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BEFORE THE A RATION COMMISSION 

GARY PIERCE ?nl L. IT 2. 
Chairman 

PAUL NEWMAN 
Commissioner 

SANDRA D. KENNEDY 
I -  

_ , I  \t I 

Commissioner 

Commissioner 

Commissioner 

BOB STUMP 

BRENDA BURNS 

[N THE MATTER OF QWEST 
CORPORATION’S COMPLIANCE WITH 
$271 OF THE TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
4CT OF 1996 

DOCKET NO. T-00000A-97-0238 

QWEST’S REPORT FOR THE 
SECOND QUARTER 2011 ON 
RESOLD LINE SPLITTING AND EEL 
SPLITTING PURSUANT TO 
COMMISSION ORDER AND NOTICE 
OF INDEFINITE SUSPENSION OF 
REPORTING 

In the Arizona Corporation Commission’s (“Commission”) NID and Line Splitting 

lecision, the Commission ordered Qwest to revise SGAT 59.24.1.1 to include a provision that 

‘Qwest shall report the level of region-wide demand by state for resold line splitting and EEL 

ine splitting on a quarterly basis to the Commission staff and interested CLECs.” See Decision 

\Jo. 64880, page 6,29. In compliance with this Order, Qwest included the SGAT language in its 

“lay 3 1,2002 SGAT filing. Qwest now files a report for the Second Quarter of 201 1. 

rhrough the Second Quarter of 201 1, Qwest had zero resold line splitting arrangements in the 

?west 14-state region. Through the Second Quarter of 20 1 1, Qwest does not have any 

nstallations or requests to install EEL splitting anywhere in its 14-state region. 
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On September 30,2002, Qwest filed its first quarterly report on resold line splitting and EEL line 

splitting. During the eight and one-half years since that first report was filed, Qwest has filed 34 

subsequent quarterly reports which have all reflected that no orders have been received for either 

product in any Qwest state. Further, no CLEC has come forward to dispute Qwest’s 35 previous 

filings reporting that there have not been any requests for these services. The intended purpose 

of the report was to provide Staff and CLECs with information “so that interested parties can 

make an independent determination of when demand justifies the making these products standard 

offerings.” Since no provider has demonstrated a need for these services at any time during the 

past 8 years, Qwest believes that it is doubtful that demand will ever develop. 

4t this time Qwest believes that an indefinite suspension of this reporting requirement is 

warranted. The report serves no useful purpose as long as there is no demand for resold line 

jplitting or EEL line splitting. Given the amount of time that has passed since the Commission 

ssued its order on resold line splitting and EEL line splitting, as well as the relatively matured 

state of competition in Arizona, Qwest questions whether the report would provide any useful 

3urpose even if demand were to develop for these products at some future point in time. 

kIowever, Qwest will continue to monitor these services in the future and in the unlikely event 

hat it receives orders for either service, it will resume reporting at that point in time. We believe 

.hat this approach will help avoid the wasteful use of resources for all parties, including Qwest, 

.he Commission, and CLECs, but will still comply with the stated intent of the Commission’s 

lecision. 
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RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this 29fh day of July, 201 1. 

QWEST COWORATION 

By: 

Corporate CounseT 
20 E. Thomas Road - 16* F 
Phoenix, Arizona 85012 
Telephone: (602) 630-2 187 

IRIGINAL and 13 copies hand-delivered for 
Wing this 29th day of July, 2011 to: 

locket Control 
IRIZONA CORPORATION COMMISSION 
200 W. Washington Street 
'hoenix, AZ 85007 

lOPY of the foregoing mailed 
his this 29fh day of July, 2011 to: 

daureen A. Scott, Esq. 
,egal Division ARIZONA CORPORATION COMMISSION 
IRIZONA CORPORATION COMMISSION 
200 W. Washington Street 
'hoenix, AZ 95007 

Terri Ford 

1200 W. Washington Street 
Phoenix, AZ 85007 

;teve Olea, Director Daniel Waggoner 
Jtilities Division 
4RIZONA CORPORATION COMMISSION 
200 W. Washington Street 
'hoenix, AZ 85007 

DAVIS, WRIGHT & TREMAINE 
' 2600 Century Square 
1 50 1 Fourth Avenue 
Seattle, WA 98101 
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Lyn Farmer, Chief Administrative Law Judge 
Jane Rodda, Administrative Law Judge 
Hearing Division 
ARIZONA CORPORATION COMMISSION 
1200 W. Washington 
Phoenix, AZ 85007 

Joan S. Burke 
Law Office of Joan S. Burke 
1650 N. First Avenue 
Phoenix, Arizona 85003 

Michael Patten 
ROSHKA, DEWULF & PATTEN 
400 E. Van Buren, Suite 900 
Phoenix, AZ 85004-3906 

Lyndall Nipps 
tw telecom. 
3665 Granite Ridge Drive, Ste: 500 
San Diego, CA 92 123 

leffrey Crockett 
BROWNSTEIN HYATT FARBER 
SCHRECK, LLP 
$0 N. Central Ave., 14th Floor 
Phoenix, AZ 85004 

Karen Clauson 
ESCHELON TELECOM 
730 Second Avenue South, Suite 1200 
Minneapolis, MN 55402 

Kevin Chapman 
SBC TELECOM, INC. 
1010 N. St. Mary’s, Room 1234 
San Antonio, TX 7821 5-2 109 

4ndrew 0. Isar 
Lliller Isar, Inc. 
$423 Ponit Fosdick Drive, NW, Suite 306 
3ig Harbor, WA 98335 

Thomas Campbell 
LEWIS & ROCA 
40 N. Central Avenue 
Phoenix, AZ 85004 

Thomas F. Dixon 
VERIZON INC. 
707 N. 17th Street 
Denver, C 80202 

Mark DiNunzio 
COX COMMUNICATIONS 
20402 North 29th Avenue 
Phoenix, AZ 85027-3 148 

Daniel Pozefsky 
RUCO 
1 1 10 West Washington, Suite 220 
Phoenix, AZ 85007 

Steven J. Duffy 
ISAACSON & DUFFY P.C. 
3 101 N. Central Avenue, Suite 1090 
Phoenix, AZ 85012 

Charlie Born 
Manager, Government and External Affairs 
Frontier Communications 
P.O. Box 340 
Elk Grove, CA 95759 

COVAD COMMUNICATIONS COMPANY 
790 1 Lowrey Boulevard 
Denver, CO 80230 
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