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QWEST’S RESPONSE TO AT&T’S MOTION FOR LEAVE TO RESPOND TO
QWEST’S COMPLIANCE FILING CONCERNING COLLOCATION
INTERVALS

On November 21, 2000, Qwest submitted a compliance filing, which if permitted
by this Commission to take effect by operation of law, will modify Qwest’s Statement of
Generally Available Terms (“SGAT") to adopt interim physical collocation provisioning
intervals specifically approved by the Federal Communications Commission (“FCC™).'
AT&T of the Mountain States, Inc. (“AT&T”) has moved for leave to respond to Qwest’s
proposed SGAT modifications. Although Qwest does not oppose this Commission

granting AT&T and other interested parties leave to respond to its Compliance Filing,

' Compliance Filing Modifying Qwest’s SGAT to Adopt Collocation Provisioning Intervals Set by the FCC
(“Compliance Filing”). This filing was in response to the FCC’s requirements set out in two recent orders. See
Deployment of Wireline Services Offering Advanced Telecommunications Capability and Implementation of the
Local Competition Provisions of the Telecommunications Act of 1996, Order on Reconsideration and Second Further
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking in CC Docket No. 98-147 and Fifth Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking in CC
Docket No. 96-98, FCC 00-297 (rel. Aug. 10, 2000)( “Order on Reconsideration” or “Order”), as amended by
Memorandum Opinion and Order, FCC 00-2528 (rel. Nov. 7, 2000) (“Amended Order”).



Qwest requests that all such responses be filed well before December 18, 2000, the date
suggested by AT&T. This matter must be resolved by January 21, 2000, the FCC’s
deadline for compliance with its recent ordérs; as a result, all responses, if allowed,
should be filed forthwith.?

While Qwest does not oppose the filing of responses, Qwest maintains that
AT&T’s concerns are misplaced. AT&T suggests that the intervals adopted by Qwest are
based on Qwest’s “own legal contentions” and its own interpretation of the FCC’s
orders.’ This is simply not so. In its Amended Order, the FCC expressly approved
specific interim provisioning intervals that apply to Qwest. In granting Qwest a
temporary waiver from its newly established national default standards and approving

Qwest’s proposed provisioning intervals, the FCC stated:

To a large extent, the application processing and provisioning intervals
Qwest proposes are equal to or shorter than the intervals adopted as
national standards in the Collocation Reconsideration Order. Accordingly,
this set of relatively short intervals meets our waiver criterion. . . . Subject
to these conditions, we find that the intervals Qwest proposes meet our
criterion for an interim waiver of the national standards. Accordingly,
pending Commission action on reconsideration of the Collocation
Provisioning Order, Qwest need not file SGAT or tariff amendments
pursuant to that Order in those states where Qwest implements these
li)ntlerim4 standards in accordance with the procedures set forth in part I11.C.3
elow.

Thus, the FCC exempted Qwest from filing SGAT amendments that adhere to a 90
day collocation interval irrespective of the circumstance so long as Qwest implements the

interim standards that the FCC approved. The FCC approved, on an interim basis, longer

? In the state of Washington, the parties including AT&T negotiated the following briefing schedule: AT&T's Brief
due December 12, 2000 with Qwest's Brief due December 22, 2000. This schedule allows adequate time for
briefing, if deemed necessary oral argument, and for the Commission to act.

* Motion for Leave to Respond to Qwest’s Revision Concerning Collocation Intervals, at 9 2.

* Amended Order, at § 19-20.



intervals (120 or 150 days) when CLECs fail to provide a timely and complete

collocation forecast. In approving Qwest’s proposals, the FCC noted:

150 days is the maximum time a carrier that submits a timely forecast
would have to wait between the forecast’s submission and completion of a
collocation arrangement. . . .For purposes of Qwest’s interim plan, we think
this maximum should also apply in the absence of a forecast, unless the
state commission specifically approves a longer interval.®

The interim provisioning intervals are clearly not a matter of Qwest’s

interpretation, as AT&T suggests. They were expressly considered and approved by the

FCC. Thus, if allowed to take effect by operation of law, the current SGAT physical

collocation intervals will be:

1.
2.

90 days if the CLEC adheres to Qwest’s forecasting requirements;’
120 days if CLEC fails to adhere to the collocation forecasting
requirements and the collocation does mnot require major
infrastructure modifications involving HVAC and/or DC power;’

150 days if CLEC fails to adhere to the collocation forecasting
requirements and the collocation requires major infrastructure

modifications involving HVAC and/or DC power.®

The procedures for implementing the interim standards require Qwest to “file with

the state commissions any amendments necessary to bring its SGATs or collocation

tariffs into compliance with the interim standards. . . The interim standards shall take

effect within 60 days after the amendments’ filing for SGATs. . .” In its Compliance

5 Amended Order, at 19, n.36.
¢ See Amended Order, Attachment B. Attached to Qwest’s Compliance Filing as Exhibit 2.

T1d.

¥ Amended Order at |19.



Filing, Qwest requested this Commission to allow its SGAT to be amended by operation
of law, within 60 days, to reflect the interim intervals approved by the FCC.

Qwest recognizes that it must comply with the interim provisioning intervals
adopted by the FCC unless state commikssions adopts longer intervals. Qwest has
indicated that it will seek longer intervals under certain circumstances, during the course
of section 271 workshops. While Qwest provided the Commission with notice of this
intention and the basis of its position, it did not request that the Commission adopt longer
provisioning intervals in the context of its Compliance Filing. To the extent that AT&T
wishes to respond to these issues, Qwest believes that this discussion is most appropriate
in the context of ongoing section 271 proceedings.

For the foregoiﬁg reasons, Qwest does not oppose AT&T’s motion for leave to
respond, but respectfully requests that any responses be filed forthwith in order to assure
that issues raised will be resolved by January 21, 2000, the deadline by which Qwest’s
SGAT must be in compliance with the FCC’s interim intervals. Qwest recommends the
following schedule specifically negotiated with AT&T in Washington section 271
proceedings: AT&T's Brief due December 12, 2000 with Qwest's Brief due December
22,2000. Qwest respectfully repeats its request that the Commission allow section 8.4 of
the SGAT to be amended by operation of law to reflect the intervals set forth in the

FCC’s Amended Order.
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RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this5_“_‘_ day of December, 2000.

By\—jﬂ'éd, A~

Andrew D. Crain

Charles W. Steese

Qwest Corporation

1801 California Street, Suite 5100
Denver, CO 80202

(303) 672-2948

FENNEMORE CRAIG, P.C.
Timothy Berg

3003 North Central Ave., Suite 2600
Phoenix, AZ 85012

(602) 916-5421

Attorneys for Qwest Corporation

ORIGINAL and 10 copies of the foregoing filed

this A+  day of Dccemvbes 2000 with:

Docket Control

ARIZONA CORPORATION COMMISSION
1200 W. Washington St.

Phoenix, AZ 85007

COPY of the foregoing hand-delivered
this_5¢" day of Decembe g 2000, to:

Lyn Farmer

Maureen A. Scott

Legal Division

ARIZONA CORPORATION COMMISSION
1200 W. Washington St.

Phoenix, AZ 85007

Deborah Scott, Director

Utilities Division

ARIZONA CORPORATION COMMISSION
1200 W. Washington St.

Phoenix, AZ 85007

Jerry Rudibaugh, Chief Administrative Law Judge

Hearing Division

ARIZONA CORPORATION COMMISSION
1200 W. Washington

Phoenix, AZ 85007



COPY of the foregoing mailed and/
or e-mailed
this _5T* day of December 2000, to:

Steven H. Kukta

Darren S. Weingard

Sprint Communications Company, LP
1850 Gateway Drive, 7™ floor

San Mateo, CA 94404-2567

Thomas Campbell
Lewis & Roca

40 N. Central Ave.
Phoenix, AZ 85004

Joan S. Burke

Osbom Maledon, P.A.

2929 N. Central Ave., 21% Floor
PO Box 36379

Phoenix, AZ 85067-6379

Thomas F. Dixon

Karen L. Clausen

MCI Telecommunications Corp.
707 17" Street # 3900

Denver, CO 80202

Scott S. Wakefield

Residential Utility Consumer Office
2828 North Central Ave., Suite 1200
Phoenix, AZ 85004

Michael M. Grant
Gallagher & Kennedy
2600 N. Central Ave.
Phoenix, AZ 85004-3020

Michael Patten
Brown & Bain

2901 N. Central Ave.
Phoenix, AZ 85012

Bradley Carroll, Esq.

Cox Arizona Telcom, LLC
1550 West Deer Valley Rd.
Phoenix, AZ 85027



Daniel Waggoner

Davis, Wright & Tremaine
2600 Century Square

1501 Fourth Avenue
Seattle, WA 98101-1688

Richard S. Wolters

Maria Arias-Chapleau
AT&T Law Department
1875 Lawrence Street # 1575
Denver, CO 80202

David Kaufman

e.spire Communications, Inc.
343 W, Manhattan Street
Santa Fe, NM 87501

Alaine Miller

NEXTLINK Communications, Inc.
500 108"™ Ave. NE, Suite 2200
Bellevue, WA 98004

Diane Bacon, Legislative Director
Communications Workers of America
5818 N. 7" St., Suite 206

Phoenix, Arizona 85014-5811

Nigel Bates

Electric Lightwave, Inc.
4400 NE 77™ Ave.
Vancouver, WA 98662

Philip A. Doherty
545 South Prospect Street, Suite 22
Burlington, VT 05401

W. Hagood Bellinger
5312 Trowbridge Drive
Dunwoody, GA 30338

Joyce Hundley

U.S. Dept. of Justice
Antitrust Division

1401 H Street, NW, # 8000
Washington, DC 20530



Andrew O. Isar

Telecommunications Resellers Association
4312 92nd Ave., NW

Gig Harbor, WA 98335

Raymond S. Heyman

Randall H. Warner

Two Arizona Center

400 North 5™ Street, Suite 1000
Phoenix, AZ 85004-3906

Craig Marks

Citizens Utilities Company

2901 North Central Avenue, Suite 1660
Phoenix, Arizona 85012

Douglas Hsiao
Rhythms Links, Inc.
6933 Revere Parkway
Englewood, CO 80112

Mark Dioguardi

Tiffany and Bosco, PA
500 Dial Tower

1850 N. Central Avenue
Phoenix, AZ 85004

Thomas L. Mumaw

Snell & Wilmer

One Arizona Center
Phoenix, AZ 85004-0001

Richard Rindler

Morton J. Posner

Swider & Berlin

3000 K Street, NW, Suite 300
Washington, DC 20007

Charles Kallenbach

American Communications Services, Inc.
131 National Business Parkway
Annapolis Junction, Maryland

Patricia Van Midde
Assistant Vice President
AT&T

111 West Monroe

Suite 1201

Phoenix, AZ 85003



Gena Doyscher

Global Crossing Services, Inc.
1221 Nicollet Mall
Minneapolis, MN 55403-2420

Karen L. Clauson

Eschelon Telecom, Inc.

730 Second Avenue South, Suite 1200
Minneapolis, MN 55402

Mark N. Rogers

Excell Agent Services, LLC
2175 W. 14" Street

Tempe, AZ 85281

Janet Livengood

Regional Vice President
Z-Tel Communications, Inc.
601 S. Harbor Island Blvd.
Tampa, FL 33602

Jonathan E. Curtis

Michael B. Hazzard

Kelly Dre/e & Warren, LLP

1200 19" Street, NW, Fifth Floor
Washington, DC 20036

Lindall Nipps

Allegiance Telecom, Inc.
845 Camino Sur

Palm Springs, CA 92262

Andrea P. Harris

Sr. Manager, Reg.
Allegiance Telecom, Inc.
PO Box 2610

Dublin, CA 94568

Gary L. Lane, Esq.
6902 East 1*' Street, Suite 201
Scottsdale, AZ 85251

J. David Tate

Senior Counsel

SBC Telecom, Inc.

5800 Northeast Parkway, Suite 125
San Antonio, Texas 78249



Penny Bewick

Electric Lightwave, Inc.

4400 NE 77" Avenue
Vancouver, Washington 98662

Carrington Phillips

Cox Communications

1400 Lake Hearn Drive, NE
Atlanta, GA 30319

Bill Haas

Richard Lipman

McLeodUSA

6400 C Street, SW

Cedar Rapids, Iowa 54206-3177

Richard Smith

Cox California Telecom, Inc.
Two Jack London Square
Oakland, CA 94697
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