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AUSLEY & MCMULLEN 
A T T O R N E Y S  AND C O U N S E L O R S  A T  LAW 

2 2 7  SOUTH CALHOUN STREET 

P.O. BOX 391 (ZIP 32302) 

TALLAHASSEE. FLORIDA 32301 

laso) 224-9119 FAX (650) 222-7580 

August 8 ,  2000 

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

Re: Docket No 

Dear Ms. Bayo: 

Enclosed for filing in the above docket are the original 
and fifteen (15) copies of Sprint's Reply to BellSouth's 
Response. 

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. 

~ p p  -closures 
All parties of record 
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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

In re: Investigation into 

elements FILED: August 8, 2000 
pricing of unbundled network DOCKET NO. 990649-TP 

I 

Sprint-Florida, Incorporated (“Sprint-Florida”) and Sprint 

Communications Company Limited Partnership (“Sprint”), hereby 

submit their reply to BellSouth Telecommunication, Inc‘s 

(“BellSouth“) Response to Motion to Bifurcate and Suspend 

proceedings (‘BellSouth’s Response”) stating as follows: 

1. Although BellSouth does not object to Sprint-Florida’s 

Motion to Bifurcate and Continue Proceeding, BellSouth expresses 

concern about ‘Sprint’s apparent desire to bifurcate the 

proceeding, but at the same time participate in the BellSouth 

proceeding in order to challenge BellSouth‘s cost studies” 

(BellSouth‘s Response, p.2). BellSouth then contends that because 

“Sprint’s challenge is based, , upon Sprint‘s own 

cost studies . . .” the Commission should make clear that “any 

testimony referrincr to Sprint‘s cost studies will be stricken in 

the event that Sprint’s motion for a continuance is granted.” 

(BellSouth‘s Response, p.2 (emphasis added). Bellsouth’s 

contention and its proposed procedure is unwarranted. 
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2. BellSouth's Response fails to identify any portions of 

Sprint's testimony challenging BellSouth's cost study that rely 

upon Sprint's cost study. Moreover. BellSouth's contention, that 

Sprint's rationale for seeking bifurcation and continuance is 

dependent upon Sprint's inability to "defend its cost studies," is 

a gross rnischaracterization of Sprint's rationale. What Sprint 

cannot now defend is the "hypothetical network" aspect of its 

TELRIC study, and nothing more. The fact that Sprint's cost study 

is a TELRIC study in no way lessens the accuracy and quality of 

Sprint's cost study inputs when those inputs are not driven by a 

"hypothetical network." To the extent Sprint's testimony and 

exhibits rely upon the inputs Sprint developed in conducting its 

cost study to challenge BellSouth's cost study, those inputs 

should remain valid and defensible unless it can be shown that the 

inputs are "hypothetical network" based. 

3. The fact that Sprint's testimony challenging BellSouth's 

cost study results merely "refer" to Sprint's cost study should be 

no basis for striking that testimony. There should, at the very 

least be a demonstration that the testimony is based upon the 

hypothetical network" aspect of the now vacated FCC rules before 

it would be rejected. No such demonstration has been made or even 

attempted. 

4. The foregoing notwithstanding, Sprint is in the process 

of reviewing each of its testimonies challenging BellSouth's cost 
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study inputs and results, to determine whether and to what extent 

such testimonies need to be revised to reflect Sprint's withdrawal 

of its cost studies. If Sprint's Motion to Bifurcate and for 

continuance is granted, Sprint requests leave to refile its 

recently filed rebuttal testimony to the extent necessary. If 

leave is granted, Sprint will refile its rebuttal testimony by 

close of business on Monday, August 14, 2000. This should provide 

BellSouth adequate time to respond to Sprint's refiled rebuttal. 

BellSouth already knows - by virtue of Sprint's rebuttal testimony 

filed on July 21, 2000 - the areas which Sprint is challenging. 
Sprint will not be adding any new areas in its filing. 

DATED this 8th day of August, 2000. 

Respectfully submitted, 

CHARLES J. REHWINKEL 
Sprint-Florida, Inc. 
P. 0. Box 2214 
Tallahassee, Florida 32316 
(850) 847-0244 

Tallahassee, Florida 32302 
( 8 5 0 )  224-9115 

ATTORNEYS FOR SPRINT-FLORIDA AND 
SPRINT 
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I HEFtBBY CERTIFY that a true copy of the foregoing has been 
furnished by U. S. Mail, or hand delivery (*)  this & day of 
August, 2000, to the following: 

Beth Keating * 
Division of Legal Services 
Florida Public Service Comm. 
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd. 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850 

Karen P. Jusevitch 
AT&T 
101 N. Monroe Street, Suite 700 
Tallahassee, FL 32301-1549 

Michael B. Bressman 
Bluestar Networks 
401 Church St., 24th Floor 
Nashville, TN 37219 

Michael A. Gross 
Florida Cable Telecommunications 

310 N. Monroe Street 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 

Charles Pellegrini 
Wiggins and Villacorta 
2145 Delta Blvd., Suite 200 
Tallahassee, FL 32303 

ASSOC., Inc. 

Kimberly Caswell 
GTE Florida Incorporated 
P. 0. Box 110, FLTC0007 
Tampa, FL 33601-0110 

Richard Melson 
Hopping Law Firm 
P. 0. Box 6526 
Tallahassee, FL 32314 

Nancy B. White 
Bennett L. Ross 
BellSouth Telecommunications 
150 S.  onr roe St., Suite 400 
Tallahassee, FL 32301-1556 

Steve Bowen/Jeremy Marcus 
Blumenfeld & Cohen 
1625 Massachusetts Ave., NW 
Suite 300 
Washington, DC 20036 

Jim Lamoureaux 

1200 Peachtree Street, N.E 
Room 8068 
Atlanta, GA 30309 

Joseph McGlothlin 
McWhirter, Reeves, et al. 
117 South Gadsden Street 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 

AT&T Communications 

Catherine F. Boone 
COVAD 
10 Glenlake Parkway 
Suite 650 
Atlanta, GA 30328 

Norman H .  Horton, Jr. 
Messer, Caparello & Self 
215 S. Monroe St., Suite 701 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 

Scott Sappersteinn 
Intermedia Communications, Inc. 
3625 Queen Palm Drive 
Tampa, FL 33619-1309 
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Mark Buechele 
Supra Telecom 
Koger Center-Ellis Bldg. 
Suite 200 
1311 Executive Center Drive 
Tallahassee, FL 33201-5027 

Donna C. McNulty 
MCI WorldCom 
325 John Knox Road, Suite 105 
Tallahassee, FL 32303-4131 

J. Jeffry Wahlen 
Ausley & McMullen 
P. 0. Box 391 
Tallahassee, FL 32302 

Hope G. Colantonio 
Cleartel Communications, Inc. 
1255 22- St., N.W., 6th Floor 
Washington, DC 20037 

Floyd R. Self 
Messer, Caparello & Self 
P. 0. BOX 1876 
Tallahassee, FL 32302 

Karen Camechis 
Pennington, Moore, et al. 
215 S. Monroe Street 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 

Stephen C. Reilly 
Office of Public Counsel 
c/o The Florida Legislature 
111 W. Madison St., Room 812 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-1400 

Rodney L. Joyce 
Shook, Hardy & Bacon 
600 14th St., N.W., Suite 800 
Washington, DC 20005-2004 

Jonathan Canis 
Kelley Law Firm 
1200 19th St., N.W., 5* Floor 
Washington, DC 20036 

Marsha Rule 
AT&T Communications 
101 N. Monroe St., Suite 700 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 
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