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You hav sked SBC to clarify its collocation policies in light of the D.C. Circuit's recent
Opinion vacating and remanding certain portions of the Commission's collocation rules.
See GTE Service Corporation v. FCC, No. 99-1176, 2000 U.S. App. LEXIS 4111 (D.C.
Cir. March 17, 2000). Specifically, you asked that we clarify: (l) whether we will
remove equipment already collocated at SBC's premises; (2) whether we will fulfill
orders for collocation filed prior to the Court's remand; and (3) our policy for orders
placed thereafter but prior to the Commission's completion of the remand proceeding. I
am pleased to respond as follows:

First, assuming a reasonably timely completion of the remand proceeding, SBC will not
disturb existing arrangements for collocated equipment or connections between different
collocators' equipment based on the Court's Opinion, pending such Commission action.

Second, SBC will fulfill orders for collocation of equipment or for connections between
different collocators' equipment that have been accepted prior to the Court's issuance of
its mandate. Moreover, SBC will accept, process and fulfill those orders on the same
basis as prior to the Court's issuance of its mandate and in accordance with required time
frames and intervals.

Third, except as otherwise required by our interconnection agreements or tariffs, SBC
will handle orders not accepted prior to the mandate in accordance with the following
principles. SBC will, of course, allow collocation of equipment "necessary" for
interconnection or access to unbundled network elements in accordance with the Court's
Opinion. In addition, SBC will permit collocation of multifunctional equipment included
in the definition of "advanced services equipment" in section 1.3.d of the SBC/Ameritech
Merger Conditions. SBC also will provide connections between different collocators'
equipment pursuant to SBC's Collocation Transport Service tariffs (Nevada Bell FCC #
1, SNET FCC # 39, SWBT FCC # 73, and Pacific Bell FCC # 128). This tariff offering,
which took effect on March 2, 2000, provides CLECs with quick and efficient
provisioning of connections when they need them at a minimal up-front cost. Indeed, a
number of CLECs already have availed themselves of this tariff offering. SBC will
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modify its interconnection agreements pursuant to the "change of law" provisions to
reflect these principles.

SBC's decision to grandfather certain collocation arrangements pending timely
completion of the remand proceeding is premised on its understanding that the most
favored nation provisions of both the 1996 Act and the SBC/Ameritech Merger
Conditions would not apply to such arrangements and that the grandfathering of existing
arrangements would not be deemed discriminatory vis-a-vis other carriers. Please let me
know if you disagree with this premise.
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