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RESPONSE OF AT&T COMMUNICATIONS OF THE SOUTHWEST, INC., 
TCG KANSAS CITY, INC. AND TCG ST. LOUIS TO 

SOUTHWESTERN BELL TELEPHONE COMPANY d/b/a 
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 AT&T Communications of the Southwest, Inc., TCG Kansas City and TCG St. 

Louis (“AT&T”),  pursuant to Section 252(b)(3) of the Telecommunications Act of 1996 

(“Act”) and, respectfully submits its response to the Petition for Arbitration (“Petition”) 

filed by Southwestern Bell Telephone Company d/b/a SBC Missouri (“SBC”): 

THE M2A 

 1. AT&T agrees that it has operated under M2A-based Interconnection 

Agreements (“ICA”) in Missouri.  AT&T further agrees that AT&T’s ICA expired by its 

terms on March 6, 2005, but has been extended through July 19, 2005 for completion of 

negotiations and arbitration of a successor ICA. 

PARTIES 
 

2. AT&T agrees that it has been actively engaged in negotiating a successor 

ICA with SBC in Missouri, but that issues remain unresolved, necessitating arbitration.  

AT&T wishes to correct, however, the contact information that SBC provided for AT&T 

in Exhibit 1.  AT&T’s primary contact for this arbitration is as follows: 
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Michelle Bourianoff 
AT&T 

919 Congress, Suite 900  
Austin, TX 78701 

512-370-1083 (phone) 
512-370-2096 (fax) 

mbourianoff@att.com 
 
 

BACKGROUND ON NEGOTIATIONS AND  
TIMELINES OF PETITION FOR ARBITRATION 

 
3. AT&T agrees that negotiations were commenced timely in accordance 

with the provisions of the ICA.  AT&T also agrees that the period for filing arbitrations 

commenced on March 6, 2005, and ends on March 31, 2005.  AT&T concurs that the 

period for concluding this arbitration is 135 days after the M2A’s expiration date of 

March 6, 2005.   

4. AT&T agrees that SBC and AT&T have negotiated for many months, up 

to and even after the Petition for Arbitration was filed.  AT&T fully agrees that AT&T 

and SBC have worked hard to identify and resolve issues.    

 
STATEMENT OF UNRESOLVED ISSUES  

AND THE PARTIES’ POSITION 
 

6.  Attached collectively as Exhibit 9 to the Petition filed by SBC, and 

incorporated herein by reference, are comprehensive Decision Point Lists (“DPLs”) 

which reflect the parties’ respective positions and the parties’ proposed contract language 

on each disputed issue.  AT&T agrees that these DPLs generally reflect AT&T’s position 

on each issue, and AT&T incorporates herein by reference its position and contract 

language on each of the individual unresolved issues set out in the following DPLs in 

Exhibit 9:  General Terms & Conditions; Attachment 11:  Network Interconnection;  
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Attachment 12:  Reciprocal Compensation;  Attachment 13:  Poles, Conduits & ROW;  

Attachment 13:  Collocation;  Attachment 28:  Comprehensive Billing. 

7. SBC’s Exhibit 9 does not, however, accurately state AT&T’s proposed 

language and statement of position on the disputed issues related to UNEs and Pricing.  

Accordingly, AT&T has attached as Exhibit 1 hereto comprehensive decision point lists 

that identify AT&T’s proposed language and statement of position for Attachment 6:  

UNE, Appendix UNEs:  Rider-Embedded Base, and Attachment 30 Pricing Schedule.  In 

some cases, AT&T has restated the issue in order to more adequately frame the dispute to 

be decided by the Commission.  Where appropriate, AT&T has also identified additional 

issues that it understands to be in dispute between the parties.  AT&T incorporates by 

reference its position on each of the individual issues set out in the DPLs attached as 

Exhibit 1 hereto. 

8. The parties will continue negotiating with the aim of resolving as many of 

the unresolved issues as possible prior to the arbitration hearing. AT&T requests the 

Commission to find in its favor on the unresolved disputed issues that are presented for 

arbitration for the reasons stated in the DPLs. 

 
STATEMENT OF RESOLVED ISSUES AND 

PROPOSED AGREEMENTS 
 

9. AT&T agrees that the parties have resolved many issues through 

negotiations and reached substantial agreement respecting most provisions of the 

successor ICA.   Also attached as Exhibit 10 to the Petition filed by SBC, and 

incorporated herein by reference, is the proposed interconnection agreement in its 

entirety, including (i) language on which SBC and AT&T have voluntarily agreed, 
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displayed in normal font; (ii) language proposed by SBC and opposed by AT&T, 

displayed in bold; and (iii) language proposed by AT&T and opposed by SBC, displayed 

in underline.    AT&T agrees that this Proposed ICA generally reflects language on which 

SBC and AT&T have agreed and the language that remains outstanding in specific 

Attachments.   SBC’s Exhibit 10 does not, however, accurately reflect the resolved and 

disputed contract language for the UNE and Pricing Attachments.  Accordingly, AT&T 

has attached as Exhibit 2 hereto Draft Proposed ICA Attachments that identify the 

resolved and disputed contract language for Attachment 6:  UNE, Appendix UNEs:  

Rider-Embedded Base, and Attachment 30 Pricing Schedule.  As with the ICA 

Attachments filed by SBC, the following conventions have been used:  (i) language on 

which SBC and AT&T have voluntarily agreed, displayed in normal font; (ii) language 

proposed by SBC and opposed by AT&T, displayed in bold; and (iii) language proposed 

by AT&T and opposed by SBC, displayed in underline.   

WHEREFORE, AT&T requests the Commission to find in its favor on the 

unresolved disputed issues contained in the DPLs attached as Exhibit 9 to the Petition of 

SBC and as Exhibit 1 to this Response, to approve and adopt AT&T’s proposed contract 

language set forth in Exhibit 10 to the Petition of SBC and as Exhibit 2 to this Response 

for inclusion in the successor interconnection agreement between the parties hereto, and 

for such other and further relief to which AT&T may be entitled. 
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Respectfully submitted,  
 

 

 /s/ Michelle Bourianoff by M.W.C. 
Michelle Bourianoff, TX Bar No. 02925400 

      Kevin K. Zarling, TX Bar No. 22249300 
AT&T COMMUNICATIONS  
OF THE SOUTHWEST,Inc. 

      919 Congress Avenue, Suite 900 
      Austin, Texas  78701-2444 
      512-370-1083/2010 
      512-370-2096   (FAX) 
      mbourianoff@att.com 
  

 /s/ Mark W. Comley  
Mark W. Comley #28847 
Newman, Comley & Ruth P.C. 
601 Monroe Street, Suite 301 
P.O. Box 537 
Jefferson City, MO 65102 
(573) 634-2266 
(573) 636-3306 (FAX) 

 
 
      ATTORNEYS FOR  

AT&T COMMUNICATIONS 
      OF THE SOUTHWEST, INC., TCG  
      KANSAS CITY, AND TCG ST. LOUIS 

 

 Certificate of Service 
 
 I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the above and foregoing document 
was sent via e-mail on this 25th day of April, 2005, to: 
 
gencounsel@psc.state.mo.us; 
 opcservice@ded.state.mo.us; 
 paul.lane@sbc.com; 
 Kenneth.schifman@mail.sprint.com; 
 mark.a.grover@mail.sprint.com; 
 Stephen.morris@mci.com; 
 Kathy.jespersen@mci.com; 
 spy.sinantha@mci.com; 
 wds@wdspc.com; 

 myoung0654@aol.com; 
 lwdority@sprintmail.com; 
 mjohnson@sonnenschein.com; 
 Tleriche@sonnenschein.com; 
 ecadieux@nuvox.com; 
 ckeith@nuvox.com; 
 asydlow@nuvox.com; 
 gpfenenger@sockettelecom.com; 
 rentel@mindspring.com; 
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 clumley@lawfirmemail.com; 
 lcurtis@lawfirmemail.com; 
 bmagness@phonelaw.com; 
 trip@brydonlaw.com; 
 steve@swildcat.com; 
 dale@thepagerco.com; 
 jimb_pc@centurytel.net; 
 lou@navtel.com; 
 mike@navtel.com; 
 ken@navtel.com; 
 tracye.graves@navtel.com; 
 Linda.polodna@alltel.com; 
 rcr@cdtelecom.com; 
 Andrew.klein@dlapiper.com; 
 kzobrist@sonnenschein.com; 
 bfillinger@birch.com; 
 Michael.moore@xspedius.com; 
 jim.falvey@xspedius.com; 
 jbrandt@ameritelusa.com; 
 jriley@telecompliance.net; 
 marvajohnson@kmctelecom.com; 
 meach@kmctelecom.com; 
 bye@cinergycom.com; 

 jivanuska@birch.com; 
 cbunce@birch.com; 
 bfillinger@birch.com; 
 Genmgr@clas.net; 
 jrussell@limbaughlaw.com; 
 scott_beer@icgcomm.com; 
 Jacque_bird@icgcomm.com; 
 jbankes@metrotelco.com; 
 JPaluskievicz@MetroTelco.com; 
 scott.porter@wiltel.com; 
 dwaller@ccitelecom.com; 
 sathanson@shenandoahlaw.com; 
 mhendricks@familytel.com; 
 KSPELL@TCSTEAM.com; 
 lsteinhart@telecomcounsel.com; 
 ccox1@chartercom.com; 
 jhowe@bigrivertelephone.com; 
 smaldonado@bigrivertelephone.com; 
 kc.halm@crblaw.com; 
 chris.savage@crblaw.com; 
 Kris.shulman@xo.com; 
 Gegi-Leeger@xo.com 

 
 

 /s/ Mark W. Comley 
      Mark W. Comley 


