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CARL J. KUNASEK
Chairman

JIM IRVIN
Commissioner

WILLIAM A. MUNDELL
Commissioner

IN THE MATTER OF INVESTIGATION DOCKET NO. T-00000A-00-0194

INTO U S WEST COMMUNICATIONS,

INC.’S COMPLIANCE WITH CERTAIN COVAD’S AND NEW EDGE

WHOLESALE PRICING NETWORKS’

REQUIREMENTS FOR UNBUNDLED RECOMMENDATIONS RE:
ADDITIONAL ISSUES

NETWORK ELEMENTS AND RESALE
DISCOUNTS.

In accordance with the Hearing Officer’s March 30, 2000 procedural order,
intervenors Covad Communications Company (“Covad”) and New Edge Networks (“New
Edge”) submit the following list of additional costing/pricing issues that should be
addressed and resolved during additional phases of this docket. Covad and New Edge also
briefly address procedural issues regarding the additional phases.

In general, Covad and New Edge support the recommendations filed by other
CLECs and intervenors regarding additional issues to be decided (including subsequent
phases). Covad and New Edge also believe the Commission should establish/review (1)
cost-based recurring and non-recurring charges for CLEC purchases of network elements,
(2) charges for access to and the combination of separate network elements, (3) costs of all
network elements, and (4) various costing issues stemming from recent Court decisions and

FCC orders. More specifically, Covad and New Edge believe that at least the following

items and elements should by priced by the Commission:




1 o Line Sharing: The Commission should determine the cost of various elements
5 relating to line sharing, including primarily the high frequency spectrum
network element. Other elements that will need to be examined are the
3 installation cost of shared lines and splitter collocation costs (including
equipment costs). In addition, the Commission will need to assess the cost of
4 operation support systems (OSS) upgrades necessary for line sharing after
5 those systems are put in place. These various costs may have both or either a
recurring and/or non-recurring element. This list is not intended to be
6 comprehensive and there may be additional line sharing issues that should be
7 addressed and resolved in this docket.
8 . Sub-loop Elements: The Commission should determine the costs related to
9 provision of sub-loop elements, including distribution and feeder loops.
10 L Loops: The Commission should determine the costs for high capacity loops
1 including DS1, DS3 and Ocx capacity customer circuits and IOT.
12 o Dark fiber: The Commission should evaluate various costing and pricing
3 issues related to dark fiber.
14 o Packet Switching UNEs: In situations where U S WEST is obligated to make
packet switching unbundled network elements available to CLECs, the
15 Commission should establish cost-based rates for packet switching.
16 In addition, U S WEST’s latest SGAT (Statement of Generally Available
17
18 Terms and Conditions) dated April 7, 2000 raises numerous costing and pricing issues.
19 || Covad and New Edge reserve the right to raise these additional costing issues as
20 appropriate.
2 1 . . - . . .
Given all of the potential costing issues that should be addressed in this
22
23 || docket, Covad and ELI suggest that the Hearing Officer utilize a 3 or 4 phase approach.
24 || Phase I would address the geographic deaveraging for wholesale rates on an interim basis.
25 o
Covad and New Edge suggest that line sharing costs be addressed as quickly as possible in
26
27 || Phase Il particularly given the anticipated demand for line sharing and its rapid
28 | implementation.
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RESPECTFULLY submitted this é‘l[ day of April, 2000.

GALLAGHER & KENNEDY, P.A.
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ORIGINAL and 10 copies of the foregoing
filed this 4 4 day of April, 2000, with:

Docket Control

Arizona Corporation Commission
1200 W. Washington St.

Phoenix, Arizona 85007

THREE COPIES of the foregoing hand-delivered
this A4 day of April, 2000 to:

Jerry Rudibaugh

Hearing Officer

Arizona Corporation Commission
1200 W. Washington

Phoenix, Arizona 85007

COPY of the foregoing mailed
this J«f day of April, 2000 to:

Thomas M. Dethlefs

U S WEST, Inc.

Suite 5100

1801 California Avenue
Denver, Colorado 80203

Michael M. Grant

Todd C. Wiley

2600 North CentralAvenue

Phoenix, Arizona 85004

Attorneys for Electric Lightwave, Inc.
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1 || Richard Wolters
AT&T
2 | Room 1575
3 || 1875 Lawrence St.
4 Denver, Colorado 80202-1847
5 {| Michael Patten
Brown & Bain, P.A.
6 | P.O. Box 400
7 || Phoenix, Arizona 85001-0400
8 || Thomas H. Campbell
9 || Lewis & Roca
40 N. Central Ave.
10 || Phoenix, Arizona 85007
i Scott S. Wakefield
12 | RUCO
13 Suite 1200
2828 North Central Avenue
14 || Phoenix, Arizona 85004
15 Thomas F. Dixon
16 § MCI WorldCom
17 | 707 17" St.
Denver, Colorado
18
19 Steve Kukta
Sgrint Communications Co.
20 || 7" FL.
1 1850 Gateway Dr.
San Mateo, California 94404-2467
22
Lynn Farmer
23 Chief Counsel
24 || Arizona Corporation Commission
1200 W. Washington
25 Phoenix, Arizona 85007
26
Deborah Scott, Director
27 | Utilities Division
78 | 1200 W. Washington St.
Phoenix, Arizona 85007
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Penny Bewick

New Edge Networks, Inc.

P.O. Box 5159

Vancouver, Washington 98668

Clay Deanhardt

Covad Communications

4250 Burton St.

Santa Clara, California 95050

Timothy Peters

Electric Lightwave, Inc.

P.O. Box 4678

Vancouver, Washington 98662

Arizona Court Reporter

Suite Three

2627 N. Third St.

Phoenix, Arizona 85004-1103
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