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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

In Re: Request for Arbitration ) DOCKET NO. 020919-TP 
Concerning Complaint of AT&T ) - -  

Communications of the Southern ) 

Communications Group, Inc., and ) 

Enforcement of Interconnection ) 

States, LLC, Teleport 1 

TCG South Florida for 1 

Agreements with BellSouth 1 
Telecommunications, 

REBUTTAL 1 

Inc. 1 

TESTIMONY OF ROBERTA STEVENS 

ON BEHALF OF 

AT&T COMMUNICATIONS OF THE SOUTHERN STATES, LLC, 

TELEPORT COMMUNICATIONS GRQUP, INC., AND 

TCG SOUTH FLORIDA, INC. 

MARCH 14,2003 
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PLEASE STATE YOUR NAME, TITLE, AND BUSINESS ADDRESS. 

A. 

9- 

A. 

9- 

A. 

8. 

A. 

My name is Roberta Stevens. I am a Manager in the ]Local Services 

8r Access Management organization of AT&T Corp. (‘*AT&T”). My 

business address is 567 Cascade Drive, Lilbum, GA 30047. 

FOR WHOM ARE YOU FILING TESTIMONY IN THIS 

PROCEEDING? 

I am testlfylng on behalf of AT&T Communications of the Southern 

States, LLC, Teleport Communications Group, Inc., and TCG of the 

Carolinas, Inc. (collectively referred to as “AT&T’). 

HAVE YOU PREVIOUSLY TESTIFIED IN OTHER REGULATORY 

PROCEEDINGS? 

Yes. I have testified in Nor th  Carolina regarding the same issues 

that are pending in this proceeding. 

PLEASE PROVIDE A BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF YOUR EDUCATION 

AND EXPERIENCE. 

I received a Bachelor of Business Administration degree from 

Georgia State UniversityJn 1992. My twenty-five (25) year career 

in telecommunications began in July of 1977 with Southwestern 
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Bell in Tulsa, Oklahoma, where I held various positions in 

Business and Consumer Marketing. I joined AT&T in 1984 and 

have held positions in Consumer Marketing, External Affairs, State 

Government Affairs, and Local Services and Access Management. 

In February of 2001, I joined AT&Ts Local. Services and Access 

Management organization to assist in AT&Ts negotiation of new 

Interconnection Agreements between AT&T and BellSouth 

Telecommunications Inc. (“BellSouth”) for AT&Ts nine Southern 

Region states. I participated (and continue to participate) on a 

cross-functional team whose objective is to negotiate contract 

terms and conditions that allow AT&T to obtain all the services, 

features and functiondlities guaranteed under the 

Telecommunications Act of 1 996 (“Act,’) and subsequent orders, 

rules and implementing regulations of the Federal 

Communications Commission (“FCC,,) 

WHAT IS  THE PURPOSE OF YOUR TESTIMONY? 

My testimony responds to the Direct Testimony filed by 

Elizabeth R. A. Shiroishi on January 15, 2003 on behalf of 

BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. (“BellSouth”) regarding 

various discussions which she states look place between AT&T and 

BellSouth in the context of negotiations for Second Interconnection 

Agreement. I 
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Q. WERE YOU A MEMBER OF THE AT&T NEGOTlATIONS TEAM? 

A. Yes, I was. I joined the team in--February 2001, reporting to 

Mr. Billy C. Peacock, AT&T’s lead negotiator with BellSouth. I 

remain a part of this team and continue to work on various 

interconnection issues with BellSouth. 

8. WHAT ARE YOUR RESPONSIBILITIES? 

A. I assist Mr. Peacock in organizing documems and materials 

utilized in the negotiations, including retaining and cataloguing 

various versions of contract language exchanged between the 

parties; I attend negotiations meetings and conference calls and 

make notes of discussions which occur during these meetings; I 

coordinate with various AT&T “subject matter experts” regarding 

the status of negotiations and arrange for their review of proposed 

contract language: I keep logs and matrixes of “open” and “closed” 

contract language; and finally I assist with the preparation of 

arbitration petitions filed with the state commissions. I was not 

part of the team when the arbitration petition was filed. However, I 

assisted in the data gathering, management of documents, etc. 

pertaining to the arbitration once the proceeding was docketed. 

9. FROM THE TIME THATtYOU JOINED THE AT&T NEGOTIATIONS 

TEAM IN FEBRUARY, 2001, HOW FREQUENTLY DID YOU 
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A. 

9- 

A. 

ATTEND NEGOTIATIONS MEETINGS AND C O N F E m N C E  CALLS 

BE=TWEEN AT&T AND BELLSOUTH? 

From February, 2001 until AT&T’s negotiations with BellSouth 

were concluded, I attended practically all of the negotiations 

meetings and conference calls between AT&T and BellSouth. 

WAS IT PAEZT OF YOUR RESPONSIBILITY TO MAKE NOTES 

DURING THESE MEE=TINGS AND CONFERENCE CALLS? 

Yes. 

DID YOU MAKE NOTES DURING THESE MEETINGS AND 

CONFERECNCE CALLS? 

Generally yes. However, if we had a conference call or meeting 

that involved a lirnited issue, I may not have made notes, but 

instead may have made notations on the “red-lined” version of the 

interconnection agreement, and/or made notations on the tracking 

matrix for our interconnection agreement negotiations. For the 

Commission’s convenience, I have attached the meeting notes as 

RS Rebuttal Exhibit 1. . I  

1 In order to preserve AT&Ts attorney-client privilege, I have not included any meeting 
notes which summarize discussions of AT&T “internal only” meetings where AT&T 
attorneys were present and provided advise and counsel. I also have not included 
various “red-lined” versions of the interconnection agreement because of their 
voluminous nature. 
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DO YOU EMEMBER BEING PRESENT AT MEmINGS OR 

CONFERENCE CALLS W’HERE MS, SHIROISHI ALSO WAS 

PRESENT? - -  

Yes. She attended many of the negotiating meeting and conference 

calls which I attended. 

ISSUE 2: DOES THE TERM “LOCAL TRAFFIC” AS USED IN 

THE SECOND INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT IDENTIFIED 

IN AT8rT’S COMPLAINT INCLUDE ALL ‘‘MTAWIDE” CALLS, 

INCLUDING ALL CALLS ORIGINATED OR TEWINATED 

THROUGH SWITCHED ACCESS , ARRANGEMENTS AS 

ESTABLISHED BY THE STATE COMMISSION OR FCC? 

ISSUE3: UNDER THE TERMS OF THE SECOND 

INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT, DO RECIPROCAL 

COMPENSATION RATES AND TERMS APPLY TO CALLS 

ORIGINATED OR TERMINATED THROUGH SWITCHED ACCESS 

ARRANGEMENTS AS ESTABLISHED BY THE STATE 

COMMISSION OR FCC? 

AT PAGE 7, LINES 14-18 OF MS. SHIROISHI’S TESTIMONY SHE 

STATES “IN THE COURSE OF THESE DISCUSSIONS, THE 

PARTIES DISCUSSED ,THE FACT THAT THIS REFERENCE 

[EXCEPT FOR THOSE CALLS THAT ARE ORIGINATED OR 
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TERMINATED THROUGH SWITCHED ACCESS ARRANGEMENTS 

AS ESTABLISHED BY THE STATE COMMISSION OR FCC] WAS TO 

THE SWITCHED ACCESS ARRANGEMENTS THAT ARE OFFERED 

FOR PURCHASE THROUGH EACH PARTY’S SWITCHED ACCESS 

TARIFFS, WHICH ARE APPROVED BY THE STATE COMMISSION 

(FOR INTRASTATE SWITCHED ACCESS] OR THE FCC [FOR 

INTERSTATE SWITCHED ACCESS.’’ DO YOU EVER REMEMBER 

BEING IN A MEETING, OR O N  A CONFERENCE CALL, WHEN MS. 

SHIROISHI, OR ANYONE ELSE FROM BELLSOUTH, MADE SUCH 

STATEMENTS? 

No. I do remember her 

making such a statement, but it was only after the parties had 

signed Second Interconnection Agreement on October 26, 200 1, 

and it was only when BellSouth began providing its “interpretation” 

of what constituted “Local Traffic” under Second Interconnection 

Agreement. My notes reflect that she made such statements at a 

meeting between the parties on November 16, 200 1. 

Not during the timeframe in question. 

RATHER THAN RELYING SOLELY ON YOUR MEMORY, DID YOU 

CHECK YOUR MEETING OR CONFERENCE CALL NOTES TO 

DETERMINE WHETHER YOU EVER RECORDED THAT MS. 

SHIROISHI, OR ANYONE ELSE FROM BELLSOUTH, MADE SUCH 

STATEMENTS? I 
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A. Yes I did. But again, I found no entries in my notes where I had 

recorded that such statements were made by Ms. Shiroishi or 

anyone else from BellSouth before the parties signed Second 

Interconnection Agreement on October 26, 200 1, 

Q. AT PAGE 8, LINES 1-4 OF MS. SHIROISHI’S TESTIMONY SHE 

STATES ‘‘...W HAD EXTENSIVE DISCUSSION ABOUT THE 

EXCLUSION OF TRAFFIC THAT ORIGINATED OR TERMINATED 

THROUGH SWITCHED ACCESS ARRANGEMENTS. IN THE 

COURSE OF THOSE DISCUSSIONS, W E  D W W  DIAGRAMS ON 

THE WHITEBOARD AND DISCUSSED THE ROLE OF SWITCHED 

ACCESS ARRANGEMENTS AS OUTSIDE THE DEFINITION OF 

LOCAL, TRAFFIC.” DO YOU RECALL MS. SHIROISHI, OR ANYONE 

ELSE FROM BELLSOUTH, MAKING SUCH STATEMENTS OR 

“DRAWING SUCH DIAGRAMS ON THE WI€ITEBOARD”? 

A. No. 

8. DID YOU CHECK YOUR MEETING NOTES TO SEE IF  YOU 

RECORDED ANY OF THESE STATEMENTS OR REFERENCED 

THE DRAWING OF DIAGRAMS? 

A, Yes. Although I found no recorded statements, my meeting notes 

regarding a meeting of June 6, 2001, state: “Local channel and 
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dedicated Transport Definition-Bill to get with Dave Talbott to 

discuss BST explanation. Sam drew out BST diagrams.” 

PLEASE IDENTIFY “BILL,” “DAVE TALBOTT,” AND “SAM” FROM 

YOUR J U N E  6,2001 MEETING NOTES. 

“Bill” refers to Bill Peacock: “Dave Talbotl” refers to AT&T’s subject 

matter expert on network architecture and “Point of 

Interconnection;” “Sam” refers to Sam Benenati, my peer on the 

negotiations team. 

REGARDING THE TERMS “LOCAL CHANNEL AND DEDICATED 

TRANSPORT” FROM YOUR JUNE 6, 2001 MEETING NOTES, TO 

WHAT SECTIONS OF SECOND INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT 

DO THOSE TERMS APPLY? 

There is a section in Second Interconnection Agreement titled 

Network Interconnection. This section has two sub-sections 1 10 

and 1.12. In my handwritten notes, and in the version of Second 

Interconnection Agreement which we were negotiating at the time, 

the sub-section references were 1.9 and 1.1 I. These sub-sections 

apply to discussions the parties were having regarding network 

architecture and “Point of Interconnection” and not the definition 

of “switched access arragements.” 
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1 8. ARE YOU AWARE OF ANY OTHER EFEFSXCES IN MS. 

2 SHIROISHI’S TESTIMONY REGARDING DISCUSSIONS BETWEEN 

3 AT&T AND BELLSOUTH WHICH YOU HAVE NOT ADDRESSED IN 

4 YOUR TESTIMONY? 

5 

6 A. No. 

7 

8 9. DOES THIS CONCLUDE YOUR TESTIMONY? 

9 

10 A. Yes. 

- 10-  



i 
Docket No. 02091 9-TP 
Page 1 of 54 

'p 
I 







Page 4 of 54 



S. Rebuttal Exhibit 1 
ocket No. 0209 19-TP 
ge 5 of 54 

1 187 





Page 7 of 54 

389 



R. S. Rebuttal Exhibit 1 
Docket No. 0209 19-TP 
Page 8 of 54 





j 

Docket No. 020919-TP 
Page 10 of54 



Docket NO. 0209 19-TP 

A O U  I 









Docket No. 0209 19-TP 
Page 15 of 54 



t 

207 

\ 



Page I7 of 54 \ 



J 

rage 18 of 54 

I 209 



, 





Docket No. 0209 19-TP 
Page 21 of 54 

I 

, 





21 

I I 

t I 











L 





I 







I 
- . . . _ _  - 

234 ' 1  

c- 

Docket No. 02091 9-TP 
Page 33 of 54 

. : 

" .  
I r 





8 I , '? 





- -  

I 

.y 

I 

R, S. Rebuttal Exhibit 1 
Docket No. 02091 9-TP 
Page 37 of 54 239 

. _/-- d l  











249 



Docket No. 0209 19-TP 





R. S .  Rebuttal Exhibit 1 
Docket No. 02091 9-TP 
Page 45 of 54 

I 





I- ." 

..: 
J 

R. S. Rebuttal Exhibit 1 

Page 47 of 54 
Docket NO. 0209 19-TP 

257 

I 

1 111 



;c 
I ’  

r!J 

. S. Rebuttal ExhKtT--  - 
Docket No. 02091 9-TP 
Page 48 of 54 



cket No. 0209 19-TP 
:e 49 of 54 

259 i 









Docket No. 0209 1 9 - T ~  

. .- - .--I- - - - -  

i 

1 

1 I 



R. S .  Rebuttal Exhibit 1 
Docket No. 0209 19-TP 
Page 54 of 54 


