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NOTICE OF EX PARTE PRESENTATION

Ms. Magalie Roman Salas
Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

SBC Communications Inc.
1401 I Street, N.W.
Suite 1100
Washington, D.C. 20005
Phone 202 326-8888
Fax 202 408-4806

MAY 11 1998
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OFFiCE Of Ih·t SECAETARV
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Re: In the Matters ofApplication by SBC Communications Inc., Southwestern Bell
Telephone Company. and Southwestern Bell Communications Services, Inc. d/b/a
Southwestern Bell Long Distance for Provision ofIn-Region, InterLATA Services in
Oklahoma, CC Docket No. 97-121 and Request by ALTSfor Clarification ofthe
Commission 's Rules Regarding Recipr(;;al Compensation for Information Service
Provider Traffic, CCB/CPD No. 97-30

Dear Ms. Salas:

Please be advised that today, Dale (Zeke) Robertson, Senior Vice President,
SBC Telecommunications, Inc., and I met with Commissioner Gloria Tristani
and her legal adviser, Paul Gallant, in connection with the above-referenced
proceedings. The purpose of the meeting was to provide the Commissioner and
Mr. Gallant with a status report on SBC's meetings on section 271 competitive
checklist compliance with the Common Carrier Bureau staff. In addition, we
provided the attached document concerning reciprocal compensation involving
Internet service providers and competitive local exchange carriers, and argued
the FCC needs to expeditiously reaffirm its jurisdiction over ISP traffic and re­
confirm that such traffic is interstate in nature.

Should you have any questions concerning the foregoing, do not hesitate to
contact me. In accordance with the Commission's rules, an original and one
copy of this notification are submitted herewith.

Very truly yours,

Attachments

cc: Commissioner Tristani
Mr. Gallant
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SBC'S SUCCESS IN OPENING ITS LOCAL MARKETS: SIGNIFICANT
LOCAL COMPETITION EXISTS AND IS GROWING

April 1998 Report

SBC (Southwestern Bell Telephone, Pacific Bell and Nevada Bell) has dedicated significant
resources and investment to open its markets to local competition and to comply with all
requirements contained in the 1996 Telecommunications Act. As described in detail below, SBC
has made available products, services and systems required by Section 251 and the competitive
checklist of the 1996 Act, and competitive local exchange carriers ("CLECs") have ordered and
are actually using these checklist services and products to provide local service in all seven SBC
states.

These indicators provide irrefutable evidence that new entrants are obtaining the network
elements that they need from SBC to provide local service, that they are providing such
exchange services to end users and that their ability to enter the market is unambiguous. Taken
together. these data demonstrate that entry requirements into the local market in SBC's states
have been eliminated, that competitive entry is occurring and that SBC has lost approximately
903,000 lines to CLECs in SBC's states. Of these lines lost, approximately 600,000 were resale
lines and 304,000 lines were captured by facilities-based carriers. As a result of SBC's
compliance efforts, CLECs now have everything they need to compete against SBC and can use
resale. interconnection or unbundled network elements to compete for and take SBC customers.

SBCs Capital and Expense Investments To Open Its Markets
• Since the passage of the 1996 Act on February 6, 1996, SBC has devoted significant

financial, technical and personnel resources to implement the market- and network-opening
requirements of Sections 251 and 252 of the Act. SBC has spent more than $1 billion and
devoted more than 3,300 employees to implement the Act and open its local markets to
competition- including but not limited to equipment, computer hardware, software and
manpower. By the end of 1998. SBC estimates that it will have spent a total of $1.5 billion
making certain it meets the requirements of the Act.

Interconnection Agreements
• Signed Agreements: SBC and CLECs have signed more than 290 interconnection and resale

agreements within SBC s seven-state service area. In addition, 454 CLECs have received
PUC approved certificates to provide local service in SBC states.

• PUC Approved Agreements: The various state commissions have approved 220 SBC-CLEC
interconnection and resale agreements. These approved agreements give the CLECs
everything they say they need to provide local services and compete against SBC. There are
a large number of PUC approved agreements in each of SBC's states: Texas: 89; California:
27: Kansas: 25: Arkansas: 24: Oklahoma: 19; Missouri: 23 and Nevada: 13 approved
agreements.

• Current Negotiations: SBC currently is in the process of negotiating more than 400 additional
interconnection and resale agreements.



CLECs Competing Against SBC
• As of the end of March 1998, more than 175 CLECs were operational in SBC's territory and

passing resale, interconnection or UNE orders to SBC. Ninety five CLECs were passing
orders in Texas alone.

SBC Access Lines Lost to CLECs
• Through the end of March 1998, approximately 903,000 access lines have been lost to

CLECs through resale or through the establishment of new facilities-based service by CLECs
in SBC's seven-state service area. Approximately 600,000 SBC lines have been resold by
CLECs and approximately 304,000 additional customers are being served on a facilities-basis
(as indicated by CLEC E-911 listings) by CLECs in SBC's territory.

The approximate number of lines lost to CLECs in SBC's 7 states on a resale and facilities-basis
is:

Resale Resale Resale Resale Facilities-
Total Residential Business Priv. Coin Based Lines

a) California: 256,000 139,000 109,000 7,500 274,900

b) Texas: 257,000 193,000 53,000 10,100 13,900

c) Kansas: 40,000 19,400 20,600 0 1,100

d) Oklahoma: 16,000 13,400 2,700 13 11,900

e) Arkansas: 13,400 12,100 1,300 0 1,400

f) Missouri 13,500 7,700 5,800 0 1,600

g) Nevada 1.800 360 1.400 0 N/A
RESOLD LINE& 599,000 375.300 182.700- 18,300

FACIL.-BASED 303,900
LINES LOST:

SBCTOTAL
LINES LOST: 902,900

• There can be no dispute that resale of local service is available and significant in SBC's
territory. SBC has demonstrated that it has made resale available and its OSS can process
CLEC resale orders in an accurate and timely manner without any backlogs. Resale activity
slowed in March. 1998 (approximately 27.000 lines lost), and this situation was primarily the
result of decisions by AT&T and MCI to de-emphasize their resale activities, principally in
California. For example. residential resale by CLECs in California in March 1998 was
significantly lower than for each of the last six months of 1997. Nevertheless, even if the
major IXCs chose for their own internal business and regulatory reasons not to take
advantage of the resale option made available to them by SBC because they do not like the
resale pricing decisions made by the PUCs, there can be no dispute that SBC has met its
obligations under the Act to make resale available to competitors. The figures listed above
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demonstrate that SBC has made available to CLECs all the systems and services they need to
compete on a resale basis in each of SBC's states.

FACILITIES-BASED COMPETITION STATUS:
The following figures demonstrate that SBC has opened its local markets to competition and that
in addition to making resale available to competitors, SBC is also providing CLECs with the
facilities and network elements they need from SBC in order to compete on a facilities-basis in
the local exchange market. Information is not available to SBC to identify with precision the
full extent of facilities-based competition in each of its states. Available indicators
underestimate the extent of facilities-based competition and are imperfect measures of
competitive entry because each captures only that part of entry that requires action by SBC and
does not capture the extent of facilities-based self-supply being undertaken by CLECs.
Nevertheless, a review of available indicators (e.g. CLEC E-911 listings and numbers ported)
demonstrate that there is significant and growing facilities-based competition in SBC's states and
that approximately 304,000 lines are being served on a facilities-basis by CLECs in SBC's states.

• SBC is making available to CLECs through 220 PUC-approved interconnection agreements
and its new and modified systems and networks. all products, services and systems that
CLECs need to provide facilities-based or UNE-based local service to residential and
business customers.

CLEC E-911 Numbers-Best Indicator of Facilities-Based Competition
• CLEC listings in the E-911 database is the best available indicator ofaccess lines being

served on a facilities basis by facilities-based carriers. These listings show that CLECs serve
approximately 304.000 lines in SBC's 7 states on a facilities basis. CLECs have requested
E-911 service for 304,000 lines from their own NXX Codes that were assigned to them to
provide facilities-based service.

• In California alone. 14 facilities-based carriers serve approximately 274,000 lines on a
facilities basis (based on E-911 listings). CLEC E-911 listings indicate that there is at least
the following number of lines being served on a facilities-basis in the other SBC states:
Texas: 13.944: Oklahoma: 11.901: Missouri: 1.659; Arkansas: 1,400; and Kansas: 1,111
facilities-based lines.

Numbers Ported-Second Indicator of Facilities-Based Competition
• More than 57.200 existing SBC lines have been ported via interim number portability to

facilities-based competitors in each of SBC's seven states. CLECs have chosen to port
mostly business lines. but the same basic processes and procedures can be used to port
residential lines. This is one indicator of facilities-based competition that has occurred in
SBC's seven states. but it underestimates the actual amount of facilities-based competition
that has occurred. Each of the numbers ported represents conversion of an existing line from
SBC to a facilities-based CLEC provider. It should be noted. however. that lines do not have
to be ported when CLEes serve~ lines/customers on a facilities-basis and that SBC has
no precise method for determining exactly how many additional lines or customers are being
served by facilities-based providers in its seven states.
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UNEs.Interconnection and Other Facilities-Based Products Provided By sac to CLECs
• Interconnection Trunks: saC's provisioning of local interconnection trunks is an indicator

that acwallocal exchange traffic is being exchanged between CLECs and sac. sac has
provisioned approximately 260,000 one-and two-way interconnection trunks to CLECs in
SBC's seven-state service area. These trunks allow CLECs to connect their networks and
customers to swaT's network. 162,000 of these trunks were provisioned in California and
95,000 interconnection trunks were provided to CLECs in the SwaT five-state region.

• Unbundled Loops: Unbundled loops are the direct connection between the local
network and customer's premises. CLECs can provision loops themselves, or they can lease
unbundled loops from SBC or other suppliers. Because CLECs can self-provision loops, the
number of unbundled loops provided by SBC understates the extent of existing facilities­
based competition. Nevertheless, approximately 42,000 unbundled loops have been
provisioned by SBC to CLECs in sac's seven states. In addition, more than 300 unbundled
switch ports have been requested by and provided to CLECs by Sac.

• CLEC Collocation Arrangements: Collocation is an important measure of competitive
facilities-based presence because once a competitor is collocated in an sac central office it
has access to every loop connected to that central office. 392 physical collocation
arrangements are operational in sacs seven-state service area -- 80 of these are in SwaTs
region. with 312 in California.

• 312 physical collocation arrangements (125 in SwaT and 186 in CalifornialNevada) are
currently being worked on and pending completion.

• More than 55 virtual collocation arrangements are operational in SwaTs five-state territory.

• E-911 Trunks: CLECs have requested and sac has provisioned 622 operational E-911
trunks to facilities-based CLECs in sacs seven-state service area. Of this number, 426 are
located in California and 190 are in SWBT states.

• DAlOS Trunks: More than 800 Directory/Operator Assistance trunks have been provisioned
by SWBT to CLECs in the five SWBT states.

Reciprocal Compensation - Another Indicator That SHC's Networks Are Open
• Reciprocal compensation minutes of use is another indicator that demonstrates that actual

local traffic is being exchanged between CLECs and sac. A substantial amount of local
traffic has been exchanged between SHC and CLECs, with most of that traffic (and the
corresponding reciprocal compensation) going from sac to the CLECs. For example, more
than 3.8 billion minutes of local traffic (excluding Internet traffic) has been exchanged
between SWBTlPacific BelllNevada Bell and CLECs over interconnection trunks. More
than 90% of this local traffic has been exchanged from SHC to CLEC networks. It should
be noted. that these minutes do not capture all local minutes being generated by CLECs
because they do not include CLEC-to-CLEC traffic or on-net (i.e., intra-CLEC) traffic.

• In addition. the fact that an additional 6.3 billion minutes of Internet traffic has been
exchanged between SBC and CLEC networks also demonstrates that SBC's networks have
been opened to competition. The 10 billion minutes of local and Internet minutes-of-use
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exchanged between SBC and CLEC Networks confinn that SBC's networks are open to and
connect with CLEC networks.

Telephone Numbers Requested Bv and Assigned to CLECs .
• More than 2,058 NXX codes (each code representing 10,000 numbers) have been assigned to

facilities-based CLECs in SBC's seven-state service area, with an additional 120 assignments
pending. In other words, CLECs have requested and SBC has assigned 20.5 million
telephone numbers to CLECs in its seven states; more than 12.1 million numbers have been
requested by CLECs in California and an additional 8.4 million numbers have been requested
in SWBT's five states.

Access to sac White Page Directories
• CLEC infonnation can be included in all SBC White Page directories in SBC's seven state

service areas. SBC has provided more than 438,000 white page listings for CLEC customers.

Access to SBC Poles and Conduits
• SBC has provided competitors with access to more than 373,000 of its poles and

approximately 8.1 million feet of conduit space for their use to compete against SBC in its
seven states.

CLEC Orders Handled bv SBC's OSS and Local Service Centers
• Since the 1996 Act passed, SBC's OSS and Local Service Center personnel have handled

more than 1.7 million service orders from CLECs to order facilities, network elements and
resold or second lines for their customers, change or add vertical services etc. More than 1.1
million orders from CLECs have been processed in the SwaT five-state region and more
than 658.000 orders have been processed in CalifornialNevada. The fact that SwaT
processed more than 730,000 orders in 1997, and an additional 334,000 orders in the first
three months of 1998, without a backlog, is strong evidence that SBC has developed state-of­
the-art OSS and that these systems are being used by CLECs to compete in the local market
against SWBT. Orders are also being processed in California in a similar timely and
accurate manner without any backlogs. -

• SHC also demonstrated in Texas that its OSS (which is the same system used in all five
SWBT states) could handle large increases in volumes from CLECs. Over 928,000 CLEC
service orders in Texas have been processed. with over 246,000 orders processed in January
through March of 1998. SHC's OSS and Local Service Centers have handled the increased
volume of service orders without experiencing a backlog.

Conclusion
• The resale. interconnection. facilities-based and OSS-related numbers listed above, provide

compelling evidence that SHC has opened each of its seven states to resale, facilities-based
and UNE competition and that SBC provides CLECs with all the systems and services they
need to capture SHC's local customers.

• A neutral examination of the record unequivocally confinns that SBC has complied with the
1996 Act. it has provided CLECs with access to all 14 competitive checklist items and it has
opened its local markets to competition.
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fI CHECKLIST DESCRIPTION PRODUCTS PROVIDED AR KS MO OK TX
SWBr.
5 State. CA NV SBC TOTAL

39

31

17

2598P
70,7T

23,21

165,89

o
1

1.992

o
o

1,992

312

186

162,559
13,512

2,040
147,007

80

125

95,335
57,265

21,176

16,894

49

99

71,672
41,093

17.640

12,939

16

3

9,234
7,401

1,185

648

6

18

7,448
4,372

1,431

1,645

3

3

2.232
1.080

348

804

6

2

4.749
3.319

572

858

Total Trunk. Trunk. Provld..d to CLEC.
One Way Trunks (SSC to CLEC)

One Way Trunks (CLEC to SSC)

Two Way Trunks
Phy.lcal Collocation'

Operallonal Cages

PendIng Cages

VIrtual Colloc.tlon •

Operational Arrangements I 21 61 81 51
361 571 0/ 0

Pending Arrangements 0 0 0 0 2 2 1 0
Number of Colloc.ted Wlr. C.nt... 3 4 7 13 35 62 109 0

111nterconnectlon lor the transmisSIon

and roullng of lelephone exchange

service and ewchange access at any

technICally feaSIble pOlnl wIthIn Ihe
earners network

21 NondISCrimInatory access to network
elements

(In addItIon. See lIems 36 below)

Number of CLEC. paning ord... In 1998 12 1 1 9 14 4
Tot.1 ord... proc.....d (216/96·3/98)" 43.357 66,8 47,33 928,81 1,106,801 2,244

Manual 42,66 46,68 42,501 721,04 869,751 2,24j
ElectrOnic 69 20,12 4,83 207,76 237,050 0

Tolal ord... proc....d In 1997" 19,03 41,47 22,83 641,09 730,83 1,299
Manual 19,035 28,972 20,40 495,07 569,801 1,299
ElectroniC 12,504 2,424 146.021 161,03 0

Total ord." proc....d In 1998" 25,33C 24,501 246,11 334,35 945
Manual 17,714 22,08 184.36 258,33 945
ElectronIc 7,616 2,41 61,74 76,01 0

Tolal ord... proc....d In March 1998" 9,971 11,06 85,25 121,407 280
Manual 6,39 10,11 63,481 90,979 280
ElectronIC 3,57 95 21,76 30,428 0

17

1,767,7f-

1,223,46

433,48

150,5P

NondlSCflminatory access to poles. Talai Number 01 Poles Attached (Nole 1) 50e
ducts, conduits and rights 01 way Total Feet of Duct Occupied (Note 1) 16,225

4 Local loop transmissIOn from the central Unbundl.d Loop. -5,7-29
office to the customer's premIses, unbundled from

I local sw.tch.na or other services 1_
51Localtranspor1 from the trunk sode of a Unbundl.d Tr.n.port

wirehne local exchange carrier swrtch . Dedicated Transpor1 Available? Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Ves
lunbundled Irom switching or other services, Shared Transport Ava~able? Ves Yes Yes Ves Ve. Ves Ves Ves 1_

61Loeal switching unbundled from transport, Unbundled Switch Porta 0 0 1 0 163 164 1491 O·
local loop transmission or other services

373.74
8,100,1l

41,97

Yes
Ves

31

303f
26,97 L

303,901

62
80

424,55:­
13,809

438,36;'

Yes

6
2

Ves

Data Not
Available
Data Not
Available

426
C

Ves

Data Not
Ava'able
Data Not
Avalable

102

190
800
102

Yes

89

126
594
90

Yes

9

18
84

9

Ves

14

14
78
14

Yes

16
o

11

11

Ves

7

16
64

7

Ves

71Nondiscriminatory access to 911 and
E911, directory assistance, and operator
call completIOn serviees

E911 Trunks (not included in Item 1 Total)
OAlOA Trunks (not included in Item 1 Total) •••
CLECs using Directory Assistance Service
(Note 2)
CLECs using ·0· Call Completion Service
(Nole 2)

. Are CLECs offered E-911 service direcUy to
govemment bodies or interconnecting with
SBC's existing service arrangements?

Number of Facilities Sued CLEC End
User E-911 lIstlnge

· Residence 0 0 0 99 2,937 3,036 ReslBus Split Data Not
· Business •••• 1,400 1,111 1,659 11,802 11,007 26,979 Not Available Available
· Total 1,400 1,111 1,659 11,901 13,944 30,015 273,886 0

8 White pages directory listing fOf customers of Number of CLEC End Us.. White Pag•• lI.tlngs
other carrier's telephone exchange service. (NV alo 12197)

· Resale 11,995 26,281 9,176 14,599 175,692 237,743
Facliles Based 267 136 454 554 2,411 3,822

· Total 12,262 26,417 9,630 15,153 178,103 241,565
91Nondiscriminatory access to telephone

numbers fOf assignment to the other
carrier's telephone exchange service

relephone Numben Provided to CLECs
, Numbers Assigned
· Numbers Pending Assignment

120,000
o

70,000
o

710,000
o

330,000
o

7,170,000
60,000

8,400,000
60,000

12,150,000
740,000

30000
o

20.580,00r
BOO OOf

Produced by Industry Markets·
Marketing and Planning
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5WBT., CHECKLIST DESCRIPTION PRODUCTS PROVIDED AR KS MO OK TX 5 State. CA NV sec TOTAL

cuSlomers (No'e 31
10 Nondlscnmlnatory access to dalabases and Access 10 800. LIne Inlorrnallon Database (lIDS)

.~--

assocJaled SlgnaJl1lg necessary fOf call foutmg and Call'ng Name Delivery Dalabase (CNAM) and SST Ye, Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

comolelton S,onalino Network Ava,lable?
----

II Intenm number pOr1ab,lily IhlOugh lin.. Converted via INP
RCF Or DID Irunk. Each lone pOr1ed ReSlde"'lall,ne5 a a a a 37 37 ReS/Bus Spld ,
represenls converSIOn 0' an e.1os"ng line 110m BUSiness Lmes 1.268 580 958 9.292 14,813 26.911 Not AvaIlable 26.91
SSC to a fac,h"es·based p,ovlder Total 1,268 580 958 9,292 14,850 26,948 25,197 5,061 57.2(

12 Nondlscomlnalory access to services Are add,ltonal access codes or d'glls needed to
No No No No No No No No No

and Information reqUIred to allow COmple'e local calls to or from CLEC customers?
Implemen'atlon of dialing panty InlraLATA fall dIaling panty ava~able concurrent

Ye, Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
With SBC', ProVISIon of Inlerexchanoe servIce?

13 ReCiprocal compensation arrangemen's Local and EAS Mlnutea of Ua. Exchanged Over
~.~"----~

(No'e 4) Interconnection T,unh Since 1/1197 (In Mlllionl'

From SBC 10 CLEC 224 0 296 1141 2127 3788 2,8810 10.4 3,270.. -
From CLEC to SSC 66 0 00 108 1339 1513 401 1 0.0

ICA - does nollnd Jan-98 NV - Pending) 552
Total 290 0 296 1249 3466 530 1 3.2821 10.4 3.822

Local and EAS Mlnutel 01 U.. Exchanged Ov.r
Interconnection Trunkl In Feb,ulrY 1998 (In Mlllionl'

from SSC to CLEC 35 0 49 111 243 44 842 27 13
from CLEC to SSC 00 a 00 27 308 33 603 Not AVa/Milia 9
Total 35 0 49 138 551 77 144.5 27 22

Loc~1 and EAS Minut.. 01 U.. Exchanged Over
Inte,connectlon Trunh In March 1998 (In Mlliionl)

From SSC to CLEC 21 a 65 136 161 384 97 30 51
From CLEC to SSC 00 a 00 24 00 24 562 PMdln, 58
Tolal 21 0 65 160 181 408 65.9 30 109

14 O"e"ng lor resale at whole,ale prICe, Relold Acce.. Line.
any telecommunocahons servICe' BU'lness lines (Simple and Comple.) 1.368 20,681 5,811 2.726 53.650 84.236 109,102 ,,452 n:l4,19

offered a' relad \0 subsc"bers who P"vale COIn lines 0 0 0 13 10,118 10,131 7,546 0 17,67
are not 'hemselves carriers Re'identialline, 12,123 19,408 7,771 13,400 193,811 246,513 139,691 364 J86.56

Total 13,491 40.089 13,582 16,139 257.579 340.880 256,339 1.816 599,03
Note 1 CA and NV dala updaled quarterly CA Tolal Feel of Duel Occupted reRects bolh IXC and CLEe faailiel.

Nole 2 SwaT total counls each CLEC once, although it may appear in multIple stales and as both a lacdilies based and resale provider
Noie 3 Each NXX Code equals 10.000 lelephone numbers.
Nole 4. Totals do nol indude disputed Internet minutes of use. However, the laellhal over 6 29B minutes of Internet traffic have been

exchanged between sec and CLEC netwOfh in 1997 and 1998 also demonstrates that SBC'I networlll have been opened to competition.
SwaT 1997 and 1998 totals indude only local and Optional EAS traffIC PB 1997 totals also indude IntraLATA toll.

• cA quantity rellects adual number at cages. By SWBT methodology,

it would be 109 (counting CLECs In a given wire center only once).
•• CA Order Volumes Include relllle activity only (not faciities based orders,
... KS doel have OAIDA trunks. In procell of Iplitting those OAiDA trunks
terminating and counted in KC, MO that serve both KS and MO.
•••• E-911 Data from MO rellects 2 resldenllallislings (shown here as

business). which do not appear to be residential end users

5WBTS

CLECs with Certification. AR KS MO OK TX 5 State. CA NY SBCTOTAL
. Number Approved 17 43 36 34 156 286 116 52 45"
. Number Pending 27 12 18 17 22 96 33 8 13:

CLEC Interconnection Agreements

Number Signed 28 36 36 34 112 246 32 13 29'
Number Approved 24 25 23 19 89 180 27 13 221
Number of Arbitrations Compleled 1 3 3 1 11 19 4 0 2'
Number of Arbitrations In Prog,ess 1 0 0 0 1 2 0 1 1

Number Under Negotiation 55 52 61 58 131 357 35 23 41 ~

Produced by Industry Markets
Marketinq and Plan"ina
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PACWEST T~LECOMM, INC.
PHOENIX FI~RLlNKOF NEV
PHONIT, INC.

POSNER TEL

REFERRED C
EMIERE NE

, INC.
L, INC.

IITZ RENTAL

. TH RIZA
HARED COMM

!.LO CELLU~R

S~T~

SPRINT ..

STERLING INTERpfATIONAL FUNDING

TAYLOR COMMUN~CATIONSGROUP
TEL-LINK

TELENETWORK, IN

TELEPORT COMMUN)CATIONS GROUP'
TELIGENT, INC.

TIME WARNER

U S WEST INTE E AMERICA, INC.
U.S. LONG DIST CE

U.S. ONLIN OMMUNICATIONS, L.L.C.>
U.S. TE , INC.

UNIT TELEPHONE COMPANY

UNIV RSAL TELEPHONE

VAL -LINE

WES RN OKLAHOMA LONG DISTANCE
.....,nt~~ARWIRELESS OF TEXAS

ELECTRIC LIGHTWAVE, IN
EXPRESS TELECOMMUNI

FAST CONNECTIONS INC
FEIST LONG DISTANCE SE

GST TELECOMMUNICAT

~TE CARD SERVICES

EC ~

OLLYWOOD COM~~ICATIO~
o

A C S I
ACCUTEL OF TEXAS, INC.

ACM C.
ALL EL CO CATIONS, INC
AME ICAN METROCdllrMffiEX

A RICAN TELCO, I C.

A ERITECH COMM NICATIONS

IN ERNATIONAL, I C.
AT T

ASTIN BESTLIN

BA ICPHONE, IN
BRO S FIBER C

CAPI TELECOM~UNICATION
CAPR K COMMUNI
CFL T EPHONE
CHICK SAW TELECOMM

SERVI S, INC.
'I

CHOCTA COMMUNICATION

COMM S TH
CONNECT OMMUNICATIONS

CONTINE TELECOMMUNICA

OF CALIFORNI

COSERV, L.L.C.
COX TELCOM, INC.
CSWIICG CHOICECO
CYTEL
DIAL TONE USA, INC.

DIAL US

DOBSON WIRELESS, INC.
E Z TALK COMMUNICATION
EASY CELLULAR, INC.

",!'.,';,;·...::::.......:0~ CLECS HAVE MET THE STATE REGULATORY. ' .

.REQUIREMENTS AND COULD OFFER A COMPETITIVE
CHOICE TO RESIDENTIAL CUSTOM_ER... _
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9 CLECS-BROOKS FIBER C MMUNI
-ARKANSAS COMM SOUTI1
-CONNECT COMM NICATIONS
-FAST CO S INC
-MAX-TEL MMUNICATIONS, INC
-PREFERRED ARRIER SERVICES, INC
-STERLING IN ERNATIONAL FUNDING
-U.S. LONG DIS CE
-U.S. TELCO, INC.

',~::;CLECSTHAT HAVEiMET ARKANSAS REGULATORY
.~~.': :'. f'''- ., ,~',

REQUIREMENTS AND OFFER A COMPETITIVE CHOICE TO, '
.. '....'.'.,~~. Y RESIDENTIAL CUSTOMERS .

V Approved Interconnect;.." Anr~~rnlmt s::­
V Approved Certificate

V Statewide Coverage

V Tariff or Price List Required



";J;,,::.~C~ECS THAT HAVE MET ~t\lij~O(RM~AREGULATORY
I ·.;~f.. (-,

"REQUIREMENTS AND COULD OFFER A COMPETITIVE
'0, ',",: I

, .CHOICE TO RESIDENTIAL CUSTOMERS
V Approved Interconnection Agreement
V Approved Certificate

V Statewide Coverage

V Tariff or Price List Required
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-AT&T
BROOKS IBER COMMUNICATIONS
,

ONTINE TAL TELECOMMUNICATIONS OF CALIFORNIA; \
.·:'1

CA FORNIA TELCOM, INC. . !;..~
T LIGHTWAVE,INC._'·i~rJ

ECOMMUNICATIONS . ,.~:t:j
': ~ ~' il

. \'~"'lI. ,.'
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TRO
ORLDCOM

<.~f"·-pacWestTELECOMM, INC.
-SLO CELLULAR, INC.
-SPECTRANET
-SPRINT
-TELEPORT COMMUNICATIONS GROUP
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KANSAS CITY AREA
-ACSI

pproved Interconnection Agreement ,
V A roved Certificate ' 1

V Sta wide Coverage ,: l
V Tari r Price List ReqUired'!

STAT WIDE
-FAST C NNECTIONS INC
-FEIST ONG DISTANCE SERY~CE, INC
-KANSAS COMM SOUTH

X-TEL COMMUNICATIONS, I~C
-p FERRED CARRIER SERYIC~S, INC
-QC IN~

-STER G I ~ERNATION

-U.S. TELCO, I C.
-UNIYERSAL TE~ PHO~E

-YALU-LINE

11 CLECS
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V Approved Interconnection Agreement
V Approved Certificate

V Statewide Coverage

V Tariff or Price List Required
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8 CLECS

-ACM, INC.
-BROOKS FIBER COMMUNICATIONS
-EASY CELLULAR, INC.
-PHOENIX FIBERLINK OF NEVADA
-QTEL, INC.
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10 CLECS

-A C S I
-BROOKS FIBE COMMUNICATIONS
-CHIC SAW T LECOMMUNICATIONS\SERVICES, INC.
-COX 0 HOMA TELCOM
-DIAL TON USA, INC.
-DOBSON E INC.
-FAST CONNE ION INC.
-OKLAHOMA COMM S TH
-U.S. LONG DISTANCE
-WESTERN OKLAHOMA LbNG

':':, "CLECS THAT HAVE MET OKLAHOMA REGULATORY
.RE('.UIREMENTS AND COULD OFFER A COMPETITIVE

CHOICE TO RESIDENTIAL CUSTOMERS
V Approved Interconnection Agreement
V Approved Certificate

V Statewide Coverage

V Tariff or Price List Required



Approve~Certificate

ariff or Price List Required

CES, INC.
GROUP, INC.

, INC
CATIONS, INC.
,TIONS GROUP

-ACSI
·ACCUTEL OF TEXAS, INC.
-AMERICAN METROCOMMITEXAS, IN
-AMERICAN TELCO, INC.
-AMERITECH COMM. INTL, INC.
-AT&T
-AUSTICO TELECOM
-AUSTIN BESTLINE.
-BROOKS FIBER COMM __.
-CAPITAL TELECOMMUNI
-CAPROCK COMMUNICATIO
-CFL TELEPHONE .
-CHOCTAW COMMUNICATION 'i\

-CSW/ICG CHOICECOM, L.P.
-CYTEL
-DIAL TONE USA, INC.
-E Z TALK COMMUNICATION
-EASY CELLULAR, INC.
-EXPRESS TELECOMMUNICATIONS
-FAST CONNECTIONS INC

V Approved Interconnection Agreemen

V Statewide Coverage i
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CLECSTHATHAVEMETT~XASREGULATORY

RE,QUIREMENTS AND COULD OFFER A COMPETITIVE
CHOICE TO RESIDENTIAL CUSTOMERS
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i

'BEAUMONT AREA

, L.L.C.
OOD COMMUNICATIONS
SOURCES

COMMUNICATIONS GROUP
WIRELESS OF TEXAS

-FORTHiWORTH AREA

Tariff o"-Price List Required

PHONE, INC.
-NGSGATE

-PHONIT, INC.
-TELEPORT COMMUNICATIONS GROUP
WINSTAR WIRELESS OF TEXAS

WESTTE
-UNITED TELEPHON

CLECS WITH SPECIFIED SE
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~,.
-TELEPORT COMMUNICAi

_.

V Approved Interconnection Agreemen

V Approved Certificate I
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Southwestern Bell
Texas 271 Affiant Matrix

3/2/98 Draft

Wimess

1 INTERCONNECI10N (Checklist Item
(i»

1.1 For transmission and routing of exchange Deere Affidavit, ~ 9
and exchange access service (Act, § 251
(c)(2)(A); 47 CFR § 51.305(a)(I))

1.2 At any technically feasible point (Act, Deere Affidavit, ~~ 9,58
§ 251 (c)(2)(S); 47 CFR § 51.305(a)(2)),
including:

1.2.1 Line side of local switch (47 CFR Deere Affidavit, ~ 14
§ 51.305(a)(2)(i))

1.2.2 Trunk side of local switch (47 CFR Auinbauh Affidavit, Schedule 4
§ 51.305(a)(2)(ii))

Deere Affidavit, ~~ 13,29-39

1.2.3 Trunk interconnection points of a tandem Deere Affidavit, ~ 13
, (47 CFR § 51.305(a)(2)(iii))

1.2.4 Central office cross-connect points (47 Deere Affidavit, fi 13
CFR § 51.305(a)(2)(iv))

1.2.5 Out-of-band signaling transfer points Deere Affidavit, ~ 13
necessary to exchange traffic and access
call-related databases (47 CFR
§ 51.305(a)(2)(v))

1.2.6 Points of access to unbundled network Deere Affidavit, ~ 13
elements (47 CFR § 51.305(a)(2)(vi))

1.3 Two-way rrunking upon request and as Deere Affidavit, ~ 31
technically feasible (47 CFR § 51.305(f))

1.4 Through any technically feasible Deere Affidavit, ~~ 9-14
interconnection method, including: (47
CFR § 51.321 (a), (b))

IA.l Physical and virtual collocation (Act, Auinbauh Affidavit, ~~ 15-35,41-45; Schedules 4-6
§ 25I(c)(6); 47 CFR § 51.321(b)(I))

Deere Affidavit, ~~ 15, 18,23

1.4.1.1 For any type of equipment used for Deere Affidavit, ~~ I 1·12, 16
interconnection or access to unbundled
network elements, including optical
tenninating equipment and multiplexers
and equipment being collocated to
tenninate basic transmission facilities (47
CFR §§ 51.323(b), 51.323(b)(I))

lA.l.2 Interconnection point or points accessible Deere Affidavit, ~~ 10-14, 19
to both SSC and the competing LEC as
close as possible to SSC's premises (47
CFR § 51.323(d)(I))

8



Southwestern Bell
Texas 271 Affiant Matrix

3/2/98 Draft

1.4.1.3 At least 2 interconnection points where Deere Affidavit. ~ 19

there are at least 2 entry points at which
space is available for new facilities (47
CFR § 51.323(d)(2))

1.4.1.4 Allow interconnection of copper or Deere Affidavit, ~~ 9, 15

coaxial cable if approved by the state (47
CFR 51.323(d)(2))

1.4.1.5 Allow physical collocation of microwave Deere Affidavit, ~~ 15, 18, 23
facilities where technically feasible, or
virtual collocation if physical collocation
is not technically feasible (47 CFR
§ 51.323(d)(4))

1.4.1.6 For virtual collocation, install, maintain, Auinbauh Affidavit, ~~ 41-45
and repair collocated equipment in same

Deere Affidavit, ~~ 18-20,23,26
manner as SWBT's own equipment (47
CFR § 51.323(e)) Kramer Affidavit~~ 13-14,23,28

1,4.1.7 Allocate space for collocation (47 CFR Auinbauh Affidavit, ~~ 23-24; Schedule 5
§§ 51.323(b), 51.323(f))

Deere Affidavit, ~~ 15-17, 20, 22

1.4.1.8 Allow requesting carrier to connect Auinbauh Affidavit, ~~ 23-24; Schedule 5
collocated equipment to SWBT's

Deere Affidavit, ~~ 15-17,22
unbundled network elements (47 CFR
§ 51.323(g))

1.4.1.9 Permit two collocating carriers to Auinbauh Affidavit, ~ 24; Schedule 5
interconnect equipment at SWBT's

Deere Affidavit, ~~ 15,20
premises (47 CFR § 5J.323(h)

1.4.1.10 Permit subcontracting of physical Auinbauh Affidavit, Schedule 5
collocation construction with contractors

Deere Affidavit, ~ 21
approved by SWBT, using the same
criteria as SWBT in approvIng its own
contractors (47 CFR § 51.323U))

14.2 Meet point arrangements (47 CFR Deere Affidavit, ~ 31
§ 51.321(b)(2»)

I.:; Provide technical information regarding Auinbauh Affidavit, ~~ 21-22; Schedules 5-6
S\VBT's facilities to allow requesting
camer to achieve interconnection (47
CFR § 51.305(g)

1.6 Pricing for interconnection is just, Auinbauh Affidavit, ~~ 7,3640
reasonable, and nondiscriminatory. is

Loehman Affidavit, ~~ 9c, e, f, g, 16-32;
based on cost, and includes a reasonable
profit, and is no less favorable than the

Schedule G

terms and conditions S\VBT applies to
itself (Act, §§ 251 (c)(2)(D), 252(d)( 1);
47 CFR § 51.305(a)(5»)

9


