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Appendix A(11)

U S WEST Cammunicstions, inc.

Whalazalg Markets lBMST'
150 South Fith Strest, Room 570

Minnaapolis, MN 55402 l&'s barrer bere @
Telephone (512) §62-7377

Patricia A. Kline
General Managar-Sastermn Regicn

July 14, 1399

Michael J. Bradley, Esaq.
Moss & Bamett ' ,

' 80 Saouth Seventh Strest, Suite 4800
Minneapalis, Minnesota 554024129

“Re!  In the Matter of a Complaint and Request for Expeditad |Proceeding by
USLink, Inc. and InfoTel Communications, LLC Against U S WEST
Communications, Inc. Regarding Extended Area Service,|MPUC Docket
Na. P421/C-88-724

Dear Mr. Bradley:

[Trade Secret Data Begins ‘
- On June 4, 1899, USLink, (nc. ("uSLmkn) and lncheI Ccrnmunxcatzqns, LLC

~‘("InfoTe!") filed a complaint against U S WEST CommUnicaﬁcns, inc. (“USWEST")
before the Minnesota Pu'blic Utilities Commissior_l' ("Commission™), whfq:h is as'signed
' case number P421/C-99-724 (hefeinafter ‘“Cofnplaint”). In the Complaint, USLink and
lnféTél ("Comnplainants”) socught the ability to usé local tandem functioniality at certain
U S WEST end ofiices fo transport calls to and from Extended Area Service ("EAS")
calling éreas. ‘Ul S WE’ST and Ccmplainahts by means‘ of éxecuﬁng thid lettér, t:(er.eby
resolve therr d:sput es and USLink and lnfoTel agree to wnthdraw the cqmplairit under

the following terms and ccndrtxons.

4+ - UStink and InfoTel sHall be allowed to utilize local andem ~sv‘-ﬁ.tching

functionality and transport from and to U S-WEST end offices in the ekc}hénges listed
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below (hereinafter “Requested Exchanges') to transport calls within

the Requested

Exchanges and the exchanges included in Commission approved EAS calling areas for

those exchanges. U S WEST will allow USLink and infoTel to utilize

- Exchanges as lécal tandem switches:

A Requested Eichanges: |

Brainerd; (includes leswa remote)
Duluth;

Fargo (includes Moorehead/West Fargo)
Fergus Falls;

Grand Rapids;

Hibbing;

Little Falls;

Owattona

Rochester;

St. Cloud;

Wadena; and

Witlmar,

the Requested

2.  In thase Local Calliﬁg Areas in Minnesota where USLidk and InfoTel

operate and where U SWEST has an off cial Local Tandem, as listed in the Local

Exchange Routmg Cutde (“LERG) USLink and lnfoTel may interconngct at the local

tandem (including the Metropolitan EAS area)

3. - USLink and InfoTel may request to utilize tandem swuchxrg functionality

and transport to originate or terminate local {raffic within the Requested

in other USWEST end office exchanges. Exbept' for the excha

Exchanges, or

riges listed in

paragraphs 1 and 2, such a request will not impose any cobligation dn U S WEST.

Where U S Link and InfoTel make such ;‘réqu‘est; U S WEST may

tonsider such

~ requests_on an individual .case basis. U S WEST ‘may request coimpensation for any

costs imposed, including but not limited to up front recovery of anyArecbnﬁ ;uriation cosis
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and/or switch upgrades, resulting fram USLink's or InfaTel's use of
Exchanges Iist;ad in paragraph 1, cr any additional requests, as local &
US WEST's poﬁcy, U S WEST is not. obligéied to agree to such 4
U S WEST does not use its end o‘.ﬁces for tandem ofﬁce,ﬁincﬁonal’rty
" local calling services; to itself. | It shall rémaiﬁ U SWESTs poﬁc;v that ¢
exchange prox}iders or commercial mobile radio service providers

designated official local tandems identified in the LERG as local tande

_exiét. otherwise, such provider must direct connect o each end offics

calling area. Under this policy, a prcvicier may not designate a U S WES

a local tandem where such switch is not identified in the LERG as a loca

parties are unable to reach agréement, they may resort to the Disp

provisions of the applicable .Agraemént for Local Wireline Network Interg

Service Resale (“Interconnection Agreement”).
4.

furictionality and transpert in an end office to temminate local EAS trafiic,

U S WEST the usage rate elements, established in the Interconnectic

including: 1) local switching for calls completed within the requested

In those instances where USUnk and InfoTel may use tany

the Requested

indems. Under

reguest since

for provision of

bmpetitive local

shall use only
ms where they
> in such focal
T end office as
tandem. If the‘
Jté Resoiutio}n

tannection and

dem switching
they shall pay
n Agreement, '

L‘;xchange end

- office; 2) tandem switching, transperi (billed at the commen transport the), and local

switching for calls completed tc another U S WEST end office in the g

tandemn switching and appropriate portion of transportl _(bi!led at the com

rate) for calls to ather carriers’ end office(s) in that EAS. Calls originated

end

“users in the Local Calling Area which. route through the requested

ame EAS; 3)
mon’ transport
by U S WEST
%ﬁf‘chéﬁg‘e’ end

2

” offices to temminate to USLink or InfoTel are subject to reciprocal

ompensation.
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~ USLink or infoTel dispute the propriety of such costs, the parties agree
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Likewise, calls originated by USLink or InfoTel end users which route through the
requested exchange end offices to terminate to U S WEST are subjedt to reciprocal

compensation. U S WEST reserves the rﬁght to assess USLink and Info
any unforeseen costs, as notad in number 3 above, incurred by U SWEST. Should
‘tn negoﬁéte ‘thé
matter and may resocrt to the Dispute Resolution provisions of |
lnterc,onhection Agreement. USLink and InfoTel also reserve the night to elect to

'provide their own EAS facilities and thereby avoid such charges. Further, USLink and

- InfoTel ara réspdnsible for negoﬁaﬁn'g interconnection agreements foq traffic with a

terminating provider for traffic which terminates on that provider's n.etwor_kA and only
transits the USWEST network.A U SWEST, USLink and InfoTel alﬁto agree that
U S.WEST is not resi:onsible for the relationship between USLink and InfpTel and other

terminating providers.

5. in no case will USLink or InfaTel originate or terminate|interLATA or

Tel up front for -

he applicable

Intral ATA tol traffic of any sort through a U'S WEST end office dedicatpd for local or

EAS traffic, regardless of whether an end office nas tandem sthchxnc functionality.
Furtner the 512 cCs restnc‘uon found in the interconnection Agreements In Attachment
3 Appendxx A, Sectian, 2.4.4, shall aiso apply to the Requested Exchanges.

6. ° Based on the terrns of this setlament, U'*‘ank lchel and U S WEST

(the "Parﬁes") agre= that the Complaint will be wnthdrawn immediately gnd no further

action by the Commission with'regard to that complaint is reque'sted. | Because the

C:cmplamt mvolves 3 dnspute under an mterconnec‘aon agreement, the Parties. agree-

mthat a vo{untary resolutzcn of the dispute does not fequire Ccmmlss on approval,
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o Howevetj. the Parties agree to appear before the Commission to suppart
agreement should the Commission sa request.

7. Naothing contained herein, and no action taken by the Par

approval of this

ies with regard

to this'agree.f‘hent, shall be construed as an admission by any of thesg Parties as to

liability regarding the matters herein, nér _Speéﬂlation as to the oi;'tcome

been fully liﬁéa‘ced before the Commission.

8. This agreement shall be construed in accordance with t
State of Minnesota.
g. The Par‘ciés agree that until the Corhmi_ssion determines

Internet Sai—vic:e Provider traffic should be treated like local EAS traffic, th

the option of pursuing an appropriate remedy with respect te such traf

had the matter

e laws of the
that paging, or
b Parties retain

ic. - Until such

time as the Commission determines the appropriate compensation mechanism for

paging and Intemeat Service Provider traffic, the parties may withhold

paging and Intemet Service Provider traffic. The Commission, to

determined Internet Service Provider traffic and paging traffic to be |

purposes of reciprocal compen»saﬁon. The party renderin‘g the bill

N compensafion will cooperate with the other party 1o make a good faith e

: Pa.g'fﬂ'gi.- traffic and ISP traffic.

10, This agreement is the entire agreement between the Par
' resolution of _thé Complaint. Prior oral and written agreements are supe

agreeme'nt' herein .and this égreement may be madified only if agreed

signed by the Parties ta this complaint.

| paymenf for
Hate, has not
beal traffic for
for reciprocal

fort to identify

lies regarding
rceded by the

to in writing,
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et TSR 57'5‘.

1. Should any provision of thig agreement be deemed unan rceable, this

agreement sha)| terminate in js entirety. ' -

12, This agreement does pgt SUpercede any terms or Conditions of the

terms of the.interconnecﬁon agreement among the Parties, This g reement shal

terminate upon the termination of the current interconnection agreemept among the

parties (March 17, 2002). 'frade Secret Data Ends]‘--

By ;
- MicHael J, Bradley
Date:_/~/ -5 Date: 7 - //-75
MOSS & BARNETT - | .
A Professiona] Association USWEsST Comr‘nuniwﬁc , Inc,
4800 Norwest Center Whoalesale Markets
S0 South Sevent Street ‘ 150 South Fifth Street, Rogm 57
- Minneapojs, MN 554024109 Minneapolis, MN §5402 -

Telephone: §12.347.0337 - - Telephone: 512683737~ | -

Aftorneys on Behalf of
‘USLink Ine, and InfoTel Communimﬁons, LLC
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