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DATE: December 4, 1998

TO: All Interested Parties
FROM: Clintina B. Watts, Staff Counsel
RE: BellSouth’s Petitions for Waiver of Physical Collocation

Requirements - Docket Nos. 980946-TL, 980947-TL, 980948-TL,
981011-TL, 981012-TL, 981250-TL

Pursuant to the discussions and input at our November 19th
workshop on physical collocation, below is a list of issues that
will be addressed in the dockets regarding BellSouth’s petitions
for waivers of physical collocation. We note that the dates for
walk-throughs of BellSouth’s central office have not Dbeen

confirmed. At their earliest availability, those dates will be
forwarded to you.

Issues
1. What factors, including alternative physical collocation
arrangements, should be considered in determining if there is
adequate space for physical collocation in the following
BellSouth central offices:

a) Daytona Beach Port Orange
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4. If the Commission determines that a waiver request should be
denied, how should BellSouth effectuate FCC Rule 47 C.F.R.
§51.323(f) (1) in processing requests for physical collocaticn
in that central office?

5. Should BellSouth’s Petition cof Waiver of the requirement to
provide physical collocation in the following central offices
be granted:

a) Daytona Beach Port Orange
b) Boca Raton Boca Teeca

c) Miami Palmetto

d) West Palm Beach Gardens
e) North Dade Golden Glades

f) Lake Mary
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