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B~YOR~ TH~ FLORIDA PUBLI C S~RVI C~ COMMI SS ION 

Jn He : Pe t it.io n by Sprint t o r 
Arbi trati o n w ith G'I'E Fl o ridd cone •rning 
Jnt.erconnect i u n Rates , Term6 and 
Co nditi o ns , Pursuant t o th> f edPra l 
T e l ecommuni ca ti o ns Ac t o f 1996 

Uocket No . 961 173-TP 

Filed : No v e mber 1), 199 6 

I 

PR~II~RlNG S'I'AT~treNT 01' 
SPRINT COMMUNICA'rlONS COMPANY LIMITIW PAHTN~RSHlP 

COMES NOW, Spri n t Communicdlions Co mpany L imite d Pdrtne rsh ip 

("Spcint"') , b y and t h r ough its u nders iglll!d counse l, and in 

compliance with t h e Commission'!i Orde r o n Pre h e cJring Pr-oc e dure , dnd 

s ubmits its Prehearing Statwnenl. 

A. Wi l nosHou 

Sprint inte nds t o c.;a!J Mi c.: hde.d H. lhlns uc ker and l>dvid E. 

Stahly as witn esses ; Mr . Hunsuc k e r will adopt. t h e direct. testimony 

o f T o n y Key. Sprin t. r eserves the right. Lo cal l additi o nal 

witnesses Lo respon d t o Conun iss.ion i nq u iries n o t ad<.. c;r. t in 

direc t or rebu ttal testimo ny , and witn esses t o address issues n o t. 

presenll y d es ign at.ed wh i_ c.; h may be d es igna Led uy the Pre he arin g 

Otficer at t h e p rehearing conferen ce . 
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C. Sprint' s StaLemenL of llaHic PoHiLion 

Congress ha s c reated an historic opportunity f o r t he Fl o rida 

Public Service Commission by passing the 1'cl econununi cd li o n!:l a c t of 

1996. The Ac L pro vides the framewo rk fo r r ea l l oca l t e l e pho ne 

service competitio n d esigned t o be nefit Flo ridd con sumers. Th is 

frame work is intended t o e nabl e new entrants t o e ffec tive ly 

compete , not only with other ne w e ntrants, but with the inc umbe nt 

LEC . The Ac t in conjunc tio n with the FCC Order and Hul es e nsures 

that the incumbent LEC allo ws interconnection at any technical ly 

f easible point and at parity with itse l f; unbundl e certdin elements 

of t he network; to price t he e l e me nts bdsed upo n TELHl C ; pro vide 

for the r esa le of r e tail servi ces at who l e!:idlu rdtus that rJre 

absent avoidable cos ts ; and make pri ces , t erms and conditio ns 

available t o all new entrants o n a no ndil:;c riminato ry bd~:~i s . 

Effect ive compe titio n can o nly b e accomp li shed if the 

Couunis s i o n imp l e me nts the Ac t and FCC Hul cs t u Ull! furth •H L c xtunL 

poss ibl e . Ne w e ntran ts must be e nabl ed t o compe te o n equal .,,~ .. 

with the inc umbe nt LEC in addition to oth >r ne w e ntrants . In thi s 

regard, Sprint r e ques ts that the Commi ssion ddopt the contrac t in 

Spri nt's Exhibi t 4 t o the Sprint Peti ti o n. 'l'hi s cont rdc t, o nce 

impleme nte d, will allow the consumer t o U(~ UJ J minu who is s ucce::;s lul 

in the market. 

D. I ssues and Positions 

l SSUJo; 1. Are the following items consid ered t o be ne twork 

e l e me nts, capabilities, or f unctions ? I f so , is i L Lechnical ly 

f cu ~:~ ibJ t~ t or G'J'Hi"L to provide Sprint with LheHo o l nmo nls"/ 
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Ne twork Interface Dev ice 

Loca l Loop 

Local Switching 

Operator Systems 

I ntero ffice Transmission Facilities 

Tande m Switching 

Signal ing a nd Call Re late d Databases 

Di rectory Assistance (DA) Servic e 

Operations Support Systems 

S PRINT' S POSITION: 

'J'he FCC First Re ort and Ordur in Docket 9fi-98 (Order) , 

paragraph 536 , requires that inc umbent l ocal e xc hange carr iers 

(ILECs ) unbundle Operator Services a nd Directory Assista nce Lo Lhe 

e xtent tech nicall y (easLble . GTEFL is un ique amo ng LECs in their 

to Operator Services and Di r ectory Assis tance opposition 

unbundling. Other LECs have agreed to offer these servic, o n an 

unlJundled basis, usi ng varying t ec hnica l solutions. S~::e _ ... so 

Sections 3 (a) and 25 l{ c ){3) ot the 'l'elecommunicaLions Ac t o f 1996 

(Act) . 

ISSUE 2 . Wha t should the ra t es , t erms a nd conditions be for each 

of the items liste d in Issue l considered to be network <:.•lements, 

capabili ties or f unctions? 

SPRINT'S POSITION: 

Sprint asserts t hat the rates for unbundled ne twork eleme nts 

I i sted in Issue 1 s ho uld l>e basud upon t.lw '1'1-:I.H JC o f a givun 
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element , util i zing forward-look i ng , rathe r than historical , 

assumptio ns for investme nt, e xpe nses and overhe ad l o adings 

As a matte r of md rketp l ace pdrjty , howe ve r , Sprint wo uld 

a ccept the ordered rates as established by the AT&T/GTEYL 

arbitration ' s , and believes that to vary prices amo ng compe t i t ors 

f o r services purc hased f r om the same supp l ier i n the same market 

wo uld be unj ust and discriminato ry. 

Furthe r, Sprint d oes not agree with GTEFL's input a nd l o adi ng 

assumptio ns and r e sulting prices . Sprint also conte ndc that GTEFL 

should d e average its unbundle d loops, swi t c hing and transport into 

at l east three geographic zones , based o n cos t differences . 

ISSU~ 3 . Should GTEFL be prohibited from p l acing any limjtations 

on Sprint's ability to combine unbundled network eleme nts wjth one 

another , or with resold services, or with Sprint' s , or a t .hird 

party's facilities to prov ide t e l ecommunicatjons services to 

consumers in any manner Sprint c hoose s? 

SPRINT'S POSITION: 

GTEFL s hould be prohibi ted from restr j cti ng Sprint 's ability 

to combine network eleme nts. The FCC spo ke e xtens ive ly o n this in 

its Ord e r , paragraphs 292 , 328 - 3 29 , and established FCC Rul es 

Sections 51.309 and 51 . 315. See also Sectio n 25 l( C} ( 3} c f the Ac t. 

ISSUE 4. What services prov ided by GT~FL, j f any, should be 

excluded from resale? 

SPRINT'S POSITION : 

GTEFL services available fo r resale s hould inc lude all 

servi ces offered at r etail to e nd users , incl ud ing promotional 
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(more than 90 days), proprietary , e nhanced , grandfathered , 

packaged , individual customer-based, contracted a nd sunsette d 

services. See Section 251(c)(4)(A) of the Act . See also , Order , 

paragr aphs 871, 948 , 956, and 968; FCC Rules Sectio n 51.603 . 

GTEFL must either make e a c h of its r e tail service o ffe rings 

available for resale withou t. unre asonable o r discriminatory 

conditions or limitations , o r r e move from g e neral wholesale prices 

as an avoided cost "social program" costs that GTEFL no l o nge r 

funds. See Section 2 5 l( c) (4)(A) of the Act. and FCC Rules Sections 

51.603 , 51.605. 

GTEFL mus t make each of its retail se rvice o ff e rings available 

f or resale without unreasonable or discriminatory condiLionH o r 

limitations . See Sec t ion 251( c) (4 ) of the Act and FCC Rules , 

Sections 51.603 and 51.609. 

The wholesa l e pricing structure should mirro r GTEFL 's retail 

pricing structure , as , for e xampl e , i n v o lume discount~ . flat o r 

me asured charges , e tc. See FCC Order paragra phs 871 , 907, ·-~ . 

See also FCC Rule Sectio ns 5 1.607-5 1-609. 

ISSUE 5 . What are the appropriate wholesale recurring and non­

recurring charges, terms and conditions for GTEFL t.o charge whe n 

Sprint purchases GTEFL's retail services for resale? 

SPRINT'S POSITION: 

Generally, pricing of whole sale recurring and no n-rec urring 

s ervices should be based on the r e tail serv ices l ess avoide d costs . 

Adve rtising are avoide d c osts . Call completion cos ts (Operator 

Services) are avo ided when Sprint. uses its <Jwn operd Lor set·vi ces . 
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Number serv ice costs (Direc t ory Assistance) ar~ avoided whe n Sprint 

uses its own operators to per form Directory Assistance. Some 

product manage me n t costs are avoided . All r e tail sales expenses 

are avoided costs . Re tai 1 uncol l ec l il>J e expen!:ie!:i reld t ing Lo 

who l e sale services sold to Sprint are avo idable costs since Sprint 

will be r esponsible for all c harges . See Sec tio n 252 (d)( 3) o f the 

Ac t . See also , FCC Order Sections 911, 9 17 and FCC Rul es Sections 

51.609 . 

In no i nstance should "opportunity cos t s" be included as an 

offset to avoided cos t s , as the FCC explici tly e xcl ude d such 

oUsets , a nd its inclusi o n wo u ld !:ierve t o insulate GTEFL from 

competition , via its compe titors. 

As a matter of marketplace parity, Sprint wo uld accep t the 

rates as set forth i n the preceding AT&T/GTEFL arbitration , and 

believes t hat G'rEFL must be required to o f fer servi ces to all 

partic ipants i n a give n market at the s ame prices. 

lSSUE 6. Should GTEYL be require d Lo provide real-L ~nd 

i nteractive non-discriminatory access via electronic interfaces t o 

perform t he following?: 

-Pre-Service Ordering 

-Maintenance /Repair 

-Service Order Processing and Provisioning 

- Customer Usage Data 'l'rans fer/Billing Interfaces 

-Local Account Mainte nance 

- Ne twork Ide ntification Database 
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SPRI NT'S POS I TION: 

Ye s. Ope ration a l i n terfaces must be pro vide d at parity wi th 

GTE~L . Nondiscriminatory access necessaril y includeH a ccess to t he 

f unctionality of any i n terna 1 gateway s y s t e rns G'l'EFL employ s in 

p e r fo rming pre-orderi ng , orde ring , provision i ng , maintenance , 

r epai r a nd bill i ng f unctions for itself . See Section 251 ( c) of 

the Ac t and FCC Order , pa r agraphb 520-527 . 

I SSUK 7. If GTEFL is require d t o p rov i d e real - Lime a nd inte r act i ve 

no n - d iscrimi nato ry acce s s vi a e l ectronic inter face s to perform any 

of t he i tema liste d i n l ssuc 6, in what t i mc frame s ho uld t hese 

i tems be deploye d ? 

SPRI NT'S POSITI ON: 

G'l'E FL s hould be ordered t o imme diate ly i mplemen t a mutually 

acceptable real - t ime i n terface (gate way ) f o r l ocal service deli ve ry 

as an i n terim measu r e while a parity electronic i n t er f a ce is beiny 

d e velo ped . Fully electron i c interfaces must be provided no later 

t ha n 12 mo n t h s a ft e r i ndustry s t a ndards dre adopted. r._:c 

Orde r , paragraph 525 . 'l'h is r equire me nt is no t discharg~d by 

offering access t hat r e q u ires huma n in t erve n ti o n. See Section 

25l( c ) of the Act , FCC Order , paragr aph s 52 0 , 523 . 

ISSUE 8. What are the c osts incurre d by G'l'i'!l" I . in J s sue 7, a nd ho w 

s hould t hose c osts be r ecove r e d ? 

SPRINT'S POSITION: 

GTEFL i s requ ire d to provide competi ng c d rriers with non­

d i scrimi nato r y access t o OSS function s unde r j u s t, reasonable and 

nondiscrimi natory t erms . 
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Sprint is not in a pos iti o n t o csli mdle the cos t s uf 

imple me nting OSS inter f ace::; f o r G'l'EFL . The 'I'ELJU C o t OSS 

interface s should b e r ecovered fro m all use r s (inc I uding G'l'EFL it 

it ut i lizes suc h inte rfaces) o n a compeULivc•l y n e uLraJ bdS l l:i . 

Sprin t is no t willing to inc ur any cos t reldted Lo upgrade G'l'I::FL 's 

I S system Ll1ftl are not di J ectl y J"<! ldLu d t u OSS. T o Llw exl€::nt 

l i'l't-:Fl. h<l s dnliqudled l:iyHtt!rns , it must su l t: ly inc ur t h e cus t o l 

upgrades t hat would e nable it t o imple ment OSS inte rfaces . See 

Sectio n 25l ( c) of the Act , FCC Orde r, pdrdgrd p h s 5 16-51 7. 

ISSUE 9. Is it appropriate tor GT~YL to provide c ustomer service 

records t o Sprint for pre- ordering purposes? If so, under that 

cond itions? 

SPHI N'r ' S POSITION: 

Yes . A c ustome r 's se rvi ce r eco rd mdy be disclosed f o r t he 

purpose o f e nabl i ng the n e w c arrier to pro vide service under the 

exception in Sec tio n 222(d) of the Ac t. G'I'E FL s ho uld n o t use t.o 

cxecu te a c ha n g e "As is" service order f o r cJ c u s Lomcr s w i Le t. _ · · ~ to 

Sprint l ocal service . See Secliono 222 and 25 1 ((") ( 4) o f the Ac t. 

See also FCC Orde r parag r dph s 5 16-523. 

As age nt for its e nd use rs , Sprint, u n d e r blanke t l etter o f 

age n c y authority, should b e allo wed t o retrieve this inf o rmatio n 

and circumve nt an inefficie nt and e rro r-p rone process . Be llSo uth 

has agreed to provide "transfer as i s " conversio ns; GTEFL s hould b e 

require d to d o the same. 

I ~SlJt: ...!Q: What. arc Lhe appropriut.c r ates, Lerma und cond i tionH for 

Sprint' s interconnection with G'r~YL's n e t.work "l 



SPRI NT' S POSITION: 

Sprint agrees with G'l'EFL · s use o f 'l' I::LH I C d S the appro pr- i d t e 

cost methodology. Sprint d oes no t agree with G'l'I::FL · s inpu L and 

loading assumptions and resulting prices . 

dbo v e .) 

( See Response to 2 

ISSU~_ ll :. Should G'I'~Fl.. be permillod lo impouo dny roulrit:lionu on 

interconnection facililieu (Le . , lrunking, traffic types, 

routing ) ? 

SPRINT ' S POSITION: 

No . G'l'I::FL should not be per-mitted t o place r es tri c ti o n s on 

interconnection 

combinations of 

faciliti es , inc luding no 

t r a f t i c , t r d n s po r- L o 1 t r d ! t i c; 

r es tri c ti o n s o n 

b e tween Londcms, 

r. Lc ., unl ess GTEFL pro ves t hdt s uc h restrictions dre due t o G'l'l::fL's 

technical infeasibility as well as pr-oves that an al t e rna te 

solut ion (i. e . Sprint recording trdffi c dlld pro vidi ng t o G'l'EFL) is 

n o t also feasible . Single trunk g roupd f o r dlJ traffic .,~s ~ re 

technically feasible and s h o uld be provided whe n eith~L the 

originating or terminating c ar r i er c dn prov ide juri s di c tiondl 

traffic measure me nts. 

lSSU~ 12 . What s hould be the r ates, terms and cond i lions for 

col l ocation a nd cross-connects? 

S PH I N'I' ' S POS J 'I' J ON : 

This iss u e has been r eso lved by the pdrlies and is withdr awn 

from the docket . 
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I ~Sy~~3~ What rates, Le rma and conditions should apply Lo access 

provided by G'l'~l'L for its pol eu , d ueLs , conduits, and rights-of ­

way? 

SPHl NT' S POSITION: 

This issue has been r esolved by the pa r ties and is withdrawn 

f rom the docket. 

JSSUIL_U-!.. S ho uld GTEFL be r e quire d Lo provide Sprint access to 

G'fEF'L's directory assistance database a nd 9 1J/E91H 

SPRINT' S POSITION: 

Thi s issue has been reso lve d b y t he p~ rt ies and is withdrawn 

trom the docket . 

ISSUE 15 . If t he process in I ssue 14 requires the d e velopment of 

additional capabilities by GTEI'L, in what Lime frame should t hey be 

d e ploye d? 

SPRINT'S POSITION: 

'!'hi s issue has been resulv<~d by the purties dnd iB wi t hdrawn 

fro m the docket . 

LSSUf. 16. What are the costs incurred by C'J'EYJ, in Issue l J , and 

how should those costs be recovered? 

SPHJ NT' S POSITION: 

Th is iss ue has bee n resolved by the pdrties and is withd r awn 

from the docke t. 

I SSUE 17. Should GTEYL be require d to route Spr inL • s c ustomer 

directory assistance c alls to SprinL'H Uirec tory Assistdnce 

cenLers ? 

10 



SPRl NT' S POSITION: 

Yes, in both a reso ld and an unbundl e d ne twork e nv irvnmenl . 

Sprint. requests a selective r o uting service , whic h wo uld 

aut..omat.ically route all Operato r Services dnd Directory Assistance 

cal l s to Sprint' s platform. G'J'I:: l'' L must. unbundl e t.he 

l uncLionalities for OS and DA in connec tio n with r eso ld services , 

to the extent technic ally f e asible. G'l'I::FL mu s t prove t o t he 

Conuni ssion that c ustomized routing i n a pd r ti c ulor s wi t c h is no t. 

t echnica lly feasible . See Section s J(a)( 4 S ) a nd 2 S l (c ) (J) and 

( 4 ) of the Act , FCC Orde r paragraphs 418 a nd 536. 

ISSUI:~ 1JL.. What kind of branding, if any, is appropriat.e for 

operator service s and directory assistance services? 

SPRINT'S POSITION: 

In the limited situations where GTI::FL will pro v i de OS and DA 

t o Sprint. c us tome rs , Sprint. r e quested t..hat.. Lhese servi ces be 

brande d. "[Where ) operator , c a l 1 complet i o n, o r direc t o ry 

a ssis tance service is part of t he se rvice or service P• •or an 

inc umbe nt LEC offers f or resa l e , fa i lure by dO inc umbent. LEC t o 

comply wi t h reseller branding reques ts presumptive l y cons t. itut.es an 

un reasonable restriction o n r esale." See Sec ti o n 25 l( C)(4) o f the 

Act and FCC Order paragraph 971. 

ISSUE 19 . Whe n GTEFL's employee s or agent.s interact with Sprint's 

c ust.omors wit.h respect. t.o a servi ce provided by G'J'Y.I'l, o n behalf oJ 

Spri n t , what t.ype of branding requ irement.s a re t.echn i cally feasible 

o r ot..he rwise appr o priate? 

1 1 



S PRINT'S POSITION: 

ln no ins tance i s it a ccep table f o r G'l'EFL t o a dve rtise its 

bra nd whil e conduc ting its business o n be ha lf o f Spr i n t be f o r e a 

Sp ri n t e nd user . The tol l o wing are e xampl e s o f a cceptabl e 

be havio r: pro v i ding a no n-brande d c us t ome r-no t-at - ho me c ard whe n 

d repa ir t e c hnician v isi t s the e nd user; non-brande d N11 a ccess t o 

G'l'E F L b usiness o [ f i c e /se rvice cen t.e rs ; no n - bra nded ve r t i c a 1 s e r v ice 

f e atures provide d by GTEFL o n be hal f of Sprin t . 

GTEFL s ho uld disconti nue use o f 611 a nd 8 11 dial i ng pa t t e rn s 

whe n Sp r int resa l e c ustome r s c a nnot a ccess Spr i nt Offices thro ugh 

these d i al ing pa tterns . Th i s outcome i B r e qu ire d b y Sec U o n 

25 l ( b) (3) o f t he Act . 

I SSUE 20. Should Sprint custome r s receive e ithe r a bill from the 

directory publisher or from Sprint, a s an age nt of the dire ctory 

publisher, for white and ye llow page advertising? 

SPRINT'S POSITION: 

Th is iss ue ha s be e n r e s o lve d by Lhe pd r L ie~ a nd i s withd rawn 

from the d o c ke t. 

ISSU~ 21. WhaL should be the c oaL rec ove ry mechanism for r ecurring 

and/or non-rec urring charge s to p r o v ide inte rim local number 

portability in light of the FCC ' s recent orde r ? 

SPRJNT'S POSITION: 

In terim numbe r po r tabi l i t y s ho uld be priced a ccording t o FCC 

pr i cing p r i nciples t o e ns ure tha t c os t s are al loc ate d o n a 

comp(-! LiLive Jy ne ut ra l bdti i s. The cos t s fo r inte r i m numbe r 

portab i l ity s ho uld not r e s ult i n discrimina t i o n be t we en GTEFL and 
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Spr int . 'l'he FCC Orde c o n numbe r po cLabi liLy, Doc ke t 9 S-116 , 

states that the interim n umber po rtability rdte s ho uld be l e s s than 

incre me ntal cos t and s ho u l d approach z e ro, as GTE VL inc umbe n t d oes 

no t have to inc ur a charge t o p ort a numbe r. See Ln the Mat t er o f 

Te l e p ho ne Number Portability, Docket 95-116 , ado pte d June 27 , 199 6 . 

See a l s o Section 25l(e)(2) of t he Ac t. 

ISSUJ:.: 22 . What should be the compensa tion mech a nism l or the 

e xchange of local t raffic between Sprint and G'ri!!I"L? 

SPRI NT' S POSITION: 

Sprin t agree s with G'l'EFL' s us e u f 'I'ELHl C d S the appco p r i a t e 

cost me thodolo gy. Sprint does not a gree with G'I'EFL ' s i nput and 

l o ading assumptions and res u lting prices . 

Sprint s upports i n t e rim bill and keep with i/- 10% b a lanced 

Lrdffic , wi t h 'l'ELRIC - base d c harges 1f tra ff i c fall s o ut of 50 / 50 

balance by more than 10 %. 

Otional and mandato ry EAS traftic s ho uld b e te rminate d a s 

l ocal traffic for no add i tio nal "to ll-J ike " c ompe nsaLio [ 

ISSUE 23. Should GTEFL make a va iJ able any price, t e rm a nd/or 

conditio n offered to any carr ier by G'l'EJIJ. to Sprint o n a Mos t -

Favored Nation's (MAN) basis? 

would apply? 

S PRINT ' S POSITION: 

If so, what restrictions , if any, 

Sprint asserts that G'l'EFL i s require d t o ma ke ava i lable , 

witho ut unre aso nable d e lay, any mo r e favora bl e t e r ms f o r i nd iv idua l 

services , network e l e ments , and i nte rconne c tio n wl1 i c h GTEFL o ffe r s 

t o o t he rs. See Sectio n 251(i) o f the Act f o r fu J J s t ateme nt o f 
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requi r eme nts. See a l s o i:'CC Ord e r paragraphs I J I O , I J 1 6 , r'CC HuJ c 

Section 51 .8 0 9 . 

E . Sti ulatio ns 

No i s sues have y e t be~n s tipul a ted in thi s pro c eeding. 

F. Pending Mot i o ns 

Sprin t has no motions p e nding at thi s Lime . 

G. Othe r Re ui reme nLs 

Sprint is not awa re o f a ny r e qu i r e me nt s se t t o rth in the 

Conwlissi o n' s Or d e r o n Pre he ar i ng Procedure wi th whic h it i s unuble 

t o comply . ~ 

DA'rCD this f.£- day o f No ve mbe r, 19 9 6 . 

Respe c tfu l ly submitte o , 

v{ . ~ / 
l ~0 LA-~ -:7 ;9--v/~f/' 

c . Evere tt Bo yd , Jr . 
o f the l aw f irm o f 
Er vin , Va rn, .Jacobs E. Erv i n 
Post Oftice Oruwer 117 0 
Ta lla hass f!e , 1:'1. 323 02 
(904) 22 4 -9 135 
a nd 

Ue njamin Finc he r 
Sprint Communi ca ti o n s Cornpuny 

Limite d Partne r s hip 
3100 Cumbe rl a nd Circle 
Atlanta, GA 30339 
( 40 4 ) 6 49- 5 14 6 

Attorne ys f o r Spr i nt Communi c ati o ns 
Company Limited Pa r tne r s hip 
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CERTI I' I CA'l'E 0 1' S~RVI CI': 

J Ill:: HI:: BY CJ.::HT J FY that a true copy: dfJ .,.Llw foregoing has been 
fu rn i shed by hand del ivery on Lhis - ~~,~~ay of November 1996 , Lo 
the fo llowing : ----j---c7 

Moni c a Barone , Esq. 
Florida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Hoom 370 
Tallahassee , FL 32399-0850 

'l'o ny G i l l1nan 
G'l'l:: Floridd 
201 North Franklin Street 
Le gal Department 
16th Fl oor 
'l'dmp<..!, Fl. 33602 

I 'i 
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