-~ the equest
jurisdiction would telecommunieations-carriers-are-potHmpaired -witheut-eeest
constitute changes in law. ass—-Market-Switching-m-a-puarticular-markel:—ot-where—h
AT&T addresses this issue > ston- T X T2 has-f hat-all e
in its Section 3.9.

35.1 Verizon’s proposed
language for unbundled
interoffice facilities is

L - duplicative and
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ISSUES MATRIX

-

DRAFT TRO

AMENDMENT

SECTION

ISSUE

TRO/RULES

LANGUAGE

unnecessary.

provide Dedicated-Transport-and Dark—Fiber ransport-uader
the Agreement in -gecordance with. but only {0 the—ext
regatred—by— 7S C-§- 25 M3 —and 47 CERPart]
other  Applicable -Law; -and - (b) Verizon  shall—prov
I)edied%ed 'h dmpeﬂ— ——:md——#)dpk~ 1 ‘iher 'l‘raﬂapeft——

to—the wub}pu Aﬂefh%y_
order- t()»»pmﬂdeuﬁ——leieeeﬂ%ﬁme&tmm—%e

Service -0 4 COMMOR-carrier-basts:

$“cﬁ$%3ﬂ§

3.5.2.1

Verizon fails to properly
define Dedicated Transport
as including transport
between a Verizon wire
center or switch and
Verizon facilities
collocated at AT&T’s
premises. Verizon also
fails to clarify that
Dedicated Transport for
interconnection and
rcciprocal compensation
purposes will continue to
be treated as set forth in the
Agreement.

TRO 99 359-418;

Rule 51.319(e)

3.5.2.1 Upon AT&THEECHEC-Aeronym- X EE’s writfen
request, Verizon shall provide AT&EECLEC-—Aeronym
‘BxA4#£% with nondiscriminatory access to DS1 Dedicated
Transport and DS3 Dedicated Transport on an unbundled basis
pursuant to the Amended Agreement. For the avoidance of
doubt: (a) a transmission facility or service between a Verizon
switch or wire center and a switch or wire center of
AT T*H*CLEC Aeronym—FXF5E* or a third party is Tot
Dedicated Transport;-and (b) a transmission facility or service
that uscs an OCn interface or a SONET interface i1s not
Dedicated ‘Transport;:_and (¢) Dedicated  Transport ddes
include transport between a Verizon wire center or switch and
Verizon's  facilities  collocated  at  a CLEC’s  premisgs.
Notwithstanding the provisions herein, Dedicated Transpprt
for purposes_of interconnection and Dedicated Transport for
reciprocal compensation purposes. and the Parties’ obligatigns
to provide such. are as set forth in the applicable provisions|of
the Agreement.  Subject to the provisions of Section }.8

03-13-04V14
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DRAFT TRO
AMENDMENT
SECTION

ISSUE

TRO/RULES

LANGUAGE

below, Verizon is under no obligation to pr0v1dc or contmue
providing the Declassitied Network ElementsNe
Facilities described in clauses (a) and (b) above under the

Agreement or the Amended Agreement.

3522

Verizon fails to clearly
define “route.”

Rule 51.319(e).

3522Cap on Dedicated Transport. AT& 2 CLEC
Aerorymr—x £ may obtain on an unbundled basis| a
maximum of twelve (12) DS3 Dedicated Transport circuits {er
twelbve (12)-DS3-equivalents—e-g—336-PS Es)-on any single
Route on which unbundled transport is otherwise available.
Transmission  paths between  identical _end  points  re
considered on a single Route regardless of whether dnv
intermediate interconnection points_are included. Any circhit
capacity on that Route above such twelve (12) circuit cap shall
be considered a Declassified Network lementNoneg

FaeHity:

3523

Verizon prematurely seeks
to change certain of its
obligations to provide
Dedicated Transport.
Verizon’s Dedicated
Transport obligations that
are pending before the
Comnussion’s TRO
proceedings remain
unchanged. Any change in
Verizon’s obligations as a

Rule 51.319(e).

3-52 3Nonimpairment—Without Himiting anv-otherrights and
(M&Hmvw—eﬂhei%ﬁm—aﬁay—haw—ﬂﬁder—{he—Ameﬂded
Apreement—or—under —Appheable —Law —sSubject—to—the
provistens-—of-Section 3.8 -below—nothing contained—in—this
Ameﬁe!mem—%ﬂmeﬂded—m w(iwe eﬂlwr ~Party-s—right Ho

bt LRl

shall be considered-a-chanpe-in daw-and- sul Jetl 1(>~the—e-hapg§
Hkiaw—mevmﬁs—e#—t-he-fxgmmmt an—%ha“—beﬂnder—ne
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DRAFT TRO ISSUE TRO/RULES LANGUAGE
AMENDMENT
SECTION |
result of the Commission’s Deehmﬁed—&a&speﬁ—er—-@éé%&%+mwﬂmeﬁ—aﬁ
TRO proceedings, further t Ag 4
FCC action or decisions of pﬂ%k&id%%@ﬂ%—&p@ﬂ—ﬂﬂ&ﬂg—b*—{he—{ﬁi%hﬂé—(‘emﬁieﬂ
courts of competent PEEE] or 4he HEC—that—requesting  feleconmunieatigns
jurisdiction would Ldiﬂt‘f‘w are- -HeHiﬂﬁdﬂeé—M{hﬁHl—d&:eﬁﬁ -t Dx‘s L—Bed}eaied
constitute changes in law. 5 ; e
AT&T addresses this issue subject Rmﬂe{a} or—on all R«m&ese.m Any NS
in its Section 3.9. Feansport—or -P83—Pedicated—Fransport }‘Ht:"@iﬂm
avallable to ¥*F*CLEC Acronym FXTERF the subjeet-Routefs)
shat-be-considered-Noncontorming-Hacthties immediately-jon
the-effective-dateoi-the-nonimpattmentHnding-and-thereatiqe:
3.53.2 Verizon prematurely seeks | Rule 51.319(a)(6). 353 2Nonimpairrment.  Withoutlimiting-wm—other rishts dnd
to change its obligations to obligations—etther—Party —may — have—under—the—Amended
provide Dark Fiber Avreentent —or- under  Appheabla- Law,  sSubjeet—to—the
Transport. Verizon’s Dark provisios-of—Sectton 3. 8—below—nothing  contatted-n—Hus
Fiber Transport obligations Amendment—is—iittended—to—watve—either - Parps—rightHto
remain unchanged pending incorporate anvdeeisions-vebvne-ParkF iber 1 rans
resolution of the resutlting from-the —FRO-1mpairment-proceedings.—Any-sdeh
Commission’s TRO decisions shall-be-considered-a-echange- H-law- dnd—ﬁjﬁm—t@

proceedings. Any change
in Verizon’s obligations as
a result of the TRO
proceedings, further FCC
action or decisions of
courts of competent
jurisdiction would
constitute changes in law.

the-change-intaw-provisions-of-theAvreement V

b&—tﬁ%ﬁlef—ﬁe-—ebl—ig&ﬂeﬂ——tﬂ—-f}ﬂ)‘ﬁée—ef—&ﬂﬁﬂﬂ

Aok 1) SerHHA atory-geeess

Dd%l\—lﬂbef—kmﬂwpeﬁ—eﬁ—&uﬁbﬂmﬂed—bdﬁa—aﬁder—f

Agreement-orthe Amended Agreement-on-a-particularRed
e , A NP

T

¥ H%PdHt‘é%’v l%%&k&e&%&&ﬂﬂbﬂﬂeﬂéd—@d{:k—i—kb%
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ISSUES MATRIX

DRAFT TRO ISSUE TRO/RULES LANGUAGE

AMENDMENT

SECTION I o

- AT&T addresses this issuc the subject Routets)y o on all Routes ?\m 8
in its Scction 3.9. Franspoit previousty made available to **1C1 LLC-Aeronym

EX 0 on the—subject Route(sy shall be  consideredta
Noneontorming—kaethity—as—-of—the—etiective- date—of—the
ponimpairmenttinding:

3.6 Commingling, Conversions | TRO 1 575 - 600;
and Combinations. Rule 51.318. )

3.6.1 AT&T is entitled to convert | TRO 9§ 589. 3.6.1 Commingling and Conversions. Notwithstanding any
wholesale services (e.g., other provision of the Agreement or any Verizon tariff or
special access facilities) to SGAT, but— and subject to the conditions set forth in the
UNEs or UNE following Section 0, Verizon shall permit AT&T |to
Combinations (e.g., EELs) commingle_ a UNE or Combination or Declassilied Netwark
and receive retroactive truc Elements with wholesale services obtained from Verizon, and
up of the difference in to also convert wholesale services to a UNL: or Combination
applicable rates back to the as of October 2. 2003, Commingling is defined as set forth|in
later of (1) the effective FOCC  Rule_ 51,5 will-not—prohibit —the -comminghng—ofian
date of the TRO Order unbundled Network—Hlement-ot—a combination—of
(October 2, 2003) or (2) the Ne{woﬂeHemems—ebmmedﬂﬁdeHheMeememMemed
date at which a pending Areerm 5 AR
request for conversion was #ﬂﬁ%—ﬂf—&ﬁd&i—&ﬂmﬂ—m—w%ﬁﬂﬂHﬁg—UNES:}:
submitted. ron—under4

b1
as
Verizon must expeditiously | TRO 9 588. Verizon shall upon request of AT&T Li*H l E—A:erreﬂ-um
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ISSUES MATRIX
DRAFT TRO ISSUE TRO/RULES LANGUAGE
AMENDMENT
SECTION e

process a conversion of
wholesale services (e.g.,
special access facilities) to
UNEs or UNE
Combinations (e.g., EELs)
upon a good faith request
by AT&T, and may not use
needless procedural
requirements to delay such
a good faith conversion
request.

Commingling restrictions,
to the extent that such
restrictions applied prior to
the effective date of the
TRO, applied only to loops
and EELs.

TRO 9 579.

4XF#EE - perform the functions necessary (o commingle

Qualifyinga UNEs or Combination with one or more facilitjes
or_scrvices or inputs that AT&T has obtained at wholestle
from Verizon. QualifvingWhelesale-Services-Verizon shall J}aot
impose_any policy or practice related (0 commingling that
imposes an_unrcasonable or undue prejudice or disadvantgge
upon AT&T, and in no event shall Verizon impose any policy
or practice relating to commingline that is inconsistent with
Scclion 3 {1 2 below. Fa&:&%—a«—wei—%&ﬂh—m—%eeﬁeﬂ—}—bﬂ

to- t.gmﬂﬂﬂiﬂmﬂ—ﬂ}d{—%ﬁeﬁeﬁ—dﬁ—ﬂﬂw&ﬂiﬂldble—ef—ﬁﬂdﬂe
prejrdie F&F--F  Subject to Section

3.6.2.2.1+he rates terms and conditions of the applicable
access tariff-orseparate—pon-23+-apgreement will apply to
Quahiyine—Wwholesale sServices, and the rates, terms and
conditions of thise Amended Agreement or the Verizon U]
tariff, as applicable, will apply to—tie-Qualitving UNEstor
Combinations or to the Declassificd Network Elements as et
forth in AppeadeXoX Exhibit A to this Amended Agreement.
f;HHridea’—h%%r—m&t—&—ﬂenrewf}‘finL charge wil-apply
each VINE circuit-that is part of @ commingled arrangement;]
seHﬁHlHn-%he—Pﬁemﬂ—A{mehmem—&Hhh—Ameﬁdmem—l—
charge-is-intended-to—otfset- Mertzon s-costs- of 4
and-manasgtne-—commingled—arrangements:  “Ratcheting,”
that term is deﬁned by the FCC, shall not be required.
PYER '
%}HW&—W&!&-@H&W&MR c-‘ae‘ &
eludednthe-shared—use—provisions-of the-apphe

P

i? 3
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ISSUES MATRIX

DRAFT TRO
AMENDMENT
SECTION

ISSUE

TRO/RULES LANGUAGE

Verizon may not impose
nonrecurring charges
(including, but not limited
to, termination charges,
disconnect and re-connect
fees) on a circuit-by-circuit
basis when wholesale
services (e.g., special
access facilities) are being
converted to UNEs or UNE
Combinations (e.g., EELs).

Verizon’s performance in
provisioning, combining
and converting
commingled facilities shall
be subject to standard (1)
provisioning intervals, and
(11) performance measures
& remedies, contained in
the ICAs.

IVERELZON-TO--CLARIEY ] — Vertron s
TRO 4 587; Rule connechor-with-the-provisioning-of-commingl

the-Amended-Agreement-orelsewhere:

TRO 4 639.

51.316(c). w&fﬂb@%ﬁdﬂ—ﬁ%b@—%Hb}ﬁbH&%dﬁddﬁH%ﬂMsmmmﬂ
or-to-performanee-menstres-and-remedies -H-any—contained

5 F

3.6.2.1

Verizon’s list of UNEs for
which it need provide

TRO 9 623-624. 3.6.2 Service Eligibility Criteria for Certain Combinatio
and _Servic

Conversions__and  Commingled Facilities

3-13-04V14
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ISSUES MATRIX

| DRAFT TRO
AMENDMENT
SECTION

ISSUE

access when no:::_:r_r;
or combined (subject to
certain eligibility criteria)
inappropriately interprets
Rule 51.318. Therefore,
AT&T references the Rule
directly.

While the service eligibility
criteria apply to individual
DS1 circuits, the TRO
requires that AT&T be
allowed to provide an
efficient self-certified
request for conversion of
wholesale services (e.g.,
special access facilities) to
UNEs or UNE
Combinations (e.g., EELS),
such as through a written or
electronic letter requesting
conversion of multiple
facilities.

TRO/RULES

TRO 99 623-624.

LANGUAGE

Z::z:ri;:m*:m;z:,t ::E_ 1::;:_:: of the Agreement—t|
Amendment.or-a - SGA L to-the-contra;
Unless modified | _: 1'eC ;r:c: n, including but not limited t

) d

waiver 1ssued by the _‘NM\

or unless the Commission

establishes different rules or requirements, A 1'&’1 and Veri4

on

agree to comply with the requirements for use of UNESs as

hCt

forth in the

TRO, including the fr?_.mmirw_r%_:g crite

ria

established by the TRO and set forth in Rule 51.318, for hil

h

o

capacity loop and transport combinations known as EELs. |}

h

or

the avoidance of any doubt. to the extent that commingling

restrictions applied prior to the "I RO, such restrictions appl

d

G

to lLs only,

6. 24V ertron-shall not-be-vbligated o provide:

36 24-+an-—unbdndled-PS 1 Foop in combination—w
unbundied- DS 1ot DS Dedicated ransport, or-comming]
with DS 1-or-DS3-aecess-services:

2 I%%Ef&éiﬂ:Iﬁ%
- or—conrhsted

Jedicted —Fransport—comming

§iz tv l-ehannel termination aﬁ&uv Serviee:

3.6.2.1

ed

To the extent the service cligibility criteria for high

apply. AT&T shall be permitted to self cert

capacity LlELs

Lfy

its compliance with these criteria. AT&T may elect to s

elf

03-13-04V14
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ISSUES MATRIX
DRAFT TRO ISSUE TRO/RULES LANGUAGE
AMENDMENT
SECTION

The TRO allows AT&T Lo
re-certify that existing
EELs meet scrvice
eligibility criteria by a
written or electronic letter.

certily using a written or electronic request letter sent |to
Verizon,  Hpen AT& T s self —certification —of—compliante.
Verizon- M—%Wea&e&{ed—%# -combination-unless

and untl FEECERC-Acronym—EXREE: (4} cortifi
to-Verirontor-each-DStcirenitor-PDS1-eguive lw
itis i complisnee with-each-of-the service eligibility-eritefi

setAorth-ir47-CHR—$5H38. AT& 15 LEC Acronym
EXTH** must remain in compliance with said service
eligibility criteria for so long as AT& | ##*CLEC-Aeronjsn
+X-1 #%% continues to receive the aforcmentioned combingd,
converted, or commingled facilities and/or services fr¢m
Verizon. The service eligibility criteria shall be applied to
cach DS1 circuit or DS1 equivalent circuit. il%he—e—&w&#r,
becomes—oris—subsequently-detemminedto-be-
l%%ﬂd)ﬁ%ﬁhdﬂFL wrewit-will-be-treated us-a-N
Facility subject—o-the-provisions ol Section 3.8-below= The
foregoing shall apply whether the circuits in question are being
provisioned to establish a new circuit or to convert an existing
wholesale service, or any part thereof, to unbundled network

clements. For circuits existing as of the Amendment Effectjve
Datccireuits, the-CHEEC-AT& T must re-certify in writing ‘or
cach DS1 circuit or DS1 cquivalent within 30 days of
Vericon's  written_ request  for such  re- u.rtif'catidm.
PERIZON-TO-CLARHYJthe- Amendiment-

Cirentts-notre-certified-shall-be Noncontorming-Cireuits:
3-6:2:2liuch—written—certification—to-be-provided by X2 CLEC
Acronym—EX A _pursuant—to—Section—3-6:2-1—above—mjist
W}HHHMWH%M&MMH)M
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ISSUES MATRIX

DRAFT TRO ISSUE TRO/RULES LLANGUAGE

AMENDMENT

SECTION

equivalents- fa }—l—l}e—lee&}—ﬂﬂmbei—aﬁ.wwe& 10 each-DS1cirehit
oS equivalent—{b)y-the loecal numbers—assigned—to—edeh
PS5 wum&mﬂ%ﬁa&e—?&lﬁe&*ﬁwﬂb&s asstgned-to-)—fe)
the-date-each-eireth ished-in the- 99 H-databape:
th-the-collocation ternnnation-conneeting faetity-assignment
for each circuit—showing-that-the-collocation-arrangement-was
established-pursvant- to-47-H-S:C-$ 25 He b)—and-notundefa
federal collocationtarif=—(e)-the-interconnection-teanle-etrepit
rdentiticationamber hat-serves each Do | circuit—there-mjist
be-one-such ﬂien&ﬁ&ahen—mmaber—pet every - 24HDS-eireudts:
and+H- g S1-ctrentt—WhHen
stbiri {Hﬂg—dﬂﬁ‘\-s{{—fﬂl-—d——bﬂbﬂﬂ—— 1%1+~-H+ie+maﬂen»—mas%—be
gﬁntmned——u% -the—Rematks—section ol -the-—ASR—unless

provistons—aremade—to—poptlate—other - fields -on-—the-ASR{te
cay 3tmvfh+‘rm¥ﬁ+maﬂem.

3622 The TRO provides that TRO 94623-624. 3-6-2 2 uch-written—eertibeation—to-be provided-by 22X CLEC
AT&T shall not be required Agmm fH74—X—l—’l‘—£~“ﬁHF'~erﬁJc-{r(~)—§€H-l-(-)ﬁ— —»—(»Q——l—&be’ée—iﬂis{
to provide unessential, €O
specific information to eqm&aiem—%ﬂ%w%aiﬂmm{m%wma%h%eﬁeuﬂ
request a new EEL or EEL oF- I)M equwalenk «ﬁb}«ﬂ}&lmd# numbew Mgﬁed—te—eeeh
conversion, such as specific sHe : 5 L&)
local numbers assigned to a tte each-etre as-estabhs : atabape;
DS1 or DS3 circuit, the (h-the—collocation temmu&&m+enne&ma—#au%ﬂy—a&s%&méa&
date each circuit was for euch cireutt—sheowing-that-the colocation arratpement-was
established in the 91 I/E911 established pursvant t0-47-1.85.C. § 251(¢X06), and-net-undefa
database, or the collocation feder M#WM—P&HME}WHWHHQH&HQ j
termination connecting L identiicationnumberthat-serves each DS umm
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ISSUES MATRIX
DRAFT TRO ISSUE TRO/RULES LANGUAGE
AMENDMENT
SECTION
facility assignment for each be-one-sueh- léeﬁ-tl—i—fbdﬂe{H’tHH1be} —pet-every—24-DS £5:
circuit. and-)-th 5 s—each P81 cirenit—WHhen
HHb{HH{H%&MPr—fGF——ﬁFF&&Mi% infordton—arst-thbe
contained—in—the—Remuarks—seetion— o the ASR—unless
provisions-are—made—to—-popithate -other -lields on-the-ASRHe
capture-tisintormation:
3.6.2.3 Verizon may not impose TRO 9 587;Rule 3.6.2.3 dhe-chargestoreonversions-shal-beure as-speectitedrn
nonrecurring charges 51.316(c). Veron s—applicable—taris-the - Prictiie - Altachment—to—this
(including, but not limited Amendment-and-applytfor-each-etrentt-converted: _There will

to, termination charges,
disconnect and re-connect
fees) on a circuit-by-circuit
basis when wholesale
services (e.g., special
access facilities) are being
converted to UNEs or UNE
Combinations (e.g., EELs).
[See also, disputed
language in Section 3.6.1
for same issue.]

be no charees for conversion from wholesale to UNEs or UN

Z
s

combinations.

[3,07.72.*3?\ New Section
inserted by AT&T.]

The TRO requires that
when Verizon converts
wholesale services to
UNEs or UNE
combinations that Verizon
must not physically
disconnect, separate, alter

TRO 9 586; Rulc

51.316(b).

3.6.23A  Any substitution of ~UNEs tor wholesale servig

cs

shall be subject to all of the requircments ol the Agreemént

applicable to the purchase of UNLEs and Combinations, &

d

shall include without limitation the following:

3.0.2.3A.1

When a wholesale service emploved by AT& 1] i

7

replaced with UNEs, Verizon shall not physically disconng

cL,

01-13-04V14
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DRAFT TRO ISSUE TRO/RULES [LANGUAGE

AMENDMENT

SECTION - o i o )

S o (»)}V(ishangc the facilities or \Lpdldlk alter or change in any y_other lashion L(]lllLl'llLl]l dnd
equipment in any way facilitics employed to provide the wholesale service, except at
unless AT&T specifically the request of AT&T.
requests that Verizon does
sO. stent—of--a—whelesle

y e M v, 2515 als - . _és
changes neededto-aecounttor ATE& s continuine-purchasetof
the—{unctionghity——the—torm—ol—tNs— pm*;aam—m—ﬁis
o&herw* wapﬁh—&mders—kﬂ LLNM-AHLL _(_ X )thlHdl ',,
newly installed.
3.0.2.3A.3 Verizon shall process expeditiously all conversigns
requested by AT&T without adversely _affecting the service
quality perceived by AT&T s end user customer.

3.6.24 Where no physical TRO 9| 589. 3.6.2.4 Until such time as Verizon implements 1ts ASR-driven
modifications to facilities conversion process in the East, conversion of access circuits to
are requested, AT&T 1s ) unbundled Network Elements will be performed manuajly
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SECTION

entitled to convert
wholesale services (€.g.,
special access facilities) to
UNEs or UNE
Combinations (e.g.. EELS)
and receive retroactive true
up of the difference in
applicable rates back to the
later of (1) the effective
date of the TRO Order
(October 2, 2003) or (2) the
date at which a pending
request for conversion was
submitted.

purstdnt —Ao—Yerkze whelines, AT&T

request_conyersions of anv exisling  scrvice orgroup

services (o UNEs by subimitting a written or clectronic requdst.

Except  where AT&] specifically requests that Verizon

physically disconneet, scparate, alter or change the_equipms

and Jacrlities employed to provide the wholesale service be

replaced, the conversion order shall be deemed to have b

cn

completed elteetive upon teceipt by Verizon of the _writtenfor

clectronic_request from AT&|: and recurringcharges

or

UNI's set forth in Verizon's applicable tarifts shall apply as|of

such date. but in any event no_earlier than October 2. 20031as

specified in TRO_paragraph 589. Where AT&T specific

requests that_Verizon physically disconnect, separate, alter

change the cquipment and facilitics employed Lo provide

the

S e T R sl

wholesale service. recurring charges set forth in Verizon's

applicable tarifs and applicable 1o UNIs shall apply effective

upon the carlier_of (a) the date on which Verizon compleles

the requested work or (b) the standard mterval lor noBm_c;mlm

such work (in no event to exceed 30 days), regardless

~

ot

whether Verizon has in fact completed such work. VeriZon

shall bill AT&1 pro rata for the wholesale service through the

dat¢ prior_to the date on which billing _at UNE ra

x

commences pursuant to this Section.
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spectfically that AT&T
shall rcimburse Verizon for
only “the cost of the
independent auditor” if the
audit discloses that AT&T
has failed to comply in all
material respects with the
service eligibility criteria.

DRAFT TRO ISSUE TRO/RULES LANGUAGE

AMENDMENT

SECTION

3.6.2.5 The TRO prohibits the TRO 4 587; Rule Al-ASR-driverASR-driven conversion requests will result| in
imposition of per circuit 51.316(c). a change 1in circuit identification (circuit ID) from access to
fees, such as “retag fees,” UNE or UNE to access. H-sueh-change-in-ciretht
when converting wholesale that-the-aHeeted-eirettts)-be-retageed-—thep-n—rete
services to a UNE or UNE ctrent-wit-applyasspectiiednthe-pricine atachment
combination.

3.0.2.0 The TRO prohibiliér\/crixon TRO 9 5806; Rule 3:6:26AH requests-tor conversions wil be handled d~&pwyaet
from treating conversion 51.316(b). and- wilk-be—exchuded—trom—at—ordermp —and -
requests as a “project’” and metrics l
thus excluding them from
all ordering and
provisioning metrics.

3.6.2.7 | Audits | TRO 99 625-629. - -

3.6.2.7 The TRO provides TROq 627. 3.6.2.7 Once per calendar year, Verizon may, pursuant to the

terms and conditions_of this_section, obtain and pay for |an
independent  auditor to audit AT& [***CELC—Aeronym
XJ4E£r7s compliance in all material respects with the service
eligibility criteria applicable to EELs. Such annual audit will
be initiated _only to the extent reasonably nccessary [to
determine A'1& s compliance with Applicable Law. AT&T
and the FFCC shall each be given thirty (30) days™ writfen
notice ot a scheduled audit.  Any such audit shall |be
performed in accordance with the standards established by the
American Institute for Certified Public Accountants: and njay

| include, at Verizon’s discretion, the examination of a sample
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DRAFT TRO
AMENDMENT
SECTION

ISSUE

TRO/RULES

LANGUAGE

The TRO provides
specifically that Verizon
shall reimburse AT&T for
all 1ts costs — not just “out
of pocket™ costs - of
complying with an audit
should an audit find that
AT&T was in compliance
in all material respects with
the service eligibility
crileria.

TRO 1§ 628.

selected in accordance with the independent auditor’s
judgment.  To the cxtent the independent auditor’s report
concludes that A'l & T***CEECAcronym--XEEE failed|to
comply in_all material respects with the service eligibiljity
criteria for any DS1 or DS1 equivalent circuit, then AT&T
will tahe action o correct the noncompliance and**EHEC
r\tF@H“_‘y m- - X PR st convert-al-honcomphiant-eirenitsite
the approptiate sesvice: true up any difference in paymeritss
and make the—correct-pavments -on-a -goine—forward—bagis;
reimburse Verizon for the—entire cost ol the independégnt
auditor within thirty (30) days after receiving a statement|of
such costs from Verizon. Should the independent auditor
confirm A& TEEECLEC -Acronym 'FX H*F’s compliance|in
all material respects with the service eligibility criteria for
cach DS1 or DS1 equivalent circuit, then AT ***CEEC
Acronvm FXFEEE ghall provide to_the independent auditofte
the independent—anditor—for-its—veribieation a statement |of
AT& T T BE Aetonyvin XM s out-of-pochet-costs [of
complying with any requests of the independent auditor, and
Verizon  shall then reimburse A L& PYHCLEC -Aeronym

FXFEEE for its entire—out-oi-pocket—costs within thlrty (30)

days aller receiving AT& s statemenl.ob—
verification-of-the-same: A& TERRCLEEC -Acro
shall maintain records adequate to support its compliance with
the service eligibility criteria for each DS1 or DS1 equivalent

circuit,—tor—at—teast— AT & FCHECKING]etp

months afler-the-service-arrangement-H-question-s
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DRAFT TRO ISSUE TRO/RULES LANGUAGE
AMENDMENT
SECTION
Contrary to Verizon’s more | TRO 9 629.

restrictive language, AT&T
shall be required to cure
noncompliance with the
service eligibility criteria
through conversion to the
appropriate service only if
it can’t cure the
noncompliance through
other means.

AT&T is not required by
the TRO to retain records
adequate to support its
compliance with the
service eligibility criteria
for any specified period of
time and should not be
required to retain them for
longer than is dictated by
its own document retention
guidelines.
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DRAFT TRO ISSUE TRO/RULES - | LANGUAGE
AMENDMENT
SECTION
3.7 Routine Network TRO 99 630-648; ‘
Modifications Rule 51.319(a)(8) and
(e)5).
3.7.1 Contrary to Verizon’s TRO 9 640. 3.7 Routine Network Modifications.

position that AT&T must
pay a multitude of charges
that Verizon’s lists in its
proposed amendment,
AT&T shall not be
obligated to pay separate
fees for routine network
modifications to any UNE
or UNE Combination
unless Verizon
demonstrates that such
costs are not already
recovered from monthly
recurring rates for the
applicable UNE(s) or from
another cost recovery
mechanism. AT&T’s
language supports this
TRO mandate.

3.7.1 General Conditions. In accordance with, but only to the
extent required by-47 U.S.C. § 251(c)(3).-and 47 C.F.R.
51 or other Applicable Law, Verizon shall make such routine
network modifications_in a nondiscriminatory fashions
forth—in-thePricing Adttae
Amepdment:  as  are necessary to permit access
AT& | ShE vin—FxFEEE to the Loop_(includi
Dark Iiber Loops), Dedicated Transport, and Dark Fiber
Transport facilities available under the Amended Agreement,
including DS1 Loops and DSt Dedicated Transport, and DS3
Loops and DS3 Dedicated Transport. Where facilities are
unavailable, Verizon will need not perform trenching, phill
cable, construct new Loops or Transport or install new aerial,
buried, or underground cable to provision an order of
Al&THECERC ot R Routine netwdrk
modifications applicable to Loops or Transport may include,
but are not limited to: -rearranging or splicing of in-place cable
tirt b ints; adding an equipment case; adding a
doubler or repeater; line conditioning; adding a smart ja¢k;
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DRAFT TRO

' SECTION

AMENDMENT

ISSUE

TRO/RULES

 LANGUAGE

Verizon’s obligations to
provide network
modifications are subject to
all applicable law,
including 47 U.S.C. §271,
not just 47 U.S.C
§251(c)3) and 47 U.S.C.
Part 51, as Verizon
suggests m Scection 3.7.1.

installing a repeater shelf; adding a line card; deploying a n{:w
multiplexer or reconfiguring an existing multiplexer; accessing
manholes; attaching clectronic apd other cquipment that
Verizon ordinarily attaches 1o a DS Loop 1o activate such
Loop for its_own customer; and deploying bucket trucks|to
reach aerial cable. Routine network modifications applicable
to Dark Fiber Transport may include, but are not limited to,
splicing of in-place dark ﬁber—&%—e&ﬂmu—spkee——peﬂks;
accessing manholes; deploying bucket trucks to reach aerial
cable; installing equipment casings; and routine activities, if
any, nceded to enable AT& TFECLEC- Acrorrm2XHEE% | to
light a Dark Fiber Transport facility that it has obtained from
Verizon under the Amended Agreement.  Routine network
modifications do not include the installation of new aerial or
buried cable for a requesting telecommunications carrier or the
consttuctionplacement of a new oopeable.

(3.7.2

Verizon’s provisioning of
Loops or Transport
(including Dark Fiber
Transport and Loops) for
which routine network
modifications are required
shall be subject to standard
provisioning intervals, and
to performance measures
and remedies contained in
the ICA or as otherwise

TRO ¥ 639.

whmeﬂm&ﬂ# Mﬁﬁ%{ﬂ—*ih‘}ﬂ&pﬂﬂ (1B
Kiber Franspert—or- witich- routine network—odi
neeessary—shal—aot- b&—ﬁ*&b}&LHWﬁHﬁédfd
tervals—or-to—pertorn :
ummmedﬂ%e—ﬁfmended—ﬁgfeenw&t—fﬂ—ehewhefe-
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DRAFT TRO ISSUE TRO/RULES LANGUAGE
AMENDMENT
SECTION
determined by the
Commission.
3.8.1.1 Verizon's obligations to 384 Mass  Marhet- Switching. - Upon a  finding—by—the
provide Mass Marketing o “*Sm{e—éemmama—%—)(—l—ﬁti#md{—ﬂn anturmem—ems{-s t
Switching and Enterprisc a patticular market with respect (0 Mass Market-8
Switching are subject to all Vertzon—witl-continte—-uceepting—orders under
applicable law, including Apreement—for—Muass—Market —Switehing oy g
47 U.S.C. §271, not just 47 period-ol-Hve 5)r-months—Therealier. Verizons
U.S.C §251(c)(3) and 47 no—oblipation—to—aceept—new —orders—or—Mass—Market
U.S.C. Part 51, as Verizon Swiching - — Geounrting—trom— the date--of —the—E**Ste
suggests. Comnnssion— X325 P o grder -finding -ho—impairment—in—a
particular market-or-markets — ¥RLCLEC Acronym— P
shatsubmit-ordersto-Verzon-to—merat
Addressing a specific TRO 99700-701. o Fits-end-user-customers-in the-subject-mark =
transitional period and Mass Market-Switchingproduet-to-anv-othes- sw&eh-mg—ser—vee
migration process for Mass of  product —-prade—avatlable—by  Vertzon  under—separfite
Market Switching in an weemw%wﬁce—"‘—*(—‘H%—Aemmﬂ—Lx LJ‘—”-‘—’Jrewm—er—a%fé
ICA amendment is party “s—tae wmguﬁeheétﬂl&
premature at this time fa)- dur mg»—&mmh——b%(—Auﬁnwn—ill}Qlﬁ—m-ﬂ
because the Commission submit orders-to-mizrate-one-third of-its embedded-base-ofand
would be expected to user customersi—{b)—during month 20, FHFCLEC Acronym
provide such details in J%M—ma&{—&ubmﬁ—efdeﬁ%wum{e—%me-h%%qhe
conncction with state Femahing ~embedded—base-of—end -user-customersr—and—e)
impairment proceedings. during-month 27 2R CELC-Acronym |l ¥ P must-subit
orders-to-migratethe remainder-of-its-embedded-base-of-and
HYOE- w&&»m&&%@%el%&%}reg HE— e
3.8.1.2 Addressing a specific TRO 94700-701. HS ;
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DRAFT TRO ISSUE TRO/RULES LANGUAGE

AMENDMENT

SECTION o
transitional period and tre- | EFES pte-Compission— X4 L shall not -be-neludedtin
migration process for the embedded buse:

Enterprise Switching in an PHeFPIE 4 ‘hma—\iefmm—w#k pmwde—*—”—(—Hé@
ICA amendment 1s : 45 : ee
premature at this time jse
because the Commission e Y
would be expected provide - : i stoning-E se
such details in connection SwitchipgtoF A CLEC Acromvim-T X HE 55 under-the-termstof
with state impairment the-Agreement-duringa-transitonal-pertod.whie tohal
proceedings. period shall end on the date set-forth in the notice- IR
Japuary 2004 CEEC Aeronym—FX P £ ghall-hdve
ninely (94} davs-tr which to submi orders o - Merizonito
migrate-iv-embedded -base -of-end-user customers-served-by
Mertron's batterprise-Switching-produet-to-any-other-switehi
serviee-orproductade-avattable-by-Verizon-undersepan
agreeent-or o EEECLEC Acronym- X455 gwn or-athird
party-s-tactities:

3.8.2 AT&T may reject 3-820ther Nonconformingtaethties. 3.8.2 With respect|to
Verizon’s notice that an any [)culdssmed Network Flcmcnlstmtmﬂmmmg—Faeﬁit-y
unbundled facility will : : , Verizon will notjfy
become a Declassified AT& T **"( HEG -Aawm—l—X—l—**— in writing as to any
Network Element unless particular unbundled facility previously made available to
Verizon provides to AT&T AT& ¥ CERECAeronym—XPEEE that is or becomes| a

Declassified  Network | luncntNeﬁemHeﬁﬁmg—haeﬂﬁy as

written notice with
sufficient detail to allow
AT&T to identify the

defined herein_(“ldentified Facility™).
Agreement _and this Amendment, .‘sugh Identified Facilit

l'or purposes_of the

€S
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DRAFT TRO
AMENDMENT
SECTION

ISSUE

TRO/RULES

LANGUAGE

specific unbundled facility
(or facilities) in question.

shall be considered Declassified Network Elements. T

Parties—aeknowledse—that-sueh notice shall include sufficig

he
bt

information to cnable AT&T to identify the Identified Facil

ty

or Pacilitics, If the notice does not contain suffici

P11t

mformation to enable AT&T to dentify the [dentified Facility,

AT&T may, in writing, reject the notice and request additio

ral

information. I'or avoidance of any doubt, [dentified Facilit

(6]

can only include_the following: OCen 1 oops: OCen transpd
Dedicated Transport not provided tor in Section 3.5 of t

rt;
1is

Amendment; three-or-more-1)S3 |oops above two at a sin

ble

customer location; H-or—+mere-DS3 tiansport facilities abd

ve

1

twelve on a single Route; Pachet Switching: Local Switchi
that serves capacitics ol DST and above: IFeeder sSubloop; &

nd

signaling, C'all Related Databases (except for 911 and 1:9

11

ith

databases) and shared transport, when not purchased w
unbundled Focal Switching. was-tssued prioe-to cocHy
of- this -Arinendment-with—respect-10—certa
Faetittes:

3.8.2A - 3.8.2B (New
sections inserted by
AT&T)

To ensure that service to
AT&T customers is not
adversely affected as a
result of a network facility
becoming a Declassified
Network Element, AT&T

3.82A For anv Packet Switching or Feeder sSubloop t

pat

Verizon notices as an  Identified lFacility, Verizon sh

all

continue o provide any such Identilied lacility without

change 10 AT&T on a transitional basis. At any time after

AT&] receives notice from Verizon pursuant to Section 3.8.1

il(s

above, but no later than the end of 120 days from the d
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DRAFT TRO ISSUE TRO/RULES LANGUAGE
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SECTION

shall be afforded 120 days
after Verizon provides
sufficient notice under
Section 3.8.1 to request
disconnection, submit a
request for an analogous
access service, 1dentify and
request an alternative
service arrangement,
submit a request for an
analogous Declassified
Network element pursuant
to AT&T’s Exhibit A (if
applicable) or object that
the declassification of the
network facility in question
1s not proper under
applicable law.

If AT&T identifies an
alternative service
arrangement or analogous
access service and the
Parties cannot agree to the
applicable rates, terms and
conditions within 60 days
after AT&T’s request,

AT&T  received  notice, AT&T  shall  either  requgst
disconnection: submit a request_for analogous access servige:

iwdentily and request another alternative service arrangeme
or_object 1o the proposed declassification i the Identif]

nt,
ed

Iacility should not be declassified based on Applicable La

W.

I AT& 1 identifies an alternative service arrangement,
analogous  access service, or i AT& T _objects to 1

or
he

declassification of the Idenufied factlity., and the Part

€S

cannot agree to_the applicable rates, terms and conditions

the Identified Facility within 60 days after AT& 1's request

lof
or

objection, either  Party  may  submit g request to

he

Commission 1o resolve the issue.  Until the issue 18 resoly

ed

by the Parties. or_during the pendency ol any Commission
proceeding initiated by a Party to resolve the issue, Verizon
shall _continue 1o provide the Identified Facility without

change.

not provided for in Scetion 3.5 of this Amendment; three

brt

Lot
more- DS3 Loops above two at a single customer location, 13
or—nore—[)S3 transport lacilities above twelve on a singl

lg]

Route, Local Switching that serves capacities of DSI1

nd

above. and Call-Related Databascs and associated Signaling,

and shared wransport, when not purchased with unbundled

f.ocal Switching, that Verizon notices as an Identified Facility,

Verizon shall continue to provide any such Identificd Facilkty

without change to AT&T consistent with the provisions et

forth hercin:. At any time after AT&T reccives written not

CE
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SECTION

either Party should be
allowed to submit a request
to the Commission to
resolve the issue.

If AT&T objects to the
declassification of the
Identificd Facility and the
Parties cannot agree to the
applicable rates, terms and
conditions of the Identified
Facility within 60 days
after AT&T’s objection,
either Party should be
allowed to submit a request
to the Commission to
resolve the issue.

Where AT&T has
requested an alternative
service arrangement or
analogous access service
and the Parties cannot
agree to the applicable
rates, terms and conditions
within 60 days after

from Verizon Dursuant to Seclinn 3.8.1 zlho\'c but no Eu

than the end of the 120 days from the date &1 recerved
such notice, AT&T shall ulhu request dl.sumnutlon, subif

ed
hit

a request for analogous access service; submit a request for

analogous Declassificd Network Llement pursuant to Exhipit
A attached hereto and made a part hereol, identify another

alternative service arrangement, _or object to the propoged

declassification if the  Identified  Tacility  should _not |

declassified based on Apphicable Faw. 11 A T& T identifies
alternalive service arrangement. or analogous access servi
or i AT& 1 objeets to the declassilication of the_ldentifi
facility, and the Parties cannot agree to the applicable rat
terms and conditions ol the Identitied Facility within 60 d4

an

after AT& s request or objection, cither Parly may submif a

request to the Commission to resolve the issue. Until the isg

is_resolved by the Parties or _during the andcncy of ¢

Commission proceeding initiated by a Party to_resolve 1

issuc, Verizon shall continue to provide the Identified Facill

without change. [AT&T’s Exhibit A referenced in t

Section 3.8.2B is attached to this Issues Matrix.)
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DRAFT TRO
AMENDMENT
SECTION

ISSUE

| TRO/RULES

LANGUAGE

AT&T’s request, Verizon
must continue to provide
the Identified Service under
the preexisting rates, terms
and conditions until
replaced by new rates terms
and conditions determined
by the Commission

Where AT&T has objected
to Verizon’s
declassification of an
Identified service and the
Partics cannot agrec to the
applicable rates, terms and
conditions within 60 days
after AT&T’s request,
Verizon must continue to
provide the Identified
Service under the
preexisting rates, terms and
conditions until replaced by
new rates terms and
conditions determined by
the Commission

383

To the extent that AT&T
submits to Verizon a

1.8-3- - LimHaton—With—Respeet ;4"4_)_---

-Substitute—Servie)

t-the-AgreementH
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DRAFT TRO ISSUE TRO/RULES LANGUAGE

AMENDMENT

SECTION
request for an analogous —OF-aRy £ S GAT- L 5
Declassified Network Noncontorming Factlity is replaced—tn-whoele or-in-part-by-u
Element (sce AT&T’s servicer facthty-or arranpement-that-Verizon-is-not-requiredby
language for 3.8.2B above), FHSC-Seetton 25 He) B3 and-47-CA- R—Part-S1to-provige:
Verizon shall be required to e fuding—v it aRtloLots—dece ce(a
negotiate terms for such “Substiute—Serviee y—any—hegotations—regarding—the—ratps;
substitute service in ondittons of-such Substitite Service—shalh-rotbe
accordance with the terms S . S i lod

proposed by AT&T in
Exhibit A. And that
exhibit shall be included as
an integral part of the
Parties’ interconnection
agreements.

Part 'al o prawde et mlelv mr—&h&tmwememeﬂﬁ&e—llﬂﬁ
183,

By EEEE

}

3.8.4 (New section 7

[ 3.8.4 Verizon shall not

3.8.4 Verizon shall_not impose any _termination charges

inserted by AT&T) impose termination charges associated with the conversion or any discontinuance of any
associated with conversion Identified Facility and the conversion shall take place in a

or discontinuance of any seamless manner without any customer disruption or adverse

Declassified Network ellects to service quality. When conversion is 1o an analogqus

Element. access service or analopous Declassificd Network Element,

Verizon_shall perform such conversion on a single ordgr.

3.8.4 Conversions of a Verizon shall not assess AT&T any non-recurring charges for
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DRAFT TRO
AMENDMENT
SECTION

ISSUE

TRO/RULES

LANGUAGE

Declassified Network
Flement to an analogous
access service shall be
performed on a single
order.

3.8.4 Conversion of
Declassified Network
Elements (o an alternative
service arrangement or
analogous access service
must occur seamlessly
without any customer
disruption or adverse
effects to service quality.

such conversion.
IVERIZON _TANGUAGE - AT&T PROPOSES--1

0

BELEI-ALELDuring a-transiional period-otthirty 3

H}Hﬂ%*ﬁmt Jche—z%Feemem—A{Ahe—eﬂd—mu{hrH—%

pertod;- unless EEACLEC AcronymnFXTEEX hag- ~Hb1m+ted—

[SR- - oF - ASR— a5 —approprigtes—to—-Verizon-

dm«mneaﬂmm#&he—%ﬂeeﬂmﬂmnu #ﬂgm{r\p Marizon—sH

econvert the-subjec S sHtes 10-an dﬂ&l—(—)ﬁ(—i

Heeess: sew&u&—fl—d*ﬂ#able—e%%ﬂ&mmkwomdu_.‘.‘ sef
avatlable, to such-other—service arrangement as-)
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AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION
ISSUES MATRIX

&

DRAFT TRO
AMENDMENT
SECTION

ISSUE

TRO/RULES

LANGUAGE

| to-an ﬁnalreuﬁwaeea;

dxRkE  \Where —ﬂk‘—N(«‘yﬂuﬂ-’l{tﬂ mmHﬁu,H HHes—af
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tartih with the-ettective-bit-date-beinp-the st
%he—%h‘ﬂ-t*'—(—‘“-)—)—dd-‘," ; HG[H‘E B@Hed m**( l l,( dﬁfﬂﬂ’

213 1%

E

3

xR shall-pay—al-applicable-termination charges—if-afy;

ot-anyv—Noncotormme—FacHities-that ¥+ LE—Aerom

1R regquests—Nerizon—to—discotnect, - o -that—Veriy

dISL{)illleLlﬁ—aﬁ—ﬂ—Fe%lil-tiﬁf the—Parties” - fatlure—to—red

agreement —on—a—substitite—serviee: [AT&T proposes
DELETE this remaining language of Verizon’s draft secti

8[%—\%%

on

3.8.2 (see above) and to replace it with the language that
AT&T proposes for transitioning Identified Facilities.) |

3.9 (New section added
by AT&T.)

Results of impairment
proceedings conducted by
the Commission shall be
addressed by the Parties in
accordance with the change
in law provisions of their
interconnection
agreements,

TRO 49700-703.

3.9 @urther Changes to Unbundling Oblisations
Without limiting any other rights and obligations_cither Paj

may have under the /\mund;d Agreement or under Applica

aty
blc

Law, subject to the provisions of Scction 3.8 above, nothing

contained in this Amendment is intended to waive either

Party’s righl _to_incorporate _any  Commission decisid

ns

involving Mass Market Switching or Lnterprise Switching ¢

d

resulting from the Florida TRO impairment proceedings. Al

Y

such decisions shall be considered a change in law and subj

bCt

1o the change in law provisions of the Agreement.
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ISSUES MATRIX
.
DRAFTTRO ISSUE TRO/RULES LANGUAGE -
AMENDMENT
SECToN | e e . .
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AT&T’S ANSWER TO VERIZON’S PETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT ARBITRATION

hereunder shall be as
mutually agreed to by the
Parties.

reasoning above for
rejecting rates
associated with
commingling,
conversions and
routine network
modifications.

ISSUES MATRIX
DRAFT TRO ISSUE TRO/RULES  LANGUAGE
AMENDMENT
SECTION
Pricing Attachments Any charges for Services See AT&T’s Mertzong

Amendment. AT&T REJECTS EACH RATE ELEME
AND ASSOCIATED RATE OFFERED BY VERIZON:
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Page 1 of 29

AMENDMENT NO. __
to the
INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT
between
VERIZON FLORIDA, INC.

and
AT&T Communications of the Southern States, LLC.

This Amendment No. [NUMBER] (the “Amendment”) is made by and between Verizon Florida,
Inc. (“Verizon”) and AT&T Communications of the Southern States, LLC (“AT&T"), and shall become
effective on (the “Amendment Effective Date”). Verizon and AT&T are hereinafter
referred to collectively as the “Parties” and individually as a "Party". This Amendment covers services in
Verizon’s service territory in the State of Florida (the “State”).

WITNESSETH:

WHEREAS, Verizon and AT&T are Parties to an Interim Interconnection Agreement which
incorporates the original agreement entered into by AT&T and GTE Flonda, Inc. under Sections 251 and

252 of the Telecommunications Act of 1996 approved by the Florida Public Service Commission in Order
No. PSC-00-1776, dated September 28, 2000,. (the "Agreement"); and

WHEREAS, the Federal Communications Commission (the “FCC") released an order on August

21, 2003 in CC Docket Nos. 01-338, 96-98, and 98-147 (the “Triennial Review Order” or “TRQO”"), which
became effective as of October 2, 2003; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 252(a)(1) of the Act, the Parties wish to amend the Agreement
in order to give contractual effect to the provisions of the TRO; and

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the promises and mutuai agreements set forth herein,
the Parties agree to amend the Agreement as follows:

1. The Parties agree that the Agreement should be amended by the addition of the rates,
terms and conditions set forth in the annexed TRO Attachment and any exhibits thereto
(“TRO Attachment”). The TRO Attachment shall apply notwithstanding any other

provision of a Verizon tariff or a Verizon Statement of Generally Available Terms and
Conditions (“SGAT").

2. Conflict between this Amendment and the Agreement. This Amendment shall be
deemed to revise the terms and provisions of the Agreement to the extent necessary to
give effect to the terms and provisions of this Amendment. In the event of a conflict
between the terms and provisions of this Amendment and the terms and provisions of
the Agreement this Amendment shall govern, provided, however, that the fact that a
term or provision appears in this Amendment but not in the Agreement, or in the




Agreement but not in this Amendment, shall not be interpreted as, or deemed grounds
for finding, a conflict for purposes of this Section 2.

Counterparts. This Amendment may be executed in one or more counterparts, each of
which when so executed and delivered shall be an original and all of which together
shall constitute one and the same instrument.

Captions. The Parties acknowledge that the captions in this Amendment have been
inserted solely for convenience of reference and in no way define or limit the scope or
substance of any term or provision of this Amendment.

Scope of Amendment. This Amendment shall amend, modify and revise the Agreement
only to the extent set forth expressly in Section 1 of this Amendment. As used herein,
the Agreement, as revised and supplemented by this Amendment, shall be referred to
as the “Amended Agreement.” Nothing in this Amendment shall be deemed to amend
or extend the term of the Agreement, or to affect the right of a Party to exercise any right
of termination it may have under the Agreement.

Stay or Reversal of the TRO. Notwithstanding any contrary provision in the Agreement,
this Amendment, or any Verizon tariff or SGAT, nothing contained in the Agreement, this
Amendment, or any Verizon tariff or SGAT shal! limit either Party’'s nght to appeal, seek
reconsideration of or otherwise seek to have stayed, modified, reversed or invalidated
any order, rule, regulation, decision, ordinance or statute issued by the Florida Public
Service Commission (“Commission”), the FCC, any court or any other governmental
authority related to, concerning or that may affect either Party’s rights or obligations
under the Agreement, this Amendment, any Verizon tanff or SGAT, or Applicable Law.
The Parties acknowledge that the United States Court of Appeals for the District of
Columbia Circuit {the "D.C. Circuit”) issued a decision vacating and remanding certain
portions and affirming other portions of the TRO, but stayed its vacatur and remand.
Should the D.C. Circuit's decision become effective or the United States Supreme Court
issue a stay of any or all of the TRO’s provisions, or reverse any or all of the TRO’s
provisions, any terms and conditions of this Amendment that reiate to the stayed or
reversed provisions shall be subject to any change in law provisions of the Agreement,
as appropriate.

Florida TRO Impairment Proceedings. Nothing contained in this Amendment is intended
to waive either Party’s right to incorporate the Commussion’s decisions, if any, resulting
from impairment proceedings held in Dockets Nos. 030851-TP and 030852-TP. Any
such decisions shall be considered a change in faw and subject to any change in law
provisions of the Agreement.




SIGNATURE PAGE

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties hereto have caused this Amendment to be executed as of the
Amendment Effective Date.

AT&T Communications of the Southern States VERIZON Florida, Inc.

LLC

By: By:
Printed: Printed:
Tutle: Title:
Date: Date:




TRO Attachment

General Conditions

1.1

1.2

1.3

14

Notwithstanding any other provision of the Agreement, this Amendment, or any Verizon
tariff or SGAT: (a) Verizon shall be obligated to provide access to unbundled Network
Elements (“UNEs”), combinations of unbundled Network Elements (“Combinations”), or
UNEs commingled with wholesale services (*Commingling”), to AT&T under the terms of
this Amended Agreement only to the extent required by 47 U.S.C. § 251(c)(3), 47 C.F.R
Part 51 or other Applicable Law, and, (b) Verizon may decline to provide access to
UNEs, Combinations, or Commingling to AT&T to the extent that provision of access to
such UNEs, Combinations, or Commingling is not required by 47 U.S.C. § 251(c)(3), 47
C F.R. Part 51, or other Applicable Law.

AT&T may use a UNE, a Combination, or Commingling only for purposes that are
consistent with those for which Verizon is required by 47 U.S.C. § 251(c)(3), 47 C.F.R,

Part 51, or other Applicable Law to provide such UNE, Combination, or Commingling to
AT&T.

Notwithstanding any other provision of the Agreement, this Amendment, or any Verizon
tariff or SGAT, to the extent Verizon is required by a change in Applicable Law to
provide to AT&T pursuant to 47 U.S.C. § 251(c)(3), 47 C.F.R. Part 51, or other
Applicable Law a UNE, a Combination, or Commingling that is not offered under the
Amended Agreement to AT&T as of the Amendment Effective Date, the rates, terms,
conditions for such UNE, Combination, or Commingling shall be subject to the change in
law provisions of the Agreement.

Verizon reserves the right to argue in any proceeding before the Commission, the FCC
or another governmental body of competent jurisdiction that an item identified in the
Agreement or this Amendment as a Network Element (a) is not a Network Element
under 47 U.S.C. § 251(c)(3) or other Applicable Law, (b) is not a Network Element
Verizon is required by 47 U.S.C. § 251(c)(3) or other Applicable Law to provide to AT&T,
or (c) is an item that Verizon is not required to offer to AT&T at the rates set forth in the
Amended Agreement. AT&T reserves the right to argue in any proceeding before the
Commission, the FCC or another governmental body of competent jurisdiction that an
item not identified in the Agreement, this Amendment, or any Verizon tariff or SGAT (a)
is a Network Element under 47 U.S.C. Sec 251(c}(3) or other Applicable Law, (b)is a
Network Element Verizon is required to provide by 47 U.S.C. Sec. 251(c)(3) or other

Applicable Law to AT&T, or (c) is an item that Verizon is required to offer to AT&T at the
rates set forth in the Amended Agreement.



Definitions

Notwithstanding any other provision in the Agreement or any Verizon tariff or SGAT, the
following terms, as used in the Amended Agreement, shall have the meanings set forth below:

2.0 Applicable Law
All laws, rules and regulations, including, but not limited to, the Act, effective rules,

regulations, decisions and orders of the FCC and the Commission, and all orders and
decisions of courts of competent jurisdiction.

2.1 Call-Related Databases.

Databases, other than operations support systems, that are used in signaling networks
for billing and collection, or the transmission, routing, or other provision of a
telecommunications service. Call-related databases include, but are not limited to, the
calling name database, 911 database, E911 database, line information database, toll
free calling database, advanced intelligent network databases, and downstream number
portability databases.

2.2 Dark Fiber Transport.

An unactivated optical transmission facility within a LATA, without attached multiplexing,
aggregation ar other electronics, between Verizon switches or wire centers (including
Verizon facilities located at AT&T's premises), that is provided on an unbundled basis
pursuant to 47 U.S.C. § 251(c)(3), 47 C.F.R. Part 51 or other Applicable Law.

2.3 Dedicated Transport.

A transmission facility between Verizon switches or wire centers, (including Verizon
facilities located at AT&T’s premises), within a LATA, that is dedicated to a particular
end user or carrier and that is provided on an unbundled basis pursuant to 47 U.S.C. §
251(c)(3), 47 C F.R. Part 51 or other Applicable Law.

2.4 DS1 Dedicated Transport.

Dedicated Transport having a total digital signal speed of 1.544 Mbps.

2.5 DS3 Dedicated Transport.

Dedicated Transport having a total digital signal speed of 44.736 Mbps.
26 DS1 Loop.

A digital transmission channel suitable for the transport of 1.544 Mbps digital signats that
is provided on an unbundied basis pursuant to 47 U.S.C. § 251(c)(3), 47 C.F.R. Part 51
or other Applicable Law. This loop type is more fully described in applicable ANSI
standards, as revised from time to time. A DS-1 Loop includes the electronics

necessary to provide the DS-1 transmission rate.

2.7 DS3 Loop.



2.8

29

2.10

2.1

2.12

213

214

A digital transmission channel suitable for the transport of isochronous bipolar serial
data at a rate of 44.736 Mbps (the equivalent of 28 DS-1 channels) that is provided on
an unbundled basis pursuant to 47 U.S.C. § 251(c)(3), 47 C.F.R. Part 51 or other
Applicable Law. This Loop type is more fully described in applicable ANSI standards, as
revised from time to time. A DS-3 Loop includes the electronics necessary to provide
the DS-3 transmussion rate.

Enterprise Switching.

Local Switching or Tandem Switching that, If provided to AT&T, would be used for the
purpose of serving AT&T's customers using DS1 or above capacity Loops.

Feeder.

The fiber optic cable (iit or uniit) or metallic portion of a Loop between a serving wire
center and a feeder/distribution interface.

FTTH Loop.

A mass market Loop consisting entirely of fiber optic cable, whether dark or lit, between
the main distribution frame (or its equivalent) in a wire center and the demarcation point
at the end user’s customer premises. FTTH Loops do not include such intermediate
fiber-in-the-loop architectures as fiber-to-the-curb (“*FTTC"), fiber-to-the-node (“FTTN"),
and fiber-to-the-building (“FTTB")

Inside Wire Subloop.

As set forth in FCC Rule 51.319(b), a Verizon-owned or controlled distribution facility in
Verizon's network between the minimum point of entry (“MPOE”) at a muitiunit premises
where an end user customer Is located and the Demarcation Point for such facility.

Hybrid Loop.

Any local Loop composed of both fiber optic cable and copper wire or cable, including
such Intermediate fiber-in-the-loop architectures as FTTC, FTTN, and FTTB.

Line Conditioning.

The removal from a copper loop or copper Subloop of any device that could diminish the
capability of the loop or Subloop to deliver high-speed switched wireline
telecommunications capability, including digital subscriber line service. Such devices
include, but are not limited to, bridge taps, load coils, low pass filters, and range
extenders.

Line Sharing.

The process by which AT&T is providing xDSL service over the same copper Loop that
Verizon uses to provide voice service by utilizing the frequency range on the copper
loop above the range that carries analog circuit-switched voice transmissions (the High
Frequency Portion of the Loop, or "HFPL"). The HFPL includes the features, functions,
and capabilities of the copper Loop that are used to establish a complete transmission
path between Verizon's distribution frame (or its equivalent) in its Wire Center and the
demarcation point at the end user’s customer premises, and includes the high frequency



2.15

2.16

217

2.18

219

portion of any inside wire (including any Inside Wire Subloop) owned or controlled by
Verizon.

Line Splitting.

The process in which one competitive LEC provides narrowband voice service over the
low frequency portion of a copper loop and a second competitive LEC provides digital
subscriber line service over the high frequency portion of that same loop

Local Switching.

The line-side and trunk-side facilities associated with the line-side port on a circuit switch
in Verizon's network, plus the features, functions, and capabilities of that switch,
unbundled from loops and transmission facilities, including: (a) the line-side Port
(including but not limited to the capability to connect a Loop termination and a switch line
card, telephone number assignment, dial tone, one primary directory listing, pre-
subscription, and access to 911); (b) line and line group features (including but not
limited to all vertical features and line blocking options that the switch and its associated
deployed switch software are capable of providing that are provided to Verizon's local
exchange service Customers served by that switch); (¢) usage (including but not limited
to the connection of lines to lines, lines to trunks, trunks to lines, and trunks to trunks);

and (d) trunk features (including but not limited to the connection between the trunk
termination and a trunk card).

Mass Market Switching.

Local Switching or Tandem Switching that Verizon offers on an unbundled basis

pursuant to 47 U.S.C. § 251(c)(3), 47 C.F.R. Part 51 or other Applicable Law, and that is
provided to AT&T to serve AT&T's end user customers over DSO Loops.

Declassified Network Elements.

Any facility that Verizon was obligated to provide to AT&T on an unbundled basis
pursuant to the Agreement or a Verizon tariff or SGAT, but which, except as otherwise
provided in Section 3.8.3 below, Verizon is no longer obligated to provide on an
unbundled basis under 47 U.S.C § 251{c)(3) and 47 C.F.R. Part 51. Decliassified
Network Elements include the following: (a) Dedicated Transport not provided for in
Section 3.5; (b} DS3 Loops above two at a single customer location; (c) DS3 transport
facilities above twelve on a single Route, (d) Enterprise Switching (e) OCn Loops and
OCn Dedicated Transport; (f) the Feeder portion of a Loop; (g) any Call-Related
Database, other than the 911 and E911 databases, that is not provisioned in connection
with AT&T's use of Verizon Mass Market Switching; (h) Signaling that is not provisioned
in connection with AT&T’s use of Verizon’s Mass Market Switching; and (i) Packet
Switching.

Packet Switching.

The routing or forwarding of packets, frames, cells, or other data units based on address
or other routing information contained in the packets, frames, cells or other data units, or
the functions that are performed by the digital subscriber line access multiplexers,
including but not limited to the ability to terminate an end-user customer’s copper Loop
(which includes both a low-band veice channel and a high-band data channel, or solely
a data channel); the ability to forward the voice channels, if present, to a circuit switch or
multiple circuit switches; the ability to extract data units from the data channels on the
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2.21

2.22
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Loops; and the ability to combine data units from muitiple Loops onto one or more trunks
connecting to a packet switch or packet switches.

Qualifying Service.

A telecommunications service that competes with a telecommunications service that has
been traditionally the exclusive or primary domain of the incumbent LECs, including, but
not limited to, local exchange service, such as plain o!d telephone services, and access

services, such as digital subscriber line services and high-capacity circuits.

Route.

For purposes of FCC Rule 51.319 (e)(1) through (e)(5), a transmission path between
one of Verizon's wire centers or switches and another of Verizon's wire centers or
switches within a LATA. A route between two points (e.g., wire center or switch “A” and
wire center or switch “Z”) may pass through one or more Verizon intermediate wire
centers or switches (e.g., Verizon wire center or switch “X”). Transmission paths
between identical end points (e.g., Verizon wire center or switch “A” and Verizon wire
center or switch “Z”) are the same “route”, irrespective of whether they pass through the
same intermediate Verizon wire centers or switches, if any.

Signaling includes, but is not imited to, signaling hnks and signaling transfer points

Subloop for Multiunit Premises Access.

Any portion of a Loop that is technically feasible to access at a terminal in Verizon's
outside plant at or near a multiunit premises. For access to copper Subloops, it is
technically feasible to access any portion of a Loop at any terminal 1n Verizon's outside
plant, or inside wire owned or controlled by Verizon, as long as a technician need not
remove a splice case to access the wire or capper of the Subloop; provided, however,
near Remote Terminal sites, Verizon shall, upon site-specific request by AT&T, provide
access to a Subloop at a splice.

Loop Distribution.

The portion of a Loop in Verizon's network that I1s between the point of demarcation at
an end user customer premises and Verizon's feeder/distribution interface. It is
technically feasible to access any portion of a Loop at any terminal in Verizon's outside
plant, or inside wire owned or controlled by Verizon, as long as a technician need not
remove a splice case to access the wire or copper of the Subloop; provided, however,
near Remote Terminal sites, Verizon shall, upon site-specific request by AT&T, provide
access to a Subloop at a splice.

Tandem Switching.

The trunk-connect facilities on a Verizon circuit switch that functions as a tandem switch,
plus the functions that are centralized in that switch, including the basic switching
function of connecting trunks to trunks, unbundled from and not contiguous with loops
and transmission facilities. Tandem Switching creates a temporary transmission path
between interoffice trunks that are interconnected at a Verizon tandem switch for the

purpose of routing a call. A tandem switch does not provide basic functions such as dial
tone service.



3.

UNE TRO Provisions

3.1

Loops.

311

3.1.2

Hi-Cap Loops. Notwithstanding any other provision of the Agreement or a
Verizon tariff or SGAT and subject to the provisions of Section 3.8 below, as
of the Amendment Effective Date:

3.1.1.1

3.1.1.2

DS1 Loops. Upon AT&T's written request, Venzon shall provide
AT&T with nondiscriminatory access to a DS1 Loop on an
unbundled basis under the Amended Agreement in accordance
with, but only to the extent required by, 47 U.S.C. § 251(c)3), 47
C.F.R. Part 51 or other Applicable Law.

DS3 Loops. Upon AT&T's written request, Verizon shall provide
AT&T with nondiscriminatory access to a DS3 Loop on an
unbundled basis under the Amended Agreement in accordance
with, but only to the extent required by, 47 U.S.C. § 251(c)(3), 47
C.F.R. Part 51 or other Applicable Law.

3.1.12.1 Cap on DS3 Loops. In accordance with FCC rule
51.319(a)(5)(iii), AT&T may obtain on an unbundled
basis a maximum of two (2) DS-3 Loops at any single
end user location.

FTTH Loops

3.1.21

3122

3.1.23

3.1.24

New Builds. Notwithstanding any other provision of the
Agreement or any Verizon tariff or SGAT, AT&T shall not be
entitled to obtain nondiscriminatory access to a FTTH Loop on an
unbundled basis where Verizon has deployed such a Loop to an
end user's customer premises that previously has not been
served by any Verizon Loop.

Qverbuilds. Notwithstanding any other provision of the
Agreement or any Verizon tariff or SGAT and subject to the
conditions in this Section below, AT&T shall not be entitled to
obtain nondiscriminatory access to a FTTH Loop on an

unbundled basis when Verizon has deployed such a Loop parallel

to, or in replacement of, an existing copper Loop facility, except
that:

Verizon shall maintain the existing copper Loop connected to the
particular customer premises after deploying the FTTH Loop and
provide nondiscriminatory access to that copper Loop on an
unbundled basis unless Verizon retires the copper Loop pursuant
to the terms of this Section 3.1.2.

If Verizon maintains the existing copper Loop pursuant to Section
3.1.2.3 above, it need not incur any expenses to ensure that the
existing copper Loop remains capable of transmitting signals prior
to receiving a request for access pursuant to Section 3.1.2.3, in
which case Verizon shall restore the copper Loop to serviceable
condition upon AT&T ‘s request.



3.1.25

3.1.26

3.1.2.7

3.1.2.8

3.1.29

If Verizon retires the copper Loop pursuant to Section 3.1.2.7
below, it shali provide nondiscriminatory access to a 64 kilobits
per second fransmission path capable of voice grade service over
the FTTH Loop on an unbundled basis.

Verizon shall not retire any copper L.oop or copper Subloop and
replace it with FTTH Loops unless it provides AT&T with notice of
such retirement and that retirement has been approved
consistent with the network disclosure requirements set forth in
Section 3.1.2.7 below.

For retirement of copper Loops or cooper Subloops that are
replaced with FTTH Loops, Verizon shall file notice of such
retirements with the FCC and AT&T at least 180 calendar days
before the proposed retirement date. If the FCC approves the
proposed retirement, and if the proposed retirement also meets
any and all the requirements of the Commission regarding the
retirement of copper Loops, Verizon may proceed with the
retirement consistent with Section 3.1.2.5 above.
Notwithstanding the above, Verizon shall not retire any copper
Loop or copper Subloop during the time that there is a pending
Commission proceeding that is examining retirement rules. The
requirements for the retirement of copper Loops also apply to the
retirement of copper Subloops.

Verizon shall not make any changes to the underlying Loop
architecture without providing notice of intent to make the change
and notifying AT&T at least 180 calendar days before the actual
change, and unless Verizon can demonstrate, in writing, If so
requested by AT&T, that the proposed change will not, in any
way, reduce the transmission capability of an unbundled Loop
type employed by AT&T that would be affected by the change.
Verizon shall not migrate AT&T copper loops onto other network
architectures without AT&T's prior approval.

Any approved network changes to the transmission
characteristics of any Loop interface, including the retirement of
copper Loop or copper Subloop that have met the applicable
requirements of this Section 3.1.2 shall be implemented
according to mutually agreeable change management
procedures.

313 Hybrid Loops Generally.

3.1.3.1

Packet Switching. Notwithstanding any other provision of the
Agreement or any Verizon tariff or SGAT and subject to the
provisions of Section 3.8 below, AT&T shall not be entitled to
obtain access to the Packet Switching Capability of any Hybrid
Loop on an unbundled basis.
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314

3.1.5

31.3.2 Broadband Services. Notwithstanding any other provision of the

Agreement or any Verizon tariff or SGAT, as of the Amendment
Effective Date, when AT&T seeks access to a Hybrid Loop for the
provision of “broadband services,” as such term is defined by the
FCC, then in accordance with, but only to the extent required by,
47 U.S.C. § 251(c)(3), 47 C.F.R. Part 51 or other Applicable Law,
Verizon shall provide AT&T with access under the Amended
Agreement to the time division multiplexing features, functions,
and capabilities of that Hybrid Loop, including DS1 or DS3
capacity where impairment has been found to exist), on an
unbundled basis, to establish a complete transmission path
between the main distribution frame (or equivalent) in the end
user's serving wire center and the end user's customer premises.
This access shall include access to all features, functions, and
capabilities of the Hybrid Loop that are not used to transmit
packetized information.

3.1.33 Narrowband Services. Notwithstanding any other provision of the

Agreement or any Verizon tariff or SGAT, as of the Amendment
Effective Date, when AT&T seeks access to a Hybrid Loop for the
provision to its customer of “narrowband services,” as such term
is defined by the FCC, then in accordance with, but only to the
extent required by, 47 U.S.C. § 251(c)(3), 47 C.F.R. Part 51 or
other Applicable Law, Verizon shall either (a) provide
nondiscriminatory access under the Amended Agreement to a
spare home-run copper Loop serving that customer on an
unbundled basis, or (b) provide nondiscriminatory access under
the Amended Agreement, on an unbundied basis, to a voice-
grade transmission path (i.e., equivalent to DS0 capacity)
between the main distribution frame (or equivalent} in the end
user’s serving wire center and the end user’s customer premises,
using time division multiplexing technology.

3.1.34 Feeder. Notwithstanding any other provision of the Agreement or

any Verizon tariff or SGAT, and subject to the provisions of
Section 3.8 below, as of the Amendment Effective Date, AT&T
shall not be entitled to obtain access to the Feeder portion of a
Loop on an unbundied, standalone basis.

IDLC Hybrid Loops.

IDLC Hybrid Loops. If AT&T requests, in order to provide narrowband
services, unbundling of a 2 wire analog or 4 wire analog Loop currently
provisioned wvia Integrated Digital Loop Carrier (over a Hybrid
Loop)("IDLC"), Verizon shall provide AT&T unbundied access to a
transmission path over Hybrid Loops served by IDLC systems, which
shall be either through a spare copper facility or through the availability
of Universal DLC systems. If neither of the aforementioned options is
available, Verizon shall provide AT&T a technically feasible method of
unbundled access.

Dark Fiber Loops.

11



3.2

Dark Fiber Loops. Verizon shall continue to provide AT&T with

nondiscriminatory access to dark fiber loop on an unbundled basis.

3.1.6 Network Interface Device.

If AT&T requests access to a Loop, Network Interface Device (“NID”)
functionality shall be provided with such Loop and no additional NID charge
shall be included.

Line Sharing.

Notwithstanding any other provision in the Agreement or any Verizon tariff or SGAT, as
of the Amendment Effective Date:

3.21 Line Sharing.

3211

3.21.2

New Line Sharing. Verizon shall provision new Line Sharing
arrangements in accordance with 47 U.S.C. § 251{c)(3), 47
C.F.R. Part 51 or other Appiicable Law. Verizon shall provide new
Line Sharing arrangements on a transitional basis pursuant to
rates, terms, and conditions prescribed by the FCC in
51.319(a)(1)(i).

Grandfathered Line Sharing. Any existing Line Sharing
arrangement over a copper Loop or Subloop in place with an end
user customer of AT&T will be grandfathered at existing rates,
provided AT&T began providing xDSL service to that end user
customer using Line Sharing over that Loop or Subloop prior to
October 2, 2003, and only so long as AT&T has not ceased
providing xDSL service to that end user customer at the same
location over that Loop or Subloop.

3.2(A) Line Splitting.

Verizon shall provision Line Spiitting arrangements under the
Agreement pursuant to Applicable Law. Verizon shall enable AT&T

to engage in line splitting using a splitter coliocated at the Central
Office.

Verizon's obligation to provide AT&T with the ability to engage in
line splitting applies regardless of whether the carrier providing
voice service provides its own switching or obtains local circuit
switching as an unbundled network element pursuant to Applicable
Law.

Verizon shall make all necessary network modifications, including
providing nondiscriminatory access to operations support systems
necessary for pre-ordering, ordering, provisioning, maintenance
and repair, and billing for loops used in line splitting arrangements.

AT&T may, at its option, utilize the LSR process to order line
splitting.

12



3.2(B) Line Conditioning,

Verizon shall condition a copper loop, at no cost, where AT&T seeks
access to a copper loop, the high frequency portion of a copper loop, or
a copper Subloop to ensure that the copper loop or copper Subloop is
suitable for providing digital subscriber line services, including those
provided over the high frequency portion of the copper loop or copper
Subloop, whether or not Verizon offers advanced services to the end-
user customer on that copper loop or copper Subloop.

Insofar as it is technically feasible, Verizon shall test and report troubles
for all the features, functions, and capabilities of conditioned copper
lines, and may not restrict its testing to voice transmission only.

Where AT&T seeks access to the high frequency portion of a copper
loop or copper Subloop and Verizon claims that conditioning that loop or
Subloop will significantly degrade, as defined in Section 51 233 of the
FCC's rules, the voiceband services that Verizon is currently providing
over that loop or Subloop, Verizon must either:

(a) Locate another copper loop or copper Subloop that has
been or can be conditioned, migrate Verizon's voiceband service to that
loop or Subloop. and provide AT&T with access to the high frequency
portion of that alternative loop or Sublcop; or

(b) Make a showing to the Commission that the original copper
loop or copper Subloop cannot be conditioned without significantly
degrading voiceband services on that loop or Subloop, as defined in
Section 51.233 of the FCC's rules, and that there is no adjacent or
alternative copper loop or copper Subloop available that can be
conditioned or to which the end-user customer's voiceband service can
be moved to enable Iine sharing.

If, after evaluating Verizon's showing under section 51.319(a)(I)(ii)}{D)(2)
of the FCC's rules, the Commission concludes that a copper loop or
copper Subloop cannot be conditioned without significantly degrading
the voiceband service, Verizon cannot then or subsequently condition
that loop or Subioop to provide advanced services to its own customers
without first making available to AT&T the high frequency portion of the
newly conditioned loop or Subloop.

3.2(C) Maintenance, Repair, and Testing.

Verizon shall provide, on a nondiscriminatory basis, physical loop test
access points to AT&T at the splitter, through a cross-connection to
AT&T's collocation space, or through a standardized interface, such as
an intermediate distribution frame or a test access server, for the

13



3.3.1

3.3.2

3.3.3

3.3.3.1

3.3

purpose of testing, maintaining, and repairing copper loops and copper
Subloops.

Subloop. As of the Amendment Effective Date, all provisions in the Agreement
governing Inside Wire, House and Riser, or House and Riser Cable are hereby deleted
and replaced by this Section 3.3 which shall supersede other provisions in the
Agreement or in any Verizon tariff or SGAT in effect prior to the Amendment Effective
Date.

Definition - A Subloop (including Inside Wire Subloops, defined below) is a
portion of a copper loop, or hybrid loop, between any technically feasible point
on Verizon’s outside plant, including inside wire owned or controlled by Verizon,
and the end-user customer premises. A Subloop includes all intermediate
devices (e.g. repeaters and load coils), and includes the features, functions, and
capabilities of the loop. A Subloop includes two-wire and four-wire analog voice
grade Subloops and two-wire and four-wire Subloops conditioned for digital
subscriber line service, regardless of whether the Subloops are in service or
held as spares. Subloops shall inciude the NID functionality, and Verizon shall

not impose any separate charge for such functionality when provided as part of
the Subloop network element.

An accessible terminal is any point on a transmission path, dedicated to a
customer (or customers) of AT&T where technicians can access the copper
facility without removing a splice case to reach the facility. Access terminals
may be located at technically feasible points including but not limited to those:

a. atthe pole or pedestai, Feeder Distribution Interface or Serving
Area Interface (FDI/SAI), NID, MPOE, any remote terminal, the
point in the Verizon outside plant where the feeder facility cross-
connects to the distribution facility. The FDI/SAI might be located in

the utility room, in a remote terminal, or in a controlled environment
vault (CEV).

b. at a distribution frame in Verizon's central office.

c. at any point that the Commission has determined, in any proceeding,
is technically feasible.

Subloop Element - Functionality and General Requirements

Subloop Element includes but is not imited to the following functionality:
(a) Loop Concentration/Multiplexing Functionality

(b) Loop Distribution

(c) Inside Wire Subloop

3.34 Subloop Element - General Requirements

14



3.3.441

3.34.2

3.343

3.34.4

At its option, AT&T may purchase from Verizon on an unbundied
basis the entire Loop, which includes the NID functlonality, or any
Subloop element (i.e., Loop Concentration/Multiplexing
Functionality, Loop Distribution, and Inside Wire Subloops), or
any combination of Subloop elements ordinarily combined in the
Verizon network. Any combined Subloop elements shall not be
separated unless so directed by AT&T. The BFR Process shall
not apply to the purchase of Subloop elements. Except as stated
in 3.3.10.8, Subloop elements shall be available to AT&T through
the standard ordering process.

Verizon shall provide all Subloop elements or Subloop element
combinations to AT&T in good working order such that they are
capable of supporting transmission of at least the same quality as
when the same or similar configuration is employed by Verizon
within its own network. To the extent a Subloop element does
not perform to this standard, Verizon will perform all necessary
work, at its own cost, to bring the Subloop element into
conformance. During the period when a Subloop element fails to
meet this standard, AT&T will not be held responsible for any
payments to Verizon for its use.

AT&T may connect to any Subloop element at any technically
feasible point and in any technically feasible manner, and Verizon
will not in any manner restrict or delay access fo such technically
feasible points 1f AT&T and Verizon are unable to reach
agreement as to technical feasibility within 30 days of AT&T’s
request, Verizon must file a petition with the Commission that
demonstrates that it is not technically feasibte to unbundle the
Subloop at the point requested. AT&T may access the Inside
Wire Subloop at any technically feasible point including, but not
limited to the NID, the MPOE, the Single Point of Interconnection
(SPOY), the pedestal or the pole. AT&T, shail have the option to
perform all work, including but not limited to lifting and re-
terminating of cross-connection or cross-connecting new
terminations at accessible terminals used for Subloop access.
No supervision or oversight of any kind by Verizon personnel
shall be required but Verizon may monitor the work, at its own
expense, provided Verizon does not delay or otherwise interfere
with the work being performed by AT&T or its duly authorized
agent(s)

When AT&T requests connection at the Verizon FDI/SAL, AT&T
will identify the size and type of cable that it seeks to terminate in
the Verizon FDI/SAI location. AT&T, at its option, will terminate
the facility or request that Verizon terminate the facility on the
existing accessible terminal capacity identified by Verizon. If
termination capacity is not available at the time requested by
AT&T, AT&T may cancel its order without incurring any charge or
AT&T may extend the due date of the order to permit Verizon to
expand the terminal capacity at the identified FDI/SAI. Upon
AT&T's request to expand the terminal capacity, Verizon must
complete all such expansion work within 30 business days.
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335

3.3.51

3.35.2

3.3.53

3.36

3.3.6.1

3345 AT&T may, at its discretion, opt to construct an adjacent structure

to connect to the Sublcop element and Verizon will facilitate
interconnecting the existing Verizon structure and the structure
deployed by AT&T, including, but not limited to, permitting AT&T
to make the necessary physical connections to the Verizon
terminals. Verizon will not oppose or otherwise impede
reasonable requests involving placement of AT&T facilities or
equipment within the right-of-way Verizon occupies. Unless
ATA&T or its duly authorized agent elects to make the
connections, Verizon must implement all necessary
interconnections between its terminals and any adjacent AT&T
structures within timeframes consistent with those required for an
interconnection request from AT&T under this Amended
Agreement.

Loop Concentration/Multiplexing Functionality

Loop Concentration/Multiplexing Functionality will be provided by Verizon's

deploying equipment at each end of the Subloop conductor that operates in a
manner to accomplish one or more of the following:

aggregates lower bit rate or bandwidth signals to higher bit rate or
bandwidth signals (multiplexing);

disaggregates higher bit rate or bandwidth signals to lower bit rate or
bandwidth signals (demultiplexing);

aggregates a specified number of signals or channels to fewer channels
{concentrating);

performs signal conversion, including encoding of signals (e.g., analog
to digital and digital to analog signal conversion); and

in some instances performs electrical to optical (E/C) conversions.

This functionality includes the connecting facilities from the physical
location of the equipment providing the loop concentration/multiplexing
functionality and the physical location of the accessible terminals on the
distribution side of the functionality outside the central office as well as
the connecting facility from the physical location of the equipment
providing the functionality in the Central Office and accessible terminal
used by AT&T in the Central Office.

Equipment that provides Loop Concentration/Multiplexing Functionality
includes Digital Loop Carrier (DLC), regardless of type, channel banks,
multiplexers or other equipment that encodes or decodes, multiplexes or
demultiplexes, or concentrates communication facilities.

Technical Requirements

Loop Concentration/Multiplexing Functionality, if deployed, 1s used to
concentrate and or multiplex the distribution media to the feeder media.
The media can be copper, coax or fiber. To the extent unbundling
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3362

3363

3364

3.3.6.5

3366

3367

337

3.3.71

3372

3373

33.74

338375

involves “concentration,” Verizon and AT&T will work cooperatively to
establish concentration ratios for the specific application within the
technical limits that may exist with deployed equipment and facilities.

When Verizon provides Loop Concentration/Multiplexing Functionality or
Loop repeaters, Verizon shall provide power for Subloop equipment
through a non-interruptible source with battery backup unless otherwise
mutually agreed upon by the Parties.

Loop Concentration/Multiplexing Functionality shall be provided to AT&T
in accordance with industry standard technical references.

Loop Concentration/Multiplexing Functionality shall, where technically
feasible, continuously monitor protected circuit packs and redundant
common equipment,

The redundant common equipment shall also automatically switch to a
protection circuit pack on detection of a failure or degradation of normal
operation where technically feasible.

Verizon shall provide AT&T real time performance and alarm data
associated with AT&T's traffic, if and when technically feasible, and to
partition such data for AT&T specifically where feasible.

At AT&T’s option, Verizon shall provide AT&T with real time ability to

initiate non service affecting tests on the underlying device that provides
Loop Concentration/ Multiplexing Functionality.

Interface Requirements

Loop Concentration/Multiplexing Functionality shall meet the following
interface requirements, as appropriate for the configuration similarly
deployed In Verizon's network if provided in response to a specific
AT&T request.

Loop Concentration/Multiplexing Functionality shall provide either digital
4 or 6-wire electrical interfaces or optical SONET interfaces at rates of
OC-3, 0OC-12, OC-48, and OC-n, if the equipment deployed is capable
of providing such interfaces at the serving wire center.

If technically feasible and deployed in the Verizon network at the
requested location, Loop Concentration/Multiplexing Functionality shall
provide a DS1 interface that complies with the Telcordia (formerly

Belicore) TR-303 interface specifications to AT&T at the serving wire
center.

If technically feasible, Loop Concentration/Multiplexing Functionality
shall provide Telcordia (formerly Belicore) TR-08 modes 1&2 DS1
interfaces when requested by AT&T.

All equipment furnished to AT&T by Verizon shall deliver interfaces in

accordance with design specifications as deployed in the Verizon
network.
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3.3.76

3.38

3.3.81

3.382

3383

3384

3385

3.3.8.6

Verizon shall support functions associated with provisioning,
maintenance and testing of the unbundled Subioop elements, in a
nondiscriminatory manner and demonstrate compliance by monitoring
and reporting disaggregated performance results. Verizon will also
provide nondiscriminatory access to provisioning, maintenance and
testing functions for Network Elements to which Loop Distribution is
connected.

Loop Distribution

The Loop Distribution Subloop component provides connectivity from
the FDI/SAI via distribution media (facility) to the point of demarcation
on the customer premises and shall include all facility terminating and
cross-connecting devices that may be present at the point of
demarcation provided Verizon owns or controls the device(s) and
regardiess of the specific nomenclature employed when referring to the
device.

The Loop Distribution Subloop may be provided using copper twisted
pair, coax cable, or fiber optic cable. Where more than one media is
available between two points, the media used shall be the choice of
ATA&T.

If a combination that includes two or more of these media exists,
Verizon shall not preclude AT&T from using those facilities. Verizon will
provide access to Loop Distribution Subloops even if Verizon is not
currently employing the conductor/facility for its own use such as when
spare copper or dark fiber is present. If requested by AT&T, Verizon will
identify whether load coil, bridge taps or any other elements are
attached to the copper distribution Subloop that may limit the
transmission capabilities of the Subloop. If requested by AT&T, Verizon
will remove such items and AT&T will reimburse Verizon for such work
based on time and material rates set forth in this Amended Agreement.

In the case of Verizon facilities serving a single unit installation (e.g. a
single residence or single business location), distribution facility consists
of all such facitities providing connectivity between the end user’s point
of demarcation, including the point of demarcation, and the end user

side of the FDI/SAI and can be accessed at any technically feasible
point.

In the case of Verizon facilities serving Multi Tenant Environments
(MTESs), distribution media shall be furnished to AT&T depending on the
location at which AT&T intends to interconnect its facilities, as requested
by AT&T and described in 3.3.9 below.

Verizon will provide Loop Distribution at the appropriate rate levels set
forth in this Amended Agreement.

The Loop Distribution Subloop element shall be capable of transmitting
any signal(s) that it is technically feasible to carry on the particular
distribution facility used, and shall support transmission signals with at
least the same quality as when the same or similar distribution
configuration is employed by Verizon.
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339

3.3.9.1

3.3.9.2

3.3.9.3

3.394

3.39.7

3.3.10

3.3.10.1

3.3.10.2

Multi-Tenant Environments { MTES)

Inside Wire Subloop

The Inside Wire Subloop network element, as set forth in FCC Rule 51.319(b),
is defined as any portion of the loop that i1s technically feasible to access at a
terminal in Verizon's outside plant at or near a multiunit premises, e.g., inside
wire owned or controlled by Verizon between the premises’ minimum point of
entry (MPOE), as defined in FCC Rule 68.105 and Verizon’s demarcation point
as defined in FCC Rule 68.3.

Inside Wire Subloop UNEs must be made available at any capacity level or
transmission type.

Access terminals may be located at technically feasible points including but not
limited to those at, near, or on the customer premises, such as the pole or
pedestal, the NiD, the minimum point of entry to the customer premises

(MPOE), the single point of interconnection, and/or the feeder/distribution
interface.

Inside Wire Subloop Element Configurations may include:

3.3.9.5 Loop Distribution Subloops, described in 3.3.8 preceding, may be used
when AT&T requires a Verizon owned facility from a terminal block cn the
customer side of a FDI/SAI up to and including the end user subscriber's point
of demarcation within a Multi-Unit Property.

3.3.9.6 Inside Wire Subloops shall be provided when AT&T requires
connectivity between and including two technically feasible accessible terminals
on a facility located on a single property. Unless otherwise specified, one end of
the Inside Wire SubLoop will be the demarcation point where the control of the
wiring changes from Verizon to the property owner or customer. The other end
of the Inside Wire Subloop shall be at and include a cross connection device(s)
at any technically feasible point chosen by AT&T which provides access to
customer units at the property. Typically this will be at or in close proximity to
the building terminal(s) Verizon would use to cross connect its outside plant to
the inside Wire Subloop serving the customer.

Inside Wire Subloops may be further divided into vertical and horizontal components
which may be accessed by AT&T through technically feasible accessible terminals on
wiring owned or controlled by Verizon. Such segments of Inside Wire Subloops shall be
made available for use by AT&T upon request. The lack of configuration specific pricing
shall not be cause for Verizon to deny access to the wiring during the negotiation of
pricing for such elements. Ordering of such segments shali be, at AT&T's option,
performed in @ manner consistent with that employed for the Inside Wire Subloops.

Requirements

AT&T, at its option, may connect to Verizon Inside Wire Subloops
regardliess of whether a SPO! exists or is subsequently established at
that premises.

ATE&T, at its option, may access Inside Wire Subloops owned or
controlled by Verizon by:
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3.310.3

3.3.104

3.3.10.5

3.3.10.6

3.3.10.7

3.3.10.8

3.3.109

a. utilizing existing spare capacity on the Verizon terminating
block, even if those terminals are within an enclosure or

b. installing its own terminal block in the vicinity of the existing
Verizon terminal btock where the wiring terminates.

AT&T's terminal block may be placed within any Verizon enclosure
when space exists.

Verizon may not require AT&T to collocate in order to access Inside
Wire Subloops.

Connectivity between AT&T's terminal block and Verizon's terminal
block will be performed in accordance with generally accepted
practices, such as using conduit and splicing of pairs to extend wiring
between terminal block locations.

When AT&T uses Verizon’s terminals, AT&T shall clearly label the
wiring on those terminals as belonging to AT&T. AT&T shall be under

no obligation to identify the customer or customer unit being served by
the wiring.

When Verizon neither owns nor controls the wiring, but has installed
terminal blocks for its own facilities, AT&T may access the building
wiring by cross-connecting to building wiring terminals even if the
terminals are within an enclosure installed by Verizon. In such case,
Verizon will not limit AT&T access nor will it oppose AT&T re-
terminating a cross-connection associated with a customer request for
service from AT&T, provided the connections are made in a reasonable
manner.

When AT&T uses only the Inside Wire Subloop(s), such element (s)
need not be ordered on an individual pair basis or ordered in advance of
use of the Subloop element. unless so requested by AT&T. AT&T shall
be responsible for inventorying and reporting the pairs used at a
particular location on a mutually agreeable periodic basis. Verizon shall
use the counts derived from such reports to determine charges due
from AT&T and to render billing. No other ordering activities need be
initiated by AT&T. AT&T shall not be required to provide any customer
specific information as part of such inventory and, unless mutually
agreeable to do otherwise, shall be obligated only to report a street
address where the Inside Wire Subloop is used and a count of the
inside Wire Subloops (i.e., pairs) used at that address during the period
covered by the report.

Verizon shall be responsible for demonstrating, to AT&T'’s reasonable
satisfaction, within ten (10) business days from the date of the request,
control of the Inside Wire Subloops. Where control may be unclear or
disputed, Verizon will not prevent or in any way delay AT&T's use of the
Intra-Premises Wiring to meet an end user request for service. To the
extent Verizon demonstrates, after AT&T initiates use of the Intra-
Premises Wiring, that the facility employed is controiled by Verizon and,
therefore, is an Inside Wire Subloop UNE, then AT&T will compensate
Verizon for such use, on a retroactive basis from the date of first use
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3.3.10.10

3.310.11

3.3.11

3.3.11.1

33112

33113

3.311.4

3.3.11.5

3.3.116

3.3.11.7

Verizon shall defend, indemnify, and otherwise hold harmless, AT&T
from any claims by a building owner, relating to the use of on-premises
wiring, where payments are made by AT&T to Verizon for the use of the
Intra-Premises Wiring Subloop element for which Verizon asserted
control.

First Pair Requirement - Verizon shall not reserve the intra-premises
wiring that is currently connected to line one in the unit wiring of the
customer (the first pair) for its own use. The first pair shall be made
available to AT&T for its use unless Verizon is concurrently providing
voice on those pairs based upon a bona fide request by the customer.
Under those conditions, Verizon will offer to AT&T spare cable pairs that
are in working order and available to the end user’s premises.

Single Point of Interconnection

The SPOI is a cross-connect device that provides non-discriminatory
access for cross connections to all Subloop elements and to all units in
an MTE. The SPOI is capable of terminating multiple carriers' outside
plant that serve a particular premises.

Verizon must, at AT&T's request, cooperate in any reconfiguration of
the network necessary to construct a SPOI. Verizon shall provide a
SPOI at or as close as commercially practicable to the MPOE in the
MTE. AT&T's employees and agents shall have direct access to the
SPOI without the necessity of coordinating such efforts with Verizon'’s
employees or agents. This obligation is in addition to Verizon’s
obligation to provide nondiscriminatory access to Subloops at any
technically feasible point.

Verizon shall complete the construction of a SPOI, not more than sixty
(60) days from receipt of a request by AT&T to construct a SPOI. Upon
completion of the SPQO!, Verizon agrees it shalt access all customers it
serves at that location through pairs terminating at the SPOI.

Verizon shall be compensated based on total element iong-run
incremental cost for constructing any SPOIL. The charges for the SPOI
shall be recovered from all carriers (including the portion used by

Verizon), based on the proportional number of pairs accessed through
the SPOI.

All disputes arising under this provision, including any dispute over the
SPOI at a particular MTE location, shall be resolved according to the
Alternative Dispute Resolution process of this Amended Agreement.

When a SPOI is established after AT&T begins providing service to a
particular location, it shall be at AT&T’s option that its pre-existing wiring
be re-terminated to the SPOI. AT&T may perform all work or, upon

request and subject to applicable time and material charges, Verizon
will re-terminate the wiring.

When the building owner requests that a SPOI be deployed, which also
serves as the demarcation point, and Verizon accommodates the
request, Verizon is responsible for providing reasonable and appropriate
advance notification to AT&T that such a change will be made
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3.3.12

3.3.121

3.3122

3.3.12.3

3.3.124

3.3.125

3.3.12.6

3.3.12.7

3.4

Demarcation Point

Demarcation Point is the point where the control, but not necessarily the
ownership of the Inside Wire Subloop changes from the carrier to the
building owner or service subscriber.

For those locations where AT&T is serving customers, if Verizon is
negotiating with the building owner to move the demarcation point in the
owner's MTE to the MPOE, Verizon must serve notice of such
negatiations to AT&T within five (5) business days from the date the
property owner requested that the change be undertaken by Verizon.

Upon completion of such negotiations, Verizon shall provide AT&T
notice that an agreement has been reached and provide the timeframe
for when the demarcation point will be moved to the MPOE.

AT&T shall have the option of moving its service to the newly
established demarcation point or negotiating with the building owner to
connect to the wiring as previously provided. If AT&T chooses not to
use the new demarcation point and ownership of the Inside Wire
Subloop changes, Verizon shall leave any pre-existing cross connect
devices in place. Verizon shall make the appropriate billing adjustments
as of the date a newly established demarcation point is active.

When AT&T opts to move its service to the newly established
demarcation point and ownership of the Inside Wire Subloop changes,
Verizon shall reduce AT&T's rates accordingly as of the date the new
demarcation point is active.

AT&T shall have the option of performing any necessary work to

accommodate moving its service or requesting Verizon perform such
work on its behalf.

In those cases where the demarcation point is at the MPOE, but Verizon
continues to maintain the intra- premise wiring Veerizon agrees to treat
AT&T on a non-discriminatory basis with respect to all matters relating
to Intra-Premises Wiring, including operations support and charges for
such support.

Unbundied Local Switching.

3.4.1

342

3.4.3

General Requirements. Verizon shall provide unbundled Local Switching to
AT&T under the Amended Agreement in accordance with, but only to the

extent required by, 47 U.S.C. § 251(c)(3), 47 C F.R. Part 51 or other
Applicable Law.

[INTENTIONALLY OMITTED]

Signaling and Call-Related Databases. Verizon shall provide access to
Signaling and Call-related Databases under the Amended Agreement in
accordance with, but only to the extent required by, 47 U.S.C. § 251(c)(3), 47
C.F.R. Part 51 or other Applicable Law. Specifically, notwithstanding any
other provision of the Agreement or any Verizon tariff or SGAT, as of the
Amendment Effective Date , Verizon shall provide Signaling and Call-Related
Databases only in conjunction with the provision of Local Switching or
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Tandem Switching that Verizon is otherwise obligated to make availabie to
AT&T under the Amended Agreement; provided, however, that Verizon shall
continue to provide nondiscriminatory access to the 911 and E911 Call-
Related Databases in accordance with, but only to the extent required by, 47
U.S.C. § 251(c)(3), 47 C F R. Part 51 or other Applicable Law. Where Local
Switching or Tandem Switching associated with a particular Signaling facility
or Call-Related Database I1s or becomes a Declassified Network Element, the
associated Signaling facility or Call-Related Database associated with that
Local Switching or Tandem Switching facility shall also be subject to the same
transitional provisions in Section 3.8 (except for the 911 and E911 Call-
Related Databases, as noted above).

35 Unbundled Interoffice Facilities.

3.5.1

3.56.2

353

[INTENTIONALLY OMITTED]

Dedicated Transport. On or after the Amendment Effective Date,
notwithstanding any other provision of the Agreement or any Verizon tariff or
SGAT and subject to the provisions of Section 3.8 below, and in accordance
with, but only to the extent required by, 47 U.S.C. § 251(c)(3), 47 C.F.R. Part
51 or other Applicable Law.

3.521 Upon AT&T's written request, Verizon shall provide AT&T with
nondiscriminatory access to DS1 Dedicated Transport and DS3
Dedicated Transport on an unbundled basis pursuant to the
Amended Agreement. For the avoidance of doubt' (a) a
transmission facility or service between a Verizon switch or wire
center and a switch or wire center of AT&T or a third party 1s not
Dedicated Transport; (b) a transmission facility or service that
uses an OCn interface or a SONET interface is not Dedicated
Transport; and (c) Dedicated Transport does include transport
between a Verzon wire center or switch and Verizon's facilities
collocated at a CLEC’s premises. Notwithstanding the provisions
herein, Dedicated Transport for purposes of interconnechon and
Dedicated Transport for reciprocal compensation purposes, and
the Parties’ obligations to provide such, are as set forth in the
applicable provisicns of the Agreement. Subject to the provisions
of Section 3.8 below, Verizon is under no obligation to provide or
continue providing the Declassified Network Elements described
In clauses (a) and (b) above under the Agreement or the
Amended Agreement.

3.52.2 Cap on Dedicated Transport. AT&T may obtain on an unbundled
basis a maximum of twelve (12) DS3 Dedicated Transport circuits
on any single Route on which unbundled transport 1s otherwise
available. Transmission paths between identical end points are
considered on a single Route regardless of whether any
intermediate interconnection points are included. Any circuit
capacity on that Route above such twelve (12) circuit cap shall be
considered a Declassified Network Element.

Dark Fiber Transport. On or after the Amendment Effective Date,
notwithstanding any other provision of the Agreement or any Verizon tariff or
SGAT and subject to the provisions of Section 3.8 below, and in accordance
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with, but only to the extent required by, 47 U.S.C. § 251(c)3), 47 C.F.R. Part
51or other Applicable Law:

3.5.3.1 Upon AT&T’s written request, Verizon shall provide AT&T with
nondiscriminatory access to Dark Fiber Transport on an
unbundled basis pursuant to the Amended Agreement. For the
avoidance of doubt, Dark Fiber Transport does not include a dark
fiber facility between (a) a Venzon switch or wire center and (b) a
switch or wire center of AT&T or any third party, and subject to
the provisions of Section 3.8 below, Verizon is under no
obligation to provide or continue providing such Declassified
Network Element under the Amended Agreement.

3.6 Commingling, Conversions, and Combinations.

3.6.1

362

3.6.2.1

Commingling and Conversions. Notwithstanding any other provision of the
Agreement or any Verizon tariff or SGAT, and subject to the conditions set
forth in the following Section 3.6.2, Verizon shall permit AT&T to commingle a
UNE or Combination or Declassified Network Elements with wholesale
services obtained from Verizon, and to also convert wholesale services to a
UNE or Combination as of October 2, 2003. Commingling is defined as set
forth in FCC Rule 51.5. Verizon shall, upon request of AT&T, perform the
functions necessary to commingle a UNE or Combination with one or more
facilities or services or inputs that AT&T has obtained at wholesale from
Verizon. Verizon shall not impose any policy or practice related to
commingling that imposes an unreasonable or undue prejudice or
disadvantage upon AT&T, and in no event shall Verizon impose any policy or
practice relating to commingling that is inconsistent with Section 3.6.2 below.
Subject to Section 3.6.2.2, the rates, terms and conditions of the applicable
access tariff will apply to wholesale services, and the rates, terms and
conditions of this Amended Agreement or the Verizon UNE tariff, as
applicable, will apply to UNEs or Combinations or to the Declassified Network
Elements as set forth in Exhibit A to this Amended Agreement. “Ratcheting,”
as that term is defined by the FCC, shall not be required.

Service Eligibility Criteria for Certain Combinations, Conversions and
Commingled Facilities and Services. Unless modified by FCC action,
including but not limited to a waiver issued by the FCC, or unless the
Commission establishes different rules or requirements, AT&T and Verizon
agree to comply with the requirements for use of UNEs as set forth in the
TRO, including the service eligibility criteria established by the TRO and set
forth in Rule 51.318, for high capacity loop and transport combinations known
as EELs. For the avoidance of any doubt, to the extent that commingling
restrictions applied prior to the TRO, such restrictions applied to EELs only.

To the extent the service eligibllity criteria for high capacity EELs apply, AT&T
shali be permitted to self certify its compliance with these criteria. AT&T may
elect to self certify using a written or electronic request sent to Verizon.

AT&T must remain in compliance with said service eligibility criteria for so
long as AT&T continues to receive the aforementioned combined, converted,
or commingled facilities and/or services from Verizon. The service eligibility
criteria shall be applied to each DS1 circuit or DS1 equivalent circuit. The
foregoing shall apply whether the circuits in question are being provisioned to
establish a new circuit or to convert an existing wholesale service, or any part
thereof, to unbundled network elements. For circuits existing as of the
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3.6.2.3.

Amendment Effective Date, AT&T must re-certify in writing for each DS1

circuit or DS1 equivalent within 30 days of Verizon's written request for such
re-certification.

There will be no charges for conversion from wholesale to UNEs or UNE
combinations.

3.6.2.3A Any substitution of UNEs for wholesale services shall be subject to all of the

requirements of the Agreement applicable to the purchase of UNEs and
Combinations, and shall include without limitation the following:

3.6.2.3A.1 When a wholesale service employed by AT&T is replaced with UNEs,

Verizon shall not physically disconnect, separate, alter or change in any other
fashion equipment and facilities employed to provide the wholesale service,
except at the request of AT&T.

3.6.2.3A.2 Verizon shall process expeditiously ail conversions requested by AT&T

3624

3.6.25

3.6.26

3627

without adversely affecting the service quality perceived by AT&T's end user
customer.

Until such time as Verizon implements its ASR-driven conversion process in the
East, conversion of access circuits to unbundled Network Elements will be
performed manually. AT&T may request conversions of any existing service or
group of services to UNEs by submitting a written or electronic request. Except
where AT&T specifically requests that Verizon physically disconnect, separate,
alter or change the equipment and facilities employed to provide the wholesale
service being replaced, the conversion order shall be deemed to have been
completed effective upon receipt by Verizon of the written or electronic request
from AT&T and recurring charges for UNEs set forth in Verizon’s applicable
tariffs shall apply as of such date, but in any event no earlier than October 2,
2003 as specified in TRO paragraph 589. Where AT&T specifically requests
that Verizon physically disconnect, separate, alter or change the equipment and
facilities employed to provide the wholesale service, recurring charges set forth
in Verizon’s applicable tariffs and applicable to UNEs shall apply effective upon
the earlier of (a) the date on which Verizon completes the requested work or (b)
the standard interval for completing such work (in no event to exceed 30 days),
regardless of whether Verizon has in fact completed such work. Verizon shall
bill AT&T pro rata for the wholesale service through the date prior to the date on
which billing at UNE rates commences pursuant to this Section.

All ASR-driven conversion requests will result in a change in circuit identification
(circuit ID) from access to UNE or UNE to access.

[INTENTIONALLY DELETED]

Once per calendar year, Venzon may, pursuant to the terms and conditions of
this section, obtain and pay for an independent auditor to audit AT&T's
compliance in all material respects with the service eligibility criteria applicable
to EELs. Such annual audit will be initiated only to the extent reasonably
necessary to determine AT&T's compliance with Applicable Law. AT&T and the
FCC shall each be given thirty (30) days’ written notice of a scheduled audit.
Any such audit shall be performed in accordance with the standards established
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3.7

3.8

by the American Institute for Certified Public Accountants and may include, at
Verizon’s discretion, the examination of a sample selected in accordance with
the independent auditor's judgment. To the extent the independent auditor's
report concludes that AT&T failed to comply in all material respects with the
service eligibility criteria for any DS1 or DS1 equivalent circuit, then AT&T will
take action to correct the noncompliance and true up any difference in payments
and reimburse Verizon for the cost of the independent auditor within thirty (30)
days after receiving a statement of such costs from Verizon. Should the
independent auditor confirm AT&T’s compliance in all material respects with the
service eligibility criteria for each DS1 or DS1 equivalent circuit, then AT&T shall
provide to the independent auditor a statement of AT&T's costs of complying
with any requests of the independent auditor, and Verizon shall then reimburse
AT&T for its costs within thirty (30) days after receiving AT&T’s statement.

ATA&T shall maintain records adequate to support its compliance with the service
eligibility criteria for each DS1 or DS1 equivalent circuit.

Routine Network Modifications.

374

General Conditions. In accordance with, but only to the extent required by47
U.S.C. § 251(c)(3), 47 C.F.R. Part 51 or other Applicable Law, Verizon shall
make such routine network madifications in a nondiscriminatory fashion as
are necessary to permit access by AT&T to the Loop (including Dark Fiber
Loops), Dedicated Transport, and Dark Fiber Transport facilities availabie
under the Amended Agreement, including DS1 Loops and DS1 Dedicated
Transport, and DS3 Loops and DS3 Dedicated Transport. Where facilities
are unavailable, Verizon need not perform trenching, pull cable, construct
new Loops or Transport or install new aerial, buried, or underground cable to
provision an order of AT&T. Routine network modifications applicable to
Loops or Transport may include, but are not limited to: rearranging or splicing
of in-place cable; adding an equipment case; adding a doubler or repeater;
line conditioning; adding a smart jack; installing a repeater shelf; adding a line
card, deploying a new multiplexer or reconfiguring an existing multiplexer,;
accessing manholes; attaching electronic and other equipment that Verizon
ordinarily attaches to a DS1 Loop to activate such Loop for its own customer;
and depioying bucket trucks to reach aerial cable. Routine network
modifications applicable to Dark Fiber Transport may include, but are not
limited to, splicing of in-place dark fiber; accessing manholes; deploying
bucket trucks to reach aerial cable; installing equipment casings; and routine
activities, if any, needed to enable AT&T to light a Dark Fiber Transport
facility that it has obtained from Verizon under the Amended Agreement.
Routine network modifications do not include the installation of new aerial or
buried cable for a requesting telecommunications carrier or the construction
of a new Loop.

Transitional Provisions for Declassified Network Elements.

In accordance with, but only to the extent required by 47 U.S.C. Sec. 251(c)(3), 47
C.F.R. Part 51, or other Applicable Law, Verizon and AT&T will abide by the following
transitional procedures with respect to Declassified Network Elements.

3.8.1  With respect to any Declassified Network Elements, Verizon will notify
AT&T in writing as to any particular unbundled facility previously made available
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3.8.2

3.83

to AT&T that is or becomes a Declassified Network Element, as defined herein
(“Identified Facility”). For purposes of the Agreement and this Amendment,
such ldentified Facilities shail be considered Declassified Network Elements.
The notice shall include sufficient information to enable AT&T to identify the
Identified Facility or Facilities. If the notice does not contain sufficient
information to enable AT&T to identify the Identified Facility, AT&T may, in
writing, reject the notice and request additional infermation. For avoidance of
any doubt, Identified Facilities can only include the following: OCn Loops; OCn
transport; Dedicated Transport not provided for in Section 3.5 of this
Amendment; DS3 Loops above two at a single customer location; DS3 transport
facilities above twelve on a single Route; Packet Switching; Local Switching that
serves capacities of DS1 and above; Feeder Subloop; and signaling, Call
Related Databases (except for 911 and E911 databases) and shared transport,
when not purchased with unbundied Local Switching.

For any Packet Switching or Feeder Subloop that Verizon notices as an
Identified Facility, Verizon shall continue to provide any such Identified Facility
without change to AT&T on a transitional basis. At any time after AT&T
receives notice from Verizon pursuant to Section 3.8.1 above, but no later than
the end of 120 days from the date AT&T received notice, AT&T shall either
request disconnection; submit a request for analogous access service; identify
and request another alternative service arrangement, or object to the proposed
declassification if the Identified Facility should not be declassified based on
Applicable Law. If AT&T identifies an aiternative service arrangement, or
analogous access service, or If AT&T objects to the declassification of the
Identified facility, and the Parties cannot agree to the applicable rates, terms
and conditions of the Identified Facility within 60 days after AT&T’s request or
objection, either Party may submit a request to the Commission to resoive the
issue. Until the issue is resolved by the Parties, or during the pendency of any
Commission proceeding initiated by a Party to resolve the issue, Verizon shall
continue to provide the Identified Facility without change.

For OCn Loops. OCn transport, Dedicated Transport not provided for in Section
3.5 of this Amendment; DS3 Loops above two at a single customer location,
DS3 transport facilities above twelve on a single Route, Local Switching that
serves capacities of DS1 and above, and Call-Related Databases and
associated Signaling, and shared transport, when not purchased with unbundled
Local Switching, that Verizon notices as an Identified Facility, Verizon shall
continue to provide any such {dentified Facility without change to AT&T
consistent with the provisions set forth herein. At any time after AT&T receives
written notice from Verizon pursuant to Section 3.8.1 above, but no later than
the end of the 120 days from the date AT&T received such notice, AT&T shall
either request disconnection; submit a request for analogous access service;
submit a request for an analogous Declassified Network Element pursuant to
Exhibit A attached hereto and made a part hereof, identify another alternative
service arrangement, or object to the proposed declassification if the Identified
Facility should not be declassified based on Applicable Law. If AT&T identifies
an alternative service arrangement, or analogous access service, or if AT&T
objects to the declassification of the Identified facility, and the Parties cannot
agree to the applicable rates, terms and conditions of the Identified Facility
within 60 days after AT&T's request or objection, either Party may submit a
request to the Commission to resolve the issue. Until the issue is resolved by
the Parties or during the pendency of any Commission proceeding initiated by a
Party to resolve the issue, Verizon shall continue to provide the Identified
Facility without change.
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3.8.4 Verizon shall not impose any termination charges associated with the
conversion or any discontinuance of any Identified Facility and the conversion
shall take place in a seamless manner without any customer disruption or
adverse effects to service quality. When conversion is to an analogous access
service or analogous Declassified Network Element, Verizon shall perform such

conversion on a single order. Verizon shall not assess AT&T any non-recurring
charges for such conversion.

3.9 Further Changes to Unbundling Obligations

Without limiting any other rights and obligations either Party may have under
the Amended Agreement or under Applicable Law, subject to the provisions
of Section 3.8 above, nothing contained in this Amendment is intended to
waive either Party’s right to incorporate any Commission decisions involving
Mass Market Switching or Enterprise Switching and resulting from the
Massachusetts TRO impairment proceedings. Any such decisions shall be

considered a change in law and subject to the change in law provisions of the
Agreement.

3.10 Hot Cut Performance Metrics and Remedies

The Parties shall amend the applicable performance
metrics/standards/measurements and remedies provisions of the Agreement in
accordance with Exhibit B annexed hereto. They shall have thirty (30) days
from the Amendment Effective Date to negotiate mutually agreeable terms that
effectuate the concepts addressed in Exhibit B. The agreed upon measures
and remedies shall be implemented within thirty days thereafter. Should the
Parties not reach agreement within thirty (30) days, either Party may pursue

resolution of these issues pursuant to the dispute resolution provisions of the
Amended Agreement.

in the case of any finding of non-impairment by the Commission, the FCC or
any court of competent jurisdiction with respect to unbundled Mass Market
Switching, Verizon will continue to provide AT&T access to unbundled Mass
Market Switching under the same rates, terms and conditions as before any
finding of non-impairment, until the later of (a) such time as Batch Hot Cut,
Large Job Hot Cut and Individual Hot Cut Performance Metrics and Remedies
have been adopted and implemented with stable performance as part of this
Amended Agreement and in accordance with Exhibit B annexed hereto or (b)
the transition period set forth by the Commission, the FCC or a court of

competent junisdiction for discontinuing the unbundling of Mass Market
Switching.
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Pricing Attachment to the TRO Amendment
General
1.1 As used in this Attachment.

1.1 "Services” means and includes any Network Element or other service, facility,
equipment or arrangement, provided pursuant to this Amendment. and,

1.1.2 "Charges" means the rates, fees, charges and prices for a Service.

1.2 Charges, if any, for Services provided under this Amendment shall be those set forth
herein.

1.3 Any additional charges for a Service under this Agreement shall be mutually agreed to
by the Parties in writing.
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EXHIBIT A
1.0 Introduction

1.1 The following terms are applicable to those Network Elements that Verizon is no
longer required to provide on an unbundled basis pursuant to the terms of the
Agreement after Amendment Effective Date, but before the conclusion of any
state impairment proceedings associated with the TRO. For any such network
elements that also qualify as an Identified Facility pursuant to Section 3.8 of
Amendment No. 1o the Agreement, and for which AT&T has submitted a
request for a Declassified Network Element, Verizon shall also comply with the
transition requirements set forth in that section.

1.2 Upon request, Verizon shall make available to AT&T the following Declassified

Network Elements under the rates, terms and conditions set forth in this Exhibit:
e OCn loops,

OChn transport,

dedicated transport not provided for in Section 3.5,

DS3 loops above two at a single customer’s location,

DS3 transport facilities above twelve on a single route,

local switching that serves capacities of DS1 and above,

signaling, call related databases and shared transport, when not

purchased with unbundled local switching.

2.0 OCn Access

Verizon shall provide OCn access as set forth in this Section. OCn is an optical interface
designed to work with a Synchronous Optical Network (SONET). SONET is an optical
interface standard for translating electronic communications signals into photonic signals
for transmission across fiber optic facilities. Ideally, SONET transmission systems are
laid out in a ring formation to provide redundancy. OCn transmission facilities are
deployed as SONET channels having a bandwidth of typically 155.52 Mbps (OC3 or the
equivalent capacity of 3 DS3s) and higher, e.g., OC12 (622.08 Mbps); OC48 (2.488
Gbps).

2.1 Declassified OCn Loops

2.1.1 Verizon shall provide access to a Declassified OCn Loop. The Declassified OCn
Loop, is a transmission facility between a distribution frame, or its equivalent, in
an incumbent LEC central office, and the loop demarcation point at the end user
premises. The Declassified OCn Loop shall be terminated at an appropriate
network interconnect device. Specifically, AT&T shall have access to the NID
and any associated Inside Wire Subloop pursuant to the rates, terms and
conditions of the Agreement. The Declassified OCn Loop also includes all
features, functions, and capabilities of such transmission facility. Those features,
functions, and capabilities include, but are not limited to, attached electronics
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(except those electronics used for the provision of advanced services). Access to
the Declassified OCn Loop shall also include the use of all test access
functionality, including without limitation. smart jacks, for both voice and data.
The OCn loop includes the secondary or redundant transmission path between the
loops end points (or diverse virtual path if a physical diverse path is not
technically feasible). Notwithstanding the foregoing, when Verizon deploys such
technology as Next Generation Digital Loop Carrier NGDLC), the OCn loop
may include one or more transmission facilities between one or more distribution
frames, digital loop carriers (DLC) and remotely deployed DSLAM, owned or
controlled by Verizon.

Declassified OCn Loops are subject to the transmission, transmission-related
functionalities and other OCn requirements as set forth in the Agreement.

Declassified OCn Loops also shall be subject to the loop requirements set forth in
the Agreement, and shall be provided at just and reasonable rates.

Declassified OCn Dedicated Transport

In addition to providing access to Declassified Dedicated Transport as set
forth in the Agreement, Verizon will also provide access to the Declassified
OCn Dedicated Transport, between any Verizon switch. serving wire center or
other Verizon location, or between anv Verizon switch, serving wire center or
other Verizon location and an AT&T switch, serving wire center or other
AT&T location at OC3 (155.520 Mbps) and OC12 (622.080 Mbps) interfaces.
In addition. Verizon offers OC48 (2488.320 Mbps) bandwidth as an option for
interoffice capacity. AT&T may request other interface options pursuant to
the BFR process.

When Verizon provides Declassified OCn Dedicated Transport as a circuit or

a system, the entire designated transmission circuit or system shall be
dedicated to AT&T’s use.

OCn Declassified Dedicated Transport shall meet the technical requirements set
forth in the Agreement. Verizon also shall provide cross-office wiring up to a
suitable Point of Termination (POT) between Declassified Dedicated Transport
and AT&T designated equipment, and shall provide a fiber cross connect for
optical signals for the physical POT.

OCn dedicated access shall be provided in accordance with the requirements set
forth in the Agreement; and shall be provided at just and reasonable rates.

3.0 Declassified DS3 Loops

3

1

Verizon shall provide access to the Declassified DS3 Loop. The Declassified
DS3 loop is a 44.736 Mbps transmission facility between a distribution frame, or
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its equivalent, in an incumbent LEC central office, and the loop demarcation point
at the end user premises. The Declassified DS3 Loop shall be terminated at an
appropriate network interconnect device. Specifically, AT&T shall have access to
the NID and any associated Inside Wire Subloop pursuant to the rates, terms and
condition of the Agreement. A Declassified DS3 Loop inciudes three or more
DS3 loops at a single customer location.

Verizon shall provide access to Declassified DS 3 loops in accordance with the
requirements set forth in the Agreement, and shall be provided at just and
reasonable rates.

Declassified Dedicated Transport (non OCn)

In addition to providing access to Declassified OCn Dedicated Transport as set
forth in the Agreement. Verizon shall also provide access to Declassified
Dedicated Transport. Declassified Dedicated Transport includes dedicated
transport of more than 12 DS3 circuits along a given route, and dedicated
transport not used for interconnection that is between a Verizon switch serving
wire center or other Verizon location and an AT&T switch serving wire center or
other AT&T location. Transmission paths between identical end points are
considered the same route.

Verizon shall provide access to Declassified Dedicated Transport in accordance
with the requirements set forth in the Agreement, and at just and reasonable rates.

Verizon shall offer access to Unused Transmission Media associated with any
Declassified Dedicated Transport not used for interconnection that is between a
Verizon serving wire center or other Verizon location and an AT&T serving wire
center or other AT&T location. Unused Transmission Media is physical
transmission media (e.g., optical fiber, copper conductors, unused wireless
frequencies, and coaxial cable) which is “in place” in Verizon’s network between
the locations described above in this section, but which is not being used to
provide service. This 1s commonly referred to as spare coax, or Dark Fiber pairs.
Dark Fiber, one type of unused transmission media, is unused strands of optical
fiber. Dark Fiber also includes strands of optical fiber existing in aerial or
underground cables which may have lightwave repeater (regenerator or optical
amplifier) equipment interspliced to it at appropriate distances, but which has no
line terminating elements terminated to such strands to operationalize its
transmission capabilities.

43.1 Unused Transmission Media access shall be provided consistent with the

terms and conditions in the Agreement, and at just and reasonable rates.

Declassified Enterprise Local Switching



5.1

52

53

6.0

6.1

6.3.

Verizon shall provide access to Declassified Enterprise Local Switching,
including Tandem Switching. Declassified Enterprise Local Switching is local
switching, as that term is defined in the Agreement. that serves capacities of DS1
and above. Tandem Switching establishes a communications path between two
switching offices through a third switching office.

Verizon agrees to provide Declassified Enterprise Local Switching under the
same terms and conditions as set forth in the Agreement, and at just and
reasonable rates.

Verizon shall provide the following interfaces with Declassified Enterprise Local
Switching:

DS1 (DID)  trunk side associated with a PBX

DS1 (IOF)  trunk side, associated with Dedicated Transport

Declassified Signaling Call Related Databases and Shared Transport

Verizon shall provide access to Declassified Signaling, Call Related Databases
and Shared Transport. Declassified Signaling, Call Related Databases and Shared
Transport are purchased without the concurrent purchase of Unbundled Local
Switching.

Verizon shall provide access to Declassified Signaling, Call Related Databases
and Shared Transport under the terms and conditions set forth in the Agreement
for: Dedicated Shared Transport; Dedicated Call Related Databases; and
Dedicated Signaling. And. at the additional terms set forth below, as applicable.
Verizon also shall provide Declassified Signaling, Call Related Databases and
Shared Transport, at just and reasonable rates.

Additional Technical Requirements for Call Related Databases

In addition to the terms and conditions set forth in the Agreement, Verizon shall provide
access to Declassified Call Related Databases in accordance with the following additional
requirements:

6.3.1

6.3.3

Verizon shall provide physical interconnection to SCPs through the SS7 network
and protocols as specified in Section 3.4 (Signaling and Signaling System 7) of
this Agreement, with TCAP as the application layer protocol.

Verizon shall provide physical interconnection to databases via existing interfaces
and industry standards and protocols.

The reliability of interconnection options shall be consistent with requirements for

diversity and survivability as specified in the industry standard technical reference
(which applies to both SS7 and non-SS7 interfaces).



6.3.4 For Declassified CNAM Databases access, the signaling interface between the
AT&T or other local switch and the toll free number database shall use the TCAP
protocol as specified in Section 3.4 (Signaling and Signaling System 7) of this
Agreement).

7.0 Additional Requirements

Verizon agrees to offer the Declassified Network Elements set forth in this Exhibit A

consistent with the applicable cooperative testing requirements as may be set forth in the
Agreement, and shall also comply with the commingling requirements in Section 3.6 of
the TRO Attachment, and the routine network modification requirements in Section 3.7.



Exhibit B

Percentage of hot cuts completed on-time. currently 3.2.3 in Schedule 26.0 of he
Agreement, should be expanded and disaggregated to include performance for
large submissions of Basic (or Individual) Hot Cuts. Bulk or Project Hot Cuts,
and Batch Hot cuts. The performance standard should be comparable to that
experienced by consumers under UNE-P, 99% on time. The intervals should be
commensurate with UNE-P and Verizon’s winback efforts; while the interval may
reasonably be “stratified” or disaggregated to account for differences between
large fully-staffed central office and remote, unstaffed manual offices. the batch
interval should not exceed the current interval for Basic Hot Cuts.

Non-discriminatory average interval offered. Average interval offered and

completed for all disaggregation of hot cuts should be at parity with Vz Retail
offered and completed interval for addition of new lines with no dispatch.

Percentage of hot cuts completed without a service disruption. Hot cut processes

should be structured so that all customer outages during a hot cut are captured in
the I code metric. I code reporting should be disaggregated for hot cuts. A very
high Percentage of hot cuts must be completed without a service disruption, given
the direct customer impact of a service disruption, consumer expectations from
UNE-P, and Verizon’s description of the ease of training craft. The performance
standard for disaggregated hot cuts (including Individual, Bulk and Batch Hot
Cut) should be <1%. This should span Basic, Bulk Projects, and Batch cuts.

Average duration of service interruption. The duration of a customer’s outage

should be very short given the controlled central office environment. The



performance standard should be 95% I codes TTR< 15 minutes to provide a high

availability rate.

Percentage completed without timely notification. Under the Basic and Large Job

hot cut processes, AT&T is responsible for activation of the ported number at
NPAC following cutover of the loop. AT&T will not use the Batch process if it
includes Verizon responsibility for this step. As a result, any process that AT&T
uses will require Verizon to promptly notify AT&T following the loop cutover
that the cutover is complete so that AT&T can activate the number at NPAC.
Given the customer impact of AT&T not being able to complete the number
portability transaction until 1t is notified by Verizon that the hot cut is complete,
the performance standard for the notification should be commensurately high:
99.5% of the notifications issued timely (within 15 minutes) after the completion
(regardless of whether the hot cut was completed timely or not).

Separating linked Hot Cut Metrics. Remedies associated with Hot Cut metrics

(Basic, Bulk/Projects, and Batch Cuts) should be calculated separately from the

automatic bill credit remedies associated with other metrics.

Minimum $50 Milhon Remedy. Verizon should potentially be subject to at least

$50 mullion in remedies under the Amended Agreement solely as the result of
poor hot cut (Basic, Bulk/Projects, and Batch cuts) performance. These funds
should not be capped on a per month basis, meaning that Verizon could be liable
for the full dollar amount in any given month of the year if its performance

warranted it, but, in any event, would not be liable to AT&T for more than the full



dollar amount in any one year period. Verizon should be subject to additional

penalties for missing performance standards in consecutive months.



