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Re. Complaint of ATBRT Broadband Phor e of Kentucky, LLC. against ALLTEL
Krntnrkv; lnr Hnd Krntnrkr A1,1,TF1., 1nr

Dear Mr. Dorman:

Enclosed for filing with the Public Service Commission is the ongma( and
tnnteen (13) copies ot ATdsT Broadband Phone ot Kentucky, LLUJs Complamt,
Request for Expedited Review and Emergency Relief against ALLTEL Kentucky, Inc.
and Kentucky ALLTEL, Inc. for refusal to enter irto the adoption of the terms of
Interconnection Agreemcnt.

Please stamp the two (2) extra copies of the complaint and return m the
envelope provided.

I am licensed to practice in the state of Kentuckv and in eood standina with the
State Bar of Kentucky.

If you have any ques1ions, please call Loretta Cecil, Esq. at (404) 888-7437.

Best. regards,

WOMBLE CARLYLE SAIIDRIDOE IR RICE
A Professional Limited Liability Company

Thomas B.McGurk, Esq.

Enclosures
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COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY 3AN 152003
BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION posuc sesvtcs

cotttttsstctt
Ales'f tfroadnand Phone ol )
Kentucky, LLC.,

Complainant )
Case No. c) 005

vs. I

ALLTEL Kentucky, Inc., snd
K ntn lry Af.t.TPl,, ln I

Defendants.

COMPLAINT. REQUEST FOR EIIPEDITED REVIEW
AND EMERGENCY RELIEF

ATgtT Broadband Phone of Kentucky, LLC. (zATgtT Broadband"

)'ereby

files this Contplaint, Request for Expedited Review and Emergency

Relief ("Complaint" ) against ALLTEL Kentucky, Inc. ano Kentucky ALLTEL,

Inc. ("ALLTEL"), pursuant. to KRS 278.260, Title 807, Chapter 5, Secuon 12,

Kentucky Admin strative Regulations, and Section 252 of the

Telecommunications Act of 1996 ("Actr), zI7 U.S.C. 0252. In support of said

Cotnptcdnt, ATSsT Broadband ohovro ao follow«:

IDENTIFICATION OF THE PARTIES

The name of Complainant is ATI)sT Broadband Phone of Kentucky,

LLC. having an address at 188 Inverness Drive West, Suite zf00, Englewood,

Colorado, 80112.

'TtST Broadband is authorized to provide local and mtraiATA toll teiecommumcattons services tn
Kentucky pursuant to a Cencrtcate of Public Convenience and Secesaty issued by the Commission.



The name of Defendants are ALLTEL Kentucky, Inc. and Kentucky

ALLTEL, Incus havdng an address at 239 South 5th Street, Suite 1511,

Louisville, Kentucky, 40202.

BACKGROUND

Previously, ATgsT Corp, and Insight Communications Compauy, Inc,

ivlnaight") foisted a partnership to allow ATG,T Corp. to offer rcsidcntial local

telephone service in Kentucky using various Insight cable facilities. In

addition to using Insight's cable tacihnes, this partnership reqmred ATfirT

Corp. to install its own telecommur.ications facilities in Kentucky.

ATttsT Corp. relied upon two of its wholly owned companies, AT8rT

Broadband and ATtbT Communications of the South Central States, LLC s to

manage the daily operational requirements associated with pr'oviding such

local telephone service. ATgtT Broadband managed facilities deployment

with Insight, as well as customer marketing and relations, while ATikT

Communications of the South Central States, LLC managed all

interconnection issues with other local exchange carriers.

i Borh ALLTKL defendants are authorized to provode local and mtraLATA toll telecommunications
setvtces in Kentucky pursuant to a Cerulicates of pibl c rztnvemeuoe and Necessity issued by the
r

ATST Communications oi the South Central States, LLC is authorized to protodc loca'. and
intraLATA toll teleoommumcations services .in Kentucky pursuant to a Certdicate of public
Convenience and Necessity issued by the Commission.



Accordingly, ATfitT Broadband first began offering local telephone

service in Louisville in January, 2001. This offering was made oii. a "limited"

basis because ATfkT Broadband ~anted to ensure that all systems and

procedures were working properly before launching a larger marketing

r ffnrt Rallgnnth Talarnmmrrnir atinr c 1nr (cnallgnrrth") ic th 1 cl

exchange carrier in Louisville.

Although AT8tT Broadband confronted numerous interconnection

issues witli Bellgoutn, Afffrf'lroadband received assistance from

AT%i'ommunications

of the South Central States, LLC in attempts to resolve tne

same under the interconnection agreemer t in effect between BellSouth and

ATfcT Communications of the South Central States, LLC. Eventually most

of these issues were resoived, and as a result, ATfsT Broadband now has

over 20,500!ocal telephone custotriers in Louisville.

ATgtT Broadband next began offermg local telephone service in

Lexington. At. the time of such offering, Verfzon South, Inc. f"Verizonc) was

the local exchange carrier in Lexington and interconnection issues v ere

governed and resolved by ATf)tT Commur.ications of the South Central

tntrc, 1frC rrnrlrr thr irtrrrnnnrrtinn caraamant in affart hahvaan ATRT

Communications of the South Central States, Inc. (now ATfsT of the



Southern States, LLC) arid Verizon (sVerizon Interconnection Agreement" ).

Although AT&T Broadband now has over 1,650 local telephone customers in

Lexington, its efforts to mmntain these customers, as well as obtain

additional customers, is in Ieopardg due to the interconnection biUinz

dispute described below.

Pursuant to the Commission's Order of February 13, 2009, Verizon

trnnnfcrrcd nil of its local tclcphonc faciiitics irr Kentucky iu ALLTEL lrt

connection with the transfer of these faciTtties, the Commission required

AI.L1P.L to honor ail Interconnection agreements entered into by Verizon

with other local exchange carriers.4

In addition to AT&T Broadband's efforts to offer local 'telephone

service in Louisville and Lexington, it also began installing facilities in order

to offer local telephone service in Shepardsville. Because ALLTEL is the

local exchange carrier in Shepsrdsville, ATfkT Broadband requested AT&T

Communications of the South Central States, LLC negotzate an

interconnection agreement with ALLTEL to govern AT&T Broadband's

interconnection with ALLTEL in Shepardsville.

in the Matter oi petition By ALLTBL Corporation To Accrire the Kentucky Assets of Verizcn Scuth,
Incorporated, Kentucky public Smnce Commission; Cas. No. 2001-00399; order dated
Pehruszy I3, 2002 I"Kenntcky Pubbc Serrtce Commtsston Order dated Pebruary I 3, 2002'l.



10.

Such negotiadons were concluded, and as a result, AT&T

Coinmunications of the South Central States, LLC and ALLTEL entered ir.to

an interconnection agreement on behalf of AT&T Broadband ("Shepardsville

Interconnection Agreement" ). However, unlike occurred in Louisville and

Lexir Sion, because oi the indirect inter onnection dispute described below,

AT&T Broadbarid has yet to obtain any local telephone customers in

Stiefrer dorillc.

AT&T Corpys investment, through AT&T Broadband and ATgsT

Communications of the South Central States, LLC, in local telephone

facilities in Lotnsville, Lexingtcn, and Shepardsville is substantial, liaving

exceeded more than $21 million dollars in just two years.

12.

On November 18, 2002, AT&T Corp. transferred all of its interest in

AT&T Broadband to Comcast Corporation (eComcast"). As a result of such

transfer, AT&T Broadband no longer can rely upon AT&T Communications

of the South Central States, LLC (which remains a wholly owned company

of AT&T Corp,] to resolve interconnection disputes with BellSouth and

ALLTEL. Accordingly, ATgsT Broadband is in the process of entering into its



own interconnection agreements with ALLTEL5 and already has entered into

an Interconnection Agreement tvith BellSouthe so that AT()tT Broadband

can provide local telephone service in Kentucky.

This Complaint involves three interconnection disputes between AT()tT

Broadband nrt J ALLTEL wliicli ore jcupai uitins ATGT Btudrlhdtttl's cffut to tu

provide local telephone service in Kentucky. These are (a) ALLTEL's failure

to allow AT(BT Broadband to adopt the Vernon Interconnection Agreement

pursuant to Section 252(i) of the Act, dy U.S.C. ()252(i); (b) ALLTEL's failure

to implement indirect interconnection as provided in the Shephardsville

Interconnection Agreexnent allowing AT(BT Broadband and ALLTEL to

transport and terminate each other's customers'alls; and (c) ALLTEL's

improper billing of ATLT Broadband'5 customers after the
customers'elephone

numbers have been "ported" or transferred to AT()sT Broadband

and ALLTEL is no longer providing local telephone service to such

customers.

As disco sed further below, smrc August 2002, AT&T Broadband has aaempied to adopt rhe
vernon fntmconnecdon Atpeement pursuant to secuon 252(i) of the Act, 47 U.s.c $252(i)
Add i min o J 7 14, OOO, AVVST 0 WS d P d*d n i Attrrsc r ii i i,i I. d vt
the shepardsviile interconnecnon Agreement.

The effective date of AT&T Broadband's interconnecoon Agreement mtb. Be&South is
October 7, 200m



I. AI,LTEL'S FAILURE TO ALLOW ATgaT BROADBAND TO
ADOPT THE VERIZON INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT

As discussed above, in approving the transfer of Verizon's local

telephone facilities in Kentucky to ALLTEL, the Commission ordered ALLTEL

to " ...honor a)I tnterconnection agreements entered into by Verizon."2

Again, the date of the Commission's Order approving such transfer, and

requiring ALLTEL to honor all Verizon interconnection agreements. was

Februtuy 13, 2002.

15.

Accordingly, ALLTEL is obligated to honor the Verizon Interconnection

Agreement discussed above between Verizon and ATdeT Communications of

the South Central States, lnc. (now ATgtT of the South Central States, LLC).

The Verizorr Interconnection Agreement was for an initial three (3)

year term which began on August lo, 1999 and was to end on

August 9, 2002. However. it remsdns in effect. today pursuant to Section 2

thereof which provides: r[t]his Agreement shali contirue in effect for

consecutive one (1) year terms thereafter (after the initial tht ee (3) year term':

unless either Party gives the other Party at least ninety (90) calendar days

written notice of termination, which termination shall be effective at the end

of the initial term." As discussed further below, no written notice of

Kentucky Pubbe Serrate Commmetoo Order dated P bruaw ', 2002 at Page 20.



termination was provided by Verizon at least ninety (90) caler'dar days prior

to the end of the initial three (3) year term. Relevant sections regarding the

term of Venzon interconnection Agreement are attached hereto as Exhibit 1

and incorporated herein bv this reference,

In olecu violation of tho Commiooion'o Pcbruary IS, 200 Order

regarding ALLTEL's obligation to "honor all interconnection agreements

entered into by Verizon," on March I, 2002, Verlzon provided notice to ATIItT

Communications of the South Central States, inc. (now ATtltT of the South

Central States, LLC) that '..as part of the Transaction [transfer of all of

Venzon's local telephone faclhties in Ker tucky to ALLTEL), the Agreement

between Verizon and ATthT Communications of the South Central States

Inc, ln the State of Kentucky is being terminated in accordance with its

terms, effecuve upon and no later than the closing date of the Transaction,

which Is estimated to be July 31, 2002."3 A copy ot'his notice is attached

hereto as Exhibit 2 and incorporated herein by this reference.

Because such notice clearly was contrary to the Commission's Order

of February 13, 2002, it was null and void. Accordingly, because there was

Ungke some interconnection agreements, the Venson Interconnection Agreement does not allow for
t 'o tu»t Io I ot'r tu ttps n S . T!, V 't 1 Pv .OO
"nouce of termination" based on i:s sale of its t=lephone fscdities in Kentucky wss totslly unproper.
Theresfter, neither ALLTEL nor Verison cured this hnproper no'uce by prov.'ding any subsequent
rrhce of tenninsuon st lesst ninety isc) calendar days prior to the end of the mihsl three isl year
term ss requued by Section 2 of the Verison Interconnecnon Agreemeiit



no subsequent effecnve termination of the Verizon Interconnecdon

Agreement, it remains in effect today and is available for adoption by ATdsT

Broadband under Section 252(i) of the Act, 47 U.S.C. $252l(i). Indeed, today

ALLTEL condnues to exchange traffic with AT&T Broadband in Lexingtoi.

under the Venzon Interconnectior Agreement.

In anticipation of AT&T Corp.'s iransfer of ATgtT Broadband to

CuiiicasL mal AT&T Biuadbund's iieed iu lruve irs uwn iiiLrii:umiectioii

agreement with ALLTEL (in order to interronnect to the former Verizon locai

telephone facihnes which were transferred to ALLTEL as a result of the

Commission's Order of Pebruary 13, 2002), AT&T Broadband has made

repeated ai.tempts to aclopt the Verizon Interconnection Agreement pursuant

to Section 252(i) of the Act, 47 U.S.C. f252(I), but ALLTEL has refused to

cooperate with AT&T Broadband*s adopbon efforts. Specifically, by letter

dated August 14, 2002, ATgrT Broadband provided written notice to ALLTEL

of ATF T Broadband's intent to adopt the Verizon Interconnection

Agreement. A copy of this notice is attached hereto as Exhibit 3 and

incorporated herein by this reference.



20.

By letter dated October 23, 2002, ATILT Broadband notified ALLTEL

yet agmn of its intent to adopt t!ie terms of Interconnecnon Agreerrent. A

copy of this notice is attached hereto as Exhibit 4 and incorporated herein

by this reference.

In its August lrh 2002 and October 23, 2002 notices, ATgiT

Broadband inadc all iicccoeety end appiupiioic woiioutice nial

representations to ALLTEL regarding adoption of the Verizon

Interconnection Agreement. Thus ALLTEL has no lawful Iusttficanon tor

refusing to cooperate with ATM'roadband's efforts to adopt the Verizon

Interconnection Agreement.

Despite ATILT Broadband's repeated requests that ALLTEL execute an

agreement providing for ATIZT Broadband's adoption of the Venzon

Interconnection Agreement, ALLTEL has refused to enter into any such

adoption agreement. ALLTEL's refusal violates Section 252(i) of the Act, 47

U.S.C. Zi252(I) which provides: s[a] local exchange carrier shall maire

available anv interconnection, services, or netviork element provided under

an agreement approved under this section to which it is a party to any

requesting telecommunscations carrier upon the same terms and conditions

as those provided in the agreement."

-10-



II. ALLTEL'S FAILURE TO IMPLEMENT INDIRECT
INTERCONNECTION

Since eariy September, 2002, ATtkT Broadband also has been

attempting to reach agreement with ALLTEL regarding interconnection in

crcer to be able m offer local telepl o e comics ir Shspardsvitle. In

accordance with Qie terms of the Shepardsville lrterconnechon Agreement,

ATStT Bioadbaud hoe icttuestcd ibai ALLTEL implement indirect

interconnecnon witli ATtkT Broadband utilizing existing tandein facilities

provided by BellSouth. Contrary to the express provisions of the

Shepaidsville Interconnection Agreement, ALLTEL repearedly has refused to

allow for such indirect interconnection {except on a limited interim basis),

instead indicanng that only direct interconnection will be allowed.

Section 2, of Attachment rk Network Interconnection Architecture, of

the Shepardsville Interconnection Agreement, expressly provides for such

indirect interconnection. Specifically, Section 2.2 provides: "indirect

interconnection provides for network interconnection between the Parties

through a third pariv tandem provider performing a transit function. Under

this arrangement, the originating Party has the responsibility to pay any

applica.ble transit or tandem switched access fess and common transport

associated with traffic exchanged between the parties." A copy of Section 2

- 11



of Attachment 4 of the Shepardsville Interconnection Agreement is attached

hereto as Exhibit 5 and incorporated herein by this reference.

ATILT Broadband has confirmed with BeliSouth that interconnection

between ATgtT Broadband and ALLTEL through BellSouth tandem facilities

ic tcchnioally poociblo aad that oaioung tranlrtag crraagoracato oca hacdlo

ATILT Broadband's additional anticipated customer demand. ATgtT

Broadband has shared this informauon, with ALLTEL, but ALLTKL sall

refuses to allow indirect interconnection.

Despite having invested in faciiities in Shepardsville, ATlit T Broadband

cannot offer local telephone service to customers in that market because

ATgtT Broadband's customers would not be able to call ALLTEL's customers

(and vice versa) without having interconnection facilities in place. ALLTEL's

offer to exchange trafttc with ATgtT Broadband based on direct

interconnection is not reasonable given the significant additional costs

which ATgtT Broadband would incur to install direct interconnection

facilities to ALLTEL's fac:lities. As discussed above, BellSouth already has

indirr:t t. tandem facihties in piace, thus making indirect interconnection the

- 12



quickest way for AT&T Broadband to enter the Shepardsviile market.p

Moreover, the Shepardsville Interconnecton Agreement clearly provides that

AT&T Broadband is entitled to implement indirect interconnecuon and is

not reqoirerl to implement direct interconnection.

27.

Upon infomnation and b*llof, ALLTBL allowo other locnl cnchnttgo

carriers to interconnect with its network on an indirect interconnection

basis, tncludtng tnterconnectlng through tandem farthties.

28.

Because AT&T Broadband has a critical financial need to enter the

Shepardsville market as soon as possible in order to start recouping the

significant cost of facilities which it already has invested in Shepardsville,

ATgsT Broadband is in the process of ordering direct interconnection

facilities between AT&T Broadband and ALLTEL pending the Commisston's

review of this Complaint. However, AT&T Broadband is ordering these

facilities under "protest" and only because ALLTEL repeatedly has refused

to allow indirect interconnection. Thus AT&T Broadband's decision to order

prom a cost perspecuve, indirect mterconnectlon thmuah Bellaouth tancem facilities also ts the
most effiment way for ATBT Broadband to interconnect with ALLTBI, at the present time. This ts
because it is not cost effecnve for ATfsT Broadband to metall street lnterconrectlon facilities until it
has a sufactent. number of customers to support. th* cost of direct tnterccnnecuon faclbues.

-13



these direct interconnection facilities is not an admission that the

Shepardsville Interconnection Agreement requires direct interconnection.'o

III. ALLTEL'S IMPROPER BILLING OF ATIBT BROADBAND'S
CUSTOMERS

29.

For customers in Kentucky for which the foregoing interconnection

disputes have r ot prevented AT8sT Broadband from successfully marketing

local telephone service, ATllsT Broadband has received complaints from

customers that ALLTEL continues to bdl them for local sennce after they

have been "switched" to AT6r T Broadband.

30.

This billing dispute involves the date that a customer's telephone

number is "ported" or transferred from ALLTEL to ATdsT Broadband. In

order to ensure that customers orc not nithmtt service or inconvenis nr ed as

to when their telepbor:e numbers are ported from AI,LTFL to ATgsT

Or uaubauu, ATfbT Dr us lb aud isa* rcquc*ted ttrat ALLTEL allow a fur Ly-c gl f.

(q8) hour scadndow" as to when ATIkT Broadband can activate the porting

process. Although ALL'liEL has agreed to this forty-eight lo 8) hour "window"

for porting, it has not agreed that once the number is ported, it will stop

billing the customer, Rather, if ATILT Broadband ports the number within

the forty-elght [48) hour window, but before the "Firm Order Completion"

Moreover, m the event the Commission grants ATIST Broadband's reqnest tc order ALLTSL to a low

indirect mterconncction, Arar Broadband trill terminate these orders srd also wtg seek reshrstion
from ALLTBL for any costs incus ed by AT&T Broadband for such dnect mterconnecnon facilines.



date, ALLTEL connnues to bill the customer until the "Firm Order

Completion" date.

31.

Thus ALLTEL continues to bill the customer even though ALLTEL is

no longer providing local telephone service to the customer once the

rnetnmer'e nnrnhrr bee h rn p rt d. t AT8 T nroedha d. Beoenee the

customer begins receiving local telephone setvice from ATfsT Broadbaud

with the portmg of their trlophone numhot to ATGT Btvedband, ATCeT

Broadband begins billing the customer on the port date As a result,

ALLTEL's contsnued btiitng ot customers atter such porttng occurs leads to

customers being "double billed" by both ATBtT Broadband and ALLTEL

32.

Upon information and belief, ALLTEL's failure to stop biliing

customers once their numbers have been ported to ATgtT Broadband is

discriminatory under the Act when compared with the performance whicl.

ALLTEL provides itself when ALLTEL's customers disconnect from ALLT L

{and no longer receive loca! telephone service from any other carrier). In

such cases, ALLTEL stops billing such customers upon such disconnection

of sertdce or eterminatron of the port" and not at a later date.



COUNT ONE —FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH 47 U.S.C. N252(il BY
REFUSING TO ALLOW ADOPTION OF VERIZON
INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT

AT&T Broadband tncorporates by this reference Paragraphs 1-22

above.

ALLTEL has violated Section 252(i) of the Act, 47 I.S.C.5252(i), by

refusing to allow ATgeT Broadband to adopt thc Vcrizosr Iutcrcuuuectiuu

Agreement.

ccrtrtvT Two — ttKsAGH vF sHEpARDBVILLE
INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT

35.

ATgrT Broadband incorporates by this reference Paragraphs 1-13 and

23-28 above.

36.

Pursuant to the terxns of the Shepardevilte lntercenr cation

Agreement, ALLTEL is contractually obligated to allen indirect

iuinsuuuuociiuu betweeu ATdsT Broadband and ALLTKL in accordance with

Section 2 of Attachment 4 Network Intercoruiection Architecture. ALLTEL

has breached the Shepardsville Interconnection Agreement by refusing to

allow such indirect interconnection to be implemented,



COUNT THREE —VIOLATION OF KENTUCKY STATUTES
278.030(21 and 2'78.170

ATgtT Broadband by this reference incorporates Paragraphs 1-13 and

23-32 above.

38.

Pursuant to KRS 278.030(2), ALLTEL has a statutory obligation to

"furnish adequate, efficient and reasonable service." ALLTEL has violated

this statutory obligation by (a) failing to allow ir.direct interconnection by

AT8tT Broadband under the Shephardsville Agreement, and (b) failing to

timely discontinue billing customers for local telephone service after they

have had their telephone numbers ported to AT8:T Broadband and ALLTEL

is no longer providing local telephone service to such customers.

Pursuant to KRS 278.170, ALLTEL has a statutory obligation not to

valve any unreasonable p~cfcrcncc or advantage to any person oi *object

any person to any unreasonable prejudice or disadvantage, or establish or

maintain any unreasonable dilterence between iocahties or between classes

of service for doing a like or contemporaneous service under the same or

substantially the same conditions." ALLTEL has violated this statutory

obligation by (a) failing to allow indirect interconnection by ATgiT Broadband

when ALLTEL allows other local exchange carriers to interconnect ivith its

network on an indirect basis, including interconnecting through tandem

- 17-



facilities; and (b) failing to timely discontinue billing custorrers for local

telephone service after their telephone numbers have been ported to AT&T

Broadband and ALLTEL is no longer providing telephone service to such

customers.

WHEREFORE, AT8tT Broadband respectfully requests that:

(a) the Commission conduct on expedited rsvis of this Contpiainti

(b) issue an order requiring ALLTEL to execute an agreement with

ATOsT Bruadbartd acknowledging and agreeing to ATStr

Broadband's adoption of (he Verizon Interconnection Agreement

pursuant to the adoption language set forth on Exhibit 6,

attached hereto and incorporated herein by this reference;

(c) in connection with the issuance of the foregoing Order, state in

such order that once such adoption agreement is executed by

AI,ITEI, and AT&7 Bmadband pursuant to the adopnon

language set forth on Exhibit 6, that such agreement is

approved by the Commisston pursuant to Section 252 of the

Act, 47 U.S.C. g252, and that no further review or approval of

such adoption agreement is required by the Commission;

(d) during the pendency of such expedited review of this Complaint,

issue an emergency order requiring ALLTEL (i) to continue to

provide interconnection to ATsrT nroadband undhr thc Vcrison

Interconnection Agreement so that AT8:T Broadband's



customers in Lexington can continue to exchange calls with

ALLTEL's customers in Lexington; (ii) to accept any

interconnection order s from ATgtT Broadband for Shepardsville

whicn ATgtT Broadband is in the process of plac''np with

ALLTEL; and (iii) to "open up" any codes in its I'acilines so that

ATILT Broadband's potential customers and ALLTZL's

custon:era in Skiepardsville immediately may begin calling one

ottotktct,

(e) issue an order finding that (i) ALLTEL has breached the

Shepardstdlle Interconnection Agreement and violated Kentucky

Statutes 278.030(2) and 278.170 for failure to allow indirect

interconnecuon; (ii) requiring ALLTEL to allow AT&T Broadband

to indirectly interconnect with ALLTEL under the Shepardsville

Interconnection Agreement; and (iii) requiring ALI.TEL to make

restitution to ATgtT Broadband for any costs it incurred in

ordering direct interconnection facilities on a "protest" basis

pending l.he Commission's review of this Complaint,

(I) issue an order findkng that ALLTEL has violated the

nondiscrimination provisions of the Act and violated Kentuckv

Statutes 278.030(2) and 278.170 for failure to stop billing

customers on the date that customers'elephone numbers ars

'ported" or transferred to ATgtT Broadband and order ALLTEL to

-19-



stop billing customers on the date that customers'elephone

numbers are "ported" or transferred to ATgtT with a forty-eight

(48) hour window; and

(g) for such other and further relied that the: Commtsmon dccmc

reasonable and just.

Boopoctiully oubmittod, tfuo tttc 14'" day of Janutuy, 2003.

f)y: 7/
Attorney for AYBiT Broadba~nne
Of Kentucky, LLC.
Thomas fh McGurk, Esq,
Womble Carlyle Sandriclge cca Rtce PLLC
Sidtc 3900
1201 W. Peachtree Street
Atlanta, GA 30309
(404) 888-7462
(404) 879-2994 (Pacoimrlc)

-20-



PREFACE

Kentucky Main Agreement
7/2/99

I'csc 1

AGREEIylENT
su Mra
Page t of 3

This Agreement is entered into by and between AT&T Communications of the
South Central States, Inc.. a New York corporation having an nffme at 1200 Peachtree
St. N.E., Atlanta, Georgia 30309, in its capacity as a certified provider of local dial-tone
service (cAT&T"), and GTE South Incorporated, a Virginia corporation, having an office
for purposes of this Agreement at 600 Hidden Ridge, irving, Texas 75038 (cGTE"), in its
capacity ac an incumbent local oxchango carrior. Thic Agroomont covorc corvicoc only

in the Commonwealth of Kentucky (the "State").

RECITALS

WHEREAS, The Telecommunications Act of f996 (the cActc) was signed
into law on February 8, 1996; and

WHEREAS, the Act places certain duties and obligations upon, and
grants certain rights to, Telecommunications Carriers, with respect to the
interconnection of their networks, resale of their telecommunications services, access to
their poles, ducts, conduits and nghts of way and, in certain cases, the offenng of
certain unbundled network elements and physical collocation of equipment in Local
Exchange Carrier premises, and

WHEREAS, GTE is an Incumbent Local Exchange Carrier; and

WHEREAS, AT&T is a Telecommunications Carrier and has requested
that GTF negntiate an agro/.ment with AT&T fnr thn nrnvisinn nf Netwnrk Flements,
Local Services for resale, collocation and access to poles, ducts, conduits and rights of
way and the reciprocal provision of interconnection services pursuant to the Act and in

conformance with GTE's and AT&T's duties under the Act; and

WHEREAS, interconnection between competing Local Exchange Caniers
(LECs) is necessary and desirable for the mutual exchange and termination of traffic
onginating on each LEC's network and the Parties desire to exchange such traffic and
related signaling m e technically end economically efficient manner at defined and

mutually agreed upon points of interconnection.

10763.KY GTE ATI'GREEMENT WITH LINKSdcc
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This Agreement shall become effective in accordance with Section 23.8 (the
"Effective Date" ), and shall remain effective for a period of three (3) years.
This Agreement shall continue in effect for consecutive one (1) year terms
thereafter unless either Party gives the other Party at least ninety (90)
calendar dave written notice of termination. which termination shall be
effective at the end of the initial term.

Termination of Aareement: Transitional Suuoort

3.1 Subject to any applicable restrictions and requirements contained elsewhere
in this Agreement, AT&T may elect at any time to terminate this entire

Agreement at AT&T's sole discretion, upon ninety (90) days prior written
notion to GTE. Unless otherwiso provided in this Agreement, in each case,
AT&T's liability shall be limited to payment of the amounts due for Local
Services, Network Elements, Combinations and Interconnection Services
provided up to and including the date of termination. The Parties recognize
il wi provision ui uninterrupted service Io customers Is vital and se/vices trust
be continued without interruption. Upon the termination or expiration of this
Agreement, AT&T may itself provide or retain another vendor to provide
comparable Local Services, Network Elements, or Combinations. GTE
agrees Io cooperate in an orderly and efficient transition to AT&T or another
vendor such that the level and quality of the Local Services, Network
Elements and Combinations are not degraded and to exercise reasonable
efforts to assist in an orderly and efficient transition.

3.2 AT8 T may terminate any Local Service(s), Network Element(s) or
Combination(s) provided under this Agreement upon thirty (30) days written
notice to GTE, unless a different notice period or different conditions are
specified for termination of such Local Service(s), Network Element(s) or
Combination(s) in this Agreement, in which event such specific period and
conditions shall apply.

GTE will not discontinue any Unbundled Network Element or Ancillary
Function or Combination thereof during the term of this Agreement without
AT&T's written consent which consent shall not be unreasonably withheld,
except (1) to the extent required by network changes or upgrades, in which
event GTE will comply with the network disclosure requirements stated in the
Act and the FCC's effective implementing regulations; or {2)if required by a
final order of the Court, the FCC or the Commission as a result of remand or
nrrpr.al of thr. Fr:I/e nrrler In the Matter of Implementation of Local
Competition Provisions of the Telecommunications Act of 1996, Docket 96-98.
In the event such a final order allows but does not require discontinuance,
GTE shall make a proposai for AT&T's approval, and if the Parties are unable

16766.KY GTE ATT AGREEMENT WITH LINKa doc
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to agree, either Party may submit the matter to the Dispute resolution
procedures described in Attachment 1, GTE will not discontinue any Local
Service or Combination of Local Services without providing 45 days advance
wntten nobce to A I & I, provided however, that if such services are
discontinued with less than 45 days notice to the regulatory authority, GTE will

notify AT&T at the same time it determines to discontinue the service. If GTE
grandfathers a Local Service or combination of Local Services, GTE shall
grandfather the service for all AT& T resale customers who subscribe to the
service as of the date of discontinuance.

3.4 Either Party may terminate this Agreement at any time by giving written notice
in writing to the other Party in the event the other Party tiles a petition for
bankruptcy, is declared bankrupt, is insolvent, makes an assignment for the
benefit of creditors, or goes into liquidation or receivership. In addition, either
Party may terminate this Agreement in the event of a Party's refusal or failure
to pay ail or any portion of any amount required to be paid to the other Party
as and when due; provided however that the Party allegedly due payment (1 )
notifies the other Party of the amounts due, (2) utilizes the ADR process set
fnrth in Attar hmant t, (3) obtains a fauorablo final ruling in that process and
(4) does not receive payment within thirty (30) calendar days of the final
ruling. There shall be no other reason for the unilateral termination of this
Agreement.

Good Faith Performance

In the performance of their obligations under this Agreement, the Parties shall
act fn accordance with the good faun requirements or the Act. In situations in

which notice, consent, approval or similar acdon by a Party is permitted or
required by any provision of this Agreement, (including, without limitation, the
obhgation of the Parlies to further negotiate the resolution of new or open
Issues under this Agreement), such action shall not be unreasonably delayed,
withheld or conditioned.

Sr.r:tion 252 ril Flar:lion

GTE shall allow AT&T to elect terms other than those set fodh in this
Agreement to the extent required by Section 252 of the Act, final regulations
thereunder and relevant court der:isinna

Resoonsibilitv of Each Partv

Eoph Party io an indcpcndcnt contractor, end hes end hereby retains the right
to exercise full control of and supervision over its own performance of its
obligations under this Agreement and retains full control over the employment,

10763.KY GTE ATT AGREEMENT WITH I.INKS.doc
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August 14, 2002
VIA FAt ISIMJLE ANLt l SDSRAL EXPRESS

Mr. AISed Busbee
Staff Manager —Wholesale Services
ALLTEL 6.'onunurucaiions, inc.
I Allied Drive
Little Rack, AR 72202

Re: A i sr 1 taroanbana's Request to Adopt dtc booter bttctccoaccticrc Rcaala
and UnbtmdL'ng Agreement between AT&T Commurucations of the South
Central States, Inc. and Verzian South for the State ofKen'.ucky, as such
fnterconnection Agreement was recently acquired by Kentucky ALLTEL
as part aliis acquisition of Vcriaott Soctlt'6 aaacta io tbc State cfRcatccl<y

Dear Mr. Busbee:

This letter is to inform you that pursuant to Section 262(i) of the Telecommunications
Act of 1996("Act"),AT&T Bmadband Phone of Kentucky, LLC. ("AT&T Broadband" )
desires to adopt the terms of the Interconnection Agreement between ATILT
Dc~oat «tloac of the South Central States. Inc. ("AT&T'') and Verizon South
(formally GTE South Incorporated), as such agreement exists on the date hereof, (the
"Agreement"} in the state of Kentucky.

ATkT n oathaod it aware of Kentucky ALLTEL's (ALLTEL) acquis tion of Verizon
South's properties in the state of Kentucky, and the Kentucky Public Service
Commission's ("Commission" ) order, dated February 13, 2002, approvirg thc transfer of
those properties to ALLTEL as of July 31, 2002. In it's Conclusions, the Kentucky
Comroiaaion approved ALLTEL's application subject to several terms and conditions.
Term and condition Number 11 states, "ALLTEL shall honor all interconnection
agreements entered into by Verizon,"

AT&T Rroadband also acknowledges the following from the Kertucky Commission's
order;
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The Commission required ALLTEL to adopt the service standards imposed on
Verizon when QTE merged with Bell Atlantic. Accordingly, ALLTEL is

required to tile monthly service reports using the 2 prior years as a benchmark ior
performance standards. In addition, ALLTEL shall hie a report or corrective
action if it fails to meet any Commission service objective for 3 corsecutive
months.

ALLTEL assened that its OSS system for competitors wttl be fully operational by
the July 31, 2002 acquisition date. ALLTEL is required to provide monthly OSS
updates to the Commission through the year 2003, at which time the Commission
will review both the reporting and implementation process.

The Commission initiated a proceeding to investigate necessary performance

measurements to ensure ALLTEL's continued compliance with the requirements

of state and federal laws regarding parity of competitive offerings,

ALLTEL is required to file its pmpMed UNE rates iii the format specified by the
Commission in Administrative Case No. 382 by no later than September 5, 2002.

AT&T Broadband is also aware that AT&T promded wntten nouce to ALLipL, dared

July 11, 2002, of its election to extend the terms of the Agreement for an additional one

(I) year term pursuant to Section 2 of the Agreement. AT&T Broadband, likewise,
hereby elects that the adopted agreement shall expire consistent with the terms of the
Agreement, as it exists on the date hereof. Tins extended term witt provide ine I arues
with sufficient time to determine the appropriateness and timing of any new
interconnection agreement negotiations.

AT&T Broadband is in receipt of the ALLTEL's standard comprehensive Ipremire)
agreement that is now being offered by ALLTEL in Kentucky. When the Parties choose
to negotiate new interconnection agremnent language, AT&T Broadband wig provide
ALLTEL with its proposed new contract language.

In addition to the revised Term of the Agreement, AT&T Broadband hereby formally
represents and agrees to the following points;

(a) AT&T Broadband adopts (and agrees to be bound by) the terms ot the
Agreement, as it is in effect on the date hereof, and in applying the terms of the
Agreement, agrees that AT&T Broadband shall be substitured in tire place of
AT&T in the Agreement wherever appropriate,

{b) Notice to AT&T Broadband and ALLTEL as may be required under the
Agreement shall be provided as follows:

To AT&T Broadband;
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Vice President Telephony

AT&T Broadband Phon.
188 Inverness Drive West
Smte 400
Englewood, CO 80112
Fax; 303-858-5096

with a copy ta:

General Counsel

AT&T Bmadband Phone
188 inverness trave Vrest

Suite 400
Englewood, CO 80112
Fax: 303-858-3618

To ALLTEL:

StafF Manager —Interconnection Services
One Anted Drive, Building IV
Little Rock, Arkansas 72202

with a copy to:

VP —Law, Interconnection

One Allied Drive, Buildmg IV
Little Rock, Arkansas 72202

{c)AT&T Broadband represents and warrants that it is a certified provider of local
telecommunications service in the State of Kentucky, and that its adoption of the
Agreernem will cover services in the State of Kemucky only.

{d)The term and termination provisions of the AT&T/Verizan Agreement shall

govern AT&T Broadband's adaption of the Agreement. The adoption of the
Agreement ls currently scheduled to exptre pursuant to the terms set form in tue
AT&T/Verizon Agreement, as it exists on the date hereof including the recently
elected extended term.

{e)AT & T Broadband understands that ALLTBL may submit lts own letter io the
Kentucky Commission confirmin that it acccp s AT&T Broadband's adoption of
the Agreement. To the extent that such letter by ALLTEL provides
representations as to the meaning of specific language in the Agreement or as to
the sinu of applicable law andiar ttv applicabiliiy io tue Agreemern, ATdr 7
Broadband shall not be bound by any of ALLTEL's statements of positions.
Specifically, by this adopuan, AT& T Broadband shall not be deemed to have

waived any rights and the execution of this adoption letter by AT&T Broadband
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shall not be construed as a concession or waiver of any position by AT&T
Broadband concerning the adopted agreement's compliance with the Act,
rtecisincs and enters ot the FCC cr the Commission, decisions and orders

ol'ederaland state couns, or other applicable law. AT&T Broadband reserves tts

nght to assert or pursue tn a fo nun of competen t jurisdiction any claims arising
From or related to the adopted agreement, the Act, and any FCC or Commission
decisions. orders or rules.

Binrerely

Gregory Cameron
genior Counseh AT&T Broadband

t 'c Parrla Hopkins. ALLTBL
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Mr. Stephen B. Rosweid, Esq.
ALLTEL Corrduuntcauons, inr..
One Allied Dr ve
P.O. Box 2177
Little Rock, Arkansas 72202

Dear Mr. Roswelb

We represent AT33T Broadband Phone of Kentucl~, LLC. ("AT&T
Broadband" ), currently a wholly owned subsidiary of AT&T Corp.

As you may be aware, ATERT Broadband is certified to provide
tolooorntnunioationc services in Kentucky separate and apart froxn ATS:T Corp.
and any other AT(IRT Corp. subsidiary companies. Accordingiy, ATERT

Broadband seeks to obtain its ovm interconnection agreement with Kentucky
ALLTEL, Inc. ('ALLTEL").

Relative to the February 13, 2002 Order of the Kentucky Public Service
Commission in Case No. 2001-00399 ("Commission Order"], AT&T Broadband
is aware that ALLTEL is obligated to "honor al! interconnection agreements
entered into by Verizon South, Inc. (Ver)son'). Accordingiy, the purpose ol tlus
letter is to advise ALLTEL that pursuant to Section 232(i) of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996 (the "Act"), AI7 U.S.C, g252[i), AT&T

Broadband will adopt the "Interconnection, Resale and Unbundlina Agreement
between ATERT Communications of the South Central States, Inc. (now "AT(IRT

of the South Central States, LLC") and GTE South Incorporated (now "Verizon
South, Inc.").

This Interconnection Agreement was for an initial three year term v hich
began August 10, 1999 and ended August 9, 2002, It remains in effect
pursuant to Section 2 thereof which provides "[t]his Agreement shall continue
ln effect. for cortsccutivo unc (ll year Lcruto Lltctcafict uttlcoo ciiltta Party sivco
the other Party at least ninety (90] calendar days written notice of termination,
which termination shall be effective at the end of the initial term." Neither
ALLTEL nor Verizon notified AT(IIT Corp, or AT&T of the South Central States,

CIORCIA I Oattt CAROLINA / aot/RH CAIIOLINA / RIRCINIA / WAININOLOI 0 C
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I.LC of termination of this Interconnection Agreement ninety (90) days pnor to
end of its initial three-year term. Moreover, on Juiy I;, 2002, ATIItT Corpys
Bill Peacock notified ALLTEL that the Agreement would continue for a one year
term. (See attached letter from Bill C. Peacock, Director —Local Services gt
Aces~a Management, ATthT Corp., to Alfred Bushes, Staff Manager —Wholesale
Services, ALLTEL.) ALLTEI, has never responded to Mr, Peacock'
July 11, 2002 letter,

Rcgardiog adoption of intcrcorauoctioa asreerneuta, AT&T Broadband alc
is aware of the Kentucky Service Commission's Order in Matter of Reuiew ofAn
Agreement Between GTE South incorporated cnd Sprint Communiccdons
Company, I„P.Pursuant to 47 IIS. C. Section 252 (ig Case No. 99-897, and the
Commission's mandate that in adopting lnterconiicciiuu agreements pursuant
to Section 252(I) of the Act, the parties are to sign one "common adoption
agreement." In compliance cdth this mandate, ATgtT Broadband proposes the
following language for a common adoption agreement to be executed between
ATgtT Broadband and ALLTEL relative to the above referenced Interconnection
Agreement:

Asveement of adotttion of an approved interconnection
agreement pursuant to 47 U.S,C. 252(i). Kentucky
ALLTEL, Inc., by vi~e of its obligation under Commission
Order in Case No. 2001-00899 to honor all interconnection
agrccmcnto entered into by Verbou South, Inc, has
executed this Adoption Agreement with AT(hT Broadband
Phone of Kentucky, LLC, relative to that certain
Interconnection, Resale, and Unbundling Agreement
between Aflsf Communications of ihc Souttt cciiuei Stains,
Inc. (now "AT&T of the South Central States, LLC") and GTE
South Incorporated (now "Uer(eon South" ) pursuant to Order
of the Public Service Commission in Case No. 96-478. ATgsT
Broadband Phone of Kentucky, LLC. has adopted the tenne
of tLe foregoing Interconnection Agreement arising out of
Case No. 96-478 and in applving the terms thereunder, has
agreed that AT&T Broadband Phone of Kentucky, LLC. shall
be substituted for "ATgsT."

Notice of the parties may be required under the terms and
shell bo provided ao follows to:
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Kentucky ALLTEL, Inc.
Attention —Staff Maanager —Wholesale Services
ALLTEL Communications, Inc.
1 Allied Drive
Little Rock, AR 72202

ATEET Broadband Phone of Kentucky, LLC.
Vice President Telephony
ATlkT Broadband Phone, LLC.
188 Inverness Drive West
Suite 400
Englewood, CO 80112

ATEET Broadband Phone of Kentucky, LLC. represents and
warrants that it is a certified provider of local
telecommunications services in the state of Kentucky and
that its adoption af the terms covers services in the state ol
Kentucky only.

The terms af this Interconnection Ameement shall be in
effect, until August 9, 2003, or as further extended.

Please iet me know at.your earliest convenience whether the above
proposed language for a coinmon adoption agreeinent is acceptable. (We

modeled the language after the Commission Order in Case No, 93-397
referer;ced above.) Obviously, we would like to get this matter resolved
expeditiously, given that on August 14, 2002, AT&T Broadband gave ALLTEL
nouce oi its intent ra adopt this imerconneciion Agreemcnt. (Sce anaclied
letter from Gregory Cameron, Senior Counsel, ATSET Broadband to Alfred
Busbce, Staff Manager —Wholesale Services, ALLTEL.) Otherwise, AT&T
Bmadband is prepared to file a complalrat with the Kentucky Public Service
Commission regarding ALLTEL's failure to allow adoption of this
Interconnection Agreeii.ent.

Thank you in advance for your cooperation snd assistance.

Sincerely yours

Loietta A. Cecil
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July I I, 2002

VIA FACSIMILE, ELECTRONIC MAIL AND V.S.MAIL

Mr. AIBud Bmbee
Staff Manager —Wholesale Services
AI.LTPI. CommuniCaliuna. Ino,
I A1Hed Drive

Little Rock, AR 72202

Re- R~neat for Extension of the Master Interconnection, Resale snd
Unbundiing Agreement between ATkT Communications of thc Scum
Central States, Inc. aud Vetzton South for the St~te ofKentuckT anti

Notice Ctumges

This lener covers two topics under tbe ATdtT Comnrmucations of the South
I;antral smtcs, lnr,. ("ATrtT") aud verizon south (formally GTB south
Incorporated} interconnection agreement in the state of Kentucky. The first has to
do v 0th thc turn and the second with notice parties.

ATgtT is aware of Kentucky ALLTEI 's (ALLTP3.) acquisition of Verizon
South's properties in the state of Kentucky, aud the Kentucky Public Service
Cotnrrttaaioit's (PSC} order, dated Fotnnatr 13, 2002, approving the tranafer of
those pmperties to ALLTBL ss of July 31,2002, In i t'r Conclusions, the Kentucky
PSC approved ALLTBL'a application subject to sevcml terms md condition. Term

and condidon Number 11 states, eALLTBL shaH honor all interconnection
agreetnents entered into by Veriron."

ATILT also artutowlcd gas the follmving fmm the Kentucky PSC's order:

The Ccnunisston required ALLTEL to adopt tho cervine atendarda

imposed on Veriron when. GTE merged with Bell Atlantic. Accordingly,
ALLTBL is required to file monthly service reports using the 2 prior years
as a benchmark for perfonnance stands",ds, ln addition, ALLTEL sMl



rc:ac III I cuvI I 162 nuts166rcul uto . G12616643622 rlo.t62 oo

Page 2, Ky ICA Extension —A, Busbee

v 111ur
Pssesorm

frie s report ofcorrective action if it fails to meet any Commission service
objective for 3 consecutivd months.

ALLTEL asserted that its OSS system for competitors will be ful]v
operational by the July 31,2002 acquisition date. ALLTBI. is required to
pmvide monthly OSS updates to the Commission through the year 2003,
at which time the Commission will review bath the reporting and
implementation pmcess.

The Commission initiated a proceeding to investigate necessary
performance measurements to cusuru ALLTBL's continued compliance
with the requirements of state snd fedcrrd laws regarding oaritv of
cmnpetitive otfctings.

ALLTPL is rrxlulrcd to Ele its pmposed UNE rates in the format speciTied
by tbe Commission in Administrative Case No. 382 by no later rhsn
September 5, 2002.

Pursuant to Section 2 of Oeneml Terms snd Conditions of the Interconnection,
Resale and Unbundling Agreement, between ATIbT snd Verizon South. ATILT is
providing vnitteu notice to ALLTBL that ATdtT elecu'to extend the tenne of this
agreement for sa additioml one (I) year term, This extension will provide the
Patties with sufftctem time to determine the appropriateness and tinmrg of any new
interconnection atn eement aegotiarions.

AT&T is in receipt of tbc ALLTEL's standard comprehensive (prernire)
agreement that is now being oQered by ALLTBL in Kentucky. When the Parties
choose to negotiate new irterconnecticn ssreerncur tense*go, ATssT +ril nrnmso
ALI,TBL with its pmposed new contract language.

Notice Parties

Purmant to the terms contaiueti in Section 16 of the hterconnection Agreement,
ATS.T hereby faunal!y notifies ALLTBL of the change of its designated
representatives snd addresses for receipt ofnotices under the Kentucky Agreement.
BBective &om this date, all notices from AT.I.TRT. tn

ATILT

nnu~ th~ lraco~r+y
IntcrconncctionAm'cement should now be delivered to:
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GaogoryP. Tony
Reb4onal Vice PresidenL AT&T
Room 10431
1875 Iawrence Street
tbacvcr, Colcreuo 6VZVZ

Facsimile Numbrn 303-29841557

BIIIPeacock
ATILT Network Serutcra
1200 Peacbtree St,
12 !1oor, koom 12254
Agents, Georgia 30309-3579
Pacsimile Number; 404-8 10-8605

Bill C. Peacock
Dizector —Local Services 84
Access Management

Cc: Jimmy ifclan, ALLTBL
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August 14„2002
VIA FACSLviiLE AND FEDERAL EXPRESS

Mr. AII'red Bushes
Staff Manager —Wholesale Services
ALLTEL Communications, Inr.
I Allied Drive
Little Rock, AR 72202

Re: ATdr T Broadband'2 Request to Adopt the Master interconnection, tvesate

and Unbundling Agreement between ATckT Communi rations of the South
Central States, Inc. and Yerzion South for the State of Kentucky, as such
Interconnection Agreement was recently aoquired by Kentuci> ALLTEL
as part of its acquisition of verizon soum's assets m me state or penmcky

Dear Mr. Busbee:

This letter is to inform you that pursuant to Section 252(i) of the Telecommunications

Act of 1996("Act"), ATclhT Broadband Phone of Kentucky, LLC. ("ATILT Broadband" )
desires to adopt the terms of the Interconnection Agreement between ATfkT
Conununtootiooo of tbo South Control Stotor, hw (AATA T") 2nd Urrirnn South

(formally GTE South Incorporated), as such agreement exists on the date hereof, (the
AA greemenf') in the state of Kentucky.

ATdtT Broadband io owcuo of Kdntu kt ALLTBL'2 (Al I.Tpl.) Arcplivitinn nf verizon
South's properties in the state of Kentucky, and the Kentucky Pubhc Service
Commission's ("Commission" ) order, dated February 13, 2002, approving the transfer of
those propenies to ALLTEL as of July 31, 2002. In it's Conclusions, the Kentucky
Commission approved ALLTBL'2 application snbjrrt tn several terms and conditions.
Term and condition Number 11 states, AALLTEL shall honor all interconnection
agreements entered into by Verizon."

ATakTBroodbondolro I ovlodne tb f Ii winefmmthegentuckyCommission'3
order:



Eefubu 4
Page 8 of 1{i

The Commission requucx! ALLTEL to adopt the service standards rmposeu on

Verizon when GTE merged with Bell Atlantic. Accordingly, ALLTEL is

required to file monthlv service reports using the 2 prior years as a benchmark for
performance standards In addition, ALLTEL shall file a report ot correcuve

action if it fails to meet any Commission service objective for 3 consecutive

months.

ALLTEL asserted that its OSS system for competitors wi!!be fu 0y operational by
the July 31, 2002 acquisition date. ALLTEL is required to provide monthly OSS
updates to the Commission through the year 2003, at which time the Commission
will review both the reporting and implementation process.

The Commission initiated a proceeding to investigate necessary performance
measurements to ensure ALLTEL's continued compliance with the requirements

ofstate and federal taws regan! ing panty of

corn

peti ti ve offerings,

ALLTEL is required to file its proposed UNE rates in the format specified by the
Commission in Administrative Case No. 382 by no later than September 5, 2002.

ATkT Broadband is also aware that ATkT provided written notice to ALLPEL, aateu
July 11, 2002, of its election to extend the terms of the Agreement for an additions! one

(I) year term pursuant to Section 2 of the Agreement. AT&T Broadband, likewise,
hereby elects that the adopted agreement shall expire consistent vdth the terms of the
Agreement, as it exists on the date hereof, This extended term will provide the Psrues
with sufficient time to determine the appropriateness and timing of any new
interconnection agreement negotiations.

ATkT Bmadband is in receipt of the ALLTEL's standard comprehensive (preuure}
agreement that is now being offered by ALLTEL in Kentucky. When the Parties choose
to negotiate new interconnection agreement language, ATkT Broadband will provide
4 I.f.TET.with its pmnosed new contract language.

In addition to the revised Term of the Agreement, ATkT Broadband hereby formally
represents and agrees to the following points:

(a} AT&T Broadband adopts (and agrees to be bound by} the terms of the
Agreement, as it is in effect on the date hereof, and in applying the tenne of the
Agreement, agrees that AT &T Broadband shall be substuuted in the place of
AT&T in the Ameement wherever appmpriate.

(b} Notice to AT&I Bmadbsnd and ALLTEL as may be required under ihe
Agreement shall be provided as follows:

To ATkT Broadband:



Vice President Telephony
AT/ET Bmadband Phone

I S8 Inverness Drive West
Suite 400
Englewood, CO 80112
Fax: 303-858-5096
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with a copy to:

General Counsel

AT&T Bmadband Phone
188 Inverness Drive West
Suite 400
Englewood, CO S0112
Fax: 303-858-3618

To ALLTRLi

Stall Manager - Interconnection Services
One AHied Drive, Bmldmg IV

Little Rock, Arkansas 72202

with a copy to:

VP —Law, Interconnection
One Allied Drive, Building IV
Little Rock, Arkansas 72202

(c) AT/ET Broadband represents snd warrants that it is a certified provider of local

telecommunications service in the State of Kentucky, and that its adoption of the

Agreement will cover services in the State of Kentucky only.

(d) The term and temunation provisions of the AT/ET/Verizon Agreement shall

govern AT/ET Broadband's adoption of the Agreement. The adoption of the

Agreement is currently scheduled to expire pursuant to the terms set torth m the

AT &T/Verizon Agreement, as it exists on the date hereof including the recently

elected extended tenn.

(e) ATdcT Broadband understands that ALLTEL msy submit tts own letter to the

Kentucky Commission mnfinning that it accepts ATdcT Broadband's adoption of
the Agreement. To the extent that such letter by ALLTEL provides

representations as to the mesmng of specific language in the Agreement or as to
the status of applicable law and/or tts applicatniity to me Agreement, A 1 st 1

Broadband sha!1 not be bound by any of ALLTEL's statements of positions.

Specifically, by this adoption, AT/ET Broadband shaH not be deemed to have

waived any rights and the execution of this adoption letter by ATILT Bmadband
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shall not be construed as a concession ar waiver of any position by ATd'r T
Broadband concerning the adopted agreement' compliance with the Act,
suuicinnu footers r the. FCC ar the Commission, decisions and orders of
federal and state courts, or other applicable law. AT&T Broadband reserves its

right to assert or pursue in a fonun of competent jurisdiction any claims ansirg
&am or related to the adopted agreement, the Act, and any FCC ar Commission
decisions, orders ar nrieu

Sin eruly,

Gregory Camemn
Senior Counsel, ATAT Ttraadhaud

Ca: Paula TtnpHns, AT T TPT.
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1.0 ~Sco

i ms Anacumem oeecnt es me arrangements mat may oe u:it/zen oy the parties tor uiterconnection
of tbeu rcspecnve network for the trmsreission and routing of Telephcne Exchange Service aud
Exchange Accem Seitnce pursuant to 0251 of the Act In each ALLTEI, Erchange Aroa where the
Partes mterconnect tlwir networks, the Pnnes iwfi utilize the interconnection method(s) speoificd
below unless othevvise mutually agreed to in writmv by the Pamet.

12 Each Party w responsible fnr the appropriate si-ing, operation, and maintenance of the facilit;es
uhlized for transmission and routing to the Interconnection Pomt ("IF}.An Intercormection Pomt
("IP"), as defined in 02.0 of fius Auacbment will be designated for each intercotmectron

0 i ubumdp itou'a i. Nru p~ 'iiiittth t!
transnussion and rouung for faoihties on its side of the IP.

1.3 Exhibit A to this Attachment identifies tbe interconnection method aml IP for the exchange of
traffic pursuant to tide Agreemeut. Street address and/or vertical and Horimnml (V & H)
Coordinates will identify tuc IV.

IA Exlubit A to tlus attachment is bmed on the network configuranon and capabilmes of the Parnes;
as they exist on the date of this Agreement, If those factors obange (e g., ALLTEL deploys a new
tandem oificc or becomes an E-911 promder), the Parti s wig negotiate in good faith to modify
this Agreement m order to accommodate the changes and to provide the services mzde possible by
such whhtional capabd sties to AT&T

2.0 I'ntercoonection 01ethods

There are two methods of mtereooeactioo available; dire t mterconneotion snd mdu'ect mtetconnecuom

2.1 Duect interconoectron pmvides for network interconnecnonbetween the Parties thmugh, mciudmg
but not linuted to, one or more of the fofiowiug methods I) lease arrangements, 2} joirrdy

pe '
4 faeibt m smom meets(i» lading but ot I ted t BONET R' o M'dvpau fiber

Meet), aud 3) collocanon arrangemeris,

2 1.1 If AT&T's end office or wire center u witlun ALLTEL's local exchmge boundary where

direct mteruonnection is requested, erther Pauy may lease fiom the other Party facilities
between Abl.lhl' end otttce or wue canter locatron and AT&T's end ofiice or wue
center location, subjmt to availability. Unless the Parties muuully agree m writing to
different locations, AI.ITEifs IP wfil be located at AT&T's end office ot wue center
location sud AT&T's IP will be located at the ALLTEL's end oiTice or wire center
location. Lease arranaements mfi be aovemed bv the annlmable ALLTEL UNE nucm.
mterstate, intrastate or local, spmiat access or private lme tariffs under wluch AT&T
orders servim.

2.1.2 Ioindy provisioned smvice arrangements provide for direct interconnection of the Pmues
et v tw «t «po int oth r th n ttw AI.LTEL's aod AT&2'» oed «/fie» or iw re te od

involve each Party's psrdal pmvisioning of network facilities to mterconnect the Parties
networks (e.g., nudspan fiber meet or SQNET Ring). Should the parties mterconnect vu
jointly provisioned facilities, the Panies will mutually agree to an IP, provided, however,
that the IP will be vatbm ALLTEL's exchange boundary where direct interconnect/on u
requesiea. caen zany ts mdiviuuauv responstote ror ns cosa mcunec m esiaoastung uus

arrangement. SQNET Rmg —thc parties each ag~ee to prov&a where available, m s
physical diverse route, fiber transrrussion facrhnes io the other's designated IP. Ea h
parly wik be responsible for pro idmg compatiKe optical tmnumtmg equipment on its

Artvce 'oe rii seviicc visaa,txc
ic/is/oz
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side of then respective IPs for thc pmpose of constructing a diverse SONET Ring
interconnecnon anangement. All opncal eqmpment used mt:st conform to appbcsble
industry standards and be compatible mth the othe: Party*s equipment.

tvnmpan Ymer Meet —me psntes eacn agree ro pmvtue rtber nansnusston tactuttes to a
common meet point or IP at a 1ecatiou nudwsy between their respecnve network nodes.
Each party wtll bc responsible for providing compsnble opncal termmating equipment
with tb other Party's optical tenmnanog equipment on its side of their respeotive IP (s)

2.1.4 Colltmation interconnection provides for direct mterconnection of the Psrtiet'etworks
through network interfaces estabbshed at ATAT*s colic«atton withm ALLTEL't end
office or Mre center ATAT must have a collocation srrmgement establhhed pursuutt to
this Agn:ament to utilize this farm of direct interconnection. ',f AT&T estabhshes

ti t 4 iu ',tt u mntb t otto t'o 6 ttty.

2.2 iodhect interconnection provides fm network intmcoonecdon between the Parties through a third
party tandem pmvider performing a trmstt functioa. Under this arrangement, the origirmting Pauy
has the respoaslbiTity to pay sny apphcable transit or tandem switched access fees snd common
t Yot. » Ild tdt if 1 gdbt tb Y us.

3.0 Sionalinv Reouirerneats

3.1 Signaling protocol. Thc Parties will interconaect then networks usmg SS7 signalmg where
teclmically feasible and available as degoed in FR 905 Teloordia Stmdsrds mcludmg ISDN user
parr {"ISUP") for tnutk signaling and Trutsacnon Capabilities Application Part ("TCAP") for
CCS-based fmtures m the mtercoonection of their networks. AE Network Interoperabiyity
Interfs e Forum (NIIF) adoptetl standmds shall be adhered to

3.2 Tvqmre available, CCS stgoaling shall be used by the psrnes to set up calls bebveen the
parbes'eiephorm

Exchange Service networks. If CCS signalmg is unsvadable, the Parties shall use MF
(Multi-Frequency) sigaaling.

30 The dtnowmg list orpubitcatioos describe dw practices, procedures snd speciricauons generally
uidized by the industry for signaling purposes and are listed brrein to assist the Parttes in meeting
their respecttve interconnectron responsibdtties related to stgnalmg

GR-000246-CORE, Tel ordts Communications Revearcb
Speciftcations of Sigmiing System 7 ("SS7")

GR-000317-CORE, Switcbmg System Requirements for Call Contml

Usmg the Integrated Services Di)ptal Nenvork Us r Put

GR-000394-CORE, Switclung System Requirements for Interexchange

Carrier Interoonuecgon Using the Integrated Smvtcos Digital Network
User Pan

GP;000606-CORE, LATA Smtchmg Systems Genenc Requuements-
Common Channel Signaling-06 5

GR-000905-CORE, Common Channel Signshng Network Interface
St ..ifm ti m Yr m Z N .t I I t.. » t M . S T

t'art("MTP") snd Integrated Digital Services Network User Part
("ISDivq)PD

ATATccm ««msocusorta s tuc tust aatxc
tiitii/ot
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Adoption l,anguage
ATsr T Broadband Phone of Kentucky, LLC to

Kentucky ALLTEL, Inc.

Agreement of adoption of an approved interconnection
agreement pursuant to 47 U.S.C. 252(il. Kentuckv
ALLTEL, Inc., by virtue of its obligation under Commission
Order in Case No. 2001-00399 to honor all interconnection
agreements entered into by Verizon South, Inc.. has
e ecuted this Adoption Agreement with ATibT Broadband
Phone of Kentucky, LLC, relative to that certain
Interconnection, Resale, and iinbund(ing Am cement
between AT8-.T Communications of the South Central States,
lru;, (rruw "ATOsT ur dre Suudt Cenital Stat«o, LLC*') aud GTB
South Incorporated (now 'Verizon South" ) pursuant to Order
of the Public Serince Commission in Case No. 96-478. ATLT
Broadband Phone of Kentucky, LLC. has adopted the terms
of the foregoing Interconnection Agreement arismg out of
Case No. 96-478 and in applying the terms thereunder, has
agreed that AT8rT Broadband Phone of Kentucky, LLC. shall
be substituted for "AT&T."

Nodce of the parties may be required ui.der the terms and
shall be provided as follows to:

Kentucky AI,LTEIe Inc.
Attention —Staff Manager —Wholesale Services
ALLTEL Communications, Inc.
l Allied Drive
Little Rock, AR 72202

AT8sT Broadband Phone of Kentucky, LLC,
Vice President Telephony
AT&T Broadband Phone, LLC.
188 Inverness Drive West
Suite 400
Englewood, CO 80112
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ATILT Broadband Phone of Kentucky, LLLL represents and
warrants that it is a certifled provider of local
telecommunications services in the state of Ker.tucky and
that its adoption of the terms covers services in the state of
I<entucky only.

The tenne of this Interconnection Agreement shall be in
effect unbl August 9, 200th or as further extended,



CERTiFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned hereby certifes tltat. a true and correct copy of the
pubbc verston oi the loregotng Complaint, Request for Expedited Revietv and
Emergency Relief was served upon the following party by placing a copy of
the same in the United States Mail, first-class postage prepaid.

This the 14th day of,January, 2003.

Abomasum.

McGurk, Esq

CT Corporation System
Attn: Kentucky ALLTEL, Inc.

ALLTEL Kentucky, Inc.
Kentuckv Home Life Buildtns
Louisville, KY 40202

Kentucky ALLTEL, Inc.
239 South 5et Street
Suite 1511
Louisville, KY 40202

ALLTKL Kentucky, tnc.
239 South Sa Street
Suite 1511
Louisville, Kentucky 40202

Stephen B. Rotvell, Esq.
Kentucky ALLTEL, Inc.
One Allied Drive, Building IV
P. O. Box 2177
Little Rock, Arkansas 72202
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