
ACK 

~A 

APP 

ARTER&HADDENu, 

Ocvc4nd 
o.n... 
W..!U"f!'on. D.C. 

l'w 01'enught Courier 

Ms. Olnnca S. Uayo. Director 
Division of Records and Reporting 
Florida Public Service Commission 
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1<~:: Wm:ll!.'i.~ One Nt•tu·orlc •.,· l'cttlmnjiw Arhtlmtum wuh .~jmnl F/omlu 
IJo<:ket No. 971/'.J.I-Tl' 

Dear Ms. Bayo: 

Please find enclosed for filing the onginal and SC\'cnlccn cup1cs of Wrrclcss One Network, 
L.P. 's Motion For Reconsideration. Please da te stamp and return lWCl copies in the enclosed sell~ 
addressed envelope Thank you for your aucntion 10 this maucr 
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ORIGI NAL 
DEFORE 

THE FLORIDA I'UDLIC SeRVICE C0\1MISSION 

In Re Petition by Wireless One Networl.. , L P . 
for Arbitration ofCen ain Terms nnd Conditions 
of n Proposed Agreement \vith Sprint Florida, 
Incorporated Pursuant to Section 252 of the 
Telecommunications Act of 1996 

) 
) 

) 
) 
) 

Docket No 97 1 I '14-TI' 

Wireless 011e Network, L.P. '!i 
Motion for Reconsideration 

Pursuant to Rule 25-22 060, H u11da 1\dntun~tratlvc (\ulc. Wnclc" One 1\ct\\tUI.., I. I' 

("Wireless One") moves for rcconsidcrntion of the Florida l'ubhc Service Commission's 

("Commission") Final Order on Arbitration thttl wns tssucd in th i~ mnHct "" Jn11uary :!b, 1998, litr 

the reasons set fonh in the attached memorandum tn suppon, "hich ts mcurpurutcd by reference 

herein 

...o..<::=-pe_:t_'(;_.~'_( :b,_t "-/c~·d.J,E,.-U.l..U.'~. ( 
William A Adam~ 

Dane Stinso11 
Laura A llnuscr 

(Fiondn Reg No Oi021 1-l) 
ARTER & lli\J}J)FN 
10 Wc~t ll tn.td ~!!eel 

Suite: :oo 
Columlm\, Ohto -13215 
61-11221-11 <, <, (phone) 
6 14/221-04 711 (li tC\IIIliiC) 
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Mrnwramlum in Suppurt 

Wireless One seeks n:con~1derauon nf the CommiS~Ion · , re~nhuu•n nf 1-.sue II , 

Application of Land-to-Mob1lc Rec1procal ('ompcnstuion, in its Fmal Order on Arbnrauon issued 

January 26, 1998 Wireless One limiu ils urgumcnts m tins motion flu rccnnsrdcrnt1on 111 till' leg" I 

standard of whether the Commission O\'ednol..ed ot fa1led to cun~1d.:t n r int of fact nr 11111 when 

it rendered the arbi tration award St•'" art /Jmuhl War.:lw1111'. Inc ,. 111'1'/1 , ::!94 So 2d J I~ 

(Florida 1994), 01ammul Cah C 'o of Mumu ,. J\mx. 146 So ::!d Sl!') (Honda I %2) W1rcles~ 

One, however. specifically reserves liS nght to rmsc and contest nn appeal tu nny court ur agency 

of competent jurisdiction any prior ad1ersc Commission decisil)ns not ~pec1fic.tllv set fonh in thi) 

motion 

With regard to Issue II . Wirclcs~ One commends the Comm1<~HHl ti.u 1ccn~n11ml.t that tlw 

" l.1\ T A-w1dc odditivc" approach used by UciiSouth. m cont rast to the Reverse Opuon charge 

assessed by Sprint-Florida, Inc ("Sprint"). results in a compclllivclv equitable approach to land

to-mobrle call origination for calls outsrde of Spnnt"s local calhng area~ Order at 16 Thrs 

comment follows Staffs earlier observation that there nrc cornpetiuvc a')mmctrre' cau~cd hv the 

drO'crent local calling st"opc) bet11cen w11chnc and 111tclcss earners StnO' Ikwmmcndut1,11l at :!-l 

Wrrclcss One, however. believes that the Commission failed to consider sonu: inrportant ptlints 

when failing to eliminate or reduce Spnnt's Rc1·cr~c Optron dmrgc fut rntralll l'r\ lund-to-mobile 

calls 

The diO'erent local calling scnpc~ rt•,ult rn the same call over the 'nmc t.n:rhtu:~ hcrng a toll 

call when ongrnated by a land hne caller and n local call when ongnmtcd b,· a mob1le 1:1dlcr The 

result of this asymmetry is that wirclcs~ camel~ that have rural ser\lcc area' 11 1th 1 c l)' timtc lhtt 

1111c local calling pnvilcgeJ, like Wireless On.:, arc at a srgmlicant econom1c drsndvantage by 
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providing a one way flow of revenue vru the Rcvcr~c Option charge to an mcumbwt local 

exchange rompany monopoli51, like Sprint Tins one way flow of revenue from Wireless One to 

Sprint exceeds $30,000 each month, und ''•II cnnunuc to mcreasc n' Wirclcs" One·~ nct\\etrl.. 

usage continues to grow 

Wireless One provrded uncontroverted testunony thnt the Rcver<e \ 11ron chnr!(C has hcen 

11 term and condition of the parties ' interconnection relntrnnshrp srnce the rnrtrnl phy,.rcal 

interconnection of the two networks nt the inccptmn uf Wirclcs~ One·~ scrvrce Sprrnt hns never 

charged its customers an rntrnLATt\ toll charge lor anv l~ud·ltHnnhrlc call~ "mcc ccllul.u 

operations commenced rn 1990 Wrrclc:ss One rs Spnnt's tu"tmner for these calls. 11nd tins 

revenue stream for Sprint was created solely from \Vrrclcss One's cxr~tcncc Thes..: .:r•ll~ should 

be treated diflerently from intraLAT A toll calls miJde from one land customer to another Thr' is 

a different class of service 

The Commission's Order failed to acknowledge that the F\(.' 's Local lntcrcounecllon 

Order rectified the local calling scope "'YIIIfllctry by stnt rn~ that. fur pur pmc' of the 

intcrcunnection relationship between lund and mulull carriers, the lncnl callrng nrc.l includes the 

entire MTA (47 C F R 51 701(b)(2)) and prolnbrtcd LIZCs li urn rrnpusrrrg accc~s charge' lor 

rntraMTA traflic See FCC lnterronnectrun Order at 1036 ("Accordrnglv. tratlic to or fmm ll 

CMRS network that originates nnd tennrnntes \\rthrn the same 1\11 A •~ ~UbJcC t to trnnspnrt and 

tcm1ination rat .. ) under sectron 2:\ l(b)(!i), r:uhcr tllllnmterstotc nr rrlltn~tntc nn:css chnrgc~ "). 47 

C F R :\I 701(b)(2) (" (L]ocaltelecommunrc:u rnrb traflic menn' 

between a LEC and n CMRS provider that. nt the bcgmnrng ol the call, nrrgrnutcs and tcrrnrnatc) 

\vi thin the same Major Trading Area ") 



Fun her. the FCC"~ Loc:nl lntcrconnccunn Order makes clear that , if tWU·\vBy uunkmg 1s 

technically feasible. it would not be JUSI. reasonable. and nnndiscriminatory for 1 he mcumbcrll 

LEC to refuse to proVIde il Local lntercunnc:cuon Order at 17:!. 21') l're~cntly. W1rdcs~ 

One and Sprint have two-way end ollicc Type 2B trunks but Spr1111 dill'S nut sc:nd nny 1rnt1ic uvcr 

those trunks Rather. Sprint routes all of 1ts trnllk hncl. throu!(h the ndcm ·1) pc :! ,\ trunl.~ fur 

which Wrrcless One incur~o n Rc:\'crse Opt ron duu gc: Spnnl h,,, an obhgnlltlll to dch\ er tlu~ 

tramc to Wireless One at the most cost-c:Oicu:nt point for Wudc'~ One, "lurh "the end ollice 

interconnections 

Wrrclcss One stronKIY urKc:S the C'onun1,sron to orJer the clurunnuun ur reduction of 

Spnnt 's Reverse Option rotc for m1raMT1\ .:all!> fmhng that, W1rclcss One urges the 

Commiss1on to order the commencement of the ttcncric prncccdn1g mcntmncd hv 1hc Stall' nm\ 

and not wait any longer The 10\ cstig:lllon necth h • H·~ol\ e the tnrnpciiii\'C aS) mmclt)' caused h) 

the d1!1i:re111 local calling scopc~o, among other 1s~uc~ 

One of the other issues that should be ndtlre~~cd in 11 gcncm: prm:ced1r.g 1, how numbcnng 

can be used to help resol\ c the compcllll\'c a~>ynunctry The concc:p1 of di,tnhutl·d NXXs \\ a~ 

rarsed 111 the testimony of Frnnk Heaton nnd 11111 uddrcsscd 111 11\ rewmrnenduuun 1\lr llc.llun 

testilicd 1hu1 he has re<1ucstcd Sprint to send \\lml \\ould he wllunllic under Spruu · ~ ~late lucal 

calhng areas over the end office Type 2B trunk cnnnt."CIIIlll\ so that \Vudc~) One wuld carrv the 

traffic on liS nti\\Ork, rather that h11V1ng Spnnl carry the tratlic O\'c:r liS net\\ orl. In the tandem 

Type 2A trunk connec11 n nnd assess the Reverse Opuon ClmrJ.(c If Spnnt rnutcd I he uallic tlu~ 

way, a great majority of \V1rc:lcss One's Rc\crsc Oplron charges \\-Ould be c:lnnlnatcd Spnnt 

md1ca1cd 111 tin~ procecdmg that 11 does not route: traffic 111 1h1\ fa~luon bco.:<~u)c 1hc mnh1lt: c.rllcd 

pany's NXX is not rate centered a1 the end n!lkc mlcrcnnnc,·llun 
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Distributed NXX codes allow vutualr.uc ccmcnng of \Hrcle)S NXX code:. l.i\'1 A\Hde su 

that individual NXX codes nrc not requrrcd rn each and every cumrnunrty by each and every 

carrier In other words, when a landlinc call originates in one nf the exchange~ where a drrcct 

mtcrconnecuon exists, the call onginallon M>uld be nued as a local call and not n hill :~11 . • md 

transit the end oflice interconnection Two of Wrrcless One'' pmu rOilratcs u~cd drMnbuted 

NXX codes in Ohio 

Another solution is for Sprint 111 tldrvcr all lnnd-tu-muhrle traOic ongumung in an end 

office serving area that has a Type 213 rntcrronncction to be routed 11\Cr thox: trunk groups and 

be rated as a local call 1 Allland-to-mobrle calb to any of Wuclcs~ One·~ XX cude' \\ouhl he 

sent over these trunks and Wireles~ One \\mrld dehvcr the trnllic over 11~ network h> rb 

customers. NXX codes could be nssr&ned to customers wherever lucuted Sprint dues not ha\l' 

to be concerned with where our customer rs located In thrs wny, ,, earner would not be ordenng 

new NXX codes when it has other NXX codes that arc hghtly u11h1ed 

Ei ther of these solutions would ~l'l\'c rhc puhl1c puh~y tcnnl u l promoung number 

conservancy i\ new block of 10,000 numbers would not nct'tlto he urdcrcd unul all of the NXX 

codes are approaching exhaustion, rather thnn JUSt the lotlllly rate centered NXX code The 

proliferation of the need for numbers and the rcsuh:rnt need fur tuc.s wdc ~pht~ rs n "gmficnnt 

public policy problem whrch this would help resnlve hy conscn rn~ the nceu tu assrgn nc\\ N XX 

codes nnu area couc splits. 

I W1rdcss One needs to be able to rc:ttli'C the SS7 Signal. 11lnch prcscnrl) IS rO<ncd o•cr rhc 1nndc111 Title 2A 

lntcrconnCC1ion 



Wirelc.~ One estimates that 11 \\ould m•t need to mder .1 IIC\\ NXX wdc unul the }car 

2000 under this scenario Under the present Situation. hO\\C\cr. 11 \\Ill hnve to order nddll10nal 

codes this year. 

Wherefore. Wireless One 1 cspectfully rctiUC~I ~ tha t the Cumnu~s1 on grunt the motion for 

reconsideration and reduce or eliminate Sprint's Reverse Option d1nrgc filr 1n•rnMTA calls In 

the ahernauve, Wireless One requests that the Commission open a gcncrrc 1n\ .ugauon mto the 

resolving rhe competirive asymmctnes caused by the d10'crcnt local calhn!! 'copes 

INJ,V~ I 

Dane Strnson 
Lnura A Hauser (Fim1dn Reg o 071!2114) 

ARTER & li ADDEN 
I 0 West Droad StrC(!t 
Suuc 2100 

Cnlumbus. Oh1n 4121 ~ 

hi4/221-J I~~ (phnm•J 
1.11 4/221-0479 (fircsrnuh:) 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing Motion fi1r Rccons1derauun wa~ served upon 

the following by facsimile. overnight courier or regular US mntl, p7oHI 1.: prcpa1d, on th1s lOth 

dayofFcbruary, l 998 I '( / . 
L'~cuth~ (c r«i: ~ ( (\ 

Beth Kcaung. Esq 
William Cox. Esq 
Division of Legal Services 
Florida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd. 
Tallahassee. Florida 32399-0850 

IHllf(, l 
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William A Adams. E~q 

Charles J Rehwtnkcl. F~q 
Sprint Flonda, Inc 
1313 Blair Stone Road 
~ IC' FL TLIIOO I 07 
Tallahassee. Flondn 3230 I 
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