
VIA AIRBORNE 

January 24,1996 

Ms. Blanca S. Bayo 
Director, Records and Reporting 
Florida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850 

In Re: Resolution of Petition(s) to Establish Rates, Terms and 
Conditions for Interconnection ge Companies and 
Alternative Local Exchange 364.162, Florida 
Statutes; Docket no. 950985-TP. 

Dear Ms. Bayo: 

Please find enclosed for filing, the original and 16 copies of Post Hearing Brief 
and Post Hearing Statement of Issues and Positions on behalf of Sprint Communications 
Company Limited Partnership in the above captioned proceeding. All parties of record 
have been served in accordance with the attached Certificate of Service. Please date 
stamp the additional copy and return to me in the enclosed self addressed stamped / 
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P - A  envelope. 
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Thank you in advance for your cooperation. 

Sincerely, 

Attorney, State Regulatory 
k?! 208 1iy'fq 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that I have this day served a true and exact copy of the within and 

foregoing brief on behalf of Sprint Communications Company Limited Partnership via 

United States mail postage paid and properly addressed to the following: 

Richard H. Brashear 
ALLTEL Florida, Inc 
206 White St 
Live Oak, FL 32060 

Beverly Y. Menard 
GTE Florida 
106 E. College Ave. Suite 1440 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 

John T. McGlew 
Northeast Florida Telephone co.  
130N.4thSt 
MacClenny, FL 32063 

Ferrin Seay 
Florala Telephone Co. 
522 N. 5th St 
Florala, AL 36442 

Michael Tye 
AT&T 
101 N. Monroe St. Suite 700 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 

Patrick Wiggins 
Wiggins & Villacorta 
501 E. Tennessee St. #B 
Tallahassee, FL 32308 

Richard Rindler 
Swidler & Berlin 
3000 K St. NW Suite 300 
Washington, DC 20007 

Paul Kouroupas 
Teleport Communications Group 
2 Teleport Dr. Suite 300 
Staten Island, NY 103 11 

Charles Murphy 
Pennington & Haben 
215 S. Monroe St. 2nd Floor 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 

F.B. Poag 
central Telephone of Florida 
555 Lake Border Dr. 
Apopka, FL 32703 

A.D. Lanier 
Gulf Telephone Co. 
115W.DrewSt 
Peny,FL 32347 

Daniel Gregory 
Quincy Telephone CO. 
107 W. Franklin St. 
Quincy, FL 32351 

Lynn Hall 
Vista-United Telecommunications 
PO Box 10180 
Lake Buena Vista, FL 32830 

Robin Dunson, Esq. 
1200 Peachtree St. NE 
Promenade I, Room 4038 
Atlanta, GA 30309 

Floyd Self 
Messer, Vickers, Caparello, et al 
215 S. Calhoun St. #701 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 



James Falvey 
Swidler & Berlin 
3000 K St. NW Suite 300 
Washington, DC 20007 

Michael Henry 
MCI Telecommunications 
780 Johnson Ferry Rd. Suite 700 
Atlanta, GA 30342 

Jill Butler 
Time Warner Communications 
2773 Red Maple Ridge 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 

Laurie A. Maffett 
Frontier Communications of the South 
180 S. Clinton Ave 
Rochester, NY 14646 

Robert Post, Jr 
Indiantown Telephone System 
16001 SW Market St 
Indiantown, FL 34956 

John H. Vaughan 
St. Joseph Telephone Co 
502 5th St. 
Port St. Joe, FL 32456 

Jodie Donovan 
TCG South Florida 
1133 21st St. NW, Suite 400 
Washington, DC 20036 

Richard Melson 
Hopping, Green, Sam & Smith 
123 S. Calhoun St. 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 

Bob Elias 
Florida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd 
Tallahassee, FL 32399 

Kenneth Hoffman 
Rutledge, Ecenia, Underwood et al 
215 S. Monroe St. Suite 420 
Tallahassee. FL 32301-1841 

Peter Dunbar, Esq. 
Pennington & Haben 
215 S. Monroe St. 2nd Floor 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 

Laura Wilson 
Florida Cable Telecommunications Assn 
310N. Monroe St. 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 

Charles Dudley 
Florida Cable Telecommunications Assn 
310N. Monroe St. 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 

Timothy Devine 
MFS Communications 
250 Williams St. Suite 2200 
Atlanta, GA 30303 

Bill Siginton 
Hyperion Telecommunications 
Boyce Plaza 111 
2570 Boyce Plaza Rd 
Pittsburgh, PA 15241 

R. Douglas Lackey 
BellSouth 
4300 - 675 W. Peachtree St. 
Atlanta, GA 30375 

William Higgins 
AT&T Wireless Services 
250 S. Australian Ave. Suite 900 
West Palm Beach, FL 33401 

Donald Crosby 
Continental Cablevision 
7800 Belfort Pkwy Suite 270 
Jacksonville, FL 32256 



Robert Beatty 
BellSouth 
400 - 150 S. Monroe St. 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 

Anthony P. Gillman 
GTE Florida 
106 E. College Ave Suite 1440 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 

This 2 ”! day of January, 1996. 

A.R. Schleiden 
Altemet 
4455 Baymeadows Road 
Jacksonville, FL 32217 

J. Phillip Carver 
BellSouth 
400 - 150 S. Monroe St. 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 

Sprint Communications Company 
Limited Partnership 
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In Re: Resolution of petition(s) to establish 1 
) DOCKET NO. 950985-TP 
) 
) Filed January 25, 1996 
) 

nondiscriminatory rates, terms, and conditions 
for interconnection involving local exchange 
companies and alternative local exchange 
companies pursuant to Section 364.162, F.S. 

POST-HEARING BRIEF OF 
SPRINT COMMUNICATIO NS COMPAN Y LIMITED PAR TNERSHIP 

Sprint Communications Company Limited Partnership ("Sprint"), by and through 

its undersigned counsel and pursuant to Commission Rule 25-22.056(3)(a), Florida 

Administrative Code, files its post-hearing brief of the evidence in the above referenced 

proceeding. 

€rs!&L What are the appropriate rate structures, interconnection rates, or 

other compensation arrangements for the exchange of local and toll traffic between the 

respective ALECs and Southern Bell? 

ARGUMEN T 

The compensation arrangements for exchange of local and toll traffic between the 

ALECs and Southern Bell should be reasonable with no excessive contributions to shared 

costs. If development of competition is to occur in Florida, the level of compensation is 

critical. As pointed out by MCI Metro witness Cornell, (Tr. page 395) development of 

effective competition should be an overriding goal. Entry is not the same as effective 

competition. Mutual traffic exchange is the best way to foster effective competition 

because it does not create artificial barriers to entry that would add to the natural barriers 

that already exist. Further, mutual traffic exchange satisfies three vital requirements for 

interconnection to be able to foster effective competition. It is reciprocal, it fosters 

efficiency more than any other form of interconnection arrangements and it is neutral 

with respect to technology and architecture chosen by incumbents and ALECs. (Cornell, 

Tr. pages 396-397.) 
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Moreover, the level of rates should not mirror existing access charge levels. 

Access charges include significant amounts of contribution to local service costs. If 

contribution is applied to local interconnection rates, one local competitor would be 

subsidizing another local competitor. The net effect would be a price squeeze and 

artificial barriers to entry. This would not be in the public interest. (Cornell, Tr. pages 

397-398) 

IsFLEZ2 If the Commission sets rates, terms, and conditions for 

interconnection between the respective ALECs and Southern Bell, should Southern Bell 

tariff the interconnection rate(s) or other arrangements? 

Sprint has no argument beyond its Post-Hearing Statement of Position. 

Ils!zA What are the appropriate technical and financial arrangements 

which should govern interconnection between the respective ALECs and Southern Bell 

for the delivery of calls originated and/or terminated from carriers not directly connected 

to the respective ALEC’s network? 

ARGUMENT 
Southern Bell has already agreed to provide the intermediary function to ALECs 

who have signed the Stipulation. (Witness Scheye-Southern Bell, Tr. page 555) Witness 

Scheye admitted that there was no technical reason why this type of intermediary 

function cannot be provided. (Scheye, Tr. page 555) Accordingly, Sprint would suggest 

that the Commission establish a general framework to govern the technical and financial 

arrangements with the understanding that the carriers can negotiate their own 

arrangements. 

Issue 4: What are the appropriate technical and financial requirements for 

the exchange of intraLATA 800 traffic which originates from the respective ALEC’s 

customer and terminates to an 800 number served by or through Southern Bell? 

Sprint has no additional argument beyond its Post-Hearing Statement of Position. 
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Lf.m€d& What are the appropriate technical arrangements for the 

interconnection of the respective ALECs’ network to Southern Bell’s 91 1 provisioning 

network such that the respective ALECs’ customers are ensured the same level of all 

service as they would receive as a customer of Southern Bell? 

Sprint has no argument beyond its Post-Hearing Statement of Position. 

Issudk What procedures should be in place for the timely exchange and 

updating of the respective ALECs’ customer information for inclusion in appropriate 

E91 1 databases? 

Sprint has no argument beyond its Post-Hearing Statement of Position. 

€sw!SL What are the appropriate technical and financial requirements for 

operator handled tr&ic flowing between the respective ALECs and Southern Bell 

including busy line verification and emergency interrupt services? 

Sprint has no argument beyond its Post-Hearing Statement of Position. 

Is.alLz What are the appropriate arrangements for the provision of 

directory assistance services and data between the respective ALECs and Southern Bell? 

Sprint has no argument beyond its Post-Hearing Statement of Position. 

Issllrsg; Under what terms and conditions should Southern Bell be required 

to list the respective ALECs’ customers in its white and yellow pages directories and to 

publish and distribute these directories to the respective ALECs’ customers? 

Sprint has no argument beyond its Post-Hearing Statement of Position. 

Is!J.& What are the appropriate arrangements for the provision of billing 

and collection services between the respective ALECs and Southern Bell, including 

billing and clearing credit card, collect, third party and audiotext calls? 

Sprint has no additional argument beyond its Post-Hearing Statement of Position. 
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Issue 10; What arrangements are necessary to ensure the provision of 

CLASWLASS services between the respective ALECs and Southern Bell’s networks? 

Sprint has no additional argument beyond its Post-Hearing Statement of Position. 

Issue 11: What are the appropriate arrangements for physical interconnection 

between the respective ALECs and Southern Bell, including trunking and signaling 

arrangements? 

ARGUMENT 
Physical interconnection, including trunking and signaling, should be provided at 

the access tandem, end office, or some common meet point. As pointed out by MCI 

Metro witness Price, BellSouth has for years interconnected with independent LECs on 

what is called a “mid-span’’ or “meet point” basis. This simply means that the 

interconnecting carriers have agreed to terminate trunks between their respective switches 

and to cooperate in the construction and operation of those trunk facilities. (Price, Tr. 

pages 323-324) ALECs should also be able to interconnect in the same manner. 

Issue 12: To the extent not addressed in the number portability docket, 

Docket No. 950737-TP, what are the appropriate financial and operational arrangements 

for interexchange calls terminated to a number that has been “ported” to the respective 

ALECs? 

ARGUMENT 
As stated in Sprint’s Statement of Position, number portability will be addressed 

in Docket No. 950737-TP. However, Sprint agrees with MCI-Metro Witness Cornell in 

that remote call forwarding is an inferior form of number portability. There are a number 

of things that cannot be done with remote call forwarding. In addition, remote call 

forwarding can cause problems with service quality. A databased solution is far superior 

to remote call forwarding and should be implemented as soon as technically possible. 

Trials are being conducted and it is simply a matter of time. (Cornell, Tr. pages 410-41 1) 
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Issue 13 ; What arrangements, if any, are necessary to address other 

operational issues? 

Sprint has no other issues to address at this time. 

Issue 14: What arrangements, if any, are appropriate for the assignment of 

NXX codes to the respective ALECs? 

ARGUMENT 

ALECs must have access to NXX codes on a nondiscriminatory basis until such 

time as a neutral number administrator replaces BellSouth in the administration of NXX 

codes in Florida. (Price-MCI Metro-Tr. pages 322-323) 

Respectfully submitted, 

Sprint Communications Company Limited Partnership 

By: Y 

Benjamin W. Fincher 
3100 Cumberland Circle 
Atlanta, Georgia 30339 
(404) 649-5145 

C. Everett Boyd, Jr. 
Ervin, Vam, Jacobs, Odom & Ervin 
P.O. Drawer 1170 
Tallahassee, Florida 32302 
(904) 224-9135 

Attorneys for Sprint Communications Company 
Limited Partnership 
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