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HOUSTON, TEXAS 
SAN ANTONIO, TEXAS 

BEAUMONT, TEXAS 

December 16,2003 

Florida Public Service Commission 
Division of the Commission Clerk and Administrative Services 
Bureau of Records and Hearing Services (Clerk's Office) 
Room 1 10, Betty Easley Conference Center 
4075 Esplanade Way 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850 

By Courier 

Re: PETITION OF MYATEL CORPORATION FOR ARBITRATION OF AN INTERCONNECTION 

OF THE COMMUNICATIONS ACT OF 1934, AS AMENDED 
AGREEMENT WITH SPRINT-FLORIDA INCORPORATED, PURSUANT TO SECTION 252(b) 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

Enclosed please find the following for filing in a new docket number: 

1. 

2, 

An original and 8 copies (7 for the Commision, 1 for return) of MyaTel's petition 
for arbitration; 
An electronic copy on HD diskette in Microsoft Word for Windows 97 format of 
the two documents comprising the petition for arbitration and Exhibit A to the 
petition 

3. A self-addressed, stamped envelope. 

Please file the originals of items 1 and 2, and file-stamp and mark one copy of item 1 
with the docket number, and return it to me in the envelope provided. I am serving opposing 
parties and counsel with copies of items 1 and this letter. 

Thank you for your time and feel free to contact me if you have any 
questions. 



cc by courier: 

Director - Local Carrier Markets 
Sprint 
Mailstop: KSOPHM03 10-3A453 
6480 Sprint Parkway 
Overland Park. KS 6625 1 

Mr. F. B. (Ben) Poag 
Director - Regulatory Affairs 
Sprint-Florida 
(MC FLTLH00107) 
P. 0. Box 2214 
Tallahassee FL 323 16-22 14 

Susan Masterton, Esq. 
Sprint-Florida, Incorporated 
P.O. Box 2214 
Tallahassee, FL 323 16-22 14 

John Chuang 
Senior Manager - Sprint BWM 
Sprint Communications, LP 
Mailstop: KSOPHM03 10-3A464 
6480 Sprint Parkway 
Overland Park, KS 6625 1 

Janette W. Luehring 
Mailstop: KSOPHN02 12-2A5 1 1 
6480 Sprint Parkway 
Overland Park, KS 6625 1 



BEFORE THE 
FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

PETITION OF § 
MYATEL CORPORATION § 
FOR ARBITRATION OF AN § 
INTERCONNECTION § 

INCORPORATED, PURSUANT TO § 
SECTION 252(b) OF THE § 

AMENDED § 

AGREEMENT WITH SPRINT-FLORIDA, 8 DOCKET NO. 

COMMUNICATIONS ACT OF 1934, AS 8 

PETITION OF MYATEL CORPORATION FOR ARBITRATION 

MyaTel Corporation (“MyaTel”), by its undersigned counsel, pursuant to Section 252(b) 

of the Communications Act of 1934, as amended by the Telecommunications Act of 1976 (“the 

FTA” or “the Act”), 47 U.S.C. 0 252(b), Chapters 120 and 364, Florida Statutes, and Rule 

28.106, Florida Administrative Code, and other applicable statutes, rules, regulations, and 

decisions, and respectfully petitions the Florida Public Service Commission (“the Commission”) 

for arbitration of the unresolved issues arising out of the interconnection negotiations between 

MyaTel and Sprint-Florida, Incorporated (“Sprint”). MyaTel requests that the Commission 

resolve each of the issues identified in Section V of this Petition by ordering the parties to 

incorporate MyaTel’s position into an Interconnection Agreement (“Agreement”) for execution 

by the parties. In support of this Petition, MyaTel states as follows: 

I. THE PARTIES AND DESIGNATED CONTACTS 

1. Myatel is a Florida corporation and was granted a certification as an Alternative Local 

Exchange Service Provider in Docket No. 020348-TX by Order No. PSC-02-1088-PAA-TX 

within the State of Florida. 

Myatel’s contact information is as follows: 
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JP DeJoubner 
Myatel Corporation 
7154 N. University Drive # 142 
Tamarac, Florida 33321 

2. MyaTel has attempted to negotiate an interconnection agreement with Sprint. The parties 

have not been able to successfully resolve all issues. 

3. Sprint is an incumbent local exchange carrier (“ILEC”) as that term is defined in 8 251(h) 

of the Act, 47 U.S.C. 6 251(h). Sprint’s offices are located at 6480 Sprint Parkway, Overland 

Park, KS 66251, and at P. 0. Box 2214, Tallahassee FL 32316-2214. Within its operating 

territory, at relevant times, Sprint has been a monopoly provider of telephone exchange service. 

4. All correspondence, notices, inquiries, and orders regarding this Petition should be 

directed to counsel for MyaTel as follows: 

W. Scott McCollough 
David Bolduc 
STUMPF, CRADDOCK, MASSEY & PULMAN, P.C. 
1250 Capital of Texas Highway South 
Building One, Suite 420 
Austin, Texas 78746 

(5 12) 485-792 1 /fax 
E-mail (McCollough): wsmc@,scmplaw.com 
E-mail (Bolduc): dbolduc@,scmplaw .com 

(512) 485-7920 

5. Upon information and belief, respondent’s contact persons for purposes of interconnec- 

tion negotiations have been, and all correspondence, notices, inquiries, and orders regarding this 

Petition should be directed to Sprint, as follows: 

Director - Local Carrier Markets 
Sprint 
Mailstop: KSOPHM03 10-3A453 
6480 Sprint Parkway 
Overland Park, KS 66251 
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Mr. F. B. (Ben) Poag 
Director - Regulatory Affairs 
Sprint-Florida 
(MC FLTLHOO 1 07) 
P. 0. Box 2214 
Tallahassee FL 323 16-22 14 
Voice: (850) 599-1027 
Fax: (850) 878-0777 
Email: Ben.Poan@,mail. sprint .com 

Susan Masterton, Esq. 
Sprint-Florida, Incorporated 
P.O. Box 2214 
Tallahassee, FL 323 16-22 14 
Voice: (850) 599-1 560 
Fax: (850) 878-0777 
Susan.masterton@,mail. sprint.com 

John Chuang 
Senior Manager - Sprint BWM 
Sprint Communications, LP 
Mailstop: KSOPHM03 10-3A464 
6480 Sprint Parkway 
Overland Park, KS 6625 1 
Fax: (913) 315-0628 

Janette W. Luehring 
Mailstop: KSOPHN02 12-2A5 1 1 
6480 Sprint Parkway 
Overland Park, KS 6625 1 

11. STATEMENT OF FACTS 

6. The parties have deemed their negotiations to have commenced July 14, 2003. The 135 

to 160 day period during which either party may file for arbitration under section 252(b)(1) of 

the Federal Telecommunications Act of 1996 thus begins on November 26,2003 and will end on 

December 21, 2003 (the “Arbitration Window”). This Petition is timely filed within the Arbitra- 

tion Window. 
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7. MyaTel notified Sprint that it desired to adopt the Sprint/MCImetro agreement dated 

March 1, 2002 for the State of Florida. Given that MyaTel did not have any ISP traffic as of the 

date of the FCC’s ISP Remand Order, MyaTel understood that the parties would operate on a 

“bill and keep” basis for ISP traffic. The MCImetro agreement that MyaTel elected to adopt 

obtained that result, in that it conditioned payment for ISP traffic on a baseline number of 

minutes during the first quarter of 2001. In addition, the MCImetro agreement requires Sprint to 

offer to exchange 6 251(b)(5) traffic on the same terms as ISP traffic. Since the terms for ISP 

traffic as between Sprint and MyaTel would be bill and keep, Sprint was required to offer to 

exchange 0 251(b)(5) traffic at bill and keep as well. 

8. During the parties’ discussions, MyaTel indicated on July 18, 2003 that it desired to 

exchange both 6 251(b)(5) and ISP traffic using bill and keep. On July 22, Sprint representative 

Mr. Chuang indicated that Sprint was amenable (as it had to be under both the contract and the 

ISP Remand Order). Sprint prepared and forwarded adoption papers that adopted the MCIme- 

tro/Sprint agreement dated March 1, 2002 with some pricing and term changes and expressly 

provided for bill and keep for both ISP traffic and 5 251(b)(5) traffic. MyaTel executed those 

papers and returned them to Sprint for execution and filing. 

9. On August 20, however, after MyaTel had executed and returned the adoption 

papers, Mr. Chuang indicated that he had “forgotten” to insert certain additional terms related to 

bill and keep for tj 251(b)(5) traffic. These terms had not been disclosed to or negotiated with 

MyaTel during negotiations. 

10. MyaTel indicated that it did not desire to re-open negotiations, that the parties had 

reached agreement and the newly proffered terms were unacceptable in any event, in that they 

would have resulted in a mismatch in compensation methods as between 6 251(b)(5) and ISP 
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traffic and would not in fact mirror the FCC rate caps for ISP traffic. MyaTel demanded that 

Sprint execute and file the agreement as originally prepared and proffered by Sprint. Mr. 

Chuang refused. 

111. JURISDICTION 

11. Under 47 U.S.C. 5 252(b) of the Act, parties negotiating for interconnection, access to 

unbundled network elements, or resale of services within a particular state may petition the state 

commission for arbitration of any unresolved issues during the 135‘h to the 160th day of such 

negotiations. MyaTel files this Petition with the Commission to preserve its rights under 47 

U.S.C. 0 252(b) and to seek relief from the Commission in resolving the outstanding disputes 

between the parties. Pursuant to 47 U.S.C. 0 252(b)(4)(C) of the Act, unless the parties waive 

the statutory deadline, the Commission must conclude this arbitration no later than April 8, 2004. 

IV. APPLICABLE LEGAL STANDARDS 

12. This proceeding is governed by the standards established in $ 5  251 and 252 of the Act, 

the rules and orders adopted by the Federal Communications Commission (“FCC”) in imple- 

menting the Act, and the applicable rules and orders of this Commission. 

13. Pursuant to the Act, Sprint is required to provide to requesting telecommunications 

carriers, through negotiation or otherwise, interconnection, access to unbundled network ele- 

ments (“UNEs”), collocation, number portability, dialing parity, access to rights-of-way, recipro- 

cal compensation, and resale, among other things. See 47 U.S.C. 5 25 l(b)-(c). The terms and 

conditions of interconnection must comply with the provisions of $0  251 and 252 of the Com- 

munications Act. See 47 U.S.C. 5 251(c). Section 252(d) governs the pricing of UNEs, inter- 

connection, reciprocal compensation, and resale services. 
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14. Section 251(b) of the Act, 47 U.S.C. 0 251(b), states that each local exchange carrier has 

the following duties: 

(1) the duty not to prohibit, and not to impose unreasonable or discriminatory 
conditions or limitations on, the resale of its telecommunications service; 

(2) the duty to provide, to the extent technically feasible, number portability in 
accordance with requirements prescribed by the FCC; 

(3) the duty to provide dialing parity to competing providers of telephone ex- 
change senice and telephone toll service, and the duty to permit all such providers 
to have nondiscriminatory access to telephone numbers, operator services, direc- 
tory assistance, and directory listing, with no unreasonable dialing delays; 

(4) the duty to afford access to the poles, ducts, conduits, and rights-of-way of 
such carrier to competing providers of telecommunications services on rates, 
terms, and conditions that are consistent with Section 224 of the Act; 

( 5 )  and the duty to establish reciprocal compensation arrangements for the trans- 
port and termination of telecommunications. 

15. Section 251(c) of the Act states that each incumbent local exchange carrier, such as 

Sprint, has the following additional duties: 

(1) 

(2) 

the duty to negotiate in good faith; 

the duty to provide, for the facilities and equipment of any requesting telecommu- 
nications carrier, interconnection with the local exchange carrier’s network for the 
transmission and routing of telephone exchange service and exchange access at 
any technically feasible point within the carrier’s network that is at least equal in 
quality to that provided by the local exchange carrier to itself, or to any sub- 
sidiary, affiliate, or any other party to which the carrier provides interconnec- 
tion on rates, terms and conditions that are just, reasonable and 
nondiscriminatory; 

the duty to provide, to any requesting telecommunications carrier, nondiscrimi- 
natory access to network elements on an unbundled basis at any technically fea- 
sible point on rates, terms and conditions that are just, reasonable and 
nondiscriminatory and in such a manner that allows requesting camers to 
combine such elements in order to provide such telecommunications service; 

the duty to offer for resale at wholesale rates any telecommunications service that 
the carrier provides at retail to subscribers who are not telecommunications cam- 
ers and not to prohibit, and not to impose unreasonable or discriminatory condi- 
tions or limitations on the resale of such services: 

(3) 

(4) 
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( 5 )  the duty to provide reasonable public notice of changes in the information neces- 
sary for the transmission and routing of services using that local exchange car- 
rier’s facilities or networks, as well as of any other changes that would affect 
the interoperability of those facilities and networks; and the duty to provide, 
on rates, terms and conditions that are just, reasonable and nondiscriminatory, 
for physical collocation of equipment necessary for interconnection or access 
to unbundled network elements at the premises of the local exchange carrier, 
except that virtual collocation may be provided if the local exchange carrier 
demonstrates to the State commission that physical collocation is not practical 
for technical reasons or because of space limitations. 

16. Section 252(d) of the Communications Act sets forth the applicable pricing standards for 

interconnection and network element charges as well as for transport and termination of traffic. 

Section 252(d)( 1) of the Communications Act states, in pertinent part, that “determinations 

by a State commission of the just and reasonable rate for the interconnection of facilities and 

equipment . . . and the just and reasonable rate for network elements . . . shall be (i) based 

on the cost (determined by reference to a rate-of-retum or other rate-based proceeding) of 

providing the interconnection or network element (whichever is applicable), and (ii) nondis- 

criminatory, and [(iii)] may include a reasonable profit.” 47 U.S.C. $ 252(d)(l). Section 

252(d)(2) further states in pertinent part that “a State commission shall not consider the terms 

and conditions for reciprocal compensation [for transport and termination] to be just and 

reasonable unless (i) such terms and conditions provide for the mutual and reciprocal recov- 

ery by each carrier of costs associated with the transport and termination on each carrier’s 

network facilities of calls that originate on the network facilities of another carrier; and (ii) 

such terms and conditions determine such costs on the basis of a reasonable approximation of 

the additional costs of terminating such calls.” 47 U.S.C. $ 252(d)(2). 
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17. Under Florida law, MyaTel is also entitled to seek negotiations with an ILEC for “mutu- 

ally acceptable prices, terms, and conditions of interconnection,” and the Commission is granted 

the authority to arbitrate terms, conditions, and prices for unbundling, interconnection, and 

resale. Section 364.162( 1); See generally sections 364.16 1 and 364.162. While the timelines 

set in Chapter 364 for arbitrations do not exactly lie down with those set forth in the Act, MyaTel 

notes that as a matter of state law, that the prices set by the Commission in such proceedings 

shall not be “set so high that it would serve as a barrier to competition.” MyaTel is willing to 

work with the Commission and Sprint for a workable case schedule that will enable the parties to 

conduct an arbitration process that addresses any timing inconsistencies while fklfilling the 

substantive obligations of both the federal and state laws. 

18. Section 252 of the Act requires that a state commission resolving open issues through 

arbitration: 

(1) 

(2) 

ensure that such resolution and conditions meet the requirements of sec- 
tion 25 1 , including the regulations prescribed by the FCC pursuant to that section; and 

establish any rates for interconnection, services, or network elements ac- 
cording to subsection (d) of section 252. 

19. The Commission should make an affirmative finding that the rates, terms, and conditions 

that it prescribes in this arbitration proceeding are consistent with the requirements of $ 4  251 and 

252 of the Act and applicable FCC regulations. 

v. UNRESOLVED ARBITRATION ISSUES AND POSITIONS OF THE PARTIES 

20. In this section, MyaTel will provide: (i) a listing of the issues between the parties that 

remain unresolved, with a reference to the relevant part of the agreement; (ii) a summary of what 

MyaTel understands to be each party’s position with respect to each issue (where known); and, 

(iii) a statement for each issue describing the legal and/or factual basis supporting MyaTel’s 
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position and the conditions necessary to achieve the proposed resolution. MyaTel has prepared a 

proposed Interconnection Agreement and it is contained in Exhibit 1 attached hereto, to which 

reference is here made for all purposes. 

Issue 1: Is MyaTel entitled to the terms and conditions contained in the adoption 
papers prepared and forwarded to MyaTel by Sprint and executed and returned to Sprint 
for execution and filing by MyaTel? (Table One, p. 8, Reciprocal Compensation) 

21. On July 22, Sprint representative Mr. Chuang indicated that Sprint was amenable (as it 

had to be under both the contract and the ISP Remand Order). Sprint prepared and forwarded 

adoption papers that adopted the MCImetro/Sprint agreement dated March 1, 2002 with some 

pricing and term changes and expressly provided for bill and keep for both ISP traffic and 6 

25 1 (b)(5) traffic. MyaTel executed those papers and returned them to Sprint for execution and 

filing. 

22. On August 20, however, after MyaTel had executed and returned the adoption papers, 

Mr. Chuang indicated that he had forgotten to insert certain additional terms related to bill and 

keep for 6 251(b)(5) traffic. These terms had not been disclosed to or negotiated with MyaTel 

during negotiations. 

23. MyaTel indicated that it did not desire to ‘re-open negotiations, that the parties had 

reached agreement and the proffered terms were unacceptable in any event, in that they would 

have resulted in a mismatch in compensation methods as between 0 25 1 (b)(5) and ISP traffic and 

would not in fact mirror the FCC rate caps for ISP traffic. MyaTel demanded that Sprint execute 

and file the agreement as originally prepared and proffered by Sprint. Mr. Chuang refused. 

24. MyaTel Position: MyaTel is entitled to the terms contained in the adoption papers 

prepared and forwarded to MyaTel by Sprint and executed and returned to Sprint by MyaTel. 

These terms were offered by Sprint during the course of negotiations, and accepted by MyaTel. 
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To allow Sprint to unilaterally withdraw its offer after acceptance by MyaTel would allow Sprint 

to violate its duty under 47 U.S.C. 0 251(c)(l) to negotiate in good faith, would render the 

negotiation process mandated by the Act inoperative and meaningless, and would put MyaTel in 

a position of being forced to negotiate against itself, in the certain knowledge that any acceptance 

by it of terms offered by Sprint would be likely to lead to the withdrawal of those terms in favor 

of new terms more favorable to Sprint. 

25. Sprint Position: Sprint erred in leaving out some terms in the agreement it pre- 

pared, and is entitled to insert additional terms after MyaTel has executed the agreement pre- 

pared by Sprint. 

26. MyaTel is entitled to the terms contained in the adoption papers 

prepared and forwarded to MyaTel by Sprint and executed and returned to Sprint by MyaTel. 

Proposed Solution: 

The Commission should adopt the agreement as executed by MyaTel. 

Issue 2: 
and 
sation) 

Is MyaTel entitled to terms providing for the exchange of both ISP traffic 
251(b)(5) traffic under a bill and keep regime? (Table One, p. 8, Reciprocal Compen- 

27. Sprint’s representative insists that its new terms for 0 251(b)(5) traffic are not subject to 

negotiation, discussion, or revision. 

28. MyaTel Position: This issue need only be reached if MyaTel does not prevail on 

Issue 1 above. In that event, MyaTel will maintain that (1) by refusing to negotiate, Sprint is in 

this instance violating its duty under 47 U.S.C. 0 251(c)(l) to negotiate in good faith; ( 2 )  

MyaTel is entitled to equal treatment of ISP traffic and 6 251(b)(5) traffic; and (3) equal 

treatment of ISP traffic and 0 25 1 (b)(5) traffic is just and reasonable. 
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29. Sprint Position: Sprint is entitled to the new terms it proposes, and these terms are 

not nego ti ab1 e. 

30. Proposed Solution: MyaTel is entitled to the terms contained in the adoption papers 

prepared and forwarded to MyaTel by Sprint and executed and returned to Sprint by MyaTel. 

The Commission should adopt the agreement as executed by MyaTel. 

VI. PROCEDURAL MATTERS 

31. Section 252(b)(4)(C) of the Act requires that, unless waived by the parties, the Commis- 

sion should render a decision in this proceeding not later than nine (9) months after the date on 

which interconnection negotiations formally commenced, which, in this case, is April 8, 2004. 

In order to allow for the most expeditious conduct of this arbitration, MyaTel respectfully 

requests that the Commission promptly issue a procedural order establishing a schedule for 

discovery, prefiled testimony, a prehearing conference, a hearing, and such other process as the 

Commission may determine to be necessary. 

VII. CONCLUSION AND PRAYER 

32. MyaTel requests that the Commission arbitrate the unresolved issues described above and 

resolve them in MyaTel’s favor. MyaTel’s proposed interconnection agreement is reasonable 

and consistent with the law. MyaTel requests that the Commission adopt its proposed intercon- 

nection agreement. 

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED, 

MYATEL CORPORATION 
David Bolduc 
Texas State Bar No. 02570500 
e-mail: dbolduc@,scmplaw .com 
W. Scott McCollough 
Texas State Bar No. 134341 00 
e-mail: wsmc@,scmplaw . com 
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STUMPF, CRADDOCK, MASSEY & PULMAN, 
P.C. 
1250 Capital of Texas Highway South 
Building One, Suite 420 
Austin, Texas 78746 

( 5  12) 48 5-792 1 /fax 
(512) 485-7920 

Counsel f MyaTel Corporation / P  
.. .. --- 

By: 
W. Scbtt Mkollough 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

The undersigned certifies that a copy of the foregoing instrument was served upon the 
attorneys of record below to the above-styled cause, on this 16th day of December, 2003 and in 
compliance with Rule 28.106.104(4), Florida Administrative Code . 

Director - Local Carrier Markets 
Sprint 
Mailstop: KSOPHM03 10-3A453 
6480 Sprint Parkway 
Overland Park, KS 66251 

Mr. F. B. (Ben) Poag 
Director - Regulatory Affairs 
Sprint-Florida 
(MC FLTLHOOlO7) 
P. 0. Box 2214 
Tallahassee FL 323 1 6-22 14 
Voice: (850) 599-1 027 
Fax: (850) 878-0777 
Email: Ben.Poag@,mail.sprint.com 

Susan Masterton, Esq. 
Sprint-Florida, Incorporated 
P.O. Box 2214 
Tallahassee, FL 32316-2214 
Voice: (850) 599-1560 
Fax: (850) 878-0777 
Susan.masterton@,mail .sprint.com 

John Chuang 
Senior Manager - Sprint BWM 
Sprint Communications, LP 
Mailstop: KSOPHM03 10-3A464 
6480 Sprint Parkway 
Overland Park, KS 66251 
Fax: (913) 315-0628 

Janette W. Luehring 
Mailstop: KSOPHN02 12-2A5 1 1 
6480 Sprint Parkway 
Overland Park, KS 6625 1 
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EXHIBIT 1 
MYATEL’S PROPOSED INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT 
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INTERCONNECTION, COLLOCATION AND RESALE AGREEMENT 

This Interconnection, Collocation and Resale Agreement (“Agreement”), entered 
into this lSt day of August, 2003, is entered into by and between MyaTel Corporation, a 
Florida corporation (“CLEC”), and Sprint-Florida, Incorporated (“Sprint”), a Florida 
corporation (collectively referred to herein as “the Parties”), to establish the rates, terms 
and conditions for local interconnection, local resale and the purchase of unbundled 
network elements for the state of Florida. 

NOW THEREFORE, the Parties agree as follows: 

1. INTERCONNECTION AND RESALE AGREEMENT 

The Parties agree that the Agreement between the Parties shall consist of the 
MCImetro Access Transmission Services, L.L.C. and Sprint-Florida, Incorporated 
Interconnection and Resale Agreement dated March 1, 2002 (the “Adopted Agreement”). 

2. PARTIES 

CLEC is hereby substituted in the Adopted Agreement for MCImetro Access 
Transmission Services, L.L.C. and Sprint shall remain as the other Party to the 
Agreement . 

3. TERM 

This Agreement shall have a termination date of February 28, 2005, which 
corresponds with the termination date of the Adopted Agreement. 

4. NOTICES 

Except as otherwise provided, all notices and other communication hereunder 
shall be deemed to have been duly given when made in writing and delivered in person or 
deposited in the United States mail, certified mail, postage paid, return receipt requested 
and addressed as follows: 

To CLEC: JP DeJoubner, COO 
MyaTel Corporation 
7154 N University Drive #142 
Tamarac, FL 33321 

To Sprint: Director - Local Carrier Markets 
Sprint 
6480 Sprint Parkway 
Mailstop: KSOPHM03 10-3A453 
Overland Park, KS 66251 



5. AMENDMENTS 

CLEC and Sprint agree to substitute the attached Table One for the Table One in 
the Adopted Agreement. 

Except as modified herein, the Agreement shall, in all other respects, reflect the 
same terms and conditions as the Adopted Agreement. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties hereto have caused this Agreement to be 
executed by their duly respective authorized representatives. 

SPRINT CLEC 

By: By : 

Name: William E. Cheek Name: 

Title: President - Wholesale Markets Title: - 

Date: Date: 



Table One 

Trip Charge 
2-Wire Loop Cooperative Testing 
4-Wire Loop Cooperative Testing 

Trouble Isolation Charge 
Temporary Supension of Service for UNE-P/Resale - SUSPEND 

PIC Change Charge (per change) 
Temporary Supension of Service for UNE-PIResale - RESTORE 

$1 8.88 
$46.71 
$66.99 

$48.47 
$1 7.50 
$0.00 
$5.00 

INP Admin Charge 
LNP Coordinated Conversion - Lines 1-10 
LNP Coordinated Conversion - each additional line 
LNP Conversion - IO-Digit Trigger 

[ Special Access to UNE Conversions 

$8.11 
$47.33 
$4.24 
$0.00 

EEL - DSI  Transport and Loop 

UNBUNDLED NETWORK ELEMENTS (UNE) 

NID 
NID Installation 
SmartJack Installation 

$81.10 

RECURRING RATE NRC 
$8.50 
$56.65 



SmartJack $7.60 

PRE-ORDER LOOP QUALIFICATION 
Loop Make-up Information 

RECURRING RATE N RC 
$5.90 

LOOPS 
2-Wire Analog 

RECURRING RATE NRC 

4-Wire Loop (incl. xDSL-capable) (additional Product Development necessary) 

Band 3 
Band 4 

First Line 
Second Line and Each Additional Line (same time) 
Re-install (Cut Thru and DedicatedNacant) 
Disconnect 

$24.69 
$45.40 

$1 11.24 
$52.73 
$65.81 
$31.75 

4-Wire Analog 
Band 1 
Band 2 
Band 3 
Band 4 

First Line 
Second Line and Each Additional Line (same time) 
Re-install (Cut Thru and DedicatedNacant) 
Disconnect 

I ~~ I I I 

$20.86 
$34.00 
$47.60 
$87.54 

$144.33 
$85.82 
$81.70 
$36.47 

&Wire Loop (incl. xDSL-capable) 
Band 1 
Band 2 
Band 3 
Band 4 

First Line 
Second Line and Each Additional Line (same time) 
Re-install (Cut Thru and DedicatedNacant) 
Disconnect 

$10.82 
$17.63 
$24.69 
$45.40 

$1 15.31 
$48.30 
$63.55 
$31.75 

Band 1 
Band 2 
Band 3 
Band 4 

$20.79 
$33.89 
$47.44 
$87.25 

First Line 
Second Line and Each Additional Line (same time) 
Re-install (Cut Thru and DedicatedNacant) 
Disconnect 

$146.73 
$79.72 
$78.59 
$36.47 

2-Wire Digital Loop 
Band 1 
Band 2 

$10.82 
$17.63 

____ 

First Line $1 69.14 
Second Line and Each Additional Line (same time) $108.10 
Disconnect $31.75 



Band 1 $19.00 
Band 2 

I I I 

$30.97 

First Line 
Second Line and Each Additional Line (same time) 
Disconnect 

DSI Service 

$169.14 
$108.10 
$31.75 

Band 1 $86.90 
Band 2 $141.64 

I 
LINE SHARING RECURRING RATE 

Additional charges associated with Line Sharing, including collocation cabling 
and splitter shelf rates, are found on the CLEC's Collocation Price Sheet. If this is 
an amendment to  an existing Interconnection and Resale agreement, the prices 
for line sharing will remain the same as those in the underlying agreement. 

OSS Cost per Shared Line 
Line Sharing - 3 Jumper Configuration 
Line Sharing - 4 Jumper Configuration 

$0.83 

NRC 

$34.07 
$44.56 



Convert UNE Digital Loop to Line Share Not Coordinated 
Convert UNE Loop to Line Share Coordinated during normal hours. 
Convert UNE Digital Loop to Line Share-Coordinated after normal hours. 

less than 18,000 feet in length - per line conditione ngineering or Trip 

$1 8.66 
$29.90 
$36.83 

SUB LOOPS (ONLY AVAILABLE VIA A BFR) RECURRING RATE 
Sub-Loops Interconnection (Stub Cable) 

2 Wire Voice Grade and Digital Data Feeder - Band 1 $6.78 

NRC 
ICB 

~ ~ 

- Band 4 $28.44 
2-Wire Feeder - First Line $88.72 

- Add'l or Second Line $42.43 
- Disconnect Charge $31.75 

2 Wire Voice Grade and Digital Data Distribution - Band 1 $4.15 

- Band 4 
2-Wire Distribution - First Line 

- Add'l or Second Line 
- Disconnect Charge 

4 Wire Voice Grade and Digital Data Feeder - Band 1 

$17.40 
$127.65 
$40.65 
$51.98 

$12.98 
- Band 2 $21.15 

- Band 4 
4-Wire Feeder - First Line 

- Add'l or Second Line 
- Disconnect Charge 

4 Wire Voice Grade and Digital Data Distribution - Band 1 

$54.46 
$122.84 
$66.12 
$36.47 

$7.94 



- Band 4 
4-Wire Distribution - First Line 

- Add'l or Second Line 
- Disconnect Charge 

$33.34 
$173.06 
$65.20 
$63.31 

UNBUNDLED LOCAL SWITCHING RECURRING RATE NRC 

Unbundled Switch Ports 
Pots Analog ( R I ,  B1) 
Key System - Analog 
CENTREX -Analog 
Pay Station - Analog 
DS1 - Only available via BFR 

$2.07 
$2.07 
$2.07 
$2.21 

$126.81 

ISDN-PRI One Way 
ISDN-PRI Two Way 

$183.02 
$245.37 $91.66 

II. 2-wire Analog Centrex features: 

PBX Trunk Connection Analog 
PBX Trunk Connection (DSO) 
PBX Trunk Connection (DS1) 

$167.80 
$264.36 

$126.91 $349.35 

$5.28 
$5.28 

Local Port Switching 8 Transport Minutes of Use (MOU) Rate Elements: 
Unbundled Common Transport Rate, per MOU 
Unbundled Tandem Switching Rate, per MOU 
Unbundled Local Switching Rate, per MOU 

$0.000814 
$0.002053 
$0.002099 

~~ ~ 

Customized Routing 
Switch Analysis $1 19.74 
Host Switch Translations $2,394.81 
Remote Switch Translations $1,796.10 

I I 
111. ISDN-PRI features: 

I. Residential, single line business 8 paystation features: 

Custom Calling Features (CCF) per line 
Custom Local Area Signaling Services (CLASS) per line 

$0.33 
$5 07 

3 Way Conference/Consulting/Hold Transfer 
Conference Calling - 6 Way Station Control 
Dial Transfer to Tandem Tie Line 

$1.63 $1 8.77 
$2.32 $18.77 

$100.48 $0.12 
Direct Connect $0.02 $1 8.77 
Meet Me Conference $15 til $78 ti? 

Multi-Hunt service $0.10 $18.77 

D-Channel Back Up 
Network Ring Again, available with 2-Way PRI Only 
Caller ID with Name & Number per PRI Interface 
Call-By-CaWIntegrated Service Feature, available with 2-Way PRI Only 
2-B-Channel Transfer per PRI Interface 

$37.90 
$16.13 $376.06 
$30.67 $94.01 
$3.03 $250.71 

$71.36 $250.71 



IV. MessaaeLine Services: 

Channel Bank Shelf/Common (per DSI) 
Channel Bank Card (per DSO) 

$162.48 
$4.27 

UNBUNDLED DARK FIBER 
Dark Fiber Application - per quote 
Note: These elements are calculated and billed manually using one price per USOC and 
COS. Detail is provided by the DFA form returned to the customer. 

RECURRING RATE NRC 
$270.47 

~ 

Interoffice, per foot per fiber - Statewide Average 

Loop Components 
Feeder, per fiber - Statewide Average $235.53 
Distribution Price Per Fiber $47.79 

$0.0039 

Additional Charges Applicable to Transport 8 Loop 
Fiber Patch Cord per fiber 
Fiber Patch Panel per fiber 

$0.82 
$0.79 

~~~ 

Initial Patch Cord Installation, Field Location 
Addt'l Patch Cord Install, Field LOC., Same TimelLoc. 
Central Office Interconnection,l-4 Patch Cords per CO 
Central Office Transport - Initial Installation,l-4 Patch Cords per CO 
Dark Fiber End-to-End Testing, Initial Strand 
Dark Fiber End-to-End Testing, Subsequent Strand 
Special Construction for Fiber Pigtail 

$22.92 
$7.64 

$193.55 
$193.55 
$53.48 
$1 5.28 

ICB 

UNBUNDLED NETWORK ELEMENT-PLATFORM (UNE-P) COMBINATIONS 
I. UNE-P services are combinations of UNEs provided to  CLECs. UNE-P services 
are designed to be the functional equivalent t o  Sprint's comparable retail local 
service offerings. Refer to UNE Local Switching Feature section of price sheet for 
available features. 

RECURRING RATE NRC 

II. The following UNE-P combinations are available: 
UNE-P 2-wire Analog B I ,  R1 Voice Grade (VG) combinations: 

Band 2 VG Loop 
Band 3 VG Loop 

Band 1 VG Loop $7.87 
$14.14 
$20.62 



Band 4 VG Loop 
61, R1 Port 
NID - 2 Wire 
NID - 4 Wire 

UNE-P 2-wire B I ,  R1 VG Loop - new first line 
UNE-P 2-wire new B I ,  R1 VG Loop - Each additional new line ordered at same 

UNE-P 2-wire 61, R1 VG Loop - Convert Loop 
UNE-P 2-wire B I ,  R1 VG Loop - Migration to or from Resale 
UNE-P 2-wire B I ,  R1 VG Loop - Disconnect Service Charge 

time to same location 

UNE-P 2-wire Paystation Voice Grade (VG) combinations: 
Band 1 VG Loop 
Band 2 VG LOOP 

$39.66 
$2.07 
$0.82 
$1.64 

$1 11.24 
$52.73 

$16.14 
$20.80 
$5.38 

$7.87 
$14.14 

I time to same location 

Band 3 VG Loop 
Band 4 VG Loop 
Paystation Port 
NID - 4 Wire 

UNE-P 2-wire Paystation VG Loop - new first line 
UNE-P 2-wire new Paystation VG Loop - Each additional new line ordered at same 

$20.62 
$39.66 
$2.07 
$1.64 

$1 11.24 
$52.73 

I I 

UNE-P 2-wire Analog Key System VG combinations: 

UNE-P 2-wire Paystation VG Loop - Convert Loop 
UNE-P 2-wire Paystaton VG Loop - Migration to or from Resale 
UNE-P 2-wire Paystation VG Loop - Disconnect Service Charge 

I Band 1 VG LOOD I $7 87 I I 

$16.14 
$20.80 
$5.38 

~ 

Band 2 VG Loop $14.14 
Band 3 VG Loop $20.62 
Band 4 VG Loop $39.66 
Key System Port $2.07 
NID - 4 Wire $1.64 

UNE-P 2-wire Key System VG Loop - new first line 
UNE-P 2-wire Key System VG Loop - Each additional new line ordered at same 

$1 1 1.24 
$52.73 

time to same location 

UNE-P 2-wire Key System VG Loop - Convert Loop 
UNE-P 2-wire Key System VG Loop - Migration to or from Resale 
UNE-P 2-wire Key System VG Loop - Disconnect Service Charge 

UNE-P 2-wire Analoa PBX VG combinations: 

$16.14 
$20.80 
$5.38 

Band 4 VG Loop 

I NID-4Wire I $1 .A4 I I 

$39.66 
PBX Port $5.28 $167.80 

UNE-P 2-wire PBX VG Loop - new first line 
UNE-P 2-wire PBX VG Loop - Each additional new line ordered at same time to 

- . 
$11 1.24 
$52.73 

same location 

UNE-P 2-wire PBX VG Loop - Migration to or from Resale 
UNE-P 2-wire PBX VG Loop - Disconnect Service Charge 

UNE-P 2-wire Analog Centrex VG combinations: 
Band 1 VG Loop 
Band 2 VG Loop 

$20.80 
$5.38 

$7.87 
$14.14 



Local Number Portability (LNP) surcharge per UNE loop $0.48 

RECIPROCAL COMPENSATION 
End Office per MOU 
Tandem Switching per MOU 
Shared Transport per MOU 

Termination of ISP-Bound Traffic 

RECURRING RATE NRC 
Bill and Keep NA 
Bill and Keep NA 
Bill and Keep N/A 

Bill and Keep 

TRANSIT TRAFFIC COMPENSATION 
End OfFice per MOU 
Tandem Switching per MOU 
Shared Transport per MOU 

INTERCONNECTION 

RECURRING RATE NRC 
$0.001408 NA 
$0.001231 NA 
$0.00081 4 N/A 

RECURRlNG RATE NRC 1 



OPERATOR SERVICES I DIRECTORY ASSISTANCE 
DA Database Listing & Update per listing or update 
DA Data Base Query Service per query 

Local Directory Services -white page listings 

Toll and Local Assistance Service (Live) 

RECURRING RATE N RC 
Refer to Tariff 
Refer to Tariff 

Refer to Tariff 

$0.414 

Refer to Tariff 
Refer to Tariff 

~~ 

Operator Services Branding 
O+ Ten Digits 
41 1 

91 1 AND E91 1 DATABASE ACCESS 
Per DSO Equivalent Port 

$3,643.19 
$800.00 

RECURRING RATE N RC 
$151.80 

STREET INDEX GUIDE 
SIG Database Extract Report, per CDROM 

RECURRING RATE N RC 
$41 .OO 



Loop Bands 

Exchange Name 

Maitland 
S halimar 
Tallahassee-Cal houn 
Tallahassee-FSU 

CLLl Band 

MTLDFLXADSI 1 
SHLMFLXADSO 1 
TLHSFLXADSO 1 
TLHSFLXERSO 1 







Dedicated Transport 



BLVWFLXA OCALFLXA Belleview Highlands $ 284.25 

B LV W FLX A S S PRFLX A Belleview Salt Springs $ 284.25 

$ 6,206.08 

$ 6,206.08 



EVRGFLXA 1 NPLSFLXA I Everglades I Naples 176.29 I $ 4,059.59 
I Silver ~ o i i n g s  

FTMYFLXA 

FTMYFLXA 

LKPCFLXA Fort Myers Lake Placid $ 306.48 $ 1,621.95 

PNGRFLXA Fort Myers Punta Gorda $ 241.19 $ 5,817.04 



KSSMFLXB 

LKPCFLXA 

LKPCFLXA 

KSSMFLXD Kissiinmee l s s i m m e e  $ 190.70 ICB 

SLHLFLXA Lake Placid Spring Lake $ 296.24 $ 6,541.89 

SBNGFLXA Lake Placid Sebring $ 55.05 $ 664.85 



. 

WNPKFLXA 

WNPKFLXA 

WNPKFLXA 

KSSMFLXA Winter Park Kissimmee $ 121.19 $ 2,516.90 

KSSMFLXB Winter Park KissimmeeiWest $ 121.19 $ 2,516.90 

LKBRFLXA Winter Park Lake Brantley $ 70.89 $ 1,108.53 



WNPKFLXA 

WNPKFLXA 

WNPKFLXA 

WNPKFLXA 

MTLDFLXA Winter Park M ai t land $ 70.89 $ I ,  108.53 

WNPKFLXE Winter Park Winter Park s 71.95 $ I ,  178.36 

KNVLFLXA Winter Park Kenansville s 283.26 $ 5,973.7 1 

ORLDFLXA Winter Park Orlando* $ 39.44 $ 666.20 


