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6lf IN THE MATTER QF THE PETITION OF
2

DOCKET NO. U-3021-96-448
DOCKET NO. U-3245-96-448
DOCKET NO. E-1051-96-448

AMERICAN COMMUNICATIONS SERVICES,
INC. AND AMERICAN COMMUNICATIONS
SERVICES OF PIMA COUNTY, INC. FOR
8! ARBITRATION WITH U S WEST
COMMUNICATIONS, INC. OF

9 INTERCONNECTION RATES, TERMS, AND
CONDITIONS PURSUANT TO 47 U.S.C.
10} § 252(b) OF THE TELECOMMUNICATIONS
ACT OF 1996.

..
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12}l IN THE MATTER OF THE PETITION OF

) AT&T COMMUNICATIONS OF THE

13l MOUNTAIN STATES, INC. FOR
ARBITRATION WITH U S WBST

14| COMMUNICATIONS, INC. OF

| INTERCONNECTION RATES, TERMS, AND
158 CONDITIONS PURSUANT TO 47 U.S.C.
1§ 252(b) OF THE TELECOMMUNICATIONS
16ll ACT OF 1996.

DOCKET NO. U-2428-96-417
DOCKET NO. E-1051-96-417

17
IN THE MATTER OF THE PETITION OF

18}l MFS COMMUNICATIONS COMPANY, INC.

i FOR ARBITRATION WITH U S WEST

19§ COMMUNICATIONS, INC. OF

| INTERCONNECTION RATES, TERMS, AND

DOCKET NO. U-2752-96-362
DOCKET NO. E-1051-96-362

1§ 252(b) OF THE TELECOMMUNICATIONS
§ ACT OF 1996.

DOCKET NO. U-3016-956-402
= DOCKET NO. E-1051-96-402
U 8 WEST COMMUNICATIONS, INC. OF

INTERCONNECTION RATES, TERMS, AND
CONDITIONS PURSUANT TO 47 U.S.C.

§ 252(b) OF THE TELECOMMUNICATIONS
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IN THE MATTER COF THE PETITION CF

2§ MCIMETRO ACCESS TRANSMISSION
SERVICES, INC. FOR ARBITRATION OF

3 THRE RATES, TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF

4

DOCKET NGO. U-317%8-96-479
DOCKET NO. E-1051-96-479

INTERCONNECTION WITH U S WEST
lconuuuxcarraus, INC. FURSUANT TO
47 U.S.C. § 252({b) OF THE

| TELECOMMUNICATIONS ACT OF 1996.

IN THE MATTER COF THE PETITION OF
7]l BROOKS FIBER COMMUNICATIONS OF
TUCSON, INC. FOR ARBITRATION OF THE}
8)i THE RATES, TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF )
INTERCONNECTIONS WITH U S WEST
9 COMMUNICATIONS, INC. PURSUANT TO
47 U.S.C. § 252{b} OF THE

10l TELECOMMUNICATIONS ACT OF 1996.

DOCKET NC. U-3009-96-478
DOCKET NO. E-1051-96-478
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11
IN THE MATTER OF THE PETITION OF
12}l SPRINT COMMUNICATIONS COMPANY, L.P.
FOR ARBITRATION WITH U S WEST

13} COMMUNICATIONS, INC. OF
INTERCONNECTION RATES, TERMS, AND

| CONDITIONS PURSUANT TO 47 U.S.C.

#§ 252(b) OF THE TELECOMMUNICATIONS
ACT OF 1996.

DOCKET NO. U-2432-96-505
DOCKET NO. E-1051-96-505
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15

IN THE MATTER OF THE PETITION OF
! GST TUCSON LIGHTWAVE, INC.

| FOR ARBITRATION OF THE

| RATES, TERMS, AND CONDITIONS OF
{. INTERCONNECTION WITH U S WEST
19 COMMUNICATIONS, INC. PURSUANT TO
147 u.s.c. § 252 (b) OF THE

i

20§ TELECOMMUNICATIONS ACT OF 1996.

DOCKET NO. U-3155-96-527
DOCKET NO. E-1051-96-527

' A e® Y A Tt e st ot Sad Nt Nk et Mt s St N St Nt St Sl e e s

| U S WEST CCMMUNICATION’S REPLY RELATIVE TO ITS MOTION TO SEVER
| COST ISSUPFS AND ESTABLISH ADDITIONAL COST RECOVERY PROCEEDING

On January 6, 1997, U S WEST Communications, Inc. ("USWC")
24{l moved the Arbitrators to sever the issue of the creation of an
2sil appropriate mechanism for the apportionment of the cost of USWC’'s

26l electronic interfaces ("0SS cost recovery®") from the arbitration
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1% hearing currencly set for the purpose of determining permanent

2

pursuant to the Act (the ®"Arbitration Decisions"). In response to

its motion, USWC has received responses from only AT&T

Access Transmission Services, Inc. (*MCI") and TCG Phoenix ("TCG"),
none of which contest the need of a separate proceeding to address
t 0SS cost recovery or USWC’'s proposed schedule for such a proceeding.
Therefore, the only matter raised in USWC’s motion that
remains in dispute is whether a separate consolidated generic
| proceeding should cons?.der the recovery of all network rearrangement
| costs, including the O8S costs. USWC’s motion is not only a request

18§ to sever the 0SS cost recovery issues. It is also, as titled, a

22 such, the motion, like any application, discusses the legal and

the reasons stated in its motion.

AT&ET, MCI and TCG would have the Commission reject out-of -
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hanc tne portion of USWC's motion that constitutes its application

Eor ICAM because they do not like the costs specified and the
mechanism requested. In essence, their responses ask the
Arbitrators to conclude that USWC is not entitled to recover these
costs without hearing the evidence that underlies USWC's claims or
without evidence other parties may offer to contradict those claims.
Neither AT&T, MCI or TCG present any specific facts to dispute the
existence of such costs or legal authority to contravene the
creation of an ICAM recovery mechanism.

USWC has only requested that the Commission hold a hearing
where all interested parties could present evidence and litigate the
merits of USWC’'s regquest for recovery of its costs arising from the
Act, the First Report and Order, and the Arbitration Decisions.
Moreover, AT&T, MCI and TCG fail to demonstrate any way in which
CLECs would be prejudiced by such an evidentiary hearing. To the
contrary, the creation of such a proceeding will give them the
opportunity to litigate these issues fully before the appropriate
body . |

Therefore, USWC respectfully requests that the Commission

| establish this additional cost recovery proceeding, as requested,
.,far the purpose of determining an appropriate mechanism for the
racovery of all network rearrangement costs, including 0SS cost

| recovery.




DATED this 21lst day of January, 1397.
Respectfully submitted,

U S WEST LAW DEPARTMENT
Russell P. Rowe

1801 California Street
Suite 5100

Denver, Colorado 80202
{303)672-2720

and

FENNEMORE CRAIG, P.

Tlmoﬁg;/géég Iczi:;‘*”

Theresa Dwyer
Two North Central Avenue, Suite 2200
Phoenix, Arizona 85004-2390
{602) 257-5421
Attorneys for :
U 8 WEST COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

1 ORIGINAL and 3 copies of

15] the foregoing delivered for
i filing this 21st day of

15 Jamuary, 1997 tvo:

17 Rearing Division-Arbitration
| Arizona Corporation Commission
1&;1200 West Washington Street
~ [Phoenix, AZ 85007
19}
: i COPY of the foregoing hand-delivered
- 20§ this 21st day of January, 1997 to:

21 Docket Control

i Arizona Corporation Commission
22§ 1200 WEST Jashington Street

! Phoenix, AZ 85007
23§

f Jerry L. Rudibaugh
24f| Chief Hearing Officer

i Arizona Corporation Commission
25]] 1200 West Washington Street
| Phoenix, AZ 85007
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COPY of the foregoing mailed this
21lst day of January, 1997, to:

Lex Smith
3 Michael W. Patten
Brown & Bain
4} 2901 North Central Avenue
g Fhoenix, AZ 85001-0400
S§ Attorneys for ACSI

6 Joan $§. Burke
{ Osborn Maledon
74 2929 North Centcral Ave., 21st Flr.
i Phoenix, AZ 85067-6379
8fl Attorneys for AT&T Communications
of the Mountain States, Inc.

P T g

94
i Deborah S. Waldbaum
legwestern Region Counsgel
i Teleport Communications Group, Inc.
114 201 North Civic Drive, Suite 210
i Walnut Creek, CA 94596
12} and
5Bruce Meyerson
13j Steptoe & Johnson, LLP
40 North Central Avenue, 24th Floor
144 Pheenix, AZ 85004-4453
lnxtorneys for TCG Phoenix
15}
§Thomas.F. Dixon
16} Senior Attorney
| MCI Telecommunications Corporation
17} 201 Spear Street, 9th Floor
| Sans Francisco, CA 94105
18j and
| Thomas H. Campbell
1& Lewis & Roca
| %0 Hhrth Central Avenue
204 Pl %, AZ 85004-4429
: xmtamneys for MCImetro Access Transmission
'21§ Services, Inc.
22}  Thomas L. M maw
i Snell & Wil wer, LLP
23§ One Arizona Center
400 Bast Van Buren
24.Phoenix. AZ 85004-0001
%Axtorneys for Brooks Fiber Communications of Tucson,
25-
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‘Greg Fatterson

RESIDENTIAL UTILITY CONSUMER OFFICE

i 2828 North Central Avenue, Suite 1200

Phoenix, AZ 85004

»

Eric J. Branfman
Douglas G. Bonner

yw Swidler & Berlin

3000 K Streer, NW Suite 300
Washington, DC 20007-5116
Aztorneys for GST Tucson Lightwave, Inc.

Daniel Waggoner

Mary E. Steele

2600 Century Square

1501 Fourth Av=nue

Seattle, WA 98101-1683

and

Russell M. Blau

Douglas G. Bonner

Swicdler & Berlin, Chartered
3000 K Street, NW Suite 300
washington, 0OC  20007-5116
Actorneys for MFS Communications Company,

Deonald A. Low

Senior Attorney

State Regulatory Affairs/Central Region
Sprint Communications Company, LP

8140 Ward Parkway 5E

Kansas City, MO 64114
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