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P" 1\iCl nb~atl Florida Telepbooe C'o111p111y 

Supplemeutal Respolllc to Coa:ulliuloo Staff Data Requuu: Sectioo 2 of Chapter 98·277 
980000A·SP: UNDOOCETED SPECIAL PROJECf 
Fllir aod Reuooablc Rates 

Nonhust Florida Telephone Compaoy ("Northeut'11w pcrfon:ned ao aoalyais of iu eompan~· · 
speciti~ data to iodusuy datA that u cutrcally ~'·&iloblc for lhe largest three LECs l.:l Florit!.t 
(BcllSouth, OTE llllCI Sprint) using a spreadshti:t deve.lopcd by .ALL TEL Flo:ida ("Al.LTEL''). 
Nonhast li'JUS ~ilh ALL TEL's ,position thnt lll ~vc:.-aac of lhe lar,Ee LECs Total Servi~ Lont; Ru., 
lllc:rcmcntal Co$t (TSl.RlC) stUdies would reprcsen1 the rninimu:n~nomic ~oat that a 1mall LEC 
ut Florida would ioN to pzovidc :aimllar m vi"'. 1\1 ihown by Al.L TEL i.n lhcir rc~poa.sf.lto lhiJ 
data rcquesl, a cor:opariso.o o! the major cor! driven for Nonheut to lhe seme cost dri\'trs fo·r 
Bell<;outh, GTE &ad Sprint would be repreKntarive of the in!ollllS!ion used to de'.-eiClp e !Ol'\lo'atd~ 
loolciog eeonomic cost nudy. Tbc anAlysis lbat Norlbeast b.u performed leods support to 
ALL TEL·' a.rmlysis tba.t demons:v&tcs "''bY lhc :nntll LECs I.e Florida (like Nonhust) will ha"e 
higher costs than lbose of lhe l&rgc LECs. 

Ice results of lhe afomnention:d lllllllys!s show lhal"''hcn compand to Nor.he> st Florida TelQhooc 
Compe.oy, oo an average buis, BellSolllh, GTE IUld Sprint ba\·c: 

• 1 I 5% less switehing iu-.st~~~en: per line 
• l 58% less cable&: wile facilities i.ovcstme.nt per line 
• 128% less total investment pc:r lioe 
• I 60% less IDW expenses &: !axel per tiDe 
• 139"/o less total cons per li.oe 
• W• hiJhcr business line nrio (29"/o "1. 20~o) 
• 6% lower residential line ~tio (70% vs. 76%) 
• 21,795 more lines per e~e;chlltllle (six times more) 
• 290 mote lines per aYcnac sq~ mile (nineteen timtS more) 
• 7.3 more lines per a\•cns;e square milt i.o the exchaoge "'ith tbe most squue mile~ 
• I ,79S more lioes per avenge squ~ mile in the exehr.nge with the letst squue miles 

The above information may help ucutalo the sma.ll LEC's relalivc ecooo!'Dlc cost of provadin£ 
residen!U.I buic local telccommuolcalious SCT'-iccs in Flori~ for purposes of deumnirung a fw aod 
reasonable residential basic local telecommuniution.s rate. This &1111ysil should only be u.<cd to 
demonstrate that siguiiiCIJit diffi:renccs exist between the coru tba1 would be inherent in providinG 
stmi!ar services by~ small LECs. wbcD compli--ed to the thm l11111e LECs ID Flroea. It should not 
be used u a SWTOglle for dctnminiag 1'\oflhcut's (nor aD)' of the other small LECs) acrual s~n1c~ 
cos-..s lbu may bt currently wmri blltine to wrivcmJ lc;'\iec. 
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~. Northeast Florida Telephone Co!Dpa.Dy, lllc. 
Supplemental RapoDU to Colll.lll.iuioo Staff Data ~ucsu: SU'tloa l of CluptCT 98·277 
980000A· SP: UNDOCKI:TED SPECIAL PROJECT 
Fair and ReASonable Rata 
Pas:e l (l«visod) 

(g) Pleuc pro, i dc a C:OI"'l!DIIIiOD malysis for PBX llUIIk scrvi~e . 

R<:sponsc: See An.ach~ Exhibit I 

(h) Please provide the coS! stUdy lllld ail usociated IO.'Orlc papers UJd related 
docU!I!enwion, thai. resu1u In the conaiburiOD analnis in (g). 

Response:.: No further l.a!ormadon t \'allablt. 

(i) Please .,ao\idc a contribution analysis for ail multi-line circuit·switchel.l b.aincn 
sen i ces other tlwllhosc indiuu:d in (c) and (1). 

Rcsponn: Su Attached £xhl.blt J 

(j) Please pro,idc the cost study and all usociated work papers .:nd rdlted 
documemation, thal.lUU!ts in the coruncution analysis in (i). 

Responn: No further lnlormadon &\'&liAble. 

2. (l) PIUJc provide a contribution malysis !or intrastate N i tehed a.cccss cba:11;:s. 

Ruponse: See Attached £xhlbtt 1 

(b) Pluse pro,ide the con study and all associated work papers we relw:d 
docu:nentation, that results in the contribution IIDJ.lysis in (a). 

Response: No furt:bu- i.a!ormation available. 

:;. (a) Pl~ p:o,~dc a c:onuibution analysis for intnl.A T.'\ toU (including eo~r.rnon hnc 
WA TS/80(>-type KrVices) . 

Response: Sec ,MUched Exhibits J and D 

(b) Please provide the coJt srudy and ail associmed "''Ork papers a.nd rellned 
documcnwiOD, that results in the contribution anai)•sis in (a). 

Response: No furtbtr lnformalioo available. 
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lntnlATA Toll (MITSI 

NORTIIEAST FLORIDA TELEPIIONE. COMPANY, INC. 
980000A·SP: UNOOCKETEO SPECti\L PROJECT: F•tr 1nd Ruse>Ml.llo R1ltl 
SUPPLEMENTAL FlUNG OF ADOiliONAL DATA RElATED TO QUESTION J.(a) 

REVENUES 

I"Nliliiles -=---Annual 

of.Usa{Mo. Rate Revenue 

.rloblc 
:ate:s 

Nolo: lnlonnoUon ptovldcd In this worksheet was developed from M:uch 19'9R Oala 
lnh all\ T A Toll (MTS} R1!11enu.es re0ec1 only those mvenues blled and retained hy Norlho~st 
Thern has been no nclllng otrhesn revenues with ony cosls paid to oiiiCf LEC's In rho LATA. 
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