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c. Specifically identify and describe any disputes relating to Broadwing's access 
charge billings submitted by Sprint between May 2006 and March 2012 and explain how 
these disputes, if any, were resolved. 

Response: Broadwing objects that this request is Not Relevant to Qwest's claims herein. 
Qwest asserts that two specific Broadwing agreements unduly discriminate against Qwest. 
Neither of those agreements was in effect during the period May 2006 through March 2012. 

Subject to Broadwing's objections, Broadwing states: 
See Rebuttal Testimony of Mack D. Greene at pages 22-40 and related 

*** BEGIN TION *** 

Answer provided by Mack D. Greene. 

Interrogatory No. 16. For the 800 database queries referenced on page 16, line 4 of the 
Rebuttal Testimony of Mr. Collins, specifically identify and describe any disputes related to 
Broadwing's charges for these 800 data base queries submitted by AT&T and explain how these 
disputes, if any, were resolved. 

Response: Broadwing has no record of any dispute related to the charges referenced in this 
Interrogatory. 

Answer provided by Meslissa Kellow. 

Interrogatory No. 17. Did Broadwing abide by Section 3(b) of the agreement attached to Mr. 
Greene's Rebuttal Testimony as Exhibit MDG-3? If not, identify all ways in which Broadwing 
deviated from Section 3(b) of the agreement. If Btoadwing billed the contracting party in 
Florida at a rate other that provided in the last sentence of Section 3(B), identify all months 
during which Broadwing billed at other rates and identify the rate billed in each such month. 

Response: Broadwing objects that this request is Not Relevant to Qwest's claims herein. 
Qwest asserts that two specific Broadwing agreements unduly discriminate against Qwest. 
Neither of those agreements was in effect during the period May 2006 through March 2012, and 
Broadwing objects to any attempt by Qwest to rely on agreements that it has not placed at issue 
herein. Broadwing further objects that the term "abide by" is Vague and Ambiguous and that the 
interrogatory Calls for a Legal Conclusion. 

In addition, the agreement shown in Exhibit MDG-3 is a nationwide agreement that covers a 
variety of different states and issues. The agreement was negotiated as a whole and imposes 
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numerous obligations on both parties. Broadwing's performance or non-performance of anyone 
portion of that agreement is Not Relevant to Qwest's claims herein. 

Answer provided by Bradley N. Collins. 

Interrogatory No. 18. Identify all facts and documents supporting a conclusion that Qwest's 
regulatory team actually discovered that Broadwing and/or Focal were providing IXCs intrastate 
switched access in Florida at rates lower than the rates they were charging QCC. 

Response: Broadwing objects that the interrogatory Calls for a Legal Conclusion and further 
objects that the interrogatory calls for counsel's opinion, evaluation of evidence, conclusions and 
proposed arguments, which is privileged attorney work product. Further, Broadwing cannot 
reasonably identify "all facts and documents" regarding events that occurred many years ago. 

Subject to Broadwing's objections, Broadwing states: 
See Rebuttal Testimony of Mack D. Greene at pages 44-58 and related exhibits. Further, when 
Qwest learned of the existence of the agreements described by Mr. Greene in the manner 
described by Mr. Greene, Qwest could have simply filed a civil suit or administrative action and 
sought a copy of the applicable agreements via subpoena, just as it did in the instant proceeding. 

Answer provided by Counsel and Mack D. Greene. 

Interrogatory No. 19. Regarding Mr. Greene's Rebuttal Testimony, at page 14, lines 17-21, 
identify the total amount of money that the party described therein had withheld from Focal, and 
that company's stated basis for withholding said amount. 

Response: 
Broadwing is unable to provide a response to this Interrogatory. The Focal-AT&T Litigation 
Settlement Agreement was executed in 2001, and Broadwing has no data for any billings before 
its June, 2005 invoices, nor does it have account receivable or payable information before that 
date. The company's stated reason for withholding payment is described generally in Qwest's 
Exhibit WRE-SA. 

Answer provided by Counsel and Bradley N. Collins. 
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Broadwing objects to any attempt by Qwestto rely on agreem~nts that it has not placed at issue 
herein. Further, to the extent this interrogatory seeks "all documents" without describing the 
type of document Qwest seeks, it is Vague and Overly Broad. 

Subject to Broadwing's objections, Broadwing states: 
See response to Interrogatory No. 15 and Interrogatory No. 2(3). See also Rebuttal Testimony of 
Mack D. Greene and Bradley N. Collins, including exhibits cited therein. Qwest is already in 
possession of Broadwing's invoices to Qwest. Broadwing will provide documents that include 
information regarding its billings to Sprint. 

Document Request No. 15. Produce all documents supporting your response to Interrogatory 
No. 16. 

Response: See Broadwing's response to Interrogatory No. 16. 

Document Request No. 16. Produce all documents supporting your response to Interrogatory 
No. 17. 

Response: Broadwing objects that this document request is Overly Broad and Unduly 
Burdensome. Among other things, it seeks documents created from mid-2005 through late 2008, 
in connection with an agreement that was terminated four years ago. Further, to the extent this 
interrogatory seeks "all documents" without describing the type of document Qwest seeks, it is 
Vague and Overly Broad. 

Subject to Broadwing's objections, Broadwing states: 
See Broadwing's Response to Interrogatory No. 17. 
Mack D. Greene at pages 22-40 and related 

OeJl.uv,,,TION *** 

*** 

In addition, see Rebuttal Testimony of 
*** BEGIN 

Document Request No. 17. Produce all documents supporting your response to Interrogatory 
No. 18. 

Response: Broadwing objects that this document request is Overly Broad, Unduly Burdensome, 
and Vague. Broadwing cannot reasonably produce or even identify "all documents" supporting 
the conclusion in question, particularly when the request does not specify a time period. 

Subject to its objections, Broadwing states: 
See Broadwing's Response to Interrogatory No. 18. 
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