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February 4, 1999 

Director, Division of Recorda and Reporting 
Florida Public Service Commtssion 
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850 

Re: Docket No. •11a-TP and 111745-TP 

Dear Ms. Bay6: 

Enclosed are an original and 15 copies of BeiiSouth Telecommunications, 
Inc.'s Responses and ~ns to e.sptreru Communications, Inc.'s First 
Request for Production of Documents and Motion for Temporary Protective 
Order. Please file 1hia document in the captioned matter. 

A copy of this letter ta enclosed. Please mark it to indicate that the 
original was filed and return the copy to me. 

Sinc:erely I 

~B. ~~CtL} 
Thomas B. Alexander 
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CBn'IFICATE F SERVICE 
~Noe.I81142·TPMCI881741-TP 

I HEREBY CERnFY that lind coneet copy of the foNgolng waaeerved by 

Federlll Expreu Iii 4th day d fe'on*Y, 1899 to the following: 

Bnld E. Mul8chelcnaul 
KELLEY DRVE & WARREN LLP. 
1200 Nineteenth Street. N.W. 
Suite 600 
Wlllhington, D.C. 20038 
Tel. No. (202) 855-9800 

~ H. Horton, Jr. 
Floyd R. Self 
MESSER CAPARELLO & SELF, P..A. 
215 South Moriroe Street 
Suite 701 
Taleh111111, FL 32302-1878 
Tel. No. (850) 222-0720 

Riley M. Mwphy 
James C. FIMy 
E.apire Communlcdonl, Inc. 
133 Ndonel ..... Pllkwlly 
Sulte200 
Annapolia Jwdion, Mwf~Md 20701 
Tei. No. ~1)817~ 

Donn. L. Cenzano 
Patrick Knight Wlgglnl 
\Nigglna & VllaC011a. P A 
2145 Delta Boulev8n:l 
Suite 200 
P.O. Orner 1857 
Tallahaaee, FL 32302 
Tel. No. (850) 385-6v07 
Fax. No. (850) 38S-6008 

JOMthan E. Canil 
Enrico c. Soriano 
Kelley Drye end Vlanen LLP 
1200 19" Street. N.W. 
Fifth Floor 
Wlllhington, D.C. 20038 
Tel. No. (202) 855-8800 
Fax. No. (202) 955-0702 

SoottA.~ 
SMior Poley CcMnel 
lntermedla ~.Inc. 
3825 Queen PMn Drive 
T..-npa, FL 33810-1309 
Tel. No. (813) 828-4083 
Fax. No. (813) 829-4823 



BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

In re: Petition by lntermedill Cc. nmunications Inc. ) 
For Arbitration with BeiiSouth Telecommunications, ) Docket No. 981642-TP 
Inc., Pursuant to the Telecommunications Act of 1996 ) 

) 
In re: Petition by e.aptre Communications, Inc. ) 
And American Communication Serv s .... Tampa, ) 
Inc., American Communfeatlona Services of ) 
Jacksonville, Inc. for Arb of an ) Docket No. 9817<45-TP 
Interconnection Agreement with BeiiSouth ) 
Telecommunications, Inc. Pursuant to Section 252(b) ) 
Of the T etecommuntcatlonl Ad of 1996 ) 

) FILED: Feb. 4, 1999 

BELLSOUTH ~NICATIONS, INC.'S RESPONSES AND 
OBJECnONI TO !.SPIRE"" COMMUNICA T10N8, INC.'S 

FIRST REQUEST trOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS AND 
MOTION FOR TEMPORARY PROTECnYE ORDER 

BeiiSouth Telecommunications, Inc., ("BeiiSouth. or ·company"), pursuant 

to Rules 25-22.034 and 2S.22.035, Florida Administrative Code, and Rules 

1.340 and 1 .28~.~\b), Florida Rules of Civil Procedure, hereby submits the 

following Responses, Objections and Motion for Temporary Protective Order to 

American CommunicatioM Servioel, Inc. -Jacksonville, Inc., dlb/a e.splre,... 

Communications, Inc.'s \ e.apirej First Request for Production of Documents. 

GENERAL OBJECTIONS 

BeiiSouth makes the following General Objections to e.spire's Firat 

Request for Production of Documents: 

DOCUMENT HUHef.R-OATE 

0 l 573 f£8 -5 = 
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1. BeiSouth objects to each Request for Production to the extent that It 

seeks information protected from discovery by the attorney-client privilege and/or 

work product docM . 

2. BeiSouth objects to the in~~ to e.apire'a Request for 

Production to the extent e.splre seeks to require BeiiSouth to produce documents 

In a form In Wh ILCh documents are not maintained by BeUSouth. 

3. 4IJISouth has Interpreted e.apire'a Request for Production to apply 

to BeltSouth'a r&g.u181ed Intrastate operations In Florida and wilt linit ttl f'8lpot1l8l 

accon:tlngty. To the IOdlnt that any request Ia Intended to apply to mders other 

than BeiiSouth'a Florida Intrastate operations, BeiiSouth objects to such request as 

irrelevant. overty bmed, ..-.duly burdensome, and oppresaive. 

4. BeiiSouth objects to providing documents to the extent that such 

documents antlilrelldy in the public record. 

5. 8eiiSouth Ia a large corporation with employees located in many 

different locationa in Florida and other states. In the course of Its business, 

BeUSouth c:reate1 countless documents that are not subject to the Commission or 

FCC retention of recorda requirements. These documents are kept In numerous 

locations that are frequently moved from site to site as employees change jobs or 

as the busJneaa is reorganized. Therefvre, It is po•lSible that ~t every document 

will be provided 1n reaponte to these Requests for Production. Rather, these 

responses wtn provide au the information obtained by BeiiSouth after a reasonable 

and diligent rch conducted In connection with e.apire'a dlacovery requests. 

BeiiSouth wtJI conduct a ieafch of those files that are reat\onabty expected to 
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contain the requested information. To the extent that the discovery requests 

purport tD require more, aer uth objects on the grounds that compliance would 

be unduly burdensome. 

SPECIFIC RESPONSES 
DOCUMENTS REQUESTED 

1. Please provide copies of all interconnection agreements between 

BeiiSouth and any CAP, ALEC, other LEC, or IXC referenced In your response 

to Interrogatory No. 1. PJeae upanately identify non-recurring costa, recurring 

costs, fixed costa and ~ costs. In addition, please breakdown the 

coat information provided to either: (1) specify the localities where e.aplre has 

requested Interconnection or, If not available, (2) reflects costa at a 

disaggregated basil below the statewide level such as by exchange, switching 

center or deneity ce(l. 

R .. ponu: BeltSouth objects to this document request to the extent It 

seeks infonnation concerning agreements other than those between BeiiSouth 

and Alternative local Exchange Carriers ("ALEcs·) entered Into under Section 

252 of the Telecommunications Ad of 1996 Act (1996 Actj. Because this 

proceeding Ia an arbitration under Section 252 of the 1996 Act, information 

concerning any other agreement Is not relevant to the issues in thl~ proceeding 

nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. 

BeiiSouth also objects to this document request as being overty broad and 

unduly burdensome In that It seeks information for the past ten years. 
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Subject to thte objection, and without waMng this objection, the 

information responsive to this request is contained In the agreements between 

BeiiSouth and ALEC. ourauant to Section 252 of the Act of 1996, which are on 

file with the Commilison and are available on BeiiSouth' web site at 

http://www.interconnectlon.bellsouth.coml 

For nonrecurrin and recurring costs, see the responses to POD Nos. 3, 

4, 5, 6, 7, and 33 and BeiiSouth's cost study filings in Docket Nos. 960833-

TP/960fM8-TP/980918-TP/960757-TP/971140-TP and 981642-TP/981745-TP. 

These coats are lt8lewide 8Yerage costa and pertain to au ALECs In the state of 

Florida. The studies utilize TSLRIC methodology, unless otherwise specified. 

with fixed coats Identified Mlhared and common costs. Distance-related costs 

are not an output of the studies. However, the sampling procedures applied in 

computation of average loop costs. 

Studies based on the localities where e. spire has requested 

interconnection at a dlsaggregated basis by exchange, switching center or 

density cell have not been pertonned. 

2. Please provide copies of all interconnection agreements Into which 

BeiiSouth has entered with any cellular telephone PCS, SMR, or other local 

wireless provider. 

R .. ponH: BeiiSouth objects to this Request for Production because It 

seeks copies of agreements other than those between Betts~,uth and Alternative 

4 



.. 

Local Exchange Carrier rALECaj entered into under Section 252 of the 

Telecommunications Act of 1996 r1996 Act"). Because this proceeding is an 

arbitration under Section 2 2 of the 1996 Act, other agreements are not relevant 

to the issues in this proceeding nor reasonably calculated to lead to the 

discovery of admialible ence. 

3. Please provide copies of the most recent cost studies inchJding 

workpapers and work copy prepared by or for BeiiSouth which show the 

recurring and 1'10rH'eCUrring co.t of providing each of the following types of lc,cal 

loops as an unbundled network etement: 

a) 2-\We ANIIog Voice Grade Loop(s) 

b) 4-VVIre Analog Voice Grade Loop(s) 

c) 2-Wire ISDN Digital Grade Link(s) (BRI ISDN) 

d) 2-VVIre AOSL - Compatible Loop(s) 

e) 2-Wire HDSL- Compatible Loop(s) 

f) 4-\Mre HDSL - Compatible Loop(s) 

g) DS1 Loops 

h) S3 Loops 

I) OC3 Loops 

j) OC12 Loops 

k) OC'48 Loops 

RESPONSE: 
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a) See BeiiSouth'a TSLRIC plus shared and common coat study 

for Unbundle · 2-Wire Analog Voice Grade Loop filed In Docket 

Noa. 960833-TP/960848-TP/960916-TP. 

b) See BetiSouth'a TSLRIC plus shared and com •• eon coat atudy 

for Unbu let1 4 W•re A •. alog Voice Grade Loop filed in Docket 

Nos. 9608 3-TP/960846-TP/960916-TP. 

c) See BeUSouth's 'TSLRIC plus shared and common cost study 

for Unbundled 2-Wire ISDN Digital Grade Loop filed in Docket 

Noa. 960833-TP/960846-TP/960916-TP. 

d) See BeiiSouth'a coat study filing in Docket Nos. 960833-

TP/980848-TP/960916-TP/960757-TP/971140-TP, Cost 

Element A.6: 2-Wire AOSL Compatible Loop. 

e) See BeiiSouth'a coat study filing in Docket Nos. 960833-

TP/960846-TP/960916-TP/960757-TP/971140-TP, Coat 

Element A. 7: 2-'Nire HOSL Compatible Loop. 

f) See BeiiSouth'a cost study filing in Docket Nos. 960833-

TP/960846-TP/960916-TP/960757-TP/971140-TP, Cost 

Element A.8: 4-Wire HOSL Compatible Loop. 

g) See attached BeiiSouth's TSLRIC n1us shared and common 

cost study for Unbundled 4-Wire OS 1 Digital Grade Loop filed in 

Docket Nos. 961150-TP. 
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h) See BeRSouth's cost study filing In Docket Nos. 981842-

TP/981745-TP, Cost Elements A.16.1, A.16.2, & A.16.199: 

High "'.apeclty Unbundled Local Loop - DS3. 

i) See BeiiSouth's cost study filing In Dot. ... et Nos. 981842-

TP/981745-TP, Cost ElementsA.16.4, A.16.5, &A.16.499: 

H~h apacity Unbundled Local Loop - OC3 

j) See BeiiSouth's cost study filing in Docket Nos. 981642-

TP/981745-TP, Cost Elements A.16.7, A.16.8, & A.16.799: 

High Capacity Unbundled Local Loop - OC 12. 

k) See BeUSouth's cost study filing in Docket Nos. 981642-

TPI981745a>TP, Cost Elements A.16.10, A.16.11 A.16.13, 

A.16.1099, &A.16.1399: High Capacity Unbundled Local Loop 

-OC48. 

4. Please provide the most recent cost studies including workpapers 

and working copy prepared by or for BeiiSouth which show the recurring and 

non-recurring cost of providing analog and digital cross-connections required to 

connect an unbundled local loop to the e.spire system and/or other 

telecommunications carrier systems. If the cost study pertains to other 

telecommunications carriers, please Identify the car11ers. 

RESPONSE: See BelfSouth's cost study filing in Docket Nos. 960833-

TP/980846-TP/960916-TP/960757-TP/971140-TP, Cost Elements H.1: Physical 
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Collocation and H.2: Vtrtual Collocation. These costs are statewide average 

costs and pertain to all ALEC• In the of Florida. 

5. Please provide the most recent cost studies including workpapera 

and work copy prepared by or r BeiiSouth which show the recurring and non­

recurring cost of providing chonnehzation an~/or multiplexing required to convert 

(a) voice-grade unbundled loops to OS-11evel for connection with the e.aplre 

and/cr other telecommunicmlona carrier point of interface and (b) OS-1 

unbundled loops to OS-3 level for connection with the e.spire and/or other 

telecommunications carder point of interface. If the cost study pertains to other 

telecommunications carriers, please identify the telecommunications carriera. 

R•ponM: See BeiiSouth'a coat study filing in Docket Nos. 981642-

TP/981745-TP, CoatEiementA.3: J.,.oop Channelization and Central Office 

Interface. These costs are statewide average costs and pertain to all ALECa In 

the state of Florida. 

6. Please provide the moat recent cost studies Including workpapera 

and work copy prepared by or for BeiiSouth which sh\JW the recurring and non­

recurring coat of providing interotnce transport to e.spire or other 

telecommunications carrier~ as may be required to transport traffic from 

BeiiSouth's end office where unbundled loops are ordto1red to another BeiiSouth 

end office or tandem switch. Please Identify the cost separately for DS-1 

dedicated, OS-3 dedicated and tandem switched transport. To the extent cost 

8 



studies for higher bandwidth Interoffice transport are available, please provide 

same separately. 

Reeponee: ~ • attached BeiiSouth's TSLRIC plus shared and common 

cost study for Special Accels Voice Grade Service - Interoffice Channel Voice -

Unbundled Exchange Ace a filed in Docket Nos. 961150-TP. 

Also, see BeU outh's cost study filing in Docket Nos. 960833-TPI960846-

TP/960916-TPI960757-TPI971140-TP, Cost Element 0.4: Interoffice Transport 

- DedJcated- 081 and BeiiSouth's coat study filing In Docket Nos. 981642-

TP/981745-TP, Coet Element Elements 0.3: Interoffice Transport: Dedicated­

DSO- 56184 Kbps, 0.6: Interoffice Transport- Dedicated- DS3, 0 .7: 

Interoffice Transport- Dedicated - OC3, 0 .8: Interoffice Transport- Dedicated 

- OC12, 0.9: lnteroflloe Transport- Dedicated- OC48. 

These oosta 818 atatawide average costs and pertain to all ALECs In the 

state of Florida. 

7. Pteale provide the most recent cost studies Including workpapers 

and work copy prepared by or for BeiiSouth relating to local traffic transport and 

termination (including end office switching, transport and tandem switching). 

Respo,..: See attached BeiiSouth's TSLRIC plus shared and common 

cost study for Unbundled Local Usage filed In Docket Nos. 961150-TP. Also, 

see BeiiSouth'a colt atudy filing In Docket Nos. 960833-TP/960846-TP/960916-

TP/960757-TP/971140-TP, Cost Element 0 .5: Local Channel- Dedicated. 

8. Please Identify each cost study prepared by or for BeiiSouth or any 

of its affiliates or prepared for BeiiSouth or any of its affiliate~ . for services 

9 
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utilizing the networtt componenta included in the network elements identified 

below. The mMeriela sot: ht ncludes a complete working copy of all 

computerized cost study modules with data intact; a complete set of workpapers 

Including all special studies, dat& inputs and data sources used; a complete set 

of cost study documen n. 

a) 2 or 4 wire analog voice grade loops 
b) ISDN digital grade loops 
c) xOSL compatible loops 
d) DSO, DS1 or DS3 loops 
e) OC3, OC12 or OC481oops 
f) Local channels 
g) 081, 083, OC3, OC12, OC48 interoffice transport 

R•ponM: BeiSouth objec:ta to this Request for Production (which Is 

actually in the form of an Interrogatory) to the extent it seeks information 

concerning the coat of BeiSouth'a retart services, which is not relevant to any 

issue in this proceeding nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of 

admissible evidence. Although the Commission has been asked to arbitrate 

rates for certain unbundled netwolt< elements, the costs BeiiSouth incurs in 

connection with ita retail 88rvicea is irrelevant to this issue because, as the 

Federal Communications Commission has repeatedly held, unbundled network 

elements do not have a retail analogue. See In re: 4.pplicatlon of Bel/South 

Corp., Bel/South Telecommunications, Inc., and Bel/South Long Distance, Inc. 

for Provision of In-Region, lnterl.ATA Services in Louisiana, CC Docl<et 98-121 , 

13 FCC Red 20599 1 87 (Oct. 13, 1998); See In re: Application of Bel/South 

Corp., eta/. Pursuant to Section 271 of the Communications 4ct of 1934, as 
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amended, to Provide In-Region, lntert.A TA Services In South Carolina, CC 

Docket 97-208, 13 FCC Red 539 1J 98 (Dec. 24, 1997); In re: Application of 

Amerftech Michigan "'ursuant to Section 271 of the Communications Act of 1934, 

as amended, to Pro ·c~e In-Region, lnterl..A TA SeTVice ... in Michigan, CC Docket 

97-137, 12 FCC Red 20543 1J 141 (Aug. 19, 1997). 

Subject to Ia objection, and without waiving this objection, BeiiSouth will 

make the latest version of the appropriate proprietary c JSt studies available at 

675 West Pec:~~ee Street. Atlanta, Georgia or 3535 ~.ur .nade Parkway, 

Blnnlngham, Alabama subject to the execution of the appropriate nondlaclosure 

agreement. 

9. Please provide aH cost studies including wortcpapera and wort< copy 

whlch Identify the noo-ntCUrrihg costs associated with switching an existing 

BeiiSouth local exchange customer to e.spire. 

R .. JJ9nM: See response to POD Item No. 3. 

10. Please provide all cost studies including wort<papera and wort< copy 

which identify the coats to perform activities required of BeiiSouth to provide an 

unbundled loop to e.splre (See Interrogatory No. 2) 

R .. ponse: See response to POD Item No. 3. 

11. Please provide copies of any written explanations which describe 

the manner In which BeiiSouth'a existing non-recurring charges (NRCs) for local 

exchange service were eatabliehed. Also provide any cost studies which have 

been prepared by or on behalf of BeiiSouth to support those NP Cs, and for each 
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cost study Identify the pricing methodology existing non-recuning chargea 

(NRCs) for local exchange service were established. Also provide any coat 

studies which have Wen prepared by or on behalf of BeiiSouth to support those 

NRCs, and for each such cost study identify the pricing methodology. 

RMfMM.!!!: BenSo nhjects to this request on grounds that the 

Information req este Ia not relevant to any Issue in this proceeding nor 

reasonably calcl!taald to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Although 

the Commission h• been asked to arbitrate the nonrecurring rates for certain 

unbundled networ1( elements, the charges a customer pays when it changes 

long distance QaiTiera, the charges a BeiiSouth retail customer pays or the cost 

to BeiiSouth of providing service to s retail customer are irrelevant because, as 

the Fede ... l Communications Commission has repeatedly held, unbundled 

networtc elements do not have a retail analogue. See In m: Application of 

BeiiSouth Corp., Bel/South Telecommunications, Inc., and Bel/South Long 

Distance, Inc. for Provision of In-Region, lnterLA TA Services in Louisiana, CC 

Docket 98-121, 13 FCC Rc:d 205991( 87 (Oct. 13, 1998); See In re: Application 

of Bel/South Corp., et at. Pursuant to Section 271 of the Communications Act of 

1934, as amended, to Ptovldti In-Region, lnterLA TA Services In South Carolina, 

CC Docket 97-208, 13 FCC Red 5391( 98 (Dec. 24 , 1997); In re: Application of 

Ameritech Michigan Pursuant to Section 271 of the Communications Act of 1934, 

as amended, to Provide In-Region, lnterLATA Services In Michigan, CC Docket 

97-137, 12 FCC Red 20543 1J 141 (Aug. 19, 1997). 

12 
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Subject to thts objection, and without waiving this objection, BeiiSouth will 

make the latest vertion d ttW' propriate proprietary cost study available at 

3535 Colonnade Parkway, Birmingham, Alabama subject to the execution (J, Jle 

appropriate nondisdolure agreement 

12. Provide any co ltUd 1'1cludlng workpapera and wortc copy 

which have been prepared to support the NRC assessed when a customer 

changes its present long dtatance carrier. (See Interrogatory No. 5) For each 

such cost study, expl8in1he pricing methodology used (e.g., TELRIC, TSLRIC, 

LRIC, etc.) 

R•pon!!: BeUSouth objects to this request on grounds that the 

-
infonnation requested 11 not relevant to any issue in this proceeding nor 

reasonably ca~ to IMd to the discovery of admissible evidence. Although 

the Commialion ~ been ~ to arbitrate the nonrecurring rates for certain 

unbundled netwof1( elements, the charges a customer pays when it changes 

long distance earner., the charges a BeiiSouth retail customer pays or the cost 

to BeiiSouth of providing service to a retail customer are irrelevant because, as 

the Federal Communications Commission has repeatedly held, unbundled 

networtc elements do not have a retail analogue. Sseln re: Application of 

Bel/South Corp., Bel/South Telecommunications, Inc., and Bel!South Long 

Distance, Inc. for Provision of In-Region, lnterLA TA Services In Louisiana, C~ 

Docket P,_121, 13 FCC Red 205991187 (Oct. 13, 1998); Seeln re: Application 

of Be/ISouth Corp., eta/. Pursuant to Section 271 of the Communications Act of 

1934, as amended, to Provide In-Region, lnterLA TA Ser F~'ces In South Carolina, 
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CC Docket 97-208, 13 FCC Red 5391198 (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, lnterl..A TA Servk:es In Michigan, CC Docket 

97-137, 12 FCC Red 2 311 141 (Aug. 19, 1997). 

Furthermore, BeJISo h n • developed a cost study for Florida for the 

requested NRC. SUbject this objection, and without waiving this objection, 

BeiiSouth will make the latest version of the appropriate interstate cost study 

available at 675 'Nest Peachtree Street, Atlanta. BeiiSouth belteves the 

interstate costs are similar to those costa in other jurisdictions. 

13. Please provide copies of any documents in the possession of 

BeiiSouth relating to the ablty or advisability of multiple telecommunications 

carriers which are collocated In the same BeiiSouth central office crosa­

connecting with one another. 

R•pon!!: The documenta responsive to this request are BeiiSouth's 

Standard Collocation Agreement and the BeiiSouth Collocation Handbook, 

copies of which already have been provided to e.spire. These documents also 

are available on BeiiSouth'a website, http://www.interconnection.bellsouth.com/ 

14. Please provide copies of the relevant sections of all such orders 

issued by the FPSC granting BeiiSouth customer sper-ffic contracting authority. 

R•ponH: BeiiSouth objects to this Interrogatory on grounds that the 

information requested ia not relevant to any issue in this proceeding nor 

reasonable calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evl.1ence. Neither 

e.spire's arbitration petition nor Be11South's response raises an~ 1ssue that 
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concerns the source or~ of BeUSouth's contracting authority or extent of 

BeiiSouth'a contracting autt l · . 

15. If the answer In the affinnative, for each of the items enumerated 

in interrogatory no. 21, provide: 

a) the rete nt coatstu 'y, 

b) an exp~ at1on of the coating methodology used. 

R•ponu: BetiSouth objects to this Request for Production (which also 

is in the fonn of an I~) on grounds that it is unclear what coat 

infonnation Bei1South II being asked to provide. 

16. 

FCC Transmittal No. 478 (dated Aug. 18, 1998), have cost ltudiea been 

prepared by or on behalf of BeiiSouth? If the answer is In the affinnative, please 

(a) describe the co.t studies, (b) provide any and all documents relating to the 

cost studies, (c) identify the costing methodology used, (d) state whether loop 

recurring costa are reflected In the cost studies, (e) state whether loop 

conditioning costa are reflected in the cost studies, and (f) state whether 

electronics are inCluded in the cost studies. Please provide a complete copy of 

the ADSL service cost studies. Please provide the complete wor1dng copy or 

each cost study, including a complete working copv of all computerized models 

involved in preparing the cost estimate with data intact; a complete set of 

workpapera .tth all special studies, data sources, data inputs and assumptions; 

and a complete set of coat study documentation. 

RnpPnse: See response to Production of Docume. i Request No. 11 . 
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ldet 1tify and provide copies of any frame relay interconnection 

a~ that BeiiSouth has executed with any other provider of frame relay 

service~. For purpoeea of this request, a frame relay Interconnection agreement 

Is any agreemt. '1t that contains provisions related to the connection of one or 

more of BeJISouth'e frame relay switches In, or serving customers in, ti.;. state to 

one or more hme ay swf+ches of the other provider for the transport of frame 

relay tr1lfflc om one frame relay switch to another. Frame relay Interconnection 

agreements are limited to 1uch agreements entered Into by BeiiSouth since 

February 6, 1996 and includes any such agreement whether or not eubmitted to 

the Commilaton for IIPPfOY81 under the 1934 Act. 

R8epoaee: BeiiSouth objects to this Request for Production to the 

extent It aeeka copies of agreements other than those between BeiiSouth and 

ALEC. entered into Ll1der Section 252 of the Tefecommunicatione Act of 1996 

\1996 NJ:'). Beceule this proceeding is an arbitration under Section 252 of the 

1996 Ad, other agreements are not relevant to the issues in this proceeding nor 

reasonably calculatad to leed to the discovery of admissible evidence. 

Subject to this objection, and without wai~ing this objection, the 

information responsive to this request is contained in the agreements between 

BeiiSouth and ALEC• purueant to Section 252 of the Act of 1996, which are on 

file with the Commission and are available on BeiiSouth's website, 

http://www .lnterconnection.belllouth.com 
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18. Pleae provide all nonrecurring cost studies performed in the tat 

five years pertaining undled loops or to any service that Includes the loop 

(e.g., local residential or local business). 

R•pon!!: BeiiSouth objects to this Data Request on grounds that It 

seeks information ooncemi c::south'a retail services which is not relevant to 

any issue In this proceeding nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of 

admisslble evidence. Although the Commission has been asked to arbitrate the 

nonrecurring ,.... for certain unbundled networi( elements, the rates a BeiiSouth 

customer paya for a 8eiiSouth retail service Is Irrelevant to this lasue b6cauae, as 

the Federal Comrnuntcatlons Commission has repeatedly held, unbundled 

network elements do not have a retail analogue. See In re: Application of 

BeHSouth Corp., Bel/South Telecommunications, Inc., and BeiiSouth Long 

Dlstiince, Inc. for 1'rovl#>n of In-Region, lnterLA TA Services In Louisiana, CC 

£A . tet 98-121, 13FCC Red 205991(87 (Oct. 13, 1998); See In re: Application 

of &"15JJUth Corp., et el. Pursuant to Section 271 of the Com1 ·nlcations Act of 

1934, as amended, to Provide In-Region, lnterLA TA Services ,a South Carolina, 

CC Docket 97-208, 13 FCC Red 5391'198 (Dec. 24, 1997); In re: Application of 

Ameritech Michigan Pursuant to Section 271 of the C-ommunications Act of 1934, 

as amencHKJ, to Provide In-Region, lnterLA TA r;ervlces In Michigan, CC Docket 

97-137, 12 FCC Red 205431( 141 (Aug. 19, 1997). 

Subject to this ~n. and without waiving this objection, please refer 

to POD Item No. 3 for cost studies pertaining to unbundhd loops filed In recent 

Dockets. BeJISouth objects to the provision of all coat at~..dies performed In the 
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last five years pertaining to unbundled loops on the grounds that this information 

is not relevant since a-ruUng has been issued by the Commiaslon in Docket Nos. 

960833-TPJ960848. T'P/980916-TP/960757-TP/971140-TP. For nonrecurring 

cost studies pertaining to any se!'Vice that includes tht: loop (e.g., local residential 

or local business), See '"ponae to Item No. 11. 

19. Please provide the most recent cost study corresponding to each 

service identified in the preceding question. For each study, identify the date 

prepared, the purpose of the study (e.g., to be presented in a Commission 

proceeding, uaed In conjunction with a CSA, etc.), the coat methodology (LRIC, 

TSLRIC, TELRIC, etc.). Provide wor1<papers. 

~ponee: BeUSouth objects to this Data Request on grounds that it 

seeks Information concerning BeiiSouth's retail services which Ia not relevant to 

any issue in this proceeding nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of 

admissible evidence. Although the Commission has been asked to arbitrate the 

nonrecurring rates for certain unbundled networ1< elements, the rates a BeiiSouth 

customer pays for a BeiiSouth retail service is irrelevant to this issue because, as 

the Federal Communications Commission has repeatedly heid, unbundled 

networ1< elements do not have a retail analogue. See In re: Application of 

Bel/South Cotp., 881/South Telecommunications, Inc., and BeiiSouth Long 

Distance, fnc. for Provfs/on of ln-Reqlon, lnterLA TA Services In Louisiana, CC 

Docket 98-121, 13 FCC Red 205991}87 (Oct. 13, 1998); See In re: Application 

of 861/Soutu Cotp., et al. Pursuant to Section 271 of the Communications Act of 

1934, as amended, to Provide In-Region, lnterLA TA Serviet. ··; in South Carolina, 
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C t ~ ( , ~. 1 7): In fl: App/lol tl n of 

Amtnttoh Mloh/oln I'U u1nt ,, ooll n 271 of tho Communlo tlon• Aot of 1934, 

1 •mtndtd~ to Ptvvldt ln·Rtglon, lnttrLA TA Strvlottln Mlchlg1n. CC Docket 

G7-131, 12 FCC' 20543111•1 (Aug. 19, 1997). 

Su~ thla Objection, and without walvl,. J this objection, See reeponse 

to POD Item o. 18. 

20. The Florida TELRIC includes a table of contenta describing an 

• Appendbc A" containing a complete description of the loop types Included In 

the sample UMd In the atudy CO-ROM made available to e.aplre. Please 

provide a copy of 'Appendix A" In hard copy and In electronic format. 

R•HnM: The requested Information Is not available In electronic 

format. Art a party to Docket Nos. 960833-TP/960846-TP/960916-TP/960757-

TP/9711•0-TP, e.eplre received a hard copy of Appendix A In the approved c,., ... 

study flied with the Fbida Public Service Commlaalon. 

21. If not provided In the response to a previous question, please 

provide the data in Appendix B for all loops and all loops segments Included In 

Appendix A. Speciftoally, for each loop and sub-loop element reported In 

Appendix A, provide the Loop t, Circuit ld, COS, CLLI, Route Length, Item, FRC, 

Description, FlO, Size, Gauge Mode, PLCMT DB Level, Un~ and Unit inv. 

Please provide the reeponse as a hard copy and as an electronic copy in a 

format compatible with the BeiiSouth TELRIC model. 

R .. ponse: As a party to Docket Nos. 960833-TP/960846-TP/960916-

TP/960757-TP/971140-TP, e.apire received electronic am.' hard copies of 
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Appendix B in the approved cost study filed with the Florida Put~ Servioe 

Commiuion. 

22. Pleate provide a complete copy of the BeiiSouth TELRIC cost 

study on CD-ROM containing all changes to the study procedure by the 

Commiulon In ts order In the generic TELRIC investigation. 

R•po : A r ~ uf BeiiSouth's cost study filing in Docket Nos. 

960833-TP/960848-TP/960916-TP/960757-TP/971140-TP containing all of the 

changea ordered by the Commission is not available. However, the cost study 

filed by BeiiSouth !n Docket Nos. 981642-TP/981745-TP conforms to the ordered 

changes. 

23. Pleele provide the study or the estimates of required time and 

tasks upon which BeUSouth based It quotes for collocation construction to 

ALEC. for 88Ch construction job completed or closed. 

R!!pona!: BellSouth objects to this Request for Production on grounds 

that It 18 overty broad and unduly burdensome. To date, BeiiSouth has 

completed more that 100 physical and virtual collocation arrangements In Florida 

and approximately 500 In the region. In order to pro'!ide the documents 

requested, BeiiSouth would have to consult seven different Network 

organizatione, two or more BeiiSouth Network contractors, and ~ree or more 

property management contractors (depending on the scope of the work). Based 

on Input from these participants, who are involved In the various aspects of the 

work associated with collocation, BeiiSouth conservatively estimates that It would 

require in excess of 2,000 man-hours to provide the request~: d Information just 
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for those collocation projecta completed in Florida. Furthermore, the individuals 

who would have to gather thele documents are th9 same individuals responsible 

for fulfilling active, ifl..prog....a collocation requests for BeiiSouth'a AlEC 

customers. To ~ tweh onerous discovery burdens upon these Individuals 

would Impede BeiiSouth's · ity to timely fulfill its collocation obligations to these 

ALECs. BeiiSooth allo objects to this Request for Production to the extent it 

seeks information 8bout the work performed by BeiiSouth to permit ALECa other 

than e.splre to coiiOc8te on BeiiSouth's premises. Such information would tend 

to reveal the maft(eting and networt< plans of e.spire's competitiors, lndudlng the 

types of facllttiea such competitors have elected to deploy to service their 

customers and the loadiona where they intend to compete. Although the 

Commlaalon has been Mklld to arbitrate certain issues ooncemlng the rates, 

terms, and conditlona tMt should apply when e.spire physically collocates on 

BeiiSouth'a premises, e.apire should not be permitted to delve into trade secret 

and other contldential comrntHCiallnformation of e.splre's competitiors. See 

Everco Industries~ Inc. v. OEM Products Co., 362 F. Supp. 204, 206 (N.D. Ill. 

1973) (rejecting open-ended discovery request for company's confidential 

documents, recognizing that confidential documents should not be disclosed 

between bU8inesa competitors absent sufficier,t cause). 

24. Pleaae provide the actual costs BeiiSouth Incurred for each 

physical collocation arrangement that has been completed to date, as well as 

Invoices end other documents supporting those cost figures, separately for the 

following categories: 
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a. Physical construction, including creation of the physical 

collocation cage spaces; 

b. The creetJon of any conduit runs for electrical and 

telecommunications-related cabling; 

c. In I •t41ng but not limited to backup battery power 

supplies· 

d. Mechanical wor1t auociated with the addition or extension of air 

condftionlng (HVAC) systems and associated d ct work and 

control systems; and 

e. Any other physical collocation construction and/or apace 

preparation coati not Identified in BeiiSouth's responses to 

aubparta (1) through (5) above. 

R•ponae: See response In Request for Production No. 23. 

25. In ita TELRIC coat study filed with the Tennessee Regulatory 

Authority, BetiSouth gathered and reported investment data on the unbundled 2-

wire loop for diltribution and feeder plant separately. Please provide the data 

Florida 2-wire loops In that same format. In your response, please Include all the 

cost study modules, data Inputs and wort<papers used In preparing these 

estimates. 

Reeponse: See response to POD Item No. 3. BeiiSouth provided all 

cost study documentation for unbundled 2-wire loop for distribution and feeder 

plant separately in its filings of Cost Element A.2.1: Loop Feeder Per 2-Wire 
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Analog VOice Gr.de Loop and Element A.2.2: Loop Distribution Per 2-Wire 

Analog Voice Grade Loop. Specific locations of the investment data are: 

I= Cost Filing Docket Nos. Page 
No. 

Diltribut 960833-TP/960846- 106to 
iOn TP/960916-TP/ 109 

960757-TP/971140-TP 
Feeder 981642-TP/981745-TP 84to 

87 
,~.-_ 

28. Pteeee provide a complete list of each BeiiSouth switch, and for 

each proVide the CW and the number of residence, business and other loops 

(with residence, bualness and other summing to total loops). Please also 

provide the effective dOt of the data. 

R•pon!!: BeltSoOth objects to this Data Request to the extent it seeks 

the breakdown of loops 88Mtd by each BeUSouth switch for residence, business, 

and other loops. Such information is not relevant to any Issue in this proceeding 

nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. 

SUbject to this objection and without waiving same, BeiiSouth will produce 

responsive dcxunenta that are in ita possessio". custody or control at a mutually 

convenient time and place. 

27. Please provide a copy of the study, or studies, witt>t woti(papers, 

identified in lntenogatory No. 14. 

R•ponae: BeiiSouth objects to this request to the extent it seeks 

information concerning the cost of BeiiSouth's retail services, which is not 
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relevant to any lAUe in thia proceeding nor reasonably calculated to lead to the 

discovery of admilalble evidence. Although the Commission has been asked to 

arbitrate rates for certain nbundled networi( elements, the costs BeliSouth 

Incurs In connection with ita retail services is Irrelevant to tt .. o issue because, as 

the Federal Communicatio Comml~sion has repeatedly held, unbundled 

networi( elements do not have a retail analogue. See In re: Application of 

Bel/South Cotp., 8eiiSouth Telecommunications, Inc., and Bel/South Long 

Distance, Inc. for ProvltJion of In-Region, lntert.A TA Services In Louisiana, CC 

Docket 98-121, 13 FCC Red 205991[ 87 (Oct. 13, 1998); SM/n re: Application 

of Bel/South Corp., eta/. Pursuant to Section 271 of the Communications Ac! of 

1934, as amended, to Provide In-Region, lntert.A TA Services in South Carolina, 

CC Docket 97-20&, 13 FCC Red 5391[ 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 Services in Michigan, CC Docket 

97-137, 12 FCC Red 205431(141 (Aug. 19, 1997). 

28. Please provide a copy of the study, or studies, with wort<papers, 

identified in Interrogatory No. 15. 

R•pon!!: See response to POD Item No. 3. 

29. Pleaae provide a copy of the study. or studies, with worXpapers, 

identified In Interrogatory No. 16. 

R ponM: See response to POD Item No. 3. 
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30. Please provide a copy of the study, or studies, with workpapers, 

identified In lntef'r9gatory No. 20. 

RMpon!!: See WSouth's cost study filing in Docket Nos. 981642-

TP/981745-TP, Colt Elements A.13: 2-'Nire Copper loop"' and A.14: 4-Wire 

Copper loops. 

31. Pleale provide a copy of the study, or studm, with workpapera, 

identified in lnterrogatoly No. 21. 

R•ponee: BeUSouth will produce responsive documents that are in its 

possession, cuatody or control at a mutually convenient time and place. 

32. Please provide • copy of the study, or studies, with workpapera, 

identified in lnterroglltory No. 22. 

R•pon!!: Pleale aee response to Request for Production Item No. 11. 

33. Pleaaprovide a copy of the study, or studies, with workpapera, 

identified In lntenogatory No. 23. 

Reepon!!: BeiiSouth objects to this Data Request to the extent it seeks 

information concerning the cost of BeiiSouth's retail services, which is not 

relevant to any laue in this proceeding nor reasonably calculated to lead to the 

discovery of admisaible evidence. Although the Commission has been asked to 

arbitrate rates for certain unbundled network elements the costs eciiSouth 

incurs In connection wtth Its retail services is irrelevant to this issue because, as 

the Federal Communications Commission has repeatedly held, unbundled 

network elemer~ do not have a retail analogue. See In re: Application of 

Bel/South Corp., Bel/South Telecommunications, Inc., and Bell~>:>uth Long 
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Distance, Inc. for Provision of In-Region, lntert.A TA Services in Louisiana, CC 

Docket 98-121, 13 FCC Red 205991187 (Oct. 13, 1998); Se61n re: Application 

of Bel/South COtp., et 81 . • "'ursuant to Section 271 of the Communications Act of 

1934, as amended, to Provide In-Region, lntert.A TA Servir 'Js in South Cerollna, 

CC Docket 97-208, 13 FC Red 5391198 (Dec. 24, 1997); In re: Application of 

Ameritech Michigan Pu uant to Section 271 of the Communications Act of 1934, 

as amended, to Provide In-Region, lntert.ATA Services In Michigan, CC Docket 

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

Subject to this objection, and without waiving this objection, BeiiSouth will 

make the latest version of the appropriate proprietary cost studies available at 

675 West Peadltree Street. Atlanta, Georgia subject to the execution of the 

appropriate nondfscloeure agreement. 

For frame relay cost applicable to ALECs, see BeiiSouth's cost study filing 

in Docket Nos. 981642-TP/981745-TP, Cost Element N.1: Unbundled Packet 

Switching Frame Relay Service. 

34. Please provide a copy of the study, or studies, with workpapers, 

identified In Interrogatory No. 24. 

R"ponae: See response to POD Item No. 33. 

35. Please provide a copy of the study, or studies, wtt!l workpapers, 

Identified In Interrogatory No. 27. 

Rnponae: See response to POD Item No. 33. 

36. Please provide a copy of the study, or studies, with wor1<papers, 

identified in Interrogatory No. 31 . 
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R!!I!Oft••: BeiiSouth has no responsive documents in ita possession, 

custody or control. 

37. PluM liOVIde a copy of the study, or studies, with workpapera, 

Identified In InterrogatOry No. 32. 

R .. pon!!: See response to Interrogatory Item No. 32(b). 

38. P aee rovlde a copy of the study, or studies, with wort<papera, 

Identified in Interrogatory No. 90. 

Reaponee! BeiiSouth will produce responsive documents that are In its 

possession, custody, and control at a mutually convenient time and place subject 

to the Motion for Temporary Order set forth above and subject to e.aplre entering 

into a Protective Agreement with BeiiSouth. 

39. Pleale provide a copy of the study, or studies, with wort<papers, 

identified in lnterrogMory No. 92. 

RMpon!!: See BeiiSouth's cost study filing in Docket Nos. 960833-

TP/960848-TP/960918-TP/960757 -U/971 140-TP. 
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ReapedfuHy submitted this 4th day of February, 1999. 
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