STATE OF FLORIDA

COMMISSIONERS: OFFICE OF COMMISSION CLERK
NANCY ARGENZIANO, CHAIRMAN ¢ i ANNCOLE

LisA POLAK EDGAR ' A COMMISSION CLERK
NATHAN A. SKOP (850)413-6770
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Vicki Gordon Kaufman
Keefe Law Firm

118 North Gadsden Street
Tallahassee, FI. 32301

Re: Return of Confidential Document to the Source, Docket 041269-TP

Dear Ms. Kaufinan:

Commission staff has advised that confidential Document No. 10767-03, filed on behalf of
IDS Telecom Corp., can be returned to the source. The document is enclosed.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions concerning return of this
material.

Sincerely,

br

Kimberley M. Pefia
Records Management Assistant

AC:kmp
Enclosure

cc: Laura King, Division of Regulatory Analysis
Richard Bellak, Office of General Counsel
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CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER ® 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD ® TALLAHASSEE, FL 323990850
An Affirmative Action / Equal Opportunity Employer
PSC Website: http:/www.floridapsc.com Internet E-mail: contact@psc.state.flus
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o _ STATE OF FLORIDA

OMMISSIONERS: - OFFICE OF COMMISSION CLERK
MATTHEW M. CARTER II, CHAIRMAN ANN COLE

Li1SA POLAK EDGAR =3 COMMISSION CLERK
KATRINA J. MCMURRIAN (850) 413-6770
NANCY ARGENZIANO

NATHAN A. SKOP

Pablic Berpice Commission

December 12, 2008

[TPSC CIK - CORRBSPUNDENCS

ViCki GOI’dOIl Kau.ﬁnall, Esqllire ; Ad?ﬂiqgsmﬁ?ﬂ ij ;*‘,j.ﬁe& i:j C onsumer

Anchors Smith Grimsley g DOCUMENT MO, '

118 North Gadsden Street g +052 (4507
i

DIETRIBU M0
Tallahassee, Florida 32301 i IRIBUTION

e . et et

v

Re: Return of Confidential Documents to the Source, Docket No. 041269-TP
Dear Ms. Kaufman:

Commission staff have advised that confidential Document Nos. 09187-05, 09329-05,
09819-05, 10238-05, and 10662-05, filed on behalf of Competitive Carriers of the South, Inc.
(CompSouth), can be returned to the source. The documents are enclosed.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions concerning return of this
material.

Sincerely,
Ann Cole
Commussion Clerk
AC:mhmec
Enclosure

cc: Laura V. King, Division of Regulatory Compliance
Richard C. Bellak, Office of the General Counsel
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CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER ® 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD ® TALLAHASSEE, F1. 32399-0850
An Affirmative Action / Equal Opportunity Employer
PSC Website: http://www.floridapsc.com Internet E-mail: contact@psc.state.fl.us
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OFFICE OF COMMISSION CLERK
ANN COLE
COMMISSION CLERK
(850)413-6770

STATE OF FLORIDA
COMMISSIONERS:

MATTHEW M, CARTER II, CHAIRMAN
LiSA POLAK EDGAR

KATRINA J. MCMURRIAN

NANCY ARGENZIANO

NATHAN A. SKOP

ahlic Bertice Commission

December 12, 2008

. CLK CORRESPONDENCE |
Vicki Gordon Kaufiman, Esquire Adminisirative [} Marties ELcm*;umel i
Anchors Smith Grimsley OCUMENT HO. D
118 North Gadsden Street . ATION: o
Tallahassee, Florida 32301 D TRV s

Re: Return of Confidential Documents to the Source, Docket No.‘041 269-TP
Dear Ms. Kaufman:

Commission staff have advised that confidential Document Nos. 10016-05 and 10769-05,
filed on behalf of DIECA Communications, Inc. d/b/a Covad Communications Company (Covad),

can be returned to the source. The documents are enclosed.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions concerning return of this
material.

Sincerely,
Amn Cole
Commission Clerk
AC:mhme
Enclosure

cc: Laura V. King, Division of Regulatory Compliance
Richard C. Bellak, Office of the General Counsel
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An Affirmative Action / Equal Oppertunity Employer
PSC Website: http://www.floridapsc.com Internet E-mail: contact@psc.state.flus
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COMMISSIONERS:
OFFICE OF COM
MATTHEW M. CARTER II, CHAIRMAN ANN gffém CLeRK
IIEI:A POL?KLED&AR COMMISSION CLERK
TRINA J. MCMURRIAN (850)413-6770
NANCY ARGENZIANC

NATHAN A. SKop

Public Serfice Commizsion

December 12, 2008 S ————
FpeC, CLK - Cf}RRESl’lﬁ.\i.QENCa:
R Administrative £} Parties | Consumer
Vicki Gordon Kaufman, Esquire O UMENT N D OSTUS _Dj
Anchors Smith Grimsley

e TRIBUDION.
118 North Gadsden Street o e s ,
Tallahassee, Florida 32301

Re: Return of Confidential Documents to the Source, Docket No. 041269-TP
Dear Ms. Kaufman:

Commission staff have advised that confidential Document Nos. 10020-05 and 10765-05,
filed on behalf of Trinsic Communications, can be returned to the source. The documents are

enclosed.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions conceming return of this
material.

Sincerely,
Ann Cole
Commission Clerk
AC:mhme
Enclosure

cc: Laura V. King, Division of Regulatory Compliance
Richard C. Bellak, Office of the General Counsel
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CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER ¢ 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD ¢ TALLAHASSEE, F1. 32399-0850
An Affirmative Action / Equal Opportunity Employer
PSC Website: http:/www.floridapsc.com Internet E-mail: contact@psc.state.flus
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STATE OF FLORIDA
COMMISSIONERS: , OFFICE OF COMMISSION CLERK
MATTHEW M. CARTER II, CHAIRMAN ANN COLE
IIéiA POL?KISD;}?R COMMISSION CLERK
TRINA J. MCMURRIAN (850)413-6770
NANCY ARGENZIANO

NATHAN A. SKOP

Fublic Serprice Tommission

December 12, 2008 _— S
QFP%C, CLK - CORRESPONDENCE
‘p Adminisirative |} Masties { | Consumer
Vicki Gordon Kaufman, Esquire DOCUMENT N, 057(35.07
Anchors Smith Grimsley FonTRIBUTION:
118 North Gadsden Street o i

Tallahassee, Florida 32301

Re: Return of Confidential Documents to the Source, Docket No. 041269-TP
Dear Ms. Kaufman:

Commission staff have advised that confidential Document Nos. 10018-05, 10353-05, and
10763-05, filed on behalf of Network Telephone Corporation (NTC), can be returned to the source.

The documents are enclosed.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions concerning return of this
material.

Sincerely,
Ann Cole
Commission Clerk
AC:mhme
Enclosure

cc: Laura V. King, Division of Regulatory Compliance
Richard C. Bellak, Office of the General Counsel
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CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER ¢ 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD ® TALLAHASSEE, FL. 32399-0850
An Affirmative Action / Equal Opportunity Employer
PSC Website: hitp:/www.floridapsc.com Internet E-mail: contact@psc.state.fl.us
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COMMISSIONERS:
OFFICE OF COMMISSION CLE
MATTHEW M. CARTER II, CHAIRMAN ANN COLE CreRe
Lisa POLAK EDGAR COMMISSION CLERK
KATRINA J. MCMURRIAN (850)413-6770
NANCY ARGENZIANO Sy
NATHAN A. SKOP e
i
Hublic Serpice Qommission
December 12, 2008 e exmmn oo
PSC, CLK - CORRESPONDENCE |
Adwinistrative ] Parties T Cons
] ) . [ (142 0 A tH1t]
Vicki Gordon Kaufian, Esquire OCUMENT NG, QSZQ&I 5
Anchors Smith Grimsley LSTRIBU - T 07
118 North Gadsden Street e e e

Tallahassee, Florida 32301
Re: Return of Confidential Document to the Source, Docket No. 041269-TP

Dear Ms. Kaufman:

Commission staff have advised that confidential Document No. 10014-05, filed on behalf of
IDS TELCOM CORP. (IDS), can be retumed to the source. The document is enclosed.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions conceming return of this
material.

Sincerely,
Ann Cole
Commission Clerk
AC:mhme
Enclosure

cc: Laura V. King, Division of Regulatory Compliance
Richard C. Bellak, Office of the General Counsel
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CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER ® 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD @ TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850
An Affirmative Action/ Equal Opportunity Employer
PSC Website: http:/www.fleridapsc.com Internet E-mail: contact@psc.state.flus
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STATE OF FLORIDA
COMMISSIONERS: A OFFICE OF COMMISSION CLERK
MATTHEW M. CARTER II, CHAIRMAN ‘ ANN COLE

LisA POLAK EDGAR CoMMISSION CLERK
KATRINA J. MCMURRIAN (850) 413-6770

NANCY ARGENZIANO
NATHAN A. SKOP

Jublic Serfrice Qommizsion

February 18, 2009

James Meza, 111, Esquire

AT&T Florida — Legal Department
150 South Monroe Street, Suite 400
Tallahassee, Florida 32301

Re: Return of Confidential Documents to the Source, Docket No. 041269-TP

Dear Mr. Meza:

Commission staff have advised that confidential Document Nos. 10645-05 and 10671-05,
filed on behalf of BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc., can be refurned to the source. The documents
are enplosed.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions concerning return of this
material.

Sincerely,

A

Ann Cole
Commission Clerk
AC:mhmc
Enclosure
FPSC, CLK - CORRESPONDENCE
cc: Laura King, Division of Regulatory Compliance Administrative [_} ijﬁ ] Consumer
Richard C. Bellak, Office of the General Counsel . | DOCUMENT NO. D524 S -01
DISTRIBUTION:
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CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER & 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD ® TALLAHASSEE, FL, 32399-0850
An Affirmative Action / Equal Opportunity Employer
PSC Website: http://www.floridapsc.com Internet E-mail: contact@psc.state.fl.us
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COMMISSIONERS:

MATTHEW M. CARTER II, CHAIRMAN
L.1SA POLAK EDGAR

KATRMNA J. MCMURRIAN

INANCY ARGENZIANO

NATHAN A. SKOF

QFFICE OF COMMISSION CLERK
ANN COLE
COMMISSION CLERK
(850)413-6770

Pablic Serpice Qommission

December 2, 2008

(CERTIFIED MAIL NO. 7006-2760-0003-8797-7096)

Ms. Leigh Ann Wooten \FPSC, CLK - CORRESPONDENCE
Harbor Communications ~ Regulatory Affairs NV _Administrative_ Parties_ Consumer
1509 Government Street, Suite 300 DOCUMENT NO.OSQ6S -0 ’]
Mobile, Alabama 36604 DISTRIBUTION: RC.P' GG

Re: Return of Confidential Document to the Source, Docket No. 041269-TP
Dear Ms. Wooten:

Commission staff have advised that confidential Document No. 08257-05, filed on behalf of
Harbor Communications, LL.C, can be returned to the source. The document is enclosed.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions concerning return of this
material,

Sincerely,
Ann Cole
Commission Clerk
AC:mhme
Enclosure

cc: Laura V. King, Division of Regulatory Compliance
Richard C. Bellak, Office of the General Counsel

CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER @ 2540 SHUMARD QOAK BOULEVARD ® TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850
An Affirmative Action / Equal Opportunity Employer
PSC Website: hitp://www.lloridapsc.com Internet E-mail: contact@psc.state.fl.us
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[ Registered [ Return Recelpt for Merchandise
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STATE OF FLORIDA
COMMISSIONERS: ATE S OFFICE OF COMMISSION CLERK
MATTHEW M. CARTER II, CHAIRMAN b&’ Ay ANN COLE

LisA POLAK EDGAR COMMISSION CLERK
KATRINA J. MCMURRIAN (850)413-6770

NANCY ARGENZIANO e AT
NATHAN A. SKOP @. 2
PHublic Serfice Qommizsion
December 2, 2008
(CERTIFIED MAIL NO. 7006-2760-0003-8797-7102)

Matthew Feil, Esquire FPSC, -CLK - CORRESPONDENCE
FDN Communications \_'_Admmktraﬁve__Parﬂes_Comnmer
2301 Lucien Way, Suite 200 DOCUMENT NO.Q SRS -0 1)

Maitland, Florida 32751 DISTRIBUTION: RC.P -(FC. [

Re: Return of Confidential Documents to the Source, Docket No. 041269-TP

Dear Mr. Feil:

Commission staff have advised that confidential Document Nos. 08260-05 and 08626-05,
filed on behalf of Florida Digital Network, Inc. d/b/a FDN Communications, can be returned to the
source. The documents are enclosed.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions concerning return of this
material.

Sincerely,
Ann Cole
Commission Clerk
AC:mhme
Enclosure

cc: Laura V. King, Division of Regulatory Compliance
Richard C. Bellak, Office of the General Counsel

CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER & 2540 SHUMARD QOAK BOULEVARD ¢ TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850
An Affirmative Action / Equal Opportunity Employer
PSC Website: http://www.floridapsc.com Internet E-mail: contact@psc.state.fl.us
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MATTHEW FEIL ESQUIRE
FDN COMMUNICATIONS
2301 LUCIEN WAY STE 200
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™ Administrative_ Parties_ Consumer

DOCUMENT NO.QS&Q6S-97
DISTRIBUTION:

COMPLETE THIS SECTICN ON DELIVERY

| D. Is delivery addi MM& El Yes
S 1f YES, enter elﬁtwﬂnﬁc\

| DECos 2008 |
\

3. Service Type i =N /
B Certified Mail ’E&xpr@s‘nﬁ/

l'

B i [ Registered eceipt for Merchandise
: O Insured Mail [0 C.O.D.
4. Restricted Delivery? (Extra Fee) O Yes
2. Article Number 700k 27L0O 0003 87497 710

(Transfer from service label)

PS Form 3811, February 2004 Domestic Return Receipt 102595-02-M-1540 |



STATE OF FLORIDA
COMMISSIONERS: = OFFICE OF COMMISSION CLERK
MATTHEW M. CARTER II, CHAIRMAN = =2t ANN COLE
LisA POLAK EDGAR &Y COMMISSION CLERK
KATRINA J. MCMURRIAN (850) 413-6770
NANCY ARGENZIANO
NATHAN A, SKOP

Pablic Serpice Qommission

November 26, 2008
\P:PSC, CLK - CORRESPONDENCE

__Administntive_l’arﬁea__consumer
Norman H. Horton, Jr., Esquire DOCUMENT NO. 0 ~d
Messer, Caparello & Self, P.A. DISTRIBUTION: £CP: ze.¢

Post Office Box 15579
Tallahassee, Florida 32317

Re: Return of Confidential Docnments to the Source, Docket No. 041269-TP

Dear Mr. Horton:

Commission staff have advised that confidential Document Nos. 10100-05, 10367-05,
11252-05, 11253-05, and 11255-05, filed on behalf of NuVox Communications, Inc., Xspedius
Management Co. Switched Services, LLC, and Xspedius Management Co. of Jacksonville, LLC, can
be returned to the source. The documents are enclosed.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions concerning return of this
material.

Sincerely,
Amn Cole
Commission Clerk
AC:mhl
Enclosure

cc: Laura V. King, Division of Regulatory Compliance
Richard C. Bellak, Office of the General Counsel

RECEIVED %“r" ket DATE /Z/IK/Oﬁ

CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER ¢ 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD & TALLAHASSEE, FL, 32399-0850
An Affirmative Action / Equal Opportunity Employer
PSC Website: http://www.floridapsc.com Internet E-mail: contact@psc.state.fl.us



STATE OF FLORIDA

COMMISSIONERS: QOFFICE OF COMMISSION CLERK
MATTHEW M. CARTER II, CHAIRMAN ANN COLE

Lisa POLAK EDGAR COMMISSION CLERK
KATRINA J. MCMURRIAN (850)413-6770
NANCY ARGENZIANO

NATHAN A. SKOP

Puhlic Serfice Commission
November 26, 2008

\FPSC CLK - CORRESPONDENCE
~ Administrative__Parties_ Consumer
Greg Follensbee, Executive Director DOCUMENT NO. O -Q"7
AT&T Florida — Regulatory Relations DISTRIBUTION: %
150 South Monroe Street, Suite 400
Tallahassee, Florida 32301

Re: Return of Confidential Documents to the Source, Docket No. 041269-TP

Dear Mr. Follensbee;

Commission staff have advised that confidential Document Nos. 07743-05, 07744-05,
07745-05, 07746-05, 07747-05, 07748-05, 07749-05, 07750-05, 07751-05, 07752-05, 07753-05,
07754-05, 07755-05, 07756-05, 07757-05, 07758-05, 08474-05, 08613-05, 09245-05, 09379-05,
09595-05, 10105-05, 10215-05, 10335-05, 10418-05, 10433-05, 10533-05, 10539-05, 10598-05,
and 10987-03, filed on behalf of BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc can be returned to the source.
The documents are enclosed.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions concerning return of this
material.

Sincerely,
al/
Ann Cole
Commuission Clerk
AC:mhmce
Enclosure

cc: Laura V. King, Division of Regulatory Compliance
Richard C. Bellak, Office of the General Counsel

RECEIVED /% P (@’M) paTE /72 ©Y0f

CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER ¢ 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD ® TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850
An Affirmative Action / Equal Opportunity Employer
PSC Website: http:/www.floridapsc.com Internet E-mail: contact@psc.state.flus



11/20/2007 10:55 AM
Office of Commission Clerk Official Filing

Ruth Nettles | Psc-07-0424 - ko -TF

From: Jackie Schindler

Sent: Tusesday, Novembar 20, 2007 9:19 AM

To: CLK - Orders / Notices; Lee Eng Tan

Subject: Order / Notice Submitted ?C CLK - CORRESPONDENCE
Administrative [_] Parties Consumer

Date and Time: 11/20/2007 9:17:00 AM

Docket Number: 041269-TP DOCUMENT NO 0 bq"

Filename / Path: 800 below

Order Type: Signed / Hand Deliver DISTRIBUTION:

Three ORDERs GRANTING CONFIDENTIALITY have been signed and moved to GC Orders for issuance today. They
SHOULD be on our 10:30 run.

sonfordiMdoc
conf.ord?.fit.doc
conf.ord3.tit.doc

Thanks.

Jacqueline Schindler L{l / l /

Office of the General Counsel
Florida Public Service Commission

0%

2590 Shumard Oak Boulevard
Tallahassee, FL. 32399 b
850-13-6751 oX
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11/20/2007 10:55 AM

Office of Commission Clerk Official Filing

Ruth Nettles %&Q?' 04306 - (o -JF

From: Jackie 3 chindler

Sent: Tuosdil:wember 20, 2007 9:19 AM

To: CLK - rs / Notices; Lee Eng Tan

Subject: Order / Notice Submitted FPEC, CLK - CORRESPONDENCE"
Date and Time: 11/20/2007 9:17:00 AM t04 Administrative [] Parties [ Consumer
Docket Number: 041268L.TP DOCUMENT NO. 0 S 25-6+
Fllename / Path: see bel ]

Order Type: Signed ! Hand Deliver ' DISTRIBUTION:

Three ORDERs GRANTING CdNFIDENTIALITY have been signed and moved to GC Orders for issuance today. They
SHOULD be on our 10:30 run.

) conf.ord1 .tlt.doch_ﬁ

f; '

Thanks. Ll' /
Jacqueline Schindler | [

Office of the General Counsel
Florida Public Service Commission

25

2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard
Tallahassee, FL32399 | Q
850-13-6751 oX
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11/20/2007 10:55 AM
Office of Commission Clerk Official Filing

Ruth Nettles &Q -7 — 0831 "'CFO '“\I_P

From: Jackie Schindier
Sent: Tuesday, November 20, 2007 9:19 AM
To: CLK - Orders / Notices; Lee Eng Tan .
Subject: Order / Notice Submitted FPSC, CLK CORRE_SPONDENCE
i Administrative [_] Parties [_] Consumer
Date and Time: 11/20/2007 9:17:00 AM DOC T NO. m{j Z-
Docket Number: 041269-TP ) UMEN - -
Fllename / Path: seo below DISTRIBUTION:
Order Type: Signed / Hand Deliver

Three ORDERs GRANTING CONFIDENTIALITY have been signed and moved to GC Orders for issuance today. They
SHOULD be on our 10:30 run.

conf.ord1.tit.doc
conf.ord2 tit.doc

Thanks. /

Jacqueline Schindler / Q 5
Office of the General Counsel
Florida Public Service Commission

)
25490 Shumard Oak Boulevard ; %
Tallahassee, FL. 32399 S 2 M
850-43-6759 QX ™ %
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= X R
@" .
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Kimberley Pena o4 129

From: Kimberley Pena
Sent: Friday, September 22, 2006 1:23 PM

To: Kay Flynn
Subject: RE: Request to remove document

From: Kay Flynn

Sent: Friday, September 22, 2006 7:58 AM

To: Jeff Bates; Michael Barrett

Cc: Kimberley Pena; Marguerite Lockard; Sally Simmons
Subject: RE: Request to remove document

Okay. Going by the cover letter that accompanied the 9/12 filing, it does seem appropriate to move DN
04867-06 from 041269 to 060610. I'll do that in CMS and have the filing moved to the new docket file.

Michael, let me know if anything different should be done.

Thanks.
Kay

From: Jeff Bates

Sent: Friday, September 22, 2006 7:49 AM

To: Kay Flynn; Michael Barrett

Cc: Kimberley Pena; Marguerite Lockard; Sally Simmons
Subject: RE: Request to remove document

If Michael is agreeable, it makes sense to me. | will prepare a CASR revision for the docket and correct the dates (to take into
account the date the amendment was received.)

From: Kay Flynn

Sent: Friday, September 22, 2006 7:47 AM

To: Michael Barrett

Cc: Jeff Bates; Kimberley Pena; Marguerite Lockard
Subject: Request to remove document

Michael, good morning. I have your memo requesting we remove DN 04867-06 from Docket 041269. We
can't simply remove a document from a file; we have to place it elsewhere since it's a public record/filing.

It seems it would be appropriate to place it in the new docket, 060610-TP. Shall I do that?

Kay

Ploase note: Floréda bas a very broad pablic 1ecords law.  Host written commueenicitions (o or from state pffécials regarding
wlate business are considored (o be pablic records and will be made available (o the prblic wid to the smedia wpon regeest.

.~77uvy/()ﬂv.(yn/u' c=maetl messaye migy be sefpeet to peblic descelosere.

S

9/25/2006
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STATE OF FLORIDA

COMMISSIONERS:

Lisa POLAK EDGAR, CHAIRMAN
J. TERRY DEASON

ISILIO ARRIAGA

MATTHEW M. CARTER II
KATRINA J. TEW

DIVISION OF THE COMMISSION CLERK &
ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES

BLANCA S. BAYO
DIRECTOR

(850) 413-6770 (CLERK)
(850) 413-6330 (ADMIN)

JHublic Serpice @nmmtzztnrt

July 25, 2006

William M. McCool, Clerk
United States District Court
Northem District of Florida

111 North Adams Street
Tallahassee, Florida 32301-7730

Re: DIECA Communications, Inc. d/b/a Covad Communications Company vs.
Florida Public Service Commission, et al. - FPSC Docket Nos. 041269-TP
U.S. District Court Case No. 4:06-cv-72-RH/WCS

Dear Mr. McCool:
The record in the above-referenced case, consisting of five binders and three pouches of four
hearing transcripts and various hearing exhibits, is forwarded for filing in the Court. A copy of the

index is enclosed for your use. Please initial and date the copy of this letter to indicate receipt.

Do not hesitate to call me at 413-6744 if you have any questions about the contents of this
record.

Sincerely,

/

Kay Fiynn, Chief
Bureau of Records

KF:mhl
Enclosure
cc: Vicki Kaufman, Esquire E. Earl Edenfield, Jr., Esquire
Charles E. (Gene) Watkins, Esquire David E. Smith, Esquire
Sean A. Lev, Esquire Samantha Cibula, qumre e
Susan Clark, Esquire parties of record /.5 [l 70,0

Harry O. Thomas, Esquire

- ThL
Received v % m\ Datdb JUL 25 PH }: 43

J

CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER @ 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD @ TALLAHASSEE;, F1, 32399-0850
An Affirmative Action / Equal Opportunity Employer f' t. iy o
PSC Website: http:/www.floridapsc.com Internet E-mail: contact@psc.state.fl.us
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FLORIDA .
: DIVISION OF THE COMMISSION CLERK &
RN ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES
' BLANCA S. BAYO
DIRECTOR
(850)413-6770 (CLERK)
(850) 413-6330 (ADMIN)

COMMISSIONERS: E
LisA POLAK EDGAR, CHAIRMAN O
J. TERRY DEASON

ISILIO ARRIAGA
MATTHEW M. CARTER II
KATRINA J. TEW

‘ STATE OF

JHublic Serfice Qommizsion

July 25, 2006

Vicki Gordon Kaufman, Esquire

Moyle Flanigan Katz Raymond
White & Krasker, PA

The Perkins House

118 North Gadsden Street

Tallahassee, Florida 32301

Re: DIECA Communications, Inc. d/b/a Covad Communications Company vs.
Florida Public Service Commission, et al. - FPSC Docket Nos. 041269-TP
U.S. District Court Case No. 4:06-cv-72-RH/WCS
Dear Ms. Kaufman:
I have enclosed an invoice reflecting charges for preparation of the above-referenced record.
Please forward a check in the amount indicated, made payable to the Florida Public Service

Commission, at your earliest convenience.

Do not hesitate to call if you have any questions concerning this matter.

Sincerely,

Kay Flynn, Chie;

Bureau of Records

KF:mhl
Enclosure

CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER o 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD ® TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850
An Affirmative Action / Equal Opportunity Employer
PSC Website: http:/www.floridapsc.com Internet E-mail: contact@psc.state.fl.us



Date:______7/25/06

rﬁ; Vicki Gordon Kaufman, Esquire -—T Date Paid
Moyle Flanigan Katz Raymond
White & Krasker, PA
The Perkins House Check #
118 North Gadsden Street
Tallahassee, Florida 32301

L

FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

2540 Shumard Oak Blvd. ¢ Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0850

Y
.

Amount Paid

[ Check [ Cash
PSC Signature

_
Please make checks payable to: FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION
QUANTITY DESCRIPTION PRICE AMOUNT

10306

4 4
This number must appear on
all checks or correspondence
regarding this invoice.

792 pgs

Copying and preparation of Docket 041269-TP on

appeal to U.S. District Court, Case No. 4:06-CV-~}
RH/WC

Certificate of Director

@.05¢ per pg  $39.60

2e
S

- 4.00

PSC/CCA 008-C Rev. 10/01

TOTAL | $43.60
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COMMISSIONERS:

LISA POLAK EDGAR, CHAIRMAN
J. TERRY DEASON

ISILIO ARRIAGA

MATTHEW M. CARTER II
KATRINA J. TEW

DIVISION OF THE COMMISSION CLERK &
ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES

BLANCA S. BAYO
DIRECTOR

(850) 413-6770 (CLERK)
(850) 413-6330 (ADMIN)

JHublic Beroice Commizsion

July 25, 2006

Sean A. Lev, Esquire

Kellogg, Huber, Hansen, Todd,
Evans & Figel, P.L.L.C.

1615 M Street, Northwest, Suite 400

Washington, D.C. 20036

Re: DIECA Communications, Inc. d/b/a Covad Communications Company vs.

Florida Public Service Commission, et al. - FPSC Docket Nos. 041269-TP
U.S. District Court Case No. 4:06-cv-72-RH/WCS

Dear Mr. Lev:

I have enclosed an invoice reflecting charges for preparation of the above-referenced record.
Please forward a check in the amount indicated, made payable to the Florida Public Service
Commission, at your earliest convenience.

Do not hesitate to call if you have any questions concerning this matter.

Sincerely,

Kay Flynn, Chief
Bureau of Records

KF:mhl
Enclosure

CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER @ 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD ® TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850
An Affirmative Action / Equal Opportunity Employer
PSC Website: http://www.floridapsc.com Internet E-mail: contact@psc.state.fl.us



FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

2540 Shumard Oak Blvd. ¢ Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0850

Date:_ 7/25/06 10307
4 4
ITT“ Sean A. Lev, Esquire _| Date Paid This number must appear on

Kellogg, Huber, Hansen, Todd, all checks or correspondence

Evans & Figel, P.L.L.C. Amount Paid regarding this invoice.
1615 M Street, N.W., Suite 400 Check #
Washington, D.C. 20036 [] Check [ Cash
L | PSC Signature
Please make checks payable to: FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION ‘
QUANTITY DESCRIPTION PRICE AMOUNT

g

268 pages Copying and preparation of Docket 041269-TP on |@.05¢ per pj $13.40
appeal to U.S. District Court, Case No. 4:06-CV-

72-RH/WCS

P

PSC/CCA 003-C Rev. 10/01

TOTAL $13.40



STATE OF FLORIDA

DIVISION OF THE COMMISSION CLERK &
ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES

BLANCA S.BAYO

DIRECTOR

(850) 413-6770 (CLERK)

(850) 413-6330 (ADMIN)

COMMISSIONERS:

LiSA POLAK EDGAR, CHAIRMAN
J. TERRY DEASON

ISILIO ARRIAGA

MATTHEW M. CARTER II
KATRINA J. TEW

JHublic Sertice Conmission

July 25, 2006

William M. McCool, Clerk
United States District Court
Northern District of Florida

111 North Adams Street
Tallahassee, Florida 32301-7730

Re: DIECA Communications, Inc. d/b/a Covad Communications Company vs.
Florida Public Service Commission, et al. - FPSC Docket Nos. 041269-TP
U.S. District Court Case No. 4:06-cv-72-RH/WCS

Dear Mr. McCool;

The record in the above-referenced case, consisting of five binders and three pouches of four
hearing transcripts and various hearing exhibits, is forwarded for filing in the Court. A copy of the
index is enclosed for your use. Please initial and date the copy of this letter to indicate receipt.

Do not hesitate to call me at 413-6744 if you have any questions about the contents of this

record.
Sincerely,
Kay Flynn, Chief
Bureau of Records
KF:mhl
Enclosure
cc: Vicki Kaufman, Esquire E. Earl Edenfield, Jr., Esquire
Charles E. (Gene) Watkins, Esquire David E. Smith, Esquire
Sean A. Lev, Esquire Samantha Cibula, Esquire
Susan Clark, Esquire parties of record

Harry O. Thomas, Esquire

CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER ® 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD ® TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850

An Affirmative Action / Equal Opportunity Employer

PSC Website: http://www.floridapsc.com Internet E-mail: contact@psc.state.fl.us



INDEX

DIECA Communications, Inc. d/b/a Covad Communications Company
Vs.
Florida Public Service Commission, et al.
FPSC Docket Nos. 041269-TP
U.S. District Court Case No. 4:06-cv-72-RH/WCS

YVOLUME 1
Petition to establish generic docket, by BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. (“BellSouth”),
filed NOVEMDET 1, 2004 .....ooiiiiiicciccie et siresssessae e s e e eaeessbe e s besssssasssrseeeesnssesnseeesantenessne 1
Order PSC-05-0736-PCO-TP establishing procedure, issued July 11, 2005........ccccccvvvmvrvverrennnnne 58
Petition to intervene, on behalf of DIECA Communications, Inc. d/b/a Covad Communications
Company (“Covad”), filed July 20, 20085 .......ccccoreririenrereiricreereieereeeeseresseessesseseeaeresasesanas 71
Order PSC-05-0790-PCO-TP granting intervention to Covad, issued July 29, 2005 ................... 76

Competitive Carriers of the South, Inc. (“CompSouth”), Covad, FDN Communications (“FDN”),
ITC*DeltaCom Communications, Inc. (“ITC”DeltaCom”), MCImetro Access Transmission
Services, LLC (“MCI”), NuVox Communications, Inc. (“NuVox”), Xspedius Communications,
LLC (“Xspedius”), Southeastern Competitive Carrier Association (“SECCA”), and XO
Communications Services, Inc. (“X0”) (“Joint CLECs”) post-hearing statement of issues and

positions and post-hearing brief, filed November 30, 2005........cccoovverieieriieeneninienecinreiensesenns 79
YOLUME 2
BellSouth’s post-hearing brief, filed November 30, 2005.........cocvevieceenenienirinnnreecsieereneeseecnes 188

Memorandum from Commission’s Division of Competitive Markets and Enforcement and
Office of the General Counsel to Division of the Commission Clerk and Administrative
Services, filed JanUAry 26, 2000 .......cocveeorvreiieriiieiiienrecreerreesessresssntessesstesaessseesssesesssessseresensres 299

VOLUME 3
[Continuation of] Memorandum from Commission’s Division of Competitive Markets and
Enforcement and Office of the General Counsel to Division of the Commission Clerk and
Administrative Services, filed January 26, 2006 ...........cccocveiermmineneenennienienneseeie e 388
Commission vote sheet from February 7, 2006 agenda conference, filed February 7, 2006 ......534

Transcript of agenda conference, Item No. 13, held February 7, 2006 in Tallahassee, filed
February 16, 2000 .....covioiiiiii ettt ettt et e sttt 548



VYVolume 4

Memorandum from Commission’s Division of Competitive Markets and Enforcement and
Office of the General Counsel to Division of the Commission Clerk and Administrative
Services, filed FEbruary 17, 2006 .........cccveieeieeriveiierinineeeciecis e secvesesresrecnessessessesssssssssesssnsoneon 588

Revised memorandum from Commission’s Division of Competitive Markets and Enforcement
and Office of the General Counsel to Division of the Commission Clerk and Administrative

Services, filed February 22, 2006 ..........ccocvveieriiireieeeericreeseeessesresteeesensesarensessnssssessesssesseenne 594
Commission vote sheet from February 28, 2006 agenda conference, filed

February 28, 2000 .....cocoiiiiiiierrcercre e e s e b et ne 600
Order PSC-06-0172-FOF-TP on generic proceeding, issued March 2, 2006..........c.cccevreerrnenne. 602
Amendatory Order PSC-06-0172A-FOF-TP, issued March 14, 2006 .........cccocevevriiveervernsrenen. 738

Order PSC-06-0237-FOF-TP vacating Issues 5, 13, 16-18, and 22(B), issued
MaArCh 20, 2000 .......ovieeieiereeeiee ettt e s s ar et b e e sa s et bt e e b e s e et nbetesnattesantesbesenn 739

Memorandum from Commission’s Division of Competitive Markets and Enforcement and
Office of the General Counsel to Division of the Commission Clerk and Administrative

Services, filed March 23, 2006 ......oocveieiieieienieiieeerecer et esteert st ses b esseesssessestesssasesnesnatesesssees 744
Volume 5

Commission vote sheet from April 4, 2006 agenda conference, filed April 4, 2006 .................. 806

Second Order PSC-06-0299-FOF-TP on generic proceeding, issued April 17, 2006................. 810

Certificate of Director, Division of the Commission Clerk and Administrative Services........... 853

HEARING TRANSCRIPTS AND EXHIBITS

Transcript of hearing held November 2, 2005, Volume 1, pages 1 through 187
(reference court reporter’s original page numbers in this volume)

Transcript of hearing held November 2, 2005, Volume 2, pages 188 through 287
Transcript of hearing held November 2, 2005, Volume 3, pages 288 through 522
Transcript of hearing held November 3, 2005, Volume 4, pages 523 through 727

Hearing Exhibits 2 (Pages 3-4), 3 (Pages 20, 27, and 30-33), 4 (Pages 52-53 and 55-59), 12, 13,
and 23 (Pages 40-46) from November 2-3, 2005 Hearing
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STATE OF FLORIDA

COMMISSIONERS:

LisA POLAK EDGAR, CHAIRMAN
J. TERRY DEASON

ISILIO ARRIAGA

MATTHEW M, CARTER [I
KATRINA J. TEW

DIVISION OF THE COMMISSION CLERK &
1 9 ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES
& ‘ BLANCA S.BAYO
= DIRECTOR
(850) 413-6770 (CLERK)
(850) 413-6330 (ADMIN)

JHublic Sertice Qommizsion

June 1, 2006

Vicki Gordon Kaufman, Esquire

Moyle Flanigan Katz Raymond
White & Krasker, PA

The Perkins House

118 North Gadsden Street

Tallahassee, Florida 32301

Re: DIECA Communications, Inc. d/b/a Covad Communications Company vs.
Florida Public Service Commission, et al. - FPSC Docket Nos. 041269-TP
U.S. District Court Case No. 4:06-cv-72-RH/WCS

Dear Ms. Kaufman:

Enclosed is the index to the above-referenced docket on appeal. Please look the index over
and let me know if you have any questions concerning the contents of the record.

The record will be filed with the Court on or before June 12, 2006.

Sincerely,

Kay Flynn, Chief
Bureau of Records

KF:mhl

cc: Charles E. (Gene) Watkins, Esquire
David E. Smith, Esquire
Samantha Cibula, Esquire
parties of record

CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER ® 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD @ TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850
An Affirmative Action / Equal Opportunity Employer
PSC Website: http://www.floridapsc.com Internet E-mail: contact@psc.state.fl.us



INDEX

DIECA Communications, Inc. d/b/a Covad Communications C ompany
Vs.
Florida Public Service Commission, et al.
FPSC Docket Nos. 041269-TP
U.S. District Court Case No. 4:06-cv-72-RH/WCS

VOLUME 1
Petition to establish generic docket, by BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. (“BellSouth”),
filed November 1, 2004 ...........viiiiiiiiiiiiereenireinre et esiree s reree s st ssesbe s tae s sbeeesssbantesssssasassesassssesns 1
Order PSC-05-0736-PCO-TP establishing procedure, issued July 11, 2005......cccoceevvrrrrrrererennnnas 58
Petition to intervene, on behalf of DIECA Communications, Inc. d/b/a Covad Communications
Company (“Covad”), filed July 20, 2005 .......coveeeeriiirrierereerieineneeteeeeresne e stesre s sesesaesaene 71
Order PSC-05-0790-PCO-TP granting intervention to Covad, issued July 29, 2005 ................... 76

Competitive Carriers of the South, Inc. (“CompSouth”), Covad, FDN Communications (“FDN”),
ITC"DeltaCom Communications, Inc. (“ITC"DeltaCom’), MCImetro Access Transmission
Services, LLC (“MCI”), NuVox Communications, Inc. (“NuVox”), Xspedius Communications,
LLC (“Xspedius”), Southeastern Competitive Carrier Association (“SECCA”), and XO
Communications Services, Inc. (“X0”) (“Joint CLECs”) post-hearing statement of issues and

positions and post-hearing brief, filed November 30, 2005.......cccccoooineriririincieninenienenenieenne 79
VOLUME 2
BellSouth’s post-hearing brief, filed November 30, 2005 ........c.ccoovviriininiinenieneneenenenninnens 188

Memorandum from Commission’s Division of Competitive Markets and Enforcement and
Office of the General Counsel to Division of the Commission Clerk and Administrative
Services, filed January 26, 2000 ............cccoevvervireerienienre ettt sae e 299

VOLUME 3
[Continuation of] Memorandum from Commission’s Division of Competitive Markets and
Enforcement and Office of the General Counsel to Division of the Commission Clerk and
Administrative Services, filed January 26, 2000 ...........cccoceeviiininiiiiiincneieeenc e 388
Commission vote sheet from February 7, 2006 agenda conference, filed February 7, 2006 ......534

Transcript of agenda conference, Item No. 13, held February 7, 2006 in Tallahassee, filed
February 16, 2000 ........cooviriiiiiieiieeiteiee ettt st et e st e s nan e e aeans 548
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Transcript of hearing held November 2, 2005, Volume 1, pages 1 through 187
(reference court reporter’s original page numbers in this volume)

Transcript of hearing held November 2, 2005, Volume 2, pages 188 through 287
Transcript of hearing held November 2, 2005, Volume 3, pages 288 through 522
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DIVISION OF THE COMMISSION CLERK &
ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES

BLANCA S. BAYO

DIRECTOR

(850) 413-6770 (CLERK)
(850) 413-6330 (ADMIN)

COMMISSIONERS:

Li1SA POLAK EDGAR, CHAIRMAN
J. TERRY DEASON

ISILIO ARRIAGA

MATTHEW M. CARTER II
KATRINA J. TEW

JHublic Serfrice Commizsion

May 18, 2006

Thomas D. Hall, Clerk
Supreme Court of Florida
Supreme Court Building
Tallahassee, Florida 32301

Re: Petition to establish generic docket to consider amendments to interconnection
agreements resulting from changes in law, by BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.-
Docket No. 041269-TP

Dear Mr. Hall:

Enclosed is a certified copy of a Notice of Administrative Appeal, filed in this office on
May 16, 2006, on behalf of DIECA Communications, Inc. d/b/a Covad Communications Company.
Also enclosed is a copy of Order No. PSC-06-0299-FOF-TP, the order on appeal.

It is our understanding that the index of record is due to be served on the parties to this
proceeding on or before July 5, 2006.

Sincerely,

‘ Blanca S. Bayb

BB/mbhl
I./Appeals/NOA.doc
Enclosure

cc: Vicki Gordon Kaufman, Esquire
Charles (Gene) E. Watkins, Esquire
David Smith, Esquire
parties of record
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* T MOYLE, FLANIGQ\J KATZ, RAYM&%]!)Q’!NT KRASKER, P.A.

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

The Perkins House
118 North Gadsden Street
Tallahassee, Florida 32301

Telephone: (850) 681-3828
Facsimile: (850) 681-8788
Wellington Office
(561) 227-1560
West Palm Beach Office

Vicki Gordon Kaufman
(561) 659-7500

E-mail: vkaufman@moylelaw.com

)

May 16, 2006

d

Pt

Rl R W
‘ Al

VIA HAND DELIVERY oooB O

3 X — ot

= o &=

Ms. Blanca Bayo, Director :Sgg.; ® o
Commission Clerk and Administrative Services ) o o
Room 110, Easley Building = it A
o O

Florida Public Service Commission
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard
Tallahassee, FL 32399

Re:  Notice of Appeal of Florida Public Service Commission Order No. PSC-06-0299-FOF-TP
Docket No. 041269-TP

Dear Ms. Bayo:

Enclosed is the original Notice of Administrative Appeal in the above matter. Also
enclosed is an additional copy for you to date stamp and return to me.

Please contact me if you have any questions. Thank you for your assistance.

Sincerely,

Oi e M
CMP Vicki Gordon Kaufman
COM ____\GK/pg
CTR Enclosures

ECR ge: Thomas D. Hall, Clerk of Florida Supreme Court
(with $300.00 filing fee)

Gene Watkins

PC——  David Smith

RCA ____ Kip Edenfield

sCL

" Harry Thomas
SCR Susan Clark
SGA Sean Lev
SEC 10 ﬁﬁ & FILED DOTUMENT KUMBER -DATE
OTH L dzw’ )
| 04320 Havi6 g
EPSC-BURPAU OF RECCGRDS

FPSC-COMMISSION CLERK
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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

DIECA Communications, Inc. d/b/a
Covad Communications Company,

Appellant, In re:
Petition to Establish Generic Docket to
V. Consider Amendments to Interconnection
Agreements Resulting from Changes of Law
The Florida Public Service Commission, Docket No. 041269-TP

Lisa Polak Edgar, in her official capacity as
Chairman of the Florida Public Service
Commission; and J. Terry Deason and Isilio Filed: May 16, 2006 o t—J'

Arriaga, in their official capacities as !C_“ g .
» . . . . -4 "
Commissioners of the Florida Public Service I = A flj
. . . (\
Commission e
DL Ny T
XL = :
and o) Ny
xr w O
BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc., o O

Appellees.

NOTICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE APPEAL
NOTICE IS GIVEN that DIECA Communications, Inc. d/b/a Covad Communications
Company (“Covad”), Appellant, pursuant to Rule 9.030(a)(1)(B)(i1), Florida Rules of Appellate
Procedure and Section 364.381, Florida Statutes, appeals to the Florida Supreme Court the
Florida Public Service Commission’s (“Commission”) Order No. PSC-06-0299-FOF-TP,

rendered, April 17, 2006, in Docket 041269-TP, In re: Petition to Establish Generic Docket to

Consider Amendments to Interconnection Agreements Resulting from Changes of Law. This is

a final order allowing BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. (“BellSouth”) to cease offering line

sharing. A copy of the order is attached as Exhibit A.

DIRECTOR, DIVISION O DOCUMENT NUMRER -DATE
COMMISSION CLERK AND
ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES 04320 HAYI6 S

FPSC-COMMISSION CLERK
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V1ck1 Gordon Kaufman

Florida Bar No. 286672

Moyle, Flanigan, Katz, Raymond,
White & Krasker, P.A.

118 North Gadsden Street
Tallahassee, FL 32301
Telephone: 850/681-3828

Fax: 850/681-8788
vkaufman@moylelaw.com

Charles (Gene) E. Watkins
Covad Communications Co.
1230 Peachtree Street, NE
Suite 1900

Atlanta, GA 30309
Telephone: 678/528-6816
Fax: 678/528-6806
GWatkins@Covad.com

Attorneys for Covad Communications Company



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing Notice of

Administrative Appeal was served U.S. mail this 16™ day of May, 2006, to the following:

Patrick Wiggins

Adam Teitzman

Michael Barrett

Florida Public Service Commission
Division of Legal Services

2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard
Tallahassee FL 32399-0850
pwiggins@psc.state.fl.us
ateitzma(@psc.state.fl.us
mbarrett{@psc.state.fl.us

Michael A. Gross

Florida Cable Telecommunications
Assoc., Inc.

246 E. 6™ Avenue, Suite 100

Tallahassee FL 32303

meross@feta.com

James Meza
Meredith Mays
c/o Nancy Sims

BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.

150 S. Monroe Street, Suite 400
Tallahassee, FL 32301-1556
Nancy.sims@bellsouth.com
james.meza@bellsouth.com
Meredith.mays@bellsouth.com

Norman H. Horton, Jr.
Messer, Caparello & Self, P.A.
P.O. Box 1876

Tallahassee FL 32302-1876
nhorton@]lawfla.com

John Heitmann

Garret R. Hargrave

Kelley Drye & Warren, LLP
1200 19" Street, N.W., Suite 500
Washington DC 20036
jheitmann@kelleydrye.com
ghargrave@kelleydrye.com

Kristin U. Shulman

Executive Director - Regulatory Affairs

X0 Communications, Inc.
810 Jorie Blvd., Suite 200
Oak Brook, IL 60523
Kris.Shulman@xo.com

De O’Roark

MCI

6 Concourse Parkway, Suite 600
Atlanta GA 30328
De.oroark@mci.com

Floyd Self

Messer, Caparello & Self, P.A.
215 Soth Monroe Street, Suite 701
P.O. Box 1876

Tallahassee FL 32302-1876
fself@lawfla.com

Marva Johnson

Supra Telecommunications and
Info. Systems, Inc.

General Counsel

2901 S.W. 149" Avenue, Suite 300

Miramar FL 33027

Marva.johnson@supratelecom.com

Matthew Feil

FDN Communications
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ABBREVIATIONS AND ACRONYMS
Act Telecommunications Act of 1996
ADSL Asymmetric Digital Subscriber Line
ARMIS Automated Reporting Management Information System
BOC Bell Operating Company
BR Brief
CFR Code of Federal Regulations
CLEC Competitive Local Exchange Carrier
COCI Central Office Channel Interface
d/b/a Doing Business As
DS1 Digital. Si_gnal, lfaYel One. A_1.544 mi}lion bits per second digital signal carried on a T-1
transmission facility. A DSI1 is the equivalent of 24 DS0s.
DS3 Digital Signal, level Three. A DS3 is the equivalent of 28 DS1s.
DSL Digital Subscriber Line
DSLAM Digital Subscriber Line Access Multiplexer
EEL Enhanced Extended Link
ESF Extended SuperFrame
EXH Exhibit
FCC Federal Communications Commission
FTTC Fiber to the Curb
FTTH Fiber to the Home
FTTP Fiber to the Premises
HDSL High-bit-rate Digital Subscriber Line
HFPL High Frequency Portion of the (Copper) Loop
ICA Interconnection Agreement
ILEC Incumbent Local Exchange Company
ISDN Integrated Services Digital Network
Kbps Kilobits per second
LATA Local Access and Transport Area
LEC Local Exchange Carrier
LMU Loop Make-Up
MDF Main Distribution Frame
MDU Multiple Dwelling Unit
MPOE Minimum Point of Entry

Network Interface Device
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Optical Carrier level N. An optical interface designed to work with a Synchronous Optical
OCN Network‘(SONET).. OCN transmission facilities are deplgyed as SONET channels having
a bandwidth of typically 155.52 Mbps (OC3 or the equivalent capacity of 3 DS3s) and
higher, e.g., OC12 (622.08 Mbps); OC48 (2.488 Gbps); etc.
0SS Operation Support System
POTS Plain Old Telephone Service
Sprint Sprint Communications Company Limited Partnership
T1 Trunk Level 1
TDM Time Division Multiplexing
TELRIC Total Element Long-Run Incremental Cost
TR Transcript
UNE Unbundled Network Element
UNE-L Unbundled Network Element-Loop
UNE-P Unbundled Network Element-Platform
USOC Universal Service Order Code

xDSL

“x” distinguishes various types of DSL
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USTAI

LEGAL CITATIONS

United States Telecom Association v. FCC decided May 24, 2002, 290 F. 3d 415
(D.C. Cir. 2002).

USTAII

I c Competition |
Order

| Orer No.FCC 96325, reas ugust , 1996, CC Docket No.

United States Telecom Association v. FCC, decided March 2, 2004, 359 F. 3d 554
(D.C. Cir. 2004).

-98 and 95-185,
In  Re: Implementation of the Local Competition Provisions of the

Telecommunications Act of 1996, and Interconnection between Local Exchange

Carriers and Commercial Mobile Radio Service Providers, First Report and Order.

UNE Remand
Order

Order No. FCC 99-238, released November 5, 1999, CC Docket No. 96-98, In Re:

Implementation of the Local Competition Provisions of the Telecommunications Act

of 1996, Third Report and Order and Fourth Further Notice of Proposed Rulernaking.

Supplemental
Order

Order No. FCC 99-370, released November 24, 1999, CC Docket No. 96-98, In Re:

Implementation of the Local Competition Provisions of the Telecommunications Act

of 1996, Supplemental Order.

Line Sharing Order

Order No. FCC 99-355, released December 9, 1999, CC Docket Nos. 98-147 and 96-

98, In Re: Deployment of Wireline Services Offering Advanced Telecommunications

Capability and Implementation of the T.ocal Competition Provisions of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996, Third Report and Order in CC Docket No. 98-147

and Fourth Report and Order in CC Docket No. 96-98.

Supplemental
Order Clarification

Order No. FCC 00-183, released June 2, 2000, CC Docket No. 96-98, In Re:
Implementation of the Local Competition Provisions of the Telecommunications Act

of 1996, Supplemental Order Clarification.

Line Sharing
Recon Order

Order No. FCC 01-26, released January 19, 2001, CC Docket Nos. 98-147, 96-98, In

Re: Deployment of Wireline Services Offering Advanced Telecommunications

Capability _and Implementation of the Iocal Competition Provisions of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996, Order on Reconsideration.

BellSouth Long
Distance Order

Order No. FCC 02-331, released December 19, 2002, WC Docket No. 02-307, In Re:

Joint Application by BellSouth Corporation, BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc., and
BellSouth Long Distance, Inc. for Provision of In-Region, InterLATA Services in

Florida and Tennessee, Memorandum Opinion and Order.

TRO

Order No. FCC 03-36, released August 21, 2003, CC Docket Nos. 01-338, 96-98, and

98-147, In Re: Review of the Section 251 Unbundling Obligations of Incumbent Local

Exchange Carriers, Implementation of the Local Competition Provisions of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996, and Deplovment of Wireline Services Offering

Advanced Telecommunications Capability, Report and Order and Order on Remand
and Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking.
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Order No. FCC 03-227, released September 17, 2003, CC Docket Nos. 01-338, 96-98,
and 98-147, In Re: Review of the Section 251 Unbundling Obligations of Incumbent
Local Exchange Carriers, Implementation of the Local Competition Provisions of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996, and Deployment of Wireline Services Offering
Advanced Telecommunications Capability, Errata.

MDU Order

Order No. FCC 04-191, released August 9, 2004, CC Docket Nos. CC Docket No. 01-
338, CC Docket No. 96-98, In Re: Review of the Section 251 Unbundling Obligations

of Incumbent Local Exchange Carriers.

FTTC Recon Order

Order No. FCC 04-248, released October 18, 2004, CC Docket Nos. 01-338, 96-98,
and 98-147, In Re: Review of the Section 251 Unbundling Obligations of Incumbent

Local Exchange Carriers, Implementation of the Local Competition Provisions of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996, and Deployment of Wireline Services Offering
Advanced Telecommunications Capability, Order on Reconsideration.

Broadband 271
Forbearance Order

Order No. FCC 04-254, released October 27,2004, WC Docket Nos. 01-338, 03-335,

03-260, 04-48, In Re: Petition for Forbearance of the Verizon Telephone Companies

Pursuant to 47 U.S.C. § 160(c); SBC Communications Inc.’s Petition for Forbearance

Under 47 U.S.C. § 160(c): Qwest Communications International Inc. Petition for

Forbearance Under 47 1.S.C. § 160(c); BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.
Petition for Forbearance Under 47 U.S.C. § 160(c), Memorandum Opinion and Order.

Qwest Forbearance
Order

Order No. FCC 05-170, released December 2, 2005, WC Docket No. 04-223, In Re:
Petition of OQwest Corporation for Forbearance Pursuant to 47 U.S.C. §160(C) in the

Omaha Metropolitan Statistical Area, Memorandum Opinion and Order.

No-New-Adds

TRRO

Order

Order No. FCC 04-290, released February 4, 2005, WC Docket No. 04-313 and CC
Docket No. 01-338, In Re: Unbundled Access to Network Elements and Review of the

Section 251 Unbundling Obligations of Incumbent Local Exchange Carriers, Order on

Remand.

Order No. PSC-05-0492-FOF-TP, issued May 5, 2005, in Docket No. 041269-TP,

Re: Petition to establish generic docket to consider amendments to interconnection
agreements resulting from changes in law, by BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.;

Docket No. 050171-TP, In Re; Emergency petition of Ganoco, Inc. d/b/a_American

Dial Tone, Inc. for Commission order directing BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. to
continue to_accept new unbundled network element orders pending completion of
negotiations required by “change of law” provisions of interconnection agreement in
order to address the FCC’s recent Triennial Review Remand Order (TRRO); Docket

No. 050172-TP, In Re: Emergency petition of Ganoco, Inc. d/b/a American Dial Tone,

Inc. for Commission order directing Verizon Florida Inc. to continue to accept new

unbundled network element orders pending completion of negotiations required by

“change of law” provisions of interconnection agreement in order to address the FCC’s
recent Triennial Review Remand Order (TRRQ). This order has been appealed.
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Order No. PSC-05-0975-FOF-TP, issued October 11, 2005, in Docket No. 0401-TP,

Joint Petitioner's

Order In Re: Joint petition by NewSouth Communications Corp., NuVox Communications
Inc.. and Xspedius Communications, LLC, on behalf of its operating subsidiaries
Xspedius Management Co. Switched Services, LLC and Xspedius Management Co. of
Jacksonville, LLC, for arbitration of certain issues arising in negotiation of
interconnection agreement with BellSouth Telecommunications. Inc.

Embedded Base Order No. PSC-05-1127-FOF-TP, issued November 8, 2005, in Docket No. 041269- |

Order TP, In Re: Petition to Establish Generic Docket to Consider Amendments to
Interconnection _Agreements Resulting from Changes in Law, By BellSouth
Telecommunications, Inc.

Verizon Arbitration | Order No. PSC-05-1200-FOF-TP, issued December 5, 2005, in Docket No. 040156-

Order! TP, In Re: Petition for arbitration of amendment to interconnection agreements with
certain_competitive local exchange carriers and commercial mobile radio service
providers in Florida by Verizon Florida Inc.

BellSouth Change | Order No. PSC-06-0172-FOF-TP, issued March 2, 2006, in Docket No. 041269-TP, In

of Law Order Re: Petition to Establish Generic Docket to Consider Amendments to Interconnection

Agreements Resuiting from Changes in Law, by BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.

'On December 20, 2005, four separate Motions were filed seeking Reconsideration or Clarification of Order
No. PSC-05-1200-FOF-TP. The Commission addressed these Motions at the January 24, 2006, Agenda Conference,
although the order setting forth the Commission’s decision is pending as of the filing date of this Recommendation.
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Case Background

As explained in Order No. PSC-06-0237-FOF-TP, we, on our own motion, voted to
vacate our decision on issues 5, 13, 16-18 and 22(b) in this Docket. This Order is issued based
upon our consideration of the staff recommendation flowing from the independent and de novo
review of the record on Issues 5, 13, 16-18 and 22(b).

OVERVIEW

The record on these issues included comprehensive language proposals from both
BellSouth and CompSouth. Sprint also presented a language proposal, although only for a
limited number of issues. We evaluated each proposal and either approved one of the parties’
proposed language without changes, or with certain changes, or blended aspects of the proposals
under consideration. Our approved language is provided in Appendix A. The first page of
Appendix A (Page A-1) presents an issue-specific matrix that shows into which general category
our approved language falls.

Issue 5 addresses whether HDSL-capable copper loops should be considered as the
equivalent of DS1 loops for the purpose of evaluating impairment. The primary debate in this
issue is whether HDSL-capable loops should be counted on a unit basis, or as voice-grade
equivalents. BellSouth asserts that HDSL-capable loops should be counted as voice-grade
equivalents, and CLEC parties disagree. We find that HDSL-capable loops are not the
equivalent of DS1 loops for evaluating wire center impairment and should not be counted as
voice grade equivalents. However, provisioned HDSL loops that include the associated
electronics, whether configured as HDSL-2-wire or HDSL-4-wire, should be considered the
equivalent of a DS1 and counted as 24 business lines for determining wire center impairment in
meeting part (3) of the business line count definition found in 47 CFR §51.5. Additionally, in
those wire centers that are no longer DS1 impaired, BellSouth will not be required to offer an
HDSL UNE. The Unbundled Copper Loop (UCL) UNE with Loop Makeup (LMU) and routine
network modifications will allow CLECs to deploy HDSL electronics on the UCL.

Issue 13 addresses the scope of commingling allowed under the FCC’s rules. The
principal disagreement in this issue is whether §271 checklist items should be considered
“wholesale services” that are to be commingled with the §251 UNEs. BellSouth believes it has
no obligation to commingle §251 unbundled network elements with §271 checklist items. The
Joint CLECs assert the opposite view. We find that BellSouth is required to commingle or to
allow commingling of a UNE or UNE combination with one or more facilities or services that a
CLEC has obtained at wholesale from an ILEC pursuant to any method other than unbundling
under §251(c)(3). However, this does not include offerings made available under §271. We also
find that BellSouth not be required to effectuate commingling with a third party’s service or a
CLEC-provided service. Finally, we find that the multiplexing rate in a commingled circuit
should be based on the higher bandwidth circuit.
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Issues 16 and 17 address BellSouth’s obligations regarding line sharing. BellSouth
asserts that after October 1, 2004, it is not obligated to provide new line sharing arrangements.
BellSouth’s language proposal states that any line sharing arrangement placed in service on or
after October 2, 2004, if not terminated before October 2, 2006, shall be terminated on the latter
date. The Joint CLECs contend that BeliSouth is obligated pursuant to §271 of the Act to
continue to offer line sharing. We find that BellSouth is not obligated pursuant to the
Telecommunications Act of 1996 and FCC Orders to provide line sharing to new CLEC
customers after October 1, 2004. For Issues 16 and 17, we find that BellSouth is under no
ongoing obligation to provide line sharing to CLECs. Our approved language for this issue is
modeled after BellSouth’s language proposal, with certain changes.

Issue 18 addresses the language that should be included in interconnection agreements
regarding line splitting. BellSouth acknowledges that line splitting remains an obligation,
although the purchasing CLEC must procure the whole loop and provide its own splitter before
dividing the frequency spectrum of the loop with a second CLEC. The Joint CLECs again raise
commingling concermns addressed in Issue 13, and also assert that BellSouth has a legal
obligation to upgrade access to its Operational Support Systems to accommodate the unique
needs of the two CLECs in a line splitting arrangement. We find that BellSouth’s ICA langunage
regarding line splitting should be limited to when a CLEC purchases a stand-alone loop. We
further find that: (1) language in the ICA will be revised to reflect that the requesting carrier is
responsible for obtaining the splitter; (2) BellSouth’s existing and proposed indemnification
language in the ICA remains unaffected; and (3) BellSouth include a provision in the ICA to
make all necessary network modifications to accommaodate line splitting arrangements

Issue 22(b) addresses access to newly-deployed (“greenfield”) fiber loops, including such
loops deployed to multiple dwelling unit (MDU) buildings that are predominantly residential. A
point of contention in this issue is whether the loop impairment analysis in the TRO should apply
equally between “enterprise” and “mass market” customer segments. BellSouth asserts that it is
under no obligation to unbundle its “greenfield” fiber loops. The Joint CLECs believe the FCC’s
rulings on “greenfield” loops are subject to interpretation. We find BellSouth is under no
obligation to offer unbundled access to “greenfield” FTTH/FTTC loops used to serve residential
MDUs. In those wire centers where impairment exists, a CLEC’s access to unbundled DS1 and
DS3 loops was not exempted and BellSouth, upon request, shall unbundle the fiber loop to

satisfy the DS1 or DS3 request.

ISSUE S5: HDSL-CAPABLE COPPER LOOPS

Parties’ Arguments

BellSouth

BellSouth’s witness Fogle argues “this should not be a contentious issue between the
parties because BellSouth counted Unbundled Network Elements (UNE) High-bit rate Digital
Subscriber Loop (HDSL) capable copper loops on a one for one basis and did not convert each
HDSL capable loop to voice grade equivalents.” He continues, stating that BellSouth did not
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employ a literal interpretation of the FCC ruling to count loops that are capable of being
provisioned using HDSL technology as 24 business lines. Accordingly, witness Fogle argues
that the FCC thought every “deployed HDSL loop would be counted as a 24 line equivalent.”
However, BellSouth “opted to undercount business lines in various central offices.”
Nevertheless, he states that according to the FCC, . . . provisioned DS1s are to be counted as 24
64 kbps-equivalents for the purposes of establishing the number of business lines. . .” and
therefore, HDSL deployed lines should be counted in the same manner.

Witness Fogle contends the concerns of the parties are overstated in Florida because if
BellSouth counted UNE HDSL-capable loops as 24 voice grade equivalents, there would still be
no impact to the wire center list. He expounds that when wire centers do become non-impaired
for DS1s, BellSouth will no longer be required to offer HDSL-capable loops as UNEs, because
the FCC’s definition of DS1 loops included the 2-wire and 4-wire HDSL loops. He argues that,
without impairment, BellSouth should not be required to offer a loop product such as an HDSL-
capable loop since it merely identifies it as a loop with certain characteristics. Besides, CLECs
will continue to have access to loops known as unbundled copper loops (UCL) under USOC
UCL and, in order to utilize the UCL for HDSL, the CLEC would order the UCL with USOC

LMU to qualify the loop for HDSL, he argues.

GRUcom

In its brief, GRUcom asserts that there is uncertainty concerning business line counts
performed by BellSouth. It claims that BellSouth’s most recent 2004 business line count is
overstated and advances the arguments of witnesses Montano and Gillan that BellSouth is
improperly applying the FCC’s TRRO and its applicable rules. GRUcom, utilizing witness
Montano’s rebuttal testimony at pages 13 and 14, supports the argument that CLECs do not use
all of the capacity of a DS1 to deliver voice services. It claims that none of the §251 DS1 loops
it purchases are used to support voice services. GRUcom believes that regardless of how the
Commission decides the issue, there will be disputes involving wire center non-impairment
determinations. It says the need for a “reasonable process” for non-impairment determinations
must be adopted by the Commission and included in the ICA language.

Joint CLECs

CompSouth’s witness Gillan explains that an HDSL-capable loop is a dry copper loop
and is not a digital facility until the addition of CLEC electronics. He argues the very definition
of business line counting according to the FCC would preclude it from being counted as 24 64
kbps-equivalents. He cites to the TRRO as follows:

. shall account for ISDN and other digital access lines by counting each 64
kbps-equivalent as one line. For example, a DSI line corresponds to 24 64 kbps-
equivalent and therefore 24 “business lines.” (47 CFR §51.5)

He contends to count an HDSL-capable loop as 24 64 kbps-equivalents is unwarranted because
the HDSL-capable loop may or may not have the necessary electronics deployed by the CLEC to

make the loop a digital facility.
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Witness Gillan also argues the FCC specifically rejected suggestions that it include
CLEC loops in its business line tally and that HDSL-capable loops “to the extent it is activated at
all — are essentially CLEC loops.” He further contends that the FCC intended for BellSouth to
continue to provide HDSL-capable loops even when impairment no longer existed for DS1
loops. He reasons that the FCC’s rationale for the ILEC’s relief from unbundling DS1s is based
on an ex parte filing by BellSouth that indicated the CLECs would still be able to utilize HDSL-
capable loops as UNEs. He concludes that before you can determine non-impairment for a
particular wire center, you are required to read the definition of a business line in its entirety and

conduct the business line tally accordingly.

Sprint

Sprint’s witness Maples argues that when CLECs order HDSL-compatible loops,
BellSouth will provision a conditioned copper loop that contains no electronics and that the
CLEC will provide the electronics. He states the “FCC has made no finding of non-impairment
for copper loops or established use restrictions that prevent CLECs from accessing all the
features and capabilities of those UNEs.” Witness Maples expressed concem that BellSouth was
trying to limit Sprint’s ability to provide DS1 loops in those non-impaired wire centers by no
longer offering HDSL compatible loops. BellSouth indicated that Sprint would still be able to
provide DS1 services. However, it must use unbundled copper loops and the associated
conditioning. This could be accomplished by ordering a UCL and LMU. Sprint argues that this
is a wasted and unnecessary exercise when it could simply order an HDSL compatible loop that

is comprised of a UCL and LMU.

Analysis

Reconciling the HDSL-capable loop positions between the parties would, at first glance,
appear difficult in that HDSL-capable loops seem to run the gamut of HDSL descriptions.
CompSouth and Sprint both argue that an HDSL-capable loop is not a DS1, but rather a copper
loop, without electronics, that is merely conditioned to provide the capability for HDSL services
and therefore should not be counted as 24 64 kbps-equivalents in determining the business line
tallies for wire centers. BellSouth stated, that an HDSL-capable loop is not currently provisioned
by BellSouth. Instead, it provides UNE HDSL loops to its CLEC customers only upon request,
without line conditioning, loop modifications or electronics. In its brief, BellSouth asserts that
there is very little CLEC interest in Florida for the UNE HDSL offering and, as of July 2005, it
had only 883 UNE HDSL loops in service and that it had conservatively calculated deployed
UNE HDSL loops as single loops for wire center impairment. It argues it would have been more
appropriate to calculate the UNE HDSL loops as 24 64 kbps-equivalents.

We believe the parties are describing similar HDSL loops. However, BellSouth has no
HDSL-capable loop product offering that can be ordered by any CLEC. The Joint CLECs and
Sprint describe the HDSL-capable loop as a conditioned loop devoid of electronics that is
provisioned by BellSouth. We note that BellSouth does offer a UNE HDSL loop that is a loop
without electronics. This can be construed to describe the HDSL-capable loop being argued.
We arrive at this construction because BellSouth described the UNE HDSL loop in discovery
responses stating that it provides a loop without line conditioning, loop modifications, or
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electronics. In those situations where the loop does not meet HDSL specifications, the CLEC
may request “Unbundled Loop Modifications.” Therefore, one can conclude that the HDSL-
capable loop and the UNE HDSL loop are closer to being the same, absent the line conditioning
and loop modifications, than they are apart. The key is the loops are devoid of any electronics

being supplied by BeliSouth.

We are not persuaded by BellSouth’s argument that the HDSL-capable loops should be
counted as 24 64 kbps-equivalents instead of the conservative amount that was reported. The
FCC stated that . . . business line counts are an objective set of data that incumbent LECs have
created for other regulatory purposes. The BOC wire center data that we analyze in this Order is
based on ARMIS 43-09 business lines, plus business UNE-P, plus UNE-loops. . . .” We believe
BellSouth counted the UNE HDSL loops as UNE-loops on a one-for-one basis and not
converting them to 24 64 kbps-equivalents is appropriate because the UNE HDSL loops were
appropriately counted as UNEs. We do not believe they qualify as business lines within the
definition that the FCC defined as follows:

A business line is an incumbent LEC-owned switched access line used to serve a
business customer, whether by the incumbent LEC itself or by a competitive LEC
that leases the line from the incumbent LEC. The number of business lines in a
wire center shall equal the sum of all incumbent LEC business switched access
lines, plus the sum of all UNE loops connected to that wire center, including UNE
loops provisioned in combination with other unbundled elements. Among these
requirements, business line tallies (1) shall include only those access lines
connecting end-user customers with incumbent LEC end-offices for switched
services, (2) shall not include non-switched special access lines, (3) shall account
for ISDN and other digital access lines by counting each 64 kbps-equivalents as
one line. For example, a DSI1 line corresponds to 24 64 kbps-equivalents, and
therefore 24 “business lines.” (47 CFR 51.5)

BellSouth’s attempt to reclassify its UNE HDSL loops as DS1s and then use that to
satisfy part (3) of the business line definition above is unwarranted. There is no doubt that UNE
HDSL loops could be interpreted as a DS1 within the FCC’s definition. However, we are
persuaded by CompSouth’s argument that until the loop has electronics supplied by the CLEC, it
is just a UNE loop. We also agree that when determining business line tallies, the entire
definition must be used and no part of the definition can be singled out to satisfy the ILEC’s
wishes. Therefore, HDSL-capable loops which we construed to include UNE HDSL loops
should not be counted as 24 64 kbps-equivalents and are more appropriately counted as one

UNE.

Sprint’s concern that BellSouth would limit the use of HDSL compatible loops once a
wire center was determined to no longer be impaired is unjustified. BellSouth based its
conclusion on the specific unbundling requirements found in 47 CFR §51.319 and the
description of a DS1 loop in that it “. . . is a digital local loop having a total digital signal speed
of 1.544 megabytes per second. DS1 loops include, but are not limited to two-wire and four-
wire copper loops capable of providing high-bit rate digital subscriber line services, including T1
services.” BellSouth also stated that it would no longer offer its UNE HDSL once it is relieved
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of its unbundling obligations based on a finding of non-impairment at a particular wire center.
We note that BellSouth asserted that there is very little CLEC interest in its UNE HDSL offering
and therefore Sprint’s concerns can be allayed by BellSouth’s Unbundled Copper Loop (UCL)
and loop makeup information to enable Sprint to provision HDSL services over the UCL loops it

obtains from BellSouth as UNEs.

Decision

HDSL-capable loops are not the equivalent of DS1 loops for evaluating wire center
impairment and should not be counted as voice grade equivalents. However, provisioned HDSL
loops that include the associated electronics, whether configured as HDSL-2-wire or HDSL-4-
wire, should be considered the equivalent of a DS1 and counted as 24 business lines for
determining wire center impairment in meeting part (3) of the business line count definition
found in 47 CFR §51.5. Additionally, in those wire centers that are no longer DS1 impaired,
BellSouth will not be required to offer an HDSL UNE. The Unbundled Copper Loop (UCL)
UNE with Loop Makeup (LMU) and routine network modifications will allow CLECs to deploy
HDSL electronics on the UCL.

Neither the language proposed by BellSouth, the Joint CLECs nor Sprint is totally
appropriate to implement this decision. Instead, parts of the language proposed by BellSouth,
the Joint CLECs and Sprint are combined and approved as set forth in Appendix A.

ISSUE 13: SCOPE OF COMMINGLING ALLOWED UNDER FCC RULES AND ORDERS

Background

In the Local Competition Order, the FCC adopted rules that prohibit ILECs from
separating network elements that are ordinarily combined. The FCC also adopted rules that
required ILECs to provide combinations of UNEs when requested by CLECs and to perform the
necessary functions to make such combinations available. In the UNE Remand Order, the FCC
required ILECs to provide unbundled access to Enhanced Extended Links (EELs),? explaining
that because ILECs could not separate currently combined loop and transport elements purchased
through their special access tariffs, CLECs were entitled to obtain EELs at UNE prices. (UNE
Remand Order 9476, 9480) Shortly after the release of the UNE Remand Order, the FCC issued
the Supplemental Order, in which it temporarily constrained access to EELs by requiring CLECs
to “provide a significant amount of local exchange service . . . to a particular customer.”
(Supplemental Order Y2, Y9) Subsequently, the FCC released the Supplemental Order
Clarification in which it extended the temporary constraint,3 clarified the local usage
requirement, established safe harbors, and adopted the commingling restriction, which prevented
a CLEC from connecting a loop or EEL to tariffed access services used as interoffice

transmission facilities. (Supplemental Order Clarification 922, 928; EXH 9, p. 76) The FCC

? An EEL is a combination consisting of an unbundled loop and unbundled dedicated transport, together with
any facilities, equipment, or functions necessary to combine those network elements. (47 CFR 51.5)

} The temporary constraint did not apply to stand-alone loops.
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referred to commingling as “i.e. combining loops or loop-transport combinations with tariffed

special access services.” (Supplemental Order Clarification 128)

The FCC reaffirmed its rules regarding UNE combinations, including EELs®, in §1572-
578 of the TRO. The FCC concluded that EELs facilitate the growth of facilities-based
competition, allow CLECs to reduce their collocation costs, promote self-deployment of
interoffice transport facilities by CLECs, and promote innovation.

The FCC specifically addressed commingling issues in §§579-584 of the TRO. The FCC
eliminated the restriction adopted in the Supplemental Order Clarification and modified its rules
to affirmatively permit commingling of UNEs and combinations of UNEs with “services (e.g.,
switched and special access services offered pursuant to tariff)” and required ILECs to perform
the necessary functions to effectuate such commingling upon request. The FCC held in §581 that
the Act does not prohibit the commingling of UNEs and wholesale services and that §251(c)(3)
gives the FCC the authority to adopt rules and permit the commingling of UNEs and UNE
combinations with wholesale services, including special access services. Moreover, the FCC
concluded in 4583 that commingling does not constitute the creation of a new UNE but rather
allows a CLEC to connect or attach a UNE or UNE combination with an interstate access
service, such as high-capacity multiplexing or transport services. In 4584, the FCC required
ILECs “to permit commingling of UNEs and UNE combinations with other wholesale facilities
and services, including any network elements unbundled pursuant to section 271 and any
services offered for resale pursuant to section 251(c)(4) of the Act.” Notwithstanding this, in
footnote 1990 under the discussion regarding §271 issues, the FCC explicitly declined to apply
the commingling rule to services offered pursuant to §271 checklist items.

In the TRO Frrata, the FCC corrected, among other things, 4584 and footnote 1990,
Specifically, the FCC struck language in 584 that included unbundled §271 network elements
as services required to be commingled with UNEs and UNE combinations. The FCC also struck
language in footnote 1990 that declined to apply the commingling rule to §271 checklist items.
However, the FCC continued to decline requiring BOCs to combine network elements that are
no longer required to be unbundled under §251.

Parties’ Arguments

Commingling of §251 and §271 elements

BellSouth witness Tipton believes that BellSouth does not have a mandated requirement
to commingle a §271 element with a §251 element, but rather the requirement is to commingle a
§251 element with BellSouth’s tariffed access services. The witness asserts that the Commission
already reached a similar conclusion in the Joint Petitioner’s Order. In its brief, BellSouth
argues that the Commission should confirm that ruling applies here.

BellSouth advances in its brief that the commingling rule that forms the basis for the
parties’ dispute in this proceeding was enacted in the FCC’s TRO at §{579-584. BellSouth

* In 9575 of the TRO, the FCC declined to designate EELs as UNEs but continued to view EELs as UNE
combinations.
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believes the commingling discussion in the TRQ is consistent with the findings in the
Supplemental Order Clarification, in which the FCC defined commingling as “i.e. combining
loops or loop/transport combinations with tariffed special access services.” (Supplemental Order
Clarification J28) BellSouth asserts that the FCC explicitly used the abbreviation “i.e.” in
describing commingling, meaning “that is.” Thus, argues BellSouth, the FCC understood
commingling in the Supplemental Order Clarification to refer to the combination or connection
of UNEs and tariffed access services. In 4579 of the TRQ, asserts BeliSouth, there is
significance in the FCC using the verb “combining” in explaining the commingling obligation as
“the combining of a UNE or UNE combination with one or more such wholesale services.”
BellSouth contends the FCC used the terms “commingling” and “combining” interchangeably
thereby creating no distinction between a commingling obligation and the combination
obligation. Moreover, asserts BellSouth witness Tipton, the FCC described the pertinent
wholesale services in 579 of the TRO as “switched and special access services offered pursuant

to tariff.”

BellSouth believes that the commingling dispute centers on 4584 and footnote 1990 in
the TRO where language was deleted as a result of the TRO Errata. Paragraph 584 originally

stated:

[a]s a final matter, we require that incumbent LECs permit commingling of UNEs
and UNE combinations with other wholesale facilities and services, including any
network elements unbundled pursuant to section 271 and any services offered for
resale pursuant to section 251(c)(4) of the Act. (TRO Y584)

In the TRO Errata however, explains BellSouth, the phrase “unbundled pursuant to section 271"
was deleted. (TRO Errata 927) The corrected language now requires the commingling of UNEs
and UNE combinations with wholesale facilities and services, and any services offered for resale
pursuant to §251(c)(4). Thus, opines BellSouth witness Tipton, the correction to 584 made in
TRQ Errata clarifies that these wholesale services do not include §271 elements.

The TRO Errata also corrected footnote 1990 by deleting the sentence, “We also decline
to apply our commingling rule, as set forth in Part VII.A., above, to services that must be offered
pursuant to these checklist items,” from its discussion in the §271 discussion of the TRO.
BellSouth argues that had the FCC desired to impose some type of commingling or combining
obligation on BellSouth, it would have only needed to delete the language in footnote 1990, as
the original wording of {584 appeared to impose an obligation to commingle UNEs with §271
network elements. However, the FCC made two deletions, one of which clearly removed any

commingling of §251 UNEs with §271 network elements.

BellSouth contends that post-errata, the TRO is clear that it has no obligation to combine
§271 elements that are no longer required to be unbundled pursuant to §251(c)(3). Footnote
1989° now states “[w]e decline to require BOCs, pursuant to section 271, to combine network
elements that no longer are required to be unbundled under Section 251.” While this aspect of

5As a result of the corrections made in the TRO FErrata, the footnotes were renumbered. Footnote 1989 was
originally numbered as footnote 1990.
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the TRO was subject to appeal, BellSouth asserts that USTA II upheld the FCC’s holding that
there is no requirement to commingle or combine UNEs with independent §271 checklist items.

By making the corrections to {584 and footnote 1990, argues BellSouth, the FCC made
the commingling rule consistent with the definition of commingling in the Supplemental Order
Clarification because the words “wholesale services” are repeatedly referred to as tariffed access
services. BellSouth asserts that the commingling mandate in the TRO specifically requires
ILECs “to effectnate commingling by modifying their interstate access service tariffs to
expressly permit connections with UNEs and UNE combinations.,” This shows, contends
BeliSouth, the FCC’s intention to limit the types of wholesale services that are subject to
commingling to tariffed access services. Moreover, the deletion of §271 in the description of
commingling in the TRO Errata evidences the FCC narrowly interprets “wholesale services” and
does not require BellSouth to commingle or combine §271 elements with §251 UNEs.

Finally, BellSouth believes that CompSouth witness Gillan’s interpretation of the
commingling obligation undermines the TRRO findings that eliminated UNE-P unbundling and
improperly asserts state commission regulation over §271 obligations, specifically setting rates
for §271 services. BellSouth argues that if it is required to combine or commingle §251 UNEs
with §271 network elements, the result will be to effectively recreate or resurrect UNE-P under
the guise of commingling. BellSouth asserts that this is evidenced by CompSouth witness
Gillan’s recommendation that BellSouth be required “to offer §271 elements under the same
terms and conditions as apply (or in the case of switching, applied) to the parallel §251 offering,
except as to price.” BellSouth argues that it complies with the commingling requirements
because it combines UNEs with its tariffed services. It satisfies its §271 obligation via its access

tariffs.

The Joint CLECs believe that commingling is one of the most competitively sensitive
issues to be addressed, given the reduced unbundling obligations in the TRRO. CompSouth
witness Gillan testifies that the Commission, as a general policy, should require BellSouth to
offer §271 services that are identical to the §251 offerings they replace, except as to price.
Witness Gillan declares that BellSouth has an obligation to connect a §251 network element to

any other wholesale offering, such as a §271 network element.

CompSouth witness Gillan submits that §271 services listed in the competitive checklist
are wholesale services. The witness opines that the FCC specifically found in the TRO that the
general nondiscrimination duties of §202 imposed similar obligations where arrangements
containing both §251 and non-§251 facilities and/or services were involved. Witness Gillan
contends that the FCC held in 9579 of the TRO that an ILEC is required to commingle a UNE or
a UNE combination with one or more facilities or services a CLEC has obtained at wholesale
from an ILEC pursuant to any method other than unbundling under §251(c)(3). The witness
asserts that the FCC also held that a restriction on commingling would constitute an “unjust and
unreasonable practice” under §201 as well as an “undue and unreasonable prejudice or
advantage” under §202, and that restricting commingling would be inconsistent with the
nondiscrimination requirement in §251(c)(3). Therefore, claims witness Gillan, Bellsouth must
combine wholesale offerings, whether such offerings are entirely comprised of §251 elements
(combinations), or §251 elements with other offerings (commingling).
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In response to BellSouth witness Tipton’s testimony that the FCC excluded the wholesale
offerings of the competitive checklist when it adopted its commingling rules, witness Gillan
asserts that the FCC’s discussion of commingling and its rule do not reference any exclusions.
Witness Gillan contends that BellSouth’s claim rests on (1) 9579 and 584 of the TRO and (2)
the TRO Errata. The witness believes that the FCC simply illustrated its commingling rules in
49579 of the TRO by giving examples of wholesale services to which its commingling rules
would apply, rather than limiting commingling to switched and special access services. The
witness contends that the FCC consistently used the terms “for example” or “e.g.” throughout
9579 before identifying tariffed special access as a service that could be commingled. The FCC
never excluded other wholesale services from commingling. Moreover, asserts the witness, it is
reasonable that the FCC would point to access services as a specific example of a wholesale
service to remove any doubt that prior restrictions in the Supplemental Order were being
changed. The Joint CLECs argue that §584, corrected by the TRO Errata, still reads “. . . we
require that incumbent LECs permit commingling of UNEs and UNE combinations with other
wholesale facilities and services,” which would include by definition, wholesale facilities and
services required by the §271 checklist. The Joint CLECs opine that if the FCC had intended to
eliminate the §271 category of wholesale offerings from the commingling obligation, it would
have done so expressly rather than through the subtle method of issuing text in error and
correcting it. Because §271 competitive checklist services are “wholesale facilities and
services,” the Joint CLECs argue that the TRO specifically requires BellSouth to commingle
such services with a UNE or UNE combination.

CompSouth witness Gillan explains that the TRO Errata deleted language in 584 that
would have explicitly permitted commingling with §271 services, and it also deleted language in
footnote 1990 that would have explicitly prohibited §271 commingling. Witness Gillan deduces
that had the FCC intended to exempt the §271 competitive checklist items from its commingling
rules, it would not have eliminated the express finding in footnote 1990. Therefore, assert the
Joint CLECs, the TRO Errata supports the view that the TRO commingling rules apply to §271
checklist items. Witness Gillan and the Joint CLECs argue that the plain language of the TRO
applies the commingling rules to wholesale services obtained “pursuant to any method other than
unbundling under section 251,” and the language that would have exempted §271 offerings from
commingling obligations was removed in the TRO Errata. Furthermore, wholesale services by
definition would include wholesale services required by the §271 competitive checklist.

The Joint CLECs acknowledge that the Commission addressed commingling of §271
elements in the Joint Petitioners Order. However, the Joint CLECs suggest that the reasoning
supporting the Commission’s decision in that order did not fully consider the entirety of the
FCC’s treatment of commingling in the TRO and ignored the need for facilities-based carriers to
utilize commingled arrangements to replace the EEL service arrangements. The Joint CLECs
believe the Commission should reconsider the conclusions in the Joint Petitioners Order.

The Joint CLECs urge the Commission to adopt the contract language on commingling
arrangements proposed by CompSouth. This language, assert the Joint CLECs, ensures that
fundamental commingled arrangements such as the commingled equivalent of today’s DSI
transport/DS1 loop and DS3 transport/DS1 loop EELs will be available from BeliSouth. The
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Joint CLECs argue that such commingled arrangements should be included in the ICAs rather
than simply posted on BellSouth’s website. The Joint CLECs argue that BellSouth has provided
no justification for its refusal to put its key commingling commitments in ICAs.

The Joint CLECs argue that if BellSouth is not required to commingle §271 checklist
elements with §251 UNEs, it will have detrimental impacts on CLECs. The Joint CLECs
explain that even if BellSouth permits CLECs to connect §251 UNEs with other wholesale
services, BellSouth witness Tipton indicated that CLECs will need to disconnect the existing
circuit and re-terminate it at the CLEC collocation arrangement unless BellSouth offers a
commercial agreement that allows for the combining of elements. The Joint CLECs argue that
normally, the ftransition from a §251 EEL combination to a §251/§271 commingled
loop/transport arrangement can be achieved with a records change, and without customer
disruption. This is because there is no difference in the physical facilities; the difference is only
in the legal obligation. However, under BellSouth’s contract language, a simple records
conversion process will be turned into a potentially disruptive “hot cut” for every EEL where a
CLEC wants to use §271 checklist elements. For carriers currently using UNE-P, the move to a
commingled switching-loop arrangement would be quite different because the pricing of the
switching component would be priced at a “just and reasonable” rate rather than TELRIC. For
this reason, the Joint CLECs assert that such commingling does not resurrect UNE-P. On the
other hand, unduly restricting commingling would detrimentally impact all CLECs, including
those relying on their own facilities to provide EEL-based services to small business customers.

Commingling with a Third Party’s Service

While no CLEC specifically addresses commingling with a third party’s service through
filed testimony, CompSouth does propose contract language that would permit such
commingling. In contrast, BellSouth witness Tipton asserts that BellSouth’s commingling
obligation does not involve the commingling of its UNEs or tariffed services with another
carrier’s services. The witness contends that neither the TRO nor the TRRO impose such an
obligation on ILECs. Witness Tipton believes that the TRO is clear that ILECs are only required
to commingle UNEs “that a requesting carrier has obtained from an incumbent LEC.”

Multiplexing

CompSouth proposes that when multiplexing equipment is attached to a commingled
arrangement, the multiplexing equipment should be billed at a cost-based rate. In contrast,
BellSouth witness Tipton asserts that the price of the multiplexing equipment should be “based
on the jurisdiction of the higher capacity element with which it is associated.” As an example,
the witness explains that if a UNE DS1 loop is attached to a special access DS3 via a
multiplexer, the multiplexing function is necessarily associated with the DS3 because it is the
DS3 signal that is being multiplexed into 28 individual channels. Thus, opines the witness, the
multiplexing equipment is always associated with the higher bandwidth service that is being

broken down into smaller channel increments.
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Analysis

Commingling of §251 and §271 elements

The commingling dispute centers on an interpretation of §584 and footnote 1990 of the
TRO and the subsequent TRQ Errata. We note that BellSouth and CompSouth both believe that
the TRO Errata did not change BellSouth’s commingling obligations. BellSouth believes it is
obligated to commingle UNEs and UNE combinations with switched and special access services
it offers pursuant to tariff, but is not obligated to commingle UNEs and UNE combinations with
§271 elements. BellSouth believes the FCC narrowly interprets “wholesale services” with
respect to commingling to mean tariffed access services. In contrast, CompSouth believes the
plain language of the TRO requires BellSouth to commingle §251 UNEs with §271 network
elements. CompSouth believes the FCC broadly interprets ‘“wholesale services” to include

wholesale services required by §271.

Originally, 1584 of the TRO required ILECs to “permit commingling of UNEs and UNE
combinations with other wholesale facilities and services, including any network elements
unbundled pursuant to section 271 and any services offered for resale pursuant to section
251(c)(4) of the Act.” (emphasis added) (TRO §584) However, the TRO Errata corrected {584
striking the §271 reference. (TRO Errata 1, 27) Nonetheless, CompSouth believes that, by
definition, wholesale services include services required by the §271 competitive checklist. Prior
to the TRO Errata, Y584 could have been construed to suggest §271 network elements could be
commingled, but striking the §271 reference suggests a reasonable post-errata interpretation that
commingling of network elements unbundled pursuant to §271 is not required.

In footnote 1990 of the TRO, the FCC declined to require Bell Operating Companies
(BOC:s), such as BellSouth, pursuant to §271, to combine network elements that are no longer
required to be unbundled under §251.° The FCC also originally declined to apply its
commingling rule to §271 checklist services. In the TRO Errata however, the FCC corrected
footnote 1990 by taking out the sentence declining to apply the commingling rule to §271
checklist items. BellSouth believes the correction to §584 made the footnote language
unnecessary and it was therefore removed. On the other hand, CompSouth believes that had the
FCC intended to exempt §271 services from its commingling rules, it would not have eliminated
the express finding in footnote 1990. Attempting to discern the FCC’s intent for correcting the
footnote is inconsequential to the explicit correction to §584.

As noted previously, the Supplemental Order Clarification was the first time the FCC
addressed commingling. The FCC referred to commingling as “i.e. combining loops or loop-
transport combinations with tariffed special access services.” (emphasis added) (Supplemental
Order Clarification §28) In the TRO, the FCC refers to commingling as the combining of a UNE
or UNE combination with wholesale services “e.g., switched and special access services offered
pursuant to tariff.” (emphasis added) (TRQ 7579) Both BellSouth and the Joint CLECs interpret

® Footnote 1990 is tied to 7655, in which the FCC discusses its interpretation that §251 and §271 operate
independently and holds that §271 obligations are not necessarily relieved if there is no §251 unbundling obligation.
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“i.e.” and “e.g.” used in the Supplemental Order Clarification and the TRO to support their
respective positions. BellSouth argues that wholesale services are repeatedly referred to as
tariffed access services in the TRO and the Supplemental Order Clarification, thus showing the
FCC’s intent to limit the types of wholesale services subject to commingling to tariffed access
services. In contrast, CompSouth witness Gillan asserts that the use of “for example” and “e.g.”
throughout 9579 of the TRO simply illustrates the types of wholesale services to which
commingling applies; there is nothing in the TRO that expressly limits commingling to only
those illustrated services. Throughout the commingling discussion in the TRQO, the FCC
continually refers to commingling of UNEs and UNE combinations with interstate access
service. (TRO Y579-583, fn 1795) Also, the FCC explicitly held in 583 that commingling is
not the creation of a new UNE but instead allows a CLEC to combine a UNE or UNE
combination with an interstate access service.

The FCC reaffirmed in 9{652-653 of the TRO that BOCs have an independent obligation
under §271(c)(2)(B) to provide access to certain network elements that are no longer subject to
§251 unbundling. In this case, such non-§251 elements provided under §271 would be subject to
the just and reasonable pricing standard of §§201 and 202. BellSouth offers §271 switching via
a commercial agreement and §271 loops and transport via special access tariffs. BellSouth
affirms that as long as CLECs buy special access and combine it with a §251 UNE, commingling
is not a problem. However, BellSouth believes it is not obligated to commingle stand-alone
switching with a §251 UNE or UNE combination because the switching is only offered through a
commercial contract and not special access. Thus, the parties appear to agree that §271 services
are wholesale services. The dispute is whether or not those specific wholesale services are
included in the commingling obligation -- in other words, whether the FCC “narrowly” defined
commingling to include only certain wholesale services or whether the FCC “broadly” defined

commingling to include any and all wholesale services.

The FCC defined commingling in the Supplemental Order Clarification as the combining
of loops or loop-transport combinations with tariffed special access services. Paragraph 581 in
the TRO appears to provide instructions to ILECs regarding how to implement commingling and
those instructions appear limited to tariffed services. We note that §581 is specific that “we
require incumbent LECs to effectuate commingling by modifying their interstate access service
tariffs to expressly permit connections with UNEs and UNE combination.” There is no similar
requirement for any commercial contracts. There is no explicit affirmation by the FCC in the

~TRO that §271 services are wholesale services to be commingled. In fact, the language that
would have made that affirmative holding was struck in the TRO Errata. The Supplemental
Order Clarification and the TRO as corrected by the errata, lead reasonably to the conclusion that
wholesale services, as they relate to commingling, include switched and special access and resale
services only; do not include §271 services.

BellSouth asserts it provides CLECs with a number of methods to put elements together —
collocation, commercial agreement, tariffed services, or resale. For example, CLECs may obtain
access combined with loops and shared and common transport using BellSouth’s commercial
agreement. Alternatively, CLECs may purchase just the switching port and combine the service
themselves, within a collocation arrangement, to a UNE loop. For loops and transport, CLECs
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may commingle a UNE loop or a UNE transport element with a special access transport or loop,
respectively, pursuant to the commingling terms and conditions in the CLEC’s ICA. Similarly,
CLECs may deliver loops and/or transport to a collocation arrangement and combine these
elements or services with other elements or services themselves within the collocation
arrangement. BellSouth notes that it is not necessary for a CLEC to have its own collocation
arrangement to accomplish the combining itself, so long as it has executed an agreement or letter
of authorization with the collocated CLEC to use the space. BellSouth wishes to offer its §271

elements unattached from other elements.

In contrast, CompSouth asserts that restricting commingling to special access and resale
would require CLECs to effectively combine elements themselves and such a decision would
result in effectively denying them access. Moreover, explains CompSouth, “the §271 element
would have little or no practical use, thereby rendering the §271 obligation an empty shell,
contrary to Congress’ desire that §271 provide entrants with meaningful access.” The Joint
CLECs note in their brief that normally, the transition from a §251 EEL to a §251/§271
commingled loop/transport arrangement can be achieved simply with a records change, and
without customer disruption. This is because there is no physical difference between the two.
Nonetheless, argue the Joint CLECs, BellSouth’s proposed language will turn a simple records
conversion process into a physical “hot cut” process for every EEL where a CLEC wishes to use

§271 elements.

The Joint CLECs are not without remedy if they believe that BellSouth is not meeting the
§271 requirements. If the Joint CLECs disagree with BellSouth that special access and
commercial agreements satisfy §271 requirements, they can and should file a complaint with the
FCC. As noted in the BellSouth Change of Law Order, §271(d)(6) permits CLECs to file
complaints with the FCC concerning failures by BOCs to meet conditions required for §271
approval. Pursuant to §271(d)(6)(b), the FCC shall act on such complaints within 90 days.

In the Verizon Arbitration Order, we concluded that CLECs are required to commingle
UNEs and UNE combinations with all wholesale services, including switched access, special
access, and resale services. The issue in the Verizon arbitration centered around whether or not
Verizon was obligated to commingle resold services with UNEs and UNE combinations;

Verizon is not subject to the §271 requirements.

In the Joint Petitioner’s Order, the issue at hand was whether the TRO requires BellSouth
to commingle UNEs or UNE combinations with any service, network element, or other offering
that it is obligated to make available pursuant to §271. We held that striking the reference to
§271 in the TRO Errata illustrated that the FCC did not intend commingling to apply to §271
elements that are no longer also required to be unbundled under §251(c)(3) of the Act.
Therefore, “BellSouth’s commingling obligation does not extend to elements obtained pursuant
to §271.” Furthermore, we found that commingling a §271 switching element with a §251
unbundled loop element “would, in essence, resurrect a hybrid of UNE-P.” This potential, we
explained, “is contrary to the FCC’s goal of furthering competition through the development of
facilities-based competition.” We note that arbitration proceedings are not binding on the
Commission. Nevertheless, the Joint CLECs have not presented any compelling evidence why
we should render a different decision now.
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Both BellSouth and the Joint CLECs point to decisions of other state commissions that
presumably support their respective positions. We have reviewed these state commission
decisions and believe they indicate a wide disparity of holdings. For this reason, little guidance
can be taken. The Joint CLECs also point to the FCC’s Qwest Forbearance Order as purportedly
confirming that the FCC considers §271 elements as wholesale services. In this Order, the FCC
held as it had in the TRO that §251 and §271 establish independent obligations because the
entities to which these provisions apply are different — namely, §251(c) applies to all ILECs,
while §271 imposes obligations only on BOCs.” (Qwest Forbearance Order 9246; TRO 9655)
Specifically, the FCC held that a BOC must continue providing access to loops, switching, and
transport network elements pursuant to §271(c)(2)(B)(iv)-(vi) even if those elements are not
subject to §251(c)(3). (Qwest Forbearance Order §107; TRO §9§649-667; TRO Errata 7930-33)
Moreover, the FCC found that the §271(c) obligations do not require the provisioning of
wholesale access under a cost-based pricing requirement. (Qwest Forbearance Order §107; TRO
19656-664; TRO Errata 1132-33) As noted, the Qwest Forbearance Order provides nothing not
previously held by the FCC. As previously discussed, BellSouth does not appear to dispute that
§271 elements are wholesale services. The dispute centers on whether those specific wholesale

services are included in the commingling obligation. We believe they are not.

Considering the TRO in its entirety, as corrected by the TRO Errata, as well as the
Supplemental Order and Supplemental Clarification Order, we believe that wholesale services,
as they relate to commingling, include switched and special access and resale services only; do
not include §271 services. Therefore, BellSouth’s commingling obligation is limited to switched
and special access and resale services combined with a UNE or UNE combination.

Commingling with a Third Party’s Service

There is scant record evidence concerning commingling with a third party’s service.
CompSouth proposes that BeliSouth permit CLECs the commingling of a BellSouth UNE or
UNE combination with wholesale services obtained from BellSouth, third parties, or facilities
provided by the CLEC. Neither CompSouth witness Gillan nor any other CLEC specifically

addressed this matter in testimony.

The TRO is explicit that ILECs are required to commingle UNEs “that a requesting
carrier has obtained from an incumbent LEC” and that ILECs are required to “effectuate such
commingling upon request.” (IRO §579) The TRO is silent regarding commingling with a third
party’s services or CLEC-provided services. Notwithstanding this, BellSouth witness Tipton
states that BellSouth is required to permit the commingling, but is not required to effect such a

commingling.
Neither CompSouth nor any CLEC offered testimony to support CompSouth’s proposed

language, nor did any CLEC party address the matter in its brief. BellSouth is not obligated to
effectuate commingling with a third party’s service or a CLEC-provided service. Therefore, no

language is needed.

" The independence of §251 and §271 was also upheld by the D.C. Circuit in USTA II.
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Multiplexing

BellSouth witness Tipton asserts that the multiplexing equipment rate is associated with
the higher bandwidth service. Although CompSouth proposed language indicating the
multiplexing rate should be cost-based, no CLEC witness refuted BellSouth either through filed
testimony or briefs. For this reason, the multiplexing rate should be determined as BellSouth

proposes.

Decision

BellSouth is required to commingle or to allow commingling of a UNE or UNE
combination with one or more facilities or services that a CLEC has obtained at wholesale from
an ILEC pursuant to any method other than unbundling under §251(c)(3). However, this does
not include offerings made available under §271. Also, BellSouth is not required to effectuate
commingling with a third party’s service or a CLEC-provided service. Finally, the multiplexing
rate in a commingled circuit shall be based on the higher bandwidth circuit.

The language proposed by BellSouth best implements this decision and shall be adopted,
as set forth in Appendix A.

ISSUE 16: _ PROVISION OF LINE SHARING TO NEW CLEC CUSTOMERS AFTER
OCTOBER 1, 2004

Parties’ Arguments

BellSouth argues that, . . . the FCC has made clear in paragraphs 199, 260, 261, 262,
264, and 265 of the TRO that BellSouth is not obligated to provide new line sharing
arrangements after October 1, 2004. . . .” In addition, BellSouth believes that, per the FCC’s
transition rules, all line sharing arrangements should terminate on October 2, 2006.

In addressing the Joint CLECs’ position that line sharing is a §271(c)(2)(B)(iv) element,
BellSouth argues that the particular requirement for checklist item 4 is that BOCs must offer . . .
local loop transmission, unbundled from local switching, and other services being provided over
a single line.” (47 U.S.C. §271(d)(2)(B)iv)) The FCC has defined a local loop as “a
transmission facility between a distribution frame (or its equivalent) in an incumbent LEC
central office and the loop demarcation point at an end-user customer premises.” (47 CFR
51.319(a)) However, in its Line Sharing Order, the FCC defined the HFPL “as the frequency
range above the voiceband on a copper loop facility that is being used to carry analog circuit-
switched voiceband transmissions.” (Line Sharing Order Appendix B B-1) Thus, BellSouth
argues in its brief, the HFPL is only part of the facility, not the entire “transmission path”

required by checklist item 4.

In addition, BellSouth notes in its post hearing brief, “Even if line sharing could be
construed to be a §271 network element, state commissions have no authority to require an ILEC
to include §271 elements in a §252 interconnection agreement.” [T]he CLECs’ theory that line
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sharing is still available as a §271 element would render irrelevant the FCC’s carefully-calibrated
transition plan to wean CLECs away from line sharing and to other means of accessing facilities
“. . . that do not have the same anti-competitive effects that the FCC concluded are created by
line sharing.” BellSouth also claims, “ [T]here is not a single mention of line sharing in Section
271.” BellSouth also argues that, even if §271 did require line sharing, the FCC’s Broadband
271 Forbearance Order would have removed any such obligation. Additionally, claims
BellSouth, [Clommission decisions in Tennessee, Massachusetts, Michigan, Rhode Island and
Illinois support BellSouth’s position.

The Joint CLECs contend that “line sharing was (and remains) a checklist item 4 element
and BellSouth remains obligated to provide access to it at just and reasonable rates until the FCC
grants forbearance from that obligation pursuant to 47 U.S.C. § 160. (EXH 3, p. 36) The Joint
CLEC:s cite as evidence language from the FCC’s Order granting BellSouth authority under 47
U.S.C. §271 to sell intetLATA long distance telephone service in the State of Florida.

(BellSouth Tong Distance Order §144) The language cited appears in paragraph 144 of the
Order and states, “BellSouth’s provisioning of the line shared loops satisfies checklist item 4.”

As noted previously, it is BellSouth’s position that even if line sharing is a checklist item
4 component, the FCC’s Broadband 271 Forbearance Order relieves it from an obligation to
provide line sharing. In response to BellSouth’s position, the Joint CLECs note that the Separate
Statements of Commissioners Martin and Powell attached to that Order, while differing in
perspective and intent, each indicate their belief that line sharing is a §271 unbundling
obligation. Furthermore, the Joint CLECs note that the FCC did not grant forbearance for line
sharing because the Broadband 271 Forbearance Order repeatedly lists the elements from which

the FCC is forbearing and line sharing is not on the list.
Analysis

FCC Ends New Line Sharing Arrangements

In its TRO the FCC refused to reinstate the vacated line sharing rules. (TRO 9199)
However, because of its initial decision to unbundle the HFPL, the FCC determined that line
sharing as an unbundled network element is to be grandfathered for those CLECs providing line
sharing to customers as of October 1, 2003, (the effective date of the Order) until such time as
the FCC concludes its next biennial review, which commenced in 2004. (TRQ 9264) In
addition, the TRO also adopted a three-year transition plan for new line sharing arrangements of
requesting carriers which provides that, during the first year of transition, CLECs may add new
line sharing customers using the HFPL at 25 percent of the state-approved rates or the agreed
upon rates in existing interconnection agreements. (TRO 9264) In years two and three of the
transition, the rate for the HFPL increases to 50 then 75 percent of the state-approved rates or the .
agreed upon rates in existing interconnection agreements and that no new HFPL arrangements
may be added in. (TRO ¥265) Thus, as put forth by BellSouth’s witness Fogle, as an unbundled
network element, new line sharing arrangements ended as of October 2, 2004, the first day of the
second year of the transition plan enumerated in the TRO. The Joint CLECs also acknowledge

this circumstance.
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Line Sharing As a “Checklist Item 4 Element

The Joint CLECs note that the FCC considered line sharing as a checklist item 4 element
in its BellSouth Long Distance Order. The FCC has also included line sharing as a checklist
item 4 component in its Orders approving BOC long distance entry for Verizon in Massachusetts
and BellSouth in Georgia. The Joint CLECs allege that “. . . indeed, in every FCC order granting
any BOC such authority — the FCC placed line sharing in checklist item 4.”

The FCC’s BellSouth Long Distance Order further supports the Joint CLECs’ contention
that line sharing was considered a checklist item 4 element. The Order contains an Appendix D,

titled Statutory Requirements. Appendix D is an annotated history of the statutory requirements
necessary for approval of a BOC petition to provide in region, interLATA long distance services.
Here, under the heading “D. Checklist Item 4 — Unbundled Loops” of Appendix D, the FCC
indicates that in order to comply with checklist item 4, “[a] BOC must also demonstrate that it
provides nondiscriminatory access to unbundled loops. Specifically, the BOC must provide
access to any functionality requested by a competing carrier unless it not technically feasible. . .
" (BellSouth Long Distance Order, Appendix D 949) In the following paragraph of the same
section of Appendix D, the FCC notes that its Line Sharing Order “introduced new rules
requiring BOC:s to offer requesting carriers unbundled access to the high frequency portion of the
loop (HFPL).” (BellSouth Long Distance Order, Appendix D §50)

The FCC’s inclusion of the line sharing discussion under the Section D. Checklist Item 4
— Unbundled Loops heading, as well as, the use of the term ‘BOCs’ in reference to line sharing
obligations, offers further support that line sharing was considered a §271 checklist item 4

element by the FCC at the time it issued the BellSouth Long Distance Order. BellSouth has not
provided evidence that refutes this conclusion.

Line Sharing a Current “Check List Item 4 Element

Thus, the critical issue 1s whether the decision by the D.C. Circuit in USTA I to vacate
and remand the FCC’s initial decision requiring line sharing, and the subsequent FCC conclusion
in the TRO not to reinstate line sharing as a UNE, effectively eliminates line sharing as a
checklist item 4 element. In other words, stated hypothetically, if BellSouth were required today
to apply for 271 relief, would line sharing be included as a required element under checklist item

47
Why Line Sharing Is Not a Current “Checklist Item 4” Element

Webster’s Ninth New Collegiate Dictionary defines vacate as “to make legally void:
annul.” The Joint CLECs argue that line sharing remains a checklist item 4 element beyond the
FCC’s decision in the TRO not to reinstate the vacated line sharing unbundled element.
However, if the FCC’s determination to include line sharing as a component of checklist item 4
hinges on the vacated Line Sharing Order and that decision is annulled, it would seem that the
Joint CLECs argument would be nullified as well.

The TRO offers additional insight in this matter. In 665, the FCC addresses its ongoing
responsibility to enforce the conditions of §271 approval. It states:
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- While we believe that section 271(d)6 establishes an ongoing duty for BOCs to
remain in compliance, we do not believe that Congress intended that the
“conditions required for such approval” would not change with time. Absent such
a reading, the Commission would be in a condition where it would be imposing
backsliding requirements on BOCs solely based on date of section 271 entry,
rather than on the law as it currently exists. We reject this approach as antithetical
to public policy because it would require the enforcement of out-of-date or even

vacated (emphasis added) rules. (TRO §665)

In the FCC’s own words, on remand “We do not reinstate the Commission’s vacated line sharing
rules . . .” (TRQ 9199). It would appear that the FCC anticipated a situation directly analogous
to that of line sharing and put forth its position that enforcement of vacated rules in the context of
§271(d)6 would not be appropriate. Put another way, it appears that if BellSouth were to apply
for 271 approval today it would not be required to offer line sharing as a checklist item 4

compliance element.
271 Elements

Moreover, as reflected in its BellSouth Change-of-Law Order, this Commission
determined that it does not have the authority to require BellSouth to include §271 elements in

§252 interconnection agreements. We further found that to do so would be contrary to both the
plain language of §251 and §252 and the regulatory regime set forth in the TRO and the TRRO.
Thus, even if we were to conclude that BellSouth must continue to offer line sharing as a §271
checklist item 4 element, do not have the authority to require inclusion of line sharing (or any
§271 element) as part of a §252 interconnection agreement.

Decision

In light of (1) the action of the D.C. Circuit in USTA I to vacate and remand the FCC’s
decision on line sharing, (2) the FCC’s subsequent decision on remand not to reinstate line
sharing as an unbundled network element, and (3) the FCC’s own words regarding ongoing
enforcement of §271 approvals contained in the TRO, we conclude that BellSouth is not
obligated pursuant to the Telecommunications Act of 1996 and FCC Orders to provide line
sharing to new CLEC customers after October 1, 2004.

ISSUE 17:  APPROPRIATE LANGUAGE FOR TRANSITIONING OFF A CLEC’S
EXISTING LINE SHARING ARRANGEMENTS

Parties’ Arguments

BellSouth witness Fogle indicates that BellSouth’s proposed language includes both the
FCC’s line sharing transition plan and a requirement that CLECs that have ordered line sharing
arrangements after October 1, 2004, pay the full stand-alone loop rate for those arrangements and
add no new line sharing arrangements going forward. In addition, witness Fogle also indicates
that the Joint CLEC proposed language, as reflected in Exhibit 23, would continue to obligate
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BellSouth to provide access to line sharing as an UNE. Witness Fogle suggests this language
should be rejected in its entirety.

The Joint CLECs proposed contract language, as reflected in Exhibit 23, does not reflect
the FCC’s line sharing transition plan contained in the TRO at §{264-265. However, the Joint
CLEC:s suggest that, if we find in Issue 16, “that BellSouth does not have an obligation under
Section 271 to provide continued access to line sharing, then the language offered by either
CompSouth or BellSouth appropriately reflects the remaining legal obligations of BellSouth.”

Analysis

In Issue 16, we have found that BellSouth is not obligated to continue to provide access
to line sharing arrangements to CLECs after October 1, 2004. Therefore, we agree with
BellSouth that the transition plan for line sharing arrangements adopted by the FCC should be
reflected in the language of the agreement. The transition plan states:

The three-year transition period for new line sharing arrangements will work as
follows. During the first year, which begins on the effective date of this Order,
competitive LECs may continue to obtain new line sharing customers through the
use of the HFPL at 25 percent of the state-approved recurring rates or the agreed-
upon recurring rates in existing interconnection agreements for stand-alone
copper loops for that particular location. During the second year, the recurring
charge for such access for those customers will increase to 50 percent of the state-
approved recurring rate or the agreed-upon recurring rate in existing
interconnection agreements for a stand-alone copper loop for that particular
location. Finally, in the last year of the transition period, the competitive LECs’
recurring charge for access to the HFPL for those customers obtained during the
first year after release of this Order will increase to 75 percent of the state-
approved recurring rate or the agreed-upon recurring rate for a stand-alone loop
for that location. After the transition period, any new customer must be served
through a line splitting arrangement, through use of the stand-alone copper loop,
or through an arrangement that a competitive LEC has negotiated with the
incumbent LEC to replace line sharing. We strongly encourage the parties to
commence negotiations as soon as possible so that a long-term arrangement is
reached and reliance on the shorter-term default mechanism that we describe

above is unnecessary. (TRO 265)

As noted by BellSouth witness Fogle, BellSouth has no ongoing obligation to provide
access to line sharing to requesting CLECs after October 1, 2004. Having reviewed the language
proposed by BellSouth in Exhibit 12, we make the following modifications: In light of the line
sharing transition plan enumerated previously, it is appropriate, in order to reduce confusion, to
separately delineate each of the line sharing scenarios created by the TRO, i.e., those line sharing
arrangements in service prior to October 1, 2003, and grandfathered, those line sharing
arrangements established between October 2, 2003 and October 1, 2004, and those line sharing
arrangements placed in service on or after October 2, 2004.

The paragraph addressing the conversion of line sharing arrangements to line splitting
arrangements shall be modified to reflect that line splitting is an arrangement offered by
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BellSouth to the CLEC purchasing the entire loop. In addition, the CLEC shall purchase any
needed equipment.

Decision

Neither the language proposed by BellSouth nor the Joint CLEC:s is totally appropriate to
implement this recommended decision. Instead, the language proposed by BellSouth, with the
modifications discussed in our analysis, shall be adopted. The approved language is set forth in

Appendix A.

ISSUE 18: APPROPRIATE ICA LANGUAGE TO IMPLEMENT BELLSOUTH’S
OBLIGATIONS WITH REGARD TO LINE SPLITTING

Parties’ Arguments
BellSouth

BellSouth’s existing ICA language provides for line splitting over a UNE-Loop, and
through March 10, 2006, with UNE-P arrangements. In this docket, BellSouth proposes to
remove the specific language in the ICA that discusses line splitting over an embedded base of
UNE-P lines.

For CLECs that enter into an agreement with BellSouth after the end of the 12-month
transition plan specified by the FCC in the TRRO (March 10, 2006), BellSouth’s proposed ICA
does not include the provisioning of Line Splitting pursuant to an UNE-P arrangement. Since
new CLECs would not have an embedded base of UNE-P lines, they are not permitted to order
UNE-P from BellSouth and may also not order line splitting over UNE-P.

BellSouth witness Fogle contends that BellSouth’s line splitting obligations are limited to
a CLEC’s purchase of the stand-alone loop. In other words, witness Fogle is asserting that
BellSouth has no obligation to provide line splitting under a commingled arrangement that
consists of a loop and unbundled switching provided by BellSouth pursuant to §271. It is
BellSouth’s position that UNE-P should not be reincarnated and, moreover, §271 obligations
should not be included in §§251 and 252 interconnection agreements.

BellSouth witness Fogle also argues that BellSouth is not obligated to provide the splitter
for the CLEC in a line splitting arrangement. According to witness Fogle, “A CLEC can provide
the splitter in its leased collocation space in BellSouth’s central office. Using its own splitter, the
CLEC is free to offer voice service on the low frequency portion of the loop, and have another
CLEC provide broadband service, such as DSL, over the high frequency portion of the loop (or

vice-versa).”
Joint CLECs

The Joint CLECs and CompSouth did not offer direct or rebuttal testimony addressing
the line splitting issue; however, CompSouth witness Gillan proposed ICA language regarding
line splitting in exhibits to his testimony. Further discussions of the ICA revisions were raised in
CompSouth’s response to our staff’s interrogatories and in the Joint CLECs’ brief. The areas of

concern can be summarized as follows:
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» BellSouth should provide line splitting on a commingled arrangement of §§251 and 271
elements.

= BellSouth should remove language denoting that CLECs are responsible for providing their
own splitter.

= BellSouth should remove specific terms within the ICA’s indemnification provision to
protect BellSouth against claims, loss or damages, which arise out of actions related to the

other service provider.

» A provision should be added for BellSouth to make all necessary network modifications to
accommodate line splitting arrangements.

With respect to CompSouth’s first concern, CompSouth notes that BellSouth has both a
§271 obligation and a §251(c)(3) obligation to provide line splitting. CompSouth asserts that
under the FCC’s rules regarding commingling, BellSouth is obligated to attach the unbundled
switching with any other service provided at wholesale, such as line splitting.

The next area of concern to CompSouth is the ICA language regarding the provisioning
of a splitter. BellSouth’s proposed ICA language regarding line splitting over a UNE-L requires
the voice CLEC to provide the splitter to facilitate line splitting. CompSouth witness Gillan
asserts that the limitation of a splitter to be provided by the voice CLEC is not supported by FCC
rules or orders related to line splitting. It is CompSouth’s position that facilitation of line
splitting is BellSouth’s responsibility.

CompSouth further proposes to remove specific terms within the ICA’s line splitting
indemnification provision. The indemnification provision is provided to protect BellSouth from
claims by third parties. CompSouth is concerned with the following specific words within the
provision; “actions, causes of actions,” “suits,” “injuries,” and “reasonable attorney fees.”
CompSouth argues that inclusion of these specific terms may obligate the CLECs to defend and
indemnify BellSouth in every stage in a litigation, rather than specific claims against BellSouth.

CompSouth’s last area of concern is for BellSouth to include a provision in the ICA to
reference the TRO requirement that ILECs modify their OSS in such a manner to facilitate line
splitting. Accordingly, CompSouth proposes the phrase “BellSouth must make all necessary
network modifications, including providing non-discriminatory access to operations support
systems necessary for . . . line splitting arrangements.” CompSouth states that the phrase comes
from 47 CFR 51.319(a)(1)(ii)(B). Incorporating the phrase in the ICA imposes the requirement
on BellSouth to identify CLEC needs and associated OSS modifications.

Analysis

The first area of contention between the parties is whether BellSouth should provide line
splitting on a commingled arrangement of §§251 and 271 elements. For all new contracts
BellSouth and CLECs enter into after the end of the transition period specified in the TRRO
(March 10, 2006), the CLECs would not have an embedded base of UNE-P and are not permitted
to order UNE-P from BellSouth. BellSouth proposes to remove all language in the ICA that
references the provisioning of Line Splitting pursuant to an UNE-P arrangement. The Joint
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CLECs argue that BellSouth has an obligation to commingle line splitting with switching
pursuant to §§251 and 271.

The authority to enforce 271 obligations resides with the FCC, and thus it is inappropriate
to extend the scope of this proceeding to require commingling of §271 elements. Furthermore,
the Joint CLECs did not offer any testimony that specifically addressed the issue of line splitting
being included in the FCC’s commingling rules. However, the Joint CLECs did observe in their
brief that this issue should be resolved upon resolution of Issue 13 in this docket. We agree with
the Joint CLECs’ observation that resolution of Issue 13 will also resolve this issue.
Furthermore, §271 concems are addressed in Issue 7. Consistent with our finding in Issue 13,
the line splitting language in the ICA shall not reflect the availability of UNE-P or the
commingling of loops and switching for all new contracts entered into after March 10, 2006.

The next area of concern is regarding the provision of a splitter. It is BellSouth’s position
that the voice CLECs should provide their own splitter. BellSouth witness Fogle asserts that
CLECs are not impaired without access to BellSouth’s splitlers. According to witness Fogle,
“Splitter functionality can easily be provided by either an inexpensive standalone splitter or by
utilizing the integrated splitter built into all Asynchronous Digital Subscriber Line (“ADSL”)
platforms.” CompSouth argues that FCC rules and orders do not require the voice CLEC to
specifically provide the splitter. CompSouth contends that the splitter may be provided by either
BellSouth, the data CLEC, the voice CLEC, or a third party.

Regarding the provision of the splitter, the FCC states in the TRO “existing rules require
incumbent LECs to permit competing carriers to engage in line splitting where a competing
carrier purchases the whole loop and provides its own splitter to be collocated in the central
office.” (IRO 9251) This seems to assume that the splitter will be provided by the requesting
carrier. However, the FCC does not appear to preclude the requesting carrier from using a
splitter provided by the ILEC, another CLEC, or a third party. In other words, BellSouth may
provide a splitter to the requesting carrier, but it is not obligated to provide the splitter.
BellSouth’s proposed line splitting language in the ICA shall be revised to reflect that the
requesting carrier is responsible for obtaining the splitter. The approved language is set forth in
Appendix A. '

BellSouth’s existing ICA language regarding line splitting also has an indemnification
provision to limit BellSouth’s liability. CompSouth objects to the following specific terms
within the provision; “actions, causes of actions,” “suits,” “injuries,” and “reasonable attorney
fees.” The Joint CLECs agree that CLECs should indemnify and defend BellSouth against
claims by third parties. However, the Joint CLECs state that they are concerned the inclusion of
these specific terms might obligate CLECs to defend and indemnify BellSouth “against entire
‘actions’ or ‘suits,” rather than the specific claims made against BellSouth.” CompSouth
provides an example of such an action in which a mixed set of claims involving allegations of
both willful and non-willful errors by BellSouth could arise. In this instance, CompSouth would
only agree to indemnify BellSouth against the non-willful error.

BellSouth argues that the indemnification terms are included to ensure that the limitation

of liability is comprehensive. BellSouth further notes that elimination of these terms could be
interpreted to eliminate the obligation for the CLEC to defend BellSouth against a lawsuit or
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other action once it has progressed past the claims stage. BellSouth asserts that these terms are
intended to impose an obligation on the CLEC to make BellSouth whole.

Protection against indemnifying BellSouth from willful or negligent errors is already
provided to the Joint CLECs in the indemnification provision. The provision states, . . . shall
indemnify . . . BellSouth . . . except to the extent caused by BellSouth’s gross negligence or
willful misconduct. Therefore, CompSouth’s proposed revisions are unnecessary.” The
approved language is set forth in Appendix A.

CompSouth is also requesting to add a provision to the ICA to require BellSouth to make
all necessary network modifications to accommodate line splitting arrangements. CompSouth
discusses the need for BellSouth to modify its network to provide CLECs with the capability to
submit electronic orders for all data services. CompSouth further references 4252 of the TRO

wherein its proposed language is codified. The language states:

As the Commission did before, we encourage incumbent LECs and competitors to
use existing state commission collaboratives and change management processes
to address OSS modifications that are necessary to support line splitting. (TRO

1252)

Accordingly, it is CompSouth’s position to incorporate this language into the ICA to denote that
BellSouth must make all necessary network modifications to provide non-discriminatory access

to BellSouth’s OSS.

BeliSouth does not disagree with the FCC’s ruling in the TRO to require BellSouth to
make modifications to its OSS necessary for line splitting. BellSouth argues that CompSouth’s
proposed language is too vague and would create additional issues between the parties.
Additionally, BellSouth notes that its comprehensive OSS language is detailed in a separate
attachment to the ICA.® BeliSouth further asserts that network modifications are not necessary
since the line splitting function is performed between two CLECs, without the involvement of
BellSouth. Hence, there are no necessary network modifications required by BellSouth to
facilitate line splitting.

We agree with CompSouth’s position that language should be added to the ICA to reflect
the FCC’s decision in the TRO. The FCC’s Line Sharing Recon Order states, “. . . an incumbent
LEC must perform central office work necessary to deliver unbundled loops and switching to a
competing carrier’s physically or virtually collocated splitter that is part of a line splitting
arrangement.” (Line Sharing Recon Order 920) Additional language shall be added to the ICA
to reflect BellSouth’s obligation to perform all necessary OSS modifications to accommodate
line splitting arrangements. The specific revisions to the ICA are set forth in Appendix A.

Decision
BellSouth’s ICA language regarding line splitting shall be limited to when a CLEC

purchases a stand-alone loop. The language in the ICA regarding line splitting shall be revised
to reflect: (1) that the requesting carrier is responsible for obtaining the splitter; (2) that

® Since OSS is not an issue in this docket, BellSouth did not include the OSS attachment as an exhibit to any
witness’s testimony.
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indemnification remains unaffected; and (3) BellSouth is responsible for all necessary network
modifications to accommodate line splitting arrangements.
Neither the language proposed by BellSouth nor CompSouth is totally appropriate to

implement this decision. Instead, the language proposed by BellSouth, with modifications
discussed in the staff analysis, shall be adopted. The approved language is set forth in Appendix

A.

ISSUE 22(B): UNBUNDLED ACCESS TO NEWLY-DEPLOYED OR ‘‘GREENFIELD’’
FIBER L.OOPS

Parties’ Arguments

BellSouth

Witness Fogle defines “greenfield” as a term “used in the telecommunications industry to
describe an area of the public switched telephone network outside plant infrastructure that is
being built to support new residential and commercial construction.” The witness extends the
definition to include “greenfield fiber loops” as new construction of fiber to residential or
business areas. He states these are areas that “never had existing copper facilities,” and argues
that BellSouth is not required to “offer unbundled access to newly-deployed or ‘greenfield’ fiber
loops” in accordance with 9273 of the TRO. He asserts the effects of the FCC’s “greenfield”
fiber unbundling relief will provide incentives for ILECs, such as BellSouth, to invest in the
latest network technology and that future services will be deployed using greater bandwidth than

what is currently being used.

Witness Fogle argues the FCC determined in the TRO that ILECs have no obligation to
unbundle fiber to the home (FTTH) mass market loops serving “greenfield” areas or areas of
new construction and that the FCC expanded its ruling to include fiber to the curb (FTTC). The
witness defines a FTTC loop as a “fiber transmission facility connecting to copper distribution
plant that is not more than 500 feet from the customer’s premises.” Therefore, witness Fogle
argues, the same relief afforded the ILECs in relation to FTTH also applies to FTTC.

BellSouth’s witness Fogle explains that in the relationship of multiple dwelling units
(MDUs) and FTTH, the FCC in the TRO, determined the rules are also applicable to mostly
residential MDUs such as condominiums, apartment buildings, cooperatives and planned unit
developments. Witness Fogle asserts the FCC also stated that even when businesses occupied
space in the MDUs that such buildings were not exempt from the FTTH unbundling relief
afforded the ILECs. As support, witness Fogle says the FCC stated “a multilevel apartment that
houses retail stores such as a dry cleaner and/or a mini-mart on the ground is predominately
residential while an office building that contains a floor of residential suites is not.” The witness
continues asserting that in the TRO Errata, the FCC deleted the term “residential” to the extent
that a fiber to the home loop is a local loop serving an end user’s customer premises.

Witness Fogle argues BellSouth’s position regarding “greenfields” and FTTH is that it
has no unbundling obligation whatsoever. Explains witness Fogle, BellSouth believes that the
FCC stated there is no impairment requirement because CLECs have the same opportunities and
the same capabilities to deploy fiber as the ILECs. He asserts, without impairment, there is no
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need to unbundle the “greenfield” fiber loop. In reference to the mass market or enterprise
customers, the witness argues, “the unbundling exemptions do not vary based on the type of
customer to be served” and that the FCC made the distinction as an analytical tool. He states that
generally what the FCC is saying is that an enterprise customer is one that typically orders DS1s
and above, whereas a mass market customer is a person who orders slower services. Witness
Fogle continues and argues the FCC is trying to incent new fiber deployments and the FCC
concluded that the CLECs are either ahead in new fiber to the home deployments or are doing
more than the ILECs. He asserts, “if we build it, we don’t have to share it. This creates an
economic incentive for us to build it as quickly as possible.” Enterprise customers, on the other
hand, have revenue opportunities that are even greater, he argues. The witness explains, that
when a building is going to be constructed that has only business tenants, the CLEC and the
incumbent are similarly situated, and there is no impairment as both could build the facilities to
the building. He concludes, “[s]o if there is no impairment, there is no requirement to

unbundle.”

In Exhibit 37, also known as the Allegiance pleading, witness Fogle explains the reason
the FCC stated it was maintaining access to DS1 and DS3 loops is because the deployment of all
fiber loops is in its infancy and the “grand majority of locations and situations the impairment
standard applies because there’s hybrid loops or copper loops that are providing the DS1s and
DS3s.” He argues that there is not a “large overlap” between the unbundling exemption being

afforded the ILECs and impairment.

Witness Fogle stated that BellSouth does not object to the specific proposed language
involving fiber to the home or fiber to the curb loops rather that it is more of a definitional issue.
He argues that an all fiber loop to a mass market type customer, such as a small business or
residential customer, differs because other loops are simply called fiber when sent to a building
primarily used to provide high capacity facilities such as DS1 or DS3. Calling it FTTH or FTTC
for the purposes of the contract and excluding enterprise customers would limit BellSouth’s
requirements. So it comes down to how those terms are defined, states the witness. If they are
defined narrowly and the unbundling exemption is broader, then BellSouth would need
additional language to cover the unbundling exemptions that are broader. If the terms are
matched with the unbundling exemption, BellSouth would have no objections. The witness
stated that BellSouth and Sprint had reached agreement to resolve this instant issue and added
such language that FTTH/FTTC loops do not include local loops to predominately business

MDUs.

Joint CLECs

CompSouth’s witness Gillan argues that BellSouth seems to go beyond the unbundling
relief being granted by the FCC. He asserts that according to BellSouth, the FCC adopted a
basic principle in its broadband policies that CLECs continue to have access to the existing last
mile copper facilities for as long as those facilities continue to exist. The witness alleges that
BellSouth completely ignores a “critical limiting factor” in the FCC’s unbundling exemptions for
fiber to the home and fiber to the curb. Witness Gillan argues that the exemptions for FTTH and
FTTC loops are limited and explains that those loops are used to serve “mass market customers.”
(emphasis by witness) He attests the FCC’s TRO and the FTTC Order are permeated with
references to mass market customers and the fiber loops serving those customers.
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Witness Gillan maintains BellSouth does not have a blanket exemption from unbundling
obligations. He contends it is still required to provide access to carriers serving enterprise
customers, “even where the CLEC could not gain access to the loop facility to serve a mass
market customer.” He argues that when a CLEC orders a DS1 loop, the customer it is wishing to
serve is by definition an enterprise customer and not a mass market customer. The witness states
the FCC separated enterprise customers from the mass market, as follows:

All other business customers — whom we characterize as the enterprise market —
typically purchase high capacity loops, such as DS1, DS3, and OCN capacity
loops. We address high-capacity loops provisioned to these customers as part of
our enterprise market analysis.

He explains that when a CLEC is ordering a DS1 loop to serve a customer, the request means the
customer is a member of the enterprise market and BellSouth must unbundle the loop.

Witness Gillan argues the FCC requires ILECs to provide CLECs unbundled DS1 loops
without regard as to whether or not the loop is FTTH or FTTC. He explains BellSouth’s
unbundling relief for DS1 loops is based upon the number of fiber-based collocators and
switched business lines in a wire center not by the type of loop architecture. The witness quotes
the TRO 9325, footnote 956, which discusses DS1 loop availability as follows:

DS1 loops will be available to requesting carriers, without limitation, regardless
of the technology used to provide such loops, e.g. two-wire and four-wire HDSL
or SHDSL, fiber optics, or radio, used by the incumbent LEC to provision such
loops and regardless of the customer for which the requesting carrier will service
unless otherwise specifically indicated. See Supra Part VI.A 4.a. (v) (Discussing
FTTH). The unbundling obligation associated with DS1 loops is in no way
limited by the rules we adopt today with respect to hybrid loops used to serve
mass market custorners. See Supra Part VI.A .4.a.(v)(b)(i). (emphasis by witness)

Witness Gillan states to the extent that there is any confusion, the FCC put that to rest in
its brief to the D.C. Circuit Court of Appeals when it responded to a pleading by Allegiance
Telecom that expressed fear over losing access to DS1 loops. Witness Gillan highlights Exhibit
37 by quoting the following passage from the FCC’s brief:

Allegiance also claims that it will lose access to DSI loops. Motion at 11. It
based that claim on the theory that when the Commission changed “residence” to
end user in the erratum, it removed business customers served by DS-1 loops
from the unbundling obligation. That reading of the erratum is incorrect. . . . The
text, as well as the rules themselves makes it clear that DS1 and DS3 loops remain

available as UNEs at TELRIC prices.
Therefore, surmises the witness, DS1 loops remain available to CLECs contingent upon the
impairment analysis performed on a wire center by wire center basis found within the TRRO.
Witness Gillan contends the only limitation to BellSouth’s unbundling obligations regarding
fiber/copper hybrid loops is that BellSouth need not provnde access to the packet-based
capabilities in the loop.

Witness Gillan further argues, that TRO 9289 clearly states there is a continuing ILEC
obligation to provide unbundled access to a complete transmission path over TDM networks in
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order to address the impairment that requesting carriers currently face. The witness asserts that
the FCC ensured CLECs would have additional means with which to provide broadband
capabilities to end users because CLECs can obtain DS1 and DS3 loops, including channelized
DS1 or DS3 loops and multiple DS1 or DS3 loops for each customer.

Witness Gillan concludes by arguing to the extent that the ILEC deploys packet based
technology, such deployment typically parallels the incumbent LEC’s TDM network and
therefore would not isolate customers to CLEC DS1 and DS3 services. The witness believes that
the unbundling exemption for BellSouth is very narrow as confined within the impairment

definition of a wire center.

Sprint

Sprint’s witness Maples argues that enterprise customers and businesses in a
predominately business multi-dwelling unit were not subject to the ILEC’s relief of not
providing access to fiber to the home (FTTH) loops in areas that were never previously served by
such loops (greenfields). He states that when the FCC defined FTTH loops in the TRO, it was
basing its analysis on “mass market loops” found within §274. The witness explains that
footnote 956 of the TRO included fiber optic facilities in order to satisfy the ILEC’s obligation to
provide access to DS1 loops. Witness Maples argues “[t]he FTTH exemption was not intended
to eliminate CLEC access to every fiber loop; however, the FTTH loop unbundling restrictions
do apply to certain small business customers, but not enterprise customers.”

Witness Maples states the FCC also extended the unbundling restriction to include fiber
to the curb (FTTC) loops in an order known as the FTTC Recon Order. He broadens his
argument for not applying the FTTH/FTTC exemptions to predominately business multiple
dwelling units by arguing the FCC in its MDU Order clearly stated the exemption did not apply.
The witness quotes paragraph 8 of the MDU Order as follows:

Second, we conclude that tailoring FTTH relief to predominantly residential
MDUs is more appropriate than a single, categorical rule covering all types of
multiunit premises. A categorical rule either would retain disincentives to
deploying broadband to millions of consumers contrary to the goals of section 706
or would eliminate unbundling for enterprise customers where the record shows
additional investment incentives are not needed. As discussed above, we find that
extending relief to predominately residential MDUs best tailors the unbundling
relief to those situations where the analysis of impairment and investment
incentives indicates that such relief is appropriate. We thus reject commenter’s
categorical assertions that the FTTH rules should never apply in the case of any
multiunit premises, or that the unbundling relief should extend to all multiunit
premises. Because we can draw an administratively workable distinction between
predominately residential MDUs and other multiunit premises, we find that we
can more carcfully target the unbundling relief warranted by the consideration of

section 706’s goals.
Witness Maples concludes his argument by recommending additional language to BellSouth’s
proposed definition of FTTH/FTTC loops to address enterprise customers and predominantly
business MDUs.
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Analysis

The issue statement above concerns BellSouth’s obligations, if any, to offer CLECs
unbundled access to “greenfield” fiber loops deployed to multiple dwelling units that are
primarily residential. Issue 22 (a) concerning the MPOE definition will not be reiterated as that
issue has been decided. We surmise the parties are in agreement that the FTTH/FTTC loops
serving those end users designated by the FCC as mass market customers were exempt from
unbundling regardless of impairment. We arrive at this supposition by the plain reading of the
record testimony that stated the FCC eliminated the ILEC’s obligation. We believe that all the
parties accepted the unbundling exemption for residential MDUs and instead concentrated on
resolving their differences regarding interpretation of the ILECs obligations, if any, for
FTTH/FTTC loops that served business MDUs. All the parties recognized that the FCC created
a set of circumstances relieving the ILECs of certain unbundling obligations in relation to
FTTH/FTTC facilities. Again, Sprint and BellSouth did reach agreement concerning this instant
issue by adding language to the definition such that FTTH/FTTC loops do not include local
loops to predominately business MDUs.

BellSouth’s argument above could be interpreted that the unbundling exemption applied
to all “greenfield” fiber regardless of the type of customer, that is a mass market or an enterprise
customer. CompSouth’s interpretation, on the other hand, would be that BellSouth’s unbundling
exemption is very limited and applies only to those ILEC next generation networks that are
packet based and typically deployed adjacent to the network that is currently using TDM.

We agree with Sprint in its characterization of the FTTC Recon Order in that the FCC
broadened the definition of FITH to include FTTC and in the MDU Order rejected polar
opposite arguments that asserted its FTTH rules should not apply to any MDU or that the
unbundling relief should be extend to all MDUs. We also agree with Sprint that the FCC
recognized that it could incent ILEC investment in residential MDUs by allowing the ILEC an
exemption for unbundling FTTH/FTTC loops to the residential MDU; however, the FCC
concluded no such incentive was needed to build broadband facilities to predominately business

MDUs.

BeliSouth appears to be concluding that new construction of fiber to a building is
“greenfield”, that the CLEC and ILEC are similarly situated in having the opportunity to deploy
fiber and therefore not entitled to DS1 or DS3 UNEs. BellSouth’s interpretation is contrary to
the intent of the TRO and the TRRO. The best example supporting our belief is found in Exhibit
37, which is the FCC’s brief filed with the D.C. District Court of Appeals in opposition to
Allegiance Telecoms’ motion for stay pending review, where in the FCC’s own words it stated
“[t]he text, as well as the rules themselves make it clear that DS1 and DS3 loops remain

available as UNEs at TELRIC prices.”

The FCC in the TRRQ impairment analysis looked at wire centers and their associated
business line counts and fiber based collocators. In those wire centers with high business line
counts and a large number of fiber based collocators, the FCC concluded that CLECs would
more than likely accept the high cost of constructing a lateral to the fiber ring of a fiber based
collocator. However, in those wire centers where impairment exists, there are not enough fiber
based collocators and a CLEC could not endure the high cost of deploying fiber to the building
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containing high capacity users. Therefore, the FCC concluded that a CLEC is not similarly
situated as BellSouth and maintained the unbundling requirement for DS1 and DS3 loops based

upon wire center impairment. (TRRO {1169-174)

We disagree with CompSouth’s assertion that the FCC maintained CLEC access to
multiple DS1s and DS3s to each of its customers. The FCC in TRO Y177 stated “[t]herefore
even where our test requires DS3 loop unbundling, we limit the number of unbundled DS3s that
a competitive LEC can obtain at each building to a single DS3 to encourage facilities based
deployment when such competitive deployment is economic.” We can not reconcile the
statement to include multiple DS1s or DS3 when, clearly, the FCC set certain limits.

Decision

BellSouth is under no obligation to offer unbundled access to “greenfield” FTTH/FTTC
loops used to serve residential MDUs. In those wire centers where impairment exists, a CLEC’s
access to unbundled DS1 and DS3 loops was not exempted and BellSouth, upon request, shall

unbundle the fiber loop to satisfy the DS1 or DS3 request.

Neither the language proposed by BellSouth nor the Joint CLEC:s is totally appropriate to
implement our decision. Instead, parts of the language proposed by BellSouth and the Joint
CLECs shall be combined and adopted as discussed in our analysis. The approved language is
set forth in Appendix A.

Based on the foregoing, it is

ORDERED by the Florida Public Service Commission that the specific findings set forth
in this Order are approved in every respect. It is further

ORDERED that that the disputes identified among the parties in this docket are resolved
as set forth within the body of this Order. It is further

ORDERED that the amendments or agreements for issues 5, 13, 16-18 and 22(b), that
comply with the Commission’s decisions in this docket shall be fully executed and submitted to
this Commission for approval within 10 days of the Commission’s order in this proceeding. It is
further

ORDERED that the Commission staff is granted administrative authority to approve any
amendments and agreements filed in accordance with the Commission’s decision in this
proceeding. Such amendments or agreements shall be effective on the date the Commission

issues its final order approving the signed amendments. It is further

ORDERED that this docket shall remain open for 45 days following the issuance of the
final order to allow parties to file fully executed agreements and to address any other outstanding
matters. After 45 days have past, and there are no outstanding issues, this docket shall be closed

administratively.
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By ORDER of the Florida Public Service Commission this _17th day of April, 2006.

BLANCA S. BAYO, Director
Division of the Commission Clerk
and Administrative Services

By: \L(_ A"
, Kay Fl , Chief v
Bureau of Records

(SEAL)

LF

NOTICE OF FURTHER PROCEEDINGS OR JUDICIAL REVIEW

The Florida Public Service Commission is required by Section 120.569(1), Florida
Statutes, to notify parties of any administrative hearing or judicial review of Commission orders
that is available under Sections 120.57 or 120.68, Florida Statutes, as well as the procedures and
time limits that apply. This notice should not be construed to mean all requests for an
administrative hearing or judicial review will be granted or result in the relief sought.

Any party adversely affected by the Commission's final action in this matter may request:
1) reconsideration of the decision by filing a motion for reconsideration with the Director,
Division of the Commission Clerk and Administrative Services, 2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard,
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0850, within fifteen (15) days of the issuance of this order in the
form prescribed by Rule 25-22.060, Florida Administrative Code; or 2) judicial review by the
Florida Supreme Court in the case of an electric, gas or telephone utility or the First District
Court of Appeal in the case of a water and/or wastewater utility by filing a notice of appeal with
the Director, Division of the Commission Clerk and Administrative Services and filing a copy of
the notice of appeal and the filing fee with the appropriate court. This filing must be completed
within thirty (30) days after the issuance of this order, pursuant to Rule 9.110, Florida Rules of
Appellate Procedure. The notice of appeal must be in the form spec1fied in Rule 9.900(a),

Florida Rules of Appellate Procedure
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APPENDIX A

APPENDIX A

Issue5 (p. A2)

Issue 13 (p. A3) X

Issue 16/17 (p.p. A4-A7)

>4 P4

Issue 18 (p. A8-A9)

Issue 22b(p. A10)

Issue 5. Are HDSL-capable copper loops the equivalent of DS1 loops for the purpose of
evaluating impairment?

Approved Language:

2-wire or 4-wire HDSL-Compatible Loop.

This is a designed Loop that meets Carrier Serving Area (CS) specifications, may be up to
12,000 feet long and may have up to 2,500 feet of bridged tap (inclusive of Loop length). It may
be a 2-wire or 4-wire circuit and will come standard with a test point, OC and a DLR

4-wire Unbundled DS1 Digital Loop.

This is a designed 4-wire Loop that is provisioned according to industry standards for DS1 or
Primary Rate ISDN services and will come standard with a test point, OC and a DLR. A DSI
loop may be provisioned over a variety of loop transmission technologies including copper,
HDSL-based technology or fiber optic transport systems. It will include a 4-wire DS1 Network
Interface at the End User’s location. For the purposes of this Agreement, including the transition
of DS1 and DS3 Loops described in Section XXX above, DS1 loops include provisioned HDSL
loops and the associated electronics whether configured as HDSL-2-wire or HDSL-4-wire loops.
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Issue 13: What is the scope of commingling allowed under the FCC’s rules and orders and what
language should be included in Interconnection Agreements to implement commingling

(including rates)?

Approved Language: The language below is applicable both to existing and to new ICAs.
Commingling of Services

Commingling means the connecting, attaching, or otherwise linking of a Network
Element, or a Combination, to one or more Telecommunications Services or facilities that
<<customer_short_name>> has obtained at wholesale from BellSouth, or the combining of a
Network Element or Combination with one or more such wholesale Telecommunications
Services or facilities. <<customer_short_name>> must comply with all rates, terms or
conditions applicable to such wholesale Telecommunications Services or facilities.

Subject to the limitations set forth elsewhere in this Attachment, BellSouth shall not deny
access to a Network Element or a Combination on the grounds that one or more of the elements:
(1) is connected to, attached to, linked to, or combined with such a facility or service obtained
from BellSouth; or (2) shares part of BellSouth’s network with access services or inputs for
mobile wireless services and/or interexchange services.

Unless otherwise agreed to by the Parties, the Network Element portion of a commingled
circuit will be billed at the rates set forth in Exhibit _ and the remainder of the circuit or service
will be billed in accordance with BeliSouth’s tariffed rates or rates set forth in a separate

agreement between the Parties.

When multiplexing equipment is attached to a commingled circuit, the multiplexing
equipment will be billed from the same agreement or tariff as the higher bandwidth circuit.
Central Office Channel Interfaces (COCI) will be billed from the same agreement or tariff as the

lower bandwidth circuit.

Notwithstanding any other provision of this Agreement, BellSouth shall not be obligated
to commingle or combine Network Elements or Combinations with any service, network element
or other offering that it is obligated to make available only pursuant to Section 271 of the Act.

Issue 16: Is BeliSouth obligated pursuant to the Telecommunications Act of 1996 and FCC
Orders to provide line sharing to new CLEC customers after October 1, 2004?

Approved Language:

See issue 17.
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Issue 17: If the answer to the foregoing issue is negative, what is the appropriate language for
transitioning off a CLEC’s existing line sharing arrangements?

Approved Language: The approved language below is applicable only to CLECs having
existing ICAs with BellSouth.

Line Sharing

General. Line Sharing is defined as the process by which <<customer-short-name>> provides
digital subscriber line “xDSL” service over the same copper loop that BellSouth uses to provide
Retail voice service, with BellSouth using the low frequency portion of the loop and
<<customer-short-name>> using the high frequency spectrum (as defined below) of the loop.

Line Sharing arrangements in service as of October 1, 2003, under a prior Interconnection
Agreement between BellSouth and <<customer-short-name>>, will remain in effect until the
End User discontinues or moves xDSL service with <<customer-short-name>>. Arrangements
pursuant to this Section will be billed at the rates set forth in Exhibit .

For Line Sharing arrangements placed in service on or after October 2, 2003 and before October
1, 2004, the rates will be as set forth in Exhibit __.

For Line Sharing arrangements placed in service on or after October 2, 2004 (whether under this
Agreement only, or under this Agreement and a prior Agreement), the rates will be as set forth in

Exhibit _.
Any Line Sharing arrangements placed in service on or after October 2, 2003 and not otherwise
terminated, shall terminate on October 2, 2006.

No new line sharing arrangements may be ordered.

The High Frequency Spectrum is defined as the frequency range above the voiceband on a
copper loop facility carrying analog circuit-switched voiceband transmissions. Access to the
High Frequency Spectrum is intended to allow <<customer-short-name>> the ability to provide
xDSL data services to the End User for which BellSouth provides voice services. The High
Frequency Spectrum shall be available for any version of xDSL complying with Spectrum
Management Class 5 of ANSI T1.417, American National Standard for Telecommunications,
Spectrum Management for loop Transmission Systems. BellSouth will continue to have access
to the low frequency portion of the loop spectrum (from 300 Hertz to at least 3000 Hertz, and
potentially up to 3400 Hertz, depending on equipment and facilities) for the purposes of
providing voice service. <<customer-short-name>> shall only use xDSL technology that is
within the PSD mask for Spectrum Management Class 5 as found in the above-mentioned
document.

Access to the High Frequency Spectrum requires an unloaded, 2-wire copper loop. An unloaded
loop is a copper loop with no load coils, low-pass filters, range extenders, DAMLs, or similar
devices and minimal bridged taps consistent with ANSI T1.413 and T1.601.

BellSouth will provide Loop Modification to <<customer-short-name>> on an existing loop for
Line Sharing in accordance with procedures as specified in Section _ of this Attachment.
BellSouth is not required to modify a loop for access to the High Frequency spectrum if
modification of that loop significantly degrades BellSouth’s voice service. If <<customer-short-
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name>> requests that BellSouth modify a loop and such modification significantly degrades the
voice services on the loop, <<customer-short-name>> shall pay for the loop to be restored to its

original state.

Line Sharing must be provide only on loops on which BellSouth is also providing, and continues
to provide, analog voice service directly to the End User. In the event the End User terminates
its BellSouth provided voice service for any reason, or in the event BellSouth disconnects the
End User’s voice service pursuant to its tariffs or applicable law, and <<customer-short-name>>
desires to continue providing xDSL service on such loop, <<customer-short-name>> or the new
voice provider, shall be required to purchase a full stand-alone loop UNE. In those cases in
which BellSouth no longer provides voice service to the End User and <<customer-short-
name>> purchases the full stand-alone loop, <<customer-short-name>> may elect the type of
loop it will purchase. <<customer-short-name>> will pay the appropriate recurring and
nonrecurring rates for such loop as set forth in Exhibit __ to this Attachment. In the event
<<customer-short-name>> purchases a voice grade loop, <<customer-short-name>>
acknowledges that such loop may not remain xDSL compatible.

If the End User terminates its BellSouth provided voice service, and <<customer-short-name>>
requests BellSouth to convert the Line Sharing arrangement to a Line Splitting arrangement,
BellSouth will discontinue billing <<customer-short-name>> for the High Frequency Spectrum
and begin billing the voice <<customer-short-name>> for the full stand-alone Loop. BellSouth
will continue to bill the <<customer-short-name>> for all associated splitter charges if the
<<customer-short-name>> continues to use a BellSouth splitter.

Only one <<customer-short-name>> shall be permitted access to the High Frequency Spectrum
of any particular loop.

Once BellSouth has placed cross-connects on behalf of <<customer-short-name>> to provide
<<customer-short-name>> access to the High Frequency Spectrum and chooses to rearrange its
splitter or <<customer-short-name>> pairs, <<customer-short-name>> may order the
rearrangement of its splitter or cable pairs via “Subsequent Activity.” Subsequent Activity is any
rearrangement of <<customer-short-name>>’s cable pairs or splitter ports after BellSouth has
placed cross-connection to provide <<customer-short-name>> access to the High Frequency
Spectrum. BellSouth shall bill and <<customer-short-name>> shall pay the Subsequent Activity

charges as set forth in Exhibit __ of this Attachment.

BellSouth’s Local Ordering Handbook (LOH) will provide <<customer-short-name>> the LSR
format to be used when ordering disconnections of the High Frequency Spectrum or Subsequent
Activity.

Maintenance and Repair — Line Sharing

<<customer-short-name>> shall have access for repair and maintenance purposes to any Loop
for which it has access to the High Frequency Spectrum. <<customer-short-name>> may test
from the collocation space, the Termination Point or the NID.

BellSouth will be responsible for repairing voice services and the physical line between the NID
at the End User’s premises and the Termination Point. <<customer-short-name>> will be
responsible for repairing its data services. Each Party will be responsible for maintaining its own

equipment.
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<<customer-short-name>> shall inform its End Users to direct data problems to <<customer-
short-name>>, unless both voice and data services are impaired, in which event <<customer-
short-name>> should direct the End Users to contact BellSouth.

Once a Party has isolated a trouble to the other Party’s portion of the Loop, the Party isolating
the trouble shall notify the End User that the trouble is on the other Party’s portion of the Loop.

Issue 18: What is the appropriate ICA language to implement BellSouth’s obligations with
regard to line splitting?

Approved Language:

Line Splitting

Line splitting is defined to mean that a provider of data services (a Data LEC) and a provider of
voice services (a Voice CLEC) deliver voice and data service to End Users over the same Loop.
The Voice CLEC and Data LEC may be the same or different carriers.

Line Splitting — UNE-L.

If <<customer_short_name>> provides its own switching or obtains switching from a third party,
<<customer_short_name>> may engage in line splitting arrangements with another CLEC using
a splitter, provided by <<customer_short_name>>, in a Collocation Space at the central office
where the loop terminates into a distribution frame or its equivalent.

Provisioning Line Splitting and Splitter Space — UNE-L

The requesting carrier provides the splitter when providing Line Splitting with UNE-L. When
<<customer_short name>> owns the splitter, Line Splitting requires the following: a loop from
NID at the End User’s location to the serving wire center and terminating into a distribution

frame or its equivalent.

An unloaded 2-wire copper Loop must serve the End User. The meet point for the Voice CLEC
and the Data LEC is the point of termination on the MDF for the Data LEC's cable and pairs.

CLEC Provided Splitter — Line Splitting — UNE-L

To order High Frequency Spectrum on a particular Loop, <<customer short_name>> must have
a DSLAM collocated in the central office that serves the End User of such Loop.
<<customer_short_name>> may purchase, install and maintain central office POTS splitters in
its collocation arrangements. <<customer_short_name>> may use such splitters for access to its
customers and to provide digital line subscriber services to its customers using the High
Frequency Spectrum. Existing Collocation rules and procedures and the terms and conditions
relating to Collocation set forth in Attachment XXX-Central Office shall apply.

Any splitters installed by <<customer_short_name>> in its collocation arrangement shall comply
with ANSI T1.413, Annex E, or any future ANSI splitter Standards. <<customer_short_name>>
may install any splitters that BellSouth deploys or permits to be deployed for itself or any

BellSouth affiliate.
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Maintenance — Line Splitting — UNE-L
BellSouth will be responsible for repairing voice troubles and the troubles with the physical loop

between the NID at the End User’s premises and the termination point.

Indemnification
<customer_short_name>> shall indemnify, defend and hold harmless BellSouth from and against

any claims, losses, actions, causes of action, suits, demands, damages, injury, and costs including
reasonable attorney fees, which arise out of actions related to the other service provider, except
to the extent caused by BellSouth’s gross negligence or willful misconduct.

Network Modifications
BellSouth must make all necessary network modifications, including providing non-

discriminatory access to operations support systems necessary for pre-ordering, ordering,
provisioning, maintenance and repair, and billing for loops used in line splitting arrangements.

Issue 22: b) What is the appropriate language to implement BellSouth’s obligation, if any, to
offer unbundled access to newly-deployed or ‘‘greenfield’’ fiber loops, including fiber loops
deployed to the minimum point of entry (“MPOE”) of a multiple dwelling unit that is
predominantly residential, and what, if any, impact does the ownership of the inside wiring from

the MPOE to each end user have on this obligation?
Approved Language:

Fiber to the Home (FTTH) loops are local loops consisting entirely of fiber optic cable whether
dark or lit, serving an End User’s premises or, in the case of predominately residential multiple
dwelling units (MDUs), a fiber optic cable, whether dark or lit, that extends to the MDU
minimum point of entry (MPOE). Fiber to the Curb (FTTC) loops are local loops consisting of
fiber optic cable connecting to a copper distribution plant that is not more than five hundred
(500) feet from the End User’s Premises or, in the case of predominately residential MDUs not
more than five hundred (500) feet from the MDUs MPOE. The fiber optic cable in a FTTC loop
must connect to a copper distribution plant at a serving area interface from which every other
copper distribution subloop also is not more than five hundred (500) feet from the respective End
User’s premises. FTTH/FTTC loops do not include local loops to predominately business
MDUs.

In new build (Greenfield) areas, where BellSouth has only deployed FTTH/FTTC facilities,
BellSouth is under no obligation to provide such FTTH and FTTC Loops. FTTH facilities
include fiber loops deployed to the MPOE of a MDU that is predominately residential regardless
of the ownership of the inside wiring from the MPOE to each End User in the MDU.
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Administrative Services o~ gt 0n |
Hong Wang, Management Review Specialist, Commlsswrg ET: “ ministr Tes-01) ’
Services ASTRIUTION,

Cecelia R. Diskerud, Deputy Clerk, Office of the General Counsel

FROM: David E. Smith, Attorney Supervisor, Office of the General Counsel —%&
Wanda L. Terrell, Administrative Assistant, Office of the General Counsel

—

RE: DIECA Communications, Inc. d/b/a Covad Communications Company v. FPSC
and BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc., Docket No. 041269-TP, Florida Supreme
Court

Please note that David Smith is handling the above appeal. The Notice of Administrative
Appeal was filed on May 16, 2006. The case schedule is as follows:

Date Item

From day of filing:

06/21/06 Draft of Index of Record from CCA to Appeals Attorney.
07/05/06 Index of Record served on Parties.

07/15/06 Copy of Record to Appeals.

07/25/06 Appellant’s Initial Brief Due.

08/09/06 Draft Commission Answer Brief Due.

08/14/06 Commission’s Answer Brief Due.

09/03/06 Appellant’s Reply Brief Due.

DES:wlt
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Dorothy Menasco

From: Jeff Bates

Sent: Friday, April 21, 2006 9:01 AM

To: Dorothy Menasco

Cc: Sally Simmons; Marguerite Lockard
Subject: DN 041269-TP

Dorothy, please add submodule b to program 1 of this docket. Since this docket deals with a great number of
amendments, adding the submodue is appropriate so we can use our NAATS system to track it.

Jeff Bates

Research Assistant

Competitive Markets & Enforcement
Florida Public Service Commission
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd.
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850

Voice: 850-413-6538

Fax: 850-413-6539
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DATE: February 16, 2006

TO: Blanca S. Bayo, Director, Division of the Commission Clerk and
Administrative Services

FROM: Jane Faurot, Chief, Office of Hearing Reporter Services, Division
of the Commission Clerk and Administrative Services

RE: DOCKET NO. 041269-TP, AGENDA HELD 02/07/06.

RE: PETITION TO ESTABLISH GENERIC DOCKET TO CONSIDER AMENDMENTS
TO INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENTS RESULTING FROM CHANGES IN LAW,
BY BELLSOUTH TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC.

DOCUMENT No.: 01324-06, 02/16/06

The transcript for the above proceedings has been completed and is
forwarded for placement in the docket file, including attachments.

Please note that Staff distribution of this transcript was made to:

LEGAL, CMP

Acknowledged BY:

ola

JF/rim
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From: Todd Brown
Sent: Friday, February 03, 2006 2:44 PM

To: Alina Dieguez; Allen Mortham; Beth Salak; Betty Ashby; Bev DeMello; Blanca Bayo; Bob Trapp; Bridget Hoyle;
Cameron Cooper; Carlotta Stauffer; Carol Purvis; Cayce Hinton; Chuck Hill; Cindy Miller; Dan Hoppe; Della
Fordham; Diane Lee; Dorothy Boone; Hurd Reeves; Isilio Arriaga; J. Terry Deason; Jane Faurot; Janet Brunson;
Janet Harrison; Jeremy Susac; Kathleen Stewart; Katrina Tew; Kay Flynn; Kay Posey, Kevin Bloom; Larry Harris;
Linda Duggar; Lisa Edgar; Manuel Arisso; Marjorie Cooper; Martha Golden; Mary Bane; Mary Macko; Matthew
Carter; Norma Jenkins; Pat Dunbar; Patsy White; Rhonda Hicks; Richard Tudor; Rick Meison; Roberta Bass; Sandy
Moses; Sharon Allbritton; Steven Stolting; Susan Howard; Tim Devlin; Todd Brown; Veronica Washington; William
C. Garner

Subject: Items of Interest at Upcoming Agenda Conference, 2/7/06

A news release was distributed to the daily newspapers this afternoon, 2/3/06, and is now available on the PSC web site:

http://www .psc.state.fl.us/general/news/pressrelease.cfim?release=57

2/3/2006



PSCpess Release: February 3, 2006

State of Flor,
Public SBerpice Qommission
NEWS RELEASE

February 3, 2006

Contact: 850-413-6482

Items of Interest at Upcoming Agenda Conference, 2/7/06

TALLAHASSEE — The following items are among those scheduled for consideration by the
Commission at the February 7, 2006, Agenda Conference:

ITEM 12A:
DOCKET NO. 060078-El - PROPOSAL TO REQUIRE INVESTOR OWNED ELECTRIC
UTILITIES TO IMPLEMENT A TEN-YEAR WOOD POLE INSPECTION PROGRAM.

DOCKET NO. 060077-TL - PROPOSAL TO REQUIRE LOCAL EXCHANGE COMPANIES
TO IMPLEMENT A TEN-YEAR WOOD POLE INSPECTION PROGRAM. The Commission
will take up a staff recommendation on a proposal mandating a ten-year pole inspection
cycle for investor-owned electric utilities and local exchange companies.

ITEM 13: DOCKET NO. 041269-TP - PETITION TO ESTABLISH GENERIC DOCKET TO
CONSIDER AMENDMENTS TO INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENTS RESULTING FROM
CHANGES IN LAW, BY BELLSOUTH TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC. The Commission
will consider a staff recommendation on BellSouth's petition to consider amendments to
interconnection agreements resulting from changes of law. The findings in this docket will
affect all competitive local exchange carriers (CLECs) in BellSouth’s territory.

HH#

Website - http://www floridapsc.com
Kevin Bloom, Director, Office of Public Information
Additional Press Contact: Todd Brown
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard, Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0850

http://www.psc.state.fl.us/general/news/pressrelease.cfm?release=57&printview=true

Page 1 of 1

2/3/2006



COMMISSIONERS:
LisA POLAK EDGAR, CHAIRMAN

DIVISION OF THE COMMISSION CLERK &
ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES

BLANCA S. BAYO

J. TERRY DEASON
ISILIO ARRIAGA g;ﬁfﬁ?gm ey
. - JLERK
MATTHEW M. CARTERII (850413-6330 (ADMpNy) .
KATRINA J. TEW » ; oD
Hublic Seroice Conmmission o
January 24, 2006 SRR T
X o0
William M. McCool, Clerk M=~ s
United States District Court 2L
United States Federal Courthouse o e
401 Southeast First Avenue, Room 243 = 9 :
Cad [
28] )

Gainesville, Florida 32601

U.S. Court Case No. 4:05-cv-00189-SPM-AK — NuVox Communications, Inc., et al.
vs. Florida Public Service Commission, et al. (Docket No. 041269-TP)

Re:
Dear Mr. McCool:

The record in the above-referenced case, consisting of eight binders, one hearing transcript,
thirteen pouches of hearing exhibits, and one package of confidential documents is forwarded for
filing in the Court. A copy of the index is enclosed for your use. Please initial and date the copy of

this letter to indicate receipt.

Please note that the last page of the index contains a description of the confidential documents
that will be filed with the U.S. District Court. It will be the responsibility of the parties to ask the

Court for continued confidential treatment of these documents.

Do not hesitate to call me at 413-6744 if you have any questions about the contents of this

record.

Sincerely, S TN

. j-{ 3 L o

Kay Flynn, Chief "~

Bureau of Records j _r:

KF:mhl =

Enclosure £S5 3

- S

cc: Norman H. Horton, Jr., Esquire Richard C. Bellak, Esquire
Robert J. Telfer, I, Esquire David E. Smith, Esquire

John J. Heitmann, Esquire
Scott A. Kassman, Esquire
parties of record

CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER @ 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD @ TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850
An Affirmative Action / Equal Opportunity Employer
Internet E-mail: contact@psc.state.fl.us

PSC Website: http://www.floridapsc.com

RECEIVED
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STATE OF FLORIDA

JHublic Serpice Commission

January 24, 2006

William M. McCool, Clerk

United States District Court

United States Federal Courthouse

401 Southeast First Avenue, Room 243
Gainesville, Florida 32601

Re:  U.S. Court Case No. 4:05-cv-00189-SPM-AK — NuVox Communications, Inc., et al.
vs. Florida Public Service Commission, et al. (Docket No. 041269-TP)

Dear Mr. McCool:

The record in the above-referenced case, consisting of eight binders, one hearing transcript,
thirteen pouches of hearing exhibits, and one package of confidential documents is forwarded for
filing in the Court. A copy of the index is enclosed for your use. Please initial and date the copy of
this letter to indicate receipt.

Please note that the last page of the index contains a description of the confidential documents
that will be filed with the U.S. District Court. It will be the responsibility of the parties to ask the
Court for continued confidential treatment of these documents.

Do not hesitate to call me at 413-6744 if you have any questions about the contents of this

record.
Sincerely,
Kay Flynn, Chief ’
Bureau of Records

KF:mhl

Enclosure

cc: Norman H. Horton, Jr., Esquire Richard C. Bellak, Esquire
Robert J. Telfer, III, Esquire David E. Smith, Esquire

John J. Heitmann, Esquire
Scott A. Kassman, Esquire
parties of record

CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER ® 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD ® TALLAHASSEE, F1. 32399-0850
An Affirmative Action / Equal Opportunity Employer
PSC Website: http://www.floridapsc.com Internet E-mail: contact@psc.state.fl.us
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DATE:  January 23, 2006 DOCUMENT NO.OS 2£(5-97)
TO: Richard D. Melson, General Counsel DISTRIBUTION: )

FROM: Blanca S. Bayd, Commission Clerk and Administrative Services Director

RE: Docket No. 041269-TP - Petition to establish generic docket to consider

amendments to interconnection agreements resulting from changes in law, by
BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.

Consistent with APM 11.04.C.6.c(3)(a) your approval is requested for CCA staff to make
and deliver copies of confidential information for filing in the United States District Court Case

No. 4:05CV189. The documents to be copied are listed in the attached memorandum from Kay
Flynn, Chief of Records.

(3)  With approval by the General Counsel or the DED, CCA staff may make and
deliver a copy of confidential information to:

(a) other public agencies subject to the public records law in any docket
to which such agency is a party. Confidential information so provided
shall be treated by the agency as confidential and is exempt from Section
119.07(1), Florida Statutes.

BB:mhl
Approved \\7L}/ M—Qg"ét f\/\
Richard D. Melson, General Counse]
Date / / 2.3 ,/ J6€
IN\Appeals\MelsonRef.doc
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DATE: January 20, 2006
TO: Blanca S. Bayd, Commission Clerk and Administrative Services Director

FROM: Kay B. Flynn, Chief of Records, Division of the Commission Clerk &
Administrative Services \

RE: Docket No. 041269-TP - Petition to establish generic docket to consider
amendments to interconnection agreements resulting from changes in law, by
BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.

Permission is requested to copy the following confidential documents from Docket No.
040130-TP, in order to include them with the record that is being prepared for filing in the
United States District Court, Case No. 4:05CV189. These documents were requested from
BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. in their supplemental instructions to the Clerk of the Public
Service Commission. The documents are:

DN 04073-05 - BellSouth (Meza) - (CONFIDENTIAL) Item Nos. 2-39-1 and 7-8-1 in 1*
supplemental responses to joint petitioners' 1st request for production of
documents filed with North Carolina Utilities Commission in Docket Nos.
P-772, Sub &, P-913, Sub 5, P-989, Sub 3, P-824, Sub 6, and P-1202, Sub 4
[Page Nos. 001399 through 001451].

DN 04075-05 - BellSouth (Meza) - (CONFIDENTIAL) Item Nos. 2-4(B)-1, 2-5(C)-1, 2-5(C)-3,
2-12-1, 2-25-1, 2-33(A)-1, 2-40-1, 6-5-1, 6-10(A)-1, and 7-11-1 in response to
joint petitioners' 1st request for production of documents filed with North
Carolina Utilities Commission in Docket Nos. P-772, Sub 8, P-913, Sub 5,
P-989, Sub 3, P-824, Sub 6, and P-1202, Sub 4
[Misc. Page Nos. between 00080 and 001024].

DN 04077-05 - BellSouth (Meza) - (CONFIDENTIAL) Item Nos. 2-5(¢c)-1, 2-5(C)-3, 2-12-1,
2-25-1, 2-33(A)-1, 2-40-1, 6-5-1, 6-10(A)-1, and 7-11-1 in responses to joint
petitioners' 1st request for production of documents filed with Alabama PSC in
Docket No. 29242 [Misc. Page Nos. between 000080 and 001451,

DN 04248-05 - (CONFIDENTIAL) Composite Hearing Exh No. 3 (CONF-1) from 4/26-28/05
hearing. [CCA note: Exhibit consists of confidential DNs 02544-05, 02757-05,
and 03959-05]

DN 04249-05 - (CONFIDENTIAL) Hearing Exh No. 5 from 4/26-28/05 hearing.
[x-ref. portion of DN 04804-05]



Memorandum
January 20, 2005
Page 2

These documents will be provided to the Court in a sealed envelope, marked
“CONFIDENTIAL,” and the parties will be advised by letter that they must ask the Court for
continued treatment of the documents as confidential.

cc: Richard Bellak, Office of the General Counsel
Beth Salak, Division of Competitive Markets and Enforcement
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. STATE OF FLORIDA
COMMISSIONERS:

LisA POLAK EDGAR, CHAIRMAN
J. TERRY DEASON

ISILIO ARRIAGA

MATTHEW M. CARTER II
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JHublic Serpice Qommission

January 23, 2006

William M. McCool, Clerk
United States District Court
111 North Adams Street
Tallahassee, Florida 32301

Re: U.S. Court Case No. 4:05-cv-00189-SPM-AK — NuVox Communications, Inc., et al.
vs. Florida Public Service Commission, et al. (Docket No. 041269-TP)

Dear Mr. McCool:

The record in the above-referenced case, consisting of eight binders, one hearing transcript,
thirteen pouches of hearing exhibits, and one package of confidential documents is forwarded for
filing in the Court. A copy of the index is enclosed for your use. Please initial and date the copy of
this letter to indicate receipt.

Please note that the last page of the index contains a description of the confidential documents
that will be filed with the U.S. District Court. It will be the responsibility of the parties to ask the
Court for continued confidential treatment of these documents.

Do not hesitate to call me at 413-6744 if you have any questions about the contents of this

record.
Sincerely,
Kay Flynn, Chie;
Bureau of Records

KF:mhl

Enclosure

cc: Norman H. Horton, Jr., Esquire Richard C. Bellak, Esquire
Robert J. Telfer, I, Esquire David E. Smith, Esquire

John J. Heitmann, Esquire
Scott A. Kassman, Esquire
parties of record

CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER @ 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD ® TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850
An Affirmative Action / Equal Opportunity Employer
PSC Website: http://www.floridapsc.com Internet E-mail: contact@psc.state.fl.us
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BAAON -

The transcript for the above proceedings has been completed and is
forwarded for placement in the docket file, including attachments.

Please note that Staff distribution of this transcript was made to:

LEGAL, ECR
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DATE: October 28, 2005 DOCUMENT NO.O S8 (S - OQ ‘;’*
DISTRIBUTION: CCA ; eMP_. -
TO: Beth W. Salak, Director, Division of Competitive Markets & Enforcemﬁngt ‘g; f_

% O
FROM: Michael C. Barrett, Regulatory Analyst III, Division of Competitive M’éﬂects& DMQ.B
Enforcement

* ™2 (>
o
RE: Duplication of certain confidential documents

In preparing for the hearing in Docket No. 041269-TP, I would like to have four (4) duplicate
copies available, if needed, of the documents listed below. The documents contain
PROPRIETARY Responses to Staff’s Interrogatories and Requests for Production of

Documents.
FPSC Document Number 2 ___ Description
Document No. 09819-05 Pornons of Attachment C to CompSouth’s Supplemental Response to
$ee Staff’s 1* Set of Interrogatories, Item No. 27 (The non-PROPRIETARY
portions of Attachment C are in Stip-2)
L’ Document No. 10238-05 CompSouth’s Response to Staff’s 1% Request for Production of Documents,
c< Attachment to Item No. 1
Document No. 10418-05 BellSouth’s Responses to Staff’s 3" Set of Interrogatories, Item No. 84, and
Lfcc BellSouth’s Responses to Staff’s 3 Request for Production of Documents,
Item No. 7

Shredded MR 2.17.04

Please contact me if you have any questions.

CC: Kay B. Flynn, Chief of Records, Division of the Commission Clerk & Administrative
Services

Marguerite H. Lockard, Commission Deputy Clerk I, Division of the Commission Clerk
& Administrative Services

Della E. Fordham, Administrative Assistant II - SES, Division of Competitive Markets &
Enforcement
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DATE: October 25, 2005

TO: Blanca S. Bayo, Director, Division of the Commission Clerk and
Administrative Services

FROM: Jane Faurot, Chief, Office of Hearing Reporter Services, Division
of the Commission Clerk and Administrative Services

RE: DOCKET NO. 041269-TP, PREHEARING HELD 10/19/05.

Re: PETITION TO ESTABLISH GENERIC DOCKET TO CONSIDER AMENDMENTS
TO INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENTS RESULTING FROM CHANGES IN LAW,
BY BELLSOUTH TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC.

DOCUMENT No:  10319-05, 10/24/05

The transcript for the above proceedings has been completed and is
forwarded for placement in the docket file, including attachments.

Please note that Staff distribution of this transcript was made to:

LEGAL, CMP

Acknowledged BY:

N

———
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DATE: June 10, 2005 DOCUMENT NO.OS 6S ~01

TO: Kay B. Flynn, Chief of Records, Division of the Commissith$ CRGERI&I TON:
Administrative Services
Hong Wang, Management Review Specialist, Division of the Commission Clerk &
Administrative Services
Cecelia R. Diskerud, Deputy Clerk, Office of the General Counsel
Wanda L. Terrell, Administrative Assistant, Office of the General Counsel

FROM: David E. Smith, Attorney Supervisor, Office of the General Counsel Lf&! LLL{}

RE: NuVox Communications, Inc., and Xspedius Communications, LLC v. Florida
Public Service Commission, Docket No. 041269-TP, Florida Supreme Court

SO 1825

Please note that Richard Bellak is handling the above appeal. The Notice of
Administrative Appeal was filed on June 6, 2005 . The case schedule is as follows:

Date Item

From day of

filing:

07/12/05 Draft of Index of Record from CCA to
Appeals Attormney.

07/26/05 Index of Record served on Parties.

08/05/05 Copy of Record to Appeals.

08/15/05 Appellant's Initial Brief Due.

08/30/05 Draft Commission Answer Brief Due.

09/04/05 Commission's Answer Brief Due.

09/24/05 Appellant's Reply Brief Due.

DES:wlt
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Jublic Berfrice Qonumission
June 7, 2005

Thomas D. Hall, Clerk
Supreme Court of Florida
Supreme Court Building
Tallahassee, Florida 32301

Re: Petition to establish generic docket to consider amendments to interconnection
agreements resulting from changes in law, by BellSouth Telecommunications,

Inc. (Docket No. 041269-TP)

Dear Mr. Hall:

Enclosed is a certified copy of a Notice of Administrative Appeal, filed in this office on
June 6, 2005, on behalf of NuVox Communications, Inc. and Xspedius Communications, LLC.
Also enclosed is a copy of Order No. PSC-05-0492-FOF-TP, the order on appeal.

It is our understanding that the index of record is due to be served on the parties to this
proceeding on or before July 26, 2005.

Sincerely,

Kay Flynn, Chief
Bureau of Records

KF/mhl
Enclosure

cc: Norman H. Horton, Jr., Esquire
John J. Heitmann, Esquire
David Smith, Office of the General Counsel
parties of record

An Affirmative Action/Equal Opportunity Employer

PSC Website: http://www.floridapsc.com Internet E-mail: contact@psc.state.fl.us
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NuVox Communications, Inc.,

And
In re:

Petition to establish

generic docket to consider
amendments to
interconnection agreements
resulting from changes

in law, by BellSouth
Telecommunications, Inc.
Docket No. 041269-TP

Xspedius Communications, LLC

on behalf of its operating affiliates,

Xspedius Management Co. of Jacksonville, LLC, and
Xspedius Management Co. Switched Services, LLC

Appellants

V.

Florida Public Service Commission,

Braulio Baez, in his official capacity as Chairman of
the Florida Public Service Commission; and J. Terry
Deason, Rudolph Bradley, and Lisa Edgar in their
official capacities as Commissioners of the Florida
Public Service Commission

Filed: June 6, 2005

CWP
COM

CTR BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.,

And

ECR _ Appellees
GCL

orC __ NOTICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE APPEAL

MWS

RCA NOTICE IS GIVEN that NuVox Communications, Inc., (“NuVox”), and Xspedius
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SCR __Communications, LLC, on behalf of its operating affiliates Xspedius Management Co. of
SEC |

~ TJacksonville, LLC, and Xspedius Management Co. Switched Services, LLC (collectively,
OTH Mlerduscfe

“Xspedius™), Appellants, pursuant to Rule 9.030(a)(1)(B)(ii), Florida Rules of Appellate

- Procedure and Section 364.381, Florida Statutes, appeal to the Florida Supreme Court the Florida

Public Service Commission’s (“Commission”) Order No. PSC-05-0492-FOF-TP, rendered, May

5, 2005, in Docket 041269-TP, In re: Petition to establish generic docket to consider
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amendments to interconnection agreements resulting from changes in law by BellSouth

Telecommunications, Inc. This is a final order allowing BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.

(“BellSouth”) to cease offering certain new unbundled network elements (“UNEs”) that
BellSouth would otherwise be required to offer per a Commission-approved Abeyance
Agreement between and among the Parties and pursuant to its existing interconnection

agreements with Appellants. A copy of the order is attached as Exhibit A.

Respectfully submitted,

Normtan H. HortoVnTJr.,vEsq.
Florida Bar No. 156386

Robert J. Telfer, 111

Florida Bar No. 128694

MESSER, CAPARELLO & SELF, P.A.
215 South Monroe Street, Suite 701
Tallahassee, Florida 32301

(850) 222-0720 (voice)

(850) 224-4359 (facsimile)

John J. Heitmann, Esq.

Scott A. Kassman, Esq.

KELLEY DRYE & WARREN LLP
1200 19" Street, N.W., Fifth Floor
Washington, D.C. 20036

(202) 955-9600 (voice)

(202) 955-9792 (facsimile)

Counsel to NuVox Communications, Inc.

Xspedius Communications, LLC

Xspedius Management Co. of Jacksonville, LLC
Xspedius Management Co. Switched Services, LLC
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ORDER DENYING EMERGENCY PETITIONS

BY THE COMMISSION:

Case Background

On August 21, 2003, the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) released its
Triennial Review Order', which contained revised unbundling rules and responded to the D.C.
Circuit Court of Appeals’ remand decision in USTA I.> The TRO eliminated enterprise switching
as a UNE on a national basis. For other UNEs (e.g., mass market switching, high capacity loops,
dedicated transport), the 7RO provided for state review on a more granular basis to determine
whether and where impairment existed, to be completed within nine months of the effective date

of the order.

On March 2, 2004, the D.C. Circuit Court of Appeals released its decision in United
States Telecom Ass’n v. FCC® which vacated and remanded certain provisions of the 7TRO. In
particular, the D.C. Circuit held that the FCC’s delegation of authority to state commissions to
make impairment findings was unlawful, and further found that the national findings of
impairment for mass market switching and high-capacity transport were improper and could not
stand on their own. Accordingly, the Court vacated the 7TRO's subdelegation to the states for
determining the existence of impairment with regard to mass market switching and high-capacity
transport. The D.C. Circuit also vacated and remanded back to the FCC the TRO's national
impairment findings with respect to these elements.

As a result of the Court’s mandate, the FCC released an Order and Notice* (Interim
Order) on August 20, 2004, requiring ILECs to continue providing unbundled access to mass
market local circuit switching, high capacity loops and dedicated transport until the earlier of the
effective date of final FCC unbundling rules or six months after Federal Register publication of
the Interim Order. Additionally, the rates, terms, and conditions of these UNEs were required to

! In the Matter of Review of the Section 251 Unbundling Obligations of Incumbent Local Exchange Carriers,
Implementation of the Local Competition Provisions of the Telecommunications Act of 1996, Deployment of
Wireline Services Offering Advanced Telecommunications Capability, CC Docket Nos. 01-338, 96-98, 98-147,
Report and Order and Order on Remand and Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, rel. Angust 21, 2003

(Triennial Review Order or TRO).
2 United States Telecom Association v. FCC, 290 F.3d 415 (D.C. Cir. 2002) (USTA I).

3359 F. 3d 554 (D.C. Cir. 2004) (USTA II), cert. denied, 160 L. Ed. 2d 223, 2004 U.S. LEXIS 671042 (October 12,
2004).

4 In the Matter of Unbundled Access to Network Elements, WC Docket No. 04-313; In the Matter of Review of the
Section 251 Unbundling Obligations of Incumbent Local Exchange Carriers, CC Docket No. 01-338, Order and
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, FCC 04-179, rel. August 20, 2004 (Interim Order).
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be those that applied under ILEC/CLEC interconnection agreements as of June 15, 2004.> In the
event that the interim six months expired without final FCC unbundling rules, the Interim Order
contemplated a second six-month period during which CLECs would retain access to these
network elements for existing customers, at transitional rates.

On November 1, 2004, BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. (BellSouth) filed its Petition
to establish a generic docket to consider amendments to interconnection agreements resulting
from changes of law. Specifically, BellSouth asked that we determine what changes are required
in existing approved interconnection agreements between BellSouth and competitive local
exchange carriers (CLECs) in Florida as a result of USTA II and the Interim Order.

On February 15, 2005, Order No. PSC-05-0171-FOF-TP was issued denying the Florida
Competitive Carriers Association (FCCA) and the Competitive Carriers of the South’s
(CompSouth) Motion to Dismiss BellSouth’s Petition, as well as the Motion to Dismiss filed by
Xspedius Communications, LLC on behalf of its operating affiliates, Xspedius Management Co.
of Jacksonville, LLC and Xspedius Management Co. Switched Services, LLC, NuVox, Inc. on
behalf of its operating entities NuVox Communications, Inc., NewSouth Communications Corp.,
KMC Telecom V, Inc., and KMC Telecom III, LLC (Joint CLECs). A

On February 4, 2005, the FCC released its Order on Remand (TRRO), which included its
Final Unbundling Rules.® In the TRRO, the FCC found that requesting carriers are not impaired
without access to local switching and dark fiber loops. Additionally, the FCC established
conditions under which ILECs would be relieved of their obligation to provide, pursuant to
section 251(c)(3) of the Act, unbundled access to DS1 and DS3 loops, as well as DS1, DS3, and
dark fiber dedicated transport. On February 11, 2005, BellSouth issued Carrier Notification
SN91085039 in which it declared that switching,’ certain high capacity loops in specified central
offices, and dedicated transport between a number of central offices having certain
characteristics,’ as well as dark fiber'® and entrance facilities,'' will no longer be available as of

5 Except to the extent the rates, terms, and conditions have been superseded by 1) voluntarily negotiated
agreements, 2) an intervening FCC order affecting specific unbundling obligations (e.g., an order addressing a
petition for reconsideration), or 3) a state commission order regarding rates.

% In the Matter of Unbundling Access to Network Elements, WC Docket No. 04-313; In the Matter of Review
of the Section 251 Unbundling Obligations of Incumbent Local Exchange Carriers, CC Docket No. 01-338, Order
on Remand, FCC 04-290, rel. Feb. 4, 2005 (TRRO).

" TRRO 9199

8 TRRO 19174, 178

 TRRO 19126, 129

OTRRO 99133, 182

" TRRO 9141
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March 11, 2005, because certain provisions of the TRRO regarding new orders for delisted UNEs
(new adds) are self-effectuating as of that date.

On February 10, 2005, Verizon posted a letter on its website notifying CLECs that
effective on or after March 11, 2005, CLECs may not submit orders for delisted UNEs.

Several motions and letters have been filed in Docket No. 041269-TL in response to
BellSouth’s February 11" Carrier Notification. On March 1, 2005, the Joint CLECs filed their
Petition and Request for Emergency Relief in which the Joint CLECs ask that we issue an order
finding that BellSouth may not unilaterally amend or breach either its existing interconnection
agreements with the Joint CLECs or the Abeyance Agreement entered into between BellSouth
and the Joint CLECs in Docket No. 040130-TP and approved by Order No. PSC-04-0807-PCO-
TP, issued August 19, 2004. Likewise, on March 3, 2005, MCImetro Access Transmission
Services, LLC filed its Motion for Expedited Relief Concerning UNE-P Orders and on March 4,
2005, Supra Telecommunications and Information Systems, Inc. filed its Petition and Request
for Emergency Relief. Furthermore, XO Communications Services, Inc. (XO), CompSouth, US
LEC of Florida, Inc. (US LEC), and AT&T Communications of the Southern States, LLC
(AT&T) have all filed letters in support of the motions. BellSouth filed its Response to the Joint
CLECs’ Motion on March 4, 2005.

Additionally, AmeriMex Communications Corp. (AmeriMex) initiated Docket No.
050170-TP and Ganoco Inc. d/b/a American Dial Tone, Inc. (American Dial Tone) initiated
Docket No. 050171-TP by filing their Emergency Petitions for an Order directing BellSouth to
continue to accept new unbundled network element orders pending the completion of change-of-
law negotiations required by their interconnection agreements with BellSouth. On March 15,
2005, BellSouth filed its Response in Opposition to the emergency petitions and a Motion to
Consolidate Docket Nos. 041269-TP, 050171-TP, and 050172-TP. On March 23, 2005,
Amerimex filed a letter stating it had signed a commercial agreement with BellSouth which
rendered its Petition moot. Thus, Docket No. 050170-TP has been closed. We have, however,
addressed herein the question raised by American Dial Tone in Docket No. 050171-TP.

This order also addresses American Dial Tone’s Emergency Petition for an order
directing Verizon to continue to accept new unbundled network element orders for de-listed
UNEs pending the completion of change-of-law negotiations required by its interconnection
agreements with Verizon filed in Docket No. 050172-TP.

On March 7, 2005, BellSouth issued Carrier Notification SN91085061, which stated that
in light of the various objections filed with state commissions, BellSouth was revising the
implementation date contained in Carrier Notification SN91085039. BellSouth stated it would
continue to accept CLEC orders for “new adds” as they relate to the former UNEs as identified
by the FCC until the earlier of (1) an order from an appropriate body, either a commission or a
court, allowing BellSouth to reject these orders; or (2) April 17, 2005. By Carrier Notification
SN91085070 issued March 21, 2005, BellSouth clarified that “(d)ue to the system changes being
implemented on April 17, 2005, CLECs who intend to continue to place new orders with
BellSouth for switching or port/loop combinations must sign a Commercial Agreement by April
8, 2005, to ensure ordering continuity.”
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We note that several Petitions for Reconsideration and/or Clarification of the TRRO have
been filed with the FCC. Among them are two petitions, one filed jointly by CTC
Communications Corp., Gillette Global Network, Inc. d/b/a Eureka Networks, GlobalCom, Inc.,
Lightwave Communications, LLC, McLeodUSA, Inc., Mpower Communications Corp.,
PacWest Telecomm, Inc., TDS Metrocom, LLC and US LEC Corp. and one filed by the Pace
Coalition, which ask the FCC to reconsider and/or clarify whether the TRRO'’s prohibition on

“new adds” is self-effectuating

We have jurisdiction to resolve this matter pursuant to Section 364.162, Florida Statutes,
and under §251(d)(3) of the Act.

Arguments
Petitioners

The Petitioners'? argue that BellSouth and Verizon’s position that the provisions of the
TRRO regarding new orders for delisted UNEs are self-effectuating is based on a fundamental
misreading of the TRRO. The Petitioners assert that, as with any change-of-law, the conclusions
of the TRRO must be incorporated into interconnection agreements prior to being effectuated;
they are not self-effectuating as BellSouth and Verizon claim. The Petitioners argue that the
FCC clearly stated in Paragraph 233 of the TRRO that the Final Rules would be incorporated into
interconnection agreements through the negotiation or arbitration of amendments to the
interconnection agreements, in accordance with Section 252 of the Act. They argue that
Paragraph 233 clearly indicates that the FCC did not intend to abrogate the parties’ current
interconnection agreements, most of which include change-of-law provisions, and add that it is
unclear whether the FCC has the authority to abrogate such contractual provisions. Thus, they
ask this Commission to require BellSouth and Verizon to continue to accept new orders for
delisted UNEs throughout the transition period set forth in the 7RRO in order to allow the parties
to negotiate amendments to their interconnection agreements that conform with the FCC’s

findings.
BellSouth and Verizon

BellSouth and Verizon argue the FCC’s new unbundling rules unequivocally state that
carriers may not obtain certain new UNEs, and that the 12-month transition period for embedded
UNEs began on March 11, 2005. BellSouth and Verizon assert that the Petitioners’ contention
that BellSouth and Verizon are required to provide new, delisted UNEs until their
interconnection agreements are amended is wholly inconsistent with the language of the TRRO
and is flatly contradicted by the federal rules. They emphasize that Paragraph 233 was intended
only to require the parties to negotiate with regard to the transition of the embedded UNE-P base,

MCImetro Access Transmission Services, LLC, Supra Telecommunications and Information Systems, Inc.,
Ganoco Inc. d/b/a American Dial Tone, Inc., Xspedius Communications, LLC on behalf of its operating affiliates,
Xspedius Management Co. of Jacksonville, LLC and Xspedius Management Co. Switched Services, LLC, and
NuVox, Inc. on behalf of its operating entities NuVox Communications, Inc., NewSouth Communications Corp.,

KMC Telecom V, Inc., KMC Telecom III, LLC.
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not to further perpetuate UNE-P throughout the transition period. They contend that the FCC
clearly stated throughout the TRRO that the 12-month transition period applied solely to the
embedded UNE-P base, and that after March 11, 2005, there could be no new UNE-P orders.
Thus, BellSouth and Verizon contend that the CLECs’ position is based on a misapplication of
the FCC’s statements in Paragraph 233 of the TRRO.

BellSouth and Verizon add that they have offered CLECs commercial agreements that
would enable CLECs to continue to order UNE-like services while they are either negotiating a
permanent commercial agreement covering these orders or otherwise completing the FCC’s
transition away from the delisted UNEs. BellSouth and Verizon further assert the agreements
permit CLECs to continue to place new orders for platform services. Thus, they argue that the
options available to prevent any lapse in a CLEC’s ability to place new orders negate the
Petitioners claim of injury, let alone irreparable injury, caused by implementation of the FCC’s
“no new adds” mandate.

Decision

Although petitions have been filed with the FCC asking for clarification as to whether the
TRRO’s prohibition on “new adds” is self-effectuating, those filings do not serve as a sufficient
basis for us to forego consideration of this issue. This issue is appropriately before us and ripe
for our consideration. As such, we have thoroughly considered the well-pleaded arguments of
both sides and reach the following conclusions.

First, with regard to switching, the TRRO is quite specific, as is the revised FCC rule
attached and incorporated in that Order, that the requesting carriers may not obtain new local
switching as an unbundled element.'”” Having considered the arguments to the contrary, we are
simply not persuaded that Paragraph 233 of the TRRO indicates that the FCC intended any other
result. Rather, it is much more likely that Paragraph 233 of the TRRO was intended only to
direct the parties with regard to the embedded UNE-P base. Any other conclusion would render
the TRRO language regarding “no new adds” a nullity, which would, consequently, render the
prescribed 12-month transition period a confusing morass ripe for further dispute. Thus, we find
that, as of March 11, 2005, requesting carriers may not obtain new local switching as a UNE.

As for high capacity loops and dedicated transport, we find that a requesting CLEC shall
self-certify its order for high-capacity loops or dedicated transport. Thereafter, the ILEC shall
provision the high capacity loops or dedicated transport pursuant to the CLEC’s certification.
The ILEC may subsequently dispute whether the CLEC is entitled to such loop or transport,
pursuant to the parties’ existing dispute resolution provisions. This process, as delineated in
Paragraph 234 of the TRRO, shall remain in place pending any appeals by BellSouth or Verizon
of the FCC’s decision on this aspect of the TRRO.

In conclusion, we find that further prolonging the availability of UNE-P and other
delisted UNEs could cause competitive carriers to further defer investment in their own facilities,

13 £51.319 (d)(2)(iii) C.F.R.
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a result that would be clearly contrary to the FCC’s intent, as well as the Court's decision in
USTA II. Our conclusions herein are appropriate, effectuate the policy of encouraging facilities-
based competition, and, on balance, find the greatest support in the language of the TRRO itself.
We emphasize that nothing in this Order prevents the parties from negotiating commercial
agreements to address the various issues raised by the TRRO and are encouraged that many
commercial agreements between ILECs and CLECs have, in fact, been reached. Furthermore, it
should go without saying that all parties have an obligation to negotiate in good faith and failure
to faithfully adhere to that obligation may result in further legal recourse by the offended party.

Having reached the foregoing conclusions, we find it is not necessary to consolidate
Docket Nos. 041269-TP and 050171-TP. Rather, having resolved all issues raised in Docket
Nos. 050171-TP and 050172-TP, we find it appropriate to close those dockets. Docket No.
041269-TP shall remain open to address the remaining issues in that Docket.

Based on the foregoing, it is

ORDERED by the Florida Public Service Commission that the petitions and request for
Emergency Relief filed by the Joint CLECs, Supra, MCI, and American Dial Tone are denied. It

is further

ORDERED that as of March 11, 2005, requesting carriers may not obtain new local
switching as an unbundled network element. It is further

ORDERED that pending the outcome of any appeals by BellSouth or Verizon of the
TRRO, the ILECs shall comply with the self-certification process delineated in the TRRO for
high-capacity loops and dedicated transport. It is further

ORDERED that BellSouth’s Motion to Consolidate Docket Nos. 041269-TP and 050171-
TP, is denied. Docket Nos. 050171-TP and 050172-TP shall be closed, and Docket 041269-TP
shall remain open to address the remaining open issues.

By ORDER of the Florida Public Service Commission this Sth day of May, 2005.
dV; 7/
BLANCA S. BAYO, Director

Division of the Commission Clerk
and Administrative Services

(SEAL)

AJT
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NOTICE OF FURTHER PROCEEDINGS OR JUDICIAL REVIEW

The Florida Public Service Commission is required by Section 120.569(1), Florida
Statutes, to notify parties of any administrative hearing or judicial review of Commission orders
that is available under Sections 120.57 or 120.68, Florida Statutes, as well as the procedures and
time limits that apply. This notice should not be construed to mean all requests for an
administrative hearing or judicial review will be granted or result in the relief sought.

Any party adversely affected by the Commission's final action in this matter may request:
1) reconsideration of the decision by filing a motion for reconsideration with the Director,
Division of the Commission Clerk and Administrative Services, 2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard,
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0850, within fifteen (15) days of the issuance of this order in the
form prescribed by Rule 25-22.060, Florida Administrative Code; or 2) judicial review by the
Florida Supreme Court in the case of an electric, gas or telephone utility or the First District
Court of Appeal in the case of a water and/or wastewater utility by filing a notice of appeal with
the Director, Division of the Commission Clerk and Administrative Services and filing a copy of
the notice of appeal and the filing fee with the appropriate court. This filing must be completed
within thirty (30) days after the issuance of this order, pursuant to Rule 9.110, Florida Rules of
Appellate Procedure. The notice of appeal must be in the form specified in Rule 9.900(a),
Florida Rules of Appellate Procedure.
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TO:

Blanca S. Bayd, Director, Division of the Commission Clerk and
Administrative Services

FROM: Jane Faurot, Chief, Office of Hearing Reporter Services, Division

of the Commission Clerk and Administrative Services
DOCKET Nos. 041269-TP, 050171-TP & 050172-TP, AGENDA HELD
04/05/05.

RE:

PETITION TO ESTABLISH GENERIC DOCKET TO CONSIDER AMENDMENTS TO
INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENTS RESULTING FROM CHANGES IN LAW, BY BELLSOUTH
TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC.

EMERGENCY PETITION OF GANOCO, INC. d/b/a AMERICAN DIAL TONE, INC. FOR
COMMISSION ORDER DIRECTING BELLSOUTH TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC. TO CONTINUE
TO ACCEPT NEW UNBUNDLED NETWORK ELEMENT ORDERS PENDING COMPLETION OF
NEGOTIATIONS REQUIRED BY "CHANGE OF LAW" PROVISIONS OF INTERCONNECTION
AGREEMENT IN ORDER TO ADDRESS THE FCC'S RECENT TRIENNIAL REVIEW REMAND
ORDER (TRRO).

EMERGENCY PETITION OF GANOCO, INC. D/B/A AMERICAN DIAL TONE, INC. FOR
COMMISSION ORDER DIRECTING VERIZON FLORIDA, INC. TO CONTINUE TO ACCEPT NEW
UNBUNDLED NETWORK ELEMENT ORDERS PENDING COMPLETION OF NEGOTIATIONS
REQUIRED BY "CHANGE OF LAW" PROVISIONS OF INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT IN
ORDER TO ADDRESS THE FCC'S RECENT TRIENNIAL REVIEW REMAND ORDER (TRRO).

DOCUMENT No: 03579-05, 04/13/05

The transcript for the above proceedings has been completed and is forwarded for
placement in the docket file, including attachments.

Please

LEGAL,

note that Staff distribution of this transcript was made to:

CMP

Acknowledged BY:

JF/rim
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Date filed with CCA: 09/15/2005 36.
37.
Initials OPR 38.
Staff Counsel 39.
40,
Section 3 - Chairman Completes Assignments are as follows:
- Hearing Officer(s) Prehearing Officer
Commissioners Hrg Staff Commissioners ADM
Exam
ALL BZ DS BD ED -- BZ DS BD ED -
X X X X
Where panels are assigned the senior Commissioner 1is Panel Chairman:
the tidentical panel decides the case. Approved: BB/
Where one Commissioner, a Hearing Examiner or a Staff Member is Date: 0971572005

assigned the full Commission decides the case.

PSC/CCA015-C (Rev. 01/03) * COMPLETED EVENTS



Case Assignment and Scheduling Record
~

Page 1 of 1

Section 1 - Bureau of Records Complet:

Docket No.041269-TP Date Docketed: 11/01/2004 Title: Petition to establish generic docket to consider amendments to
interconnection agreements resulting from changes in Taw, by
Bel1South Telecommunications, Inc.
Company: BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.
Official Filing Date: Expiration:
Last Day to Suspend:
Referred to: CCA (CMP) ECR GCL PIF RCA SCR SCA
(“O" indicates OPR) | I x | I x 1 | | | [
Section 2 - OPR Completes and returns to CCA in 10 workdays. Time Schedule
Program Module A20; Al9 WARNING: THIS SCHEDULE IS AN INTERNAL PLANNING DOCUMENT
IT IS TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVISION.
Staff Assignments |FOR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION:(850) 413-6770
Due Dates
OPR_Staff M Barrett, G Fogleman [:] Current CASR revision level Previous Current
N Garcia, ] Hallenstein
K Kennedy, L King 1. Staff Rec. on Motion for Summary Final Order SAME 09/22/2005
P Lee, A Marsh, D Moss 2. Testimony - Rebuttal SAME 09/22/2005
P Vickery 3. Prehearing Statements SAME 09/29/2005
4. Agenda - Motion for Summary Final Order SAME 10/04/2005
5. Staff Recommendation on Supra's Emergency Moti SAME 10/06/2005
6. Agenda SAME 10/18/2005
7. Prehearing SAME 10/19/2005
Staff Counsel A Teitzman, R Bellak 8. Standard Order - Motion for Summary Final Orde SAME 10/24/2005
K Scott, D Smith 9, Hearing (11/02 - 11/04/2005) SAME 11/02/2005
10. Standard Order SAME 11/07/2005
11. Briefs Due SAME 12/02/2005
OCRs 12 Close Docket or Revise CASR 07/15/2005 | 12/09/2005
13.
14,
15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
21,
22.
23.
24.
25.
26.
27.
28.
29.
Recommended assignments for hearing 30.
and/or deciding this case: 31.
32.
Full Commission ____ Commission Panel X |33.
Hearing ___ Staff __ | 34.
35.
Date filed with CCA: 09/16/2005 36.
37.
Initials OPR 38.
Staff Counsel 39.
40.

Section 3 - Chairman Completes Assignments are as follows:

- Hearing Officer(s) Prehearing Officer

Commissioners Hrg Staff Commissioners ADM
Exam
ALL BZ DS BD ED -- BZ DS BD ED --
X X X X

Where panels are assigned the senior Coomissioner is Panel Chairman:
the identical panel decides the case.

Where one Commissioner, a Hearing Examiner or a Staff Member is
assigned the full Commission decides the case.

PSC/CCA015-C (Rev. 01/03)

RB /AN

09/16/2005

Approved:
Date:

* COMPLETED EVENTS



Case Scheduling/Rescheduling Advice
Last Revised 10/19/2005 at 16:24 Page 1 of 1
Printed on 10/20/2005 at 08:36

To: Commissioner Deason Deputy Executive Director/EXA || Economic Regulation Director
Commissioner Bradley General Counsel Director || External Affairs Director
Commissioner Edgar Auditing & Safety Director X| Court Reporter
Commissioner Arriaga Comm. Clerk & ADM Services x| Staff Contact - Adam Teitzman
Executive Director Competitive Markets/Enforcement

Public Information Officer IX| Consumer Affairs Director
From: Office of Chairman Braulio Baez
Docket Number: 041269-TP

Docket Title: Petition to establish generic docket to consider amendments to interconnection agreements resulting from changes in law, by
BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.

1. Schedule Information

Event Former Date] New Date Location Time
Hearing 11/02/2005 |Tallahassee, Room 148 9:30 AM - 5:00 PM
Hearing 11/03/2005 |[Tallahassee, Room 148 9:30 AM - 5:00 PM
Hearing 11/04/2005 |[Tallahassee, Room 148 9:30 AM - 5:00 PM

2. Hearing/Prehearing Assignment Information

Former Assignments Current Assignments
Hearing Commissioners Hearing | Staff Commissioners ~ |Hearing | Staff
Officers Exam. Exam.
ALL |BZ [DS |BD [ED |AR ALL |BZ |DS |BD [ED |AR
1 X1 1X1X
heari .. . .
W Commissioners Commissioners
icer
BZ |DS |BD |ED |AR |ADM BZ 1DS |BD |[ED AR |ADM

Reason for Revision: A. New Assignment 1. Unavailability 2. Good Cause 3. Recused 4. Disqualified 5. See Remarks

Remarks: |pane] change only.

PSC/IBE 8 (01/2002) CCS Form Number: 041269-TP-00002-008



Page 1 of 1

Section 1 - Bureau of Records Completes ™™~ -

Docket No.(041269-TP Date Docketed: 11/01/2004 Title: Petition to establish generic docket to consider amendments to
interconnection agreements resulting from changes in law, by
BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.
Company: BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.
Official Filing Date: Expiration:
Last Day to Suspend:
Referred to: CCA (CMP) ECR GCL PIF RCA SCR SGA
(“Q" indicates OPR) I [ x 1 [ x 1 | | I
Section 2 - OPR Completes and returns to CCA in 10 workdays. Ti dule
Program Module A20; Al9 WARNING: THIS SCHEDULE IS AN INTERNAL PLANNING DOCUMENT
IT IS TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVISION.
Staff Assignments FOR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION: (850) 413-6770
. Due Dates
OPR_Staff M Barrett, G Fogleman EI Current CASR revision level Previous Current
N Garcia, J Hallenstein
K Kennedy, L King 1. Hearing (11/02 - 11/04/2005) SAME 11/02/2005
P Lee, A Marsh, D Moss 2. Standard Order - Supra's Emergency Motion SAME 11/07/2005
P Vickery 3. Transcript of Hearing Due NONE 11/14/2005
4, Briefs Due SAME 12/02/2005
S. Close Docket or Revise CASR 07/15/2005 | 12/09/2005
6.
7.
Staff Counsel A Teitzman, R Bellak 8.
K Scott, D Smith 9.
10.
11.
OCRs 12.
13.
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
21,
22,
23.
24,
25.
26.
27.
28.
29.
Recommended assignments for hearing 30.
and/or deciding this case: 31.
32,
Full Commission ___ Commission Panel X |33.
Hearing Staff |34
35.
Date filed with CCA: 10/20/2005 36.
37.
Initials OPR 38.
Staff Counsel 39.
40.
Section 3 - Chairman Completes Assignments are as follows:
- Hearing Officer(s) Prehearing Officer
Commissioners Hrg Staff Commissioners ADM
Exam

ALL BZ | DS | BD | ED AR

BZ DS BD ED | AR

X X X

Where panels are assigned the senior Commissioner is Panel Chairman:

the +identical panel decides the case.

Where one Commissioner, a Hearing Examiner or a Staff Member is
assigned the full Commission decides the case.

PSC/CCA015-C (Rev. 01/03)

Approved:

Date:

* COMPLETED EVENTS

BB [ han)
10/20/2005




Case Assignment and Scheduling Record

Section 1 - Bureau of Records Complete®™ —

Docket No. 041269-TP

Company:

official Filing Date:
Last Day to Suspend:

Date Docketed: 11/01/2004

Title:

Page 1 of 1

Petition to establish generic docket to consider amendments to

interconnection agreements resulting from changes in law, by

BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.

BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.

Expiration:

Referred to: CCA (CMP) ECR GCL PIF RCA SCR SCA
(*()"_indicates OPR) | I x ] L x ] ] I
Section 2 - OPR Completes and returns to CCA in 10 workdays. Time_Schedule
Program Module A20; AlS WARNING: THIS SCHEDULE IS AN INTERNAL PLANNING DOCUMENT
IT IS TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVISION.
staff Assignments FOR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION:(850) 413-6770
Due Dates
OPR_Staff M Barrett, G Fogleman Current CASR revision level Previous Current
N Garcia, J Hallenstein
K Kennedy, L King 1. Briefs Due SAME 12/02/2005
P Lee, A Marsh, D Moss 2. Staff Recommendation - Post-Hearing NONE 01/12/2006
P Vickery 3. Agenda NONE 01/24/2006
4, Standard Order NONE 02/13/2006
5. Close Docket or Revise CASR NONE 03/31/2006
6.
7.
Staff Counsel A Teitzman, R Bellak 8.
K Scott, D Smith 9.
10.
11.
OCRs 12.
13.
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
21.
22.
23.
24,
25.
26.
27.
28.
29.
Recommended assignments for hearing 30.
and/or deciding this case: 31.
32.
Full Commission ____ Commission Panel X |]33.
Hearing ____ Staff ]34
35.
Date filed with CCA: 11/14/2005 36.
37.
Initials OPR 38.
Staff Counsel 39.
40.
Section 3 - Chairman Completes Assignments are as follows:
- Hearing Officer(s) Prehearing Officer
Commissioners Hrg Staff Commissioners
Exam
ALL BZ DS 8D ED AR BZ DS BD ED | AR
X X X X
where panels are assigned the senior Commissioner is Panel Chairman:
the identical panel decides the case. Approved: BB/ ‘k.,\“
Where one Commissioner, a Hearing Examiner or a Staff Member is Date: 1171472005

assigned the full Commission decides the case.
PSC/CCA015-C (Rev. 01/03)

* COMPLETED EVENTS




Case Assignment and Scheduling Record Page 1 of 1
—
Section 1 - Bureau of Records Completes

Docket No.041269-TP Date Docketed: 11/01/2004 Title: Petition to establish generic docket to consider amendments to
interconnection agreements resulting from changes in law, by
Bel1South Telecommunications, Inc.

Company: BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.

Official Filing Date: ____ Expiration:
Last Day to Suspend: ___ _
Referred to: CCA (CMP) ECR GCL PIF RCA SCR SGA
(*Q" indicates OPR) [ [ x 1 [ x 1 [ | | I
ction 2 - OPR letes and returns to CCA in 10 workdays. Time Schedule
Program Module A20; Al19 WARNING: THIS SCHEDULE IS AN INTERNAL PLANNING DOCUMENT
IT IS TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVISION.
Staff Assignments FOR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION:(850) 413-6770
Due Dates
QPR _Staff M Barrett, G Fogleman Current CASR revision level Previous Current
i in
K Kennedy, L King 1. Briefs Due 12/02/2005 | 11/30/2005
P Lee, A Marsh, D Moss 2. Staff Recommendation - Post-Hearing SAME 01/12/2006
P Vickery 3. Agenda SAME 01/24/2006
4. Standard Order SAME 02/13/2006
5. Close Docket or Revise CASR SAME 03/31/2006
6.
7.
Staff Counsel A Teitzman, R Bellak 8.
K Scott, D Smith 9.
10.
11.
OCRs 12.
13.
14.
18.
16,
17.
18.
19.
20.
21.
22.
23,
24.
25.
26.
27,
28.
29.
Recommended assignments for hearing 30.
and/or deciding this case: 31.
32.
Full Commission Commission Panel X |33.
Hearing Staff __ |34
35.
Date filed with CCA: 11/28/2005 36.
37.
Initials OPR 38.
Staff Counsel 39,
40,
Section 3 - Chairman Completes Assignments are as follows:
- Hearing Officer(s) Prehearing Officer
Commissioners Hrg | Staff Commissioners ADM
Exam
ALL BZ DS BD ED AR BZ DS BD ED AR
X X X X
Where panels are assigned the senior Commissioner is Panel Chairman:
the identical panel decides the case. Approved: BB f M
Where one Commissioner, a Hearing Examiner or a Staff Member is Date: 1172872005

assigned the full Commission decides the case.

PSC/CCA015-C (Rev. 01/03) * COMPLETED EVENTS



Case Assignment and Scheduling Record Page 1 of 1

Section 1 - Bureau of Records Completes ~

Docket No.041269-TP Date Docketed: 11/01/2004 Title: Petition to establish generic docket to consider amendments to
interconnection agreements resulting from changes in law, by
Bel1South Telecommunications, Inc.

Company: BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.

Official Filing Date: _______ Expiration:
Last Day to Suspend: _____
Referred to: CCA (CMP) ECR GCL PIF RCA SCR SCA
*Q” indicates OPR) ] I x 1 i x ] | | | |
Section 2 - OPR Completes and returns to CCA in 10 workdays. Ti 1
Program Module A20; Al9 WARNING: THIS SCHEDULE IS AN INTERNAL PLANNING DOCUMENT
IT IS TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVISION.
Staff Assignments FOR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION: (850) 413-6770
Due Dates
OPR_Staff M Barrett, G Fogleman [:5] Current CASR revision level Previous Current
N Garcia, ] Hallenstein
K Kennedy, L King 1. Staff Recommendation - Post-Hearing 01/12/2006 | 01/26/2006
P Lee, A Marsh, D Moss 2. Agenda 01/24/2006 | 02/07/2006
P Vickery 3. Standard Order 02/13/2006 | 02/27/2006
4. Close Docket or Revise CASR 03/31/2006 | 04/14/2006
5.
6.
7.
Staff Counsel A Teitzman, R Bellak 8.
K Scott, D Smith 9,
10.
11.
OCRs 12,
13.
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.
19,
20.
21.
22.
23.
24,
25.
26.
27.
28.
29,
Recommended assignments for hearing © | 30.
and/or deciding this case: 31.
32,
Full Commission ____ Commission Panel X |33.
Hearing Staff |34
35.
Date filed with CCA: 12/13/2005 36.
37.
Initials OPR 38.
Staff Counsel 39.
40.
Section 3 - Chairman Completes Assignments are as follows:
- Hearing Officer(s) Prehearing Officer
Commissioners Hrg Staff Commissioners ADM
Exam
ALL BD DS BZ ED AR BD DS BZ ED AR
X X X X
Where panels are assigned the senior Commissioner is Panel Chairman:
the identical panel decides the case. Approved: BB / -R.,\]\
Where one Commissioner, a Hearing Examiner or a Staff Member is Date: _Pending~
assigned the full Commission decides the case. : '2’/ ! 9‘05-

PSC/CCAD15-C (Rev. 01/03) * COMPLETED EVENTS




Case Assignment and Scheduling Record Page 1 of 1
o

’

Section 1 - Bureau of Records Complete”™ ™

Docket No.(041269-TP Date Docketed: 11/01/2004 Title: Petition to establish generic docket to consider amendments to
interconnection agreements resulting from changes in law, by
Bell1South Telecommunications, Inc.

Company: BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.

Official Filing Date: ______ Expiration:
Last Day to Suspend: _____
Referred to: CCA (CMP) ECR GCL PIF RCA SCR SGA
(‘O indicates OPR) [ [ x ] I [ I [ I
Section 2 - OPR Completes and returns to CCA in 10 workdays. Time Schedule
Program Module A20; Al9 WARNING: THIS SCHEDULE IS AN INTERNAL PLANNING DOCUMENT
IT IS TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVISION.
staff Assiagnments |FOR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION:(850) 413-6770
2talt Assignments
Due Dates
OPR Staff L Harvey, N Garcia Current CASR revision level Previous Current
J Hallenstein., P Lee
G Shafer, P Vickery 1. Staff Recommendation NONE 03/09/2006
2, Standard Order SAME 03/20/2006
3. Agenda SAME 03/21/2006
4, Standard Order SAME 04/03/2006
5. Close Docket or Revise CASR 04/14/2006 | 05/30/2006
6.
7.
Staff Counsel P Wiggins 8.
9.
10.
OCRs 11.
12.
13.
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
21.
22.
23.
24.
25.
26.
27.
28.
29,
Recommended assignments for hearing 30.
and/or deciding this case: 31.
32.
Full Commission Commission Panel X |33.
Hearing Staff __ |34.
35.
Date filed with CCA: 03/03/2006 36.
37.
Initials OPR 38.
Staff Counsel 39,
40.
Section 3 - Chairman Completes Assignments are as follows:
- Hearing Officer(s) Prehearing Officer
Commissioners Hrg Staff Commissioners ADM
Exam
ALL ED DS AR cT ™ ED DS AR cT TW
X X X X
Where panels are assigned the senior Commissioner is Panel Chairman:
the identical panel decides the case. Approved: éD { .a,,\r

Where one Commissioner, a Hearing Examiner or a Staff Member is
assigned the full Commission decides the case.

PSC/CCA015-C (Rev. 01/03) * COMPLETED EVENTS

Date: 3/03/2006



Case Assignment and Scheduling Record Page 1 of 1
Section 1 - Bureau of Records Complete™ p_—

Docket No.041269-TP Date Docketed: 11/01/2004 Title: Petition to establish generic docket to consider amendments to
interconnection agreements resulting from changes in law, by
Bel1South Telecommunications, Inc.

Company: BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.

Official Filing Date: Expiration:
Last Day to Suspend: _____
Referred to: CCA (cmP) ECR GCL PIF RCA SCR SGA
(“Q” indicates OPR) [ [ X ] [ X T | I I I
Section 2 - OPR Completes and returns to CCA in 10 workdays. Time Schedule
Program Module A20; Al9 WARNING: THIS SCHEDULE IS AN INTERNAL PLANNING DOCUMENT
IT IS TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVISION.
Staff Assignments FOR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION:(850) 413-6770 .
Due Dates
OPR Staff L Harvey, N Garcia Current CASR revision level Previous Current
J Hallenstein, P Lee
G Shafer, P Vickery 1. Standard Order SAME 03/20/2006
2. Staff Recommendation 03/09/2006 | 03/23/2006
3. Agenda 03/21/2006 04/04/2006
4, Standard Order 04/03/2006 04/17/2006
5. Close Docket or Revise CASR 04/14/2006 | 05/30/2006
6.
7.
Staff Counsel P Wiggins 8.
9.
10.
OCRs 11.
12.
13.
14.
15.
l6.
17.
18.
19.
20.
21.
22.
23.
24,
25.
26.
27.
28.
29.
Recommended assignments for hearing 30.
and/or deciding this case: 31.
32.
Full Commission Commission Panel X |33.
Hearing Staff |34,
35.
Date filed with CCA: 03/03/2006 36.
37.
Initials OPR 38.
Staff Counsel 39.
40.
Section 3 - Chairman Completes Assignments are as follows:
section 3 - Chairman Completes 9 C5RA (A&l Cantalied)
- Hearing Officer(s) Prehearing Officer
Commissioners Hrg Staff Commissioners ADM
Exam
ALL ED DS AR cT ™ ED DS AR cT ™
X X X X
Where panels are assigned the senior Commissioner is Panel Chairman:
the identical panel decides the case. Approved: Eﬁ) ['av\f
Where one Commissioner, a Hearing Examiner or a Staff Member is Date: 03/03/2006

assigned the full Commission decides the case.

PSC/CCA015-C (Rev. 01/03) * COMPLETED EVENTS



Case Assignment and Scheduling Record Page 1 of 1
Section 1 - Bureau of Records Comp'lete."‘ “ —~

Docket No. 041269-TP Date Docketed: 11/01/2004 Title: Petition to establish generic docket to consider amendments to
interconnection agreements resulting from changes in law, by
Bel1South Telecommunications, Inc.

Company: BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.

Official Filing Date: __________ Expiration:
Last Day to Suspend: __________
Referred to: cca CMP ECR (GCL) PIF RCA SCR SGA
(O~ indicates OPR) | [ x | [ x ] | | | |
Section 2 - OPR Completes and returns to CCA in 10 workdays. Time Schedule
Program Module A20(b); A1l9 WARNING: THIS SCHEDULE IS AN INTERNAL PLANNING DOCUMENT

IT IS TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVISION.

Staff Assignments |FOR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION:(850) 413-6770

Due Dates
OPR Staff D Smith, R Bellak @ Current CASR revision level Previous Current
S Cibula
1. Staff Recommendation NONE 06/08/2006
2. Agenda NONE 06/20/2006
3. Standard Order NONE 07/10/2006
4.
5.
6.
7.
Staff Counsel D Smith, R Bellak 8.
S Cibula, J Fudge 9.
P Wigdains 10.
11.
12.
OCRs (CMP) N Garcia, J Hallenstein |13.
L Harvev, P lLee 14.
G Shafer. P Vickery 15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
21.
22.
23.
24.
25.
26.
27.
28.
29,
Recommended assignments for hearing 30.
and/or deciding this case: 31.
32,
Full Commission __ Commission Panel X |33.
Hearing Examiner _ Staff __ |34
35.
Date filed with CCA: 06/05/2006 36.
37.
Initials OPR 38.
Staff Counsel 39.
40.
Section 3 - Chairman Completes Assignments are as follows:
- Hearing Officer(s) Prehearing Officer
Commissioners Hrg Staff Commissioners ADM
Exam
ALL ED DS AR cT ™ ED DS AR CcT ™
X X X X
Where panels are assigned the senior Comnissioner is Panel Chairman:
the identical panel decides the case. Approved: é é \/ M
Where one Commissioner, a Hearing Examiner or a Staff Member is Date: 06/0572006

assigned the full Commission decides the case.

PSC/CCA015-C (Rev. 01/03) * COMPLETED EVENTS



Case Assignment and Scheduling Record Page 1 of 1
Section 1 - Bureau of Records Complet®™™™ —~
Docket No.041269-TP Date Docketed: 11/01/2004 Title: Petition to establish generic docket to consider amendments to

interconnection agreements resulting from changes in law, by
BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc,

Company: BellSouth Teleconmumications, Inc.

Official Filing Date: ______ Expiration:
Last Day to Suspend: _____
Referred to: CCA mp ECR (GCL) PIF RCA SCR SGA
(*Q” indicates OPR) [ IS I x| | | ] I
Section 2 - OPR Combletes and returns to CCA 1in 10 workdays. Time Schedule
Program Module A20(b); Al9 WARNING: THIS SCHEDULE IS AN INTERNAL PLANNING DOCUMENT

IT IS TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVISION.

Staff Assignments |FOR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION:(850) 413-6770

Due Dates
OPR_Staff D Smith, R Bellak @ Current CASR revision level Previous Current
S Cibula
1. Staff Recommendation SAME 08/03/2006
2. Agenda SAME 08/15/2006
3. Standard Order SAME 09/05/2006
4. Revised CASR Due 06/28/2006 10/04/2006
5.
6.
7.
Staff Counsel D Smith, R Bellak 8.
S Cibula, J Fudge 9.
P Widggins 10.
11.
12.

OCRs  (CMP) N Garcia, J Hallenstein 113.

LHarvev, Plea 114,

G Shafer, P Vickerv.... 15,

Recommended assignments for hearing 30.

and/or deciding this case: 31.

Full Commission ___ Commission Panel X |33.

Hearing Examiner __ Staff 34,

Date filed with CCA: 06/27/2006 36.

Initials OPR 38:

Staff Counsel 39.

ion 3 - Co Assignments are as follows:

- Hearing Officer(s) Prehearing Officer

Commissioners Hrg Staff Commissioners ADM
Exam
ALL ED | DS | AR T ™ ED DS AR CT | TW

X X X X

where panels are assigned the senior Commissioner is Panel Chairman:

the identical panel decides the case. Approved:

Where one Commissioner, a Hearing Examiner or a Staff Member is Date: 6727
assigned the full Commission decides the case. )

PSC/CCA015-C (Rev. 01/03) * COMPLETED EVENTS




Case Assignment and Scheduling Record Page 1 of 1

Section 1 - Bureau of Records Complet™™™ N

Docket No.041269-TP Date Docketed: 11/01/2004 Title: Petition to establish generic docket to consider amendments to
interconnection agreements resulting from changes in law, by
Bel1South Telecommunications, Inc.

Company: BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.

Official Filing Date: .. Expiration:
Last Day to Suspend:
Referred to: CCA MP ECR (GCL) PIF RCA SCR SCA
¢*()” indicates OPR) | X | P x ] | | I ]
Section 2 - OPR Completes and returns to CCA in 10 workdays. Time Schedule
Program Module A20(h); Al9 WARNING: THIS SCHEDULE IS AN INTERNAL PLANNING DOCUMENT
IT IS TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVISION.
Staff Assignments FOR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION: (850) 413-6770
Due Dates
QPR Staff D Smith, R Bellak Current CASR revision level Previous Current
S Cibula
1. Staff Recommendation 08/03/2006 | 09/07/2006
2. Agenda 08/15/2006 09/19/2006
3. Standard Order 09/05/2006 | 10/09/2006
4, Revised CASR Due 10/04/2006 11/09/2006
5.
6.
7.
Staff Counsel D Smith, R Bellak 8.
S Cibula, J Fudge 9.
P Wiggins 10.
11.
12.
OCRs (CMP) N Garcia. J Hallenstein |13.
L Harvev, Plee = 114,
G Shafer. P Vickerv 15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
21,
22.
23,
24,
25.
26.
27.
28.
29.
Recommended assignments for hearing 30.
and/or deciding this case: 31.
32.
Full Commission ___ Commission Panel X |33.
Hearing Examiner __ Staff __ |34
35.
Date filed with CCA: 08/01/2006 36.
37.
Initials OPR 38.
Staff Counsel 39,
40.
Section 3 - Chairman Completes Assignments are as follows:
- Hearing Officer(s) Prehearing Officer
Commissioners Hrg Staff Commissioners ADM
Exam
ALL ED | DS | AR | CT ™ ED DS AR Cr | TW
X X X X
Where panels are assigned the senior Commissioner 1is Panel Chairman:
the identical panel decides the case. Approved: LE ¥
Where one Commissioner, a Hearing Examiner or a Staff Member is Date: Pendi

assigned the full Commission decides the case.

PSC/CCA015-C (Rev. 01/03) * COMPLETED EVENTS



Case Assignment and Scheduling Record Page 1 of 1

Section 1 - Bureau of Records C t !

Docket No.041269-TP Date Docketed: 11/01/2004 Title: Petition to establish generic docket to consider amendments to
interconnection agreements resulting from changes in Tlaw, by
Bel1South Telecommunications, Inc.

Company: BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.

official Filing Date: _________ Expiration:
Last Day to Suspend: ______
Referred to: CCA cMp ECR (GCL) PIF RCA SCR SCA
(‘Q"_indicates OPR) | I x| | I | |
Section 2 - OPR Completes and returns to CCA in 10 workdays. Time Schedule
Program Module A20(b); Al9 WARNING: THIS SCHEDULE IS AN INTERNAL PLANNING DOCUMENT
IT IS TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVISION.
staff Assignments FOR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION:(850) 413-6770
Due Dates
OPR_Staff D Smith, R Bellak Current CASR revision level Previous Current
S Cibula
1. Staff Recommendation 09/07/2006 | 09/21/2006
2. ﬁgenda 09/19/2006 10/03/2006
3. Standard Order 10/098/2006 | 10/20/2006
4. Revised CASR Due 10/04/2006 11/09/2006
5.
6.
7.
Staff Counsel D Smith, R Bellak 8.
§ Cibula, J Fudge 9.
P Wiagins 10.
11.
12,
OCRs (CMP) N Garcia. J Hallenstein |13.
L Harvev. Plee 114,
G Shafer, P Vickerv |15,
16,
17.
18.
19.
20.
21.
22,
23.
24,
25,
26.
27.
28.
29,
Recommended assignments for hearing 30.
and/or deciding this case: 31.
32.
Full Commission ___ Commission Panel X |33.
Hearing Examiner __ Staff |34
3S.
Date filed with CCA: 09/07/2006 36.
37.
Initials OPR 38.
Staff Counsel 39,
40,
Section 3 - Chairman Completes Assignments are as follows:
- Hearing Officer(s) Prehearing Officer
Commissioners Hrg Staff Commissioners ADM
Exam
ALL | ED | DS | AR | CT ™ ED DS AR CT | TW
X X X X
Where panels are assigned the senior Commissioner is Panel Chairman:
the identical panel decides the case. Approved: _@ /gv\ r
Where one Commissioner, a Hearing Examiner or a Staff Member is Date: Reading .
assigned the full Commission decides the case. ) 9/ i / ob

PSC/CCA015-C (Rev. 01/03) * COMPLETED EVENTS



Assign n n Page 1 of 1
Section 1 - Bureau of Records Complet” o~

Docket No.041269-TP Date Docketed: 11/01/2004 Title: Petition to establish generic docket to consider amendments to
interconnection agreements resulting from changes in law, by
BellSouth Telecomunications, Inc.

Company: BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.

Official Filing Date: ________ Expiration:
Last Day to Suspend: _____
Referred to: CCA CMP ECR (GCL) PIF RCA SCR SCGA
Q" indicates OPR) [ [ x 1 [ x 1 | | | |
Section 2 - OPR Completes and returns to CCA in 10 workdays. Time Schedule
Program Module A20(b); Al9 WARNING: THIS SCHEDULE IS AN INTERNAL PLANNING DOCUMENT
IT IS TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVISION.
Staff Assianments FOR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION: (850) 413-6770
Due Dates
OPR_Staff D Smith, R Bellak Current CASR revision level Previous Current
S Cibula
1. Staff Recommendation 09/21/2006 | 10/12/2006
2. A_qenda 10/03/2006 10/24/2006
3. Standard Order 10/20/2006 | 11/13/2006
4, Revised CASR Due 11/09/2006 12/01/2006
5.
6.
7.
Staff Counsel D Smith, R Bellak 8.
S Cibula, J Fudge 9.
P Mioains 10.
11.
12.
OCRs (CMP) N Garcia., J Hallenstein |13.
Jl.Harvev, P lee . 114,
G Shafer, P Vickery ....115.
16.
17.
18.
19,
20,
21.
22,
23.
24,
25.
26,
27.
28.
29,
Recommended assignments for hearing 30.
and/or deciding this case: 31.
32.
Full Commission ___ Commission Panel X |33.
Hearing Examiner __ Staff . 134
35.
Date filed with CCA: 09/21/2006 36.
37.
Initials OPR 38.
Staff Counsel 39,
40,
ecti - 1 Assignments are as follows:
- Hearing Officer(s) Prehearing Officer
Commissioners Hrg Staff Commissioners ADM
Exam
ALL ED 15 AR T ™ ED DS AR cT ™
X X X X
where panels are assigned the senior Commissioner is Panel Chairman:
the identical panel decides the case. Approved: 8{5/
where one Commissioner, a Hearing Examiner or a Staff Member is Date: —Ponding

assigned the full Commission decides the case.

PSC/CCAO015-C (Rev. 01/03) * COMPLETED EVENTS
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Assignment a ing Record Page 1 of 1
Section 1 - Bureau of Records Completd™™ —
Docket No.041269-TP Date Docketed: 11/01/2004 Title: Petition to establish generic docket to consider amendments to

interconnection agreements resulting from changes in law, by
Bell1South Telecommunications, Inc.

Company: BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.

Official Filing Date: __________ Expiration:
Last Day to Suspend:
Referred to: ' CCA cmMp ECR (GCL) PIF RCA SCR SCA
Q" _indicates OPR) | [ x ] x| | [ | |
Section 2 - OPR Completes and returns to CCA in 10 workdays. i hedul
Program Module A20(b); Al9 WARNING: THIS SCHEDULE IS AN INTERNAL PLANNING DOCUMENT
IT IS TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVISION.
Staff Assignments FOR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION:(850) 413-6770
Due Dates
OPR Staff D Smith, R Bellak Current CASR revision level Previous Current
S Cibula
1. Staff Recommendation 10/12/2006 | 11/08/2006
2. Agenda 10/24/2006 | 11/21/2006
3. Standard Order 11/13/2006 | 12/11/2006
4. Revised CASR Due 12/01/2006 | 01/31/2007
5.
6.
7.
Staff Counsel D Smith, R Bellak 8.
S Cibula, ] Fudge 9,
P _Wigains 10.
11.
12.
OCRs (CMP) N.Garcia. J Hallenstein [13.
L Harvev, P lea 114,
L. Shafer, P Vickery . . 115,
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
21.
22.
23,
24,
25.
26.
27.
28.
29,
Recommended assignments for hearing 30.
and/or deciding this case: 31.
32,
Full Commission ___ Commission Panel X |33.
Hearing Examiner __ Staff |34
35.
Date filed with CCA: 10/11/2006 36.
37.
Initials OPR 38.
staff Counsel 39.
40,
Section 3 - Chairman Completes Assignments are as follows:
- Hearing Officer(s) Prehearing Officer
Commissioners Hrg Staff Commissioners ADM
Exam
ALL ED | DS AR (9] TW ED DS AR CT | W
X X X X
where panels are assigned the senior Commissioner is Panel Chairman:
the identical panel decides the case. Approved: (SO /«&V\J\
where one Coomissioner, a Hearing Examiner or a Staff Member is Date: Bonding~
assigned the full Commission decides the case. [0/ L\LI 06

PSC/CCA015-C (Rev. 01/03) * COMPLETED EVENTS



Case Assignment and Scheduling Record Page 1 of 1

Section 1 - Bureau of Records Completd™™ At
Docket No.041269-TP Date Docketed: 11/01/2004 Title: Petition to establish generic docket to consider amendments to

interconnection agreements resulting from changes in law, by
BellSouth Telecommurnications, Inc.
Company: BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.

Official Filing Date: ________ Expiration:
Last Day to Suspend:
Referred to: CCA CMP ECR (GCL) PIF RCA SCR SGA
(*O" indicates OPR) | | x| I x 1 | { { |
Section 2 - OPR Completes and returns to CCA +in 10 workdays. Time Schedule
Program Module A20(b); Al9 WARNING: THIS SCHEDULE IS AN INTERNAL PLANNING DOCUMENT
IT IS TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVISION.
. FOR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION:(850) 413-6770
Staff Assignments
Due Dates
OPR_Staff D Smith, R Bellak Current CASR revision level Previous  Current
S Cibula
1. Staff Recommendation 11/08/2006 | 12/07/2006
2. Agenda . 11/21/2006 12/19/2006
3. Standard Order 12/11/2006 01/08/2007
4. Revised CASR Due 12/01/2006 01/31/2007
5.
6.
7.
Staff Counsel D Smith, R Bellak 8.
S Cibula, J Fudge 9.
P ¥igains 10.
11.
12.
OCRs (CNP) N Garcia, ] Hallenstein [13.
L. Harveyv, P lLee 14.
G Shafer, P Vickery 15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
21.
22.
23.
24,
25.
26.
27.
28.
129,
Recommended assignments for hearing 30.
and/or deciding this case: 31.
32.
Full Commission ___ Commission Panel X |33.
Hearing Examiner Staff |34,
35.
Date filed with CCA: 11/03/2006 36.
37.
Initials OPR 38.
Staff Counsel 39.
40.
- irman Assignments are as follows:
- Hearing Officer(s) Prehearing Officer
Commissioners Hrg Staff Commissioners ADM
Exam
ALL ED | DS | AR | CT ™ ED DS AR CT | TW
X X X X
Where panels are assigned the senior Commissioner +is Panel Chairman:
the identical panel decides the case. Approved: 5‘8[&\?
where one Commissioner, a Hearing Examiner or a Staff Member is Date: ZBending-
assigned the full Commission decides the case. ll( 0b [v A

PSC/CCAQ15-C (Rev. 01/03) * COMPLETED EVENTS



ase Assignmen d 1ing Record Page 1 of 1

Section 1 - Bureau of Records Complete™™ ™ o

Docket No. 041269-TP Date Docketed: 11/01/2004 Title: Petition to establish generic docket to consider amendments to
interconnection agreements resulting from changes in law, by
BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.

Company: BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.

Official Filing Date: o Expiration:
Last Day to Suspend: _________
Referred to: CCA CMP ECR (GCL) PIF RCA SCR SGA
(“Q)" indicates OPR) ] I x IEYE ] | | ]
Section 2 - OPR Completes and returns to CCA in 10 workdays. Time Schedule
Program Module A20(b); Al9 WARNING: THIS SCHEDULE IS AN INTERNAL PLANNING DOCUMENT
IT IS TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVISION.
Staff Assignments FOR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION: (850) 413-6770
Due Dates
OPR_Staff D Smith, R Bellak Current CASR revision Tevel Previous Current
S Cibula
1. Staff Recommendation 12/07/2006 | 01/10/2007
2. Agenda 12/18/2006 01/23/2007
3. Standard Order 01/08/2007 | 02/12/2007
4, Revised CASR Due 01/28/2007 | 02/28/2007
5.
6.
7.
Staff Counsel D Smith, R Bellak 8.
S Cibula, J Fudge 9.
P Wiaains 10.
11.
12.
OCRs (CMP) N Garcia. ] Hallenstein {13.
L_Harvev, P lLee 14.
G Shafer. P Vickery 15.
16.
17.
18.
19,
20.
21.
22.
23.
24,
25.
26.
27.
28.
29.
Recommended assignments for hearing 30.
and/or deciding this case: 31.
32.
Full Commission ___ Commission Panel X |33.
Hearing Examiner __  Staff |34
3s5.
Date filed with CCA: 12/04/2006 36.
37.
Initials OPR 38.
Staff Counsel 39.
40.
Section 3 - Chairman Completes Assignments are as follows:
- Hearing Officer(s) Prehearing Officer
Commissioners Hrg Staff Commissioners ADM
Exam
ALL ED [ DS | AR | CT ™ ED DS AR T | TW
X X X X
Where panels are assigned the senior Commissioner is Panel Chairman:
the identical panel decides the case. Approved: 68 { ‘a\o\"
Where one Commissioner, a Hearing Examiner or a Staff Member is Date: Bandine—
assigned the full Commission decides the case. ) /-2—/_).0/06

PSC/CCAQ15-C (Rev. 01/03) * COMPLETED EVENTS



Docket No. 041269-TP

Company:

C Assignment and Sche

Section 1 - Bureau of Records Complete” -

Date Docketed: 11/01/2004

Bell1South Telecommunications, Inc.

Vo 1

Page 1 of 1

Title: Petition to establish generic docket to consider amendments to
interconnection agreements resulting from changes in law, by
Bel1South Telecommunications, Inc.

Official Filing Date: Expiration:
Last Day to Suspend:
Referred to: CCA CMP ECR (GCLY PIF RCA SCR SCA
¢‘O" indicates OPR) | [ x 1 X | | | |
Section 2 - OPR Completes and returns to CCA 1in 10 workdays. Ti h
Program Module A20(b); Al9 WARNING: THIS SCHEDULE IS AN INTERNAL PLANNING DOCUMENT
IT IS TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVISION.
janments |FOR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION:(850) 413-6770
Due Dates
OPR Staff D Smith, R Bellak Current CASR revision level Previous Current
S Cibul ;
1. Staff Recommendation 01/10/2007 | 03/01/2007
2. _ggenda 01/23/2007 03/13/2007
3. Standard Order 02/12/2007 | 04/02/2007
4. Revised CASR Due 02/28/2007 | 04/23/2007
5.
6.
7.
Staff Counsel] D Smith, R Bellak 8.
S Cibula, J Fudge 9.
P Wioains 10.
11.
12.
OCRs (CHP) J Hallenstein, | Harvev |13.
Plee, G Shafer 114,
P Yickery 15.
16.
17.
i8.
19.
20.
21.
22,
23,
24,
25.
26,
27.
28.
29.
Recommended assignments for hearing 30.
and/or deciding this case: 31.
32,
Full Commission ____ Commission Panel X |33.
Hearing Examiner __ Staff _ |34
3S.
Date filed with CCA: 01/09/2007 36.
37.
Initials OPR 38.
Staff Counsel 39,
40.
Section 3 -~ Chairman Completes Assignments are as follows:
- Hearing Officer(s) Prehearing Officer
Commissioners Hrg Staff Commissioners ADM
Exam
ALL ED | AR | CT ™ LT ED AR T ™ LT
X X X

where panels are assigned the senior Commissioner is Panel Chairman:

the identical panel decides the case.
wWhere one Commissioner, a Hearing Examiner or a Staff Member is

assigned the full Commission decides the case.

PSC/CCA015-C (Rev. 01/03)

* COMPLETED EVENTS

Approved:

EOMAN

bate: Baadist~ o1 /3o




Case Assignment and Scheduling Record Page 1 of 1
Section 1 - Bureau of Records Complete® —~

Docket No.041269-TP Date Docketed: 11/01/2004 Title: Petition to establish generic docket to consider amendments to
interconnection agreements resulting from changes in law, by
Bell1South Telecommunications, Inc.

Company: BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. d

Official Filing Date: Expiration:
Last Day to Suspend: _____
Referred to: CCA MpP ECR (GCL) PIF RCA SCR SGA
Q" _indicates OPR) [ [ x ] [ x_] i I l I i
Section 2 - OPR Completes and returns to CCA in 10 workdays. Time Schedule
Program Module A20(b); Al9 WARNING: THIS SCHEDULE IS AN INTERNAL PLANNING DOCUMENT
IT IS TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVISION.
Staff Assignments FOR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION:(850) 413-6770
Due Dates
OPR Staff D Smith, R Bellak Current CASR revision level Previous Current
S Cibula
1. Staff Recommendation 03/01/2007 | 04/12/2007
2. ﬂenda 03/13/2007 04/24/2007
3. Standard Order 04/02/2007 05/14/2007
4. Revised CASR Due 04/23/2007 G7/02/2007
5.
6.
7.
Staff Counsel D Smith, R Bellak 8.
S Cibula, L Tan 9.
P Widains 10.
11.
12.
OCRs ((MP) M _Barrett 13.
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
21.
22.
23.
24.
25.
26.
27.
28.
29,
Recommended assignments for hearing 30.
and/or deciding this case: 31.
. 32.
Full Commission ___ Commission Panel X |33.
Hearing Examiner _  Staff |34
35.
Date filed with CCA: 03/01/2007 36.
37.
Initials OPR 38.
Staff Counsel 39.
40.
Section 3 - Chairman Completes Assignments are as follows:
- Hearing Officer(s) Prehearing Officer
Commissioners Hrg Staff Commissioners ADM
Exam
ALL ED T MM C1 c2 ED (%) MM C1 C2
X X
Where panels are assigned the senior Commissioner is Panel Chairman:
the identical panel decides the case. Approved: g 8 / gv\f\
where one Commissioner, a Hearing Examiner or a Staff Member is Date: <Beading =
assigned the full Commission decides the case. 3/;5 /07

PSC/CCAO15-C (Rev. 01/03) * COMPLETED EVENTS



Case Assignment and Scheduling Record Page 1 of 1
Section 1 - Bureau of Records Complete/™* A—

Docket No.041269-TP Date Docketed: 11/01/2004 Title: Petition to establish generic docket to consider amendments to
interconnection agreements resulting from changes in law, by
Bell1South Telecommunications, Inc.

Company: BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. d

Official Filing Date: __________ Expiration:
Last Day to Suspend: ____
Referred to: ADM CLK cMp ECR (GCL) PIF RCA SCR SGA
(“Q" _indicates OPR) l I [ x| [ x 1| I [ I
Section 2 - OPR Completes and returns to CCA +in 10 workdays. Time Schedule
Program Module A20(b); Al9 WARNING: THIS SCHEDULE IS AN INTERNAL PLANNING DOCUMENT
IT IS TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVISION.
Staff Assignments |FOR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION: (850) 413-6770
Stary Assignments
Due Dates
OPR_Staff D Smith, R Bellak @ Current CASR revision level Previous Current
S Cibula
1. Revised CASR Due 07/02/2007 | 12/31/2007
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
Staff Counsel D Smith, R Bellak 8.
S Cibula, L Tan 9.
P _Wigqgins 10.
11,
12.
OCRs (CMP) M Barrett i3.
4.
15,
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
21.
22.
23.
24.
25.
26.
27.
28.
29,
Recommended assignments for hearing 30.
and/or deciding this case: 31.
32.
Full Commission ___ Commission Panel X |33.
Hearing Examiner __ Staff |34
35.
Date filed with CCA: 04/12/2007 36.
37.
Initials OPR 38.
Staff Counsel 39,
40,
Section 3 - Chairman Completes Assignments are as follows:
- Hearing Officer(s) Prehearing Officer
Commissioners Hrg Staff Commissioners ADM
Exam
ALL ED | CT | MM | C1 2 ED CT MM cl | 2
X X X
Where panels are assigned the senior Commissioner is Panel Chairman:
the identical panel decides the case. Approved: w/ %
Where one Commissioner, a Hearing Examiner or a Staff Member is Date: “Rending— €
assigned the full Commission decides the case. \/‘/-)« /0’]

PSC/CCAO015-C (Rev. 01/03) * COMPLETED EVENTS




Case Assignment and Scheduling Record Page 1 of 1
Section 1 - Office of Commission Clerk ~
Docket No.041269-TP Date Docketed: 11/01/2004 Title: Petition to establish generic docket to consider amendments to
interconnection agreements resulting from changes in law, by
Bel1South Telecommunications, Inc.
Company: BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. d
Official Filing Date: Expiration:
Last Day to Suspend:
Referred to: ADM CLK cmp ECR (GCL) PIF RCA SCR SGA
(*O" indicates OPR) [ I [ x ] [ x| I I
Section 2 - OPR Completes and returns to CLK in 10 workdays. Time Schedule
Program Module A20(b); Al9 WARNING: THIS SCHEDULE IS AN INTERNAL PLANNING DOCUMENT
IT IS TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVISION.
Staff Assignments |FOR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION:(850) 413-6770
Due Dates
OPR Staff D Smith, R Bellak [:] Current CASR revision level Previous Current
S Cibula
1. Staff Recommendation NONE 04/26/2007
2. Agenda NONE 05/08/2007
3. Standard Order NONE 05/29/2007
4, Close Docket NONE 06/29/2007
5.
6.
7.
Staff Counsel D Smith, R Bellak 8.
S Cibula, L Tan 9.
P Wiaagins 10.
11.
12.
OCRs (CMP) M_Barrett 13,
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
21,
22,
23.
24.
25.
26.
27.
28.
29.
Recommended assignments for hearing 30.
and/or deciding this case: 31.
32.
Full Commission __ Commission Panel X |33.
Hearing Examiner _  Staff |34
35.
Date filed with CLK: 04/23/2007 36.
37.
Initials OPR 38.
Staff Counsel 39.
40.
ection 3 - Chairman Completes Assignments are as follows:
- Hearing Officer(s) Prehearing Officer
Commissioners Hrg Staff Commissioners ADM
Exam

ALL ED |CT| MM | C1 C2

ED T MM Cl1 | Q2

X X

X

Where panels are assigned the senior Commissioner is Panel Chairman:

the identical panel decides the case.

Where one Commissioner, a Hearing Examiner or a Staff Member is

Approved:

EOBA

Date:

assigned the full Commission decides the case.

PSC/CLK015-C (Rev. 04/07)

* COMPLETED EVENTS

04/23/2007




CCA Official Filing****6/14/2097 7:10 AM vanes

Matiida Sanders <Pse-o7 - 00 A "/(’)F -7F
From: Jackie Schindler

Sent: Wednesday, June 13, 2007 4:30 PM

To: CLK - Orders / Notices; Lee Eng Tan

Subject: Order / Notice Submitted

Date and Time: 6/13/2007 4:29:00 PM

Docket Number: 041269-TP

Filename / Path: 041269.ao.tit.doc

An AMENDATORY ORDER has been moved to GC Orders for issuance.
Thanks.
js

Jacqueline Schindler

Office of the General Counsel
Florida Public Service Commission
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard
Tallahassee, FLL 32399
850-43-6754

Y3 meaued



CCA Officlal Fiilng*"*S&BﬂlOT 10:16 AM it 1

Matilda Sanders Vse-07- 24,0 - forP TP

From: Jackie Schindler [o ;L/ /
Sent: Tuesday, May 29, 2007 9:52 AM 77 [ ] ¥ Q[
To: CLK - Orders | Notices; Lee Eng Tan Q / b m 204
Subject: Order | Notice Submitted

Date and Time: 51292007 9:51:00 AM 6

Docket Number: 041269-tp

Filename / Path: 0412690r.tit.doc

An ORDER ACKNOWLEDGING WITHDRAWAL OF MOTION has been moved to GC Orders for issuance today. Thanks.
is

Jacqueline Schindler

Office of the General Counsel
Florida Public Service Commission
€540 Shumard Oak Boulevard
Tallahassee, FL. 32399
850-43-6754



‘ €CA Officlal FIIIng"“QIZSIZOO&B:SO AM il

Matlida Sanders SL-pb - OFO %’EF" 777

—

From: Jackie Schindler

Sent: Friday, September 28, 2006 8:50 AM %
To: CCA - Orders / Notices; Jason Fudge

Subject: Order / Notice Submitted

Date and Time: 9/29/2006 8:49:00 AM

Docket Number: 041269

Filename / Path: administrative order.doc

An ORDER APPROVING INTERCONNECTION AMENDMENTS has been moved to GC Orders to issuance today.

is

HD moced



CCA Official Filing — P
*%4/21/2006 12:35 PM*** xRk

Matilda Sanders
N

TEC -0 -03%-CR P
From:

Jackie Schindler
Sent:

ad |

Eh s
- =) p
Friday, April 21, 2006 12:30 PM PER B O
To: CCA - Orders / Notices; Adam Teitzman "f oz o=
Subject: Order / Notice Submitted LS o
Se =
Date and Time: 4/21/2006 12:28:00 PM =z = -
Docket Number: 041269-tp / E b Mﬁf’ = ¥ &
Filename / Path: see below . « O
Order Type: Signed / Hand Deliver

d"ﬁr&

Four Orders Granting Confidential Classification have been SIGNED and moved to GC Orders for issuance today.

Each order has a one page ATTACHMENT (which is marked} and will come on our next run.
Thanks.

is

PSC-0(-0337 _
e d Aogtee

| 2%

66~03230



CCA Official Filing

*+%4/21/2006 12:35 PM*** ~ rone -~ ™
Matilda Sanders Pﬁc’ dﬂ'ﬁg‘i '&ZO ’\—P
e —
From: Jackie Schindler
Sent; Friday, April 21, 2006 12:30 PM
To: CCA - Orders / Notices; Adam Teitzman '-'[
Subject: Order / Notice Submitted
Date and Time: 4/21/2006 12:28:00 PM ( W{(/ o
Docket Number: 041269-tp ' 3 o
Filename / Path: see below - oI o
Order Type: Signed / Hand Deliver W T - e
m=— ;
-3¢ - .
x¥ = .
Four Orders Granting Confidential Classification have been SIGNED and moved to GC Orders for iss@nce today.
{5
w 25
Each order has a one page ATTACHMENT (which is marked) and will come on our next run. L= &
Thanks.
is

PSC—06~0327 — 0(L-0330
‘meand Apsether | 24 )



CCA Official Filing
*24/21/2006 12:35 PM**+

Matilda Sanders

AN Aok o *]

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Date and Time:
Docket Number:
Filename / Path:
Order Type:

_—~
e -01-0328-c0 TP -

Jackie Schindlier
Friday, April 21, 2006 12:30 PM

CCA - Orders / Notices; Adam Teitzman b/
Order / Notice Submitted

4/21/2006 12:28:00 PM
041269-tp
see below
Signed / Hand Deliver

Four Orders Granting Confidential Classification have been SIGNED and moved to GC Orders for issuance today.

Each order has a one page ATTACHMENT (which is marked) and wili come on our next run.

Thanks.

is

06~06330

(2

PSC-o06~03.271 —
mucl\ech Fogetver™




CCA Official Filing
*#%4/21/2006 12:35 PM***

Matidda Sanders

Frr

PoC-0b-0327- (k- TP

-~

4]

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Date and Time:
Docket Number:
Filename / Path:
Order Type:

Four Orders Granting Confidential Classification have been SIGNED and moved to GC Orders for issuance today.

Each order has a one page ATTACHMENT (which is marked) and will come on our next run.

Thanks.

is

Jackie Schindler

Friday, April 21, 2006 12:30 PM
CCA - Orders / Notices; Adam Teitzman

o'

Order / Notice Submitted

4/21/2006 12:28:00 PM
041269-tp
see below
Signed / Hand Deliver

PSC-0L-0321 — 06-0330

meatad
Fogtre

e
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I
{

NOISSIWIGT

Y313
0g € Hd

N1 A

IZ &'&a

L
~
4

;




CCA Official Filing

*$24/20/2006 10:46 AM*** ’:; - rhe -~ -
Maﬁlda Sanders ’ ?SC - éé - 9302"' Fc-JP- iZ Z

From: Jackie Schindler

Sent: Thursday, April 20, 2006 10:46 AM

To: CCA - Orders / Notices; Adam Teitzman 3

Subject: Order / Notice Submitted

Date and Time: 4/20/2006 10:45:00 AM

Docket Number: 041269-TP

Filename / Path: 041269o0r.ajt.doc

An ORDER ACKNOWLEDGING NOTICE OF VOLUNTARY DISMISSAL WITHOUT PREJUDICE has been moved to GC
Orders for issuance today.

Thanks.

is

439




CCA Official Filing
*%%4/17/2006 10:44 AM***

Van p—— o~

Toc- G- 2235 o T

*%]

Matilda Sanders

From: Jackie Schindler

Sent: Monday, April 17, 2006 10:42 AM ng (,6/(/
To: CCA - Orders |/ Notices; Lee Fordham

Subject: Order / Notice Submitted

Date and Time:
Docket Number:
Filename / Path:

4/17/2006 10:41:00 AM

041269-tp y UWQMJ
finalorderii.doc M 5

An Order on Arbitration has been moved to GC Orders for issuance today.

Thanks.

is



CCA Official Filing

++43/20/2006 2:01 PM*+* ~ - o~ 1
Matilda Sanders PRA3? — FDF

From: LaSandra Givens

Sent: Monday, March 20, 2006 1:23 PM 5

To: CCA - Orders / Notices

Subject: Order / Notice Submitted

Date and Time:
Docket Number:
Filename / Path:

3/20/2006 1:22:00 PM
041269-TP
ORDERVACATINGISSUES.DOC

ORDER VACATING ISSUES 5, 13, 16-18, AND 22(B)



CCA Offigial Filing

7~ ERAK A~

**#3/16/2006 12:05 PM*** *x]
Matilda Sanders — _ 0 2 ‘L/ 7 6;%

From: Jackie Schindler R N O

Sent: Thursday, March 16, 2006 12:03 PM

To: CCA - Orders / Notices; Kira Scott AR T8 PH 1:5 3

Subject: Order / Notice Submitted ’

Date and Time: 3/16/2006 12:01:00 PM CHESSIo

Docket Number:
Filename / Path:
Order Type:

041269-tp 2 / LLERK
see below - 3 orders
Signed / Hand Deliver Z

Three Orders Granting Confidentiality have been signed and moved to GC Orders for issuance today. Each Order has a one
page 'paper’ attachment - the header has been added to the attachment but no order number has been entered.

File names are:
Covad.rcc.ks.doc
IDS.rce.ks.doc
Trinsic.rcc.ks.doc

Thanks.
is




‘CCA Ojficial Filing

**%3/16/2006 12:05 PM*** ~— aeas -~ -
Matilda Sanders _é;Z )b - CFO

From: Jackie Schindler AU R I O

Sent: Thursday, March 16, 2006 12:03 PM

To: CCA - Orders / Notices; Kira Scott ?/ VAR 16 PH 1553
Subject: Order / Notice Submitted '

Date and Time: 3/16/2006 12:01:00 PM Al SSI0N

Docket Number:
Filename / Path:
Order Type:

041269-tp CLERK

see below - 3 orders
Signed / Hand Deliver

/
o

Three Orders Granting Confidentiality have been signed and moved to GC Orders for issuance today. Each Order has a one
page 'paper' attachment - the header has been added to the attachment but no order number has been entered.

File names are:
Covad.rcc.ks.doc
IDS.rcc.ks.doc
Trinsic.rcc.ks.doc

Thanks.
is

\@M




CCA Official Filing
#%%3/16/2006 12:05 PM**+

Matilda Sanders
L

Aok ok

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Date and Time:
Docket Number:
Filename / Path:
Order Type:

Jackie Schindler S
Thursday, March 16, 2006 12:03 PM 7
CCA - Orders / Notices; Kira Scott AR 16 PH 1053
Order / Notice Submitted
R AR TN
3116/2006 12:01:00 PM s L*éﬁ) ON
[A14Y

041269-tp
see below - 3 orders
Signed / Hand Deliver

gthel. 4

*%]

Three Orders Granting Confidentiality have been signed and moved to GC Orders for issuance today. Each Order has a one
page 'paper’ attachment - the header has been added to the attachment but no order number has been entered.

File names are:
Covad.rcc.ks.doc
IDS.rce.ks.doc
Trinsic.rcc.ks.doc

Thanks.
is




CCA Official Filing

***3/:&4{2006‘9:42“*** A ook ook ,A **1
" Matilda Sanders ?C" Cle - ?/7424 —1‘2—F '7'?

From: Jackie Schindler

Sent: Tuesday, March 14, 2006 9:43 AM /

To: CCA - Orders / Notices; Kira Scott; Adam Teitzman

Subject: Order / Notice Submitted

Date and Time: 3/14/2006 9:42:00 AM

Docket Number: 041269-tp

Filename / Path: 041269a-or.doc

An AMENDATORY ORDER has been moved to GC Orders for issuance today. Thanks.

is




CCA Official Filing

*2%3/2/2006 1:47 PM*** s, KkRE -~ "1
Matilda_Sanders Q /7 2 —Fr 2 F

From: Jackie Schindler i

Sent: Thursday, March 02, 2006 1:47 PM / 3(@

To: CCA - Orders / Notices; Adam Teitzman; Kira Scott

Subject: Order / Notice Submitted

Date and Time:
Docket Number:
Filename / Path:

3/2/2006 1:46:00 PM
041269-TP

041269.order.doc M r S g;ﬁwu

An ORDER ON GENERIC PROCEEDING has been moved to GC Orders for issuance TODAY.

This is a very long order and will need to be mailed.

Thanks.

js




CCA: Official* Filing

**%2/21/2006 3:22 PM*** _ g —~ |
Matilda Sanders /37~ PCC

S DL A ST A
From: Jackie Schindler i e s
Sent: Tuesday, February 21, 2006 3:22 PM
To: CCA - Orders / Notices; Kira Scott LorEB 21 PH 3
Subject: Order / Notice Submitted ‘3 H 328
Importance: High SUEMISSION

CLERK

Date and Time: 2/21/2006 3:21:00 PM
Docket Number: 041269-TP
Filename / Path: order to extend.doc
Order Type: Signed / Hand Deliver

An ORDER TO EXTEND FILING DATE has been signed and moved to GC Orders for issuance TODAY per CHAIRMAN

EDGAR.

I'l be bringing the signed order down directly.

Thanks.
is

A



CCA Official Flling —
" **+11/23/2005 3:14 PM***

—
hhn 001
Matilda Sanders M g - Pco
From: LaSandra Givens a
Sent: Wednesday, November 23, 2005 3:14 PM ;
To: CCA - Orders / Notices = .
Subject: Order / Notice Submitted CW =
o= O -
Date and Time: 11/23/2005 3:13:00 PM e e
Docket Number: 041269-TP B -
Filename / Path: 041269amend-revised.doc =L =
Order Type: Signed / Hand Deliver %’ @
—
st .

ORDER GRANTING MOTION TO AMEND FILING DATE FOR POST-HEARING BRIEFS
MUST BE ISSUED TODAY PER COMMISSIONER EDGAR'S REQUEST




CCA Official Filing ~

***11/15/2005 11:50 AM*** e g
" Matilda Sanders PSC OS-1147-CFo T HrCinmn

From: Jackie Schindler Y

Sent: Tuesday, November 15, 2005 11:48 AM CoNOV IS PH 1: 11

To: CCA - Orders / Notices

Subject: RE: Order / Notice Submitted SOMMIS SION

CLERK
PS - | just redlized they all have either one or two page attachments -
Matilda - I've added the headers fo the aftachment pages (well, w/o the Order No.)

JS
From: Jackie Schindler -
Sent: Tuesday, November 15, 2005 11:38 AM (Q PCB:D
To: CCA - Orders / Notices; Adam Teitzman; Kira Scott
Subject: Order / Notice Submitted

SiX Orders Granting Confidentiality have been signed and moved to GC Orders for issuance today.

j‘l;hanks. OCH—. ng—_’_ N~ ]{h«@

041269bst1.doc
041269compsoutht.doc

041269bst4.doc

041269bst3.doc

041269bst2 doc P -65- 1192
041269bst5.doc W ro Ul

05-147]
e ek e



CGA Official Filing o~ -~

***11/15/20605 1%:50 AM*** wE wvq
AT I TG
Matilda Sanders SC-I9S- b= FO?rfiwfi-f\ =LHFPSC
From: Jackie Schindler L5 HOY IS PH 2]
Sent: Tuesday, November 15, 2005 11:48 AM
To: CCA - Orders / Notices . .
Subject: RE: Order / Notice Submitted LEHMMISSION
CLERK

PS - I just redlized they all have either one or two page attachments -
Matilda - I've added the headers to the attachment pages (well, w/o the Order No.)
js

From: Jackie Schindler

Sent: Tuesday, November 15, 2005 11:38 AM W,
To: CCA - Orders / Notices; Adam Teitzman; Kira Scott
Subject: Order / Notice Submitted

SIX Orders Granting Confidentiality have been signed and moved to GC Orders for issuance today.

I4
Thanks. l ’
is Gt Not- on- [Lng

041269bst1.doc
041269compsouthi.doc
041269bst4 .doc
041269bst3.doc
041269bst2.doc
041269bst5.doc

Psc-o05-142

rovg I~

6S— (147 .




CCA Gfficial Flling . ~ ~

*++44/15/2005 14:30 AM*** weww f’ *nq
FO-T

Matilda Sanders EEQ -0S-1/ ‘f S- -Ct FOENSO T

From: Jackie Schindler

Sent: Tuesday, November 15, 2005 11:48 AM IR0V IS pM N

To: CCA - Orders / Notices

Subject: RE: Order / Notice Submitted COMMI [SSION

CLERK

PS - | just redlized they all have either one or two page attachments -
Matilda - I've added the headers to the attachment pages (well, w/o the Order No.)
is

S

From: Jackie Schindler [.Q pC?g
Sent: Tuesday, November 15, 2005 11:38 AM

To: CCA - Orders / Notices; Adam Teitzman; Kira Scott

Subject: Order / Notice Submitted

SIX Orders Granting Confidentiality have been signed and moved to GC Orders for issuance today.

Thanks. Q;H: )’)O‘f‘ O]’)__/{/‘Ye

is

041268bst1.doc
041269compsouth1.doc

041269bst4.doc p§C -oS5-1\Y o
041269bst3.doc o
041269bst2.doc “YnrouI~
041269bst5.doc @S (- 65- W L\'\

oot ‘k@@(‘)@eﬂ/




CCA Official Filin, 7~

N by .. —~

+*+41%/15/2005 11:50 AM*** whww L |
0

Matilda Sanders PiC«OS -] '*} \4* CF T

A N

From: Jackie Schindler

Sent: Tuesday, November 15, 2005 11:48 AM CSHOY IS PM 1: 1)

To: CCA - Orders / Notices

Subject: RE: Order / Notice Submitted

LEHMMISSION
CLERK
PS - | just redlized they all have either one or two page attachments -

Matilda - I've added the headers to the attachment pages (well, w/o the Order No.)

js
From: Jackie Schindler -
Sent: Tuesday, November 15, 2005 11:38 AM i
To: CCA - Orders / Notices; Adam Teitzman; Kira Scott 5 %
Subject: Order / Notice Submitted

81X Orders Granting Confidentiality have been signed and moved to GC Orders for issuance today.

Thanks. @‘H- M@i— an- /7//)\9

is

041269bst1.doc
041269compsouth1.doc
041269bst4.doc
041269bst3.doc

041269bst2.doc _ _
041269bst5.doc ‘%(’ 05 “L(':’l
HHarovsae



CCA Offic al F ing ~ ~
***44/15/2005 11:50 AM*** veew . wuq

c-05-1143-CFO-TP

LS T B oo TRT S SN o gon
BRIV

Matilda Sanders

From: Jackie Schindler o

Sent: Tuesday, November 15, 2005 11:48 AM ENOV IS PM J: 1)

To: CCA - Orders / Notices

Subject: RE: Order / Notice Submitted COMMI SSION
CLERK

PS - | just realized they all have either one or two page attachments -
Matilda - I've added the headers to the altachment pages (well, w/o the Order No.)

IS
From: Jackie Schindler T
Sent: Tuesday, November 15, 2005 11:38 AM
To: CCA - Orders / Notices; Adam Teitzman; Kira Scott 6:)
Subject: Order / Notice Submitted b

SIX Orders Granting Confidentiality have been signed and moved to GC Orders for issuance today.

Thanks.

is Ot @0,’)-/,’,76

041268bst1.doc
041269compsouth1.doc

041269bst4 .doc
041269bst3.doc
041269bst2.doc
041269bst5.doc
o5 142
Jro - d
pS( - 05— Tl M(,wk‘e

Together



CCA Ofﬂclal Filing — ~

»++44]15/2005 11:50 AM*** bdaded waq
o -

Matilda Sanders . _ pscos- | "4‘9“ ;CF A

From: Jackie Schindler

Sent: Tuesday, November 15, 2005 11:48 AM COoNOVIS PHM 1T

To: CCA - Orders / Notices

Subject: RE: Order / Notice Submitted

CLMMISSION
CLERK
PS - | just redlized they all have either one or two page altachments -
Matilda - I've added the headers to the attachment pages (well, w/o the Order No.)
js

From: Jackie Schindler

Sent: Tuesday, November 15, 2005 11:38 AM -

To: CCA - Orders / Notices; Adam Teitzman; Kira Scott

Subject: Order / Notice Submitted (p poao

SIX Orders Granting Confidentiality have been signed and mdved-tGC Orders for issuance today.
Thanks

s OcU‘.[ngf)-—fir)e/

041269bst1.doc
041269compsouth1.doc

041269bst4.doc

041269bst3.doc

041269bst2.doc

041269bst5.doc pSC - pS-\W
_)(\(\ f OUS"\




CCA Officlal Flling

~ —
***4114/8/2005 2:06 PM*** bl wrq
Matilda Sanders | /]l27" /% ~
From: Jackie Schindler
Sent: Tuesday, November 08, 2005 1:58 PM 7
To: CCA - Orders / Notices; Adam Teitzman
Subject: Order / Notice Submitted
Date and Time: 11/8/2005 1:58:00 PM
Docket Number: 041269-tp
Filename / Path: 0412690ord.ajt.doc

An ORDER DENYING SUPRA'S EMERGENCY MOTION has been moved to GC Orders for issuance today. Thanks.
is



CCA Official Filing —~ _~
*++411/1/2005 9:14 AM*** saae veq

Matilda Sanders

From: Jackie Schindler {_
Sent: Tuesday, November 01, 2005 9:14 AM CINOV=~1 AMID: L3
To: CCA - Orders / Notices; Kira Scott; Adam Teitzman
Subject: Order / Notice Submitted SOMMISSION
L H h
Date and Time: 11/1/2005 9:05:00 AM CLERK
Docket Number: 041269-TP
Filename / Path: see below
Order Type: Signed / Hand Deliver

SIX Orders for Conﬁdentiality have been moved to GC Orders for issuance today. The Orders will come on our morning
delivery. Four of the Orders have one or two page attachments.

041269itc1.rcc.doc
Fdnconf1269.doc
041269bst1.rcc.doc
041269bst3.rcc.doc
041269bst.rcc.doc
041269itc2.rcc.doc

is P "(/ >



CCA Official Filing

—~ —~

**+44/1/2005 9:14 AM*** khnw b |

Matilda Sanders o0

From: Jackie Schindler ST N ]

Sent: Tuesday, November 01, 2005 9:14 AM é CoNOV =1 AMIO: L3

To: CCA - Orders / Notices; Kira Scott; Adam Teitzman

Subject: Order / Notice Submitted ~OMHMISSION
CLERK

Date and Time: 11/1/2005 9:05:00 AM

Docket Number: 041269-TP

Filename / Path: see below

Order Type: Signed / Hand Deliver

SIX Orders for Confidentiality have been moved to GC Orders for issuance today. The Orders will come on our morning
delivery. Four of the Orders have one or two page attachments.

041269itc1.rcc.doc

Fdnconf1269.doc v
041269bst1.rcc.doc / W
041269bst3.rcc.doc O\Kf/
041269bst.rcc.doc M

041269itc2.rcc.doc

is



CCA Official Filing ~
« ***44/1/2005 9:14 AM*** LA L

**1

Matilda Sanders 206/ 9-CF0 SNSRI EAN G
s

From: Jackie Schindler 5 T

Sent: Tuesday, November 01, 2005 9:14 AM CONOY -1 AMIO: 43
To: CCA - Orders / Notices; Kira Scott; Adam Teitzman

Subject: Order / Notice Submitted COMMISSION
Date and Time: 11/1/2005 9:05:00 AM CLERK
Docket Number: 041269-TP

Filename / Path: see below

Order Type: Signed / Hand Deliver

SiX Orders for Confidentiality have been moved to GC Orders for issuance today. The Orders will come on our morning
delivery. Four of the Orders have one or two page attachments.

0412868itc1.rcc.doc .
Fdnconf1269.doc ( rw;{L W
041269bst1.rcc.doc

041269bst3.rec.doc W

041268bst.rcc.doc

041269itc2.rcc.doc

is

/9?\



CCA Official Filing ~ —~

*+%44/4/2005 9:14 AM*** Ehk ; *xq
‘ g ooy A T2k ]
Matilda Sanders / Q?f - C/F() R e
From: Jackie Schindler L e e .
Sent: Tuesday, November 01, 2005 9:14 AM CONOV -1 ARIO: L3
To: CCA - Orders / Notices; Kira Scott; Adam Teitzman

Subject: Order / Notice Submitted 9 bg&i&é %?(KGN
Date and Time: 11/1/2005 9:05:00 AM

Docket Number: 041269-TP

Filename / Path: see below

Order Type: Signed / Hand Deliver

SIX Orders for Confidentiality have been moved to GC Orders for issuance today. The Orders will come on our morning
delivery. Four of the Orders have one or two page attachments.

041269itc1.rec.doc -
Fdnconf1269.doc

041269bst1.rcc.doc {
041269bst3.rcc.doc

041269bst.rcc.doc

041268itc2.rce.doc

is




CCA Officiai Filing ~

S~

***41/1/2005 9:14 AM*** - il *vq
Ve

Matilda Sanders 1 065 7 - CFC') Cod AT e

From: Jackie Schindler i \

Sent: Tuesday, November 01, 2005 9:14 AM CORGY -1 AMIO: 3

To: CCA - Orders [ Notices; Kira Scott; Adam Teitzman

Subject: Order / Notice Submitted CUMIAISSION

Date and Time: 11/1/2005 9:05:00 AM CLERK

Docket Number: 041269-TP

Filename / Path: see below

Order Type: Signed / Hand Deliver

SiX Orders for Confidentiality have been moved to GC Orders for issuance today. The Orders will come on our morning
delivery. Four of the Orders have one or two page attachments.

041269itc1 rec.doc b o’*’é“')
Fdnconf1269.doc /

041269bst1.rcc.doc

041269bst3.rcc.doc

041269bst.rcc.doc

041269itc2.rcc.doc

js




CCA Officlal Filing ~ "~
***{11/1/2005 9:14 AM*** : “een req

Matilda Sanders

From: Jackie Schindler l’f
Sent: Tuesday, November 01, 2005 9:14 AM CoNOY -1 AMIO: L3
To: CCA - Orders / Notices; Kira Scott; Adam Teitzman
Subject: Order / Notice Submitted vy

ubj u SOMMISSION
Date and Time: 11/1/2005 9:05:00 AM CLERK
Docket Number: 041269-TP
Filename / Path: see below
Order Type: Signed / Hand Deliver

SIX Orders for Confidentiality have been moved to GC Orders for issuance today. The Orders will come on our morning
delivery. Four of the Orders have one or two page attachments.

041269itc1.rce.doc
Fdnconf1269.doc
041268bst1.rcc.doc
041268bst3.rcc.doc
041268bst.rcc.doc
04126%itc2.rcc.doc

is




CCA Official Flling

~
***10/31/2005 3:49 PM*** bl ~
Matilda Sanders /Q fy” %
>
From: Jackie Schindler _
Sent: Monday, October 31, 2005 3:49 PM 4 {
To: CCA - Orders / Notices
Subject: Order / Notice Submitted
Importance: High
Date and Time: 10/31/2005 3:48:00 PM
Docket Number: 041269
Filename / Path: phorderb.doc
Order Type: Signed / Hand Deliver
A PH ORDER has been SIGNED and moved to GC Orders for issuance TODAY.
Please have the mail room make 30 copies of the issued order for GCL.
Thanks. ‘\M
is L L

**1



CCA Official Flling — -

***10/24/20085 9:41 AM*** i *vq

Matilda Sanders _ 1038-PCo o

From: Jackie Schindler ,

Sent: Monday, October 24, 2005 9:35 AM <0CT 24 AMIG: 54

To: CCA - Orders / Notices; Kira Scott; Adam Teitzman

Subject: Order / Notice Submitted TSty
~UMMISSION

Date and Time: 10/24/2005 9:33:00 AM CL ERK

Docket Number: 041269-tp

Filename / Path: see below - 4 orders

Order Type: Signed / Hand Deliver

FOUR ORDERS GRANTING BST'S MOTION FOR OFFICIAL RECOGNITION have been SIGNED and moved to GC Orders
for issuance today. The signed Orders wili come on our next run.

Thanks.

js
Bst1.ror.doc
Bst2.ror.doc

Bst3.ror.doc
Bstd.ror.doc

25/



CCA Official Filing

~ S~

**+40/24/2005 9:41 AM*** b weq

i nder %7 - o) I AT
Matilda Sanders 1037 EC@. PEEERAG
From: Jackie Schindler
Sent: Monday, October 24, 2005 9:35 AM 00T 24 AM 10 g4
To: CCA - Orders / Notices; Kira Scott; Adam Télt’zgl‘én
Subject: Order / Notice Submitted i

SO MISSION

Date and Time: 10/24/2005 9:33:00 AM CLERK
Docket Number: 041269-tp
Filename / Path: see below - 4 orders
Order Type: Signed / Hand Deliver

FOUR ORDERS GRANTING BST'S MOTION FOR OFFICIAL RECOGNITION have been SIGNED and moved to GC Orders
for issuance today. The signed Orders will come on our next run.

Thanks.

is
Bst1.ror.doc
Bst2.ror.doc

Bst3.ror.doc
Bst4.ror.doc




CCA'Official Filing

7~ o~

- #*+10/24/2005 9:41 AM*** wewe weq
Matilda Sanders / (2 3‘2 - PC/) Sl e T,
From: Jackie Schindler R
Sent: Monday, October 24, 2005 9:35 AM v OCT 2L AMIQ: Sk
To: CCA - Orders / Notices; Kira Scott; Adam Teitzman
Subject: Order / Notice Submitted LOMMISSION
Date and Time: 10/24/2005 9:33:00 AM CLERK
Docket Number: 041269-tp
Filename / Path: see below - 4 orders
Order Type: Signed / Hand Deliver

FOUR ORDERS GRANTING BST'S MOTION FOR OFFICIAL RECOGNITION have been SIGNED and moved to GC Orders
for issuance today. The signed Orders will come on our next run.

Thanks.

is
Bst1.ror.doc
Bst2.ror.doc

Bst3.ror.doc
Bst4.ror.doc

xS/



CCA Official Flling

«++40/14/2005 11:30 AM*** ~

Matilda Sanders

*+**Matilda Sanders***

~

[pp0 -Y¥co

001

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Date and Time:
Docket Number:
Filename / Path:
Order Type:

TWO Orders Granting Request for Official Recognition have been SIGNED and moved to GC Orders for issuance today.

Covad.ror.doc
Compsouth.ror.doc

Jackie Schindler
Friday, October 14, 2005 11:30 AM

CCA - Orders / Notices; Adam Teitzman; Kira Scott
Order / Notice Submitted

10/14/2005 11:29:00 AM
041269-tp

see below

Signed / Hand Deliver

S
4,

PSC-05- 0Qq99

PEERN
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CCA Officlal Filing -
**%40/14/2005 11:30 AM*** ***Matiida Sanders*** -

t*1
Matilda Sanders zz“? 99 - P Cco
From: Jackie Schindler
Sent: Friday, October 14, 2005 11:30 AM
To: CCA - Orders / Notices; Adam Teitzman; Kira Scott
Subject: Order / Notice Submitted
Date and Time: 10/14/2005 11:29:00 AM
Docket Number: 041269-tp
Filename / Path: see below
Order Type: Signed / Hand Deliver

TWO Orders Granting Request for Official Recognition have been SIGNED and moved to GC Orders for issuance today.

Covad.ror.doc
Compsouth.ror.doc

ﬁm

0
<2

P
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Marguerite Lockard

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Date and Time:
Docket Number:
Filename / Path:
Notice Type:

Jackie Schindler

Monday, September 26, 2005 11:48 AM
CCA - Orders / Notices; Adam Teitzman; Kira Scott
Order / Notice Submitted

9/26/2005 11:46:00 AM

041269
notice-hrg&ph.doc
Prehearing/Hearing

A NOTICE OF COMMISSION HEARING AND PREHEARING has been moved to GC Orders for issuance today.




CCA Officlal Filing - -~

**+9/8/2005 10:48 AM*** ***Matilda Sanders*** *eq
Matilda Sanders O7/- /OQB

From: LaSandra Givens L

Sent: Thursday, September 08, 2005 10:48 AM 3 Lo

To: CCA - Orders / Notices

Subject: Order / Notice Submitted

Date and Time: 9/8/2005 10:47:00 AM

Docket Number: 041269-TP

Filename / Path: 041269or,protective.doc

Order Type: Signed / Hand Deliver

Order granting joint motion for entry of protective order

Signed by a Commissioner/hard copy hand delivered



CCA Offigial Filing

*7128/2005 3:54 PM* - “*Matilda Sanders™ - "y
Matilda Sanders 0 7?0 - Pc'd
From: LaSandra Givens

Sent: Thursday, July 28, 2005 3:47 PM 3

To: CCA - Orders / Notices

Subject: Order / Notice Submitted

Date and Time: 7/28/2005 3:46:00 PM

Docket Number: 041269-TP

041269CompSouth.doc

041269Azul.doc

041269Covad.doc

Order granting intervention



CCA Official Filing

*+7128/2005 3:54 PN 7 **Matilda Sanders** ~ |
Matilda Sanders D 72 f - W C 7

From: LaSandra Givens

Sent: Thursday, July 28, 2005 3:47 PM 2

To: CCA - Orders / Notices

Subject: Order / Notice Submitted

Date and Time:
Docket Number:

041269CompSouth.doc
041269Azul.doc
041269Covad.doc

7/28/2005 3:46:00 PM
041269-TP

Order granting intervention



CCA Official Filing

712612005 3:54 PM* ~ *Matilda Sanders*™* Y "y
Matilda Sanders o7 g7 FCO
From: LaSandra Givens

Sent: Thursday, July 28, 2005 3:47 PM e P

To: CCA - Orders / Notices

Subject: Order / Notice Submitted

Date and Time: 7/28/2005 3:46.00 PM

Docket Number: 041269-TP

041269CompSouth.doc

041269Azul.doc

041269Covad.doc

Order granting intervention




CCA Official Filing

7/8/2005 3:11 PM**#xierss 3:11 PM»#hswkasrs Timolyn Henry******1
aECEED R0

Timolyn Henry _ D3 moT

From: Jackie Schindler L UL -8 PM O3 25

Sent: Friday, July 08, 2005 3:12 PM 13

To: CCA - Orders / Notices; Adam Teitzman A AN M

Subject: Order / Notice Submitted v diéﬁé%?(m N

Date and Time: 7/8/2005 3:11:00 PM

Docket Number: 041269-tp

Filename / Path: 041269order establishing procedure.doc

Order Type: Signed / Hand Deliver ” 9 /5 é“ .

An ORDER ESTABLISHING PROCEDURE has been SIGNED and moved to GC Orders for issuance on Monday.
Thanks.

is




CCA Official Filing

*+7(8/2005 10:43 AM™* **Matilda Sanders** ~ o
‘7,

Matilda Sanders O 7 % 6 - PCO

From: Jackie Schindler

Sent: Friday, July 08, 2005 10:48 AM

To: CCA - Orders / Notices; Kira Scott 7~

Subject: Order / Notice Submitted

Date and Time: 718/2005 10:46:00 AM

Docket Number: 041269-tp

Filename / Path: 0412690tc.doc

An ORDER GRANTING INTERVENTION has been moved to GC Orders for issuance today.

Thanks.

is



CCAOfficial Filing
***8/30/2005 9:47 AN

Matilda Sanders

—_ “*Matilda Sanders*™*

o711 “¥eco

|

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Date and Time:

041268-TP
041269-TP

LaSandra Givens

Thursday, June 30, 2005 9:47 AM
CCA - Orders / Notices

Order / Notice Submitted

6/30/2005 9:46:00 AM

041269WILTEL.DOC
041266GRUCOM.DOC

ORDER GRANTING INTERVENTION



CCA Official Filing
+6/30/2005 9:47 AM***

Matilda Sanders

~ *Matilda Sanders™

—_

O07]0 _-PaA

i

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Date and Time:

041269-TP
041269-TP

LaSandra Givens

Thursday, June 30, 2005 9:47 AM
CCA - Orders / Notices

Order / Notice Submitted

6/30/2005 9:46:00 AM

041269WILTEL.DOC
041269GRUCOM.DOC

ORDER GRANTING INTERVENTION

o




Marguerite Lockard OT708-"70.2
From: Jackie Schindler 3

Sent: Tuesday, June 28, 2005 4:10 PM

To: CCA - Orders / Notices; Adam Teitzman

Subject: Order / Notice Submitted

Date and Time: 6/28/2005 4:10:00 PM

Docket Number: 041269-tp

Filename / Path: 041269sts.gjt.doc

An ORDER GRANTING INTERVENTION has been moved to GC Orders for issuance on Wednesday. Thanks.

is



CCADfficialJiling
***6123/2005 3:56 PM™*

Matilda Sanders

— **Matilda Sanders**

1

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Date and Time:
Docket Number:
Filename / Path:
Notice Type:

A MEMO noticing an Issue ldentification Meeting/Call has been moved to GC Orders for issuance.

Jackie Schindler

Thursday, June 23, 2005 3:50 PM
CCA - Orders / Notices

Order / Notice Submitted

6/23/2005 3:49:00 PM
041269-TP
041269nm2.ajt.doc
Memo for Issuance

Please FAX to all parties and interested persons upon issuance.

Thanks!

is
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CCA Official Filing . : pa—

*6/1412005 10:43 AM™ : ***Matilda Sanders* ~ =
Matilda Sanders Dé 39 - W s

From: Jackie Schindler S

Sent: Tuesday, June 14, 2005 10:36 AM L ‘ .

To: CCA - Orders / Notices; Adam Teitzman I OJUM L R 10 41

Subject: Order / Notice Submitted

Date and Time: 6/14/2005 10:35:00 AM 0 AMMISSION

Docket Number: 041269-tp CLF_RK

Filename / Path: 041269scope.ajt.doc Y ‘W&;ﬂ. .
Order Type: Signed / Hand Deliver 5

An ORDER ESTABLISHING SCOPE OF PROCEEDING has been SIGNED and moved to GC Orders for issuance today.
Thanks!
is
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CCA Official Filing . . —
**6114/2005 10:52 AM™ : ~ **Matilda Sanders™ -~

Matilda Sanders

1

From: Kay Flynn

Sent: Tuesday, June 14, 2005 10:52 AM

To: CCA - Orders / Notices; Jackie Schindler; Adam Teitzman
Subject: FW: Order / Notice Submitted

Date and Time: 6/14/2006 10:49:00 AM

Docket Number: 041269-tp

Filename / Path: 041269scope.ajt.doc

Order Type: Signed / Hand Deliver

Per discussion with Adam, this order with attached notice is to be sent to all active CLECs, in addition to the
names on the parties list in the docket.

Thanks.

From: Jackie Schindler

Sent: Tuesday, June 14, 2005 10:36 AM

To: CCA - Orders / Notices; Adam Teitzman
Subject: Order / Notice Submitted

An ORDER ESTABLISHING SCOPE OF PROCEEDING has been SIGNED and moved to GC Orders for issuance today.
Thanks!
is



CCA Official Filing

":5!16!200; 338 PR - ‘ **Matilda Sanders** 1
Matilda Sanders

From: Jackie Schindler

Sent: Monday, May 16, 2005 3:38 PM

To: CCA - Orders / Notices

Subject: Order / Notice Submitted

Date and Time: 5/16/2005 3:36:00 PM ] 5"5 '

Docket Number: 041269-tp

Filename / Path: 041269nm.ajt.doc

Notice Type: Memo for Issuance

A MEMO noticing a conference call has been moved to GC Orders for issuance. Please fax to parties and interested persons
upon issuance. Thanks.
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CCA Official Filing
51512005 10:44 AM*™

Matilda Sanders

N **Matilda Sanders**

1

From: .
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Importance:
Date and Time:

Docket Number:
Filename / Path:

AN ORDER ON EMERGENCY PETITIONS has been moved to GC Orders for IMMEDIATE ISSUANCE. Thanks.

JS

Jackie Schindler

Thursday, May 05, 2005 10:43 AM
CCA - Orders / Notices; Mary Diskerud
Order / Notice Submitted

High
5/5/2005 10:42:00 AM

041269 ET AL
0412690R.AJT.DOC

6442 -FF
S

PLEASE LET MARY DISKERUD KNOW WHEN THE ISSUED ORDER IS AVAILABLE ON LINE - Thankst!!

qa/
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Marguerite Lockard 0¢85 - Plo
. From: Patti Zeliner

Sent: Wednesday, May 04, 2005 2:23 PM 2

To: CCA - Orders / Notices
- Subject: Order / Notice Submitted

Date and Time: 5/4/2005 2:22:00 PM

Docket Number: 041269-TP

Filename / Path: 041269SPRINT.DOC

An Order Granting Intervention has been moved to GC Orders for issuance (today if possible) - Thanks.

Jackie

Sitting at the desk of:

Patti Zellner, Deputy Clerk
Public Service Commission

Office of the General Counsel
phone: (850) 413-6208

\”3\9/



CCA Official Filing
HH412602005 11:17 AN

Matilda Sanders

+*Matilda Sanders*™* ~

4

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Date and Time:
Docket Number:
Filename / Path:
Notice Type:

Jackie Schindler

Wednesday, April 20, 2005 11:00 AM
CCA - Orders / Notices

Order / Notice Submitted

4/20/2005 10:59:00 AM
041269-tp
041269id2.ajt.doc
Memo for Issuance

A MEMO noticing an Issue ID Meeting has been moved to GC Orders for issuance today. Please FAX to all parties and
interested persons. Thanks.
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CCA Official Document . . . 4/6/2005 1:31 PM | 1:31 PM
. Kay Flynn PS(.; LS -03 [ g *‘%
14

From: LaSandra Givens

Sent: Wednesday, April 06, 2005 11:34 AM
. To: CCA - Orders / Notices A

Subject: Order / Notice Submitted

Date and Time: 4/6/2005 11:33:00 AM

041269-TP

9-TP 041269FDN.DOC

ORDER GRANTING INTERVENTION
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. "CCA Official Document . .. 4/6/2005 1:19 PM 1:19 PM
Kay Flynn P@C"OS"03QZ~ fPco
From: LaSandra Givens
Sent: Wednesday, April 06, 2005 11:34 AM x
To: CCA - Orders / Notices
Subject: Order / Notice Submitted
Date and Time: 4/6/2005 11:33:00 AM

K e ———
7112 0412691TC.DO
041269-TP ‘DOC

ORDER GRANTING INTERVENTION

10/




' CCA Official Filing

s~

2/16/2005 12:19 PM***raasx LTI
Matilda Sanders
From: Jackie Schindler
Sent: Wednesday, February 16, 2005 12:19 PM
To: CCA - Orders / Notices
Subject: Order / Notice Submitted
Date and Time: 2/16/2005 12:18:00 PM
Docket Number: 0412681«
Filename / Path: 041269id.ajt.doc
Notice Type: Memo for Issuance
A memo noticing an issue id conference has been moved to gc orders for issuance today
Please fax to all parties and interested persons
Thanks
is
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CCA Officlal Filing -

***3/10/2005 2:11 PM*** ***Matilda Sanders*** bl |
Matilda Sanders ORAL7 - PC@
From: LaSandra Givens 2

Sent: Thursday, March 10, 2005 1:46 PM

To: CCA - Orders / Notices

Subject: Order / Notice Submitted

Date and Time: 3/10/2005 1:45:00 PM

Docket Number: 041269-tp

041269AT&T.DOC

041269MCIL.DOC

041269SUPRA.DOC

ORDERS GRANTING INTERVENTION
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CCA Official Filing

***3/10/2005 2:11 PM*** ***Matilda Sanders*** b |
Matilda Sanders Ol -V
From: LaSandra Givens 3

Sent: Thursday, March 10, 2005 1:46 PM

To: CCA - Orders / Notices

Subject: Order / Notice Submitted

Date and Time: 3/10/2005 1:45:00 PM

Docket Number: 041269-tp

041269AT&T.DOC

041269MCI1.DOC

041269SUPRA.DOC

ORDERS GRANTING INTERVENTION
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CCA Official Fiiing

***3/10/2005 2:11 PM*** ***Matilda Sanders*** i |
-

Matilda Sanders OAbs _ ?C@

From: LaSandra Givens

Sent: Thursday, March 10, 2005 1:46 PM 2

To: CCA - Orders / Notices

Subject: Order / Notice Submitted

Date and Time: 3/10/2005 1:45:00 PM

Docket Number: 041269-tp

041269AT&T.DOC

041269MCLDOC

041269SUPRA.DOC

ORDERS GRANTING INTERVENTION

\b\?’
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CCA Official Filing

2/15/2005 9:31 AM* ¥k kkx e ke e e e o e koK K K **Matilda Sanders***1
Matilda Sanders 0 17/ -foF

From: Jackie Schindler

Sent: Tuesday, February 15, 2005 9:18 AM 7

To: CCA - Orders / Notices

Subject: Order / Notice Submitted

Date and Time: 2/15/2005 9:17:00 AM

Docket Number: 041269

Filename / Path: 041269%0r.doc

An ORDER DENYING MOTION TO DISMISS has been moved to GC Orders for issuance today.
Thanks.

is

[0



' CCA Official Filing | .

1/28/2005 10:59 AM**¥*¥xk*x Aok okok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok **Matilda Sanders***1
Matilda Sanders 0123 -Pco

From: Jackie Schindler

Sent: Friday, January 28, 2005 10:32 AM 3

To: CCA - Orders / Notices

Subject: Order / Notice Submitted

Date and Time: 1/28/2005 10:30:00 AM

Docket Number: 041269

Filename / Path: see below - 4 orders

Four Orders Granting Intervention have been moved to GC Orders for issuance today. File names are;
Order granting kmc.doc

Order granting xspedius communicationsb.doc

Order granding nuvox.doc

Order granting joint clecs.doc

Thanks!

is
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CCA Official Filing

1/28/2005 10:59 AM******** Aok ok ke ok ok ok ok ok **Matilda Sanders***1
Matilda Sanders ®|a2 -PCo

From: Jackie Schindler 3

Sent: Friday, January 28, 2005 10:32 AM

To: CCA - Orders / Notices

Subject: Order / Notice Submitted

Date and Time: 1/28/2005 10:30:00 AM

Docket Number: 041269

Filename / Path: see below - 4 orders

Four Orders Granting Intervention have been moved to GC Orders for issuance today. File names are:
Order granting kmc.doc

Order granting xspedius communicationsb.doc

Order granding nuvox.doc

Order granting joint clecs.doc

Thanks!

is
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CCA Off‘ cial F|I|ng

1/28/2005 10:59 AM****xkx* koo ok **Matilda Sanders***1
Matilda Sanders Ol2| - Pco

From: Jackie Schindler 3

Sent: Friday, January 28, 2005 10:32 AM

To: CCA - Orders / Notices

Subject: Order / Notice Submitted

Date and Time: 1/28/2005 10:30:00 AM

Docket Number: 041269

Filename / Path: see below - 4 orders

Four Orders Granting Intervention have been moved to GC Orders for issuance today. File names are:
Order granting kmc.doc

Order granting xspedius communicationsb.doc

Order granding nuvox.doc

Order granting joint clecs.doc

Thanks!
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CCA Ofﬁc‘ial Filing

P~ o~

1/28/2005 10:59 AM******xx FAHAAAA KKK **Matilda Sanders***1
Matilda Sanders &1 20 - Pee
-
From: Jackie Schindler 2
Sent: Friday, January 28, 2005 10:32 AM
To: CCA - Orders / Notices
Subject: Order / Notice Submitted
Date and Time: 1/28/2005 10:30:00 AM
Docket Number: 041269
Filename / Path: see below - 4 orders

Four Orders Granting Intervention have been moved to GC Orders for issuance today. File names are:
Order granting kmc.doc

Order granting xspedius communicationsb.doc

Order granding nuvox.doc

Order granting joint clecs.doc

Thanks!

is
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CCA Official Filing
12/9/2004 8:56 AM***xx**x

3 3 3 % 3 5 A ok Kk **Matilda Sanders***1
Matilda Sanders 1214 - Fco

From: Jackie Schindler

Sent: Thursday, December 09, 2004 8:56 AM

To: CCA - Orders / Notices

Subject: Order / Notice Submitted

Pate and Time: 12/9/2004 8:56:00 AM

Pocket Number: 041269-tp

Filename / Path: order on motion for extension of time.doc

Order Type:

Signed / Hand Deliver

An ORDER ON AMENDED MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME has been signed and moved to GC Orders for issuance
today.
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