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TTE, Inc 
PO Boxfl042, Tallahassee, FL 32302 

PH: 850878-9688 Fax: 850 878-2109 

June 16, 2002 

Sprint 
Attention: Susan S. Masterton 
Law/External Affairs 
Mail Stop FLTLH00107 
Post Office Box 2214 
1313 Blair Stone Road 
Tallahassee, FL 32316-2214 

Dear MS.Nlasterton 

The purpose of this letter is to provide a formal response to Sprint's billed 
charges and indicate the disputed amounts. Following is the status of each 
specific item: 

Switchboard Cable: 
We understand that Sprint has accepted the resolution proposed by 
Tallahassee Telephone Exchange (TTE) to pay the recurring charge of $.94 
times the number of DSO circuits that are activated and terminated to the 
DSO electrical cross-connect interfaces. At this time there are no DSO 
circuits activated and terminated at the cross-connect interfaces. 
Therefore, the Switchboard Cable charges of $30/533.15 (from 8/17/01 
4/17/02 bill) should be deleted. 

DC Power Non-recurring: 
Sprint's bill for DC Power Non-recurring installation charges for 4 
locations, in the amount of $13,474.24 will be paid on6/17/2002 herewith 
this letter: 

Calhoun $3/210.24 

Willis $2,155.44 

Mabry $2,873.92 

Blairstone $5,234.64 

Total $11.j:7'i.21: 


DC Power Recurring: 
TTE does not accept Sprint's charges for monthly recurring DC power 
usage charges since TTE requested and ordered no DC Amperage. TTE 

S!:>N"
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TTE, Inc 
PO Box 11042, Tallahassee, FL 32302 

PH: 850878-9688 Fax: 850878-2109 

cannot proceed with its business plan while this collocation billing 
disputes are in process, and therefore, no DC power amperage was 
ordered. TTE will be submitting complaints to Florida Public Service 
Commission to audit and mediate this issue. 

Floor Space Recurring: 

TTE will make payment for the Floor Space monthly recurring charges 

starting from 2/17/02, the date TTE was provided access to the Willis, 

Mabry, and Blairstone end offices. The total amount of $2,226.40 will be 

paid on 7/17/02 herewith this letter. 

Willis Rd Floor Space $247,60 3/17/02 

[viaory Ro Fioor Space $2<+7,00 3ii7i02 

Blairstone Rd Floor Space $247.60 3/17/02 

Willis Rd Floor Space $247.60 4/17/02 


Mabry Rd Floor Space $247.60 4/17/02 


Blairstone Rd Floor Space $247.60 4/17/02 


WillisRd Floor Space $247.60 5/17/02 


Mabry Rd Floor Space $247.60 5/17/02 


Blairstone Rd Floor Space $247.60 5/17/02 


TTE will make a payment of $18,567.84 on 7/17/2002 including the 
amounts listed above; $2,226.40 for the Floor space recurring charges for 
IvIabry, Willis, and Blairstone; and $13,474.24 for Non-recurring DC 
power; and in addition, an amount of $2,867.20 representing our regular 
monthly payment for the Calhoun collocation. 

The difference between the $18,567.84 amount paid today and the amount 

billed by Sprint on 5/17/2002 of $52,760.53 is disputed. TTE will file a 

formal complaint with the PSC this week. As part of that complaint TTE 

shall request an audit and the PSC's assistance in mediating the disputed 

issues. 


s7'ncerly ~ 

h' ~ 
, <J /"\ )W/,.~ 

I 4£\, jC. art ...i.e:
Eric Larsen, President 
TTE, Inc. 

CC: Terry McCulloh 
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06!2~/02 09:29 FAl 352 323 1744 FL. l'<ASC 141001 

BILL NO 276 U7-154S 704 

INVOICE NO R~71545?04-02137 

lULL DATE 14AY 17, 2002 

ACNA 'L'FJ PAGE 1 

PAyt.uu::~r OPTIONS; 

OV.6:RNIGHT: 

SPRIN:I' 	 SPRINT 
P.O. I",OX 219489 	 WROLBSALE LOCKBOX 219489 
lCANSA:::, 	 CITY, MO 641.:'-1-9489 1008 OAK STREET 

KANSAS CITY, MO 64106 

BLECT:r~'OlU:C l'AYMlm'rS, 

FOR A 'KIRE OR ACH PAYMENT, PLBASE CALL YOUR SPRINT RE~~ESENTATIVE FOR 
ASSIS,:,'AJqCB 

TALLAHASSEE TELBPHONE EXCHANGE ..... ************** 
POBOX 11042 lit PLEASE .. 
TALLHASSIlE PL 32302-0000 .. RBTO'RN THIS * 

" PAGE WITH .. 
* YOUR PAYMENT '/I 

*****.*",*.*01:".". 

TOTAL CURREN'!' UNO,l CE : AMOUNTS ENCLOSED, 
R171i457040Z137FL 27,873.70CR 

mn: B"!t 'it Jt1lf 17, 2002 'it 

OVERI;.:~r1t :BALANCE HISTORY BY INVOICE NO. 
Rl')1501.l.5704012291l'L 32,173.39 

01.260F1. 4,380.58 
012510&'1. 'L380.S8 -'--'--'-- 
01321FL 4,380.58 
013S1FL 4,380.58 
0201'lFL 4,380.58 
O;a04Si'L 4,380.58 
02016171. ... ,380. !HI -"---.02107FL 17,796.18 

'!'OTJU, AMOtTNT DUE 52,760.53 	 TOTAL 

~cl /H61. I-c! 
tS;rz r !./.... ~ LS~t SL 

I~P2cd--6 -

http:52,760.53
http:17,796.18
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,3D FAX 352 323 1741 FL. NASC 

/~IlI'1 /;;'OCAL 'l'BLlI:CONM\JNICA'UONS DJ:VISION BILL NO 
INVOICE NO 
BILL DAT3 
ACNA TP'J 

276 R17~154S 704 
R171S457C4 N 02137 
HAY 17, 2002
PAGE 1 

TALLAHASSEE TELEPHONE BXCHANGE 
P 0 SOX 11042 
TALLliASSEE FL 32302-0000 

FOR TELCO USE: 
l:CSC OFC LFL 

PLEASI!': RE'I'Urur THIS 	FORN TO: 
SPRINT 
P.O. BOX 2l.9489 
KANSAS CITY, MO 6412~-94.S9 

* * * CREDIT B~ANCS TRANSFER « * * 

INVOI:,S BALANCES I 

INVOICB 	 liALANCE 

276 R~7·1545 704 	 01l29FL 3:i,173.39 
01260FL 4,380.58 

01290FL 4,380.58 

01321FL 4,380.59 
OJ.351FL 4,:)80.58 
02017PL 4,380.58 
02048J!'L 4,380.58 
02076FL 4,380.58 

02107FL 17,796.78 

On37!'!. 27,873.70CR 

TOTAL AMOUNT DUE 52,760.53 

CR.BD7'1~ BALANCE INVOICE (S) ~ PLBASE INDICA'l'E 'l'RANSFER FROM AMOUNT AND 
TRANS a'XI< '!:'O BAN (S); INVOICE NOMBSR. (S) AND AMOUNT (8) 

TRANSFJIIR TO: 

INVOICE AMomrr BAN INVOICE 

276R171545704 02137FL •• -.--------- __________ N__ ------- ------------- 

TOTAL ------.--.---	 TOTAL -------.----- 

Atl'l'HORIZilD BY --._- ----------------------- 

SIGNATURE ---------~------------------------

DATE -------------------.-----------.------ 

CONTACT TELEPHONE NUMBER --------.--------- 

http:52,760.53
http:17,796.78
http:4,380.58
http:4,380.58
http:4,380.58
http:4,:)80.58
http:4,380.59
http:4,380.58
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Jl fAX 352 323 1744 FL NASC 

BILL NO 276 R11-1545 704,aNT /I.DCAL TELECOMM'O'NICATIONS DIVISION 
INVOIClI: NO R17l54S704-02137 
BILL DATE HAY 17, 2002 
ACNA ~I!'J PAGB 1 

'!'ALLJl..EASSEE TELEPHONE EXCHANGE 
l' a BOX 3.l.042 

'!'2U.LRASSBS FL 32302-0000 

FOR 'l'SLCO usm; 
BILLHIG INQUIRIES CALL (800) 347-2572 Iesc OFC LlI'L 

-- -----------------------------------------------.-
COLLOCATION RENTAL SERVICE 

* * * BALANCB DUE !NFORHATION * * * 

TOTAL ,flMOUNT OF LAST lIILL 84.380.59 

PA~}U'ifl'S APPL nID .00 

ADJUS'I'MPJN'I'S APPLIEO - SEE DETAIL 3,745.36CR 
rllTRAs't,!\'rE 3,746 _36CR 

TOTAL aALANCE DUE 

* * * DETAIL OF CURRENT CHARGES * * * 

MON'l'H~Y ACCESS CHARGES 

FRO:'~, MAY 17 THRU JUN' 16 


I::~"l'E.ElSTATE 375.CO 

I'i,i'TRASTATB 4,981.08 


OTKE~ CHARGRS 1J'ID CREDITS - SEE DB'rAIL 
I 1~"I'S:RS'l'ATl£ 124.99 
I!:IlTRAS'l'Al'E 33,354.77CR 

TAXES .00 

~,., .00 

'rOTAI, COR:Rl!:l~ CKARGES. . • • • 27, 873.70CR 

TOTAL AMOUNT DUE 52,760.53 

http:52,760.53
http:4,981.08
http:84.380.59


.31 FAX 352 323 1744 FL. N.'\SC 

276 R17-1S45 704.IRI~I/LOCAL TBLECOMK1]NICATIONS DIVIS'ION 	 BILl. NO 
INVOICi: NO R1715457 04 -02137 

BILL DATE lQ.y 17, 2002 

ACNA TFJ PAGE l 

..~---------------------------~------------------.---- -------.---------

* * * DETAIL OF ADJUSTMENTS APPLIED * * * 

IN"JOIC:~ NO. R17154570401229!'L 

ADJ, SERIAL NO. 1337557 
KAY 17 D2 ADJUSTMENT OF ADDITIONAL ENGINEERING, LABOR, 

AND MISCELLANEOUS SERVICE CHARGES 
EIPIM @ CALHOUN AUGMENT 
ON SEP 16 01 285.00CR 

INTRASTATE -P'L-0340 	 285.00CR 

INVOrl!!!: NO. R17154570401229FL 

ADJ. SERIAL NO. 1337563 
MAY 17 02 ADJUSTMENT OF ONE-TIME SPECIAL ACCESS CHARGES 

CALHOUN AUGMENT 
ON SEP 16 01 	 513.20CR 

INTRASTATE -!'L-0340 	 S13.20CR 

IN\TOI':~E NO. R1715457040n29!'L 

ADJ'. SERIAL NO. 1337564 
MAY 17 02 ADJlJSTMEN'l' 01" ONE-:rINE SPECIAL ACCBSS CHARGBS 

CALHOUN AUGMENT 
ON MAY 16 02 	 2,925.24 

To·n.L ADJAMT INTRASTATE -FL-0340 

INVOJ~:E 1m. R17154570401229FL 

AD":. SERIAL NO. 1337569 
MAY 17 02 ADJUSTMENT OF ONE-TIME SfKCIAL ACCESS CHARGBS 

DC POWER PBR POWERLE,Ul PER PT-WILLIS 
Ol'l- SBP 1.6 01 	 ;!,052.S0CR 

TO~: 1~ ADJAMT IN'I'RAS'l'A'IE 	 2,052. BoeR_ 

INVOJ:CE NO. R17154570401229FL 

IUXi. SERIAl, NO. 1337573 

MAl: 20 02 ADJUSTMENT OF ONE--TIME SPECIAL ACCESS CHARGES 
DC POWER PER POWi:RLEAD PER FT-MABRY 
ON SEP 16 01 	 7,698.DoeR 

INTRASTATE -FL-0340 	 7,69B.ooeR 

http:2,925.24


.J2 LU 352 323 1744 FL. NASC 

276 R17-1545 704BII..L :.NO>~IN'l' (LOCAL TBLECOMMUNIC~TIONS DIVISION 
INVOICE NO R171S4 5704 - 02137 

BILL DATB MAY 3.7, 2002 

ACNA TlI'.:J PAGE 3 

_____ u ________________________________________________ -------------------- 

.. .. .. Om'l'AIL OJ!' ADJOSTMlilNTS APpt.lmO· .. .., 

INVOICl~ NO. Rl7154570401229J'L 

ADJ. SERIAL NO, 1337578 
KAY 20 02 ADJOS~XEN'l' OF ONB-TI~ SPECIAL ACCBSSCHARGES 

DC fOWER PER POWERLBAD PER FT-BLAIRS 
6,6'l.60CRON SEP l6 01 

.---- -------.... 

6.671.60CRTOT,!\[, ADJAMT INTRAS'I'ATli -P'L-C340 

INVOI::1i! NO. R17154570402107FL 

ADJ, SERIAL NO. 1337559 

MAY 17 02 ADJUSTMBNT 011' ADDI'.t'IONAL ENGINEB1UNG, LABOR, 


AND MISCSLLANBOUS SERVICB CHARGBS 


EIPIN @ CALHOUN AUGKENT 

285.00ON litl\Y 16 02 

TOT,IIL ADJAM'I' J:NTRAS"l'ATE ··1'1.-0340 	 285.00 

INVOICE NO. Rl71S4570402.l07FL 

ADJ. SERIAL NO. 1337572 
MAY 17 02 	 ADJUSTMBN'I' OJ' ONE-TIME SPECIAL ACCESS CHARGKS 

DC POWER PBR POWBRLEAD PER PT-WILLIS 
ON NAY 16 02 	 2,155.44 

TO'l.~.L ADJAM'! INTRASTATS -l!'L-OHO 	 2,155.44 

lWOI::!!: NO. R1715457040J107PL 

ADJ. SERIAL NO. 1337575 
MA~ l7 02 	 ADJUSTMENT O~ ONE-TIME SPECIAL ACCBSS CHARGES 

DC POWgR PER POWERLBAD PER ~T·MA9RY 
ON MAY 16 02 	 2,873.92 

TC1'l'AL ADJAM'T INTRASTATE -lI'L-0340 	 2,873.92 

INV01~:1i: NO. R17154570402107FL 

M.,T. SlUUAL NO. 1337580 

w:r 	1'7 02 ADJ'USTMEN'f OF ON1~-TIl\:tB SPECIAL ACCBSS CHARGES 

OC POWER PER POWERLEAD PBR FT-BLAIR 

ON MAY 16 02 


:nrrRASTA'Xli: 	 5.234.64 

'roTA!.. CREDI'l' ADJO'STNH!NTS APPLIED 17,220.60CR 
TOTAL DEBIT ADJUSTK1l:N'l'S APPLIED 13,474.24 
TOTAl. ADJUSTMENTS A?t'Ln:D .3,74G.36CR 

http:13,474.24
http:5.234.64
http:2,873.92
http:2,873.92
http:2,155.44
http:2,155.44
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:32 FAX 352 323 174~ PL. :lASe I4l OO!) 

276 lt17-1545 704BILL NO .....RIN'l' /LOCAL TELECONHf]NICATIONS 01111 SION 
R171545704-02137INVOICE NO 

BILL DATB l4'A¥ 17, 2002 

ACliIA T!'J PAGE 4 

w * * DETAIL OF BALANCB DUB * * * 

IN\'OICle: NO_ Rl7154570401229!'L 
46,468.75:fi>REl, ':r~US BAI,ANCE 

.00PAYHElNTS APPLISD 
14,29S.36eRADJU:S'l'MENTS A!?PLIII:O 

.00LAT1: PAYMENT C:B.ARG:l!lS APPLIED 

32,173.39BALAN,::::a: DOE • • . • • • • • • . • • • • • • • • • • • 

INVOI::ll NO. Rlil54S'70401~60FL 
4,380.58PRE'JIOUS BALANCE 

.00J?AY:I,JENTS APPLIED 

.00ADJ'JSTMBNTS APPLIED 

LA'III~ PAYMEN'l' CHARGES APPLIED 
 .00 

'" • 11> .. to .. ~ .. .. ... • .. .. .. • • .. III " ,. ..BALANI;E DUB 4,380.58 

INVOI:E NO. JU7154570401.290FL 
PRBYIOUS BALANCe: 4,380.58 

PA~,t{BN'J:S APPLIED .00 
A.I:IJ IjiSTMENTS APPLIBD .00 

LA'I,l: PAYMENT CH.1\RGES APPLIED .00 

4,380.58 

lWOI ::8 NO. R171.54570401.321l!'L 
PRJ:ilIOUS BALANCE 4.HO.58 
l?AlI4EN'l'S APPLIED .00 
ADJ' (fS'TK!:N'I'S APPLllilI> .CiO 

LA'l'~ PAYMENT CHARGSS APPLIED .00 

BALANCB DUl!: 4,380.58 

lNVOlCE NO. R17154570401.3Sl.rL 

l?Rl:VIOUS BALANCE 4,380.58 

PA)!NEN'l'S APPLIED .00 

AD.:It]S'nIBN'l'S APPLIED .00 

LM:'J.~ PA~1£N'l' C'HARGES APPLIEI> .00 


BAIrAW:E DUB 4,360.58 

http:4,360.58
http:4,380.58
http:R17154570401.3Sl.rL
http:4,380.58
http:4,380.58
http:4,380.58
http:4,380.58
http:4,380.58
http:32,173.39
http:46,468.75


;33 FAX ;~52 343 1744 Ft.. ~~ASC ~007 

,RRIN'I/LOCAL TBLJ:CONMtTNICATIONS DIVISION B:ILt. NO 

INVOICE NO 

BILL DATE 

ACNA Ti'J 

276 R17-1545 70. 
RH1545'104-02137 

HAY 17, 2002 
PAGB 5 

-~---., .. -------------~------------------------------- -----------------------

* • * DETAIL OF BALANCB DUE * • • 

INVOIC'J~ NO. R17154570402017Fr.. 
4.380.58PREVIOUS BALANCE 

.00l'A"tl,:Il!NTS APPLIED 

.00ADJ1);STMENTS APPLIBD 

.00LAT)::: PAYMlSNT CHARGES APPLIED 

BAL~.N<! Ii: DUB ............... " .................. .. 4,380.58 


IlfV'O:r<!E NO. R1.71S4570402048FL 

PREVIOUS BALANCE 4,380.5B 

PAYHBNTS APPLIED .00 

ADJUSTMENTS APPLIED .00 

LATi,~ PAYMENT ClIARGES APPLIED .00 

4,380.58 

INV'OI':E HO. Rl71S4S70402076?L 
PRlf,/,!OUS BALANCE 4,380.58 
PA"YiIU!:NTS APPLIED .00 
ADJ:JSrMBNTS APPLIED .00 
LAT.! PA'!!~1:lNT CHARGES APPLIBD .00 

BALAlf':'E DUE 4,380.58 

IlNOl';:S; NO. Rl7154570402107FL 

PRE:nOOS :BALANCE 7,24'1.78 
PAY'~CENTS APPLIED .00 
ADJ':rS'l"MENTS APPLIED 1Q,549.00 
LA':'.!: PAYMENT CHARGES APPLIED .00 

BALJUiI C!e: DUE 17,796.78 

TOTAl, BALANCE DUE 80,634.23 

http:80,634.23
http:17,796.78
http:1Q,549.00
http:7,24'1.78
http:4,380.58
http:4,380.58
http:4,380.58
http:4,380.5B
http:4,380.58
http:4.380.58


-----------------------------------------------
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,33 fAX 352 323 1744 

276 'R17-1S4S 704BILL NO ....RIN'l'/LOCAL TELBCOMMUNICATIONS DTVISJ.:ON 
lt171545704-02137INVOICE NO 
MAY 17, 2002BILL DATE 
PAGEACNA Ti'J 

.---------------- -
* * * DETA1L OF DISPUTED AMOUNTS * * * 

CLOSED DISPU'I'ED AMOUNTS 

l:NVO:i CE NO R17'lS457 04 - 012291'1" 
AP1;' 25 02 CUSTOMER AUDIT NO 4.6 • 468 . 75 CR 

j:',liSOLVED FOR CUSTOMER 46,468.750. 

RESOINED FOR TELCO ,00 

INVOICE NO R171S4.5704-01260ll'[; 
AP;j,: 25 041 C'O'STOMiJR AUDIT NO .,3BO.S8eR 

!,r.rsSOLVED FOR CUB'l'OHER 4,380.58CR 

:lHlSOLVBD FOR TELCO .00 

INVO:':CE NO Rl71545704~OnSlOI!'L 
APR 25 OJ COS"rOlGR AUDIT NO 4,UO.SBCR 

nESOL\1EO P'OR COSTOMER 4,JSO.saCR 

iUliSOLVBD FOR TELCO .00 

:::NVO:i~CE NO Rl71545704-01321FL 
AP!t ~5 02 CUSTOMER At1.OIT NO 4,3SQ.58CR 

JESOLVED rOR CUSTOMlSR 4.380.58CR 
:'lESOLVED l'ORTBLCO .00 

INVOICE NO Rl71S45704-01351FL 
AP:t~ 25 02 CUSTOMER AUDIT NO ;l,3S0.seCR 

RlI:SOLVED BOR CUSTOMER 4,380.5BCR 
:~II:SOLVED POR TELCO .00 

INVO~CE NO Rl7l545704-02017!'L 

AP;~, 25 02 CUSTOME:R AUDIT NO 4,380.S8CR 
i~,BSOLVED :rOR CUSTOMBR 4,3ao.saCR 
il:ESOLVED FOR TELCO .00 

INVcrCE NO R17J.S45704-02048l1'L 
APR! 25 02 CUSTOKBR AUDIT .NO 1'.•( 4,380.S8CR 

,:ESOLVED FOR CO'STONER 4,380 •.SSCR 

,:ESOLVEO l"OR TBLCO .00 

INVO}:CE .NO R171545704~02076FL 
AJ'R 2S 02 CUSTOMER AlJ'.OI'l' .NO 4,380.5SC'R 

RESOLVED FOR CUSTOMER. .f.,3aD.seCR 
~SSO~VSD FOR TELCO .00 

INVCll:CB NO Rl71545704-02107FL 

AI'R 25 02 CUSTOMER AUOI'f NO 4,380.5SCR 
RilSOLVED FOR CUSTOMER 4,380.5$CR 
itBSOLVRD FOR TELCO .00 

l'O'l'A.(, NlS'l' CLOSE!) DISPUTED AMOUNTS. • • • • • • • • 81, 513 • HeR 



~;34 FAl 352 323 1744 F1.. NASC 

BILL NO 2'6 R17-1545 704,.PRIm/LOCAL 'rELECDNNUNICATtONS OlV:r:SION 
INVOICE NO &171545704-02137 

BILL DATE KAY 17, 2002 

ACNA TFJ PAGB 7 

-----.,.~------~.-----~----------------~----~---------~--

* * * DETAIL OF OTHER CHARGES AND CREDITS * * * 

MAY L I 02 SO C1222554.8 

CIRC'O'I':'r Nt.JM:BER 10 .HCGJ. 49assn •• CEFL PIO loa.--,-----_._---_.
CIli,cn:·:"l' LOCATION 2 

':)NB T IMlIl CHARGE 


ON MAY 13 02 

C154A 1 PVC ~NTRA-EXCXANgE C~R 1.544 MBPS 


INTBR FL- 0340 
 50.00 

I~BARGE FOR ACCISS SlCRVICB ADDED 

FROM MAY 13 02 THRU MAY 16 02 
C154A 1 PVC INTRA-EXCHANGE caR 1.544 MBPS 

INTER FL- 0340 5.33 

)Ni!! TIME CRARGE 

",..... ON MAY 13 02 
SM151 1 SESSION MANAGEMENT SYSTEM SKS 1.544 KB~S 

INTER FL-0340 25.00 

:~F..AROE FOR ACCESS SERVICE ADDllO 

FROK MAY 13 02 THRU NJ.Y 16 02 
SM1S4 1 SESSION MANAGEMJUlT SYST:e:M SHS 1.544 MB'ftS 

'tN'l'ER FL- 0 3 4. 0 1.33 

ONB TIME CHARGE 
011 MAY 13 02 

SOC:SI' 1 SERVICE ORDER CHARGB PER SPKCIAL 
IN'l'lIR Ft.-OHO .00 

CF.lI.RGE FOR ACCESS SERVICE ADORD 

FROM MAY 13 02 THRU KAY 16 02 
UNIP[ 1 PORT CONNECTION - UNI 

INTER FL-OHO-PLAN C 43.33 

NET ::'.';':E'ECT OF SO C12225548 PON TTE020305 

l?!:I:R MON'I'R FRACTIONAL ONB-Tll«B BILLBD AMOUNT 

375.00 49.99 75.00 1~4.99 

HAY.S, 02 'so C12T29025 PON EC-COR~ CALHOUN 

CIRCIlIT NUMBER 8S.RLJ'S.279024 .. CEFL PJ:U o 
eIRCIJI'!' LOCATION l 



J:35 	FAX 352 323 1744 FL. ~.'\SC (4:0]0 

275 R17-154S 704lULL NO.. PRIN'l'/LOCAL TBLl!:COlOI:l1NICATIONS DIVISION 
R171545704-02137INVOICE NO 

BILL DATE KAY: 17, :2002 

ACNA 'l'i'J PAGE 8 

________ ~.- ____ M--.----------~------~---·-·---.---_._----------_ .. --------

* * * DETAIL OF OTKiR CHARGES AND CREDITS • • • 

ViREll>IT FOR ACCESS SERVICE RBOVBD 
FROH DEC 10 DO THRU MAY 16 02 

EIPCC 2 PHY:SICAL COLLOCATION SWI~HCBOARD CABLE 100 
PR/J.OO FT CONNEC'L'ING BLOCK. 

INTRA FL-0340 

NBT jiWFECT OF SO C12'l'29025 ~ON mC-CORR CALHOUN 

PElt MONTH lI'RACT:tONAL ONE-TIMB 

73.1.8CR 1,2G1.l-iCR 	 .00 1.2.61.14CR 

MAY l'i, 0:3 SO C12T29026 

CIRCO~:(T Nt.J'MBER 8S.XCrS.3911.46 •• CBF.L PIU o 
CIRC'Oi:tT LOCATION 1. 

i:':HAl\GE FOR ACCESS SERViCE ADDED 
FROM DEC 10 00 THRO MAY 16 02 

EIPCO 1 PHYSICAL COLLOCATION DSO ELBCTRICAL CROSS-CON 
NBCT ~ PER CONNECTION (SPECIAL ACCESS) 

INTRA FL-0340 16.20 

CIRCt'l:'1' NlJ)SBER S 5 • XCi'S. 3 !lll.47 •• CBFJ. PIU o 
CIRCtil:T LOCATION 1 

(!H.A.!.GE FOR ACCESS SERVICE ADDED 
FROM DBC 10 00 THRO HAY: 16 02 

EIl?C(I 1 PHYSICAL COLLOCATION DBG ELlilCTRICAL CROSS~CON 
NECT .. PER CONNECTION (SPECIAL ACCBSS) -,.' 

INTRA P'L· 0340 16.20 

PON BC-ADD .2 DBO CKT 

Plil~ MONTH FRACTIONAL ONE-TIM! 

1.8a 32.40 	 .00 32.4.0 

t<!AY :i .';, 02 SO C12T29027 PON EC-CORR WILLIS 

CIRCV;CT NUMBER as .RLFS.27S10!l9 •• CEFL o 
CIRCJ:'lT LOCA'l'ION 1 

C:R:I!:D:J:'l' FOR ACCESS SERVICB REWOVED 

FROK APR :.14 01 THRU HAY 1.6 02 


http:H.A.!.GE
http:8S.XCrS.3911.46


,.1:35 F,'\X 352 323 1744 FL. NASC 

276 11.17-1545 704BILL NO,iPRIm/I..OCAL TELECDMM1.TNICATIONS DIVISION 
INVOICZ NO R171S45704-02137 
:81:t.L DATB MAX 17, 2002 

ACNA TJ'J PAGE ~ 

---~- .... ---------------------------~----.--~--------- --

* • * DETAIL OF OTHBR CHARGES AND CREDITS * • * 

AMOUNT 

iIPCC 20 PHYSICAL COLLOCATION iWITKCSOARD CABLB 100 
pa/lOO FT CONNECTING BLOCK 

9,342.65C'RINTRA li'l.-0340 

NET EFFECT OF SO C12T290l? PON EC~CORR WILLIS 

:FRACTIONAL ONE-TIME SILl.lID AMOll'N'l' 

73l.8CCR 9,342.65CR .00 9,342.oSCR 

MkY 1:,;, 02 SO C12T290:';S PON Be-CORR MABRY 

CIRCU:';T NL"KBZR 85. RtFS. 27 9:L00 •. CEFL PI'U o 

CIRCO::(T LOCA'UON 1 


,:RlmIT FOR ACCESS SBRVIClI: REMOVED 
h'ROM JAN 30 01 THP.O MAY 16 02 

EIPCC 20 PHYSICAL COLLOCATION SWITHCBOARD CA!LE 100 
PR/1CO II'T CONNllC'l'ING BLOCK 

IN"l'RA FL-OHO 11, 391.6:9CR 

NET n'll'EC'l' OF SO C12T290l8 PON Ee··CORR MABRY 

FRACTIONAL BILLED AMOUNT 

731. BOCR .00 11.391.69CR 

.Io1AY 1:" 02 so Cl.:clT29029 PON BC-COR SLAIRBTON 

CIRCl:ll:r Ni1MEIBR S5.RL:rS.27HOl. .CEFL PIO o 

CIRC\IJ:T f.,OCATION: 1 


CREDIT :FOR ACCESS SERVICE REMOVBD 

FROM JAN 30 01 THRO MAY 16 02 


BIllet 20 PHYSICAL COLLOCATION SWITHC130ARD CABLB 100 

PR/100 FT CONNECTING SLOCK 


INTRA Fl.-OHO 


Nl!:'r J!:lfFECT OF SO C12T290251 PON EC-COR BLAIRSTON 

Pl! l~ 'MONTH FRACTIONAL BILLED AMOUNT 

731. IOCR 11, 39L 69CR .00 11,391. 69CR 

'rOTA::, OTHER CHARGES AND CRBDITS 33,229.78CR 



d:36 FAX 352 323 1744 FL. NASC [J]OJ2 

.iP1UN'I jLOCAL l'ELECOblMUNICATIONS tn:VISION BILL NO 276 R~7-154~ 704 
INVOICE NO R~71545704-02l37 

BILL DATE MAY 17, 2002 
ACNATFJ PAC3B 10 

• * * WATS ACCESS CIRCUIT LISTING • * * 

TH1! FOLL.OWING CIRCOI'l'S ARE INCLlJDED IN THE MONTHLY ACCESS CHARGES 

CI.RCt1:t~l' IDENTIFICATION 
-- - - ~ ,..- -.... ----""'- ....~---

AMOUNT HPB 

NON H11:1H CAPACITY 

CLS 1.1) • HCGJ .490593 .• CBFI. 
CI,r:R 1.444,,35 

INTERSTATE 375.00 

C'LS 111. YNFS. 4097 =.13 • •CEFL 
CI::R UNKNOWN 

INTRASTATE 554.10 

CLS lO.Y'NJ'S.409'l25 •. CEFL 
C::tR UNKNOWN 

INTRAS'l'ATS 

r" 
'" 

CLS 85.RLFS.279D24 •• CEFL 
C::CR t'LHSl'LXAX32 

IN'l'RASTATE l,757.12 

CLS e!; • RLFS. 2'19099 •• CEFL 
CtR TL:RSFLXBWO 5 

ImRASTATS 704.00 

CLS 85.RLFS.279100 •• CEBL 
CUt. TLHSPLXCHO,9 

INTRASTATE 704.00 

CLS i.E; • .RLJ'S. 27 9101. • CEFL 
(!KR TLHSFLXDHJ.S 

INTRASTATE 704.00 

CLS f!;. XCI'S.:3 91146 . ,CBi'L 
c!a, UNKNOWN 

INTRASTATE .94 

CLS US.XCFS.39~147 .. CEFL 
C)Cf{ UNlQirOWN 

INTRASTA'l'B 

CLS j':; • XCI1'S • 39 903 5 ..CKFlt 
('lI;R 'l."LHSJ'LXAH32 

I:N'rRASTATE .94 

CLS 85.XCFS.399036 •• CEFL 
[:KR TLHSP'LXAH32 



FL. NASC ~013 

dl?RIN'.t/LOCAL TELECOMMUlUCATIONS DIVISION SILL NO 276 R17-~545 104 
INVOICE NO R171545704-0l137 
BILL DATE MAY 17, 2002 
ACNA TFJ PAGE 11 

• ~ * WATS ACCESS CIRCUIT LISTING * • * 

'l'Rl!! FOLLOWING CIRCUITS ARB INCLUDED IN THE MONTHLY ACCBSS CHARGES 

CIRCU1:T l.DJSNTIFICATION AMOUNT KPB 

INTRASTATE .94 

INTER!::'L'ATE SU"BTOTAL 375.00 
INTRM"I'ATB SUBTOTAL 4,Sel.oe 

5,356.08 

11 

http:5,356.08
http:4,Sel.oe


=+iprint a-  Susan s. Masterton 
Attorney 

Law/External "airs 
Post Offm Bos 22 14 
1313 Blair Stone Road 
Tallahassee, PI, 32316-2214 
Mai lstop I.'LTl,HOO 107 
\Juice 850 599 1560 
Fa?c 850 878 0777 
susan.masterton @mail .sIrin t.coIn 

May 24,2002 

Tallahassee Telephone Exchange 
1367 Mahan Drive 
Tallahassee, Florida 32308 

Attention: Mr. Eric Larsen 

Dear Mr. Larsen: 

The purpose of this letter is to provide a formal response to Tallahassee Telephone 
Exchange (TTE) on their dispute of billed charges. According to correspondence 
received from TTE, following is a status of each specific item: 

Switchboard Cable: 
TTE has accepted the resolution proposed by Sprint to bill the recurring charge of $94 
times the number of DSO circuit facilities that are terminated to the DSO electrical cross- 
connect interfaces. The May 17,2002 bill (enclosed) has been corrected to reflect this 
agreement and since these charges are not in dispute, the amount is due and payable thirty 
days after the bill date. (The enclosed bill is a reprint of the original bill. The original 
bill will also be sent to your location under separate cover.) 

m 

DC Power Non-recurring: 
TTE met with Sprint and verified the per lead per foot distance for the four collocations. 
The billing per location is: 

Calhoun $3,210.24 ($2,925.24 plus $285.00 additional labor) 
Willis $2,155.44 
Mabry $2,873.92 
Blairstone $5,234.64 

These are one time charges and since TTE has accepted the per lead per foot distance, 
these charges are reflected on the May 17,2002 bill and are due and payable thirty days 
after the bill date. 

DC Power Recurring: 
TTE does not accept Sprint's proposal for resolution on the DC power recurring charges. 
TTE stated that they did not have access to the space and therefore should not be charged 
for the power. As such, the recurring charges for DC power from the walkthrough date 
or the acceptance date through February 17,2002 remain in dispute. The disputed 
amounts per location are: 

Willis $4,472.72 
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Mabry $5,750.64 
Blairstone $5,750.64 

These amounts will remain in dispute until an agreement is reached according to the 
dispute resolution process as documented in the interconnection agreement. 

TTE requested in an e-mail to Terry McCulloch dated April 30, 2002, that Sprint 
disconnect the DC power at the Willis, Mabry and Blairstone locations. It is not Sprint’s 
policy to disconnect DC power for a collocator. Once ordered, power remains for that 
customer until they are no longer collocated in the ofice. Therefore Sprint will continue 
to bill the recurring monthly charge for DC power and those charges (since no longer in 
dispute because TTE has access to the space) are due and payable within thirty days of 
each bill date commencing with the May 17, 2002 bill. 

Floor Space Recurring: 
TTE does not accept Sprint’s proposal for resolution on the floor space recurring charges. 
TTE stated that they did not have access to the space and therefore should not be charged 
for the space. As such, the recurring charges for floor space from the walkthrough date 
or the acceptance date through February 17, 2002 remain in dispute. The disputed 
amounts per locations are: 

Willis $2,426.48 
Mabry $3,119.76 

0 Blairstone $3,119.76 
These amounts will remain in dispute until an agreement is reached according to the 
dispute resolution process as documented in the interconnection agreement. Floor space 
recurring charges incurred after February 17, 2002 are not in dispute and are due and 
payable within thirty days of each bill date commencing with the May 17, 2002 bill. 

The total amount that remains in dispute between Sprint and TTE is $24,640.00. The 
attached spreadsheet is for your convenience and summarizes per location the 
adjustments, disputed amounts and the balance due Sprint per this letter. (The enclosed 
May 17, 2002 bill reflects the adjusted disputed amount as a closure of the original 
dispute with a credit in the amount of $81,5 13 -39. The June 17, 2002 bill will show the 
remaining disputed amount of $24, 640.00.) The May 17, 2002 bill less the disputed 
amount of $24,640.00 leaves a balance of $28,120.53 which is due and payable by June 
17, 2002. If TTE does not pay the balance due less disputed charges by the due date, 
Sprint will follow its normal collection process which involves notification at various 
intervals, discontinuation of service order processing and eventual disconnection. If you 
have questions on Sprint’s collection policy, please contact the National Access Service 
Center. 
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e 
By this letter, Sprint is in no way waiving its position that the disputed amounts are valid 
charges. Sprint is willing to continue to work with TTE and the Florida Commission to 
resolve the disputed issues to the extent these discussions are hitfill;  however, Sprint 
does not accept TTE's proposed settlement. If you have questions, please contact me at 
(850) 599-1560. 

Very truly yours, 

Susan S. Masterton 

Enclosures 

CC: Jessica Beling 
Torn Grimaldi 
Sandy Khazraee 
Terry McCulloch 
Valanna McCurry 
Jackie Pickard 
Ben Poag 
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TAlLAHASSEE TELEPHONE 
EXCHANGE 

ADJUSTED BILL SUMMARY 

BILL NO. 
INVOICE NO. 
BILL DATE 
ACNA TFJ 

TOTAL AMOUNT DUE 

276 Rl7-1545 704 
R171545704-O2137 
MAY 17,2002 

$52,760.53 

DISPUTED CHARGES 

85.RLFS.279099..CEFL Willis Site DC Power $4,472.72 

Floor Space $2,426.48 

85.RLFS.2791 OO..CEFL Mabry Site DC Power $5,750.64 

Floor Space $3,119.76 

85.RLFS.279101 ..CEFL Blairstone Site DC Power $5,750.64 

Floor Space $3,119.76 

TOTAL DISPUTED CHARGES 

TOTAL CURRENT 
UNDISPUTED CHARGES 

PAYMENT DUE DATE 

$24,640.00 

$28,120.53 

17Jun-02 



I 

# 

85.RLFS.279101 ..CEFL 

Adjusted Billing: 

Switch Board Cable 

OC Power Non-Recurring 

Net Adjusted Silling Blairstone 
Road 

DISPUTED CHARGES OI/30/01- 
2/17/02 (378 DAYS) 

QTY X RATE DIV. BY 30 DAYS 
@ MO X # OF DAYS IN DISPUTE 

Blairstone Road 

Adjusted Billing 5/17/02 

Adjusted Billing 5/17/02 

Adjusted Billing 5/f 7/02 

DC Power Recurring(40 EIPDC) 40 x $11.41 / 30 days x 378 
disputed days 

Floor Space Recurr(40 EtPFS) 40 x $6.19 / 30 days x 378 
disputed days 

removed 20 EIPCC 01/30/01-5/16/02 $1 1,391.69 CR 

remvd 260 EIPPL 1/30/01 $6,671 B O  CR 

$5,234.64 DB added 204 EIPPL 511 6/02 

$1 2,828.85 CR 

$5,750.64 

$3,119.76 

TOTAL DISPUTED CHARGES $8,8 70.40 
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85.RLFS.2791 OO..CEFL 

Adjusted Billing: 

Switch Board Cable 

DC Power Non-Recurring 

Net Adjusted Billing Mabry Rd. 

DISPUTED CHARGES 01/30/01- 
2/17/02 (378 DAYS) 

QN X RATE DIV. BY 30 DAYS 
@ MO X # OF DAYS IN DISPUTE 

Mabry Road 

Adjusted Billing 5/17/02 

Adjusted Billing 5/17/02 

Adjusted Billing 511 7/02 

DC Power Recurring(40 EIPDC) 40 x $1 1.41 / 30 days x 378 
disputed days 

Floor Space Recurr(40 EIPFS) 40 x $6.19 130 days x 378 
disputed days 

removed 20 EIPCC O’I/30/01-5/16/02 $11,391.69 CR 

remvd 300 EIPPL I /30/0 I $7,698.00 CR 

added 112 EtPPL 5/16/02 $2,873.92 DB 

$1 6,245.77 CR 

$5 , 750.64 

$3,119.76 

TOTAL DISPUTED CHARGES $8,870.40 



I 
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85.RLFS.279099..CEFL Willis Road 

Adjusted Billing : 

Switch Board Cable Adjusted Billing 5/17/02 removed 20 ElPCC 04/24/0~-5/16/02 $9,342.65 CR 

DC Power Non-Recurring Adjusted Billing 5/17/02 removed 80 EIPPL 4/24/0 1 $2,052.80 CR 

Adjusted Billing 5/17/02 added 84 ElPPt 511 6/02 $2,155.44 DB 

$9,240.01 CR Net Adjusted 8ilIing Willis Rd. 

DISPUTED CHARGES 4\24/01 - 
2/17/2002 (294 DAYS) 

QTY x RATE DIV. BY 30 DAYS 
@ MO X # OF DAYS IN DISPUTE 

DC Power Recurring(40 EIPDC) 40 x $11.41 / 30 days x 294 
disputed days 

Floor Space Recurr(40 EIPFS) 40 x $6.19 I30 days x 294 
disputed days 

$4,47 2 -72 

$2,426.48 

TOTAL DISPUTED CHARGES $6,899.20 
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SUMMARY OF COLLOCATION 
CHARGES 

85.RLFS.279024..CEFl 

Adjusted Bifling: 

Calhoun Augment 

NET ADJ. 
BILLING ACTIVITY FROM-THRU DATE DOLLAR IMPACT 

Switched Board Cable Adjusted Billing 5/17/02 removed 2 ElPCC 12/1 O/OO - 5/16/02 $ I ,261.14 CR 

DSO Electrical Cross Connect Adjusted Billing 5/17/02 added 2 EIPCO 12/10/00 - 5/16/02 $ 32.40 OB 

DC Power Non-Recurring Adjusted Billing 5/17/02 removed 20 EIPPL 1 2/ I o/oo $ 513.20 CR 

Adjusted Billing 514 7/02 added 114 EIPPL 5/16/02 $2,925.24 DB 

Additional Engineering & Labor Adjusted Billing 5/17/02 removed I ElPlM 1 211 o/oo $ 285.00CR 
No n- Recu rri ng 

Adjusted Billing 5/17/02 added 1 ElPIM 511 6/02 $ 285.00DB 

Net Adjusted Billing Calhoun 
Augment 

DC Power Recurring 

Floor Space Recurring 

$1,183.30 D5 

NO Dispute 

NO Dispute 
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IST Bilfing 

@ From: 
To: 
cc: ' ceric@tte.net> 
Sent: 
Subject: FWD: Undeliverable Mail 

"julia Larsen" <julia@mail. istaI.com> 
<terry . a. mccu I I oc h @ ma i I. s p r i n t . co m > 

Wednesday, May 01,2002 8:22 AM 

Terry, 

TTE does not agree with your final proposal for the DC Power and Space Recurring charges and their 
billing start dates. 

We will be filing a formal complaint and the billing disputes for these issues. As we have explained 
before, we did not obtain the access to these locations from Sprint until 2/18/2002, and we should not be 
charged for the space we couldn't utilize, as well as the power usage. We are planning to file formal 
complaints through either the PSC or civil law suits. 

We request not to send the bill for the Willis, Mabry, and Blairstone locations for all charges until we 
resolve these billing disputes through legal or other means since Sprint and TTE are not able to agree. 
Also, until these issues are resolved, we are not able to use the space and not getting any benefits of its 
cable installation. We hope these issues may be addressed in our complaints as well. 

Thanks, 
Julia, 
TTE, Inc. 
We are out of the country for two weeks, please allow us at least two weeks or more for any future 
correspondence. 

5/  1/02 
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IST Billing 

@ From: "julia Larsen" <julia@mail.istal.com> 
To: , 4erry.a. mcculloch@mail.sprint.com> 
cc: <eric@tte. net> 
Sent: Tuesday, April 30, 2002 1O:OO PM 
Terry, 

TTE requests to disconnect the DC power for Willis, Mabry, and Blairstone Road Colocations until we 
resolve the billing issues for these three end office locations. 

Although we requested not to activate the DC power before we did the waIkthrough and the acceptance 
of these colocations, and because of these billing disputes, we were not yet able to use the space. As we 
discussed before, Sprint continues to bill for the DC power usages without us ever using the power and 
Sprint has never actually installed the breaker on its Power board for TTE. Until we resolve these 
billing disputes through working with the PSC or civil law suits we may opt to file against Sprint, at this 
time, we request to disconnect the power so that the billing charges for usage would not be accumulated 
while the billing disputes in place. AIthough as mentioned above, currently there is no breaker installed 
for TTE for the Power on these three locations, so we don't understand what Spint has to do to 
disconnect. 

I 

Since we are planning to pay for the power line install fee for all these locations, please leave the lines 
as they are currently in place so that we don't have to pay for the line install fee later when we need the 
power be turned on. 
Thanks, 
Julia 
TTE, Inc. 

5/1/02 
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. McC u I loch @mai 1. sprint . corn> 
To: ' <eric@tte.net> 
cc: 
Sent: 
Attach: BDY-RTF 
Subject: Final Proposal 

is t staff @ is tal. corn> 
Tuesday, April 30, 2002 3:49 PM 

The Sprint team has reviewed TTE responses dated 4/10/2002 and 
4/26/2002, and Sprint's final proposed solution to our billing dispute 
follows: 

' DC Power Nonrecurring 
Sprint will adjust the DC power cable footages based on the walk-through 
of the collocations to view the existing DC power cable lengths: 
Willis - 84 feet 
Mabry - 112 feet 
Blqirstone - 204 feet 
Calhun augment - 114 feet 
As shared previously, DC power is rated per power lead, per foot per 
Sprint's tariff. TTE ordered 2 DC power leads, one A and one B lead, 
and Sprint provided 2 DC power leads. Therefore, the footages were 
multiplied by two to derive the total footages above. 

DC Power Recurring 

Willis, Mabry, or Blairstone. As outlined in my email dated 3/25/2002, 
power is reserved specifically for TTE at the time that the collocation 
construction is complete and the power cannot be used by Sprint or any 
other customer. Therefore, billing will commence on the construction 
completion date or the walk-through acceptance date. On 4/23, I 
confirmed the appropriate date, via email, for each collocation sites 
and the dates follow: 
Blairstone I walk-through acceptance document signed 2/ 1 0/200 1 
Mabry - walk-through acceptance document signed 2/10/200 1 
Willis - construction completion 4/24/200 1 
Calhoun Augment - construction completion I2/10/2000 

Sprint will not adjust the billing effective date to 2/18/2002 for 

- 

Floor Space Recurring 
Sprint will not adjust the billing effective date to 2/18/2002 for 
Willis, Mabry, or Blairstone. As outlined in my email dated 3/25/2002, 
the process for obtaining access to any Sprint building is initiated by 
TTE submitting a completed Security Access Form. TTE did not inquire as 
to why previously provided badges did not work at the 3 buildings 
mentioned above. In addition, floor space is reserved specifically for 
TTE at the time that the collocation construction is complete and the 
floor space cannot be used by Sprint or any other customer. Therefore, 
billing will cummence on the construction completion date or the 0 walk-through acceptance date. Those dates are defined in the previous 
paragraph. 

4/30/2002 
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All other recommended solutions in my email dated 3/25/2002 are still 
applicable and Sprint will honor those solutions. 

To confirm all monthly recurring and nonrecurring charges due based on 
the preceding information for each collocation, TTE's August invoice 
will be adjusted to reflect the following: 
Calhoun Augment - 
$1.88 monthly recurring = 2 DSO * $.94 = $1.88 monthly recurring 
$3,210.24 nonrecurring = (1 14 feet * $25.66)+ $285 nonrecurring for 
cable pull charges 

Willis - 
$704.00 monthly recurring = (40 fuse amp * $1 1.41) + (40 sq. ft. floor 
space * $6.19) 
$2,155.44 nonrecurring = 84 feet * $25.66 

Mabry - 
$704.00 monthly recurring = (40 fuse amp * $1 1.41) + (40 sq. ft. floor 
space * $6.19) 
$2,873.92 nonrecurring = 112 feet * $25.66 

Blairstone - 
$704.00 monthly recurring = (40 fuse amp * $1  1.41) + (40 sq. ft. floor 
space * $6.19) 

@ $5,234.64 nonrecurring = 204 feet * $25.66 

All 4 collocation arrangements - 
$2,114 monthly recurring 
$13,474 nonrecurring 

Estimated total amount due through March 16, 2002 based on a 30-day 

$26,405 recurring 
$13,474 nonrecurring 

- billing month - 

Please respond to this email before 5pm eastern time on 5/2/2002. If 
TTE does not respond, Sprint will assume acceptance of this final offer, 
and payment will be due in 30 calendar days after receipt of a corrected 
bill (to be received on or about May 20,2002). If TTE wishes to make 
payment arrangements, the arrangements must be completed before 5pm 
eastern time on 5/2/2002, and the Sprint National Access Service Center 
will assist you in making the payment arrangements. If payment, or 
payment arrangements, are not made then Sprint will pursue applicable 
collection remedies according to our methods and procedures. 

Finally, this is an offer by Sprint of settlement of our dispute and, 
therefore, is confidential and not admissible as evidence in a formal 
proceeding, should we be unsuccessful in settling the dispute. 

Thank you. 

4/30/2002 
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Terry A. McCulloch 

Sprint I;ocal Wholesale Market 
555 Lake Border Drive, Mailstop FLAPKA0202 
Apopka, Florida 32703 
407-889-6266 fax 407-884- 1706 
terry .a.niccdloch@,mail. sprint.com 

0 Field Service Manager / Account Manager 

4/30/2002 
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From : 
To: , 
Sent: 
Attach: BDY.RTF 
Subject: RE: settlement proposal 
Just a follow-up, is TTE still disputing the cable lengths? 

<Terry .A. McC u I loch @mai I .  s pr i n t . corn> 
4 i I1 i n g @ ista I. corn > ; ceric@ tte. net> 
Tuesday, April 23, 2002 I 1  :34 AM 

Also, in your 4/10 emaiI below, TTE asked the following question: 
"We are interested in knowing the date you refer 
to in you proposal that refers to the "date of 
acceptance or construction completion." 

The "date of acceptance" is the date that a walk-through acceptance 
document is signed, and the ''construction completion'' date is the date 
that Sprint completed construction of the collocation space for TTE 
based on the collocation applications submitted by TTE. To reconfirm 
these dates: 
Blairstone - walk-through acceptance document signed 2/10/200 1 
Mabry - walk-through acceptance document signed 2/10/200 1 
Willis - construction completion 4/24/200 1 
Calhoun Augment - construction completion 12/ 1 0/2000 

Please let me know if you have any other questions, and if you could let 
me know your thoughts regarding the dispute of the cable lengths by 
Thursday 4/25, I would appreciate it. Thank you. 

-----Original Message----- 
From: McCulloch, Terry A. 
Sent: Monday, April 22,2002 11 :17 AM 
To: 'billing'; lericl 
Subject: RE: settlement proposal 
Importance: High 

Hi Eric and Julia, 
Could you please let me know what you mean by: 
"We did walk through, and his latest footages are fine, except he had 

too many quantities that we did not request." 

Does this mean that you do or don't agree to the cable lengths after 
viewing them during the walk-through last week? 

Thanks. 

-----Original Message----- 
From: billing [mailto:billing@istal.com] 
Sent: Thursday, April 18,2002 5 5 7  PM 
To: Terry .A.McCulloch 
Cc: eric 
Subject: Fw: settlement proposal 

4/24/02 



I 

Page 2 of 3 

Terry, this E-mail was sent to you on 4/10, and 
copied, to me. I got email with regard to not 
getting the response. So I am sending this copy 
to you. 

----- Original Message ----- 
From: "eric " <eric@mail. istal .corn> 
To: <Terry .A. .McCulloch@nail. sprint .corn> 

Sent: Wednesday, April 10,2002 10:3 1 PM 
Subject: settlement proposal 

c c  : <billlD!.@isial,cQm> 

> Terry, 

> We agree in part, but there are still some areas 
that we are far apart. I suggest that after having 
read my response to your settlement proposal of 
3-25-02, that we set up a conference call with an 
individual at your end that can decide whether 
agreement at some point is possible, or if needed, 

> 

we need to let Lennie Fulwood know that no 
agreement is possible. 
> 
> My responses to your settlement proposal are as 
follows: 

> Switchboard Cable: 
> We agree with billing charge of $ 9 4  times the 
number of DSO circuits that are terminated to the 
DSO electrical cross connect interfaces. 

> DC Power Nonrecurring: 
> We would like to set up an appointment for a 
walk through at all four locations as soon as 
possible. The four locations include Calhoun, 
Blairstone, Willis, and Mabry . 

> DC Power Recurring: 
> We disagree with the timing of this issue. There 
is no provision in our interconnect agreement that 
stipulates to the position you are taking. 
Instead, the provision states the power supplied 
by Sprint to CLEC shall effeciently and 
economically support the requested quantity and 
capacity of CLEC equipment. Also, that "Sprint 
shall provide power as requested by CLEC to meet 
CLEC's need for placement of equipment, 

> 

- 

> 

> 

4/24/02 
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interconnection, or provision of service." 
> 
> We have not requested that the power be turned 
on as yet. Therefore there is no grounds for a 
recurring charge. 

> We are interested in knowing the date you refer 
to in you proposal that refers to the "date of 
acceptance or construction completion." 

> Floor Space Recurring: 
> We agree to pay recurring charges from the date 
we first obtained access on 2-1 8-02. TTE was 
misinformed as to how access was to take place. 
TTE has a long history of delays with Sprint and 
spent in excess of $1 00,000 while waiting on 
Sprint to facilitate its colocation at the Calhoun 
office. We do not feel that TTE should continue to 
be penalized for Sprint's delays and 
misinformation. 

> Please contact me as to when we can shedule a 
walk thru of the colo locations. Also, we would 
like to resolve these discussions to keep this 
moving forward as soon as possible. Please set up 
a conference call with a decision maker at your 
convenience. 

> Sincerely, 

> Eric Larsen, Pres. 
> TTE, Inc. 

> 

> 

> 

> 

> 

- > 
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IST Bill iD 

<Terry. A. McC u l loch @mai I. s pri nt. corn 0 ;Em: 
Sent: Monday, April O'l, 2002 5: 10 PM 
Attach: BDY.RTF 
Subject: FW: TTE Colocation billing Dispute 
Resending email per your request just now. Thank you. 

b il f i  n g @ tte :net > 

-----Original Message ----- 
From: McCulloch, Terry A. 
Sent: Monday, March 25,2002 2:19 PM 
To: 'eric' 
Subject: RE: TTE Colocation billing Dispute 

Eric, 
To resolve the billing issues presented by TTE, Sprint is offering the 
following solutions to the 4 areas of disputed charges, as outlined in 
your 3/8 email below: 

Switchboard Cable: 
TTE's interconnection agreement refers to the tariff for collocation 
charges. Switchboard cable charges, referred to as DSO Electrical 
Cross-Connect charges, are in the tariff. TTE agreed to pay the DSO 
Electrical Cross Connect charges identified on the pricing estimate for 
the collocation sites. Therefore, Sprint will bill the tariffed DSO 
Electrical Cross-Connect charge, per connection rate. Billing will be 
the recurring charge of $.94 times the number of DSO circuit facilities 
that are terminated to the DSO Electrical Cross-Connect interfaces. The 
switchboard cable rate of $36.59 per 100 pair connecting block will not 
be billed. 

- DC Power Nonrecurring: 
Sprint physically verified the per lead per foot distance, and the 
numbers are: 

Willis location: original # of units 80, correct # of units 168; 
Mabry location: original # of units 300, correct # of units 224; 
Blairstone location: original # of units 260, correct # of units 408. 
The original per lead per foot numbers appeared on the price quotes and 
reflected estimates based on TTE's collocation -applications. TTE can 
schedule a walk-through with Sprint within 30 calendar days to reconfirm 
the DC power footages. Billing will be based on the reconfirmed 
footages. If TTE does not desire to reconfirm the footages within 30 
calendar days, then Sprint will use the revised units above. * 

Yz K4' =I /&'P 
~ 2 Lg 

CaIhoun location: original ## of units20, correct # of units 176; - - _  
i!JJ A J L C S  

p * J L 2  L-L y- 

DC Power Recurring: 
Since power i s  reserved specifically for TTE at the time the collocation 

customer, billing begins upon the wdk through acceptance or the 
construction completion date. Therefore these charges will remain and 

0 construction is complete and Sprint cannot utilize it for another 

4/ 1 /02 
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will be billed commencing with the date of the space acceptance or the 
construction completion. 

Floor Space Recurring: 
The Process for obtaining access to any Sprint building is initiated by 
TTE submitting a completed Security Access Form. Access badges were 
successfully obtained for the Calhoun Street location because TTE 
submitted Security Access Forms for the Calhoun Street location. TTE 
contends that they were told by a Sprint employee that the badges they 
had for Calhoun Street would get them into all Sprint buildings. If TTE 
personnel had attempted to gain access to one of the other three 
locations with those badges, they would have been unsuccessful. 
Certainly if that had occurred, TTE should have contacted the Field 
Service Manager or the Sprint Security Team to inquire why the badges 
did not allow access. Sprint does not automatically provide access to 
buildings for customers unless such access is requested via the correct 
form. Therefore these charges will remain and will be billed 
commencing with the date of space acceptance or pnstruction completion. 

Augments to Existing Collocation Arrangements: 
The physical collocation augment fee is $1 ,O 14.12 per collocation site. 
The construction interval for a standard collocation augment 
arrangement, once a firm order commitment has been received from a 
customer, i s  45 days. The augment fee and the augment intervals are 

execute a Master Collocation License Agreement, Sprint will provide a 
draft agreement for TTE's review and signature. 

0 included in the Master Collocation License Agreement. If TTE desires to 

The recommendations above, if accepted by TTE, will result in an 
estimated $2 1,000 reduction of charges to TTE for the collocations for 
the time period from the collocation billing effective date to March 15, 
2002. 

Sprint will offer payment arrangements to TTE because Sprint recognizes 
that the initial August invoice included charges from the dates that the 
collocation arrangements were constructed and reserved for TTE, and 
additional months of charges have accrued due to the charges being in 
dispute. If TTE desires to arrange a payment plan for the disputed 
collocation charges to spread the payments over a period of several 
months, the Sprint National Access Service Center will work with TTE to 
develop the payment plan. 

Please let me know if you have any questions, and if the solutions 
presented above are agreeable to TTE, please let me know by responding 
to this email by 3/29. Thank you. 

-----Original Message----- 
@ From: e& [mailto:e~ic@istal.com] 

Sent: Friday, March 08, 2002 2:Ol AM 
To: Teny.A.McCulloch 

4/ 1 /02 



Page 3 of 4 

Subject: TTE Colocation billing Dispute 

Terry, 
Using the Additional Billing Details provided by Sprint on 2/2 1 /2002, 
TTE 
identified four areas of main disputes on the billed charges starting 
from 
the 8/2001 invoices. Four areas of disputed charges are for the Floor 
Space 
charges, DC Power-one timehon-recurring charges, DC power monthly usage 
charges, and Switchboard Cable charges. 

We feel that TTE is responsible for the charges as follows: 

Colocation Floor Space charges should start from the date Sprint 
provided 
TTE 24 hour access to the colocation as follows: 
Blairstone & Willis Rd locations - from the date the access card was 
activated and we were able to access the location, January 2 1,2002. 
Mabry Rd - From the date you provided the key for the gate, which was 
February 18,2002. With regard to access, there was inaccurate 
information 
provided by Sprint and TTE waited patiently for this to be sorted out. 
Regardless finger pointing, the bottom line is when we were able to 
access a and space charges should apply from the date access was provided by 
Sprint. 

For DC Power, non-recurring charges per lead per foot, charges should be 
determined correctly after both parties have chance to verify the per 
lead 
per footages for each 4 colocations (Calhoun, Blairstone, Willis, and 
Mabry 

- 

St.). 

For DC Power, usage & monthly recurring, should not be charged until 
Sprint 
installs the circuit brakers and have the power activated per TTE's 
request. 
Please note that although DC power lines hang over TTE rack spaces, 
there 
are no circuit brakers installed by Sprint for TTE at the power panel 
and 
those lines are not connected to any equipment as we have not yet 
requested 
to activate until we resolve these billing disputes. 

Swichboard Cable charges for all 4 colocations, these fees should not be ' charged. We were not provided notice of Sprint policy change and such 
charges are inconsistent with TTE's Interconnection Agreement. Sprint's 

4/1/02 
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colocation policy was to require future years' forecasts, TTE 
understood 

0 the forecast of the cable needs were to save install costs by the 
Sprint, 
therefore, we forecasted maximum quantity expected to expand for future 
years and at that time in accordance with our business plan. These 
cable 
charges were not communicated by Sprint to TTE, and Sprint never 
identified, 
negotiated, or tariffed DSO cable forecasts as a billable item. Also, 
Spint 
did not even notify TTE of this policy nor its intention to charge for 
forecasted cables. When Sprint established or changed the policy to 
start 
charging for the switchboard cables for DSOs, Sprint had the 
responsibility 
to notify TTE about the fees involved, and should have contacted TTE to 
negotiate a charge to its Interconnection Agreement. 

We would like to request Sprint to provide appropriate rates for 
augmenting 
colocations so that TTE can consider this charge. Also, please provide 
TTE 
with the appropriate fee schedules for switchboard cables, and time 
frames a to augment the colocation, so that we can reach an understanding of 
Sprint's 
billing charges and time frames for implementing augment requests. 

Thanks, 

4/ 1 /02 
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Additicnal Labor - cable installation 1 - f i f ~ l . 5  hour f 40.00 da s - S 40.00 
{FL Tar# - Section E13.2) 7 - each add'l.5 hour $ 35.00 nfa $ - $ 245.00 

s 285.DIi 

Sprint ! L a d  Pelecommunicaths Division 
AddiQonat 8illing Detail for Page 4 at envoice Number R971545704-01223 

, 

PON EC-AugniwYt rnearrs that tho fDIhwing billing IS Wan W m m t  tbllacation. 
brcui! Number 35.RLFS.2m024. CEFL IS far the bDhg of TE's augnrenlmlloeelian at Calha~n SI, Tallah-. 
Page 7 of Re W identifies the Circuit nurrtber. or wllocation in mis case. aS b&g TLHSFLXAHJP TLilSf UIAH32 is the rndusiry CLU c o b  assigned tD the T7E colbcatron at Calhoun St 
PIU = peaoer-4 inrerrlabe usage 

DC power per !%ad per foot 
{FLTariff- Section El7.1-7) 

20 I; da $ 

b602152=2'S36.59Lbilfing $1 400.72=$602.52+ 

One-Time equak !he 

$73.18 = 2936.59 days $79 8-20 = $53 3. m$285 $5 1 3.20*$285 

Per Manth equals the Monthly Fractional equals the Total Total Nonrecurring Total Nonrecurring and 
Billed Amount equals the 

Recurring per Unit Price Monthly Recurring Amount Amount _ _  Mcnthtjr Recurring Amount 

c 
0 
N 
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Dcpowerperfuseamp 48 S 11.41 rtS24AH - W16IO1 $ 1,749.Tl $ 
(FL Tariff - Section E47.’1.7} 

Floor Space per squm fool r- 
(FL Tariff - Section €17.1.7‘) 

DG power per lead pes fm! 
,(FL Tariff - Seclion E17.1.7) 

poC 
40 $ 6.13 4n4fi1- w1m1 

IF S 
C - I p  1 L- 

p 
eo $ 25.66 d a  $ 

-- -. 

I 

B 
Sprint i Local Telecommunications Bwisian 
Additional 1311ing Detail for Bottom of Page 4 and Top of Page 5 of invoice Number R??1845704-01229 

# of Units {derived Fom 
Collocation Application or 
Construction Campletion Per Unit Price (Tariff or # of Billing days (billing rotai Non- _ - - - _  

Service and Rate Location Indomat ion Pri- List or ICB) effective date to 811 612003 Reekring -“b+xurring 
Swilaboard Cable jCx p c C 20 $ 36.59 4Czm1 - 8116)OI $ 2,756.45 F) 
(pice list - no1 tariffed at present time) 



1 

I $1435.80 = (20 ' $36.59) + $942a.43=~ m.e+ $171 26.43=34805.4W 

8iilad Amount equals ihe 

(40 * SP4.41) .t (40 * $6.19) $2397.03+$1625.91 $7G98=30Ok$25.66 $299?.~3t.$~~5.91-,$?693 

Onelime equals the 
Per Month equals the MonlMy Fractional equals the Total Total Nonremning Total Nomcming and 

Sprint f LocaS Telecommunications Division 
Additional 8iIling Debil f o r  Bothm of Page 5 of Invoke Warmber Rt7t 545794-01229 

PON EGESTABCOLLQ m m  Lhat the Mowing billing is b r  tneestablishment ofa dIccati3n. 
Circuit Numba, 4tS.RLFS.279iDC+..CEFl C lor Ihe billing of Vlo TTE'S cdbwtion spacer at-Hatny, fetaha3sim. 
Page 7 or be bill dentifies the Cirwit rumher, u1 aollOCrition in this m e ,  as king TIMSFLXCHOS. TLHSFLXCMDS is he inhsby CLLl d e  assigned ta h e  TTE to]! 
PllJ = ppremt intentak usage 

# of Units (daiived from 
Cotlomiion Application or 
Construction Completbn Per Unit f r i e  trariff or # of Billing days (billing 

Setvice and Rate Lomtion Inf6"iion Price kist or ICs) eRective date io 811812001 R 

r 
! 

Switchbard Cable 21) 3 36.39 iBQc01 -8!16#l $ qaas-49 
(price list - not tariffed at present lime) 

DC power per fuse amp 4Q 3 1 .t -41 1 m " - 8 / l m l  $ 2,997.Q3 $ 
[FL Tariff - Sedion Ed7 q ,  7) 

Floor Space per sqilare bot  
(FL Tariff - Section €17.1.7) 

- :$ 7,698.00 DC power per lead per foot 3Qo 8 25.66 nla fi 
(FL Tariff - Sedon E1 7.7 -7) 

Per Month FractiQnal One-Tme --- Sikd Amount I 

P 
X 
F..l 
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DC power per fuse amp 

1 

Sprint t Local Telecommunications Dbision 
Abdi?ional Billing Detail fw Bottom OF Page 6 of Invoke Number Rt71545704-01229 

I---- 
Construction Completion Per Unit Price (Tariff or # of Billing days [bjlling TObS Noh- 1 # of Units (derived from 
Coilmation Application or 

Price Lis1 or IGB) effective d i e  ti 8hW2607 Recurring Recurring -.- Service and k t e  Location Informzition 
Switchboard Cable 2D $ 36.59 1nom1- BI1m-l $ 4,Mb5-A9 9 - 

I /(price list ~ not tamed at present time) 

40 6.19 - I  
DC power per I_pA perfod 260 5 25.86 rifa s 

- Section E% 7.i .T) 

Per Month Fmctiona! One-Time W e d  Am"? 

$1435.80 = {ZO $36.59) + $#28.43=%4805.49+ §16100.03=$4805.49+$299?. 
{40'$11.4i)+(.18*$6.19} $299?.1)3+$1625.91 $!3.671.60=260"$25.&6 E3+$1625.81 +W6tlt.6Q 

Biiled Amount equals lhe 

Recurring per Unit Price Monthly Recurring Amount Amount Monthly Recurring Amount 

One-Time ecjuals the 
Per htonth equals the Monlhiy Fractional equals lhe Total Torat Nonrecurring fob1 Nonrecurring and L 

d 

4 
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The switchboard cable rate elernen? provides fcr Icw) pair uf switchboard cable with a 100-pin ccmnecting block, 
Each cable provides a mnntxlion path (for tOO voice grade or DSO level signals) kom the customer's collocalion space to 
SprinQs main distribulion frame [hlDF), where Ihe cusfomercan connect to local loops, etc. 

* The QC p m r  rate element consists 07 both a recurring monthly rate and a nowecurring charge. 
The n c " i n g  charp mcuvers the cost of delivering Company 06 pcrmter to the Interconnectoh mlhtim space and 
is assessed per kot  of p w r  lead. The recurring monthly rate recovers Ithe bost of pmuiding 

48 volt DC prwrer IQ the lnkrconnectofs collocation space, and is assessed per fuse amperage ordered. 

Sprint's billing syskm uses a 30-day month, and Sprint bills one month in advance. 



Tallahassee Telephone Exchange, Inc. 
1367 Mahan Drive, Tallahassee, FL 32308 

850 878-9688 Fax: 850 671-1389 

Re: 10/18/2001- TTE Submitted to PSC for ColocatiodDC Power over charges by Sprint. 
1 1 /29/200 1 - Subsequent Response Submitted by Sprint 

The terms used for four colocations in dispute are as follows: 
TLHSFLXB - Willis Rd Office, Sprint billing code -85.RLFS.279024 

TLHSFLXD - Blairestone Rd Office, Sprint billing code - 85.REFS.279100 ',i 

TLHSFLXF - Thomasville Rd Office, Sprint billing code - 85 .RLFS.279 10 1) 

J" TLHSFLXC - Mabry St Office, Sprint billing code - 85.RLFS.279099 '\ ,pP 

TTE Document I: M a h y  St .  Office - Sprint has 
Acceptance with TTE, and TTE has not yet accepted the collocation 
as being ready. 

yet completed the Physical Collocation 

During the initial walk-through, TTE provided notes to Sprint's 
Representative specifying a number of items Sprint has not Completed, 
items such as having no AC/DC power to the rack, wiring errors, lack of 
24 hour access given to TTE to the Mabry Rd Office. 

Blabtome Rd Ofice - Sprint has not yet completed the Physical 
Collocation Acceptance with TTE, and TTE has not yet accepted the T ~ J .  
collocation as being ready. (Same issues as with Mabry St. office) 

Willis Rd Office - Sprint has not yet notified TTE with the Physical 
Colocation Checklist and no walk through has occurred. LL/. Fr-- w,+..jap 

-j=- dd \.& $2- *[ 
C.-i.wf 3 ( 

TTE Document 2: 
/%p, 

@i@Q 
TTE Document 3: 

l/lafcs, 

TTE DQCUBII~II~~ 4: Tlhomasviile Wd Office - Sprint notified TTE, sometime in year 2001 that 
the Thomasville Rd office has no available space for all-CLECs. 

However, Sprint bill to TTE includes colo space charges, DC power 
installation and DC power recurring charges starting from 1 /30/200 1. 

ALk+-t -  i.ec3 ~ C / S S - B - - T C  l / z z / o j  

gyYE Document 5: FCC Dqchet No* 98-147 - PH49 ". . .ILECs must allow collocating 
parties to access their equipment 24 hours a day, seven days a week, 
without requiring either a security escort of any kind.. ." 

With regard to the access key issue, during the walk through on 2/2001, 
we indicated to the Sprint Rep that we are still waiting on the Cardkey that 
Sprint promised in June of 2000, (see Sprint Attachment 11 and 121, the 
Sprint Rep indicated that once we get the CardKey, it should be used to 
access all other collocations, and we would not need a separate CardKey 
for each collocation. (see also, TTE Document 8) 

TTE Document 7: Colloca~on entrances - Sprint provided TTE with the access CardKeys 
on 1 1/15/200 1. However, the Cardkeys did not work on any of the three 
collocations. 



Tallahassee Telephone Exchange, Inc. 
1367 Mahan Drive, Tallahassee, FL 32308 

850 878-9688 Fax: 850 671-1389 

“TE Document 6: Interconnection Agreement - page 78,2.24.1 “..power supplied by 
Sprint into the CLEC equipment area, shall efficiently and economically 
support the requested quantity and capacity of CLEC equipment.” 

TTE requested Sprint not to install DC power and start charging until the 
collocation offices are ready and our equipment can be installed. (see 
Sprint attachment 15) This is due to our experience with the Calhoun 
collocation where Sprint deiayed our equipment installation in many ways 
in e x e s  of a year plus 90 days, instead of 90 days required by FCC 
regulations. At that time we had our equipment sitting and incurring all 
the cost at our end and loss of revenues while Sprint delayed providing 
services through many delays. To support the TTE’s power needs 
efficiently and economically, the power charges should not start until the 
physical collocation is accepted by both parties and when our equipment is 
installed within 180 days as required. 

Sprint attachment 9: E-mail sent from Sprint to TTE, 2/16/2001, indicates that the errors 
discovered during the walk through acceptance have been corrected. 
However, 
- Sprint is not specific as to which items were corrected, and TTE has no 

way to verify which items have been corrected since TTE has no 
access to the collocation, and the lack of access was one of items 
needed to be corrected. 

- Also, in the E-mail, it states that TTE need to inform Sprint which bay 
to install AC outlets as if we are the one delaying the completion 
of the project. However, TTE provided this information to Sprint 
in 9/5/2000, see Sprint attachment 8, page 2. 
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Attendees 
Sprint: 

w /T.,g- pdl L, . #’ ”&! 
Physical Collocation Acceptance Checklist xc- hdry o&,ice 

Name Telephone # 
Freddie Hunt 352-326-1 286 

CLEC: 

~~ 

TTE 

Building lighting Switch available Y, N OR NA 
Rest Rooms Y, N OR NA 
Elevators Y , N O R  NA 
Loading Dock Y ,NOR NA 
Staging Area Y,NOR NA 

Entrance Door Key or Card 
Stumble Lightin 

Common Area 

Y, N OR NA 

Building Entrance 
Entrance Door 
Direction to space 

Location, Remarks, #, etc. 
Key or Card 

I Keyor Card I Other entrance doors to get to 
common area 

Light Available 
Guard 
NOC Tel # I .888.230.4404 OD 2 

Y,NOR NA 
Y ,NOR NA 

@ , Access to Light iwi tch 
’ Emergency Lighting 

Enough room to move equipment 
in and out 

Y , N O R  NA 
Y , N O R  NA 
Y, N OR NA 



I 

i l  
a 

0 

This page for physical collocations 
Caae or Room Area 

~ 

AC Power 

AC Breaker PNL LOCATION 
Duplex outlet at 20 amps 

Is AC Breaker PNL in common 
area 
Is breakers tagged with CLEC's 
Name 
Is CLEC Name on door 
Scope area markedlcage area 
taped 
Overhead clearance: light, 
sensor, etc. 

Cage or Room Size 
Lenath = 
Width = 
With Top 

Fiber Structure 
Fiber path provided 
Fiber cable taas Dlaced on cables 

Racking 
DC rack to cage 
Switchboard cable rack to caae 
Racking to CO ground bar 

CaaelRoom Door Lock 
~~ ~ 

Keys 
CLEC Sign 

DC Power 
Cable long enough to reach 
CLEC's fuse panel 

Location, Remarks, #, etc. 

Y . N  

Y. N 

Y. N I I 

Y, N 
Y, N 
y, N 

I I 

2 



For initial Dower activation please call ~~ m 

BDFB location (RR) 
DC fuse information Amps # of 

Per "A" feed and "6" feed sets 
I "A" feed 20 I 

"B" feed 20 I 
104.1, PNL 2, FUSE 4 
104.1, PNL 2, FUSE 5 

Scope 
Frame location marked 
Common ground run 
Number of frames requested 

y, N 
y, N 

3 106.6, 106.7 & 106.8 

Ground Bar 
Visible Y, N 
Within I00  feet of ground 
Caae bonded 

Fiber 

y, N 
Y, N NA 

DS-3 

RR, Bay, Panel 

DS-I 

JKS 

DS-0 

BAY 106.1 PNL DX 3008 

Total # 
of 

Circuits 

JKS 3 & 4 2 
WIRE 
735 

BAY 101.5 PNL DX 1093 48 JKS I - 48 

2000 MDF HORZ '' P" 
V ERT 20 - I 

Circuit Information 

Pins I - 100 
I 

Stenciled with 
Cable Count 
And far end 

location 

1-2000 

3 



1 '  
I '  

Miscellaneous / Other a 

d) 

Sprint Contacts: 
Freddie Hunt - Project Manager 352-326-1286 
Roderick Dick - Transmission Engineer 407-889- 61 55 
Richard Fyfe - Network Installation 850-682-2402 
Doug Marsh - CSO Manger 850-599-1678 

I Work Activity #39121417 

List all exceptions: 

1 

I 

Acceptance Date: I 1 

Acceptance Signatures 

Sprint's Representative: 

TTE Representative: 

a 

4 



&D --&lk;fej*4 R&$(l Physical Collocation Acceptance Checklist 

I CLEC: I TTE 
I l 

Bu i Id i na Entrance 
Entrance Door 
Direction to space 

Light Available 
Guard 
NOC Tel # 1.888.230.4404 op 2 
Other entrance doors to get to 
common area 
Building lighting Switch available 
Rest Rooms 
Elevators 

~ 

Loading Dock 
Staging Area 

Entrance Door 
Common Area 

Stumble Lighting 
Access to Light Switch 
Emergency Lighting 
Enough room to move equipment 
in and out 

I 1 Location, Remarks, #, etc. 
Key or Card I 

I I 

Y ,NOR NA 
Y . N O R  NA 

I 1 
Key or Card 

Y, NOR NA 
Y , N O R  NA 
Y, NOR NA I 1 
Y ,NOR NA 
Y. N OR NA 

KevorCard I I I 
Y, N OR NA 
Y. NOR NA 
Y, N OR NA 1 I I 
Y, NOR NA 



Cage or Room Area 
AC Power 

I I I 

Dudex outlet at 20 amps l Y , N  

Location, Remarks, #, etc. 

AC Breaker PNL LOCATION 
Is AC Breaker PNL in common 
a rea 
Is breakers tagged with CLEC's 
Name 

taped 
Overhead clearance: light, 

~ 

Is CLEC Name on door 
Scope area markedkage area 

Y , N  
sensor, etc. 

Cage or Room Size 
Lenath = 

___ 

Width = 
With Top 

Fiber Structure 
Fiber path provided 
Fiber cable taas Placed on cables 
-- ~ 

Racking 
DC rack to cage 
Switchboard cable rack to cage 
Racking to CO ground bar 

Keys 
CLEC Sian 

CageIRoom Door Lock 

DC Power 
Cable long enough to reach 
CLEC's fuse panel 

Y, N 

Y. N 

Y. N 
I 1 

Y, N 

Y. N 
Y, N 

2 



For initial power activation please call 
BDFB location (RR) 

~~ ~ 

DC fuse information 
Per "A" feed and "B" feed 

"A" feed 
"B" feed 
Scope 

Frame location marked 

Amps # of 
sets 

20 I 107.11 PNL 7 FUSE 7A 
20 I 107.11 PNL 7 FUSE 7B 

Y, N 
Common ground run 
Number of frames requested 

y, N 
3 102.1, 102.2 & 102.9 

fiber 

Ground Bar 
Visible 
Within I 0 0  feet of ground 
Cage bonded 

DS-3 

y, N 
y, N 
y, N NA 

DS- 1 

DS-0 ' 

Total ## 
of 

Circuits 

2 

48 

2000 

Circuit Information 

RR, Bay, Panel 

BAY 102.7 PNL DX23009 
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Summary of the First Report and Order 
and Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 

In the Matters of Deployment of Wireline Services Offering Advanced 
Telecommunications Capability 

CC Docket No. 98-147 

1. INTRODUCTION (77 1-4) 

II. OVERVIEW AND EXECUTIVE SUMMARY (nn 5-8) 

A. Overview (71 5-7) 

B. Executive Summary (TI 8) 

The actions taken by the Commission in this proceeding are as follows: 

Collocation 

ILECs must make available to requesting CLECs shared cage and cageless 
collocation arrangements. Moreover, when collocation space is exhausted at a 
particular LEC location, I LECs must permit collocation in adjacent controlled 
environmental vaults or similar structures to the extent technically feasible. 

A collocation method used by one ILEC or mandated by a state commission is 
presumptively technically feasible for any other ILEC. 

ILECs may adopt reasonable security measures to protect their central office 
equipment. 

ILECs may not require CLEC equipment to meet more stringent safety requirements 
than those the ILEC imposes on its own equipment. 

ILECs must permit competitors to collocate all equipment used for interconnection 
andlor access to unbundled network elements (UNEs), even if it includes a 
“switching” or enhanced services function, and ILECs cannot require that the 
switching or enhanced services functionality of equipment be disengaged. 

ILECs must permit a CLEC to tour the entire central office in which that CLEC has 
been denied collocation space. ILECs must provide a list of all offices in which 
there is no more space. ILECs must remove obsolete, unused equipment, in order 
to facilitate the creation of additional collocation space within a central office. 

The collocation rules set forth in the Order serve as minimum standards, and any 
state may adopt additional requirements. 
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Spectrum Compatibility 

The Commission adopts certain spectrum compatibility and management rules to 
allow competitive providers to deploy innovative advanced services technology in a 
timely manner. Specifically, any loop technology that complies with existing 
industry standards, has been successfully deployed by any carrier without 
significantly degrading the performance of other services, or has been approved by 
the Commission, any state commission, or an industry standards body is presumed 
acceptable for deployment. A LEC may not deny a carrier's request to deploy 
technology that is presumed acceptable for deployment, unless the LEC 
demonstrates to the state commission that deployment of the particular technology 
within the LEC network will significantly degrade the performance of other services. 

' 

The Commission also seeks comment in the Further NPRM on measures that would 
facilitate timely development of long-term industry standards and practices on 
spectrum compatibility and management to facilitate deployment of new and 
innovative loop technologies. 

Line Sharing 

In the Further NPRM, the FCC tentatively concludes that line sharing is technically 
feasible and seeks comment on the operational, pricing, and policy ramifications to 
determine whether or not to mandate line sharing nationally. (7 8) 

Ill. BACKGROUND (m 9-1 7) 

IV. FIRST REPORT AND ORDER (MI 18-77) 

A. Measures to Encourage Competitive LEC Deployment of Advanced 
Services (MI 18-60) 

I. Overview (7 18) 

In this section the FCC adopts additional measures that it expects will further 
facilitate competitive deployment of advanced services. In order to enable CtECs to 
compete effectively with incumbents in the advanced services marketplace, the 
Commission establishes additional standards and rules that will strengthen its 
collocation requirements, thereby reducing costs and delays associated with 
competitors collocating in an ILEC's central office. The agency also adopts certain 
spectrum compatibility and management rules to allow competitive providers to deploy 
innovative advanced services technology in a timely manner. The FCC acknowledges 
that the rules it adopts in this Order focus on the provision of advanced services, but 
emphasizes that the actions it takes pursuant to the Act apply to all telecommunications 
services, whether traditional voice services or advanced services. (7 18) 
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2. Collocation Requirements (17 19-60) 

a. Background (71 19-21) 

b. Adoption of National Standards (fl7 22-24) 

The FCC adopts its tentative conclusion to establish additional national rules for 
collocation, emphasizing that the collocation measures it is adopting apply to all 
t e I eco m m u n i ca t io n s services , in cl ud i n g advanced services and t rad it i o n a I voice 
services. The standards and rules implemented in this proceeding will serve as 
minimum requirements. The Commission concludes that states will continue to have 
the flexibility to respond to specific issues by imposing additional requirements. In 
addition, as noted in the NPRM, CLECs can pursue remedies for violations of the 
FCC’s collocation requirements before the Commission and the appropriate state 
commissions. (q 23) 

c. Collocation Equipment (77 25-36) 

The FCC’s existing rules require ILECs to permit collocation of all equipment 
that is “used or useful” for interconnection or access to unbundled network elements, 
regardless of whether such equipment includes a switching functionality, provides 
enhanced services capabilities, or offers other functionalities. These rules require 
ILECs to permit collocation of any equipment required by the statute unless they first 
“prove to the state commission that the equipment will not be actually used by the 
telecommunications carrier for the purpose of obtaining interconnection or access to 
unbundled network elements.” In addition, ILECs must permit competitors to collocate 
equipment such as DSLAMs, routers, ATM multiplexers, and remote switching modules. 
ILECs may not place any limitations on the ability of competitors to use all the features, 

functions, and capabilities of collocated equipment, including, but not limited to, 
switching and routing features and functions. (vv 28-29) 

The Commission continues to decline, however, to require ILECs to permit the 
collocation of equipment that is not necessary for either access to UNEs or for 
interconnection, such as equipment used exclusively for switching or for enhanced 
services, although it may explore requiring such collocation in the future. The FCC 
does not agree that the statute does not authorize the Commission to impose such a 
requirement. Even assuming, arguendo, that its revised collocation rules constitute a 
taking, they do not constitute an unlawful taking, because such action would clearly be 
for a public purpose, pursuant to express statutory authorization, and the FCC’s 
implementation provides for just compensation. (77 30-31 ) 

The Commission revises its rules to require ILECs to permit collocating carriers 
to construct their own cross-connect facilities between collocated equipment located on 
the incumbent’s premises, subject only to the same reasonable safety requirements 
that the ILEC imposes on its own equipment. Even where CLEC equipment is 
collocated in the same room as the incumbent’s equipment, the FCC requires the 
incumbent to permit the new entrant to construct its own cross-connect facilities, using 
either copper or optical facilities. Moreover, ILECs may not require competitors to 
purchase any equipment or cross-connect capabilities solely from the incumbent itself 
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at tariffed rates. (q 33) 

The FCC concludes that an ILEC may impose safety standards that must be met 
by the equipment to be collocated in its central office. First, the Commission agrees 
with commenters that NEBS Level 1 safety requirements are generally sufficient to 
protect competitive and incumbent LEC equipment from harm. The FCC also agrees 
that NEBS requirements that address reliability of equipment, rather than safety, should 
not be used as grounds to deny collocation of CLEC equipment. Second, the FCC 
concludes that, although an ILEC may require CLEC equipment to satisfy NEBS safety 
standards, the incumbent may not impose safety requirements that are more stringent 
than the safety requirements it imposes on its own equipment that it locates in its 
premises. An iLEC that denies collocation of a competitor's equipment, citing safety 
standards, must provide to the CLEC within five business days a list of all equipment 
that the ILEC locates within the premises in question, together with an affidavit attesting 
that all of that equipment meets or exceeds the safety standard that the ILEC contends 
the competitor's equipment fails to meet. (77 35-36) 

d. Alternative Coflocation Arrangements (11 37-45) 

The FCC adopts its tentative conclusion that ILECs must provide specific 
collocation arrangements, consistent with the rules outlined below, at reasonable rates, 
terms, and conditions as are set by state commissions in conformity with the Act and 
Commission rules. The Commission requires ILECs to make each of the arrangements 
outlined below available to competitors as soon as possible, without waiting until a 
competing carrier requests a particular arrangement, so that competitors will have a 
variety of collocation options from which to choose. ILECs and their competitors can, 
however, in the course of voluntary negotiations, agree to additional or different 
collocation terms and conditions beyond those required in this Order. (VT 39-40) 

Shared Space The FCC requires ILECs to make shared collocation cages 
available to new entrants. In making shared cage arrangements available, ILECs may 
not increase the cost of site preparation or nonrecurring charges above the cost for 
provisioning such a cage of similar dimensions and material to a single collocating 
party. In addition, the incumbent must prorate the charge for site conditioning and 
preparation undertaken by the incumbent to construct the shared collocation cage or 
condition the space for collocation use, regardless of how many carriers actually 
collocate in that cage, by determining the total charge for site preparation and 
allocating that charge to a collocating carrier based on the percentage of the total 
space utilized by that carrier. The incumbent may not place unreasonable restrictions 
on a new entrant's use of a collocation cage, such as limiting the new entrant's ability to 
contract with other competitive carriers to share the new entrant's collocation cage in a 
sublease-type arrangement. In addition, if two or more CtECs who have 
interconnection agreements with an ILEC utilize a shared collocation arrangement, the 
ILEC must permit each CLEC to order UNEs to and provision service from that shared 
collocation space, regardless of which CLEC was the original collocator. (7 41) 

Cageless Collocafion ILECs must make cageless collocation arrangements 
available to requesting carriers. Subject only to technical feasibility and the permissible 

Wile y, Rein & Fielding 4 



security parameters outlined below, ILECs must allow competitors to collocate in any 
unused space in the ILEC’s premises, without requiring the construction of a room, 
cage, or similar structure, and without requiring the creation of a separate entrance to 
the competitor’s collocation space. Furthermore, while ILECs may require competitors 
to use a central entrance to the incumbent’s building, they may not require construction 
of a new entrance for competitors’ use, and once inside the building ILECs must permit 
competitors to have direct access to their equipment. ILECs may not require 
competitors to use an intermediate interconnection arrangement in lieu of direct 
connection to the incumbent’s network if technically feasible. In addition, an lLEC must 
give competitors the option of collocating equipment in any unused space within the 
incumbent’s premises, to the extent technically feasible, and may not require 
competitors to collocate in a room or isolated space separate from the incumbent’s own 
equipment. The ILEC may take reasonable steps to protect its own equipment, such as 
enclosing the equipment in its own cage, and other reasonable security measures as 
discussed below. The ILEC may not, however, require competitors to use separate 
rooms or floors. The ILEC may not utilize unreasonable segregation requirements to 
impose unnecessary additional costs on competitors. (7 42) 

ILECs must also ensure that cageless collocation arrangements do not place 
unreasonable minimum space requirements on collocating carriers. The Commission 
requires I LECs to make collocation space available in single-bay increments, meaning 
that a competing carrier can purchase space in increments small enough to collocate a 
single rack, or bay, of equipment. The FCC will rely on state commissions to ensure 
that the prices of these smaller collocation spaces are appropriate given the amount of 
space in the ILEC’s premises actually occupied by the new entrants. (7 43) 

The FCC requires ILECs, when space is legitimately exhausted in a particular 
LEC premises, to permit collocation in adjacent controlled environmental vaults or 
similar structures to the extent technically feasible. Because zoning and other state 
and local regulations may affect the viability of adjacent collocation, and because the 
l lEC may have a legitimate reason to exercise some measure of control over design or 
construction parameters, the FCC will rely on state commissions to address such 
issues. In general, however, the ILEC must permit the new entrant to construct or 
otherwise procure such an adjacent structure, subject only to reasonable safety and 
maintenance requirements. The incumbent must provide power and physical 
collocation services and facilities, subject to the same nondiscrimination requirements 
as traditional collocation arrangements. The deployment by any ILEC of a collocation 
arrangement gives rise to a rebuttable presumption in favor of a CLEC seeking 
collocation in any ILEC premises that: such an arrangement is technically feasible. The 
ILEC refusing to provide such a collocation arrangement, or an equally cost-effective 
arrangement, may only do so if it rebuts the presumption before the state commission 
that the particular premises in question cannot support the arrangement because of 
either technical reasons or lack of space. (77 44-45) 

e. Security (77 46-49) 

The FCC concludes that ILECs may impose security arrangements that are as 
stringent as the security arrangements that ILECs maintain at their own premises either 
for their own employees or for authorized contractors. To the extent existing security 
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arrangements are more stringent for one group than for the other, the incumbent may 
impose the more stringent requirements. Except as provided below, ILECs may not 
impose more stringent security requirements than these. Stated differently, the ILEC 
may not impose discriminatory security requirements that result in increased collocation 
costs without the concomitant benefit of providing necessary protection of the ILEC’s 
equipment. (7 47) 

The agency agrees with commenting ILECs that protection of their equipment is 
crucial to the incumbents’ own ability to offer service to their customers. Therefore, 
I LECs may establish certain reasonable security measures that will assist in protecting 
their networks and equipment from harm. The ILEC may not, however, unreasonably 
restrict the access of a new entrant to the new entrant’s equipment. ILECs may not use 
any information they collect in the course of implementing or operating security 
arrangements for any marketing or other purpose in aid of competing with other 
carriers. The FCC expects that state commissions will permit ILECs to recover the 
costs of implementing these security measures from collocating carriers in a 
reasonable manner. The FCC further permits ILECs to require competitors’ employees 
to undergo the same level of security training, or its equivalent, that the incumbent’s 
own employees, or third party contractors providing similar functions, must undergo. 
The ILEC may not, however, require CLEC employees to receive such training from the 
ILEC itself, but must provide information to the CLEC on the specific type of training 
required so the CLEC’s employees can complete such training by, for example, 
conducting their own security training. (7 48) 

Moreover, the Commission concludes that ILECs must allow collocating parties _ .  

to access their equipment 24 hours a day, seven days a week, without req- 
3‘Tkurity escort of any kind or delayingacompetitor’s employees’ entry into the ILEC’s 
rc-- premises by requir ing,mampfe, an ILEC employee to be present. The FCC also 
requires ILECs to provide competitors reasonable access to basic facilities, such as 
restroom facilities and parking, while at the ILEC’s premises. (7 49) 

f. Space Preparation Cost Allocation (m 50-51) 

The Commission concludes that ILECs must allocate space preparation, security 
measures, and other collocation charges on a pro-rated basis so the first collocator in a 
particular incumbent premises will not be responsible for the entire cost of site 
preparation. In order to ensure that the first entrant into an incumbent’s premises does 
not bear the entire cost of site preparation, the incumbent must develop a system of 
partitioning the cost by comparing, for example, the amount of conditioned space 
actually oecupied by the new entrant with the overall space conditioning expenses. 
The FCC expects state commissions will determine the proper pricing methodology to 
ensure that ILECs properly allocate site preparation costs among new entrants. The 
agency also concludes that these standards will serve as minimum requirements, and 
that states should continue to have flexibility to adopt additional collocation 
requirements, consistent with the Act. (7 51) 

g. Provisioning Intervals (77 52-55) 

The FCC concludes that an ILEC may not impose unreasonable restrictions on 
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the time period within which it will consider applications for collocation space. 
Specifically, an ILEC may not refuse to consider an application for collocation space 
submitted by a competitor while that competitor's state certification is pending, or 
before the competitor and lLEC have entered into a final interconnection agreement. 
Although the Commission did not adopt specific provisioning intervals at this time, it did 
explicitly retain authority to adopt specific time frames in the future. Because of the 
importance of ensuring timely provisioning of collocation space, the agency 
encourages state commissions to ensure that ILECs are given specific time intervals 
within which they must respond to collocation requests. Noting the current practices of 
several carriers, the FCC concludes that ten days is a reasonable time period within 
which to inform a new entrant whether its collocation application is accepted or denied. 
(77 53-55) 

h. Space Exhaustion (nfl56-60) 

The FCC also adopts its tentative conclusion that an ILEC that denies a request 
for physical collocation due to space limitations should, in addition to providing the 
state commission with detailed floor plans, allow any competing provider that is denied 
physical collocation at the ILEC's premises to tour the premises. Specifically, the 
agency requires the ILEC to permit representatives of a requesting telecommunications 
carrier that has been denied collocation due to space constraints to tour the entire 
premises in question, not just the room in which space was denied, without charge, 
within ten days of the denial of space. lLECs are permitted to assign their own 
personnel to such tours, thus offering sufficient protection against harm to the network 
and proprietary information. (7 57) 

The FCC also adopts its tentative conclusion that an ILEC must submit to a 
requesting carrier within ten days of the submission of the request a report indicating 
the ILEC's available collocation space in a particular LEC premises. This report must 
specify the amount of collocation space available at each requested premises, the 
number of collocators, and any modifications in the use of the space since the last 
report. The report must also include measures that the ILEC is taking to make 
additional space available for collocation. In addition to this reporting requirement, 
ILECs must maintain a publicly available document, posted for viewing on the Internet, 
indicating all premises that are full, and must update such a document within ten days 
of the date at which a premises runs out of physical collocation space. The FCC 
expects that state commissions will permit lLECs to recover the costs of implementing 
these reporting measures from collocating carriers in a reasonable manner. (7 58) 

Finally, the Commission concludes that in order to increase the amount of space 
available for collocation, ItECs must remove obsolete unused equipment from their 
premises upon reasonable request by a competitor or upon the order of a state 
commission. The FCC will rely on state commissions to settle disputes between 
carriers as to which incumbent equipment is truly obsolete and unused and can be 
removed from the LEC's premises. Carriers may also utilize the complaint provisions of 
Section 208 in the case of collocation disputes that fall within the Commission's 
jurisdiction. (7 60) 

B. Spectrum Compatibility (m 61-77) 
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Spectrum compatibility refers generally to the ability of various loop technologies 
to reside and operate in close proximity while not significantly degrading each other’s 
performance. One method of ensuring spectral Compatibility is through the use of 
power spectral density (PSD) masks. PSD masks are represented as graphical 
templates that define the limits on signal power densities across a range of frequencies 
so as to minimize interference. The goal of PSD mask standards is to permit divergent 
technologies to coexist in close proximity within the same binder groups. Standards 
bodies, such as T I  E l  .4, define these masks as technology develops. The 
development of spectrum management rules and practices should help enable multiple 
technologies to coexist within binder groups. (7 61) 

The FCC acknowledges that clear spectral compatibility standards and spectrum 
management rules and practices are necessary both to foster competitive deployment 
of innovative technologies and to ensure the quality and reliability of the public 
telephone network. It finds, however, that ILECs should not unilaterally determine what 
technologies LECs, both ILECs and CLECs, may deploy. Nor should ILECs have 
unfettered control over spectrum management standards and practices. The better 
approach is to establish competitively neutral spectral compatibility standards and 
spectrum management rules and practices so that all carriers know, without being 
subject to unilateral ILEC determinations, what technologies are deployable and can 
design their networks and business strategies accordingly. The FCC also finds, 
however, that it does not have a sufficient record with which it can adequately address 
all of the long-term spectrum compatibility issues at this time. Thus, the agency also 
adopts a Further NPRM through which it hopes to resolve, in a timely manner, the long- 
term spectrum compatibility issues (see discussion below). (7 64) 

I. Existing Power Spectral Density Masks (77 65-69) 

Although the Commission believes that the development of PSD masks is best 
left to standards bodies such as the T I  E l  .4, the FCC establishes certain rules to foster 
deployment of advanced services while maintaining network integrity until the 
standards bodies adopt comprehensive standards for the new technologies. The 
agency finds that any equipment deployed consistent with the rules adopted here can 
be connected to the public switched telephone network with reasonable confidence that 
this technology will not significantly degrade the performance of other advanced 
services, and with reasonable confidence that this technology will not impair traditional 
voice band services. (7 66) 

Any loop technology that complies with existing industry standards is presumed 
acceptable for deployment. Specifically, technology that complies with any of the 
following standards is presumed acceptable for deployment: T I  .601, T I  .413, and 
TR28. Furthermore, any technology which has been successfully deployed by any 
carrier without significantly degrading the performance of other services or has been 
approved by the FCC, any state commission, or an industry standards body is 
presumed acceptable for deployment. A LEC may not deny a carrier’s request to 
deploy technology that is presumed acceptable for deployment, unless the LEC 
demonstrates to the state commission that deployment of the particular technology 
within the LEC network will significantly degrade the performance of other advanced 
services or traditional voice band services. The FCC concludes further that industry 
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standards are not upper limits on what technology is deployable; ILECs and CLECs are 
free to mutually agree to deploy new technologies that may exceed these standards. In 
the event that a LEC subsequently demonstrates to the FCC or the relevant state 
commission that a deployed technology is significantly degrading the performance of 
other advanced services or traditional voice band services, the carrier deploying the 
technology shall discontinue deployment of that technology and migrate its customers 
to technologies that will not significantly degrade the performance of other such 
services. (77 67-68) 

The Commission further concludes that ILECs cannot deny requesting carriers 
the right to deploy a new technology that does not conform to the standards cited in the 
preceding paragraph and has not yet been approved by a standards body (or otherwise 
authorized by the FCC or any state commission), if the requesting carrier can 
demonstrate to the state commission that this particular technology will not significantly 
degrade the performance of other advanced services or traditional voice band services. 
In this situation, there would be no presumption in favor of deployment and the burden 
would be on the requesting carrier to make the appropriate showing. (7 69) 

2. Spectrum Management (m 70-77) 

The agency defines spectrum management to include binderlcable 
administration as well as the broader issue of deployment practices (e.g., the rules for 
testing and implementing xDSL-based and other advanced services) and finds that 
uniform spectrum management procedures are essential to the success of advanced 
services deployment. As such, it adopts the following spectrum management rules. 
First, the FCC concludes that the ILEC must provide CLECs with nondiscriminatory 
access to the ILEC’s spectrum management procedures and policies. It also concludes 
that ILECs must disclose to requesting carriers: (1) information with respect to the 
rejection of the requesting carrier’s provision of advanced services, together with the 
specific reason for the rejection; and (2) information with respect to the number of loops 
using advanced services technology within the binder and type of technology deployed 
on those loops. In addition, the agency believes that industry should discontinue 
deployment of well-recognized disturbers, such as AMI T I ,  and further believes carriers 
should, to the fullest extent possible, replace AMI T I  with new and less interfering 
technologies. ( lv  71 -74) 

The FCC further concludes that if a carrier claims a service is significantly 
degrading network performance, then that carrier must notify the causing carrier and 
allow that carrier a reasonable opportunity to correct the problem. Any claims of 
network harm must be supported with specific and verifiable supporting information. 
However, the Commission also recognizes that there may be a limit to the number of 
lines delivering advanced services that can share a binder group without interfering 
with other customers’ services, and concludes that the ILEC shall bear the burden of 
demonstrating to the relevant state commission when a requested advanced service 
will significantly degrade the performance of existing services, such that the incumbent 
can deny the competitor’s request. (77 75-76) 

Finally, the FCC recognizes that the standards development process may delay 
the deployment of new technologies. To address this difficulty, the Commission 

Wiley, Rein & Fielding 9 



encourages the industry to apply a “test and see” strategy, which would allow ILECs 
and CLECs to cooperate in testing and deployment of new services. (7 77) 

V. Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (flfl78-117) 

A. Spectrum Compatibility - Long-Term Standards and Practices 
cnn 78-91) 

In this Further NPRM, the FCC tentatively concludes that the establishment of 
comprehensive technical standards and practices should include the active 
participation of ItECs, CLECs, equipment suppliers, and the Commission. The agency 
further tentatively concludes the following: the process should be competitively neutral 
in both structure and procedure; representation should be equitably spread over all 
segments of the industry; and representatives should have equal authority, with no 
party or groups of parties presuming to have greater weight or “veto” power. The 
Commission seeks comment on these tentative conclusions, on how to establish a 
process to develop long-term standards and practices, on the FCC’s authority to direct 
industry bodies to engage in the process of developing spectrum compatibility and 
management policies, and on its authority to compel industry bodies to adhere to any 
requirements it establishes for the functioning of such bodies. (g 79) 

The Commission seeks comment on the best process or forum for developing 
future power spectral density (PSD) masks, tentatively concluding that T I  E l  -4 is the 
best choice for this task. In addition, the agency seeks comments on how to foster 
broader representation and participation in this standards body, and also asks 
commenters to suggest other forums or methods of guaranteeing fair and timely 
resolution of spectrum compatibility problems. The FCC also seeks comment on 
whether generic masks would be an appropriate means to address spectrum 
compatibility Specifically, the agency seeks comment on whether this approach might 
restrict deployment of technologies that otherwise would not harm the network, and on 
whether a calculation-based approach, in addition to a PSD mask-based approach, 
provides a better tool for defining spectral compatibility. (yg 81-83) 

The FCC seeks comment on methods to encourage the industry to develop fair 
and open practices for the deployment of advanced services technologies. It 
tentatively concludes that T I  E l  .4 should serve as the forum to establish fair and open 
deployment practices. This conclusion is premised on the assumption that a method 
will be developed by which to ensure the active participation of all segments of the 
industry in T I  E l  .4. The FCC asks what role it should play in facilitating broad 
participation in this process and how to maximize the deployment of new technologies 
within binder groups while minimizing interference. The agency seeks comment on the 
development of xDSL binder group administration practices, including specifications on 
the types and numbers of technologies that can be deployed within a binder group, 
including procedures allowing for deployment of various xDSL-based services in a 
nonrestrictive manner. The Commission also seeks comment on the procedures for 
maintaining and updating these administrative practices so as to minimize interference 
with future technologies and on the practice of segregating services based on the 
technology. For example, the agency recognizes AMI T I  as a potential disturber and 
understands that ILECs currently assign AMI T I  to separate binder groups. The FCC 
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seeks comment on whether to allow ILECs to segregate xDSL technology in such a 
manner. (77 85-86) 

The Commission also seeks comment on whether it should establish a 
grandfathering process for interfering technologies, such as a sunset period for 
services such as AMI T I .  As noted above, the agency recognizes that carriers have a 
substantial base of AMI T I  in deployment and that in some areas AMI T I  provides the 
only feasible high-speed transmission capability. As a result, the FCC seeks comment 
on whether carriers should be required to replace AMI T I  with new and less interfering 
technologies, and, if so, what time frame would be reasonable. The Commission asks 
commenters to propose rules for a possible grandfathering process which will not 
disrupt the network and simultaneously encourage investment in, and deployment of, 
new technology. (7 87) 

The FCC also seeks comment on whether to develop a dispute resolution 
process regarding the existence of disturbers in shared facilities and specifically on 
how best to resolve disputes arising out of claims that a technology is “significantly 
degrading” the performance of other services. It ako seeks comment on whether, and 
if so, how it should define “significantly degrade” so as to ensure that consumers have 
the broadest selection of services from which to choose without harming the network. If 
the Commission does develop a dispute resolution process, it asks if it should rely on 
an outside party as an arbitrator, such as the state commission, the FCC, or a neutral 
third party, or if the procedures should simply provide the rules by which players must 
conform. (7 88) 

The Commission also seeks comment to determine whether it should solicit the 
assistance of a third party in developing loop spectrum management policies and what 
role a third party could serve in facilitating communication between the industry and 
regulatory bodies. The FCC asks if the third party should serve a role similar to the 
role served by the administrator for local number portability and if it should be 
empowered to develop binder group management procedures, facilitate the 
development of future PSD masks, and resolve disputes between carriers over the 
existence of disturbers in shared facilities. The agency also asks parties to comment 
on whether a voluntary industry effort could effectively address loop management 
issues. (7 89) 

Although the FCC has initiated this Further NPRM in order to develop rules to 
address long-term spectrum management concerns, it expects that the industry, via the 
T I  E l  .4 or other bodies, will continue to develop standards and procedures to promote 
deployment of advanced services and resolve the problems that arise when multiple 
carriers deploy multiple technologies over the same facilities. The FCC asks 
commenters to address any additional measures it could take to ensure that spectrum 
compatibility and management concerns are resolved in a fair and expeditious manner. 
Commenters should consider what measures the Commission could take to ensure that 
spectral compatibility requirements are forward-looking and able to evolve over time to 
encourage, rather than stifle, innovation and deployment of advanced services. (VT 90- 
91) 

B. Line Sharing (fly 92-107) 
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I. Overview (77 92-95) 

The Commission believes that each end-user customer should be able to 
choose from a broad array of services and from whom to obtain these services. In 
particular, the FCC believes that allowing consumers to keep their voice service 
provider while allowing them to obtain advanced services on the same line from a 
different provider will foster consumer choice and promote innovation and competitive 
deployment of advanced services. (7 94) 

2. Discussion (m 96-97) 

The FCC believes that if shared line access could be made widely available, 
competition for advanced services would grow more rapidly as consumers would not be 
required to purchase a second telephone line in order to have access to high-speed 
digital services, and competitors would offer advanced services to markets, such as the 
residential market, where loop costs make a stand-alone data service uneconomic. 
Line sharing also holds the possibility of enabling more providers to enter the advanced 
services market and to enter the market in a manner that enables them to incur no 
greater costs than the ILEC or its affiliate will incur. (7 96) 

The FCC declines, however, to mandate line sharing at the federal level at this 
time under the accompanying Order. Although it finds no evidence that line sharing is 
not technically feasible, the agency finds that the record does not sufficiently address 
the operational, pricing, and other practical issues that may arise if LECs are compelled 
to share lines with competitors. Moreover, there may be policy considerations that 
weigh against line sharing, even if the Commission were to conclude that technical and 
operational concerns could be met. As a result, the FCC seeks additional comments in 
the Further NPRM in order to develop a more comprehensive record on the policy and 
practical ramifications of federally mandated line sharing, including any policy 
considerations that weigh against line sharing. (7 97) 

a. Authority to Require Line Sharing (7 98) 

In lowa Utilities Board, the Supreme Court held that the FCC has jurisdiction to 
implement the local competition provisions of the Act and that its rulemaking authority 
extends to Sections 251 and 252. The FCC therefore tentatively concludes that it has 
authority to require line sharing. In addition, the Commission tentatively concludes that 
nothing in the Act, its rules, or case law precludes states from mandating line sharing, 
regardless of whether the ILEC offers line sharing to itself or others, and regardless of 
whether it offers advanced services. It seeks comment on these tentative conclusions. 
(7 98) 

b. Access to “High-Frequency Portion” of the Loop (vv 99- 
101) 

The Commission tentatively concludes that ILECs must provide requesting 
carriers with access to the transmission frequencies above that used for analog voice 
service on any lines that LECs use to provide exchange service when the LEC itself 
provides both exchange and advanced services over a single line. It tentatively 
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concludes that, without such a ruling, CLECs will be hampered in their ability to 
compete in providing advanced services to end users because the CLEC would have to 
obtain a new line from the ILEC in order to provide advanced services whereas the 
ILEC could provide advanced services far less expensively by using the existing line. 
The agency seeks comment on these tentative conclusions. Moreover, in the absence 
of line sharing, the competing carrier effectively may be forced to provide both voice 
and data over the local loop it leases from the incumbent. The FCC seeks comment on 
the extent to which the absence of line sharing requires such dual investment and the 
competitive effect of such dual investment. (7 99) 

’ 

The FCC also seeks comment in this proceeding on whether it should more 
precisely define what constitutes the frequency above that used for analog voice 
service, so that it is clear to all parties what the incumbent must unbundle, in the event 
it requires line sharing. The Commission asks commenters to address whether setting 
a specific dividing line between a low frequency channel and a high frequency channel 
on the loop would arbitrarily freeze technological development and deny carriers 
opportunities to use the loop to provision services that rely on different frequencies 
bands within the loop. (7 ‘loo) 

The agency also tentatively concludes that any rules it adopts on line sharing 
should not mandate a particular technological approach to the use of a line for multiple 
services. The FCC asks commenters to address how it can construct regulations that 
promote local competition and technological innovation so that American consumers 
can take full advantage of the line’s features, functionalities, and capabilities. (7 101) 

c. Technical, Operational, Economic, Pricing, and Cost 
Allocation Issues Associated with Line Sharing (qq 102- 
107) 

Technical Issues The Commission finds nothing in the existing record to 
persuade it that line sharing is not technically feasible, and that the ILEC xDSL tariffs 
support the proposition that line sharing is technically feasible. Because ILECs are 
already using single lines to provide both voice and advanced services and are even 
sharing lines with other providers for the provision of both voice and advanced 
services, it appears that there exists no bona fide issue of technical infeasibility. As 
such, the FCC tentatively concludes that line sharing is technically feasible. (7 103) 

The FCC tentatively concludes that those isolated situations in which advanced 
services cannot share a line with analog voice service (Le., where load coils or 
repeaters are needed to amplify the analog voice signal) can be remedied and should 
not interfere with the incumbent’s general obligation to share the line. The Commission 
also tentatively concludes that, to the extent that an ILEC can demonstrate to the state 
commission that digital loop conditioning would interfere with the analog voice service 
of the line, line sharing is not technically feasible on that particular line, and the 
incumbent is not obligated to share that line. In addition, the FCC tentatively concludes 
that ILECs would be required to perform other sorts of conditioning, such as removing 
bridge taps or cleaning up splices along the loop, that would not interfere with the 
analog voice signal. The Commission seeks comment on these tentative conclusions, 
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and asks commenters to address any other technical problems that may arise in line 
sharing arrangements and to suggest remedies for such problems. (q 104) 

Operational lssues The FCC asks commenters to discuss the operational issues 
that may arise with line sharing, such as: what effect will line sharing have on existing 
analog voice service; should carriers be allowed to request just the voice channel of a 
line; should carriers be allowed to request any unused portion of a line; how will line 
sharing affect existing and evolving operations support systems; to what extent LEC 
operations support systems will need to be modified in order to allow two carriers to 
share a line; which entity should manage the multiplexing equipment if two carriers are 
offering services over the same loop; should different customers be allowed on the 
same physical loop; how and by whom should problems on the line be handled; and 
what happens if conditioning a loop for advanced services requires removal of 
repeaters or load coils, which are needed to preserve the quality of the analog voice 
signal. These are merely examples of issues that may arise from two carriers providing 
services over the same line. The FCC asks commenters to address these issues and 
any other operational, administrative, and pricing concerns with specificity. (7 105) 

Economic, Pricing, and Cost Allocation lssues The Commission also seeks 
comment on the economic, pricing, and cost allocation issues that may arise from line 
sharing, such as: how might line sharing affect federal and state access charge 
regimes and universal service mechanisms; what are the pricing consequences of 
requiring line sharing (e.g., what consequences will line sharing have on the price of 
the unbundled local loop); should the entire cost of the loop be imputed to the voice 
channel or divided equally or otherwise between the two services sharing the facility; 
what cost allocation issues, if any, are raised by line sharing; what effect will line 
sharing have on new entrants' ability to compete with incumbents; how will line sharing 
stimulate or retard innovation; and how will line sharing affect investment in local 
exchange facilities. (7 106) 

Finally, the FCC asks commenters to address the continued viability of line 
sharing arrangements as telecommunications network architectures migrate from a 
circuit to a packet environment. As carriers deploy ATM and other packet technologies, 
and as voice traffic moves from the circuit-switched network to Internet Protocol (1P) or 
ATM networks, the FCC asks if a line sharing requirement is commercially or 
technically feasible. Commenters should address whether a CLEC's ability to deliver 
voice service over a packet-switched network obviates the need to share a loop with 
the ILEC. (7 107) 
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2.23.4 Escalation process for the Sprint employees (names, 

telephone numbers and the escalation order) for any 
disputes or problems that might arise pursuant to CLEC's 
collocation. 

2.24 Power as referenced in this document refers to any electrical , 

power source supplied by Sprint for CLEC equipment. It includes all 
superstructure, infrastructure, and overhead facilities, including, but not 
limited to, cable, cable racks and bus bars. Sprint will supply power to 
support CLEC equipment at equipment specific DC and AC voltages. At a 
minimum, Sprint shall supply power to CLEC at Parity with that provided 
by Sprint to itself or to any third party. If Sprint performance, availability, 
or restoration falls below industry standards, Sprint shall bring itself into 
compliance with such industry standards as soon as technologically 
feasible. 

2.24.2Sprint shall provide power as requested by CLEC to meet 
CLEC's need for placement of equipment, interconnection, or 
provision of service. 

2.24.3 Sprint power equipment supporting CLEC's equipment shall: 

2.24.3. I Comply with applicable industry standards 
(e.g., Bellcore, NEBS and IEEE) or manufacturer's 
equipment power requirement specifications for equipment 
installation, cabling practices, and physical equipment 
layout or at minimum, at Parity with that provided for similar 
Sprint equipment; 

2.24.3.2 Have redundant power feeds with physical 
diversity and battery back-up as required by the equipment 
manufacturer's specifications for CLEC equipment, or, at 
minimum, at Parity-..with that provided for similar Sprint 
equipment; 

Sprh t/ITC*DeltaCom Interconnection e m e n  t 
78 



a 

-, A- : - 1  
: -  

I 





I 



0 



0 
I 

1 
...-... I.._. 

- .. .- 

-. 

, .  

.* . 

.+_ - -- 

e 





, . I I .  



Page 1 of 1 

From: "Eric Larsen" ceric@istal.com> 
To: ' 
Sent: 
Subject: 

"Terry A McC u I loch" CTer ry . A. McC u I loc h @mail. s p r i n t . corn > 
Monday, January 07,2002 11:02 PM 
Access to Collocated Facilities & Copies of Physical Acceptance Checklist 

This is to request a copy of the original walk-through physical acceptance 
checklist form that I have yet to receive for the Blairstone and Mabry end 
offices, and to reiterate that I still do not have access to the three end 
offices 
as TTE has requested on numerous occassions. 

There were a several problems noted on the physical acceptance checklist 
form that was given to John Bums at the time of our walk-through at the 
Blairstone and Mabry end offices. Although 
Mr. Burns indicated I would receive a copy of the two walk-through documents 
I signed, I have yet to receive them. This makes it difficult to respond to 
the PSC as to what problems were noted at the time of the walk-through. 
Also, how can I ascertain that the corrections were made without the benefit 
of having a record of the deficiencies agreed upon during the walk-through. 

Another, more important issue is that of access to the three end offices. I 
still do not have a key, or key card, for myself or any of TTE's employees 
that would allow TTE employees access to the three end offices. This was 
one of the deficiencies noted to Sprint's representative at the time we 
performed the walk-through of the Blairstone and Mabry end offices that has 
not been remied to this date. 

0 

As it stands the only office we have access to is the Tandem office on 
Calhoun St. The key cards that were provided on 1 1-15-2001 do not work 
at the other three end offices. 

The three end offices that we do not have a key or key card to gain access 
are as follows: 

Sincerely, 

Eric Larsen, 
Pres. TTE 

1 /7/02 
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November 29,2001 

Mr. Lemy Fulwood 
Florjda Public Service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850 

Sandra A. Khazraee Regulatory Maim 
Malager &ox 2214 
FlOtidd Tallahassee, FL. 32336 

M d s t o p  FL'IU00107 
Voice 850 847 0 175 

RE: TTE, hc., CATS #416216T 

Dear Mr. Fulwood: 

On October 18,2001, Mr. Eric Larsen and Ms. Julia Larsen authored a letter to the 
Florida Public Service Commission on behalf of TTE, Tnc. The Larsens' letter reflected 
the following: 

TTE, Inc. is disputing the collocation bill provided to them by Sprint for collocations at 
Calhoun, Mabry, Blairstsne, and Willis Road, TTE, hc, represents that they have not yet 
been given access to the facilities at those four Iacations. 

Specifically regarding the Mabry Street and Blairstsne Road locatians, TTE states that 
they did a walk through and signed oflon the walk through document 'but did not want 
DC power installed yet. They state they do not have access to these locations because 
Sprint has not yet provided the security entrance cards to their staffa 

Regarding the Willis Road and Calhoun Street locations, TTE states that they did not do a 
walk through and were not shown the location of their collocation in those ofices. 

Additionally, they state that they have requested security entrance cards for their staff for 
the Calhoun collocation in July 2001 and as of October 18 had not received the access 
cards. TTE, Inc. already has equipment in a csllocation space in this building and as the 
Calhoun Street building has 24 hour access, TTE has been able to enter the building and 
access their equipment. TTE states their payment for the Calhoun Street collocation is 
current and they are not disputing any charges except the $146.36 cabling charges in the 
811 7 and 9/17 invoices. TTE is disputing those cab?ing charges because they are not yet 
utilizing those cables. 



Sprint's records indicate the following: 

TTE, lnc. was aware of ?he collocarion charges for each collocation site because TTE 
provided Finn Order Commitments for each collocation site. The collocation charges are 
based up the TTE c,allocation requirements communicated to Sprint via collocation 
applications. The dates h a t  the collocation applications were submitted, and the dates the 
Firm Order Commitments were received from T'FE are as follows: 

TTE submitted cape!ess physical collcxation applications for Sprint's Mabry Street 
(TLHSFLXC), Blairstone Road (TLHSFLXD), and M7illis Road (TLHSFLXB) on 
August 15, 2000. See D o c u m e n t m a  - # y p / , ~ c d , a -  

Sprint provjdedgrjcing esfimates for cagcless physical collocation space to TTE fbr 
TLHSFLXC and TLHSFLXD on September 13,2000. See attached document&d 

2000. See attached d o c u m e n a  
m p r i n t  provided the pricin tjmate for MWis Road to TTE on November 29, 

e TTE placed a Finn Order Commjtrrient 
September 15,2000. See attached 

SFLXC and TLHSFLXD on 
on January 27,2001, TTE 

placed a Firm Order Commitment for TLHSFLXB. See attached documen@ 

0 In good faith, Sprint constructed the collocation space at TLHSFLXC and 
TLHSFLXD to meet TTE's requirements and the construction was completed by 
Sprint before January 30,2001, A walk through acceptance of the collocation space 
vias completed by TTE arid revised walk through acceptance documen 

16.2001. See attached docum provided 10 Eric Earsen on Februw 

walk through acceptance document was prepared, See attached documenaspfint  
does not have any records to show that a walk though with TTE occurred at this 

TLHSFLXB, the construction of the space was completed on April 

0 

i location. 
- 

0 The Calhoun Street location (TLHSFLXA) request was for an augment to the existing 
collocation arrangement for TTE which was eslablished in 2000. TTE has 2417 acce:ss 
to that locarion because of their existing collocation space. Therefore, a formal walk 
through may not have been done for the completion of the augmentation of the 
existing collocation space. 

Regarding the access to collocation, TTE and all other Sprint collocation qustamers have 
access to assigned callocation space within Sprint's buildings 24 hours d'day, 7 days a 
week. The specific Sprint commitment to TTE regarding access to collocation space is 
outlined in the Mas?er Interconnection and Resale Agreement dated July 15, 1999, 
between Tallahassee telephone Exchange, Inc. and Sprint -- Florida, Incorporated. See 
attached document 17, Part C - Attachment V, Collocation, beginning on page 72. 



Ms. Terry McCulloch, Sprint Account Manager for TTE, provided wntlen 
con-espondence to TTE regarding ac.cess to TTE’s collocation space. a 

On May 3, 2000, Eric Larsen was initially notified how TTE could obtain ID badges 
from Sprint. See attached document 11. 

On June 6: 2000, TTE was infolined that Sprint would allow access to the TTE 
collocation space regardless of TTE having identification badges and keys. See 
attached document 12. 

On June 26,2000, ID badges were provided to TTE for the following individuals: 
William Payne, Jeremy Bolton and Scott Barnes. See attached document 13. 

On July 20,2001, Terry McCulloch c.onfirmed with TTE who had been issued ID 
badges. Eleven TTE employees had been provided with identification badges. See 
attached document 14. 

Terry McCulloch has not yet received any writlen or verbal requests from TTE to 
arrange access to TLHSFLXB, TLHSFLXC or TLHSFLXD collocation sites. 

Sprint has not denied access to TTE’s collocation space; and, compensation for 
collocation is not based upon physical access to the collocation sites. 

Sprint is compensated for monthly collocation charges based upon the Master 
Interconnectjon and Resale Agreement between TTE and Sprint. The Agreement 
language indicates that “the standard prices for collocation are as set forth in Sprint’s 
tariffs . . .” See attached document 17, page 79, paragraph 2.24.3.6.1. Sprint’s Access 
Service tariff - section El 7.1. I .C describes all rate categories and what they include. See 
attached document 16. 

0 

On February 7? 2001, Terry McCulloch confirmed with Eric Larsen that Sprint’s monthly 
DC power charges are effective as of the date of the walk-through acceptance and not 
when the collocation customer installs equipment into the collocation space. See 
document 15 attached. 

TTE submitted collocation applications to Sprint, and TTE placed Firm Order 
Commitments for Sprint to proceed with all activities to construct the collocation space 
for TTE to meet TTE’s requirements. TTE was aware of all charges associated with 
Sprint constructing the space for TTE and they agreed to the charges by placing a Firm 
Order Commitment with Sprint. 

Sprint has not been compensated for the collocation services provided to TTE. And, the 
collocation services were provided to TTE more than six months ago. 

Sprint will not proceed with any disconnect activities if TTE agrees to compensate Sprint 
for the collocation services provided. e 



I tiust that this infomiation and the attached documentation is sufficient to close this 
complaint. If additional information is needed, please contact me and I will coordinate 
the collection of such information. 0 
S in cer el y, 

Sandra A. Khazraee 

A ttachm en ts 







I COLLOCATION APPLICATION 

ACCESS C’USTOhlCR INSTALLED I‘QUII’MENT (I’IIYSIrAL) 
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COLLOCATION APPLTCATTON 
--PG 3 OF 4 

TYPE OF PLUG-IN ,-- FROTECl ION s w r u  IKWII P IN SVC 

MANUFACTURER AND MODEI. NUMBER 

, 
/' 

/' 

,> / 

PIiYSICAL DIMENSIONS - LhWxH QlY C1.61 
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I X R L E  DIREC: 1 ION 

CONTKACT NUMRCR 

C O L L O C A l ' l b  APT'LICATION 

LICENSING AGREEMEN rk 

DUAL ENTRANCE DlfAL RISER CABLES 

I OSP Field Survey Section (Physical st Virtrral) I 

CABLE REQ AND MAKE-UP (PhysicaI & Virtual) 
FEEDER RISER ' FELDER RISER 

NO OFCARLES FIBER MFR 

I 
SIZE OF CABLES (D1AMI:lEK) CABLE MFR 

NO OF FIBERS PER C A B L E  TYPE OF SM FiOER 

hlETALLlC EI,IIh11 N T S 

IPOTS WLITTER WIRING OPTIONS TOIFROM ILEC MDF: I W O p t i o n  # f :  ILEC VOICE INPUT and ILEC VOTCElCLEC DATA OUTPUT. (CLEC DSLAM WIRED DRECT TO POTS SPLITTER) 

1 Option #2: ILEC VOICE INPUT, CLEC DATA INPUT and ILEC VOICEKLEC DATA OUTPUT. (CLEC DSLAM WT-RED OUT TO ILEC MDF) 

I 1 
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C01,L0C,41730N APPLICATJON 

Attachment I3 

Please complete the follou in& application IO assist in pro\*iding collocation and intercon~iectlon of your facilities 
and equipmen1 

A. Customer Contacts 

B. Credit Information 

Type of business: 

Sole Oii-iier ~ a n n e r s ~ i i p  Corporation & 
Incorporaled in whar state? F!-- 
Business License for: (Spec@ type) BLW ' 
Own e n  : 

Officers. 

Re\ised 3/13/00 SPRINT-LTD MAY BE UNABLE TO hEET VENDOR SPECIFICATIONS AT ALL LOCATlONS 1 of 11 



COldnLOCATIOl\r’ AI’PLICATION 

Attalchment B 

1 

Local 
Off1 cer s : 

2.  

3. 

4. 

A. 

B. 

C. 

C. 

1. 

G, ?’-) f /// 3- Lo, r‘ 1‘5 5 I.- 

Street. Suite Number 
- i-T - I di?:,k bJ--<- I .--> c- --:- i=l 8- 

City. State, Zip 

Name of person(s) aut1iorix.d to make requests for businesses: !‘_PJ-o 

Credit References (Three Required) 

Firm/Jndividual: T k / /  L 1\ 
[/j? 

0 f z- Telephone #: 179 - 2 3 3 

Sliace Requirements 

Equipment Space Requirements 
1 

/(3 Height 

2 3 ‘‘ Width 

Vertical allocated maximum clcar ceiling heights (under a drop ceiling) from top of floor 
10 top of cable rack or grid system to include associated cabling. 
Equipment that is part of the frame or routinely left atlached to frame, particularly any 
front or rear projections such as knobs, cable,etc. L /A 

all equiplnent frame line-up - 
including all frontand rear projections. 

Rejiised 3/13/00 SPRINT-LTD MAY BE UNABLE TO MEET VEhQOR SPECFICATIONS AT ALL LOCATIONS 2 of 11 



Attachment B 

e 
xD Weiplit Weight for each frame wit11 combined ii.jdths totaled for equipment attached to frame, 

local cable and cable i1.11en conriecfed that does not occupy space in the cable rack. 

2. Is a raised floor requjred in the equipment space7 Y c l  N E  

Fieason for raised floor: (coinmunicatjon or elecrrical cabling. cooling etc.) &/I 

2. h’umber of equipment frames to be installed? / 
3.  Attach a floor plan la! out for the space. include forecast for future requirements 

(Floor plan should idenrif?. AC receptacle outlets. telephone and data outlets). 

5 .  Forecasted use of space (number of years)? / A  J f 6 - h  ;+e- 

SPECIFIC TRANSMITTEFURECEIVER SPACE REQUERFMENTS 
(h4ICROWAVE ONLY) 

Location. 

Square Feet: 

Service Needed From To 

SPECIFIC ROOF SPACE REQUIREMENTS 

Location : PJ /P 
Square Feet. 

Senrice Needed From To 

SPEClFJC FLOOR SPACE REQUIREMENTS 

Location : N/A 
Square Feet: 

Sen-ice Needed From To 

Re\rised 3/13/00 SPFUNT-LTD MAY BE UNAl3LE TO MEET VENDOR SPECIFICATIONS AT ALL LOCATlONS 3 of I 1  



Attachment B 

COIJLOCA TI ON ,4 YPLI CAT1 OB 
! 

D. Technical Requirements 

1 . E nv 1 ronin en1 a 1 Con d i ti o ni ng (Ambient Tempera1 u r e a n d 111.1 mi di ty 1 i mi t s) 

Operating t ernperature / ] z ” p  I 

Operaling relative hurnidih*: 1.0 - - 9  L ”/c 

Upper end ieinperature / 0 ( J J P -  
4 

O F  
Upper end humidity. (3 7, I- 

2. AC power requirements 

2.a. Number of AC Circuits: y) 
2 b. Please provide details belov.: 

10 
*PIease identify which relay rack(s) the 

Amperage No. of Single No. of Dual No. of 
(amperes) Outlets Outlets 

Outlets 

I 

,C circuit(s) and outletls) should be terminated to. 

a 2.c. Do you require stand-by AC power by generaror (pro\-jded upon asajlability)?: Yes 

2 d. Other special AC power requiremeiits: 

Revised 3/13/00 SPRINT-LTD MAY BE UNABLE TO MEET VENDOR SPECFlCATlONS AT ALL LOCATIONS 4 of 11 



Attachment I3 

Voltage 
{DC 

Volts) 

-3 8 

COLLOCATJOIV APPLICATION 

Total No. of “A” Fused No, of “B” Fused 
Fused Lead runs Amperes Lead runs Amperes 

Amperage per “A” per “B” 
(A&B Lead Tun Lead run 
Leads) 

120 2 30 7 30 
f 20 / 

3. DC Fonw Requl~eitients (for Virtual or Physical Collocation) 

3 a. Total fused amperage required: 

-7.b. Are “A” arid “B” leads required? (Y or N). 

3.c. Please provide details below 

y 

I I 

~~~ ~~ ~ 

ch relay rack(s) the DC cIrcuit(s) and outlet(s) should be terininafed to. 

3 .d, O~lier special DC power requirements: 

Relpised 3/13/00 SPRINT-LTD MAY BE UNABLE TO MEET VENDOR SPECIFICATIONS AT ALL LOCATIONS 5 of I 1  



Attacliment B 

C 0 l L 0  C A T I  ON A PP JJ1 CA TI ON 

4. Cuhomer Equipment 

Provide the folloi~irig inlomiation to describe the aggiepaie of equipmeni expected to be Iocaled 111 thc space 

a. At Initial Occupancy 
Icls.rts 

1. Pou*er ratinp’. Mini inum A y 

2. Heat gain. Mi iii mum BTUH* 

h4 asimum BTUH* 

b. Forecast 

2. Heat gain: Miniinu~n BTUH* 

Masiinum BTUH* 

*Heat gain given off by equipment, associated power and by lighting fully equipped with those options that resuli 
in  the rninirnuJn/inaximum heat when operational.- 

Relvised 3/13/00 SPRINT-LTD MAY BE UNABLE TO MEET VENDOR SPECIIFICATIONS AT ALL LOCATIONS 6 of 1 3  



Attachment B 

COIJLOCA4TION AI3PJJICATJON 

5 .  Installation and Maintenance of Cuslorner Equipment 

a.  Do you desire that Sprint LTD be invoh~ed iI1 any \ jay in the engineering of, or installation of the 
equipment to be placed within the leased area? Please explain. 

Sprint LTD offers three l e ~ e l s  of maintenance for customer equipment under physical collocation 
arranpements. Level Zero consists of no maintenance. Level One consists of circuit cardpack 
replacement only. Level Two consists of full itiajntena~ice. The cuslomer must prol'ide spare parts for 
mainlenance Level One or Level Two. 

b. \?%ich level of Sprint LTD maintenance do !.ou require for your equipment?: 
Cphys i cal col 1 oca t i on only) 

&vel Zero (no maintenance) 

Level One (card replacement only) 

Level Two (full mainfenance) 

c. Please describe any special maintenance needs or esceptions to the above descriptions: 

t 

6. Local Telephone Sewice 

Customer is required to oblain regular business leleplione service for ~nainte.nance coordination and emergency 
use if such senpice is not already in place. Telephone service required in conjunction ~ ' i t h  this request is to be 
ordered separately by customer. 

E. Co ri d u i t/P 0 1 e/M an h 0 I e R e q u i rem en t s 

1. Direction from n*here cable is originating? (Be specific and attach diagram if available) 

Rejjsed 3/13/00 SPRINT-LTD MAY BE UNABLE TO MEET VENDOR SPECIFICATIONS AT ALL LOCATIONS 7of  11 



Attachment B 

COIII,OCATJON AYPLICATJON 
\ 

2 When will cable be placed in C.O. Manhole or other Telephone Company Designated Location7. 

d / f i  
I 

3. Have licensing agreements been established IO access the LEC Central Office via the LEC's conduit, pole line. 
manhole and intra building cable system? 

4. Is entrance diversily requested where !+*e have inole than one entry point? Y 0 N d 
5 .  When wil l  cable be ready for service?: 

6.  Type of Cable 
Outside 
Feeder 

In t rabuilding Co. 
Riser Cable 

1, Number of cables to be placed 

2. Type of cables 

3. Cable vendors' name 

4 .  Size of cables (nuinber of par or fibers) 

5 .  Cable make up 

6. Fire Retardant Yes or No Required 

F. Personnel Requirements 

1. Describe expected use of space: 

~ / d  c, , j r /  J ,  * I , . ~ ~ + -  
t I 

Reivised 3/13/00 SPRINT-LTD MAY BE UNBLE TO hEET VEh'DOR SPEClFlCATlONS AT ALL LOCATIONS 8of 11 



COI~lJOCATION APPJJ3CAT30N 

Attachment B 

2 

3. 

G. 

Will the space be used as a regular work location? Y 0 N fi 
r, 

Number of employees /- (occasional use) 

Number of contractors 2 
FroLlide a contact. available 24 hours per day, 7 days a week to he used by Sprint-LTD IO verifi requests for 
access to the equipment location. 

Outside Plant Vendor: 4-J u:J for cable placement 
1 

Address: 
Teleplione ## 

4 

Outside Plant Vendor: 5 13 U& for cable splice 

Address: 
Telephone # 

Address: 
Telephone # 

*All vendors are required to check v*jth local "mcipali ty for pennit requirements. 

Rejjsed 3/13/00 SPRINT-LTD MAY BE UNABLE TO MEET VENDOR SPECElCATlONS AT ALL LOCATIONS 9 of 11 



Attachment B 

COJLOCATION APPLICATION 
I 

B. lntcrconnection to Sprint-LTD Provided Services 

1. 
Access Service Request (ASR) process. 

Tadfed senlice required in conjunction with this request is 10 be ordered by customer using standard 

1. Special Requirements 

Indicate any special conditions or requirements 

P' t K 

3. Hazardous Substance Material Safetv Data Sheet 

Before any chemical substance is used, applied or stored on Sprint property, CLEC dial1 provide to Sprint a Material 
Safety Data Sheet (MSDS) €or each cheinical substance. A chemical substance is broadly defined as any substance 
"containing any chernical element, chemical compound, or mixture of elernents and/or compounds." CLEC shall also 
provide IO Sprint the quantity and/or amount of all chemical substances temporarily or permanently stored on Sprint 
property. Sprint maintains the riglit to refhse the use and/or storage of any chemical substance on Sprint property. 

K Application Fee 

This application n*ill not be processed without payment of the application fee as stated in the FCC 
jnterstate Access Tariff or applicable intrastate tariff. 

Re\*ised 3/13/00 SPRINT-LTD MAY BE UNABLE TO MEET VENDOR SPECIFICATIONS AT ALL LOCATIONS 10 of 11 



Attachment €3 

COLLOCATION APPLICATION 

The Customer understands that in the event rhe custoiner wjlhdraws their application after it is received by Sprint- 
LTD or if Central Office is not a~ailable. tlie cuslomer shall be responsible for any and a11 costs associated with 
work efY'ons up to the time of Sprint-LTD's receipt of a written withdrawal request. 

The Customer further understands that t1i.s application shall be referenced by the Cuslomer and Sprint-LTD in 
their mutual collocation contract agreement. The Customer thereby represents and warrants that all information 
contained in this document is true and correct in all maierial respects and does not fail to state any informatioil 
which would make the information contained herein materially misleading. Any breach of the foregoing 
representation and n-arrantee may. at Sprint-LTD's option, be a breach of the collocation contract agreement 
pursuant to the terms thereof. 

The cuslomer further represenzs and warrants that it has all necessan corporale and replatory authority to conduct 
business as a telecoinmunjcations carrier in the specified state. Copies of applicable regulatory authority are to be 
provided as part of this application. The customer agrees that receipt of copies of tlus authority by Sprint-LTD 
jiiiyoses no obligation on Sprint-LTD 10 \!en@ the customer's representation and warranty tliat it  has all r e p l a t o n  
authority arid in no \4-a~ '  liiiiits the customer's responsibility to obtain such regulatory authority. 

Name - Type or Print 

Date Signed ' # 

Reliked 3/13/00 SPRINT-LTD hMY BE UNABLE TO MEET VENDOR SPECLFICATlONS AT ALL LOCATIONS 1 I of 11 





COLLOCATId APPLICATION 

COMPANY NAME 

T-T E-, -m&Q.LeT %-\e [ L h f  $y t  l \< ,Gj  & 

ChLh2 < L C  c 
cONrAz?,Ec. R L cr'r/sofl 

1.' CIlYY/TOwN 

AON 

.FTRE€T VER DATE SENT 

1361 W K L ~ ~  Cclfl- 1 a /  (p-/& 2 000 ,l%&. 
ZIP CODE DESIRED SERVICE DATE STA 1'E 

g-- 31-  2 b m  

( F R S j  3 39 - 6 3 7 3 
,FAX NO 14 H R  CONI ACTNUMBER 

F / .  

A/? 1, /9/% #/A 

TEI. NO 

( 5 ~ )  j y - 1 2  , '> ~3 : ?y"f?j -1 E - ,,? 1 t-ly 
APISTATE SPECIFIC FORM AlTACHCD ACTVITY PIU 

BAN BILL NAME I 7TLC .fi/ c , 
R00h . I  

A / P h  ,) 

I-LOOR 

BILL CON TLL NO 

W Tech Equip Specs. Section (Physical or Virtual) 
(rin"xL OR VIKTUAL) 

TOTAL ANTICIPATED EQUIP LOAD ( W A n S )  NO OF A&B FEEDS I FUSED- EED I AC POWEK REQUIREMENTS 1 

ACNA 7;. 
ZIP CODE 

n3- 
F! 3 2 3 7  8 

STATE 

DhTT 

- ~~~ 

DC POWER REQUIREMENTS 

ACCESS P R T R  

p - f h f -  
C"CWN 

$//,&m? L- 

ACCESS CUSTOMER INSTALLED EQUlPMEb 
MANUFACTURER AND MODEL NUMBER 

co c LI-1 STREET 

T L l t J i = C Y : D ~ 5 U  1 3 3 . 7  $ 1 c + , ' r S + o r 7 e  PF. - 3 2 3 4  
UP CODE ACTL 

f j  I 3 2 3 0  2 

50 e 
IO0 2 Plug 

200 4 plog 

- 

I I - -1 
* (PIIYSICAL) 

PHYSICAL DlMENSlONS - LxWXH QTY NEBS 

VIRTUAL 
EQUIP. FRAMES PACE REQUIRED 

rI 11's ICA I, 1 

FLOOR PLAN 



, I  ' I I  -- 
Rcviscd 6 /  I /OO 

ACCESS CUSTOMER INSTALLED EQUIPMENT. (Prn'SrCAL) 
MANUFACNRER AND MODEL NUMBER PHYSICAL DIMENSIONS - LxWvH Qm 

X X 
X X 
X X 
X X 
X X 
X X 
X X 
X X 
X X 

I COLLOCATION APPLICATION 

NEBS 

P G 2 O F 4  A 



COLLOCATION APPLICATION 
-PG 3 OF 4 

L 

TYPE OF PLUG-IN __-. SLOT/C:IKC:Ull' # IN svc PROTECTION 

MANUFACTURER AND MODEL NUMUER 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

/- 
/ 

,/ 
/ 

PHYSICAL DIMENSIONS - LxWxH QTY CLEl 

X X 
X X 
X X 
X X 
X X 
X X 
X X 
X X 

i 



1 .  

C O L L O C A T I ~ )  APPLICATION 

CABLE DIRECTION 

CONTRACT NUMBER 

P G 4 O F 4  

LICENSING AGREEMENrS 

DUAL ENTRANCE I DIJAL RISER CABLES 

CABLE REQ AND MAKE-UP (Physical & Virtual) 
FEEDER KISEK ’ rECDFK RISER 

NO OFCARLES FIBER MFR 

SIZE OF CAI3LES (DIAMETER) CABLE MFR 

NO OF FIBERS PEK CABLE TYPE OF SM FIRER 

i 

METALLIC ELEMEN 1 S 

I 1 I 

I F o p t i o n  #1: ILEC VOICE INPUT and I L K  VOICE/CLEC DATA OUTPUT. (CLEC DSLAM WIRED DIRECT TO POTS SPLITTER) 

I Option #2: ILEC VOICE INPUT, CLEC DATA INPUT and ILEC VOICEICLEC DATA OUTPUT. (CLEC DSLAM WIRED OUT TO ILEC MDF) 

I I 
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COLLOCATION APPLlCATlON 

Attachment B 

Please coniplete the following application to assist in pro\liding collocation and interconneclion of your facilities 
0 

and equipment. 

A. Customer Contacls 

B. Credit Jnformation 

1. Year business was established: 195 &- 

Type of business: 

sole On.ner 0 Partnership 0 Corporation & 
Incorporated in what state'? 71- 
Business License for: (Specify type) f?LcA 

Revised 3/13/00 SPRINT-LTD MAY BE UNABLE TO MEET VENDOR SPECK-ICATIONS AT ALL LOCATIONS 3 of 11 



COLLOCATION APPLICATION 

Attachment B 

1 

Local 
Officers 

2. 

-, 
L .  

4. 

A. 

B. 

C. 

/ Send invoices or bills tc J ~ L - , =  L a r  5 c- 

Title: 1/ p Attention : I 

///A [ & t / . s . s  k O f  
Street. Suite Number 

City. State. Zip 

Name of persoii(s) authorized IO make requests for businesses: @J-D j 

rill%) Credit References (Three Required) 

r 

/-- Fir~dIiidivjdual: b p3 Telephone #: 

C. S l m e  Requirements 

1. Equipment Space Requirements 
/ 

Height 

d 3 '' Width 

/(3 Vertical allocated masiinum clear ceiling heights (under a drop ceiling) from top of floor 
IO top of cable rack or grid system to include associated cabling. 
Equipment that is pan of the frame or routinely left attached to frame, particularly any 
front or rear projections such as knobs, cable, etc. 

all equipment frame line-up 
including all front and rear projections. 

Revised 3/13/00 SPRINT-LTD MAY BE Uh'ABLE TO MEET VENDOR SPEClFlCATIONS AT ALL LOCATIONS 2 of 11 



Attachment B 

COlJ3,0CL41~l ON APPL1 CATION 

<?)+Weight Weight for each frame with combined widths totaled for equipment attached to frame, 
local cable and cable when connec~ed that does not occupy space in the cable rack. 

2. Is a raised floor required in the equipmenl space? Y O  NK 
Reason for raised floor: ( c o i ~ ~ m u ~ ~ i c a t i o n  or elecrrical cabling. cooling etc.) d/# 

3. 

4. 

Number of equipment frames to be installed? 

Attach a floor plan layout for the space. include forecast for future requirements 
(Floor plan should identi@ AC receptacle outlets. teleplione and data outlets). 

/ 

5. Forecasled use of space (number of years)? ,;i JthL P L .  

SPECIFIC TRAN!EMJTTER/RECEIVER SPACE REQULREMEWS 
(MICROWAVE ONLY) 

Location. ////a 
Y 

Square Feet: 

Senrice Needed From To 

SPECIFlC ROOF SPACE REQUIREMENTS 

Location- BIJ /P 
Square Feet: 

Service Needed From To 

SPECIFlC FLOOR SPACE REQUIREMENTS 

Location : H/M 
I 

Square Feet: 

Service Needed From To 

3 of 11 Re\.ised 3/13/00 SPRINT-LTD MAY BE UNABLE TO MEET VENDOR SPECIFICATIONS AT ALL LOCATIONS 



Attachment B 

Circuit Relay Rack Voltage Amperage No. of Single No. of Dual 
Number Assignment * (AC Volts) (ainperes) Outlets Outlets 

COI,IJOCATION APPLJCATlON 

No. of 
Quad 

Outlets 

e 
D. 

1. 

2.  

1 

Tech n i cal Requ i r ern en t s 

Environmental Conditioning (Ambient Temperature and humidity limits) 

Operating t enipera turf .  72°F 

Upper end temperature / 0 ( J J F  1 

/ & q d  V C  Operating relative Iiuinjdih: 

0 -  

Upper end liumidih: 

AC power requirelnenls 

2.a. Number of AC Circuits: y) 
2.b. Please provide details below: 

2.c. Do !"I require stand-by AC po\j*er by generalor (provided upon awilabil iq)?:  Yes a \ 

2 d. Other special AC poww requirements: 

Revised 3/13/00 SPRINT-LTD MAY BE UNABLE TO MEET VENDOR SPEClFlCATlONS AT ALL LOCATIONS 4 of 11 



Attachment B 

KO of“A” 
Lead runs 

COIL-OCA TI ON APYLl CAT1 ON 

Fused 
Amperes 
per “A” 

Lead run 

3. DC Power Requirements (for Virtual or Physical Collocation) 

3.a. Total fused amperage required: 

3 b. Are ”A” and “B” leads required? (Y or N): 

3 .c. Please provide details below: 

y 

No. of “B” 
Lead runs 

~ 

Feed 
Number 

Fused 
Amperes 
per “B” 

Lead run 

1 
2 

8 
9 
10 

-. 

3 

I 
- 

4 
5 
6 
5 

Relay Rack 
Assignment * 

Voltage 
@C 

Volts) 

Total 
Fused 

Amperage 
(A&B 
Leads) 

120 

I._____ 

1 

I * Please jdent* n7hich relay rack(s) the DC circuit(s) and outlet(s) should be ienninaled to. I 
3.d. Other special DC power requirements: 

Raised 3/13/00 SPRZNT-LTD h4AY BE UNABLE TO MEET VEhrDOR SPECElCATlONS AT ALL LOCATIONS 5 of 11 



Attachment B 

C 0 IJL0 C A 7-1 ON A P Y JJ1 C 4  TI ON 

4. Cuhomer Equipment 

Frolide the follo~img inforrnauon 10 describe the aggregare of equipment expected to be located in the space. 

I 

2. Heat gain. h?inimum B-l-UH* 

Maxi nium BTUH* 

b. Forecast . I  

1. Power rating: 

2.  Heat gain. Mini~num 

Maximin BTW* 

*Heat gain gillen off by equipment. associated power aiid by lighting fully equipped with those options that result 
in the ~i~inimur~l/inaxilnuln heat when operational. 

Revised 3/13/00 SPRINT-LTD MAY BE UNABLE TO MEET VENDOR SPECIFICATIONS AT ALL LOCATlONS G of 11 



Attachinen? 13 

5 .  

e COIJIJOCATION 

Installation and h4aintenance of Customer Equipment 

Do vou desire that S p m t  LTD be involved in a. 

APPLICATION 

any way 111 lhe engineering of, or iiistallatron of the 

Local Telephone Service 

E. 

1. 

equipment to be placed witlzin tlie leased area? Please explain. 

Sprint LTD offers three lewls of majnrenance for customer equipment under physical collocation 
arrangements. L e ~ d  Zero consists of no maintenance. Level One consists of circuit cardpack 
replacement only. Level T u  o consists of flu11 Iiiainlenance. The custoiner must provide spare parts for 
maintenance Level One or Level Two. 

b. Wliich level of Sprint LTD ~naintenance do j'ou require for !!our equipment?: 
(Pliysical collocation only) 

d v e l  Zero (no maintenance) 

Le~iel One (card replaceineiit only) 

Level TWO ( h l l  maintenance) 

c. Please describe any special iiiain~enance needs or exceptions lo tlie above descriptions: 

Customer is required to obtain regular business telephone service for inainlenance coordination and emergency 
use if such sewice is not already in place. Telephone senlice required in conjunc~ion with this request is to be 
ordered separately by cuslonier. 

Conduit/Pole/Rlanhole Requirements 

Direction from nliere cable js originating? (Be specific and attach diagram if availabIe) 

Re\ised 3/13/00 SPFUNT-LTD MAY BE UNABLE TO hEET VENDOR SPECIFICATIONS AT ALL LOCATIONS 7 of 11 



Attachment B 

COJJJ~OCAT1 ON APPLl CAT1 ON 

I 

2 When  ill cable be placed in C.O. Manhole or other Telepl~one Company Designated Location? 

3.  Have licensing agreements been established 10 access the LEC Central OfFce via the LEC's conduit, pole line. 
inanhole and intra building cable system? 

4 .  Is entrance diversily requested where \\.e have more than one entry point? Y 0 N d. 
5 \Vheii will cable be ready for service?: 

6 .  Type of Cable 
Outside 
Feeder 

Intrabuilding Co. 
Riser Cable 

1. Number of cables to be placed 

2. Type of cables 

3.  Cable vendors' name 

4. Size of cables (number of par or fibers) 

5 .  Cable make up 

6. Fire Retardant Yes or No Required 

F. Personnel Requirements 

1. Describe expected use of space: 

Revised 3/13/00 SPFUNT-LTD MAY BE UNABLE TO MEET VENDOR SPECXFJCATIONS AT ALL LOCATIONS 8 of 11 



COIJ1,JOCA'J~lON APPLICATION 

Attachnient B 

2 .  Will the space be used as  a replar work location? Y 0 
Number of employees F (occasional use) 

Number of contractors ?- 
3. Prcvide a contact. availabIe 24 110urs per day, 7 days a iibeek 

access to the equipment location 

G. 

o be used by Spr nt-LTD to veri@ requests for 

Vendor Selection* 

Engineering Vendor: for Collocator's equipment C&/s  6/7---L-. /-- 

t' I '' L 

Address: ///L Cat, ' :  4 c-.. $ f -  T & d J L a e 4 ,  f*d ~ 2 ~ 0 d - - '  

Telephone # 2 - 3 3 y r  6 3 77 
Outside Plant Vendor: 5 a d--f- for cable placement 

I 

Address: 
Telephone # 

Outside PIant Vendor: 5 13 A J - A - - - ~  for cable splice 

Address: 
Telephone # 

Address: 
Telephone # 

*All vendors are required to check with local municipality for permit requirements. 

Rejrised 3/13/00 SPRINT-LTD MAY BE UNABLE TO MEET VENDOR SPECIFICATlONS AT ALL LOCATlONS 9 of 11 



Attachnient B 

COlil~~0CAT10N APPLICATION 

I 

H. Interconnection to Sprint-LTD Pro\*ided Services 

1. 
Access Service Request (ASR) process. 

Tanffed senrice required in conjunction n i t h  this request is to be ordered by customer using standard 

1. Special Requirements 

Indicate m y  special conditions or requirements 

J. Hazardous Substance Material Safety Data Sheet 

Before any cheinical substance is used, applied or stored on Sprint property. CLEC shall provide to Sprint a Material 
Safety Data Sheet (MSDS) for each chemical substance. A chemical substance is broadly defined as any substance 
"containing any chemical element. chemical compound, or mixture of elements andor  coinpo~nds-" CLEC shall also 
provide to Sprint the quant ih  and/or amount of all chemical substances temporarily or pennaneiitly stored on Sprint 
property. Sprint maintains the right to refuse the use and/or storage of any chemical substance on Sprint property. 

* 
K Application Fee 

This application will not be processed i\*ithout pqment  of the application fee as stated in the FCC 
Interstate Access Tariff or applicable intrastafe tariff. 
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Attachment B 

COLLOCA TJON APPLI CAT1 ON 

The Cusiomer understands that in the event the custoiner withdraws their application after it is received by Sprint- 
LTD or if Central Office is not available. tlie customer shall be responsible for any and all costs associated u.itIi 
work efforts up to the time of Sprint-LTD's receipt of a written withdrawal request. 

The Customer further understands that this application shall be referenced by the Customer and Sprint-LTD in 
their mutual collocation contract agreement. The Customer thereby represents and warrants that all information 
contained in this document is true and correct in all material respects and does not fail to state any information 
which ~ * o u l d  make the information contained herein materially misleading. Any breach of Ilie foregoing 
representation and warrantee may. at  Sprint-LTD's option, be a breach of the collocation contract agreement 
pursuant to the terms thereof. 

The cusiomer further represents and warrants that it has all necessav corporate and r e p l a t o y  authority to conduct 
business as a telecommunjcations carrier in the specified state. Copies of applicable regulatory authority are to be 
provided as part of this appkation. The customer agrees that receipt of copies of this authority by Sprint-LTD 
imposes no obligation on Sprint-LTD to \le@ the customer's representation and n'manty that it has all regulatory 
authority and in no way limits the customer's responsibility to obtain such regulatory authority. 

Date Signed ' I 

. 
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I 

COLLOCAT& APPLICATION 

IIILI. CON 1 EL N O  

Custonicr Type: C L E C W  \ CAP Otlicr 0 PG 1 O F 4  
collocation Type: New Physical (Secured) 0 New Pliysical ( ~ a g e ~ e s s ) g  New Virtual 0 

Augmcnt Virtual Augment Physical (Secured) 0 Augment Physical (Cageless) Iz] 
1 Customer Access Information Section (Phvsical & Virtual) I 

ACNA 

ZIP CODE 
7-67 

STATE 

?? I 3 n  p 
D MT 

VIRTUAL 
EQUIP FRAMES PACE REQUIRED 

I'IIYSICAI, 
FLOOR PLAN 

DC POWER REQIJIREMENTS TOTAL ANTICIPATED EQUIP LOAD (WATTS) NO OF ABB FEEDS I T D  FUSED A 1 AC P O W Z F E M E N T S  1 
#Of itl ts Requested 

(Volte e & Power) 

L 

6 
2 phlg 

t 200 

1 

4 plog 

ACCESS CUSTOMER INSTALLED EQUl P hl ENT (1'1 n'S ICAI-) 
MANUFACTURER AND mmi. NUMBER 

* 
.. .! PHYSICAL DIMENSIONS - LxWxFl Qn NEBS 



COLLOCATION APPLICATION 
P G 2 0 F 4  

Tech Equip Specs. Section (Physical or Virtual) (Cont’d) 
ACCESS CUSlOMEK INS? ALLED EQUII’MENT‘ [I’IIYSICAL) 
MANUFACTURER AND MODEL NUMBER PHYSICAL DIMENSIONS - LKWXH Qm NEBS 

X X 
X X 
X X 
X X 
X X 
X X 
X X 
X X 

- 

I 1 x 1  1 x 1  I I I 
IIlIAT IlISSIl‘A I l fJb i  KCQrIlRtMI‘NI Y IN WAlTS (I*rr\SlC‘AI,f)R Wnrrl.) 

I 
~~ 

I Service Reauirenrents Section (Physical or Virtual) 



I 

TYPE OF PLUG-IN __.- 
/-- 

COLLOCATION APPLICATION 
- P G 3 O F 4  

Sl.07/CIRC:UI I’ B IN SVC PROTECTION 

Test/Maintenance Spare Equip Required: (Virtual) 
MANUFACTURER AND MODEL NUL1iIt:R PHYSICAL DIMENSIONS - LxWxH QTY CLEl 

X X 
X X 
X X 
x X 

r ,,I X X 
X X 
X X 

I I 1 x 1  1 x 1  I I I I I 

I ~ c c e s s  Customer’s Vendor Selection Section (P1ivsical) I 

STATE ZIP CODE TEL NO - -j 



I 

COLLOCATIBL~ APPLICATION 

CABLE DIRECTION 

CON1 RACT NUMDER 

LICENSING AGREEMENTS 

DUAL ENTRANCE DUAL RISER CABLES 

FEEDER 
NO DFCABLES 

SIZE OF CABLES (DIAMETEK) 

NO OF FIRERS I'EK CARL€ 

MFIALLI(' ELCMEFrlS 

~ 

POTS LITTER WIRING OPTIONS TOIFROM JLEC MDF: 
&tion #I: lLEC VOICE INPUT and ILEC VOlCE/CLEC DATA OUTPUT, (CLEC DSLAM WIRED DlRECT TO POTS SPLITTER) 

0 Option #2: ILEC VOICE INPUT, CLEC DATA INPUT and ILEC VOICElCLEC DATA OUTPUT. (CLEC DSLAM WIRED OUT TO ILEC MDF) 

RISER FEEUCK RISER 
FIBER MFR 

CABLE MFR 

TYPE OF SM FIRER 

REMARKS (Phvsical Sr Virtual) / 



z 0
 

4
 





COLLOCATION APPLICATION 

Attachment I3 

1 

Local 
Officers: 

2. Send invoices or bills 10. T M \ ? - c L  Lcrf sc/- 
vp Anention: Title: 1 

///A L f i i r . l 5  L L  or . 
Street, Suite Number 

City. State, Zip 

3. Name of person(s) authorized to make requests for businesses: 

f 8-53 1 
4. Credit References (Three Required) 

C. 

1. 

Space Requirements 

Equipment Space Requirements 

,/o Height 

Width 

1 
Vertical allocated maxiinuin clear ceiling heights (under a drop ceiling) from top of floor 
to top of cable rack or grid system to include associated cabling. 
Equipment that is part of  he frame or routineIy left attached to frame, particularly any 2 >3 

d front or rear projections 

all equipment frame line-up including all front and rear projections. 

Revised 3/13/00 SPRINT-LTD MAY BE UNABLE TO MEET VENDOR SPECIFICATIONS AT ALL LOCATIONS 2 of 11 



Attachment B 

0 
COLLOCATION APPLICATION 

Weight Weight for each frame with combined n.idtlis totaled for equipment attached to frame, 
local cable and cable when connecied that does not occupy space in the cable rack. 

Y U  *K 2.  Is a raised floor required in the equipment space? 

Reason for raised floor: (cominunication or electrical cabling, cooling etc.) &/4 

3.  Number of equipment frames to be installed? / 
4.  Attach a floor plan layout for the space, include forecast for future requirements 

(Floor plan should identifjr AC receptacle outlets, telephone and data outlets). 

5 .  Forecasted use of space (number of years)? /A dtdh ,+c* 

SPECIFIC TRANSMITTERRECEIVER SPACE REQUIREMENTS 
(MICROWAVE ONLY) 

Location : n//h I 

Square Feet: 

Service Needed From To 

SPECIFIC ROOF SPACE EQUJREMENTS 

Location: , /J/P 
Square Feet: 

Senlice Needed From To 

SPECLFIC FLOOR SPACE REQUIREMENTS 

Locat ion : /Q/A 
Square Feet: 

Service Needed From To 
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Attachment €3 

Circuit Relay Rack Voltage 
Number Assignment * (AC Volts) 

Exaii i ple 1" Bay 120 
1 ! i 2 0  
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 

~ 

COLLOCATION APPLICATION 

Ainperage No. of Single No. of Dual No. of 
(amperes) Outlets Out lets Quad 

Outlets 
20 0 2 2 
10 L 

D. 

1.  

I 

Technical Re qu i rem en t s 

En\?ronlnental Conditioning (Ambient Temperature and humidity limits) 

Operating temperature: 75" r- 
Operating relative humidity: / O - - ? d  V O  

Upper end temperature: / O U d P  

Upper end humidity: L z I- 
4 

O F  

2. AC power requirements 

2.a. Number of AC Circuits: 

2.b. Please provide details below: 

y) 

2.c. Do 1 . o ~  require stand-by AC p o w r  by generator (provided upon availability)'?: Yes 

2.d. Other special AC power requirements: 
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Attachment B 

COLLOCATION APPLICATION 

3. DC Pow.er Requirements (for Virtual or Physical Collocation) 

3.a. Total fused amperage required: '$0 

3.b. Are "A" and "B" leads required? (Y or N): y 
3.c. Please provide details below: 

~~ 

5 
6 
7 1  
S I  
9 1  
10 I 

* Please identfi 141 

Voltage TotaI 

Volts) Amperage 

Leads) 

..J 
ch relay rack(s) the DC 

I 

I 1 1 I 
circuit(s) and outlet(s) should be terminated to. 

3 .d. Other special DC power requirements: 
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Attachment €3 

COLLOCATJON APPLICATION 

4. Customer Equipment 

Provide the follou*ing information IO describe the aggregate of equipment expected to be located in the space. 

a. At Initial Occupancy 

Maximum 7 ' 

2.  Heat gain: Minimum BTUH* 

Maximum BTUH* 

b. Forecast 

1. Power rating: Minimum Yw 
Maximum 2 Ym3 bJ0 ,- 

2. Heat gain: Mi niinum BTUH* 

Maximum BTUH* 

*Heat gain given off by equipment, associated power arid by lighting fiilly equipped with those options that result 
in the minimudmaximum heat when operational. ' 
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Attachment B 

5 .  
0 

6. 

E. 

1. 

COLLOCATION APPLICATION 

Installation and Maintenance of Customer Equipment 

a. Do J’OU desire that Sprint LTD be involved in any n’ay in the engineering of, or installation of the 
equipment to be placed within the leased area? Please explain. 

h t  /4 

Sprint LTD offers three l e~~e l s  of maintenance for customer equipment under physical colIocation 
arrangements. Level Zero consists of no maintenance. Level One consists of circuit cardpack 
replacement only. Level Two consists of full maintenance. The customer must provide spare parts for 
maintenance Level One or Level Two. 

b. Which level of Sprint LTD maintenance do you require for your equipment?: 
(Physical collocation only) 

&vel Zero (no maintenance) 

Level One (card replacement only) 

Level Two (fill maintenance) 

c. Please describe any special maintenance needs or exceptions to the above descriptions: 

Local Telephone Senrice 

Customer is required to obtain regular business telephone service for rnaintenarice coordination and emergency 
use if such service is riot already in place. Telephone service required in conjunction with this request is to be 
ordered separately by customer. 

CO n d u it /Pol e/M iI n h 01 c Re q u i rem en t s 

Direction froin where cable is originating? (Be specific and attach diagram if available) 

, 
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Attachment B 

COLLOCATION APPLICATION 

I 

2. When will cable be placed in C.O. Manhole or other Telephone Company Designated Location?: 

4 f l  
I 

3.  Have licensing agreements been established to access the LEC Central Office via the LEC's conduit, pole Iine, 
manhole and intra building cable system? 

4. 1s entrance diversity requested where we have more than one entry point? Y 0 N d 
5 .  When will cable be ready for service?: 

6. Type of Cable 
Outside 
Feeder 

Jn t ra buil di ng Co. 
Riser Cable 

1. Number of cables to be placed 

2. Type of cables 

3 .  Cable vendors' name 

4. Size of cables (number of par or fibers) 

5 .  Cable make up 

6. Fire Retardant Yes or No Required 

F. Personnel Requirements 

1. Describe expected use of space: 

Revised 3/13/00 SPRINT-LII'D MAY BE UNABLE TO MEET VEhTDOR SPECIFICATIONS AT ALL LOCATIONS 8of 11 



Attachment B 

COLLOCATION APPLICATION 

2. Will the space be used as a regular work location? Y [7 N & 
Number of employees 2- (occasional use) 

Number of contractors T 

3. Provide a contact, available 24 hours per day, 7 days a week to be used by Sprint-LTD to venfy requests for 
access to the equipment location. 

Name: E{\' L Lk[ Title: ?- I 

G. Vendor Selection* 

for Collocator's equipment Engineering Vendor: 6f \ '  C Cars e- 

Outside Plant Vendor: 5 I f l  for cabre placement 

Address: 
Telephone ## . 
Outside Plant Vendor: 5LhA4-4- for cable splice 

Address: 
Telephone Jf 

Installation Vendor: L o  1 p '  a! L - - d  6) zF cuLv' for Collocator's equipment 

Address: 
Telephone # 

*AI vendors are required to check with local municipality for permit requirements. 
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Attachment B 

COLLOCATION APPLICATION 

H. Interconnection to Sprint-LTD Provided Services 

1. 
Access Service Request (ASR) process, 

T d e d  senrice required in conjunction with this request is to be ordered by customer using standard 

L 

J. 

a 
K 

Special Requirements 

Indicate any special conditions or requirements 

IC‘ I r- 

Hazardous Substance Material Safetv Data Sheet 

Before any chemical substance is used, applied or stored on Sprint property, CLEC shall provide to Sprint a Material 
Safety Data Sheet (MSDS) for each chemical substance. A chemical substance is broadly defined as any substance 
“containing any chemical element, chemical compound, or mixture of elements andor  compounds.” CLEC shall also 
provide to Sprint the quantity and/or amount of all chemical substances temporarily or permanently stored on Sprint 
property. Sprint maintains the right to refuse the use and/or storage of any cheqical substance on Sprint property, 

Application Fee 

This application will not be processed n.ithout payment of the application fee as stated in the FCC 
Interstate Access Tariff or applicable intrastate tariff. 
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Attachment B 

COLLOCATION APPLICATION 

The Customer understands that in the event the customer withdraws their application after it is received by Sprint- 
LTD or If Central Office is not availabIe, the customer shall be responsible for any and all costs associated with 
work efforts up to the time of Sprint-LTD's receipt of a uirhten withdrawal request. 

The Customer further understands that this application shall be referenced by the Customer and Sprint-LTD in 
their mutual collocation contract agreement. The Customer thereby represents and warrants that all information 
contained in tllis document is true and correct in all malerial respects and does not fail to state any information 
which would make the information contained herein materially misleading. Any breach of the foregoing 
representation and warrantee may, a t  Sprint-LTD's option, be a breach of the collocation contract agreement 
pursuant to the terms thereof. 

The customer further represents and warrants that it has all necessary corporate and regulatory authority to conduct 
business as a telecommunications camer in the specified state. Copies of applicable regulatory authority are to be 
provided as part of this application. The customer agrees that receipt of copies of this authority by Sprint-LTD 
imposes no obligation on Sprint-LTD to verify the customer's representation and warranty that it has all regulatory 
authority and in no way limits the customer's responsibiliv to obtain such regulato~y authority. 

Accepted BY: 

I U '  

Col loca t or ' N a m e  I 

Name - Type or Print - 

Date Signed # 
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McCulloch, Terry A. 

cc: 
Subject: 

McCulloch, Terry A. 
Wednesday, September 13,2000 11:46 AM 
'ju lia @tte. net' 
'eric@tte.net'; Anderson, Paula M.; Smith, James M. 
Response to 4 Collocation Applications for Tallahassee Area 

Sprint does have space available for TTE at TLHSFLXC and TLHSFLXD. The pricing estimates for these 2 sites are 
attached. If you want Sprint to proceed with preparing the cotlocation space for TTE at TLHSFLXC and TLHSFLXD, 
please send me an e-mail that says TTE has reviewed the pricing estimates and you are placing a firm order commitment 
for the 2 sites. 

For the TLHSFLXB and F offices, the engineering team has not provided a pricing estimate yet. As soon as they do, I will 
forward the information to you. 

If you should have any questions about this e-mail or its attachments, please let me know. Thanks. 

tlhsflxc price tlhsflxd price 
estimate.xls estimate.xls 

1 



I 

*TTE 
Customer 

1 

2 
3 
4 

5a 
5b 
6 
7 

8 
a 

9 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 
14 
25 

TLHSFLXC FSL Csless E17.78 - PHYSICAL 
COLLOCATION RATES AND 
CHARGES (PP. 35-59) 

RATE CATEGORY 

Application Fee 

I I I Acceptance:l I 
BASIS UNIT COST AMOUNT EXTENDED Notes: 

Floor Space 
Roof Space 
TransmittedReceiver Space 
DC Power 

/sq Wmon t h $ 6.19 40 $ 247.60 
lsqwmont h (6 6.1 9 0 !§ 
/saft/month $ 6.1 9 $ 
NR /ft/lead $ 25.66 

DC Power /am p/m onth 
Security Enclosure NR /I OOsqft 
Security Enclosure NR /200sqft 
Security Enclosure Interstate NR FIXED 
Security Enclosure Interstate NR / Linear ft 
Conduit Space - Per Foot /linear ft 
Conduit Space - Diverse Run - Per /linear ft 
Foot 

Conduit Space - Diverse Run - 
Vault 
DS-0 Elect r ica I Cross- Connect 

Conduit Space - Vault /ft 
Ift 

/con n/m ont h 

DS-I Electrical Cross-Connect /conn/month 

DS-3 Electrical Cross-Connect lconnlmonth 

Riser Space Ift 
Diverse Riser Space /ft 
Interconnection Rearrangement /service 

$ 11.41 40 $ 456.40 
$ 9,473.59 
$ 13,263.53 
$ 3,279.20 
$ 25.00 

$ 1.16 
$ 1 . I6  

$ 0.94 

$ 2.93 

$ 25.85 

$ 4.45 
$ 4.45 
$ 85.00 

0 $ 
$ 0 

$ 1,880.00 2000 

48 
$ 140.64 

$ 51.70 2 

0 $ 
0 $ 

$ - 
reconfigured 

26 Cable Pull & Splice 

27 Installation &/or Maintenance 

28 Security Escort 
TOTALS: 

b 

e 





a -  4 
McCulloch, Terry A. 

From: 

cc: 
Subject: 

McCulloch, Terry A. 
Wednesday, September 13,2000 I 1  :46 AM 
'julia@tte.net' 
'eric@tte.net'; Anderson, Paula M.; Smith, James M. 
Response to 4 Collocation Applications for Tallahassee Area 

Sprint does have space available for TTE at TLHSFLXC and TLHSFLXD. The pricing estimates for these 2 sites are 
attached. If you want Sprint to proceed with preparing the collocation space for TTE at TLHSFLXC and TLHSFLXD, 
please send me an e-mail that says TTE has reviewed the pricing estimates and you are placing a firm order commitment 
for the 2 sites. 

For the TLHSFLXB and F offices, the engineering team has not provided a pricing estimate yet. As soon as they do, 1 will 
forward the information to you. 

If you should have any questions about this e-mail or its attachments, please let me know. Thanks. 

tlhsflxc price tlhsflxd price 
estimate.xls estimate.xls 

1 



I 

I 

E17.7B - PHYSICAL Sprint In-Svc 
COLLOCATION RATES AND and Final missed 
CHARGES (pp. 35-59) ACEBA: 

Customer 11011900 
Acceptance: 

1 

TTE TLHSFLXD FSL Cnless 

2 
3 
4 

5a 
5b 
6 
7 

Application Fee 

Floor Space 
Roof Space 
Transmitter/Receiver Space 
DC Power 
DC Power 
Security Enclosure 
Security Enclosure 
Security Enclosure 1 nte rstate 
Security Enclosure Interstate 

NR 
IAr ra n gem en t 
lsqwmonth 
/sqft/mon th 
lsqftlmon th 
NR /Wlead 
/amp/month 
NR / I  OOsqft 
NR /200sqft 
NR FIXED 
NR / Linear f& 

$ 3,548.35 

6.1 9 
6.19 
6.j9 

25.66 
11.41 

9,473.59 
' 3,263.53 
3,279.20 

25.00 

40 $ 247.60 
0 $ 

$ 

40 $ 456.40 

8 Conduit Space - Per Foot /linear ft $ 0.37 0 $ 

9 Conduit Space - Vault /ft $ 1.16 0 $ 

$ 0 8 Conduit Space - Diverse Run - Per Hinear ft $ 0.37 
Foot 

$ 0 9 Conduit Space - Diverse Run - /ft $ 1.16 
Vault 

$ 1,880.00 Ong4 2000 10 DS-0 Electrical Cross-Connect /conn/month $ 

$ 140.64 
48 

11 DS-1 Electrical Cross-Connect lconnlmonth $ 2.93 

12 DS-3 Electrical Cross-Connect /conn/month $ 25.85 2 $ 51.70 

I f t  $ 4.45 0 $ 
/ft $ 4.45 0 $ 

$ 85.00 $ 

13 Riser Space 
14 Diverse Riser Space 
25 Interconnection Rearrangement /service ~ - 

reconfigured 

26 Cable Pull & Splice 

27 Installation &/or Maintenance 

28 Security Escort 
Q 

TOTALS: 
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McCulloch, Terry A. 

I 

cc: 
Subject: 

McCulloch, Terry A. 
Wednesday, November 29, 2000 1055 AM 
'eric' 
Anderson, Paula M.; Hunt, Freddie W.; Stone, Carol A. 
Collocation Applications for TLHSFLXB Tallahassee Telephone Exchange - pricing estimate 

tlhsflxb pricing 
estimate.xls 

Attached is the pricing estimate for cageless physical collocation space at TLHSFLXB. After reviewing the 
attached estimate, if you desire to place a firm order commitment for the space, please respond to this e-mail letting me 
know that you desire to place a firm order commitment, If you should have questions about the attached pricing estimate, 
please let me know. Thank you. 

L - - ~ - ~ N - ~ ~ - N N - u u - ~ - ~ ~ - - - - - ~ ~ - ~ - - N N ~  

Terry A. McCulloch 
Field Service Manager - Sprint LTD 
555 Lake Border Drive, Mailstop FLAPKA0202 
Apopka, Florida 32703 
407-889-6266 fax 407-884-1 706 
terry . a. mccu Hoc h @m ai I. sprint . com 
<mailto:terry.a. mcculloch@mail.sprint.com> 

-----Original Message----- 
From: eric [mailto:eric@istal.com] 

Lnt: Tuesday, September 05, 2000 7:21 PM 
: McCulloch, Terry A. 9 c: eric 

Subject: Re: Collocation Applications for TLHSFLXB, C, D, and F 
Tallahassee Telephone Exchange 

All four applications are for racks and not cabinets. I put in 10 feet 
because that is the height of the racks at the tandem office. I will put in 
whatever size your office accomadates. Yes, only one AC circuit is requested 
at each location. Please put the AC circuit in above the middle rack. 

- 

Eric Larsen 
TTE, Inc. 

----- Original Message ----- 
From: "Terry A McCulloch" <Terry.A.McCulloch@mail.sprint.com> 
To: <eric@tte. net> 
Cc: <freddie. hunt@openmail.mail.sprint.com>; 
<jim.m.smith@openmailmail.sprint.com>; 
<jorge.r. tous@openmail.mail.sprint.com> 
Sent: Thursday, August 31,2000 751  AM 
Subject: Collocation Applications for TLHSFLXB, C, D, and F - Tallahassee 
Telephone Exchange 

> Eric, 
.> Sprint has reviewed your cageless collocation applications for the 

ffices listed in the Subject above, and we need to confirm that all 4 a pplications are for racks and not cabinets. Also, Sprint cannot accept 
> racks greater than 9 feet in height because the ceiling limits the size 
> rack that will fit into the buildings. Finally, could you confirm that 

1 



> only one AC circuit needed at each location? On 
=. page 4 of attachment 6, it reflects 0 for Number of AC circuits, but on 
> the same page it reflects that one of the bays will have a 120 volt 
> circuit. If the AC is desired, which rack out of the 3 should be used? 

m 
> Please respond via e-mail, and I wilt share your response with the 
> engineering team. Thank you, and please let me know if you have any 
> questions. 

> Ms. Terry McCulloch, Field Service Manager CLEC Market 
> Sprint- Loca I Telecommunications Division 
> 555 Lake Border Dr. Mailstop: FLAPKA0202 
> Apopka, FL 32703 
> 407-889-6266 Fax:407-884-1706 
> terry.a.mcculloch@mail.sprint.com 

> 
> I \hAAAAhhhhhhAAhAhhhAAAAhAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA~AAAA 

. 

> 
> 
> 
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McCulloch. Term A. 

cc: 
Subject: 

eric [eric@istal.com] 
Friday, September 15, 2000 9:49 AM 
McCulloch, Terry A. 
eric 
Re: Response to 4 Collocation Applications for Tallahassee Area 

e- Response to 4 
Collocation ... 
..:;FLXD, and hereby places its firm order commitment for those two sites. 

.~ would l i k e  to inspect the physical bay and DSX p a n e l  wiring assignments as 
soon as you have this information. 

TTE has reviewed the p r i c i n g  estimates f o r  collocation space a t  TLHSFLXC and 

Sincerely, 

Eric Larsen, President 
IST, Inc. 

----- Original Message ----- 
From:  " T e r r y  A McCulloch" <Terry.A.McCulloch@mail.sprint.com> 
T o :  <julia@TTE.net> 
Cc: <paula.anderson@openmail.mail.sprint.com>; <eric@TTE.net>; 
<jim.m.smith@openmail.mail.sprint.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, September 13, 2000 8:42 AM 
Yubject: Response to 4 Collocation Applications for Tallahassee Area 

> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 

- >  
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 

S p r i n t  does have space available f o r  TTE at TLHSFLXC and TLHSFLXD. The 
p r i c i n g  estimates f o r  these 2 sites are attached. If you want Sprint 
to proceed with preparing the collocation space f o r  TTE at TLHSFLXC and 
TLHSFLXD, please send m e  an e-mail that s a y s  TTE has r e v i e w e d  t h e  
pricing estimates and you are placing a f i r m  o rde r  commitment f o r  t h e  2 
sites. 

F o r  the TLHSFLXB and F o f f i c e s ,  the engineering team has not provided a 
pricing estimate yet. As soon as they do, I will f o r w a r d  t h e  
information t o  you. 

If you s h o u l d  have any questions a b o u t  this e-mail ox i t s  attachments, 
please let me know. Thanks .  

1 



> > 5 5 5  L a k e  Border Dr. Mailstop: FLAPKA0202 
> > Apopka, FL 32703 
> > 407-889-6266  Fax:407-884-1706 
> > terry.a.mcculloch@mail-sprint.com 

> 
> 
> 
> 
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McCulloch, Terry A. pp- I 
From: 

cc: 
Subject: 

eric [eric@istal.com] 
Saturday, January 27, 2001 250 AM 
Terry. A. McCu loch 
eric 
Re: Collocation Application for TLHSFLXB Talfahassee Telephone Exchange 
estimate 

pricing 

Re- Collocation 
Application fo ... 

Yes, TTE wishes to place a firm order for TLHSFLXB office as  p e r  your 
11-29-00 e-mail. 

Thankyou f o r  reminding me. 

Eric Larsen, Pres. 
TTE, Inc. 

I 

----- Original Message ---I- 
From: <Terry.A.McCulloch@mail.sprint.com> 
To: <eric@istal.com> 
Cc: <paula.anderson@mail.sprint.com>; <freddie.hunt@mail.sprint.com>; 
<carol.a.stone@mail.sprint.com> 
Sent: Friday, January  26,  2001 7:22 AM 
S u b j e c t :  RE: Collocation Application f o r  TLHSFLXB Tallahassee Telephone 

e h a n g e  - pricing estimate 

2 

> 
> 
> 
> 
> 

- >  
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 

Eric, 
Is TTE planning t o  place a Firm Order Commitment f o r  this site? The 
reason I ask is the pricing estimate for this site will expire on 
1/29/01. A f t e r  1/29/01, TTE will have to submit a new collocation 
application and fee for this site if space is still desired. Please  
me know. Thank you. 

Terry A. McCulloch 
Field Service Manager - S p r i n t  LTD 
555 Lake Border Drive, Mailstop FLAPKA0202 
Apopka, Flor ida  32703 
407-889-6266 fax 407-884-1706 
terry.a.mcculloch@mail.sprint.com 
<mailto:tewry.a.mcculloch@mail.sprint.com> 

- ~ ~ - - - - ~ ~ - r 2 h r h 2 2 2 - h h h N - N - ~ - - - ~ - ~ - 2  

let 

----- Original Message----- 
From: McCulloch, Terry A. 
Sent: Wednesday, November 29, 2000 10:55 AM 
To : 'eric' 
C c :  Anderson, P a u l a  M.; Hunt, Freddie W.; Stone, Caro l  A. 
Subject: Collocation Applications for TLHSFLXB Tallahassee Telephone 
Exchange - pricing estimate 

Attached is the pricing estimate for cageless physical collocation space 
t TLHSFLXB. After reviewing the attached estimate, if you desire to 
lace a firm order commitment f o r  the space, please respond to this 

> e-mail letting me know that you desire to place a firm order commitment. 
> If you s h o u l d  have questions about the attached pricing estimate, please 

1 



Service Manager - Sprint LTD 
55 Lake ,  Border Drive, Mailstop FLAPKA0202 

> Agopka,  Florida 32703 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 

4b7-889-6266 f a x  407-884-1706 
terry.a.mcculloch@mail.sprint.com 
<mailto:terry.a.mcculloch@mail.sprint.com> 

----- Original Message----- 
From: eric [mailto:eric@istal.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, September 05, 2000 7 : 2 1  PM 
To: McCulloch, Terry A. 
Cc: e r i c  
Subject: Re: Collocation Applications f o r  TLHSFLXB, C, D, and F - 
Tallahassee Telephone Exchange 

All f o u r  applications are for racks and not cabinets. I put in 10 feet 
because that is the height of the racks at the tandem office. I will p u t  
in 
whatever size your office accomadates. Yes, only one AC circuit is 
requested 
at each location. Please put the AC circuit in above the middle rack. 

Eric Larsen 
TTE, Inc. 

t 

----- Original Message ----- 
From: "Terry A McCulloch" <Tersy.A.McCulloch@mail.sprint.com> 

<eric@tte.net> e:; <freddie.hunt@openmail.mail.sprint.com>; 
> <jim.m.smith@openmail.mail.sprint.com>; 
> <jorge.r.tous@openmail.mail.sprint.com> 
> Sent: Thursday, August 31, 2000 7 : 5 1  AM 
> Subject: Collocation Applications for TLHSFLXB, C, D, and F - 
> Tallahassee 
> Telephone Exchange 
> 

- >  
> > Eric, 
> > Sprint has reviewed your cageless collocation applications for the 
> > o f f i c e s  listed in the Subject above, and we need to confirm that all 4 
> > applications are for racks and not cabinets. 
> accept 
> > racks greater than 9 feet in height because the ceiling limits the 
> size 
> > rack that will fit into the buildings. Finally, could you confirm 
> that 
> > only one AC circuit needed at each location? 
> > page 4 of attachment B, it reflects 0 for Number of AC circuits, but 
> on 
> > the same page it reflects that one of the bays will have a 120 volt 
> > circuit. If the AC is desired, which rack out of the 3 should be 
> used? 
> >  
> >  
> > Please respond via e-mail, and I will share your response w i t h  the 
> > engineering team. Thank you, and please let me know if you have any 

Also, Sprint cannot 

On 

questions. 

> > A A A A ~ A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A ~  

> > M s .  Terry McCulloch, Field Service Manager CLEC Market 
> > Sprint-Local Telecommunications Division 
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. McCulloch, Terry A. 

Hunt, Freddie W. 
Friday, February 16, 2001 10:49 AM 

McCulloch, Terry A.; Burns, John R.; Anderson, Paula M. 
I 'eric' 

cc: 
Subject: Corrected Acceptance Form 

Eric, @ *  
The errors discovered during the walk through acceptances have b e y  corrected-on the acceptance Documents for TTE 

TTE did requested a 20 amp AC circuit with a quad outlet. We will have this install as soon as TTE infor 0 us the bays 

collocations in the TLHSXC and TLHSXD offices. The acceptance documents are attached. 

have been installed, In both offices, we to know which bay TTE would like to the AC to be installed and what position (top, 
middle, bottom) in the bay. 

. 

9 / s / a O t l O  0 Ti.& h$b/rrur(l+.kY3 ~36% ? f d d i & d  1 6 / 
@ _I $g - 

LHSXC acceptance LHSXD acceptance 
form.doc form.doc 

F r e d d i e  Hunt 
Projec t  Manager-Net Inst 
S p r i n t  Southern Operations A pe&---, w e  o d d  n&dou@- 
Phone : ( 3 5 2 )  326-1286 
Fax: (352) 326-1462 
MS: FLLSBC.0105 I -  

&t9L&ACr- "my #f I'& ~ , P  6- d ' r l  f A Q  

Mail: freddie.hunt@mail.sprint.com ~ d ~ r e c - & e &  



Physical Coflocation Acceptance Checklist 

Location 
Address: 

Date: 

Tallahassee XC 

706 Mabry Rd. 
Tallahassee, FI. 32304 

Freddie Hunt 
352-326-1 286 

~ ~~~ 

CLLI: 

~ 

TLHSFLXCHOS 

Attendees 
Swint: 

Name Telephone # 
Freddie Hunt 352-326-1 286 

I 

CLEC: TTE 

I Liaht Available 
Guard 
NOC Tel # 1.888.230.4404 op 2 
Other entrance doors to get to 
common area 
Building lighting Switch available 
Rest Rooms 

I Elevators 

MEntrance- D o G  
Stumble Lighting 
Access to Light Switch 
Emergency Lighting 
Enough room to move equipment 

I in and out 

Location, Remarks, #, etc. 
Key or Card 

Y. N OR NA 
Y: N O R  NA i I 1 
Key or Card 

Y, NOR NA 
Y. NOR NA 
Y: NOR NA i I 1 
Y, NOR NA 
Y, N OR NA 

Key or Card 
Y, NOR NA 
Y, N OR NA 
Y, NOR NA 
Y, NOR NA 

1 



This page for physical collocations 
Cage or Room Area 

AC Power 

AC 8r;eaker PNL LOCATION 
Duplex outlet at 20 amps 

Is AC Breaker PNL in common 
a rea 
Is breakers tagged with CLEC's 
Name 
Is CLEC Name on door 
Scope area markedkage area 
taped 

sensor, etc. 

Length = 
Width = 

Overhead clearance: light, 

Cage or Room Size 

With Top 

Fiber path provided 

DC rack to cage 

Racking to CO ground bar 

Keys 
CLEC Sign 

Cable long enough to reach 

Fiber Structure 

Fiber cable tags placed on cables 
Racking 

Switchboard cable rack to cage 

CagelRoom Door Lock 

DC Power 

CLEC's fuse panel 

2 

Location, Remarks, #, etc. 

Y , N  

Y N 

Y N 

Y l N  
Y , N 

Y l N  

y, N 

y, N 

y ,  N 
Y ,  N 
y ,  N 

Yl N 
y ,  N 

Y, N 



I For initial power activation please call 
BDFB location (RR) 

DC fuse information 
Per "A" feed and "B" feed 

"A" feed 
"B" feed 

Ground Bar 

Amps # of 
sets 

20 I 104.1, PNL I, FUSE 6 
20 I 104.1. PNL 1. FUSE 7 

~~ 

Scope 
Frame location marked 

Circuit Information 

Y, N 

Fiber 

Common ground run 
Number of frames requested 

J""" 

y, N 
3 106.6, 106.7 & 106.8 

DS-1 

Visible 
Within 100 feet of ground 
Cage bonded 

I 

y ,  N 
y ,  N 
y ,  N NA 

I DS-0 

2 
WIRE 735 

Total ## of 
Circuits 

BAY 106.1 PNL DX 3009 

RR, Bay, Panel 

48 

2000 

BAY 1Ol.ltZ PNL DX 
1093 

MDF HORZ "P" 

JKS 

J K S I  & 2  

JKS 'I - 48 

~~ 

Pins 1 - I00  
Pins I - I00  
Pins I - I 0 0  
Pins I - I00  
Pins 1 - I00  
Pins I - I 00  
Pins I - I00  
Pins I - 100 
Pins I - 100 
Pins I - 400 
Pins I - IO0 
Pins I - 100 
Pins 3 - I 0 0  
Pins 1 - 'IO0 
Pins I - I00  
Pins I - I 00  
Pins I - I00  
Pins 1 - I 00  
Pins I - I00  

Stenciled with 
Cable Count 
And far end 

location 

1-100 
I 0 1  - 200 
201 - 300 
301 - 400 
401 - 500 
501 -600 
601 - 700 
701 - 800 
801 - 900 
901 - I000 
qoo1- I100 
I101 - 1200 
1201 - I300 
1301 - 1400 
1401 - 1500 
1501 - 1600 
1601 - 1700 
1701 - 1800 
1801 - I900 

3 



VERT 1 Pins I - 100 1901 - 2000 

4 



Miscellaneous 1 Other 
Sprint Contacts: 
Freddie Hunt - Project Manager 352-326-1286 
Roderick Dick - Transmission Engineer 407-889- 6155 
Richard Fyfe - Network Installation 850-682-2402 
Doug Marsh - CSO Manger 850-599-1678 

Work Activity #39121417 

List all exceptions: 

AcceptanceDate: 1 1 

Acceptance Signatures 

Sprint’s Representative: 

TTE Representative: 

5 



Physical Collocation Acceptance Checklist 

Date: 

By: 
Telephohe #: 

Freddie Hunt 
352-326-1 286 

Location 
Address: 

Tallahassee XD 

1337 Blairstone Rd. 
Tallahassee, FI. 32304 

CLLI: TLHSFLXDHl8 

I Attendees Name Telephone # 

I I I I Liaht Available I Y . N O R  NA I 

Sprint: Freddie Hunt 352-326-1 286 1 

CLEC: 

~ 

I Common Area I I 7-  I 

TTE 

Building Entrance 
Entrance Door 

1 

Location, Remarks, #, etc. 
Key or Card 

Guard 
NOC Tel # 1.888.230.4404 op 2 
Other entrance doors to get to 
common area 
Building lighting Switch available 
Rest Rooms 

Y , N O R  NA 

Key or Card 

Y, N OR NA 
Y. N OR NA 

Elevators 
Loading Dock 
Staaina Area 

Y,NOR NA 
Y, N OR NA 
Y. N OR NA 

Entrance Door 
Stumble Lighting 

Emergency Lighting 
Enough room to move equipment 
in and out 

ccess to Light Switch 

Key or Card 
Y, N OR NA 
Y, N OR NA 
Y,NOR NA 
Y, N OR NA 



Cage or Room Area 
AC Power 

AC Breaker PNL LOCATION 
Duplex outlet at 20 amps YlN 

Is AC Breaker PNL in common 
a rea 
Is breakers tagged with CLEC's 
Name 
Is CLEC Name on door 
Scope area markedlcage area 

Y , N 

Y , N 

K N  
Y , N 

taped 
Overhead clearance: light, 
sensor, etc. 

Length = 
Width = 
With Top 

Fiber Structure 
Fiber path provided 
Fiber cable tags placed on cables 

Racking 

Cage or Room Size 

Location, Remarks, #, etc. 

DC rack to cage 
Switchboard cable rack to cage 
Racking to CO ground bar 

Cage/Room Door Lock 

DC Power 
enough to reach 

CLEC's fuse Dane1 

Y. N I I I 

y,  N 
Y. N 

2 



BDFB location (RR) 
DC fuse information 

Per ';A'' feed and "B" feed 
"A" feed 
"B" feed 
Scope 

Frame location marked 
Common ground run 
Number of frames requested 

Amps # of 
sets 

20 1 107.11 PNL 15 FUSE ?A 
20 I 107.11 PNL 8 FUSE 7B 

y, N 
y,  N 

3 101.13, 401.?4 & 101.15 

Fiber 

Ground Bar 
Visible 
Within I00  feet of ground 1 Cage bonded 

I DS-I 

y ,  N 
y, N 
y ,  N NA 

I DS-0 

Total # 
of 

Circuits 

2 

48 

2000 

Circuit Information 

RR, Bay, Panel 

BAY 102.27 PNL-DX230W 

BAY 104.19 PNL DX1155 

MDF HORZ "M" 
VERT 30 
VERT 29 
VERT 28 
VERT 27 
VERT 26 
VERT 25 
VERT 24 
VERT 23 
VERT 22 
VERT 21 
VERT 20 
VERT I 9  
VERT 18 
VERT 17 
VERT 16 
VERT 15 
VERT 14 
VERT 13 

VERT 14 
VERT 13 

HORZ "L" 

JKS 

JKS 37 & 38 

JKSI  -48  

Pi 
Pi 
Pi 
Pi 
Pi 
Pi 
Pi 
Pi 
Pi 
Pi 
Pi 
Pi 
Pi 
Pi 
Pi 
Pi 
Pi 
Pi 

ns I - I O  
ns I - I O  
n s l - I O  
ns I - I O  
ns 1 - I O  
ns I - I O  
ns I - I O  
ns I - I O  

I - I O  
ns I - I O  
n s l - I O  
ins I - I O  
Ins 'l - I O  
ins I - I O  
ins I - I O  
ins I - I O  
ins I - I O  
ins 1-10 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
10 
0 
10 
'0 
10 
10 
10 

Pins I - I 00  
Pins I - I 00  

Stenciled with 
Cable Count 
And far end 

location 

1-100 
101 - 200 
201 - 300 
301 - 400 
401 - 500 
501 -600 
601 - 700 
701 - 800 
801 - 900 
903 - 1000 
I001 - I100 
1101- I200 
I201 - 1300 
1301 - 1400 
1401 - 1500 
q504 - 1600 
1601 - 1700 
1701 - 1800 

1801 - I900 
I901 - 2000 

3 



t 

e 

4 



Miscellaneous 1 Other 
Sprint Contacts: 
Freddie Hunt - Project Manager 352-326-1286 
Roderick Dick - Transmission Engineer 407-889-6155 
Richard Fyfe - Network Installation 850-682-2402 
Doug Marsh - CSO Manger 850-599-1678 

Work Activity #39121418 

List at1 exceptions: 

AcceptanceDate: / 1 

Acceptance Signatures 

Sprint’s Represen ta the: 

TTE Representative: 

5 











McCulloch, Terry A. 

rom: 
ent: 

Subject: 
I 

Hunt, Freddie W. 
Monday, July 23,2001 8:43 AM 
Anderson, Paula M.; McCulloch, Terry A. 
RE: Corrected Acceptance Form - Tallahassee Telephone Exchange 

TLXB was completed on 4/24/01. Work Activity 39127478 

Attached is acceptance document with CFA information. 

HLSXB acceptance 
form.doc 

F r e d d i e  Hunt 
Projec t  Manager-Net Ins t  
S p r i n t  Southern Operations 
Phone : (352) 326-1286 
Fax : (352) 326-1462 
MS: FLLSBC0105 
E Mail: freddie.hunt@mail.sprint.com 



Physical Collocation Acceptance Checklist 

Date: 

By: 
Telephone #: 

Location 
Address: 

Freddie Hunt 
352-326-9286 

Tallahassee XB 

124 Willis Rd. 
Tallahassee. FI. 32303 

CLLI: 

Attendees 
Sprint: 

Name Telephone # 
Freddie Hunt 352-326-1 286 

I I 

CLEC: I TTE I 

Direction to space k 
Light Available 
Guard 
NOCTel# 1.888.230.4404 o 2 
Other entrance doors to get to . common area 

I Loadina Dock 

Stumble Liahtina 
c c e X L 5 h t  Switch 

Emergency Lighting 
Enough room to move equipment 
in and out 

Location, Remarks, #, etc. 
Key or Card 

Y, NOR NA 
Y. NOR NA 

Key Or Card I 
Y, N O R  NA 
Y, N OR NA 
Y,NOR NA 
Y.NOR NA 
Y,NOR NA 1 

I I 

Key or Card 
Y,NOR NA 
Y, N OR NA 
Y ,NOR NA 
Y, N OR NA 

1 



Cage or Room Area 
AC Power 

Location, Remarks, #, etc. 

,Duplex outlet at 20 amps 
AC Breaker PNL LOCATION 

Is AC Breaker PNL in common 
a rea 
Is breakers tagged with CLEC's 
Name 

Cage or Room Size 
Length = 
Width = 

Y , N  

Y , N 

Y , N 

Is CLEC Name on door 
Scope area markedlcage area 
taped 
Overhead clearance: light, 
sensor. etc. 

Y , N  
Y , N 

Y , N  

With Top 

Fiber Dath Provided 
Fiber Structure 

2 

y ,  N 

Y, N 
Fiber cable tags placed on cables 

Racking 
DC rack to cage 

Racking to CO ground bar 
Switchboard cable rack to cage 

1 CageIRoom Door Lock 
Kevs 

y, N 
Y, N 
y, N 

Y. N 
CLEC Sign 

Cable long enough to reach 
DC Power 

CLEC's fuse Panel 

~ 

y ,  N 

y ,  N 



. . .  

DC fuse information Amps 
Per ','A" feed and "8" feed 

"A" feed 20 
"B" feed 20 

Frame location marked Yl N 
Common ground run Yl N 
Number of frames requested 3 

Visible Yl N 
Within I00 feet of ground y ,  N 
Cage bonded y ,  N 

Scope 

Ground Bar 

-- 
## of 
sets 
I 
I 

Bay 114.10, PNL 4, Fuse 2 
Bay 114.10, PNL 4, Fuse 3 

NA 

Circuit Information 

DS-3 

Total # 
of 

Circuits 

2 RRI  15, Bay I, PNL 8 J K S I  - 2  

RR, Bay, Panel 

DS-I 

JKS 

48 RRI15, Bay 9, PNL 99 

Stenciled with 
Cable Count 
And far end 

DS-0 

location 
Fiber 

2000 MDF, Horz G 

JKS I -48  

Vert 41 - 60 I I . . ._  . I 

3 



Miscellaneous 1 Other 
Sprint Contacts : 
Freddie Hunt - Project Manager 352-326-1286 
Lynette Green - Transmission Engineer 407-889-6577 
Richard Fyfe - Network Installation 850-682-2402 
Doug Marsh - CSO Manger 850-599-1678 

I 1 Work Activity #39127478 1 I 

~~ 

List all exceptions: 

Acceptance Date: / / 

Acceptance Signatures 

Sprint’s Representative: 

TTE Representative: 

4 



To: inet [eric@istal .cam] 
From: Terry A McCulloch@Carrier@UTF 

C c :  Xchange@Sprint@CDS[G=lisa/S=stol l /A=Telemail /P=Sprint /C=US],  
Jorge Tous@Carrier@UTF,Freddie Hunt@COE-LSBG@UTF 

Subject: Tallahassee Collocation - cont rac t  and building access 
FTC"XE@SS FORM. DOC 

5/3/00 3;44 PM 

- , .  I Eric, 
Per our discussion just  a while ago, there are 2 actions that are required for Sprint to move forward 
and complete the collocation space for Tallahassee Telephone Exchange, Inc. in Tallahassee, Florida 
and they follow: 
1. Security Access to  Sprint's Building - Please print, complete, and sign the attached Security 
Access Form for every individual who will be accessing the Tallahassee building. The completed Forms 
should be returned to me at  the address listed below. A passport photo or digital photo file must 
accompany every completed Form (the digital file can be sent via e-mad to me). I will take the 
completed Forms and photos to our Security Team and they will create identification badges. As part 
of this process I will also ensure that keys (or keycards) are issued to the individuals who u:ill be 
accessing thk Tallahassee building. 
2. Master License Agreement - You must negotiate a Master License Agreement for collocation With 
our corporate negotiations team. The person to contact to begin negotiations is Lisa Stoll and her 
number is 9 13-3 15-7842. I've copied Lisa on this e-mail to make her aware of your desire to begin 
negotiations. When the negotiations are complete for the Master License Agreement, I will create a 
Site License Agreement (SLA) specifically for TTE's collocation in the Tallahassee building. The SLA, 
when completed, will be attached to the back of the Master License Agreement. 

, 

- 

Also, I will contact Freddie to discuss the possibility of North Supply completing multiple power 
jobs/projects at the same time. If I determine that this is a possibility, I will let you know. 

If you should have any questions, please let me know. Thank you. 

@ K:cktact information for Tallahassee Telephone Exchange, Inc. : 
Mr. Eric Larsen 
President 
PO Box 11042 
Tallahassee, FL 32302 
850-878- 1429 
eric@is tal. com 

- Thank you. 
I------__I-cc-_-c---_--------- 

Ms. Terry A. McCulloch - Field Service Manager 

555 Lake Border Dr. FLAPKA0202 
Apopka, FL 32703 
tel: 407-889-6266 fax: 407-884-1706 
terry.a. mcculloch@mail. sprint .com 

Sprint-Florida, Local Telecommunications Division N o ~ J ~ I M . ~ ~  /s, J d o / ,  
I 





? 
7' McCulloch, Terry A. 

From: 
Sent: a. 
Subject: I 

McCulloch, Terry A. 
Tuesday, June 06,2000 8:47 AM 
'billina' 
HuntrFreddie W.; Ponds, Brenda B.; Hannaford, David L. 
RE: Fw: 

0 
It will take Smt's Security Teamaabout 2 to 3 weeks tQ create ID badges and to provide keys, In the interim, you will be 
allowed access to the I LHStLXA building. 1'11 let the collocation project manager, Freddie Hunt, know that Sprint is in the 
process of creating ID badges and providing keys to Tallahassee Telephone Exchange for access to TLHSFLXA. ID 
badges and keys wilt be provided directly to Tallahassee Telephone Exchange only, and your company will be responsible 

. for providing them to your contractors. Please let me know if you have other questions about ID badges and keys - thank 
you. 

-----Original Message----- 
F r o M : bi I I i ng [ma i I to: b i I I i n g @is ta I. co m] 
Sent: Monday, June 05,2000 4:03 PM 
To: McCulIoch, Terry A. 
Cc: billing 
Subject: Fw: 

I mailed out a security badge request last week, and I am sending a request 
for three more staff Taqua company requested for the installation. I am 
sending their photo attached to this email. Please reply and let me know 
how soon this would take since they need to access the building next week. 
thanks , Julia. 
----- Original Message ----- 
From: Eric Larsen <eric@istal.com> 
To: < bi Ili ng @tal. corn> 

Subject: Fw: 

0 & ?A, 2-1, d ~ f t l e -  Uak %ib% 
Sent: Monday, June 05,2000 7:19 PM P J & s , & / y r c - ( e n & t - u e  sfci+ad +ha& ' 

once e 8"p fhz hy ch--& j +kjJ 
0 S b d d  U O ~ C  cw +h- d & b c g +  ~ # m  o$Y,-c~ =r ----- Original Message ----- 

> Sent: Monday, June 05,2000 6:48 PM 

From: Curtis clack <cclack@taqua.com> 
,.. To: <eric@tte. net> As de//. 
? 

- 
> > Attached are the photos of the rest of the people that will be coming to 
> > Tallahassee for the installation of the OCX. I am also sending by 
> facsimile 
> > the Security Access and Photo ID applications at this time. 
> >  
> >  
> >  
> >  
> > We are scheduled to start the installation on 6/12/2000 in the early 
a.m. 

> > Thanks again, and I look forward to working with you on this project ... 

> > Curtis J. Clack 
> > Taqua Systems, Inc. 
> Phone 972-480-8900 ext. 465 
> > Fax 972-480-0205 
> > Pager 888-763-91 09 

? >  

> >  

> >  
> >  

@Curtis J. Clack 
Taqua Systems, Inc. 
Phone 972-480-8900 ext. 465 

> > Fax 972-480-0205 

1 





Sevmour. Joan E. 

From: 

Subject: 

Seymour, Joan E. 
Monday, June 26,2000 6:13 PM 
'Eric Larsen' 
McCulloch, Terry A. 
ID Badges 

Eric, I'm sending the ID Badges for the follow TTE Personnel to your attention in overnight mail. 

Vhlliam Payne 
Jeremy Bolton 

. Scott Barnes. 

Joan Seymour 
Field Service Manager 
MS: FLAPKA0202 
Tel #: 407-889-6257 
Fax #: 407-884-1 706 
E-Mail: joan.seymour@mail.sprint.com 

1 





Page 1 of 2 

McCulloch, Terry A. 

From: McCulloch, Terry A. 
Sent: 1 Monday, July 30, 2001 10:45 

To: 'iststaff 

cc: 'eric'; 'billing' 

Subject: RE: Update security clearance 

Listed below are the  TTE folks who have been issued I D  badges by Sprint's Security Team. Could you 
review the list and let me know if all these same people, with the exception of Montana, wi l l  need a key ' 

access card fo r  t he  TLHSFLXA Sprint building? If so, our Security team wi l l  create new It) badges with 
the key access card attached t o  the back o f  t he  I D  badge, and the original ID badges should be returned 
t o  me. 

II LAST NAME II FIRST NAME II 
II AG U I LAR II ALEX II 
II BARNES ll sco-n II 

BOLTON JEREMY 

BROWN MATHEW 

LARSEN ERIC 
1 1 -  LARSEN II EVAN 11 

1r-P PAYNE II WILLIAM 11 -~ 

For  any person who is n o t  on the  list above, a Security Form (attached), plus photo If> is needed. You can 
e-mail the completed Forms t o  me along with the  digital photos. Please let me know if you have any 
questions about the Security Form. Thank you! 

~ ~ ~ ~ ~ N N ~ N N N ~ ~ ~ ~ N N N N N ~ N N ~ ~ ~ ~ N ~ ~ ~ ~ N N ~  

Terry A. McCulloch 
Field Service Manager - Sprint LTD 
555 Lake Border Drive, Mailstop FtAPKA0202 
Apopka, Florida 32703 
407-889-6266 fax 407-884-1706 
terry.a.mcculloch@mai I.sprint.com 

-----Original Message----- 
From: iststaff [mailto:iststaff@istal.com] 
Sent: Friday, July 27,2001 12:ll PM 
To: Terry.A.McCulloch 
Cc: iststaff; eric; billing 
Subject: Update security clearance 

1 1/6/2001 



Page 2 of 2 

t 
Hello. 

We've made some changes to our staff and need to update our security records for the tandem 
office entry, and for the IRES certificates. 0 
Also, security proceedures have changed at the Tallahassee tandem office, and now magnetic strip 
cards are being used for entry; our current security cards do not have a magnetic strip. 

Here are the changes we wish to make for access to the tandem office. If we need to correspond 
with another person, please tell me how to contact them directly. 

The following personel should be authorized entry to the tandem office: 
Eric Larsen 
Young Larsen 
Matthew Brown 
Ginny Meek 

The follow personel should no longer be authorized entry to the tandem ofice: 
Montana Thomas 

Also, please tell me where we can get a list of those people still given access to IRES so we can 
make adjustments. 

Thank you, 
Matthew 
T E ,  inc. 

1 1/6/2001 





From: McCulloch, Terry A. 
Wednesday, February 07,2001 1:12 PM 
'eric' 
Hunt, Freddie W.; Anderson, Paula M.; Enix, Susan J.; Davis, Kathie F. 

Subject: RE: DC power 

All applicable monthly collocation fees, including the DC power charges, wil l  be effective as of the date that  the  
collocation site is accepted by TTE via a walk-through. The billing effective date f o r  DC power is not based upon 
the date that TTE's installs its equipment. If you would like additional information about Sprint's collocatioh 
offering, please let me know. Thank you. 

N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N ~ ~ N ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ N ~ ~ ~ N N N N  

Terry A. Mcculloch 
Field Service Manager - Sprint LTU 
555 Lake Border Drive, Mailstop FLAPKA0202 
Apopka, Florida 32703 
407-889-6266 fax 407-884-1706 
terry.a.mcculloch@mail.sprint.com <mailto:terry.a.mccuIloch@mail.sprint.com> 

-----Original Message----- 
From: julia [mailto:julia@istal.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, February 07,2001 6:18 AM 
To: Terry.A.McCulloch e CC: julia; eric 
Subject: DC power 

Terry, 

on three colocations. We don't want to incur charges when not in use. We are in the process of walk through this 
I want to make sure that DC power is not installed/turned on until our equipment is installed and the power is needed 

week and inspecting the sites this week, we will let you know the progress, thanks, 
- 

Julia 
TTE 

julia@tte.net <mailto:iuIia@tte.net> 
850-980-1 163 

1 





ACCESS SERVICE TARIFF 

SPRJNT-FLORIDA, INCORPORATED 
By : F. B. Poag, Director 

Original Page 2 

Effective: January I, 1997 

E17. EXPANDED INTERCONNECTION SERVICES 

E17.1.1 Basic Service Descriptions (Cont'd) 

C. Rate Categories 

Expanded Interconnection Services consist of the rate categories 
described generally below. 
provision of these rate elements are se t  forth following in 
E17.1.5 and E17.1.6 for physical and virtual collocation, 
respectively. 

Specific regulations governing the 

1. Application Fee 

The application fee is a nonrecurring charge that recovers 
the cost of processing the application f o r  expanded 
interconnection and provides for the preliminary work needed 
to determine if Company premises space and facilities are 
available to meet the Interconnector's collocation request. 

application submitted per Company premises, and is not 
dependent upon the amount of collocation space requested. 

The application fee will be assessed once f o r  each 

2. Floor Space 

The floor space rate element i s  assessed on a per square 
foot per month basis and provides for the use of Company 
premises equipment areas occupied by the Interconnector. 
Floor space includes associated environmental support 
systems such as AC power, lighting, heating and air 
conditioning. 

3 .  Roof Space 

The roof space rate element is assessed on a per square foot 
per  month basis and provides f o r  the use of space on the 
exterior of the Company premises where the Interconnector 
has installed microwave or other wireless antenna 
facilities. 



ACCESS SERVICE TARIFF 

SPRINT-FLORIDA, INCORPORATED 
By : F. B. Poag, Director 

L 

Original Page 3 

Effective: January 1, 1997 

E17. EXPANDED INTERCONNECTION SERVICES 

E17.1.1 Basic Service Descriptions (Cont'd) 

C. Rate Categories (Cont'd) 

4. Transmittex/Receiver Space 

The transmitterlreceiver space rate element is assessed on a 
per square foot per month basis and provides for the 
Interconnector's use of Company premises equipment areas for 
the placement of microwave or other wireless 
transmitter/receiver equipment. Transmitter/receiver space 
includes associated environmental support systems such as AC 
power, lighting, heating and air conditioning. 

5. DC Power 

T h e  DC power rate element consists of both a recurring 
monthly rate and a nonrecurring charge. 
charge recovers the cost of delivering Company DC power to 
the Interconnectox's collocation space and is assessed per 
foot of power lead provided to the security enclosure 
occupied by the Interconnector. A separate power lead is 
required for each 7 foot equipment bay located in the 
Interconnector's security enclosure. The recurring monthly 
rate recovers the cost of providing 4 8  volt DC power to the 
Interconnectox's collocation space, and is assessed per fuse 
amperage ordered. 

The nonrecurring 

6. Security Enclosure 

The security enclosure rate element is a nonrecurring charge 
assessed on a per enclosure basis and provides for the 
construction of a lockable, eight foot high, wire mesh 
security fence surrounding the perimeter of the 
Interconnector's collocation space. Security enclosures are 
available in 100 and 200 square foot s i z e s .  
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SPRINT-FLORIDA, INCORPORATED Original Page 4 
By : F. B. Poag, Director 

Effective: January 1, 1997 

E17. EXPANDED INTERCONNECTION SERVICES 

E17.1.1 Basic Sexvice Descriptions (Cont'd) 

C. Rate Categories (Cont'd) 

7 .  

a.  

9. 

10. 

11. 

Conduit Space - P e r  Foot 

The conduit space - per foot ra te  element is assessed on a 
per linear foot per month basis and provides for t h e  
Interconnector's use of conduit duct space from the 
designated interconnection point to the Interconnector's 
collocation space. 

Conduit Space - Vault 
The conduit space - vault r a t e  element is assessed on a per 
foot of a 9-conduit vault per month basis and provides for 
the Interconnector's use of the Company's cable vault  and 
supporting structures. 

Electrical Cross-Connect 

The electrical cross-connect rate element is assessed on a 
per connection per month basis and recovers the cost of 
connecting the Interconnector's terminating equipment to 
tariffed services provided by the Company. 
cross-connections are available at the DSO, DS1 and DS3 
levels. 

Elec t r ica l  

R i s e r  Space 

The riser space rate element is assessed on a per foot per 
month basis and provides a cable path between the cable 
vault and the Interconnector's collocation space. 

Diverse Riser Space 

The diverse riser space rate element is assessed on a per 
foo t  per month basis and provides a second cable path 
between the cable vault and t h e  Interconnector's collocation 
space. 
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Original Page 5 

Effective: January 1, 1997 

E17. EXPANDED INTERCONNECTION SERVICES 

E17.1.1 Basic Service Descriptions (Cont'd) 

C. Rate Categories (Cont'd) 

12, Internal Cabling 

The internal cabling rate element is assessed on a per 
linear foot of 4-fiber cable per month basis and recovers 
the cost of cabling, both 4-fiber and coaxial as necessary, 
from the point of interconnection outside the Company 
premises (when that poin t  of interconnection is a manhole 
near t h e  Company premises) to the  Interconnector's 
terminating equipment in the Company premises. 

13. Internal Conduit 

The internal conduit rate element is assessed on a per 
linear foot per month basis and recovers the cost of 12- 
fiber conduit and riser from the point of interconnection 
outside the Company premises (when that po in t  of 
interconnection is a manhole near the Company premises) to 
the Interconnector's terminating equipment in the Company 
premises. 

14. External Cabling and Conduit 

T h e  external cabling and conduit rate element is assessed on 
a per 1/4 mile per of 4-fiber cable per month basis and 
recovers the cost of 4-fiber cabling and conduit as 
necessary from the point of interconnection outside the 
Company premises (when that point of interconnection is not 
a manhole near the Company premises) to a manhole near the 
Company premises. 
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By : F. B. Poag, Director 

Original Page 6 

Effective: January 1, 1997 

E17. EXPANDED INTERCONNECTION SERVICES 

E17.1.1 Basic Service Descriptions (Cont'd) 

C. Rate Categories (Cont'd) 

15. 

16. 

17. 

18. 

Cable Pull and Splice 

T h e  cable pull and splice rate element is assessed based on 
per half hour additional labor rates and recovers the cost 
of Company personnel pulling t he  Interconnector's fiber 
optic cable from t h e  interconnection point in a manhole 
outside the Company premises to the cable vault, and 
splicing the Interconnector's cable to the riser cable in 
the cable vault. 

Installation and Maintenance 

The installation and maintenance rate element is assessed 
based on per half hour additional labor rates and recovers 
the c o s t  of installing and/or  maintaining Interconnector 
provided outside plant ( e . g . ,  entrance cable, riser cable, 
and conduit) . 
Security Escort 

The security escort rate element is assessed based on per 
half hour additional labor rates and recovers the cost of 
Company personnel accompanying Interconnector's authorized 
employees, agents and contractors from the time of entry 
into a Company premises to the time of departure. 

Interconnection Rearrangement 

The interconnection rearrangement rate element is a 
nonrecurring charge assessed when an existing Company 
provided high capacity service or multiplexed high capacity 
service is reconfigured into a high capacity service under 
an expanded interconnection arrangement or vice versa, or 
from one expanded interconnection arrangement to another 
within the same Company premises. 
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IST Billing 

"Matt Brown" <matt@tte.net> 
CTe rry .A. McC u I I och @ma i I. sprint. corn> 
< bil ling @ istal . corn > 
Monday, February 11 , 2002 257 PM 

cc: 
Sent: 
Subject: Security Badge Problem 
Hello. 

We've been trying to get our security badge access updated for some time, and have now tested access to the 
facilities we need access to. While we can access the Blairstone office, we have a problem with the Maybury 
office. Note that this is after we've been told we have access to this building. 

The Maybury office has two doors: the front door is not key card accessible, that is, it is not possible to use a key 
card to open it. The back door does have key card access. However, there is a fence and gate which protects 
the rear of the building. The gate cannot be opened with a key card, and it is (often? always?) locked after hours. 
So we still cannot access this building after hours. 

Please get back to me as soon as possible regarding this, in particular I need to be notified if there will be a delay 
of more than 48 hours in providing access. 

Thank you, 
Matt Brown 
l T E  , i nc. 

2/12/02 
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E T  Billing 
-~ 

From; <Terry.A.McCulloch@mail.sprint.com> 
To: <matt@tte.net> 
cc: 
Sent: 
Attach: BDY.RTF 
Subject: RE: Security Badge Problem 
Matt, 
Brenda has confirmed that the back door of the Mabry Building is the 
correct one to use for key card access - not the front door. Brenda is 
also providing me with 5 gate keys for the gate that surrounds the Mabry 
building. I will "fed-ex" the 5 gate keys to you as soon as I pick them 
up from Brenda in just a few moments. 
I don't know when the Mabry gate is locked each day, or even if it is 
ever locked, however until you receive the gate keys from me, please let 
me know if you need access thru the Mabry gate and I will work with the 
responsible central office manager for the Mabry building to ensure that 
the gate is opened for you. 
Thank you. 

Terry A. McCulloch 
Field Service Manager - Sprint LTD 
555 Lake Border Drive, Mailstop FLAPKA0202 
Apopka, Florida 32703 
407-889-6266 fax 407-884-1706 

c b il I ing @ ista I. co m > ; ceric@ tte . net> ; 
Monday, February I I, 2002 4:22 PM 

~ ~ ~ ~ ~ N N N N " N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N " N  

d) terry .a.mcculloch@mail. sprint. com 

-----Original Message----- 
From: McCulloch, Terry A. 
Sent: Monday, February 11,2002 3:49 PM 
To: 'matt' 
Cc: 'billing'; Ponds, Brenda B. 
Subject: RE: Security Badge Problem 
Importance: High 

Matt, 
Brenda Ponds, with Sprint's Security Team, is investigating your 
questions below. If for some reason Brenda cannot resohe the access 
issue within 48 hours, I will work with the central office manager of 
the Mabry office to ensure that TTE is allowed access to the 
building. Thank you. 

Terry A. McCulloch 
Field Service Manager - Sprint LTD 
555 Lake Border Drive, Mailstop FLAPKA0202 

407-889-6266 fax 407-884- 1706 
terry .a.mcculloch@mail.sprint.coin 

a Apopka, Florida 32703 

2/12/02 
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-----Original Message----- . From: matt [mailto:matt@,tte.net] 
Sent: Monday, February 11,2002 2 5 8  PM 
To: Terry .A.McCulloch 
Cc: billing 
Subject: Security Badge Problem 

Hello. 

We've been trying to get our security badge access updated for 
some time, and have now tested access to the facilities we need 
access to. While we can access the Blairstone office, we have a 
problem with the Maybury office. Note that this is after we've 
been told we have access to this building. 

The Maybury office has two doors: the front door is not key card 
accessible, that is, it is not possible to use a key card to open 
it. The back door does have key card access. However, there is a 
fence and gate which protects the rear of the building. The gate 
cannot be opened with a key card, and it is (often? always?) 

0 locked afterhours. So we still cannot access this building after 
hours. 

Please get back to me as soon as possible regarding this, in 
particular I need to be notified if there will be a delay of more 
than 48 hours in providing access. 

Thank you, 
Matt Brown 
TTE,inc. 

2/12/02 
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Main Identity 

From; <Linda.Johnston@mail.sprint.com> 
To: <matt@mail.tte.net>; <Terry.A.McCulloch@mail.sprint.com> 
Sent: Monday, October 15, 2001 8:49 AM 
Subject: RE: Security Badges 

Just to let you all know, I currently have photos for the following: 
Alex Aguilar, Scott Barnes, Jeremy Bolton, Matthew Brown, Eric Larsen, 
Evan Larsen, Young Larsen, William Payne, Mike Sands, Montana Thomas, 
and Mike Wachob. I will only need the form filled in telling me what 
access they need. Thanks 

- --- -0ri ginal Message-- - -- 
From: McCulloch, Terry A. 
Sent: Monday, October 15, 2001 8:36 AM 
To : 'matt' 
Cc: Johnston, Linda L. 
Subject: RE: Security Badges 

If you currently have ID badges, you would contact the Sprint Security 
Team at 407-889-1506, or Linda Johnston at 407-889-6641 with questions 
as to why your ID badges do not allow access at the Sprint buildings. 
If you have a new person, or persons, who need ID badges, then please 
send the attached Security Form for each person to me for processing. A 
digital photo is also required. Thank you. 

-----Original Message----- 
From: matt [mailto:inatt@Jnaj I.tte.net] 
Sent: Friday, October 12,2001 5:14 PM 
To: Terry.A.McCulloch 
Subject: Security Badges 

Hello. 

Some time ago, I sent you an email requesting information on the changes 
in security in Tallahassee. The telephone offices in Tallahassee have 
started using magnetic strip security badges, but we were not issued new 
ones, preventing access to some of the buildings we have equipment in. 

Please tell me who I can contact to get these badges as soon as 
possible. 

Thank you, 
IST Staff 

10/17/0 1 
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Main Identity 

From : , <Terry.A. McCu I I oc h @ma il .sprint .co m > 
To: <matt@mail.tte.net> 
cc: <Linda.Johnston@mail.sprint.com> 
Sent: Monday, October 15,2001 8:35 AM 
Attach: CLEC Security ID and Access Form.doc 
Subject: RE: Security Badges 

If you currently have ID badges, you would contact the Sprint Security 
Team at 407-889-1506, or Linda Johnston at 407-889-6641 with questions 
as to why your ID badges do not allow access at the Sprint buildings. 
If you have a new person, or persons, who need ID badges, then please 
send the attached Security Form for each person to me for processing. A 
digital photo is also required. Thank you. 

-----Original Message----- 
From: matt [mailto:!n.att@.~n.ail .tt-e.nec] 
Sent: Friday, October 12,2001 5:14 PM 
To: Teny.A.McCulloch 
Subject: Security Badges 

Some time ago, I sent you an email requesting information on the changes 
in security in Tallahassee. The telephone offices in Tallahassee have 
started using magnetic strip security badges, but we were not issued new 
ones, preventing access to some of the buildings we have equipment in. 

- Please tell me who I can contact to get these badges as soon as 
possible. 

Thank you, 
IST Staff 

10/17/01 
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From : , 
To: ciststaff@istal .corn> 
cc: 
Sent: 
Attach: 
Subject: RE: Update security clearance 

<Terry . A. McCul loc h @mail .sprint .com > 

bi I I i ng @ istal .com > ; <eric@is tal .com > 
Monday, July 30,2001 10:45 AM 
CLEC Security ID and Access Form.doc 

Listed below are the TTE folks who have been issued ID badges by 
Sprint's Security Team. Could you review the list and let me know if 
all these same people, with the exception of Montana, will need a key 
access card for the TLHSFLXA Sprint building? If so, our Security team 
will create new lD badges with the key access card attached to the back 
of the ID badge, and the original ID badges should be returned to me. 

LAST NAME 

FIRST NAME 

AGUILAR 

ALEX 

BARNES 

SCOTT 

BOLTON 

JEREMY 

- BROWN 

MATTHEW 

LARSEN 

ERIC 

LARSEN 

EVAN 

LARSEN 

PAYNE 

10/17/01 
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WILLIAM 

@ SANDS 

MICHAEL 

THOMAS 

MONTANA 

WACHOB 

MICHAEL 

For any person who is not on the list above, a Security Form (attached), 
plus photo ID is needed. You can e-mail the completed Fonns to me aIong 
with the digital photos. Please let me know if you have any questions 
about the Security Form. Tha& you! 

Terry A. McCulloch 
Field Service Manager - Sprint LTD 
555 Lake Border Drive, Mailstop FLAPKA0202 
Apopka, Florida 32703 
407-889-6266 fax 407-884- 1706 

a 
t e r ~ y . a _ ~ m c c L ~ ~ l o c h ~ ~ ~ . ~ ~ ~ s ~ r i . ~ t .  c on? 

-----Original Message----- 
From: iststaff [ma~lto:istst~ff~~~stal ,coi~] 

To: Terry.A.McCulloch 
Cc: iststaff; eric; billing 
Subject: Update security clearance 

- Sent: Friday, July 27,2001 12: 1 I PM 

Hello. 

We've made some changes to our staff and need to update our security 
records for the tandem office entry, and for the KES certificates. 

Also, security proceedures have changed at the Tallahassee tandem 
office, and now magnetic strip cards are being used for entry; our 
current security cards do not have a magnetic strip. 0 

a 

Here are the changes we wish to make for access to the tandem 

10/17/01 
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office. If we need to correspond with another person, please tell me 
how to contact them directly. 

The, following personel should be authorized entry to the tandem 
office: 
Eric Larsen 
Young Larsen 
Matthew Brown 
Ginny Meek 

The follow personel should no longer be authorized entry to the 
tandem office: 
Montana Thomas 

Also, please tell me where we can get a list of those people still 
given access to IRES so we can make adjustments. 

Thank you, 
Matthew 
TTE, inc. 

10/17/01 
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From:, <iststaff@istal.com> 
To: Terry A McCutloch <Terry.A.McCulloch@mail.sprint.com> 
cc: Eric Larsen <eric@istal.com>; IS1 Billing <billing@istal.com> 
Sent: 
Subject: Update security clearance 

Hello. 

We've made some changes to our staff and neet 
and for the IRES certificates. 

Friday, July 27, 2001 12:lO PM 

to update our security records for the a d e m  office entry, 

Also, security proceedures have changed at the Tallahassee tandem office, and now magnetic strip cards are 
being used for entry; our current security cards do not have a magnetic strip. 

Here are the changes we wish to make for access to the tandem office. If we need to correspond with another 
person, please tell me how to contact them directly. 

The following personel should be authorized entry to the tandem office: 
Eric Larsen 
Young Larsen 
Matthew Brown 
Ginny Meek 

The follow personel should no longer be authorized entry to the tandem office: a Montana Thomas 

Also, please tell me where we can get a list of those people still given access to IRES so we can make 
adjustments. 

Thank you, 
Matthew 
TTE, inc. 

I0/17/0 1 
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Mailbox: 
Main 
Message: 
6 o f7  . . . . . . . . .  

I Logoff;. 
. ' M j q $ J ' '  
. _,.._ .......... 

................ 

. . . . .  

5 From: Terry. A.McCu1 lochamail. sprint. com 

Date: Thu, 13 Jun 2002 085  1 5 0  -0400 
Subject: RE: Re: 
TO: eric@tte.net, julia@tte.net 

I received your email. I will respond to your request once I have had a 
-x ..- -- "'- .... - . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  ......... ....... . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . 

chance to review it with others on my team. Thank you. 

ites are res 

-----Original Message----- 
From: julia [mailto :j ulia@is tal. com] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 12,2002 5:39 PM 
To: Terry.A.McCulloch; eric 
Subject: Re: 

Terry , 
As we have explained below, until the billing disp 11 ed, we 
cannot proceed with our business plan, and cannot deploy any equipment 

at 
those three locations. To avoid future accumulation of monthly fees for 
DC 
power during the dispute period, we request 0 DC power to be provided 
for 
these three locations; Blairstone Rd, Mabry Rd, and Willis Rd locations. 
If 
-0- can not be ordered, then we request one(A) lead of 1. AMP, minimum 

required. 

Thank you for your timely assistance in this matter, 
Julia Larsen, 
TTE 
850-980-1 163 

Terry. A.McCulloch@mail.sprint.com wrote: 

> Your email has been received. Thank you. 

> -----Original Message----- 
> From: julia [mailto:julia@mail.istal.com] 
> Sent: Tuesday, April 30,2002 1O:OO PM 
> To: terry.a.mccul1och 
> Cc: eric 
> Subject: 

> Terry, 

> TTE requests to disconnect the DC power for Willis, Mabry, and 

> 

> 

> 

h~~://mail.istal.com/X472398989fcbce939e997a96a3a8/rmail. 1 5998.cgi?&mbx=Main&msg.. . 6/14/02 
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> Blairstone Road Colocations until we resolve the billing issues for 
> these three end office locations. 

> Although we requested not to activate the DC power before we did the 
> walkthrough and the acceptance of these colocations, arid because of 
> these billing disputes, we were not yet able to use the space. As we 
> discussed before, Sprint continues to bill for the DC power usages 
> without us ever using the power and Sprint has never actually 
installed 
> the breaker on its Power board for TTE. Until we resolve these 
billing 
> disputes through working with the PSC or civil law suits we may opt to 

> 

I 

> file against Sprint, at this time, we request to disconnect the power 

> that the billing charges for usage would not be accumulated while the 
> billing disputes in place. Although as mentioned above, currently 
there 
> is no breaker installed for TTE for the Power on these three 
locations, 
> so we don't understand what Spint has to do to disconnect. 

> Since we are planning to pay for the power line install fee for all 
> these locations, please leave the lines as they are currently in place 
> so that we don't have to pay for the line install fee later when we 
need 
> the power be turned on. 
> Thanks, 
> Julia 
> TTE, Inc. 

so 

> 

Page 2 of 2 
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