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Susan S. Masterton 
Attorney 

May 14,2004 
*-: 

-9* 

Ms. Blanca S. Bayd, Director 
Division of the Coininission Clerk 
& Administrative Services 
Florida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shuinard Oak Boulevard 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-OS50 

Re: Docket No. 0401 56-TP 

Dear Ms. Bayo: 

Law/ExternaI Affairs 
FLTLHOOI 03 
1313 Blair Stone Rd. 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 
Voice 850 599 1560 
Fax 850 878 a777 
susan.masterton@mail.sprint.com 
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Enclosed for filing on behalf of Sprint Coinmunications Limited Partnership are the 
original and 15 copies of Sprint's Response to Verizon's Motion to Hold Proceeding in 
Abeyance. 

Copies are being served on the parties in this docket pursuant to the attached certificate of 
service. 

Please acknowledge receipt of this filing by stamping and initialing a copy of this letter 
and returning same to my assistant. If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to 
call me at S50/599-1560. 

Sincerely, 

CMP 5-b- $ 4  

cm Susan S. Masterton 
4X-R - 
ECR 
GCL 
OPC 
MMS 
RCA 
SCR 
SEC 1 
OTH+-r rfv ~ 

Enclosure 



I €€EREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing was served by U.S. 
Mail this 14'h day of May, 2004 to the following: 

-1. 

Felicia%ank s/Carri s (Lee) Fordham 
Public Service Cominission 
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd. 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850 

Kellogg Huber Law Firm 
Aaron Panner/S cott Angstreic h 
1615 M Street, N.W., Suite 400 
Washington, DC 20036 

Verizon Florida Inc. 
Mr. Richard Chapkjs 
201 N. Franklin Street, FLTC0007 
Tampa, FL 33602 

AT&T 
Tracy Hatch 
101 North Monroe Street, Suite 700 
Tallahassee, FL 3 23 0 1 - 1 549 

MCI WorldCom Coinmunications, Inc. 
Ms. Donna C. McNulty 
1203 Governors Square Blvd., Suite 201 
Tallahassee, FL 3 23 0 1-2960 

McWhirter Law Firm 
Vicki Kaufinan 
117 S. Gadsden St. 
Tallahassee, FL 3 23 0 1 

LecStar Telecom, Inc. 
Mr. Michael Britt 
4500 Circle 75 Parkway 
S u't ie 'D -42 0 0 
Atlanta, GA 303'39-3025. 

Stumpf, Craddock Law Firm 
W;-Scoh MCcolhgh/David Bolduc 
1250 Capital' of Texas Hwy. South 
Building-One; S t e  420 ' 

Austin, TX 78746 

Competitive Carrier Group (Messer) 
c/o Messer Law Firin 
Norinan H. Horton, Jr. 
P.O. Box 1876 
Tallahassee, FL 3 23 02- 1876 

Competitive Carrier Group (Kelley) 
c/o Kelley Drye Law Fim 
Andrew M. Klein 
1200 Nineteenth Street, NW, Suite 500 
Washington, DC 20036 

Competitive Carrier Coalition (Swidler) 
c/o Swidler Berlin Law Firm 
Michael C. Sloan 
3000 K Street, Nw, Suite 300 
Washington, DC 20007 

Eagle Telecommunications, Inc. 
5020 Central Avenue 
St. Petersburg, FL 3 3 707- 1942 

MCI WorldCom Communications, Inc. 

Dulaney O'Roark, 111 
6 Concourse Parkway, Suite 600 
Atlanta, GA 30328 

(GA) 

My atel 
M i  J. P. Dejoubner 
I?. 0. Box 100106 
Ft. Lauderdale, BL 33310-0106 
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% - Verizon Wireless 
~ c/o -Wiggins Law Firin 

Patrick ' W i gg i n s 
P Q  Drawer 1657 
Taliahassee, FL 32302 
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Susan S. Masterton 



In:xe: P@ition,of Yerizon Florida Inc. for Arbitration of ) Docket No. 040156-TP 
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an +m&lmerit to -Mterconnwdon Agreements with 
Comp&ve Local E&hWge Carriers and 
Coherc ia l  Mobile Radip Service Providers in 1 . .  

l?lo~d,a@ursaui@t‘to ‘S$cticjn 252 of the 
CommuApications Actwf 1-934, as Amended, and the 

>. . .  
; .“ 

Trienriiaq Re&& Order- )Filed: May 14,2004 

SPRINT COMMUNICATIONS COMPANY LIMITED PARTNERSHIP’S 
RESPONSE TO VERIZON’S MOTION 

TO HOLD PROCEEDING IN ABEYANCE 

Sprint Communications Company Limited Partnership files its Response to . 

Verizori Florida, Inc.3 Motion to Hold Proceeding in Abeyance, filed with the 

Commission on May 7,2004 and served on the parties via U.S. Mail. Sprint does not 

oppose Verizon’s Motion, subject to two conditions: 

First, the Commission should rule on Sprint’s Motions to Dismiss, filed 

previously on March 16 and April 13,2004, prior to ruling on Verizon’s Motion. Just as 

“[pllacing the current proceeding into abeyance would help to ensure that parties will be 

able to devote their attention to commercial negotiations without the distraction of 

simultaneous litigation”’ dismissing the arbitration would accomplish the same 

objective. Thus, Verizon’s Motion underscores the pre-maturity of Verizon’s arbitration 

petition. If Verizon’s arbitration is dismissed, Verizon’s Motion will be moot because 
* .  



sub'mits that Verizon should be required to maintain the status quo at current rates for all 

UNEs while the proceeding is held in abeyance, without prejudice of any party to file a 
&: 

written request for an additional stay of the status quo beyond the June 15, 2004 date. 

The Public Utility Commission of Texas recently granted SBC's similar motion to hold 

arbitration of interconnection agreements in abeyance based, in part, on SBC's 

assurances that WNEs will continue to be offered consistent with those  agreement^.^ A 

copy of the Texas Order is attached. Verizon should be required to do the same thing in 

this proceeding with respect to its existing interconnection agreements. 

Respectfully submitted this 1 4 ~  day of May 2004. 

Susan S. Masterton 
P.O. Box 2214 
Tallahassee, FL 32316-2214 
(850) 599-1560 (phone) 

susaamasterton @mail.sprint .com 
(850) 878-0777 (fax) 

ATTORNEY FOR SPRINT 
COMMUNICATIONS COMPANY 
LIMrrEDPARTNERSHIP 



ARBI"R$TION OJ? NON-COSTING 
ISSUES FOR SUCCESSOR 
1NTERCO"ECTIoN AGRBEMEIYTS 
TO THE TEXAS 271 AGRICEMENT 

4: 

NO. 28821 
1 ,  . . - I: , , , . 1. . , ' .' 

8 .  OF TEXAS 
9 

ORDER ABATING PROCEEDING 

This Order grants the motion filed by Southwestern Bell Telephone, L.P. d/b/a SBC 
Texas to abate this proceeding for sixty days to enable further business-to-business contract 
negotiations. In accordance with the assurances made by SBC that: I)  the T2A and T2A-based 
agreements will be extended; 2) procedural dates will be extended by sixty days; 3) agreements 
will be extended for those parties not participating in this proceedings but who intend to opt-in to 

an interconnection agreement resulting from this proceeding; and 4) that UNEs will continue to 

be offered consistent with those agreements, this proceeding is abated, and a revised procedural 

schedule will be developed. The deadline for processing this case is extended for sixty days 

&om the date of this Order. 

SIGNED AT AUSTI 

SSION OF TEXAS 

I 

B m Y  T. SMITHE-m, COMMISSIONER 


