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COMMUNICATIONS, INC.’S ) 
IN THE MATTER OF U S WEST 

COMPLIANCE WITH 0 271 OF THE 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS ACT OF 1996 ) STAFF’S MOTION TO AMEND 

) Docket No. T-00000A-97-0238 

) 

) ADDITIONAL WORKSHOP DATES 
) AND QWEST’S MOTION TO 
) MODIFY WORKSHOP SCHEDULE 

AT&T AND TCG’S RESPONSE TO 

AT&T Communications of the Mountain States, Inc. and TCG Phoenix (collectively, 

“AT&T”) hereby respond to the Staffs Motion to Amend Additional Workshop Dates and 

Qwest’s Motion to Modify Workshop Schedule. 

AT&T recommends that the Hearing Division approve Staffs Motion and schedule. 

AT&T must oppose Qwest’s proposal because it attempts to eliminate review of issues regarding 

the general terms and conditions of the Statement of Generally Available Terms and Conditions 

(“SGAT”) and because contemplated workshop dates are eliminated in an apparent attempt to 

foreclose complete discussion of issues in order to complete the workshops prematurely. 

The workshop dates in Staffs schedule, although not totally satisfactory to AT&T, 

represent a compromise arrived at by numerous e-mail communications between the parties. 

Because the workshops set for the week of January 8,2001, were cancelled at Qwest’s request, 

the issues to be addressed at the workshops were slipped one workshop. 

Qwest’s proposal eliminates any discussion of the terms and conditions of the SGAT. 

Staffs schedule proposes that terms and conditions bg addressed during the March workshop. 



Qwest’s intends to use the SGAT to demonstrate compliance with section 271 of the 

Telecommunications Act of 1996. Qwest holds out the SGAT as an option to competitive local 

exchange carriers (“CLECs”) in lieu of negotiations and arbitration. It makes no sense to ignore 

the terms and conditions and review only the sections regarding the specific checklist items 

contained in the Act, if the CLEC is adopting the entire SGAT as an interconnection agreement. 

Some review of the general terms and conditions is necessary to determine if the SGAT truly 

establishes concrete and legal obligations on the part of Qwest to comply with section 27 1 of the 

Act. 

Qwest also attempts to eliminate workshop dates in an attempt to complete the 

workshops by May 18. This is unwise, for a number of reasons. Foremost, Qwest’s schedule 

does not contemplate nor provide for follow-up workshops. This raises serious concerns with 

AT&T. It is unlikely that all of the issues will be resolved during the time allotted by Qwest. 

Recently, the Washington Administrative Law Judge (“ALJ”) cut off further discussion and 

review of the SGAT provisions regarding collocation. The Washington ALJ apparently intends 

to rely on the record of workshops on collocation created in other jurisdictions to resolve 

outstanding collocation issues in Washington. This is not only unwise, it is contrary to the 

purpose of holding workshops in the various states. 

AT&T did not suggest or recommend workshops; it also raised the problems inherent in 

holding workshops in multiple jurisdictions. Qwest ignored other parties’ concerns and pursued 

its workshop proposal in multiple jurisdictions. As a result, workshops were scheduled in 

Arizona, Colorado, Washington, Oregon and in the in the multi-state process. Now, after having 

obtained what it asked for, Qwest wants to change the process once again, to its advantage and 

the disadvantage of the CLECS. Qwest seeks to truncate the workshop process at the expense of 
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the CLECs and the thorough review of the issues. AT&T is concerned that Qwest will seek to 

foreclose meaningful discussion in Arizona by proposing to submit the records created in other 

states. 

AT&T recommends that the current process as structured in Arizona continue. The 

CLECs must be permitted to raise all issues regarding SGAT and given an opportunity to 

thoroughly review Qwest’s intent. Cutting the process short not only undermines the process, 

creates an inadequate record, allows ambiguity to remain in the SGAT, but may allow Qwest to 

argue compliance with section 271 based on an SGAT that fails to establish a concrete legal 

obligations for section 27 1 compliance. 

AT&T recommends that Staffs schedule be adopted. AT&T may recommend minor 

adjustments to the issues to be addressed at each workshop. However, AT&T believes such 

changes can be made by Staff with the parties’ input. Therefore, AT&T recommends that the 

Hearing Officer’s order reaffirm the Staffs ability to make adjustments to the subject matter to 

be discussed at each of the workshops. 

Now, therefore, AT&T requests that Staffs Motion be granted and Qwest’s Motion be 

denied. 

Dated this d$\ day of January 2001 

AT&T COMMUNICATIONS OF THE 
MOUNTAIN STATES, INC. 

By: 

Richard S. Wolters 
AT&T Law Department 
1875 Lawrence Street, Suite 1575 
Denver, Colorado 80202 
Telephone: (303) 298-6741 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that the original and 10 copies of AT&T and TCG’s Response to Staffs 
Motion to Amend Additional Workshop Dates and Qwest’s Motion to Modify Workshop 
Schedule in Docket No. T-00000A-97-0238, were sent via overnight delivery this 9th day of 
January, 2001, to: 

Arizona Corporation Commission 
Docket Control - Utilities Division 
1200 West Washington Street 
Phoenix, AZ 85007 

and that a copy of the foregoing was sent via overnight delivery this gfh day of January, 2001 to 
the following: 

Deborah Scott 
Director - Utilities Division 
Arizona Corporation Commission 
1200 West Washington Street 
Phoenix, AZ 85007 

Christopher Kempley 
Arizona Corporation Commission 
Legal Division 
1200 West Washington Street 
Phoenix, AZ 85007 

Jane Rodda Maureen Scott 
Acting Chief Administrative Law Judge Legal Division 
Arizona Corporation Commission Arizona Corporation Commission 
1200 West Washington Street 1200 West Washington Street 
Phoenix, AZ 85007 Phoenix, AZ 85007 

Mark A. DiNunzio 
Arizona Corporation Commission 
1200 West Washington Street 
Phoenix, AZ 85007 

and a true and correct copy of the foregoing was sent via United States Mail, postage prepaid, on 
the gth day of January, 2001 to the following: 

Thomas F. Dixon 
MCI WorldCom, Inc. 
707 - 17t” Street, #3900 
Denver, CO 80202 

Douglas Hsiao 
Rhythms Netconnections 
7337 So. Revere Parkway, #lo0 
Englewood, CO 801 12 

Michael M. Grant 
Gallagher and Kennedy 
2600 North Central Ave. 
Phoenix, AZ 85004-3020 

Andrew Crain 
Qwest Corporation 
1801 California Street, Suite 3800 
Denver, CO 80202 

Thomas H. Campbell 
Lewis & Roca LLP 
40 N. Central Avenue 
Phoenix, AZ 85004 

Karen L. Clauson 
Eschelon Telecom, Inc. 
730 2nd Avenue South, Suite 1200 
Minneapolis, MN 55402 
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Michael W. Patten 
Brown & Bain, P.A. 
P. 0. Box 400 
2901 North Central Ave., Suite 2000 
Phoenix, AZ 85001-0400 

Bill Haas 
Richard Lipman 
McLeod USA Telecommunications Services, Inc. 
6400 C Street SW 
Cedar Rapids, IA 54206-3 177 

Robert S. Tanner 
Davis Wright Tremaine LLP 
17203 N. 42nd Street 
Phoenix, A2  85032 

Joan S. Burke 
Osborn Maledon, P.A. 
2929 N. Central Avenue, 2 1 st Floor 
Phoenix, A2  85067-6379 

Scott S. Wakefield 
Residential Utility Consumer Office 
2828 North Central Ave., #1200 
Phoenix, AZ 85004 

Karen Johnson 
Electric Lightwave, Inc. 
4400 NE 77‘h Ave 
Vancouver, WA 98662 

Daniel Waggoner 
Davis Wright Tremaine 
2600 Century Square 
1502 Fourth Avenue 
Seattle, WA 98101-1688 

Mark N. Rogers 
Excel1 Agent Services, L.L.C. 
2175 W. 14th Street 
Tempe, AZ 85281 

Mark P. Trinchero 
Davis Wright Tremaine 
1300 SW Fifth Ave., Suite 2300 
Portland OR 9720 1-5682 

Darren Weingard 
Stephen H. Kukta 
Sprint Communications Company L.P. 
1850 Gateway Drive, 7fh Floor 
San Mateo, CA 94404-2467 

Joyce Hundley 
United States Dept. of Justice 
Antitrust Division 
1401 H Street NW, Suite 8000 
Washington, DC 20530 

Steven R. Beck 
Qwest Corporation 
1801 California Street, Suite 3800 
Denver, CO 80202 

Timothy Berg 
Fennemore Craig, P.C. 
3003 North Central Ave., #2600 
Phoenix, A2  85012 

Charles Kallenbach 
American Communications Services, Inc. 
13 1 National Business Parkway 
Annapolis Junction, MD 2070 1 

Alaine Miller 
Nextlink Communications, Inc. 
500 108t” Avenue NE, Suite 2200 
Bellevue, WA 98004 

Richard M. Rindler 
Morton J. Posner 
Swidler & Berlin Shereff Friedman, LLP 
3000 K Street, N.W. - Suite 300 
Washington, D.C. 20007-5 1 16 

Jeffrey W. Crockett 
Snell & Wilmer, LLP 
One Arizona Center 
Phoenix, A2  85004-0001 

Gena Doyscher 
Global Crossing Local Services, Inc. 
1221 Nicollet Mall, Suite 300 
Minneapolis MN 55403 
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Raymond S. Heyman 
Randall H. Warner 
Roshka Heyman & DeWulf 
Two Arizona Center 
400 N. Fifth Street, Suite 1000 
Phoenix, AZ 85004 

Michael B. Hazzard 
Kelley, Drye & Warren, LLP 
1200 19th Street, NW, Fifth Floor 
Washington, DC 20036 

Jon Loehman 
Managing Director-Regulatory 
SBC Telecom, Inc. 
5800 Northwest Parkway 
Suite 135, Room 1.S.40 
San Antonio, TX 78249 

Andrea P. Harris 
Senior Manager, Regulatory 
Allegiance Telecom, Inc. 
P. 0. Box 2610 
Dublin, CA 94568 

Klayton F. Fennel1 
Director of Regulatory Affairs 
TESS Communications, Inc. 
12050 N. Pecos Street, Suite 300 
Westminster, CO 80202 

Diane Bacon, Legislative Director 
Communications Workers of America 
Arizona State Council 
District 7 AFL-CIO, CLC 
58 18 N. 7th Street, Suite 206 
Phoenix, AZ 85014-581 1 

Janet Livengood 
Regional Vice President 
Z-Tel Communications, Inc. 
601 S. Harbour Island Blvd., Suite 220 
Tampa, FL 33602 

Mark Dioguardi 
Tiffany and Bosco, P.A. 
500 Dial Tower 
1850 North Central Ave. 
Phoenix, AZ 85004 

Lyndall Nipps 
Director, Regulatory 
Allegiance Telecom, Inc. 
845 Camino Sur 
Palm Springs, CA 92262 

M. Andrew Andrade 
5261 S. Quebec Street, Suite 150 
Greenwood Village, CO 80 1 1 1 

n 

Bradley Carroll 
Cox Arizona Telcom, L.L.C. 
1550 West Deer Valley Road 
Phoenix, AZ 85027 
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