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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

In re: Investigation into pricing of unbundled 
network elements (SprinWerizon track) 1 Filed: April 12, 2002 

) Docket No. 990649B-TP 

VERIZON FLORIDA INC.’S RESPONSE TO AT&T AND WORLDCOM’S 
SECOND MOTION TO COMPEL DISCOVERY FROM VERIZON FLORIDA INC. 

Verizon Florida Inc. (“Verizon”), by and through its undersigned counsel and 

pursuant to Rules 28-1 06.204 and 28-1 06.206 of the Florida Administrative Code, 

hereby responds to AT&T Communications of the Southern States, LLC (iiAT&rl) and 

MCI WorldCom, Inc.’s (“WorldCom”) (collectively, “AT&TNVorldCom”) Second Motion to 

Compel Discovery from Verizon Florida Inc. (“Motion to Compel”). For the reasons 

stated herein, AT&TNVorldCom’s Motion to Compel should be denied. 

On March 20, 2002, AT&TNVorldCom filed their Second Set of Interrogatories 

(Nos. 48-51), seeking information about UNE rates that Verizon had offered Florida 

Competitive Local Exchange Carriers (“CLECs”) in a letter dated December 31, 2001 

(“December 31 Letter,” a copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit 1). As Verizon 

explained in that letter, the rates were originally offered to CLECs because Verizon 

could not bill CLECs different rates for particular UNE products and services in its 

territory. All CLECs were thus billed at the same rate -- typically, the lowest rate 

available to any CLEC in the territory. Although Verizon has eliminated these billing 

limitations, the December 31 Letter offered CLECs the opportunity to continue to take 

service under these existing rates until their respective contracts expire, rather than 

initiate billing changes for the remainder of the contract term.’ 

Notwithstanding the foregoing, the December 31 Letter made clear that each UNE rate was subject to 
change and/or modification by a state regulatory body of competent jurisdiction. December 3: Letter,at.j . 
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On April 1, 2002, Verizon filed its objections to AT&TMlorldCom’s Second Set of 

Interrogatories, noting that the questions contained therein sought information that is not 

relevant to any issue in this proceeding, nor could they lead to the discovery of relevant 

information, The purpose of this proceeding is to set UNE rates for Verizon, based on 

the cost studies submitted by Verizon. Contrary to AT&TMlorldCom’s contentions, the 

only reason the UNE rates in Verizon’s December 31 Letter were offered in the first 

place was to account for limitations in Verizon’s billing systems -- the fact that those 

limitations were later removed does not change this fact. Rates based on billing 

limitations are not relevant to the Commission’s estimation of Verizon’s forward-looking 

costs of providing UNEs in Florida. 

Verizon maintains its objection that detailed information about the development 

of the rates in the December 31 Letter is not relevant to any issue in this proceeding or 

calculated to lead to the discovery of relevant and otherwise admissible information. 

Moreover, the interrogatories are burdensome and oppressive because they seek a// of 

the inputs used to develop the offered rates. 

Subject to the foregoing objections, without waiver of same, and in order to 

dispose of AT&T/WorldCom’s motion, Verizon responds as follows: 

As the December 31 Letter states, the rates offered were typically “the lowest 

rate available in any particular CLEC agreement” in Verizon’s territory. December 31 

Letter at 1. The rates in these agreements were derived principally from the following 

sources: (1) the Stipulation on Interim Deaveraging approved by the Commission in this 

docket by Order No. PSC-00-0380-S-TP, issued February 22, 2000 (AT&TNVorldCom 

were both parties to the Stipulation); (2) the Commission’s Order in Verizon’s 1996 
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arbitration with AT&T/WorldCom (Order No. PSC-97-0064-FOF-TP, Jan. 17, 1997); (3) 

Interconnection Agreements (multiple contracts); -(4) ICM-FL cost study (May 2001 

filing); (5)  Florida Wholesale UNE Non-recurring Study, Model 4.3 (May 2000 filing); and 

(6) Verizon’s National NRC EEL cost study. To the extent there were lower contract or 

previously proposed rates identified, Verizon obtained the rates in the December 31 

Letter from various interconnection contracts or from the rates it proposed in its May 18, 

2001 filing in this case. As the Commission will recall, that filing.was withdrawn by 

mutual agreement of the parties and all parties agreed not to pursue discovery on this 

withdrawn f i I i n g . 

Much of the information AT&TM/orldCom seek is contained in Appendix A to the 

December 31 Letter. AT&TNVorldCom are, or should be, familiar with the rates to which 

they stipulated and which they obtained in the 1996-1 997 arbitration proceeding with 

Verizon. To the extent AT&TMlorldCom seek additional information, the information 

sought is already in their possession, and, indeed, publicly available. Accordingly, there 

is simply no need for Verizon to identify the cost model it used to produce the rates 

reflected in the December 31 Letter or to identify any inputs. AT&T/WorldCom, of 

course, participated in their own arbitration, and thus are aware of the cost model used 

to produce Verizon’s proposed rates and the inputs related thereto. In any event, the 

basis for Verizon’s proposed rates is reflected in Commission’s Order itself. 

AT&TM/orldCom are also aware of the fact that the deaveraged rates to which they 

* See Order No. PSC-01-1407-PCO-TP, Docket 990649-TP (issued June 29, 2001); Letter from Verizon 
to all parties in Docket No. 990649-TP, Investigation into Pricing of Unbundled Network Elements (July 
25, 2001). To the extent AT&T and WorldCom seek details on Verizon’s withdrawn cost study, then 
Verizon further objects to such discovery because AT&T and WorldCom explicitly agreed not to pursue 
such discovery. 
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stipulated in 2000 were derived from the rates ordered in their 1996 arbitration with 

Verizon. 

Because the rates were derived from publicly-available Commission Orders and, 

in some cases, existing contracts or rates proposed earlier in this docket, there was no 

“person or persons responsible for the development of the rate identified in Appendix A 

to the December 31, 2001 letter‘’ (AT&TANorldCom Interrogatory No. 50). There was no 

“rate development’’ process to derive the rates in the letter; it was simply a matter of 

determining the existing rates, identifying the lowest rate, and offering to continue billing 

at that rate. There are no other “factors that lead to the difference between the rates” in 

the December 31 Letter and the rates Verizon proposed in this proceeding. 

AT&T/WorldCom Interrogatory No. 51. Put simply, AT&T/WorldCom are already in 

possession of, and nevertheless have ready access to, the information they seek. 

As the foregoing demonstrates, Verizon answered AT&TNorldCom’s Second 

Set of Interrogatories in full; AT&T/WorldCom’s Motion to Compel is moot. 

Respectfully submitted on April 15,2002. 
/ ? /  

ck Kimberly Caswell 6 Post Office Box 1 10, FLTC0007 
Tampa, Florida 33601 
Telephone: 81 3-483-261 7 

Attorney for Verizon Florida Inc. 
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APPENDIX A 

111. Prices for Unbundled Network Elements 

Monthly Recurring Charges 

Local LO&' 

2 Wue Analog LOOP ( i d i v s  of NID) 
Zone I - H i  
Zone 2 - Medium 
Zane 3 - lwt 

2" -H igh  
Zme 2 - Medium 
Zone 3 - Lar 

Zonel-Htgh 

4 Wire halog Loop (inasbe of NID) 

2 Wire Digital Loop (inclusive of NID) 

Zone 2 - Medium . 
zone 3 - LOW 

4 Wire Digital Loop (inclusive of NIDI 
Zone 1 - High 
Lone 2 - Medium 
Zone 3 0 Low 

Os-? LOOP 
DS-3 LOW 

suppimental features: 
ISDN.BRI tine LOOP Extmda 
os1 clear Channel CapabUlty 

Subloop 

Hework Interface mica (leased rrpantrfy) 

s 16.41. 
$ 23.33- 
$ 40.41' 

S 20.52' 
5 29.17' 
s 50.51' 

L 16.41' 
$ 23.33' 
S 40.41' 

S 20.52' 
S 29.17' 
S 50.51' 

S 124.40' 
S 105126' 

$ 
s 
s 
$ 
3 
s 

S 
S 

6.92' 
$16.00' 

3.00 : 
7.50 ,'. 
32S1' 
32.64' 
2.73' 
3.14' 
BFR 

. -  
1.45 4 

2.10 * 



APPENDIX A 

Switching 

Port 
Basic Analog Line Side Pert 
Coin Line Side Part 
S O N  BRI Digital Line S#e Pm 
DS-1 Dlgital Trunk Side Part 
ISON PRI Digital fnmk Side Port 

Usage Charpas (must purchase Port) 

(Overall A v e m  MOU) 
Common SharedTmPa'l 
Transport Faduty (Average MOUIALM) 
Transport Termination (Avv8ge MoUmem) 
Tandem Swtchhg (AVWagO MOU) 

L a d  central o m  swim- 

Terminallng to Originating FtaW 

- Dedicated Transport faeilitles -- 
CLEC Dedicated Transgoct 

CDT 2 Wire 
CDT 4 Wm 
COT DSl . 

- First System - AdditioMl S p t M  
CDT D53 mtld Inttrfact 
CDT OS3 -1 1n-e 

Multiplexing 
OS1 to Vace Multiplexing 
OS3 to DS1 Multiplexins 

OS1 Cleat ChMntl Capablity 

Unbundled Dark fiber 

Unbundled Dark Fbef LwpdSubloop 
Dad Fiber Lwp 
Dark Flber Subbop - Feeder 
Dark Fiber Subloop - Distnburion 

Dark Fiber IOT -WYy 
Darlc Fibar IDT -Tamination 

Unbundled Dark fiber Wkatsd Trarspod 

b 4,75 - 
S 8.89' 

b 1287' 
8 71.16' 
S 248.30. 

f 0.002903' 

si 0.000001* 
S 0.060103' 
5 0.001 sa' 

i.00' 

f 23.00 
$ 33.00' 

S 135.00 + 
S 125.00 + 
$ 937.50- 
$960.00 

s .02' 
S 12.49' 
s 39 - 
rb 25.78' 
S 4.44' 
5 13329' 

5 187.86' 
S 305.00 b 

$ 16.00' 

$ 67.13' 

s 73-96 
s s.ir 



APPENDIX A 

UNE-P Pricing 

MRCs. TheMRC for a UNE-P wiii genmlly be equal to the sum of the MRCs for the 
combined UNEs (e.g. the total of he UNE loop charge pius the W E  port Cnarges in ttta 
Agreement (see Note A) plus: UNE local switching {per  minute Onglnating usage pius 
TI0 factor ta determine terminating minute} based on UNE l o d  SWkhing rates in thi 
Agreement plus UNE shared transport and tandemrswiming @aStd on facton for 
percent interofice and tandem Switd'I usage, plus aSUmod VanSPort matage of 10 mugs 
and 2 terms) based on LINE shared transport rates in the Agrement plus UNE Vertical 
Services charges (eptional per line charges, if aflwed by the Agreemont). 

(Note A): UNE platforms are avilllabla h four laoplpoff W U r a t i W  as shown bdow. 
If the pnce for any component of thew platfoms Is not set focvI harain, Veizon will t ~ ) e  

the IC8 process to determine thc bpprapriste prkxr and ?BO sh.8 apply, 

UNE B a s i c  Analog Voice Grade Platform consists of the following 
comaonents: 

UNE 2-wire Analog loop; and 
UNE Bask halog h e  Side port 

UNE ISDN BRI Platform c ~ s i t t s  of the following components: 
UNE 2-wire bigitat loop; and 
UNE fSDN Bkl Dlgilal Line Side port 

UNE lSON PRI Platform m&stS of the fdlowrng components: 
UNE OS1 W; Md 
UNE ISON PRI Dlgital Trunk Side porC 

UNE OS1 Piatfarm consists ol  the following components: 
UNE DSI loop; and 
UNE DSt Digital Tank Side port 

\ 

Operator Servtces and Dtrccmy Assistance Services (OSOA). I f  '"CLEC Acronym 
TXT"' docs not inithi4 UtllIZs avaitabk custamiteb routing services to remute OS/DA 
4 1 s  to its own or andhu paws operator services plathxm, Vurizon Win bill the CLEC for 
OSIDA mils at a market-basd IC8 rate pending "CLEC Acronym W " ' s  c#npMhr~ 
of a sepsmte OSlDA agreement. 



NON-RECURRING 

APPENDIX A 

CHARGES - LOOP AND PORT 

Service Ordering (Loopor Port) 
Initial Service Order, per order 
Transfer d Service Charge, per d e r  
Subsequent Service Order. per WdW 

Instailation 
Unbundled loop, per loop 
Unbundled Port, per port 
Loop Facility Charge, p e r  order (See Note 1) 

Customer Service Record Search 

CU$TOM' HANDLING 

Coordinated Conversions: 

IS0 
Central Office C m t c t i o n  
OutsMc Facility Connection 

Hot Coordinated Conversions Flnt  Hour 

IS0 
Central 0-e Connedkn 
Outside F ecaicy Connection 

Hot Coordinated Conversions per Additional Quarter Hour: 

IS0 
Central Offlct Connection 
Outside FacilRy Connection 

S4725e 
516,OOe 
s24.00. 

f 70.50r 
s lO.U)+ 
SQ.509 

S 4.21' 

$23.91 
s37.72. 
$32.36' 

s 4 . ar  
5 9.43' 
S 8.37' 

Note 1 : The LOOP Facility Charge wi apply when field work is required for 
establishment at a new unbundled loop S W J k e .  

Florida 



APPENDIX A 

NON*PEClJRRlNG CHARGES - OTHER IINE's 

. . .  ... 
UNBUNDLr" m' , .  

Exchange - Basic f 56-08 f 43.74 5 43.74 NIA 
3 . .  .- 

SUBLOOP 

BNHANCED EnrNDEP UN)lr 

~dvanced - Basic - Initial ok 8 88.39 d 56,13 $397.31 NJA 

maned .) Baric - Subsesuent ok 38.02 5 21.83 s 49.53 NIA 

DSO - initial ok 
DSO - Subsequent ok 
DSI/DS3 - Initial ok 
DSiDS3 - Subsequent Ok 

s 88.39 s 58.13 w . 9 9  WA 
- 0 38.02 $ 21.89 $ - NIA 

S 97.94 S 65.68 $384.08 NIA 
S 38.02 f 21.89 S 9.90 NtA 
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LOOP CONDmONINGd 
(No chorgo fer laow 12.000 fwt or lwr) . ..... 

NIA 
NIA 
NIA 
T60 
TBO 
TBD 
T0D 
T5D 
TBO 

S318.71 
$240.81 
s56a.62 
TBD 
TBD 
TBD 
TBD 
fBD 
TBb 

s 34.88 
s 
s 34-08 
TBD 
TSD 
TBD 
TBD 
TBD 
TBD 

- Loop Conditioning - Bridged Tap 
Loop Conditioning - l o a d  Coils 
Loop Conditioning - Load Colls I Brldgd Tap 
Loop Conditioning - Feeder - Bridged Tap 
Loop Conditioning - Feeder - Load Cails 
Loop Conditioning - Feeder - Load Coils 1 Bridged Tap 
Loop Conditioning - Distributbfl - Bridged Tap 
Loop CondiUoning - Qbiributbn - Losd Corls 
Loop Conditianing DistnbuLiQn - Load Cab 1 Bndged Tap 

- 

UNE PUTFORM'  . .. 

S 22.13 
$ 13.26 
s 15.54 
S 27.53 
S 13- 

S 2823 
s 1.08 
s 0.90 
3162.41 
5 5.89 

$ 26.a 
S 1.08 
e 0.90 
5 31.70 
0 5.89 

Exchange - Basic - Initial . -  5 31.57 
s 16.M 
S 19.93 
S 41.35 
S 16.44 

Exchange - Bass  - Subsequent 
Exchange - Basic - Changeover 
€%change - Complex Nandlgital - Initial 
Exchange - Campiex Nondigitd Subsuquent   PO^ 
Feature) 
Exchange - Complex Nondigital - Subsequent (Switch s 20.82 S 13.26 s 22.73 t 22.73 
Fwtur&Group) 
Exchange - Complex Nondigibl - Changeover (AS IS) 
Exchange - Complex Nondigrtsl - Changeonf (AS 
Specifled) 
Exchange - Comprex Digtar - IniW 
Exchange - Comples Olgital - Subsequent (Port feature) 
Exchange - Complex O i g M  - Subsequcmf (Switch Feature 
Group) 
Bcnenge - Complex Digital - Changeover (As IS) 
Exchange - Complex Digital - Changeover (k Specifled) 
Advanced - Complex - Initial 
Advanced - Complex - Subsequent 
Advanced Complex - C m g w e r  (As Is) 
Advanced - Complex - Changeover (a Specnid) 

s 22.35 
S 30.08 

S 17.96 
S 21.31 

S 3.61 
s 20.97 

S 3.Sl 
I 3.61 

5 41.35 
S 16.44 
$ 20.82 

S 27.53 
5 13.26 
S 13-26 

s205.75 
S 5.15 
s 22.73 

s 28.18 
5 5.15 
s 22.73 

5 17.98 
S 21.31 
s 34.53 
S 13.26 
S 19.67 
f 28.31 

S 4.18 
f 80.98 
$681 2 4  
b 85.81 
S 51.51 
s 02.31 

s 4.18 
s 4.18 
5303.66 
$ 48.47 
S 34.17 
s 64.97 

s 22.35 
f 30.08 

f 20.82 
5 24.06 
s 37.08 

s 48.35 

DEDICATEO 'FRANSIoW .. 
f 93.43 
s 48.4% 
s 106.96 
s 4a.48 

s 93.43 
f 48.49 
S 105.96 
I 48.49 

N/A 
WA 
N/A 
NlA 

s 127.99 
s 6639 
3 140.52 
f 66.59 

Advancsd - Basic - Initial 
Advanced - Basic Subscpuent 
Advanced - Complex - Initial 
Advanced - Complex - Subsequent 



APPENDfX A 

Sffi I, I I  C SY-M 7 (SSI)’ 

S23?,67 
S 77.58 

. S 71.58 

- Facilities and Trunks - Initial 
Facilities and Trunks - Subsequent (WiVI Engineering 
Review) 
Faciillles and Trunks - Subsequent (wio Engineering 
Review) 
Tmnks Onty 9 Lnitlal 
Trunks Only - Subsequent (with Engincenng Review) 
Trunks Only - Subsequent (w/o Engineering Review) 
STP Ports (SS7 Unks) 
Entrance FaditylDedicsted Transport DSO - lnttlal 
Entrance FacilitylOezditated lranspoct DSO Subsequent 
Entrance F dity/Dedicated Transport DSllbS3 -. hitlai 
Entrance Facility/Otdica!cd Transport DSliDS3 - 
Subsequent 

UNE LooplPort 

Network Wholesale Produw - Oedicatcd 
TrantportlSS’IIDark Flber 

$126.13 
S 49.46 
5 49.46 
S237.67 
5 95.49 
S 45.12 
5105.00 
S 45.12 

BFR 

4.57 

S65.16 
. .  . 

OTHER 

CL€C Account Establishment (per CLEC) $1 66.32 

UWE SHARING - CLEC OWNED SPlJTKff 

- s 32.19 
$ 1324  

CLEC Splitter Connection - Initial 
CLEC Spiinef ConnectIan - Subsequent 

$2O5.? 9 
$ 5523 

S 5523 

S 93.65 
f 33-11 
$ 33.11 
$205.19 
s (i3.01 
S 28.n 
S 72.56 
f 20.77 

BFR 

4.57 

$65.16 

6166.32 

s 22.52 
5 9.83 

I _ .  

S568.54 
a13.12 

- S 67.28 

$505.41 
$202.03 
S 6720 
w8q 
u30.08 
s 5820 
Sti15.03 
t 86.80 

BFR 

4.57 

$65.16 

NIA 

b 53.04 
S 14.49 

NIA 
NIA 

N/A 

NIA 
NIA 
tVA 
NIA 
N/A 
NIA 
NIA 
NIA 

BFR 

N/A 

N/A 

S 47.29 
s 43.53 



APPENDIX A 

Applbt~On of NRCs 

Pteorderbg : 

Customer Rbcord Search applies when “CLEC W O W T I  TXT” nquests a 
summary of the services pnrenlfy rubdbed to by the end-usw. 

Ordering and Provisioning: 

Subsequent S m c e  Order applies to each LSWASR for mod*McaUms to an 
existing senice. Charge is Manual or Semi-MechanEd based upon the method 
of submcsslon used by the CLEC. 

Advanced I S ~  applies per LSWASR when engin-nng work activitv is required 
to complek the o r d ~  

-- 

Erchange IS0 applics per LSWASR when no engintenw work act+@ io 
required to complete the order. 

Provisioning - Initial Unlt applies per IS0 for the first unit hstalkd. The 
Additlonet Unit applies for each additional unit installed on the same ISO. 

Basic Prwisioning applies to services that can be provkianed using standw 
network components malntaincd In inventory without spcciaibed instrudbns )ar 
swifch trans1at)ons. routlng, end service anangcments. 

Complex Prevlhmning appbes to senricer that require special hstmctlori far 
Drovisrwlvlg of the 3efvtce lo m e t  the wtomer’s needs. 

Examples of seMces and their Ordenrsg/Provisrontng category that applies: 

Exchange-Bask: &Wire Analog, 4-Wire Analog, Standard Subloop Dis!ribuUon, 
Standard Subloop Feedef. Drop and “3. 

Umange-Compiex: Non-loaded Subloop Dhalbution, Non-laad Sublaop F“, 
LOOP Condiltoning, Customized Routing, lSDN BRI Olgital Ltne Side Port and 
trne Sharing. 

Advanced-Basic: 2-Wire Digital Lwp, 4-Wue Digltat Loop 

Advanced-Complcr: DS1 Loop, DS3 Coop. Dark Fiber. E E k .  and ISON p ~ 1  
Digital Trunk Side Part 

Conditlmmg applies in additin to the ISO. for tad7 LOOP Or Subloop UNE for *e 
installation and grooming of Condknng requests. 



APPENDIX A 

DS1 Clear Channel Capability appiies in addition to the ISO. per DSl  for the 
installation and grooming of DSl Clear Channel Capability rtquests. 

Changeover Charge applies to UNE-P anijEEt orders when an exisang retall, 
resale, or special access s e w  is already in phce. 

Service Inquiry - Dark Fiber a p p l i  per s c i v i a  ins* when a CLEC requests - 
Vtriton 10 determine the avaitabirfty of dark fiber on a specific route. 

Custom Handling mas8 NRCs are in addltiwr to any Reordering or ordering and 
Provisioning NRCs): 

SeMce Order Expedite applies if "CLEC Acrooym W' rbguests ssrvrco 
prlor to the standard due date inbwvsk and the expedite requast gn be ma by 
Verizon. 

Coordinated Conversion applies if "CLEC Acr#ryrr, TXT"' requests notl&ation 
and coordination of tern cutwet pnof to the s t "  b m i n g  effective. 

-#ot Coordlnattd Conversion Fkt: Hour a p p l k  if '"CLEC Auonym T Y P  
requests real-time coordination of a service cutaver that takw one hour or lass. 

Hok Coordlnated Conversion Per AUdifhional Ouartcr Hour sgplks, in addition to the Hot 
Coordinated Conversion First Hour. for every 1Smmute segmtnt of real-the coordination of a 
service CutQver that takes more than on0 ha#. 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that copies of Verizon Florida Inc.’s Response to AT&T 

Communications of the Southern States, Inc.’s and MCI WorldCom, Inc.’s Second Motion 

to Compel Discovery in Docket No. 990649B-TP were sent via electronic mail and/or US. 

mail on April 15, 2002 to the parties on the attached list. 
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