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SUPPLEMENTAL REBUTTAL TESTIMONY AND EXHIBl’l‘b 
OF GARY CASE ON BEHALF O F  

XO COMMUNICATIONS SERVICES, INC. 
APRIL 21,2005 

Please state your name, address and position with XO. 

My name is Gary Case. My business address is 11 11 1 Sunset Hills Road, Reston, 

Virginia 20190. I am Director of Carrier Management for XO Communications, 

h c .  (XO). 

Are you the same Gary Case that previously filed Direct, Rebuttal and 

Supplemental Direct testimony in this proceeding? 

Yes. 

What is the purpose of your Supplemental Rebuttal testimony? 

The purpose of my Supplemental Rebuttal testimony is to address the statements 

and assertions contained in the Supplemental Direct testimony of Shelley W. 

Padgett and to demonstrate, that for the most part, the information Ms. Padgett 

has provided is simply irrelevant to this proceeding as it primarily addresses 

circuits for which XO does not seek relief. 

What items do you address in your Supplemental Rebuttal testimony? 

My Supplemental Rebuttal testimony addresses the following erroneous 

contentions of BellSouth’s Ms. Padgett: 

0 That XO is relying on a claim that the TRO is “self effectuating” as to 

change of law provisions in seeking relief in this proceeding; 
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That XO has included circuits in this proceeding that are not eligible for 

conversion; 

That the appropriate conversion date runs from 30 days from BellSouth’s 

receipt of a “clean, error-free” spreadsheet, which presumably BellSouth 

contends has not yet occurred; 

That XO is entitled to a true up only as to those circuits for which XO 

requested conversion after issuance of the TRO. 

“Self-Effecutation” 

Ms. Padgett begins her testimony with the statement that “XO claims that 

the UNE conversion portion of the FCC’s Triennial Review Order (“TRO”) 

was self-effectuating.” (page 2, lines 8-9). Is this the basis for XO’s claim for 

relief? 

No; BellSouth is wrong. As I have explained a number of times, XO only 

requests that BellSouth do what it is obligated to do under the terms of the 

Parties’ Interconnection Agreement (ICA). 

What provisions of the ICA require the special access conversions XO seeks? 

First, BellSouth is obligated to provide the requested conversions under 

Attachment 2 (UNEs) of the ICA. Section 1.3 of Attachment 2 describes 

BellSouth’s obligation to provide UNEs to XO: “BellSouth shall, upon request of 

XO, and to the extent technically feasible, provide to XO access to its network 

elements for the provision of XO’s telecommunications service.” 

Second, Section 1.1 of Attachment 2 of the ICA provides that BellSouth will 

provide the UNEs described in Attachment 2 “pursz4ant to its obligations under 
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A. 
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Section 251(c)(3) ofthe Act.” (emphasis added). Section 2 of the Attachment then 

provides the rates, terms and conditions for the loops that BellSouth is obligated 

to provide pursuant to the ICA. 

Do specific sections of the ICA govern the loops at issue here? 

Yes. Section 2.1.12.5 defines a 4-Wire Unbundled DS1 Digital Loop as follows: 

This is a designed 4-wire loop that is provisioned according to 

industry standards for DS1 or Primary Rate ISDN services and will 

come standard with a test point, Order Coordination, and a DLR. A 

DS1 Loop may be provisioned over a variety of loop transmission 

technologies including copper, HDSL-based technology or fiber optic 

transport systems. It will include a 4-Wire DS1 Network Interface at 

the end-user’s location. (emphasis added). 

In addition, Section 2.1.5 defines Order Coordination: 

“Order Coordination” refers to standard BellSouth service order 

coordination involving the reuse of facilities for SL2 voice loops and 

all digital loops, where XO is requesting that their loop order be 

provisioned over an existing circuit that is currently providing service 

to the end user. (emphasis added) 

That section further requires BellSouth to perform such order conversions “during 

normal work hours,” notes that Order Coordination is provided as a “standard 

item” on all Unbundled Digital Loops, and that “[l]oops on a single service order 

of 15 or more loops will be provisioned on a project basis.” 

Why is this language significant? 
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Typically, end user customers don’t purchase 15 loops, because it is more 

economical to buy a DS1 than 15 DSOs, more economical to buy a DS3 than 15 

DS 1 s, etc. 

So why do you think that language is there? 

It is there to deal with precisely the issue XO has presented -- coordinating the 

conversion of a circuit currently in use to an end user without change to that 

circuit to ensure that no customer outage occurs. In other words, as XO has 

consistently maintained - it is there to effect a “billing change only.” 

Is this the only reason XO believes the ICA requires these conversions? 

No. As I have stated in earlier testimony and/or depositions, I’m not a lawyer, but 

my understanding is that the ICA contains language regarding access to the UNEs 

XO seeks through conversion. It also contains a “switch as is” rate (which 

BellSouth has agreed will apply if the Commission finds that BellSouth has a 

conversion obligation). The TRU simply confirmed BellSouth’s obligation; it 

wasn’t a change of law requiring an amendment (though to avoid this entire 

debate, XO has stated that it is willing to execute an amendment as to this issue). 

The attorneys will brief this legal point, but my lay understanding is that 

BellSouth had the obligation to provide conversions before the TRU. The TRO 

confirmed that and said that the kind of delay tactics BellSouth has used here - 

addition of huge fees, disconnection fees, reconnection fees, etc. - is 

anticompetitive and will not be permitted. The TRU instructed the ILECs to 

perform these conversions within one billing cycle, and to make any pending 

conversions effective as of the date of the TRU. If anything, the TRU said that 
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parties could work to establish a necessary conversion process and timefiames, 

but, in my experience working with BellSouth on other conversions, it already has 

that process and timeframes in place. 

Isn’t the “switch as is” rate you reference only applicable to conversions of 

special access facilities to EELs? 

No. Although the rate, which appears several times in Exhibit 1 to the December 

16, 2002, rate amendment to the Parties’ ICA, attached hereto as Exhibit No. __. 

(GC-8, see p. 11 of 43), is listed in the EELs section, the third note in that section 

states: 

NOTE: In all states, EEL network elements shown below also apply 

to currently combined facilities which are converted to UNE rates. A 

Switch As Is Charge applies to currently combined facilities 

converted to UNEs. won-recurring rates do not apply.) 

Clearly, the circuits for which XO is requesting conversion are currently 

combined, serving an end user. The Parties’ ICA states that, for conversions of 

such facilities to UNE pricing, the Switch As Is Charge listed in the rate 

amendment’s EEL section applies, and that no other non-recurring rates should 

apply. I fail to see how this could be any clearer. 

Is there any other language in the ICA that supports XO’s position? 

Again, please remember that I am not a lawyer. But keep in mind that the Switch 

As Is Charge is clearly delineated in the Parties’ ICA. BellSouth has been 

performing these Switch As Is conversions for years without the need for any 

explicit process to be spelled out in the ICA. In fact, specific ordering processes 
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are generally relegated to the BellSouth CLEC ordering guide located on 

BellSouth’s website. 

In addition, the language in Attachment 12 to the ICA is helpful. Exhibit No. __ 

(GC-9). BellSouth required XO to use that section to “request” these 

conversions. XO cooperated and used BellSouth’s required process for the 

conversion requests, assuming that BellSouth would comply with the requirement 

of paragraph 9.0 of Attachment 12 that requires that all prices charged by 

BellSouth as part of an NBR to be consistent with the pricing principles of the 

Act, the FCC, and/or state commission requirements. In asking that BellSouth 

perform these conversions at the “switch as is” rate, XO is simply asking 

BellSouth to adhere to this requirement of the ICA. In fact, paragraph 10.0 of 

Attachment 12 gives a party to an NBR the right to seek resolution of any dispute 

over the processing of a request or a price quote. So, even though XO disagrees 

that an NBR was necessary, even if BellSouth were right about its NBR 

requirement, the very language of that NBR process supports Commission 

resolution of this dispute in favor of XO. 

If the ICA is clear, why do you think BellSouth still refuses to provide these 

“switch as is” conversions? 

In my lay opinion, I think it is simply because the UNE rates are cheaper, and 

BellSouth doesn’t want to lose this revenue windfall. It is my understanding that 

BellSouth filed comments at the FCC during the TRRO case in which it argued 

that CLECs should be prohibited from converting special access to UNEs simply 
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because the UNE pricing is so much lower. The attorneys will probably brief that 

issue. 

Issue 4a: Which Circuits Are Eligible for Conversion? 

Before turning to Ms. Padgett’s contentions, do you have any comments on 

the way Ms. Padgett categorizes XO’s loops into a number of groups, such as 

“commingled EELS, entrance facilities.. ..” 
Yes. As a preliminary matter, the “classification” Ms. Padgett attempts to impose 

is nothing more than a transparent attempt to decrease the number of loops 

eligible for conversion. It is artificial and is not supported by either the Parties’ 

ICA or my lay understanding of the law. As I explain below, Ms. Padgett has 

raised a question as to only one circuit on XO’s circuit lists for which it seeks 

relief. This circuit, which BellSouth has billed in two different ways, will have to 

be further investigated. 

In addition, Ms. Padgett’s classification of circuits includes a number of circuits 

for which XO is not even seeking relief in this docket. It appears that BellSouth 

is trying to discredit XO’s initial NBR request made in 2002, rather than address 

the circuits currently at issue. As XO has stated, it has identified currently active 

circuits eligible for conversion, as well as disconnected circuits for which a true- 

up is appropriate. These circuits are shown in Exhibit Nos. __ (GC-3, 4) to my 

Supplemental Direct testimony. These very same circuit lists were provided to 

BellSouth as late-filed exhibits to my deposition at the end of February, 2005. 

Apparently, BellSouth has not carefully reviewed them. 
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Q* 

A. 

For example, the circuit Ms. Padgett identifies as already being billed as a UNE in 

Exhibit No. SWP-6 is not a circuit that XO has listed in either of its exhibits 

showing the circuits for which it seeks relief. She identifies in SWP-4, as 

ineligible local channels, some 24 circuits NONE of which are listed in XO’s 

circuit lists for which it is seeking relief. Similarly, Ms. Padgett’s lists of alleged 

“commingled EELS” and “no collocation” circuits together contain 36 circuits that 

are not contained in XO’s circuit lists for which it is seeking relief. 

Have you analyzed Ms. Padgett’s circuit lists? 

Yes. I have reviewed each of Ms. Padgett’s exhibits (SWP-2, 3,4, 5, 6) in which 

she attempts to classify circuits as ineligible for conversion. I have indicated, in 

the attached corresponding Exhibit Nos. __ (GC 10 - 11 [Response to SWP-2 

and SWP-3]), the circuits, Ms. Padgett has challenged in SWP-2 and 3 for which 

XO has not even sought relief. In addition, I indicate on those same two exhibits, 

a number of circuits that have been duplicated in these two lists of Ms. Padgett’s 

allegedly ineligible circuits. In Exhibit No.- (GC-12 [Response to SWP-41 ), I 

illustrate that NONE of the circuits Ms. Padgett challenges on SWP-4 are 

contained in XO’s lists of circuits for which relief is sought. As to SWP-5, only 

one of the circuits listed is even on the list of circuits for which XO seeks relief 

and that very same circuit is on SWP-1, the list of stand-alone circuits. See 

Exhibit No. - (GC-13 [Response to SWP-51). Thus, this appears to be an error 

on BellSouth’s part. Similarly, in Exhibit No. - (GC-14 [Response to SWP-6]), 

I identify that the one circuit Ms. Padgett challenges is irrelevant, as it too has not 

been listed by XO in its circuit lists for which conversion is sought. Finally, in 
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Exhibit No. - (GC-10 [Response to SWP-21) I indicate, for reasons stated below, 

that only one of the listed allegedly ineligible “circuits” is on XO’s circuit lists for 

which it seeks relief and this circuit requires further investigation. 

In a nutshell, BellSouth’s lists are simply inaccurate and for the most part contain 

circuits for which XO is not seeking relief in this docket. Generally, Ms. 

Padgett’s lists have no relevance to the list of XO circuits at issue before the 

Commission. 

Has Ms. Padgett properly included all of the loops at issue in this case? 

No. As I explained above, it appears that Ms. Padgett has included all of the loops 

listed on XO’s initial request in her analysis, rather than addressing the circuits at 

issue in this proceeding -- the circuits that XO has requested be converted and/or 

are subject to billing credits. 

Do you have any other comments on BellSouth’s circuit lists? 

Yes. Even though BellSouth’s circuit lists are inaccurate, and it challenges 

circuits that are not even at issue in this proceeding, BellSouth’s determination of 

the appropriate true-up or billing credit amounts support XO’s claim. For 

example, BellSouth’s calculation of the true-up shown on SWP-8, is $- 

- a number of similar magnitude to the true-up amount XO has calculated for a 

true-up of circuits for conversion based on an effective date one billing cycle after 

date of request, shown on Exhibit No. - (GC-5). 

Is XO willing to accept BellSouth’s calculation? 

No. BellSouth wrongly attempts to exclude circuits that are eligible for 

conversion. I am merely pointing out that, despite all of the “smoke and mirrors” 
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of BellSouth’s classification of circuits, BellSouth admits that an appropriate 

billing credit, if the Commission were to order conversions effective one billing 

cycle after the date of first request, as the TRO requires, would be at least 

$-. Based on this information, I am confident that, once the 

Commission rules on the issue of BellSouth’s obligation to provide conversions, 

the appropriate effective date for those conversions, and the appropriateness of 

billing credits based on the ordered effective date of conversion, the exact amount 

of the billing credits is a simple calculation 

Before we turn to your comments on Ms. Padgett’s classification of certain 

circuits, has BellSouth raised concerns regarding the classification of specific 

6 
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9 Q. 
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11 requested circuits before? 

12 A. 

13 

14 

No. This is the first time, in over two years of negotiation and dispute over these 

conversions, that BellSouth has questioned the eligibility of any specific circuit 

for conversion. And, in fact, XO submitted an NBR to BellSouth for circuit 

conversion and BellSouth provided a response; it did not indicate that any of the 

circuits Ms. Padgett now claims for the first time are ineligible for conversion 

were not eligible at the time the NBR was submitted. Now, however, though 

most of these conversion requests have been pending for over two years, 

BellSouth is apparently reviewing the circuits in detail for the first time and 

fashioning arguments in an attempt to block their conversion. In contrast, XO 

has, in an on-going fashion, reviewed, or “scrubbed” the list, to ensure the list of 

current circuits eligible for conversion, as well as the list of disconnected circuits 
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spreadsheet.’’ Is this claim valid? 

No. First, XO has made every effort during the pendency of this dispute to update 

the current circuit list as circuits have been disconnected or errors have been 

identified. More importantly, if an order is submitted and an error is found, 

BellSouth has an obligation to respond by clarifying that order promptly in 
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accordance with its standard (or, in the case of a project, reasonable) ordering and 

provisioning intervals. BellSouth did not do that; no clarification of the order was 

ever received by XO. This is BellSouth’s first mention that any errors in XO’s 

order should deny XO appropriate relief in this docket for BellSouth’s refusal to 

convert these circuits - or even to review and properly respond to the order with a 

clarification or a firm order confirmation - at the time the request was submitted. 

BellSouth should not be allowed to gain from its intentional misconduct in 

18 

19 Q. 

20 

refusing to properly process the initial requests. 

Let’s turn to Ms. Padgett’s reasons for excluding certain loops from those 

eligible for conversion. Ms. Padgett claims in her Supplemental Direct 

testimony that the only XO loops eligible for conversion are special access 

circuits that would be converted to stand-alone UNE loops. Is she correct? 
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No. Ms. Padgett’s argument is misleading. BellSouth is well aware that other 

service arrangements are eligible for conversion, such as conversion of special 

access mileage loops to EELS. BellSouth is also aware that in converting a 

special access circuit to a UNE loop all associated components are converted as 

well. As I explain below, BellSouth’s argument that certain of these circuits are 

ineligible, and that only the circuits BellSouth has listed as “stand-alone loops” 

are eligible for conversion, is without merit. 

Are XO’s lists of current circuits eligible for conversion and disconnected 

circuits eligible for billing credits correct? 

Yes, with the exception of one circuit that requires further investigation (and 

updating, which will need to be done due to the passage of time, once the 

Commission issues its order). There is one circuit that Ms. Padgett identified that 

BellSouth billed as a zero mileage circuit through November 2004 (thus making it 

eligible for conversion) and then began billing as a mileage circuit in December 

2004. This change in billing needs to be further investigated. This one (1) circuit 

is identified on Exhibit No. - (GC-IO). 

So with the question regarding that one circuit, and the updating of the 

current circuit list to account for the passage of time, as set forth in XO’s 

Supplemental Prehearing Statement on this issue, are XO’s circuit lists 

correct? 

Yes. XO’s circuit lists, shown on Exhibit Nos. - (GC-3 and GC-4) to my 

Supplemental Direct testimony, (subject to updating at the conclusion of the 

proceeding) are correct. 
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Q. 
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Let’s discuss each of Ms. Padgett’s “categories” in detail. Ms. Padgett first 

argues that EELs and Commingled EELs are not eligible for conversion. Is 

she correct? 

Only partially. EELs and commingled EELs are eligible for conversion, but as 

EELs, not as UNE loops only. However, of the circuits Ms. Padgett lists, only 

one may be a true EEL, and, as I discuss below, it must be further investigated. 

The remaining loops are not EELs or commingled EELs; they are eligible for 

conversion. (See Exhibit No. __ GC-10). Ms. Padgett doesn’t identify any 

circuits that are true EELs -- a combination of a loop and dedicated transport. 

Instead, she attempts to argue, afier years of BellSouth refusing to recognize or 

provision EELs in conjunction with SmartRing or LightGate services, that the 

circuits provisioned to connect to such services are now suddenly EELs. That just 

simply isn’t true; the SmartRing services XO purchases from BellSouth serve 

stand-alone loops; the only reason BellSouth is attempting to change its position 

on this issue is because it has no explanation as to why these circuits should not 

be converted. BellSouth should not be allowed to have it both ways -- to require 

those circuits to be initially provisioned as special access because it does not 

recognize circuits subtending SmartRing as EELs and then try to prevent the 

conversion of those very same circuits to UNE pricing because it now wants to 

call them EELs. As for whether commingling impacts the eligibility of a circuit 

for conversion, commingled circuits, which many of these are, are eligible for 

conversion under the explicit provisions of the Parties’ ICA, Attachment 2, 
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Section 5.7.1, which provides for exactly the combination of UNE loop and 

tariffed special access transport at issue here. Ms. Padgett, of course, totally 

ignores this provision of the ICA 

What about the “service eligibility criteria” Ms. Padgett references? 

First, BellSouth argues for the application of the TRO’s new eligibility criteria, 

even though BellSouth has refused to allow XO to use these criteria for its own 

EELs without an ICA amendment. Nonetheless, such service eligibility criteria, 

whether under the rules in place prior to the TRO (and still applicable to the 

Parties), or under the TRO’s rules, is applicable only to EELs, or combinations of 

loops and dedicated transport. These criteria are not applicable to loop 

conversions, which is what is at issue in this case. The ordering of a circuit 

subtending a SmartRing service does not equate to a circuit ordered as an EEL; 

thus, neither the local service eligibility requirements, nor the collocation 

requirement, apply to these circuits when converted to loops. In fact, BellSouth 

has never recognized or allowed EELs to be ordered with a ring service transport, 

and rightly so. These circuits simply are not EELs. Thus, BellSouth required 

required XO to order these circuits as stand-alone special access circuits. 

Ironically, BellSouth now speaks out of the other side of its mouth to prevent the 

conversion of these circuits as W E  loops. BellSouth has not, and cannot, argue, 

that these circuits are ineligible for conversion to UNE pricing. BellSouth has, in 

the past, refused to consider these circuits to be EELs, and now refuses to 

consider these circuits to be loops. Further, BellSouth fails to address why, if the 

circuits tmly are EELs, BellSouth did not respond to XO’s initial request over two 
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years ago to convert these circuits. BellSouth provides no valid reason these 

circuits should not have been converted within one billing cycle of the initial 

request, as BellSouth has no valid objection to the circuits’ eligibility for UNE 

pricing. 

What if this Commission finds that the circuits on a BellSouth ring service 

are EELs? 

Such a ruling would be in error and technically impracticable. However, even if 

the Commission theoretically discovered a way to classify these circuits as EELs, 

the Commission should still order that these circuits should have been converted 

(as EELs) within one billing cycle of XO’s initial request. BellSouth should not 

be allowed to refbse the conversion of circuits based on the fact that they are 

stand-alone loops and not EELs, and then, two years later, still refuse to convert 

them because they are EELs and not stand-alone loops. 

Ms. Padgett next claims that loops connected to BellSouth SmartRing or 

LightGate that do not terminate at a collocation arrangement are not eligible 

for conversion. Is she correct? 

No. This is just an attempt to get another bite at the apple. In fact, many of the 

circuits listed as “commingled EELs” in SWP-2 are also listed as loop 

combinations with no collocation in SWP-3. (See Exhibit Nos. - (GC- 10, 

11)). This is essentially the same argument, but with a twist: first, Ms. Padgett 

argues that these circuits are EELs, then she argues that they cannot be EELs 

because they do not terminate at a collocation arrangement. The very nature of a 

loop subtending a SmartRing or LightGate service is that when the loop is 
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converted to a UNE, it is commingled by virtue of riding tariffed special access 

transport, and it does not terminate at a collocation arrangement. In fact, this very 

argument underscores the fact that the circuits simply are not EELs, but are 

circuits subtending a ring service, and are eligible for conversion to UNE pricing. 

In fact, these circuits are billed as “zero mileage” special access circuits today, not 

as mileage circuits that traditionally, when converted, result in an EEL consisting 

of a UNE loop and dedicated transport. Ms. Padgett’s entire premise in SWP-2 

and SWP-3 is that these circuits are somehow EELs, but “not proper EELs.” 

However, the simple fact is that these circuits are not EELs at all, and are eligible 

for conversion. As explained above, BellSouth has not previously recognized 

these circuits as EELs, and they are not EELs; they are circuits/loops that 

terminate to a cross-connect and then ride an optical ring service. The Parties 

clearly contemplated this arrangement in agreeing to the provisions of section 5.7 

of Attachment 2 to the ICA. In each instance, XO is the purchaser of the 

SmartRing or LightGate service, and is entitled to commingle those UNE loops 

on that special access transport. BellSouth has previously attempted to argue that 

these circuits are not eligible for conversion because BellSouth is not obligated to 

provide commingling (despite the TRO’s clear commingling requirement). When 

XO pointed out that the Parties’ ICA contains an explicit commingling provision 

for this very situation, BellSouth then crafted this new argument regarding 

“commingled EELs” and “EELs without collocation.” BellSouth’s argument is 

just an attempt to prevent conversion of special access circuits without a 

justifiable reason. 

SUPPLEMENTAL REBUTTAL TESTIMONY OF GARY CASE, Page 16 of 23 



20 

21 

22 

23 

Q. 

A. 

Q. 

A. 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 Q. 

Next Ms. Padgett claims that XO has submitted requests for circuits that, if 

converted to UNEs, would be 6Centrance facilities” and that entrance facilities 

are no longer eligible conversion. Please comment on this contention. 

First, even if Ms. Padgett’s characterization of these circuits is correct, Ms. 

Padgett acknowledges that, under the Parties’ current ICA, XO is entitled to order 

entrance facilities. (page 8, l .  18-19). More importantly, Ms. Padgett’s argument 

is irrelevant. 

Why is this argument irrelevant? 

None of the circuits Ms. Padgett objects to on the grounds that they are entrance 

facilities is on the list of circuits for which XO seeks relief. In other words, SWP- 

4, Local Channels, does not list even ONE circuit from XO’s circuit lists, current 

or disconnected, for which XO seeks conversion and/or billing credits. See 

Exhibit No. __ (GC- 12). 

Ms. Padgett next claims that XO has submitted “other circuits that have no 

15 loop equivalent,” and, thus, these circuits are ineligible for conversion. Is her 

16 categorization of these circuits correct? 

17 A. Her categorization is simply irrelevant. Only one circuit on her list in SWP-5 is 

18 part of XO’s request for relief and that circuit is already listed in SWP-1 as a 

19 stand-alone loop. See Exhibit No. - (GC-13). To the extent a circuit has no 

loop, Ms. Padgett is correct that there is nothing to convert. However, because 

XO is not seeking conversion of the circuits on SWP-5, this contention adds 

nothing to the matters at issue in this case. 
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Q* 

A. 

Finally, Ms. Padgett lists one circuit she claims is already being billed as a 

UNE. What is XO’s response to this claim? 

Again, Ms. Padgett failed to review XO’s circuit lists for which relief is sought. 

The one circuit Ms. Padgett lists in this “category” is not listed in XO’s Exhibit 

No. __ (GC-3) as a current circuit subject to conversion, or on Exhibit No. 

-(GC-4), disconnected circuits for which a true-up is appropriate. The circuit is 

irrelevant, as XO is not seeking relief for such circuit. See Exhibit No. - (GC- 

5 

6 

7 

8 14). 

9 Q. In summary, what is XO’s position on BellSouth’s claims regarding the 

circuits that XO has submitted for conversion? 

XO’s position is that BellSouth’s artificial “classification” should be rejected. 

The circuit lists which XO provided as exhibits to my Supplemental Direct 

Testimony are, with the possible exception of the one circuit discussed above, 

correct and represent the circuits for which conversion and credits should be 

10 

11 A. 

12 

13 

14 

15 ordered in this docket. 

16 

17 

18 Q. 

19 

20 

21 A. 

22 

Issue 4b: What Is the Appropriate Effective Date 

of Conversion for Each Eligible Circuit? 

Ms. Padgett claims that the appropriate effective date for conversion is “30 

days from the receipt of a clean, error-free spreadsheet from XO. ...” Can 

you comment on this contention? 

It has consistently been XO’s position that the conversion must be effectuated 

within one billing cycle of the request. As noted in my Supplemental Direct 

23 Testimony, XO has made two sets of requests for conversion - one set of requests 
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was made in March 2003 and one set of requests was made in December 2004. 

These requests were submitted via spreadsheet (see Exhibit Nos. - (GC-6, 7) 

attached to my Supplemental Direct testimony). XO has updated these circuit 

lists to account for the passage of time. As I also noted in my Supplemental 

Direct testimony, at no time did BellSouth ever dispute any specific circuit’s 

eligibility, identify any specific circuit for which conversion was not appropriate, 

or clarify the order due to errors, as is the standard response to an order that is not 

“clean and error free.” Now, for the first time, BellSouth appears to be arguing 

that it should have 30 days from the receipt of XO’s spreadsheets (which have 

already been in BellSouth’s possession for several years) to review the requests 

and decide whether they are “error free.” Presumably, if BellSouth concludes that 

they are not, it will continue to delay the conversions. The Commission should 

recognize this outrageous suggestion for what it is - another attempt to delay 

legitimate conversions. BellSouth has had these lists for more than enough time 

to review them, and should not be allowed to deny XO appropriate relief in this 

docket by wrongly refusing to process or even review the request/order at the time 

it was submitted. BellSouth simply is not entitled to begin the review anew so as 

to further delay these conversions or deny the appropriate billing credits for 

overbilling of the circuits at special access pricing. 

Do you have any comment on BellSouth’s suggestion that conversions must 

be expeditious? 

Yes. I agree that conversions must be done in an expeditious manner; that has 

Q. 

A. 

been XO’s position throughout this dispute and this proceeding. Ironically, 
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BellSouth attempts to support its position that the effective date for the requested 

conversions should be further delayed by reference to the TRO’s direction that 

conversions “be performed in an expeditious manner ...” and argues that further 

delay “balances XO’s desire for an expeditious order completion but still allows 

some time for BellSouth to actually complete the conversion.” (Padgett 

Supplemental Direct Testimony, p. 12, lines 11-13). BellSouth has already had 

“some time” - over two years - to complete these conversions. Even if, as a 

practical matter, BellSouth is allowed time to now process these conversions 

pursuant to the Commission’s Order in this docket, BellSouth should be required 

to provide the appropriate billing credits to reflect an effective date of conversion 

that is within one billing cycle of the initial request. BellSouth perverts the 

meaning of “expeditious” to argue that further delay is consistent with the FCC’s 

mandate that conversions be performed in an expeditious manner. In fact, the 

FCC criticized the very type of delay BellSouth has caused to date -- demanding 

outrageous disconnection and reconnection and project management fees to 

perform a billing change. It was in the denouncement of such delay tactics that 

the FCC cautioned that these conversions should be done in an expeditious 

manner. BellSouth now attempts to use that cautionary instruction to support 

additional delay tactics; the Commission should flatly reject this attempt. 
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AMENDMENT TO THE 
INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT BETWEEN 

BELLSOUTH TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC. AND 
XO FLORIDA, INC. 

DATED OCTOBER 25,2002 

Pursuant to this Amendment (the “Amendment”), BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. 
(“BellSouth”), a Georgia corporation, and XO Florida, Inc. (“XO”), a Washington corporation, 
hereby agree to amend that certain Interconnection Agreement between the Parties dated 
October 25, 2002 (the “Agreement”). 

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual provisions contained herein and 
other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which are hereby 
acknowledged, XO and BellSouth hereby covenant and agree as follows: 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

Florida rates contained in Attachment 2, Exhibit I3 of the Agreement are hereby 
deleted and replaced by rates contained in Exhibit 1 to the Amendment, 
incorporated herein by this reference. 

Florida rates contained in Attachment 3, Exhibit a of the Agreement are hereby 
deleted and replaced by rates contained in Exhibit 2 to the Amendment, 
incorporated herein by this reference. 

All other provisions of the Interconnection Agreement, dated October 25, 2002, 
shall remain in full force and effect. 

Either or both of the Parties is authorized to submit this Amendment to the 
appropriate state Commissions for approval subject to section 252(e) of the Federal 
Telecommunications Act of 1996. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties hereto have caused this Amendment to be 
executed by their respective duly authorized representatives on the date indicated below. 

Bell South Telecommu nicatio ns , I nc. 

By: Oriqinal Siqnature on File 

Name: Elizabeth R.A. Shiroishi 

Title: Assistant Director 

Date: 12/16/02 

XO Florida, Inc. 

By: Oriqinal Siqnature on File 

Name: Dana Shaffer 

Title: Vice President 

Date: 12/16/02 
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Attachmenl: 2 rUNBUNDLED NETWORK ELEMENTS. Florida svc order SVC order Incremental Incremental 

Elec Manually Manual Svc Manual Svc 
CATEGORY RATE ELEMENTS Electronic-1st Electronlc- 

Submined S u b d n e d  Charg. - C h a r p  - 
RATES($) perLSR p r ~ s R  Ordervr. Ordern. Interim Zone BCS usoc 

A d d l  
Nonrecurring Di rconned OSS Rates($) Nonrecurring 

First A d d l  First A d d l  SOMEC SOMAN SOMAN SOMAN n e c  - 

UDL48 lL5ND 33 45 High Capaclty Unbundled Local Loop - OC48 - Per Mile Per month 

Hlgh Capacsty Unbundled Local L w p  . OC48 - Facility Terminalion 

Loop Makeup - Pre~rdenng Without Resewation. per nohing or spare 
faddy quened (Manual) 
Loop Makeup - Preordenng With Resewalmn. per spare facility quenod 
(Manual) 
LWP Makeup-With 01 Without Resewation. per norking or spare ( a c W  
quened (Mechanlred) 

265 23 72.03 70.56 11 90 UDL48 UDL44 1,610.00 680.93 

LOOP MAKEUP 

52.17 UMK UMKLW 52.17 

UMK UMKLP 55.07 55 07 

0 6784 UMK PSUMK 0 6784 
HIGH FRECWENCY SPECTRUM 

LINE SHARING 
SPLITTERS-CENTRAL OFFICE BASED 

Lme Shmng Spr8ltcr. per Syslern 96 ~ r n e  Capactty . Jwe up pending 
379 13 0 00 347 90 0 00 11 90 

Line Shanng Splitter. per Syslern 23 Line Capacity -True up pending 
379 13 0 00 347.90 OW 11.90 

Line Shanng-DLtC O m e d  Spltller I" COEFA JCliValoOileaCLlVation 
173 66 0.00 97 42 0 00 11 90 

Lrne Shanng . per Subsequent A C I W I ~  per Line Rranangemenl . True 
21.68 16 44 11.90 

R 

R 
I 

ULS ULSDA 119 72 

ULSDB 29.93 ULS 
ULSD8 8 33 379 13 0 00 347 BO ULS 

approval by PSC 

ap~roval by PSC 
I t  90 0 00 Line Shannq Splitter. Per System, 8 Line Capacity 

(per LSOD) ULS ULSDG 

29 68 21 28 19 57 9 61 11 go 0 61 
!END USER ORDERINGZENTRAL OFFICE BASEDHIGH FREOUENCY SPECTRUM AKA LINE SHARING 

~~ -a ULS ULSDC 

R up pendmg appmvol by PSClBST Owed Splitter) ULS ULSDS 

R 
I 

ULSCS 
Lme Shanng . per Subsequent Aclwty pet Line Rearrangcmcnl - True 
up pending appmval by PSC(DLEC Ovmed Spiiner) 21 G8 16 44 11 90 

11 90 20 67 12 14 
ULS 
ULS ULSCC 0 G I  47 44 19 31 Line ShamJ - per Line Actwation (DLEC owed Splitter) 

UNBUNDLED DEDICATED TRANSPORT -~ ~ 

NOTE: INTEROFFICE CHANNEL DEDiCATED TRANSPORT. rninlrn~m bllllng petiod -below DS3=one month. DSIlSTS-l=four months 
INTEROFFICE CHANNEL. DEDICATED TRANSPORT 

Internffice Channel - Dedicated Transpart - 2-Wire Voice Grade - Per 
Mile pet rnnnlh 
lnlemllice Channel . Dedicated Transpart- 2- Wire Voice Grade - Facllity 

lnlemlf~ce Channel . Dedicated Trarispor 1. 2-Y~ire Voice Grade Rev 
Bal - Per Mile pet month 
lnlemffice Channel. DRlicalCd Transport- 2 -  Wire VG Rev Bat . Facility 
Termination 
Intemtf,ce Channel - Dedicated Transport - 4-Wire Voice Grade - Per 
Mile per monlh 
lntemtlice Channel - Dedicaled Transport. 4- Wire Voicc Grade - 
Fachty Termination 

lntcmtfice Channcl - Dml~iilcd Transport - 56 kbps - pcr mile per month 

Intemllicc Chmnr.1 - Dediciiltrl Trar i ipr l .  56 klrps . rvcil i ly Terminntion UlTDX UtTD5 1844 

U l N X  l L 5 x x  0 0091 

11 90 utTV2 25 32 47 35 31.78 18 31 7 03 Termination UlTVX 

U l N X  lL5XX 0 0091 

U l N X  UiTR2 25 32 47.35 31.78 18 31 7 03 

U l N X  tL5XX 0 0091 

U l N X  U 1 N 4  22 58 

UlTDX tL5XX 0 0001 

11.90 

47 35 31 78 18 31 7 03 11 90 

47 35 31 78 18 31 7 03 11 90 

lnlcmffice Channel. Dedicated Transport - 64 kbps - per mile per monlh UlTDX 1L5XX 0.0091 

18 44 47 35 31.78 18 31 7 03 11 90 lnlerofflce Channel - Ded,caled Trampoil - 64 kbps - Faciliby Terminalion 

InlemtRce Channel - Dnlicnted Channel. DS1 . Per Mile per month U l T D l  lL5XX 0 1856 

lntemffice Channel. Dedicaled Tranport . DS1 . Faolity Termination 

Intemffice Channel . De&cnted Transport. DS3. Per Mite per monlh UtTD3 1L5XX 1 8 7  

lnlemliice Channel - O M i c ~ t c d  Transpon - OS3 - Facility Termination 
per rnnnlh UlTD3 U t T F l  

UlTDX UlTD6 

88.44 105 54 98 47 21 47 1905 11.90 U l T D l  U t T F l  

____ --________- 
1,071 00 335 46 219 28 72 03 70 56 11 90 

InlcmIIIc~ Chnnncl. DtvI~culwl Trdrrrporl. STS.1 - Per Mile per month U l T S l  1L5XX 3 87 

1.056.00 335 46 219 28 72 03 70 56 11 90 lntemffice Channel. Ded~cated Transport - STS-t - Facility Terminalion 

Intemfke Channel . Dedicated Transport. OC3. Per hlile per month UlT03 1L5XX 7.65 

U l T S l  U 1 TFS 
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E r h l b h  B 
IncremenBI Incr8mnla l  

Charp. - Charp. - 
Manual SVC Manual SVC 

Ordern. O r h r n .  
Elactronlc- Electronic- 

DISC i s1  DISC Addl 

SOMAN SOMAN 



A m c h m n l :  2 UNBUNDLED NETWORK ELEMENTS. Florlda 
Svc Order Svc Order Incrwnunhl l n c r e m n h l  
Submlned Submitted Charge- C h a r w -  

Elec Manually Manual Svc Manual Svc 
p r L S R  p r L S R  Order-. 0 r d . r ~ .  

Electronic-lsl ElecYrMlc- 

lnterlm Zone BCS usoc RATES($) CATEGORY RATE ELEMENTS 

Add7 

Inlemfice Channel -Dedicated TranspOn . OC12 . Per Mile per monlh UlT12 1L5XX 24 55 I 
lnlemffice Channel - Dedicated Transport. OC12. 4 fiber F a c W  
TermmaDon per month UlT12 UlT2F 11,076 00 627 49 211 79 72 03 70 56 11 90 

ExhlMI: E 
I n c r e m n h l  lnc r *mnIa l  

Chrrp.-  Ch.rp.- 
Manual Svc Manual Svc 

O r d e r n .  &&In. 
Ebct rmlc -  EhClrOdC- 

DISC 1st DISC Add'l 

8M Access Ten Digit Screening. Cuslomized Area 01 Servlce Per 8XX 

B M  ACCESS Ten Digit Screening. Multiple InleLATA CXR Roulmg Per 
Number OHD NBFCX 4.15 2.07 $1.90 

CXR Requesled Per 8XX No. OHD NMFMX 4.85 2.78 11.90 
MXX Access Ten DngiI Screening. Change Charge Per Reqursl OHD NBFAX 4 85 0 70 11.90 

11.90 
0XX Accubs Ten Diyil Scruun~ng, GIII HandllnQ and Deslinolion 
Features OHD NBFDX 4.15 4.15 

8XX Access Ten Dig11 Screening. wl0FL NO. Delivery. per query ~ ~ 

B X X  Access Ten D q I  Screenlog. wl POTS NO. Delwrry. per query 
OHD 
ono 

O.OOOG252 
0.0006252 

LINE INFORMATION DATA BASE ACCESS (LIDB) 
I [LlDB Common Transport Per Query 

1 
OOT 0.0000203 



Svc Order Svc Order 
Submitted Submitted 

Elec Manually 
RATES[$) perLSR perLSR 

UNBUNDLED NETWORK ELEMENTS. Florida 

CATEGORY RATE ELEMENTS lnferlm Zone BCS usoc 
Add7 



Atlachment: 2 UNBUNDLED NETWORK ELEMENTS - Florlda 
Svc Order Svc Ordsr Incrwmntal  Incremntal 
Submlned Submlned Charge- Charp-  

Elec Manually Manual Svc Manual Svc 
CATEGORY RATE ELEMENTS Interim Zone ECS usoc RATES($) perLSR perLSR Ord.rn. 0rd.rvr. 

Electronlc-Is1 Elwironlc- 
A d d l  

UEANL.UEA.UDN.UDC 

MTFS. UAL. UDN. 

AMTFS.UDL1Z. 
UDLO3. UlT48. 
UlTlZ. UlT03. 
ULD03. ULD12. 

AMTFS.UDL12. 
UOLO3. UlT4.8. 
UlT12.UlT03. 
ULDO3. ULDIZ. 

Virtual Collocation. 4-w.ire Cmss Connects (loop) UNCVX. UNCDX UEAC4 

11.90 6.71 2.431.00 Virtual Collocation - 2-Fiber Cmss Connects ULD48. UDF CNC2F 

11.90 6.71 2.431.00 Vidual Collocation ~ 4-Fiber Cmss Connects ULD48. UDF CNC4F 

USL.ULCAMTFS. 
ULR. UXTDI. UNCIX. 
ULDD1. UITDI.  

USL.ULCAMTFS.UE3. 
UlTD3. UXTSI. 
UXTD3. UNC3X. 
UNCSX. ULDD3. 
U 1TS 1. ULDSI. 
UDLSX. UNLD3 CND3X 56.25 151.90 11.83 

11.90 Virtuaf wllocation - Special Access 8 UNE. cmsS€onn& per DSI  USLEL. UNLDI CNClX 7.50 155.00 14.00 

11.90 Virtual wllocation - Special Access 8 UNE. cmssannect per DS3 
Vinual Collocati~n - Co-Carner Cross Connects - Fiber Cable Support 

Exhlbk B 
lncnmnlll Incrwnanll l  

Charm- Charp- 
Manual Svc Manual SvC 
Cidorn. Ordarvs. 

E k s f m n k -  E k c i r a n k .  
D l a c l a t  DlacAdd'l 

-- ~ 

I I 

I I 
I 
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0 4609 AIN SMS Access Service. Company Performed Session. Per Mlnule 

AIN Twlki l  Service ~ Servtce Establishment Charge Per Stale. lnlllal BAPSC 43 56 43 56 
Selup BAPVX 8 439 00 8 439 00 
AIN Twlkit Service - Training Session. Per Cuslomer 

8 64 8 64 BAPTT ~ 

AIN Twlki l  Service ~ Tnqqer Access Charge Per Tngget. Per DN. Term 
Anempl 

8 64 8 64 10 03 EAPTD 
AIN Toolkil Service - Tngger Access Charge Per Tngger Per DN. Off- 
Hook Delay 
AIN Toolkit Service - TnOqer Access Charge. Per Tngger Per DN. off- 

EAPTM t iook Imrncdlnle 
AIN Tmlkll Servvre - Trbgger Access Chdrge. Per Trlgger Per DN. 10- 

BAPTO 38 06 38 06 Dig11 PODP 

BAPTC 38 06 38 06 AIN Toolkit Service ~ Tngger Access Chaqe. Per Tngqer. Per DN. CDP 

AIN Toolkit Service. Tngger Access Charge. Per Tngger. Per DN. BAPTF 38 06 38 06 
Feature Code 
AIN Toolkit Service - Ouev Charge Per Oueq 
AIN Toolkit Service - Type 1 Node Charge Per AIN Twlkll Subscnphn. 
Per Node. Per Query 
AIN Twlki l  Service. SCP Slotage Charge. Per SMS Access AccOUnl. 
Per 100 Kilobytes 
AIN Twlhi l  Serv~ce. Monthly repart - Per AIN TWlhlt SeNlCe 
Subscnpllon CAM 

AIN Twlhil Service. Special Study - Per AIN Toolkll SCNlCe EAPLS 3 73 9 56 9 56 
CAM Subscrlpban 

AIN TooIkil Service. Call Event Report ~ Per AIN Tmlkl l  SeNlce BAPDS 4 73 8 64 8 64 SubscnpUon CAM 

AIN Toolkit Service. Call Even1 Special Sludy - Per AIN TwIkl l  Servlce EAPES 0 12 9 56 9 56 Subrcnplton CAM 

AIN ~ BELLSOUTH AIN TOOLKIT SERVICE 

44 93 44 93 11 90 

10 03 10 03 11 m 

10 03 11 90 

10 03 10 03 11 90 

15 86 15 86 11 90 

15 86 15 86 11 90 

15 86 15 86 11 90 

1190 
CAM 

I 

8 64 --------- 8 64 

0 0535927 

0 0063698 

0 06 

8 34 8 64 8 64 6 08 6 08 11 90 

11 90 

EAPMS 

6 08 6 08 I1 90 

11 90 
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Anachmenl. 2 UNBUNDLED NETWORK ELEMENTS ~ Florida Svc Order Svc Order Incremental Incremnta l  

Elec Manually Manual Svs Manual Svc 

Electronic-Is1 Elactronlc- 

Submlnod Submllled Charp. - Charp. - 
RATES($) perLSR perLSR Order- Ordarvr. CATEGORY RATE ELEMENTS Interim Zone BCS usoc 

Add7 
Nonrecurring Nonrecurring Dlsconned oss Raler(s) 

~ Add'l SOMEC SOMAN SOMAN SOMAN Flrsl Add'l First Rec 

ID lDD 2 10 12 16 8 77 6 71 4 84 11 90 

1 UNCDX UDL56 22 20 127 59 60 54 42 79 2 81 11 90 

UDL56 31 56 127 59 60 54 42 79 2 81 11 90 

3 UNCDX UDL56 55 99 127 59 60 54 42 79 2 81 11 90 

UNCDX 1DlDD 2 10 12 16 8 77 6 71 4 84 11 90 

UNClX UNCCC 8 98 8 98 8 98 8 98 11 90 

22 20 127 59 60 54 42 79 2 81 11 90 

2 UNCDX UDL64 31 56 127 59 60 54 42 79 2 81 11 90 

3 UNCDX UDL64 55 99 127 59 60 54 42 79 2 81 11 90 

OCU-DP COCl (data) ~ OS1 lo OS0 Channel Syslem - per month (2 4- 
64kbs) 
Addimnal4-Wire 56Kbpr Digital Grade Loopin same DS l  Inlemlfice 
Transport Combmaton . Zone 1 
Addibonal4 Wire 56Kbps Digital Grade Lwpin same DS1 lnlemlfice 
Transpart Combmalion . Zone 2 2 UNCDX 
Addibonal 4 Wire 56Kbps Digital Grade Lmpin same OS1 lnlemff!ce 
Transport Combinason - Zone 3 
OCU-DP COCl (data) - DS1 lo OS0 Channel Syslem - combination per 
month (2 444kbs) . 
Nonrecumng CurrenUy Combined NePnork Elements Swlch -As-Is 
Charge 

F a 1  4 Wire 64Kbps Digital Grade L w p  tn a DS1 lnlemffice Transport 
Combinabon - Zone 1 
First 4 Wore 64Kbps Digital Grade Loop m a DS l  Inlemllee Transport 
Combinamn . Zone 2 
Firs1 4-Wire 64Kbps DtgW Grade L w p  m a DS1 lnlemlfice Transport 
Cornbinallon -Zone 3 

InterolAce Transport. Dedicaled - DS1 combination - Per Mile Per Month UNClX lL5XX 0 1856 

lnlemlfice Transport - Dedicaled . DS1 combination - Facility 
Terminallon Per Monlh 

Channelirabon - Channel System 0 5 1  lo DSO combmalion Per Month 
OCU DP COCl (data) - DS1 10 DSO Channel System combinallon ~ Per 
month(2 444kbs) 
Addibonal4-Wlre 64Kbps Digital Grade Loopin same DS1 lnlemllice 
Transport Combinalion. Zone 1 
Addlbonal 4 - W ~ e  64Kbps Digilal Grade Lmpm same DS1 Inlemflice 
Transport Combmabon .Zone 2 
Additional 4-Wire 64Kbps Digital Grade Loopin same DS1 lntemlfice 
Transport Combination . Zone 3 
OCU-DP COCI (data) - DS1 lo DSO Channel System comblnalion - per 

Nonrecurnng CunenUy Combined Ncrwrk ElemenfS Swlch -AS Is 
Charge 

4-Wore DS1 Digital L w p  tn Combination vnth D S l  lnlemflice Transport - 
Zone 1 
4-Wire DS 1 Dgml L w p  m Cornbinalion vnth DS1 lnlemlfice Transport - 
Zone 2 
4-Wire DS1 Digital Loop I" Combmalion wlh OS1 lnlemlfice Tfanswrl - 
zone 3 

Ih,lemll~cc Tmn$porl Dc~knIn l  . OS1 cnmbmalm Per Mile Per Month UNCIX 1L5XX 0 1856 

Terminalion Per Month 
Nonrecurnng Cunenlly Combined NePnork Elements Swlch -As Is 
Charge 

UNCDX 

4-WIRE 64 KBPS EXTENDED DIGITAL LOOP WITH DEDICATED DS1 INTEROFFICE TRANSPORT (EEL) 

1 UNCDX UDL64 

11 90 UNClX UlTF1 88 44 174 46 122 46 45 61 1795 

UNClX M o l  146 77 51 83 10 75 11 90 

U N C E  lD1DD 2 10 12 16 8 77 6 71 4 84 11 90 

1 UNCDX UDL64 22 20 127 59 60 54 42 79 2 81 11 90 

2 UNCDX UDL64 31 56 127 59 60 54 42 79 2 81 11 90 

3 UNCDX UDL64 55 99 127 59 60 54 42 79 2 81 11 90 

monm (2 4-64kbs) UNCDX 1DlDD 2 10 12 16 8 77 6 71 4 84 11 90 

UNCIX UNCCC 8 98 8 98 8 98 8 98 11 90 

1 UNClX USLXX 70 74 217 75 121 62 51 44 14 45 11 90 

2 UNClX USLXX i n 0  54 217 75 121 62 51  44 14 45 11 90 

3 UNClX USLXX 178 39 217 75 121 62 51 44 14 45 11 90 

4-WIRE 0.51 DIGITAL EXTENDED LOOP WTH DEDICATED DS1 INTEROFFICE TRANSPORT EEL) 

I ~ ~ I L ~ I I ~ ~ ~  i ~ ~ ~ l ~ ~ , ~ , ~ ~  DWI~~.~I,*I UL I CI,III~,III.I~I~,l~ rl,LttLiY 
UNClX U ITF I  88 44 174 46 122 46 45 61 17 95 11 9n 

UNClX UNCCC 8 98 8 98 8 98 8 98 11 90 

Firs1 D S l L m p  tn DS3 lnlemllice Transport Combination - Zone 1 1 UNClX USLXX 70 74 217 75 121 62 51 44 14 45 11 90 
Firs1 D S l L m p  I" DS3 Inlemlfice Transport Combmaeon - Zone 2 2 UNClX USLXX 100 54 217 75 121 62 51 44 14 45 11 90 
First D S l L m p  In O S 3  InlemfIice Transporl Combmabon -Zone 3 3 UNCIX USLXX 178 39 21775 121 62 51 44 14 45 11 90 

lnlemlfice Transport - Dedicaled - DS3 combinalion . Per Mile Pet Monlh 

lnlemlfice Transporl - Dedicaled - DS3 - Facility Termination per month UNC3X UlTF3 1071 00 314 45 130 88 38 60 18 23 11 90 
O S 3  lo DS1 Channel System combinallon per month UNC3X Ma3 211 19 11560 59 93 5 45 0 00 11 90 
OS3 lnlerlace Unil (OS1 COCI) Combinallon permonlh UNClX UClD1 13 76 12 16 8 77 6 71 4 84 11 90 

1 UNCLX- ~ ~ USLXX 70 74 217 75 121 62 51 44 14 45 11 90 

Addilional DSlLoop In DS3 InlemlRce Transpart Combhallon .Zone 2 2 UNClX U S W  10054 217 75 121 62 51 44 14 45 11 90 

~~ 

4-WIRE DS1 DIGITAL EXTENDED LOOP WITH DEDICATED OS1 INTEROFFICE TRANSPORT IEELJ 

UNC3X 1L5XX 3 87 

Addllional D S l L m p  In OS3 lnlemllice Transport Combinallan. Zone I 

3 UNCIX USLXX 178 39 217 75 121 62 51 44 14 45 11 90 Addrbonal D S l L w p  tfl DS3 lnlemthce Transpurl Combmalion - Zone 3 

VPrstnn m o z  10107102 

Exhlbil B 
Incremenlal Incromnla l  

C b r p .  - C h a w  - 
Manual Svc Manual SW 
0rd.rvr. OfdWVS. 

Eladronk-  Electronb 
DIscIs I  Disc Addl 

SOMAN SOMAN 

Page 12 of43 





Anachment: 2 UNBUNDLED NETWORK ELEMENTS. Florida svc Order Svc Order Incremental Incremental 

Elec Manually Manual Svc Manual Svc 

Electronlc-1st Electronic- 

Submined Submined Charp. - Charp. - 
RATES($) perLSR perLSR Ordervr. Order-. CATEGORY RATE ELEMENTS Interim Zone ECS usoc 

Add? 
Nonrecurrlilg Nonrecurrlng Disconnect OSS Rater($) 

Add7 First A d d l  SOMEC SOMAN SOMAN SOMAN First 
Rec 

11 90 
AdditlOnal 2-wrc ISDN Loop 8" same DSllnlemflice Transport 
Combmalion. Zone 2 
Additional 2-wre ISDN L w p  in same DSllntemtlice Transport 
Combinallon - Zone 3 
2-wre ISDN COCI (BRiTE) - D S l  10 OS0 Channel Syslern cambintalon- 
per monlh 
Nonrecumng Cunenlly Combined Nehwrk Elements Sirilch .As-IS 
Cha e 

2 UNCNX UlL2X 27 40 127.59 60 60 42.79 2 81 

3 UNCNX UlL2X 48 62 127 59 60 60 42 79 2 81 11.90 

UNCNX UClCA 3 66 12.16 8.77 6 7f 4.84 11 90 

UNClX UNCCC 8 98 8 9R 8 96 8 98 11 90 

1 UNClX USLXX 70.74 217.75 121.62 51 44 14 45 11.90 

2 UNClX USLXX 100 54 217.75 121.62 51.44 14 45 11 .90 

3 UNClX USLXX 178 39 217.75 121.62 51 44 14 45 11.90 

4 - W l R E ~ D S ~ ~ l G l T C E X ~ N D ~ ~ ~ L ~ P  WITH DEDICATED STS-1 INTEROFFICE TRANSPORT (EEL) 

First DS1 L w p  in STS1 In lem lke  Transport Combination -Zone 1 

First DS1 Loop ~n STSl lnlemffice Transpall Combination - Zone 2 

First DS1 L w p  in STSl lnterolfice Transport Combinalian - Zone 3 
lnlemlfice Transport - Ded8caled. S T S l  combinalion. Per Mile Pcr 
Monlh UNCSX lL5XX 3.67 
lritemlfice Transpori - Dedicaled - S T S l  combination - Facility 
Termination 

DS3 Inlefl.~ce Unil (OS1 COCI) combination per month 

Addttonal D S l L w p  In STSl Inlemfficc Transport Combination - Zone 1 

Additional OS l L w p  in STS I Intrmlhce Tmnspon Combinafion -Zone 2 

Add#t#onal DSlLonp I" STSl lnlemlfice Transpoll Combination - Zone 3 
DS3 l n l ~ r l ~ c ~  Unit (US! COCI) combinalion per month 
Nonrccumng Currenlly Combined Netwok Elements Swtch -AS+ 
Chaqe 

4-wm 56 hbps LwpI4-wie 56 hbps Intcroltice Transport Combtnabon - 
Zone 1 
4-wre 56 kbps LoapI4-wre 56 kbps Imemlllce Tmn5port Combination. 

4-wre 56 kbps Loopl4-unre 56 hbpl  ln!erofliCe Transport Combinallon - 

- ~~ ~ 

UNCSX UlTFS 1,056 00 314 45 130.88 38 60 18 23 11.90 

UNClX U C l D l  13.76 12 16 8 7 7  6 71 4 84 1 1  90 

1 UNClX USLXX 70 74 217 75 121 62 51.44 14 45 11.90 

2 UNClX USLXX 100 54 217.75 121 62 51 44 14 45 11 90 

3 UNClX USLXX 178 39 21775 I21  62 51 44 14 45 11 90 
UNClX U C l D l  13 76 12 16 6 77 6 7 1  4 84 11 YO 

UNCSX UNCCC 8.98 8.98 8 98 8 98 11 90 

1 UNCOX UDL5G 22 20 127 59 60 54 42 79 2 81 11 90 

Zone 2 2 UNCDX UOL56 31 5G 127 59 60 54 42.79 2 81 11 90 

3 UNCDX UDL56 55 99 127.59 60 54 42 79 2 81 11 90 

S l S l  lo D S I  Channel System conbirialion permanth UNCSX MU3 211.19 3 39 

4-WIRE 56 UBPS DIGITAL EXTENDED LOOP WlTH 56 KBPS INTEROFFICE TRANSPORT (EEL) 

Zone 3 

Inlerolfice Transport - O d ~ c a l e d .  4 4 r e  56 kbps combination - Per Mile UNCDX lL5XX 0 0091 
lnterollicr Transpart - Ucdical~d - 4-mre 5fi kbps combinallon - Facilily 
Termination 
Nonrecurnng Cunerilly Combined Network Elements Swlch -As-Is 

UNCDX UlTD5 16 44 84.70 52 59 50 49 21 53 11 90 

UNCDX UNCCC 8 98 8 98 8 96 8 98 11 go 

1 UNCDX UDL64 22.20 127 59 60 54 42 79 2 81 1 1  90 

2 UNCDX UDLG4 31 56 127 59 60.54 42 79 2 81 11.90 

3 UNCDX UDL64 55 99 127.59 60 54 42 79 2 81 1 1  90 

~ Charge 
4-WIRYG KBPS DIGITAL EXTENDED LOOP=% 64KBPS INTEROFFICE TRANSPORT (EEL) 

4-unre 64 hbpa Loop!4-unrr 64 hbpb lnterollice Transport Combmation . 
Zone 1 
4-wre 64 k b p  Loopi4-mre lG4 kbps Ir~Icroll icc T r a n s p a d  Carnblnillmn - 
Zone 2 
4 - w e  64 hbps Lwpl4.wre 64 kbps lntemflice Transport Combination - 
Zone 3 

Interoffice Transport - Dedicaled - 4-wre 64 kbps cornbinallon. Per Mile UNCDX lL5XX o on91 

Termination UNCDX UlTDG 18 44 94 70 52 59 50.49 21.53 11 90 

Chaqc  UNCDX UNCCC 8 98 8 98 8 98 8 98 11 90 

lnlemflice Translxlfl - Dedic;lted. 4-wre 64 kbpr cOnlb8nation. Fac#lh@j 

Nontecrrrrmg Cunenlly Cornbmnl N e l w r k  Elemenls Swtch -As-Is 

ADDITIONAL NETWORK ELEMENTS 

Page 14 of 43 
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Exhlbli: B 
Incremental l n c r ~ m n t a l  

Charp. - ClurO. - 
Manual Svc Manual SvC 

Ordervr. Ordern. 
Electronic- Electronic- 

Disc 1st DISC A d d l  

SOMAN SOMAN 



UEPSB UEPBC 1.40 3.74 3.63 1.88 1.80 11.90 

1.40 3.74 3.63 1.88 1 .80 11 90 

UEPBl 1.40 3.74 3.63 1.88 1.80 11.90 

1.40 3.74 3.63 1.88 1.80 11.90 

Exchange Ports - 2-Wire VG unbundled Line Port mlh unbundlW pon 
wul CallewE484 ID. Bus. 
Exchange Polls. 2-Wire Analog Line Pon outgoing only - Bus. 
Exhanqe Ports. ?-Ware VG unbundled incoming only port wth Caller ID - 
BUS 

?-Wire voice unbundled Incoming Only Port ullhout Caller ID Capability 
Subsequent Actlvily 

UEPSB UEPBO 

UEPSB 

UEPSB UEPBE 
UEPSB USASC 0.00 0.00 0.04 

~ ________ 
11.90 

~~~~ ~ 

FEATURES 



RATES($) 
RATE ELEMENTS 
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RATES($) RATE ELEMENTS 

2-Wire voice unbundles res. low usage line part wlh Caller ID (LVM) 

CREX7 and Caller ID 
2 Wire voice unbundled Flonda extended dialing pon for use wth 
CREX7 wthoul Caller ID capabilihl 
2 Wile voice unbundlnl Flonda Area Calling Pon mlhoul Caller ID 

2 wire voce unbundled Flonda extended dtallng port far use w!h 
53 31 26 46 27 50 8 37 11 90 

1 1 7  53 31 26 46 27 50 8 37 11 90 

1 1 1  53 31 26 46 27 50 8 37 11 90 

UEPRX VEPAP 1 1 7  

VEPRX UEPAI 

UEPRX UEPAB 

11 90 
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RATES($) 

RATE ELEMENTS 
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RATES($) 
FSTE ELEMENTS 
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RATES($) RATE ELEMENTS 
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RATES($) RATE ELEMENTS 
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ANchmsnl: 2 UNBUNDLED NETWORK ELEMENTS. Florida 
svc order svc order incramenmi incrmenlai 

~l~~ ~ ~ ~ ~ a i l y  Manual Svc Manual Svc 
 per^^^  per^^^ ~ r d e r v r .  mdervr. 

~ i ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ i ~ . l s t  Ei.ctronic- 

Submined Submined Charge - C h a r w -  

RATES($) usoc BCS interim Zone CATEGORY RATE ELEMENTS 

Addl 

Exhibit: B 
insromntl l  IncremnIal 

C h a w -  CbrW-  
Manual svc M i n d  SVC 

Order-. Ord.r-. 
Ekl ronlc-  Electronic- 

Disc 111 Disc Addl 

1 Nonrecurring Disconnect 

I Nonrecurring Addl 

Addl I First I First 1 RC.C 
OSS Rater($) 

SOMEC I SOMAN 1 SOMAN I SOMAN 1 SOMAN 1 SOMAN 
I I I 1 



RATE ELEMENTS 
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RATES61 RATE ELEMENTS 
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RATE ELEMENTS 

2-Wire Coin 2 Way valh Operator Screening and 01 1 Blocklng (FL) 
?-Wire Cam ?-Way wlh Operator Screening and Blocking 9001976. 
I+DDD. 01 l + .  and Local (FL) 

UEPFA 14 00 90 00 90 00 11 90 UEPCO 

UEPCO UEPCG 14 00 90 00 90 00 11 90 

2-Wire volce unbundles res. low usage line port with Caller IO (LUM) 
INTEROFFICE TRANSPORT 

Inlemlbce Transport - Dedicaled - 2 Wire Vorce Grade - Faciltly 
Termination 

UEPFR UEPAP 14.00 100.00 110.00 85 00 2o.m 11.80 

UEPFR u1Tv2 25.32 47.35 31.78 





RATES($) RATE ELEMENTS 
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RATES($) RATE ELEMENTS 
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BCS CATEGORY RATE ELEMENTS Interim Zone 

Submlned Submlned Charge - Charge - 
usoc RATES($) perLSR perLSR Ordervr. Order-. 

Elec Manually Manual Svc Manual Svs 

Electronlc-lsi Eleclronlc- Add7 

Page 30 of 43 
Version 3Q02 10107102 

---- 
4 - w ~ ~  DS1 Digiljl L w p  14-VAre DDITS Trunk Port Conibinaaon - 

UEPDC 

UEPDC 

Conversion wth D S l  Changes Top 8 MSAs only 
4-Wire DS1 Digital L w p  14-VAre DDITS Trunk Pod Combination - 
Conversion wUi Change. Trunk Top 8 MSAs only 

4-Wire DS1 L w p  I 4-Wtre DDlTS Twnk Port - NRC - Subsequent 
Channel AcDva(l0dChan. ?-Way Trunk 
4-Wtre DS1 L w p  I4-Wtre DDITS Trunk Port - Subsequent Channel 
Ac(iva(lon/Chan. 1-Way Outwnl Trunk 
4-Wire D S I  L w p  I 4 - W i r e  DDITS Trunk Port - Subsqnl Channel 
AclivafionlChan InwadTNnk wlout DID 

Perchan. Inward Trunk ullh DID 
4-Wlre DS1 L w p  I4-Wire DDllS Trunk Port. Subsqrit Chan Activation I 

ADDITIONAL NRCS 

UEPDC 

UEPDC 

UEPDC 

UEPDC 
4-Wire DS1 L w p  14-Wire DDlTS Trunk Port - Subsqnl  Chan Actlvatloil 

Ada1 SOMAN SOMAN Rec F i r s t 1  Add'l Firrt J 

11.90 1 8 3  USAWA 95 31 46.71 

USAWB 95 31 46 71 11 90 1.83 

11.90 1 E3 

11.90 1.83 

11 90 1.83 

UDmA 15.69 15.69 

UDTTB 15.69 15.69 

UDTTC 15 69 15 69 

UDTTD 15 69 15 69 

UDTTE 15 69 15 69 

~~~ ~ ~ 

11 90 1 8 3  

11 90 1.83 



RATE ELEMENTS RATES($) 
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IAttaehmenl: 2 Exhibit B I UNBUNDLE0 NETWORK ELEMENTS. Florida 
I I I I  I I I svc Order I svc Order I Incremental I Incremntai I Incremental 1 incremental 

CATEGORY RATE ELEMENTS Interim Zone BCS usoc RATES(S1 

Nonrecurring Nonrecurring Disconnect 
First Add'l First I Add'l 

Rec 

2-Wire Voice Grade Lmp (SL 2). Zone 2 2 UEP9l UECSZ 17 40 

Submitled Submitted Char*- Char-- C h w -  ChrrtW- 
Elec Manually Manual Svc Manual Svc Manual Sve Manual Svc 

perLSR perLSR Orderw. Ordern. Ordern. Order-. 
Eleclronlc-1st Electronic- Ehctronlc. Ehctronk- 

Add'l Disc 1st Disc Add7 

OSS Rates($) 
SOMEC I SOMAN SOMAN SOMAN I SOMAN SOMAN 

I 

(UNE PorllLoop Comblnatlon Rates [Non-Doslgn) I I 1  I I I I I 

?-Wire Voice Grade L w p  (SL 2). Zone 3 
UNE Ports 
All Stales (Except Noah Carolina and Sou1 Carolina) 

12 Wire Voice Grade Port (Censex ) Basic Local Area 

2-Wire Voice Grade Port (Centrex 800 1ermmatlon)Baslc Local Area 

Version 3002 10107102 

3 UEP91 UECS2 30 87 I 

UEPYA 1 1 7  53 31 26 46 27 50 8 37 11 90 

UEPYB 1 1 7  53 31 26 46 27 50 8 37 11 90 

UEP91 

UEP91 
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UNBUNDLED NETWORti ELEMENTS. Florida Svc Order Svc Order 

Submined S u b M e d  
Elec Manually 

CATEGORY RATE ELEMENTS Interim Zone BCS usoc RATES($] perLSR perLSR 

Anachmenl: 2 
lncrsmenlal Incremental 

Charge - Charg.. 
Manual Svc Manual Svc 

Electronic-lsl Ordervr. Elecironlc- Order-. 
Ad81 

I 

I 

I 1 I 
Nonrecurring I Nonrecurring Disconnect OSS Rater($) 

First I Addl 1 First 1 Addl SOMEC 1 SOMAN I SOMAN I SOMAN I SOMAN 1 SOMAN Rec 

2-Wire VG LOODR-WIW Voice Grade Pon (Cenlrex) Pod C o m b  - Non- I I I I . .  
Design 
2-Wire VG Loop,',-Wire Voice Grade Pon (Cenlrex)Pon Combo - Non- 
Design 
2-Wire VG LmplL-Wire Voice Grade Pan (Cenlrex)Pod C o m b  - Non- 
Design 

I 
LINE PodLoap Combination Rater (Design) 

10 94 1 UEP95 J 

2 UEP95 15.05 

3 UEP95 25 80 

2-Wire Voice Grade Pori (Centrex wlh Caller ID)1 Basic Local Area 
?-Wire Voice Grade Pon (Cenlrex from dilf Sewing Wire Center)? Basic 
Local Area 
2-Wire Voice Grade Pon. Dill Serving Wire Center - 800 Service Tern - 
B m c  Local Area 
2-Wire V o i ~ e  Grade P O ~  lermm~lec tn on Mqalmk or equivalent - Basic 
Local Area 
2 - W w  Voice Grade Pan Terminaled on 800 Sewice Tern, - Basic Local 
Area 

AC. tiY. LA. MS. SC, h TN Only 
. . . . . - . 

UEP95 UEPYU 1.17 53 31 26.46 27 50 8.37 1 1  90 

UEP95 UEPYM 1.17 13949 66.10 65.41 13.81 11.90 

UEP95 UEPYZ 13 81 1 1  90 

UEP95 UEPYS 1 1 7  53 31 26.46 27 50 8 37 1 1 . 9 0  

UEP95 UEPYZ 1 1 7  53 31 26 46 27 50 8 37 11.90 

---___-___.- 



Anachmenl: 2 UNBUNDLED NETWORK ELEMENTS - Florlrla 
Svc Order Svc Order Incremntal Incremsntal 
Submlnad Subdned C h a r p  - Chirp. - 

Elsc Manually Manual Svc Manual Svc 
psrLSR perLSR On?+rvs. Order-. 

Eledrcnlc-1st EleRronlc- 

Interim Zone BCS usoc RATES($) CATEGORY RATE ELEMENTS 

A d d  

UNE Porl Rare 
ALL STATES 

2-Wire VOCC Grade Port (Cenlrex ) Bawc Local Area 

?-Wire Voice Grade Port (Cenlrex 600 IeminalionlBasic Local Area 
2-Wire Voice Grade Pad (Cenlrex I EBS-PSETj3Baslc Local Area 

?-Wire Voice Grnde Port (Ccnlrex I EBS-M~OOB)~B~SK Local Area 

?-Wire Voice Grade Port (Cenlrex I EBS-M5209113 Basic Local Area 

2-WireVoice Grade Port (Centrex I EBS-M5112))3 Basic Local Area 

2-Wire Voice Grade Part (Ccnlrex i EBS-M53121)3Bas~ Local Area 

2-Wire Voice Grade Port (Centrex I EBS-M5008))3 Basic Local Area 

2-Wire Vmce Grade Port (Ccnlrex i EBS-M5208)13 R35ic Local Area 

?-Wire Voice Grade Pon (Cenlrei I EBS-h!5216))3 Basic L@cal Area 

?-Wire Voice Grade Porl ICentrex I EBS-h15316))3 Basic Local Area 
2-Wire Voice Grade Port (Cenlrex vnlh Caller ID) Basic Local Area 
2-Wire Voice Grade Port (CmlrexiCsllet IDlMsg Wlg Lamp Indical1on113 
Bask Local Area 
?-Wire Voice Grade Port (CenLred?,lsg WIg Lamp Indicallon)j3 Basic 
Local Area 

11 80 UEP9D UEPYA 1.11 

UEP9D UEPYB 1.11 53.31 26 46 27.50 8 37 11.90 
UEPilD UEPYC 117 53 31 26 46 27 50 n 37 11.90 

UEP9D UEPYD 1 1 7  53 31 26.46 27.50 8 37 11 90 

UEPBD UEPYE 1 . 1 1  53 31 26 46 27 50 8 37 11 90 

UEP9D UEPYF 1.17 53 31 26.46 27.50 8 37 11 90 

U w g n  UEPYG 1.17 53.31 26.46 27.50 8.37 11 90 

UEP9D U E P M  1.17 53 31 26 46 27 50 8 37 11 90 

VEP9D UEPYU 1.17 53 31 26 46 21 50 8 37 11.90 

UEPBD U E P W  1 1 7  53 31 26 46 27 50 8 37 11 90 

UEP9D UEPY3 1 1 7  53.31 26 46 27.50 8 37 11 90 
UEP9D UEPYH 1.17 53 31 26.46 27 50 n 37 11 9 0  

UEPBD UEPYW 1.17 53 31 26 46 27 50 8.37 

u E m  UEPYJ 117 53 31 26 46 27.50 8 37 11.90 

11 90 



RATES($) 
RATE ELEMENTS 
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RATE ELEMENTS fWTES(I1 

2-Wire Voice Grade Pori (Cenlrex wth Caller 1D)lBasic Local Area 
2-Wire Voice G r d e  Port (Ccnlrex liom di l l  Serving Wire Center)? Basic 
Local Area 
2-Wre Voice Grade Pan. Dill  Serving Wire Center. ti00 Sewice Term - 
Basic Local Area 
Z-LWre Voice Gradc Pori lenn~naled I" on MU(pIuIk 01 uquivalenl. BJSK 
Local Area 
2-Wire Volce Grade Port Termnakul  on 800 Servtce Term - Basic Local 
Area 

UEP9E UEPYH 117  53 31 26.46 27.50 8 37 11 90 

UEPSE UEPYM 1.17 139 49 86.10 65 41 13 81 11 90 

UEP9E UEPYZ 1.17 13949 86 10 65 41 I3 81 11.90 

UEP9E UEPYQ 1.17 53.31 26.46 27 50 8.37 11.90 

UEPQE U E P n  1.17 53.31 26.46 27 50 8 37 11.90 

Page 36 of 43 
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RATE ELEMENTS RATES($) 
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UNE Pon Rale 
All Staler 

1 2 - W ~  Voice Grade Pan (Centrex ) Basic Local Area 
j2-Wm Voice Grxle Pon (Centiex 800 iemn~nalion) 

UEP95 UEPYA 14.00 70 00 35 00 35 00 10 00 11.90 
UEP95 UEPYS 14  00 70 00 35 00 35 00 10.00 11 90 

? Wire Voice Grade Pod (Cenirex lmm ddl Servmg Wire Center)? 

?-Wire Voice Grade Port Dill Serrlng W ~ r e  Center - 800 Service Term 
2 Wire Voice Grade Port lermnatrd In on hlegalmk or equ~valenl 
2-Wre VaIce Grade Pon Tenn~natril on a00 Serwce Term 

UEP95 UEPHM 14 00 i n o o o  110 00 85 00 20 00 11 90 

UEP95 UEPHZ 14 00 18000 11000 85 00 20 00 11 90 
UEP95 UEPHY 14 00 70 00 35 00 35 00 10 00 11 90 
UEP9S UEPHP 14 00 70 00 35 00 35 00 10 00 11 90 

NARS I I I I I 
Unbundled Netwh Access Rq8slcr .  Combination UEP95 UARCX I 000 I 000 I 0.00 11.90 I 
Unbundle* Nehwxh A C C ~ I S  Re+pter .  liltllal UEP95 UARIX I 000  I 000  I 0.00 11.90 I 
Unburidlw Netuork Access Rqister  - Ouldlal UEP95 UAROX I 000  1 0.00 I 0 00 11 90 I 



IAttachmenl: 2 
UNBUNDLED NETWORK ELEMENTS -Florida 

I I 1  I I I Svc Order I Svc Order 1 Incremental I Incr*msnlal 

15 36 12-Wire Voice Grade L w p  (SL 2)  - Zone I I UEP'JD UECSZ 
I I -Wire Voice GrWe L w ~ p  (SL 2 )  - ZUW 2 2 UEP'JD UECS2 20.43 
I2-Wire Voice G i d e  Loq i  (SL 2 )  - Lune 3 3 UCPI)D uccs2 31; 68 

~ ~ ~ ~~ ~ ~ ~ 

UNE Pori Rate 
ALL STATES 

]?-Wire Voice G i d e  Pon (Cenlrex ) Bdsic Local Area UEPBD UEPYA 14.00 11.90 I 

RATE ELEMENTS I interim1 Zone I ECS I USOC 1 

2 Wire Voice Grade Poll (Cenlrex I EBS M5009)3EIasic Local Area 

2 Wfre Voice Grade Port (Cenlrex I E8S h15208))3 Basic Local Area 

Z-wire Voice Grade Poll ICcnlrer I EES M5112))3 Basic Local Area 

2 Wire Vore  Grvde Port 1Cenlrex I EBS-h15312))38asic Local Area 

2 Wlre Voicc Gr,ule Poll (Cenlrex i EBS M5008))3 B d s l ~  Local Area 

RATES($) 

UEPBD UEPYD 14 00 70 00 35 00 35 w 10 w 11 90 

UEP9D UEPYE 14 00 70 00 35 00 35 00 1000 11 go 

UEPBD UEPYF 14 00 70 00 35 00 35 00 10 w 11 90 

UEPLlD UEPYG 14 00 70 00 35 00 35 00 10 w 11 90 

UEPBD UEPYT 14 00 70 00 35 00 35 00 10 w 11 90 

Subrnlned submitted Charge - Charge - 1 Elec I Manually I ManualSvc 1 ManualSvc 
perLSR perLSR Order-. Order-. 

Electronic-lrt Electronlc- 
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RATES($) RATE ELEMENTS 
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Atlachmenl: 2 
UNBUNDLED NETWORK ELEMENTS - Florida Svc Order Svc Order Incremenlal Incremental 

Submined Submlnsd Char* - Char* - 
Elec Manually Manual SYC Manual Svc 

p e r ~ S ~  p e r ~ s ~  Ordsrv1. Ordwvr.  
Eledronlc-1st Eladronlc- 

BCS usoc RATES(I1 CATEGORY RATE ELEMENTS Interim Zone 

Add7 
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Uonn I M c  I<cc~ticst nnd New Business I ieqi ics ts  Process 

CCCS 355 of 427  

IIONA FIIIE IIISOIJEST ,$XI) XE\!' IIII.7INESS 1<1<01:ESTS PROCESS 

1 .o Tlic P;inicr ;igrcc tIi:ir SO is entitled to ordcr iiny Nctworl. Elcnrcnl. 
Jiitcrconiicctioti optiuli, SCIVICC upt~on ur I<csalc Scrvicc rciluirctl to bc 
iii;idc available by tlrc Coiiiiiiiiiiic3iioiis Act of 1934. :IS niotlilicd by thc 
Tclcconiinunic:iiioris Act of I906 (the "Act"), 1;CC rcquirclncnts or Statc 
Coniniission rcquircnicnis. SO ; ~ l s o  shall bc ~ ~ c r i ~ i i ~ t c ~ l  I O  request tliu 
dcvclopinciil ol'ncw or  rcviscd ljcllitics or scrvicc oplioiis. which arc nut 
rcquired by llic Act. Procedures applicJhk lo rrrlucsling llic aildition of 
such facilitics o r  scrvirc options arc specified iii this Al!achmciii 12. 

3.0 

i.0 

4.0 

U w a  Fide Rcqursts rI3FlV') arc lo bc uscd HIICII SO ii1aLcs a rerl~rcst of 
BellSouth io pnnidc a rlctc:or miidified irctwnrk clcmciit. i i i tcrcii~i~rcc~io~~ 
option. or ot1ir.r service opt it111 1iursu:int to 111c Act that W;IS not prcvtously 
includcd in llic Agrccmcnt. Xe\v Ilusiiicss Requests ("Nljl<s") arc lo k 
uscd wlicn XO makes a rcqucst of HellSouth to providc a ncw or cusloni 
c:ipability or ronction to nicct XO's business ncrds.that tvav not prcviously 
inclridcd UI the Agrcctiiclil. The D I ' I W U R  proccss is iiitclidcd Io 
bcilitatc the t\vo-way cachallgc ot'liifiirimtioii bvlweerl SO :~tid 
DellSouth, ncccssary fitr accur;iIc procrssing of reqiicsts i n  ;I consistent 
and tiintly Ihsliion. 

A UFR shall bc suhmittcd i n  \uriliirg hy ,YO a i d  shall spccilic;llly idcnlify 
the rcquircd service datc. tcclinica1 rcqilircmcnts. spiicc rcyiiircnicnts 
and/or sucli spccilicaiions th:it clcarly dcfinc tlic reqtwst such 1lwt 
BellSouth has sirfficicii! iirrornwtioii to aiialyzc and prcparc a rcsponse. 
Such ;i reqiicst also 4iall includc ii SO'S dcsiSIutioli ol'tlic request as 
being (i) ptrrsuanl ID Ihe Tclcco~iunuiii~~tioiis Acl of 1996 (i.c. a ' 'UFK)  
ur (ii) pursuant to tlic iiccds of thc business (i.c. a "NUIC'). Thc rcqucst 
sh~11 be sent Io XO's Accounl Excc ihc .  

\Vithin twcnty-fivc ( 2 5 )  busincss days of its rcccipl ora 1ll:R or NUR 
from SO. DellSouth shall respond to S O  by providing a preliminary 
analysis ofsuch Intcrcoimcction. Nctivork Elcmcni. or otlicr hcility or 
servicc option !hat is the stibjcct ortlic DFR or NBK. Tlic prcliminnry. 
analysis shall confirm that UcllSoir~h will cithcr oll'cr :recess to the 
Iri~crcomicction. Nciwork Elcnicnt. or othcr Ihcility or service option. or 
providc an  cxplsnatiori ofwhy ii is no! Icchnically fcasihlc. andlor why tlie 
request does no1 qualify as air Iiitcrconiicclion. Nclwork Llcincnt. or is 
orhcnvisc #rot rcquircd to bc providcd undcr f l i t  Act .  For a UFR. i! sllitll 
also include BcllSontli's prqwscd price plus or iiiimrs 2 5  pcrcciit ("rhc 
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EXHIBIT NOS. 

GC- 10 through GC- 14 inclusive 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing Supplemental 
Rebuttal Testimony and Exhibits of Gary Case was served on the following by hand delivery this 
21" day of April 2005: 

Jason Rojas 
Division of Legal Services 
Florida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Tallahassee FL 32399-0850 

James Meza 
Andrew Shore 
C/o Nancy Sims 
BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. 
150 South Monroe Street, Suite 400 
Tallahassee FL 32301 

la;& L & ! ! ! !  
Vicki Gordon Kaufinan 


