BEFORE THE FLORI DA PUBLI C SERVI CE COW SSI ON

In re: Investigation into DOCKET NO. 990649- TP
pricing of unbundl ed network ORDER NO. PSC-01-2051- FO~- TP
el ement s. | SSUED: COctober 18, 2001

The fol | owi ng Comm ssioners participatedinthe disposition of
this matter:

E. LEON JACOBS, JR., Chairnman
J. TERRY DEASON
LI LA A JABER

ORDER ON MOTI ONS FOR RECONSI DERATI ON
AND MOTI ON TO CONFORM ANALYSI S

BY THE COW SSI ON:

l. CASE BACKGROUND

On Decenber 10, 1998, the Florida Conpetitive Carriers
Associ ation (FCCA), the Tel econmuni cations Resellers, Inc. (TRA)
AT&T Commruni cations of the Southern States, Inc. (AT&T), M Metro
Access Transm ssion Services, LLC and Wrl dCom Technol ogi es, Inc.
(Wor 1 dCom , the Conpetitive Telecomrunications Association
(Conptel), MEC Communi cat i ons, I nc. (MO), | nt er medi a
Communi cations Inc. (Internedia), Supra Teleconmunications and
| nformati on Systens (Supra), Florida Digital Network, Inc. (Florida
Digital Network), and Northpoi nt Comruni cations, Inc. (Northpoint)
(collectively, “Conpetitive Carriers”) filed their Petition of
Competitive Carriers for Commssion Action to Support Local
Conpetition in Bell South’s Service Territory. Anong other matters,
the Conpetitive Carriers’ Petition asked that we set deaveraged
unbundl ed network el enent (UNE) rates. The petition was addressed
i n Docket No. 981834-TP.

On May 26, 1999, we issued Oder No. PSC 99-1078-PCO TP,
granting in part and denying in part the Conpetitive Carriers
petition. Specifically, we granted the request to open a generic
UNE pricing docket for the three major incunbent |ocal exchange
provi ders, Bell South Tel ecommuni cations, Inc. (Bell South), Sprint-
Florida, |Incorporated (Sprint), and GIE Florida |Incorporated
( GTEFL) . Accordingly, this docket was opened to address the
deaveraged pricing of UNEs, as well as the pricing of UNE
conbi nati ons and nonrecurring charges. An adm nistrative hearing
was held on July 17, 2000, on the Part One issues identified in
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Order No. PSC-00-2015-PCO- TP, issued June 8, 2000. Part Two i ssues,
also identified in Oder No. PSC-00-2015-PCO- TP, were heard in an
adm ni strative hearing on Septenber 19-22, 2000.

On May 25, 2001, we issued our Final Oder on Rates for
Unbundl ed Network Elenents Provided by Bell Sout h. Wthin the
Order, we addressed the appropriate nethodol ogy, assunptions, and
I nputs for establishing rates for unbundl ed network el enents for
Bel | Sout h Tel ecommuni cati ons. We ordered that the identified
el ements and subloop elenents be unbundled for the purpose of
setting prices, and that access to those subl oop el enents shall be
provi ded. W also determ ned that the inclusion of non-recurring
costs in recurring rates should be considered where the resulting
| evel of non-recurring charges woul d constitute a barrier to entry.
I n addition, we defined xDSL-capabl e | oops, and found that a cost
study addressing such | oops may nake distinctions based upon | oop
length. We then set forth the UNE rates, and held that they shal
becone effective when existing interconnection agreenents are
anended to incorporate the approved rates, and those agreenents
becone effective. Furthernore, we ordered Bell South to refile,
wi thin 120 days of the issuance of the Order, revisions to its cost
st udy addr essi ng xDSL- capabl e | oops, network i nterface devi ces, and
cabl e engineering and installation. The parties to the proceeding
were al so ordered to refile within 120 days of the issuance of the
Order, proposals addressing network reliability and security
concerns as they pertain to access to subl oop el enents.

On June 11, 2001, Bel | South filed 1its Mtion for
Reconsi deration, requesting that we reconsi der our decision in six
respects. Specifically, Bell South argues that we shoul d reconsi der
our decisions regarding: (1) Bell South’s inflation adjustnent; (2)
the proposed hybrid copper/fiber xDSL-capable loop; (3) the
provi sion of a “guaranteed” copper SL-1 |oop; (4) the recovery of
| oop conditioning costs on | oops | ess than 18,000 feet in | ength;
(5) network interface device (NID) costs; and (6) Service Advocacy
Center tinme discrepancies. Also on June 11, 2001, MI Wbrl dCom
AT&T, Covad, and Z-Tel (Movants) filed a Motion for Reconsi deration
and Clarification of certain decisions in the Oder. They assert
that the use of three cost scenarios violates the FCCs TELRI C
rules. They also seek clarification of the relationship between
costing for UNEs and USF purposes. The Mvants also asked us to
reconsider our positions on shared cost allocation and drop
routing. On June 18, 2001, Bell South tinely filed its Menorandum
in Opposition to the Myvant’s Mtion for Reconsideration and
Carification, disputing their assertions. On June 25, 2001, AT&T,
MCI  WorldCom Covad, and Rhythns Links 1Inc. (ALECs) tinely
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submtted their Response in Opposition to Bell South’s Motion for
Reconsi deration, responding to only four of the six itenms for which
Bel | Sout h request ed consideration. Sprint also filed a Response to
Bel | South’s Modtion for Reconsideration that sane day. Sprint
responds only to BellSouth’s Mtion as it pertains to the
adjustnment to the inflation factor.

On June 26, 2001, Bell South filed a Mdtion to Conform Staff
Anal ysis and Cost Mddel Run to Order No. PSC-01-1181-FOF-TP. In
its not i on, Bel | South asserts that there are several
i nconsi stenci es between the Conmm ssion staff’s cost nodel run and
our order, particularly relating to Shared and Conmon Cost factors,
the elimnation of inflation in the context of Plant Specific
factors, the economic life of analog switching, and the proposed
lives for Submarine Fiber Cable. No responses to this Mtion were
filed.

1. JURI SDI CTl ON

Due to the everchanging state of the law in this area, the
applicable law and jurisdiction for this docket has been a noving
target. Further action nay be needed at a future date with regard
to Bell South’s UNE rates. Nevert hel ess, this Comm ssion has
jurisdiction to act in this proceedi ng pursuant to Section 251 and
252 of the Tel ecomuni cati ons Act of 1996 and Sections 364. 161 and
364. 162, Florida Statutes.

I1l1. Bell South’s Modtion for Reconsi deration

The standard of review for a notion for reconsideration is
whet her the notion identifies a point of fact or |aw which was
over| ooked or which we failed to consider in rendering our Order.
See Stewart Bonded Warehouse, Inc. v. Bevis, 294 So. 2d 315 (Fl a.
1974); Dianond Cab Co. v. King, 146 So. 2d 889 (Fla. 1962); and
Pingree v. Quaintance, 394 So. 2d 161 (Fla. 1st DCA 1981). 1In a
notion for reconsideration, it is not appropriate to reargue
matters that have al ready been considered. Sherwood v. State, 111
So. 2d 96 (Fla. 3rd DCA 1959); citing State ex. rel. Jaytex Realty
Co. v. Geen, 105 So. 2d 817 (Fla. 1st DCA 1958). Furthernore, a
nmotion for reconsideration should not be granted “based upon an
arbitrary feeling that a m stake may have been made, but shoul d be
based upon specific factual matters set forth in the record and
susceptible to review.” Stewart Bonded WArehouse, Inc. v. Bevis,
294 So. 2d 315, 317 (Fla. 1974).

A. Inflati on Factors
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Bel | South argues that we considered evidence in the record
that was clearly erroneous in rendering its decision, particularly
the testinony of Sprint wtness D ckerson. Bel | South further
contends that there is no (accurate) evidence in the record to
support our decision on this point.

Bel | Sout h cont ends t hat W t ness Di ckerson total ly
m sunder st ands Bel | South’ s use of inflation factors. Were w tness
Di ckerson clainms that the sane nethodol ogy that is used to devel op
the Plant-Specific expense factor is also used in the application
of inflation to investnment, Bell South views these as two entirely
di fferent exercises. BellSouth explains that the Plant-Specific
factor is aratio of expenses to investnent. The conpany contends
that the investnment also reflects growth in demand, inflation, and
productivity, but the relationship between the expenses and
investnment is consistent over the three-year neasuring period.
Bel | South also points out that the Plant-Specific factor in
devel oped based upon i nvestnents that refl ect the existing network,
not the | east-cost, forward-|ooking network considered in the cost
st udy.

Bel | South further contends that w tness D ckerson m sl abel ed
the Gowh Rate as the Inflation Adjustnent Factor, and incorrectly
asserted that Bell South applies growh in access lines to its
inflation calculation. Wiile noting that this apparent
m sinterpretation has already been recognized, Bell South states
that our Order is also incorrect in that it also identified a
slight m smatch between inflation-adjusted material costs and the
demand levels utilized in Bell South’s cost study. It also re-
asserts its argunment that nmaterial and |abor rates wll be
i ncreasi ng over a three-year tinme period, and so inflation is also
appropriate for the devel opnent of |evelized | abor rates.

In response, the ALECs argue that Bell South has failed to
identify a mstake of fact or law in our decision. They refer to
the Final Order, which states in part:

[We shall approve the loading factors proposed by
Bel | South, with the exception of its proposed inflation
factors. Regarding the inflation factors, we are

per suaded that the application of inflationresults in an
i nappropriate msmatch of as nmuch as 18 nonths between
the inflation-adjusted material costs and the demand
| evel s utilized in Bell South’s cost study. Thus, in [an]
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effort to reduce or elimnate this m smatch, the proposed
inflation factors are rejected.

UNE Final Oder at 306. |In ordering Bell South to refile its cost
studies within 120 days, they contend that we did give Bell South an
opportunity to address the perceived msmatch, stating: ‘to the
extent Bell South can cone forward with informationinits refiling
i ndi cating an appropriate inflation adjustnment that elim nates the
growh msmatch we will consider that information at that time.”
Id. at 307. The ALECs point out that Bell South repeatedly refers
to evidence in the record upon which the Comm ssion based its
deci si on. By raising this issue on reconsideration, the ALECs
contend that Bell South nerely reargues matters that we consi dered
and rej ect ed.

Further, the ALECs contend that the proposed inflation factor
was properly rejected. They argue that Bell South is asking the
Conmi ssion to accept an inflation factor which, by its own
adm ssion, is not TELRI C based, and thus violates the Act. They
argue that our rejection is, therefore, consistent with the Act.

Sprint contends that Bell South’s notioninits entirety should
be rejected, because we neither overl ooked nor failed to consider
certain evidence applicable to the issues put forth in its notion.
Sprint asserts that Bell South is not only rearguing issues, but
attenpting to bring up new argunents on the pretext of responding
to our offer to entertain newinflation adjustnments that elim nate
the msmatch, in its 120 day filing. Sprint clains that the
argunents that Bell South puts forth do not elimnate a m smatch.
Rat her, Sprint contends, Bell South is singular in its failure to
grasp the testinony of M. Dickerson. Sprint argues that our O der
evi dences a cl ear understandi ng of M. Dickerson’s concerns, where
it states:

Wtness Dickerson argues that increases in future
equi pnent costs very well nmay be acconpani ed by equi pnent
capaci ty changes and enhanced capabilities including the
ability to self provision or self diagnose probl ens that
woul d reduce | abor costs.

UNE Final Oder, at 301. Sprint believes that Bell South’s Mdtion
is the best evidence in support of the position that we nade the
correct decision in this area, wherein Bell South states:

VWhat is nobst inportant to recognize is that the BSTLM
si zes, builds and costs a network to serve a gi ven demand
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(in this case 1999 demand), and then divides that total
network cost by the sanme demand used to size the network
in order to develop the per unit cost.

Mbtion, at 6-7. Sprint views this as clearly conceding the reality
that the network investnment calculated in Bell South’s nodel is
based on 1999 customer demand with no adjustnent for access line
growh for the years 2000-2002. What Bel |l South continues to
confuse, says Sprint, is that its TPl equipnment naterial price
i ncreases could sonmehow account for the increased access |ine
growh reflected in the expense nunerator of its wunit cost
cal cul ati on.

DEC Sl ON

Upon consideration, we find that Bell South has identified a
m stake of fact or law in our decision on this point. Based on
further scrutiny of the existing record, we have determ ned that
what previously appeared to be a mismatch is not. Qur staff erred
inits analysis of the testinobny and as such, its statenents to us
at Agenda and in their recommendation that a m smatch exists were
incorrect. In fact, the record reflects that the total demand for
| oops that was used to size the overall network is identical to the
demand which is used as the denomnator to yield the |loop unit
cost; thus, there is no msmatch. As such, we hereby reconsider
our decision to reject Bell South’s proposed inflation factor,
because it was based upon a m sinterpretation and nmi srepresentation
of the facts presented. W find that it is inportant for us to
reconsi der our decision regarding the inflation factor at this
time, rather than as a part of the 120-day filing, due to the
significant inpact that the inflation factor has on costs.

B. Hybri d Copper/Fi ber Loops

Bel | South al so argues that we should, at a mninum clarify
our requirenent that: “Furthernore, because we believe that
Bel | South is obligated, if technically feasible, to provide hybrid
copper/fiber xDSL-capable |oops to Data ALECs, Bell South shall be
required to submt a cost study for hybrid copper/fiber xDSL-
capabl e | oops within 120 days fromthe issuance of this Oder for
further consideration by this Conmm ssion.” Order at p. 65.
Bel | South contends that the phrase “hybrid copper/fiber xDSL-
capabl e | oops” is vague; therefore, it is uncertain what it nust
do in order to conply with our directive. Bell South adds that if
we are requiring it to enable the provision of xDSL services over
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fi ber/ DLC | oops, under the company’s current architecture, it is
technically unable to do so.

Bel | Sout h enphasizes that, as set forth in our Oder, it
appears that ALEC witness Riolo agreed that Bell South is currently
unabl e to provision xDSL over fiber/DLC |oops, as indicated by the
W tness’s acknow edgnent that Bell South is currently testing DLC
syst ens. Bel | Sout h adds that even w tness Dickerson noted that
t hese “technol ogi cal devel opnents are underway. . . .” See O der
at p. 69. Therefore, Bell South argues that it should not be
required to provide cost studies on an “as yet undeterm ned
architecture.” Mdtion at p. 10. Bel | South further argues that
even we noted in our Order that there was insufficient evidence in
the record about the specific conponents of these |oops, which
Bel | Sout h now contends is due to the fact that the architecture for
such | oops has not yet been deployed. W note that this is extra-
record evidence.

In addition, BellSouth argues that we should not inpose
requi renents regarding a DLC system that are inconpatible with
Bel | South’s current network. Bel | South contends that security
ri sks would result, particularly regarding the collocation at a
renote term nal issue. Bell South expl ains, however, that there are
still ways that ALECs can have access to the high frequency
portions of the |loop wthout inposing burdensone requirenents on
the ILEC, such as by collocating a DSLAM at a renpote termnal to
provi de ADSL servi ce.

Bel | South further contends that the Oder could be read to
require Bell South to provide unbundl ed packet swtching. The
conpany argues that this would be additional sub-loop unbundling
beyond that which is required by the FCC. Bell South argues that it
currently provides unbundl ed | oops consistent with the FCC s Third
Report and Order, and that while FCC Rule 51.317 allows state
comm ssions to require additional unbundling under certain
ci rcunst ances, those circunstances have not been net here.
Specifically, Bell South contends that there is no evidence that the
addi ti onal sub-|oop el enents are “necessary” or that ALECs wi |l not
be abl e to conpete without them Bell South enphasizes that the FCC
inits Third Report and Order extensively anal yzed packet sw tching
and other equipnment used to provide advanced services, and
determ ned that such equi pnment was generally unnecessary and need
not be unbundl ed, except when the |ILEC refused collocation at the
renote termnal. BellSouth adds that the FCC further determ ned
that conpeting carriers would not be inpaired if these sub-|oop
el enents were not unbundl ed.
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Finally, Bell South contends that in prior arbitrations, we
have declined to inpose such unbundling, except as provided for
under FCC Rul e 51.319. For these reasons, Bell South argues that we
shoul d reconsi der our deci sion.

The ALECs contend that Bell South has failed to identify a
m stake of fact or law in our decision. They contend that
Bel | South is sinply trying to maintain its “strangl ehold” on the
mar ket for high speed DSL services. As for Bell South’s argunments:
1) that forward-Iooking DLCunits that support xDSL services do not
yet exist; and 2) that its reliance on fiber inits network and its
ability to severely limt conpetition for xDSL custoners served
through fiber-fed | oops does not support the ALECs clains that a
hybrid fiber/copper loop is necessary for conpetition, the ALECs
contend that these have already been addressed, and rejected, by
this Comm ssion. |In fact, the ALECs contend that the evidence in
the record shows that Bell South is in the process of depl oyi ng Next
Generation Digital Loop Carrier units. The ALECs enphasize that
Bell South’s witness MIner stated that the expected depl oynent
woul d be m d-2001.

In addition, the ALECs contend that other |ILECs are depl oyi ng
next generation technology, and other state conmm ssions have
recogni zed that the ILECs nust offer conpetitors access to fiber-
fed DSL | oops at unbundl ed network elenent rates. As such, the
ALECs contend that this Comm ssion correctly concluded that we
shoul d i nvestigate the i npact of Bell South’s ability to provi de DSL
over fiber-fed DLC units and shoul d set rates, terns and conditions
for such.

The ALECs further contend that the evidence denonstrates that
fiber-fed | oops are necessary for conpetition and that conpetition
will, in fact, be inpaired without it. The ALECs enphasize that
the FCC has already made clear that Bell South nust provide |ine
sharing over an entire |loop even when the loop is fiber—wthout
requiring the ALEC to place a DSLAM or splitter in the renote
termnal. Thus, the ALECs believe the FCC has recogni zed that the
ALECS need flexibility in their ability to provision DSL services.

The ALECs maintain that the evidence also is clear that
Bel | Sout h has depl oyed al nost a 40%fi ber network. W thout access
to DLC units, conpetitors will not be able to provi de xDSL servi ces
over this fiber in an efficient, cost-effective nanner. They al so
contend that in a forward-1ooking network, Bell South will achieve
DSLAM functionality at the renote termnal through line cards
placed in the DLC. The ALECs believe that a collocation option
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that all ows conpetitors to have Bell South place |ine cards on their
behal f, as well as allowing conpetitors to place their own, is
necessary to conply with the UNE Remand Order, which states that “a
requesting carrier [should be allowed] to collocate its DSLAM in
the incunbent’s renote termnal, on the sane terns and conditions
that apply toits owmn DSLAM” See FCC Third Report and Order, FCC
96-98, rel eased Novenmber 5, 1999. The ALECs contend that this
option is not only critical to ensure that Florida consuners
receive the benefits of a conpetitive market, it is al so consi stent
with the FCC s decision. Thus, they contend that we shoul d reject
Bel | South’s Motion on this point.

DEC Sl ON

On this point, we find that Bell South has failed to identify
a m stake of fact or lawin our decision. In addition, Bell South’s
assertions that it is currently unable to provide this technol ogy,
but that it offers other reasonable alternatives, appear to
constitute extra-record evidence that 1is inappropriate for
consideration within the context of a Mtion for Reconsideration.
The ALECs’ responsive assertions that other ILECs are currently
depl oyi ng next generation technology and that other states have
recogni zed that I LECs nust offer ALECs fiber-fed DSL | oops at UNE
rates also appears to be extra-record information that should
simlarly be disregarded in the rendering a deci sion on Bell South’s
not i on.

Furthernore, we clearly stated that there was insufficient
record evidence regarding the specific conponents of such | oops.
Therefore, we only set rates for all-copper xDSL-capabl e | oops and
required Bell South to file a cost study for hybrid copper/fiber
xDSL- capabl e 1 oops within 120 days of the issuance of its Order.
Specifically, we found that

Upon consi deration, we find that the ALECs, rather than
Bel | Sout h, should determ ne and take the responsibility
for the DSL service being provisioned. However, we al so
enphasi ze that there was sone testinony in this record
regarding DSL service being provisioned over a hybrid
copper/fiber loop. The Data ALECs apparently view this
t echnol ogy as one worthy of an UNE status. Neverthel ess,
there is insufficient record evidence in this proceeding
to set rates for a hybrid copper/fiber xDSL-capabl e | oop.
In particular, there is insufficient evidence regarding
the specific conponents of these |[|oops, such as line
cards, vendors, and their associated prices. Therefore,
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the only rates for xDSL-capabl e | oops that can be set in
this proceeding are for all-copper xDSL-capable | oops.
As such, our approved recurring and nonrecurring rates
for all-copper xDSL |oops, reflecting the various
adj ust ments approved herein, are set forth in Appendi x A
to this Oder.

Furthernore, because we believe that BellSouth is
obligated, if technically feasible, to provide hybrid
copper/fiber xDSL-capabl e | oops to Data ALECs, Bel |l South
shall be required to submt a cost study for hybrid
copper/fi ber xDSL-capable | oops within 120 days fromthe
i ssuance of this Order for further consideration by this
Conmmi ssi on.

Order No. PSC-01-1181-FOCF-TP at p. 75.

Wil e Bell South appears to believe that we have already
reached a conclusion that Bell South nust provision xDSL service
over hybrid loops, we clearly stated in our Oder that this
obligation applies “if technically feasible.” W have drawn no
conclusions as to the feasibility of this proposal. In fact, we
recogni zed that there was insufficient record evidence regarding
even the conponents of such a |loop. W did, however, find that
there was enough evidence in the record to warrant further
i nvestigation of hybrid |oops. BellSouth has not identified any
m stake of fact or law in our decision on this point, and
essentially appears to ask us to reach a conclusion in an area
where we have already stated that there is insufficient evidence to
do so. This does not neet the standard for a Mtion for
Reconsi deration, and should, therefore, be denied.

However, we do agree with Bell South that the reference to
“hybrid copper/fiber xDSL-capable |oops” could be considered
somewhat anbi guous. It is within our discretion to clarify our
Orders when necessary. Therefore, we hereby clarify our Order to
reflect that hybrid copper/fiber xDSL-capable |oops are those
depl oyed over fiber/DLC | oops.

C. xDSL- CAPABLE LOOPS

Bel | Sout h al so argues that we shoul d reconsi der our decision
to require Bell South to provision SL-1 | oops and guarantee not to
roll them to another facility or convert them to another
t echnol ogy. See Order at p. 67. Bel | South contends that we
overl ooked the fact that the ability to use the SL-1 loop to
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provi de voi ce service using a variety of technol ogi es i s what keeps
the price of an SL-1 | ower, as conpared to an xDSL-conpati bl e | oop.
Bel | Sout h notes that while we acknow edged the differences between
SL-1 | oops and xDSL-conpatible |oops, the decision to require a
guarantee not to roll it to another technol ogy essentially ignores
the differences between these two types of |oops. Thus, Bell South
argues that our decision does not take into account the cost of
this new requirenent for a “guaranteed copper” SL-1 | oop.

Bel | Sout h adds that since our hearing in this matter, it has
started offering ALECs a non-desi gned xDSL-conpati bl e | oop, which
is a copper |oop capable of carrying xDSL service but w thout the
design features ALECs do not want. Bell South believes that this
new “no frills” |loop should satisfy our concerns regarding this
i ssue. O herw se, because we di d not consider the costs associ at ed
with guaranteeing no rollover for SL-1 |oops, Bell South asks for
reconsi deration on this point.

In their response, the ALECs contend that Bell South’s notion
ignores the evidence in the record of this proceeding and attenpts
to introduce new evidence into the record. The ALECs enphasi ze
that the parties at hearing agreed that xDSL service may be
provi si oned over SL-1 |oops at the ALECs’ discretion. They note
that ALEC witness Riolo testified that facilities used to provide
xDSL services are “identical or nearly identical to those used to
provi de voice-grade services.” Citing TR at 2669. The ALECs
contend that even Bel | South’s own wi t nesses acknow edged this fact.

The ALECs al so argue that Bell South is now trying to claim
that there is a “cost” associated with guaranteeing a copper |oop
will not be rolled to another technology, in spite of the |ack of
evidence in the record to support this contention. The ALECs
contend that the record actually reflects that there is no or
nom nal cost associated with identifying and guaranteeing these
| oops.

Furt her nore, the ALECs <contend that while Bell South
acknowl edges that ALECs can provide data services over an SL-1
| oop, Bell South is seeking to require ALECs to use a nore expensive
|l oop in order for Bell South to guarantee that it will remain the
type of loop the ALEC ordered. The ALECs assert that this is
Bel | South’s attenpt to avoid providing access to |oop nakeup
i nformati on during pre-ordering so that it can charge higher rates
to ALECs contrary to the intent of the Act.



ORDER NO. PSC- 01- 2051- FOF- TP
DOCKET NO. 990649- TP
PAGE 12

The ALECs explain that the reason Bell South should be
providing themw th sufficient | oop makeup information is so that
t hey can nake t heir own i ndependent judgnent about whether the | oop
t hey want can support the services they want to provide. 1In this
way, the ALEC takes the risk upon itself voluntarily; however, this
ri sk should not include the risk that the i nformati on upon which it
based its original decision wll change because the makeup of the
loop itself is subject to change. The ALECs naintain that if they
cannot rely wupon the l|loop makeup information they get from
Bel |l South, then there is really no purpose in getting the
information in the first place. The ALECs note that it is peculiar
that BellSouth is able to provide accurate information and a
guarantee for the nore expensive | oops. They enphasize that
Bel | Sout h shoul d be required to do this for all |oops it provides.
The ALECs add that Bell South’s claimin its Mtion that it now
of fers new UNEs that should satisfy the ALECs’ concerns is extra-
record information that we should not consider in rendering our
deci sion on Bell South’s Mbti on.

DECI SI ON

W find that Bell South has failed to identify a m stake of
fact or law in our decision on this point as well. Bel | Sout h
provi ded no evidence regardi ng costs associ ated wi th guarant eei ng
that a loop will not be converted from one technol ogy to anot her.
As such, Bell South has not identified any m stake of fact or lawin
our decision or anything overlooked by us. Furt her nore,

Bel | South’s contention that it now offers ALECs a non-designed
xDSL- conpati ble |l oop is extra-record evidence that does not affect
whet her Bel | South has net the standard for reconsideration.

Neverthel ess, we note that in addressing the issue of |oop
makeup i nformation and converting loops to alternative
technologies, we did not intend to preclude BellSouth from
i dentifying any non-recurring costs associated with tagging an SL-1
| oop. Rather, as specifically noted:

.o if you want a cost study from Bel |l Sout h
after the fact, that's fine. | just don’t
think that the Conmission has to tell
Bel | South that they can petition the
Conmi ssion to show that the cost associ ated
wi th taggi ng woul d be burdensone.

Thus, we hereby clarify that BellSouth is not precluded from
submitting support for such non-recurring costs as part of its 120-
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filing, or at sonme future date. W sinply declined to specifically
request that this information be a part of that filing or any ot her
future filing.

D. LOOP CONDI Tl ONI NG

Bel | Sout h al so argues that we should reconsider our decision
rejecting rates for conditioning | oops | ess than 18,000 feet. See
Order at p. 394. Bel | South argues that while it is true that a
forward-| ooking network designed today would not include |oad
coils, the fact that they are on Bell South’s exi sting network nmeans
that Bell South will incur a very “real and ongoing cost” every tine
it must nmeet an ALEC request to condition a |oop. Furthernore,
Bel | Sout h contends that there was evidence in the record to support
cost recovery for conditioning these short |oops, as provided by
wi t ness Cal dwel | . Bel | South argues that in rejecting rates for
short | oops, the Conmission erred in its interpretation of the
TELRI C net hodol ogy.

Bel | Sout h enphasizes that the FCC was clear in its Third
Report and Order at Paragraph 193 that the I LEC should be able to
charge for conditioning such | oops. Thus, Bell South contends that
t he FCC has determ ned that all owi ng cost recovery for conditioning
on short loops is not contrary to TELRIC. As such, Bell South seeks
reconsi deration of this point, because it believes it is entitled
to cost recovery.

In response, the ALECs argue that we correctly rejected
Bel | South’s rate proposal for conditioning | oops under 18, 000 feet
because it is inconsistent with a forward-|ooking network. The
ALECs note that Bell South even concedes that our decision is
consistent with TELRIC principles. The ALECs argue that Bell South
is asking for recovery of enbedded costs, which is exactly what
TELRIC prohibits. They note that load coils were features that

were installed over 20 years ago, and “. . . their presence in
Bel | South’s plant today results fromBell South’s failure to bring
its outside plant up to nodern specifications.” Citing (Rolo TR

2730). The ALECs enphasi ze that this Conmmi ssion is not al one anong
the states in rejecting rates for short |oops.* Furthernore, the

'citing Massachusetts Dept. of Tel econmuni cations and Ener gy,
Oder - Inre: Investigation as the propriety of rates and charges
set forth in MD.T.E. No. 17, Oder in Docket D.T.E. 98-57-Phase
1l at 87, Sept. 28, 2000; Utah Public Service Comr ssion Phase |11
Part C Report and order in Docket No. 94-999-01, June 2, 1999
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ALECs enphasize that the evidence shows that Bell South does not
charge a nonrecurring loop conditioning charge to its retail
custoners, even though ISDN, T-1, and DS-1 |oops can only be
provi si oned wi thout interference fromfeatures such as | oad coils.
Thus, the ALECs contend that it is sinply unfair for themto have
to pay a nonrecurring charge when they are only seeking the sane
type of clean, copper |oop. For these reasons, they ask the
Bel | South’s notion on this point be deni ed.

DECI SI ON

Upon consi deration, we find that Bell South has not identified
a mstake of fact or law in our decision on this point. As
recogni zed in our Order at p. 459, “Neverthel ess, for | oops shorter
than 18 Kft., |oop conditioning does not appear to be consistent
with a forward-1ooking cost nmethodol ogy.” W enphasize that there
was extensive discussion regarding this issue at the April 18

2001, Agenda Conference. As clearly stated in the Order, we nade
our decision to reject nonrecurring charges for load coil renobva
on short | oops based upon a policy decision that a forward-| ooking
network woul d not have load coils on short |oops. BellSouth has
not identified anything we overl ooked, and in fact, acknow edges
that short | oops in a forward-|ooking network woul d not have | oad
coils on them As such, Bell South’s Motion on this point shall be
deni ed.

E. N D COSTS

Bel | South argues that we erred in our decision at pages 192-
193 of its Order addressing NIDs. There, Bell South believes that
an inconsistency exists in the treatnment of exenpt/m scell aneous
material for the stand-alone NID and the exenpt/m scell aneous
material for the NID provisioned with a | oop. Bell South expl ai ns
t hat because the NID comi ng fromthe BSTLM(NID with | oop) incl udes
exenpt material, taxes, |abor, etc., the Bell South Cost Cal cul at or
does not need to apply In-Plant Factors to drop and ND
I nvest nent s. Bel | South further explains that this is done by
assigning “sub-FRCs” to the drop and NID. These codes instruct the
Cost Calculator not to apply In-Plant factors to those itens.
Thus, the conpany contends there is no doubl e counting of |n-Plant
costs. Therefore, Bell South believes we nade a m stake of fact and
shoul d reconsi der our ruling.

Oregon Public UWility Comm ssion Order No. 98-444 in Docket Nos.
UT- 138 and UT-139, entered Nov. 13, 1998.
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As for the stand-alone NID, Bell South contends that it is a
separate UNE offering designed for when the existing NID is not
suitable for the ALEC s purposes. Bel | South explains that it
charges a non-recurring charge for the installation of, the
material for, and the cross connect to the stand-al one NID, where
applicable. Bell South enphasi zes, however, that this is the sane
kind of NID placed with a loop. BellSouth notes that it did not
i nclude exenpt material in its stand-alone NID costs, when it now
believes it should have. Thus, Bell South sinply notes that it
intends to do so in its 120-day filing.

The ALECs did not respond on this point.
DECI SI ON

In our Order at page 226, we stated:

G ven these inconsistencies, we find that an adj ust nent
nmust be rmade; however, it is not clear fromthis record
what the correction should be. Therefore, we find that
t he appropri ate assunptions and i nputs for drops and NI Ds
are the material prices identified by Bell South at this
time. However, we order BellSouth to identify and
explain all necessary revisions that should be nmade to
NI Ds (both in the BSTLMand in its standal one NI D study)
when Bel | South refiles the BSTLM and the BSCC wi t hin 120
days of the date of the order, as addressed in sub-
section O If BellSouth believes revisions are
necessary, Bell South should, as appropriate, submt
nodi fied versions of the BSTLM and the BSCC, | f
Bel | South believes that no corrections are warranted,
Bel | South  shall provide a detailed explanation
reconcil i ng t he apparent i nconsi stenci es di scussed above.

In its Motion, BellSouth is apparently asking us to do what we
already stated that we will review as part of Bell South’s 120-day
filing. As  such, Bell South’s argunents are prenmature.
Furthernore, Bell South’s Mdtion does not identify any m stake of
fact or law in this Comm ssion’s decision. Therefore, the Mtion
on this point is rejected.

F. SAC TI ME DI SCREPANCI ES

Bel | South contends that we also erred in our decision on the
Servi ce Advocacy Center (SAC) process. Bell South explains that at
page 305 of our Order, we determ ned that Bell South’s cost studies
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(FL-xDSL. xI's) with |oop make-up are incorrect, because Bell South
did not apply the 10% probability shown in Colum I. Bel | Sout h
argues, however, that its cost studies are correct. It clains that

if the work functions of the SAC included in the loop with | oop
make-up are conpared with the stand-al one | oop nake-up cost study,

It is evident that the exact sane work tinmes are used. Bell South
contends that the SAC process in the case of a |loop with | oop nmake-

up is a manual process that occurs each tinme a |oop make-up is
requested; thus, it is not a function of “fall-out” and the 10%
probability does not apply.

Bel | South further explains that the cost study for |oop
wi thout a | oop make-up inplies the | oop make-up has been secured
either in a nmechanized or manual stand-al one process or is not
needed by the ALEC. In either case, Bell South explains that it is
possi bl e that the engineering function would flowthrough (90% of
the time) or in 10% of the situations would fall-out and require
manual handl i ng. Bel | South argues that in such cases it is
appropriate to reflect these probabilities, because in a fall-out
situation, Bell South would have to go through the sanme process
necessary to conplete a | oop nake-up. As such, Bell South asks t hat
we reconsider our decision on this point.

No responses to this point on reconsideration were fil ed.
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DEC Sl ON

As expl ained on page 354 of the Order, we found unexpl ai ned
SAC tine discrepancies that appeared to be based on Bell South’s
failure to apply the 10 percent probability that Bell South had
identified on page 14 of the spreadsheet Fl-xdsl.xls (Hearing
Exhi bit 95) as applicable to SAC work tines. The error appeared to
inflate work times for provisioning of ADSL by as nmuch as 20
per cent . Al t hough Bell South now contends that the 10 percent
probability is not applicabl e because the SAC process in the case
of a loop with | oop make-up is a nmanual process that occurs each
time a | oop make-up i s requested, there was no simlar explanation
in the spreadsheets that such was the case. Thus, this appears to
be extra-record evidence that is not appropriate for consideration
I n addressing a Motion for Reconsideration. Furthernore, there was
no explanation in the testinony regarding this discrepancy. There
was testinmony from Bell South’s wtness Geer regarding SAC
activities. However, witness Geer did state that, “Because the
work funtions performed by SAC are highly nmechani zed for the nost
part, it is assuned that the manual efforts by the SAC will occur
only 10%of the tine.” The witness did not explain that it did not
apply to loops with loop makeup (LMJ). See Order at p. 375
Furt hernore, we noted that

SAC times were included in Service Inquiry in the
original study but were noved to Engineering in the
revised study. This nmeans that ADSL | oops ordered both
with and wi thout | oop makeup include SAC tinme under the
new study. |If SAC tine were still included in Service
Inquiry, as it was in the original study, then in the
revi sed study, SACtinme woul d have been i ncl uded only for
| oops with | oop nmakeup.

Order at p. 400. There was no evidence to the contrary.

Based on the foregoing, we find that Bell South has failed to
identify a mstake of fact or law in our decision. Instead, the
conpany has identified only an apparent failure onits own part to
fully explain in the record the applicability of the 10 percent
probability. The evidence at hearing strongly suggested that an
error did in fact occur within Bell South’s cost study and it is
upon this that we based our decision. Bel | South is now sinply
trying to i ntroduce new evidence into the record viaits Mtion for
Reconsideration. This is inproper; therefore, Bell South’s Mtion
on this point is denied.
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| V. MCl , AT&T, Covad, and Z-Tel’'s Joint Mdtion for Reconsideration

As set forth in the prior Section of this Order, the standard
of review for a notion for reconsideration is whether the notion
identifies a point of fact or | aw which was overl ooked or which we
failed to consider in rendering our Oder. See Stewart Bonded
War ehouse, Inc. v. Bevis, 294 So. 2d 315 (Fla. 1974); D anond Cab
Co. v. King, 146 So. 2d 889 (Fla. 1962); and Pingree v. Quaintance,
394 So. 2d 161 (Fla. 1st DCA 1981). In a notion for
reconsideration, it is not appropriate to reargue matters that have
al ready been considered. Sherwood v. State, 111 So. 2d 96 (Fl a.
3rd DCA 1959); citing State ex. rel. Jaytex Realty Co. v. G een,
105 So. 2d 817 (Fla. 1st DCA 1958). Furthernore, a notion for
reconsi deration should not be granted “based upon an arbitrary
feeling that a m stake nay have been nmade, but shoul d be based upon
specific factual natters set forth in the record and susceptible to
review ” Stewart Bonded Warehouse, Inc. v. Bevis, 294 So. 2d 315,
317 (Fla. 1974).

A. Use of Three Model s

In their Mtion, the Mvants contend that the use of three
scenarios by Bell South violates FCC TELRI C rul es. They note that
Bel | South used the BST 2000 Scenario to determ ne the cost of
stand-al one | oops, the Conbo Scenario to determ ne the costs of
voi ce grade | oops conbined with a switch port, and the Copper Only
Scenario to derive the cost of copper-based xDSL | oops. The
Movant s enphasi ze that we recogni zed at page 154 of our Order, that
a single unified network design is the best way to set rates
However, they contend that we then incorrectly determ ned that such
a single unified network design “is not attainable based on this
record.” Citing Order at p. 154. In doing so, the Movants argue
that we failed to consider that FCC Rul e 51. 505(b) requires the use
of a single network design. Therefore, they argue that we should
reconsi der our decision and set all rates based upon the Conbo
Scenario. They note that while this scenario is not perfect, “it
is the nost appropriate single scenario that Bell South offered.”
Motion at p. 2.

The Movants cite FCC Rul e 51.505(b) as follows:

(b) Total elenent long-run increnental cost. The total
el ement |l ong-run increnental cost of an elenent is
t he forward-|ooking cost over the long run of the
total quantity of the facilities and functions that
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are directly attributable to, or reasonably
identifiable as increnental to, such elenent,
calculated taking as a given the incumbent LEC’'s
provision of other elements.

(1) Efficient network configuration.
The t ot al el enent | ong-run
increnental cost of an el enent
shoul d be neasured based on the use
of the mo st efficient
tel ecommuni cati ons technol ogy
currently available and the lowest
cost network configuration, given
the existing |location of t he
i ncunbent LEC s wre centers.
(Enphasi s Added by Movants)

The Movants contend that this rule requires rates to be set based
on the “lowest cost network configuration,” instead of on several
di fferent configurations. They further argue that the network nust
take into account the provision by the ILEC of other elenents,
which is necessary in order to capture econom es of scale.

The Movants explain that Bell South’s use of three scenarios
violates the FCC Rule in two ways. First, they contend that
Bel | South’s use of different engi neering assunptions violates FCC
Rul e 51.505(b), because Bell South did not use the |owest cost
assunption across the board. They contend that the |owest cost
net wor k configuration for serving demand that includes stand-al one
| oops, | oop/port conbinations, and xDSL | oops woul d be a network
that includes a mx of IDLC, UDLC and all copper | oops.

The Movants contend that Bell South’s use of three scenarios
also violates the FCC Rule because doing so does not take into
account the ILEC s provision of other elenents, and thus, does not
take into account economes of scale and scope. In order to
properly account for this, the ALECs argue that Bell South nust use
a single network that takes into account demand for | oop/port
conbi nati ons, stand-al one |oops, and xDSL. The forecast should
i ncl ude demand for UNE | oops and Bell South’s own retail demands.
The m x of IDLC, UDLC, and copper | oops in the single network woul d
better include the efficiencies of scale and scope that the FCC
Rul e contenpl ated, according to the ALECs.



ORDER NO. PSC- 01- 2051- FOF- TP
DOCKET NO. 990649- TP
PAGE 20

The Movants contend that Bell South’s use of three separate
net wor ks assumnes that under one scenario, every custoner will need
a copper loop, in the second scenario, every custoner will need an

IDLC loop, and in the third scenario, every custoner will need a
UDLC | oop. The Movants assert that these assunptions are flawed,
because in a real network, certain custoners will require one type

of loop, while other will require another type. They contend that
econom es of scal e and scope can only be properly accounted for by
projecting demand for each type of facility in a single network.

Finally, the Myvants argue that we should reconsider our
decision to allow Bell South’s three-scenari o approach in view of
the parties’ Stipulation approved by Order No. PSC-99-2467- PCO TP,
in which the parties agreed that Bell South’s cost study would
conmport with FCC Rules 51.501 and 51.511. They add that unless
Bel | South files a proper cost study based upon a unified network
that neets the demand for all UNEs and services on an integrated
basi s, we should set UNE rates based on the nost appropriate of the
three designs Bell South did submt, which they argue is the Conbo
Scenari o.

I n response, Bell South contends that the Movants have fail ed
to identify a mstake of fact or law in our decision, and
therefore, the Mdtion should be rejected on all points.

Specifically, BellSouth contends that the ALECs argued at
heari ng that the BSTLM shoul d be constructed on a single network,
as noted in our Order at page 121. Bell South maintains that they
are sinply rearguing points already raised and considered by this
Conmi ssion, and as such, the Mtion should be deni ed.

Furthernore, Bell South asserts that the ALECs, except for
Covad, failed to even raise FCC Rule 51.505(b) in their briefs or
testinmony. Bell South argues that it is inappropriate to raise new
argunments on reconsideration.? Thus, Bell South argues that the
Movant s’ Motion on this point should be rejected for this reason as
wel | .

Bel | Sout h adds that even if the ALECs had properly raised the
i mplications of FCC Rule 51.505(b) at hearing, we still properly
considered all FCC rules in setting UNE rates. Bel | Sout h not es

2citing Order No. PSC-96-1024- FOF- TP, issued August 7, 1996,
in Docket No. 950984-TP; and Order No. PSC-96-0347-FOF-W5, issued
March 11, 1996, in Docket No. 950495-\W5.
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that, in fact, we stated in our Oder, as the Myvants even
acknow edge, that this Commission “. . . is bound by the FCC rul es
as they currently stand. . . .~ See Order at pp. 26 and 34.

Bel | Sout h enphasi zes that FCC Rul e 51.505(b) is actually cited in
our Order at least 3 tines; thus, Bell South contends that we nust
have considered it in reaching our decision.

Finally, Bell South enphasizes that its nodeling principle

conplies with FCC Rule 51.505(b). Bel | South argues that it
considered the total quantity of facilities in each scenari o-—each
scenario had the sane |ine count. Thus, it maintains that the

three scenarios nmet the FCCs criterion that “a reasonable
projection of the sumof the total nunber of units” be consi dered.
Furthernore, it contends that its approach is proper because it
cannot project the ultimate use of any particular |oop—a voice
grade service today could be used for digital service tonorrow.
Al so, since Bell South does not have the ALEC s marketing plans, it
argues that it could not antici pate where ALEC custoners will be or
what they wi Il buy.

As it stands, Bell South argues that its three scenario
approach does properly reflect econonies of scale and scope.
Bel | Sout h mai ntai ns that the ALECs have not identified any m stake
in our decision; thus, Bell South asks that the Mtion be denied on
this point.
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DEC Sl ON

Upon consideration, we find that the Mvants have not
identified a mstake of fact or law in our decision on this point.
Wiile we referred to Rule 51.505(b) in our Order in explaining the
background of this case and the current state of the law, there
appear to be mnimal (if any) references to this rule in the
transcript. Neverthel ess, we did address all of these sane
arguments at pages 140, 145, 154, and 155 of our Order. Therein,
we determ ned that

In its cost study filing Bell South submitted three
di stinct BSTLMscenari os: Copper Only, used to derive the
costs of copper-based xDSL- capabl e | oops; Conbos, used to
determi ne the costs of 2-wire anal og VG UNE | oops and 2-
wi re | SDN UNE | oops provi sioned with a port; and BST2000,
used to arrive at costs for all other |oop types (other

than those above DS1). |In contrast, all other parties
appear to agree that a single scenario, the Conbos
scenario, should be wused for all loop types. In

principle, it appears to us that a single unified network
design is nbst appropriate. However, we believe this
goal is not attainable based on this record.

Order at p. 154. W also noted that, “The only fundanental
di fference between the Copper Only run and the other scenarios is
that the fiber/copper breakpoint was set at 1,000,000 feet, in
order for the nodel always to depl oy copper feeder and distribution
cable.” Oder at p. 154. W also considered and concl uded that:

We agree with Bell South that the record does not support
t hat stand-al one DSO | evel UNE | oops can be handed off to
an ALEC where integrated digital | oop carrier (IDLC) is
depl oyed. W note that Bell South wtness M ner
testifies that it is not technically feasible to provide
a stand- al one unbundl ed | oop at | ess than a DS1 | evel ; he
states that even where the ILDC is GR-303 conpliant
t hough it appears that a DSO coul d be delivered, it would
require an entire DS1 facility for transport.
Accordingly, at this tinme we find that the record
supports that the BST2000 is an appropriate basis for
determi ning the costs of stand-al one UNE | oop of ferings,
while the Conmbos run is appropriate only for certain
i ntegrated | oop/ port conbinations.

Order at p. 155.



ORDER NO. PSC- 01- 2051- FOF- TP
DOCKET NO. 990649- TP
PAGE 23

Furthernore, it is not clear that the use of three scenarios
necessarily conflicts with Rule 51.505(b)(1). It does not appear
tous that the rule requires unified scenarios, as |long as the cost
nodel i ng i s based upon the | owest cost configuration and takes into
account the provision of other elenents. Furthernore, as argued by

Bel |l South witness Caldwell, it appears that the use of a single,
unified scenario “. . . would lead to under-recovery for Bell South
because not all uses of a loop are reflected in a single scenario.”
Order at p. 146. It does not appear the Rule 51.505(b)

contenplates requiring the incunbent LEC to under-recover its
costs. There was also testinony from Bell South’s witness M ner

that “it is not technically feasible for Bell South to provide a
st and- al one unbundled |oop using IDLC at less than a DSl |evel
thus, it is necessary to nodel universal digital |oop carrier

(UDLC) to determine the cost of a single unbundled DSO |oop.”
Order at p. 147. |1t does not appear that Rule 51.505(b) requires
nodel i ng based upon a network configuration that is not technically
feasi bl e.

For all these reasons, the Movants’ Mtion for Reconsideration
on this point is denied. The Mwvants have not identified a m stake
of fact or law in our decision. D sagreement wth our
interpretation of the |law does not equate to mistake in our
deci si on.

B. Clarification of Costing Relationship for UNEs and USF

The Movants assert that while we accepted in this proceedi ng
that a “bottons-up” approach to devel oping installed costs is nost
appropriate, we rejected the proposal by WrldCom and AT&T to use
the inputs fromthe USF docket. They note that we, instead, set
UNE rates on “flawed” |oading factors and then directed Bell South
torefile cost studies in 120 days that explicitly nodel all cable
engi neering and installati on pl acenments and associ ated structures.
See Order at p. 306.

Wil e the Movants do not seek reconsideration of this point,
they do seek clarification of our rejection of the USF inputs,
because it could be interpreted that we believe different cost
nmet hodol ogi es are appropriate for USF and UNE costi ng purposes. As
such, the Mowvants ask that we clarify our Oder by adding the
foll ow ng statenent:

Wile we reject the use in this docket of
i nputs from our Universal Service Proceeding
(Docket No. 980686-TP), we do not intend to
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inply that it is appropriate to use different
net wor k desi gns or underlying cost information
for UNE costing and USF purposes. To the
extent that conpany-specific data and network
design information is developed for UNE
costi ng pur poses, such data would be
appropriate for use in future USF proceedi ngs.

I n response, Bell South argues that clarificationis not proper
unless our intent is not readily apparent from its Order.?
Further, Bell South contends that the requested clarification would
i nproperly set Commi ssion precedence for future USF proceedi ngs.
Bel | South argues that this is beyond the scope of the issue
addressed at hearing. The conpany further states that if we
established future USF rates, “it <can, in that proceeding,
determine if ‘ conpany-specific data and network desi gn i nfornmation’
devel oped in the UNE costing purposes can be used.” Response at p.
6. Bell South argues that to nake the requested clarification now
woul d sinply be prenmature.

DECI SI ON

Upon consideration, we agree wth BellSouth that this
requested clarification is beyond the scope of the i ssues addressed
in this proceeding, is premature, and is unnecessary. Qur Order
(and the proceeding as a whole) was clear that this proceedi ng was
designed to address rates for UNEs for Bell South, not to establish
a costing net hodol ogy of nore general applicability. Furthernore,
the Movants have not identified a mstake of fact or law in our
deci sion, only a vague concern that the decision could soneday
affect future USF proceedings. Therefore, the requested
clarification is rejected.

C. Shared Cost All ocation

The Movants al so ask that we reconsider our determnation to
adopt Bell South’s “per-DSO" allocation nmethodology, and our
conclusion that there may be an “indirect causal relationship”

bet ween DSGCs and fiber cable. In reaching this conclusion, the
Movants argue that we overlooked the fact that, by definition,
itenms which are truly shared costs have no causal |inkage to any

single service. They further contend that we did not consider that

3citing Order No. PSC-01-1015- FOF- TP, issued April 24, 2001,
in Docket No. 991854- TP.
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both the FCCs Oders and the Florida Statutes require pro-
conpetitive allocations where feasible.

They further explain that the BSTLMrequires the all ocation of
shared i nvestnents to i ndi vidual services. They contend that since
shared investnents do not vary with the anmount of any single
service, any allocation is inherently arbitrary. They argue that
Bel | Sout h advocated allocating shared investnents in |oop plant
based on DSO equivalents, and under this nethodology, a 2-wire
facility used to provide T-1 service, which carries 24 channel
equi val ents, would be allocated 24 tinmes as nuch shared cost as a
2-wWire voice grade | oop. On the other hand, WrldCom and AT&T
advocated allocating shared investnents based on the nunber of
copper pair equivalents used to provide the service. They contend
that this avoids the anti-conpetitive i npact of placing highlevels
of shared costs on high-capacity services “whose denand is fairly
elastic.” Mdtion at p. 8.

The Myvants contend that the FCC, in its First Report and
Order at 1696, as well as Section 364.01(4), Florida Statutes,
require us to allocate costs in a manner that is conducive to
conpetition. Therefore, the Myvants ask usto reconsider our
decision and to allocate shared costs on a per-pair basis,
resetting all affected rates based on this corrected nethodol ogy.

Bel | Sout h argues, however, that the Movants’ argunent is a new
argunent raised for the first time in their Mtion for
Reconsi der ati on. As such, Bell South maintains that the Motion
shoul d be deni ed.

In addition, Bell South contends that even if the Mwvants had
properly raised this argunent earlier in the proceeding, we
properly considered all FCC rules in developing UNE rates in this
pr oceedi ng. In fact, argues Bel | Sout h, this Comm ssion
specifically wighed “. . . the potential conpetitive effect and
based on the evidence in the record, found that ‘allocating shared
i nvest ments based on DSO equi val ents is reasonable.’” Citing O der
at p. 134. Therefore, Bell South argues that the Mowvants have not
identified a point of fact or | aw overl|l ooked by us in rendering its
deci si on.

DECI SI ON

Upon consideration, we find that the Mywvants have failed to
identify a m stake of fact or law in our decision on this point as
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well. As noted by Bell South, we considered the conpetitive effect
of allocating shared i nvestnents based on DSO equi val ents and f ound
that it was reasonable to do so. These argunents were specifically
consi dered at pages 143, 148, 152, and 156 of our Order. Therein,
we consi dered t he evi dence presented, including testinony regarding
conpetitive i npact presented by AT&T/ Wr | dComwi t nesses Donovan and
Pitkin. W concluded that allocation based on DSCs was appropri ate
based on the record—to the full extent that evidence on this
argunment was presented. The Myvants have not identified anything
that we overl ooked or failed to consider in rendering our decision
on this issue, nor any m stake in that decision. Thus, they have
not net the standard for a Mdtion for Reconsideration on this
poi nt .

D. Drop Routi ng

The Movants contend that we also inproperly rejected their
position that drops should be routed at an angle froml ot corners
in favor of Bell South’s nethodol ogy that uses |onger, rectilinear
drops. See Order at p. 158. W stated that there was no evi dence
to determine that a distribution termnal nust be placed in the
corner of a lot or why it should be, and as such, we agreed with
Bel | Sout h’ s approach. Id. In reaching this conclusion, the
Movants contend that we failed to consider that Bell South’s
approach is not the | owest cost network configuration and that an
angul ar drop reduces the drop distance. They argue that we failed
to consider the efficiencies of their approach, which is required
by Rule 51.505(b). Therefore, they ask that we reconsider our
deci sion and direct Bell South to nodify the BSTLMto require drop
routing to be nodeled fromthe corner of lots. They add that al
af fected rates should be reset based on this corrected drop | ength
assunpti on.

In response, Bell South argues that this is al so a new ar gunent
rai sed by the Myvants for the first time in their Mtion for
Reconsi deration. Bell South contends that the Movants did not even
menti on FCC Rul e 51.505(b) prior to the filing of their Mbtion.

In addition, Bell South maintains that even if this argunent
had been properly raised, it does not necessitate a different
concl usi on, because we properly considered all relevant FCC rul es
in rendering our decision on UNE rates. cCiting Order at pgs. 26,
34). Furthernore, Bell South contends that there is no evidence in
the record that terminals placed in |lot corners would be nore
efficient than that which was approved. As such, Bell South asks
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that the Movant’s Mtion for Reconsideration be denied on this
poi nt as wel .

DECI SI ON

We t horoughl y addressed the testi nony presented regardi ng drop
routing at pages 145, 150, 152, and 158 of its Order. There, we
considered the Mwvants’ argunent that the termnals should be
placed in the lot corners. W found that Bell South’s approach was
reasonabl e, and that there was little to support the proposal that
termnals nust be l|ocated in the corner. Specifically, we
addressed the issue as foll ows:

AT&T/ Wor | dCom wi t nesses Donovan/ Pi t ki n reconmended t hat
the BSTLM be nodified to allow for drop routing fromthe
corner of a lot. Bell South witness Stegeman testified
that the nodel had been revi sed as requested, and in fact
t he August 16, 2000 filings submtted by Bell South used
t he angl ed drop approach. Wtness Stegeman noted that the
anount of decrease in drop costs is not as great as
asserted by the AT&T/ Wor|l dComw t nesses because t he BSTLM
does not place all distribution termnals at the corner
of alot. Wtnesses Donovan/ Pitkin assert that Bell South
i ncorrectly nodifiedthe BSTLM because t hey believe t hat
it should be assunmed that drops are al ways pl aced at the
| ot corner.

O her than the claim by the AT&T/WrldCom w tnesses,
there is no evidence to determne why a distribution
term nal nust be placed in the corner of alot. Wtnesses
Donovan/ Pitkin testify that Bel |l South’s inpl enentati on of
angl ed drop routing results in a reduction of 15%in the
average drop length. Absent any clear understandi ng of
why a distribution termnal should be in alot corner, we
find that Bell South’s approach, which enploys angled
routing but inplicitly assumes that sone termi nals are
not in lot corners, is reasonable.

Order at p. 158. We fully considered the efficiencies of the
Movants’ argunent that term nals should be |l ocated in the corner of
| ots—to the extent that evidence on this argunment was presented.
The Movants have not identified anything that we overl ooked or
failed to consider in rendering our decision on this issue, nor any
m stake in that decision. As such, the Mvants’ Mtion on this
poi nt is denied.
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V. Bell South’s Mdtion to Conform Staff Analysis and Cost Mbdel
Run to Order No. PSC-01-1181-FCF- TP

In its Motion to Conform Bell South asks that we direct our
staff to conformits anal ysis and cost nodel runs to the provisions

of Order No. PSC 01-1181-FCF-TP. In reviewing the post-Oder
anal ysis and run, Bell South contends that it has found deviations
and inconsistencies fromthe decisions in our Order. Bel | Sout h

adds that it does not believe that these deviations are
intentional, rather in inplenenting the changes to our staff’s
recommendation that were ordered by the Comm ssion, Bell South
believes that certain errors appear to have been nade.

Specifically, Bell South contends that we only ordered an
adjustnment to the shared and common cost factors to reflect the
renoval of the inpact of inflation. In the Staff Menorandum
outlining the changes it nmade to reflect our decision, BellSouth
believes there are changes nmade to shared and common costs that
conflict with our decision because, as stated in the Staff
Menmorandum “the changes made . . . flowed into the shared and
conmon cost cal cul ator, the val ues were overridden to reflect those
initially filed by Bell South.” Bell South explains that its Shared
and Comon Costs Mddel was designed to “flowthrough” the cost of
capital and depreciation inputs, but this Comr ssion’s decision
specifically stated that the only adjustnment would be to elimnate
i nflation. Thus, Bell South believes that our staff’s analysis
over| ooks our decision on cost of capital and depreciation when
devel opi ng the shared and conmon cost factors. As such, Bell South
contends that Conmm ssion staff's analysis and run should be
conforned to our order

Bel | Sout h al so believes that our staff failed to elimnate the
inflation factor from the shared and common factors by sinply
setting the factors to those filed by Bell South. Bel | Sout h
explains that its factors took into account inflation; thus, to be
consistent with our decision, the CCBC ratios should be
el i m nat ed. Bel | South notes that our staff did this for the Pl ant
Specific factors by setting the CCOBC ratios to 1. Bel | Sout h
believes that the ratios should be set to 1 for the Shared and
Common Cost factors as well.

In addition, Bell South believes that our staff’s cost nodel
run has changed the economic |life for Analog Switching from 1.6
years to 7.5 years. Bell South contends that this was not a change
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mandat ed by this Conm ssion; thus, the economc life proposed by
Bel | South shoul d be included in the run.

Finally, Bell South contends that there is an apparent error
pertaining to Submarine Fiber Cable. Wile we expressly adopted
Bel | Sout h’ s proposed lives for the fiber cable accounts (See Order
at p. 145), the chart on page 146 of the Order indicates that the
approved life is 20 years, instead of the 15 proposed by Bel | Sout h.
The incorrect 20 year life was picked up in our staff’s cost nodel
run, the conpany contends, and should be corrected to conformw th
our approval of Bell South’s 15-year proposal.

No responses to Bell South’s Motion to Conformwere fil ed.
DECI SI ON

Upon consi deration, we find that Bell South’s Mdtion to Conform
is essentially an untinely Motion for Reconsi deration, and as such,
it shall be denied. Nevertheless, we also find that the Mdtion has
identified two errors in our staff’s Post-Order cost nodel runs
that shall be corrected. Therefore, on our own Mdtion, we hereby
recogni ze these errors and direct our staff to re-run the cost
nodel incorporating each of these changes/errors identified by
Bel | Sout h.

Specifically, the shared and commobn cost factors shall be
recal cul ated to refl ect other decisions made by this Conm ssion, as
requested by Bell South. Qur staff had initially entered a fixed
factor into the nodel in the apparent belief that such a rate
reflected our decision on the shared and common cost factors.
However, it is clear that the calculations perforned by our staff
did not accurately reflect our decision.

Second, the difference in the Analog Switching |life noted by
Bel | South was the result of a scrivener’s error in our staff’s
recommendation. That error was incorporated into the nodel runs
and shall al so be corrected.

W disagree, however, with BellSouth on its final point.
While BellSouth is correct that it proposed a 15-year life for
Submarine Fiber Cable, and that our staff’s recommendation
contained an error in the depiction of Bell South’s position, the
results of the nodel correctly reflect the 20-year |ife approved by
this Comm ssion; thus, there is no error to correct.
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Attached and incorporated by reference into this Oder is
Appendi x A, which contains the rates that result fromour approved
changes to the nodel as described herein. Appendix B contains the
wire centers for each zone that correspond to the proposed rates.

It is therefore

ORDERED by the Florida Public Service Conm ssion that
Bel | Sout h Tel ecomruni cations, Inc.’s Mdtion for Reconsideration of
Order No. PSC-01-1181-FOF-TP is granted, in part, and denied, in
part, as set forth in the body of this Oder. It is further

ORDERED t hat Bel | South Tel ecommuni cations, Inc.’s Mtion to
Conform Staff Anal ysis and Cost Model Run to Order No. PSC-01-1181-
FOF-TP i s deni ed. It is further

ORDERED that, on our own notion, the cost nodel runs are
conformed to Order No. PSC-01-1181-FOF- TP. It is further

ORDERED t hat the Mbtion for Reconsideration and Cl arification
filed by MCI WrldCom Inc., AT&T Communi cations of the Southern
States, Inc., DI ECA Conmuni cations, Inc. d/b/a Covad Comruni cati ons
Conmpany, and Z-Tel Communications, Inc. is denied. It is further

ORDERED that this Docket shall remain open to address
Bel | Sout h Tel ecomuni cations, Inc.’s 120-day filings and Phase ||
for Sprint Florida, Inc. and Verizon Florida Inc.

By ORDER of the Florida Public Service Comm ssion this 18th
Day of October, 2001.

BLANCA S. BAYO, Director
Di vi sion of the Comm ssion Cerk
and Adm nistrative Services

By: /s/ Kay Flynn
Kay Flynn, Chief
Bureau of Records and Hearing
Servi ces

This is a facsimle copy. Go to the

Conmi ssion’s Wb site,

http://ww. floridapsc.comor fax a request
to 1-850-413-7118, for a copy of the order
wi th signature.
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( SEAL)
BK
DI SSENT
Chai rman Jacobs
| respectfully dissent fromthe majority’s decision regarding

inflation factors. While our decision to reject Bell South’s
proposed inflation factors in Order No. PSC-01-1181- FO~ TP may have
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been based upon the m srepresentation that a m smatch existed, |
believe Sprint’s witness D ckerson offered other evidence in the
record supporting that decision. Sprint’s wtness D ckerson
identified valid concerns regarding Bell South’s inflation factors,
such that we should have proceeded with further consideration of
this issue in the context of Bell South’s 120-day filing, as we
originally contenpl ated.

NOTI CE OF FURTHER PROCEEDI NGS OR JUDI CI AL REVI EW

The Florida Public Service Conm ssion is required by Section
120.569(1), Florida Statutes, to notify parties of any
adm ni strative hearing or judicial reviewof Conm ssion orders that
i s avail abl e under Sections 120.57 or 120.68, Florida Statutes, as
well as the procedures and tine limts that apply. This notice
shoul d not be construed to nean all requests for an admi nistrative
hearing or judicial revieww ||l be granted or result in the relief
sought .

Any party adversely affected by the Conm ssion’s final action
in this matter may request judicial review by the Florida Suprene
Court in the case of an electric, gas or tel ephone 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 D rector,
Di vision of the Comm ssion Cerk and Adm nistrative Services and
filing a copy of the notice of appeal and the filing fee with the
appropriate court. This filing nust be conpleted within thirty
(30) days after the i ssuance of this order, pursuant to Rule 9.110,
Fl ori da Rul es of Appellate Procedure. The notice of appeal nust be
inthe formspecified in Rule 9.900(a), Florida Rules of Appellate
Procedur e.
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APPENDIX A

The colum titled “Nonrecurring Including First” contains the
nonrecurring charge for the first unit purchased where a rate is
al so shown in the colum titled “Nonrecurring Additional.” If no
rate is shown in the “Nonrecurring Additional” colum, the rate for
all units is that shown under “Nonrecurring Including First,”
regardl ess of quantity.

Where a cell is blank, no rate has been set. Wiere a rate of
$0 is shown, that is the rate.
Source of Rates

The rates are a fallout from our inputs into Bell South’s
proprietary cost nodel.
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APPENDIX A

I Former Approved Rates APPROVED, AS MODIFIED HEREIN I
(Order No. PSC-01-1181-FOF-TP)
| NON- NON- |
ELEMENT NUMBER & DESCRIPTION NON- RECURRING NON- RECURRING
RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL
Including (If Including (If
First Different) First Different)
l\. 0 UNBUNDLED LOCAL LOOP I
l\. 1 2-WIRE ANALOG VOICE GRADE LOOP I
‘.1.1 2-Wre Anal og Voice Grade Loop - Service Level 1 I
I Zone 1 $11. 74 $44.68 $20. 57 $12.79 $49. 57 $22.8
I Zone 2 $16. 26 $44. 68 $20. 57 $17.27 $49. 57 $22.8
I Zone 3 $30. 75 $44. 68 $20. 57 $33. 36 $49. 57 $22.8
I Zone 4
I Zone 5 I
I Zone 6 I
I\.l.l 2-Wre Analog Voice Grade Loop - Service Level 1 $23. 10 $5.92 $25.62 $6.5
- Di sconnect Only
l\AlAZ 2-Wre Anal og Voice Grade Loop - Service Level 2 I
I Zone 1 $13. 43 $122. 38 $74. 35 $14. 50 $135. 75 $82. 4
I Zone 2 $18. 60 $122. 38 $74. 35 $19. 57 $135. 75 $82. 4
I Zone 3 $35. 18 $122. 38 $74. 35 $37.82 $135. 75 $82. 4
I Zone 4
I Zone 5 I
I Zone 6 I
I\.l.2 2-Wre Analog Voice Grade Loop - Service Level 2 $57. 28 $10. 83 $63. 53 $12Aoi
- Di sconnect Only
l.z SUB-LOOP I
I\AZAl Sub- Loop Feeder Per 2-Wre Anal og Voice Crade I
Loop
I Zone 1 $7. 60 $83. 62 $46. 20 $8. 05 $92. 75 $51. 2
I Zone 2 $10. 53 $83. 62 $46. 20 $10. 87 $92. 75 $51. 2
I Zone 3 $19. 92 $83. 62 $46. 20 $21. 00 $92. 75 $51. 2
I Zone 4
I Zone 5 I
I Zone 6 I
I\.2. 1 Sub- Loop Feeder Per 2-Wre Anal og Voice Grade $45. 57 $10. 19 $58. 45 $13A0|
Loop - Disconnect Only
I\A2A2 Sub-Loop Distribution Per 2-Wre Anal og Voice I
Grade Loop
| Zone 1 $6.90 $54. 26 $19. 64 $7.61 $60. 19 $21. 7!
I Zone 2 $9.56 $54. 26 $19. 64 $10. 27 $60.19 $21. 7
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APPENDIX A

Former Approved Rates APPROVED, AS MODIFIED HEREIN
(Order No. PSC-01-1181-FOF-TP)
NON- NON-
ELEMENT NUMBER & DESCRIPTION NON- RECURRING NON- RECURRING
RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL
Including (If Including (If
First Different) First Different)
I Zone 3 $18. 08 $54. 26 $19. 64 $19. 85 $60. 19 $21.7
I Zone 4
I Zone 5 I
I Zone 6 I
. 2.2 Sub-Loop Distribution Per 2-Wre Anal og Voice $37.03 $4.10 $47.50 $5.2
Grade Loop - Disconnect Only
L2.11 Sub-Loop Distribution Per 4-Wre Anal og Voice
Grade Loop
I Zone 1 $7. 35 $62. 05 $27. 42 $8.12 $68. 83 $30. 4
I Zone 2 $10. 18 $62. 05 $27. 42 $10. 96 $68. 83 $30. 4
I Zone 3 $19. 25 $62. 05 $27. 42 $21.18 $68. 83 $30. 4
I Zone 4
I Zone 5 I
I Zone 6 I
.2.11 Sub-Loop Distribution Per 4-Wre Anal og Voice $37.98 $5. 05 $49.71 $6.6
Grade Loop - Disconnect Only
l\A2A13 Net work I nterface Device Cross Connect $7.12 $7.12 $7.63 $7.6
l\A2A14 2-Wre Intrabuilding Network Cable (1NC) $3. 33 $46. 74 $12. 11 $3. 50 $51. 84 $13. 4
.2.14 2-Wre Intrabuilding Network Cable (INC) - $37.03 $4.10 $47.50 $5.
Di sconnect Only
l\A2A15 4-Wre Intrabuilding Network Cable (INC) $6. 32 $50. 41 $15. 78 6.68 $55. 91 $17.5
.2.15 4-Wre Intrabuilding Network Cable (INC) - $37.98 $5. 05 $49.71 $6.
Di sconnect Only
.2.17 Sub-Loop - Per Cross Box Location - CLEC Feeder $467.08 $487. 23
Facility Set-Up
.2.18 Sub-Loop - Per Cross Box Location - Per 25 Pair $11. 27 $6. 25
Panel Set-Up
.2.19 Sub- Loop - Per Building Equi pment Room - CLEC $152. 58 $169. 25
Feeder Facility Set-Up
.2.20 Sub- Loop - Per Building Equi pment Room - Per 25 $43. 54 $38. 65
Pair Panel Set-Up
.2.21 Sub- Loop - Per Cross Box Location - CLEC $467.08 $487. 23
Di stribution Facility Set-Up
.2.24 Sub-Loop - Per 4-Wre Anal og Voice Grade Loop /
Feeder Only
I Zone 1 $16. 05 $96. 40 $58. 12 $17. 26 $106. 92 $64. 4
I Zone 2 $22. 23 $96. 40 $58.12 $23. 29 $106.92 $64. 4
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APPENDIX A

Former Approved Rates APPROVED, AS MODIFIED HEREIN
(Order No. PSC-01-1181-FOF-TP)
NON- NON-
ELEMENT NUMBER & DESCRIPTION NON- RECURRING NON- RECURRING
RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL
Including (If Including (If
First Different) First Different)
I Zone 3 $42. 06 $96. 40 $58. 12 $45. 00 $106. 92 $64. 4
I Zone 4
I Zone 5 I
I Zone 6 I
.2.24 Sub-Loop - Per 4-Wre Anal og Voice Grade Loop / $48. 55 $11. 33 $63. 54 $14.8
Feeder Only - Disconnect Only
.2.25 Sub-Loop - Per 2-Wre |SDN Digital Grade Loop /
Feeder Only
I Zone 1 $16. 18 $98. 91 $60. 12 $17.04 $109. 71 $66. 6
I Zone 2 $22. 41 $98. 91 $60. 12 $23. 00 $109. 71 $66. 6
I Zone 3 $42. 39 $98. 91 $60. 12 $44.43 $109. 71 $66. 6
I Zone 4
I Zone 5 I
I Zone 6 I
.2.25 Sub-Loop - Per 2-Wre |ISDN Digital Grade Loop / $46. 95 $9.74 $60. 21 12. 4
Feeder Only - Disconnect Only
.2.29 Sub-Loop - Per 4-Wre 56 or 64 Kbps Digital Grade
Loop / Feeder Only
I Zone 1 $17.52 $90. 72 $52. 43 $18. 68 $100. 62 $58. 1
I Zone 2 $24. 28 $90. 72 $52. 43 $25. 21 $100. 62 $58. 1
I Zone 3 $45. 92 $90. 72 $52. 43 $48. 71 $100. 62 $58. 1
I Zone 4
I Zone 5 I
I Zone 6 I
.2.29 Sub-Loop - Per 4-Wre 56 or 64 Kbps Digital Grade $48. 55 $11. 33 $63. 54 $14.8
Loop / Feeder Only - Disconnect Only
.2.30 Sub-Loop - Per 2-Wre Copper Loop Short / Feeder
Only
I Zone 1 $6. 65 $76. 87 $38. 08 $7.25 $85. 27 $42. 2
I Zone 2 $9. 22 $76. 87 $38. 08 $9. 79 $85. 27 $42. 2
I Zone 3 $17. 44 $76. 87 $38. 08 $18.92 $85. 27 $42. 2
I Zone 4
I Zone 5 I
I Zone 6 I
.2.30 Sub-Loop - Per 2-Wre Copper Loop Short / Feeder $45. 64 $8. 43 $58. 54 $10.8
Only - Disconnect Only
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APPENDIX A

Former Approved Rates APPROVED, AS MODIFIED HEREIN
(Order No. PSC-01-1181-FOF-TP)
NON- NON-
ELEMENT NUMBER & DESCRIPTION NON- RECURRING NON- RECURRING
RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL
Including (If Including (If
First Different) First Different)
.2.32 Sub-Loop - Per 4-Wre Copper Loop Short / Feeder
Only
I Zone 1 $12.76 $89. 85 $51.57 $14.22 $99. 66 $57. 2
I Zone 2 $17. 67 $89. 85 $51. 57 $19. 20 $99. 66 $57. 2
I Zone 3 $33. 43 $89. 85 $51. 57 $37. 09 $99. 66 $57. 2
I Zone 4
I Zone 5 I
I Zone 6 I
.2.32 Sub-Loop - Per 4-Wre Copper Loop Short / Feeder $46.59 $9. 38 $60. 98 $12. 2
Only - Disconnect Only
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APPENDIX A

Former Approved Rates APPROVED, AS MODIFIED HEREIN
(Order No. PSC-01-1181-FOF-TP)
NON- NON-
ELEMENT NUMBER & DESCRIPTION NON- RECURRING NON- RECURRING
RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL
Including (If Including (If
First Different) First Different)
.2.40 Sub-Loop - Per 2-Wre Copper Loop Short /
Di stribution Only
I Zone 1 $5. 66 $54. 26 $19. 64 $6. 25 $60. 19 $21.7
I Zone 2 $7.83 $54. 26 $19. 64 $8. 44 $60. 19 $21.7
I Zone 3 $14.82 $54. 26 $19. 64 $16. 30 $60. 19 $21.7
I Zone 4
I Zone 5 I
I Zone 6 I
.2.40 Sub-Loop - Per 2-Wre Copper Loop Short / $37.03 $4.10 $47.50 $5.2
Di stribution Only - Disconnect Only
.2.42 Sub-Loop - Per 4-Wre Copper Loop Short /
Di stribution Only
I Zone 1 $4.72 $62. 05 $27. 42 $5. 20 $68. 83 $30. 4
I Zone 2 $6.53 $62. 05 $27. 42 $7.02 $68. 83 $30. 4
I Zone 3 $12. 36 $62. 05 $27. 42 $13. 55 $68. 83 $30. 4
I Zone 4
I Zone 5 I
I Zone 6 I
.2.42 Sub-Loop - Per 4-Wre Copper Loop Short / $37.98 $5. 05 $49.71 $6.6
Di stribution Only - Disconnect Only
l\A2A44 Network Interface Device (NID) - 2 line $63. 72 $40. 94 $68. 08 $42.8
l\A2A45 Net work Interface Device (NID) - 6 line $105. 96 $83. 17 $110. 48 $85. 2
l.3 LOOP CHANNELIZATION AND CO INTERFACE (INSIDE CO) I
l\A 3.12 Unbundl ed Loop Concentration - System A (TR008) $461. 86 $324.01 $449. 49 $359. 42 I
l\A 3.13 Unbundl ed Loop Concentration - System B (TR008) $54. 91 $135. 00 $53. 44 $149. 76 I
l\A 3.14 Unbundl ed Loop Concentration - System A (TR303) $500. 74 $324.01 $487. 33 $359. 42 I
l\A 3.15 Unbundl ed Loop Concentration - System B (TR303) $92. 53 $135. 00 $90. 05 $149. 76 I
.3.16 Unbundl ed Loop Concentration - DS1 Line Interface $5.18 $64. 65 $46. 45 $5. 04 $71.70 $51. 5
Car d
.3.16 Unbundl ed Loop Concentration - DS1 Line Interface $16. 67 $4.35 $18. 49 $4.8
Card - Disconnect Only
l\A 3.17 Unbundl ed Loop Concentration - POTS Card $2. 06 $14.96 $14.88 $2. 00 $16.59 $16.5
.3.17 Unbundl ed Loop Concentration - POTS Card - $6. 11 $6. 07 $6.77 $6.7
Di sconnect Only
l\A 3.18 Unbundl ed Loop Concentration - |ISDN (Brite Card) $8.22 $14.96 $14.88 $8. 00 $16.59 $16. 5]
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APPENDIX A

Former Approved Rates APPROVED, AS MODIFIED HEREIN
(Order No. PSC-01-1181-FOF-TP)
NON- NON-
ELEMENT NUMBER & DESCRIPTION NON- RECURRING NON- RECURRING
RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL
Including (If Including (If
First Different) First Different)
.3.18 Unbundl ed Loop Concentration - |ISDN (Brite Card) $6. 11 $6. 07 $6.77 $6.7
- Disconnect Only
l\A 3.19 Unbundl ed Loop Concentration - SPOTS Card $12. 22 $14.96 $14.88 $11.90 $16.59 $16.5
.3.19 Unbundl ed Loop Concentration - SPOTS Card - $6. 11 $6. 07 $6.77 $6.7
Di sconnect Only
l\ASAZO Unbundl ed Loop Concentration - Specials Card $7.29 $14. 96 $14.88 $7.10 $16. 59 $16. 5
.3.20 Unbundl ed Loop Concentration - Specials Card - $6. 11 $6. 07 $6.77 $6.7
Di sconnect Only
l\A 3.21 Unbundl ed Loop Concentration - TEST CIRCUI T Card $35. 63 $14.96 $14.88 $34.68 $16.59 $16.5
.3.21 Unbundl ed Loop Concentration - TEST CIRCUI T Card $6. 11 $6. 07 $6.77 $6.7
- Disconnect Only
.3.22 Unbundl ed Loop Concentration - Digital 19, 56, 64 $10. 80 $14. 96 $14. 88 $10.51 $16. 59 $16.5
Kbps Dat a
.3.22 Unbundl ed Loop Concentration - Digital 19, 56, 64 $6. 11 $6. 07 $6. 77 .7
Kbps Data - Disconnect Only
l.4 4-WIRE ANALOG VOICE GRADE LOOP I
l\4‘1 4-Wre Anal og Voice Grade Loop I
I Zone 1 $21. 23 $151. 34 $103. 82 $23. 02 $167. 86 $115.1
I Zone 2 $29. 41 $151. 34 $103. 82 $31. 07 $167. 86 $115.1
I Zone 3 $55. 63 $151. 34 $103. 82 $60. 02 $167. 86 $115.1
I Zone 4
I Zone 5 I
I Zone 6 I
I\.4.l 4-Wre Anal og Voice Grade Loop - Disconnect Only $60. 47 $14.02 $67.08 $15A5'




ORDER NO.

PSC- 01- 2051- FOF- TP

DOCKET NO. 990649- TP

PAGE 40

APPENDIX A

I Former Approved Rates APPROVED, AS MODIFIED HEREIN I
(Order No. PSC-01-1181-FOF-TP)
| NON- NON- |
ELEMENT NUMBER & DESCRIPTION NON- RECURRING NON- RECURRING
RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL
Including (If Including (If
First Different) First Different)
l.s 2-WIRE ISDN DIGITAL GRADE LOOP I
l\ASAl 2-Wre |SDN Digital Grade Loop I
I Zone 1 $20. 44 $133. 15 $85. 12 $21. 76 $147. 69 $94. 4
I Zone 2 $28. 31 $133. 15 $85. 12 $29. 38 $147. 69 $94. 4
I Zone 3 $53. 56 $133. 15 $85. 12 $56. 76 $147. 69 $94. 4
I Zone 4
I Zone 5 I
I Zone 6 I
I\.S.l 2-Wre | SDN Digital Grade Loop - Disconnect Only $56. 10 $9. 65 $62. 23 $10A7i
l\A5A6 Uni versal Digital Channel
I Zone 1 $20. 44 $133. 15 $85. 12 $21. 76 $147. 69 $94. 4
I Zone 2 $28. 31 $133. 15 $85. 12 $29. 38 $147. 69 $94. 4
I Zone 3 $53. 56 $133. 15 $85. 12 $56. 76 $147. 69 $94. 4
I Zone 4
I Zone 5 I
I Zone 6 I
=\.5.6 Uni versal Digital Channel - Disconnect Only $56. 10 $9. 65 $62. 23 $10A7i
I.s 2-WIRE ASYMMETRICAL DIGITAL SUBSCRIBER LINE I
(ADSL) COMPATIBLE LOOP
l\.6.1 2-Wre ADSL Conpatible Loop (Non-recurring w LMJ) I
I Zone 1 $11.52 $12. 65 I
I Zone 2 $15. 96 $17.08 I
I Zone 3 $30.19 $33. 00 I
I Zone 4 I
I Zone 5 I
I Zone 6 I
I\. 6. 1wLMU |2-W re ADSL Digital Subscriber Line Conpatible $134.80 $93. 62 $149.53 $103. Bi
Loop (Non-recurring with LMJ)
I\A 6. 1wL 2-Wre ADSL Digital Subscriber Line Compatible $67. 66 $14. 09 $75. 05 $15. Gi
Loop (Non-recurring with LMJ) - Disc. Only
I\AG lwolL 2-Wre ADSL Digital Subscriber Line Conpatible $112.55 $64.12 $124.83 $71Ali
Loop (Non-recurring without LMJ)
I\A 6. 1wolL 2-Wre ADSL Digital Subscriber Line Compatible $54. 67 $8. 22 $60. 64 $9.1
I Loop (Non-recurring without LMJ) - Disc. Only I
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Former Approved Rates APPROVED, AS MODIFIED HEREIN
(Order No. PSC-01-1181-FOF-TP)
NON- NON-
ELEMENT NUMBER & DESCRIPTION NON- RECURRING NON- RECURRING
RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL
Including (If Including (If
First Different) First Different)
.7 2-WIRE HIGH BIT RATE DIGITAL SUBSCRIBER LINE
(HDSL) COMPATIBLE LOOP
l\. 7.1 2-Wre HDSL Conpatible Loop I
I Zone 1 $9.12 $9. 97 I
I Zone 2 $12. 63 $13. 46 I
I Zone 3 $23. 90 $26. 00 I
I Zone 4 I
I Zone 5 I
I Zone 6 I
L 7. 1wl 2-Wre HDSL Conpatible Loop (Nonrecurring with $143. 43 $102. 25 $159. 09 $113.4
L M)
L 7. 1wl 2-Wre HDSL Conpatible Loop (Nonrecurring with $67. 66 $14.09 $75. 05 $15. 6
LMU) - Disc. Only
. 7. 1wolL 2-Wre HDSL Compatible Loop (Nonrecurring without $121. 17 $72.75 $134. 40 $80. 6
LMU)
. 7. 1wolL 2-Wre HDSL Compatible Loop (Nonrecurring without $54. 67 $8. 22 $60. 64 $9.1
LMU) - Disc. Only
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Former Approved Rates APPROVED, AS MODIFIED HEREIN
(Order No. PSC-01-1181-FOF-TP)
NON- NON-
ELEMENT NUMBER & DESCRIPTION NON- RECURRING NON- RECURRING
RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL
Including (If Including (If
First Different) First Different)
.8 4-WIRE HIGH BIT RATE DIGITAL SUBSCRIBER LINE
(HDSL) COMPATIBLE LOOP
l\. 8.1 4-Wre HDSL Conpatible Loop I
I Zone 1 $14. 24 $15. 69 I
I Zone 2 $19.72 $21.17 I
I Zone 3 $37.31 $40. 90 I
I Zone 4 I
I Zone 5 I
I Zone 6 I
. 8. 1wl 4-Wre HDSL Conpatible Loop (Nonrecurring with $174.28 $125. 30 $193. 31 $138.9
L M)
. 8. 1wl 4-Wre HDSL Conpatible Loop (Nonrecurring with $69. 56 $11. 37 $77.15 $12. 6
LMU) - Disc. Only
. 8. 1wolL 4-W re HDSL Conpatible Loop (Nonrecurring without $152. 02 $104. 11 $168. 62 $115.4
LMU)
. 8. 1wolL 4-Wre HDSL Conpatible Loop (Nonrecurring without $56. 57 $10.12 $62. 74 $11.2
LMU) - Disc. Only
l. 9 4-WIRE DS1 DIGITAL LOOP $69. 22 $282. 15 $163. 51 $73. 44 $313. 75 $181. 4
l\A9A1 4-Wre DS1 Digital Loop $95. 89 $282. 15 $163.51 $99. 13 $313. 75 $181.4
I Zone 1 $181. 38 $282. 15 $163. 51 $191. 51 $313. 75 $181.4
I Zone 2
I Zone 3 I
I Zone 4 I
I Zone 5 I
I Zone 6 I
I\.Q.l 4-Wre DS1 Digital Loop - Disconnect Only $47. 40 $10. 22 $61. 22 $13A5:I
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Former Approved Rates APPROVED, AS MODIFIED HEREIN
(Order No. PSC-01-1181-FOF-TP)
NON- NON-
ELEMENT NUMBER & DESCRIPTION NON- RECURRING NON- RECURRING
RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL
Including (If Including (If
First Different) First Different)
l\A 9.2 Sub- Loop Feeder Per 4-Wre DS1 Digital Loop I
I Zone 1 $43. 64 $120. 61 $7,034.00 $46. 27 $133. 77 $78.0
I Zone 2 $60. 45 $120.61 $70. 34 $62. 45 $133. 77 $78. 0
I Zone 3 $114. 36 $120.61 $70. 34 $120. 65 $133. 77 $78. 0
I Zone 4
I Zone 5 I
I Zone 6 I
.9.2 Sub- Loop Feeder Per 4-Wre DS1 Digital Loop - $65. 07 $16. 20 $85. 16 $21. 2
Di sconnect Only
l.lo 4-WIRE 19, 56 OR 64 KBPS DIGITAL GRADE LOOP I
l\. 10. 1 4-Wre 19, 56 or 64 Kbps Digital Grade Loop I
I Zone 1 $24. 48 $145. 66 $98. 14 $26. 39 $161. 56 $108.8
I Zone 2 $33. 91 $145. 66 $98. 14 $35. 62 $161.56 $108. 8
I Zone 3 $64. 14 $145. 66 $98. 14 $68. 82 $161.56 $108. 8
I Zone 4
I Zone 5 I
I Zone 6 I
.10.1 4-Wre 19, 56 or 64 Kbps Digital Grade Loop - $60. 47 $14.02 $67.08 $15.5
Di sconnect Only
.12 CONCENTRATION PER SYSTEM PER FEATURE ACTIVATED
(OUTSIDE CENTRAL OFFICE)
l\. 12.1 Unbundl ed Loop Concentration - System A (TR008) $448. 00 $201. 54 $109. 03 $455. 13 $223.53 $120.9
.12.1 Unbundl ed Loop Concentration - System A (TR008) $100. 77 $31. 39 $111.77 $34.8
Di sconnect Only
l\A 12.2 Unbundl ed Loop Concentration - System B (TR008) $78. 02 $201. 54 $109. 03 $79. 96 $223.53 $120.9
.12.2 Unbundl ed Loop Concentration - System B (TR008) $100. 77 $31. 39 $111.77 $34.8
Di sconnect Only
l\A 12.3 Unbundl ed Loop Concentration - System A (TR303) $481. 07 $201. 54 $109. 03 $488. 67 $223.53 $120.9
.12.3 Unbundl ed Loop Concentration - System A (TR303) $100. 77 $31. 39 $111.71 $34.8
Di sconnect Only
l\A 12. 4 Unbundl ed Loop Concentration - System B (TR303) $111.09 $201. 54 $109. 03 $113. 49 $223.53 $120.9
.12.4 Unbundl ed Loop Concentration - System B (TR303) $100. 77 $31. 39 $111.77 $34.8
Di sconnect Only
.12.5 Unbundl ed Sub-1oop Concentration - USLC Feeder
Interface
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APPENDIX A

For mer Approved Rates APPROVED, AS MODIFIED HEREIN
(Order No. PSC-01-1181-FOF-TP)
NON- NON-
ELEMENT NUMBER & DESCRIPTION NON- RECURRING NON- RECURRING
RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL
Including (If Including (If
First Different) First Different)
I Zone 1 $42.81 $120.61 $70. 34 $45. 17 $133. 77 $78.
I Zone 2 $59. 30 $120.61 $70. 34 $60. 97 $133. 77 $78.
I Zone 3 $112. 17 $120.61 $70. 34 $117.79 $133. 77 $78.
.12.5 Unbundl ed Sub-1oop Concentration - USLC Feeder $65. 07 $16. 20 $85. 16 $21.
Interface - Disconnect Only
l\A 12.6 Unbundl ed Loop Concentration POTS Card $2. 00 $14.96 $14.88 $2.03 $16.59 $16.
.12.6 Unbundl ed Loop Concentration POTS Card - $6. 11 $6. 07 $6.77 $6.7
Di sconnect Only
l\A 12.7 Unbundl ed Loop Concentration | SDN (Brite Card) $7.99 $14. 96 $14.88 $8. 11 $16. 59 $16. 5
.12.7 Unbundl ed Loop Concentration | SDN (Brite Card) $6. 11 $6. 07 $6.77 $6.7
- Disconnect Only
l\A 12.8 Unbundl ed Loop Concentration SPOTS Card $11.88 $14.96 $14.88 $12. 05 $16.59 $16.5
.12.8 Unbundl ed Loop Concentration SPOTS Card - $6. 11 $6. 07 $6.77 $6.7
Di sconnect Only
l\A 12.9 Unbundl ed Loop Concentration Speci al s Card $7.09 $14. 96 $14.88 $35.12 $16. 59 $16. 5
.12.9 Unbundl ed Loop Concentration Specials Card - $6. 11 $6. 07 $6.77 $6.7
Di sconnect Only
l\A 12.10 Unbundl ed Loop Concentration TEST CIRCUI T Card $34. 64 $14.96 $14.88 $10. 65 $16.59 $16.5
.12.10 Unbundl ed Loop Concentration TEST CIRCUI T Card $6. 11 $6. 07 $6.77 $6.7
- Disconnect Only
. 12.11 Unbundl ed Loop Concentration Digital 19, 56, 64 $10. 50 $14. 96 $14. 88 $10. 65 $16. 59 $16.5
Kbps Dat a
. 12.11 Unbundl ed Loop Concentration Digital 19, 56, 64 $6.11 $6. 07 $6. 77 $6. 7
Kbps Data - Disconnect Only
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Former Approved Rates APPROVED, AS MODIFIED HEREIN
(Order No. PSC-01-1181-FOF-TP)
NON- NON-
ELEMENT NUMBER & DESCRIPTION NON- RECURRING NON- RECURRING
RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL
Including (If Including (If
First Different) First Different)
13 2-WIRE COPPER LOOP I
13.1 2-Wre Copper Loop - short I
Zone 1 $11.52 $12. 65 I
Zone 2 $15. 96 $17.08 I
Zone 3 $30. 19 $33. 00 I
Zone 4 I
Zone 5 I
Zone 6 I
13. 1wl 2-Wre Copper Loop short (Nonrecurring with $133. 88 $92.70 $148.50 $102.38
LMU)
13. 1wl 2-Wre Copper Loop short (Nonrecurring with $67. 66 $14.09 $75. 05 $15. 6
LMU) - Disc. Only
13.1woL |2-Wre Copper Loop short (Nonrecurring without $111. 62 $63. 19 $123.81 $70. 0
LMU)
13.1woL |2-Wre Copper Loop short (Nonrecurring without $54. 67 $8. 22 $60. 64 .1
LMU) - Disc. Only
13.7 2-Wre Copper Loop | ong I
Zone 1 $33. 57 $37.07 I
Zone 2 $46. 50 $50. 04 I
Zone 3 $87. 96 $96. 67 I
Zone 4 I
Zone 5 I
Zone 6 I
13. 7wL 2-Wre Copper Loop long (Nonrecurring with LMJ) $133. 88 $92. 70 $148. 50 $102.8
13. 7wL 2-Wre Copper Loop long (Nonrecurring with LMJ) $67. 66 $14. 09 $75. 05 $15. 6
- Disc. Only
13. 7woL |2-Wre Copper Loop long (Nonrecurring without $111. 62 $63. 19 $123.81 $70. 0
LMU)
13. 7woL |2-Wre Copper Loop long (Nonrecurring without $54. 67 $8. 22 $60. 64 .1
LMU) - Disc. Only
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Former Approved Rates APPROVED, AS MODIFIED HEREIN
(Order No. PSC-01-1181-FOF-TP)
NON- NON-
ELEMENT NUMBER & DESCRIPTION NON- RECURRING NON- RECURRING
RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL
Including (If Including (If
First Different) First Different)
14 4-WIRE COPPER LOOP I
14.1 4-W re Copper Loop - short I
Zone 1 $16. 18 $18. 03 I
Zone 2 $22. 41 $24. 34 I
Zone 3 $42. 39 $47.02 I
Zone 4 I
Zone 5 I
Zone 6 I
14. 1wl 4-W re Copper Loop short (Nonrecurring with $160. 36 $119. 69 $177.87 $132.7
LMU)
14. 1wL 4-W re Copper Loop short (Nonrecurring with $69. 56 $15. 99 $77.15 $17.7
LMU) - Disc. Only
14. 1woL |4-Wre Copper Loop short (Nonrecurring without $138. 10 $90. 19 $153.18 $100.0
LMU)
14. 1woL |4-Wre Copper Loop short (Nonrecurring without $56.57 $10.12 $62. 74 $11.2
LMU) - Disc. Only
14.7 4-W re Copper Loop | ong I
Zone 1 $57. 88 $64.52 I
Zone 2 $80. 18 $87. 09 I
Zone 3 $151. 67 $168. 25 I
Zone 4 I
Zone 5 I
Zone 6 I
14. 7wL 4-Wre Copper Loop long (Nonrecurring with LMJ) $160. 36 $119. 69 $177.87 $132. 7
14. 7wL 4-W re Copper Loop long (Nonrecurring with LMJ) $69. 56 $15. 99 $77.15 $17.7
- Disc. Only
14. 7woL |4-Wre Copper Loop long (Nonrecurring without $138. 10 $90. 19 $153.18 $100.0
LMU)
14. 7woL |4-Wre Copper Loop long (Nonrecurring without $56. 57 $10.12 $62. 74 $11.2
LMU) - Disc. Only
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Former Approved Rates APPROVED, AS MODIFIED HEREIN
(Order No. PSC-01-1181-FOF-TP)
NON- NON-
ELEMENT NUMBER & DESCRIPTION NON- RECURRING NON- RECURRING
RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL
Including (If Including (If
First Different) First Different)
l.15 UNBUNDLED NETWORK TERMINATING WIRE (NTW) I
l\A 15.1 Unbundl ed Network Term nating Wre (NTW per Pair $0. 3682 $21. 85 $0. 2286 $18. 02 I
l.16 HIGH CAPACITY UNBUNDLED LOCAL LOOP I
.16.1 Hi gh Capacity Unbundl ed Local Loop - DS3 - $387. 10 $501. 59 $309. 24 $386. 88 $556. 37 $343.0
Facility Term nation
.16.1 Hi gh Capacity Unbundl ed Local Loop - DS3 - $125. 43 $87. 30 $139.13 $96. 8
Facility Term nation - Disconnect Only
.16.2 Hi gh Capacity Unbundl ed Local Loop - DS3 - Per $10. 06 $10. 92
Mle
.16. 4 Hi gh Capacity Unbundl ed Local Loop - OC3 - $619. 03 $505. 87 $239. 13 $618. 65 $561.12 $265. 2
Facility Term nation
.16. 4 Hi gh Capacity Unbundl ed Local Loop - OC3 - $64. 94 $63.61 $72. 03 $70.5
Facility Term nation - Disconnect Only
.16.5 Hi gh Capacity Unbundl ed Local Loop - OC3 - Per $7.63 $8. 29
Mle
. 16.7 Hi gh Capacity Unbundl ed Local Loop - OCl12 - $1, 966. 00 $613. 87 $239. 13 $1, 965. 00 $680. 93 $265.2
Facility Term nation
.16.7 Hi gh Capacity Unbundl ed Local Loop - OCl2 - $64. 94 $63.61 $72. 03 $70.5
Facility Term nation - Disconnect Only
.16.8 Hi gh Capacity Unbundl ed Local Loop - OCl2 - Per $9. 39 $10. 20
Mle
. 16. 10 Hi gh Capacity Unbundl ed Local Loop - OC48 - $1, 586. 00 $613. 87 $239. 13 $1,610. 00 $680. 93 $265.2
Facility Term nation
.16.10 Hi gh Capacity Unbundl ed Local Loop - 0OC48 - $64. 94 $63.61 $72. 03 $70.5
Facility Term nation - Disconnect Only
.16.11 Hi gh Capacity Unbundl ed Local Loop - OC48 - Per $30. 81 $33. 45
Mle
. 16.13 Hi gh Capacity Unbundl ed Local Loop - OC48 - $553. 81 $393.70 $190. 95 $561. 59 $436. 71 $211.7
Interface OC12 on OC48
.16.13 Hi gh Capacity Unbundl ed Local Loop - 0OC48 - $64. 94 $63.61 $72.03 $70.5
Interface OCl2 on OC48 - Disconnect Only
. 16. 15 Hi gh Capacity Unbundl ed Local Loop - STS-1 - $426. 68 $501. 59 $309. 24 $426. 60 $556. 37 $343.0
Facility Term nation
.16. 15 Hi gh Capacity Unbundl ed Local Loop - STS-1 - $125. 43 $87. 30 $139.13 $96. 8
Facility Term nation - Disconnect Only
I\A 16. 16 Hi gh Capacity Unbundl ed Local Loop - STS-1 - Per $10. 06 $10.92 I
Mle
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Former Approved Rates APPROVED, AS MODIFIED HEREIN
(Order No. PSC-01-1181-FOF-TP)
NON- NON-
ELEMENT NUMBER & DESCRIPTION NON- RECURRING NON- RECURRING
RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL
Including (If Including (If
First Different) First Different)
l.17 LOOP CONDITIONING I
L17.1 Unbundl ed Loop Modification - Load Coil / $0. 00 $0. 00
Equi pment Renoval - short
L17.2 Unbundl ed Loop Modification - Load Coil / $309. 32 $343.12
Equi pment Renmoval - long - First and Additional
l\A 17.3 Unbundl ed Loop Modification - Bridged Tap Removal * $9. 48 $10.52 I
l\A 17.4 Unbundl ed Loop Modification - Additive $0. 00 $0. 00 I
.17.5 Unbundl ed Sub-Loop Mod. 2W 4W Copper $9.11 $10. 11
Di stribution Load Coil/Equip. Removal First/Add'|
.17.6 Unbundl ed Sub-Loop Modification - 2W 4W Copper $14. 05 $15. 58
Distrib. Bridged Tap Removal First/Add'|
l. 18 MULTIPLEXERS I
l\A 18.1 Channelization - Channel System DS1 to DSO $151. 74 $91. 44 $64.57 $146.77 $101. 42 $71. 6
.18.1 Channel i zation - Channel System DS1 to DSO - $10. 00 $9. 46 $11. 09 $10. 4
Di sconnect Only
.18.2 Interface Unit - Interface DS1 to DSO - OCU-DP $2.16 $9. 08 $6. 38 $2.10 $10. 07 $7.0
Car d
.18.3 Interface Unit - Interface DS1 to DSO - BRITE $3.76 $9.08 $6. 38 $3. 66 $10. 07 $7.0
Car d
.18.4 Interface Unit - Interface DS1 to DSO - Voice $1. 42 $9. 08 $6. 38 $1.38 $10. 07 $7.0
Grade Card
l\A 18.5 Channelization - Channel System DS3 to DS1 $218.70 $179. 66 $106. 96 $211.19 $199. 28 $118. 6
.18.5 Channel i zation - Channel System DS3 to DS1 - $36. 37 $35. 22 $40. 34 $39. 0
Di sconnect Only
l\A 18.6 Interface Unit - Interface DS3 to DS1 $14.24 $9. 08 $6. 38 $13.76 $10. 07 $7Aoi
l.19 LOOP TESTING BEYOND VOICE GRADE I
l\A 19.1 Loop Testing Beyond VG - Basic per 1/2 hour $76. 79 $32. 99 $77.09 $33. 1
l\A 19.2 Loop Testing Beyond VG - Overtime per 1/2 hour $100. 37 $43. 26 $100. 76 $43. 4
l\A 19.3 Loop Testing Beyond VG - Prem um per 1/2 hour $123. 94 $53. 53 $124. 43 $53. 7
‘.0 UNBUNDLED LOCAL EXCHANGE PORTS AND FEATURES I
‘.1 EXCHANGE PORTS I
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Former Approved Rates APPROVED, AS MODIFIED HEREIN
(Order No. PSC-01-1181-FOF-TP)
NON- NON-
ELEMENT NUMBER & DESCRIPTION NON- RECURRING NON- RECURRING
RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL
Including (If Including (If
First Different) First Different)
.11 Exchange Ports - 2-Wre Analog Line Port (Res., $1.34 $3. 37 $3. 27 $1.40 $3.74 $3.6
Bus., Centrex, Coin)
.11 Exchange Ports - 2-Wre Analog Line Port (Res., $1.69 $1.62 $1.88 .8
Bus., Centrex, Coin) - Disconnect Only
iA 1.2 Exchange Ports - 4-Wre Anal og Voice Grade Port $8. 33 $3. 37 $3. 27 $8. 20 $3. 74 $3. 6
.1.2 Exchange Ports - 4-Wre Anal og Voice Grade Port - $1.69 $1.62 $1.88 $1.8
Di sconnect Only
‘AlAS Exchange Ports - 2-Wre DID Port $8. 81 $70. 69 $14.26 $8.73 $78. 41 $15.8
.1.3 Exchange Ports - 2-Wre DID Port - Disconnect $37.81 $3. 84 $41.94 $4.2
Only
‘A 1.4 Exchange Ports - DDITS Port $52. 73 $136. 24 $70. 10 $54. 95 $151.11 .
iA 1.4 Exchange Ports - DDITS Port - Disconnect Only $44. 00 $2. 80 $48. 81
iA 1.5 Exchange Ports - 2-Wre |SDN Port $8. 46 $42. 22 $45. 69 $8.83 $46.83
.1.5 Exchange Ports - 2-Wre |SDN Port - Disconnect $24.91 $10. 75 $27. 64
Only
‘A 1.6 Exchange Ports - 4-Wre | SDN DS1 Port $79. 35 $157. 42 $85. 80 $82. 74 $174.61 $95
L1 Exchange Ports - 4-Wre |SDN DS1 Port - $44.89 $16. 43 $49. 80 $18. 2
Di sconnect Only
‘A1A7 Exchange Ports - 2-Wre Analog Line Port (PBX) $1. 34 $35. 22 $16. 39 $1.40 $39. 06 $18. 1
1.7 Exchange Ports - 2-Wre Analog Line Port (PBX) - $11. 14 0. 6480 $12. 35 $0.718
Di sconnect Only
‘.4 FEATURES I
i.4.10 Centrex Functionality $0. 00 $0. 00 I
iA 4.13 Features per port $2.17 $2.26 I
I.O UNBUNDLED SWITCHING AND LOCAL INTERCONNECTION I
l.l END OFFICE SWITCHING I
tAlAl End Office Switching Function, Per MOU $0. 0007341 $0. 0007662 I
tAlAZ End Office Trunk Port - Shared, Per MOU $0. 0001571 $0. 0001640 I
I.Z TANDEM SWITCHING I
I:. 2.1 Tandem Swi tching Function Per MOU $0. 0001263 $0. 0001319 I
‘A 2.2 Tandem Trunk Port - Shared, Per MOU $0. 0002252 $0. 0002350 I
.0 UNBUNDLED TRANSPORT AND LOCAL INTEROFFICE
TRANSPORT
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Former Approved Rates APPROVED, AS MODIFIED HEREIN
(Order No. PSC-01-1181-FOF-TP)
NON- NON-
ELEMENT NUMBER & DESCRIPTION NON- RECURRING NON- RECURRING
RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL
Including (If Including (If
First Different) First Different)
‘. COMMON TRANSPORT I
I)A Common Transport - Per Mle, Per MOU $0. 0000034 0.0000035 I
I)A Common Transport - Facilities Term nation Per MOU $0. 0004493 0.0004372 I
‘. INTEROFFICE TRANSPORT - DEDICATED - VOICE GRADE I
X Interoffice Transport - Dedicated - 2-Wre Voice $0. 0084 $0. 0091
Grade - Per Mle
X Interoffice Transport - Dedicated - 2-Wre Voice $26. 02 $42. 69 $28. 66 $25. 32 $47. 35 $31. 7
Grade - Facility Term nation
X Interoffice Transport - Dedicated - 2-Wre Voice $16.51 $6. 34 $18. 31 7.0
Crade - Facility Term nation - Disconnect Only
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APPENDIX A

Former Approved Rates APPROVED, AS MODIFIED HEREIN
(Order No. PSC-01-1181-FOF-TP)
NON- NON-
ELEMENT NUMBER & DESCRIPTION NON- RECURRING NON- RECURRING
RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL
Including (If Including (If
First Different) First Different)
INTEROFFICE TRANSPORT - DEDICATED - DSO - 56/64
KBPS
Interoffice Transport - Dedicated - DSO - Per $0. 0084 $0. 0091
Mle
Interoffice Transport - Dedicated - DSO - $18. 95 $42. 69 $28. 66 $18. 44 $47. 35 $31. 7
Facility Term nation
Interoffice Transport - Dedicated - DSO - $16. 51 $6. 34 $18. 31 .0
Facility Term nation - Disconnect Only
INTEROFFICE TRANSPORT - DEDICATED - DSI1
Interoffice Transport - Dedicated - DS1 - Per $0.1710 $0. 1856
Mle
Interoffice Transport - Dedicated - DS1 - $90. 87 $95. 16 $88.78 $88. 44 $105. 54 $98. 4
Facility Term nation
Interoffice Transport - Dedicated - DS1 - $16. 74 $14.85 $21. 47 $19.0
Facility Term nation - Disconnect Only
LOCAL CHANNEL - DEDICATED
Local Channel - Dedicated - 2-Wre Voice Grade
Zone 1 $21. 04 $239. 67 $42. 34 $21. 94 $265. 84
Zone 2 $29. 15 $239. 67 $42. 34 $29. 62 $265. 84
Zone 3 $55. 14 $239. 67 $42. 34 $57. 22 $265. 84
Local Channel - Dedicated - 2-Wre Voice Grade $33.93 $3.61 $37.63
Di sconnect Only
Local Channel - Dedicated - 4-Wre Voice Grade
Zone 1 $21.91 $240. 30 $42. 97 $22.81 $266. 54
Zone 2 $30. 35 $240. 30 $42. 97 $30. 79 $266. 54
Zone 3 $57. 40 $240. 30 $42. 97 $59. 48 $266. 54
Local Channel - Dedicated - 4-Wre Voice Grade $34. 47 $4. 15 $44.22
Di sconnect Only
Local Channel - Dedicated - DS3 - Per Mle $7.83 $8.50
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For mer Approved Rates APPROVED, AS MODIFIED HEREIN
(Order No. PSC-01-1181-FOF-TP)
NON- NON-
ELEMENT NUMBER & DESCRIPTION NON- RECURRING NON- RECURRING
RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL
Including (If Including (If
First Different) First Different)
. 5.8 Local Channel - Dedicated - DS3 - Facility $554. 83 $501. 59 $309. 24 $531.91 $556. 37 $343.0
Term nation
.5.8 Local Channel - Dedicated - DS3 - Facility $125. 43 $87. 30 $139.13 $96. 8
Term nation - Disconnect Only
I)A 5.10 Local Channel - Dedicated - OC3 - Per Mle $6. 58 $7.14 I
. 5. 11 Local Channel - Dedicated - OC3 - Facility $931. 25 $505. 87 $239. 13 $892.72 $561.12 $265. 2
Term nation
. 5. 11 Local Channel - Dedicated - OC3 - Facility $64. 94 $63.61 $72. 03 $70.5
Term nation - Disconnect Only
I)A5A13 Local Channel - Dedicated - OCl2 - Per Mle $9. 39 $10.20 I
. 5. 14 Local Channel - Dedicated - OCl12 - Facility $2,727.00 $613. 87 $239. 13 $2,614. 00 $680. 93 $265. 2
Term nation
. 5. 14 Local Channel - Dedicated - OCl2 - Facility $64. 94 $63.61 $72.03 $70.5
Term nation - Disconnect Only
I)A 5.16 Local Channel - Dedicated - OC48 - Per Mle $30. 81 $33. 45 I
. 5.17 Local Channel - Dedicated - OC48 - Facility $1, 888. 00 $613. 87 $239. 13 $1, 842. 00 $680. 93 $265. 2
Term nation
. 5.17 Local Channel - Dedicated - OC48 - Facility $64. 94 $63.61 $72. 03 $70.5
Term nation - Disconnect Only
.5.19 Local Channel - Dedicated - OC48 - Interface OC12 $570. 98 $393.70 $190. 95 $555. 69 $436. 71 $211.7
on OC48
.5.19 Local Channel - Dedicated - OC48 - Interface OC12 $64. 94 $63.61 $72. 03 $70.5
on OC48 - Disconnect Only
. 5. 21 Local Channel - Dedicated - STS-1 - Facility $563. 73 $501. 59 $309. 24 $540. 69 $556. 37 $343.0
Term nation
. 5. 21 Local Channel - Dedicated - STS-1 - Facility $125. 43 $87. 30 $139.13 $96. 8
Term nation - Disconnect Only
I)A 5.23 Local Channel - Dedicated - STS-1 - Per Mle $7.83 $8.50
I)A5A24 Local Channel - Dedicated - DS1
I Zone 1 $34. 49 $195. 33 $165. 48 $35. 28 $216. 65 $183.5
I Zone 2 $47.78 $195. 33 $165. 48 $47.63 $216. 65 $183.5
I Zone 3 $90. 38 $195. 33 $165. 48 $92. 01 $216. 65 $183.5
I)A5A24 Local Channel - Dedicated - DS1 - Disconnect Only $21.90 $15. 28 $24.30 $16.9
‘.6 INTEROFFICE TRANSPORT - DEDICATED - DS3
I)A6A1 Interoffice Transport - Dedicated - DS3 - Per $3.57 $3.87
Mle
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APPENDIX A

Former Approved Rates APPROVED, AS MODIFIED HEREIN
(Order No. PSC-01-1181-FOF-TP)
NON- NON-
ELEMENT NUMBER & DESCRIPTION NON- RECURRING NON- RECURRING
RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL
Including (If Including (If
First Different) First Different)
. 6.2 Interoffice Transport - Dedicated - DS3 - $1,101. 00 $302. 43 $197.70 $1,071.00 $335. 46 $219. 2
Facility Term nation
. 6.2 Interoffice Transport - Dedicated - DS3 - $64. 94 $63.61 $72.03 $70.5
Facility Term nation - Disconnect Only
‘.7 INTEROFFICE TRANSPORT - DEDICATED - OC3 I
. 7.1 Interoffice Transport - Dedicated - OC3 - Per $7.04 $7. 65
Mle
. 7.2 Interoffice Transport - Dedicated - OC3 - $2,963. 00 $457. 69 $190. 95 $2,884. 00 $507. 68 $211.7
Facility Term nation
. 7.2 Interoffice Transport - Dedicated - OC3 - $64. 94 $63.61 $72. 03 $70.5
Facility Term nation - Disconnect Only
‘.8 INTEROFFICE TRANSPORT - DEDICATED - OCl2 I
. 8.1 Interoffice Transport - Dedicated - OCl2 - Per $22.61 $24.55
Mle
. 8.2 Interoffice Transport - Dedicated - OCl2 - $11, 380. 00 $565. 69 $190. 95 $11,076. 00 $627. 49 $211.7
Facility Term nation
. 8.2 Interoffice Transport - Dedicated - OCl2 - $64. 94 $63.61 $72. 03 $70.5
Facility Term nation - Disconnect Only
‘.9 INTEROFFICE TRANSPORT - DEDICATED - 0OC48 I
.9.1 Interoffice Transport - Dedicated - OC48 - Per $29.13 $31.62
Mle
. 9.2 Interoffice Transport - Dedicated - OC48 - $12,226. 00 $565. 69 $190. 95 $11,898. 00 $627. 49 $211.7
Facility Term nation
. 9.2 Interoffice Transport - Dedicated - OC48 - $64. 94 $63.61 $72. 03 $70.5
Facility Term nation - Disconnect Only
. 9.4 Interoffice Transport - Dedicated - OC48 - $1,177.00 $305. 34 $190. 95 $1,145. 00 $338. 68 $211.7
Interface OC12 on OC48
. 9.4 Interoffice Transport - Dedicated - OC48 - $64. 94 $63.61 $72. 03 $70.5
Interface OCl2 on OC48 - Disconnect Only
‘.10 INTEROFFICE TRANSPORT - DEDICATED - STS-1 I
.10. 1 Interoffice Transport - Dedicated - STS-1 - Per $3.57 $3.87
Mle
. 10. 2 Interoffice Transport - Dedicated - STS-1 - $1, 085. 00 $302. 43 $197.70 $1, 056. 00 $335. 46 $219. 2
Facility Term nation
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Former Approved Rates APPROVED, AS MODIFIED HEREIN
(Order No. PSC-01-1181-FOF-TP)
NON- NON-
ELEMENT NUMBER & DESCRIPTION NON- RECURRING NON- RECURRING
RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL
Including (If Including (If
First Different) First Different)
. 10. 2 Interoffice Transport - Dedicated - STS-1 - $64. 94 $63.61 $72. 03 $70.5
Facility Term nation - Disconnect Only
.12 INTEROFFICE TRANSPORT - DEDICATED - 4-WIRE VOICE
GRADE
. 12.1 Interoffice Transport - Dedicated - 4-Wre Voice $0. 0084 $0. 0091
Grade - Per Mle
. 12.2 Interoffice Transport - Dedicated - 4-Wre Voice $23. 20 $42. 69 $28. 66 $22.58 $47. 35 $31. 7
Grade - Facility Term nation
. 12.2 Interoffice Transport - Dedicated - 4-Wre Voice $16. 51 $6. 34 $18. 31 7.0
Grade - Facility Term nation - Disconnect Only
.0 SIGNALING NETWORK, DATA BASES, & SERVICE
MANAGEMENT SYSTEMS
l.l 800 ACCESS TEN DIGIT SCREENING I
l. 1.1 800 Access Ten Digit Screening, Per Call $0. 0006165 $0. 0006252 I
.1.2 800 Access Ten Digit Screening, Reservation $3.74 $0. 64 $4.15 .7
Charge Per 800 Number Reserved
. 1.3 800 Access Ten Digit Screening, Per 800 No. $7.92 $1.06 $8.78 .1
Establ i shed W O POTS Transl ati ons
.1.3 800 Access Ten Digit Screening, Per 800 No. $5. 20 $0. 64 $5.77 .7
Establi shed WO POTS Translations - Disc. Only
.1.4 800 Access Ten Digit Screening, Per 800 No. $7.92 $1.06 $8.78 $1.1
Establ i shed Wth POTS Transl ati ons
.1.4 800 Access Ten Digit Screening, Per 800 No. $5. 20 $0. 64 $5.77 $0.7
Establi shed Wth POTS Translations - Disc. Only
.1.5 800 Access Ten Digit Screening, Custom zed Area $3.74 $1.87 $4.15 $2.0
of Service Per 800 Number
.1.6 800 Access Ten Digit Screening, Miltiple $4.37 $2.50 $4.85 $2.7
I nter LATA CXR Routing Per CXR Requested Per 800
No.
1.7 800 Access Ten Digit Screening, Change Charge Per $4.37 $0. 64 $4.85 $0.7
Request
.1.8 800 Access Ten Digit Screening, Call Handling and $3.74 $4.15
Destinati on Features
.1.9 800 Access Ten Digit Screening, w 8FL No. $0. 0006165 $0. 0006252
Delivery
EA 1.10 800 Access Ten Digit Screening, w POTS No. $0. 0006165 $0. 0006252
Delivery
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For mer Approved Rates APPROVED, AS MODIFIED HEREIN
(Order No. PSC-01-1181-FOF-TP)
NON- NON-
ELEMENT NUMBER & DESCRIPTION NON- RECURRING NON- RECURRING
RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL
Including (If Including (If
First Different) First Different)
l.2 LINE INFORMATION DATA BASE ACCESS (LIDB) I
lA 2.1 LI DB Common Transport Per Query $0. 0000195 $0. 0000203 I
lA 2.2 LI DB Validation Per Query $0.0132254 $0.0136959 I
.2.3 LI DB Originating Point Code Establishment or $49.71 $55.13
Change
.2.3 LIDB Originating Point Code Establishment or $49.71 $55.13
Change - Disconnect Only
l.3 CCS7 SIGNALING TRANSPORT I
l. 3 CCS7 Signaling Connection, Per 56Kbps Facility $18. 39 $39. 28 $17.93 $43. 57 I
.3.1 CCS7 Signaling Connection, Per 56Kbps Facility - $16.51 $18. 31
Di sconnect Only
lASAZ CCS7 Signaling Term nation, Per STP Port $129. 77 $135. 05 I
lA 3.3 CCS7 Signaling Usage, Per Call Setup Message $0.0000148 $0. 0000152 I
lA 3.4 CCS7 Signaling Usage, Per TCAP Message $0. 0000592 $0. 0000607 I
lA3A7 CCS7 Signaling Connection, Per link (A link) $18. 39 $17.93 I
.3.8 CCS7 Signaling Connection, Per link (B link) $18. 39 $17.93
(al so known as D link)
lA 3.9 CCS7 Signaling Usage, Per |ISUP Message $0. 0000148 $0. 0000152 I
lA 3.10 CCS7 Signaling Usage Surrogate, per |ink $676. 89 $694. 32 I
.3.11 CCS7 Signaling Point Code, Establishment or $41. 50 $46. 03
Change, per STP affected
.3.11 CCS7 Signaling Point Code, Establishment or $41.50 $46. 03
Change, per STP affected - Disconnect Only
.4 BELLSOUTH CALLING NAME (CNAM) DATABASE (DB)
SERVICE
4.1 CNAM for DB Owners - Service Establishment, $22.85 $25. 35
Manual
4.1 CNAM for DB Owners - Service Establishnment, $17.14 $19.01
Manual - Disconnect Only
4.2 CNAM for Non DB Owners - Service Establishment, $22.85 $25. 35
Manual
4.2 CNAM for Non DB Owners - Service Establishment, $17.14 $19.01
Manual - Disconnect Only
. 4.3 CNAM for DB Owners Service Provisioning with $1,435. 00 $1,061. 00 $1,592. 00 $1,177.0
Poi nt Code Establishment
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Former Approved Rates APPROVED, AS MODIFIED HEREIN
(Order No. PSC-01-1181-FOF-TP)
NON- NON-
ELEMENT NUMBER & DESCRIPTION NON- RECURRING NON- RECURRING
RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL
Including (If Including (If
First Different) First Different)
CNAM for DB Owners Service Provisioning with $317.70 $233. 60 $352. 36 $259.0
Poi nt Code Establishment - Disconnect Only
CNAM for Non DB Owners Service Provisioning with $492.73 $355. 07 $546. 51 $393.8
Poi nt Code Establishment
CNAM for Non DB Owners Service Provisioning with $322. 83 $233. 60 $358. 06 $259.0
Poi nt Code Establishment - Disc. Only
CNAM for DB and Non DB Owners, Per Query $0.0010161 $0.0010240 I
BELLSOUTH ACCESS TO E911 SERVICE I
Bel | South E911 Access - Local Channel - Dedicated
- 2-wire Voice Grade (Same as D.5.1)
Zone 1 $21. 04 $239. 67 $42. 34 $21. 94 $265. 84
Zone 2 $29. 15 $239. 67 $42. 34 $29. 62 $265. 84
Zone 3 $55. 14 $239. 67 $42. 34 $57. 22 $265. 84
Bel | South E911 Access - Local Channel - Dedicated $33.93 $3.61 $37.63
- 2-wire Voice Grade (Same as D.5.1) - Disc. Only
Bel | South E911 Access - Interoffice Transport - $0. 0084 $0. 0091
Dedi cated - 2-wire Voice Grade Per Mle (Same as
D.2.1)
Bel | South E911 Access - Interoffice Transport - $26.02 $42.69 $28. 66 $25. 32 $47. 35 $31.7
Dedi cated 2-wire Voice Grade Per Fac. Term (same
as D.2.2)
Bel | South E911 Access - Interoffice Transport - $16.51 $6. 34 $18. 31 $7.0
Dedi cated 2-wire Voice Grade Per Fac. Term Disc.
Only (same as D.2.2)
Bel | South E911 Access - Local Channel - Dedicated
- DS1 (Same as D.5.24)
Zone 1 $34. 49 $195. 33 $165. 48 $35. 28 $216. 65 $183.5
Zone 2 $47.78 $195. 33 $165. 48 $47.63 $216. 65 $183.5
Zone 3 $90. 38 $195. 33 $165. 48 $92. 01 $216. 65 $183.5
Bel | South E911 Access - Local Channel - Dedicated $21. 90 $15. 28
- DS1 (Same as D.5.24) - Disconnect Only
Bel | South E911 Access - Interoffice Transport - $0. 1710 $0. 1856
Dedi cated - DS1 Per Mle (Same as D.4.1)
Bel | South E911 Access - Interoffice Transport - $90. 87 $95. 16 $88. 78 $88. 44 $105. 54 $98. 4
Dedi cated - DS1 Per Facility Term nation (Same
as D.4.2)
Bel | South E911 Access - Interoffice Transport - $16.74 $14.85 $21. 47 $19. 0
Dedi cated - DS1 Per Facility Term nation - Disc.
Only (sanme as D.4.2)
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Former Approved Rates APPROVED, AS MODIFIED HEREIN
(Order No. PSC-01-1181-FOF-TP)
NON- NON-
ELEMENT NUMBER & DESCRIPTION NON- RECURRING NON- RECURRING
RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL
Including (If Including (If
First Different) First Different)
I.S LNP QUERY SERVICE I
lA 6. LNP Cost Per query $0. 000842 $0. 0008520 I
lAGA LNP Service Establishment Manual $12. 46 $13.83 I
. 6. LNP Service Establishment Manual - Disconnect $9. 35 $12.71
Only
. 6. LNP Service Provisioning with Point Code $591. 01 $301. 93 $655. 50 $334.8
Est abl i shment
. 6. LNP Service Provisioning with Point Code $218. 42 $160. 60 $297. 03 $218.4
Establi shment - Disconnect Only
‘.0 SELECTIVE ROUTING I
.9 SELECTIVE ROUTING (INTERIM SOLUTION LINE CLASS
CODES)
. 9. Sel ective Routing Per Unique Line Class Code Per $84. 33 $93. 55
Request Per Switch
. 9. Sel ective Routing Per Unique Line Class Code Per $11. 46 $12. 71
Request Per Switch - Disconnect Only
‘.11 SELECTIVE CARRIER ROUTING (AIN SOLUTION) I
EAllAl Service Establishment per CLEC $191, 575. 00 $193, 444. 00 I
EAllAl Service Establishment per CLEC - Disconnect Only $6,974. 00 $7,737.00 I
EAllAZ Service Establishment per End Office $168. 89 $187. 36 I
. 11. 2 Service Establishment per End Office - Disconnect $0.63 $0. 69
Only
ISA 11.4 Query Cost $0. 0030998 $0. 0031868 I
I.O INTERIM SERVICE PROVIDER NUMBER PORTABILITY I
I.l INTERIM SERVICE PROVIDER NUMBER PORTABILITY - RCF I
L1, Service Provider Number Portability - RCF, Per $1.97 0.3738 $2. 05 $0. 4145
Number Ported
L1 Service Provider Number Portability - RCF, Per 0.0374 $0. 0415
Number Ported - Disconnect Only
L1 Service Provider Number Portability - RCF, Per 0.6878 $0. 7179
Addi tional Path
I.Z SERVICE PROVIDER NUMBER PORTABILITY - DID I
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Former Approved Rates APPROVED, AS MODIFIED HEREIN
(Order No. PSC-01-1181-FOF-TP)
NON- NON-
ELEMENT NUMBER & DESCRIPTION NON- RECURRING NON- RECURRING
RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL
Including (If Including (If
First Different) First Different)
.2.1 Service Provider Number Portability - DID, Per 0.6242 $0. 6923
Number Ported, Residence
2.1 Service Provider Number Portability - DID, Per 0.6242 $0. 6923
Number Ported, Residence - Disconnect Only
2.2 Service Provider Number Portability - DID, Per 0.6242 $0. 6923
Number Ported, Business
2.2 Service Provider Number Portability - DID, Per 0.6242 $0. 6923
Number Ported, Business - Disconnect Only
. 2.4 Service Provider Number Portability - DID, Per $52.73 $145. 42 $54. 95 $161. 29
Trunk Term nation, Initial
. 2.4 Service Provider Number Portability - DID, Per $29.51 $32. 73
Trunk Termination, Initial - Disconnect Only
. 2.5 Service Provider Number Portability - DI D, Per $52.73 $72. 65 $54. 95 $80. 58
Trunk Term nation, Subsequent
. 2.5 Service Provider Number Portability - DID, Per $29.51 $32. 73
Trunk Term nation, Subsequent - Disconnect Only
I.4 SERVICE PROVIDER NUMBER PORTABILITY RIPH I
4.1 Service Provider Number Portability - RIPH, $81. 56 $90. 47
Functionality, Per Central office
4.1 Service Provider Number Portability - RIPH, $2.29 $2.54
Functionality, Per Central office - Disconnect
Only
4.2 Service Provider Number Portability - RIPH, $18.11 $20. 08
Functionality, Per Rearrangement
. 4.3 Service Provider Number Portability - Rl - PH, Per $1.75 0.1952 $1.83 $0. 2165
Number Ported
. 4.3 Service Provider Number Portability - Rl - PH, Per 0.0195 $0. 0216
Number Ported - Disconnect Only
IT.O OTHER I
Ir.1 DARK FIBER I
.1.2 Dark Fiber, Per Four Fiber Strands, Per Route $54. 11 $677.37 $174.79 $55. 04 $751. 34 $193.8
M le or Fraction Thereof - Local Channel/Loop
1.2 Dark Fiber, Per 4 Fiber Strands, Per Route Mle $277.72 $179. 41 $356. 21 $230.1
or Fraction Thereof - Local Chan/Loop - Disc.
Only
1.3 Dark Fiber, Per Four Fiber Strands, Per Route $25.14 $677. 37 $174.79 $26. 85 $751. 34 $193.8
Ml e or Fraction Thereof - Interoffice
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For mer Approved Rates APPROVED, AS MODIFIED HEREIN
(Order No. PSC-01-1181-FOF-TP)
NON- NON-
ELEMENT NUMBER & DESCRIPTION NON- RECURRING NON- RECURRING
RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL
Including (If Including (If
First Different) First Different)
. 1.3 Dark Fiber, Per Four Fiber Strands, Per Route $277.72 $179. 41 $356. 21 $230. 1
Ml e or Fraction Thereof - Interoffice - Disc.
Only
Ir.3 LOOP MAKE-UP I
lA 3.1 Mechani zed Loop Make-up $0. 6757 $0. 6784 I
.3.3 Manual Loop Make-up w/ o Facility Reservation $43.10 $52. 17
Number
.3.4 Manual Loop Make-up w/ Facility Reservation $45.72 $55. 07
Number
IT.S ACCESS TO THE DCS I
lASAl Customer Reconfiguration Establishment $1. 47 $1.63 I
.5.1 Customer Reconfiguration Establishment - $1. 47 $1.63
Di sconnect Only
lA5A2 DS1 DCS Term nation with DSO Switching $28. 81 $29. 65 $21. 26 $27. 39 $32. 89 $23.5
.5.2 DS1 DCS Term nation with DSO Switching - $15. 29 $11.51 $16. 96 $12. 7
Di sconnect Only
lA5A3 DS1 DCS Term nation with DS1 Switching $12.19 $22. 60 $14. 21 $11.70 $25. 07 $15.7
.5.3 DS1 DCS Term nation with DS1 Switching - $11.77 $7.99 $13. 05 $8.8
Di sconnect Only
lA5A4 DS3 DCS Term nation with DS1 Switching $154. 91 $29. 65 $21. 26 $146. 81 $32. 89 $23.5
.5.4 DS3 DCS Term nation with DS1 Switching - $15. 29 $11.51 $16. 96 $12. 7
Di sconnect Only
l.O ADVANCED INTELLIGENT NETWORK (AIN) SERVICES I
l.l BELLSOUTH AIN SMS ACCESS SERVICE I
1.1 Al'N SMS Access Service - Service Establishment, $39. 27 $43. 56
Per State, Initial Setup
1.1 Al'N SMS Access Service - Service Establishment, $33. 04 $44.93
Per State, Initial Setup - Disconnect Only
S 1. AIN SMS Access Service - Port Connection - $7.79 $8. 64
Di al / Shared Access
S 1. AIN SMS Access Service - Port Connection - $7.38 $10. 03
Di al / Shared Access - Disconnect Only
S 1. AN SMS Access Service - Port Connection - |SDN $7.79 $8. 64
Access
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Former Approved Rates APPROVED, AS MODIFIED HEREIN
(Order No. PSC-01-1181-FOF-TP)
NON- NON-
ELEMENT NUMBER & DESCRIPTION NON- RECURRING NON- RECURRING
RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL
Including (If Including (If
First Different) First Different)
.1.3 AIN SMS Access Service - Port Connection - |SDN $7.38 $10. 03
Access - Disconnect Only
.1.4 AN SMS Access Service - User ldentification $34. 85 $38. 66
Codes - Per User |ID Code
.1.4 AIN SMS Access Service - User ldentification $21. 97 $29. 88
Codes - Per User | D Code - Disconnect Only
. 1.5 AIN SMS Access Service - Security Card, Per User $73.76 $75.10
I D Code, Initial or Replacement
. 1.5 AI'N SMS Access Service - Security Card, Per User $9.51 $12.93
I D Code, Initial or Replacement - Disc. Only
.1.6 AN SMS Access Service - Storage, Per Unit (100 $0. 0029 $0. 0028
Ki | obytes)
I<A1A7 Al N SMS Access Service - Session, Per M nute $0. 7985 $0. 7809
.1.8 AN SMS Access Service - Conmpany Performed $0. 4155 $0. 4609
Sessi on, Per M nute
l.2 BELLSOUTH AIN TOOLKIT SERVICE
.2.1 AI'N Tool kit Service - Service Establishment $39. 27 $43. 56
Charge, Per State, Initial Setup
.21 AI'N Tool kit Service - Service Establishment $33. 04 $44.93
Charge, Per State, Initial Setup - Disconnect
Only
. 2.2 AI'N Tool kit Service - Training Session, Per $8, 406. 00 $8, 439. 00
Cust omer
.2.3 AI'N Tool kit Service - Trigger Access Charge, Per $7.79 $8. 64
Trigger, Per DN, Term Attenpt
.2.3 AI'N Tool kit Service - Trigger Access Charge, Per $7.38 $10. 03
Trigger, Per DN, Term Attenpt - Disc. Only
. 2.4 AI'N Tool kit Service - Trigger Access Charge, Per $7.79 $8. 64
Trigger, Per DN, Off-Hook Del ay
. 2.4 AI'N Tool kit Service - Trigger Access Charge, Per $7.38 $10. 03
Trigger, Per DN, Off-Hook Delay - Disc. Only
.2.5 AI'N Tool kit Service - Trigger Access Charge, Per $7.79 $8. 64
Trigger, Per DN, Off-Hook | mmediate
.2.5 AI'N Tool kit Svc - Trigger Access Charge, Per $7.38 $10. 03
Trigger, Per DN, Off-Hook |Immediate - Disc. Only
.2.6 AI'N Tool kit Service - Trigger Access Charge, Per $34. 32 $38. 06
Trigger, Per DN, 10-Digit PODP
.2.6 AI'N Tool kit Service - Trigger Access Charge, Per $11. 66 $15. 86
Trigger, Per DN, 10-Digit PODP - Disc. Only




ORDER NO. PSC- 01- 2051- FOF- TP
DOCKET NO. 990649- TP
PAGE 61

APPENDIX A

Former Approved Rates APPROVED, AS MODIFIED HEREIN
(Order No. PSC-01-1181-FOF-TP)
NON- NON-
ELEMENT NUMBER & DESCRIPTION NON- RECURRING NON- RECURRING
RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL
Including (If Including (If
First Different) First Different)
.27 AI'N Tool kit Service - Trigger Access Charge, Per $34. 32 $38. 06
Trigger, Per DN, CDP
.27 AI'N Tool kit Service - Trigger Access Charge, Per $11. 66 $15. 86
Trigger, Per DN, CDP - Disconnect Only
.2.8 AI'N Tool kit Service - Trigger Access Charge, Per $34. 32 $38. 06
Trigger, Per DN, Feature Code
.2.8 AI'N Tool kit Service - Trigger Access Charge, Per $11. 66 $15. 86
Trigger, Per DN, Feature Code - Disconnect Only
I<A 2.9 AI'N Tool kit Service - Query Charge, Per $0. 0509436 $0. 0535927
.2.10 AI'N Tool kit Service - Type 1 Node Charge, Al'N $0. 0062787 $0. 0063698
Tool kit Subscription, Per Node, Per Query
.2.11 AI'N Tool kit Service - SCP Storage Charge, SMS $0. 06 $0. 06
Access Account, Per 100 Kil obytes
.2.12 AI'N Tool kit Service - Monthly report - Al'N $8. 00 $7.79 $8. 34 $8. 64
Tool kit Service Subscription
.2.12 AI'N Tool kit Service - Monthly report - Al'N $4. 47 $6. 08
Tool kit Service Subscription - Disconnect Only
.2.13 AI'N Tool kit Service - Special Study - Per $3. 85 $8.62 $3.73 $9. 56
Tool kit Service Subscription
.2.14 AI'N Tool kit Service - Call Event Report Al'N $4. 28 $7.79 $4.73 $8. 64
Tool kit Service Subscription
.2.14 AI'N Tool kit Service - Call Event Report Al'N $4. 47 $6. 08
Tool kit Service Subscription - Disconnect Only
.2.15 AIN Tool kit Service - Call Event Special Study - $0. 13 $8.62 $0.12 $9. 56
Per AI'N Tool kit Service Subscription
I..O ACCESS DAILY USAGE FILE (ADUF)
I..l ACCESS DAILY USAGE FILE (ADUF)
IAlAl ADUF, Message Processing, per message $0.013928 $0.014391
1.3 ADUF, Data Transm ssion ( CONNECT: DI RECT), $0. 00012927 $0.00012973
message
l.O DAILY USAGE FILES
ll.l ENHANCED OPTIONAL DAILY USAGE FILE
1.1 Enhanced Optional Daily usage File: Message $0. 222451 $0. 229109
Processing, Per Message
l.Z OPTIONAL DAILY USAGE FILE
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UNBUNDLED LOOP COMBINATIONS

2-WIRE VOICE GRADE LOOP WITH 2-WIRE LINE PORT
(RES, BUS, COIN, PBX)

2-Wre Voice Grade Loop

Zone 1

$11.89

$12.94

Zone

$16. 03

$17. 06

Zone

$29. 33

$31.87

Zone

Zone

o|lals|w]N

Zone

Former Approved Rates APPROVED, AS MODIFIED HEREIN
(Order No. PSC-01-1181-FOF-TP)
NON- NON-
ELEMENT NUMBER & DESCRIPTION NON- RECURRING NON- RECURRING
RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL
Including (If Including (If
First Different) First Different)
IAZA Optional Daily Usage File: Recording, per Message $0. 0000068 $0. 0000071
2. Optional Daily Usage File: Message Processing, $0. 006614 $0. 006835
Per Message
2. Optional Daily Usage File: Message Processing, $48. 77 $48. 96
Per Magnetic Tape Provisioned
2. Optional Daily Usage File: Data Transm ssion $0. 00010772 $0. 00010811
( CONNECT: DI RECT), Per Message
‘. 0 NONRECURRING COSTS
‘. 1 SERVICE ORDER
1. El ectronic Service Order, per l|local service $1. 37 $1.52
request
1. El ectronic Service Order, per l|local service $0. 18 $0. 20
request - Disconnect Only
ILlA Manual Service Order, per local service request $10. 73 $11. 90
. 1. Manual Service Order, per local service request - $1. 65 $1.83
Di sconnect Only
llAlA Order Coordination $8. 12 $9. 00
ILlA Order Coordination for Specified Conversion Tinme $20. 75 $23. 02
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Former Approved Rates APPROVED, AS MODIFIED HEREIN
(Order No. PSC-01-1181-FOF-TP)
NON- NON-
ELEMENT NUMBER & DESCRIPTION NON- RECURRING NON- RECURRING
RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL
Including (If Including (If
First Different) First Different)
.1 2-WIRE VOICE GRADE LOOP WITH 2-WIRE LINE PORT
(CENTREX)
I’. 1.1 2-Wre Voice Grade Loop I
I Zone 1 $11.89 $12.94 I
I Zone 2 $16. 03 $17.06 I
I Zone 3 $29. 33 $31.87 I
I Zone 4 I
I Zone 5 I
I Zone 6 I
.11 2-W VG Loop with 2-WLine Port (RES, BUS, Coin) $0. 0920 $0. 0920 $0.1020 $0.102
Nonrecurring costs - switch-as-is
.11 2-W VG Loop with 2-W Line Port (PBX) - $7.62 $1.72 $8. 45 $1.9
Nonrecurring costs - switch-as-is
.11 2-W VG Loop with 2-W Line Port (Centrex) $4.75 $7.59 $21.50 $8.4
Nonrecurring costs - switch-as-is
.1.11 Centrex Common Block - Nonrecurring costs $4. 66 $7.50 $5.17 $8.3
switch-as-is
I’A 1.2 Exchange Port - 2-Wre Line Port $1.12 $1.17 I
.1.17 PBX Subsequent Activity - Change/ Rearrange $7.09 $7.86
Mul tiline Hunt Group
.3 2-WIRE VOICE GRADE LOOP WITH 2-WIRE DID TRUNK
PORT
I Zone 1 $22.22 $23. 21 I
I Zone 2 $27.39 $28. 28 I
I Zone 3 $43. 97 $46.53 I
I’A 3.2 Exchange Ports - 2-Wre DID Port for Combinations $8. 79 $8.71 I
.3.3 2-Wre Voice Grade Loop / 2-Wre DID Trunk Port $7.08 $1.69 $7.85 $1.8
Combi nation - Nonrecurring Costs - Switch-as-is
I’A 3.7 2-Wre DID Subsequent Activity - Add Trunks, $29. 08 $32. 26 I
Trunk
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Former Approved Rates APPROVED, AS MODIFIED HEREIN
(Order No. PSC-01-1181-FOF-TP)
NON- NON-
ELEMENT NUMBER & DESCRIPTION NON- RECURRING NON- RECURRING
RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL
Including (If Including (If
First Different) First Different)
4 2-WIRE ISDN DIGITAL GRADE LOOP WITH 2-WIRE ISDN
DIGITAL LINE SIDE PORT
4.1 2-Wre | SDN Digital Grade Loop I
Zone 1 $23.22 $24. 71 I
Zone 2 $29. 44 $30. 77 I
Zone 3 $49. 38 $52. 56 I
Zone 4 I
Zone 5 I
Zone 6 I
4.2 Exchange Port - 2-Wre ISDN Line Side Port $7. 07 $7.38 I
4.3 2-Wre | SDN Digital Grade Loop / 2-Wre |SDN Line $27.61 $15. 33 $25. 22 $17.0
Side Port Comb. - Nonrec. Costs - Switch-as-is
5 4-WIRE DS1 DIGITAL LOOP WITH 4-WIRE ISDN DS1
DIGITAL TRUNK PORT
Zone 1 $148.57 $156.18 I
Zone 2 $175. 24 $181. 87 I
Zone 3 $260. 73 $274. 25 I
5.3 4-Wre DS1 Digital Loop / 4-Wre | SDN DS1 Digital $61. 25 $55. 34 $84.17 $61. 3
Trunk Port Comb. - Nonrec. Costs - Switch-as-is
5.5 4-Wre DS1 Dig. Loop/4-Wre |ISDN DS1 Dig. Trunk $13. 96 $15. 48
Port Conmb - Subseq. Chan. Activation - Per Chan.
5.6 4-Wre DS1 Dig. Loop / 4-Wre |ISDN DS1 Dig. Trunk $0. 4879 $0. 5412
Port Comb - Subseq. Inw./2-Way Tel ephone #s
5.7 4-Wre DS1 Dig. Loop / 4-Wre |SDN DS1 Dig. Trunk $11. 46 $12.71
Port Conmb - Subseq. Outw. Tel ephone #s
5.8 4-Wre DS1 Dig. Loop / 4-Wre |SDN DS1 Dig. Trunk $22.92 $25.42
Port Comb - Subseq. Inw. Tel ephone #s
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Former Approved Rates APPROVED, AS MODIFIED HEREIN
(Order No. PSC-01-1181-FOF-TP)
NON- NON-
ELEMENT NUMBER & DESCRIPTION NON- RECURRING NON- RECURRING
RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL
Including (If Including (If
First Different) First Different)
.6 2-WIRE VOICE GRADE EXTENDED LOOP WITH DEDICATED
DS1 INTEROFFICE TRANSPORT
I’.6-1 First 2W VG in DS1 I
I Zone 1 $257. 46 $251. 09 I
I Zone 2 $262. 63 $256. 16 I
I Zone 3 $279. 21 $274.41 I
P.17.1 Nonrecurring Cost for Extended Loop or $8.10 $8.10 $8.98 $8.9
Local Channel and Interoffice Combination
Switch-As-Is
P.17.1 Nonrec. Cost for Extd. Loop or Local $8. 10 $8. 10 $8.98 $8.9
Channel and Interoffice Conmbination Switch-As-Is
- Disc Only
Nonrecurring Cost - 2-wire VG Extended Loop with $330. 00 $182. 65 $366. 04 $202.5
Dedi cated DS1 Interoffice Transport - NEW
Nonrec. Cost - 2-wire VG Extended Loop with $85. 75 $23. 07 $95.11 $25. 6
Dedi cated DS1 Interoffice Transport - NEW - Disc.
Only
.6-2 D.4.1 Interoffice Transport - Dedicated - DS1 -
Per Mle
I’A 6-3 Addi tional 2W VG in same DS1 I
I Zone 1 $14.85 $15. 88 I
I Zone 2 $20. 02 $20. 95 I
I Zone 3 $36. 60 $39. 20 I
P.17.16 Nonrecurring Cost - New Feature $6. 05 $4. 36 $6.71 $4.8
Activation for Combination Use Only
.7 4-WIRE VOICE GRADE EXTENDED WITH DEDICATED DS1
INTEROFFICE TRANSPORT
I>A7-1 First 4W VG in DS1 I
I Zone 1 $265. 26 $259. 61 I
I Zone 2 $273. 44 $267. 66 I
I Zone 3 $299. 66 $296.61 I
P.17.1 Nonrecurring Cost for Extended Loop or $8.10 $8.10 $8.98 $8.9
Local Channel and Interoffice Combination
Switch-As-Is
P.17.1 Nonrec. Cost for Extd. Loop or Local $8.10 $8.10 $8.98 $8.9
Channel and Interoffice Combination
Switch-As-Is-Disc. Only
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Former Approved Rates APPROVED, AS MODIFIED HEREIN
(Order No. PSC-01-1181-FOF-TP)
NON- NON-
ELEMENT NUMBER & DESCRIPTION NON- RECURRING NON- RECURRING
RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL
Including (If Including (If
First Different) First Different)
Nonrecurring Cost - 4-wire VG Extended Loop with $330. 00 $182. 65 $366. 04 $202.5
Dedi cated DS1 Interoffice Transport - NEW
Nonrecurring Cost - 4-wire VG Extended Loop with $85. 75 $23. 07 $95. 11 $25. 6
Dedi cated DS1 Interoffice Transport - NEW -Disc.
Only
L7-2 D.4.1 Interoffice Transport - Dedicated - DS1 - $0.1710 $0. 1856
Per Mle
I’A 7-3 Addi tional 4W VG in same DS1 I
I Zone 1 $22. 65 $24. 40 I
I Zone 2 $30. 83 $32.45 I
I Zone 3 $57. 05 $61.40 I
P.17.16 Nonrecurring Cost - New Feature $6. 05 $4. 36 $6.71 $4.8
activation for Combination Use Only
.8 4-WIRE 56 OR 64 KBPS EXTD. DIGITAL LOOP WITH
DEDICATED DS1 INTEROFFICE TRANSPORT
I’. 8-1 First 4wW56/64 in DS1 I
I Zone 1 $269. 25 $263. 70 I
I Zone 2 $278. 68 $272.93 I
I Zone 3 $308. 91 $306. 13 I
P.17.1 Nonrecurring Cost for Extended Loop or $8.10 $8.10 $8.98 $8.9
Local Channel and Interoffice Combination
Switch-As-1|s
P.17.1 Nonrec. Cost for Extd. Loop or Local $8. 10 $8. 10 $8.98 $8.9
Channel and Interoffice Conmbination Switch-As-1s-
Disc. Only
Nonrec. Cost - 4-wire 56 or 64 Kbps Extended Loop $330. 00 $182. 65 $366. 04 $202.5
with Dedicated DS1 Interoffice Transport - NEW
Nonrec. Cost - 4-wire 56 or 64 Kbps Extd Loop $85. 75 $23. 07 $95. 11 $25. 6
with Ded. DS1 Interoffice Transport - NEW - Disc
Only
.8-2 D.4.1 Interoffice Transport - Dedicated - DS1 - $0. 1710 $0. 1856
Per Mle
I’A 8-3 Addi tional 4W56/64 in same DS1 I
I Zone 1 $26. 64 $28. 49 I
I Zone 2 $36. 07 $37.72 I
I Zone 3 $66. 30 $70. 92 I
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Former Approved Rates APPROVED, AS MODIFIED HEREIN
(Order No. PSC-01-1181-FOF-TP)
NON- NON-
ELEMENT NUMBER & DESCRIPTION NON- RECURRING NON- RECURRING
RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL
Including (If Including (If
First Different) First Different)
P.17.16 Nonrecurring Cost - New Feature $6. 05 $4. 36 $6.71 $4.8
activation for Combination Use Only
.11 4-WIRE DS1 DIGITAL EXTENDED LOOP WITH DEDICATED
DS1 INTEROFFICE TRANSPORT
I’. 11-1 Fi xed I
I Zone 1 $160. 09 $161. 88 I
I Zone 2 $186. 76 $187.57 I
I Zone 3 $272. 25 $279. 95 I
P.17.1 Nonrecurring Cost for Extended Loop or $8.10 $8.10 $8.98 $8.9
Local Channel and Interoffice Combination
Switch-As-Is
P.17.1 Nonrec. Cost for Extd. Loop or Local $8. 10 $8. 10 $8.98 $8.9
Channel and Interoffice Combination Switch-As-1s-
Disc. Only
Nonrec. Cost - 4-wire DS1 Digital Extended Loop $353. 62 $220. 07 $392. 21 $244.0
with Dedicated DS1 Interoffice Transport
Nonrec. Cost - 4-wire DS1 Digital Extd. $87.50 $29. 21 $97. 05 $32. 4
Ded. DS1 Interoffice Transp. - NEW - Disc.
L11-2 D.4.1 Interoffice Transport - Dedicated $0. 1710 $0. 1856
Per Mle
.13 4-WIRE DS1 DIGITAL EXTENDED LOOP WITH DEDICATED
DS3 INTEROFFICE TRANSPORT
I\ 13-1 First DSl in DS3 I
I Zone 1 $1, 403. 16 $1, 369. 39 I
I Zone 2 $1,429. 83 $1, 395.08 I
I Zone 3 $1,515. 32 $1,487. 46 I
P.17.1 Nonrecurring Cost for Extended Loop or $8. 10 $8. 10 $8.98 $8.9
Local Channel and Interoffice Combination
Switch-As-Is
P.17.1 Nonrec. Cost for Extd. Loop or Local $8.10 $8.10 $8.98 $8.9
Channel and Interoffice Combination Switch-As-Is-
Disc. Only
Nonrec. Cost - 4-wire DS1 Digital Extd. $595. 00 $289. 60 $659. 96 $321.2
Ded. DS3 Interoffice Transport- New
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Former Approved Rates APPROVED, AS MODIFIED HEREIN
(Order No. PSC-01-1181-FOF-TP)
NON- NON-
ELEMENT NUMBER & DESCRIPTION NON- RECURRING NON- RECURRING
RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL
Including (If Including (If
First Different) First Different)
Nonrec. Cost - 4-wire DS1 Digital Extd. Loop with $92. 14 $33. 83 $102. 20 $37.5
Ded. DS3 Interoffice Transport- New - Disc. Only
.13-2 D.6.1 Interoffice Transport - Dedicated - DS3 - 3.57 $3.87
Per Mle
I’A 13-3 Addi tional DS1 in same DS3 I
I Zone 1 $83. 46 $87. 20 I
I Zone 2 $110.13 $112. 89 I
I Zone 3 $195. 62 $205. 27 I
P.17.16 Nonrecurring Cost - New Feature $6. 05 $4. 36 $6. 71 $4.8
Activation for Combination Use Only
I.15 4-WIRE DS1 DIGITAL LOOP WITH DDITS PORT I
4-Wre DS1 Digital Loop with DDITS Port -
switch-as-is
I Zone 1 $121. 95 $128. 39 I
I Zone 2 $148. 62 $154. 08 I
I Zone 3 $234.11 $246. 46 I
.15.3 4-wire DS1 Digital Loop / DDITS Trunk Port $71. 29 $42. 11 $95. 31 $46. 7
Combi nation - Nonrecurring Costs - Switch-as-is
.15.5 4-Wre DS1 Dig. Loop / DDITS Trunk Port Conb. $14. 14 $15. 69
- Subsequent Channel Activation - Per Channel
.16 2-WIRE LOOP/ 2 WIRE VOICE GRADE IO TRANSPORT/ 2
WIRE PORT
I’A 16-1 Fi xed - Switch-as-is I
I Zone 1 $40. 79 $41. 22 I
I Zone 2 $45. 96 $46. 29 I
I Zone 3 $62.54 $64.54 I
.16.2 D.2.1 Interoffice Transport - Dedicated - 2 W VG $0. 0084 $0. 0091
per mle
.16.3 2W VG Loop / 2W VG I O Transport / 2W Port $8. 14 $1.69 $9. 03 $1.8
Combi nation - Nonrecurring Costs - Switch-as-is
.17 Nonrecurring Cost for Extended Loop or Local
Channel and Interoffice Combination
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Former Approved Rates APPROVED, AS MODIFIED HEREIN
(Order No. PSC-01-1181-FOF-TP)
NON- NON-
ELEMENT NUMBER & DESCRIPTION NON- RECURRING NON- RECURRING
RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL
Including (If Including (If
First Different) First Different)
L17.1 Nonrecurring Cost for Extended Loop or Local $8. 10 $8.10 $8. 98 $8.9
Channel and Interoffice Combination Switch -As-1Is
L17.1 Nonrec. Cost for Extended Loop or Local Channel $8.10 $8. 10 $8. 98 $8.9
and Interoffice Comb. Switch -As-Is - Disc. Only
.17. 4 Nonrecurring Cost - New DS1 Interoffice Facility $157. 30 $110. 42 $174. 46 $122. 4
for Combination Use Only
.17. 4 Nonrecurring Cost - New DS1 Interoffice Facility $41.12 $16. 18 $45. 61 $17.9
for Combination Use Only - Disconnect Only
.17.5 Nonrecurring Cost - New DS1 Interoffice Facility $208. 93 $123.71 $231.74 $137.2
w/ 1/0 MUXing for Combination Use Only
.17.5 Nonrec. Cost - New DS1 Interoffice Facility w $42. 47 $17.39 $47.11 $19. 2
1/0 MUXing for Comb. Use Only - Disc. Only
L17.7 Nonrecurring Cost - New DS3 or STS-1 Interoffice $288. 50 $124.61 $320. 00 $138.2
Facility for Combination Use Only
L17.7 Nonrec. Cost - New DS3 or STS-1 Interoffice $34. 80 $16. 96 $38. 60 $18.8
Facility for Combination Use Only - Disconnect
Only
.17.8 Nonrecurring Cost - New DS3 or STS-1 w/ 3/1 $392.63 $175.59 $435. 60 $194.7
MUXi ng I nteroffice Facility for Combination Use
Only
.17.8 Nonrec. Cost - New DS3 or STS-1 w/ 3/1 MUXing $45. 76 $20. 80 $50. 76 $23. 0
Interoffice Fac. for Comb. Use Only - Disc. Only
.17.10 Nonrecurring Cost - New VG Local Loop for $115. 02 $54. 58 $127.59 $60. 5
Combi nation Use Only
.17.10 Nonrecurring Cost - New VG Local Loop for $43. 28 $5. 68 $48. 00 $6.3
Combi nation Use Only - Disconnect Only
.17.11 Nonrecurring Cost - New DS1 Local Loop for $196. 32 $109. 65 $217.75 $121.6
Combi nation Use Only
.17.11 Nonrecurring Cost - New DS1 Local Loop for $46. 38 $13.03 $51. 44 $14. 4
Combi nation Use Only - Disconnect Only
.17.12 Nonrecurring Cost - New DS3 or STS-1 Local Loop $220. 36 $139. 50 $244. 42 $154.7
for Combination Use Only
.17.12 Nonrecurring Cost - New DS3 or STS-1 Local Loop $60. 49 $23.69 $67.10 $26. 2
for Combination Use Only - Disconnect Only
.17.16 Nonrecurring Cost - New Feature Activation for $6. 05 $4. 36 $6. 71 $4.8
Combi nation Use Only
L 17.17 Nonrecurring Cost - New DSO | OF for Combination $85. 38 $47. 42 $94.70 $52. 5
Use Only
L 17.17 Nonrecurring Cost - New DSO | OF for Combination $40. 82 $16. 25 $45. 28 $18. 0
Use Only - Disconnect Only
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Former Approved Rates APPROVED, AS MODIFIED HEREIN
(Order No. PSC-01-1181-FOF-TP)
NON- NON-
ELEMENT NUMBER & DESCRIPTION NON- RECURRING NON- RECURRING
RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL
Including (If Including (If
First Different) First Different)
.23 2-WIRE VOICE GRADE EXTENDED LOOP/2 WIRE VOICE
GRADE INTEROFFICE TRANSPORT
I’. 23-1 Fi xed I
I Zone 1 $39. 45 $39. 82 I
I Zone 2 $44. 62 $44.89 I
I Zone 3 $61. 20 $63. 14 I
P.17.1 Nonrec. Cost for Extd. Loop or Local $8.10 $8.10 $8.98 $8.9
Channel and Interoffice Comb. - Switch-As-Is
P.17.1 Nonrec. Cost for Extd. Loop or Local $8. 10 $8. 10 $8.98 $8.9
Channel and Interoffice Comb. - Switch-As-Is -
Disc. Only
Nonrec. Cost - 2-wire VG Extended Loop with $200. 40 $102. 00 $222. 29 $113.1
2-wire VG Interoffice Transport - NEW
Nonrec. Cost - 2-wire VG Extd. Loop with 2-wire $84. 10 $21. 93 $93. 28 $24.3
VG Interoffice Transport - NEW- Disc. Only
.23-2 D.2.1 Interoffice Transport - Dedicate - 2-Wre $0. 0084 $0. 0091
Voice Grade - Per Mle
.24 4-WIRE VOICE GRADE EXTENDED LOOP/ 4-WIRE VOICE
GRADE INTEROFFICE TRANSPORT
I’. 24-1 Fi xed I
| Zone 1 $44. 43 $45. 60 |
I Zone 2 $52. 61 $53. 65 I
I Zone 3 $78. 83 $82. 60 I
P.17.1 Nonrec. Cost for Extd. Loop or Local $8. 10 $8. 10 $8.98 $8.9
Channel and Interoffice Comb. - Switch-As-Is
P.17.1 Nonrec. Cost for Extd. Loop or Local $8.10 $8.10 $8.98 $8.9
Channel and Interoffice Comb. - Switch-As-Is -
Disc. Only
Nonrec. Cost - 4-wire VG Extended Loop with $200. 40 $102. 00 $222. 29 $113.1
4-wire VG Interoffice Transport - NEW
Nonrec. Cost - 4-wire VG Extd. Loop with 4-wire $84. 10 $21. 93 $93. 28 $24.3
VG Interoffice Transport - NEW- Disc. Only
.24-2 D.12.1 Interoffice Transport - Dedicated - 4-Wre $0. 0084 $0. 0091
Voice Grade - Per Mle
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Former Approved Rates APPROVED, AS MODIFIED HEREIN
(Order No. PSC-01-1181-FOF-TP)
NON- NON-
ELEMENT NUMBER & DESCRIPTION NON- RECURRING NON- RECURRING
RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL
Including (If Including (If
First Different) First Different)
.25 DS3 DIGITAL EXTENDED LOOP WITH DEDICATED STS1
INTEROFFICE TRANSPORT
I’. 25-1 Fi xed $1, 488. 10 $1,457. 88 I
P.17.1 Nonrec. Cost for Extd. Loop or Local $8. 10 $8. 10 $8.98 $8.9
Channel and Interoffice Comb. - Switch-As-Is
P.17.1 Nonrec. Cost for Extd. Loop or Local $8. 10 $8. 10 $8.98 $8.9
Channel and Interoffice Comb. - Switch-As-Is -
Disc. Only
Nonrec. Cost - DS3 Digital Extd. Loop with Ded. $508. 86 $264. 11 $564.42 $292.9
DS3 Interoffice Transport - NEW
Nonrec. Cost - DS3 Digital Extd. Loop with Ded. $95. 29 $40. 65 $105. 70 $45. 0
DS3 Interoffice Transport - NEW- Disc. Only
.25-2 D.6.1 Interoffice Transport - Dedicated - DS3 - $3.57 $3. 87
Per Mle
.25-3 A.16.2 High Capacity Unbundl ed Local Loop - DS3 - $10. 06 $10. 92
Per Mle
.26 STS1 DIGITAL EXTENDED LOOP WITH DEDICATED STS1
INTEROFFICE TRANSPORT
I’. 26-1 Fi xed $1,511. 68 $1,482. 60 I
P.17.1 Nonrec. Cost for Extd. Loop or Local $8. 10 $8. 10 $8.98 $8.9
Channel and Interoffice Comb. - Switch-As-Is
P.17.1 Nonrec. Cost for Extd. Loop or Local $8. 10 $8. 10 $8.98 $8.9
Channel and Interoffice Comb. - Switch-As-Is -
Disc. Only
Nonrec. Cost - STS1 Digital Extd. Loop with Ded. $508. 86 $264. 11 $564.42 $292.9
STS1 Interoffice Transport - NEW
Nonrec. Cost - STS1 Digital Extd. Loop with Ded. $95. 29 $40. 65 $105.70 $45. 0
STS1 Interoffice Transport - NEW- Disc. Only
.26-2 D.10.1 Interoffice Transport - Dedicated - STS-1 $3.57 $3. 87
- Per Mle
I’A 26-3 Per Mle - Loop I
A.16.16 High Capacity Unbundled Local Loop - $10. 06 $10. 92
STS-1 - Per Mle
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APPENDIX A

Former Approved Rates APPROVED, AS MODIFIED HEREIN
(Order No. PSC-01-1181-FOF-TP)
NON- NON-
ELEMENT NUMBER & DESCRIPTION NON- RECURRING NON- RECURRING
RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL
Including (If Including (If
First Different) First Different)
I.SO 4-WIRE DS1 LOOP WITH CHANNELIZATION WITH PORT
I’A 50. VG1 First Voice Grade in DS1 - Switch-as-is
I Zone 1 $192. 53 $193. 54
I Zone 2 $219.19 $219. 23
I Zone 3 $304. 69 $311. 61
I’A 50. VG2 |Additional Voice Grade in same DS1 $2. 00 $2. 04
I’ASO DID1 |First 2-Wre DID in DS1 -Switch-as-is
I Zone 1 $200. 00 $200. 87
I Zone 2 $226. 66 $226. 56
I Zone 3 $312. 16 $318. 94
I’SODI D2 Additional 2-Wre DID in same DS1 $9. 47 $9.37
I’SOISDN-l First 1SDN in DS1 - Switch-as-is
I Zone 1 $201. 99 $203. 25
I Zone 2 $228. 66 $228. 94
I Zone 3 $314. 15 $321. 32
ESOISDNZ Additional |SDN in same DS1 $11. 46 $11. 75
.50.1 4-Wre DS1 Loop/Channelization Port Combination - $72.61 $3.82 $96. 77 $4.
Nonrecurring Costs - Switch-as-is
.50.4 4-Wre DS1 Loop/Channelization Port Combination - $56. 95 $63.17
Subsequent Activity - Add Lines - Per Line
.50.5 4-Wre DS1 Loop/Channelization Port Combination - $78. 32 $86. 86
Subsequent Activity - Add Trunks - Per Trunk
.51 2-WIRE ISDN EXTENDED LOOP WITH DS1 INTEROFFICE
TRANSPORT
I’.51-1 First 2-Wre |ISDN in DS1
I Zone 1 $266. 81 $260. 63
I Zone 2 $274. 68 $268. 25
I Zone 3 $299. 93 $295. 63
P.17.1 Nonrec. Cost for Extd. Loop or Local $8. 10 $8. 10 $8.98 $8.
Channel and Interoffice Comb. - Switch-as-is
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APPENDIX A

Former Approved Rates APPROVED, AS MODIFIED HEREIN
(Order No. PSC-01-1181-FOF-TP)
NON- NON-
ELEMENT NUMBER & DESCRIPTION NON- RECURRING NON- RECURRING
RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL
Including (If Including (If
First Different) First Different)
P.17.1 Nonrec. Cost for Extd. Loop or Local $8.10 $8.10 $8.98 $8.9
Channel and Interoffice Comb. - Switch-as-is
-Disc. Only
Nonrec. Cost - 2-Wre |SDN Extd. Loop with DS1 $330. 00 $182. 65 $366. 04 $202.5
Interoffice Transport - NEW
Nonrec. Cost - 2-Wre |SDN Extd. Loop with DS1 $85. 75 $23. 07 $95. 11 $25. 6
Interoffice Transport - NEW - Disc. Only
.51-2 D.4.1 Interoffice Transport - Dedicated $0. 1710 $0. 1856
Per Mle
I’A51-3 Addi tional 2-Wre ISDN in same DS1 I
I Zone 1 $24. 20 $25. 42 I
I Zone 2 $32. 07 $32. 04 I
I Zone 3 $57. 32 $60. 42 I
P.17.16 Nonrec. Cost - New Feature Activation for $6. 05 $4. 36 $6.71 $4.8
Combi nation Use Only
.52 4-WIRE DS1 DIGITAL EXTENDED LOOP WITH DEDICATED
STS-1 INTEROFFICE TRANSPORT
I’. 52-1 First in DS1 in STS1 I
I Zone 1 $1,387.16 $1, 354. 39 I
I Zone 2 $1,413.83 $1, 380.08 I
I Zone 3 $1,499. 32 $1,472. 46 I
P.17.1 Nonrec. Cost for Extd. Loop or Local $8. 10 $8. 10 $8.98 $8.9
Channel and Interoffice Comb. - Switch-as-is
P.17.1 Nonrec. Cost for Extd. Loop or Local $8.10 $8.10 $8.98 $8.9
Channel and Interoffice Comb. - Switch-as-is
-Disc. Only
Nonrec. Cost - 4-Wre DS1 Digital Extd. $490. 87 $238.62 $544. 46 $264.6
Ded. STS-1 Interoffice Transport - NEW
Nonrec. Cost - 4-Wre DS1 Digital Extd. $81.18 $29.99 $90. 04 $33. 2
Ded. STS-1 Interoffice Transport - NEW -
Only
.52-2 D.10.1 Interoffice Transport- Dedicated $3.57 $3. 87
Per Mle
I’A 52-3 Additional DS1 in same STS1 I
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APPENDIX A

Former Approved Rates APPROVED, AS MODIFIED HEREIN
(Order No. PSC-01-1181-FOF-TP)
NON- NON-
ELEMENT NUMBER & DESCRIPTION NON- RECURRING NON- RECURRING
RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL
Including (If Including (If
First Different) First Different)
I Zone 1 $83. 46 $87. 20 I
I Zone 2 $110.13 $112. 89 I
I Zone 3 $195. 62 $205. 27 I
P.17.16 Nonrec. Cost - New Feature Activation for $6. 05 $4. 36 $6.71 $4.8
Combi nation Use Only
.53 2-WIRE VOICE GRADE EXTD LOOP WITH DED DS1
INTEROFFICE TRANSPORT W/ 3/1 MUX
I’A53-1 First 2-Wre VG in First DS1 in DS3 I
I Zone 1 $490. 40 $476. 04 I
I Zone 2 $495. 57 $481.11 I
I Zone 3 $512. 15 $499. 36 I
P.17.1 Nonrec. Cost for Extd. Loop of Local $8.10 $8.10 $8.98 $8.9
Channel and Interoffice Combination -
Switch-as-is
P.17.1 Nonrec. Cost for Extd. Loop of Local $8. 10 $8. 10 $8.98 $8.9
Channel and Interoffice Comb. - Switch-as-is-
Disc. Only
Nonrec. Cost - 2-Wre VG Extd. Loop with Ded. $330. 00 $182. 65 $366. 04 $202.5
Interoffice Transport with 3/1 Mux- NEW
Nonrec. Cost - 2-Wre VG Extd. Loop with Ded. $85. 75 $23. 07 $95.11 $25. 6
Interoffice Trans. with 3/1 Mux- NEWDisc Only
.53-2 D.4.1 Interoffice Transport - Dedicated $0.1710 $0. 1856
Per Mle
I’A 53-3 Additional 2-Wre VG in same DS1 I
I Zone 1 $14. 85 $15. 88 I
I Zone 2 $20. 02 $20. 95 I
I Zone 3 $36. 60 $39. 20 I
P.17.16 Nonrec. Cost - New Feature Activation for $6. 05 $4. 36 $6.71 $4.8
Combi nation Use Only
I’A 53-4 Additional DS1 in same DS3 $256. 85 $248. 97 I
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APPENDIX A

Former Approved Rates APPROVED, AS MODIFIED HEREIN
(Order No. PSC-01-1181-FOF-TP)
NON- NON-
ELEMENT NUMBER & DESCRIPTION NON- RECURRING NON- RECURRING
RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL
Including (If Including (If
First Different) First Different)
P.17.16 Nonrec. Cost - New Feature Activation for $6. 05 $4. 36 $6.71 $4.8
Combi nation Use Only
.54 4-WIRE VOICE GRADE EXTENDED LOOP WITH DS1
INTEROFFICE TRANSPORT W/ 3/1 MUX
I’.54-1 First 4-Wre VG in First DS1 in DS3 I
I Zone 1 $498. 20 $484.56 I
I Zone 2 $506. 38 $492. 61 I
I Zone 3 $532. 60 $521. 56 I
P.17.1 Nonrec. Cost for Extd. Loop of Local $8.10 $8.10 $8.98 $8.9
Channel and Interoffice Conmbination -
Switch-as-is
P.17.1 Nonrec. Cost for Extd. Loop of Local $8. 10 $8. 10 $8.98 $8.9
Channel and Interoffice Comb. - Switch-as-is-
Disc. Only
Nonrec. Cost - 4-Wre VG Extd. Loop with Ded. $330. 00 $182. 65 $366. 04 $202.5
Interoffice Trans. with 3/1 Mux - NEW
Nonrec. Cost - 4-Wre VG Extd. Loop with Ded. $85. 75 $23. 07 $95. 11 $25. 6
Interoffice Trans. with 3/1 Mux - NEW -
.54-2 D.4.1 Interoffice Transport - Dedicated $0. 1710 $0. 1856
Per Mle
I’A 54-3 Additional 4-Wre VG in same DS1 I
I Zone 1 $22. 65 $24. 40 I
I Zone 2 $30. 83 $32.45 I
I Zone 3 $57. 05 $61.40 I
P.17.16 Nonrec. Cost - New Feature Activation for $6. 05 $4. 36 $6.71 $4.8
Combi nation Use Only
I’A 54-4 Additional DS1 in same DS3 $256. 85 $248. 97 I
P.17.16 Nonrec. Cost - New Feature Activation for $6. 05 $4. 36 $6.71 $4.8
Combi nation Use Only
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APPENDIX A

Former Approved Rates APPROVED, AS MODIFIED HEREIN
(Order No. PSC-01-1181-FOF-TP)
NON- NON-
ELEMENT NUMBER & DESCRIPTION NON- RECURRING NON- RECURRING
RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL
Including (If Including (If
First Different) First Different)
.55 4-WIRE 56 OR 64 KBPS EXTD DIGITAL LOOP WITH DED.
DS1 INTEROFFICE TRANS. W/ 3/1 MUX
I’.55-1 First 4-Wre in First DS1 in DS3 I
I Zone 1 $502. 19 $488. 65 I
I Zone 2 $511. 62 $497. 88 I
I Zone 3 $541. 82 $531. 08 I
P.17.1 Nonrec. Cost for Extd. Loop or Local $8. 10 $8. 10 $8.98 $8.9
Channel and Interoffice Comb. - Switch-as-is
P.17.1 Nonrec. Cost for Extd. Loop or Local $8.10 $8.10 $8.98 $8.9
Channel and Interoffice Comb. - Switch-as-is
-Disc. Only
Nonrec. Cost- 4-Wre 56 or 64 Kbps Extd Loop $330. 00 $182. 65 $366. 04 $202.5
w/ Ded. DS1 Trans. w/ 3/1 Mux- NEW
Nonrec. Cost- 4-Wre 56 or 64 Kbps Extd Loop $85. 75 $23. 07 $95. 11 $25. 6
w/ Ded. DS1 Trans. w/ 3/1 Mux- NEW - Disc.
.55-2 D.4.1 Interoffice Transport - Dedicated $0.1710 $0. 1856
Per Mle
I’A 55-3 Additional 4-Wre in same DS1 I
I Zone 1 $26. 64 $28. 49 I
I Zone 2 $36. 07 $37.72 I
I Zone 3 $66. 30 $70. 92 I
P.17.16 Nonrec. Cost - New Feature Activation for $6. 05 $4. 36 $6.71 $4.8
Combi nation Use Only
‘A 55-4 Additional DS1 in same DS3 $256. 85 $248. 97 I
P.17.16 Nonrec. Cost - New Feature Activation for $6. 05 $4. 36 $6.71 $4.8
Combi nation Use Only
.56 2-WIRE ISDN EXTENDED LOOP WITH DS1 INTEROFFICE
TRANSPORT W/ 3/1MUX
I’.56-1 First 2-Wre in First DS3 I
I Zone 1 $499. 75 $485. 58 I
I Zone 2 $507. 62 $493. 20 I
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APPENDIX A

Former Approved Rates APPROVED, AS MODIFIED HEREIN
(Order No. PSC-01-1181-FOF-TP)
NON- NON-
ELEMENT NUMBER & DESCRIPTION NON- RECURRING NON- RECURRING
RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL
Including (If Including (If
First Different) First Different)
I Zone 3 $532. 87 $520. 58 I
P.17.1 Nonrec. Cost for Extd. Loop or Local $8. 10 $8. 10 $8.98 $8.9
Channel and Interoffice Comb. - Switch-as-is
P.17.1 Nonrec. Cost for Extd. Loop or Local $8.10 $8.10 $8.98 $8.9
Channel and Interoffice Comb. - Switch-as-is
-Disc. Only
Nonrec. Cost - 2-Wre |SDN Extd Loop with Ded. $330. 00 $182. 65 $366. 04 $202.5
DS1 Interoffice Transport with 3/1 Mux - NEW
Nonrec. Cost - 2-Wre |ISDN Extd Loop w/ Ded. DS1 $85. 75 $23. 07 $95. 11 $25. 6
Interoffice Trans. w/ 3/1 Mux - NEW - Disc. Only
.56-2 D.4.1 Interoffice Transport - Dedicated - DS1 - $0. 1710 $0. 1856
Per Mle
I’A 56- 3 Additional 2-Wre in same DS1 I
I Zone 1 $24. 20 $25. 42 I
I Zone 2 $32. 07 $33. 04 I
I Zone 3 $57. 32 $60. 42 I
P.17.16 Nonrec. Cost - New Feature Activation for $6. 05 $4. 36 $6.71 $4.8
Combi nation Use Only
‘A 56- 4 Additional DS1 in same DS3 $256. 85 $248. 97 I
P.17.16 Nonrec. Cost - New Feature Activation for $6. 05 $4. 36 $6.71 $4.8
Combi nation Use Only
.57 4-WIRE DS1 DIGITAL EXTD LOOP WITH DED. DS1
INTEROFFICE TRANSPORT W/ 3/1/ MUX
I’A57-1 First 4-Wre DS1 in DS3 I
I Zone 1 $393. 03 $386. 83 I
I Zone 2 $419. 70 $412. 52 I
I Zone 3 $505. 19 $504. 90 I
P.17.1 Nonrec. Cost for Extd. Loop or Local $8. 10 $8. 10 $8.98 $8.9
Channel and Interoffice Comb. - Switch-as-is
P.17.1 Nonrec. Cost for Extd. Loop or Local $8. 10 $8. 10 $8.98 $8.9
Channel and Interoffice Comb. - Switch-as-is -
Disc. Only
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APPENDIX A

Former Approved Rates APPROVED, AS MODIFIED HEREIN
(Order No. PSC-01-1181-FOF-TP)
NON- NON-
ELEMENT NUMBER & DESCRIPTION NON- RECURRING NON- RECURRING
RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL
Including (If Including (If
First Different) First Different)
Nonrec. Cost - 4-Wre DS1 Digital Extd. Loop with $330. 00 $182. 65 $366. 04 $202.5
Ded. DS1 Interoffice Transport with 3/1 Mux - NEW
Nonrec. Cost- 4-Wre DS1 Dig Extd. Loop with Ded $85. 75 $23. 07 $95.11 $25. 6
DS1 Interoffice Trans. w 3/1 Mux-NEW -Disc Only
.57-2 D.4.1 Interoffice Transport - Dedicated - DS1 - $0.1710 $0. 1856
Per Mle
I’A 57-3 Additional 4-Wre DS1 in same DS3 I
I Zone 1 $174. 33 $175. 64 I
I Zone 2 $201. 00 $201. 33 I
I Zone 3 $286. 49 $293.71 I
P.17.16 Nonrec. Cost - New Feature Activation for $6. 05 $4. 36 $6.71 $4.8
Combi nation Use Only
.58 4-WIRE 56 OR 64 KBPS DIGITAL EXTENDED LOOP WITH
DS0 INTEROFFICE TRANSPORT
I’. 58-1 Fi xed I
I Zone 1 $43. 43 $44.83 I
I Zone 2 $52. 86 $54. 06 I
I Zone 3 $83. 09 $87. 26 I
P.17.1 Nonrec. Cost for Extd. Loop or Local $8.10 $8.10 $8.98 $8.9
Channel and Interoffice Comb. - Switch-as-is
P.17.1 Nonrec. Cost for Extd. Loop or Local $8. 10 $8. 10 $8.98 $8.9
Channel and Interoffice Comb. - Switch-as-is
-Disc. Only
Nonrec. Cost- 4-Wre 56 or 64 Kbps Dig. Extd Loop $200. 40 $102. 00 $222. 29 $113.1
w/ Ded DSO Interoffice Transport - NEW
Nonrec. Cost- 4-Wre 56 or 64 Kbps Dig. Extd Loop $84.10 $21.93 $93. 28 $24.3
w/ Ded DSO Interoffice Trans - NEW Disc. Only
.58-2 D.3.1 Interoffice Transport - Dedicate -DSO - Per $0. 0084 $0. 0091
Mle
‘.0 D4 CHANNEL BANKS I
‘.1 D4 CHANNEL BANKS CENTRAL OFFICE I
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APPENDIX A

Former Approved Rates APPROVED, AS MODIFIED HEREIN
(Order No. PSC-01-1181-FOF-TP)
NON- NON-
ELEMENT NUMBER & DESCRIPTION NON- RECURRING NON- RECURRING
RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL RECURRING RECURRING ADDITIONAL
Including (If Including (If
First Different) First Different)
I} 1.1 D4 Channel Bank Inside CO - System I
I} 1.3 Unbundl ed Loop Concentration - |ISDN (Brite Card) I

r

e e )

|
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APPENDIX B - BELLSOUTH WIRE CENTERS BY ZONES
Zone 1
BCRTFLBT FTLDFLSG KYWSFL VA M AMFLGR M AMFLVWM
BCRTELMA FTLDFLSU M AMFLAE M AMFLI C MN\DRFLAV
CCBHELMA HLWDFL HA M AMFLAL M AMFLKE NDADFL
DL BHFL VA HLWDFL VA M AMFLAP M AMFLIVE NDADFL
DYBHFLEN JCVLELCL M AMFELBA M AMELNM NKLRFL
FTLDFLCR JCVLELI A M AMFLBC M AMFLPB ORLDFLMNA
FTLDFLCY JCVLELJT M AMFLBR M AMELPL PVBHFL
FTLDFLVR JCVLELSJ M AMELDB M AMEL SO WPBHFL
FTLDFLOA JCVLFLSM M AMFLFL M AMFLWD
Zone 2
BCRTFLSA FTLDFLJA JCVLELNO NSBHFL PNSCF
BKVLFLJF FTLDFLPL JCVLFLOW L DFLAP PNVDFL
BLGLFLMA FTLDFL JCVLFLRV ORLDFLCL PRRNF
BYBHFLIVA FTPRELIVA JCVLFLWC ORLDFLPC PTSLF
CNTMFLLE GLBRFLMC JPTRFLMA ORLDFLPH PTSLF
L VA GSVLELMA KYLRFLLS ORLDFLSA SBSTFL
L VE GSVLELNW KYLRFLVA ORPKFLMNA SNFRF
DBRYFL DL HBSDFL VA L KMREL VA ORPKFLRW STAGFLB.
DBRYFL VA HLNVEL VA L YHNEL OH OVl DFLCA STAGFLNVA
DEL DFL VA HLWDEL PE M AMFLCA PACEFLPV STAGFLSH
DLBHFLKP HLWDELWH M AMELHL PAHKEL VA STRTE
DL SPFL VA HMSTFLAF M AMFLNS PCBHFLNT TTVLFE
DRBHFL VA HMSTFLHM M AMFLOL PLCSFL VA VRBHFLBE
DYBHFL VA HTI SFLMVA M AMFLRR PMBHFLCS VRBHF
DYBHFLOB L M AMVFL SH PMBHFLFE BHFL
DYBHFLOS JCBHFLAB M CCFLBB PVBHFEL VA WPBHFLGR
DYBHFL PO JCBHFL VA M_LBRFL VA PNCYFLCA WPBHFL HH
EGLLFLBG J FLSP MNDRFLLO PNCYFL VA WPBHFLLE
EGLLFLI H JCVLELAR MNDREL LW PNSCFL BL WPBHFL RB
FLBHEL VA JCVLFLBW RTHELVE PNSCFLFP WPBHFLRP
FRBHFLFP JCVLELFC NDADFL BR PNSCFLHC WASPELHI
FTLDFLAP JCVLFLLF NDADFL GG NSCFLPB WASPFL
Zone 3
ARCHFL VA DNL NFLWWM JAY- FLMVA OKHLFEL VA TRENFLMA
BGPI FLVA EORNFL VA KYHGEL VA OLTWELLN VERNFL VA
BLDWFL VA FTGRFLIVA LKCYFLMA PLTKFLMA VELKFL VA
BNNL FL VA GCSPFELCN MCNPFEL VA PMPKEL VA YNENFELMA
BRSNFL VA GCVLELMA MDBGFLPM PRSNFLFD YNTWEL VA
CDKYFLMA GENVELMA M_LTNELRA SBSTFLFE YULEFLMA
CFLDFLMA HAVNFEL VA MNSNFL VA SGKYFLMA
CHPLFLJA HVSTELEA MXVLEL VA STAGFLWG
CSCYFLBA HWIHFL VA NVBYFL VA SYHSFLCC



