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Dear Ms. Bayo: 4 

On behalf of 2-Tel Communications, Inc., I am enclosing the original and 15 copies of Z-Tel 
Communications, Inch Motion to Compel Answers to Interrogatories and Request for Expedited 
Ruling. 

Please acknowledge receipt and filing of the above by stamping the dupIicate copy of this letter 
and pleading by returning the same. Thank you for your assistance in ths matter. 

Thank you for your assistance in this matter 

Yours truly, 

Joseph A. McGGthlin 
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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

In re: Investigation into 
pricing of unbundled 
elements (SprintNerizon track) 

/ 

Docket No.: 990649B-TP 
Filed: April 17, 2002 

2-TEL COMMUNICATIONS, INC’S MOTION TO COMPEL 
ANSWERS TO INTERROGATORIES AND 

REOUEST FOR EXPEDITED RULING 

2-Tel Communications, Inc. (Z-Tel), pursuant to rule 28- 106.206, Florida Administrative 

Code, files this motion to compel Verizon Florida, Inc. (Verizon) to respond hlly to 2-Tel’s 

Second Set of Interrogatories. As grounds therefore, 2-Tel states: 

Introduction 

1. 

Verizon. 

On March 29, 2002, Z-Tel propounded its Second Set of Interrogatories on 

2. On April 9, 2002, Verizon served its objections to Z-Tel’s interrogatories. 

Verizon’s objections should be rejected, and Verizon should be required to respond hl ly  to Z- 

Tel’s discovery requests. Each of Verizon’s objections is discussed below. 

Interrogatory Nos. 12 and 13 

4. In Interrogatory No. 12, 2-Tel requests that Verizon run its New York approved 

cost model using its Florida customer and wire-center location data and the inputs approved by 

the New York Public Service Commission, and report the results in its answer. In Interrogatory 

No. 13, Z-Tel requests that Verizon perform the analysis requested in Interrogatory No. 12 but 

substituting the inputs proposed by Verizon in this case for the inputs approved by the New York 

Public Service Commission. 

5 .  Verizon asserts that 2-Tel’s request is irrelevant, not calculated to lead to the 

discovery of admissible evidence, unduly burdensome, time consuming, and oppressive. Verizon 

asserts that the New York cost model and inputs approved by the New York Public Service 

Commission has nothing to do with this proceeding. Further, Verizon alleges that it does not 
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have access to or experience with the New York cost model. 

6. Despite Verizon’s claims to the contrary, 2-Tel’s request is clearly relevant and 

definitely calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Verizon’s proposed UNE 

rates - as compared to the UNE rates set for BellSouth in Florida, Verizon’s current UNE rates 

for Florida, and Verizon’s UNE rates in other states - are startlingly high. The “sanity test” 

performed by Z-Tel witnesses Dr. George Ford indicates that Verizon’s proposed rates fall well 

outside the bounds that would be predicted by known and available quantitative factor. The sheer 

magnitude of the proposed rates, coupled with the results of separate sanity tests, call for a 

detailed analysis of the model and inputs that yielded the rates. However, the cost model used by 

Verizon to measure its costs of providing UNEs in Florida is new and untested. Moreover, the 

ALECs’ cost model expert has found Verizon’s proposed cost model to be so impene&able as to 

frustrate any meaningful analysis. I 

7. Under these circumstances, the parties and the Commission must avail 

themselves of every tool and every insight. Z-Tel’s interrogatories are designed to provide the 

Commission with such additional information. Comparing the proposed rates to the results 

acheved by placing Florida-specific wire center and customer location information in a 

different, prior Verizon model accepted in other jurisdictions will provide additional insight as to 

whether the inscrutable model proffered by Verizon in this case, as opposed to the inputs to the 

model, is generating aberrant cost measurements. Such information is relevant and probative of 

Issues 1, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11 and 12 in this proceeding. 

8.  Verizon also alleges that it lacks experience with the New York cost model. 

However, Verizon’s assertion is without merit. Verizon has at its disposal the wealth of 

experience of its sister company in New York with the cost model. Thus, the analysis requested 

by 2-Tel in its Interrogatories should not be burdensome and oppressive to pefiorm as alleged by 

Verizon. All that is required is to place existing inputs in an existing cost model, a task which 

cannot possibly be as difficult as Verizon complains. 

9.  Because of the closeness of the hearing date, 2-Tel requests the Prehearing 
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Oficer to expedite the consideration of this motion by taking it up during the Prehearing 

Conference scheduled for April 19,2002. 

WHEREFORE, 2-Tel requests the Prehearing Officer to enter an order directing 

Verizon to answer Interrogatories 12 and 13. 

Joseph A. McdI6thIin 
McWhirter, Reeves, McGlothlin, Davidson, Decker, 
Kaufman, Arnold & Steen, P.A. 
117 South Gadsden Street 
Tallahassee, Florida 323 0 1 
(850) 222-2525 Phone 
(850) 222-5606 Fax 
jmcglothlin@mac-law. com 

Attorneys for 2-Tel Communications, Inc. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certifjr that a true and correct copy of 2-Tel Communications, Inc.'s Motion to 
Compel Verizon Florida, Inc. has on this 17th day of April 2002 been served (*) Hand Delivery, 
Email and U S ,  Mail to the following: 

(*)Jason K. Fudge 
Florida Public Service Commission 
Gerald L. Gunter Building 
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850 
jfbdgeapsc. state. fl.us 
lking@,psc. stated .us 
tbrown@,psc.state. f l u s  

Claudia Davant 
AT&T 
10 1 N. Monroe Street, Suite 700 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 
cdavant@att . com 

Virginia Tate 
1200 Peachtree Street, Suite 8068 
Atlanta, GA 30309 
vctate@att. com 

JohnP. Fons 
Jeffrey Whalen 
Ausley & McMullen 
227 S. Calhoun Street 
Tallahssee, FL 3 23 0 1 
j fons@ausley . com 
j wahlen@ausl ey . com 

NancyB. White 
c/o Nancy €3. Sims 
Bells outh Telecommunications, Iac I 

150 S. Monroe Street 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 

Michael A. Gross 
VP Reg. AfEairs & Reg. Counsel 
Florida Cable Telecomm. Assoc. 
246 E. 6& Avenue 
Tallahassee, FL 32303 
mgross@fcta. com 

Matthew Feil 
Florida Digital Network, Inc. 
390 N. Orange Avenue, Suite 2000 
Orlando, FL 32801 
mfeil@floridadigital. net 

Richad D. Melson 
Gabriel E. Nieto 
Hopping Green Sams & Smith, PA 
Post Offce 6526 
123 S. CalhounStreet 
Tallahassee, FL 323 14 
riCkm@&~SS. com 

Nanette Edwards 
1TC"DeltaCom Communications, Inc. 
4092 S. Memorial Parkway 
Huntsville, AL 25802 ' 
nedward s@it cd elt acom . com 

Donna Canzano McNulty 
325 John Knox Road 
The Atrium Bldg., Suite 105 
Tallahassee, FL 32303 I 

donna. mcnulty@wcom. com 

William Weber 
Covad Communications Company 
10 Glenlak Parkway, Suite 650 
Atlanta, GA 30328-3495 
wweber@,covad. corn 
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Charles Pellegrini 
Patrick Wiggins 
Katz, Kutter Law Firm 
106 East College Avenue, 12& Floor 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 
cj p ellegrini@katzlaw . com 
pkwiggins@katzlaw. com 

Jonathan Canis 
Michael Hazzard 
Kelley Drye and Warren, LLP 
1200 19th St, N.W., Fifth Floor 
Washington, DC 20036 
mhazzard@kelleydry e. corn 
j acanis@kelley dry e. com 

Floyd Self 
Messer Caparello & Self 
P.8. Drawer 1876 
215 S. Monroe Street, Suite 701 
Tallahassee, FL 32302- 1876 
fselfalawfla. com 

Don Sussman 
Three Dulles Tech Center 
13 650 Dulles Technology Drive 
Hemdon, VA 20172-4602 
dsussman@nas-corp . corn 

Marc Dunbar 
Karen M. Camechis 
Pennington Moore Wilkinson & Dunbar, PA 
215 S. Monroe Street, 2nd Floor 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 
Karen@p enningt onlawfirm. com 

Susan Masterton 
Charles J. Rehwinkel 
13 13 Blair Stone Road 
Tallahassee, FL 323 0 1 
char1es.j .rehwinkel@mail. sprint. com 

AM Shefler 
Supra Telcom 
13 1 1 Executive Center Drive 
Koger Center, Ellis Bldg, Suite 200 
Tallahassee, FL 3230 1.5027 
ashefler@supra.com 

Michael Sloan 
Swidler Berlin Shereff Friedman, LLP 
3000 K Street, N.W., Suite 300 
Washington, D.C. 20007-51 16 
mcsloan@swidlaw. com 

Kimberly Caswell 
Verizorr Select Services, Inc. 
P.O. Box 110, FLTC0007 
Tampa, FL 3 3 60 1-0 1 10 
kimberly . caswell@verizon. com 

John Spilman 
675 Peter Jefferson Parkway, Suite 3 10 
Charlottesville, VA 229 1 1 
j ohnspilman@bro adslat e.net 

Rodney L. Joyce 
Shook Hardy & Bacon, LLP 
600 14"h Street, N.W., Suite 800 
Washington, DC 20005-2004 
rjoyce@shb.com 
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