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Re: Docket No.: 020507-TP 

Dear Ms. Bayo: 

On December 23, 2002, the Florida Competitive Carrier's Association (FCCA) filed 
the rebuttal testimony of Joseph Gillan. Included in Mr. Gillan's rebuttal testimony at page 
14, is Table 1: Local Market Conditions in Florida, which has been revised to include the most 
current data through December, 2002. 

AT&T, MCI and AIN (who have replaced the FCCA in this case pursuant to 
Commission order) respectfillly request that the Commission allow Mr. Gillan to replace Table 
1 in h i s  rebuttal testimony so that the most recent data is in the record. 

A copy of this letter is enclosed. Please mark it to indicate that the original was filed 
and return the copy to me. Copies have been served to the parties shown on the attached 
Certificate of Service. 



Entry Strategy 
Resale 
UNE-P (loops with switching) 
UNE-L (loops without switching) 
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December December 
2001 2002 Change 

277,33 5 1 10,507 (1 66,828) 
135,719 493,891 , 358,172 
167,048 162,899 (4,149) 
580.102 767,297 

REVISED Rebuttal Testimony of Joseph Gillan 
On Behalf of the Florida Competitive Carriers Association 

Docket No. 020507-TL 

Q. BellSouth points to penetration statistics for Florida to  support its claim that 

competition in the local market is flourishing. (Ruscilli, page 16). Does this 

respond to  the argument that its policy is anticompetitive? 

A. No. Overall penetration statistics say nothing about discrimination in particular 

market segments, nor about BellSouth's attempt to retain voice customers by 

threatening to disconnect DSL service. 

Q. Why is it so important that BellSouth be prohibited from discriminating 

against UNEs (and UNE-P in particular) by refusing to provide FastAccess to 

customers being served under such arrangements? 

A. Evidence continues to demonstrate that the only practical hope for mass market 

competition for residential and smaller business customers is UNE-P. The 

following table (based on BellSouth's Form 477 Local Competition Reports filed 

with the FCC) demonstrates the importance of UNE-P to local competition. 

Table 1: Local Market Conditions in Florida 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing Revised Rebuttal 
Testimony of Joseph Gillan, page 14, Table 1: Local Market Conditions in Florida, has been 
hrnished by (*) hand delivery, (**) electronic mail or by U. S. Mail this 9th day of July, 2003, to 
the following: 

(*) (* *) Patricia Christensen 
Florida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399 

(*) (**)Nancy White 
(* *) Meredith Mays 
c/o Nancy Sims 
BellSouth Telecommunkaiions, Inc. 
150 South Monroe Street 
Suite 400 
Tallahassee, Florida 32301-1556 

(* *) Floyd R. Self 
2 1 5 South Monroe Street, Suite 70 1 
Tallahassee, Florida 3 23 0 1 

(**) Nanette Edwards 
Director-Regulatory 
1TC"DeltaCom 
4092 S. Memorial Parkway 
Huntsville, AL 35802 

Vicki Gordon Kaufman I/ 


