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	STAFF'S second SET OF INTERROGATORIES TO
	BELLSOUTH TELECOMMUNICATIONS, LLC D/B/A AT&T FLORIDA (NOS. 77-100)
	DEFINITIONS
	INTERROGATORIES
	The Following Question Pertains to Issue 2
	77. In his direct testimony on Page 4, lines 17 - 24 and Page 5, lines 1 - 2, CA’s Witness Ray testifies CA believes that a reasonable solution to AT&T Florida’s objection to CA being entitled to become a Tier 1 AIS is for the parties to establish a T...
	The Following Questions Pertains to Issue 13
	78. In her testimony on page 10, lines 10-11, witness Pellerin testifies “AT&T Florida cannot process CA’s payment absent the proper remittance information.”  In an instance where AT&T Florida receives a bill payment missing a portion of the remittanc...
	79. Please explain how AT&T Florida notifies a CLEC that its payment has been rejected or only partially credited to an account.  Also, please explain how a CLEC is to supply the missing information so the CLEC can avoid late payment charges.
	The Following Question Pertains to Issue 15
	80. Please describe how much time elapses between receipt of the additional insurance endorsement, verification of the endorsement by AT&T Florida, and approval for CLEC work to begin?
	The Following Question Pertains to Issue 16
	81. Please identify the Commission approved ICAs that were referenced in witness Pellerin’s direct testimony on page 23, lines 6-8, which contain the insurance limits proposed by AT&T Florida in this proceeding.
	The Following Question Pertains to Issue 17
	82. In her direct testimony on page 27, lines 14-16, witness Pellerin is asked if “AT&T Florida’s language [will] unreasonably prevent CA from selling its assets...”  In her response, witness Pellerin testifies, “AT&T Florida would not unreasonably wi...
	The Following Questions Pertain to Issue 18
	83. Would an ICA with a five-year term expire on a certain date?  Please explain.
	84. In her direct testimony on page 29, lines 19-22, witness Pellerin testifies “[t]he expiration date will be “hard-coded” into the ICA...”  If a two-year plus 90 day expiration date can be “hard coded” into the ICA, is there a reason why an effectiv...
	85. Is an interconnection agreement whose initial term has expired but that is in “evergreen status” as witness Ray’s testimony uses that term (at p. 21, line 2) available for adoption under 47 U.S.C. § 252(i)?  Please explain the rationale of your an...
	The Following Questions Pertain to Issue 21
	86. Witness Pellerin testifies on page 37, lines 1 through 7, that as long as AT&T Florida receives CA’s payment by the bill due date no late payment charges will be assessed.
	a. If AT&T Florida receives CA’s payment by the bill due date but processes the payment after the bill due date would a late payment charge be assessed? If yes, please explain.
	b. If the answer to the above question is no, could issue 21 be resolved by including language that would clearly indicate that CA would not be charged late payment charges as long as the payment was received by the bill due date?  Please explain your...

	87. On page 37, footnote 8, of her direct testimony, witness Pellerin testifies, “CA’s payment must be immediately available to AT&T Florida (General Terms and Conditions (GT&C), section 11.3.1), and CA must provide the remittance information (GT&C se...
	a. Please explain AT&T Florida’s check handling process when it receives a check from a CLEC.
	b. If CA’s check is received by AT&T Florida by the due date, please advise if there is a time delay once AT&T Florida deposits the check in its bank and when the funds are “immediately available” to AT&T Florida.
	c. If there is a time delay as to when the funds are immediately available, would a late payment charge apply if AT&T Florida’s bank does not make CA’s funds available immediately?

	The Following Questions Pertain to Issue 25
	88. In her direct testimony on page 53, lines 11-13, witness Pellerin testifies that AT&T Florida objects to CA’s proposed additional language.  Please explain AT&T Florida’s objection.
	89. In her direct testimony on page 53, lines 19-20, witness Pellerin testifies AT&T Florida “should not be contractually obligated to do the impossible.” Please explain under what circumstances AT&T Florida would be unable to provide the dollar amoun...
	The Following Questions Pertain to Issue 26
	90. In her direct testimony on page 54, lines 18 and 24-25, witness Pellerin objects to the undefined “detailed” bill contained in CA’s suggested language for section 13.1.2.  Please explain whether  AT&T Florida has additional concerns with CA’s lang...
	91. If “detailed” bill is sufficiently defined by CA, does AT&T Florida have objections to use of CAs suggested language? Please explain.
	The Following Question Pertains to Issue 32
	92. In reference to witness Pellerin’s Direct Testimony on page 65, lines 12-17, how often does AT&T Florida check to see if it is charging all taxes and how often does AT&T Florida update its billing system?
	The Following Question Pertains to Issue 35
	93. Could AT&T Florida bring its network to a point just outside of CA’s collocation and provide a cross-connect there if required?  Please explain your answer.
	The Following Question Pertains to Issue 37
	94. CA’s witness Ray testified on page 35, line 17 of his direct testimony, that if AT&T Florida would omit language referring to the 911 trunks in its proposed language for the Network Interconnection Section 3.2.6 that CA would not object to the rem...
	The Following Question Pertains to Issue 39(a)
	95. In CA’s response to Staff’s Interrogatory No. 10, CA stated AT&T Florida mischaracterized its position and that CA’s issue is an issue of ILEC/CLEC parity and CA’s “ability to designate a non-AT&T Florida tandem as its own Local Homing Tandem.”
	a. Please explain AT&T Florida’s position on CA’s statements referenced above.
	b. Does CA have the ability to designate a non-AT&T Florida tandem as its own Local Homing Tandem?  Please explain your answer.

	96. In AT&T Florida’s response to Staff’s Interrogatory No. 48, AT&T Florida stated if CA agreed to accept AT&T Florida’s language, AT&T Florida would be willing to include language providing that the parties would mutually agree upon the auditor and ...
	The Following Questions Pertain to Issue 45
	97. On page 85, lines 4-6, of her direct testimony, witness Pellerin asserts that an NXX assigned to a carrier is “owned” by that carrier.  Please clarify if the provider who receives the NXX is an “owner” of the NXX or an “assignee” of the NXX.
	98. On page 86, lines 16-18, of her direct testimony, witness Pellerin asserts  “When that end user no longer subscribes to telephone exchange service using the ported telephone number, the number becomes vacant and must be released back to the NXX co...
	The Following Question Pertains to Issue 46(i)
	99. In reference to witness Neinast’s Direct Testimony on page 13, lines 15-18, please explain if AT&T Florida’s network capable of supporting number portability outside of a rate center?
	The Following Question Pertains to Issue 66
	100. Please refer to witness Pellerin’s direct testimony, page 94, line 20 through page 95, line 26. Please describe AT&T Florida’s position regarding what “a showing of changed circumstances” would include that may allow UNE rates to be revisited. Pl...
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