
SBC Response Letter attached hereto as Exhibit D. Finally, just yesterday, on March 3, 2005, SBC 
issued another Accessible Letter Number CLECALL05-037, which invalidly restricts XOs ability to review 
and copy data related to Tier 1, Tier 2, and Tier 3 wire center business line and fiber-based collocator 
counts. See SBC Accessible Letters, attached hereto as ExhibitA. 

written words as set forth in the Accessible Letters: 
SBC's blatant disregard of Commission direction is evidenced simply and clearly by SBC's own 

"The effect of the TRO Remand Order on New, Migration or Move LSRs for these 
affected elements is operative notwithstanding interconnection agreements or 
applicable tariffs" 

(emphasis added). SBC makes no attempt to hide its strategy to thwart XOs attempts to fullycomply 
with the TRRO and to ensure a seamless transition of its customers off affected elements. In the TRRO, 
the Commission required ICECs and CLECs to, in good faith, amend their ICAs to incorporate the 
Commission's most recent rule changes. Specifically, 7233 of the TRRO clearly states that "[the 
Commission] expect[s] that Incumbent LECs and competing carriers will implement the 
Commission's findings as directed by Section 252 of the Act. Thus, carriers must implement 
changes to their interconnection agreements consistent with our conclusions In this Order" 
(emphasis added and footnotes omitted). The Commission elaborates on this obligation by stating that 
"the incumbent LEC and competitive LEC must negotiate In good faith regarding any rates, terms, 
and conditions necessary to implement our rule changes" (emphasis added and footnotes omitted). 
The TRRO does not create exceptions to this premise or unilaterally permit SBC to pick and choose 
which of the Commission rule changes must be incorporated into its ICA with XO and which it can 
unilaterally implement without negotiation or discussion. Such position is clearly violative of the TRRO. 

The Commission further clarified in the TRRO that parties were to rely on ICA amendment 
process to incorporate its changes, including ail transitional provisions, explicitly referencing carriers' use 
of the change of law provisions in their ICAs. Indeed. the Commission emphasized that "carriers have 
twelve months from the effective date of this Order to modify their interconnection agreements, 
including completing any change of law processes." See TRRO 71 143 and 196. SBC's position that 
the rule changes promulgated by the Commission in the TRRO are self effectuating, and that XO is 
required to enter into the SBC form ICA amendment by March 10, 2005, a day before the effective date 
of theTRRO, and more than one year prior to the date authorized under the TRRO, is clearly without 
basis and wholly inconsistent with TRRO nn 143 and 196. SBC's position is further undermined by the 
language in TRRO 11 145 and 198. which state that 

'"the transition mechanism adopted here is simply a default process, and pursuant 
to Section 252(a)(l), carriers remain free to negotiate alternative arrangements 
superseding this transition period. The transition mechanism also does not 
replace or supersede any commercial arrangements carriers have reached for the 
continued provision o f .  . . facilities or services." 

SBC's contentions that it can unilaterally implement the transitional provisions set forth in the TRRO fly in 
the face of this Commission construct, which by its clear terms allows for the replacement of the stated 
transition mechanism with terms negotiated or arbitrated between the parties. This Commission construct 
clearly contemplates nothing less than full bilateral negotiations between the parties of all "rates, terms 
and conditions necessary to implement the [Commission's] rule changes." See TRRO 7 233 
(emphasis added). 

It is also important to emphasize that the Commission explicitly elected to effectuate its rule 
changes through the ICA Amendment process, recognizing that these ICAs already provide for a 
mechanism for incorporating changes in the law. and that such changes will take some period of time to 
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complete. The Commission has aptly embraced these change of law mechanisms by requiring carriers to 
follow their own negotiated processes in order to give effect to the new Commission rules. Also 
recognized by the Commission decision is that until the change of law process, and resulting 
negotiations, are completed, albeit within the time frames prescribed in the TRRO, the ICA terms and 
conditions as previously negotiated and agreed by the respective parties must continue to govern without 
interruption or alteration. As such, SBC cannot now attempt to circumvent the very terms it negotiated 
with XO in direct contravention of Commission rules simply because it feels it would benefited by doing 
so. The Commission has explicitly set forth a process to incorporate its new rule changes into existing 
CAS. and SBC must be made to follow that procedure. 

As such, we now respectively request that the Bureau take whatever steps are necessary to 
ensure SBC complies with the clear directives of the Commission in the TRRO. SBC must not be 
permitted to steamroll this process, placing XO and its customers in further jeopardy. Conversely, XO 
has no interest in unreasonably delaying the complete implementation of the Commission's rules. Quite 
to the contrary, it is XOs hope to quickly and smoothly implement all required rule changes so that its 
customers can be seamlessly transitioned to new sewice arrangements where necessary and without 
interruption. Indeed, as referenced above, XO has already sent requests to SBC for negotiation of the 
necessary amendments to their CAS, as well as a request for the business line and fiber-based collocator 
counts to support SBC's Tier 1, Tier 2, and Tier 3 wire center determinations. Despite X O s  good faith 
requests consistent with the process set forth in the TRRO. however, SBC continues to refuse to engage 
XO in good faith negotiations, and after first refusing to provide any of the back-up data underlying its wire 
center determinations, has unduly restricted access to such back-up data to counsel only, "copying 
prohibited.".inappropriately relying on the Protective Order issued by the Commission in the TRRO 
proceeding. See SBC Response at pp 3-4, SBC Accessible Letter dated March 3, 2005. Indeed, as 
contemplated by 7 155 of the 1996 Local Competition Order, CC Docket Nos. 96-98. 95-185, SBC must 
be required to permit access to such back-up data to XO without such restrictions as such data is 
necessary for XO to verify SBC's wire center determinations and fully and effectively negotiate the 
required ICA amendments. SBC's blatant refusal to work with XO in good faith to implement the 
provisions of the TRRO must not be tolerated. SBC's actions again demonstrate its bad faith as it 
continues to place unreasonable and inappropriate impediments in the way of its competitors, and in 
violation of application federal rules. After more than 9 years of delays and excuses, it is time for SBC to 
fulfill its obligations as required by clear Commission order. 

As you are aware, this is a tenuous time for small and mid-sized competitive telecommunications 
carriers, with new mega mergers and consolidations announced almost weekly, and large carriers 
continuing to dominate the marketplace. It is thus imperative that ILECs, like SBC, be required to comply 
with the law so competitive LECs can have the certaintythey need to ensure uninterrupted, cost effective, 
quality service to their customers. 

Thank you for you prompt attention to this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Christopher McKee 
XO Communications. Inc. 

VAOllKARP1157620 2 

/www xu I DlTl 



VAOIIKAKPJI57620 2 

www x o  C"" 



Accessible 

Date: February 11, 2005 

Effective Date: N/A 

Number: CLECALL05-019 

Category: Loop-Transport 

Subject: (BUSINESS PROCESSES) SBC's' Implementation of the FCC TRO Remand Order for 

Related Letters: ICLECALL05-020 

Unbundled High-Capacity Loops and Unbundled Dedicated Transport - Order Rejection 

Attachment: Yes (4 )  
Loop/Transport Price 
Increase/Transition Period; 
CLECALLOS-016 SBC Interim 
"UNE-P Replacement" 
Commercial Offering; 
CLECALL05-018 Letter Re: 
ULS/UNE-P Price 
Increase/Transition Period; and 
CLECALL05-017 Order Rejection 
ULS-UNE-PI 

States Impacted: 13-States 

Issuing SBC ILECS: SBC Indiana, SBC Ohio, SBC Michigan, SBC Wisconsin, SBC California, SBC 
Nevada, SBC Arkansas, SBC Illinois, SBC Kansas, SBC Missouri, SBC 
Oklahoma, SBC Texas and SBC Connecticut 

Response Deadline: N/A Contact: Account Manager 

Conference Call/Meeting: N/A 

To: SBC's Local Wholesale Customers 

On February 4, 2005, the FCC issued i ts "TRO Remand Order", concerning the provision of 
unbundled network elements. As set forth in the TRO Remand Order, specifically in Rule 
51.319(a)(6), as of March 11, 2005, CLECs "may not obtain," and SBC and other ILECs are not 
required to provide access to  Dark Fiber Loops on an unbundled basis to  requesting 
telecommunications carriers. The TRO Remand Order also finds, specifically in Rules 
51.319(a)(4), (a)(5) and 51.319(e), that, as of March 11, 2005, CLECs "may not obtain," and 
SBC and other ILECs are not required to  provide access to  DSl/DS3 Loops or Transport or Dark 
Fiber Transport on an unbundled basis to  requesting telecommunications carriers under certain 
circumstances. Therefore, as of March 11, 2005, in accordance with the TRO Remand Order, 
CLECs may not place, and SBC will no longer provision New, Migration or Move Local Service 
Requests (LSRs) for affected elements. 

There are different impairment findings in the TRO Remand Order for each category of elements 
addressed by this Accessible Letter. To address the differences and to  ensure clarity, SBC has 
included separate attachments for DS1 and DS3 Unbundled High Capacity Loops, DS1 and DS3 
Unbundled Dedicated Transport (UDT), Unbundled Dark Fiber Loops and Dark Fiber Unbundled 
Dedicated Transport. Please refer to the appropriate attachment to determine how orders for 
each category of elements will be treated in light of the TRO Remand Order. 

' Rcferences to "SBC" in this Accessible Letter encompass. as applicable, the Issuing SBC ILECs identified at the 
beginning of this letter. 



The effect of the TRO Remand Order on New, Migration or Move LSRs for these affected elements 
is operative notwithstanding interconnection agreements or applicable tariffs. 

Should you have any questions regarding this implementation notice, please contact your Account 
Manager. 



CLECALL05-019 
LOOPS ATTACHMENT: ImDlementation Plan for DS1 and DS3 Hiah-CaDacitv LOODS - 
Order Rejection. 

New Local Service Reauests (LSRs). 

As of the effective date of the TRO Remand Order, Le., March 11, 2005, you are no longer 
authorized to place, nor will SBC accept New, Migration or Move LSRs for DS1 or DS3 High- 
Capacity Loops in excess of the caps established by Rule 51.319(a)(4) and 51.319(a)(5) or in 
service areas served by  Wire Centers meeting the criteria set forth by the FCC in  its TRO Remand 
Order, Rules 51.319(a)(4)and 51.319(a)(5) (“Affected DS1 and DS3 High-Capacity Loops”). Any 
New, Migration or Move LSRs placed for Affected DS1 or DS3 High-Capacity Loops on or after 
March 11, 2005 will be rejected. 

--- _- _I_-- I . _ - -  I- 



CLECALL05-019 
TRANSPORT ATTACHMENT: ImDlementation Plan for DS1 and DS3 Dedicated TranSDOrt 
- Order Reiection. 

New Local Service Reauests (LSRsI. 

As of the effective date of the TRO Remand Order, i.e., March 11, 2005, you are no longer 
authorized to place, nor will SBC accept New, Migration or Move LSRs for DS1 or DS3 Dedicated 
Transport in excess of the caps established by Rule 51.319(e)(Z)(ii) and Rule 51.319(e)(Z)(iii) or 
on routes between Wire Centers meeting the criteria set forth by the FCC in its TRO Remand 
Order, Rule 51.319(e)(Z)(ii) and Rule 51.319(e)(Z)(iii) ("Affected DS1 or DS3 Dedicated 
Transport"). Any New, Migration or Move LSRs placed for Affected DS1 or DS3 Dedicated 
Transport on or after March 11, 2005 will be rejected. 



CLECALL05-019 
DARK FIBER LOOPS ATTACHMENT: Implementation Plan for Dark Fiber LOODS- Order 
Reiection. 

New Local Service Reauests I LSRsL 

As of the effective date of the TRO Remand Order, i.e., March 11, 2005, pursuant to  Rule 
51.319(a)(6), you are no longer authorized to place, nor will SBC accept New, Migration or Move 
LSRs for Dark Fiber Loops. Any New, Migration or Move LSRs placed for Dark Fiber Loops on or 
after March 11, 2005 will be rejected. 



CLECALL05-019 
DARK FIBER TRANSPORT ATTACHMENT: Imolementation Plan for Dark Fiber Dedicated 
TransDort- Order Reiection. 

New Local Service Reauests I LSRsL 

As of the effective date of the TRO Remand Order, i.e., March 11, 2005, pursuant to  Rule 
51.319(e)(iv), you are no longer authorized to place, nor will SBC accept New, Migration or Move 
LSRs for Dark Fiber Dedicated Transport in service areas between Wire Centers meeting the 
criteria set forth by the FCC in its TRO Remand Order ("Affected Dark Fiber Dedicated Transport"). 
Any New, Migration or Move LSRs placed for Affected Dark Fiber Dedicated Transport served by 
these Wire Centers on or after March 11, 2005 will be rejected. 



U Accessible 

Date: February 11,2005 

Effective Date: N/A 

Number: CLECALL05-020 

Category: Loop-Transport 

Subject: (BUSINESS PROCESSES) SBC's' Implementation of the FCC TRO Remand Order for 

Related Letters: CCLECALL05-019 Attachment: Yes (5) 

Unbundled High-Capacity Loops and Unbundled Dedicated Transport - Transition Plan 

Loop/Tmnsport Order Rejection; 
CLECALL05-016 SBC Interim 
"UNE-P Replacement" 
Commercial Offering; 
CLECALL05-018 Letter Re: 
ULS/UNE-P Price 
Increase/Transition Period; and 
CLEC ALLO5-017 Order Rejection 
ULS-UNE-PI 

States Impacted: 13-States 

Issuing SBC ILECS: SBC Indiana, SBC Ohia, SBC Michigan, SBC Wisconsin, SBC California, SBC 
Nevada, SBC Arkansas, SBC Illinois, SBC Kansas, SBC Missouri, SBC 
Oklahoma, SBC Texas and SBC Connecticut 

Response Deadline: March 10,2005 

Conference Call/Meeting: N/A 

To: SBC's Local Wholesale Customers 

This letter is to  share wi th  you SBC's plans to  implement the FCC's February 4, 2005 TRO Remand 
Order, as it pertains to  Unbundled Dedicated Transport and Unbundled High-Capacity Loops. 
These plans have been developed in accordance with the TRO Remand Order and are described in 
element-specific attachments to  this Accessible Letter wi th respect to  the following two areas as 
outlined in the TRO Remand Order: 1 )  the applicable Transition Period for the Embedded Base 
and 2) the applicable Transition Pricing for the Embedded Base. There are different transition 
periods defined and different impairment findings in the TRO Remand Order for each category of 
elements addressed by this Accessible Letter. To address the differences and to ensure clarity, 
SBC has set forth the different implementation plans in separate attachments for DS1 and DS3 
High Capacity Loops, DS1 and DS3 Unbundled Dedicated Transport (UDT), Dark Fiber Loops and 
Dark Fiber Unbundled Dedicated Transport. 

As explained in CLECALL05-019, as of the effective date of the TRO Remand Order, i.e., March 11, 
2005, you are no longer authorized to  send, and SBC will no longer accept, New, Migration or 
Move LSRs for unbundled high-capacity loops or transport, as is more specifically set forth in that 
Accessible Letter, and such orders will be rejected. 

Your embedded base of the affected high-capacity loop and transport elements will be treated as 
is more specifically set forth in the attachments to  this Letter, as per the requirements of the TRO 
Remand Order. Also attached is a sample amendment to your Interconnection Agreement. A 
signature-ready Amendment and instructions will be available on CLEC-Online 

' References to "SBC" in this Accessible Letter encompass. as applicable, the Issuing SBC lLECs identified at the 
beginning of this letter. 

Contact: Account Manager 



(h~. .s~/c lec.sbc.com/c lec)  not later than February 21, 2005, for you to  download, print, complete 
and return to SBC. 
Paragraph 233 of the Order requires good faith negotiations regarding implementation of the rule 
changes and implementation of the conclusions adopted in the Order. 

Should you have any questions regarding this implementation notice, please contact your Account 
Manager. 

Please sign and return the Amendment to  SBC by March 10, 2005. 

'd 
Final Land T 

ample Amendment. 



CLECALL05-020 
LOOPS ATTACHMENT: Implementation Plan for D S l  and DS3 Hiah-CaDacitv LOOPS. 

Transition Period for the Embedded Base. 

As of the effective date of the TRO Remand Order, Le., March 11, 2005, SBC is no longer 
obligated to provide unbundled access to DS1 or DS3 High-Capacity Loops in  excess of the caps 
established by Rule 51.319(a)(4) and 51.319(a)(5) or in service areas served by  Wire Centers 
meeting the criteria set forth by the FCC in its TRO Remand Order, Rules 51.319(a)(4)and 
51.319(a)(5) (“Affected Unbundled DS1 and DS3 High-Capacity Loops”). 

As established by the TRO Remand Order, the transition period for the Affected Unbundled DS1 
and DS3 High-Capacity Loops is 12  months. This 12-month transition period will begin on March 
11, 2005 and end on March 11, 2006. During this 12-month transition period, your Company will 
be responsible for the transition of Affected DS1 and DS3 High-Capacity Loops to an alternative 
service arrangement. To the extent that there are CLEC embedded base Affected D S l  or DS3 
High-Capacity Loops in place at the conclusion of the 12-month transition period, SBC will convert 
them to  a Special Access month-to-month service under the applicable access tariffs. 

Transition Pricing for the Embedded Base. 

The TRO Remand Order authorizes SBC to  modify rates for embedded base Affected Unbundled 
DS1 and DS3 High-Capacity Loops to equal the higher of (1) the rate your company paid for such 
high-capacity loops as of June 15, 2004 plus 15% or (2) the rate the state commission has 
established or establishes, if any, between lune  16, 2004 and March 11, 2005 for such high- 
capacity loops, plus 15%. 



CLECALL05-020 
TRANSPORT ATTACHMENT: ImDlementation Plan for DS1 and DS3 Unbundled Dedicated 
TransDort [UDTI. 

Transition Period for the Embedded Base. 

As of the effective date of the TRO Remand Order, i.e., March 11, 2005, SBC is no longer 
obligated to provide unbundled access to  DS1 or DS3 UDT in excess of the caps established by 
Rule 51.319(e)(Z)(ii) and 51.319(e)(Z)(iii) or on routes between pairs of Wire Centers meeting 
the criteria set forth by the FCC in its TRO Remand Order, Rules 51.319(e)(2)(ii) and 
51.319(e)(2)(iii) ("Affected Unbundled DS1 and DS3 High-Capacity Loops"). 

As established by the TRO Remand Order, the transition period for Affected DS1 and DS3 UDT is 
12 months. This 12-month transition period will begin on March 11, 2005 and end on March 11, 
2006. During this 12-month transition period, your Company will be responsible for the transition 
of Affected DS1 and DS3 UDT facilities to  an alternative service arrangement. To the extent that  
there are CLEC embedded base Affected DS1 or DS3 UDT facilities in place at  the conclusion of 
the 12-month transition period, SBC will convert them to a Special Access month-to-month 
service under the applicable access tariffs. 

Transition Pricina for the Embedded Base. 

The TRO Remand Order authorizes SBC to modify rates for Affected DS1 and DS3 UDT to equal 
the higher of (1) the rate your company paid for such UDT facilities as of June 15, 2004 plus 15% 
or (2) the rate the state commission has established or establishes, if any, between June 16, 2004 
and March 11, 2005 for such UDT facilities loops, plus 15%. 



CLECALL05-020 
Imolementation Plan for Dark Fiber Hiah-CaDacity DARK FIBER LOOPS ATTACHMENT: 

LOODS. 

Transition Period for the Embedded Base. 

As of the effective date of the TRO Remand Order, i.e., March 11, 2005, SBC is no longer 
obligated to  provide unbundled access to  Dark Fiber High-Capacity Loops. As defined in the TRO 
Remand Order, the transition period for unbundled Dark Fiber High-Capacity Loops is 18 months. 
This 18-month transition period will begin on March 11, 2005 and end on September 11, 2006. 
During this 18-month transition period, your Company will be responsible for the removal of 
services you are providing over these unbundled Dark Fiber High-Capacity Loops and for returning 
the Loops to SBC. To the extent that  there are CLEC embedded base unbundled Dark Fiber High- 
Capacity Loops in place at  the conclusion of the 18-month transition period, SBC will disconnect 
such facilities. 

Transition Pricinq for the Embedded Base. 

The TRO Remand Order authorizes rates for embedded base unbundled Dark Fiber High-Capacity 
Loops to be modified to a rate equal to  the higher of (1) the rate your company paid for such Dark 
Fiber High-Capacity Loops as of June 15, 2004 plus 15% or (2) the rate the state commission has 
established or establishes, if any, between lune 16, 2004 and March 11, 2005 for such Loops, 
p/uS 15%. 



CLECALLOS-020 
DARK FIBER TRANSPORT ATTACHMENT: ImDlernentation Plan for Dark Fiber TransDort. 

Transition Period for the Embedded Base. 

As of the effective date of the TRO Remand Order, i.e., March 11, 2005, SBC is no longer 
obligated to provide unbundled access to  Dark Fiber UDT on routes between Wire Centers meeting 
the criteria set forth by the FCC in its TRO Remand Order, Rule 51.319(e)(Z)(iv) ("Affected Dark 
Fiber UDT"). 

As established by the TRO Remand Order, the transition period for Affected Dark Fiber UDT is 18 
months. This 18-month transition period will begin on March 11, 2005 and end on September 11, 
2006. During this 18-month transition period, your Company will be responsible for removing 
services you are providing over the Affected Dark Fiber UDT and for returning these facilities to 
SBC. 
place at  the conclusion of the 18-month transition period, SBC will disconnect such facilities. 

Pricing for the Embedded Base. 

The TRO Remand Order authorizes rates for Affected Dark Fiber UDT to be modified to  a rate 
equal to the higher of (1) the rate your company paid for such facilities as of lune  15, 2004 plus 
15% or (2) the rate the state commission has established or establishes, if any, between lune 16, 
2004 and March 11, 2005 for such facilities, plus 15%. 

To the extent that there are CLEC embedded base Affected Dark Fiber UDT facilities in 



n 

W Accessible 

Date: March 3, 2005 Number: CLECALL05-037 

Effective Date: N/A 

Subject: (BUSINESS PROCESSES) SBC'sl Loop-Transport Non-Impaired Wire Center 

Related Letters: CLECALLO5-019 Loop/Transport Order Rejection; Attachment: No 

Category: Loop-Transport (UNE) 

Information 

CLECALL05-020 Loop/Transport Price 
Increase/Transition Period; and CLECALL05-027 and 
CLECALL05-031 Loop/Transport Non-Impaired Wire 
Center Identification 

States Impacted: 13-States 

Issuing SBC ILECS: SBC Indiana, SBC Ohio, SBC Michigan, SBC Wisconsin, SBC California, 
SBC Nevada, SBC Arkansas, SBC Illinois, SBC Kansas, SBC Missouri, 
SBC Oklahoma, SBC Texas and SBC Connecticut 

Response Deadline: March 10,2005 Contact: See Contact in this A1 

Conference Call/Meeting: N/A 

To: SBC's Wholesale Customers 

The purpose of this Accessible Letter is to provide additional information regarding the wire 
centers that meet the FCC's non-impairment thresholds for Dedicated DS1, DS3 and Dark Fiber 
Transport routes and DS1 and DS3 loops as set forth in the FCC's new Rule 51.319 and the 
Triennial Review Remand Order (TRRO), released on February 4, 2005. Additionally, to the extent 
notice is required under interconnection agreements, this Accessible Letter provides notice that 
CLEC-specific collocation data may be disclosed for purposes of implementing the FCC's TRRO and 
Rule 51.319. 

On February 22, 2005, SBC, via Accessible Letters CLECALL05-027 and CLECALL05-031, 
provided information which identified wire centers where CLECS are not impaired without 
unbundled Dedicated DS1, DS3 and Dark Fiber Transport and unbundled DS1 and DS3 loops 
under the FCC's new unbundling criteria, and where CLECs therefore will not be able to order new 
facilities as of the effective date of the FCC's TRRO, i.e., March 11, 2005. 

SBC has received requests for additional data regarding 1) the number of ARMIS 43-08 business 
lines, business UNE-P lines and UNE-loops and/or 2) the number of unaffiliated fiber-based 
collocators in the identified wire centers. SBC is providing such information for the sole purpose 
of allowing requesting carriers to fulfill their obligation to  conduct the required "reasonably 
diligent inquiry" before self-certifying that any request for high-capacity unbundled loops or 
dedicated transport does not include facilities for which there is no impairment. This is to  advise 
you that such data will be available to counsel pursuant to the Protective Order issued by the FCC 
in the TRRO proceeding (DA 04-3152, released September 29, 2004) at  the following location: 

Kellogg, Huber, Hansen, Todd, Evans and Figel P.L.L.C. 
1615 M Street, N.W., Suite 400 
Washington, D.C. 20036 

Such information will be designated "copying prohibited" pursuant to  paragraph 7 of the 
Protective Order. 

To schedule an appointment to  view the information, please call Kevin Walker a t  202-367-7820. 

' References to "SBC" in this Accessible Letter encompass, as applicable, the Issuing SBC ILECS identified at the 
beginning of this letter. 

I -_--- - -- 
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February IS, 2005 

XO Cornrnuniestioni 

810 Joliu bwterai’cl 
Suile ZOO 
Oak Brook. IL 60523 
USA 

SBC Contract Administration 
ATTN: Notices Manager 
311 S. Akard, 9Ih Floor 
Four Bell Plaza 
Dallas, TX 75202-5398 

Re: Triennial Review Remand Order -Accessible Lcttcrs 

XO Communications, Inc. (‘XO’), has rcccived SBC’s Accessible Letter Number CLECALLOS- 
019 and related letters’ rcgarding the TRO Remand Order dated February 11,2005 (‘T\rotice”). 
In the Notice, SBC states that “as o f  March 1 1, 2005, in accordance with the TRO Remand 
Order, CLECs may not place, and SBC will no longerpmvision Ncw, Migration or Move Local 
Service Requests (LSRs) for affected elements” under certain circumstances, including Dark 
Fiber Loops or Transport and DSliDS3 b o p s  or Trmsport. The Notice further provides that 
“[tlhe effect of the TRO Remand Order on New, Migration or Move LSRs for these affected 
elements is operative notwithstanding interconnection agreements or applicable tariffs,” and any 
such LSRs “on or after March 11,2005 will be rejected.” Neither the FCC nor the parties’ 
interconnffition agreemenls (“ICAS”) authorize SBC to takc such unilateral action without first 
amending the IC&. The Notice, therefore, violates federal law and is ail anticipatory breach of 
SBC’s agreements with XO. 

SBC purports to rely on the recent FCC unbundling order, In re Unbundled Access to Network 
Elements, FCC 04-290, WC Docket No. C4-313 & CC Docket No. 01-338, Ordcr on Remand 
(rel. Feb. 4,2005) (‘Triennial Review Remand Order” or “TRRO”). The Notice, however, fails 
to reference any provision in the TKRO that pemiits SBC to implement i ts intepretation of that 
Order without amending its ICAs. Such an omission is not surprising given that the FCC 
expressly held to the contnry. 

The FCC stated, “We expect that incumbent LECs and competing carriers will implement the 
Commission’s findings as directed by Section 252 of the Act. Thus, carriers must implement 
changes to their interconnection agreements consistent with our conclusions in this Ordcr. . , , 
Thus, the incumbent LEC and competitive LEC must negotiate in good faith regarding any 
rates, terms, and conditions necessary to implement our rule changes.” TRRO f 233 

‘ CLECALL 05-017,05-018,05-019 and 05-020 
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XO Communications 

(footnote omitted and emphasis added). Far from authorizing SBC to implement the TWO 
unilaterally, the FCC has required that SBC negotiate with XO to amend their ICAs to 
incolporate the most recent changes to the FCC’s rules. 

The transition plans set forth in the TRRO also expressly apply to the ICA amendmcnt process. 
The Order provides that “carriers have twelve months from the effective date of this Order to 
modify their interconnection agreements, including complcting any change of law process.” 
TRRO 1111 143 & 196 (emphasis addcd). The FCC thus established the transition period to 
provide the time required for SBC and XO to amend their interconnection agreements, not just to 
transition affected UNEs to alternative facilities or arrangements. 

Nor could the TFKRO’s provisions otberwise be self-effectuating as SBC assumes in the Notice. 
The Order states, “Of course, the transition mechanism adopted here is simply a default process, 
and pursuant to section 252(a)(l), carriers remain free to negotiate alternative arrangements 
superseding this transition period.” TRIZO 77 145 & 198. SBC may not unilaterally implement 
the TRRO transition plan when that period has been established to provide time to amend the 
ICAs and the entire transition plan itself is subject to being replaced by a plan negotiated or 
arbitrated between the parties. 

XO has no interest in unreasonably delaying implementation of changes in federal law. hdeed, 
SBC has yet to implement effective provisions of the Triennial Review Order, including 
commingling and conversions of special access services to UNEs, and XO seeks expeditiously to 
incorporate those requircments into the parties’ ICAs. Accordingly, XO by way of lcttcrs to 
SBC dated’Fcbruary lEth, 2005, has formally requested that SBC engage in negotiations to 
amend those TCAs to conform to current legal requirements. 

Pending the outcome ofthose negotiations, however, XO expects SBC to comply with the 
cxisting 1CAs. If SBC refuses to process XO’s orders for UNEs, XO will view such failure as 
unlawful and an act of bad faith, and XO will immediately take appropriate legal and regulatory 
actions. 

Sincerely, 
r 

Kristin U. Shulman 
Executive Director - Regulatory Affairs 

cc: LarryCooper 
Cheryl Woodward-Sullivan 

SEA 1610990vl 389364051 
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February 18,2005 

VIA OVERNIGHT MAIL 

SBC Contract Admlnistratlon 

ATN: Notices Manager 
31 1 S. Akrd, 9” Floor 
Four Bell Plaza 
Dallas, TX 75202-5398 

Attached are separate notice6 from XO Communications Services, Inc. requesting SBG begin 
good-faith negotiations under Section 252 of the 1996 Telecom Act directed toward reaching a 
mutually agreeable ICA amendment that fully and properly implements the changes that have 
occurred as a result of the Triennial Rseview Rsmand Order, and to the extent necessary the 
Triennial Revtew Order. Attached are individual notices from XO Communications Services, 
tnc., on behaif of andor a6 succesfior in interest to: 

[ xo Ittinois, Inc. I Allegiance Telecorn of Illinois, Inc. I coast to Coast I 

nrnia nr 



XO Comrnomications, Inc. 

11 I 11 S ~ n i i t  Hills Road 
Reiton. VA 7.0190 

February 18,2005 

VIA OVERNIGHT MAIL 

SBC Contract Administration 
AlTN: Notices Manager 
31 1 S. Akad, Qm Floor 
Four Bell Plaza 
Dallas. TX 75202-6398 

On February 4,2005, the Federal Communications Commission (‘FCC“) released the 
text of its Order on Remand in In the Matter of R8VieW of the Section 251 Unbundling 
Obligations of lncumbent Local Exchange Carriers, CC Docket No. 01 -338 (“Triennial Review 
Remand Ofdef). The rules adopted in the Triennial Revlew Remand Order constitute a change 
in law under the current interconnection agreement (‘ICA”) be-n XO‘ and Pacific Bell 
Telephone Company d/b/a SBC Wifornla (“SBC”). Pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second 
Amendment Superseding Certaln Intervening Law, Compensation, Interconnection and 
Trunking Provisions of that ICA, formal mitten notice is required to begin the process of entering 
into negotiatlons to arrlve at an amendment to implement into the ICA the FCC’s determinations 
in the Triennial Review Remand Order. 

Accordingly, we hereby provide this notice, and request that SBC begin good-faith 
negotiations under Section 252 of the 1996 Telemm Act dlrected toward reachlng a mutually 
agreeable ICA amendment that fully and properly implements the changes that hsve occurred 
as a result of the Triennld Revisw Remand Order. We intend that the negotiations will include 
the effect of any independent state authorb to order unbundling on SBC‘s ongoing obligation to 
provide access to certain unbundled network elements. 

XO notes that, pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second Amendment Superseding Certain 
Intervening Law, Compensation. Interconnection and Trunklng Pmvlsions of Me current iCA and 
paragraph 233 of the Triennial Review Remand Order, the existing terms of the parties’ ICA 
mntfnue in effect untll such time as the Parties have executed a written amendment to the ICA. 
As such. XO expects that both it and SBC will contlnue to honor all terms and conditions of the 
current hterwnnect‘on agreement untll such time as a written amendment is executed. 

%O.” for purposes of this notlce, refers to XO Communications Services, Inc., on behdf of 
and/or as successor in Interest to XO Califomla. Inc. 

*nm.xw.com 
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The main company contact for these negotiations is: 

Gegi Leeger 
Director Regulatory Contracts 
11 11 1 &met Hills Road 
Reston,VA 20190 
703-547-2109 voice 
703-547-2300 facsimile 
Ernail: gegi.Ieeger@xo.com 

Please lnftiate the internal p w s s e s  w(thh SBC that will facilitate this request, and 
respond to thls letter as expeditiously as posdble with wrHten acknowledgement of your receipt 
so that we mey begin the negotiation process. 

our revised intermnneaion agreement, the wire centers in your operating areasthat mtiSty the 
Tier 1, Tier 2, and Tier 3 crlteria for dedicated transport and DS1 and OS3 loops must be 
identified and verified. Accordingly, XO hereby requests that SBC provlde all backup data 
necessary to verify the number of limes and the identity of the fiber-based collocators by end 
office for each end office that SBC claims fall wlthln each tier as those tiers are defined in the 
Triennial Review Remand Order. This data should be provided by no later than Friday, 
February 25,2005. 

Further, in order to tlrnely incorporate the TrYennld Revlew Remand Order's rules Into 

Sincerely, n, 

Director Regulatory Contracts 

mailto:gegi.Ieeger@xo.com


February 18.2005 

VIA OVERNIGHT MAIL 

SBC Contract Administration 
ATIN:  Notices Manager 
31 1 S. Akard, grn Floor 
Four Bell Plaza 
Dallas, TX 75202-5398 

On February 4,2005, the Federal Communications Commission ("FCC") released the 
text of its Order on Remand in In the Mafter ofReevi8w of the Socbron 257 Unbundling 
Obligations of Incumbeflt Local Exchange Carries, CC Docket No. 01-338 (Triennial Review 
Remand Onlet'). The rules adopted in the Trlennlal Review Remand Ordsrconstitute a change 
in law under the current interconnection agreement ("EA") between XO' and Wisconsin Bell 
Telephone Company dlbld SBC Wisconsin ('38c"). Pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second 
Amendment Supersedlng Certain Intervening Law, Compensation. Interconnection and 
Trunking Provisions of that ICA, formal written notice Is required to begin the processof entering 
into negotiations to anlve at an amendment to implement Into the ICA the FCC's determinations 
in the 'lilennial Review Remend Order. 

Accordingly, we hereby provide this notice, and request that SBC begin good-faith 
negdations under Section 252 of the 1996 Selemm Act directed toward reaching a mutually 
agreeable ICA amendment that fully and properly implements the changes that have o w n e d  
as a result of the Trlennhl Rsview RmanuOrder. In addition, formal notice is hereby being 
given for purposes of again commencing negotiations an the changes In law implemented by 
the Trfennlal Review Orderthat were unaffected by the Trltmnlal Review Remand Order? We 
intend that the negotiations will Include the effect Of 6ectlon 271 of the 1996 Telewm Act on 
SBC's ongoing obligation to provide access to certain unbundled network elements, as well as 
independent state authority to order unbundling. 

' "XO." for purposes of this notice, refers to XO Communications Services. Inc., on behaIf of 
and/or as successor in interest to XO Wisconsin, Inc. 

The inclusion of changes in law implemented by the Triennial Review Order in this request 
should not be construed as a waiver of any right XO may have, and XO hereby reserves all 
such rights, to seek imrnedlate relief for SBC's continued refusal, after months of negotiation 
between the parties, to implement those provision6.d the TRO not affect& by appeal or 
vacatur. 
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XO notes that, pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second Amendment Superseding Certain 
Intervening Law, Compensation, lnteroonnection and Trunking Provisions of the current ICA and 
paragraph 233 of the Triennlel Review Remand Ordef, the existlng terms of the parties’ ICA 
COnttnue in effect until such time as the Part[& have executed a written amendment to the ICA. 
As such, XO expects that both it and SBC will continue to honor all terms and conditions of the 
current interconnection agreement until such time as a wrltten amendment is executed. 

The main company contact for these negotiations is: 

Gegi Leeger 
Director Regulatory Contracts 
7 11 11 Sunset Hills Road 
Reston, VA 20180 
703-547-21 09 mice 
703-547-2300 facsimile 
Email: gegi.leeger Oxo .corn 

Please initiate the internal processes within SBC that will facilitate this request, and 
respond to this letter as expeditiously as possible with WrStten acknowledgement of your receipt 
60 that we may begin the negotiation process. 

our revised interconnecilon agreement, the wire centers in your operathg areas that satisfy the 
Tier 1, Tier 2. and Tier 3 crlteria for dedlcated transport and DS1 and 053 loops must be 
identified and verified. Accordingly, XO hereby requests that SBC provide all backupdata 
necessary to verity the number of lines anU the identity of the fiber-based milocators by end 
office for each md office that SBC daims fall within each tier as those tiers are defined in the 
Trfenniai Revisw Remand Order. mi data should be provlded by no later than Friday, 
February 25,2005. 

Further. in order to timely incorporate the TriSnnal Review Remmd Order‘s rules into 

Sincerely, 

GegiLee %+ r 
Dirictor Regulatory Contracts 
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February 18,2005 

SBC Contract Administratbn 
A m :  Notlces Manager 
31 1 S. Akerd. grn Floor 
Four Bell Plaza 
Dallas, TX 75202-5398 

On February 4,2005, the Federal Communications Commission (“FCC”) released the 
text of its Order on Remand in In ths Meitsrof Review ofthe SeCrion 251 Unbundling 
Obligations of Incumbent Local Exchange Carriers# CC Docket No. 01-338 (Trlennlal Review 
Remand Order). The rules adopted in the Tdennial Review Remand Orderconstltute a change 
in law under the current interconnection agreement (“ICA”) between XO‘ and Paciflc Bell 
Telephone Company dlwa SBC California (“SBC). Pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second 
Amendment Superseding Certain Intervening Law, Compensation, Interconnection and 
Trunking PtUVi6iOnS of that ICA, formal w r b n  notice fs required to begin the process of entering 
into negotiations to arrive at an amendment to Implement into the ICA the FCC‘s deterrninatlons 
in the Triennial Review Remand Or&. 

Accordingly, we hereby provlde this notice, and request that SBC begin good-fakh 
negotiations under Section 252 of the 1996 Telecum Act directed toward reaching a mutually 
agreeable ICA amendment that fully and properly implements the changes that have occurred 
as a result of the Triennial Review Remand Order. In addition, formal notice is hereby being 
given for purposes of agaln commencing negotlatjons on the changes in law implemented by 
the Triennial Review Orderthat were unaffected by the Trfennial Review Remand Omer? We 
intend that the negotiations will include the effect of section 271 of the 1996 Telecarn Act on 
SBc$ ongoing obligation to provide access to certain unbundled network elements, as well as 
independent state authority to order unbundling. 

~ 

’ “XO.” for purposes of this notice, refers to XO Communications Services, Inc.. on behalf of 
and/or as succewr in interest to Allegiance Telecom of California, Ino. 
*The Inclusion of changes in law implemented by the Triennial Review Order in this request 
should not be construed a6 a walver of any right XO may have, and XO hereby reserves all 
such rights, to seek immediate relief for SBCs continued refusal, after months of negotiation 
between the parties, to implement those provisions of the TRO not affected by appeal or 
vacatur. 



XO nates that, pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second Amendment Superseding Certain 
Intervening Law, Compensation, Interconnection and Trw\)ting Provrslons of the current ICA and 
paragraph 233 of the Trisnnierl Review Remand Oder, the existjng terms of the partles' ICA 
continue in effect until such time as the Parlies have executed a wrttten amendmeni to the ICA. 
As Such. XO expects that both it and SBC will continue to honor a11 terms and conditions of the 
current interconnection agreement untll such time as a written amendment is executed. 

The main company contact for these negotiations is: 

Gegi Leeger 
Director Regulatory Contracts 
11 11 1 Sunset Hills Road 
Reston, VA 20190 
703-547-21 09 voice 
703-547-2300 facsimile 
Ernall: gegi.leeger@xo.com 

Phase initiate the internal processes wlthln SBC that will facilitate this request, and 
respond to this letter as expeditiously 86 possible with wrmw acknowledgement of your receipt 
so that we may begin the negotiation process. 

our revised interconnection agreement, the wire centers in yoor operating areas that satlsfy the 
Tier 1, Tier 2, and Xer 3 criteria for dedicated transpofi and DSI and OS3 loops must De 
identified and verified. Aocordingly, XO hereby requests that SeC provlde all backupdata 
necessary to verify the number of lines and the Identify of the fiber-based collocators by end 
office for each end office that SBC claims fall Whin each tier a6 those tiers are defined in the 
Tdennial Review Remand Order. This data should be provided by no later than Fridey, 
February 25,2005. 

Further, in order to timely Incorporate the Triennial Review RemandOrder's rules into 

Gegi Leeger 
Director Regulatory Contracts 

mailto:gegi.leeger@xo.com
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February 18,2005 

VIA OVERNIGHT MAIL 

SBC Contract Administration 
AlTN: Notioes Manager 
31 1 S. Akard, Sm Floor 
Four Bell Plaza 
Dallas, TX 75202-5398 

On February 4,2005, the Federal Communications Commission ("FCC") released tho 
text of its Order on Remand in In the Matter of Review of the Section 257 Unbundling 
Obligations of incumbent Local Exchange Catrlem, CC Docket No. 01 -338 (7dennial Review 
RemandOrdet'). The rules adopted in the Triennial Review Remand Urderconstitute a change 
in law under the current interconnection agreement ("ICA") between XO' and Illinois Bell 
Telephone Company SBC Illinois ("SEC"). Pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second 
Amendment Superseding Certain Intervening Law, Compensation, interconnection and 
Trunking Provislons of that ICA, formal wrltten notioe is required to begin the process'of entering 
into negotiations to arrive at an amendment to implement into the ICA the FCCC's determinations 
in the Triennial Review Remend Order. 

Acmrdingly, we hereby provide thls notice, and request that SBC begln good-faith 
negotiations under Section 252 of the 1996 Telecom Act directed toward reaching a mutually 
agreeable ICA amendment that fully and properly implements the changes that have occurred 
RS a result of the Triennial Review Remend Otrfer. In addition, formal notice is hereby being 
given for purposes of again commencing negotiations on ?be changes in law implemented by 
the Tfiennial Rsview O#erthat were unaffected by the Triennial Review Remend Order? We 
intend that the negotiatlons will include the effect of sectlon 271 of the 1996 Telecom Act on 
SBc's ongoing obligatlon to provide access to certain unbundled network elements, as well as 
independent state authority to order unbundling. 

' TO," for purposes of this notice. refers to XO Communications Services, Inc., on behalf of 
and/or as successor in fnterest to Allegiance Telecorn of Illinois, Inc. ' The inclusion of changes in law implemented by the Triennial Review Order In this request 
should not be construed as a waiver of any right XO may haw. and XO hereby reserves all 
such tights, to seek immediate relief for SSC's continued refusal, after months of negotiation 
between the partles, to implement those provisions d the TRO not affected by appeal or 
vacatur. 
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XO notes mat, pursuant 10 Section 2.1 of the Second Amendment Superseding Certain 
lntenrdning Law, Compensation, Interconnection and Trunking Provisions of the current ICA and 
paragraph 233 of the Trisnnid /?eveview Remand Order, the exlsting terms of the parties' ICA 
continue in effect until such time as the Parties have executed a written amendment to the ICA. 
As euch. XO expects that both it and SBC wlll continue to honor all terms and condaions of the 
current interconnectton agreement until such time as a written amendment is executed. 

The main company contact for these negotiations is: 

Gegi Leager 
Director Regulatory Contracts 
11 11 1 Sunset Hills Road 
Reston, VA 20190 
703-547-2109 voice 
703-547-2300 facsimile 
Emall: gegi.ieegerbxo.com 

Please initiate the internal processes within SBG that will facilitate this request, and 
respond to this letter as expeditiously as possible with written acknowledgement of your receiut 
SO that we may begin the negotiation process. 

our revised Interconnection agreement, the wlre centers in your operating areas that satisfy the 
?et 1, Tier 2, and Tier 3 criteria tor dedicated transport and OS1 and OS3 loops must be 
identified and verified. Accordingly, XO hereby requests that SBC provide all backup data 
necessary to verity the number of lines and the Identity of the fiber-based cotlocators by end 
office for each end office that SeC claims fall within each tier as those tiers are defined in the 
Tdennlal Revlew Remand Order. This data should be provided by no later than Friday, 
February 25,2005. 

Further, in order to timely incorporate the Triennial Renew Remand Order's rules into 

Sincerely. 

http://gegi.ieegerbxo.com
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February 18,2005 

VIA OVERNIGHT MAIL 

SBC Contract Administration 
AlTN: Notices Manager 
31 1 S. Akard, grn Floor 
Four Bell Plaza 
Dallas, TX 75202.5398 

On Februaw 4,2005, the Federal Comrnunimtlons Commission (“FCC“) released the 
text of its Order on Remand in In the Maner of Review offhs Section 257 Unbund/hg 
Obligations of Incumbent Local Exchange Caries> CC W e t  No. 01 -338 (“Triennial Review 
Remand Order‘). The rules adopted in the Triennki Review Remand Ordorconstitute a change 
in law under the current Interconnection agreement (“ICA”) between XO‘ and Michigan Bell 
Telephone Company d/b/a/ SBG Michigan (SBC). Pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second 
Amendment Superseding Certain Intetvening Law, Compensation, Interconnection and 
Trunking Provisions of that ICA, formal witten notice is required to begin the process o f  entering 
into negotiations to arrive at an amendment to implement into the ICA the FCC‘s detenlnations 
in the Triennial Review Remand Order. 

Accordlngly, we hereby provide this notice, and request that SBC begin good-faith 
negotiations under Section 252 of the 1996 Telecom Act directed toward reaching a mutually 
agreeable ICA amendment that fully and properly implements the changes that have occurred 
as a result of the Triennial Review Remand Order. in addition, formal notice is hereby being 
given for purposes of again commencing negotiations on the changes in law implemented by 
the Triennial Review Oder that ware unaffected by the Triennial Review /%3rnS!?d Order! We 
intend that the negotiations will include the effect of section 271 of the 1996 Teiecom Act on 
$BC’s ongoing obligation to provide access to certain unbundled network elements, as well as 
independent state authority to order unbundling. 

’ -0,” for purposes of this notice, refers to XO Comrnunlcations Servlces, Inc.. on behalf of 
and/or as suoo%ssor in interest to Allegiance Teiecom of Michigan, Inc. 
The inclusion of changes in law implemented by the Triennial Review Order in this request 

should not be construed as a waiver of any right XO may have, and XO hereby reserves all 
such rights, to seek immediate relief for S W s  continued refusal, after months of negotiation 
between the parties, to implement those provisions of the TRO not affected by appeal w 
vacatur. 

wm*.m.com 
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XO notes that, pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second Amendment Superseding Cettdn 
Intervening Law, Compensation, InterconnectIan and Trunking Provisions of the ourrent ICA and 
paragraph 233 of the friennid Revlew Remand Order, the existlng terms of the parties' ICA 
continue in effect until such time as the Parties have executed a wriZten amendment to the ICA. 
As such, XO expects that both it and SBC will continue to honor all terms and conditlons of the 
current interconnection agreement until such time as a wrkten amendment is executed. 

The main company contact for these negotiations is: 

Gegi Leeger 
Director Regulatory Contracts 
11 11 1 Sunset Hills Road 
Reston, VA 20190 
703-547-2109 voice 
703-547-2300 facsimile 
Emil: gegi.leegerGlxo.com 

Please initiate the internal processes within SBC that will facilitate thls request, and 
respond to this letter as expedhlously 8s possible with written acknowledgement of your receipt 
50 that we may begin the negotlation process. 

our revised interconnection agreement, the wire centers In your operatlng areas that satisfy the 
Tier 1, Tier 2, and Tier 3 criteria for dedicated transport and DSI and 053 loops must be 
identified and verified. Accordingly. XO hereby requests that SBC provide all backup,data 
necessary to verify the number of lines and the identity of the fiber-based collocators by end 
office for each end office that SBC clalms fall within each tier a$ those tiers are deflned in the 
Triennial Review Remand Order. This data should be provided by no later than Friday, 
February 25,2005. 

Further, in order to timely incorporate the Trknnial Review Remand Order's rules into 

Sfnoerely, 
n 

Gegi Leeger 
Director Regulatory Contracts 

http://gegi.leegerGlxo.com
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YO Comrnunlcatlnn$. Inc. 

February 18,2005 

VIA OVERMIGHT MAIL 

SEC Contract Administration 
AlTN:  Notices Manager 
31 1 S. Akard, 9' Floor 
Four Bell Plaza 
Dallas, fx 75202-5398 

On February 4,2005, the Federal Communications Commission ("FCC") released the 
text of its Order on Remand in In the Matter of Review of the Section 257 Unbundling 
Obligations of lncumhent Local Exchange Carders, CC Docket No. 01 -338 (Yriennial Review 
Remand Ordet'). The rules adopted in the Triennial Redew Remand Orderconstitute a change 
in law under the current interconnection agreement YICA") between XO' and Southwestern Bell 
Telephone, L.P. Cvwa SBC Missouri ("SG). Pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second 
Amendment Supersedlng Certain Intervenlng Law, Compensation, lnterconnectlon and 
Trunkhg Provisions of that ICA, formal written notlce is required to begin the process'& entering 
into negotiations to arrive at an amendment to implement into the ICA the FCC's determinations 
in the Triennial Review Remand Order. 

Amrdlngly, we hereby provide this notlce, and request that SBC begin good-faith 
nsgdiations under Section 252 of the 1996 Telecom Act directed toward reaching a mutually 
agreeable iCA amendment that fully and property implements the changes tha! have occurred 
as a result of the Triennlel Review Remand Order. In addition, formal notice is hereby being 
given for purposes of again commencing negotiations Q ~ I  the changes in law implemented by 
the Triennial Review Order that were unaffected by the Triennial Revlew Remand O r d d  We 
intend that the negotiations will include the effect of section 271 of the 1996 Telecom Act on 
SWs ongolng obligation to provide access to certain unbundled netwofi elements, as well as 
fndependent state authorlty to order unbundling. 

' 'XO," for purposes of thls notics. refers to XO Communlcations Services, Inc., on behalf of 
and/or a6 successor in interest to Alleglance Telecum of Missouri, Ino. 
The inclusion a f  changes in law implemented by the Triennial Revlew Order in this request 

should not be construed as a waiver of any right XO may have, and XO hereby reserves all 
such rights, to seek immediate relief for SBC's continued refusal, after months of negotiation 
between the parties, to implement those provisions of the TAO not affected by appeal or 
vacatur. 
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XO notes that. pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second Amendment Superseding Certain 
Intervening law, Compensation, Interconnection and Trunking Provisions af the current ICA and 
paragraph 233 of the Ttiennlal Review Remand Ordef, the existing tems of the parties' ICA 
continue in dect  until such time as the Parties have executed a written amendment to the ICA. 
As such, XO expects that both it and SBC will continue to honor all terms and conditions of the 
current interconnection agreement until such time as a wrltten amendment is executed. 

The main company contact for these negotiations is: 

Gegi Leeger 
Director Regulatory Contracts 
11 11 1 Sunset Hllls Road 
Aeston, VA 20190 
703-547-21 09 voice 
703-547-2300 facsimile 
Email: gegi.Ieeger@xo.com 

Please Initiate the internal processes within SEC that will facilitate this request, and 
respond to this letter as expeditiously as possibie with written acknowledgement of your receipt 
60 that we may begin the negotiation process. 

our revised interconnection agreement, the wlre centers In your operating areas that satisfy the 
Tier 1, Tier 2, and Tier 3 criteria for dedicated transport and OS1 and DS3 loops must be 
identified and verified. Accordingly, XO hereby requests that SBC provide all backup.data 
necessary to verify the number of lines and the identlty of the fiber-based collocators by end 
office for each end office that SBC claims fall whin each tier a6 those tiers are defined in the 
Tdennid Review Remand Order. This data should be provided by no later than Friday, 
February 25,2005. 

Further, in order to timely incorporate the Triennial Revfew Remand Order's rules into 

Sincerely, 

Gegi *b Leeger 
Director Regulatory Contracts 

w . x o . c o m  

I --------- 

mailto:gegi.Ieeger@xo.com
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February 18,2005 

VIA OVESNIGM M AIL 

S% Contract Adminlstration 
AlTN: Notices Manager 
31 1 S. Akard, 9" Floor 
Four Bell Plaza 
Dallas, TX 75202-5398 

On February 4,2005, the Federal Communications Commission ("FCC") released the 
text of its Order on Remand in In the Matler of Review of the Smtion 251 Unbundling 
Obligations of Incumbent Local €kchange Carriers, CC Docket No. 01 -338 ('Tdennki Revfew 
Remand Onlet'). The rules adopted in the Tdennial Revlsw Remand Orderconstitute a change 
in law under the current intertxmnection agreement ("ICA") between XO' and Ohio Bell 
Telephone Company dlhlal SBC Ohio ("SBC). Pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second 
Amendment Superseding Certain Intervening Law, Compensation, Interconnection and 
Trunking Provisions of that IC&, formal written notice is required to begin the process of entering 
into negotiations to arrive at an amendment IO implement Into the ICA the FCC's determinations 
in the Triennial Review Remand Order. 

Accordlngly, we hereby provide thl6 notice, and request that SBC begin good-faith 
negotiations under Section 252 of the 1996 Telemm AM directed toward reaching a mutually 
agreeable ICA amendment that fully and properly implements the Changss that have occurred 
as a result of the Triennial R e v h  Remand Ordw In addition, formal notice is hereby being 
given for purposes of agaln commendng negotiations on the changes in law implemented by 
the Tdennial Review Ordsrthat were unaffected by the Triennial Revfew Remand Order? We 
intend mat the negotiatlons will Include the effect of section 271 of the 1996 Telecom Act on 
SBC's ongoing obligatlon to prwlde amss to certain unbundled network elements, as well as 
independent state author& to order unbundling. 

' 'XO," for purposes of this notice, refers to XO Cwnmunbms Services, Inc., on behall of 
andlor a6 succeexr in interest to Allegiance Telemm of Ohio, Ino. ' The iflClU6iOn of changes in law implemented by the Triennial Review Order in thls request 
should not be construed as a waiver of any right XO may have, and XO hereby reserves all 
such rights, to seek immediate relief for SBC'6 continued refusal, after months of negotiation 
between the patties. to implement those provisions of the TRO not affected Dy appeal or 
vacatur. 
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XO notes that, pursuant to Section 2.1 of tho Second Amendment Superseding Certain 
intervening Law, Compsnsatlon, Interconnection and Trunking Provisions of the current ICA and 
paragraph 233 of the Triennlel RevleW Remand Order, the existing t e r n  of the parties’ ICA 
continue in effect untll such time as the Patties have executed a written amendment to the ICA. 
A5 such, XO expects that both it and SBC will wntlnue to honor all terms end conditions of the 
current interconnection agreement until such time as a w r k n  amsndment is executed. 

The maln company contact for these negotiatlons is: 

Gegi Leeger 
Director Regulatory Contracts 
11 1 11 Sunset Hills Road 
Reston. VA 20190 
703-547-2109 voice 
703-547-2300 facsimile 
Emaii: gegf.leeger@xo.com 

Please initiate the internal processes within SBC that will facilitate this request, and 
respond ta this letter as expeditiously as possible with written acknowledgement of your receipt 
so that we may begln the negotiation process. 

our revised interconnection agreement, the wire centers in your operating areas that satisfy the 
Tier 1, Tier 2, and Tier 3 criteria for ddlcated transporr and OS1 and DS3 loops must be 
idenflied and verified. Accordingly, XO hereby requests that SBC provide all backup data 
necessary to veri@ the number of lines and the identfty of the fiber-based colfocators by end 
office for each end office that SBC Claims fall withfn each tier as those tiers are defined in the 
Trtenniel Rsvlew Remand Order. This data should be provided by no later than Friday, 
February 25,2005. 

Further, in order to timely incorporate the Trk?nr?i8/ RsView Remend OfUefs rule5 into 

Sincerely, 

I -----I--- 

mailto:gegf.leeger@xo.com
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XO Cornrnunieatlons. Inc. 

t l l l l  *,n*o,.HIII.Poed 
~ n ~ r n n .  '(A 2 n w  
USA 

February 18,2005 

VIA OVERNIGHT WAIL 

SBC Contract Administration 
AlTN: Notkes Manager 
31 1 s. Akard, 9* Floor 
Four Bell Plaza 
Dallas, TX 75202-5398 

On February 4,2005, the Federal Communications Commission ("FCC") released the 
text of its Order on Remand in In the Matter of Review of the Section 251 Unbundling 
Obligations of incumbent Local Exchange Carriers. CC Docket No. 01 -338 (Trtennial Review 
Remand OroBr). The rules adopted in the Triennia/ Rsvlew Remand Orderconstitute a change 
in law under the current interconnection agreement ("ICA") between XO' and Southwestern Bell 
Telephone, L.P. a l a  SBC Texas ("SBC"). Pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second Amendment 
Superseding Certain hteivening Law, Compansatlon, lmerconnection and Trunking Pmvisions 
of that ICA, formal written notice is required to begin the process of entering into negdations to 
arrive at an amendment to implement into the ICA the FCC's determinations in the Triennial 
Review Remand Order. 

negotfations under Sectlon 252 of the 1996 Telecom Act directed toward reaching a mutually 
agreeable ICA smendment that fully and pmpedy implements the changes that have occurred 
as a result of the Triennlal Review Remand Ordnr. In addition, formal notice is hereby being 
given lor purposes of again commencing negotiations on the changes in law implemented by 
the Trienniial Review Orderthat were unaffected by the Triennial Review Remand Ordw? We 
Intend that the negotiations will Include the efffxt of section 271 of the 1996 Telecom Act on 
SBC's ongoing obligatfon ta provide access to certain unbundled network elements, as well as 
independent state authority to order unbundling. 

Accordingly, we hereby provide this notice, and request that SBC begin goad-faith 

' 30," for purposes of this notlce. refers to XO Communications Services, Inc., on behalf of 
and/or as succBssor In interest to Allegiance Talecam of Texas, Inc. 
a The inclusion of changes in law implemented by the Trfennial Review Order in this request 
should not be construed as a waiver of any right Xo may have, and XO hereby re6ewes all 
such tights, to seek immediate relief for SEC's mtinued refusal, after monms of negotiatlon 
between the parties, to Implement those provisions of the TRO not affected by appeal or 
vacatur. 

I_ 

I -.---. -- 
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XO notes that, pursuant to Section 2.1 of me Second Amendment Superseding Certain 
Intervening Law, Cornpensatton, Interconnection and Trunking Provisions of the current ICA and 
paragraph 233 of the Triennial Review R8rt'md Order, me existing terms of the parties' ICA 
continue In effect Until such tlme as the Parties have executed a written mendment to the ICA. 
As such, XO ercpects that both it and SBC will continue 10 honor all term and conditlons of the 
current interconnection agreement until such time as B written amendment is executed. 

The main company contact for these negotiations is: 

Gegi Leeger 
Director Regulatory Contracts 
1 11 I 1 Sunset Hills Road 
Reston, VA 201 90 
703-547-21 09 voice 
703-547-2300 facsimile 
Ernall: gegi.leeger@xo.com 

Please initlate the internal processes within SBC that will facilitate this request, and 
respond to this letter as expeditiously as possible with wrltten acknowledgement of your receipt 
so that we may begin the negotiation process. 

our revised interconnection agreement, the wlre centers in your operating areas that satisfy the 
Tier I ,  Tier 2, and Tier 3 criteria for dedicated transpor~ and DSI and DS3 ioops must be 
identified and verified. Accordingly, XO hereby requests that SBC provide all backup.data 
necessary to verlfy the number of lines and the identity of the fiber-based collocators by end 
office for each end office that SBC claims fall within each tier as those tiers are defined in the 
Triennial Revlew Remand Order. This data should be provided by no later than Frfdey, 
February 25,2005. 

Further, in order to timely inoorporate the Triennial Review Remand Ordefs rules into 

Sincerely. 

Dir&tor f&gulatory Contracts 

w . r o . c o m  

mailto:gegi.leeger@xo.com
http://w.ro.com


Februaw 18,2005 

VIA OVERNIGHT MAIL 

SBC Contract Administration 
AITN: Notices Manager 
31 1 S. Akard, grn Floor 
Four Bell Plaza 
Dallas. TX 76202-5398 

On February 4,2005, the Federal Communications Commission ("FCC") released the 
text of its Order on Remand in In the Matter of Revlew of the Section 251 Unbundling 
Obligat/ons of lncurnbent Looal Exchange CanJers, CC Docket No. 01 -338 (Tdmnid Review 
Ramnd Order"). The rules adopted in the Triennial Revlew Remand Order constitute a change 
in law under the current interconnecUon agreement ("ICA") between XO' and Michigan Bell 
Telephone Company dhW SBC Michigan ("SBC). Pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second 
Amendment Superseding Certain Intervening Law, Compensation, Interconnection and 
Trunking Provisions of that ICA, formal written notice is required to begin the process of enterfng 
into negotiations to arrive at an amendment to implement into the ICA the FCC's detorminatfons 
in the Trfennial Review Remand Order, 

Accordingly, we hereby provide this notice, and request that SBC begin good-faith 
negotiations under Sectlon 252 of the 1996 Telecorn Aot directed toward reaching a mutually 
agreeable ICA amendment that fully and properly implements the changes that have occurred 
as a result of the Triennial Review Remand Order. In addition, formel notice is hereby being 
given for purposes of again commencing negotlatlons on the changes in law implemented by 
the Titsnnial Review Orderthat were unaffected by the Triennial Revlew Remand Order? We 
intend that the negotiations will indude the affect Of seotlon 271 of the 1996 T e l e m  Act on 
SBC's ongoing oblfgation to provide access to certain unbundled network elements, as well as 
independent state authority to order unbundling. 

' 'XO," for purposes of thfs notice, refers to XO Communicatlons, Ino., on behalf of Coast to 
Coaa Telecornmunlcations, Inc. 
'The inclusion of changes in law implemented by the Triennial Review Order in this request 
should not be construed as a walver of any right XO may have, and XO hereby reserves all 
such rigMs, to seek immediate relief for SBC's continued refusal, after months af negotiation 
between the parties, to implement those pwkiions of the TRO not affected by appeal 01 
vacatur. 
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XO notes that. pursuant lo Section 2.1 of the Second Amendment Superseding Certain 
Intervdning Law, Compensation, Interconnection and Trunking Provisions of the current ICA and 
paragraph 233 of the Trfennial Revlew Remand Ordef, the existing terms of the parties' ICA 
continue in effect until such time as the Parlies have executed a written amendment to the ICA. 
As such, XO expects that both it and SBC will continue to honor all terms and conditions of the 
current Interconnection agreement untll such time ES R wrftten amendment i6 executed. 

The main company contect for these negotiations is: 

Gegi Leeger 
Director Regulatory Contraots 
11 11 1 Sunset Hills Road 
Restm,VA 20190 
703-547-2109 voice 
703-547-2300 facsimile 
Email: gegi.leeger @ xo.com 

Please initlate the internal processes within SBC that will facilitate this request, and 
respond to this letter as expeditiously as possible with written acknowledgement of your receipt 
so that we may begin the negotiation p m s s .  

our revised interconnection agreement, the wire centers in your operating areas that satisty the 
Tier 1, Tier 2, and Tier 3 crlteria for dedicated transport and DS1 and DS3 loops must be 
identified and verified. Accordingly, XO hereby requests that SBC provide all backup.data 
necessary to verify the number of lines and the identity of the fiber-based collocators by end 
office for each end office that SBC claims fall within each tier as those tiers are defined in the 
Triennial Review Ramand Order. This data should be provided by no later than Friday, 
February 25,2005. 

Further, in order to tlmeiy incorporate the Triennial Revfew Remand Order's rules into 

Sinceply, 

Gegi ++ Leeger 
Director Regulatory Contracts 
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XO Communicatiana. Inc 

i I I11 SY"..l Hllle ROQO 
Rcrton. VP 20190 
IJSA 

XO Communicatiana. Inc %n 
i I I11 SY"..l Hllle ROQO 
Rcrton. VP 20190 
IJSA 

February 18,2005 

VIA OVERNIGHT MAIL 

SBC Contracf Administration 
A T I N  Notices Manager 
31 1 S. Akara. Bm Floor 
Four Bell Plaze 
Dallas. TX 75202-5398 

On February 4.2005, the Federal Communications Commission ("FCC') released the 
text of its Order on Remand in In the Maner of Review of the Seaion 257 Unbund//ng 
Obligations of Incumbent Local Exchange Carriers, CC Docket No. 01-338 (Triennial Review 
Remand Order). The rules adopted in the Triennial Review Remand Orderconstkute a change 
in law under the currant interconnection agreement ("ICA") between XO' and Illinois Bell 
Telephone Company dMe/ SBC Illinois ("SBC"). Pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second 
Amendment Superseding Certain Intervening Law, Compensation, Intercmnectlon and 
Trunking Provisions of that ICA, formal written notice is required to begin the process of entering 
into negotiations to arrive at an amendment to implement into the ICA the FCC's determination6 
in the Triennial Revlew Remand Onler. 

Amrdingly. we hereby provide this notice, and request that SEG begin good-faith 
negotiations under Section 252 of the 1996 Telecom Act directed toward reaching a mutually 
agreeable ICA amendment that fully and properly implements the changes that have occurred 
as a result of the TriennM Review Remand Order, 

XO notes that, pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second Amendment Superseding Certain 
Intervening Law, Compensation, Interconnectlon and Trunking Prwlslons of the curtent ICA and 
paragraph 233 of the Tdennlal Reeview Remand Order, the existing terms of the patties' ICA 
contlnue in effect until such time as the Parties have executed a written amendment to the ICA. 
As such, XO expects that both it and SBC will continue to honor all t m s  and mndions of the 
current interconnection agreement untll such time as a written amendment is executed. 

~ 

' "XO," for purposes of this notice, refers to XO Communications Services, Inc., on behalf of 
andlor BS successor in interest to XO Illinois, Inc. 
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The main company contact for these negotiations Is: 

Gegi Leeger 
Director - Regulatory Contra- 
11 11 1 Sunset Hills Road 
Reston, VA 201 90 
703-547-2109 voice 
703-547-2300 facslmile 
Email: gegi.leeger @ xo .corn 

Please inltiate the Internal processes within SBC that will fadlitate this request, and 
respond to this letter as ewit iously as possible witt~ written ecknowledgement of your receipt 
so that we may begin me negotlatlon process. 

our reased interconnection agreement. the wire centers in your operating area6 that satisfy the 
Tier 1, Tier 2. and Tier 3 criteria for dedicated transport and DS1 and 053 lwps must be 
identified and verffied. Accordingly, XO hereby request6 that SBC provide all backup data 
necessary to verify the number of fines and the identity of the fiber-based collacetors by end 
office for each end offloe that SBC daims fall within each tier as those Sers are defined In the 
TrWnial Review Remand Order. This data should be provided by no later than Friday, 
Februaiy 25,2005. 

Further, in order to timely incorporate the Triennial Reflew Remand Order's rules into 

Sincerely, A 

wyE*r.xo.com 

http://wyE*r.xo.com
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XQ Cornmunicstimi Inc. 

11711 S""5Sl UillS Road 
Rwton.VA Z U t P  
IUS& 

February 18,2005 

SBC Cantract Administration 
ATTN: Notices Manager 
31 1 S. Akard. 0" Floor 
Four Bell Plaza 
Dallas, TX 75202-5398 

On February 4,2005, the Federal Communications Canmission YFCC) released the 
text of its Order on Remand in /n the Metter of Review of the Section 251 Unbunrning 
Obligations of incumbent Local Exchange Ceniers, CC Docket No. 01 -338 (Tr/ennial Review 
Remand Ordet'). The rules adopted in the Triennial Rsview Remand Orderconstltute a change 
in law under the current interconnection agreemenf ("ICA") between XO' and Southwestern BE11 
Telephone, L.P. &/a SBC Arkansas ("SBc"). Pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second 
Amendment Superseding Certain Intervening Law, Compensation, lnteroonnection and 
Trunking Provisions of that ICA, formal wrinen notice is required to begin the proces of entering 
into negotiations to arrive at an amendment to implement into the IGA the FCC's determinations 
in the Trienniei Review Remand Order. 

Accordingly, we hereby provlde this notice, and request thet SBC begin good-faith negotiations 
under Section 252 of the 1996 Telecom Act directed toward reaching a mutually agreeable IGA 
amendment that fully and properly implements the changes that have Occurred as a result of the 
Tfiennial Review Remand Order. In addition. formal notice IS hereby being given for purposes 
of again mmmencing negotiations on the changes in law implemented by the Triennial Review 
Order that were unaffected by the Triennial Revlsw Remand Order.' We intend that the 
negotiations will include the effect of sectlon 271 of the 1996 Telecom Act on SBC's ongoing 
obligatbn to provlde aocess to certain unbundled network elements, as well as fndependent 
state authority to order unbundling. 

' 'XO," for purposes of this notice, refers to XO Communications Services, Inc., on behalf of 
and/or as successor In interest to XO Atkansas, Inc. 
'The inclusion of changes in law implemented by the Trlennial Review Order in this request 
should not be construed as a waiver of any rlght XO may have, and XO hereby reserves all 
such rights, to st& immediate relief for SWs mt!nued refusal, after months of negotiation 
between the parties, to implement those provislons of the TRO n d  affected by appeal or 
vacatur. 



~ 
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XO notes that, pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second Amendment Superseding Certaln 
Intervening Law, Compensation, Interconnection and Trunking Provisions of the current ICA and 
paragraph 233 of the Triennia/ Review RerndMOder, the existing terms of the parties' ICA 
continue in etfeci until such time as the Parties have execuled a written amendment to the ICA. 
As such, XO expects that both R and SBC will continue to honor all terms and mnditfons of the 
current interconnection agreement until such time as a written amendment is executed. 

The main company contact for these negotiations Is: 

Gegi Leeger 
Dlrector Regulatory Contracts 
1 1 1 I I Sunset Hills Road 
Reston, VA 20190 
703-547-2109 voice 
703-547-2300 facslmlie 
Emall: gegi.Ieeger@xo.com 

Please initlate the internal processes within SBC that wlll facilitate this request, and 
respond to this lelter as expeditiously as possible with when acknowledgement of your receipt 
so that we may begin the negotlatfon process. 

our revised interconnection agreement, the wire centers in your operating areas that satlsfy the 
Tier 1, Tier 2. and Tier 3 criteria for dedicated transport and DSI and DS3 loops must be 
identified and verified. Accordlngly, XO hereby requests that SBC provide all backup data 
necessary to verlfy the number of lines and the identity of the fiber-bawd rollomtors by end 
office for each end office that SBC claims fall within each tler as those tiers are defined in the 
Trienniel Rewew Remand Onler. This data should be provided by no later than Friday, 
Febtuary 25,2005. 

Further, in order to tlmely incorporate the Triennial Review Remand Order's rules into 

Sincerely, 

oirictor Reguiatory ~ontraots 

mailto:gegi.Ieeger@xo.com
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XO communlcmlonr. Inc. 

11 I 1  1 Svnwr Hill? Rood 
Rsalon.VA 201% 
IJSA 

February 18,2005 

VIA OVERNIGHT MAIL 

S 8 c  Contract Administration 
All”: Notices Manager 
31 1 S. Akard. 9”” Flow 
Four Bell Plaza 
Dallas, TX 75202-5398 

On February 4,2006, the Federal Communications Commission (“FCC”) released the 
text of its Order on Remand in In the Maner of Review of the Section 251 Unbundling 
Obligations of Incumbent Local Exchange Carriers, CC Docket No. 01-338 (Triennial Review 
Remand Order). The rules adopted in the Triennial Revfew Remand Orderconstitute a change 
in taw under the ourrent interconnection agreement (“ICA”) between XO’ and The Southern N e w  
England Telephone Company d/b/a/ SBC Connecticut (‘SK”). Pursuant to Section 2.1 of the 
Second Amendment Superseding Certaln Intervening Law, Compensation, lnterconn,eaion and 
Trunkinp Provisions of that ICA, formal wrilten notice is required to begin the process of entering 
into negotiations to arrive at an amendment to implement into the ICA the FCC’s determinations 
in the Triennial Review Remand Order. 

Accordingly. we hereby provide this notice, and request that SBC begin good-faith 
negotiations under Section 252 of the 1986 Telecam Act directed toward reaching a mutually 
agreeable ICA amendment that fully and properly irnplwnents the changes that have occurred 
as a result of the Triennial Review Remand Order. In addition. formal notlce is hereby being 
given for purposes of again commencing negotiations on the changes in law Implemented by 
the Triennial Review Order that were unaffected by tho Triennlal Review Remand O&r! We 
intend that the negotiations will include the Neet of section 271 of the 1 SQ6 Telecom Act on 
SBC‘s ongoing obligation to provide access to certain unbundled network elements. RS well as 
independent state authority to order unbundling. 

’XO,” for purposes of this notice, refers to XO Communications Services, Inc.. on behalf of 
andlor as swxessor in Interest to XO Connecticut, Inc. 
me inclusion of changes in law implemented by the Trlennial Review Order in lhis request 

should not be construed as a waiver of any right XO may have, and XO hereby reserves all 
such rlghts. to seek immediate relief for SBC’s continued refusal, after months of negotiation 
between the partities, to implement those provlsions d the TRO not affected by appeal or 
vacatur. 

www.m.com 

http://www.m.com
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XO notes that. pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second Amendment Superseding Certain 
Intervening Law, Compensation, Interconnection and Trunking Provisions of the current ICA and 
paragraph 233 of the Tffmnial Review Remend CJrUer, the existing terms of the parties' ICA 
continue in effect until such time a6 the Parties have executed a wrMen amendmern to the iCA. 
As such, XO expects that both it and SBC will continue to honor all t e rn  and canditians of M 
Current intermnnedon agreement untll such time as a written amendment is executed. 

The main company contact for these negotlattons is: 

Gegi Leeger 
Director Regulatory Contracts 
11 11 1 Sunsel Hills Road 
Reston,VA 20190 
703-547-21 09 voice 
703-547-2300 facsimile 
Ernall: gegi.ieeger@m.com 

Please initlate the internal processes within SBC that Will facilitate this request, and 
respond to this letter as expedttiousiy as possible with written acknowledgement of your receipt 
so that we may begin the negotiation procsss. 

our revised interconnection agreement, the wire centers in your operating areas that satisfy the 
Tier 1, Tier 2, and Tier 3 criteria for dedicated transport and LIS1 and OS3 loops must be 
identified and verified. Accordingly, XO hereby requests that SBC provide all backup data 
necessary to verb the number of lines and the Identity of the fiber-based collocators by end 
office for each end office that SBC claims fall within each tier as those tier5 are delined in the 
Triennial Revlew Remand Order. This data should be provlded by no later than Friday, 
February 25,2005. 

Further. in order to tlmely incorporate the Triennial Review Remand Order% rules into 

Sincerely, 

mailto:gegi.ieeger@m.com


XO Communlc3tlont. Ina. %n 
lJ6A 

February 18,2005 

YIA OVERNIGHT MA1 L 

SBC Cantraot Administratlon 
A m U :  Notices Manager 
31 1 S. Akard, Qfh Floor 
Four Bell Plaza 
Dallas, TX 75202-5398 

On February 4,2005, the Federal Communications Commlssion CFCC") released the 
text of its Order on Remand in In the Matter of Review of the Section 251 Unbundling 
Obligations of incumbent Local Exchange Carders, CC Oocket No. 01-338 ('Tflennid Review 
Remand Order"). The rules adopted in the Triennial Review Remand Order constitute a change 
in law under the current interconnection agreement ("ICA") between XO' and lndlana Bell 
Telephone Company dlblal SBC Indiana ("S6C"). Pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second 
Amendment Superseding Cemln Intervenlng Law, Compensation, lnterconnectlon and 
Trunking Provisions of that ICA, formal written notice is required to begin the process of entering 
into negotiations to arrive at an amendment to implement into the ICA tha FCC's determinations 
in the Triennial Revfew Remand Order. 

Accordingly, we hereby provide this notice, and request that SBC begin good-faith 
negotiations under Section 262 of Ihe 1996 Telemm Act directed toward reaching a mutually 
agreeable iCA amendment that fully and properly implements the changes that have occurred 
as a result of the Triennlal Revfsw Remand Urder, In addition, formal notice is hereby being 
given for purposes of agaln commencing negotiations on the changes in law implemented by 
the Triennial Review Orderthat were unaffected by the Triennial Review Remand Order? We 
intend that the negotiations will include the etfeci of sectlon 271 of the 1996 T d e m  Act on 
SBC's ongoing obligation to provide access to certain unbundled network elements, as wdi as 
independent state authwity to order unbundling. 

' "XO: for purposes of this notice, refers to XO Communications Services, Im., on behalf of 
and/or as successor in interest to XO Indiana, inc. 
*The Inclusion of changes in law implemented by the Triennial Review Order in this request 
should not be construed as a waiver of any right XO may have, and XO hereby reserves all 
such rights, to seek immedlate relief for SBC's oontlnued refusal, after months of negotiation 
between the parties, to Implement those provislons of the TRO not affected by appeal of 
vacatur. 

w . x o . c o m  

http://w.xo.com
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XO notes that, pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second Amendment Superseding Certain 
intervening Law, Compensation, Interconnection and Trunking Provlslons of the current ICA and 
paragraph 233 of the Triennial Redew Remand Order, the existing terms of the patties' ICA 
continue in effect until suoh time as the Parties have executed a written amendment to the ICA. 
As such, XO expects that both it and SBC wlll continue to honor all term6 and conditlons of the 
current interconnection agreement until such time as a written amendment is executed. 

The main company contact far these negotiations Is: 

Gegi leeger 
Director Regulatory Contracts 
11 11 1 Sunset Hills Road 
Reston, VA 201 90 

703547-2300 facsimile 
Ernail: gegi.leeger@xo.m 

703-547-21 09 voice 

Please initiate the internal processes within SEC that will faoiikate this request, and 
respond to this letter as expeditlously as possible with written acknowledgement of your receipt 
so that we may begin the negotiation process. 

Further, In order to timely Incorporate the Ttfennial Review Remand Om'er's rules into 
our revised interconnection agreement, the wire centers in your operating arms that satisfy !he 
Tier 1, Tler 2, and Tier 3 criteria for dedicated transport and OS1 and DS3 loops mu& be 
identified and verified. Accordingly, XO hereby requests that SBC provide ail backup data 
necessary to verify the number of lines and the identlty of the fiber-based milocators by end 
dice for each end office that SEC claims fall within each tler as those tiers are defined in the 
Triennial Review Remand Order. This data should be provided by no later than Friday, 
February 25,2005. 

Sincerely, 

Gegi +% Leeger + 
Director Regulatory Contracts 

w . x * . c o m  

- 
I" L I -  

http://w.x*.com
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KO Cornmunlutlons, Im. 

February 18,2005 

SBC Contract Administration 
AVN: Notices Manager 
31 1 S. Akard, 9" R w r  
Four Bell Plaza 
Dallas. TX 75202-5398 

On February 4,2005, the Federal Communications Commission ['FCC") released the 
text of its Order on Remand in In the Matter of Review of the Section 251 Unbundling 
Ob~igatms of Incumbent Local Exchange Cerrlen, CC Docket No. 01-338 ('Triennial Revfew 
Remand Odet'). The rules adopted in the Tdennid Revlew Remand OrUef constltute a change 
in law under the current interconnectlon agreement ('ICA") between XO' and Southwestem Bell 
Telephone, L.P. W a  SBC Kansas ("SBC"). Pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second Amendment 
Supersedbg Certain Intervening Law, Compensation, Interconnection and Trunking provisions 
of that ICA, formal written notice is required 10 begin the process of entering into negotiations to 
arrive at an amendment to implement into the ICA the FCC's determinatlons in the Triennial 
Review Remand Odw. 

Accordingly. we hereby provide this notice, and request that SBC begin good-faith negotiations 
under Section 252 of the 1996 Telecom Act directed toward reaching a mutually agreeable ICA 
amendment that fully and properly implements the changes that have occurred as a result of the 
Triennial #eview Rmmd Order. In addition, formal notlce is hereby being given for purposes 
of again commencing negotiations on the changes in law implemented by the Triennlel Review 
Orderthat were unaffected by the Triennial Revlew Remend Order! We intend that the 
negalations will include the effect of section 271 of the 1996 Telecom Act on SBC's ongoing 
obligation to provide access to certain unbundled network elements, as well as independent 
state authority to order unbundling. 

' 'XO." for purposes of this notice, refers to XO Cornmunlcations Sewicss, Inc.. on behatf of 
andlor as succ~ssor in interest lo XO Kansas, Inc. 
* The inclusion of changes in law implemented by the Triennial Review Order in this request 
should not be construed as a waiver of any right XO may have, and XO hereby reserves all 
Such rights, to seek immediate relief for SBC'S continued refusal, after months of negotiation 
between the partles, to implement those provision6 of the TRO not affected by appeal or 
vacatur. 
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XO notes that, pursuant to Section 2.1 of me Second Amendment Superseding Certain 
Intervening Law, Compensation, Interconnection and Trunklng Provlsfons of the current fCA and 
paragraph 233 of the Tn'enf1/8/ Review Remand Order, the existing terms of the partfes' ICA 
continue in effect until such time as the Partlefi have executed a witten amendment to the ICA. 
As such, XO expects mat both it and SBC will contlnue to honor all te rm and conditions of the 
current interconnection agreement until such tfme as a wrttten amendment is executed. 

The main company contact for these negotiations is: 

G w i  Leeger 
Director Regulatory Contracts 
1 1 11 1 Sunset Hllk Road 
Reston, VA 20190 
703-547-21 09 mice 
703-547-2300 facsimile 
Email: gegi.leqer@xo.m 

Please initiate the internal processes within SBC that will facilitate this request, and 
respond to this letter as expeditiously as possible with wrHten acknowledgement ol your receipt 
SO that we may begin the negotiation process. 

our revised interconnbon agreement, the wire canters in your operating areas that satisfy the 
Tier 1,  Tier 2, and Tier 3 criteria for dedlcaied transport and DS1 and DS3 loops must be 
identified and verified. Accordingly. XO hereby requests that SBC provide all backup,data 
necessary to verify the number of lines and the identity of the fiber-basad collocators by end 
office for each end office that SBC d a h s  fall within each tier as those tiers are defined in the 
Trim-mIal Review Remand Order. This data should be provided by no later than Friday, 
February 25,2005. 

Further. in order to timely incoporale the Triennial Revlew Remand Order's roles into 

Sincerely, 

Gegi k g e r  
Director Regulatory Contrans 

-.xo.com 

.- 
, 

http://xo.com
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February 18.2005 

VIA OVERNIGHT MAIL 

SBC Contract Adrnhistration 
A T N :  Notices Manager 
31 1 S. Akard, gM Floor 
Four Bell Plaza 
Dallas. TX 75202-5398 

On February 4,2005, the Federal Communications Commission ("FCC") releesed the 
text of its Order on Remand in In the Matter of ffevbw of the Section 251 Unbundling 
Obligations of Incumbent Local Exchengs Carrim, CC Docket No. 01-330 (Ttiennlal Revfew 
Remand Oro%pJ. The rules adopted in the Triennkl Rsview Remand Ordercanstltute a change 
in law under the current Interconnectlon agreement ('ICA") between XO' and Michigan Bell 
Telephone Company d#a/ SBC Michigan ('SBC). Pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second 
Amendment Superseding Cettain lntewening Law, Compensation, Interconnection and 
Trunking Provisions of that ICA, formal wrliten node is required to begin the processof entering 
Into negotiations to arrive at an amendment to implement into the ICA the FCC's determinations 
in the Trienntal Revlew Remand Order. 

Accordingly, we hereby provide thls notice, and request that SBC begin goad-faith 
negotiations under Section 252 of the 1996 Telecom Act directed toward reachhg a mutually 
agreeable ICA amendment that fully and properly implements the changes that have occurred 
as a result of the Triennial ffeview Remand Order. In addltlon, formal notice is hereby being 
given for purposes of again commencing negotiations on the changes in law implemented by 
the Ttiennial Review Orderthat were unaffected by me Triennial Review Remand Order? We 
intend that the negotiations will include the effect d seotlon 271 of the 19% Teiecorn Act on 
SBC's ongoing obligation to provide access to certain unbundled network elements, as well as 
independent state authority to order unbundllng. 

~ ~ ~ - 

' TO," for purposes of this notice. refers to XO Communications Services, Inc., on behalf of 
andfor a6 successor in interest to XO Mlchlgan, Inc. 
The hdusion of manges in law implemented by the Triennial Review Order in this request 

should not be construed as a waiver of any right XO may have, and XO hereby reserves all 
such rights, to seek immedlate relief for SBc's continued refusal, after month& of negotiation 
between the paflies, to implement those pronslons of the TRO nut affened by appeal or 
vacatur. 
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