
Bruce A. Ney 
Senior Counsel 

Room 51 5 
Topeka, KS 66603-3 596 

785.276.8413 Phone 
785.276.1948 Fax 
bruce.neyQsbc.com 

October 11, 2005 

Ms. Susan K. Duffy, Executive Director 
Kansas Corporation Commission 
1500 SW Arrowhead Road 
Topeka, Kansas 66604-4027 

RE: lnterconnection agreement between SBC and XO Communications Services, Inc. 

Dear Ms. Duffy: 

Enclosed for filing with the Commission is an original and three (3) copies of an 
Application for Approval of an lnterconnection Agreement (the MFN Agreement) 
between Southwestern Bell Telephone, L.P., dlbla SBC Kansas ("SBC") and 
XO Communications Services, Inc. ("XO") executed on September 26, 2005 and 
supporting affidavit of Michael Scott, Area Manager-Regulatory Issues of SBC. 

XO has chosen in the attached MFN Agreement to adopt an interconnection agreement 
previously approved by the Commission in arbitrated proceedings designed to develop 
successor agreements for the Kansas 271 lnterconnection Agreement. Upon 
Commission approval the MFN Agreement will supersede the interconnection 
agreement between SBC and XO approved by the Commission in Docket No. 04- 
SWBT-204-IAT. There are no outstanding issues between the parties that need the 
assistance of mediation or arbitration. SBC files this MFN Agreement seeking 
Commission approval of its terms and conditions consistent with the Federal Act of 
1996. XO is registered as active and in good standing with the Kansas Secretary of 
State's office. 

SBC represents and believes in good faith that the implementation of this MFN 
Agreement is consistent with the public interest, convenience and necessity and does 
not discriminate against any telecommunications carrier. SBC specifically requests that 
the Commission refrain from taking any action to change, suspend or otherwise delay 
implementation of this agreement, in keeping with the support for competition 
previously demonstrated by the Commission. 

Contact information for XO is listed below. 

CLEC Officer Name: CLEC Attorney Name: 
Ms. Gegi Leeger 
Director-Reg ulatory Contracts 
III I Sunset Hills Road 
Reston, VA 201 90-5339 
9 ,,I Fax: 703-547-2300 



The Commission's prompt attention to this matter would be appreciated. 

Senior Counsel u 
Enclosures 

cc: Ms. Eva Powers (transmittal letter only) 
Ms. Gigi Leeger 
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BEFORE THE STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION . 

OF THE STATE OF KANSAS 

Application of Southwestern Bell ) 
Telephone, L.P. for Approval of ) 
lnterconnection Agreement Under the ) Docket No. Ob-S\d&T-3d6 lm 
Telecommunications Act of 1996 With ) 
XO Communications Services, Inc. 1 

APPLICATION OF SOUTHWESTERN BELL TELEPHONE, L.P. FOR APPROVAL OF 
INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT UNDER THE 

TELECOMMUNICATlONS ACT OF 1996 

Southwestern Bell Telephone, L.P., d/b/a SBC Kansas ("SBC") hereby files this 

Application for Approval of an lnterconnection Agreement ("the MFN Agreement") with 

XO Communications Services, lnc. ("XO"), pursuant to Sections 251 and 252 of the 

Telecommunications Act of 1996, Public Law No. 104-104 ("Federal Act") and would 

respectfully show the Kansas Corporation Commission ("Commission") the following: 

1. AGREEMENT REACHED 

By designating in Section 2.4 of the attached MFN Agreement, XO has chosen to 

adopt an interconnection agreement previously approved by the Commission in 

arbitrated proceedings designed to develop successor agreements for the Kansas 271 

lnterconnection Agreement. There are no outstanding issues between SBC and XO that 

need the assistance of mediation or arbitration. The MFN Agreement was executed on 

September 26, 2005. Upon Commission approval the MFN Agreement will supersede 

the interconnection agreement between SBC and XO approved by the Commission in 

Docket No. 04-SWBT-204-IAT. 



II. REQUEST FOR APPROVAL 

SBC seeks the Commission's approval of the MFN Agreement, consistent with 

the provisions of the Federal Act. 

SBC believes that the implementation of this MFN Agreement complies fully with 

Section 252(e) of the Federal Act because it is consistent with the public interest, 

convenience and necessity and does not discriminate against any telecommunications 

carrier. The MFN Agreement promotes diversity in providers, provides interconnectivity, 

and will increase customer choices for telecommunications services. 

SBC respectfully requests that the Commission grant expeditious approval of this 

MFN Agreement, without change, suspension or other delay in its implementation. This 

is a bilateral agreement, reached as a result of negotiation and compromise and the 

parties do not believe a docket or intervention by other parties is necessary or 

appropriate. 

111. STANDARD FOR REVIEW 

The statutory standards of review are set forth in Section 252(e) of the Federal 

Act which provides as follows: 

(e) APPROVAL BY STATE COMMISSION 

(1) APPROVAL REQUI RED.--Any interconnection 
agreement adopted by negotiation or arbitration shall 
be submitted for approval to the State commission. A 
State commission to which an agreement is submitted 
to shall approve or reject the agreement, with written 
findings as to any deficiencies. 

(2) GROUNDS FOR REJECTION--The State 
Commission may only reject --(A) an agreement (or 
any portion thereof) adopted by negotiation under 
subsection (a) if it finds that --



( i )  the agreement (or portion thereof) 
discriminates against a 
telecommunications carrier not a 
party to the agreement; or 

(ii) the implementation of such 
agreement or portion is not 
consistent with the public interest, 
convenience, and necessity; or 

The affidavit of Michael Scott, Area Manager-Regulatory Issues, establishes that 

the MFN Agreement submitted herein satisfies these standards. (Affidavit, 

Attachment I I). 

IV. KANSAS LAW 

The negotiated and executed MFN Agreement is consistent with the Kansas 

regulatory statutes. 

VI. CONCLUSION 

For the reasons set forth above, SBC respectfully requests that the Commission 

approve the MFN Agreement expeditiously. 

Respectfully submitted, 

BRUCE A. NEY (#I  5554) 4 
MELANIE N. SAWYER ' (#19945) 
220 E. Sixth Street, Room 51 5 
Topeka, Kansas 66603-3596 
(785-276-841 3) 
Attorneys for Southwestern Bell Telephone, L.P. 



ATTACHMENT I 


INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT UNDER 

SECTIONS 251 AND 252 OF THE 


TELECOMMUNICATIONS ACT OF 1996 


by and between 

SOUTHWESTERN BELL TELEPHONE, L.P. d/b/a 

SBC KANSAS 


and 

XO COMMUNICATIONS SERVICES, INC. 




INTERCON NECTM AGREEMENT 
UNDER SECTIONS 253 AND 252 

OF THE 
TELECOMMUMCAfiONS ACT OF 1996 

RECITALS 

WEEAS, pusual OJ Section 25z[i} of lhe Act, XO Communicatium &vices, Inc. (TLEC') fms wquested 
to adopt the inbemnm Agreement by snd between SBC Kansas and the separate CLK: designated In Section 
24 betow for ihe State of Kansas, which was p i o u s l y  approwd by the Kawas Ccrporalion Commission {% 
ComniPsion~ d e r  W o n  252(e) of the Act induding my Commission approved amendments to such 
Agreement {the 'SspaWe Agreement"), which is incorporated herein by mfimnce (the 'WN Agneement"); and 

NOW, THEREFORE, in amddemfion of the mutual provislone contdned herein and dher good and valuable 
arnsidemtkn, the receipt and suffidency of which are hemby achowledged, CLEC end 6BC Kansas hmby agree 
as sollwvs: 

1. lnmrporetion of RedWs and Separate Agreement by Mrme 
1 .I The foregoing ReciPals are hereby incorporated Into and made a part ofthis MFN Agreement 

1.2 Except as e-y staled M n ,  ihe MFN Agreement including any and all applicable Appendices, 
SctreduIes, EXhibilS, Attaehmerrts ad Ctwniiion appmvwl Amendmnb thereto, are brpwated 
herein by gris Wmce and form an integral part of Vle MFN Agreement. ' 

2 Modiifiwtbons to Separate Agreement 

2-1 Refmnces in the Separate Agreement to 'C!.€C" or to "Other" shall far purposes of the MFN 
Aqreemcnt be deemed Lo refer to CLEC. 

2.2 Mnnc~r in the %pate Agreement lo Be 'Effective Oats," fhe. dete of eKectiveness fhereof and 
like provisians shill1 for purposes of Ais WN Agreement be deemed to be the date this fully executed 
Shcrt Fom is appved with the Commission (the 'EfkcW Date.). tn addifion, this MFN Agreement 
Malt expire on Be c@naI explratbn date of ihe underlying &para$ Agreement 

23 The Nlces S e d h  in the Separate Agreement fs hereby revised to Meet that Nptkes should be sent 
to GtEC mder ttrfs M M  Agreement at ttre following address: 



SEP.26'2005 10:06 70354724' # 5 2 9 8  P. O O 3 / O O 7
IKTERCOt((NmNAG, .AENT SHORT FORM UNDER SECTIONS251 AND 2521sMH H 

PAGE2 OF 4 
COPAMVNtCATIW SEWlCES,IWC. 

08f6Q5 

Wrth a copy b: 

2.4 CLEC herebydesign- the Sepante Agreement it is adapting by way of this Short Farmfor purposes 
of this MFN Agmmnt  by placing an 'X next toits chosen Separate Agreement immediately betow: 

25.1 For purposes of its MFN Agreement, CLEC elects the lntercarrkr Compensation Option Choice 
designated with an 'F immediately belourr;, 

In enbwing in@ this MFN Agreement. the Parties adcnowhdge and agtee that neither Pa@ is waiving, 
and each Party hereby expresly reserueq any of its rights, remedles aarguments it may have a?law 
or under the intervening law a regulatay change pmvlsions in this MFN Agreement [fncluding 
intervening law rights asser$d by either Party vla wfltten now as fD the Separate Agreement), with 
respect lo any olden, decisions, legislation or proceedings and any remands by the FCC, sMe utliky 
mmissiwr, court, legislature or other gavemmental'body induding, without IimMon, any such 
orden, decijrans, legMatlon, proceedings, and remands whhh wen issued, nlessed or became 
effecliue pkr to (he Effective Date of this MFN Agymenf or which the Parties ham not yet Mly 
ineaporaled into #is Agreement awhich may be Vle subject of fu*er gomment review. C any 
action by any ate or fedemf reguladary or legislah body or wut of competent 
jvbdictSo~,(%ovem& Actton") i1nWdat8~,modiies,(pr staysprovWons of the Separate Agmement 
and/or o8emise affectsMe rights or cbligabio~Qf ellher Party that are a d d m d  by the SspaW 
Agreement speeiflcdly induding but not limited to fhme arfshg with respect respect to Chve~meM&tien. 
me affected prpvislon[s)h his MFN Agreement shall be hnmediate!y imalfdated, modified w stayed 
consfsbent with such Government M a n  as to the Sapatate &rewnent. 





Southwestern bll ne, L P. drma SBC 
Kansas By SBC Inc, Its authoplFdd 
agent 

S@wttm: 

Print Name: Mike Auinbauh 

ntk: AW-Local Interconnectfan Marketing 

Daple: SEP 2 6 2005 

fleau, nde that CL#: preyibusly agreed to adopt, puwant to the provisions of Sectfan 252(1)of Qe Ad, 
one of the K2A sucassor Sepvatrt Agreementti approved by the Cornmlssioh in the K2A $uccessar 
docM(s]no later thm 18business days aftwthe lssuance ofthe decision ofthe Ccmmlssion apprwingthe 

' . first mceesra Separate &mmt The firsf successor Separate Agreement approved by the brnmiss[on 
lnc. on September 12, 2005. ~ ~ b r e ,was the MrSeSham Communi~~ans, please note that L is 

impz,r&mtRoy CLEC to provfde accurate and complete information in a t i d y  manner. The Mlureto do so 
my result in retm dthis Short Form to CLEC and r delay in ihe processing of C W s  MFN Pgresmdnt If 
C I S  Wls to providetMs ezecurEed and completed Short Form to SBC Kansas before September 26,2005, 
U E C  wrll bedeemedto  have sefedsd the PraMe Stream Communlcatbns, Inc. 



ATTACHMENT I1 
(Page 1 of 2) 

BEFORE THE KANSAS CORPORATION COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF KANSAS 

Application of Southwestern Bell 1 
Telephone, L.P. for Approval of 1 
lnterconnection Agreement Under the ) Docket No. 
Telecommunications Act of 1996 With ) 
XO Communications Services, Inc. 1 

AFFIDAVIT OF MICHAEL SCOTT 

STATE OF KANSAS ) 
) SS 

COUNTY OF SHAWNEE ) 

Before me, the Undersigned Authority, on the 1 lthday of October, 2005, 
personally appeared Michael Scott of Southwestern Bell Telephone, L.P., d/b/a 
SBC Kansas ("SBC") who, upon being by me duly sworn on oath deposed and 
said the following: 

1. My name is Michael Scott. I am over the age of 21, of sound mind and 
competent to testify to the matters stated herein. I am the Area 
Manager-Regulatory Issues for SBC, and I have knowledge concerning 
the lnterconnection Agreement ("the MFN Agreement") between SBC 
and XO Communications Services, Inc. ("XO") on behalf of SBC. I 
have personal knowledge of the provisions of the MFN Agreement 
which was executed on September 26, 2005. 

2. XO has chosen in the MFN Agreement to adopt an interconnection 
agreement previously approved by the Commission in arbitrated 
proceedings designed to develop successor agreements for the 
Kansas 271 lnterconnection Agreement. Upon Commission approval 
the MFN Agreement will supersede the interconnection agreement 
between SBC and XO approved by the Commission in Docket No. 04- 
SWBT-204-IAT. 

3. There are no outstanding issues between the parties that need the 
assistance of mediation and arbitration. 



ATTACHMENT II 
(Page 2 of 2) 

4. The implementation of this MFN Agreement is consistent with the 
public interest, convenience and necessity. The MFN Agreement will 
further the transition of telecommunications competition in the State of 
Kansas, a policy of this State and the United States. The MFN 
Agreement allows diversity in providers, provides interconnectivity, and 
will increase customer choices for telecommunications services. 

5. This MFN Agreement does not discriminate against any 
telecommunications carrier. It is available to any similarly situated 
provider in negotiating a similar agreement. 

6. The MFN Agreement is consistent with Kansas law. 

Michael Scott 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 1lthday of October, 2005. 

My Commission ~ x ~ i r e s :  L&!&d~z-/c~~~ 


	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


