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July 14, 2005
Ms. Debra A. Howland

Executive Director and Secretary

New Hampshire Public Utilities Commission

21 South Fruit Street, Suite 10

Concord, New Hampshire 03301-2429

Re: 
Docket No. DT 05-083



Verizon New Hampshire



Wire Center Investigation 
Dear Ms. Howland:
Commission Staff conducted a third technical session in the above-referenced docket on Wednesday, July 13, 2005.  Please treat this letter as Staff’s report of the technical session.

Participating in the technical session along with Staff were representatives of Verizon New Hampshire (Verizon), the Office of Consumer Advocate, BayRing, Otel Telekom, segTEL, Conversent, CTC Communications-Lightship, and, participating by telephone, Great Works Internet (GWI) and Covad Communications Company (Covad).  
Staff has received releases from all twelve CLECs identified by Verizon as fiber-based collocators pursuant to the FCC TRO Remand Order (Remand Order).

Discussion centered on review of the five wire center scenarios at issue, as developed by Staff through input from Verizon as well as CLEC respondents.  Although the existence of certain fiber-based collocation arrangements is undisputed in certain wire centers, no overall consensus was reached as to the number of collocators in any one of the centers.  Consensus was reached on a list of preliminary issues which must be resolved to determine the number of fiber-based collocators in each wire center.  However, the parties and staff agreed that in order to resolve some of the issues, factual questions must be determined.  As a result, the parties and staff agreed to begin a more formal procedural schedule to discover certain facts.  
 
The parties identified certain threshold questions that will need to be answered during the course of this docket:

1)  What is an Indefeasible Right to Use (IRU) and who will determine whether a particular lease or use of a product constitutes an IRU?

2)  Is an IRU necessary for CLEC fiber offerings to other CLECs to rise to the definition of fiber-based collocator?

3)  What types of products constitute a fiber-based collocation?
In addition, there were questions of fact that Staff and Verizon will be investigating concurrently with the discovery process.

Participants agreed to a preliminary procedural schedule as follows:

July 27, 2005

Parties to send proposed discovery requests to Staff

August 22, 2005
Staff to send out discovery requests

September 2, 2005
Parties to object to questions to which they do not plan to respond

September 20, 2005
Parties to respond to discovery requests
The participants further agreed to hold a fourth technical session at 10:00 a.m. on Wednesday, October 5, 2005.  At that session, we expect to determine whether parties and staff can agree on which, if any, wire centers meet the FCC’s definition.  Where agreement cannot be reached, a further procedural schedule for testimony will be recommended.
I am available at 603.271.6030 if there are any questions about the foregoing.
Sincerely,

Lynn Fabrizio
Hearings Examiner/Staff Attorney

cc:  Service List
