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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

In re : Generic consideration of 
incumbent local exchange (ILEC) 
business office practices and 
tariff provisions in tne 
implementat i on of intraLATA 
presubscription. 

DOCKET NO. 970526-TP 
ORDER NO. PSC-98-0299-PHO-TP 
ISSUED: FEBRUARY 18, 1998 

Prehearing Order 

Purauant to Notice, a Pre hearing Conference was held on 
February t, 1998, in Tallahassee, Florida, before Commissioner J. 
Terry Deaaon, as Prehearing Officer. 

APPEARANCBS: 

Marsha Rule, Esquire, 101 North Monroe Street, 
Tallahassee, Florida 32301. 
QQ bebelf of ATiT Cgmmunication• of the Southern States. 
~. 

Mark K. Logan, Esquire, Bryant, Miller ~ Olive, 201 South 
Monroe Street, Suite 500, Tallahassee, Florida 32301. 
On blhllf of ATiT Ogmmunications of the Southern States. 
~. 

Kimberly 
Baquire, 
33601. 
On behalf 

caswell, Esquire and Anthony P . Gillman, 
Post Office Box 110, FLTC0007 , Tampa, Florida 

of GTI Florida Incorporated . 

Thomas IC. Bond, Esquire, 780 Johnson Ferry Road, Suite 
700, Atlanta, Georgia 30342. 
Qn behalf of MCI Telecommunications Corp. 

Richard D. Melson, Esquire, Hopping, Green, Sams & Smit~ . 
123 South calhoun Street, Tallaha1see, Florida 32314 . 
Qn bebalf of MCI Telecommuoications Corp . 

DOCUMENT '4 l' ~1P.fR - DATE 

0 2 3 3 3 FEB IS I 
EJI$C -RECORDS/REPORTING 

j 
J 



.e 
ORDER NO. PSC- 98-0299-PHO-TP 
DOCKET NO. 97~526-TP 
PAGE 2 

J. Jeffrey Wahlen, Eaquire, Post Office Box 391, 
Tallahassee, Florida 32302. 
On behalf of 6ortheaat Floric:Ja Telephone Company. Ar.r,m,. 
Florid&. Inc .. Viata-Qnitod Ielecommunications. 

Charlea J. Rehwinkel, Esquire, Post Office Box 2214, 
MCPLTLH00107, Tallahassee, Florida 32301. 
an blbalf of Sprint-FloricJa. Incorporated . 

William P . Cox, Esquire, Florida Public Service 
Coaniaaion, 2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard, Tallahassee, 
Florida, 32399-0850. 
Qn blbalf of tho Cgmmiaaion Staff. 

"'"!'IIIIi OBDA 

I . CA81 MCJC.GBO[JID 

On May 5, 1997, tho Commission opened Docket No. 970526-TP to 
investigate tho incuabent local exchange company (ILEC) business 
office practice• and tariff provisions in the implementation of 
intraLAT.A pre.ubacription. On June 13, 1997, the Commission issued 
Proposed Agency Action (PAA) Order No. PSC-97-0709-FOF-TP, placing 
specific roatrictiona on ILICS' business office practices and 
tariff proviaiona involving intraLATA prosubacription. On July 7, 
1997, GTB Florida Incorporated (GTBFL) and Sprint-Florida, 
Incorporated (Sprint-Florida or Sprint) filed protests of the PAA 
Order. Subsequently, tho matter was set for hearing on February 
23, 1998 . Purauant to the parties' proposed stipulation signed at 
the Prehoaring Conference on February 9, 1998, the hearing will 
only addrosa tho issue of whether the Commiasion should requi~e 
GTEFL and tho amall ILICa to provide two-for-one Primary 
Interexchange Carrier (PIC) change charge to existing customer! . 
(See Attachment A) 

I I . PROCEPtJBI FOR IIAM!lJ,ING cotff'IDENIIAL INFORMATION 

A. Any information provided pursuant to a discovery requ•lSt 
for which proprietary confidential busine•• information status is 
requested shall be treated by the Commission and the parties as 
confidential. The information shall be exempt from Section 
119.07 (1), Florida Statutes, pending a formal ruling on such 
request by the Commission, or upon the return of the information to 
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the pereon providing the information . If no determination of 
confidentiality hae been made and the information has not been used 
in the proceeding, it eball be returned expeditiously to the pereon 
providing the information. If a determination of confidentiality 
has been made and the information was not entered into the record 
of the proceeding, it ehall be returned tc the person providing the 
information within the time periods set forth in Section 
364.183(2), Florida Statutes. 

8. It is the policy of the Florida Public Service Commission 
that all COmmieeion hearings be open to the public at all times . 
The Commieeion aleo recognizes ita obligation pursuant to Section 
364.183, Florida Statutes, to protect proprietary confidential 
business information from disclosure outside the proceeding. 

In the event it become• necessary to use confidential information 
during the hearing, the following procedures will be observed: 

1) Any party wishing to use any proprietary 
confidential business information, as that term is 
defined in Section 364.183, Florida Statutes, shall 
notify the Prehearing Officer and all parties of 
record by the time of the Prehearing Conference, or 
if not known at that time, no later than seven (7) 
days prior to the beginning of the hearing . The 
notice ehall include a procedure to assure that the 
confidential nature of the information is preserved 
ae required by statute. · 

2) Failure of any party to comply with 1) above shall 
be grounds to deny the party the opportunity to 
present evidence which is proprietary confidential 
bueinees information. 

3) When confidential information is used in the 
hearing, parties must have copies for the 
Commiesionere, necessary staff, and the Court 
Reporter, in envelopes clearly marked with the 
nature of the contents. Any party wishing t.o 
examine the confidential material that is not 
subject to an order granting confidentiality shaL: 
be provided a copy in the same fashion as provic'.ed 
to the Commissioners, subject to execution of a ;y 
appropriate protective agreement with the owne ~ of 
the material. 
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4) Counael and witneaaes are cautioned to avoid 
verbsli~ing confidential information in such a way 
that would compromise the confidential information. 
Therefore, confidential information ahould be 
preaented by written exhibit when reasonably 
poaaible to do ao. 

5) At the conclusion of that portion of the hearing 
that involves confidential information, all copiea 
of confidential exhibit• ahall be returned to the 
proffering party. If a confidential exhibit has 
been admitted into evidence, the copy provided to 
the Court Reporter shall be retained in the 
Division of Recorda and Reporting confidential 
files. 

Post-blaring prgse4urea 

Rule 25-22.056(3), Florida Administrative Code, requires each 
party to file a poet-hearing statement of issues and positions . A 
summary of each position of no more than 50 words, set off with 
asterisks, shall be included in that statement . If a party' s 
position has not changed since the issuance of the prehearing 
order, the post-hearing statement may simply restate the prehearing 
position; however, if the prehearing position is longer than so 
words, it must be reduced to no more than 50 words . The rule also 
provides that if a party fails to file a post-hearing statement in 
conformance with the rule, that party shall have waived all issues 
and may be dismissed from the proceeding. 

A party's propoaed findings of fact and conclusions of law, if 
any, statement of issues and positions, and brief , shall together 
total no more than 60 pages, and shall be filed at the same time . 
The prehearing officer may modify the page limit for good cause 
shown. Please see Rule 25-22.056, Florida Administrative Code, for 
other requirement& pertaining to post-hearing filings. 

III. PRifll·'n TBSTIMQNX AND EXHIBITS 

Teatimony of all witnesses to be sponsored by the parties has 
been prefiled. All testimony which has been prefiled in ~his case 
will be inserted into the record aa though read after thH witness 
has taken the stand and affirmed the correctness of the testimony 
and associated exhibits . All testimony remains subject to 
appropriate objections. Each witness will have the opportunity to 
orally summarize his or her testimony at the time he or she takes 
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• 
the stand. Upon insertion of a witness' testimony, exhibits 
appended thereto may be marked for identification . After all 
parties and Staff have had the opportunity to object and cross­
examine, the exhibit may be moved into the record. All other 
exhibits may be •imilarly identified and entered into the re,·...,rd at 
the appropriate time during the hearing . 

Witnesses are reminded that, on cross-examination, responses 
to questions calling for a simple yes or no answer shall be so 
answered fir8t, after which the witness may explain his or her 
answer. 

IV. 0RD1R OF WITHESSES 

William Munsell GTEPL ALL 

Tom MCl ALL 

Sandra Khazraee• SPRINT ISSUE 3A ONLY 

• See propoaed Stipulation 2. 

V. BA8IC POSITIONS 

61SI: 

The Florida ILECs should be required to observe the same 
competitively neutral practices in implementing in :.raLATA 
presubscription a• those found appropriate for BellSouth in r~cket 
Nos . 930330-TP and 960658-TP. Additionally, the Commission ahould 
require theae ILECs to adhere to the same methodolog ~ -::s for 
handling preferred interexchange carrier (PIC) change requ~s~s, and 
similar ratea, as those imposed on BellSouth . 

QTBPL: 

This proceeding i s unnecessary and unwarranted. There have 
been no complaints about the intraLATA marketing practices of GTEFL 
or any other carrier in this proceeding. The proposed measures are 

1 

1 
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rooted instead in the resolution of a complaint proceeding against 
BellSouth and the evidence gathered in that case. There is no need 
for these remedial ~eaaurea in this case because there is nothing 
to remedy. GTEPL fully complies with all of the conditions this 
Commission imposed in ita 1995 Order implementing !.+ intraLATA 
presubacription (Order no. PSC-95-0203-FOF-TP) and its intraLATA 
business and marketing practices are the same as its federally­
mandated interLATA practices. Thus, there should be no question 
about the propriety of GTEFL' s intraLATA practices. No new 
regulation in this area is necessary or desirable. 

MCI believes that it is necessary for the Commission to insure 
that the local monopoly advantage cannot be used to unfairly 
disadvantage potential competitors in the intraLATA market. In 
addition, due to the overlap in work processes and activities, 
there is a significant costa savings when both the interLATA and 
intraLATA carriers are changed at the same time to the same 
carrier. The Commission should approve a rate additive for 2 for 
1 PIC of no more than 30,. 

IIIPI'C: 

The Commission should approve the proposed stipulation. 

AJJ.TJL: 

The Commission should adopt the proposed stipulation. 

VISTA-QIITBQ: 

The Commission should adopt the proposed stipulation. 

SPRQT: 

Sprint's Basic Position is that the intraLATA marketplace is 
sufficiently developed such that the FPSC should not have t.:> 
intervene to regulate marketing practices. However, to the extE r.t 
that the Commission seeks to impose the same terms and conditi•ms 
on all LECs as have been imposed on BellSouth, Sprint does n~t 
contest the general purpose of this docket. Sprint urges that the 
Commissio~ adopt whatever negotiated resolution of this docket is 
presented by the parties. Furthermore, Sprint's marketlng 
practices relating to intraLATA toll are in accord with the 
purposes of the BellSouth decision and are not anti-competitive . 
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stAFf': 

None pending completion of hearing. Staff's positions are 
preliminary and baaed on materials filed by the parties and on 
discovery. The preliminary positions are offered to assist the 
parties in preparing for the hearin9. Staff's final positions will 
be baaed upon all the evidence in the record and may differ from 
the preliminary positions. 

VI. ISSQIS AND PQSITIQNS 

ISSQB 1: Should the Commission prohibit GTEFL, Sprint, and the 
small ILBCa (ILECs) from utilizing terminology that 
suggests ownership of the intraLATA toll calling are~ 
when referring to the intraLATA service areas in 
directories and bill inserts? 

(All ~rties have stipulated this issue, but some have 
chosen to include their original positions in the ever.t 
the C~ssian does not approve the stipulation.) 

PQSITI<II: 

U,i7: Yea. 

QUitL: See proposed stipulation. 

JIC.l: Yea . 

IJPTC: See proposed stipulation. 

aJ.I.TJL: See proposed stipulation. 

VJST&-QIITIQ: See proposed stipulat ion . 

SPB:urJ': Sprint-Florida ia in compliance with the Commiss lon' s 
decision in the BellSouth Order. Sprint-Florida believes that t~is 
issue will be resolved through stipulation. 

stAFF: Staff has no position at this time. 
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ISSQI 2: Should the Commission require GTEFL, Sprint-Florida, and 
the small ILBCa (ILECs) to place a new customer who is 
undecided regarding a choice- of intraLATA carriers in a 
no-PIC st~tus until a choice is made? 

(All ~rtiea have stipulated t~is issue, but some have 
choaen to include their original positions in the event 
the Commission does not approve the stipulation.) 

PQSITJ<II; 

Atfa: Yea. 

QTIPL: See proposed stipulation. 

Jla: Yea. 

"!TC: See proposed stipulation . 

aiJ,TBL: See proposed stipulation. 

Ylst&-QIJJIP: See proposed stipulation . 

SPBIJI'l': Sprint-Florida is in compliance with the Commission's 
decision in the BellSouth Order. Sprint-Florida believes that this 
issue will be resolved through stipulation . 

stllF: Staff has no position at this time. 

ISSQI 3: Should the Commission require GTEFL, Sprint-Florida, and 
the small ILBCs (ILECs) to put in place competitively­
neutral customer contract protocols? 

a. ILECs' ability to market their services to existing 
customers changing their intraLATA carriers. 

(All parties, except 
but aame h41ve choaen 
in the event the 
stipulation. ) 

PQSITI<II: 

~: Yes. 

S,print, have stipulated this issJe, 
to include their original posi ti.ms 
Commission does not approve ::1e 

GTirL: See proposed stipulation. 

El.: Yes . 
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llrTC: See propoaed atipulation. 

AIJQ!L: See propnsed stipulation. 

VJST&-UIITID: See proposed stipulation 

SPJIIT: Sprint-Florida is in compliance with the Commission's 
deciaion in the BellSouth Order. Sprint-Florida's use of the 
phraae •in addition to us• does not violate the letter or spirit of 
the BellSouth order, nor does it provide an undue advantage to 
Sprint-Florida. Instead the phrase is a fair statement of fact 
that the local exchange company is one of the carriers for 
intraLATA long distance and is sufficiently neutral and doe• not 
•market• Sprint-Florida's services in any way. This issue will be 
briefed. 

STII!: Staff has no position at this time. 

b. ILBC processing all PIC change orders of its 
customers. 

(All ~rties have stipulated this issue, but some have 
chosen to include their original positions in the event 
the C~ssion does not approve the stipulation.) 

fQSITI<II: 

~: Yes. 

QTIPL: See proposed atipulation. 

EX: Yes. 

IIPTC: See proposed stipulation. 

AIJ.TIL: See proposed stipulation. 

VJSTA-QIITID: See proposed stipulation. 

SPBIMT: Sprint-Plorida is in compliance with the Commi&l;~ >n' s 
decision in the BellSouth Order. Sprint-Florida believes tha~ this 
issue ~ill be resolved through stipulation. 

STAPf: Staff has no position at this time. 

c. ILBC.' ability to market their services to existing 
customers changing their intraLATA carriers? If 
so, for what period of time should any such 
requirements be imposed? 
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(All parties have stipulated this issue, but some have 
chosen to include their original positions in the event 
the Commisuion does not approve the stipulation.) 

POSITICif: 

~: For one year. 

GTBfL: See proposed stipulation. 

~= Yes, for 18 months. 

PJ!TC: See proposed stipulation. 

AIJ.TIL: See proposed stipulation. 

VI8TA-OIJTIQ: See proposed stipulation. 

SPBIJIT: Sprint-Florida is in compliance with the Commission's 
decision in the BellSouth Order. Sprint-Florida beli~ves that this 
issue will be resolved through stipulation. 

8TAPP: Staff has no position at this time. 

d. ILECs' ability to market their intraLATA services 
to existing customers when they call for reasons 
other than selecting intraLATA carriers? If so, 
for what period of time should any such 
requirements be imposed? 

PQSITIAI: 

~: For one year. 

GTBPL: There is tentative agreement or partial settlement of this 
issue with regard to GTBPL. Specifically, GTEFL asserts that n'ne 
of ita existing practices are anticompetitive or otherw ise 
inappropriate. However, to more efficiently resolve this iszme 
without the need for discovery or other factual investigati.:>;'l, 
GTEFL further asserts that in some instances, GTEFL does maJ:i ~t 
intraLATA service to existing customers when they call for rea9ons 
other than selecting intraLATA carriers. The parties have left for 
briefing the policy and legal issue of whether the Commis6ion 
should impose upon GTBFL the same marketing restriction impo.1ed 
upon BellSouth in its complaint case. As to this remaining issue, 
GTEFL again asserts that no restrictions are needed for any length 
of time, since GTEFL's marketing activities are not 
anticompetitive. If the Commission, however, decides to impose 
restrictions like it did in the BellSouth case, these restrictions 
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should end when the analogous restrictions on BellSouth are 
eliminated. 

ICI: Yea, for 18 months. 

llfTC: See proposed stipulation. 

AI.I.TIL: See proposed stipulation. 

Y18TA-QIJTID: See proposed stipulation. 

SPRJI'I': Sprint-Florida is in compliance with the Commission's 
decision in the BellSouth Order. Sprint-Florida believes that this 
issue will be resolved through stipulation . 

STIPP: Staff baa no position at this time . 

ISSQI 4: Should the Commission require GTEFL, Sprint-Florida, and 
the small ILBCs (ILECs) to provide One Free PIC to 
existing customers? 

(All parties bave stipulated this issue, but some have 
chosen to include their original positions in the event 
the Commission does not approve the stipulation.) 

PQSITI<II: 

AIU: Yes. 

QtltL: See proposed stipulation. 

IICX: Yes. 

IIPTC: See proposed stipulation. 

AI.I.TJL: See proposed stipulation. 

YlSTa-OilTID: See proposed stipulation. 

SPRIIT: Sprint-Florida is in compliance with the Commissio.'l s 
decision in the BellSouth Order. Sprint-Florida believes that this 
issue will be resolved through stipulation. 

STAPf: Staff has no position at this time. 

ISSQB 5 : Should tbe Commission require GTBFL, Sprint-Florida, and 
the small ILBCa (ILECs) to provide Two-For-One PIC to 
existing customers? 
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(to be addressed at the bearing) 

PQSITI<II: 

&Iii: Yea. 

GTIPL: The two-for-one PIC measure was fashioned for Southern Bell 
based upon the company's conduct, ita costs, and ita processes and 
ayatema. A two-for-one PIC requirement should not apply to GTEFL . 
The facta of GTBPL'a situation justify two full PIC change charges 

one each for intra- and interLATA changes. 

~: Yea. Due to the overlap in work processes and activities, 
there is a significant coats savings when both the interLATA and 
intraLATA carriers are changed at the same time to the same 
carrier. The Commission should approve a rate additive of 2 for 1 
PIC of no more than lOt. 

••FTC: See proposed stipulation . 

aJJ.TBL: See proposed stipulation . 

Y1STa-DIJ71P: See proposed stipulation. 

SnJIT: Sprint-Florida is in compliance with the Commission's 
decision in the BellSouth Order . Sprint-Florida believes that this 
issue will be resolved through stipulation . 

S%1PP: Staff has no position at this time. 

VII. EXHIBIT LIST --WIINESS ao'JC.UP"P"I!&IU!&U BY I.D. NUHBER DESCRIPTION --
Will ::.am Munsell QTBPL WM- 1 IPIC Cost Stu- Y 

with Descriition 
and Justific1tion 

William Munsell GTBFL WM-2 Percentages c.,f 
Direct and CARE 
PIC changes 

Parties and Staff reserve the right to identify additional 
exhibits for the purpose of cross-examination . 
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VIII. PBQPOSID STIPUlATIONS 

STIPULATION 1: 

The parties have agreed to a proposed stipulation for the 
Commisaion's approval. (See Attachment A) This stipulation 
resolves for all parties issues 1, 2, 3b, 3c, and 4. 

Iaaue 3a ia resolved for all parties except Sprint . The 
parties have agreed to brief the issue of whether Sprint's 
inclusion of the atatement •in addition to us• prior to reading the 
list of carrier• in its script complies with this restriction on 
the ILBCa' ability to market their services to existing customers 
changing their intraLATA carriera. 

Iaaue 3d ia resolved for all parties except GTEFL. The 
partie• have agreed to brief the policy and legal issues associated 
with whether the Commiaai•>~ should restrict the ILECtt · (GTEFL' s) 
ability to market their in~raLATA services to existing customers 
when they call for reaaons other than soliciting intraLATA 
carriers . 

The partie• have not reaolved issue 5, except with regard to 
Sprint, and it will be addreaaed at the hearing with regard to the 
other partiea. Iaaue 5 is whether the Commission should require 
GTEPL, Sprint, and the amall ILECs to provide two-for-one PICs to 
existing customers. 

STIPULATION 2: 

The partie• agree to stipulate that the direct testimony filed 
by Sprint witness Sandra Khazraee be inserted in the record a~ 
though read and to waive the opportunity for cross-examination at 
the February 23, 1998, hearing. 

IX . BULIN~ 

A. The Prehearing Officer hereby grants Staff's Motion .~or 
Extension of Time to file Staff's Prehearing Statement on 
February 4, 1998 . 

B. The Prehearing Officer hereby grants Sprint's Motion to 
Accept Late-Filed Prehearing Statement on February 4, 
1998. 
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STIPULATION 2: 

The partiea agree to atipulate that the direct testimony filed 
by Sprint witneaa Sandra Khazraee be inserted in the record as 
though read and to waive the opportunity for cross-examination at 
the February 23, 1998, hearing. 

IX. RULINGS 

A. The Prehearing Officer hereby grants Staff's Motion for 
Bxtenaion of Time to file Staff's Prehearing Statement on 
February 4, 1998. 

B. The Prehearing Officer hereby grants Sprint's Motion to 
Accept Late-Piled Prehearing Statement on February 4, 
1998. 

It is therefore, 

ORDBRBD by Commiaaioner J . Terry Deason, aa Prehearing 
Officer, that thia Prehearing Order shall govern the conduct of 
theae proceeding• as set forth above unless modified by the 
Commission. 

By ORDBR of Commissioner J. Terry Deason, as Prehearing 
Officer, this ~day of February, 1998. 

(SEAL) 

WPC 

J:\ierry DeaiOn, Commissioner 
and Prehearing Officer 
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lfOTICI or FUBTHIB PRQCBRQlHGs oR JUPICIAL REVIEW 

Tbe Florida Public Service Commission ia required by Section 
120.59(4), Florida Statutea, to notify partie• of any 
adminiatrative bearing or judicial review of Commission orders that 
is available under Sectiona 120.57 or 120.68, Florida Statutes, as 
well •• the procedures and time limits that apply. This notice 
abould DOt be conatrued to mean all requests for an administrative 
hearing or judicial review will be granted or result in the relief 
sought. 

Any party adversely affected by this order, which is 
preliminary, procedural or intermediate in nature, may request : 1) 
reconaideration within 10 days pursuant to Rule 25-22.038 (2), 
Florida Adminiatrative COde, if issued by a Prehearing Officer; 2) 
reconsideration within 15 days pursuant to Rule 25-22 . 060, Florida 
Adminiatrative Code, if issued by the Commission; or 3) judicial 
review by the Florida Supreme Court, in the caae of an electric, 
gas or telephone utility, or the First District Court of Appeal, in 
the case of a water or wastewater utility . A motion for 
reconsideration ahall be filed with the Director, Division of 
Recorda and Reporting, in the form prescribed by Rule 25-22 . 060, 
Florida Administrative Code . Judicial review of a preliminary, 
procedural or intermediate ruling or order is available if review 
of the final action will not provide an adequate remedy. Such 
review may be requested from the appropriate court, as described 
above, purauant to Rule 9 . 100, Florida Rules of Appellate 
Procedure. 
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Docbt Ne. 9'70526-TP 

ATTAaoa A 

STIPULATIONAGREE~NT 

Tho uadcniped J*1i• to Florida Public Service Commiuion Docket No. 970526-TP, 

in • eflbrt to r.olve aeveral of the iiiUCI ~c:heduled for consideration at hcarina in thia doc:kct 

l. Tho undeniped plltics have lp'eed to IUbmit the stipulated Janauaae below to 

the CommilliOD with relpOCt to OKh of the iiiUCI under c:onaidcration. The parties do so with 

the UDdcntiDdiq that tbia stipulation i1 ID8dc only with rcspcct to the raolution of thi1 docket 

and tblt tbe ldpul-- ll'e bued on ccrtain repre~e~~tationa by the ILECs. If thcsc 

aepr 1 •~tioala ...-iaUy inlccurate, thia stipulation lball not prohibit IDY party &om filing a 

complliat or other ldmieittntive ICtion in the fUture with rcspcct to my of the activities below 

lpiDit ..y other p11ty bMed upoa allcpd mticompctitive marketing practices or other violation 

of Chlpter 364. Plorida Statute~. This stipuYtion and qreement is made for the purpose of 

...ulina tbe i.ucs diiCUIIed below and lball not be constrUed u an admission that any ILEC 

prw:tic::e~ meatiooed herein have beciD or may be mticompetitive or otherwise are violative of any 

order. nale or ltatate. 

2. Subject to the coaditionasct forth in paragraph I, the parties aubmit the followirog 

language to the CommiaiOD u pmial n110lution of this docket: 

Ia• N• ....... 1: SlloUI die Coe• ... IH prolllblt GTEJl'L, Sprtat-LEC, ud tte 
anaaU JLECa rn. ••rfea • ' DhiY aut ...... owaenltlp of die t.tn-LATA tfA 
calllaa area wa.. r•• .... to ..... traLATA tenke areM Ia dlredorlelud bW luera1 

Relolutioo: Tbe ILBCI lllelt, and the other panics qree not to contest in this 

proceeding, tb1t the II..BCI clo DOt ue II'IY tcnninolol)' which would imply owncnhip of a 
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particular intraLATA toll calJiDa area.~ Jooa u the ILECa do not imply oWDCI'Ibip of the toll 

callina.., tbe cbaice oftoU termiaoJoay iJ a marbtina cler'sion of each individual company. 

AccordinaiY, tblnl iJ no Deed iJr CommiJtion action with rapect to thia illue at thia time . 

._e N••• 2: 511 .... tile Ct-•' rl• nq•lre GTEPL, S,._t-LEC, ud dte a..U 
ILECI to ......... ~··· ..... udedded reprdlq. daolce of .. traLATA earlier 
.. a ao-PIC ...._ •tl IMII a claolce II .ade? 

Raolution: The ILBCa -.t IDd the other partiea epee not to contest in tbia proceeding, that 

the ILECa abeldy have the DO-PIC option in pt.ce. Thus, if a cuatomer does not elect an 

intraLATA Cllricl', bil 1+ tDil will be blocted until be cboolel a praublcribed carrier. 

Accordinaly, tblnl ia DO Deed ilr Commiaion action at thia time . 

.... N•.._ 3: Sllodl tile Ce-•' •• nq•ln GTIPL, Sprlat·LEC, ud dte a..U 
ILEC8 to ,.t Ia ,._. Cl....,.tely .... tral eaata•er coatlld protoeoll for: 

llelolutioll: The ILBCI -.t IDd the other partiea agree not to contest in this proceeding, that 

tbeir interLA TA IDd iDinLA TA piOCOCiurcl for communicatina information about toll cboicea 

are couiateat IDd in compliiDce with PSC Order No. PSC-95-0203-FOF-TP, which statalhat 

"when oew CUitomen sip up for IOI'Yice they should be made aware of their options of 

intraLATA cmien in the 1a10 fMbioD u for interLATA carrierr". The procedures ~R the same 

in that the ILECI ... each CUitomer if be hu a choice of carrier. If the customer does not, them 

the n.EC will reid al'llldom lilt of canicn. Acconlingly there is no need for Commission acti )ft 

u thia time. Howev«, the parti• apee to brief the iuue of whether Sprint's inclusion of .:l!e 

statement "in addition to ua" prior to reading the lilt compli• with this requirement. 

2 
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b. ILEC pnc 111 ... ol .. PIC eUaae onlen ofiD cuto.aen? 

Resolution: The ILBCIIIIert a the other plltiel aaree not to contat in this proceeding, that 

the ILECt u.dy proceu all PIC chlnp Olden (ina.LA TA and intraLAT A) when requated by 

their local CUitomen. AccordiDaiY, there il no need for Commiuion action with respect to this 

issue at this time. 

e. (Sd .._ 4a.J ILECI' Mlllty to ..net •• eerv1ee to eaama cuta-.en 
ella ........ IMnLATA arrllrl? If 10, for wlaal period of 111M ..... uy s•dl ........_ ..... , ... .., 
Resolution: With respect to GTEFL md Sprint-Florida the ILECs auat and the other parties 

apee not to CGIHit iD tbia prcaedina. that the ILEC1 are in compliance with the meuure 

adopted for BeiiSoutb in with PSC Order No. PSC-95-0203-FOF-TP. That measure lpCCifies 

that if a cu.eoa. calla • ILBC to cbmp hil praublcribed iDtraLA TA carrier from that ILEC 

to mother cmi•, the ILEC caoot, on that same call, try to diuuade the cuatomer fiom 

dwn&ing from the ILEC to the ocber carrier. GTEFL md Sprint-Florida agree to continue to 

comply with this policy until at least August 1 S, 1998. After that time, these ILECs will be able 

to market their laVicel iD the lime manner u do their competitors. Accordingly there is no 

need for Commillion action on thil iuue at this time. If, however. this restriction is eliminated 

u to BellSoutb before Juae, 1998, GTEFL and Sprint-Florida may also seek elimination of the 

same restrictiaal before Auplt 1 s. 1998. The other pllties reserve the right to contm auc:h 

early eliminatjm, 

With r..,.ct to the IIIWI ILECI • the ILECs usert and the other parties agre ~ not to 

contcllt iD this ~ina. that the level of activity auociatod with marketing of : ntraLA T A 

service~ iasucb tblt Commiuion Ktion il not required at thia ume. 

3 
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d. (Std'1 llll!e OJ D..ECI' lblllty to ....at ..... traLATA Mn1al to nlldal 
eastoalen "'- t111J all ... r•au OCMr .... sele•atatraLATA carrten? If 10, for 
wllat period.,.._..._ .. 1aJ ... ,.....,._. .. be,..,......? 
Resolution: With rwpect to GTEFL, the COIDplllY UICrtl that none of its practices are 

anticompCititiv or odlerwile iDippropriate. Howev«, to more efficiently raolve the iaue 

without the need for dilcovery or other factual investigation, GTEFL auerts that, in some 

instiDCel, G I BFL cloel IDIIbt intraLA TA services to existing customers when they call for 

reasons other tba •lectiDa iDtnLA TA carriers. The other parties assert that the commission 

lbould impo10 upoa GTBPL tbe IIIDI mlrketina reltrictiona impoted upon BellSouth in Order 

No. PSC-96-1569-POF-n, IDd for the 11111e lenatb of time. The parties have agreed to brief the 

policy and lepl.._ ••Dei_, with this pnctice and whether the Commission should impose 

any ratriction oa the ame, up to aod includins the length of time such restrictions were imposed 

Oil BeiiSouth. 

With Jelpld to Spriat-Piorida, IIICI'tl md the other parties agree not to contest in this 

proc«dina. that Sprint-Florida doea not currcatly market intraLA T A services when cuatomen 

call on matten otber tbiD ~electing Ill intnLA T A canicr consistent with the prcv:~ua order in 

this docket CODCei'Diaa BeUSouth. The parties stipulate that Sprint-Florida will continue to 

OO.Ve this prldice until at leMt Aupat IS, 1998. After that time, Sprint-Florida will be able 

to market their lfi'Vicel in the ume IDIDner u docs its compctiton. Accordingly there is no need 

for CommilliOD actioD on this i-.e It this time. 1(, however, this restriction is eliminated u to 

BeiiSouth before June, 1998, Sprint-Florida may also seck elimination of the same l"CCtt"' c\.ions 

before August 1 S, 1998. Tbe OCher .,.ties I'CICI'Ve the right to contest such early eliminati.ln. 
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With I'CIIpiCt to the ....n ILBCI • the ILBCI uaert and the other partiea aaree not to 

C0Dte1t iD tbia proceedina. that the level of ICtivity UIOCillod with the unalliLEC intraLAT A is 

IUCb tblt Commillian ICtion il not required at this timr . 

.... 4 (Stair 1uH 5): a-Id 1M Co-·' •• nq•ln 1M ILECS to provide o.e free PIC 
toa"'leaaaa• .. ? 

Reloludaa: With rapec:t to GTBFL. GTEFL uaerta mel the other .,.Uea aaree not to contest in 

this proce-'ina. that it bll *-ly provided the option for one free PIC, u reflected in ita tarifli. 

A. the CCIIIIpMy'a COII\Wiioa to intraLA TA praublcription wu completed in February of 1997 

there il DO lllld a fUrther Commillion ICtion on this iuue with respect to GTEFL. 

With l'elpiCt to Spriat-Florida. Sprint-Florida uaerts and the other .,.Uea llf'CC not to 

contat in tbil pnao.ti., tblt it pnMded the option for one free PIC for customers served by 

omce. CCJDvertecl dlr the ('nmmiuioa ordered intraLA T A preaublcription. In lieu of offering 

one free PIC to all other CUitOaHn, the company willaarec to continue to offer the two-for-one 

PIC with DO ldditive to exiatina CUitomCn choosing the same provider at the same time until at 

leat l)eranlw 31, 1998. 

W'db npnt to thole acblnpl alreedy converted on tbe date this settlement is executed. 

the IIIIAIIILBCa 111'00 to provide b one he PIC per customer line for 90 daya fivm the date of 

execution of tbia 8IIUltiDeDt or fivm the dille of conversion. whichever time period expires fint. 

With repd to thole ac~Mnpta not yet coavcrted, the smalliLECa aarec to provide for one free 

PIC per customer liDe for 90 daya &om the dille of conversion. Accordingly there is no need for 

Commiuion ICtioo with re1p00t to tho amalliLBCa on this issue. 
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la•e N•.._ 5: ...... th C.-..... req•Jre GTEn, Sprtat-LEC ud tile 1..U 
ILEC. to ......... .twewro.-..t PIC to edldq ct~~t~•en1 · 

Raolution: With l1llpeCt to Sprint-Florida, Sprint-Fir rida will agree to offer the two-for-one 

PIC with no ldditive Uldil Doccmber 31, 1998, u ipCCificd in luue 4. After that time, Sprint-

Floricla niii'NI the riabl to cbirae ill tlriffcd rate for the ICCOftd PIC when .elected at the lUIIe 

time u the ~ which tmfl' currcntJy complia with the Joe" ldditive impolcd on BcllSouth. 

Tberc il DO ..olution oftbil iauc u to other ILEC1. If ltatT apeea, the partialtipula:: 

that they wiU waive live tcltimooy at bclrin& ltipulale that the clirect and rebuual tcltimony 

abady filed ill tbiJ docbt will be inlerted into the ncord of the proceedina u thouah read. and 

that they will brief the iauc .,._. upoo IUCb tellimony. 

3. Tbia ..,.... lball not become effective unlcu and until all partia to the 

docket execute the umc tnd the document il filed and received by the Commission u part of 

the Doc:bt Number 970526-TP. In the event the asreemcnt i1 not sipcd by all partia or not 

acccptcd by the Qwnmiwjon tUn it shall have not be bindina on MY party with respect to Ul)' of 

o.ted this_ day of February, 1998. 

Sprt.~l'lorlda, .. c. 

6 
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MCI 'lll11111• I In JIIC. 

ATTAoac& 

~:. ________________________ _ 
ltimC.W.U 

~=·--~~~~---------------....., ...... 

~:--------~--------JeftnyWIIIIea 

~:·--~~~-------------------Jeffrey Wlhl• 

. By:. ____ ~~-------------
TamMcC ... 

GTC .. 

By: ______________ _ 
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MCI Teleca nladlilt lac. 

By: ______________ _ 

TomBoad 

By:. ____________________________ ___ 

Vllta-Udld T1l11:1 ••lc..._l 

By: 

TDS Tele~-Qllbaey Telepll•e co.,..y 

By:~ .... t. ~. t-Ltt.. a 
TomMc:Cibe 

GTCHI 

By: __ ---:--------------------------
LiDda Bordelon 
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liCIT II I wr'UdiM .... 

~~~~~------------------DaC.W.U 

ALLftL ........... 

By: 
--w~m~~~~-~~~----------------------

~TA111 • An d1 y 

~·--~~~-------------------JdeJW.W. 

~--~~~~---------------WINyW ..... 

By: 
·----~~~aD~~~~--------------------
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