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IN THE MATTER OF INVESTIGATION T-00000A-00-0194

U.S. WEST COMMUNICATION, INC.’S )
COMPLIANCE WITH CERTAIN ) MEMORANDUM IN RESPONSE TO
WHOLESALE PRICING REQUIREMENTS ) QWEST MOTION TO STRIKE

FOR UNBUNDLED NETWORK ELEMENTS ) HAIMODEL

AND RESALE DISCOUNTS. )

I. INTRODUCTION

Qwest’s Motion to Strike the HAI Model misstates the availability of the information
sought, fails to acknowledge Qwest’s prior access to those materials, and overstates Qwest’s
need to review those materials in analyzing the HAI Model. The customer location information
at issue in Qwest’s motion has been used in the HAI Model for years. Qwest has had the
opportunity to review and validate that information in prior proceedings. Qwest’s last minute
claim here that its failure to obtain the information to date in this proceeding “precludes a
meaningful analysis” is simply untrue ~ Qwest can conduct a thorough evaluation of the HAI
Model without the data it seeks. For these reasons, AT&T Communications of the Mountain
States (“AT&T”) and XO Arizona, Inc. request that Qwest’s motion be denied.

II. ARGUMENT

A. The Information Qwest Seeks Is Available.

Qwest contends that the HAI Model must be stricken because information regarding
customer locations and clusters used in the model is not available. Qwest quotes counsel for

AT&T and XO as stating that “at this point in the proceeding, TNS [the third party vendor that
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owns the information] will not provide Qwest with access to the data, regardless of whether
Qwest can pay for it.” Qwest Brief at 3. This claim misquotes counsel and, more to the point, is
false. The information Qwest seeks is available from TNS. The issue here is not whether the
information can be obtained, but how long it will take to get the information and how much it
will cost. TNS needs two to three weeks in the ordinary course to make the preparations
necessary to allow review and analysis of the data requested. Obtaining the information more
quickly would cause substantial additional expense. This means that the information cannot be
made available at a reasonable cost before the hearing in this matter commences.

Given that the information Qwest seeks is available, there are three real issues that face
the Commission. First, does Qwest need the information it has requested? Second, if Qwest
does need the information, is the appropriate remedy here to strike the HAI Model, or should this
matter simply be continued to allow Qwest to conduct whatever analysis it desires?' Finally, if
Qwest is provided with time to conduct an analysis on the data, who should be required to pay
the costs of Qwest’s examination?

AT&T and XO submit that Qwest has no need to review the information it seeks. Qwest
has had every necessary opportunity to validate the workings of the HAI Model. Moreover, ifa
determination is made that Qwest should be permitted an opportunity to review the TNS data, the
proper result is to vacate the hearing date and allow Qwest to review the materials at its own
expense. Qwest’s inability to conduct a review of these materials before the hearing in this
matter is the result of its own delay in requesting the information. Qwest’s motion should be

denied.

! This is the approach AT&T and XO agreed to follow in response to Qwest’s failure to provide
the information necessary to allow any analysis of the switching costs Qwest proFosed in this
proceeding. Qwest apparently believes that other parties shoul comply with different standards

than those that apply to Qwest.
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B. Qwest Has No Need to Review the Information it Has Requested.

Qwest’s claim that its failure to obtain customer location and cluster information prevents
Qwest from validating the HAI Model is simply untrue. Qwest has sufficient information to test
the model. Moreover, it has reviewed and analyzed the data and processes used by TNS in prior
proceedings. These analyses have provided Qwest adequate opportunity to assess for itself the
validity of the data underlying the model.

Understanding Qwest’s allegations here requires a correct description of the basic data
used in the HAI Model, how the data are developed, and what parties are responsible for each
state of this development.

Because HAI 5.2a has the goal of modeling a distribution plant that is as precisely and
efficiently engineered as possible to the actual locations at which customers desire telephone
service, HAT uses as an input the best possible latitude and longitude data on these precise
customer locations. The latitude and longitude specifications of customer geographical locations
are called “geocodes.” TNS provides these geocodes by converting commercially available
direct mail address lists from Metromail and Dunn & Bradstreet. Essentially, TNS determines
the latitude and longitude of each customer address by processing the address through
commercially available geocoding software.

Geocoded information for a certain percentage of the customer locations located in any
given census block is typically unavailable, because, for example, the direct mail databases are
incomplete. For those customers, the HAI model uses “surrogate” geocodes that are uniformly
distributed along roads within the census block in which the surrogate geocodes are located.

Both the actual geocoded locations and the surrogate locations are then mapped to an existing
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Qwest serving wire center. The data is then clustered by TNS and data regarding the clusters is
then provided to AT&T for inclusion in the input data used directly in the HAT Model.

Qwest argues that it needs the underlying TNS customer location data because without it,
Qwest cannot perform any “meaningful analysis of whether the HAI Model builds enough
network plant and includes enough network-related investment to serve the customers in
Arizona.” Qwest Motion at 4. Qwest’s contention is incorrect. Qwest has readily available
information to test the extent to which the HAI Model includes sufficient network plant. For
example, in the prior cost proceeding, Qwest provided the Commission with information
regarding the actual route miles of distribution cable in its network, as well as the route miles
assumed by its own cost model. Qwest compared those figures to the amount of plant modeled
by the Hatfield Model 2.2.2. and argued that the model did not build enough distribution plant to
reach all customers.

Qwest could make a similar analysis here. In fact, Qwest has already conducted part of
this analysis. The Rebuttal Testimony of Mr. Fitzsimmons filed by Qwest in this proceeding
shows that HAI Model 5.2a includes 26,328 route miles of distribution plant. Fitzsimmons
Rebuttal at 27. Although AT&T has not had time to determine the route miles produced by
Qwest’s own cost study in this proceeding, the distribution mileage assumed by HAI 5.2a is
comparable to the distribution mileage produced by Qwest’s loop model filed in the prior cost
docket. There is every reason to believe, therefore, that HAI Model 5.2a does “build enough
plant.”

Moreover, information already provided to Qwest with the model allows Qwest to
analyze the extent to which the customer locations assumed by the model reflect the actual

locations of customers in the State of Arizona. Information that Qwest has in its possession
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allows it to map each cluster of customers assumed by HAI 5.2a to actual physical locations in
the State. Some of these clusters are as small as a single building. This process would allow
Qwest to determine whether the model makes appropriate assumptions regarding where
customers actually exist. Currently, the Minnesota Department of Commerce is validating HAI
Model 5.2a using precisely this technique in a proceeding where Qwest is an intervenor.

In addition, Qwest’s prior access to the TNS data in other proceedings has allowed it an
opportunity to test the reliability and accuracy of the process used by TNS. Qwest has reviewed
and examined this information (at its own expense) in connection with presentations of the
model to the FCC and to the Minnesota Department of Public Service. Copies of
correspondence describing some of Qwest’s prior access to this information are attached as
Exhibit A. Qwest’s past experience in analyzing the data provide a basis for it to critique the
data here if it has actually found errors or problems in the TNS analysis.

Finally, the source of the data used here provides its own indicia of reliability. The
underlying customer location data comes from commercial databases. These databases were not
created for litigation purposes. Rather, they are marketed and sold to businesses in need of
mailing list information based, in large part, on the comprehensiveness and accuracy of the
information included.? There is no basis, therefore, for Qwest to complain that it needs to review
these materials for bias.

C. Qwest’s Own Delay Has Prevented Review of the Data Prior to the Hearing.

To the extent that Qwest had a true desire to review the TNS data for the purposes of this
proceeding, its own delay in requesting the material is the reason that it could not obtain access

before the scheduled hearing date. As indicated in the documents attached as Exhibit A, Qwest

2 Qwest itself is in the direct mail database business in competition with Metromail and Dunn &
Bradstreet.
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has long known that the HAT Model uses customer location information owned by third parties.
Qwest has also known the issues involved and the time required in obtaining access to the
information. Qwest employee Peter Copeland reviewed the TNS (formerly PNR) data at the
TN site as early as 1998. Nevertheless, Qwest did not seek access to the TNS data in this
proceeding until data requests that were first served on June 5, 2001. AT&T timely responded
that it did not have the information, but that it would assist Qwest in obtaining access to the
information if requested. Qwest failed to seek access through AT&T at any time until a
discovery conference between counsel on June 26, 2001.

Qwest is also well aware of the difficulties in general that are involved in obtaining
access to documents where a third party is involved. As indicated in AT&T’s recently filed
Motion to Strike Qwest’s Loop Module and Transport Module, even now, Qwest itself has still
has not released certain third-party materials in its possession that AT&T requested from Qwest
more than three months ago.” The fact that the TNS materials could not be made available
slightly over one month after Qwest first asked for the documents is simply unremarkable.

Qwest’s failure to seek any arrangement for access to the customer location data until
June 5 is difficult to understand. Qwest cannot reasonably claim that it was unaware of AT&T’s
intention to rely on the HAI Model. AT&T has consistently used the model in cost proceedings
throughout Qwest’s region. For example, AT&T provided HAI Model 5.2a to Qwest in a
parallel Colorado cost proceeding as recently as March 16, 2001, indicating that AT&T would
rely on the model to establish unbundled network element pricing. Even in this proceeding,
AT&T filed its testimony presenting the HAI Model on May 16, 2001, almost three weeks

before Qwest made any request for the TNS information. Qwest certainly could have requested

3 In fact, Qwest failed to produce any of the requested materials until almost two months after
AT&T’s initial requests.

6 377032v1




access to these materials long ago if it, in fact, wanted the opportunity to analyze the data prior to
the hearing.

Qwest’s delay in seeking the data is the source the difficulty now facing the Commission
in deciding this motion. With more notice, a decision could have been made early on regarding
how the data would be made available and who would be responsible for paying the costs
associated with obtaining the data. Moreover, with greater notice and cooperation from Qwest,
we have been advised by TNS, the third-party vendor, that there are options available to
minimize the cost of obtaining the data. None of these cost-saving options are available,
however, in the short time frame created by Qwest’s request.

If the Commission believes that Qwest should have access to the TNS data, and if Qwest
truly has a desire to review that data, AT&T suggests that an appropriate approach would be to
delay this hearing to permit Qwest to conduct whatever analysis it desires. The cost of the
analysis will be highly dependent upon the timing and scope of the information that Qwest
requests. Moreover, as argued above, Qwest has no-need for the information to validate the HAI
Model results. For these reasons, Qwest should initially bear the cost of its own review. Should
Qwest be able to demonstrate at the hearing on this matter that its analysis has actually produced
results that are beneficial to the Commission in analyzing the HAI Model, the Commission could
consider at that time whether it is appropriate to assign the cost of the Qwest’s review to the

sponsors of the model.
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III. CONCLUSION

For these reasons, AT&T and XO request that Qwest’s motion be denied.

Dated this l’gr‘cl\ay of July, 2001.

DAVIS WRIGHT TREMAINE LLP

1501 Fourth Avenue

2600 Century Square

Seattle, WA 98101-1688

206-628-7772

206-628-7699 (Facsimile)

Attorneys for AT&T Communications of the Mountain
States, Inc., and XO Arizona, Inc.

o (O) S W
WE Steele
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that the original and 10 copies of the Memorandum in Response to Qwest
Motion to Strike HAT Model, regarding Docket No. T-00000A-00-0194, were hand delivered

this 13th day of July, 2001, to:

Arizona Corporation Commission
Docket Control — Utilities Division
1200 West Washington Street
Phoenix, AZ 85007

and that a copy of the foregoing was hand-delivered this 13th day of July, 2001 to the following:

Deborah Scott

Director - Utilities Division
Arizona Corporation Commission
1200 West Washington Street
Phoenix, AZ 85007

Lyn Farmer

Chief Hearing Officer

Arizona Corporation Commission
1200 West Washington Street
Phoenix, AZ 85007

Maureen Scott

Legal Division

Arizona Corporation Commission
1200 West Washington Street
Phoenix, AZ 85007

Dwight D. Nodes, Administrative Law
Judge

Hearing Division

Arizona Corporation Commission
1200 West Washington

Phoenix, AZ 85007

and that a copy of the foregoing was sent via United States Mail, postage prepaid, on the 13th

day of July, 2001 to the following:

Timothy Berg
Fennemore Craig, P.C.
3003 North Central Ave.
Suite 2600

Phoenix, AZ 85012
Attorneys for Qwest

Steve Sager, Esq.

McLeod USA Telecommunications
Service, Inc.

215 South State Street, 10th Floor
Salt Lake City, Utah 84111
Attorneys for McLeod USA

Janet Livengood

Z-TEL Communications, Inc.

601 South Harbour Island

Suite 220

Tampa, Florida 33602

Attorneys for Z-Tel Communications, Inc.

Ray Heyman

Roshka Heyman & DeWulf

400 North 5th Street

Suite 1000

Phoenix, AZ 85004

Attorneys for Alltel Communications
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Michael W. Patten

Roscoe Heyman & DeWulf

400 North 5th Street

Suite 1000

Phoenix, AZ 85004

Attorneys for Cox, e-spire, McLeod USA,
Teligent, Z-Tel, MGC Communications

Dennis Ahlers

Echelon Telecom, Inc.

730 Second Avenue South

Suite 1200

Minneapolis, MN 55402

Attorneys for Echelon Telecom, Inc.

Thomas F. Dixon
WorldCom, Inc.

707 17" Street

Suite 3900

Denver, CO 80202
Attorneys for WorldCom

Darren S. Weingard

Stephen H. Kukta

Sprint Communications Co.
1850 Gateway Drive

7th Floor

San Mateo, CA 94404-2647
Attorneys for Sprint

Steven J. Duffy

Ridge & Isaacson, P.C.
3101 North Central Avenue
Suite 1090

Phoenix, AZ 85012-2638
Attorneys for Sprint

Penny Bewick

New Edge Networks

P.O. Box 5159

3000 Columbia House Blvd.
Vancouver, Washington 98668
Attorneys for New Edge

Marti Allbright, Esq.

MPOWER Communications Corporation
5711 South Benton Circle

Littleton, CO 80123

Attorneys for MGC Communications

Thomas H. Campbell

Lewis & Roca LLP

40 N. Central Avenue

Phoenix, AZ 85004

Attorneys for Rhythms Links, Inc., Time Warner,
WorldCom, Echelon Telecom, Allegiance

John Connors

WorldCom, Inc.

Law and Public Policy

707 17th Street, Suite 3600
Denver, CO 80202
Attorney for WorldCom

Eric Heath

Sprint Communications
100 Spear Street

Suite 930

San Francisco, CA
Attorneys for Sprint

Megan Doberneck, Senior Counsel
Nancy Mirabella, Paralegal

Covad Communications Company
4250 Burton Drive

Santa Clara, CA 95054

Attorney for Covad

Michael M. Grant

Gallagher and Kennedy

2575 E. Camelback Road

Phoenix, AZ 85016-9225

Attorneys for ELI, Covad, New Edge
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Michael B. Hazzard

Kelley Drye and Warren

1200 19th Street, NW

Washington, DC 20036

Attorneys for Z-Tel Communications

Andrea Harris
Allegiance Telecom
2101 Webster

Suite 1580

Oakland, CA 94612

Scott S. Wakefield
RUCO

2828 N. Central Avenue
Suite 1200

Phoenix, AZ 85004
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Richard N. Clarke 295 North Mapls Avenue
Division Manager Basking Ricdgs, NJ 07920

Phone: 00B-221-8535
FAX: 008-221-4828
Emsll: molarke@atloom

May 11, 1998

Mr. Pete Sywenki

Sprint

1850 M Street, N.W., Suite 1100
Washington, D.C. 20036

Dear Mr. Sywenki:

On May 7, we reccived by U.S. Mail the Jetter that you dated May 1, and which
was postmarked May 4. In this lctter you requested a response by May 7, Although
your use of the U.S. Mail to communicate with us has prevented us from meeting your
requested deadline, AT&T and MCI are pleased to provide youy with this response, We
trust that afier reading this, you will agree that the HAI Mode] sponsors have provided
third parties with every reasonable opportunity to examine the data underlying the HAI
Model — and that this openness exceeds by any standard the access that Sprint has
provided to the BCPM model's data.

In this Jetter you requested 8 further opportunity 10 examine the customer location
and clusicring data that underlic the HAI Model. You noted that Sprint has alpeady
been afforded at lcast one opportunity to review these data for the state of Nevada. This
examination was pursuant to an agreement arranged with the Nevada Public Service
Commission and permitted Sprint, Nevada Bell, GTE and their consultants to ===nd
threc days at PNR's premises in Jenkintown, PA on April 15, 16 and 17 to examine the
data that you indicate in your letter.! Furthermore, because of a continued Interest on
the part of the ILECs sponsoring the BCPM Model, PNR will conduct another “open
house™ on May 13, 14 and 15 where all of these data will again be available for your
inspection. It is my understanding that at minimum, Sprint, U § West, StopWatch
Maps and INDETEC will be attending this scssion — along with the staff of severa) state
commissions. :

In addition to providing Sprint with these six days of site visit opportunity to
examine these data inputs o the HAl Model, PNR is preparing a large sample of

V1n fact, the data that were made available to Sprint exceeded greatly in scope the thres items that you
mention in your letter. An stischment to this Jetter lists the forty-some data vanables that bave been made
svailable for inspection at visits 1o PNR.
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clusters (randomly extracted from the HAI Model’s input data) for which they will
pravide the latitude and longitude geocodes of each of the indjvidual customer locations
that comprise the cluster. These data will be provided to any interested third party and
peruiit a completely open examination of the HAI Model's customer clustering
processes. To ensurc that the confidentiality of Metromail’s and Dun & Bradstrect's
address data is maintalned, the only alteration that PNR will make to these point data is
to perturb by a fixed, but unstated, amount the longitude of each geocode within a
cluster. This adjustment preserves completely the precise spatial relationships between
all points within a cluster.? In addition, cach geocode point will be identified as to
whether it is an “acmal”™ point or a “surrogate” point. We trust that these data will
permit Sprint 10 conduct all of its desired analyses.

The obligations that you ¢ite in your letter that, “(t)he cost study or model and all
underlying data, formulae, computations, and software associated with the model
should be available o all interested parties for review and comment,” fall equally upon
all models submirted for the FCC's consideration. AT&T and MCI arc unaware of
Sprint having afforded third parties the opportunity to inspect the proprietary data (or
other data that the BCPM sponsors have kept nonpublic) that underlie the BCPM. To
our knowledge neither site visits nor sample data sets (as the HAI sponsors have
offered) have been made available.

AT&T and MCI are anxious to be afforded similar access to the data and processes
used to develop the customer location assumptions in the BCPM. Although the
BCPM’s documentation is unclear about the source of many of these data and
assumptions, they include, 8t minimum, the source data ynderlying all of the 31 pre-
processing steps used in developing the BCPM's customer location assumptions, plus
the unspecified *“utilities” or DLLs used to process these. At various times the source
of these data has been referred to as StopWatch Maps and/or the spreadsheets of John
Banks of Sprint and Peter Copeland of U S West. We have prepared a more complete
list of the items in question, and would be happy to discuss with you at grester length
the precise nature of these data and their formats so that they can be provided in a form
that facilitates their analysis. As you undoubtedly know, your representative, Phil
Bolian of StopWatch Maps was very pleased with the similar cooperation that he
received frorm PNR in this regard.

Because of the many past and future opportunities detailed in this letter that the
HAJ sponsors have provided to Sprint to inspect the HAI data, the favor of your eatly
and affirmative reply is requested. If you wish to decline to make these reciprocal
arrapgememnts available to inspect these nonpublic BCPM data, written notification from
you of this position would also be appreciated. Please note that the only private BCPM

* Becavse the HAT Model recognizes corrvetly that amounts of distance assoclated with a degree of longitude
vary as onc moves north in latitude, the Istitude associated with the cluster gencodes is not perurbed.
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data to which we are requesting access at this time are those related to customer counts
and location. We expect that at an early future date, Sprint will also make available the
many other proprictary models that the BCPM employs 1o determine critical cost items
such as switching (modeled by SCIS) and signaling (modeled by some unspecified U S
West proprictary model), and its estimates of operating expenses. This would, of
course, include the survey data inputs that were used in these proprietary models.

Please contact Rich Clarke of AT&T (908-221-8685), or Chris Frentrup of MCI
(202-887-2731), if you have any questions.

Sincen elYI

: : i

Rebe OX ade Chotihe Fute
Richard N. Clarke -~ Christopher Frentrup  ( «»()
AT&ET MCI

Attachment

cc: A, Richard Metzger
James Schlichting
Michae] Riordan
Donazld Stockdale
Brad Wimmer
Charles Keller
Robert Loube
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Vaicable Descrption :

Formats of Provided PNR Data Files

- Fovmat Type

NU.Oob4 rFdydasdiq

Roos

Widih

Case Sequential oumber of point within & spocifi¢ wire Numeric 3
conter
| Cluster Unigue cluster cumber to which point 15 assigned Numeric 3
Clusmame Name of main ¢huster Character 4
Outlicr Outlier fa Character ]
Perimpath Ordered location of point if located slong perimeter Numeric 3
Clh 8 digit CLLI Code Character 8
Long Longirude of point Numeric 1)
Lat Latitude of point Numetic 10
| Wi Number of Lunes for point Numaeric 12
CHG Census block Character 15
Type Type of point (Business, Residontial, of Surrogats) | Characier )
Grppath Number of outliers to go through to get 10 main (or Nurderic 6
home) ¢luster
Clustpath Cluster pame with path back to main (home) cluster Charucter 128
Appendinf Blank field Charnacrer 10
NV_CDAT.DBF

Variable Name a3 dq/uriable Doscription . 7e Yoo - etk

‘ormat Type =

Wiklth

Blockgroup Dominant eensus block group Charscter 12
Cluster Unique cluster umber fo which point is assigned Numeric 11
Clus_Name Cluster Name of main cluster Character 5
Outlier Outlier 11 Numeric 11
Splitgroup Wire Center CLLI Code Character 9
Arcs Cluster Area Numeric {2
Clustiong Longitude of cluster cenwold Numeric 12
Clustiat Latituds of clusier cepuoid Numeric 12
Serviong Longitude of serving eluster ceatroid Numeric 12
Serviay Latitude of jerving cluster ceotroid Numeric 12
Height Height of rectangulay srea Numetie 12
Width Width of recrangulsr ares Numeric 12
Wicases Number of modeled lines Numeric 12
Firms Number of Fums Numeric 32>
| Buslines Number of Business lines Numeric 12
| Res Numbet of Residential poits Numstic 12
| Reslines Number of Residential lines Numeric 12
SLB Singls Lms Business Flag Numesic 12
Employees Number of employees Numeric 12
Cox Probability of Ceotrex Numezic 12
Act_ratio Percemage of actal points to total modeled points | Numeric 12
Real_res Number of real residential points Numerie 10
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. Real_firm Numsber of real business poits Numeric 0

Grouppath Number of other points to get to the main (or home) | Numernic 12
clustar. The count starts with the main clyster.

Grppathlab Claster narme with parh back to main (home) cluster | Character 254

Grpdist Distance to consect the outlicr cluster wo the main Numetic 12
cluster (from tho closest point in the outlier cluster).
Chain Langth .

Grpmaxdist Distance to confiect the outlier cluster 1o the main Numeric 12
¢luster (from the furthest point in the outlier cluster)
Chain Length
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THE
ATeT

‘ . Richard N, Clarke Room 5462C3
295 North Maple Avenue
EX PARTE OR LATE FIL EDbon shiais; " fosy 07520

\ . May 14, 1998

L

Ms. Magalie Roman Salas

Secretary
Federal Communications Commission T,
‘ 1919 M. St., NW. Room 222 HolRvEs:
| Washingion. D.C. 20554
‘ MAY 14 1998
| RE: Ex Pare Presentation — Proxy Cost Models T Rt
CC Docker No. 5645 Mc;wgmﬂmm
Dear Ms. Salas:

The antached CD-ROM provides a Microsoft Access file of PNR cluster input data used
by the HAJ Model v5.0a for a large random sample of clusters from cight states. It contains
the location geocodes for nearly 400,000 customer focations. These data will permit all
interested parties to examine critically ali aspects of the processes used to translate customer
geocodes into engineered distribution arcas. The READ_ME. &t file on the CD-ROM
provides the definition of each of each recard’s veriables. It is reproduced on the artached

page.

Two copies of this Notice are being submitted to the Secretary of the FCC in accordance
with Section 1.1206(a)(2) of the Commission's rules. A copy of the CD-ROM is being

I

provided to [TS.
Sincerely,
AL o
Richard N Erane
Richard N. Clarke f
Aunachments
cc: Donald Stockdale Brad Wimmer (w/ CD-ROM)
Charles Keller Robert Loube (w/ CD-ROM)
Sheryl Todd Jeff Prisbrey PLACT
P :
5 , . . - T
\ P 2 :
; | REGULATORY BIST
.:.'- Recycled Papar
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o . READ ME.txt

The data included is the Access Datadbage file
| “alinfed_4508_ptset2.mdb” arme the intellectual
| preperty of, and are proprietary to,

| PNR and Associates or irs dace vendors.

i Thewe data include the latitude and longiruda

‘ cocrdinaces of the customazr locations points
compriging @ lscge selsction of clusters Izom
the HAI Model, vS5.0am.

‘ Te preserve the Srivacy of these prepristary
customer leocation data, buk maintain the precise

\ spetisl relatio=ships batween poircs within &

‘ clustar, che longituda cosrdinates o these
cuetomer location points have been tzanslated
from thely actual position by an idextical fixed
amount for @Rch zustomer locatien within a clusrer.

Any party sxamining these data must agree that

they wWill not attempet to ravarse-enginear thea
acrual location of these customex points.

If you do not ag-es to adheare to theas restriccions,
you are not suthorized o examine these data.

VARIABLE WAME:
Description

-------------------------

CLLIX:
pummy characterizaticn of the CLLI of the cluster's serving wire center

LONG ¢
Longitude of customer geocods point {tranylated from actual value)

LAT:
Latitude of custamer gsocede point

WT:
Number of subscriber lines associated with customeyr geocode point

TYPE:

R - actual residence point

S - murrogate residence point
8 - actual businsss point

C - surrogate business point

CLUSTER:
Name of this cluster
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" STAMP & RETURN

7120 20th Sirpet. N W.
Wasningion, DC 20038

June 15, 1998

RECEIVED

Ms. Magalie Roman Salas

Secretary JUN 15 1398
Federal Communications Commission AATOMS COMMISION
1919 M. St..NW. ROom 222 mmw“m

Washington, D.C. 20554

RE: resentation —
CC Docket No. 96-45

Dear Ms. Salas:

The attached protective agreement is being provided to Chuck Keller of the Common
Carrier Bureau staff. It details the requirements agreed to by Sprint and Nevada Bell in order
to view HAI Model input data thar are proprietary or confidential to PNR or its data vendors
in the context of a Nevada UNE cost proceeding.

This agreement, or similar ones relevant to other state proceedings, have been executed
by Sprint. Nevada Bell (SBC), U S West, Bell Atlantic, GTE, StopWatch Maps, INDETEC,
NERA and the Minnesota Department of Public Service. Representatives of these
organizations have, pursuant to these agreements, visited PNR’s premises in Jenkintown, PA
on April 135, 16 and 17 and/or May 13, 14 end 15 of this year and inspected the data that they
requested. To our knowledge, none of these parties has requested from AT&T and MCl
wider disclosure of these data pursuant to Section 6 of the attached agreement.

Two copies of this Notice are being submitted to the Secretary of the FCC in accardance
with Section 1.1206(a)(2) of the Comumission's rules.

Sincerely,
Richard N. Clarke 72~
Attachment

cc: Chuck Keller
Shery! Todd
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2 ,
BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF NEVADA

In ra a Petition by the Regulatery Operations
Staff to Open an Investigation into the
Proceduras and Methodologiss that Should
Be Used to Devalop Costs for Bundied or
Unbundied Telephons Services or Service
Elemeants in the State of Nevada.

Docket No. 96-8035

s g -

In Re an investigation into the impact )
of the Telecommunications Act '

of 1968 on universal service in
Nevada.

Docket No. 97-5018

e e g

T A EM

WHEREAS, Central Telephons Company -~ Navada d/b/a Sprint of Nevada ("Sprint*)
and Nevada Bell (“Beli") have requestad ATAT Communications of Nevada, Inc. (*AT&T") 10
provide Sprint and Bell with access to PNR data information @s pan of its investigation related
1o the cost of unbundled service elemants and resold services in Nevada; and,

WHEREAS, the information Sprint nd Bell seek is the commercial property of PNR or
of PNR'’s data suppliers and is subject ta licensing requiuments which include non-disclosure
provisions; and,

WHEREAS, this Protective Agreament has baen axeculed to expudite Sprint's and
Bell's roview of the information In question in the above-refersnced pracsedings and to

e31ablish the parameters for use and treatment of such information; and,

07/06/2001 FRI 09:04 [TX/RX No 6511) 010
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‘ WHEREAS, Sprint and Bell have agraed to exacute this Protectiva Agrsement to

‘ facliitate access to the information described above.

‘ NOW, THEREFORE, the parties hereby agree as follows:

| 1. AT&T shall provide Sprint and Ball with the oppartunity to review and utllize in
thesa proceedings PNR data, in accordance with paragraph 51 of the Commission's March s,

| 1988. Opinion and Orderin Docket No, 66-8035. For purposes of this Agrssment, aaid

} confidential, proprietary or privileged information shall Include PNR geocode data associated

with clusters formed for use in the HAI Model.

2 Ali documents and information fumished subject to the terms of this Protective
Agreement shall be clearly identified as “Confidential,” "Proprietary,” “Licensed,” or “Restricted"
by PNR, et al., and shall hereinatier be raferred lo as “Protected Matarials”. All Protacted
Materials shall bs acceptad, maintsined and utilized in strict conformance with the provisions of
this Protective Agreement.

3. Sprint and Bell shall not be deemed, by reason of this Protective Agreement, to
have waived the opportunity to argue before the Commission or any other appropriate body
that any Protected Materials are not confidentlal, proprietary or privileged in nature. However,
it is specifically agread that, uniess otherwise agreed by the partiss or ordered by the
Commission, all documents and cther Protected Materials pursuant to the terms of this
Agreement shall only be used in accordance with the terms of this Agresmant.

4. Sprint and Bell, either jointly or separately, shall use ths Protected Matenals
only in the above-referencad proceadings for the purpose of reviewing the data and analyzing
its reliability for use in the HAI Model. Neither S$print nor Ball shall use the Protected Materials
for any commercial purposes, or in any cost models other than the HAI Model. Neither Spnnt

nor Bell shall disciose Protectad Materials enly to its counse! of record and tachnical experts

07/06/2001 FRI 09:04 [TX/RX NO 6511} o1t
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and consultants in the above-roferenced proceedings at the premises of PNR. Each such
counsel, expert or consultant shall review and abide by the terms of this Agresment and shal)
execute the attached Acknowladgment befora raview of the Protected Matsnals. Neither
Sprint nor Bell shall remove such Protected Materials from the pramises of PNR without PNR's
permission, and shall comply with tha tarms PNR placas upon such ramoval of data. Al the
conclusion of these proceedings, Sprint and Bell shall raturn Protected Materials {and any
copies thereof) to ATAT, or sither Sprint or Bell, if either retains the Protected Materials, shall
destroy such materials and notify AT&T's counsel in writing that it has destroyed such
materials.

5. In the event Sprint or Bell intends to disciose Protected Materials 1o any psrson
to whom disclosure Is not authorizad by this Agreement or wishes ta include, use or disciose
the substance of Protected Materials in testimony or exhibits, examination or cross-
examination on the public record of this procasding, or wishes to object to the designation of
cantain information or materials as Protacted Materials, Sprint or Ball, whichever seeks
disclosure, will notify counsel for ATAT, in writing four (4) working days prior to making any
disclosure or objection, and identify with particularity the Protected Materials it wishes to use or
disclose.

6. If AT&T objects to such proposed raclassification or disclosure, AT&T shall
notify Sprint or Bell, in writing, of its position and the reasons therefore within the four (4)
working days subsequent to receipt of the notice described in Paragraph 6, above. Theraafter.
ATSET may request a determination from the Commission regarding the manner in which the

Commission should allow Sprint or Bell to use such Protected Materials.
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7. No ena shail construs anything In this Agreement to pravent Sprint or Bell from

attempting to obtain, through lawful discovery in any other judicial or administrative action, sny,
or all of the Protected Materials subject 1o this Agraement.

8. AT&T, Sprint, and Ball agrea that they will undertaka further goog-faith
negotiations conceming the disclosure of Protected Materials if any party finds !ha.t the terms
of this agreement impede the balance batween the need to protect the commarcial interast In
the Protected Materials and the requirements of the Nevada Public Utilities Commission. After
undertaking such negotiations, and failing to reach a mutually satisfactory resciution, AT&T,
Sprint, and Bell agres to seek the assistance of the Nevada Public Utilities Commission's staff
in resolving the dispute. In the case that there is no mutuaily agroeable resolution after
negotiations and conferring with the staff, any party make take the issue to the Nevada Public
Utilities Coammission for rasolution.

5. This Protactive Agreemant embadies the full agreement by and between ATAT,

Sprint, and Bell.

CENTRAL TELEPHONE COMPANY - NEVADA
D/B/A SPRINT OF NEVADA

Dated;: By:

Ann C. Pongracz, Esq.

ATA&T COMMUNICATIONS OF NEVADA, INC

Dated: By:

Michael Hurst, Esq.

Nevada Bell

4

07/06/2001 FRI 09:04 [TX/RX NO 65111

o013

#4013




ve/7/vdbrsrvl 1d. 1o R LAl 2 LoD (oSS N, U T WS OJAS
u7/08/81 FRI 10:20 FAY 908 221 8027 LA¥ & GOV'T AFFA @o14
<

. . Dated: ’ By:
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