
Joshua E. Swift
Assistant General Counsel

1515 North Court House Road
Suite 500
Arlington, VA 2220 I

Phone: 703.351.3039
Fa" 703.351.3662
jQ~b.y.!1:.~_w.ifl@ycrjzQ[l-,~Q!l1

June 25, 2007

Marlene H. Dortch
Office of the Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW
Washington, DC 20554

Re: Supplement to May 24, 2007 Section 63.71 Application of
Verizon Long Distance and Verizon Enterprise Solutions,
WC Docket No. 07-120 and Compo Pol. File No. 799.

Dear Ms. Dortch:

Verizon is supplementing the May 24, 2007 Section 63.71 Application of Verizon Long
Distance and Verizon Enterprise Solutions (collectively, "Verizon"), which infonned the
Commission that Verizon is discontinuing an audio call conferencing service called "Conference
Connections Service" on July 13, 2007. In its application, Verizon stated that it had provided
written notice to affected customers via U.S. Mail on May 17, 2007 and also attached a copy of
that customer notice letter. The Commission issued Public Notice ofVerizon's Section 63.71
Application on June 12,2007. See Public Notice, DA 07-2461 (June 12,2007).

Verizon has been actively assisting its customers in making arrangements for appropriate
alternate audio conferencing services. Many customers have already migrated to other audio
conferencing services offered by Verizon or other carriers, but some have not. In order to
provide these customers with additional time to make other service arrangements and thereby
avoid any interruption of service, Verizon intends to delay discontinuation of the Conference
Connections Service by approximately two weeks. The new discontinuation date is July 31,
2007.

The Commission has previously granted extensions of a carrier-planned service
discontinuation dates and has not required a new round of customer notice letters or re-started
the 30-day public notice period. See, e.g., Section 63.71 Application ofIP Communications, DA
03-438 (Feb. 13, 2003); Section 63.71 Application ofACC Communications, DA 02-3392 (Dec.
9,2002). The Commission should do the same here because all affected Verizon customers have
received proper written notice for at least the minimum required period of time. Some customers
will have received over 60 days' notice. Providing this additional time is no cause for new
notice requirements and is in the public interest because the purpose of the two-week extension
is to ensure that customers who have not migrated their service by July 13 will have additional
time to find an alternate service and thereby avoid service interruption.
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Should you have any questions about this application, please contact me at (703) 351-

Sincerely,

Joshua E. Swift
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