BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

In re: Petition for arbitration of open issues | DOCKET NO. 020960-TP

resulting from interconnection negotiations | ORDER NO. PSC-07-0945-PCO-TP
with Verizon Florida Inc. by DIECA | ISSUED: November 28, 2007
Communications, Inc. d/v/a Covad

Communications Company.

ORDER GRANTING JOINT MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME
TO FILE INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT

On September 6, 2002, DIECA Communications, Inc, d/b/a Covad Communications
Company (Covad) petitioned this Commission to arbitrate certain unresolved interconnection
terms, conditions and prices in an agreement with Verizon Florida Inc. (Verizon). Verizon filed
its response to Covad’s petition on October 1, 2002. Upon stipulation of the parties, a “paper
hearing” was held on May 14, 2003, wherein all testimony and exhibits were stipulated into the
record with cross-examination waived. The parties filed their post-hearing briefs on June 16,
2003, and on October 13, 2003, the Final Order on Arbitration, Order No. PSC-03-1139-FOF-TP

was issued.

On October 28, 2003, Covad filed its Motion for Reconsideration of a portion of Order
No. PSC-03-1139-FOF-TP, and on November 4, 2003, Verizon filed its Opposition to Covad’s
Motion for Reconsideration. The Motion for Reconsideration was denied by Order No. PSC-04-
0106-FOF-TP, issued January 30, 2004, and the parties were ordered to file the executed
Interconnection Agreement by February 20, 2004. On February 19, 2004, the parties filed a
Joint Motion for Extension of Time to File Interconnection Agreement. That Motion was
granted by Order No. PSC-04-0241-PCO-TP, issued on March 3, 2004.

On March 25, 2004, the parties filed an additional Joint Motion for Extension of Time to
File Interconnection Agreement. In that Motion, the parties noted that the remaining issues in
dispute would be addressed by the Commission’s findings in Docket No. 040156-TP. The
parties agreed to continue operating under the terms of their existing interconnection agreement
until the final disposition of Docket No. 040156-TP. That Motion was approved by the entry of
Order No. PSC-04-0396-PCO-TP on April 14, 2004.

The Final Order in Docket No. 040156-TP was issued on December 5, 2005. Motions for
Reconsideration were filed and the Order on those Motions was issued on February 3, 2006. On
February 10, 2006, the parties in the instant Docket filed a Joint Motion for Extension of Time to
File Interconnection Agreement. The parties requested an extension of time for filing their
agreement until ninety (90) days following issuance of the order approving the agreement in
Docket No. 040156-TP. That request was approved on February 20, 2006, by the entry of Order
No. PSC-06-0135-PCO-TP. On March 15, 2006, the Final Order No. PSC-06-0212-FOF-TP
was issued in Docket No. 040156-TP.
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In the instant docket, Order No. PSC-06-0528-PCO-TP, issued June 22, 2006, granted
the parties until August 2, 2006, in which to file the interconnection agreement. By Order No.
PSC-06-0708-PCO-TP, issued August 21, 2006, the parties were granted an extension of time
until November 3, 2006, in which to file the interconnection agreement. By Order No. PSC-06-
1009-PCO-TP, issued December 7, 2006, the parties were granted an additional extension of
time until March 2, 2007, in which to file the interconnection agreement. A subsequent
extension of time was granted until August 31, 2007, by Order No. PSC-07-0206-PCO-TP,
issued March 6, 2007. On September 12, 2007, Order No. PSC-07-0731-PCO-TP granted an
extension of time until October 31, 2007 to resolve a single remaining issue.

On October 26, 2007, the parties filed the instant Joint Motion for Extension of Time,
asserting that the parties have resolved the last remaining issue and an agreement has been
reached on the terms of the parties’ interconnection agreement. Due to the comprehensive effort
required to finalize the contract language, both parties request additional time to complete the
administrative details associated with executing and delivering the interconnection agreement for
Commission approval. Accordingly, the parties request that we extend the time for filing a
conforming agreement until November 30, 2007.

Upon consideration, I find it appropriate and reasonable to extend the time for filing the
Agreement in this Docket until November 30, 2007. As both parties join in this request, no party
will be prejudiced by this extension.

Accordingly, the Joint Motion for Extension of Time to File Interconnection Agreement
is granted.

Based upon the foregoing, it is

ORDERED by Chairman Lisa Polak Edgar, as Presiding Officer, that the Joint Motion
for Extension of Time is hereby granted. It is further

ORDERED that the new date for submitting a signed conforming agreement shall be
November 30, 2007. It is further

ORDERED that Orders Nos. PSC-03-1139-FOF-TP, PSC-04-0106-FOF-TP, PSC-04-
0241-PCO-TP, PSC-04-0396-PCO-TP, PSC-06-0135-PCO-TP, PSC-06-0528-PCO-TP, PSC-06-
0708-PCO-TP, PSC-06-1009-PCO-TP, PSC-07-0206-PCO-TP, and PSC-07-0731-PCO-TP are
reaffirmed in all other respects.
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By ORDER of Chairman Lisa Polak Edgar, as Presiding Officer, this _28th day of
November ) 2007

LISA POLAK EDGAR
Chairman and Presiding Officer

(SEAL)

TLT

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.

Mediation may be available on a case-by-case basis. If mediation is conducted, it does
not affect a substantially interested person's right to a hearing.

Any party adversely affected by this order, which is preliminary, procedural or
intermediate in nature, may request: (1) reconsideration within 10 days pursuant to Rule 25-
22.0376, 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 or wastewater utility. A motion for reconsideration shall be filed with the Office of
Commission Clerk, in the form prescribed by Rule 25-22.060, Florida Administrative Code.
Judicial review of a preliminary, procedural or intermediate ruling or order is available if review
of the final action will not provide an adequate remedy. Such review may be requested from the
appropriate court, as described above, pursuant to Rule 9.100, Florida Rules of Appellate

Procedure.
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ATTACHMENT A

AT&T Florida Public Service Commission FPSC DOCKET NO: 050863-TL
REQUEST FOR CONFIDENTIAL CLASSIFICATION
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8/30/2007

REQUEST FOR CONFIDENTIAL CLASSIFICATION OF AT&T FLORIDA’S RESPONSE
TO DPI'S FIRST REQUEST FOR INFORMATION, NOS. 1-16, AND 1-22,
FILED AUGUST 9, 2007 IN FLORIDA DOCKET NO. 050863-TL

Explanation of Proprietary Information

1. The proprietary material included in this document 1s end user customer specific
information. In particular the proprietary information consists of phone numbers and/or
addresses of dPi’s end users. Such information is deemed by AT&T Florida to be
proprietary information of AT&T Florida’s customer, dPi Teleconnect, and it is also
customer information that is proprietary to dPi. The Commission has always zealously
protected customer specific information in order to protect the customer’s privacy and to
prevent a competitor of the customer from obtaining an unfair advantage. This
information is also expressly deemed to be confidential pursuant to Sections
364.183(3)(e) and 364.24, Florida Statutes.

2. The proprietary material included in this document consists of email and P-3 forms that
document AT&T Florida’s market planning processes and provide product analysis used
to develop and roll out a retain promotion. This same information on competitors is not
available to AT&T Florida. This information is valuable, it is used by AT&T Florida in
conducting its business and AT&T Florida strives to keep it secret. Therefore, this
information should be classified as proprietary, confidential business information
pursuant to Section 364.183(3)(a), Florida Statutes and is exempt from the Open Records

Act.
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