
Notes to Errata

Selwyn direct testimony (AG Exhibit 1.0)
Selwyn rebuttal testimony (AG Exhibit 1.1)

I have corrected certain numerical data in my direct and rebuttal testimony (AG Exhibits
1.0 and 1.1) based upon clarifications and additional information that was contained in IBT
rebuttal and surrebuttal testimony.  The corrections do not alter any of my original opinions or
conclusions.  The following notes explain the changes that I have made.

Calculation of the UNE-P rates in MSA-1

I have added the $1.00 UNE-P rate increase that I had previously excluded due to the
ambiguous language in IBT’s response to Staff GS 1.04.  Additionally, Mr. Wardin has
suggested (AT&T Exhibit 1.1, page 49) that, per the testimony of Data Net Systems witness Mr.
Segal (Data Net Systems Exhibit 2.0, page 9), the UNE-P rate should include transport costs and
“other charges.”  I have reviewed Mr. Segal’s testimony and based thereon have made certain
changes to my calculation of the UNE-P rate.  I have added $1.50 of estimated average transport
costs to the UNE-P rate.  Mr. Segal also included certain “other charges” at $0.50 to $0.60 per
month, but did not identify the specific items included in these amounts.  I have included $0.50
in “other charges” to my calculation of the UNE-P rate.  My corrected calculations of the UNE-P
rates in MSA-1 are reflected in the changes to Table 9 of my direct testimony, AG Exhibit 1.0, at
page 136.

Using the updated UNE-P rates, I have restated my calculation of the per-line monthly
wholesale price increase represented by the replacement of UNE-P with LWC that appears on
page 52, line 22 of my direct testimony AG Exhibit 1.0.  Footnote 51, describing this calculation,
has also been changed.

IBT bundled service prices and wholesale LWC rate comparison

I have corrected my calculation of the price of several IBT retail package offerings and
the potential CLEC shortfall based upon a current Local Wholesale Complete (“LWC”) rate.  I
have added the $4.50 EUCL charge to IBT’s Flat Rate and uSelect3 packages that I had
previously excluded due to the ambiguous language in IBT’s Ill. C.C. Tariff 19.  These changes
are reflected in Table 10 of my direct testimony, AG Exhibit 1.0, at page 137.

CLEC Market Shares in MSA-1

I have corrected my calculations of CLEC market shares in MSA-1 which appear at
Table 2 of my rebuttal testimony, AG Exhibit 1.1, at page 16.  In response to criticisms from Mr.
Wardin, I have made adjustments to my calculations of CLEC lines to correct my calculation of
the LWC lines provided by MCI in MSA-1, and have included the number of LWC lines
provided by TalkAmerica as identified in its response to Staff 2 and JZ 1.02.  Additionally, I
have included in my count of “competitive lines” those wireless lines not provided by Cingular

REDACTED FOR PUBLIC INSPECTION



Wireless, in addition to my previous counts of CLEC lines.  My estimate of non-Cingular lines is
based upon Mr. Wardin’s April 4, 2006 testimony that Cingular has a BEGIN IBT CONFIDENTIAL<< 
     >>END IBT CONFIDENTIAL market share.
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