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payment terms ofthe A~rement now apply to ISP naffrc as well as to other categories of 
jnremarrjer traffic. For these reasons- Ameritrch llinnns proposes that the parties negotiate nr its 
entirety the section of the underlying Focal Aqeerneni co\ering intercanier compensation. 
Ameritech Illinois will forward proposed temrs and conditions to X0 shortly. 

Ameritech Illinois further reserves its tights to invoke at any time in the future the imervening 
law or change of law provrsions and to adopt on a date specified by Amerjtec,h llljnois the FCC 
]Sp terminating compensatron pian. after which date iSP-bound traffic will he snbject to the 
FCC’s prescribed termrnatine c~oml,ensation rates. and other terms and condition!. 

X0 finther requests the, Focal Agreement IO include the following amendments: (i) X0’s 
cxis~m~ and approved xl)2 amendment; (ii) X0.5 exjsnnp and approved SBUAmerirech UNE 
amendment; (iii) X0.s txisnng and approved SBC/.Amcr-itech FCC Merger Conditions 
amendmenl. X0’s cun em interc.onneclion agreement for the state of Illinois has exprre.d. 
Ametitech Jlhnois has no obii?ation to “car-q fon~.ard” any of the expired amendments. 
l>owe,ver. Ameritech Ilhno~s is currently c,onducrinp a revrcw of suc,h amendments anti will 
conylete such review shorlly 10 delermme whether Amenlech llhnojs is wjllrn~ IO vohmtaril~~ 
a~] ee to the addition of Euch Amendments to X0‘s h4FY into the Focal Aereemem 

X0 also wishes to include the SHUAmeritech 13. State Directory Assistance .4ppendix. and 
SBC!Amerite.ch Physical and Vmual Collocation Appendrces “compliant wilh the FCC’s 
exjs~jng and efie,ctrve coljncarron rules and orders”. SBC IS amenable to the additron of iis 13. 
State generic Dnectorv Assis;ance and Ph>srcal and Vrnual Collocatron Appendices to X0’s 
\,lFiV into the Focal A~~~eement. 

.~dditionally. X0 requests cunent Illinois pr-icmg hpprndrces. an amendment mcorporating 
]-&or-1nanc.e mra~ctncs adopted by the ICC and lan~~uayr effec.tuating the ICC~s decisions 
<:o\:ernine facilities modifrcatjorr and special C~I~WI~CIIOI~. Reparding pnces, it 1s Ameritech 
llljnois’ position thal by adoptm~ the Focal aq~mcn!. X0 will have to take tr)e pr-ices in the 
Focal Agnmnent wiih the rrcep~ron of DSL. WE. Dnc-rlory Assrslance and Collocation: lo ihr 
extent those appendic,es are added to or substituted m the Fncal Agreement. The pnc.es in the 
Focal Ayr~eement are ie,eitrmalciy related to whate\,er \!VEs. interconnectron or scrvrc,c 
arr~angements they apply IO in the Focal A~rrensem and cannot be separated. Wiih regard to 
performance measures. the S13C 13.state performanc,e measures appendix incorporates the 
&rfonnance measures adopied by the ICC and may be added to the Focal A.&veemenl. Last. to 
date Amer-itech Illinois has no1 developed standard ianguage for facilities modificatron and 
specjal ronstnrc,tion jn ihc State, of Illinois. To the extent such langua_ee exists in another 
car-tier’s apeement. X0 would have to adopt such provlsrons from another carrier’s agreement. 

Adonti~on Rgguest ior lhe Slate of~Xlj~c&ag 

in Njc,lrrgan. X0 reqlrcs,ts IO adopt the Focal ,%,vrc~,enient for the state of lliinois. The onb 
mechanism under which X0 is entitled to port irons from one SBCiAmeritech n-region state to 
another is under Paragr~aph 43 of the SBCiAmerncch Merger Conditions. Pursuant to Paragraph 
43: X0 may adopt “jnlrrconnec~ion an-angemenls ” and>or “UAW voluntarily nceorrated and 



I . 

included in an qreemcnt by an SBUA~melitech mcumhent LEC that at all times during the 
imerconrxction agreement negotiations \\jas an affiliale of SBC. In addition, the FCC piaced the 
fojjowing conditions on our obligation to make such UNEs and interconnectjon axanpements 
available in other states: (Ii any ported intercorinrcuon alranyments or UN& are not available 
beyond the last date they arc ,;\,ajlable in the ilnderlyg a.grrement; (2) the requesting catier 
must accept all reasonably related temx and condikm; (3) stale-specific pricing is not portable; 
j)r~ovided. however, pendin? negotiation, arbitrauon or cost proceedings resardine state-specific 
pricing. SBUAmeriiech must offer 10 enter into an agreement under which the questing carrier 
will pay, on an intenm basis, subiect to tme-up. the same prices established for the 
jnterconnectjon arrangement or UNE in the negotiated agreement; (4) terms and pricing in tariffs 
cited in SBUAmeritech’s ICAs are not porlabje; (5) SBUAmeritech is under no obhpation IO 
make available arbitrawd lern?~ or lcnns that result horn ne.~otiations with a slale commission or 
can-m outside the nqotiaiion procedwes of Section 252(a)(l) of the Act (e.g.. the T2A); (6) 
,SBC/Amerjtech js un&r no obligntlon to providt any jnlexonnection at-ran~ement or UNiZ 
unjess it is technical& feasibie m: and is consixent with the laws and re@atoly f~equirements of. 
f1j.e stale for which the requ~ is made: and (7) qualif\:ine iniercom~eclion ananpements or lJNEs 
are subpzr to the same mlrs that would apply IO a quest under Section 252(i) of the Act. 

Although Focal’s Illinois lni~~~onn~~t~on Agewiwt with Ameritech lllinois was emered into 
foljowing Ameritech’s merger wjih S13C. there weie \,a]-ious lerms and conditions m such 
.4g~c:ement that wue arbiua,ed. X0 IS only entitled IO port the voluntarily neeotiatrd UNE and 
jmerc,onnectjon arraqJemmt p~ovi:tons m Focal’s lllmois kgeeement with Amel-iiech lliinoj: 
imo ~&&gan, subject IO tlir rame rules that would apply IO a ~xquest under Section 252(j) of the 
,4ct and the limitations set io~il, in Paragraph 4.i of the hgtl~per Conditions (e.2.. arbiualed results 
may not be per-ted). 



X0 further requesied lhat its Michigan agwemenr include X0’s existing and approwd xDS1. 
amendmentz X0’s exjstmp and approved SBC/Ametitrch UNI; amendments and X0’s existing 
and appl-oved SBUAmeritech FCC Merger Conditions amendment. X0’s interconnectlon 
~p~eement for the stale of Michigan has expired and Amelitech Michigan has no obligation to 
“C:IIT~ forward” such amendment. As set forth above. however. Ameritech Michigan will 
evaluate whether such amendments may he added 10 the mrel-connection arrangements and 
UNES 

Additionally, X0 wishes IO add the SK/Ameriiech 13.Stale Directory Assistance Appendix and 
SBC/Ameritech Physical and Vinual Collocation Appendices c,ompliant with the FCC’s and 
>4ichigan Public Servic? Commission’s (‘?vlPSC”) exictin~ and effective collocation rules and 
ortiers. With respect IO there append~c~es. the sta1emems made above for the Illinois aqrement 
a, e applicable. 

J-,;:sr. X0 requests language effeclrratmg the MPSC’s decismns saveming facilities modification 
and special const~ctjon. In light ofihe fact that Amen~rch Michigan has not developed an!- 
qmdard language addlessmg faciliries mo,dif]catior OJ epi:cial construction, X0 would have io 
atiopt provisions contamed II? anorhe~ candlers mlr~~ronnt~ction areement to the extent such 
p~o~~~sions exist. 

,4n~~~ion~p~guestfor l&SlaI~e~ of O!io 

X0 wishes to adopt the Illinois I-ocal Agreement in the Slave of Ohio pursuant IO ihe special 
mqer r,onditions in the Public Utilities CornmissIon of Ohio’s Opinion and Order in Case, ‘\‘o 
,oS- I 0K?-1-P-AMT (“Ohio A/ler~?cr Order”). Amenlrch Ohio agrees lo “pod' Ihe Focal 
,h,grcrmen, with the cncepiion of c cnain terms and tonditlons which may not be pone,d under thy 
Ohlo-sprcific Merger 01&r. Spccif~cally. it is Amel-ilc:ch 0hio.s position thar it is no, obliFal?.d 
10 nsah e wailable nndel- wch %~licij~er Orriw any IWIXZ IlJ>j’cScd upon SBC/A~~I-~TKC~ i~j 
wbilration. any terms 111at WC 6cmons~a1e should noi 1-1~~ ofiercd in Ohio due 10 technical. Nepal 
OJ ~ialc-sprcif~c issues. and mics;prir:es from anotl-lrr civic. Amerilech Ohjo will ha\;e 10 je\Gu. 
the lllmois Focal Aytment TOIL any provisions which may not be ported under th? Oinio Merper 
O~tin. In those stales_ it will he nrressarv for the pa~?ics IO nrporiate additional ralrs. lenns and 

tondjljons in order IO form a c~omprehens~\;e llllrl~conllc-crion Agreement for use in Ohio. Thf 
pIovis]ons that will need IO he ]enegwriarrd Include the 1~1p1oca1 compensauon provisions fol 

the xasons set forth ahovc. 

X0 also requests the a~rw~iem IO include X0-s exi~lin: and approved xDSL amendment in the 
sta~c of Ohio. its ex\;isrm~ and appl~wcd SBCIAmelilech U’\TE amendment as well as its existing 
aJJd cppl~oved SBC/Amerili~ch I-CC Merger Condikm amendment. Additionally. X0 wishes to 
add lhe SBC/,kneritech pelirlicl3-Stale Directoq A%i~:anrr and Physical and Vn-rual 
Collocation Appendices IO ill Ohio Agl~eement. \Vith I cspe,ct 10 the DSL. UNE land h4crpel 
Conditions amendmems. .4mcl-iicch Ohio wili conduct a similar review as derc~ikd above for 
the gales of Illinois and Michigan IO determine if it 1s wjlline 10 \;oluntarily aslee IO add such 
appendices to X0’s partial 1~31;r\; in Ohio. SBC 1s amcl:abie IO X0’s request IO add SBC’s 
pencric I j-slate Dire.c.ton, Arsislanc,e and and Coljocatjon Appendjc,es to its Ohio As1-cement. 
[Finally. with respect IO p~icmg. it is Ameritech Ohio’s position based upon X0-s currem 
proposal that the Ohio-specific talcs comained in ins 13.State Generic lnterconnecljor 



Sincerely, 

Xicola Erbe 


