
MACFARLANE AUSLEY FERGUSON & MCMULLEN 
A T T O R N E Y S  A N D  C O U N S E L O R S  A T  L A W  

BY HAND DELIVERY 

April 5, 1996 . 

oiii GrNAL\ Tallahassee 

Ms. Blanca S. Bayo, Director 
Division of Records and Reporting 
Florida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0850 

Re: Resolution of Petition to Establish Non 
Discriminatory Rates, Terms, and Conditions 
for Resale Involving Local Exchange Companies 
and Alternative Local Exchange Companies 
pursuant to Section 364.161, Florida Statutes 
Docket No. 950984-TP 

Dear MS. Bayo: 

Enclosed for filing in the above-styled docket are the 
original and fifteen (15) copies of United Telephone Company of 
Florida and Central Telephone Company of Florida's Third Request 
for Confidential Classification. 

Please acknowledge receipt and filing of the above by stamping 
the duplicate copy of this letter and returning the same to this 
writer. 

Thank you for your assistance in this matter. 

Enclosures 
cc: All parties of record 

utd\950984.bya 



BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

In re: Resolution of Petition to ) DOCKET NO. 950984-TP 
Establish Non Discriminatory Rates,) 
Terms, and Conditions for resale ) DATED : April 5, 1996 
Involving Local Exchange ) 
Companies and Alternative Local 1 
Exchange Companies pursuant to ) 
Section 364.161, Florida Statutes ) 

UNITED TELEPHONE COMPANY OF FLORIDA AND 
CENTRAL TELEPHONE COMPANY OF FLORIDA'S 

THIRD REOUEST FOR CONFIDENTIAL CLASSIFICATION 

Pursuant to Rule 25-22.006, Florida Administrative Code, 

UNITED TELEPHONE COMPANY OF FLORIDA and CENTRAL TELEPHONE COMPANY 

OF FLORIDA (collectively, "Sprint-United/Centel" or the 

"Companies") file this Third Request for Specified Confidential 

Classification for certain information provided to the Staff in 

this docket, and say: 

1. This request covers documents submitted to the Division 

of Records and Reporting under a confidential cover on March 19, 

1996, with a notice of intent to request confidential 

classification. These documents have been Bates stamped numbers 

0439 to 0450, and represent the confidential answers and documents 

responsive to the Staff's discovery requests in this proceeding. 

These documents were used to prepare Exhibit No. 25, which was 

entered into the record at Tr. 581. 

2. In accordance with FPSC Rule No. 25-22.006, F.A.C., a 

copy of the documents with the information the Companies consider 

to be proprietary has been filed under a separate cover as Exhibit 



"A" to this request and has the confidential information 

highlighted for identification purposes. In accordance with Rule 

25-22.006,  Florida Administrative Code, the Companies have appended 

hereto as Exhibit "B" one edited copy of the confidential answers 

with the confidential information blacked out ("redacted"). 

3 .  Commission Rule 25-22 .006(4 )  (a) provides that a utility 

may satisfy its burden of proving that information is specified 

confidential material by demonstrating how the information falls 

under one or more of the available statutory examples. In the 

alternative, if no statutory example is available, the utility may 

satisfy its burden by including a justifying statement indicating 

what penalties or ill effects on the Companies or its ratepayers 

will result from the disclosure of the information to the public. 

The Companies have identified this confidential information on a 

line-by-line basis, and have appended the required line-by-line 

identification and justifications hereto as Exhibit "C." 

4. The information for which confidential treatment is 

requested has not been disclosed, except pursuant to a protective 

agreement that provides that the information will not be released 

to the public. 

7. For all the foregoing reasons, Sprint-United/Centel 

respectfully urge the Commission to classify the above-described 

and discussed document as proprietary confidential business 

information pursuant to Rule 25-22 .006 ,  Florida Administrative 

Code, and as such exempt from Chapter 119, Florida Statutes. 
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WHEREFORE, UNITED TELEPHONE COMPANY OF FLORIDA and CENTRAL 

TELEPHONE COMPANY OF FLORIDA move the Commission to enter an Order 

declaring the documents claimed to be confidential in this request 

are proprietary confidential business information pursuant to 

Section 25-22 .006 ,  Florida Administrative Code. 

DATED this 5th day of April, 1 9 9 6 .  

, 4*,! , ,, /, I&[, /1-11----- 
LEE L WfUI and 

Macfarlane usley Ferguson 

P. 0. Box 3 9 1  
Tallahassee, Florida 32302 

J. JE hgLBN 
& McMullen 

( 9 0 4 )  224 -9115  

ATTORNEYS FOR UNITED TELEPHONE 
COMPANY OF FLORIDA AND CENTRAL 
TELEPHONE COMPANY OF FLORIDA 

3 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing 
(without Exhibit "B") has been furnished by U. S. Mail or hand 
delivery ( * )  or overniqht exoress ( * * )  this 5th day of April, 1996, - 
to the following: 

Donna Canzano * 
Division of Legal Services 
Florida Public Service Comm. 
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd., Rm 370 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850 

Donald L. Crosby 
Continental Cablevision, Inc. 
Southeastern Region 
7800 Belfort Parkway, Suite 270 
Jacksonville, FL 32256-6925 

Anthony P. Gillman 
Kimberly Caswell 
GTE Florida Incorporated 
Post Office Box 110, FLTC0007 
Tampa, FL 31601-0110 

Steven D. Shannon 
MCI Metro Access Transmission 
Svcs., Inc. 
2250 Lakeside Blvd. 
Richardson, TX 75082 

Leslie Carter 
Digital Media Partners 
1 Prestige Place, Suite 255 
2600 McCormack Drive 
Clearwater, FL 34619-1098 

Rich Rindler 
Swidler & Berlin, Chartered 
3000 K Street, N.W., Suite 300 
Washington, DC 20007 

David Erwin 
Young Van Assenderp et al. 
Post Office Box 1833 
Tallahassee, FL 32302-1833 

Richard A. Gerstemeier 
Time Warner A x S  of FL, L.P. 
2251 Lucien Way, Suite 320 
Maitland, FL 32751-7023 

Leo I. George 
Lonestar Wireless of FL, Inc. 
1146 19th Street, NW, Suite 200 
Washington, DC 20036 

Robert S. Cohen 
Pennington Law Firm 
Post Office Box 10095 
Tallahassee, FL 32302 

Patrick K .  Wiggins 
Wiggins & Villacorta, P.A. 
Post Office Drawer 1657 
Tallahassee, FL 32302 

Andrew D. Lipman 
Metropolitan Fiber Systems of 
FL, Inc. 
One Tower Lane, Suite 1600 
Oakbrook Terrace, IL 60181- 

Richard D. Melson 
Hopping Boyd Green et al. 
Post Office Box 6526 
Tallahassee, FL 32314 

J. Phillip Carver 
c/o Nancy H. Sims 
BellSouth Telecommunications 
150 S. Monroe Street, Suite 400 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 

John Murray 
Payphone Consultants, Inc. 
3431 NW 55th Street 
Ft. Lauderdale, FL 33309-6308 

Patricia Kurlin 
Intermedia Communications of FL 
3625 Queen Palm Drive 
Tampa, FL 33619 

4630 

4 

1626 



Gary T. Lawrence 
City of Lakeland 
501 East Lemon Street 
Lakeland, FL 33801-5079 

Jill Butler 
Digital Media Partners/ 
Time Warner Communications 
2773 Red Maple Ridge 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 

Graham A. Taylor 
TCG South Florida 
1001 W. Cypress Creek Rd., 
Suite 209 
Ft. Lauderdale, FL 33309-1949 

Clay Phillips 
Utilities & Telecommunications 
Room 410 
House Office Building 
Tallahassee, FL 32399 

Greg Krasovsky 
Commerce & Economic 
Opportunities 
Room 4265 
Senate Office Building 
Tallahassee, FL 32399 

Charles Beck 
Office of Public Counsel 
111 West Madison Street 

Tallahassee, FL 32399-1400 

Nels Roseland 
Executive Office of the 

Office of Planning & Budget 
The Capitol, Room 1502 
Tallahassee, FL 32399 

Paul Kouroupas 
Director, Regulatory Affairs 
Teleport Communications Group 
Two Teleport Drive, Suite 300 
Staten Island, NY 10311 

Room 812 

Governor 

Floyd R. Self 
Messer, Caparello, et a1 
Post Office Box 1876 
Tallahassee, FL 32302 

Michael W. Tye 
AT&T 
101 N. Monroe Street 
Suite 700 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 

Robin D. Dunson 
1200 Peachtree Street, NE 
Promenade I, Room 4038 
Atlanta, GA 30309 

Sue E. Weiske 
Time Warner Communications 
160 Inverness Drive West 
Englewood, CO 80112 

Laura L. Wilson 
FCTA 
310 North Monroe Street 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 

Ken Hoffman 
Rutledge, Ecenia, et. a1 
215 S. Monroe Street, Suite 420 
Tallahassee, FL 32301-1841 

Jodie Donovan-May 
Eastern Region Counsel 
Teleport Communications Group 
1133 2 1 s t  Street, NW, Suite 400 
Washington, DC 20036 

Mark K. Logan 
Bryant, Miller and Olive 
201 S .  Monroe Street, Suite 500 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 

Timothy Devine 
Metropolitan Fiber Systems 
6 Concourse Pkwy., Suite 2100 
Atlanta, GA 30328 
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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

In re: Resolution of Petition to ) DOCKET NO. 950984-TP 
Establish Non Discriminatory Rates,) 
Terms, and Conditions for resale ) 
Involving Local Exchange ) 
Companies and Alternative Local 1 
Exchange Companies pursuant to ) 

) 
Section 364.161, Florida Statutes ) 

EXHIBIT “ B “  TO SPRINT-UNITED/CENTEL’S 
THIRD REQUEST FOR CONFIDENTIAL CLASSIFICATION 

Unedited Version 
With 

Confidential Information Redacted 
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.cn 
I. Sprint-United 

Unbundled Exclimge Elements 
Existing 
Tariff 

!.ink Cateeorics (l.ood 

1 2 wire analog voice grade 
Residcnce 

Busincss 

4 wire analog voice grade 

2 wire ISDN (BRI).digital grade 

4 wire DS-I digital grade 

5 

. 

. port Cateeories (Switch Access) 
IO 2 wire analog line 

Residence 
Business 

POX lNnk 

/a- 4 wire analog line 

I 2 wire ISDN (BRI) digital line 

2 wire analog DID trunk 

20 4 wire DS-I digital DID tNnk 

’ 4 wire ISDN DS-I (PRI) digital trunk 
ISA Basic 

D Channel Access 
I5 D Channel Dackup 

Rccurrin Rate 

- 7 f -  
s 19.05 
$ 19.05 

$28.75 

See Note 1 

$112.75 

NlA 
NIA 
See attaclicd 

$55.00 

5325.00 
$ 15.00 
5lS0.00 
SlSO.00 

Proposed 
Unbundled 
Rcciirrinr Rate 

3 
$ 19.05 
s 19.05 
$28.75 

NIA 

$ I  12.75 

$ 3.50 
$ 9.00 
See ntlaclled 

$55.00 

5325.00 
$ 15.00’ 

, $150.00 
$150.00 

- Cost Cross-reference io Cost IInckup 

c , b  
Residence loop cost study9age 2-Line ‘TOTALS‘ c_ Business loop cost tludy - Page 2 - Line ‘TOTALS’ 

Costs were provided in original tariff filing T91-312 with I990 data; 
needs to be updated. ’ 

NIA See T96-053 

Cosls were provided in original tariff filing T91-31’ 

m 
‘Ftc 
0 

Needs to be 
updated (See GET A 20, Sheet 48 - copy attached). cis 

Line Port Cost study - 1st Page 
Line Port Costs study - Is1 Page 

r=: 

rF. 

e 
NIA Not Available - Do not Inve fix usage data. Use Network &ess 

Register (See GET A 12. Slicet 45 - copy atlaclied). 

Not sure what this is. It appears to be line side tennination tlirougli 
. a cliannel bank. - SceT96-053 

MFS is requesting bundled services consisting of an analog port and 
tariffed DID service. 

MFS is requesting bundled service consisting of tnmk side port plus 
tariffed DID service. 

See M4-560 (See GET A-10. Sliect 5 - copy attaclicd). 
See T94-560 (See GET A-IO, Sheet 5 - copy attached). 
See T94-560 (See GET A:IO. Slicei 5 -copy attached). 
See T94-560 (See GET A-IO, Sliect 5 -copy nttaclietl). 

‘ 

! k  
!7 

NIA - Not’Available. Far the elements shown as Not Available - Illere are cotls assodaled with tlicsc elcmcnls but tlie company liar no1 eslimrtcd them. 
Note I: In addition IO port elinrge of SSS.00 recurring rate, Ihe cuslotner m w  also subscribt io R-l or D-l service. 



PORT COMPONENTS 

-e costs of &e vsrious line card types, main distribution frame, and protecti9n &n be found in the 
, Investment Table of the Swilching Cost Information System (SCIS) model licensed from Bellcore. The. 
, following table shows the inves'hent b6fOre discount, the Florida specific disbunt, and the monthly c3st 
, nssuming an annual charge factor of .24. The monthly cost is equal to the disaunted prize, timet the . [  . 
5 &age factor, divided by 12 months. 

\ 

(3 
(C(1 -D)'0.2412) 

(N (B) (C) PI 
SClSllN 

INVESTMENT LIST PNCE MONTHLY 
TABLE ITEM DISCOUNT - COST liEM 

, Type"A"Csd 
TypeTCard 

, Type "C" Card 
' Type"D"Card 

/O ipe"E"Cerd 
iype 'LJ" CnA 
Type'T'Card 

, h',&DistFnme - Protectisn 

LINE PORT COSTS 

0440 . .  
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SPRJNTfUNmD TELEPHONE - M R l O U t E K m  
UHE SIDE IhTERCONNECTDH L UNBUNWNG 

. 

I3 USAGE PAllERH PER UNE 
.&E INTER0 F F Y  

RES W S P D X T  - 
BUS Tws16PDRT - 

. .  

0441 

1631 



S? RI NT/VN I TED TELEDH(INE-FLORIDa/S--CF 
SWITCCiING CCST INFDRfii2TION SYSTEM Page3 DNS-lQ0F GRRND UEIGHTED INVESTHENT RS'ORT 

1 E=onomic Option: Marg1n;l 2 - Margcap 
2 T o t a l .  Officer: 25 
3 T o t a l  Remofes: 308 

Study: RRCOMF96- RXEVISED .Cot4396 march 24, 1996 
Version 2.1 

Generic: BCS 36 - STRNDRRD 
Effectlvc Date: 01/01/1994 

Foruard Looking Cost o f  money: 
PT.OCC s sor Uti 1 i=rt  ion F a c t  or: 

E;.F b I Unit investment 

6 Getting S t a r t e d  inv. Per PIS: 

cine Tcrminatioa Inv. 
minimun Inv. Per .Line.: 

Q. Worklnp Llne Invertnenf : 
C. Excess CCS Capacity investment: 

7 
8 
4 
10 inv. Per Line CCS ( O + I ) :  . .  

i?v. F ' e r  Call : T y p e  
/ I  Inv. P e r  Inconing C ~ l l :  
(2 Inv. P e r  Inconing Tandea Call: 

3 Inv. Per Trunk CCS ( D + I ) :  

(Inv. Pep 567 O c t e t :  

b UcbilicaL Trunk inv. Per CCS f D t 1 )  : 

Inv. Per Tanden Trunk CCS (D+Z) :  

0 4 1 2  

-- . 
. FIUTHDRIZED FOR USE SY SPRLKTfUNITED 

TELEPHONE-FLORIDQ, SPRINT/CENTEL EmPLOYEES ONLY! 
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SCI:/IN Freturea 2.1 
Rwol tiwe Tbblm 

Y L  



Costs of Line Side Inter-onnection -.Usage . .  . .  -=; .- %e.' For a detailed erqlznation of thi's prozdur'e, see PACE Bulleiin $25, releaied 
Januzy21, 101. 

me &,%china Cost InfomaUon System (SCIS) model, licensed from Sellclre, . 
ids;ltifies hvo sepaRte wmpanents 0: a e l l .  Fimt i s  the e l l  setup funstioa 
h i &  P-dahlirrhar a mnnadinn for the -11, indudins inwmploto u l l c .  Call tot- 
up doer ns: indude any usage. S e x n d  is the usage funf'sn Mi&+ a n r i s k  0: 
$78 s=!~!ual on-line time; indudin2 naxanvenat ion tine. 

&umptions - Most of this infomatian is derived from the Swifc3ing Cost 
. 1nfo;~i;rtion System (SCIS) mm'el Iicmsed from Bellc=jre; specific~lly the SCls 
Madel Ofize o*p% These nJmSers aie for illus'kztive puTases, umpany  
s p &  numbers should be used. 

..P 

. 

I 

, 

20 

~ e ~ i i n g  Sta.ted Costs per MS ( G S C I M ~ )  
Ccst per Line CCS - Orig. &Tam. (LCCS) 
Cost per  Trunk CCS - Outg. & In=. (TCCS) 
Cost per SS7 Odet (SS?) 
cos: per OCbt (557) 
Prosersor Utilizztion - Line to LinP- (PULL) 
Processor Utilizstion - Line :a Trunk (PULT) 
Processor Utilization -Trunk to Line (PUTL) 
O&ts per C=Il (OCT) 
krnual ChErpe Fz,for (ACF) 
3usy Hour I Full D2y Rz5o (SHFD) 
Equivalent Business Days per Yew (E3D) 
CCS / MOU ranversion (CCS/MOU) 
Czll Completion Roiio ( C C X )  
Cmve,.sntiDn -me Wdo (CTX) 

* source: scls Model OfiiCe Oul,put 
S Source: CCSCIS Agpgzt ioa Madel, Ckuit-Bzsed sewivi=es 
@ Source: SCIS-IN Real Time table, item 337.03 
@@ Source: SCIS-IN Real Time table, item C33.00 
@@@ Smrce: SCIS-IN Real Eme kble, Eem S4l.CQ 
@@@e Source: CCSCIS SS7 Messqe Calrrldor 
(@@e@@ Annual Charge Factor shauld exdude c q a r a t e  

overheair 

$ 4 4 . 6  
.. 
:.. 
-.e 
. ... 

RGF Wo13 

1 6 3 6  



15 

.. 
" 

20 . . .  

?$! ' 

.. 
; 

1. 

. . .  

I 

Note: (> flurrber of Calltb'lc Atcess Llnes 
Cur-bnar usage = L,I/Lt 
Arg. Hsg. Per Acc. Ljnc = LG/LI 
kvg. KimJter Per Hsg = Y/L4 
Avg. Kfnutcs Per kL = L i / L i  
Large Rtte G r w p  =.€ OF tallable Access Liaes > 64,000 

- 
..E 5 . .  . . . .  

. .  a .  . .  . .  '.04117 
. . . .  

.. .- . .  - .. . .  .. 
. .  . . .  . .  . .  .. . .  . : .. 

. .  . .  . .  . .  .. 
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UNITED TELEPHONE COMPANY 
OF FLORIDA 

By: P. B. Poag 

SECTION A3.2 
First Revised Sheet 45 

Cancelling Original Sheet 45 

C. 

Director Effective: July 27, 1993 
CENT= OFFICE NON-TRANSPORT SERVICE OFFERINGS 

ENIIANCED CENTREX SERVICE (Cont'd) 

7. Common Rates and Charges (Cont'ci) 

b. Nonrecurring Charges 

(2) Feature Add or Change Charge (Cont'd) 

(b) One or more features may be provided 
at the same time 2nd in such instances the 
specified feature establishment charge will 
apply per request per station. 

Per standard instrument 
Per Business Set 
Per attendant console 

- $ 5.75 
- $ 8 . 3 5  - $15.75 

(3) Installation charges are in addition to other 
appropriate nonrecurring charges for the service. 

(4) Service Connection Chzrges as specified for 
Business Service in Section A4 of this Tariff are 
applicable to each main station line, console 
access loop, extension station line, etc. . ,*, 1 R. * .*- "") 

.v it c. Recurring charges 
Term Payment 

PlL? 

Month 
Installation to 36 

Charge Month Monl;hs Months 

+ (1) Netwozk Access Registers - 45% of apprqriare P3X 

s 5 5 s 

- per Register t r unk  rate 

0 4 4 8  
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’ . L‘SITED TELEPHOSE CO.\IPANY 
O F  FLORIDA ..-. - .  

’ Issued September J. 1995 
By: F. B. Poap 

Director . 

SECTIOS AZO 
Founh Revised Sheet 48 

Cmcelling Third Sheer :S 

Effective: FEB 0 6 1396 

PRIVATE LINE SERVICE AND CHAXXELS 

D. TRASSLIhX SERVICE (Conr‘d) 

j. Rates znd Chzges’.’ 

/‘ 
z 
3 
4 

. .  5 
d 6  ....,a 

7 
s 

-- 9 
10 
/ I  
12 

. __.I 

z. A Digital ‘ k a l  Chrmnel is furnished between z Sewing Wire Cenrer md rbc cutomer’s premises.’ 
DSJ 

Digital L0c.d Chrmel. erch --- 
Nonrecurring Monrh 24 to 49 I O  

10 48 72 
p d d i t i o d  i . 1 p l u h & & w  

c D E 
S101.50 S99.50 S 98.05 

B 
5335.00 

E;i” Charge 
Zone 1 5745.00 

Zone1 73.00 335.00 111.75 110.50 108.90 107.30 

335.00 118.4l 116.05 114.40 112.70 . 
b. Interoffice Cbanucls funkkned berwtcn Central OC5iCS. Rzes  i-e b a e d  oa h e  ai:Pae d i r a s c  

between Cenuzl Offices.’ . .  

zone I S -  s200.00 S 46.35 S43.10 S 4 j . 1 0  5 43.10 0 3  
? - _. - Zone 2 100.00 . 51.50 . 47.83 47.85 47.85 . -  . _  -. 

ZODC 3 200.00 5SJO 53.25 53.25 53.25 ’ 0 3  

f n C t i O D  rhC:tOf (D) 
.@) Ea:h &-like d e ,  or 

Zone I S -  S -  S 21.50 S 17.55 S 16.15. S 14.85 0 - f 3  
zone 1 25.85 19.45 17.90 16.45 . .  .. .. 

. ’ 15- Zone.3 25.05 20.45 1835 17.30 . .. . . (>-I 

0 4 4 9  

h’olc I: Contrzct lcnglhs arc now flexible to allow customer choice of payment period per A . 4 4 3 ) .  
Note 2: Refer to B.3.c. of Lbis tariff for milczgc n e s u r e n e n t  ncL+odo!o;oy. 
Note 3: See Section AlZO for Intcrcschmge Private Line Scmicc contrxt rxcs applicable to contract 

periods csiablishtd prior IO July 1, 1994. 
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- . .  G E S E R 4 L  EXCHASCE TARIFF 

: ' L'NTED TELEPHOSE COhfPAXY 
?. OF FLOFUDA 

,- By: F. B. Poig . .  
Director _. . .. . .. 

DIClTAL SmvORJ; SERVICES 

A. Intcg=ted Semicrr Digital Pierwork-Primary h e  Interface (ISDS-PRI) (Continued) - - 

3 

5 

6. Rates and Charg-r 

. . .  -. - 6 
7 

. : . r . .  (._... . e2 
L .  

A B c  

SECTIOS A10 
Ori ,9 'd  Sheet 5 

Kon- Month 
Recur. IC 1s 71 96 - Chzrce hlonthr &&& 

a. Primary Rae Facility. each Ratts located in AZO D. 

b. PRI A:ccss 5300.00 5315.00 5275.00 SXO.00 5225.00 

e. B Chawrl 

d. ISA. per VFG 

e. D Cha~e.1 A:cers 

f. D Chanscl Ba:kup 

g. Move Cbrrgts 

.Rates based on NARs in Section AIZ. 

50.00 15.00 15.00 15.03 ' 15.00 

500.00 150.00 130.00 120.00 

300.00 150.00 130.00 120.00 

110.00 

110.00 

1) A move cbarge will apply for each Primary Rate Facility moved to a new location in the same 
building. 
Chmgr Chargt and Prrniscr Visit Charge, 1s found in Section A4 of this ariff. 

This Dove chzr:: is zn anount equal to on: half of the norrcu&g charge, Service 

2 )  A mov: charge wi!! also apply for ISDS-PRI servic: aoved to z new l o d o n  in United's w r i t o y .  
This move charge is equal to the SUP of all noareccmng chargcr, including service esublirhmcnt 
ipplicable IO i new ISDN-PRI service installation ax the new location, 1s found in Section A4 of 
h i s  uriff. (b) 

0450 

I.. 
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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

In re: Resolution of Petition to 
Establish Non Discriminatory Rates, 
Terms, and Conditions for resale 
Involving Local Exchange 
Companies and Alternative Local 
Exchange Companies pursuant to 
Section 364.161, Florida Statutes 

I 

DOCKET NO. 950984-TP 

EXHIBIT 11 c 11 TO SPRINT-UNITED/CENTEL I s 

Line-by-line Identification and Justification 

THIRD REQUEST FOR CONFIDENTIAL CLASSIFICATION 

Bates No. Line column Justification 
439 1-25 C Note 1 ~~. 

440 

441 
442 
443 
444 
445 
446 
447 
448-450 

~ ~~ 

6-14 
15-24 
1-18 
4-16 
1-42 
1-24 
1-31 
1-15 
1-10 
_ _  

. 

CrD 
F-H 
Data 
Data 
A-D 
Data 
B 
A 
A-G 
_ _  

Note 2 
Note 2 
Note 2 
Note 2 
Note 2 
Note 2 
Note 2 
Note 2 
Note 3 
NC 

In general, this series of documents was prepared to provide a 
roadmap for the derivation of the cost data presented by Sprint- 
United/Centel in this case. The first page is a summary sheet 
showing the costs and prices proposed by the Companies for the 
unbundled elements requested by MFS. The rest of the pages are 
support, complete with cross references, showing how the cost 
figures on the first page were derived. 

Note 1: This information is the Companies’ estimate of the cost of 
certain unbundled network elements. This information as provided 
to the parties in response to questions about the LIRC and TSLIRC 
cost of the unbundled elements requested by MFS. Under price 
regulation, which the Companies have elected, the prices for 
unbundled network elements like loops and ports will be set via 
negotiation at market prices based on competitive factors. Cost 
data like this, and especially incremental cost data, constitutes 
valuable financial data, the disclosure of which will harm the 
Companies by making this data available to competitors and 
potential interconnectors at no cost. Disclosure of this data 
would harm the Companies by making sensitive cost data available to 
potential interconnectors during the negotiation process. 

1641 



Therefore, disclosure to the public would put the Companies at a 
competitive disadvantage in the marketplace. Entities operating in 
a competitive, unregulated market guard their cost data jealously, 
and competitors and potential interconnectors must spend a 
considerable amount of money to estimate this type of data, if they 
can do so at all. Knowing the Companies' estimate of their own 
incremental cost would allow a competitor to make informed 
negotiating decisions as well as decisions about whether to compete 
and/or what price to charge for certain services. The disadvantage 
that would be created by public disclosure of this data would harm 
the Companies; therefore, the information should be deemed 
proprietary confidential business information. 

Note 2: This information is the Companies' estimate of the cost of 
certain unbundled port elements. This information as provided to 
the parties in response to questions about the LRIC and TSLRIC cost 
of the unbundled ports requested by MFS. It shows the average 
costs and the derivation of the average costs. The total costs as 
well as the manner in which the costs were computed are both 
valuable cost information, the disclosure of which would harm the 
Companies. Under price regulation, which the Companies have 
elected, the prices for unbundled network elements like ports will 
be set via negotiation at market prices based on competitive 
factors. Cost data like this, and especially incremental cost 
data, constitutes valuable financial data, the disclosure of which 
will harm the Companies by making this data available to 
competitors and potential interconnectors at no cost. Disclosure 
of this data would harm the Companies by making sensitive cost data 
available to potential interconnectors during the negotiation 
process. Therefore, disclosure to the public would put the 
Companies at a competitive disadvantage in the marketplace. 
Entities operating in a competitive, unregulated market guard their 
cost data jealously, and competitors and potential interconnectors 
must spend a considerable amount of money to estimate this type of 
data, if they can do so at all. Knowing the Companies' estimate of 
their own incremental cost would allow a competitor to make 
informed negotiating decisions as well as decisions about whether 
to compete and/or what price to charge for certain services. The 
disadvantage that would be created by public disclosure of this 
data would harm the Companies; therefore, the information should be 
deemed proprietary confidential business information. 

Note 3: This data is part of a study done by United regarding 
local usage in Florida. The study is a comprehensive evaluation of 
local usage, and includes statistics regarding calling frequency, 
minutes of use, call duration, EAS calling, time of day of calling 
and other miscellaneous information about local calling patterns. 
While this information is several years old, it shows details about 
customer consumption patterns for United's customers. This kind of 
information is the kind of information competitors would like to 
have when determining whether, how and where to compete for local 
exchange customers with United. It is marketing data showing 
customer behavior patterns and would be very valuable to potential 
competitors seeking to compete with United and Centel. 
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This particular information shows access lines, customers 
billed, number of customers originating one or more calls, number 
of originating messages, customer usage, average number of messages 
per access line, message minutes and average minutes per message. 
Disclosure of this data would harm the Companies by making valuable 
customer behavior data available to potential competitors at no 
cost, when the same information from competitors is not available 
to the Companies. Thus, disclosure to the public would put the 
Companies at a competitive disadvantage in the marketplace. 
Entities operating in a competitive, unregulated market guard 
customer behavior data jealously, and competitors and potential 
competitors must spend a considerable amount of money to estimate 
this type of data, if they can do so at all. Knowing information 
about the behavior patterns and calling tendencies of the 
Companies’ customers would allow a competitor to make informed 
negotiating decisions as well as decisions about whether to compete 
and/or what price to charge for certain services. Since this 
information about competitors is not publicly available for use by 
the Companies, the Companies would have to spend considerable 
resources to estimate this information for their competitors. The 
disadvantage that would be created by public disclosure of this 
data would harm the Companies; therefore, the information should be 
deemed proprietary confidential business information. 
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