DT 01-248
AT&T Conmmuni cations of New Hanpshire, Inc.

| nvestigation of Verizon-New Hanpshire’s
Terms and Conditions for House and Ri ser Access

Order Approving Procedural Schedul e

ORDER NO 23,941

March 29, 2002

The New Hanpshire Public Utilities Conm ssion
(Comm ssion) opened this docket, by Order of Notice dated
January 14, 2002, to exam ne issues raised by AT&T
Communi cati ons of New England and its affiliate AT&T Broadband
Phone of New Hanpshire LLC (collectively, AT&T) about terns
contained in Verizon - New Hanpshire’s (Verizon’s) revised
Section 5.2 in its Statenent of Generally Available Ternms and
Conditions (SGAT). At the duly noticed prehearing conference
hel d on February 21, 2002, AT&T, Verizon, the Ofice of the
Consunmer Advocate, and the Staff of the Comm ssion (Staff)
outlined their respective positions regarding AT&T s
obj ections to revisions nade by Verizon in its SGAT filing
made in conpliance with the Comm ssion’s Order No. 23,738
(July 6th Order) in DE 97-171.

The July 6'" Order required Verizon to provide CLECs

with direct access to House and Riser cable, i.e., that cable

| eadi ng from basenent facilities vertically to the floors of
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apartnment buildings (nmultiple dwelling units or MDUs) and
horizontally to individual apartments within MDUs. AT&T
contends that Verizon's nethod by which CLECs can obtain
i nformati on about the ownership of House and Riser is
unnecessarily burdensone, that the timeframe for providing
information is vague, and that the fees for providing the
information are too high. Together, according to AT&T, these
terns create a barrier to CLECs’ entry into the | ocal
t el ecommuni cations market. |In addition, AT&T takes issue with
Verizon's requirenments for nultiple nmeetings about
provi si oni ng each request for House and Riser, with the
vagueness of certain security measures, and with the extended
Il ength of and | ack of nediation for the conplaint procedures.
AT&T al so suggests an additional offering for stand-al one
hori zontal House and Ri ser cable and suggests re-wording
certain portions of the section to avoid inconsistencies.
According to AT&T, custonmers who live in apartnents nay be
di sadvant aged rel ative to obtaining conpetitive services as a
result of the filed terns and conditions. Finally, AT&T
represented that it will be neeting with Verizon on March 4,
2002, to attenpt resolution of all issues.

Veri zon avers that it does not believe that the

rel evant ternms and conditions for House and Ri ser are anti -
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conpetitive and offered the rationale behind the ternms and
conditions. Nonetheless, Verizon agreed to neet with AT&T to
di scuss its particular concerns. |f AT&T and Verizon can
agree on changes to the | anguage in the SGAT provisions on
House and Riser, Verizon recomended that those provisions
woul d apply generally to all CLECs. Accordingly, Verizon and
AT&T proposed to present the revised | anguage to Staff and the
OCA for review and then file a revision to the SGAT for
Comm ssion review. Both AT&T and Verizon represented that
t hey expected to resolve their differences in conference;
Staff agreed to make a progress report to the Conm ssion
subsequent to March 4, 2002, and the OCA and Staff supported
t he process as outlined.

Staff reported that, after the March 4th neeti ng,
AT&T and Verizon requested nore tinme to conpl ete di scussion of
three remaining issues. Staff and the OCA recommended the
extension of nore time. On March 26, 2002, Verizon and AT&T
reported that drafts of proposed | anguage are nearly conplete.
As a result, the parties and Staff recomended the foll ow ng
schedul e for conmpleting this investigation:

April 4 Filing of revised Section 5.2

April 11 Techni cal discussions of revised
provi sion, teleconference 10 a. m
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April 22,
or before Revisions filed at Conm ssion
April 30 Comments on revisions, if any
May 7 Reply Comments, if any

We find that the proposed schedule is reasonable and w ||
approve it.

Based upon the foregoing, it is hereby

ORDERED, that the above detail ed procedural schedul e
is hereby APPROVED.

By order of the Public Utilities Conm ssion of New

Hanmpshire this twenty-ninth day of March, 2002.

Thomas B. Getz Susan S. Ceiger Nancy Brockway
Chai r man Conmi ssi oner Comm ssi oner

Attested by:

Debra A. How and
Executive Director & Secretary



