Exhibit 2

AT&T'SRESPONSE TO VERIZON'SPETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT
ARBITRATION ISSUESMATRIX

DRAFT TRO | SSUE TRO/RULES LANGUAGE

AMENDMENT

SECTION

Amendment Section 6 | Contrary to theamendment | TRO { 700-701. 6. Stay or Reversd of the TRO. Notwithdanding any
language proposed by contrary provison in the Agreement, this Amendment, or any

Verizon, the TRO does not
require that the change in
law provisons of the
parties’ interconnection
agreements be modified.
Instead, the terms of and
processes established by
the changein law
provisons of the current
interconnection agreements
must be maintained and not
overridden (inwhole or in
part) by the terms of this
Amendment. AT&T's
language supports this
postion.

Verizon taiff or SGAT, nothing contained in the Agreement,
this Amendment, or any Verizon taiff or SGAT shdl limit
dither Party’ sverizen's right to appeal, seek reconsideration | of
or otherwise seek to have stayed, modified, reversed or
invadidated any order, rule, regulaion, decison, ordi nance or
datute issued by the [Commisson
PXFEEx] the FCC, any court or any other governmenta
authority related to, concerning or that may affect dt
Party’ sverizon's rights _or _obligations under the Agreem
this Amendment, any Verizon taiff or SGAT or Appllceble

Law. The Paties acknowledge that
TRO—are—presenthy—on—appeal—to-the United States Court | of
Appeds for the Didrict of Columbia Circuit (the “D.C.

Circuit”)_issued a decison vacaing and remanding _certhin
portions and affirming other portions of the TRO, but sayed
its vacatur and remand. —aqel—tha—aAA#n{—ef—MaqeiamHs—FelatHg

sShouId the D C. CII‘CUIt S deC|S|on become effectlve —or qhe

United States Supreme Court issue a stay of any or dl of the
TRO's provisons, or reverse any or al of the TRQ's
provisons, any terms and conditions of this Amendment that
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DRAFT TRO | SSUE TRO/RULES LANGUAGE
AMENDMENT
SECTION
relate to the stayed or reversed provisons shal be subject|to
awy change in law provisons of the Agreement, |as
appropriate.sispended - ffe
Amendment Section 7 | Contrary to Verizon's TRO 11 700-701. 7. Washington TRO Imparment Proceedings.  Nothing
proposed language, the contained in _this Amendment is intended to wave éther
parties should rely upon the Paty’s right to incorporate the Commisson's deciSons

changein law provisons of
their interconnection
agreements to address
results of the sate
impairment proceedings a
the time they occur.

AT& T’ slanguage supports
this pogition.

resulting from imparment procesdings hed in Washingt|
Any such decisons shdl be consdered a change in law &

aubject to any changein law provisons of the Agreement.

22

Verizon' s definition of

Dark Fiber Transport is
overly broad, and ignores
footnote 1126 of the TRO.
AT& T slanguage more
accurately reflectsthe TRO
and Rules.

TRO footnote 1126.

2.2 Dark Fiber Transport.

An unectivated opticd transmisson facility within a LATA,

without atached multiplexing,  aggregation
electronics, between Verizon switches (as—identified—n—]
LERG) or wire centers (induding Verizon feclities |ocated

or other

o
a

AT&T's premises), that is provided on an unbundled ba
pursuant to 47 U.S.C. § 251(c)(3),—and 47 C.F.R. Part 51}

S
| Or

other Applicable Law. Dak—fiberfaciities—bebwesn—()|

-a
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SECTION

2.3 Verizon's definition of TRO footnote 1126. 2.3 Dedicated Transport.
Dedicated Transport is A DSl-er-DS3-tranamisson fadlity between Verizon switches
overly broad and ignores {es-identified-in-the- LERG)—or wire centers, (including Verizon
footnote 1126 of the TRO. fecilities located at AT&T's premises), within a LATA, that|is
AT& T slanguage more dedicated to a paticular end user or carier and that is
accurately reflectsthe TRO provided on an unbundled bass pursuant to 47 U.S.C. §
and Rules. 251(c)(3)1-aqd 47 C F R. Part 51 or other Appllceble LaN

210 To properly define FTTH TRO footnote 811 2.10 FTTH Loop.

Loops, it is hecessary 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-
to-the-building (FTTB)?

A mass market Loop conssting entirdly of fiber optic calple,

whether dark or lit, between the main digtribution frame (or
equivdent) in ap—end—users—sendng wire center and

demarcation point at the end user's customer premises. FT]
Loops do not include such intermediate fiber-in-the-Ig

its
the
[H
0P

architectures as fiber-to-the-curb (“FTTC"), fiber-to-the-ngde

(“FTTN"), and fiber-to-the-building (“FTTB").
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Verizon falsto include
such darification. AT&T's
language addresses these
omissons.
211 Verizon defines “House FCCRule 2.11  Indde Wire Sub-LloopHeuse-and-Riser-Cable.
and Riser Cable” whichis 51.319(b)(2). As st forth in FCC Rule 51.319(b), a Verizon-owned |or
not aterm that the TRO controlled didribution feclity in Verizon's network—other
recognizes. AT&T's thap——a—FH—Loop; between the minimum point of entry
language properly reflects (“MPOE”) a a multiunit premises where an end user customer
the TRO term “Insde Wire islocated and the Demarcation Point for such facility,.
Subloop” and accurately -that-is-owned-orand-controlled by Verizon.
definesit asafadility that
is“owned or controlled” by
Verizon. Inaddition,
Verizon's amendment
ignores the requirement
under Rule 51.319(b)(2)
that States that aloop shall
be any capacity or loop
type. AT& T slanguage
addresses thisomisson.
212 Verizon's proposed TRO footnote 832. 2.12  Hybrid Loop.
amendment fals to include Any local Loop composed of both fiber optic cable and copper
auffident language wire or cable: induding such intermediaie fiber-in-the-lgop
concerning what types of architecturesas FTTC, FTTN, and FTTB.
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SECTION
fedilities are included
within the definition of
“Hybrid Loops’. Such
loops include such
intermediate fiber in the
loop architecturesas FTTC,
FTTNand FTTB. AT&T's
language addresses these
omissons.
2.16 (re-numbered to Contrary to Verizon's TRO 1419-532 & 2.18 Decdlassfied Network ElementsNeneonrterming
2.18in Verizon proposed | proposed amendment, the 700-701; Rule Facility.
amendment that hasbeen | definition of 51.519(d). Any fadlity tha Veizon was obligaied to provide previding
modified by AT&T) “Nonconforming Fecility” to AT& T***CLEC Aeronym—TXF** on an unbundied bass
(VZ term)/” Declassified pursuant to the Agreement or a Verizon tariff or SGAT-prer
Network Element” (AT&T to-October—2-2003, but which, except as otherwise provided|in
term) should NOT Section 3.8.3 below, Verizon is no longer obligated to provide
automaticaly include on an unbundled bass under 47 U.S.C. 8§ 251(c)(3) and 47

fecilitiesthet are
subsequently found to be
nonimpaired by the state
commission or FCC.
Instead the parties should
rely on the changein law
provisons of their
interconnection agreements
and direction from the Sate

C.FR. Pat 51, by —opesaion—of —ether—the TRO —or

Declassfied ~ Netw

Drk

ElementsNeneonforming—Fagiittes—may  indude apy—of—
folowing: (a) Dedicated Transport not provided for in Secti

the
DN

3.5; (b)—three—or more DS3 Loops above two a a dn

ple

customer location; (c) 13—oer—mere DS3 trangport faculﬂu%

above tweve on a dngle Route
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SECTION
commission or FCC if and shed
when any additiond lested
findings of nonimparment it
aremade. Any additiond rt-Hor
amendments to the i . S » s
interconnection agreements petateeCopamniesion—ct e o fao =00 on o ofcr
between the parties should October 22003 finds—telecommunications—carriers—to-the
be considered at that time. nonimpaired—without—access-to-such-facilities,  (de) Enterprise
It istoo soon to addressin Switching —{e—Mass—Market—Switehing—H—any—market -
this TRO Amendment what ' >k e LES —oaqes
might occur in date * i municati | be
Impairment proceedings. Haps] et —zen ==
AT& T’ slanguage supports Switching—subject—to-the FCC s four-line—carveout—rule1as
this position. sed i mplementat ' mpetition
o
Line-Carve-Out-Rule);  (ef) OCn Loops and OCn Dedicated
Trensport; Qg) the Feeder portlon of a Loop —(h)—l:ne
N . | ity
[ed

Database, other than the 911 and E911 databases, that iS not

provisoned in connection with AT&Tx**
PXFEr's yse of Veizon Mass Maket Switching; )
Sgnding that is not provisoned in connection with

AT& T2 *CLEC-Acronym—X**'s use of Verizon's M
Market SNltchlng, and (i) Ppacket Semtchqu—@—lzp

SLLH
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2.21 (re-numbered to Asde from omitting certain TRO 111 343-347, 2.23  Sub-Leeploop for Multiunit Premises Access.
2.23inVerizon proposed | important factorsin its Rule 51.319(b). Any portion of a Loop—ether—than—a—FH—Loop; tha|is
amendment that hasbeen | definition of “ Subloop for technicdly feasble to access a a termind in Verizon's outsde
modified by AT&T) Multiunit Premises plant & or near a multiunit premises. For access to coper
Access’, Verizon's Subloops, it is—ret technicdly feasble to access any portion
proposed amendment of a Loop a any temind in Verizon's outsde plant, or inside
converts language from the wire owned or controlled by Verizon, as long
Rule from the affirmative muticnit—premises—f a technician need not
to the negative rather than faeity—by removeing a splice case to access the wire or_copper
tracking the Rule as of the Sub-Lloopresch—thewiring—within—the—cable.; provided,
written. Verizon dso however, near Remote Terminad dtes, Verizon shal, upon
ignores certain ste-gpecific request by AT&T, provide access to a Subl-Lgop
requirements. AT&T's a asplice.
language addresses
Verizon's misplaced
language and omissons.
2.22 (re-numbered to Asde from omitting certain TRO 1Y 343-347; 2.24  Sdb-Loopl oop Didribution=acHiby-
2.24inVerizon proposed | important factorsin its Rule 51.319(b). The—eopper portion of a Loop in Verizon's network thet| is

amendment that has been

definition of “Sub-L oop

between the—miriragm point of demarcati onentry—(—MPOE™) | at
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modified by AT&T) Didribution Facility” an end usxr customer premises and  Verizon's
(Verizon term) “Loop feeder/didtribution interface.__ It is technicaly feasble to access
Didribution” (AT&T any portion of a Loop a any termind in Verizon's outdde
term), Verizon dso plant, or indde wire owned or controlled by Verizon, as lgng
ignores certain as a technician need not remove a splice case to access the
requirements. AT&T's wire or copper of the Sub-Lloop; provided, however, near
language addresses these Remote Termind dtes, Verizon shdl, upon gte-specific
omissons. request by AT& T, provide access to a Sub-Lloop at agplice.

3.1.1.3 Contrary to Verizon's TRO 111 700-701. el
proposed amendment, any el
deliging and trangtion Hes
period for unbundled HS
Network Elements such as 3y
DS1 Loops and DS3 Loops e
that may result from state NS
impairment proceedings e
should be addressed by the ho-
partiesat that timeand in =
accordance with the change -1

in law provisons of the
parties’ interconnection
agreements. Itistoo soon
to anticipate these results,
and thereis no basisfor
incorporaing termsin this
TRO Amendment that
modify the changein law

£y

*
*
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SECTION
terms of those mmediatdy—on—the —dffective —date —of —the —honimpairrent
interconnection finding-and thereafter.
agreements. AT&T's
language supports this
position.
3.1.2.6 Verizon's proposed Notice to affected 3.1.2.6 Verizon shdl not retire any copper Loop or copper
amendment failsto include CLECsisneeded to Subloop and replace it with FTTH Loops unless it proviges
language concerning lessen any disruption AT&T with notice of such retirement and tha retirement has
notification to A& T of of serviceto been approved consgent with the network disclosire
Verizon's proposed customersthat results | reguirements set forth in Section 3.1.2.7 below.
retirement of copper Loops | from Verizon's
and copper Subloops. copper loop
AT& T slanguage retirements. Any
addresses this omission. exiding or to-be-
implemented state
guiddines must
address thisimportant
meatter and befully
adhered to.
3.1.2.7 Verizon's proposed TRO 11 273-284; 3.1.2.7 For retirement of copper Loops or cooper Sublodps
amendment failsto include Rules 51.319 (a)(3) that_are replaced with FTTH Loops, Verizon shal file notice
language concerning the (iii)(B) & 51.325 of such retirements with the FCC and AT&T a least 180

Page 9 of 74




AT&T'SRESPONSE TO VERIZON’'SPETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT
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fact that Verizon's 51.335. cadendar 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 dso meets any and dl the requirements of the
meet any and dl guiddines Commisson regarding the retirement of copper Log
established by the state Verizon may proceed with the retirement conggent with
commissons. 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
omisson. time that there is a pending Commisson proceeding thet| is
examining _retirement  rules. The reguirements for the
retirement _of copper Loops; dso apply to the retirement | of
copper Subloops.
3.1.2.9 Verizon's proposed TRO 111 273-284, 3.1.29 Any approved network changes to the transmisson
amendment fals to include Rule characteridics of any Loop interface, including the retiremgnt
language which ensures 51.319(a)(3)(iii)(B). of copper Loop or copper Subloop; that have met the
that Verizon's approved applicable _requirements  of this Section 3.1.2-—shdl [be
copper Loop and copper implemented according  to  mutudly  agreegble  chapge
Subloop retirements do not management procedures. |

result in interruption to
services provided by
AT&T toits customers.
AT& T slanguage
addresses this omission by
requiring that Verizon
implement such retirements
in accordance with
mutudly agreegble change
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SECTION
management procedures.

3143 Verizon's proposed Asasarvice provider M erzon Sorpe : : wiaag
language improperly States to CLECslike AT&T | unbundled—Loops—pursdant—to—this—Section—3.1—shal—net-{be
that performancein who rely on such ' vigoning—Hten a
connection with Verizon's service to meet the = = ead
provison of unbundled needs of their
Loops must NOT continue | customers, Verizon
to be subject to standard must continue to
provisoning intervas and adhere to established
to performance measures provisoning intervals

and remedies st forth in
the parties’ interconnection
agreements. Thereis
nothing in the TRO and/or
Rules that requires such a
change to the parties
interconnection agreements
and to gpplicable law.
AT&T has properly deleted
Verizon'slanguage from
the amendment.

and to performance
standards and
associated remedies
in accordance with
theterms of the
parties
interconnection
agreements and
gpplicable law.
Without such metrics
and remedies,
Verizon hasno
incentive to perform.
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DRAFT TRO | SSUE TRO/RULES LANGUAGE

AMENDMENT

SECTION

3.15 The TRO Amendment TRO 11 311-314. 3.1.5 Dark Fiber Loops.
should require Verizon to Dark Fiber Loops. Veizon shdl continue to provide AT&T
provide Dark Fiber Loops with nondiscriminatory access to dark fiber loop on |an
on an unbundled basis unbundled basis.

unless and until the state
commisson determines
that CLECs are not
impaired without access to
such Loops at a customer
location and that
commisson ordersafind
trandtion plan. Verizon's
proposed amendment fails
to include such language.
AT&T slanguage
addresses this omisson.
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SECTION

3211 Verizon inexplicably seeks TRO{11255-70; Rule | 3211 New Line Shaing. Veizon dhdl be—under—ne
to move to a separate 51.319(a)(1)()(A)- obligation—te—provison new Line Shaing arangements| in
agreement the terms and (B). accordance wﬁh—uneleLLhe—AgFeemeqt—er—thls—Ancmdment-;
conditions under which it , 3 s
will provide line sharing, as U SC § 251(0)(3)1—aqd 47 C. F R Part 51 or other Appllcable
required by FCC Rule Law;. Veizon shdl provide new Line Sharing arangements
51.319(a)(1)(I) and other on a trangtional basis pursuant to rates, terms, and conditions
goplicablelaw. Thereisno preecrlbed by the FCC in 51 319(a)(1)(|)9fieped-byA#a|zen+n
need to address line sharing )
In aseparate agreement.
The generd terms and
conditions st forth in the
Agreement should govern
line sharing and any
changesto Verizon's
obligations should be
addressed through the
amendment process.

3.2(A) Verizon failed to include TRO 111251-52; Rule | 3.2(A) Line Splitting

language in its proposed
amendment addressing its
continuing obligations to
provide line splitting to
AT&T. The TRO contains

51.319(a)(1)(ii).

Veizon shdl provison Line Splitting arangements under

the

Agreement pursuant to Applicable Law. Veizon shdl end

ple

AT&T to engage in line Slitting usng a plitter collocated

the Central Office.
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certain daificaionsand
additionsto Verizon'sline Veizon's obligation to provide AT&T with the aility | to
splitting obligations that engage in_line gplitting  applies regardless of  whether  the
the Agreement should be carier_providing voice service provides its own switching | or
amended to include, such obtans loca circuit switching as an  unbundled netwrk
asissues concerning element pursuant to Applicable Law.
network modifications and
Splitters. Verizon dhal meke al necessay network modificatigns
including _providing nondiscriminatory access  to _operaipns
support  systems  necessary  for  pre-ordering,  ordering,
provisoning, maintenance and repar, and hilling for lopps
used in line splitting arrangements.
AT&T may, a its option, utilize the LSR process to order line
olitting.
3.2(B) Verizon faled to include TRO 11268, 642-44; | 3.2 (B) Line Conditioning

language in its proposed
amendment addressing its
continuing line

conditioning obligations to
AT&T. The TRO contains
certain darifications and
additionsto Verizon'sline
conditioning obligations
that the Agreement should
be amended to include.

Rule 51.319(8)(L)(iii).

Veizon shdl condition a copper loop, a no cods, where

AT&T seeks access to a copper loop, the high frequercy

portion of a copper loop, or a copper Subloop to ensure th

at

the copper loop or copper Subloop is suitable for provid

ng

digita subscriber line sarvices, including those provided of

Ve

the high frequency portion of the copper loop or cop

per

Subloop, whether or not Verizon offers advanced services

to

the end-user customer on that copper 1oop or copper Subloop.

Inofar as it is technicdly feasble, Veizon shdl tet and
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| SSUE

TRO/RULES

LANGUAGE

report troubles for al the features, functions, and capabilifies

of conditioned copper lines, and may not restrict its testing

to

voice transmisson only.

Where AT& T seeks access to the high frequency portion off a

copper loop or copper Subloop and Verizon clams t

Nhat

conditioning that loop or Subloop will dgnificantly degrd

de,

as defined in section 51.233 of the FCC's rules, the voiceba

hd

savices that Verizon is currently providing over that loop

or

Subloop, Verizon mug ather:

(a) Locate another copper loop or copper Subloop that

L=S)

been or can be conditioned, migrate Verizon's voicebs

ind

sarvice to that loop or Subloop, and provide AT&T with

access to the high frequency portion of that dternative loop

or

Subloop; or

(b) Make a showing to the Commisson that the origi

na

copper loop or copper Subloop cannot be conditioned withqut

sgnificantly degrading voiceband sarvices on that loop

or

Subloop, as defined in Section 51.233 of the FCC's rules, &

hd

that there is no adjacent or aternative copper 1oop or copg

jer

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

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

shaing.

If, dter evduaing Veizon's dhowing under  sect

on

51.319(a)(N(ii)(D)(2) of the FCC's rules, the Commisy

on
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concludes that a copper loop or copper Subloop cannot |be
conditioned without Sonificantly degrading the voiceband
savice, Veizon cannot then or subsequently condition that
loop or Subloop to provide advanced services to its ofvn
cusomers without fird making avaldble to AT&T the hgh
frequency portion of the newly conditioned loop or Subloop.
3.2(C) Verizon faled to include TRO 11252, 268; 3.2(C) Maintenance, Repair, and Tedting.
language in its proposed Rule 51.319(a)(2)(iv).
amendment addressing its Verizon shdl provide, on a nondiscriminatory basis, physica
continuing maintenance, loop test access points to AT&T a the splitter, through a
repair and testing cross-connection to AT&T's collocation space, or through a
obligationsto AT&T that dandardized interface, such as an intermediate distributjon
the Agreement should be frame or a test access sarver, for the purpose of testing,
amended to include. maintaining, and repairing copper 1oops and copper Subloops.
3.3 Verizon's proposed TRO 11343-58; Rule | 3.3 Sub-lLoop. As of the Amendment Effective Date, |dl
language related to 51.319(b). provisons in the Agreement governing Insde Wire, House
Subloopsis too narrow and and Riser, or House and Riser Cable are hereby deleted apd
falsto gppropriatey replaced by this Section 3.3 which shal supersede other
address the full scope of provisons in the Agreement or in any Verizon tariff or SGAT

Subloop issuesin the TRO.
Verizon seeksto useits
proposed amendment to
supercede Subloop
language in the Agreement,
its Tariffsand its SGAT.
Such an gpproach isonly

in effect prior to the Amendment Effective Date.
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SECTION
appropriate if the
Amendment addresses the
full panoply of Subloop
issues. Therefore, AT&T
has provided its own
language for Subloops that
ismore complete and isin
accord with the TRO.

331 Verizon confuses terms TRO1343-58; Rule | 3.3.1 Défintion - A Subloop (including Ingde  Wire
related to Subloops. The 51.319(b). Subloops, defined below) is a portion of a copper loop, jor
TRO uses and/or defines hybrid loop, between any technicdly feasble point |on
the terms “ Subloop,” Veizon's outsde plant, including indde wire owned |or
“Loop controlled by Verizon, and the end-user cusomer premises. (A
Concentration/Multiplexing Subloop includes dl intermediate devices (e.g. repeaters and

Functiondity,” “Loop
Digribution,” and “Ingde
Wire Subloop.” The
Agreement and
Amendment should use
these terms consgtently.
Verizon'sterms, including
“Ingde Wire,” “House and
Riser” and “House and
Riser Cable” should be
deleted.

load coils), and incdudes the fedtures,

functions, and

capabilities of the loop.

A Subloop includes two-wire and

four-wire andog voice grade Subloops and two-wire and fobr-

wire Subloops conditioned for digitd subscriber line sarvilce,

regardless of whether the Subloops are in service or hdd

as

goaes.  Subloops shdl include the NID functiondity, and

Verizon shdl not

impose any Separae charge  for 3

functiondity when provided as pat of the Subloop network

dement.
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Gpip gy

B F

¥ EciELEL

Page 18 of 74




AT&T'SRESPONSE TO VERIZON'SPETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT
ARBITRATION ISSUESMATRIX

DRAFT TRO
AMENDMENT
SECTION

| SSUE

TRO/RULES

LANGUAGE

W e e

8 rse0

AL
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g
* k%

. . |
or—{e)—reserve—space——any building for AT&T***ClLE
AGFQFI”FF\ Ix I***.
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3.3.2 Verizon's proposed TRO 91 343-347, 332 An accessble termina is any point on a transmis§on
amendment does not Rule 51.319(b). path, dedicated to a customer (or customers) of AT&T where
adequately address technicians can access the copper facility without removing a
“accessble terminds.” slice cae to reach the facility. Access terminds may [be
AT&T slanguage located at technicaly fessble points incuding but not limifed
addresses thisissue. to those:
a a the pole or pedestd, Feeder Didribution Interface|or
Serving Area Interface (FDI/SAI), NID, MPOE, any rempte
teemind, the point in the Verizon outsde plant where the
feeder facility cross-connects to the digribution facility. The
FDI/SAl _might be located in the utility room, in_a rempte
termind, or in a controlled environment vault (CEV).
b. a adidribution framein Verizon's centrd office.
C. a any point that the Commisson has determined, in any
proceeding, istechnicdly feasble.
334 Verizon's proposed TRO 111 343-347, 3.34 Subloop Element - Functiondity and Gengrd
amendment failsto include Rule 51.319(b). Requirements
aufficent language 3341 Subloop Element includes but is not limited| to
concerning Subloops. For the fallowing functiondity:

example, Verizon does not
fully address connecting to

(a) Loop Concentration/M ultiplexing Functiondity

(b) Loop Didtribution
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Subloops and provisioning () Inside Wire Subloop
of Subloops. AT&T's
language addresses these 3.3.4 Subloop Element - Generad Requirements
omissons. 3.34.1 At its option, AT&T may purchase from Verizon |on

an unbundled bass the entire Loop, which includes the N

1D

functlondity, or any Subloop dement (i.e, Ld

jOp

Concentration/Multiplexing  Functiondity, Loop Digtributi

DN,

and Insde Wire Subloops), or any combination of Sublc

)P

dements ordinarily combined in the Veizon network. A

ny

combined Subloop dements shall not be separated unless

0

directed by AT&T. The BFR Process shdl not apply to

the

purchase of Subloop dements. Except as sated in 3.3.10

8,

Subloop dements shdl be avalable to AT&T through

the

standard ordering process.

3.3.4.2 Veizon shdl provide dl Subloop dements or Subld

jop

dement combinations to AT&T in good working order siich

that they are capable of supporting transmission of at bast

llh_e

sane qudity as when the same or dmilar configuration

IS

employed by Verizon within its own network. To the extenl a

Subloop dement does not perform to this standard, Veria

'on

will paform dl necessary work, a its own cost, to bring

the

Subloop dement into conformance. During the period when

a

Subloop dement fails to meet this sandard, AT& T will not

be

held responsible for any paymentsto Verizonfor its use.

3.34.3AT&T may connect to any Subloop dement a any

technically _fessible point _and _in _any _technicaly _feasible
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manner, and Verizon will not in any manner restrict or dg

ay

access to such technicdly feasble points. If AT&T and

Veizon ae unable to reach agreement as to techni

cal

feashility within 30 days of AT&T'S request, Verizon nj

ust

file a petition with the Commisson that demonstrates that it

is

not technicdly feasble to unbundle the Subloop a the pd

int

reqguested. AT&T may access the Insde Wire Subloop &t 4

ny

technicaly feasble point including, but not limited to the N

D,

the MPOE, the Single Point of Interconnection (SPOI),

the

pedesta or the pole. AT&T, shdl have the option to perfa

m

al work, incuding but not limited to lifting and re-termina

ng

of Cross-connection Or Cross-connecting new terminations

a

accessble terminals used for Subloop access. No supervid

on

or oversght of any kind by Verizon pesonnd shdl

be

required but Veizon may monitor the work, a its o

VN

expense, provided Veizon does not dday or othew

ise

interfere with the work being performed by AT&T or its d

Ly

authorized agent(s).

3.34.4When AT&T reguests connection a the Veii

on

FDI/SAl, AT&T will identify the Sze and type of cable that

it

seeks to terminate in the Verizon FDI/SAI location. AT&T,

its option, will terminate the fadlity or reguest that Veria

'on

terminate the fadlity on the exiding accessble termi

na

capacity identified by Verizon |If termination capecity is

ot

avaldble a the time requested by AT&T, AT&T may can

Cel

its order without incurring any charge or AT&T may exis

bnd

the due date of the order to permit Verizon to expand

the
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teremind capacity at the identified FDI/SAlI . Upon AT&

T's

request to expand the termind capacity, Veizon nj

complete al such expanson work within 30 business days.

3.3.45AT&T may, a its discretion, opt to construct

an

adjacent dructure to connect to the Subloop dement and

Veizon will fadlitate interconnecting the exiging Verii

r'on

dructure and the sructure deployed by AT&T, induding,

put

not limited to, peamitting AT&T to make the necess

hry

physca connections to the Verizon teminds.  Veizon

pill

not oppose or otherwise impede reasonable requests involvi

ng

placement of AT&T fadlities or eqguipment within the rig

i -

of-way Veizon occupies. Unless AT&T or its d

Ly

authorized agent dects to make the connections, Verizon m

st

implement al necessary  interconnections  between

its

teeminds and any  adiacent AT&T  dSructures  within

timeframes condstent  with  those  required  for

an

interconnection reguest from the AT&T under this Amended

Agreament.

335

Verizon's proposed
amendment failsto include
sufficient language
concerning the
provisioning and the need
for Loop
Concentration/Multiplexing

3.3.5 Loop Concentration/Multiplexing Functiondity
3.3.5.1 Loop Concentration/Multiplexing Functiondity will

be

provided by Verizon's deploying equipment at each end of the

Subloop conductor that operates in a manner to accompl

sh

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

pit

rate or bandwidth Sgnas (multiplexing):
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Functiondity. AT&T's
language addresses these
omissions, which are
necessay in light of the
TRO's Subloop
requirements.

(i) disaggregates higher hit rate or bandwidth signas to lower

bit rate or bandwidth signas (demultiplexing);
(i) aggregates a specified number of sgnds or channds

to

fawer channedls (concentrating):

(iv) pefoms dgnd converson, including encoding of dagrds

(eq., andog to digitd and digitd to andog sgnd converso

N);

and

(v) In_some ingances performs dectricdl to opticd (EJO)

conversons.

3.3.5.2 This functiondity incdudes the connecting fadlities

from the physcd location of the equipment providing the lopp

concentration/multiplexing ~ functiondity and the  physica

location of the accessble terminds on the didribution sSde

of

the functiondity outsde the centrd office as wdl as

the

connecting facility from the physcd locaion of the eguipm

ent

providing the functiondity in the Centra Office and access

ble

termina used by AT& T in the Centra Office.

3.35.3 Equipment that provides Ldop

Concentration/Multiplexing Functiondity indudes  Di

tal

Loop Carier (DLC), regardless of type, channd banks,

multiplexers or other eguipment that encodes or decoges,

multiplexes or demultiplexes, or concentrates communicat

on

fadlities

3.3.6

Verizon's proposed

3.3.6 Technica Reguirements
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amendment failsto include
aufficent language 336.1 Loop Concentratio/Multiplexing  Functiondity, | if
concerning the technical deployed, is used to concentrate and or multiplex the
requirements for Loop digribution media to the feeder media The media can |be
Concentration/Multiplexing copper, coax or fiber. To the extent unbundling involyes
Functiondity. AT&T's “concentration,” Verizon and AT&T will work cooperdaivgly
language addresses these to edablish concentration ratios for the gpecific gpplication

omissons, which are
necessary in light of the
TRO's Subloop
requirements.

within the technicd limits tha may exis with depl

fed

equipment and fadilities.

3.3.6.2 When Verizon provides Ld

op

Concentration/Multiplexing  Functiondlity or Loop repeatd

'S,

Veizon shdl provide power for Subloop equipment through

a

non-interruptible source with battery backup unless othenw

ise

mutudly agreed upon by the Parties.

3.3.6.3 Loop Concentration/Multiplexing Functiondity 9

al|

be provided to AT&T in accordance with industry stand

brd

technica references.

3.3.6.4 Loop Concentration/Multiplexing Functiondity <h

Al

where technicdly feasble, continuoudy monitor proted

fed

circuit packs and redundant common equipment.

3.3.6.5 The redundant common equipment shdl 4§

0

automaticdly switch to a protection circuit pack on detect

on

of a falure or degradation of norma opeation wh

c'e

technically feasible.
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3.3.6.6 Veizon shdl provide AT&T red time peformafnce

and dam data associated with AT&T's traffic, if and wi

technicdly fessble, and to partition such daa for AT

en
4l

ecidly wherefeasible.

3.3.6.7 At AT&T's option, Verizon shdl provide AT&T wj

th

red time ability to initiale non sarvice afecting tests on

the

underlying device that provides Loop Concentrati

bn/

Multiplexing Functiondity.

3.3.7

Verizon's proposed
amendment failsto include
sufficient language
concerning the interface
requirements for Loop
Concentration/Multiplexing
Functiondity. AT&T's
language addresses these
omissons, which are
necessary in light of the
TRO's Subloop
requirements.

3.3.7 Inteface Requirements

33.7.1

Loop Concentration/Multiplexing Functiondity dpdl

meet the following interface reguirements, as appropriate

for

the configuration smilaly deployed in Verizon's network

if

provided in response to a specific AT& T request.

3.3.7.2 Loop Concentration/Multiplexing Functiondity 4

al|

provide either digital 4 or 6wire dectrical interfaces or opti

bl

SONET interfaces at rates of OC-3, OC-12, OC-48, and OC

N,

if the equipment deployed is capable of providing Slich

interfaces at the sarving wire centey.

3.3.7.3 If technicdly feasble and deployed in the Veri:

'on

network at the requested location, Ld

0P

Concentration/Multiplexing Functiondity shdl provide a D

S1

interface that complies with the Tdcordia (formerly Belcg

re)
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TR-303 inteface gpecifications to AT&T a the serving W

ire

center.

3.3.74 If technicdly feasble, L¢

jop

Concentration/Multiplexing Functiondity shdl prov

de

Tdcordia (formely Bdlcore) TR-08 modes 1&2 D

S1

interfaces when requested by AT&T.

3.3.7.5 All eguipment furnished to AT&T by Veizon H

el

ddiver intefaces in accordance with design specifications

deployed in the Verizon network.

3.3.7.6 Veizon shal support functions associated w

ith

provisoning, mantenance and tesing of the unbund

ed

Subloop dements, in a nondiscriminatory manner  and

demonstrate compliance by  monitoring  and  report

ng

disagoregated performance results. Verizon will aso provi

de

nondiscriminatory access to  provisoning, mantenance and

tesging functions for Nework Elements to which Ld

&Y

Distribution is connected.

338

Verizon's proposed
amendment does not
adequately address Loop
Digtribution Subloop
component issues.

AT& T slanguage
addresses these omissions.

TRO 1] 253-54; 296;
343-58.

3.3.8 Loop Distribution

3.3.8.1 The Loop Didribution Subloop component provi

les

connectivity from the FDI/SAl via didribution media (facility)

to the point of demarcation on the customer premises and sh

2l

include dl fadlity terminaing and cross-connecting devi

CES

that may be present a the point of demarcation provided
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Verizon owns or controls the device(s) and regardless of the

specific nomenclature employed when referring to the device.

3.3.8.2 The Loop Didribution Subloop may be provided ushg

copper twisted pair, coax cable, or fiber optic cable. Where

more than one media is available between two points, the

media used  shdl be the choice of AT&

T.

If a combination that includes two or more of these media

exigs, Veizon shdl not predude AT&T from usng thpse

fadlities.  Verizon will provide access to Loop Didribut

on

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 dements

are attached to the copper disgtribution Subloop that may linit

the transmisson capabilities of the Subloop. If requested

by

AT&T, Veizon will remove such items and AT&T will

reimburse Verizon for such work based on time and matef

E]

rates st forth in this Amended Agreament.

3.3.8.3 In the case of Verizon fadlities sarving a Sngle u

nit

inddlaion (eg. a sngle resdence or sngle busness locatid

n),

didribution facility consds of dl such fadlities provid

ng

connectivity between the end use’s point of demarcdt

DN,

including the point of demarcation, and the end user dde

of

the FDI/SAI and can be accessed at any technically feas

ble

point.
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3.3.84 In the case of Verizon fadlities sarving Multi Tengnt
Environments (MTES), didribution media shdl be furnished|to
AT&T depending on the location a which AT&T intends| to
interconnect its facilities, as requested by AT&T and described
in 3.3.9 below.
3.3.85 Verizon will _provide Loop Didribution a the
appropriate rate levels set forth in this Amended Agreement.
3.3.86 The Loop Didribution Subloop eement shal |be
capable of trangmitting any dgnd(s) tha it is technicdlly
feasble to cary on the particular digribution facility used, and
shdl support transmisson signds with a leest the same
qudity as when the same or dmilar didribution configurat{on
Isemployed by Verizon.
3.3.9-10 (Veizon 3.31) | AT&T hasprovided TRO 11343-58; Rule | 3.3.9 Multi- Tenant Environments ( MTES)
language that more fully 51.319(b).
and accurately addresses 3.3.9.1 Insde Wire Subloop
the TRO' s holdings with The Inside Wire Subloop network element, as set forth in FCC
respect to Inside Wire Rule 51.319(b), is defined as any portion of the loop that] is
Subloop for Multi- Tenant technically feasble to access & a termind in Verizon's outside
Environments, induding plant a or near a multiunit premises, eg., insde wire owned
connectivity, collocation, or_controlled by Verizon between the premiseSs  minimum
ownership or control and point of entry (MPOE), as defined in FCC Rule 68.105 and
ordering. Verizon's Verizon's demarcation point as defined in FCC Rule 68.3.
proposed language does not
follow the TRO adequately. 3.3.9.2 Inade Wire Subloop UNEs must be made available|at
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any capacity leve or transmisson type.

3.3.9.3 Access terminds may be located a technicaly feas

ble

points including but not limited to those a, near, or on

the

customer premises, such as the pole or pedestal, the NID, t

he

minimum point of entry to the cusomer premises (MPOE), the

dngle point of interconnection, and/or the feeder/digtribut

on

interface.

3.3.94 Insde Wire Subloop Elemént
Configurations may incdlude:
3.3.95 Loop Didribution Subloops, described in 3.8.8

preceding, may be used when AT&T requres a Veria

'on

owned facility from a termind block on the cusomer Sde off a

FDI/SAI up to and including the end user subscriber's point

of

demarcation within a Multi-Unit Property.

3.3.9.6 Insde Wire Subloops shdl be provided when

AT&T regquires connectivity between and incuding 1

VO

technicdly fessble accessble terminds on a facility locd

ed

on a sngle propety. Unless otherwise specified, one end

of

the Indde Wire SublLoop will be the demarcation point whq

e

the control of the wiring changes fom Verizon to the propel

ty

owner or cusomer. The other end of the Insde Wire Sublo

PP

shdl be a and include a cross connection device(s) a 4

y

technicdly feashle point chosen by AT&T which provi

les

access to customer units at the property. Typicaly this will

be
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a o in dose proximity to the building termind(s) Veri:

'on

would use to cross connect its outsde plant to the Ingde Wire

Subloop saving the customey.

3.3.9.7 Insde Wire Subloops may be further divided

into veticd and horizonta components which may

be

accessed by AT&T through technicdly feasble access

ble

terminds on wiring owned or controlled by Verizon. Sich

segments of Insde Wire Subloops shdl be made available flor

ue by AT&T upon request. The lack of configuration spec

fic

pricing shal not be cause for Verizon to deny access to

he

wiring during the negotiation of pricing for such demel

nts.

Ordering of such segments shdl be, a AT&T's opti

op)

peformed in a manne conssent with that employed for

the

Insde Wire Subloops.

3.3.10 Reguirements

3.3.10.1 AT&T, a its option, may connect

to

Verizon Indde Wire Subloops regardless of whether a SH

Ol

exigsor is subsequently established at that premises.

3.3.10.2 AT&T, a its option, may access Indde W

ire

Subloops owned or controlled by Verizon by;

utilizing exiging pare capacity on the Verizon termind
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block, even if those terminds are within an enclosure or

inddling its own termind block in the vicinity of the exid

Verizon termind block where the wiring terminates.

3.3.10.3 AT&T's tamind block may be placed wit

hin

any Verizon enclosure when space exigts.

3.3.10.4 Veizon may not reguire AT&T to collocate

in

order to access Insde Wire Subloops.

3.3.10.5 Connectivity between AT&T's tamind bld

ck

and Verizon's tarmina block will be performed in accordan

ce

with generdly accepted practices, such as usng conduit and

licing of pars to extend wiring between termind bldck

locations.

3.3.10.6 When AT&T uses Veizon's terminds, AT

T

shdl dealy labd the wiring on thoe terminads as bdong

ng

to AT&T. AT&T shdl be under no obligation to identify the

customer or customer unit being served by the wiring.

3.3.10.7 When Verizon neither owns nor controls

the

wiring, but has inddled termind blocks for its own facilities,

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

to

building wiring teminds even if the teminds ae within

a

enclosure indaled by Verizon In such case, Verizon will not

limit AT&T access nor will it oppose AT&T re-terminating

a
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cross-connection associated with a cusomer request  for
savice from AT&T, provided the connections are made in a
reasonable manner.

3.3.10.8 When AT&T usss only the Ingde Wire
Subloop(s), such dement (s) need not be ordered on [an
individual pair bass or ordered in advance of use of fhe
Subloop dement, unless s0 requested by AT&T. AT&T shdl
be responsible for inventorying and reporting the pairs used |at
a paticular location on a mutudly agreegble periodic bass.
Verizon ddl use the counts derived from such reports|to
determine charges due from AT&T and to render billing. No
other ordering activities need be initiagted by AT&T. AT&T
shdl not be required to provide any customer  specific
information as pat of such inventory and, unless mutugly
agreegble to do otherwise, shdl be obligated only to report| a
sreet address where the Insde Wire Subloop is used and a
count_of the Indde Wire Subloops (i.e, pairs) used a that
address during the period covered by the report.

3.3.10.9 Verizon shdl be responsible for demondrating,
to AT&T's reasonable satisfaction, within ten (10) busness
days from the date of the request, control of the Insde Wire
Subloops.  Where control may be unclear or disputed, Verizpn
will not prevent or in any way dday AT&T's use of the Infra
Premises Wiring to megt an end user request for service. Jo
the extent Verizon demondrates, after AT&T initiates use|of
the IntraPremises Wiring, that the facility employed | is
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controlled by Verizon and, therefore, is an Indde Wire

Subloop UNE, then AT&T will compensate Verizon for such

use, on aretroactive basis from the date of first use.

3.3.10.10 Verizon shdl defend, indemnify, and otherwjise

hold hamless, AT&T from any cams by a building owner,

rdating to the use of on-premises wiring, where payments

dre

made by AT&T to Verizon for the use of the Intra-Premi

5ES

Wiring Subloop dement for which Verizon asserted control.

3.3.10.11 Fird¢ Par Reguirement - Verizon shdl

reserve the intra-premises wiring that is currently connected

line one in the unit wiring of the cusomer (the fird pair) for

its own use. The fird par shdl be made avalable to AT&T

for its use unless Verizon is concurrently providing voice

those pairs based upon a bona fide request by the customd

Under those conditions, Verizon will offer to AT&T

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

user's premis
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. o buildingf
or—(e)—reserve—space——any  building for AT& T***ClL|

*k*
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-of
i
H4on
the
==
the
ighs;
i
.
Sae]
il
S
PSS
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)(ii).
language concerning the 33111 The SPOI is a cross-connect device that proviges
Sngle Point of nontdiscriminatory access for cross connections to al Sublgop
Interconnection (* SPOI™). elements and to dl units in an MTE. The SPOI is capable |of
AT& T slanguage termingting multiple cariers  outdde plant tha sarve| a
addresses these issues particular premises.
including, for example,
network reconfigurations, 3.3.11.2 Veizon mug, & AT&T'S request, cooperate in any

timing, compensation and

reconfiguration of the network necessary to congtruct a SPQI.
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notice.

Verizon shdl provide a SPOI a or as close as commercig

Iy

practicable to the MPOE in the MTE. AT&T’'s employees g

nd

agents shall have direct access to the SPOI  without

the

necessaty of coordinating such efforts  with  Veizo

ns

employees or agents. This obligation is in addition

to

Veizon's obligation to provide nondiscriminatory access

Subloops at any technicaly feasible point.

3.3.11.3 Veizon shdl complete the condruction of a SH

DI,

not more than sixty (60) days from receipt of a reguest

by

AT&T to construct a SPOI. Upon completion of the SP(

DI,

Verizon agrees it shal access adl customers it saves at t

het

location through pairs terminating at the SPOI.

3.3.11.4 Verizon shall be compensated based on total demént

long-run incremental cost for condructing any SPOI. T

he

charges for the SPOI shal be recovered from dl cari

=)

(induding the portion used by Veizon), based on

he

proportiona number of pairs accessed through the SPOI.

3.3.11.5 All disoutes aisng under this provison, incud

ng

any dispute over the SPOI at a paticular MTE location, sh

zl

be resolved according to the Alternative Dispute Resolut

on

process of this Amended Agreement.

3.3.11.6 When a SPOl is edablished after AT&T

providing service to a paticular location, it shdl be

Q7

AT&T's option that its pre-exising wiring be re-terminated
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the SPOI. AT&T may perform al work or, upon request and

aubject to applicable time and materia charges, Verizon

pill

re-terminate the wiring.

3.3.11.7 When the building owner requests that a SPOI

be

deployed, which ds0 sarves as the demarcation point, gnd

Veizon accommodates the request, Verizon is responsble for

providing reasonable and appropriate advance notification

—
(@]

AT&T that such achange will be made

2E P&

REER:
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3.3.12 AT&T s proposed TRO 1111 343-358. 3.3.12 Demarcation Point
language addresses issues
concerning the 3.3.12.1 Demarcatiion Point is the point where the control, lput
Demarcation Point that not necessxrily the ownership of the Insde Wire Subloop frgm
Verizon's proposed the carrier to the building owner or service subscriber.
amendment omits.
33122 For those locations where AT&T is serving
cusomers, if Verizon is negotiating with the building owner |to
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move the demarcation point in the owne’s MTE to the

MPOE, Veizon must serve notice of such negotiations

to

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

owner requested that the change be undertaken by Verizon

3.3.12.3 Upon completion of such negotiations, Verizon dpdl

provide AT&T natice that an agreement has been reached and

provide the timeframe for when the demarcation point will

be

moved to the MPOE.

3.3.124 AT&T shdl have the option of moving its service

to

the newly esablished demarcation point or negotiating W

ith

the building owner to connect to the wiring as previoy

dy

provided. If AT&T chooses not to use the new demarcat

on

point and ownership of the Indde Wire Subloop chang

€S,

Veizon shdl leave any pre-exising cross connect devices

in

place. Verizon shdl make the appropriate billing adjustme

nts

as of the date a newly established demarcation point is active.

3.3.125 When AT&T opts to move its savice to the nef

vy

edablished demarcation point and ownership of the InS

de

Wire Subloop changes, Verizon shdl reduce AT&T'S rd

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

33126 AT&T shdl have the option of peforming any

necessary  work to accommodate  moving its  sarvice

or

requesting V erizon perform such work on its behalf.
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3.3.12.7 In those cases where the demarcation point is a the

MPOE, but Verizon continues to mantan the intra pram

ise

wiring Verizon agrees to treat AT&T on a non-discrimina

Dry

bass with respect to dl matters rdating to Intra-Premi

5ES

Wiring, including operations support and charges for sich

support.

34.1

Verizon's proposed
amendment improperly
defines Enterprise
Switching and improperly
attemptsto iminae
Verizon's obligation to
provide Enterprise
Switching as of October 2,
2003. It aso too narrowly
describes the gpplicable
law governing the
provisoning of loca
switching. AT&T's
corrections address these
iSsues.

TRO 91419-532,
Rule 51.319(d).

341 Gengd Reguirements. Verizon shdl provide M

BSS

Market—Smitehing——unbundled  Locd ~ Switching  |[to
AT&T**CLEC—Acropym—PX =  under the Amended

Agreement in accordance with, but only to the extent required

by, 47 USC. § 251(c)(3),~and 47 C.FR. Part 51_or other

Applicable Law. Notwithganding—any—otherprovision—of
" rert : -

III%I

8

fhe
Hee
g
ARG
L a
e
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34.2 Verizon prematurely seeks TRO 11419-532;
to address changesin its Rule 51.319(d).
obligation to provide Mass
Market switching.
Verizon's Mass Market
switching obligations
remain unchanged pending
resolution of the
Commisson's TRO
proceedings. Any change
in Verizon's obligations as
areault of the TRO
proceedings, further FCC
action or decisons of
courts of competent
jurisdiction would
condtitute changesin law. Aass—N\ t Switching—i ti M
AT&T addressesthisissue P shate-Comrteston— - hasfound—tha—apatim)
inits Section 3.9. NV imolementati 4

SEEEEEE

351 Verizon's proposed
language for unbundled
interoffice facilitiesis
duplicative and
UNNEecessay.

TLEIR &
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g

3521 Verizon failsto properly TRO 111 359-418; 3521 Upon AT&T***CLEC-Acropyn—XTEE%'s written

define Dedicated Transport
asincluding transport
between a Verizon wire
center or switch and
Verizon facllities

collocated at AT&T's
premises. Verizon aso
falsto daify that
Dedicated Transport for
interconnection and
reciproca compensation
purposes will continue to
be treated as set forth in the
Agreement.

Rule 51.319(¢)

request, Verizon shdl provide AT&T***

PXFx* with nondiscriminatory access to DS1  Dedicaed
Transport and DS3 Dedicated Transport on an unbundled basis
pursuant to the Amended Agreement. For the avoidance of
doubt: (@) a transmisson facility or service between a Verizon
switch or wire center and a switch or wire center of
AT& T**CLEC Acromym—XT*** or a third paty is hot
Dedicated Transport;,—and (b) a transmission facility or service
that usss an OCn inteface or a SONET interface is not
Dedicated Transport- and (c) Dedicated Transport does
include transport between a Verizon wire center or switch and
Veizons faciliies collocated a a CLEC'S premiges.
Notwithstanding the provisons herein, Dedicated Transport
for purposes of interconnection and Dedicated Transport for
reciprocal _compensation purposes, and the Parties obligatipns
to provide such, are as st forth in the gpplicable provisons |of
the Agreement. Subject to the provisons of Section B.8
beow, Verizon is under no obligation to provide or continue
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providing the Declassfied Network ElementsNeneconrformtng
Fecilities described in clauses (@) and (b) above under the
Agreement or the Amended Agreement.

3522 Verizonfalsto dearly Rule 51.319(e). 3522Cap on Dedicated Transport. AT&TE**CLEC
define “route.” *** may obtan on an unbundled bads| a

maximum of twelve (12) DS3 Dedicated Transport circuits {or
twelve (12} DS3-equivdents—eg-—336-DSls)-on awy drgle
Route on which unbundled transport is otherwise avalable.
Trangmisson paths between identicd  end points fare
conddered on a dngle Route regardless of whether gny
intermediate interconnection points are included.  Any drquit
capacity on that Route above such twelve (12) greuit cap shdl
be consdered a Decdlassfied Network ElementNenecorformtng

3523 Verizon prematurely seeks Rule 51.319(e).
to change certain of its
obligations to provide
Dedicated Transport.
Verizon's Dedicated
Trangport obligations that
are pending before the
Commisson's TRO
proceedingsremain
unchanged. Any changein
Verizon's obligationsasa
result of the Commisson's

.ge' R

o
nd
1SORS
Hge
no-
S1
lan
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TRO proceedings, further
FCC action or decisons of
courts of competent
jurisdiction would
condtitute changesiin law. : ica t; hvehy
AT&T addressesthisisue subject—Route(s)—or —on—all—Routes——AnyDSL Dedica
inits Section 3.9. . ical ‘ . /i L m

RS RS S,

3532 Verizon prematurely seeks Rule 51.319(a)(6).
to change its obligations to
provide Dark Fiber
Transport. Verizon's Dark
Fiber Trangport obligations
remain unchanged pending
resolution of the
Commisson'sTRO
proceedings. Any change
in Verizon's obligations as
aresult of the TRO
proceedings, further FCC
action or decisons of
courts of competent
juridiction would
condtitute changesin law. impal withou j

AT&T addressesthisissue the subject Route(s) or ondl Routes.— Any Dak Hi

SEEE:
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inits Section 3.9. kk% )

* k% _a
”9'.";9'".9”“”'?. :. %llllly 35—6H—ine—eHestive—dde—d

3.6 Commingling, Conversons TRO 11575 - 600;
and Combinations. Rule 51.318.

36.1 AT&T isentitled to convert | TRO 1 589. 361 Commingling and Conversions. Notwithgtanding any
wholesde services (eg., other provison of the Agreement or any Verizon taiff or
specid access facilities) to SGAT, but— and subject to the conditions st forth in the
UNEsor UNE folowing Section 0, Veizon dhdl pemit AT&T |to
Combinations (e.g., EELS) commingle a UNE _or Combination or Declassfied Network
and receive retroactive true Elements with wholesde services obtained from Verizon gnd
up of the differencein to dso convert wholesde services to a UNE or Combination
applicable rates back to the as d October 2, 2003. Commingling is defined as set forth|in
later of (1) the effective FCC Rule 515W+I4—net—preh+bﬁ—the—eemmmghng—ef—aq
date of the TRO Order , ndted
(October 2, 2003) or (2) the el
date a which apending ER-
request for converson was ; - an
submitted. 5 —c

Rt
(3)
o5
Verizon mugt expeditioudy TRO 588. Veizon shdl, upon request of AT&T—GEEG—AGFQ%FR***
process a conversion of BIxxx  paform the functions necessay to commingle
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wholesde sarvices (eg., Oudlifyinga UNEs or_Combination with one or more fadilifies
gpecid accessfacilities) to or_sarvices or inputs that AT&T has obtained a wholese
UNEsor UNE from Verizon.Quaifying—\Aholesdle—Services\Verizon shal ot
Combinations (e.g., EELS) impose _any policy or practice rdated to commingling that
upon a good faith request Imposes an_unreasonable or _undue prejudice or disadvantage
by AT&T, and may not use upon AT&T, and in no event shal Verizon impose any poljcy
needless procedura or_practice rdding to commingling that is inconggtent with
requirements to delay such Sectlon 362 below. Exeept—as-set—tepth—méeeﬁen—&?kz
agood faith converson . s
request. Bk | X
ppqudmeuer—dlsadvantaqe—upen—AI&H Sub|ect to Sectl pn
3.6.2.2tFhe raes, tems and conditions of the applicaple
Commingling redrictions, TRO 1 579. access tariff—or—separate—non-251—-agreement will apply to the

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

Quaifying—Wwholesde sServices, and the rates, terms &
conditions of thse Amended Agreement or the Verizon Ul

tariff, as applicable, will apply to—the Quaiing UNES;

Combinations or to the Declassfied Network Elements as

forth in Appenew—xx Exh|b|t A to thls Amended Aqreeme

and—managing—commingled—arrangements. “Ratcheting,”
that term is defined by the FCC, shdl not be requir

##ﬁ%&a&%&ﬁ%ﬁ@
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Verizon may not impose TRO 1587; Rule
nonrecurring charges 51.316(c).
(induding, but not limited

to, termination charges,
disconnect and re-connect
fees) on acircuit-by-adrcuit
bas's when wholesde
sarvices (eg., specid
accessfacilities) are being
converted to UNEs or UNE
Combinations (eg., EELS).

Verizon's performancein TRO 1 639.
provisioning, combining
and converting
commingled fadilities shdl
be subject to standard (i)
provisoning intervas, and
(i) performance measures
& remedies, contained in

the ICAs.

36.21 Verizon'slist of UNEsfor TRO 11 623-624. 36.2 Savice Eligibility Criteria for Certain Combingtions,
which it need provide Convers'ons and Commlnqled Facllltles and Sewlca
access when commingled lotw, , , : b

Page 52 of 74




AT&T'SRESPONSE TO VERIZON’'SPETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT

ARBITRATION ISSUESMATRIX

DRAFT TRO | SSUE TRO/RULES LANGUAGE
AMENDMENT
SECTION
or combined (subject to 3

certain digibility criteria)
ingppropriately interprets
Rule 51.318. Therefore,
AT&T referencesthe Rule
directly.

While the service digibility
criteriagpply to individua
DSL circuits, the TRO
requiresthat AT&T be
alowed to provide an
effident sHf-certified
request for conversion of
wholesale sarvices (eg.,
specia accessfacilities) to
UNEsor UNE
Combinations (e.g., EELYS),
such as through awritten or
electronic |etter requesting
converson of multiple
fadlities

TRO 11 623-624.

| ’ . o I
Unless modified by FCC action, including but not limited to

o R

waver issued by the FCC, or unless the Commisy

on

establishes different rules or requirements, AT&T and VeriZ

on

agree to comply with the requirements for use of UNEs as

pet

foth in the TRO, induding the savice digibility critd

yia

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

gh

capacity loop and transport combinations known as EELs. K

the avoidance of any doubt, to the extent tha commingl

redrictions applied prior to the TRO, such restrictions appl

to EELsonly.

3.6.2.1 To the extent the savice digibility criteria for h

capacity EELs apply, AT&T shdl be parmitted to saf carify

its compliance with thee criteria  AT&T may dect to s

bl f

catify udng a written or dectronic request letter sent

to
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The TRO dlows AT&T to
re-certify that exiing
EEL s meet service
digibility criteriaby a
written or eectronic |etter.

Verizon. Upon—ATFE&TFs—salf —certification—of—complian

PXFE: mud reman in compllanoe Wlth sad
digibility crltena for 0 Iong as AT&T***

foregomg shdl apply whether the urcwts in questlon ae bemg
provisoned to establish a new circuit or to convert an exiging
wholesadle service, or any part thereof, to unbundied network
dements. For dircuits exising as of the Amendment Effectjve
Datecireuits, the-CLEC-AT&T mugt re-cettify in writing ffor
each DSL drcuit or DS1 equivdent within 30 days of
Veizon's  written  request  for  such  re-certificatipn

FHEA O
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FhEListfot

S

36.2.2 The TRO provides that TRO 11623-624.
AT&T shdl not be required
to provide unessentid,
gpecific information to
request anew EEL or EEL
conversion, such as specific
local numbers assigned to a
DS1 or DS3 circuit, the
date each circuit was
established in the 911/E911
database, or the collocation
termination connecting
facility assgnment for each

FREAO

FEElst
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circuit.

3.6.2.3 Verizon may not impose TRO 1587;Rule
nonrecurring charges 51.316(c).
(induding, but not limited
to, termination charges,
disconnect and re-connect combinations.
fees) on acircuit-by-arcuit
bas's when wholesde
sarvices (eg., specid

access facilities) are being
converted to UNEs or UNE
Combinations (e.g., EELS).
[See dso, disputed
language in Section 3.6.1
for sameissue]

[3.6.2.3A —New Section | The TRO requires that TRO 1 586; Rule 3.6.2.3A Any subgditution of —UNEs for wholesale serviges
inserted by AT&T.] when Verizon converts 51.316(b). shdl be subject to dl of the requirements of the Agreement
wholesde services to applicable to the purchase of UNEs and Combinations, and
UNEsor UNE shdl indude without limitetion the following:
combinationsthat Verizon
mugt not physcaly 3.6.2.3A.1 When a wholesdle sarvice employed by AT&T]is
disconnect, separate, ater replaced with UNEs Veizon shdl not physcaly disconnéct,
or change the facilities or separate, ater or change in any other fashion equipment and
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equipment in any way facilities employed to provide the wholesde service, except| at
unlessAT& T specificaly the request of AT&T.
requests that Verizon does
0.

oy

TR

3.6.2.3A.3 Verizon shdl process expeditioudy al conversig
requesed by AT&T without adversdy dffecting the serv
qudity perceived by AT& T’ s end user custome.

3 ?

3.6.24 Where no physica TRO 589. 3.6.24 Until such time as Verizon implements its ASR-driven
modificationsto fadlities conversion process in the Eadt, converson of access circuits to
arerequested, AT&T is unbundled Network Elements will be peformed manuﬂ
entitled to convert pursdant—to—Verizon's—conversion—guiddines.  AT&T
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wholesde sarvices (eg., request conversons of any exiging service or group |of
gpecid accessfacilities) to services to UNEs by submitting a written or electronic requgst.
UNEsor UNE Except where AT&T gpecificdly  requests that  Verizon
Combinations (e.g., EELS) physicaly disconnect, separate, dter or change the equipment
and receive retroactive true and facilities employed to provide the wholesde service being
up of the differencein replaced, the conversion order shall be deemed to have bgen
applicable rates back to the completed effective upon receipt by Verizon of the written [or
later of (1) the effective eectronic _request from AT&T; and recurring charges for
date of the TRO Order UNEs st forth in Verizon's applicable tariffs shal apply as|of
(October 2, 2003) or (2) the such date, but in_any event no earlier than October 2, 2003 |as
date a which apending specified in TRO paragraph 589. Where AT&T specificdlly
request for conversion was requests that Verizon physcaly disconnect, separate, ater |or
submitted. change the eguipment and facilities employed to provide the
wholesdle sarvice, recurring charges st forth in Verizon's
goplicable tariffs and applicable to UNES shall goply 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
shdl hill AT&T pro rata for the wholesde sarvice through the
date prior to the date on which bhilling a& UNE rdes
commences pursuant to this Section.FFhe-effective-bill-datefor
3.6.2.5 The TRO prohibits the TRO {587; Rule All—ASR-driverASR-driven converson requests will result| in
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imposition of per circuit
fees, such as “retag fees,”
when converting wholesde
servicesto aUNE or UNE
combination.

51.316(0).

a change in drcuit identification (circuit ID) from a00ess

to
Hes

3.6.2.6

The TRO prohibits Verizon
from tregting converson
requests as a“ project” and
thus excluding them from

al ordering and
provisoning metrics.

TRO 1 586; Rule
51.316(b).

3.6.2.7

Audits

TRO 11 625-629.

3.6.2.7

The TRO provides
specificdly that AT&T
shdl reimburse Verizon for
only “the cost of the
independent auditor” if the
audit disclosesthat AT& T
hesfaled to comply indl
materid respects with the
sarvice digibility criteria

TRO 1 627.

3.6.2.7 Once per cdendar year, Verizon may, pursuant to the

terms and conditions of this section, obtain and pay for

an

independent  auditor to audit AT&T***CLEC—Aeronym

FXFEEx's compliance in al materid respects with the serv
digibility criteria gpplicable to EELs. Such annud audit

ce
vill

be initiated only to the extent reasonably necessary

to

determine AT&T's compliance with Applicable Law. AT

T

and the FCC ddl each be given thirty (30) days writ

len

notice of a scheduled audit. Any such audit shdl

be

performed in accordance with the standards established by the
American Ingtitute for Certified Public Accountants; and nfiay
include, a Verizon's discretion, the examination of a sample

sdlected

in accordance with the independent auditor's
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judgment. To the extent the independent auditor's report
concludes that AT&T***CLEC-Acronym—XF** faled|to
comply in_dl materid respects with the savice digibility
criteria for any DS1 or DS1 equivdent circuit, then AT&T
WI|| take action to correct the noncompllance andeL—sG
 Tx** m convedt—a noncomphan i /a)
the—epprepn&e—semee true up any dlfference in payments
The TRO provides TRO 1628. remburse Verlzon for the—enme cost of the nd@dant
specificdly that Verizon auditor within thirty (30) days after receiving a datement | of
ghdl remburse AT& T for such costs from Verizon.  Should the independent auditor
all its costs— not just “out confirm AT& T***CLEC-Aecronym—XT2**’s compliance| in
of pocket” costs— of dl materid respects with the sarvice digibility criteria ffor
complying with an audit each DS1 or DSl equivdent circuit, then AT&T***CLEC
should an audit find that Aerorym—XT*x ghdl provide to the independent auditorte
AT&T wasin compliance the—independent—auditor—for—its—verification a Satement | of
in al materia respectswith AT& Tx**ClL EC - Acromun—XTix's eut-ef-peeket—costs of

the srvice digibility
criteria

complying with any requests of the independent auditor,

Veizon shdl then reimburse AT&TMGI:EG—AeFen#m

PXEEE for its entire—odi-of-pocket—cogts within thirty (
days dter recaving AT&T's daement.ef—the—auditd

verification—of the-same. AT& T***CLEC -Acronym-TXT*

shal maintain records adequate to support its compliance witl

*EE"§

>

the sarvice digibility criteria for each DS1 or DS1 equivdent

arouit.—for—at—leastATE& T CHECKINGleightean—(

13)
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Contrary to Verizon'smore | TRO 1 629.

resrictive language, AT& T
shall be required to cure
noncompliance with the
sarvice digibility criteria
through conversion to the
gppropriate service only if
it can't curethe
noncompliance through
other means.

AT&T isnot required by
the TRO to retain records
adequate to support its
compliance with the
savice digibility 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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3.7 Routine Network TRO 11 630-648;
Modifications Rule51.319(a)(8) and
€)(5).
371 Contrary to Verizon's TRO 9 640. 3.7 Routine Network Modifications.
pogtion that AT& T must
pay a multitude of charges 3.7.1 Generd Conditions. In accordance with, but only to the
that Verizon'sligsinits extent required by—-47 U.S.C. 8§ 251(c)(3),-and 47 C.F.R.
proposed amendment, 51 or other Applicable Law, Verizon shdl make such routine

AT&T shdl not be
obligated to pay separate
feesfor routine network
modificationsto any UNE
or UNE Combination
unlessVerizon
demondtrates that such
costs are not aready
recovered from monthly
recurring rates for the
applicable UNE(s) or from
another cost recovery
mechanism. AT&T's
language supports this
TRO mandate.

network modifications in a nondlscrlmlnatory fashio

Dark Fiber Loops), Dedicated Transport, and Dark Fibe
Transport facilities avalable under the Amended Agreement,
including DS1 Loops and DS1 Dedicated Transport, and DS3
Loops and DS3 Dedicated Trangport. Where facilities are
unavailable, Verizon will—need not peform trenching, pull
cable, congtruct new Loops or Transport or ingtall new aerid,
buried, or underground cable to provison an order of
ATE T2 CLEC —Acropyn—X s Routine  netwrk
modifications gpplicable to Loops or Trangport may include,
but are not limited to: -rearranging or splicing of in-place cable
a—exiging—sphice—points, adding an equipment case; adding a
doubler or repeater; line condtioning; adding a smart jack;
inddling a repeater shelf; adding a line card; deploying an{a/v
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multiplexer or reconfiguring an exising multiplexer; accessng
manholes; ataching dectronic _and other _equipment _that
Verizon ordinarily attaches to_a DSL Loop to activate sich
Verizon's obligations to Loop for its own customer; and deploying bucket trucks| to
provide network reech aerid cable. Routine network modifications gpplicable
modifications are subject to to Dark Fiber Trangport may include, but are not limited to,
al gpplicable law, glicng of inplace dark flber—at—eqamg—sphee—perdqts
including 47 U.S.C. 8271, accessng manholes;, deploying bucket trucks to reach aerid
not just 47 U.S.C cable; inddling eguipment casngs, and routine activities,| if
§251(c)(3) and 47 U.S.C. any, needed to enable AT& Txx* *x% |0
Part 51, as Verizon light a Dark Fiber Trangport facility that it has obtained from
suggestsin Section 3.7.1. Verizon under the Amended Agreement. Routine network
modifications do not include the ingdlaion of new aerid or
buried cable for a requesting telecommunications carrier or the
constructionplasement of anew Loopesble. |
3.7.2 Verizon's provisoning of TRO 1 639.

Loops or Transport
(including Dark Fiber
Trangport and Loops) for
which routine network
modifications are required
shdll be subject to standard
provisoning intervals, and
to performance measures
and remedies contained in
the ICA or as otherwise
determined by the

F8as *8
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Commisson.
3811 Verizon's obligations to
provide Mass Marketing
Switching and Enterprise
Switching are subject to dl

goplicable law, induding

47 U.S.C. 8271, not just 47
U.S.C 8251(c)(3) and 47
U.S.C. Part 51, as Verizon
suggests.

Addressing a specific TRO {{700-701.
trangtional period and
migration process for Mass
Market Switching in an
ICA amendment is
premature & thistime
because the Commission
would be expected to
provide such detallsin
connection with state
imparment proceedings.

38.1.2 Addressing a pecific TRO 11700-701.
trangtiona period and
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migration process for the-embedded-base.
Enterprise Switching inan } | *xxCLE
ICA amendment is LES
premature e thistime e
because the Commission VA
would be expected provide e
such detailsin connection -of
with state impairment iopal
proceedings. )
Ho
by
hg
ete
e
382 AT&T may reject 3:8.20ther Noneonforming-Fagilities  3.8.2  With regpect|to
Verizon'snotice that an ay Dedassfied Nework ElementsNenecorforming—Faeiity
unbundled fadility will net—addressed—n—Section—3.8-1—abeve, Veizon will nofify
become a Declassified ATE TH*CLEC—Acropym—X*% in writing as to any
Network Element unless paticular unbundled faclity previoudy made avaladle to
Verizon providesto AT& T AT& T**CL EC Acronym—IXT** that is or becomes a
written notice with Declassfied  Network — ElementNeneorferming—Faciity, |as
aufficient detall to dlow defined herein_(“Identified Facility”). For purposes of the

AT&T to identify the
spedific unbundled facility

Agreament and this Amendment, such Identified Facilities

shal be consdered Declassfied Network Elements.

The
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(or fadilities) in question.

Parties—acknowledge—that—sueh notice shdl _indude _ sufficient

information t0 enable AT&T to identify the Identified Faci

ity

or Fadlities. If the notice does not contan sufficient

information to enable AT&T to identify the Identified Facil

ty;

AT&T may, in writing, relect the notice and request additional

information. For avoidance of any doubt, Identified Fecilifi

€S

can only indude the following: OCen Loops, OCen transpd

rt;

Dedicated Transport not provided for in Section 3.5 of this

Amendment; three ormere—DS3 Loops above two a a sngle

customer location; 13—ormere—DS3 transport facilities abd

Ve

tweve on a sngle Route Packet Switching; Loca Switchi

ng

that serves capacities of DS1 and above;, Feeder sSubloop; and

sgnding, Cal Rdated Databases (except for 911 and EY

11

databases) and shared transport, when not purchased W

ith

unbundled Loca SNltchlnq wes—lsgaeel—pnepte—the—eeeeaten

ARG

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

To enaure that service to
AT&T customersis not
adversdy affected asa
result of anetwork facility
becoming a Declassified
Network Element, AT&T
shall be afforded 120 days

3.82A For any Packet Switching or Feeder sSubloop t

het

Veizon notices as an |dentified Fadlity, Veizon 4

=l

continue to provide any such ldentified Faclity with

put

change to AT&T on a trandgtiond bass. At awy time 4

ter

AT&T receives notice from Verizon pursuant to Section 3.8.

1

above, but no later than the end of 120 days from the d

pte

et

AT&T recaved noticee AT&T sdl eather regy
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after Verizon provides
sufficient notice under
Section 3.8.1 to request
disconnection, submit a
request for an andlogous
access sarvice, identify and
request an dternative
sarvice arrangement,
submit arequest for an
andogous Declassfied
Network element pursuant
to AT& T'sExhibit A (if
applicable) or object that
the declassfication of the
network facility in question
is not proper under
goplicable law.

disconnection; submit a request for anadogous access servi

e

identify and request another dternative service arrangeme

Nt

or object to the proposed dedassfication if the |dentif

Facility should not be declassfied based on Applicable Law.

If AT&T identifies an dternative savice arangement,

or

andogous access savice, or if AT&T objects to

the

declassfication of the Identified facility, and the Parties

cannot agree to the applicable rates, terms and conditions

of

the ldentified Facility within 60 days after AT&T'S request

or

objection, ether Paty may submit a reguest to

the

Commisson to resolve the issue.  Until the issue is resol

ed

by the Paties, or during the pendency of any Commisg

on

proceeding initiated by a Paty to resolve the issue, Veriz

on

shal continue to provide the Identified Facility with

DUt

change.

3.8.2B For OCn Loops, OCn transport, Dedicated Transpf

DIt

not provided for in Section 35 of this Amendment; three]

1OF

mere- DS3 Loops above two a a sngle customer location,

13

If AT&T identifiesan or—mere—DS3 trangport facilities above twelve on a srple
dterndtive service Route, Locd Switching that serves capacities of DS1 and
arrangement or analogous above, and Cdl-Related Databases and associaied Signding,
access service and the and shared transport, when not purchased with unbund|ed
Parties cannot agree to the Locd Switching, that Verizon notices as an Identified Facil|ty,
applicable rates, terms and Veizon gdl continue to provide any such Identified Facility
conditions within 60 days without change to AT&T consdent with the provisons [set
after AT& T’ srequest, forth herein.. At any time after AT&T receives written notice
ether Party should be from Verizon pursuant to Section 3.8.1 above, but no ldter
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alowed to submit arequest
to the Commisson to
resolve theissue.

If AT&T objectsto the
declassfication 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 objection,
ether Party should be
alowed to submit arequest
to the Commission to
resolve the issue.

Where AT&T has
requested an dternative
service arrangement or
anal 0gous access service
and the Parties cannot
agree to the applicable
rates, terms and conditions
within 60 days after
AT& T’ srequedt, Verizon

than the end of the 120 days from the date AT&T rece\

ed

auch notice, AT&T shdl dther request disconnection; submit

arequest for analogous access sarvice, submit a request for pn

andlogous Decdlassfied Network Element pursuant to Exhibit

A attached hereto and made a pat hereof, identify another

dternative sarvice arrangement, or object to the propod

dedassfication if the Identified Fecility should not

declassfied based on Applicable Law. If AT&T identifies

3 [gI&

dternative sarvice arrangement, or analogous access sarvi

(3

or if AT&T objects to the dedassfication of the Identif

facility, and the Parties cannot agree to the applicable raf

B8

terms and conditions of the ldentified Facility within 60 d

=
7

diter AT&T's request or objection, either Party may submit

Q

request to the Commission to resolve the issue. Until the isgue

is renlved by the Parties or during the pendency of any

Commisson proceeding initiasted by a Paty to resolve the

issue, Verizon shdl continue to provide the Identified Faci

ity

without _change.
Section 3.8.2B is attached to this Issues Matrix.)

[AT&T's Exhibit A referenced in Tﬂis
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must continue to provide
the Identified Service under
the preexigting rates, terms
and conditions until

replaced by new rates terms
and conditions determined
by the Commission

Where AT& T has objected
to Verizon's
declassfication of an
Identified service and the
Parties cannot agree to the
applicable rates, terms and
conditionswithin 60 days
after AT& T’ srequest,
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 theextent that AT&T
submitsto Verizon a
request for an analogous

Page 69 of 74




AT&T'SRESPONSE TO VERIZON’'SPETITION FOR TRO AMENDMENT

ARBITRATION ISSUESMATRIX

DRAFT TRO | SSUE TRO/RULES LANGUAGE
AMENDMENT
SECTION
Declassfied Network ] formi ity HA-, i M-
Element (sse AT&T's /i iy 2 ags Ve | Hedhy
language for 3.8.2B above), Ao Soshon Dpdia s ned AL C o oel Bl desrouidos
Verizon shdl berequired to i ' it » /i
negotiate terms for such
ubdtitute servicein
accordance with the terms
proposed by AT&T in ort
Exhibit A. And that =)
exhibit shal beinduded as 47
anintegrd part of the ate
Parties interconnection -or
agreements. hi
hat
FR-
o5
o
3.8.4 (New section 3.84 Verizon shdl not 384 Veizon shdl not impose any termination charges
inserted by AT&T) Impaose termination charges asociated with the converson or any discontinuance of any
associated with conversion Identified Facility and the converson shdl take place in a
or discontinuance of any seamless manner_without any customer disruption or adverse
Declassified Network effects to service qudity. When converson is to an andogqus
Element. access sarvice or analogous Declassfied Network Element,

3.8.4 Conversions of a
Dedlassified Network

Veizon shdl peform such converson on a snge orde.

Verizon shdl not assess AT&T any non-recurring charges f

or

such conversion.
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Element to an analogous
access service shdl be
performed on asingle
order.

3.8.4 Conversion of
Declassified Network
Elementsto an dternative
service arrangement or
anal ogous access service
must occur seamlesdy
without any customer
disruption or adverse
effects to service qudity.

LEBEEEE B

N
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* ok k - {2on

agreement—on—a—sdbdtitute —service.  [AT&T  proposes |to
DELETE this remaning language of Verizon's draft section
3.8.2 (see aove) and to replace it with the language that
AT&T proposes for trangtioning Identified Facilities)) |

3.9 (New section added Results of impairment TRO 11700-703. 3.9 Further Changes to Unbundling Obligations

by AT&T.) proceedings conducted by Without limiting any other rights and obligations ether Party

the Commission shdl be
addressed by the Partiesin
accordance with the change
in law provisons of their
interconnection

agreements.

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 wave ether
Paty’'s right to incorporate  any Commisson deciSons
involving Mass Market Switching or Enterprise Switching gnd
resulting from the Washington TRO imparment proceedings.
Any such decisons shdl be conddered a change in law and
subject to the change in law provisions of the Agreement.
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3.10 New section added | Thereisaneed for a TROTY 473; 468-469; | 3.10 Hot Cut Performance Metrics and Remedies

by AT&T) seamless, tested and proven | 487-488. The Paties dhdl amend the applicable performance
batch hot cut processto metrics/sandardsmeasurements _and _remedies provisions | of
avoid the potentia for the Agreement in accordance with Exhibit B annexed hergto.
sgnificant customer They ddl have thity (30) days from the Amendment
disruption. This process Effective Date to negotigie mutualy agreegble terms that
must be supported by effectuate the concepts addressed in Exhibit B.  The agr¢ed
performance metrics and upon messures and remedies shal be implemented within
remedies. Without such thirty days thereafter. Should the Parties not reach agreemént
metrics and remedies within thirty (30) days, ether Paty may pursue resolution|of
Verizon would have no these issues pursuant to the dispute resolution provisons of the
reason to develop, Amended Agreement.
implement and execute
batch hot cutsina In the case of any finding of nonimparment by the
nondiscriminatory manner. Commisson, the FCC or any court of competent jurisdict{on

AT& T slanguage includes
provisonsfor hot cuts
performance
metrics'measurements and
associated remedies.

with respect to unbundled Mass Market Switching, Veriz

on

will continue to provide AT&T access to unbundled M

PSS

Market Switching under the same rates, terms and conditig

NS

as before any finding of nonrimparment, until the later of

a)

such time as Batch Hot Cut, Large Job Hot Cut and Individy

il

Hot Cut Peformance Metrics and Remedies have b

pen

adopted and implemented with stable performance as part

of

this Amended Agreement and in accordance with Exhibit

B

annexed hereto or (b) the trandtion period set forth by

the

Commission, the FCC or a court of competent jurisdiction f

or

discontinuing the unbundling of Mass Market Switching.

Pricing Attachments

Any charges for Services

See AT&T's

— — | |
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hereunder shall be as
mutudly agreed to by the
Parties.

reasoning above for
rejecting rates
associated with
commingling,
conversons and
routine network
modifications.

Amendment.  AT&T REJECTS EACH RATE ELEMENT
AND ASSOCIATED RATE OFFERED BY VERIZON.
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