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	STAFF'S SECOND SET OF INTERROGATORIES TO
	COMMUNICATIONS AUTHORITY, INC. (NOS. 29-66)
	DEFINITIONS
	INTERROGATORIES
	The Following Question Pertains to Issue 2
	29. Is CA currently a Tier 2 AIS?  If not, please explain your answer.
	30. Are Issues 12(i) and 24(ii) the same issue?  If so, should both issues appear in multiple sections of the ICA or should the language appear in only one section of the General Terms and Conditions (GT&C)?  Please explain.
	The Following Questions Pertain to Issue 13
	31. In his direct testimony, on page 15, lines 12-14, witness Ray indicates the dispute resolution process “already provides for payment of retroactive late payment charges “...when disputes are resolved in favor of AT&T Florida.”  Is his concern that...
	32. In his direct testimony, on page 15, lines 14-17, witness Ray indicates CA removed    language that would subject CA to late payment charges if “CA does not submit remittance information.”  Has witness Ray experienced paying a bill in full with th...
	The Following Questions Pertain to Issue 15
	33. In his direct testimony on page 19, lines 2-3, witness Ray testifies that AT&T Florida verifies CLEC insurance “as part of the application process” for services ordered under the ICA.  At what point after the ICA has been executed does CA expect t...
	34. Please explain whether AT&T Florida has physical barriers in place to prevent CA’s entrance to its facilities in the absence of proper insurance endorsements and/or pending an application for services.
	The Following Question Pertains to Issue 17(ii) and 17(iii)
	35. In witness Ray’s experience, has AT&T Florida opposed a CLEC selling its assets or prevented the acquisition of a CLEC by other parties?  Please explain.
	The Following Questions Pertain to Issue 18
	36. Please explain whether negotiating an amendment to incorporate changes reflected in the marketplace or changes in the law is less costly than negotiating an ICA “from scratch.”  Please explain any cost differences.
	37. In his direct testimony on page 21, lines 13-14, witness Ray testified that “AT&T Florida verbally offered to provide assurance to CA under separate cover that it would permit the Agreement to run longer than two years in “evergreen” status ...”. ...
	The Following Questions Pertain to Issue 19
	38. Please explain what the economic harm to CA would be if AT&T Florida is permitted to unilaterally cancel the ICA prior to the resolution of a dispute in accordance with the dispute resolution process in the ICA or the expedited process in Commissi...
	39. If AT&T Florida unilaterally cancels the ICA with CA in accordance with the ICA as written, and the disputes are resolved in favor of CA, what process will CA have to undertake to recoup its losses and re-establish its business?  Please explain yo...
	40. Please explain what is included in “all appeals” in CA’s suggested language in Exhibit PHP-1, GT&C section 8.3.1.
	41. At what point or points of the dispute resolution process as delineated in Exhibit PHP-1 should AT&T Florida be permitted to terminate the ICA with CA?  Please explain the process in detail.
	The Following Question Pertains to Issue 21
	42. In his direct testimony, witness Ray testifies, on page 23, lines 11 through 15, that CA seeks to strike AT&T Florida’s proposed language for GT&C section 1.1.8 because the language seems to impose late payment charges upon CA even if CA makes tim...
	The Following Question Pertains to Issue 22(a) and 22(b)
	43. In his direct testimony on page 24, lines 6-9, witness Ray testified that using AT&T Florida’s preferred dispute resolution spreadsheet “requires substantial extra resources” because it requires “one or more employees” to transfer dispute details ...
	The Following Questions Pertain to Issue 23
	44. What are CA’s specific objections to paying disputed charges into an interest-bearing escrow account?  Please explain your answer in detail.
	45. What are the costs involved to raise and escrow funds for disputed amounts?  Please explain.
	The Following Question Pertains to Issue 26
	46. Please explain any functional difference between AT&T Florida’s suggested language  and CA’s suggested language for subsection 13.1.2 of the ICA?
	The Following Question Pertains to Issue 29(i) and 29(ii)
	47. On page 59, lines 1 through 11 of his direct testimony, AT&T Florida’s witness Pellerin stated two reasons why AT&T Florida opposes CA’s proposed language for Issues 29(i) and 29(ii).  Witness Pellerin also identified examples, on page 62, lines 1...
	The Following Question Pertains to Issue 30
	48. On page 31, lines 5-7 of his direct testimony, witness Ray testifies that “CA has also removed language which would illegally bind non-parties to this agreement, clarifying that each party is responsible to the other for the actions of any other p...
	a. Please provide additional clarification regarding the statement “CA has also removed language which would illegally bind non-parties to this agreement.”
	b. Please provide the specific language that was removed.
	c. Please discuss and cite the authority regarding the legality of the language removed.

	The Following Question Pertains to Issue 35
	49. How do other ILECs treat the facilities between the CLEC’s collocation space and the cross-connect point?  Please explain your answer.
	The Following Question Pertains to Issue 37
	50. In her direct testimony, AT&T Florida’s witness Pellerin testifies on page 78, lines 3 through 6, that AT&T  Florida is not proposing to charge CA for 911 trunks, as stated in CA’s response to Staff’s Interrogatory No. 9.  However, CA would be res...
	a. Does CA agree that it is responsible for the cost of the facilities over which the 911 trunks ride?  Please explain your answer.
	b. If AT&T Florida agreed to removed the 911 trunks language and clarified that CA would be responsible for the cost of the 911 facilities would CA have any objections?  Please explain your answer.
	The Following Question Pertains to Issue 38

	51. In the direct testimony of AT&T Florida’s witness Neinast, page 3, lines 16 through 26, page 4, lines 1 through 9, and page 6, lines 1 through 19, he testifies that pursuant to Section 251 (c)(2)(B) of the Federal Telecommunications Act of 1996, t...
	What is CA’s position on the testimony of witness Neinast referenced above?    Please explain your answer and cite any applicable statutes, orders, laws, rules, etc., that support your position.

	The Following Questions Pertain to Issue 39(a)
	52. Please define term Local Homing Tandem.
	53. Does CA agree to accept the language proposed for Issue 39(a) in AT&T Florida’s witness McPhee’s direct testimony on page 24, lines 12 through 14, for the Network Interconnection Section 4.1.6?  If no, please explain your answer.
	The Following Question Pertains to Issue 39(b)
	54. Does CA agree to accept the language proposed for Issue 39(b) in AT&T Florida’s witness McPhee’s direct testimony on page 27, lines 7 through 14, for the Network Interconnection Section 4.3.1?  If no, please explain your answer.
	55. On page 29, lines 14 through 19, AT&T Florida’s witness McPhee testifies that CA’s proposed language speaks in terms of AT&T Florida providing SIP Voice-Over-IP/Voice Using-IP trunk groups.  However, based in part on CA’s comments, witness McPhee ...
	56. AT&T Florida’s witness McPhee testifies in his direct testimony on page 28, lines 20 through 21, and on page 29, lines 1 through 2, that the Federal Telecommunications Act of 1996 does not require IP interconnection and that the question of whethe...
	57. On page 32, lines 5 through 15 of his direct testimony, AT&T Florida’s witness McPhee testifies that CA’s proposed language is not needed because if the FCC determined that ILECs were required to provide IP interconnection pursuant to Section 251(...
	58. On page 34, lines 12 through 21, and page 35, lines 1 through 14 of his direct testimony, witness McPhee testifies that CA’s proposed language for Issue 41 is directly contrary to the All-or-Nothing Rule because CA’s proposed language would entitl...
	The Following Question Pertains to Issue 42
	59. Does CA agree to accept AT&T Florida’s proposed language for Issue 42 if AT&T Florida included the provisions stated in AT&T Florida’s response to Staff’s Interrogatory No. 48?  If not please explain your answer and submit alternative proposed lan...
	The Following Question Pertains to Issue 43(i)
	60. CA’s witness Ray testified on page 39, lines 13 through 14 of his direct testimony, that late payment charges and interest are mutually exclusive and may not be combined.  However, AT&T Florida’s witness Pellerin testified on page 82, lines 10 thr...
	61. On page 40, lines 4 through 7 of his direct testimony, witness Ray testifies about end user A conveying its number to end user B.  Please clarify what you mean by “conveying its number.”
	62. On page 40, lines 7-10 of his direct testimony, witness Ray testifies that release of the number as AT&T Florida wants is anti-competitive.  Please explain how the language that AT&T Florida has proposed is anti-competitive.
	63. On page 40, lines 9-10 of his direct testimony, witness Ray testifies that “CA’s language clarifies that only if the number is no longer assigned must it be returned.”  Please clarify if “no longer assigned” means the number is disconnected and mu...
	64. On page 40, lines 9-10 of his direct testimony, witness Ray testifies that “The FCC has affirmed the use of “nomadic VoIP” which involves local telephone numbers which are used outside of their original geographic rate center.”
	a. Please clarify whether in this example the “nomadic VoIP” partners with a provider to obtain numbering resources and whether that partner’s coverage area overlaps the geographic location of the ILEC rate center.
	b. Please explain whether FCC rules require location portability.

	The Following Question Pertains to Issue 47
	65. On page 3, lines 7 through 11 of his direct testimony, AT&T Florida’s witness Chamberlin testifies that he believes that CA wants the Commission to require AT&T Florida to make a human agent immediately available for any CA telephone call to repor...
	66. Please refer to AT&T Florida’s witness Pellerin’s direct testimony, page 94, line 20, through page 95, line 26. Please describe CA’s position regarding what “a showing of changed circumstances” would include that may allow UNE rates to be revisite...
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