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0RtGJAl 
BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 1 vA.L 

In re: Pelltion by lntlrmldll Communications Inc. ) 
For Arbtb8tlon wlh .._._... T•communlcationa, ) Docket No. 981642-TP 
Inc., Pursuant to .. TejiDOfti'IU1tcationa Act of 1996 ) 

In re: Petition by e.IPft carnn..nc.tiona, Inc. ) 
And Arneric8n CornnuilciMan 8eMCII of Tampa, ) 
Inc., American~ 8ervtcM of ) 
Jacksonville, Inc. for NbllnlllcM of an ) Docket No. 981745-TP 
Interconnection Agreement wllh BeiiSouth ) 
TeleCOiii11Unicalal•. Inc. P&nUMt to Section 252(b) ) 
Of the TeleCDfl'l'lllri::l/vA of 1996 ) 

) FILED: Feb. 18, 1999 

BeiiSoulh Telecamrnuni~"'S, Inc., \BeiiSouth• or •eompany;, pursuant to 

Rules 25-22.034 and 25-22.035, Florida Adminlatnltive Code, and Rules 1.340 and 

1.280(b), F1ortda Rue. of Civil Procedure, hereby submtta the following Responses and 

Objections to American Communications Services, Inc.-Jacksonville, Inc., d/b/a 

e.aplre,.. Convru1lc8tiona Inc. 't \e.spirej First Request for Production of Documenta. 

· · GENERALOBJECnONS 

. . 
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SPECIFIC RESPONSES 

3. Pie Me provide cop._ of the most recent cost studies prepared by; or for 

BeiiSouth which show the NCUntng and non-recurring cost of providing each of the 

following types of lcalloopa • en unbundled network element: 

a) 2-Wire Analog Votoe Grade Loop( a) 

b) 4-Wire Analog Voloe Grade Loop( a) 

c) 2-Wire ISON Digital Grade Unk(s) (BRIISDN) 

d) 2-VVire AD8L-Compltlble Loop( a) 

e) 2-Wire HOSt-ec..,....,. Loop( a) 

f) 4-Wire HD8L-Compatl)le Loop( a) 

g) DS1loopl 

h) DS3 Loops 

I) OC3Loop. 

j) OC12~ 

k) OC48 Loopa 

RESPONSE: 8eiSouth has the following cost studies flied with the Florida 

Public Service Commiaaion In the tpeCified Dockets: 

a) TSLRIC atudy for Unbundled 2-Wire Analog Voice Grade Loop filed in 

Docket Nos. 960833-TP/980848-TP/960916-TP. 

b) TSLRIC study for Unbundled 4-Wire Analog Voice Grade Loop filed In 

Docket Nos. 960833-TPJ88014&.. TP/960916-TP. 

c) TSLRIC atudy for Unbundled 2-Wire ISDN Digital Grade Loop filed In 

Docket Nos. 960833-TP/980&48-TP/960916-TP. 
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d) Cost atudy Mng in Docket Nos. 96Q833. TP/960848-TP/960918-

TP/960757-TP/971140-TP, eo.t e.m.ntA.6: 2-Wire AOSl Compatible loop. 

e) Coat study ftllno In Docket Nos. 960833-TP/960848-TP/960818-

TP/960757-TP/971140-TP, eo.t ElementA.7: 2-Wire HDSl Compatible loop. 

f) Coat studY Mng DodGit Nos. 960833-TP/960&46-TP/960918-TP/960757-

TP/971140-TP, Coat E'*'-rtA.I: 4-VVIre HDSl Compatible loop. 

g) TSLRIC ltudy for ~ 4-'Nire DS1 Digltlll Grade loop flied In 

Docket Nos. 961150-TP. 

h) Cost atudy Mng In L oce.t Nos. 981642-TP/981745-TP, Cost Elements 

A.16.1, A.16.2, & A.18.188: High Clpldty Unbundled Local loop- 'JS3. 

i) Coat study Mng In Doeket Nos. 981642-TP/981745-TP, Cost Elements 

A.16.4, A.16.5, & A.16.488: High Capecfty Unbundled local loop- OC3. 

j) Coat study fling In Docket Nos. 981642-TP/981745-TP, Coat Elements 

A.16.7. A.16.8, & A.18.788: High Ctlpeolly Unbundled local loop- OC12. 

k) eo.t study filing In Docket Nos. 981&42-TP/981745-TP, Cost Elements 

A.16.10, A.16.11 A.18.13, A.16.1088, & A.16.1399: High Capacity Unbundled local 

loop-OC48. 

Items (a) to (g) above were IUbmltt8d to the Florida Public Service Commission 

in support of the ...- ordered b ' the Commission. Subject to the nondisclosure 

agreement executed by e.sptre, BeHSouth will make these proprietary coat studies 

available for review at 3535 Colonnade Part<way, Blnningham, Alabama and will, if 

available, provide an electronic copv d the studies. Items (h) to (k) above were filed 
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provided to e.eplr8. 

Florida. The atudiM ut11a T8LRIC methodology, unless otherNIIe epedfled, with ftxed 

coats idetetifted • ~ j!td 'lOf11mOn costa. Distance-related costa are not an output 

of the studies. How8ver, the ~ procedu1'88 applied tn the studies eelected loops 

of varying distanc.. Thele loop5 were used In computation of average loop costa. 

Studies ~on the loCIIIItiea wt u .. re e.spire has requested interconnection at a 

disaggregated bella by ~. switching center or density cell have not been 

performed. 

4. Pleele povlde the mo&t recent cost studies including wortcpepera and 

working copy .,..,.,.. 1W «for BeiiSouth which lhow the recurring n non-recurring 

local loop to the e.lpire aystlm and/or other telecommunications canter ayatema. If the 

cost study p8rtalna to ottMtr telecommunications carriers, please identify the carriers. 

RESPONIE: The moat recent cost study was fi~ with the Commisaion in 

Docket Nos. 960833-TP/980848-TP/960918-TP/960757-TP/971140-TP, Coat Elements 

H.1: Physical Collocalion .net H.2: Virtual Collocation. A copy of this cost study is 

available for review It 3535 Colonnade Parkway, Birmingham, Alabama subject to the 

protective agre.nent executed by e.splre. BeiiSouth also wUI provide an electlonlc 

copy of the proprteblry atudiea. :n.e costs are statewide average costa and pertain to 

all ALECa tn the at111a d Florida. 
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Pleale .~ the moat recent coat ltudies lndudlng workpapers and 

work copy pewpared'!JY or for BefiSouth which show the recurring and non-recurring cost 

of~ II~ hnlpolt to e.aplre or other teleoommunicatlona carriers as may 

be required 10 ~ ~ from Be11South'1 end office where unbundled loops are 

ordered to another BIISouth end office or tandem awitct't. Pleale identify the coat 

separately for 08-1 --~t cf, DS-3 dedicated and tandem swftched traneport. To the 

extent coat ....,... for Jl ghar bandwidth Interoffice transport are available, please 

provide samit ~· 

REIPONIE: . 8ee BeiiSouth'a cost atudy flUng in Docket Not. 981642-

TP/981745-TP, Coat Eien'!1nt Erementa 0 .3: lnterotfice Transport: DedJcatod- DSO-

56184 Kbpt, 0.8: I .. ,_. Transport- Dedicated- 083, 0.7: Interoffice Transport

Dedicated - OC.3, 0 .8: lnterofllce Transport - Dedicated - OC12, 0 .9: Interoffice 
,, 

Transport- Dedklted- OC*I. 

Tt1e other moet~ ooet studies are: (1) BeHSouth'a TSLRIC study for Special 

Acceu Voice ~· SeMce - Interoffice Channel Voice - Unbundled Exchange 

Acceaa .filed with the CormWelon in Docket Nos. 961150-TP; and (2} BeUSouth'a coat 

study filing in Docket Not. 880833-TP/960846-TP/960916-TP/960757-TP/9711-40-TP, 

Cost Element 0 .4: lnteroftic*· Transport- Dedicated- 081 . TheM COlt atudlea are 

available for review at 3535 Colonnade Parkway, Birmingham, Alabama aub;--d to the 

protective ag~ ~ by .E.aplre. BeiiSouth alao will pro\lide an electronic 

copy of the proprietary ttudles. 

These coMa .. aiMewlde average coats and pertain to all ALECa In the state of 

Florida. 
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7. Pteue provide the . ~- mcent cost studies including workpapera and 

wort< copy prepared by or for B••outh relldlng to local traffic tranlport and termination 

(including end office ~· ~ '11ftd t8ndem switching). Pleale provide the 

complete wort<ing copy of e.ch cOM ttu ly. InCluding a complete WOiking copy of aU 

computerized models invoiYed · 1ft ~ the cost estimate with dat8 intact; a 

complete set of wo~ wlh II epecial .todiea, data aourc86 dr~ inputs and 

assumption; and a complete set Of coet studY docutuentation. 

RESPONSE: J'he moat recent cost studies are: (1) BeiiSouth'a TSLRIC 

study for Unbu~~ local Ulage fled ·In Docket Noa. 981150-TP; and (2) BeiSSouth'a 

coat study filing in~Doci81 .Noa. 88083S:~I960846-TP/960916-TP/960757-TP/97114(). 

TP, Cost Element 0.5: ~ L.oca1·ChanMI- Dedicated. These coet atuchea are available 

"" for review at 3535 ·Colornide P8ikway, Birmingham, Alabama subject to the protective 

agreement executed by e...,n. 8eiiSouth also will provide an elecbonlc copy of the 

proprietary stuctlea. 

11. Please provide coplel of any written explanations which describe the 

manner in which BeiSoulh~a exJatlug non-recurring charges (NRCa) for local exchange 

-
service were ~. ,AIIo provide any cost studies which have been prepared by 

or on behalf of~ to aupport those NRCs, and for each cost study identify the . ' 
pricing methodology exiSting non-recurrtng charges (NRCs) for local exchange service 

were established. Allo provide any ex* studies which have been prepared by or on 

behalf of BeiiSouth 1o sQppOit ~ NRCs, and for each such cost study identify the 

pricing methodology. 
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liiiSouth objecta to this req...t on grotnfa that the 

information reqUMted II not relevant to any issue in this proceeding nor I1NIIOf18bty 

calculated to IMd to the dilocMry of admissible evidence. Although the Conwni1aion 

has been alked to 8riNtt • the nonrecurring rates for certain unbundled netwof't( 
. 

elements, the c:harU8' a QM)mer pays when it changee long diltllnce carriers, the 

charges a BeUSoulh r.tail cuatomer pays or the cost to BeiiSouth of providing service to 

a retail customer • lrMiev.nt because, as the Federal Convnunicationl Commission 

haa repea18dty held, unbundlad netwof't( elements do not have a retaH analogue. See In 

re: Appl/cai#Dn ol B..,., Corp., Bel/South Telecommunications, Inc., and Bel/South 

Long Distal•~ Inc. foe Ptovltllon of In-Region, /nterl.ATA ~In Louisiana, CC 

Docket 98-121, 13 FCC Red 20599 t 87 (Oct 13, 1998); See In re: Application of 

BeiiSouth Colp.;, fit ill. PaJtauent to Section 271 of the Communications Act of 1934, as 

amended, to Prbvlde In-Region, lnterLA TA Services In South Carolina, CC Docket 97-

208, 13 FCC Red 539188 (Dec. 2o4, 1997); In re: Applieatlon of Amet#tech Michigan 

Pursuant to Section 2'11 of the Communications Act of 1934, as amended, to Provld~ 

In-Region, IIICett.ATA SetMcN In Michigan, CC Docket 97-137, 12 FCC Rod 205o43 11 

1o41 (Aug. 19, 1987). 

12. Provide any coet studies including wort<papera and work copy which have 

been prepared to aUpport the NRC assessed when a customer elects to change Its 

present long diMance canter. (See Interrogatory No. 5). For each such cost study, 

explain the prtclng methodology used (e.g., TELRI.,, TSLRIC. L~IC, etc.) . 

BeiiSouth objects to thla request on grounds that \'he 

Information requested Is not relevant to any issue in this proceeding nor reasom lbly 

8 

, 



calculated to leiiCI to the dllcovery of admlsdM evidence. Although the Commilaion 

has been .ad to arbitrate the nonrecurring rates for certain unbundled network 

elementa, the ~ a cwtomer pays when it changes long distance carriers, the 

chargea a BeiiSoulh naH customer pays or the coet to BeiiSouth of providing Mrvice to 

a retail cuatomer are ·~ because, aa the Federal Communlcationa Commiaaion 

has ,...,._,.ly held, un:uded networK elements do not have a retail analogue. See In 

re: Application of Be/ISouth Corp., Bel/South Telecommunications, Inc., and Bel/South 

Long Distance, Inc. for Provision nf In-Region, lntert.A TA Services In Louisiana, CC 

Docket 98-121, 13 FCC Red 20599 11 87 (Oct. 13, 1998); See In re: Application of 

BeHSouth Cotp., et 81. Putauent to Section 271 of the Communications Act of 1934, as 

amended, to Ptovlde In-Region, lntert..A TA Services In South Csrollna, ~C Docket 97-

208, 13 FCC Red 539 t 88 (Dec. 24, 1997); In re: App/lciJtlon of Amerltech Michigan 

Pursuant to Secllon 271 of the Communications Act of 1934, as amended, to Provide 

In-Region,. lnterl.ATA SeMCe8 In Michigan, CC Docket 97-137, 12 FCC Red 205431( 

141 (Aug. 19, 1997). 

16. With l'8lp8Ct to BeiiSouth's ADSL Service referenced fn BeiiSouth's 

FCC Tranamtttal No. 476 (dated Aug. 18, 1998), have coat studies been prepared by or 

on behalf of BeiiSouth? If tfte answer Is in the affirmative, please (a) describe the cost 

studies, (b) provide any and an documents relating to the cost studies, (c) identify the 

coating methodology UMd, (d) lt8te whether loop recurring coats are reflected fn the 

cost studies, (e) ltatle whether loop conditioning costa are reflected in the coat studies, 

complete worKing copy of each coat study, Including a complete working copy of all 



computerized modele Involved In preparing the cost estimate with data int8ct; • 

complete let of wortcpt1pers with au apeclal studies, data aourcn, data inputs and 

assumptions; and a~ • of COlt study documentation. 

RESPONR 8el8outh objects to this Request for Production to the extent 

it seeka inform8tion ~ng the coat of BeiiSouth's retaH aervicll, which is not 

relevant to any lalue In this ptoceeding nor reasonably ce•~lated to teed to the 

discovery of 8drnllal*t evidence. Although the CornmiMion hal been 8lked to 

arbitrate rates for certaln unbundled network elements, the costs BeiiSouth incurs in 

connection with lla ....,. ..me. Ia inelevant to this issue because, as the Federal 

Communications Comml111an lw repeatedly held, unbundled networtc elements do not 

have a retail analogue. See In re: Application of Bel/South Corp., BeiiSouth 

Telecommunications, Inc., tiiJd BeiiSouth Long Distance, Inc. for Provision of In-Region, 

lnterLATA SeMeN In Lou/..,., CC Docket 98-121 13 FCC Red 205991187 (Oct. 13, 

1998); See In re: AppbJIIon cl BeiiSouth Corp., eta/. Purs:Jant to Section 271 of the 

Communications Act o/1934, u amended, to Provide In-Region, lnterLA TA Services In 

South Carolina, CC Doc:bt 87·208, 13 FCC Red 539 11 98 (Dec. 24, 1997); In re: 

Application of Amerltech Michigan Pursuant to Section 271 of the Communications Act 

of 1934, as amended, to Provide In-Region, lntert..A TA SeiVicesln Michigan, CC Docket 

97-137, 12 FCC Red 20543 t 141 (Aug. 19, 1997). 

18. Please provide all nonrecurring cost studies performed In the last five 

years pertaining to unbundled loops or to any service that includew the loop (e.g., local 

residential or local buainesa). 
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REIPOI.E: leiSouth objects to thll Requ.t for Production to the extent 

it seeka lnforrnetion concerning the coat of BeiiSouth'a retail aervlcea, which Ia not 

relevant to any laue In thll proceeding nor reasonably calculated to lead to the 

discovery of admlsal)le evidence. Although the Cornmiuion hal been asked to 

arbitrate rates for certai 1 &mbundled netwoft( elements, the costa BeiiSouth incurs in 

connection wllh ill retail Mrvlces is irrelevant to this ilaue because, as the Federal 

Commun!cationa Comml11ion has repeatedly held, unbundled netwcn elements do not 

have a nlllll ..wogue. See In re: Appl#cltlion of Bel/South ea,., Bel/South 

Telecommuntwllona, Inc., Md Bel/South Long Distance, Inc. for Provision of In-Region, 

lnlerl..ATA Sen4oea In l.ouWana, CC Docket 98-121, 13 FCC Rod 20599' 87 (Oct. 13, 

1998); See In re: AppJ .... atlon oiBe/ISouth Corp., eta/. Pursuant to Section 271 of the 

Corntnurtlcallo Act~ 1834, • amended, to Provide ln-Rflglon, lntert.A TA Services In 

South cato.tna, CC Dodcet 97·208, 13 FCC Rod 539 11 98 (Dec. 24, 1997); In re: 

Application a/ Amet1ledt M!chlgan Pursuant to Section 271 of the Communlcstions Act 

of 1934, • amentlfKJ, to Provide In-Region, lnterl..A TA Services In Michigan, CC Docket 

97-187, 12 FCC Red 20543 t 141 (Aug. 19, 1997). 

Subject to thll objection, and without watving thll objection, please refer to 

responae to POD No. 3 for co.t atudies pertaining to unbundled loopa filed In recent 

Docketa. 

19. Please pRMde the moat recent cost study corresponding to each service 

identified in the preceding question. For each atudy, Identify the date prepared, the 

purpoae of the atudy (e.g., to be presented In a Comm~lon proceeding, used In 
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conjunction wtlh a CSA. lllc.), the coM methodology (LRIC, TSLRIC, TSLRIC, etc.). 

Provide wor;q,apera. 

RESPONSE: See BeiBouth'- response to Requeat for Production No. 18. 

23. Pleaae,provlde the study or the estimates of required time and talkl upon 

which BeiiSouth belld It ~ for collocation construction to ALEC• for 8IICh 
' 

construction job ~ or do .... 

. 
BeiiSouth objecD to thia '"'*'on grounds that it Is ovc~rty broad end unduly 

burdensome. To dlltll BeiiSouth h8a co~pleted more that 100 physical and virtual 

collocation arrangernen~t lft Florida 8nd IIPPJOximately 500 In the region. In order to 

provide the ~•formation requnl1d, BeiiSouth would have to consult seven different 

Network organizations, tv1o ot men BeiiSouth Network contractor~, and three or more 

input from these ~" who .,. Involved In the various aspects of the work 

excess of 5,000 ~ra to provide the requested Information just for those 

collocation projects oomptet8d In Florida. Furthermore, the Individuals who would have 

to gather these documents are the same Individuals responsible for fulfilling active, In

progress collocation reque.ta for BeiiSouth'a ALEC customers. To Impose such 

onerous discovery burdens upon these Individuals would Impede BeiiSouth's ability to 

timely fulfill its collocation obHgatlona to these ALECs. 

BeiiSouth also abjecta 1o this request to the extent it seeks Information about the 

work performed by BeiiSouth to pennit ALECs other than e.aplre to collocate on 

BeiiSouth's premlaea. SUch Information would tend to reveal the marketing and network 

12 



elected to deploy to eervice their CUitomerl and the locations where they Intend. to 

compete. Although lie Corm llllon ,_ been asked to arbitrate certain laues 

concerning the ratesl tanna, n 001dionl that should apply when e.aptre phylicafty 

collocates on Be11South'1 .,.,1111, e.apire lhould not be permitted to delve Into trade 

Everco Industries, Inc. v. OEM ProdcJcta Co., 362 F. Supp. 204, 208 (N.D. Ill. 1973) 

(rejecting open-ended dllcc'lel'f requeat for company'• confidential documents, 

recognizing that confldel dial documents lhould not be dilcloeed between ~ 

competitors abient IUfiiCient ca.). 

33. P-.. provide a ~ of the study, or studies, ideutified in Interrogatory 

No.23. 

REIPONIE: BeiiSouth objects to this Request for ProductiOn to the extent 

it seeks i1formllllon conoernk1g the cost of BeiiSouth's retail leiVicel, which II not 

relevant to any laue In thia proceeding nor reasonably calculated to lead to the 

discovery of adn:I111M evidence. Although the Commillion has been asked to 

arbitrate rate. for certai'l ambundled networ1< elements, the coets BeUSouth incurs in 

connection with tla retail aervtces II irrelevant to this issue because, as the Federal 

Communications Cornmislion hal repeatedly held, unbundled networtt elements do not 

have a retail analogue. See In re: Application of ;;ei/South Corp., Bel/South 

Telecommunlcetlona, Inc,, Mel s.IISouth Long 0/stsnce, Inc. for Provision of In-Region, 

lnterLATA s.tvlotM In LDulalane, CC Docket 98-121, 13 FCC Red 20599 t 87 (Oct. 13, 

1998); See In fW: Application of Bel/South Corp., eta/. Pursuant to Section 271 of the 

13 



ComtrJunk:a11on Act of 1934, as amended, to PtovkJe In-Region, lnterl..A TA s.rvlces In 

S0i.111t CarolrJa, CC Docket 97-208, 13 FCC Red 539' 98 (Dec. 24, 1997); In re: 

Applloatlon a1 Amel1tflch Michigan Pursuant to Section 271 of the Communlc8tlona Act 

of 1134, • emendiK/, to Provide In-Region, lntert.A TA ServloN In Michigan, CC Docket 

97-137, 12 FCC Red 20543 ' 141 (Aug. 19, 1997). 

SUbject tD thll objection, and without waiving thll objection, eee BeiiSouth's coat 

study ~ tn 'locket Nos. 981642-TP/981745-TP, Cost Element N.1: Unbundled 

P.-t &wlct*1g Frwne Relay Service. 

38. P11111 provide a copy of the study, or studies, v;::h workpapera, identified 

In lntlrl0g8tory No. 31. 

RBIFO..: Bei1South's rates and rate structure In 1996 for reciprocal 

compeMation YMid, depending on the outcome of the negotiations between the 

P..... The ,...lind llructure have changed aJnce 1998. These changes were also 

baecf on negatiiiiOM between the Parties. All downward changes were based on 

arbib1lllon declllanl, which were coat supported. Such cost support filed by BeiiSouth 

in "-e alt»>lrllllons II avallllble through the Public Service Convniaaion. The rates and 

l'lde 8lrucb.n in 1• d BeiiSouth's reciprocal compensation varied, depending on the 

outcome of the negoliltJoils between the Parties. The praent rates are baaed on the 

MCI and AT & TAibllndlon orders. 

37. Plea11 provide a copy of the study, or studies, with workpapera, Identified 

In Interrogatory No. 32. 

REIPONSI!: Since BeiiSouth does not consider ISP trdic to be local, a 

cost compadlon to Jocal traffic is not appropriate. 
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NANCY VVHITE 
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JHOMAS B. ALEXANDER 
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