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Infocmatiofi Request 

Public Utilities Conaission of Ohio 

Company: Ohio Bell Telephone Co. Request Mo. 13 
Case No: 90-467-TP-ATA Requested By: Allea Prancis 

Nadia Solloan 
Kurt Hesolek 

Date Submitted: 5/22/91 Date Required: 5/30/91 

1) Explain in detail why no poction of the RTO Faes, 
incremental to Phase I CLA55 Services, is allocated to the 
cost for Caller ID and Automatic Callback? 

2) How should the HTU Fees incremental to Phase X CLASS 
Services be recovered? 

3) Please revise your cost studies for Caller ID and Auto 
Callback to incorporate the RTU Pees for CIASS Services Phase 
I. Indicate how you will allocate these cost among the 
proposed Phase t CX*ASS Services and Supply the following source 
documents: 

A) Copies of the invoices showing the RTU fee 
amounts that were paid by 0B7 for CLASS features Phase I 
to each of the vendors of the following technology: lABSS, 
5SSS, DMSlOO and EWSD. Also, show how OBT was charged for 
the RTU, is it per a c c e s s line, per switch or per switching 
module? 

B) The most recent data to show how aiany switches 
will be upgraded to provide CLASS features Phase I 
during the 5 year planning period with the breakdown 
* By technology (lAESS, SESS, DMSXOO and EWSD), 
* By switch category (Host/Remote/Stand Alone) and 
•̂  By access lines (forecasted number Of customers will 

subscribe to these services). 

C) To have a better understanding of the casting 
methodology. When OBT purchases ''state-of-art offices 
with state-of-art features" as quoted in Data request 
#9, question l.E, does the offices (switches) always come 
equipped with the software for Class Phase t features? 
If yesr please list those offices, if no, does OBT first 
purchase the switch and later upgrade the software to 
offer CLASS features? Please list those offices. 



OhbBeH 

May 30, 1991 

To: Allen Frances 
Nadia Soliman 
Kurt Uesolek 

From: Judi Mat; 

Please find attached; the response to your Data Request of May 22, 1991 

I have provided each of you with a copy. 

If there is additional assistance I can provide, please let m know. 

Thanks. 



PUCO Data Recpiest Ho. 13 

Case No. 
Date 

90-467-TP-ATA 
5/22/91 

Requested By 

Date Required 

Allen Francis 
Nadia Soliman 
Kurt W€i8olek 
3/30/91 

1) Explain in detail why no portion of i:ha RTU Fees, incremental 
to Phase I CLASS Services, is allocated to the cost for 
Caller ID and Automatic Callback? 

Only RTU fees that could be avoided if a specific feature were 
not provided are included in the cost determination for 1:hat 
feattire. 



PUCO Data Request No. 13 

Case No 
Data 

90-467-TP-ATA 
5/22/91 

Requested By: Allan Francis 
Nadia Soliman 
Kurt Wesolek 

Date Required: 5/30/91 

2) How should the RTU Fees incremental to Phase 1 CLASS Services be 
recovered? 

The expected revenues from the product family should be sufficient 
to cover product family costs, including RTU fees, over the 
products' lives. 



PUCO Data Request Ho* 13 

Case Ho 
Date 

90-467-TP-ATA 
5/22/91 

Reqeusted By: 

Date Required: 

Allen Francis 
Nadia Soliman 
Kurt Wesolek 
5/30/91 

3} Please revise your cost studies for Caller ID and Auto Callback 
to incorporate the RTU Fees for CLASS Services Phase I. Indicate 
how you will allocate iihese cost among lihe proposed Phase I CLASS 
Services and supply the following source documents: 

A) Copies of the invoices showing the RTU fee amdimts that werd 
paxd by oBT for CLASS features Phase I to each of the vendors 
of the following technology: lAESS, 5ESS, DMSlOO and EWSD. 
Also, show how OBT was charged for the RTtJ# is it per access 
line, per switch or per switching module? 

B) The most recent data to show hov »any ewltches will be 
upgraded to provide CLASS features Phase I during the S 
year planning period vith the breakdown 
* By technology (lAESS, SSSS, DMSlOO and S ^ D ) , 
* By switch category (Host/Remote/Stand Alone) and 
* By access lines (forecasted number of customers will 
subscribe to these services). 

C) To have a better understanding of the costing methodology/ 
when OBT purchases "state-of-art offices with 8tate^of*art 
features" as quoted in Data request #9, question l.S, does 
the offices (switches) always come equipped ^aith the software 
for Class Phase X features? If yes, please list those offices, 
if no, does OBT first purchase the switch and later upgrade 
the software to offer CLASS features? Please list those 
offices« 

For proposed minimum and price list prices, the attached summaries 
show that the expected contribution from Caller ID, Automatic 
Callback and Repeat Dialing is sufficient to covet all relevant 
RTU fees* 

A) As discussed with Staff May 23, 1991, the RTU invoices vill • 
be provided to staff in approximately tAree weeks. 

B) The requested lists are attached. 

C) S&i CLASS Phase I features are being added to switches within 
the deployment area as depicted in ih% schedule provided* This 
necessitates the purchase of the appropriate software g«ieric 
program which provides CLASS features and the specific CLASS 
feature software* 

Whenever a switch within this deployment area is replaced, the 
nev switch will be purchased equipped with the latest software 
generic program in which the CLASS feature software will be 
available. The following switches are replacements: 

CLEV0H5353G 
CLEOH5657E was (folded) into an existing switch, CLEVOH62J DMS 
SCLDOH7272E (replaced) as a remote from a 5E 



PUCO Data Request Mo. 13 

Case No 
Date 

90-467-TP-ATA 
5/22/91 

Requested By: 

Date Required: 

Allen Francis 
Nadia Soliman 
Kurt Wesolek 
5/30/91 

Continuation of Answer to 3 6. 

Other than these 3 switch exceptions; the schedule noted for 3 8. is the 
list of offices where CLASS Phase I features are being added. 



Desciic^on 
1 i Customer Forecast (Ust Price>~1990 t 
2 'CustomerForecast (ListPrice)—1991 1 
3 Customer Forecast (List Pnce)~1992 
4 Customer Forecast (List Pficel—1993 
5 Customer Forecast (Ust Price)—1994 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
IS 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 

(P/F, 14.09%, 1) 
(P/F. 14.09%. 21 
(P/FJ4,09%,3) 
(P/F, 14.09%, 4) 
(P/F. 14.09%, 5) 
Present Value of 1990 Customers 
Present Value of 1991 Customers 
Present Value of 1992 Customers 
Present Vgdue of 1993 Customers 
Present Value of 1994 Customers 
Present Value of 1990-1994 
Direct Fixed Costs (Upfront Expenses) 
Annual Fixed Cost per Line 
Monthfv Fixed Cost per Lkie 
Monthtv Vol. -Sensitive Cost per Line 
Monthly Total Incr Cost per Une 
Ust Price per Une 
Monthly Contribution per Une 
Present Value of 5-Year Contribution 

Soiree 
Automatic 
uapraw 

Repeat 
Dialina CaflerlD 

Mart^tinQ ^ 10,501) 4.8361 2.1801 
MartelHKl 1 20.843 
Markelinq 
Marke^Q 
Mari^ting 
a)-6.0;L1 
SD-6.0:L2 
a}-6.0;L3 
^ - 6 . 0 : L 4 
^ -6 ,0 :LS 

L1XL6 
L2)dJ 
L3xl8 
L4XL9 
LSxLIO 

L11thnjL15 
Cost Study 

L17/L16 
L18/12 

Co^ Study 
L19-I-L20 

Pric^Ust 
L22-i21 

12xL16xL23 

35.861 
49.285 
67.587 

0.876501 
0.768254 
0.873375 
0.590214 
aS17323 

9.204 
15.859 
24.148 
29.089 
34.964 

11^264 
$148,070.84 

$1.31 
$0.11 
$1.49 
$1.60 
$3.50 
$1.90 

$2,583,857 

9.081 
15.846 
21.778 
29.863 

0.876601 
0.7^254 
0.673375 
0.590214 
a517^3 

4.063 
6.977 

10.670 
12.K4 
15.449 
50.013 

$148.07a84 
$2.96 
$0.25 
$1J7 
$2.12 
$3-50 
$1.38 

$830,1^ 

12.805 
28.935 
43.855 
59.0^ 

0.876501 
0.768254 
0.673375 
0.590214 
0.517323 

1.911 
9.837 

19,484 
25.884 
30.653 
87.6^ 

$240,852.20 
$2.75 
$0J23 
$0.93 
$1.16 
$6.50 
$5.34 

$6,618,944 

25 
26 
27 

Present Value of 5-Year Contributksn for All Seivices 
Present Vdue of 5-Year RTU Fees for All Switches 
Net Present Value (Contribution less RTU Fee^ 

$9,032,964 
$6,678,358 

$2,354,626 



Descriotton 
1 1 Cu^omer Forecast Uanf! Minimum)—1990 
2 1 Customer Forecast (Tariff WKnimum)—1991 
3 1 Customer Forecast (Tariff ^firflmum)—1992 
4 j Customer Forecast (Tariff Minimum)—1993 
5 ! Customer Forecast (Tariff Minimum)--1994 
6 
!7 
3 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 

(P/F, 14.09%, 1) 
(P/F. 14.09%. 21 
(P/F. 14.09%. 3) 
(P/F. 14.09%, 4) 
(P/F. 14.09%. 5) 
Present Value of 1990 Customers 
Present V^ue of 1991 Customers 
Present Vsrfue of 1992 Customers 
Present Value of 1993 Customers 
Present V^ue of 1994 Customers 
Present Value of 1990-1994 
Direct Fixed Cost (Upfront Expenses) 
Annual Fixed Cost per Une 
Monthly Fixed Cost per Une 
Monthly VoL-Sensitlve Cost per Une 
Monthly Total Incremental Cost pw Une 
Minimum Price per Une 
Monthly Contribution per Ltfie 
Present Value of 5-Year Contribution 

Source 
Marfcetina 
MarketinQ 
MarketinQ 
MiffketiTK] 
Marlcetina 
SO-6.0;Lt 
SD-6.0;L2 
SD-ao:L3 
S0-6.0:L4 
SD-6.0;L5 

L IxU 
l2x iJ 
L33cLa 
L4xL9 
L5XL10 

LlllhniLIS 
CostSkjdy 

L17/L16 
Lt8/12 

Cost Study 
L19+L23 

Tariff 
L22-U1 

12xL1&d.23 

Aii^^atic 
Cafiback 

11.5511 
22.707' 
39.4471 
54.2131 
74.346 

0.876501 
0.768254 
0.673375 
0.590214 
0.517323 

10,124 
17.445 
28.563 
31.997 
38.460 

124.589 
$148,070.84 

$1.19 
$0.10 
$1.49 
$1.59 
$230 
$0.91 

$1,360,512 

Repeat 
OlaHna 

5.̂ 099 
9.989 

17.430 
23.955 
32.849 

0.876501 
a768254 
a673375 
a590214 
a5l73Z3 

4 . 4 ^ 
7.674 

11.7^ 
14.139 
16,994 
55,013 

$148,070.84 
$2.69 
$0.22 
$1.87 
$ 2 ^ 
$ 2 ^ 
$0.41 

$270,664 

CallertD 
6.1041 

17,927! 
40.509 
61,397 
^ 6 8 4 

a87^01 
0,76^4 
a673375 
0.^0214 
0.5m23 

5.350 
13,772 
27278 
36237 
4Z774 

125.411 
$240.85220 

$1.92 
$0.16 
$0.93 
$1.09 
$4.50 
$3.41 

$6,131,818 

2S 
26 
27 

Present Value Of 5-YearContrtbutian fiy All Seivices 
Present Value of 5-Year HTU Fees for AH Switches 
Net Present Value (Contribution less RTU Fees) 

$6,762,994 
$6,678,358 

$84,636 



, ' i t 

DescriptJOT Source 1AESS 5ESS DMS EV^3 
1 ' 
2 1 

Office Upqraded—1990 
Office Upqraded—1991 

3 i Office Upqraded—1992 
4 1 Office Upqraded—1993 
5 i Office Upgraded—1994 
6 >Totai Offices Upqraded 
7 ! Office ^lare—1990 
8 1 Office ^are—1991 
9 ! Office Share—1992 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
28 
29 

Office Share—1993 
Office Share—1994 
Total Joim flTU Fees 
RTU Fees—1990 
RTU Fees—1991 
RTU Fees—1992 
RTU Fees—1993 
RTU Fees—1994 
(P/F. 14.09%. 0) 
(P/F. 14.09%. 1) 
(P/F, 14.09%. 2) 
(P/F, 14.09%, 3) 
(P/F, 14.09%, 4) 
PV of RTU Fees—1990 
PV of RTU Fees—1991 
PV of RTU Fees—1992 
PVofRTU Fees—1993 
PV of RTU Fees—1994 

iPV of 1990-1994 Fees 

Network Planninq j 
Network Plannino t 
fsletwork Planninq j 
f^rtwwk Rannina 1 
f^letworicPlannino j 

LIthnjLS 
L1/L6 
L2/L6 
L3/L6 
L4/L6 
L5/L5 
Memo 
L7XL12 
L8XL12 
L&CL12 
L10XL12 
L11)d.12 

SD-6.0;L1 
SD-6.0;L2 
SD-6.0;L3 
SD-6.0;U 

L13XL18 
L14)d.19 
L15XL20 
L16XL21 
L17XL22 

L23thruL^ 

121 
31 

121 
41 
41 

351 
34.29% 1 
a57%i 

3429%l 
11.43%! 
11.43%! 

$3202,500 
$1,098,000! 

$274,500 
$1,098,000 

$366,000 
$366,000 
1.000000 
0.87K01 
0,768^4 
0.673375 
0.590214 

$1,098,000 
$240,600 
$843,543 
$246,455 
$216,018 

$2,644,616 

19! 
6i 

151 
6! 

17i 
63 

30.16% 
9.52% 

23.81% 
9.52% 

26.98% 
$4,773,693 
$1,439.6^ 

$454,637 
$1.136594 

$454,-637 
$1,288,139 

1.000000 
0.876501 
0.768^4 
0.673375 
0.590214 

$1,439,685 
$398,490 
$873,193 
$306,141 
$760278 

$3,777,787 

H i 
31 
31 
41 
01 

211 
5Z38% 
1429% i 
14.29%! 
19.05% 
0.00% 

$218,880 
$114.^1 
$31269 
$31,269 
$41,691 

$0 
1.000000 
0.876501 
0.768254 
0.673375 
0.590214 
$114,651 
$27,407 
$34,023 
$28,074 

$0 
$194,155 

31 
0 
01 
01 
0 
3 

100.00% 
0.00% 
0.00% 
0.00% 
aoo% 

$61,800 
$61,800 

$0 
$0 
$0 
$01 

t.OOOOOOl 
0.876501 
0.76^54 
0.673375 
0.^0214 
$61,800 

$0 
$0 
$0 
$0 

$61,800 

130 !PV of RTU Fees for All Switches $6,678,358 


