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METROPOLITAN FIBER SYSTEMS OF FLORIDA, INC. 
Docket No. 950984-TP 

PLEASE STATE YOUR NAME AND BUSINESS ADDRESS. 

My name is Timothy T. Devine. My business address is MFS 

Communications Company, Inc. ("MFSCC"), 250 Williams St., Ste. 2200, 

Atlanta, Georgia 30303. 

WHAT IS YOUR POSITION WITH MFS? 

I am the Senior Director of External and Regulatory Affairs for the Southern 

Region for MFSCC, the indirect parent company of Metropolitan Fiber 

Systems o f  Florida. 

WHAT ARE YOUR RESPONSIBILITIES IN THAT POSITION? 

I am responsible for the regulatory oversight of commission dockets and other 

regulatory matters and serve as MFSCC's representative to various members 

of the industry. I am also responsible for coordinating co-canier discussions 

with Local Exchange Caniers within the Southern Region. 

PLEASE DESCRIBE YOUR PREVIOUS PROFESSIONAL 
EXPERIENCE AND EDUCATIONAL BACKGROUND. 

I have a B.S. in Political Science from Arizona State University and an M.A. 

in Telecommunications Policy from George Washington University. I began 

work in the telecommunications industry in April 1982 as a sales 

representative for packet switching services for Graphnet, Inc., one of the first 

value-added common carriers in the United States. From 1983 until 1987, I 
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was employed at Sprint Communications Co., in sales, as a tariff analyst, as a 

product manager, and as Manager of Product and Market Analysis. During 

1988, I worked at Contel Corporation, a local exchange carrier, in its 

telephone operations group, as the Manager of Network Marketing. I have 

been working for MFSCC and its affiliates since January 1989. During this 

time period, I have worked in product marketing and development, corporate 

planning, regulatory support, and regulatory affairs. Most recently, from 

August 1994 until August 1995, I have been representing MFSCC on 

regulatory matters before the New York, Massachusetts, and Connecticut state 

commissions and was responsible for the MFSCC Interim Co-Carrier 

Agreements with NYNEX in New York and Massachusetts, as well as the 

execution of a co-carrier Joint Stipulation in Connecticut. 

Q. PLEASE DESCRIBE THE OPERATIONS OF MFS 
COMMUNICATIONS COMPANY, INC. AND ITS SUBSIDIARIES 

MFSCC is a diversified telecommunications holding company with operations 

throughout the country, as well as in Europe. MFS Telecom, Inc., an MFSCC 

subsidiary, through its operating affiliates, is the largest competitive access 

provider in the United States. MFS Telecom, Inc.'s subsidiaries, including 

A. 
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MFS/McCourt, Inc., provide non-switched, dedicated private line and special 

access services. 

MFS Intelenet, Inc. ("MFSI") is another wholly owned subsidiary of 

MFSCC. It causes operating subsidiaries to be incorporated on a state-by- 

state basis. MFSI's operating subsidiaries collectively are authorized to 

provide switched interexchange telecommunications services in 48 states and 

have applications to offer such service pending in the remaining states. Where 

so authorized, MFSI's operating subsidiaries offer end users a single source 

for local and long distance telecommunications services with quality and 

pricing levels comparable to those achieved by larger communications users. 

Apart from Florida, MFSI subsidiaries have been authorized to provide 

competitive local exchange service in twelve states. Since July 1993, MFS 

Intelenet of New York, Inc. has offered local exchange services in competition 

with New York Telephone Company. MFS Intelenet of Maryland, Inc. was 

authorized to provide local exchange services in competition with Bell 

Atlantic-Maryland, Inc. in April 1994 and recently has commenced 

operations. On June 22, 1994, MFS Intelenet of Washington, Inc. was 

authorized to provide local exchange services in competition with US West 

Communications, Inc. On July 20, 1994, MFS Intelenet of Illinois, Inc. was 
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certificated to provide local exchange services in competition with Illinois 

Bell Telephone Company and Central Telephone Company of Illinois. MFS 

Intelenet of Ohio was certificated to provide competitive local exchange 

service in competition with Ohio Bell on August 3, 1995. MFS Intelenet of 

Michigan, on May 9, 1995, was certificated to provide competitive local 

exchange service in competition with Ameritech-Michigan. MFS Intelenet of 

Connecticut was dedicated to provide local exchange service in competition 

with Southern New England Telephone Company on June 28,1995. MFS 

Intelenet of Texas, Inc. was authorized to provide local exchange service in 

Texas in competition with Southwestern Bell Telephone Company by Order 

signed on October 25, 1995. MFS Intelenet of Georgia, Inc. was certificated 

to provide local exchange service in the Atlanta and Smyma Exchanges in 

competition with BellSouth on October 27, 1995. MFS Intelenet of 

Pennsylvania, Inc. was authorized to provide local exchange service in 

Pennsylvania by Order entered October 4, 1995. Finally, MFS Intelenet of 

Massachusetts was certificated on March 9,1994 to operate as a reseller of 

both interexchange and local exchange services in the Boston Metropolitan 

Area in competition with New England Telephone. 
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Q. HAVE YOU PREVIOUSLY TESTIFIED BEFORE THIS 
COMMISSION? 

A. Yes. On August 14, 1995 and September 8, 1995, respectively, I filed direct 

and rebuttal testimony in the universal service docket. In re: Determination 

offunding for universal service and carrier of last resort responsibilities, 

Docket No. 950696-TP. On September 1, 1995 and 29, respectively, I filed 

direct and rebuttal testimony in the temporary number portability docket. In 

re: Investigation into temporary local telephone portabiliw solution to 

implement competition in local exchange telephone markets, Docket No. 

950737-TP. On 15 and 29, respectively, I filed direct and rebuttal testimony 

in the TCG Interconnection Petition docket. Resolution of Petition(s) to 

establish nondiscriminatory rates, terms, and conditions for interconnection 

involving local exchange companies and alternative local exchange 

companies pursuant to Section 364.162, Florida Statures, Docket 

NO. 950985A-TP. 

Q. ARE ANY OF THE PARTIES UPON WHOSE BEHALF YOU ARE 
TESTIFYING CURRENTLY CERTIFICATED TO PROVIDE 
SERVICE IN FLORIDA? 

Yes. Metropolitan Fiber Systems of Florida, Inc., a certificated Alternative A. 

20 Access Vendor ("AAV"), by letter dated July 5, 1995, notified the 
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Commission of its intent to provide switched local exchange service in 

Florida. The Commission acknowledged this notification on September 12, 

1995. 

I. PURPOSE AND SUMMARY 

Q. WHAT IS THE PURPOSE OF YOUR TESTIMONY IN THIS 
PROCEEDING? 

A. MFS-FL has filed its unbundling petition in this docket, as well as a 

parallel petition in the interconnection docket, because its negotiations 

with BellSouth (and, to date, only BellSouth) have failed to yield 

acceptable co-carrier arrangements. Specifically, MFS-FL could not 

come to an agreement with BellSouth because BellSouth insisted, 

contrary to statute, that the universal service issue be addressed in 

these negotiations. MFS-FL therefore is petitioning the Commission, 

in accordance with Florida Statute Section 364.161, for BellSouth to 

provide unbundled services, network features, hc t ions  or capabilities, 

and specifically the unbundled local loop and the concentration of 

unbundled loops. 

AS A THRESHOLD MATTER, WHAT IS MEANT BY THE TERM Q. 

"CO-CARRIER ARRANGEMENTS"? 
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A. By "co-carrier" arrangements, I refer to a variety of arrangements that will 

have to be established to allow alternative local exchange carriers ("ALECs") 

and BellSouth to deal with each other on a reciprocal, non-discriminatory, and 

equitable basis. Once the basic principles for such arrangements are 

established by the Commission, the affected carriers should be directed to 

implement specific arrangements in conformance with these principles. The 

term "co-carrier" signifies both that the two carriers are providing local 

exchange service within the same territory, and that the relationship between 

them is intended to be equal and reciprocal-that is, neither carrier would be 

treated as subordinate or inferior. The arrangements needed to implement this 

co-carrier relationship will encompass, among other things, physical 

connections between networks; signaling and routing arrangements for the 

exchange of traffic between networks; and arrangements for joint access to 

essential service platforms, such as operator and directory assistance services, 

that must serve all telephone users within a geographic area. 

MFS-FL believes that customers of all carriers must be assured that 

they can call each other without the caller having to worry about which carrier 

serves the other party. To achieve this, not only must carriers physically 

connect their networks, but they must terminate calls for each other on a 
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reciprocal basis that is both technically and economically reasonable. Traffic 

exchange arrangements should be seamless and transparent from the 

viewpoint of the caller. There should be no difference in how a call is dialed, 

how long it takes to be completed, or how it is billed depending solely upon 

the identity of the carrier serving the dialed number. In addition, customers 

should have access to essential ancillary functions of the network (such as 

directory listings, directory assistance, inward operator assistance, and CLASS 

features, to name a few) without regard to which carrier provides their dial 

tone or originates their call. 

Q. SPECIFICALLY WHAT CO-CARRIER ARRANGEMENTS ARE 

REQUIRED FOR MFS-FL TO PROVIDE VIABLE COMPETITIVE 

LOCAL EXCHANGE SERVICE? 

A. MFSI-FL believes that certain co-carrier requirements should apply equally 

and reciprocally to all local exchange carriers, LECs and ALECs alike. The 

Florida statute have recognized the necessity for such arrangements by 

requiring LECs to negotiate both interconnection and unbundling 

arrangements. Fla. Stat. $ 5  364.161 and 364.162. The following are the co- 

carrier arrangements required by MFS-FL: 1) Number Resources; 2) Tandem 

SubtendingMeet-point Billing; 3) Reciprocal Traffic Exchange and 
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Reciprocal Compensation; 4) Shared Platform Arrangements; 5) Unbundling 

the Local Loop; and 6 )  Interim Number Portability. Unbundling the local 

loop will be addressed herein. The remaining arrangements will be addressed 

in a separate parallel petition and testimony. 

WAS THERE AGREEMENT ON ANY OF THESE CO-CARRIER 

ISSUES WITH BELLSOUTH? 

BellSouth would not come to an agreement on any interconnection or 

unbundling issue absent an agreement on universal service. Therefore, while 

the parties appeared to be in agreement as to several issues, no formal 

agreement was reached on any issue. The opportunity for an agreement on a 

subset of unbundling issues was squandered by BellSouth’s insistence on 

including universal service. 

WHY IS BELLSOUTH’S INSISTENCE ON INCLUDING THE ISSUE 

OF UNIVERSAL SERVICE IN THE UNBUNDLING AND 

INTERCONNECTION NEGOTIATIONS DIRECTLY CONTRARY TO 

THE LEGISLATURE’S STATUTORY FRAMEWORK? 

BellSouth. by including the issue of universal service in the unbundling and 

interconnection negotiations, has directly contravened the intent of the 

Legislature. The statute states that the parties shall “negotiate the terms, 
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conditions, and prices of any feasible unbundling request." Fla. Stat. 

§ 364.161(1). The Legislature deliberately addressed the issue of an interim 

universal service mechanism separately (Fla. Stat. 5 364.125), as reflected by 

the separate docket opened by the Commission. By linking universal service 

with unbundling and interconnection, BellSouth is contravening the intent of 

the Legislature. 

UNBUN DLING OF LOCAL LOOP FACILITIES 

YOU STATED ABOVE THAT THE COMMISSION SHOULD 

FACILITATE COMPETITION IN THE LOCAL EXCHANGE 

MARKET BY REQUIRING BELLSOUTH TO OFFER ITS LOCAL 

LOOP FACILITIES ON AN UNBUNDLED BASIS. WHY IS THIS 

NECESSARY? 

The importance of local loop unbundling to the development of actual 

competition derives directly from BellSouth's continued control of significant 

monopoly elements. Unbundled links will provide access to an essential 

bottleneck facility controlled by BellSouth. MFS-FL would strongly urge the 

Commission to require BellSouth to unbundle its services so that each element 

of the local loop bottleneck is priced separately from other service elements. 

This will allow competitors and users to pay for only those portions of the 
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loop services that they want or need. Line side interconnection will allow 

competing carriers to directly reach end user customers who are currently 

reachable efficiently only through the BellSouth bottleneck. 

BellSouth continues to have monopoly control over the "last mile" of 

the telecommunications network. Service between most BellSouth customers 

and the BellSouth central offices remains, and for some time to come will 

apparently continue to remain, nearly the exclusive province of BellSouth. 

This monopoly results from the fact that this loop network consists mostly of 

transmission facilities carrying small volumes of traffic, spread over wide 

geographic areas. Presently, it is economically more efficient for competitors 

to purchase access to the BellSouth loops, just as long distance carriers 

presently purchase access to the BellSouth distribution networks, rather than 

to construct ubiquitous competing transmission and switching facilities. The 

"last mile" loop network, therefore, is an essential bottleneck facility for any 

potential provider of competitive local exchange service. 

Given the protection of its former monopoly status, BellSouth 

has constructed virtually ubiquitous loop networks that provide access 

to every interexchange carrier and virtually all residential and business 

premises in its territory. In building these networks, BellSouth had the 
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singular advantage of favorable governmental franchises, access to 

rights-of-way, unique tax treatment, access to buildings on an unpaid 

basis, and protection against competition. Companies such as MFS- 

FL that now seek to compete in the provision of local exchange service 

do not share these advantages, and it would be both infeasible and 

economically inescient in most cases for them to seek to construct 

duplicate loop facilities. Replication of the existing LEC loop network 

(using either facilities similar to the incumbent LECs’ or alternative 

technologies such as wireless loops or cable television plant) would be 

cost-prohibitive; moreover, competitors cannot obtain public and 

private rights-of-way, franchises, or building access on the same terms 

as incumbent LECs enjoy. 

WHAT SPECIFIC UNBUNDLED ELEMENTS SHOULD BE MADE 

AVAILABLE? 

The network access line portion of local exchange service can be represented 

as being comprised of two key components: the loop, or ‘‘link,’’ which 

provides the transmission path between the customer and the local exchange 

central office, and the “port,” which represents the interface to the switch, and 

the capability to originate and terminate calls. Unbundling the local loop 

Q. 

A. 
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consists of physically unbundling the link and port elements, and pricing them 

on an economically viable basis. 

Specifically, BellSouth should immediately unbundle all of its 

Exchange services into two separate packages: the link element plus 

cross-connect element and the port element plus cross-connect 

element. MFS-FL seeks unbundled access and interconnection to the 

following forms of unbundled links: (1) 2-wire analog voice grade, 

also known as a "simple" link, which is simply a path for voice-grade 

service from an end user's premises to the central office; (2) 2-wire 

ISDN digital grade; and (3) 4-wire DS-I digital grade. MFS-FL also 

requests that the following forms of unbundled ports be made 

available: (1) 2-wire analog line; (2) 2-wire ISDN digital line; (3) 2- 

wire analog DID trunk; (4) 4-wire DS-1 digital DID trunk; and (5) 4- 

wire ISDN DS-1 digital trunk. 

In order for MFS-FL to efficiently offer telephone services to 

end users, BellSouth should unbundle and separately price and offer 

these elements such that MFS-FL will be able to lease and interconnect 

to whichever of these unbundled elements MFS-FL requires and to 
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combine the BellSouth-provided elements with facilities and services 

that MFS-FL may provide itself. 

WHAT IS THE UNBUNDLED LINK TECHNOLOGY REFERRED TO 

AS DIGITAL LOOP CARRIER SYSTEMS? 

MFS-FL seeks unbundled access and interconnection to the link 

subelements that are resident in the modem digital loop carrier 

("DLC") systems (which provide concentration) that LECs have begun 

to deploy in lieu of copper pair links. These DLC systems typically 

involve three main sub-elements: (1) a digital transport distribution 

facility operating at 1.544 Mbps ("DSI"), or multiples thereof, 

extending from the LEC end office wire center to a point somewhere 

in the LEC network (this point could be a manhole, pedestal, or even a 

telephone closet in a large building); (2) digital loop carrier terminal 

equipment housed in the manhole, pedestal, telephone closet, etc., at 

which the DS1 terminates and which derives from the DSI facility 24 

or more voice grade telephonic channels; and (3) copper pair 

feedddrop facilities (lines) extending from the DLC terminal to a 

demarcatiodconnector block at various customers' premises. 

Q. 

A. 
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To the extent these or similar systems are employed in BellSouth's 

network, MFS-FL should be allowed to interconnect to the unbundled 

subelements of these systems, where technically feasible and where capacity 

allows. This further unbundling of the links into digital distribution and voice- 

grade feededdrop sub-elements is necessary in order to ensure that the quality 

of links MFS-FL leases from the BellSouth is equal to the quality of links that 

BellSouth provide directly to end users. 

Essentially, MFS-FL would seek to lease as one element, the DS 1 -rate 

digital distribution facility and DLC terminal, and to lease as discrete 

incremental elements individual channels on voice-grade feededdrop 

facilities. MFS-FL would expect to interconnect to the DSl distribution 

facility at the BellSouth end office (via expanded interconnection arrange- 

ments offered pursuant to Substantive Rule § 23.92), but would also consider 

arrangements pursuant to which it could interconnect at other points. The 

generic interface for the DLC-type arrangements is described in Bellcore TR- 

TSY-000008, Digital Interface Bet ween the SLC-96 Dieital Loo0 Carrie r 

Svstem and L oca1 Digital Switch, and TR-TSY-000303, u a t e d  D igital 

. .  

Loo0 c arrier ("IDLC '9 Reau' -c n and MFS-FL's 

Ericsson switch is compatible with these standards. 
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A. 

IS LINK UNBUNDLING TECHNICALLY FEASIBLE? 

Yes. Competitors can interconnect to the unbundled loops at the LEC central 

office using the same physical collocation arrangements already in place for 

special access and private line circuits. 

HAVE OTHER STATES REQUIRED LOOP UNBUNDLING? 

Yes. Several state public utility commissions have already determined that 

unbundling of the local loop is essential for the development of local 

exchange competition and in the public interest. The New York Public 

Service Commission has found that the unbundling of local loops is in the best 

interest of consumers because it would allow competitive carriers to expand 

the market for their services, increase the utility of competitive networks and 

offer all local exchange customers an alternative to the monopoly local service 

provider.” 

The Illinois and Michigan Commissions have determined that 

unbundling of the local loop is necessary to remove a significant barrier to 

competition. The Michigan Public Service Commission found that 

’Proceeding on Motion of the Commission Regarding Comparably Efficient 
Interconnection Arrangements for Residential and Business Links, 152 PUR4th 193, 194 (NY 
PSC 1994). 
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"unbundled loops are vital to local exchange competition and in the public 

interest" and are necessary to allow a competitive local exchange carrier to 

provide service to every customer within its exchange areas.2' In an Order 

issued April 7, 1995, the Illinois Commerce Commission concluded that 

"unbundling LEC networks is essential to permit the development of local 

exchange competition and is in the public interest?' 

On March 31, 1995, the Iowa Utilities Board declared that unbundling 

of U S West's local loop "is necessary for competition in the local exchange" 

because new entrants "are not going to be able to provide loops to all 

customers. Resale of unbundled facilities is the appropriate answer."i' 

*In the matter of the application of CITY SIGNAL, INC. for an order establishing and 
approving interconnection arrangements with Michigan Bell Telephone Company, Case No. 
U-10647, Opinion and Order at 56, 57 (MI PSC, February 23, 1995). 

%ee Illinois Bell Telephone Company, Proposed Introduction of a Trial of Ameritech's 
Customers First Plan in Illinois, Docket Nos. 94-0096, er al., at 48 (Ill. Commerce Comm'n, 
April 7, 1995). 

41n re: McLeod Telemanagement, Inc., TCU-94-4 (Iowa Utilities Board, March 31, 
1995). 
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The Maryland Public Service Commission has approved the "idea of 

unbundling links" to promote local exchange competition and is conducting 

hrther proceedings to resolve implementation and pricing issues.& 

SHOULD BELLSOUTH BE REQUIRED TO OFFER COLLOCATION Q. 

FOR INTERCONNECTION TO UNBUNDLED LINKS? 

A. Yes. Economic development and expanded competition in the provision of 

local exchange services will be promoted only if MFS-FL can interconnect to 

unbundled elements of the local loop. Interconnection should be achieved via 

collocation arrangements MFS-FL will maintain at the wire center at which 

the unbundled elements are resident. At MFS-FL's discretion, each link or 

port element should be delivered to the MFS-FL collocation arrangement over 

an individual 2-wire hand-off, in multiples of 24 over a digital DS-1 (or, if 

technically feasible, higher transmission levels) hand-off in any combination 

or order MFS-FL may specify, or through other technically feasible and 

economically comparable hand-off arrangements requested by MFS-FL (e.g. ,  

SONET STS-1 hand-off). In addition, BellSouth should permit MFS-FL to 

5Re MFS Intelenet of Maryland, Inc., 152 PUR4th 102, 117 (MD PSC 1994). 
California. Massachusetts and Pennsylvania are also addressing local loop unbundling issues in 
ongoing proceedings. 
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collocate remote switching modules and associated equipment in conjunction 

with collocation arrangements MFS-FL maintains at BellSouth’s wire center, 

for the purpose of interconnecting to unbundled link elements. 

WHAT ADDITIONAL TERMS SHOULD BELLSOUTH’S Q. 

UNBUNDLED ELEMENTS BE MADE AVAILABLE TO MFS- 

FL IN ORDER FOR MFS-FL TO EFFICIENTLY OFFER 

SERVICES? 

BellSouth should be required to apply all transport-based features, 

functions, service attributes, grades-of-service, and install, 

maintenance and repair intervals which apply to bundled service to 

unbundled links. Likewise, BellSouth should be required to apply all 

switch-based features, functions, service attributes, grades-of-service, 

and install, maintenance and repair intervals which apply to bundled 

service to unbundled ports. 

A. 

BellSouth should permit any customer to convert its bundled 

service to an unbundled service and assign such service to MFS-FL, 

with no penalties, rollover, termination or conversion charges to MFS- 

FL or the customer. BellSouth should also bill all unbundled facilities 

purchased by MFS-FL (either directly or by previous assignment by a 
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customer) on a single consolidated statement per wire center. Finally, 

BellSouth should provide MFS-FL with an appropriate on-line 

electronic file transfer arrangement by which MFS-FL may place, 

verify and receive confirmation on orders for unbundled elements, and 

issue and track trouble-ticket and repair requests associated with 

unbundled elements. 

HOW DOES BELLSOUTH’S UNBUNDLING PROPOSAL Q. 

DIFFER FROM THAT OF MFS-FL? 

A. BellSouth proposed to provide only an unbundled 2-wire voice 

grade loop and a 2-wire analog port in its initial tariff filing package. 

BellSouth also proposed that ALECs should not be allowed to 

combine an unbundled loop with an unbundled port when both 

elements are provided by BellSouth. See Exhibit TTD-I, Latham 

Letter at 2 (October 6, 1995). These proposals contravene the whole 

purpose of unbundling the local loop. BellSouth should unbundle its 

services so that each element of the local loop bottleneck is priced 

separately from other service elements. Specifically, BellSouth should 

immediately unbundle all its Exchange services into two separate 

packages: the link element plus cross-connect element and the port 
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element plus cross-connect element. In addition to BellSouth’s 

proposal to provide an unbundled 2-wire voice grade loop and a 2-wire 

analog port, BellSouth should provide unbundled access and 

interconnection to the following unbundled link and port categories: 

Link Categories - (1) 2-wire ISDN digital grade, and (2) 4-wire DS-1 

digital grade; Port Categories - (I)  2-wire ISDN digital line, (2) 2-wire 

analog DID hunk, (3) 4-wire DS-I digital DID trunk, and (4) 4-wire 

ISDN DS-1 digital trunk. This level of unbundling will allow 

competitors and users to pay for only those portions of the loop 

services that they want or need, and to obtain access to the same level 

of technology as BellSouth currently provides. Line side interconnec- 

tion will allow competing carriers to directly reach end user customers 

who are currently reachable efficiently only through the BellSouth 

bottleneck. 

In order for MFS-FL to efficiently offer telephone services to 

end users, BellSouth should unbundle and separately price and offer 

these elements such that MFS-FL will be able to lease and interconnect 

to whichever of these unbundled elements MFS-FL requires and to 

combine the BellSouth-provided elements with facilities and services 
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that MFS-FL may provide itself. BellSouth’s proposal that MFS-FL 

should not be allowed to combine an unbundled loop with an 

unbundled port when both elements are provided by BellSouth would 

make MFS-FL’s provision of local exchange services economically 

inefficient, and contravene the Florida Legislature’s intent of 

promoting local exchange competition. 

In addition, the TCG Stipulation fails to address the unbundling 

of the local loop. The TCG Stipulations failure to address this issue 

and its proposal to close this unbundling docket would not be 

acceptable. As I discussed above, unbundling the local loop is 

absolutely necessary for local exchange competition to flourish. 

IS IT IMPORTANT THAT UNBUNDLED ELEMENTS OF THE 

LOCAL LOOP BE AVAILABLE TO NEW ENTRANTS AT A 

REASONABLE PRICE? 

Yes. The availability of loops on an unbundled basis is only half the equation. 

The loops must be priced in a manner that allows carriers to offer end users a 

competitively priced service. In order to discourage BellSouth from 

implementing anticompetitive pricing policies that would artificially depress 

the demand for a competitor’s service, the Commission should adopt pricing 
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guidelines for unbundled loops that are premised on BellSouth’s’ cost in 

providing the service and that reflect this functional equivalency. 

Absent any mitigating circumstances that might justify lower rates, 

BellSouth’s Long Run Incremental Costs (“LRIC”) should serve as the target 

price and cap for unbundled loops where such loops must be employed by 

competitive carriers to compete realistically and practically with the 

entrenched monopoly service provider, BellSouth. LRIC is the direct 

economic cost of a given facility, including cost of capital, and represents the 

cost that the LEC would otherwise have avoided if it had not installed the 

relevant increment of plant -- i e . ,  local loops in a given region. Thus, by 

leasing a loop to a competitor, an incumbent LEC would be allowed to 

recover no less than the full cost it would otherwise have avoided had it not 

built the increment of plant that it has made available, through loop 

unbundling, for use by a competitor in serving the customer to whose 

premises the loop extends. For purposes of calculating LRIC-capped rates for 

unbundled loops, the LEC would be required to perform long-run incremental 

cost studies for each component of the local exchange access line, including 

the link, port, cross-connect element and local usage elements. In addition, 
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the volume and term discounts that are offered to end users should be made 

available to competitive local exchange carriers. 

There is, however, an important qualification to this general 

principle. LRIC is the appropriate pricing methodology only if it is 

applied consistently in setting the price both for the unbundled services 

provided to co-carriers and the bundled services offered by BellSouth 

to its own end users. New entrants should not be subject to 

discriminatory charges that BellSouth does not apply to its own end 

users. Therefore, the Commission should adopt two additional pricing 

guidelines to prevent such discrimination: 

. First, the sum of the prices of the unbundled rate elements (link, port, 

and cross-connect) must be no greater than the price of the bundled 

dial tone line. 

. Second, the ratio of price to LIUC for each element and for the 

bundled dial tone line must be the same. 

These two guidelines would require that the prices for the unbundled 

dial tone line components be derived from the existing access line rates 

established in BellSouth’s effective tariffs. As long as those rates 
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cover LRIC, the unbundled component prices determined by these 

guidelines would also cover LRIC. 

WHAT DO YOU THINK ABOUT BELLSOUTH'S SUGGESTION 

THAT A NEW ENTRANT SIMPLY PURCHASE A PRIVATE LINE 

OR SPECIAL ACCESS CHANNEL FROM BELLSOUTH'S EXISTING 

TARIFF? 

It would not be economical and would not be practical from a time of 

installation perspective. While there is not much physical difference between 

an unbundled link and a private line or special access channel, there are 

differences in technical standards as well as engineering and operational 

practices. The voice-grade channels offered under the private line and special 

access tariffs provide a dedicated transmission path between an end user's 

premises and a LEC wire center, just as unbundled simple links would. The 

major differences between these existing services and unbundled simple links 

are the additional performance parameters required for private line and special 

access services, beyond what is necessary to provide "POTS" (plain old 

telephone service); and the methods used by LECs to install and provision the 

services. Currently, installation of a private line or special access channel 

typically requires special engineering by the LEC and therefore takes longer 
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and costs more than installation of a "POTS" line. This special engineering 

begins with a line that would be suitable for "POTS," but then adapts it to 

conform to specialized performance parameters. Therefore, no single private 

line service offering provided by BellSouth is likely to represent the basic co- 

carrier unbundled loop facility. Private line and special access services also 

include additional performance standards that are not necessary for the 

delivery of "POTS" service. h4FS-FL's major concern is that, in the future, 

when a customer decides to replace its existing BellSouth dial tone service 

with MFS-FL dial tone service, MFS-FL should be able to have the customer's 

existing link facility rolled over from the BellSouth switch to an MFS-FL 

expanded interconnection node in the same central office, without having the 

entire link re-provisioned or engineered over different facilities. This roll- 

over, including the seamless roll-over to MFS-FL when the customer is taking 

advantage of number retention, should occur within the same ordering 

provision interval as BellSouth provides for bundled local exchange service to 

end users and with minimal service interruption to those customers. 

In addition, it has been MFS's experience that, in most cases, 

the tariffed rate of a private line service exceeds the tariffed rate of a 

bundled dial tone business or residence line. In fact, private lines or 
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special access channels are typically priced at substantial premiums 

today. LECs have set prices for these existing services at premium 

prices, on the basis that these services require additional performance 

parameters beyond what is necessary to provide POTS. As such, 

applying the tariffed rate of a private line or special access channel for 

unbundled loops will place MFS-FL in a “price squeeze,” in that it 

would be paying more for the unbundled loops than it would be 

allowed to recover through end user retail rates. Left to its own 

devices, a dominant incumbent LEC such as BellSouth, would not 

tariff the unbundled loop facility at the appropriate LRIC price. 

Instead, it would likely choose to continue to apply the premium rate 

to an entrant like MFS-FL in order to raise an additional barrier to 

competition. 

DOES THIS CONCLUDE YOUR TESTIMONY? Q, 

A. Yes, it does. 

149060.1# 



EXHIBIT TTD-1 

July 19, 1995 

MI. Tom Hamby 
HellSouth 
125 Perimeter Ccntcr Wast 
Atlanta, Georgia 30346 

I)ear Tom: 

In preparation for the upcoming Co-canior meeting bawccn MFS and BeMourh, I have 
prcporcd the following outhc of MFS's proposcd manpmenU for the co-provision of local 
exchange services. 

- MFS will order its own NXX'o h u s h  the catablishcd industry 
guidelines. h@S will establish rating p in t s  fnr thesc NXX's, and will list the numbers in thc 
appropriate industry routing nnd rating guides. 

- Under cstablishcd industry guidelines. h@S will . .  act- in 
intuw-t with a BellSouth accws tandem for the provision of switched access services to 
intcrexchange carriers. MFS wil l  ncgotiatc the appropriate billing pmxntagcs for jointly 
providcd transport services. h4FS p r r k  a single-bill approach for the provision of these 
services. Includcd in this amangemat is the routing o f  800 calls originated by an W S  end 
user. 

-tion and RcciDrocal- ' - 'IW defines the physical arrangem 
that MFS and BellSouth will configure to ax~haage local and toll tmfk, and the fm cial 

appropriata for the termination of local trnf€ic bccauae thcsa ratw greatly cxceed the long NII 

incremental coat of t c r m i ~  ting traffic. and in many cases exceed the mail raw of local 
calling services. 

arrangments associated with such arrangcmtnts. Existing switched access ~hiirgcs L 
-on nf N e t d  - MI;S proposes that interconncctinn of nctwurks be 
accomplished through mat points. Each d e r  will bc responsible for providing 
trunking to the mcct point for Lhc hand off of combined local and toll tmilic, and be 
responsible for completing calla to dl end WT on their networks at the appropriate 
intcrconncction rate. 
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B. Shard@&muDs - Carrim will pass both toll and local traffic over a single 
trunk group. A percent local utjliition factor wil l  bc used to provide the propcr local 
vs. toll percentage. subject to audit. 

cments - MFS propo~s that a Rill and Keep, or c- O M  
mutual exchange, mangement k u t i b d  for the tnminatioc. of local calls until the 
long run incremental cost of tcrminuting calls is dcvelopcd, Under this mmguncnt, 
the lwd portion of Waf& cornplcted by the other d e r  is not billed. Toll trafiic will 
be billed under the apppriak state or interstate access ratw. 

.. 

lv. SharCdP latform - The following shared plalrurm arrangements arc 
necessary to provide rho full range of necessary local exchange arviccs. MFS would like to 
explore, where possible, the ability to update appropriate databasts by dcctronic means. 

svstemg - Provides for the cstablishment of trmiking 
between MFS and established 91 1 hubs for the proper routing of calls. 

8. 911 database a c c a  - Provides for the update of caablishcd ALI databacs for the 
inclusion of new entrant customers. 

C. Directorv L ist ins  - F’mvidcs that new entrants customrrs am provided the same 
h e  initial listiug in the existing Bell white and yellow pages as they would receive as 
a Bcll end user, 

n. D i r c c t o w ~ M d  DelivFEy - Provides that ncw SDtrSnt wtomsrs an . .  
provided the =no fmr scrvia for the delivery of white pages as thcy would receive ns 
a Boll end user. 

E. DircctorvAPti- - Providcs that new en-t customers arc included 
in the existing Bell Directory A s s i e  Databare. 

E. A C G ~  - This provides cmcrgency 
service numbas and Wormation for the comct routing of 91 1 ~11s .  

G. I n t c r c o n ~  of Scrvice Platfo of Buav rms for thc momon 
Verifi- 

. .  

-A- n f n art scrvm . .  
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in - Unbundling refers to the h t i m  of components of BellSouth's presently 
tariffed services. MFS's initial unbundling proposal is to begin utilization of loop facilitiw 
bctwcon a BellSouth central office anJ a customer pmniscs. U h w  will require thc 
utilization of collocation for intrastate services, and the UtiliEation of digital loop carrier 
systems within the wlloation armngoments. Loop pricing should be appropriately discounted 
from the retail prim for budled dial tonc line services. 

m k -  bili - MFS proposes that n runotc call forwarding appxuwh bc 
u t i h d ,  with SS7 s ignding to allow the utilization of certain class fcatureu, until such a 
point where full number portability is madc avdablc. No charge should be applied, with tho 
abTeemcnt that M P S  would provide ch same nrmngcment bock to BcllSouth at no charge. 

1 look forward to discuosinp thcs issues with you at the meeting. Please call me at (212) 
843-3056 if you would lh to discuss my of these issuss beforc hand. 

Sincasly. 

Gary J. Wl 
Director of Regulatory Mfairs 



Dear Gary: 
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L 
September 16, 1995 

R.C. Scheye 
BellSouth Telecommunications 
Room 1 lAl5 
675 West Peachtree Street, N.E. 
Atlanta, GA 30375 

Dear Bob, 

Thauk you for your response to the initial meeting between MFS and BellSouth. Sincc our 
initial meeting. M F S  has reorganized its regulatory group. Tim Devine is now the Senior 
Director of Regulatory Affairs for the Southern Region, and will be taking over the responsibility 
of negotiations for local service beginning at the August 18th meeting. As I will not be in 
aendance, I felt it appropriate to clarify some of the points of agreement a d  disagreement that 
occurred in the first meeting. Please send me a claririfying response if any of the statements below 
are not an accurate portrayal of our meeting, or of BellSouth's position on any of these issues. 

- There appear to be no disagreements regarding the ability of MFS to 
obtain its own NXX codes through the established industry guidelines. 

. .  S u b t m e c t - m m  - - The key area of disagreement appears to be in 
which carrier will bill the residual interconnection charge (RIC). It is MFS' position (and has 
been its experience in other states) that the carrier providing the end office switching, (in this 
case MFS), is the canicr that rcccives the RIC. BellSouth disagrees, and would like to bill and 
collect the RIC itself. 

a - Regarding physical interconncction, there 
was a general agreement between the two parties to identify meet-points for the exchange of 
local traffic, and that both toll and local traffic can be passed over a single trunk group utilizing a 
percent local utilization factor (PLU). In terns of the rates that carriers will pay each other for 
the tamination of local calls, BellSouth has suggested that its tariffed trampon and local 
switching rate elements will be used as a reciprocal rate between carrim, and that the RIC and 
the carrier common line charge be used as an interim means of funding universal service and be 
charged by BellSouth only. While MFS shares BellSouth's concern for the preservation of 
universal service, it is: our understanding that this issue will be separately dealt with in regulatory 
proceedings in both Georgia and Flonda, and bi negotiating universal service funding was not 
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contemplated in either state's recently passed legislation. As such, MFS would likc to focus on 
the interconnection rate only, wrb the assumption that universal service fundig will be dealt 
with in the appropriate regulatory proceedings. Regarding the proposal for local Switching, it is 
MFS' understanding that BellSouth's currently tariffed rate for local switching is approximately 
S.008 per minute of use, tandem switching is ,0007, and transport is .00004 per mile and .00036 
fixed. As Georgia and Florida has flat-rate calling for both business and rcsidenual customers, it 
is clear that these rates are far too high to facilitate local exchange competition. Additionally, it 
is widely acknowledged throughout the indusay and by regulators that current switched access 
rates are not cost-based, and in fact far exceed costs. For all of these reasons, MFS proposes a 
bill and keep arrangement as the most appropriate reciprocal compensation plan. 

JV. is- - There was general agreement regarding the co-provision of 
91 I strvicc, although no specific arrangements relating to 91 1 funding have been discussed. 
Regarding directory listings, BellSouth has agreed to provide a free initial listing of MFS 
customers in its whire and yellow pages, h e  lining in the directory assistance database, as well 
as free publishing and delivery of books. Both parties agreed to further research issues relating 
to the Master Stmet Address Guide (MSAG), Busy Line Verification and Interrupt. and Billing 
Arrangements for Mass Announcement Smices such as 51 1 service. 

- BellSouth has agreed to provide unbundled loops assuming a 
MFS-provided digital loop carrier system can be utilized in a v i d  collocation arrangement. 
For your information, MFS will conclude a technical trial with Bell Atlantic at the end of August 
which demonmates the feasibility of utilizing unbundled loops in a virmal collocation 
arrangement. Additionally, MFS is also working with Amentech on the same issue. Regaxding 
pricing, while MFS has not reviewed the rates in BellSouth's private line tariff, it has been MFS' 
experience that, in most cases, the tariffed rate of a private l i e  service exceeds the tariffed rate 
of a bundled dial tone business or residence line. If this is the case, applying such rates for 
unbundled loops will place MFS in a price squeeze, in that it would be paying more for the 
unbundled loops than it would be allowed to recover through end user retail rates. M F S  proposes 
that the rate for an unbundled loop not exceed its proportion of the total bundled dial tone rate for 
a measured business l i e  (one that does not have usage built in), until such a time as the forward 
looking costs of loops are determined. 

a Interim 
hctionaliry as a means of providing interim number portability, and has agreed to route calls 
over the same trunk goups as other trafiic on an SS7 basis. Regarding the collection of 
terminating access charges, BellSouth has proposed to keep the difference between toll access 
charges it collects Erom IXCs, and the local access charges it would pay to MFS. MFS disagrees, 
in that it has full rights to receive all revenues associated with its piece of provisioning switched 
access services. Additionally. BellSouth has not proposed any pricing tbr utilizing interim 
number portability outside of its tariffed retail rate. MFS believes such pricing is inappropriate, 
and proposes instead that MFS and BellSouth reciprocally provide interim number portability to 
one another without charge. 

Additionally, you mentioned some possible issues relating to CLASS services in terms of 

. 

' ' - BellSouth has agreed to provide remote call forwarding 
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transmitting appropriate information, such as privacy indicators. between carriers to allow the 
interoperability of these services. It has been MFS' experience in other states that there arc no 
impediments to full CLASS interoperability between carriers. 

I hope this bas been an accurate assessment of our first meeting. Plcase call me at (212) 843 - 
3056 if you would like to discuss any of these issues before the August 18th meeting. 

sincerely, 

&0// Gary J. Ball 

cc: T.Devine 
A. Harris 
J. Forbes 
D. Carus0 
L. Mead 
T. Hamby 
N.Sims 
R. Robertson 
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Negotiating Process /j',y J i  Y- / C; 

Network Issues: Contact Vic Atherton 

Trunklng Issues 
(205) 977-5041 

- George Jung 
- Nancy Kallus 
- ArtLane 
- Bill McAllister 
- RobMcKibben 
- Jim Pritchett 

- RussArsaga 
- Jane Raulerson 
- Stan Spillars 

Number Portability Issues 
- Loraine Beyer 
- Steve Ottaway 
- GaryRobert 
- NeilRusso 

- Sharonlrwin 
- JohnJackson 
- Ed Jones 
- Jane Raulerson 

Signallng Issues 

Loop Issues 

Overall Fact Flnding Team 
- Bob Scheye (404) 420-8327 
- Richard Robertson (205) 977-5690 
- State Regulatory Vice President - 

Vanes by State 
- Other Organizations and Function- 

provided on an as needed basis 

911 Services Issues: Contact Evelyn Parks 
(404) 529-2527 

- Sandra Hail 
- Carl Jackson 
- Doug Kennedy 
- Bill Maruak 
- Ron Pardue 
- GaryRobert 
- Brenda Slonneger 

Unbundled Features and Functions Issues: 
Contact Jerry Latham (205) 977-2213 
CMDS AND ITORP 

- Stephanie Reardon 
- TimYelton 

- PamTpton 

- Elbert Balch 

- Harry Coleman 

Collocation 

800 Data Base 

Access To Numbers 

Switching and Ports 
- TBD 

0. 

Operator Services issues: J 
Contact Barbara Watson (404) 529-7446 

- JeffAnderson 
- DavidRose 

Ordering, Billing, and Repair Services 
Issues: Contact Gloria Calhoun 

- Sherry Brannon 
- Jane Rauierson 
- Dana Simerson 
- EdWelch 
- Shirley Wiicox 

(404) 529-5579 

Other Issues Not Described Above: 
Contact Bob Scheye (404) 420-8327 or your 
BellSouth Account Representative 
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BellSouth FAX: (404) 420-0031 

Director. Imphentation VOICE MAIL: (703)506-2057 

RE: MFS Contact List FAX: , (804)448-4952 

~ 

FROM C. Loyal1 Meade PHONE: (804)448-4825 

Nurnbw of pqos including c o w  shoot 2 

kb, 

Ve enjoyed meeting with you last week. Attached. as promised, is MFS' contac! l i i  for the Co- 
anier/Local Interconnection issues. whkh rn- with the BellSouth l i  you provided at 
he meeting. As discussed, we will begin making some introductory calls to your team members 
vithin the next seversl days. 

.ooking forward to worldng with you and your organization. 



MFS Communications - BellSouth 
Co-Carrier Issues 

*** MFS Team Members *** 

RegulatoryMairs 

= GeneraVRegionaI Impiemeotation 

= LocalImplementation 

= Trunking 
800 Database 

3 Signalling 

* NumberPortabUty 

AccgstoNumbers 

* LoopInues 

* Collocation 
Switching and Ports 

3 911Isues 

s CMDS and ITOW 
Ordering and Billing Isuer 

s OperatorServices 
Directory Services 

l i m  Devine (404)224-61 I5 

b y  Meade - (804)448-4825 

TBD 

Caroleann Hardenstein (201) 524-9574 

Wolfgang Schesing 

Pameia Kenwcnthy 

SuzanneYadon 

Charlie Wehnes 

Bob McCausland 

Steve Fitzgerald 

Chuck Poliuatti 

Nancy Nocella 

(201)938-7328 

(201)938-7387 

(201)938-7346 

(201)524-9556 

(708)203-2505 

(6 17)946-2017 

(201 1524-9523 

(201)938-7388 

MFS Communications Company, Inc. 8/22/95 
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CO-CARRIER STIPULATION 
AND AGREEMENT 

The Parties. each of which currently provides or intends to provide Exchange 
Services over their own respective switching networks in the State of 

, agree pursuant to this Stipulation and Agreement to extend certain 
arrangements to one another as described and according to the terms, conditions and 
pricing specified hereunder. The Parties enter into this agreement without prejudice 
to any positions they have taken previously, or may take in the future in any 
legislative. regulatory, or other public forum. 

1. - 
WHEREAS, universal connectivity between common carriers is the defining 

characteristic of the public switched telecommunications network in which all common 
carriers participate; and 

WHEREAS, absent such connectivity the utility of communications services to 
individual consumers and to society as a whole would be severely and unnecessarily 
diminished; and 

WHEREAS, encouraging fair, efficient and reasoneble connectivity of networks 
has been identified as being in the public interest and as a guiding principle of U.S. 
telecommunications policy throughout this century'; and 

WHEREAS, the events of the last three decades have made it abundantly clear 
that competition in communications markets has been highly beneficial to consumers 
and society as a whole; and 

WHEREAS, it is now possible and eminently desirable to extend the benefits of 
competition to  the local exchange services market; and 

WHEREAS, the most basic prerequisite for the mere introduction of local 
exchange competition is the establishment of certain arrangements between and 
among incumbent and entrant local exchange carriers; and 

WHEREAS, in order that the greatest possible benefits should accrue to 
consumers and society, such arrangements must: (1) allow the natural development 
of full, fair, efficient and effective local exchange competition; (2) allow each carrier 
to recognize and respond to competitive market incentives to configure robust, high 
quality, least-cost, efficient networks, to innovate, to optimize overall operations, to 
improve total customer service and customer responsiveness; and (3) ensure optimal 
inter-operability and service transparency to all end users; regardless of the carrier from 
which the end user chooses to receive service; and 

Beginning at least with the "Kingsbury Commitment .of 191 3", wherein the Ball System, 
in a bid to stave off anti-trust action, committed to the United States Attorney General to, among other 
things, connect its networks with those of independent telephone companies. 

I 
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CO-CARRIER STIPULATION 
AND AGREEMENT 

WHEREAS, in order for efficiency and fairness to uphold in these arrangements, 
it is essential that each incumbent and entrant local exchange carrier be allowed the 
greatest possible flexibility and discretion to develop its own basic business strategies 
-- especially with respect to network design, technology and capital choice and 
deployment, management of operating expenses, product offerings and product 
packaging -- and should take sole responsibility for, and bear all risks associated with 
its own strategies and decisions in these areas; and 

WHEREAS, no carrier should be in a position to shift any burdens arising from. 
its own unilateral decisions and strategies in these areas onto its competitors, nor be 
able to confiscate from a competitor any benefits arising from that competitor's own 
unilateral decisions and strategies; and 

WHEREAS, in the service of maximum inter-operability, each incumbent and 
entrant local exchange 'carrier should be able to efficiently, flexibly, and robustly 
exchange traffic and signaling with every other carrier operating in the same area a t  
well-defined and standardized points of mutually agreed interconnection; 

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual provisions. contained herein 
and other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which are 
hereby acknowledged, ELEC and ILEC hereby covenant and agree as follows: 

11. PFFINITWS 

A. "Automatic Number Identification" or "ANI" refers to the number 
transmitted through the network identifying the calling party. 

"Central Office Switch", "Central Office" or T O "  means a switching 
entity within the public switched telecommuncations network, including 
but not limited to: 

B. 

"End Office Switches" which are Class 5 switches from which end 
user Exchange Services are directly connected and offered. 

"Tandem Office Switches" which are Class 4 switches which are 
used to connect and switch trunk circuits between and among 
Central Office Switches. 

Central Office Switches may be employed as combination End 
Office/Tandem Office switches (Combination Class 5/Class 4). 

C. "CLASS Features" (also called "Vertical Features") include: Automatic 
Call Back: Automatic Recall; Call Forwarding Busy LinelDon't Answer; 
Call Forwarding Don't Answer; Call Forwerding Variable; Call Forwarding 
- Busy Line; Call Trace; Call Waiting; Call Number Delivery Blocking Per 
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0. 

E. 

F. 

G .  

H. 

I. 

J. 

K. 

L. 

M. 

Call; Calling Number Blocking Per Line; Cancel Call Waiting: Distinctive 
Ringing/Call Waiting: Incoming Call Line Identification Delivery; Selective 
Call Forward; Selective Call Rejection: Speed Calling; and Three Way 
CallinglCall Transfer. 

"Co-Location" or "Co-Location Arrangement" is an interconnection 
architecture method in which one carrier extends network transmission 
facilities to a wire centerlaggregation point in the network of a second 
carrier, whereby the first carrier's facilities.are terminated into equipment 
installed and maintained in that wire center by or on the behalf of the 
first carrier for the primary purpose of interconnecting the first carrier's 
facilities to the facilities of the second carrier. 

"Common Channel Signaling" or "CCS" means a method of digitally 
transmitting call set-up and network control data over a special network 
fully separate from the public switched network that carries the actual 
call. 

"Cross Connection" means an intra-wire center channel connecting 
separate pieces of equipment including equipment between separate co- 
location facilities. 

"DS-1" is a digital signal rate of 1.544 Mbps (Mega Bit Per Second). 

"DS-3" is a digital signal rate of 44.736 Mbps. 

"DSX panel" is a cross-connect beylpanel used for the termination of 
equipment and facilities operating at digital rates. 

"Entrant Local Exchange Carrier" or "ELEC" means a LEC which is not the 
current or former Incumbent Local Exchange Carrier in any geographic 
area. 

"Exchanga Message Interface" or "EMI" is the standard used for 
exchange of telecommunications message information between local 
exchange carriers end interexchange carriers. Data is provided between 
companies via unique record layouts that contain customer billing 
information, account summary and tracking analysis. 

"Exchange Message Record" or "EMR" is the standard used for exchange 
of telecommunications message information among Local Exchange 
Carriers for billable, non-billable, sample, settlement and study data. 

"Exchange Service" refers to all basic access line, PBX trunk, 
CentrexlESSX-like services, ISDN services, or any other services offered 
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to end users which provide end users with a telephonic connection to, 
and a unique telephone number address on, the public switched 
telecommunications network, and which enable such end users to place 
or receive calls to all other stations on the public switched 
telecommunications network. 

N. 

0. 

P. 

Q. 

R .  

S. 

T. 

"Incumbent Local Exchange Carrier" or "ILEC" means a LEC which is 
currently or was previously the exclusive LEC in a given geographic area. 

"Interconnection" means the connection of separate pieces of equipment, 
transmission facilities, etc., within, between or among networks. The 
architecture of interconnection may include several methods including, 
but not limited to co-location arrangements and mid-fiber meet 
arrangements. 

"Interexchange Carrier" or "IXC" means a provider of stan&alone 
interexchange telecommunications services. 

"Interim Number Portability" or "INP" means the transparent delivery of 
Local Telephone Number Portability ("LTNP") capabilities, from a 
customer standpoint in terms of call completion, and from a carrier 
standpoint in terms of compensation, through the use of direct inward 
dial ("DID") andlor remote call forwarding ("RCF") capabilities between 
networks. 

"ISDN" means Integrated Services Digital Network; a switched network 
providing end-to-end digital connectivity for the simultaneous 
transmission of voice and data. Basic Rate Interface-ISDN (BRI-ISDN) 
provides for digital transmission of two 64 Kbps bearer channels and one 
16 Kbps data channel (2BcD). Primary Rate Interface-ISDN (PRI-ISDN) 
provides for digital transmission of 8 2B + D channel sets. 

"Line Side" refers to an end office switch connection that has been 
programmed to treat the circuit as an local line connected to a ordinary 
telephone station set. Line side connections offer only those 
transmission and signaling feutures appropriate for a connection between 
an end office and an ordinary telephone station set. 

"Link Element" or "Link" is a component of an Exchange Service; for 
purposes of general illustration, the "Link Element" is the transmission 
facility lor channel or group of channels on such facility) which extends 
from a Main Oistribution Frame, DSX-panel, or functionally comparable 
piece of equipment in an ILEC end office wire center, to a demarcation 
or connector block in/at a customer's premises. Traditionally, links were 
provisioned as 2-wire or 4-wire copper pairs running from the end office 
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distribution frame to the customer premise; however, a link may be 
provided via other media, including radio frequencies, as a channel on a 
high capacity feeder/distribution facility which may in turn be distributed 
from a node location to the customer premise via a copper or coax drop 
facility, etc. Links fall into the following categories: 

"2-wire analog voice grade links" will support analog transmission 
of 300-3000 Hz. repeat loop start or ground start seizure and 
disconnect in one direction (toward the end office switch), and 
repeat ringing in the other direction (toward the end user). This 
link is commonly used for local dial tone service. 

"2-wire ISDN digital grade links" will support digital transmission 
of two 04 Kpbs bearer channels and one 16 Kbps data channel. 
This'is a 2B + D basic rate interface Integrated Services Digital 
Network IBRI-ISDN) type of loop which will meet national ISDN 
standards. 

"4-wire DS-1 digital grade links" will support full duplex 
transmission of isochronous serial data at 1.544 Mbps. This T- 
1 IDS-1 type of loop provides the equivalent of 24 voice g r d d D S 0  
channels. 

U. 

V. 

W. 

X. 

"Local Exchange Carrier" or "LEC" means any carrier that provides 
facility-based Exchange Services utilizing a switch it owns or 
substantially controls in conjunction with unique central office codes 
assigned directly to that carrier. This includes both Incumbent Local 
Exchange Carriers ("ILEC") and Entrant Local Exchange Carriers ("ELEC"). 

"Local Telephone Number Portability" or "LTNP" means the technical 
ability to enable an end user customer to utilize its telephone number in 
conjunction with any exchange service provided by any Local Exchange 
Carrier opbrating within the geographic number plan area with which the 
customer's telephone numberfs) is associated, regardless of whether the 
customer's Chosen Local Exchange Carrier is the carrier which originally 
assigned the number to the customer, without penalty to either the  
customer or its chosen local exchange carrier. 

"Main Distribution Frame" or "MDF" is the primary point at which outside 
plant facilities terminate within a wire center, for interconnection to other 
telecommunications facilities within the wire center. 

"Mid-Fiber Meet" is an interconnection architecture method whereby two 
carriers meet a t  a fiber splice in a junction box. 
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Y. 

2. 

AA. 

BB. 

cc. 

DO. 

EE. 

"Network Data Mover" describes a File Transfer Protocol for 
sending/receiving data files. 

"Numbering Plan Area" or "NPA" is also sometimes referred to as an area 
code. This is the three digit indicator which is defined by the "A", "B", 
and "C" digits of each 10-digit telephone number within the North 
American Numbering Plan ("NANP"). Each NPA contains 800 possible 
NXX Codes. There are two general categories of NPA, "Geographic 
NPAs" and "Non-Geographic NPAs". A "Geographic NPA" is associated 
with a defined geographic area, and all telephone numbers bearing such 
NPA are associated with services provided within that geographic area. 
A "Non-Geographic NPA", also known as a "Service Access Code" or 
"SAC Code" is typically associated with a specialized telecommunications 
service which may be provided across multiple geographic NPA areas; 
800, 900, 700, nad 888 are examples of Non-Geographic NPAs. 

"NXX", "NXX Code", "Central Office Code'* or "CO Code" is the three 
digit switch entity indicator which is defined by the "D", "E", and "F" 
digits of a 10-digit telephone number within the North American 
Numbering Plan ("NANP"). Each NXX Code contains 10,000 station 
numbers. Historically, entire NXX code blocks have been assigned to 
specific individual local exchange end office switches. 

"On-Line Transfer" means the transferring of an incoming call to  another 
telephone number without the call being disconnected. 

"Permanent Number Portability" or "PNP" means the use of a database 
solution to provide fully transparent LTNP for all customers and all 
providers without limitation. 

"Plain Old Telephone Service Traffic" or "POTS traffic" refers to calls 
between two or more Exchange Service users, where both Exchange 
Services bear NPA-NXX designations associated with the same LATA. 

"Port Element" or "Port" is a component of an Exchange Service; for 
purposes of general illustration, the "Port" is a line card and associated 
peripheral equipment on an ILEC end office switch which serves as the 
hardware termination for the customer's axchange service on that switch 
and generates dial tone and provides the customer a pathway into the 
public switched telecommunications network. Each Port is typically 
associated with one (or more) telephone numbeW which serves as the 
customer's network address. Port categories include: 

"2-wire analog line port" is a line side switch connection employed 
to provide basic residential and business type Exchange Services. 
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2-wire ISDN digital line port" is a Basic Rate Interface (BRI) line 
side switch connection employed to provide ISDN Exchange 
Services. 

" 

"2-wire analog DID trunk port" is a direct inward dialing (DID) 
trunk side switch connection employed to provide incoming trunk 
fype Exchange Services. 

"4-wire DS-1 digital DID trunk port" is a direct inward dialing (DID) 
trunk side switch connection employed to provide the equivalent 
of 24 analog incoming trunk type Exchange Sarvices. 

FF. 

GG. 

HH . 

I I .  

JJ. 

KK. 

"Rate Center" means a geographic area which a LEC has identified as the 
area within which it will provide Exchange Services bearing a particular 
NPA-NXX designation. Rate Centers are used to rate distance sensitive 
calls inbound to the Exchange Services bearing a given NPA-NXX 
designation. 

"Rating Point" means a location which a LEC has designated on its own 
network as the homing point for traffic inbound to Exchange Servicea 
provided by the LEC which bear a certain NPA-NXX designation. 
Pursuant to Bellcore Practice BR 795-100-100, the Rating Point may be 
an "End Office" location, or a "LEC Consortium Point of Interconnection". 
Pursuant to that same Bellcore Practice, examples of the latter shall be 
designated by a common language location identifier (CLLI) code with 
(x)KD in positions 9, 10, 1 1, where (x) may be any alphanumeric A-2 or 
0-9. 

"Reference of Calls" referes to a process in which calls are routed to an 
announcement which states the new telephone number of an end user. 

"Service Control Point" or "SCP" is the node in the signaling network to  
which informational requests for service handling, such as routing, are 
directed and processed. The SCP is a real time database system that, 
based on a query from the SSP, performs subscriber or application- 
specific service logic, and then sends instructions back to the SSP on 
how to continue call processing. 

"Signal Transfer Point" or "STP" performs a pocket switching function 
that routes signaling messages among SSPs, SCPs and other STPs in 
order to set up calls and to query datebases for advanced services. 

"Switched Access Service" means the offering of facilities for the 
purpose of the origination of termination of non-POTS traffic to or from 
Exchange Services offered in a given area. Switched Access Services 
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include: 
access, and 900 access. 

Feature Group A, Feature Group B, Feature Group D, 800 

LL. 

MM. 

"Trunk Side" refers to a central office switch connection that is capable 
of, and has been programmed to treat the circuit as connecting to 
another switching entity. for example a private branch exchange ("PBX") 
or another central office switch. Trunk side connections offer those 
transmission and signaling features appropriate for the connection of 
switching entities, and can not be used for the direct connection of 
ordinary telephone station sets. 

"Wire Center" means a building or space within a building which serves 
as an aggregation point on a given carrier's network, where transmission 
facilities and circuits are connected or switched. 

111. NFTWORK 

LECs shall interconnect their networks as necessary to effect the Co-Carrier 
Arrangements identified in Parts V., VI., VII. and IX. Any two or more LECs 
shall be free to employ whatever network interconnection architecture and at 
whatever points as the may mutually agree, provided that each LEC makes 
available the same arrangements to each other LEC operating within the same 
areas, Notwithstanding any mutual agreements which may be established 
between carriers regarding the architecture of network interconnection 
arrangements they may voluntarily establish between their networks, each LEC 
shall minimally make available to each other LEC interconnection arrangements 
conforming to the default network interconnection architecture defined below: 

A. Each LATA within which at least one ELEC provides exchange services, 
shall be divided into one or more Default Network Interconnection 
Districts ("D-NID"). 

6. Within each D-NID, a single Default Network Interconnection Point I"D- 
NIP") shall be designated and established as a point at which all LECs 
operating within the corresponding D-NID may interconnect to all other 
LECs operating within that D-NID. 

Initial D-NIDs shall correspond to the geographic area sewed by a single 
ILEC access tandem.2 Within each initial D-NID, the ILEC wire center 
housing the ILEC access tandem shall be designated as an initial 0-NIP. 

C .  

2 L&, an area comprised of all the exchange areas served by end office switchea which 
subtend a given access tandem for the provision of switched accass services to interexchange carriers. 
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0. 0-NIDs and D-NIPS shall be renewed every 36 months, subject to the 
following process: 

1. Beginning no later than 24 months after adoption of the then- 
current D-NIDs and 0-NIPS, all LECs operating in a given LATA 
shall meet to renew or revise the D-NID and D-NIP configuration 
for that LATA, specifically with respect to number of D-NIDs, 0- 
NID boundaries and location of D-NIPS. 

2. Decisions to renew or revise will require unanimous assent of all 
LECs operating in the LATA. Upon reaching a unanimous decision 
to renew or revise, all LECs shall implement such decision within 
30 days, unless the LECs unanimously agree to  implement on 
some other date. 

3. In the event the LECs are unable to reach a unanimous decision to 
renew or revise, or to extend discussions within 90 days of mitially 
opening discussions, any single LEC shall have the right to  petition 
the Public Utility Commission to resolve the issue. 

The Commission shall provide notice to the parties, convene a 
hearing to  receive evidence from the interested parties, and make 
a determination within 90 days of receiving such petition. In 
making such a determination, the Commission shall be limited to: 
(1) renewing the existing D-NIDs and D-NIPS; or (2) approving and 
imposing an alternate 0-NIDID-NIP plan which has been sponsored 
by one of the parties, and for which the Commission finds that the 
weight of the record demonstrates that such plan is more 
consistent with the public interest than any others presented 
during the course of its hearing. In no case however, shall the 
Commission approve a plan which would create a larger number 
of D-NIDs and D-NIPS than exist at the time of the hearing. 
Commission decisions shall be implemented by all LECs within 30 
days of issuance of the Commission's decision. 

4. 

E. Where an ELEC and an ILEC interconnect at a 0-NIP, ELEC shall have the 
right to specify any of the following interconnection methods: 

1.  a mid-fiber meet at the D-NIP, or in a manhole or other appropriate 
junction point near to or just outside the D-NIP; 

a digital cross-connection hand-off, DSX panel to  DSX panel. 
where both the ELEC and the ILEC maintain such facilities et the 

2. 

D-NIP; 
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3. a co-location facility maintained by ELEC, or by a 3rd-party with 
whom ELEC has contracted for such purposes, at an ILEC wire 
center, where such wire center has been designated as the D-NIP; 
or 

a co-location facility maintained by ILEC, or by a 3rd-party with 
whom ILEC has contracted for such purposes, at an ELEC wire 
center, where such wire center has been designated as the D-NIP. 

4. 

G. In extending network interconnection facilities to the 0-NIP. ELEC shall 
have the right to extend its own facilities or to lease dark fiber facilities 
or digital transport facilities from ILEC or from any 3rd-party, subject to 
the following terms: 

1. Such leased facilities shall extend from any point designated by 
ELEC on its own network (including a co-location facility 
maintained by ELEC at an ILEC wire center) to the D-NIP or 
associated manhole or other appropriate junction point. 

2. Where ELEC leases such facilities from ILEC, ELEC shall have the 
right to lease under the most favorable tariff or contract terms 
ILEC offers. 

H. Where an interconnection occurs via a co-location facility, no incremental 
cross-connection charges shall apply for the traffic exchanga circuits. 

I. Upon reasonable notice, ELEC may change from one of the 
interconnection methods specified above, to one of the other methods 
specified above, with no penalty, conversion, or rollover charges. 

IV. 

A. Nothing in this agreement shall be construed to in any manner limit or 
otherwise adversely impact any LEC's right to request and be assigned 
central office (NXX) codes pursuant to the Central Office Code 
Assignment Guidelines3. 

As contemplated by the Central Office Code Assignment Guidelines, each 
LEC shall designate within the geographic NPA with which each of its 
assigned NXX codes is associated, a Rate Center area within which it 
intends to offer Exchange Services bearing that NPA-NXX designation. 

6. 

Last published by the Industry Numbering Committee {"INC) on November 16. 1994, 3 

as lL-94/11-013. 
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C. Each LEC will also designate a Rating Point for each assigned NXX code. 
A LEC may designate one location within each Rate Center as the Rating 
Point for the NPA-NXXs associated with that Rate Center; alternatively, 
the LEC may designate a single location within one Rate Center to serve 
as the Rating Point for all the NPA-NXXs associated with that Rate 
Center and with one or more other Rate Centers Served by the LEC within 
the same LATA. 

D. 
~ 

To the extent any ILEC serves as Central Office Code Administrator for 
a given region, the ILEC will support all other LEC requests related to 
central office (NXXI code administration and assignments in an effective 
and timely manner. 

All LECs will comply with code administration requirements as prescribed 
by the Federal Communications Commission, the Public Utilities 
Commission, and accepted industry guidelines. 

It shall be the responsibility of each LEC to program and update its own 
switches and network systems to recognize and route traffic to each 
other LEC's assigned NXX codes at all times. No party shall impose any 
fees or charges whatsoever on any other carrier for such activities. 

E. 

F. 

V. 

A. 

1. Each ELEC may at its sole option and discretion establish meet- 
point billing arrangements with an ILEC in order to provide 
Switched Access Services to third parties via an ILEC access 
tandem switch, in accordance with the Meet-Point Billing and 
Provisioning guidelines adopted by the Ordering and Billing Forum, 
except as modified herein. 

2. Except in instances of capacity limitations, ILEC shall allow ELEC 
to  sub-tend the ILEC access tandem switchfes) nearest to the 
ELEC Rating Pointls) associated with the NPA-NXX(s) to/from 
which the Switched Access Services are homed. In instances of 
capacity limitation at a given access tandem switch, ELEC shall be 
allowed to  sub-tend the next-nearest ILEC access tandem switch 
in which sufficient capacity is available. 

Except in those instances where ELEC and ILEC have negotiated 
mutually-agreeable alternative network interconnection 
arrangements, interconnection for the meet-point arrangement 
shall occur at the 0-NIP nearest to the ILEC access tandem. 

3. 
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4. Common channel signalling ("CCS") shall be utilized in conjunction 
with meet-point billing arrangements to extent that such signaling 
is resident in the ILEC access tandem switch. 

ELEC and ILEC will use their best reasonable efforts, individually 
and collectively, to maintain provisions in their respective federal 
and state access tariffs, and/or provisions within the National 
Exchange Carrier Association ("NECA") Tariff No. 4, or any 
successor tariff, . sufficient to reflect this meet-point billing 
arrangement. 

5. 

6 .  ELEC and ILEC will in a timely fashion exchange all information 
necessary to accurately, reliably and promptly bill third parties for 
Switched Access Services traffic jointly handled by ELEC and ILEC 
via the meet-point arrangement.d Information shall be exchanged 
in Electronic Message Interface format. 

A. At ELEC's option. billing to 3rd-parties6 for the Switched Access 
Services jointly provided by ELEC and ILEC via the meet-point 
arrangement shall be according to the single-bill/single tariff 
method, single-billlmultiple-tariff method, multiple-billlsingle-tariff 
method, or multiple-bilVmultiple-tariff method. 

Where ELEC specifies one of the single-bill methods, ILEC shall 
calculate the charges to 3rd-parties utilizing the rates specified in 
ELEC' and ILEC's respective federal and state access tariffs, in 
conjunction with the appropriate meet-point billing percentage 
factors specified for each meet-point arrangement either in those 
tariffs or in the NECA'NO. 4 tariff. ILEC shall bill and collect from 
3rd-parties, promptly remitting to ELEC the total collected meet- 
point revenues associated with the jointly handled switched access 
traffic, less that percentage of local transport element charges" to 
which ILEC is entitled pursuant to the above-referenced tariff 
provisions. 

6. 

Including, as necessary, call detail records, interStatdintrastatehntraLATA percent of 
use factors, carrier name and billing address, carrier identification codes, serving wife center 
designation. etc.. associated with such switched access traffic. 

4 

lncluding any future ILEC separata interexchange subsidiaries. 

For purposes of clarification, thia does not include the interconnection charge, which 

5 

6 

is to be remitted to the end office provider. which in this case would be ELEC. 
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VI. TRAFFIC 

A. 

LECs shall reciprocally terminate POTS calls originating on each others' 
networks. Except in those instances where two (or more) LECs have 
negotiated mutually-agreeable alternative network interconnection 
arrangements, reciprocal traffic exchange shall occur as follows: 

1.  LECs shall make available to each other interconnection facilities 
for the reciprocal exchange of POTS traffic at each D-NIP. The 
POTS reciprocal traffic exchange facilities established between any 
two  LECs shall be configured as two separate trunk groups, 
whereby the first LEC shall utilize the first trunk group to terminate 
traffic to the second LEC, and the second LEC shall utilize the 
second trunk group to terminate traffic to the first LEC. 

The connections between the interconnection trunk groups shall 
be made at a OS-1 or multiple DS-1 level (including SONET) and 
shall be jointly-engineered to  an objective P.01 grade of service. 

2 .  

3. Initial connections shall be made at an aggregate network level per 
D-NIP, such that a single trunk group shall be established in each 
direction between the two LEC networks at each D-NIP, unless 
otherwise agreed to by the two LECs. 

In those instances where the total traffic in either direction 
between the networks of two LECs (other than the ILEC with the 

Per 
for a sustained period of , the ILEC which carries the 
greatest amount of traffic within the LATA shall allow those two 
LECs to route traffic between their respective networks via the 
aggregate traffic exchange trunk groups each LEC maintains with 
the ILEC for the exchange of traffic with the ILEC. In such 
instances, ILEC shall route traffic between the two LECs as if the 
ariginating LEC network was a single switching entity within the 
ILEC's own network. 

greatest traffic in the LATA) is less than 

4. Whenemr the total traffic in either direction between discrete 
switching entities in two separate LEC networks exceeds 

, per for a sustained period of 
, disaggregated traffic exchange trunk group paths 

shall be established between those two switching entities at the 
option of either LEC. The interconnection architecture shall be the 
same as that which pertained for the aggregated connections. 
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5. Each party shall deliver to each other party POTS traffic addressed 
to each NPA-NXX at the 0-NIP associated with the 0-NID in which 
the Rating Point associated with such NPA-NXX is located. 

6. LECs will provide Common Channel Signalling (CCS) to one 
another, where and as available, in conjunction with all traffic 
exchanged a t  a 0-NIP. LECs will cooperate on the exchange of 
TCAP messages to facilitate full inter-operability of CCS-based 
features between their respective networks, including all CLASS 
features and functions. All CCS signalling parameters will be 
provided including automatic number identification (ANI), 
originating line information (OU) calling party category, charge 
number, etc. All privacy indicators will be- honored. For traffic for 
which CCS is not available, in-band multi-frequency (MF), wink 
start, E&M channel-associated signalling with ANI will be 
forwarded. 

7. LECs shall establish company-wide CCS interconnections STP-to- 
STP. Such interconnections shall be made at one or more 0-NIPS, 
as necessary. 

Either party may, upon 60 days advance written notice to  the 
other party. utilize a 0-NIP arrangement to carry non-POTS traffic 
which would otherwise be carried to or from the same NPA-NXXs 
via Feature Group D ("FGO") Switched Access Service which that 
party would otherwise purchase from the other party. All Ron- 
POTS traffic carried over the traffic exchange arrangement shall be 
subject to the applicable tariffed FGD Switched Access charges 
which would otherwise apply to such traffic. as described below. 

8. 

1. A POTS call handed-off a t  the 0-NIP corresponding to  the 0-NID 
in which the call is ultimately terminated, shall be exchanged on 
an in-kind basis, with no charges applying in either direction. No 
CCS-associated charges shall apply for the termination of POTS 
traffic. 

A POTS call which is routed between two LECs via the aggregate 
traffic exchange trunk groups which each LEC maintains between 
its own network and the network of the largest lLEC operating in 
the LATA, shall be exchanged on an in-kind basis, with no charges 
applying in either direction between the two  LECs at either end of 
the call. However, the LEC on whose network the call originated 
shall pay the lLEC the lesser of : (1) ILEC's interstate Switched 

2. 
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Access Service per minute tandem switching rate element; (2 )  
ILEC's intrastate Switched Access Service per minute tandem 
switching rate element; or 13) a per minute rate of $0.002. 
Should non-POTS traffic be exchanged over such arrangements, 
in either direction, such traffic wilt be subject to the standard 
meet-point billing compensation and procedures which would 
otherwise apply. 

3. FGD charges for non-POTS traffic carried over a D-NIP 
arrangement shall be calculated as follows: 

a. FGD charges for non-POTS traffic shall be applied as if the 
D-NIP is the serving wire center for the FGD service. 

Non-POTS traffic which would otherwise be subject to 
originating FGD charges will be rated and billed according to 
procedures which otherwise apply for the rating and billing 
of originating FGD traffic. 

Non-POTS traffic which would otherwise be subject to 
terminating FGD charges will be rated and billed according 
to  the procedures which otherwise apply for the rating and 
billing of terminating FGD traffic, with the following 
modifications: 

b. 

c. 

(1) The initial written notification that non-POTS traffic 
will be carried over the D-NIP arrangement shall 
include percentage of use factors for POTS traffic, 
intrastate non-POTS traffic, and interstate non-POTS 
traffic (the sum of which should equal 100%) the 
party expects to terminate over the traffic exchange 
arrangement. 

The initial estimated percentages shall be employed 
by the billing party to rate and bill all traffic 
terminated over the 0-NIP, beginning on the date on 
which non-POTS traffic is initially terminated over the 
D-NIP arrangement, up to and including the last day 
of the calendar quarter following the quarter in which 
such terminations were initiated. 

(2) 

(3) Beginning with the calendar quarter immediately 
following the calendar quarter in which termination of 
non-POTS traffic was initiated, by the 45th day of 
each new calendar quarter, the actual terminating 
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traffic percentages from the immediately preceding 
calendar quarter shall be provided for application in 
the next following calendar quarter. The party 
receiving such traffic shall utilize these percentages 
in calculating the terminating traffic exchange 
charges, terminating intrastate FGD charges, and 
terminating interstate FGD charges due from the 
other party. 

VII. PLATF- 

A. 

1. 

ILEC will enable any two ELECs to directly interconnect their 
respective networks, where both ELECs maintain co-location 
facilities at the same ILEC wire center, by effecting a cross- 
connection between those co-location facilities, as jointly directed 
by the two ELECs. 

2. 

For cross-connections between two ELEC co-location facilities in 
the same ILEC wire center, ILEC will charge each ELEC one-half 
the standard tariffed special access cross-connect rate. 

_ -  _ -  B. 

1. 

a. ELEC will interconnect to the ILEC 9-1-l/E-9-1-1 hub(s) 
serving the areas in which ELEC provides exchange 
services, for the provision of 9-1 -1 IE9-1-1 services and for 
access to all sub-tending Public Safety Answering Points. 

b. Except in those instances where ELEC and ILEC have 
negotiated mutually-agreeable alternative network 
interconnection arrangements, interconnection shall be 
made at the 0-NIP designated by ILEC for 9-1-1/E-9-1-1 
interconnection. 

c. ILEC and ELEC will arrange for the automated input and 
daily updating of 9-7-1 /E-9-1-1 database information related 
to ELEC end users. 
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d. ILEC will use its best efforts to facilitate the prompt, robust, 
reliable and efficient interconnection of ELEC systems to the 
9-1 -1 /E-9-1 -1 platforms. 

2. 

[To be defined based on local 9-1-1 funding methodology 
and arrangements with independent LECs]. 

c. 
1. 

a. Except in those instances where ELEC and ILEC have 
negotiated mutually-agreeable alternative network 
interconnection arrangements, ELEC shall deliver 
information services traffic originated over ELEC’s Exchange 
Services to information services provided over ILEC’s 
information services platform fa, 976) over the reciprocal 
traffic exchange trunk groups interconnected at  the D-NIP 
designated by the ILEC for receipt of such traffic. 

b. ILEC will at ELEC’s option provide a direct real-time 
electronic feed or a monthly magnetic tape in a mutually- 
specified format, listing the appropriate billing listing and 
effective daily rate for each information service by 
telephone number. 

To the extent ELEC determines to provide a competitive 
information services platform, ILEC will cooperate with 
ELEC to develop a LATA-wide NXX cadets) which ELEC 
may use in conjunction with such platform. Additionally. 
ILEC shall route calls to such platform and ELEC will provide 
billing listingldaily rate information on terms reciprocal to  
those specified above. 

c. 

2. 

a. ELEC will bill and collect from its end users the specific end 
user calling rates ILEC bills its own end users for such 
services, unless ELEC obtains tariff approval from the Public 
Utilities Commission (“PUC”) specifically permitting ELEC to 
charge its end users a rate different than the rate set forth 
in ILEC’s tariff for such services. 
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b. ELEC will remit the full specified charges for such traffic 
each month to ILEC, less $0.05 per minute, and less 
uncollectibles. 

c. In the event ELEC provides an information service platform, 
ILEC shall bill its end users and remit funds to ELEC on 
terms reciprocal to those specified above. 

0. 

1 .  

The directory listings and distribution terms and rate specified in 
this section shall apply to listings of ELEC customer numbers 
falling within NXX codes directly assigned to ELEC, and to listings 
of ELEC customer telephone numbers which are retained by ELEC 
pursuant to Local Telephone Number Portability Arrangements 
described below. 

a. ILEC will include ELEC's customers' telephone numbers in 
its "White Pages" and "Yellow Pages" directory listings and 
directory assistance databases associated with the areas in 
which ELEC provides services to  such customers, and will 
distribute such directories to such customers, in the 
identical and transparent manner in which it provides those 
functions for its own customers' telephone numbers. 

b. ELEC will provide ILEC with its directory listings and daily 
updates to those listings in a format required by ILEC; lLEC 
will provide E.LEC a magnetic taps or computer disk 
containing the proper format. 

c. . ELEC and ILEC will accord ELEC' directory listing 
information the same levei of confidentiality which ILEC 
accords its own directory listing information, and ILEC shall 
ensure that access to ELEC's customer proprietary 
confidential directory information will be limited solely to 
those ILEC employees who are directly involved in the 
preparation of listings. 

2. 

a. ILEC shall remit to ELEC a royalty payment for sales of any 
bulk directory lists to third parties, where such lists include 
ELEC customer listings. 
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b. Such royalty payments shall be in proportion to the number 
of ELEC listings to ILEC listings contained in the list 
purchased by the third Party, less 10% which ILEC may 
retain as sales commission. 

E. 

1 .  

At ELEC' request, ILEC will: 

a. provide to ELEC operators or t o  an ELEC-designated 
operator bureau on-line access to ILEC's directory 
assistance database. where such access is identical to the 
type of access ILEC's own directory assistance opqators 
utilize in order to provide directory assistance servces to 
ILEC end users; 

provide to ELEC unbranded directory assistance service 
ELEC which is comparable in every way to the directory 
assistance service ILEC makes available t o  its own end 
users; 

provide to ELEC directory assistance service under ELEC's 
brand which is comparable in every way to the directory 
assistance service ILEC makes available t o  its own end 
users; 

b. 

c. 

d. allow ELEC or an ELEC-designated operator buresu to 
license ILEC's directory assistance database for use in 
providing competitive directory assistance services; andlor 

in conjunction with VII.E.l .b. or VII.E.l .c., above, provide 
caller-optional directory assistance call completion service 
which is comparable in every way to the directory 
assistance call completion service ILEC makes available to 
its own end users. 

e. 

2. 

ILEC will charge ELEC: 

a. 

b. 

$0.0 -_ per directory assistance database query. 

$0.0 - per unbranded directory assistance cell. 
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c. $0.0- Per branded directory assistance call. 

d. $ - for licensing of each directory assistance database. 

e. $0.0- per use of caller-optional directow assistance call 
completion. 

F. 

ILEC will work cooperatively with ELEC to ensure that Yellow Page 
advertisements purchased by customers who switch their service to 
ELEC (including customers utilizing ELEC-assigned telephone numbers and 
ELEC customers utilizing co-carrier number forwarding) are maintainM 
without interruption. ILEC will allow ELEC customers to purchase new 
yellow pages advertisements without discrimination, at  non- 
discriminatory rates, terms and conditions. ILEC and ELEC will implement 
a commission program whereby ELEC may act as a sates, billing and 
collection agent for Yellow Pages advertisements purchased by ELEC's 
exchange service customers. 

G. Jransfer of 

When an end user customer changes from ILEC to ELEC, or from ELEC 
to ILEC, and does not retain its original telephone number, the party 
formerly providing service to the end user will provide 8 transfer of 
service announcement on the abandoned telephone number. This 
announcement will provide details on the new number to  be dialed to 
reach this customer. These arrangements will be provided reciprocally, 
free of charge to either the other carrier or the end user customer. 

H. 

ELEC and ILEC will employ the following procedures for handling 
misdirected repair calls: 

1. ELEC and ILEC will educate their respective customers as to the 
correct telephone numbers to call in order to  access their 
respective repair bureaus. 

2. To the extent the correct provider can be determined, misdirected 
repair calls will be referred to the proper provider of local eXCh8ngO 
service in a courteous manner, at  no charge, and the end user will 
be provided the correct contact telephone number. Extraneous 
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communications beyond the direct referral to  the correct repair 
telephone number are strictly prohibited. 

3. ELEC and ILEC will provide their respective repair contact numbers 
to one another on a reciprocal basis. 

I. Line Verifi- . .  . 

1. 

Each LEC shall establish procedures whereby its operator bureau 
will coordinate with the operator bureaus of each other LEC 
operating in the LATA in order to provide Busy Line Verification 
("BLV") and Busy Line Verification and lnterupt ("BLVI") services 
on calls between their respective respective end users. BLV and 
BLVl inquiries between operator bureaus shall be routed over the 
Reciprocal Traffic Exchange Trunk groups. 

2. 

Each LEC shall compensate each other LEC for BLV and BLVl 
inquiries according to the following rates: - 

BLV 

BLVl 

$0.- 

- $0. 

VIII. 

A. 

ILEC shall immediately unbundle all its Exchange Services into two 
separate packages: (1) link element plus cross-connect element; and (2 )  
port element plus cross-connect element. The following link and port 
cateaories shall be provided: 

2-wire analog voice grade 
2 wire ISDN digital grade 
4-wire DS-1 digital grade 

2-wire analog line 
2-wire ISON digital line 
2-wire analog DID trunk 
4-wire DS-1 digital OID trunk 

Privibgod & Confidentl./ 
Draft for Discussion Purpoaea Only 

Stip 911 1/36 
Paw 21 

- 



CO-CARRIER STIPULATION 
AND AGREEMENT 

ILEC shall unbundle and separately price and offer these elements such 
that ELEC will be able to lease and interconnect to whichever of these 
unbundled elements ELEC requires, and to combine the ILEC-provided 
elements with any facilities and services that ELEC may itself provide, in 
order to efficiently offer telephone services to end users. pursuant to the 
following terms: 

1 . Interconnection shall be achieved via co-location arrangements 
ELEC shall maintain a t  the wire center at which the unbundled 
elements are resident. 

2. A t  ELEC' discretion, each link or port element shall be delivered to 
the ELEC co-location arrangement over an individual 2-wire hand- 
off, or in multiples of 24 over a digital DS-? hand-off in any 
combination or order ELEC may specify. 

All transport-based features, functions, service attributes, grades- 
of-service, install, maintenance and repair intervals which apply to 
the bundled service should apply to unbundled links. 

All switch-based features, functions, service attributes, grades-of- 
service, and install, maintenance and repair intervals which apply 
to the bundled service should apply to unbundled ports. 

ILEC will permit any customer to convert its bundled service to  an 
unbundled service and assign such service t o  ELEC, with no 
penalties, rollover, termination or conversion charges to ELEC or 
the customer. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. ILEC will bill all unbundled facilities purchased by ELEC (either 
directly or by previous assignment by a customer) on a single 
consolidated statement per wire center. 

Where ILEC utilizes digital loop carrier I"DLC")' technology to  
provision the link element of an bundled Exchange Servica to  an 
end user customer who subsequently determines to assign the link 
element to ELEC and receive Exchange Service from ELEC via such 
link, ILEC shall deliver such link to ELEC on an unintegrated basis, 
pursuant to ELEC' chosen hand-off architecture, without a 
degradation of end user service or feature availability. 

7 .  

7 See. Bellcore TR-TSY-000008, Digital Interface Between the SLC-36 0rgil.l Loop Carrier 
System end Locel Oigitel Switch and TR-TSY-000303. Integnred Digital Loop Carrier llD&Cl 
Requirements, Objectives, and interface. 
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8.  ILEC will permit ELEC to co-locate remote switching modules and 
associated equipment in conjunction with co-location 
arrangements ELEC maintains a t  an ILEC wire center, for the 
purpose of interconnecting to unbundled link elements. 

B. 

ILEC shall provide links and ports to ELEC at  the following monthly 
recurring rates: 

an individual a d i i  

2-wire analog voice grade link $ $ 
2 wire ISDN digital grade link $ $ 
4-wire DS-1 digital grade link $nla $ 
2-wire analog line port $ $ 
2-wire ISDN digital line port $ $ 
2-wire analog DID trunk port $ $ 
4-wire DS-1 digital DID trunk port S nle $ 

8 

IX. L Q C a  T T  

A. 

ILEC and ELEC will provide Local Telephone Number Portability ("LTNP") 
on a reciprocal basis between their networks to enable each of their end 
user customers to utilize telephone numbers associated with an Exchange 
Service provided by one carrier, in conjunction an Exchange Service 

To be provided as a Special Access or Privata Line DS-1 Channel TerminationlLocal 
Distribution Channel, subwct to  the most favorable tariff or contract terms for which ELEC is 
eligible.except in those situations where: -_ The ILEC offers its own end user customers a bundled DS-1 digital grsde Exchange Service at 

e bundled rate which is less than ttM sum of the unbundled 4-wire DS-1 digital DID trunk poR 
raTe and the most favorable ChanMl TerminationlLocal Distribution Channel rata for which 
ELEC is eligible. In such instances. the ILEC shall provide 4-wire DS-1 digital grade links to  
ELEC at a rate less than or equal to the price of the bundled DS-1 digital grade Exchange 
Service less the unbundled 4-wire DS-1 digital 010 trunk part fate, for ELEC's use in the 
provision of OS-1 digital grade Exchange Services. 

The ILEC offers its own end user customers a bundled DS-1 digital grade Exchange Service 
with performance specifications (including, but not limited to. installation intervals, service 
intervals, service priority, bit-error rates, interruptionlavailability rates, quality or conditioning) 
superior to  that provided for Special Accass or Private Line Channel TerminationslLocaI 
Distribution Channels. In such instances, the ILEC shall provide the same or better performance 
characteristics to ELEC for all DS-1 ELEC purcharas for use in the provision of OS-1 digital 
grade ExchangaSetvices. 

8 

and/or 
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provided by the other carrier, upon the coordinated or simultaneous 
termination of the first Exchange Service and activation of the second 
Exchenge Service. 

1. ELEC and ILEC will provide reciprocal LTNP immediately upon 
execution of this agreement via Interim Number Portability ("INP") 
measures. ILEC and ELEC will migrate from INP to a databsse- 
driven Permanent Number Portability ("PNP") arrangement as soon 
as practically possible, without interruption of service to their 
respective customers. 

2. INP shall operate as follows: 

a. A customer of Carrier A elects to  become a customer of 
Carrier B. The customer elects to utilize the o;iginal 
telephone numberk) corresponding to the Exmange 
Service(s1 it previously received from Carrier A, in 
conjunction with the Exchange Servicefs) it will now receive 
from Carrier 6. Upon receipt of a signed letter of agency 
from the customer assigning the number to Carrier 8, 
Carrier A will implement one of the following arrangements: 

(2) 

For the portability of telephone numbers which are 
ppt part of a DID number block, Cerrier A will 
implement an arrangement whereby all calls to the 
original telephone rrumberk) will be forwarded to  a 
new telephone number($) designated by Carrier B. 
Carrier A will route the forwarded traffic to  Carrier B 
via the mutual traffic exchsnge arrangements, as if 
the call had originated from the original telephone 
number and terminated t o  the new telephone 
number. 

For the portability of telephone numbers which are 
part of a DID number block, Carrier A will provide 
Carrier B en aggregated, digital DS-1 or higher grade 
DID trunk group a! each D-NIP (interface to be 
achieved in the samo manner as the traffic exchange 
trunk groups at  each D-NIP), such that all inbound 
traffic to ported DID numbers will be delivered to  
Carrier B over this digital DID trunk facility. In order 
for a customer to port i ts DID numbers from Carrier 
A to Carrier 6, the customer will be required to 
assign entire 20-number DID blocks t o  Carrier 6. 
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b. Carrier B will become the customer of record for the original 
Carrier A telephone numbers subject to the INP 
arrangements. Carrier A will provide Carrier B e single 
consolidated master billing statement each month for all 
collect and 3rd-number billed calls associated with those 
numbers, with sub-account detail by retained number. 

Carrier A will update its Line Information Database ("LIDB") 
listings for retained numbers, and restrict or cancel calling 
cards associated with those forwarded numbers, as directed ' 

by Carrier B. 

c. 

d. Within two (2) business days of receiving notification from 
the customer, Carrier 8 shall notify Carrier A of the 
customer's termination of service with Carrier E, and shall 
further notify Carrier A as to the Customer's instructions 
regarding its telephone nurnber(s1. Carrier A will cancel the 
INP arrangements for the customer's telephone number(8). 
If the Customer has chosen to  retain its telephone 
number(s) for use in conjunction with Exchange Services 
provided by Carrier A or by another LEC which participates 
in INP arrangements with Carrier A, Carrier A will 
simultaneously transition the number(s) to  the customer's 
preferred carrier. 

3. Under either an INP or PNP arrangement, ELEC and ILEC will 
deliver consolidated billing statements to  one another in magnetic 
tape formats which are compatible with their respective systems 
in order t o  re-bill their end users for collect, calling card and 3rd- 
number billed calls. Additionally, ELEC and ILEC will implement a 
process to coordinate LTNP cut-overs with Unbundled Link 
conversions (as described in Paragraph VIII., above). ELEC and 
ILEC pledge to use their best efforts to ensure that LTNP 
arrangements will not be utilized in instances where a customer 
changes locations and would otherwise be unable to retain its 
number without subscribing to foreign exchange service. 

0. 

1. ELEC and ILEC shall provide LTNP (either INP or PNP) 
arrangements to  one another at no charge, except for authorized 
collect, calling card and 3rd-number bill8d calls billed to  the 
retained numbers. However, for all traffic forwarded between 
ELEC and ILEC in the manner described above, reciprocal 
compensation charges (pursuant to paragraph VI., above) and 
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Switched Access charges (pursuant to each carrier's respective 
access tariffs). for POTS traffic and non-POTS traffic, respectively, 
shall be passed through as if the caller had directly dialed the new 
telephone number. 

2. In INP arrangements, in order to effect this pass-through of 
reciprocal compensation and Switched Access charges to  which 
each carrier would otherwise have been entitled if the ported 
traffic had been directly dialed to the new number, each carrier will 
be required to  classify and include ported traffic in its quarterly 
percehtage of use reports as POTS, intrastate non-POTS, or 
interstate non-POTS. 

X. SOF- 

A. ILEC and ELEC agree to treat each other fairly, non-discriminatorily, and 
equally for all items included in this agreement, or related to  the suppon 
of items included in this agreement. 

8. ELEC and ILEC will work cooperatively to minimize fraud associated with 
3rd-number billed calls, calling card calls, or any other services related to 
this agreement. 

ELEC and ILEC agree to promptly exchange all necessary records for the 
proper billing of ell traffic. 

C. 

D. For network expansion. ELEC and ILEC will review engineering 
requirements on a quarterly basis and establish forecasts for trunk 
utilization. New trunk groups will be implemented as dictated by 
engineering requirements for both ILEC and ELEC. ILEC and ELEC are 
required to provide each other the proper call information (Le. originated 
call party number and destination call party number, CIC, 022, etc.) to 
enable each company to bill accordingly. 

E. There will be no re-arrangement, reconfiguration, disconnect, or other 
non-recurring fees associated with the initial reconfiguration of each 
carrier's traffic exchange arrangements upon execution of this 
agreement, other than the cost of establishing a new co-location 
arrangement where one does not already exist. 

ILEC shall assess no cross-connect fee on ELEC where ELEC establishes 
a meet-point billing connection, e 0-NIP interconnection, or accesses a 
91 1 or E91 1 port through a co-location arrangement at a ILEC wire 
center. 

F. 
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XIV . 
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ELEC and lLEC agree to provide service t o  each other on the terms defined in 
this agreement for a period of years from the date of execution 
of this agreement, or until standard arrangements are approved by the Public 
Utilities Commission, whichever occurs first. By mutual agreement, ELEC and 
ILEC may amend this agreement to extend the term of this agreement. Also by 
mutual agreement, ILEC and ELEC may jointly petition the appropriate regulafory 
bodies for permission to have this agreement supersede any future standardized 
agreements or rules such regulators might adopt or approve. 

lNSTALLAflON 

ILEC and ELEC shall effectuate all the terms of this agreement by 

ELEC and ILEC will work cooperatively to  install and maintain a reliable network. 
ELEC and ILEC will exchange appropriate information lasy maintenance contact 
numbers, network information, information required to  comply with law 
enforcement and other security agencies of the Government, etc.) to achieve 
this desired reliability. 

ELEC and ILEC will work cooperatively to apply sound network management 
principles by invoking network management controls to  alleviate or to  prevent 
congestion. 

CT OT- 

If, at  any time while this agreement is in effect, either of the parties to  this 
agreement provides arrangements similar to those described herein to  a third 
party operating within the same LATAs as for which this agreement applies, on 
terms different from those available under this agreement (provided that the 
third party is authorized to  provide local exchange services), then the other 
party to  this agreement may opt to adopt the rates, terms, and conditions 
offered to  the third party for its own reciprocal arrangements with the first 
party. This option may be exercised by delivering written notice to the first 
party. The party exercising its option under this paragraph must continue to  
provide services to the first party as required by this agreement, subject either 
to the rates, terms, and conditions applicable to the third party or to the rates, 
terms, and conditions of this agreement, whichever is more favorable to the first 
party. 
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Bob Scheye 
Smiw D i m r  
Strategy Development Corc Business 

September 19, 1995 

Mr. Tim Devine 
MFS 
250 Williams Street 
Suite 2200 
lnforum Building 
Atlanta, GA 30303 

Room I lAl5 
675 Wcst Peachtree Street, N.E. 
Allant& Gcorgia 30375 
(404) 420-8327 

Dear Tim: 

As we discussed, BellSouth is working toward filing local interconnection and 
unbundling tariffs in both Georgia and Florida later this year. The attached 
worksheet lists items and price ranges that could be included in these filings. 
We are requesting your input of demand forecasts for each of these items. This 
information is intended for tariff filing purposes only and your company 
data will not be identified uniquely. Further, this information will not be 
used for any other purposes by BellSouth. 

We request that you keep this document confidential within your company and 
not share it outside your company for any reason. Please contact me at your 
convenience if you have any questions or concerns. 

NOTE: Please provide data for Georgia and Florida separately. Simply write in 
Florida (where Georgia is shown) on the attachment if you are providing 
information for that state. 

This entire document is intended to be confidential between BellSouth and MFS. 
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BELLSOUTH 
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i Stipulation aad Agreement . 

chr& law 95-403 or in any.of the Commission's docketed proceedings. 
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PvkpOSES ONLY 

i P-ED ANDCONFIDENTIAL 
I 9t2mS SUBIECT TO TtlE A'lTORNEY-CtlEKT 

PRIVlLEGE AND WORK PRODUCT DO- i 

proc&dings. which bavc been fnmcd in response to the rcquinmcnts of Chapter Lavr 95403, 

shall jk resolved as follows: 
I 
! 

2 

I 
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I 

j 9mI95 SUBJECT TO fRE AITORNEY-UIETW 
I 

i 

PRnrlLEGE AND WORK PRODUCT DOCTRIIUE 

rcco~ery mcchaairm is adopted and implcmenred by the Commission. each ALEC payment will 

be b & d  upoh its proportion& sharc of applicable mmues.' The undcrngncd ' paniesagrec 

for k o s e s  of determining paymeno for tbc period Jrmuy 1, 1996 through December 31, 

i 
1 .  

- T h e  ALEk wiU be billed under tbe BellSoutb-propased USICOIA recovty mtchrrrism 

199 d I the applicable revenues will be zau and no payments will k due. 'Ihuuitu, each 

: Applicable revenue. means revenues associated with  the 
ALEk's provisian of baoic local exchange rervices and their 
associated vertical ar ancillary sentices. -8 - 

! 3 
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I 

i 9ffs/95 
i 
1 
I 

extent lottrion porrebiity is iavolvcd. Le., movement of the WLO~CT to a diilcrent location, 

the Ares applicable 10 end USCIS for rcmote call forwarding would be chugel. 
I 
I 
I 

! 

c. I 
I 

I 
of id 

I 

! 
I 

I 

1 -  Dinctoy A s s i e  @A) 
! 
I 
I 
! 

i I 

I 

___ ~- . .- .-  
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I 

, 
I 
! 

I 
L 

, 

! 

! 

! 
! 

i 

! 

! 

I 

i 

i 
! 
! 

I 

D. ! 
4 
I 
I 

! 

1999, 
I 

9/75/95 
PRIVlLEGEo AND CONFIDENTLAL 
SUBJECT TO THE A’ITORNEY-CLIENT 
PRIYILEGE AND WORK PRODUCT DO- 
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! 
I PRIVILEGED AND CONFL~ENTIAL 

I I 

I 

! 9125195 SUBJECT TO THE ATTORNEY-CLIENT 
PRIVILEGE AM) WORX PRODUCT DOCTRME 

t 
I 

ncgoqtion or by rbt Commission, inttreOnncCtibn and nrlrk prices. raw. tenns and maditions 

shall: be filed with the Commission befon their effeccivc date. 
I 
' 7he paaies were unable to negotiate mutually aoccptable prices, turns and conditions of 

i 
: 1. 
I 

i 

! 2. 
i 
I 

and ebmpuurrion will be d. Each AtEC will pay Bellsouth, and vi# 

vasa. For purposes of charging for local In(clc- * Bellsouth will anploy 

7 
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I 
; 9/25/95 

i 
i 

! 
I 

I 

' 3. 
I 

I 

I 

I 

j 4. 
i 

PRIylLEcEo AND C0NFIDt;;NnAt 
SUBJECT TO THE ATCORNEY-CLIENT 
PWVILEGE AND WORK PRODUCT DOCllUNE 

provider will be required to compmatc &e other focal exchange provider for 

mort rhan one-hundred-ten percent (110%) of the minutes of use of ttg local 

excbauge provider with the Iowa mirmttS of use in the same month, For 

example, if in a given month Bellsouth has 1O.OOO minutes of I& m r i  

temrinatd on an AtEc's loa1 cxchgc network and the AtEc bas 15,ooO 

mim*cr of 1 0 4  a;lffic renninaml m BellSourh's local exchaagc network, &e 

ALEC d d  be requid to compcmrte BcllSoutb for local intaconnectiOn on 

~ b ~ ~ o f l I , ~ ~ t i a ~ ~ ( l O , ~ ~ . x l € O %  - 11,OOOmipS.). 
BdlSouthwiUprovideint#mediuytrndemsaritchingand~ntoconnectthe 

end w of an ALEC to the end user of ahocher ALEC, a LEC other tbrn 

~eusourh, or wkelas t e h m m u m  'om savice provide for the purpose of 

m a k i n g a l d u l l .  WhBellsoMhprwidcsthbiatcrmedury . functio&itwill 

bill a $.a per &u@ charge over and above io loul intcmnacction c h g e  

that a p p l i  when I Bcllsouth end user is involved 

when Bellsouth provides intcrmcdiuy functions for nttwork access. i-e., krwem 

an Ixc and an ALEC. the ALEC and BtllSmth will uchprovide thtir own 

network service cianentr w a meet-poim basis. Each eamer will bill irs 

. 

! 

I 
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P R l M L E G E D A h ' D C O N l D ~  

I 9/25l95 SUBJECT TO THE ATTORNEY-CL,m 
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! 
I 

I 
j 
i 
i 
I 
i 

own nercwork access service rate elemem 10 the IXC. BellSouth, however. will 

bill the midual iataconncction charge ('RIC') to the IXC. 

5. whenever BellSouth delivers aaffic to an ALEC for remination on the ALEc's 

ncnwrk, ifBcIlSoprQI ~tpllot determine wbcthr rhc mffix will bc local or toll 

because of the m a w r  illwhichth6 usc5 NNx coder, k~south will not 

c o m p t e  thc ALEC for local iutuwrmection but will. insrud. cbarge the 

, 

i 

I 

i 
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1 
I 9mi95 
I 

I 

I 

I It is funher MdustDod and agreed rh?t TCG will dismiss its petition ffld wirh the 
I 

cornhission in this dodce~. 
I 

I 
E. ! OtherIpUpsandMattera 

I 
; In addition to the issues and matt- relating to the inaoduction of local exchange 

comhtion lddrwsed in Chapter Law 95403, ard idcwiiied ia the aforunauo nedproceedings 

I 

I 

! 

cstal$ishd by the Commrsslo * 9 tbcn ne Olherrechnksl, md O P C d O l l d  iSSUCS md IMtWIS 
I 

I 
relating to th introduction of local exchange ampetidon which the undersigned parries arc 

I 

! 
: 

G. L i a b ~ f o r D a m a g a  

. 

I 

! No- contained in this Stipulation and A-CIU shall makc any undersigned paw 

liabte for money damages nor shall this Stipulation and Agncmtnt give rise to any action for 
! 

I 
10 
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I 

I 
the Acovery of money damages from any undersigned pury whether such action is brought by 

I 
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I 
! 
I 

I 

i 
J. i 

! 

9125195 
PRIVILEGED AND CONFUlENTLU 
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Limitation of Use 

The undersigned pa&s undurond and agree t b c  this Sripuktion and Agreement was 

! 

I . 
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South E511 
3535 Colonnade Perrway 
Birmingham. Alabama 35243 

October 6, 1995 

Tim Devine 
MFS Communications Company, Inc. 
250 Williams Street 
suite 2200 
Atlanta, GA 30303 

Dcar Tim, 

Bob Scheye asked me to 4nd you our thoughts on the major issues concerning your 
proposed stipulation agrement. The attached comments are designed to provide 
clarification on BST's po$/tions on the major points you listed, but may not include all of 
BST's concerns with yourdocument. 

Mer you have had a c&e to rcvicW the attached, please give Bob Scheye a call to 
discuss in more detail. Ifjou need to contact me, I can k =ached at 205-977-2213. 

Manager - Local lnierco+tion 
Interconnection Mark- 

Attachment 



Issues for MFS Response 

It should be noted thar BST's inrerim number portability offering is not designed to 
provide service transparency. 
Initially, BST plans b3 provide a 2-wire voice grade unbundled loop and a 2-wire 
voice grade unbundled port. 

Default Netwar- 

BST plans to interconnect with all ELECs at the BST tandem and/or wire center level 
for the purpose of briginating/tcnninating 1 0 4  traffic to/i+om ELECS within a 
LATA. We are uncqrtain how a D-NID and a D-NIP comespond to BST's wire 
centers, tandems, LATAs. etc. and would prefer to use existing terminology to 
describe the interconnection arrangemcnt. 
BST has no plans to &cr a mid-fiber meet with any imerConnector. 
BST does not plan to waive charges for thc cmss-connection of collocation facilities. 
N o d  tariff charges should apply for rearrangemmrs, wnvasions, rollovers, ctc.. 

. 

BST does not plan to nse lhe OBF guidelines for OLEC interconnection and proposes 
a new document that i$ designed specifically for OLEC anangemenrs. 
BST would exchange-records with OLECs using Exchange Message Record (EMR) 
format as opposed to Electronic Message Interface @MI) format. 
BST plans to offer multiple bill, single tariff billing. 
Paragraph B.B. on p w  12 should be deleted in its entirev. 
Footnote 6 on page I2 referr to the intercosmection charge being remitfed to the end 
ofice company. It is BST's intention to bill this as the tandem provider. 

BST does not s u p p ~  a bill-and-keep arrangement for local traffic exchange with 
OLECs and would expect to be compensared separately whm it pcrforms an 
intermediary function- 
BST and the OLEC would each provide a tnvrk for t&Mting local eaffic to ea& 
other. 
provisioning of other 13rpes of trafic such as Operator Services, IXC, ctc.. 
When BST provides an intcnntdiary function between an OLEC and a n t  
company for the purposes of completing local calls, BST proposes to charge r 
local interconnection charges plus an additional intermediary fee to the ori. 
entity. 

* 
Additional trunks would be required from the OLEC to BST for fi- 

+--.- 

10/6/95 

1 



Issues for MFS Response 

BST plans to offer signaling interconnection at a tariffed rate to all interconnecton. 
This will include l i d  and port elements. The port charge would initially be a 
flat-rated surrogate until BST could develop and bill a usage-sensitive charge. 
BST plans to charge the OLEC originating FGD access charges for non-local calls 
that arc passed to the OLEC fiom a BST end-user that is located within Ihe local 
calling area. 

Network Pl-an- 

N o d  tariffed rates would apply for each intcrconnector that utilizes a collocation 
arrangement. 
BST docs not offer InCormation Services Billing and Collections today and docs not 
expect to offer this to the OLECs as a part of our unbundled tariff. 
BST does not plan to pay a royalty on the sale of directory listings. 
BST proposes to provide Busy Line Verification and h t m p t  services via its existing 
tariffs. 

BST will provide an ulbundled 2-wire voice grade loop and a 2-wire analog port in 
its initial tariff filing p8ckage. 
BST proposes that an ELEC will not be allowed to combine an unbundled loop with 
an unbundled port whtn both elements arc provided by BST. 
BST will interface with the OLECs at a DS-1 level for the purposes of delivering 
unbundled loops and ports to the OLEC's facilities. 
BST will work m ~ t i v e l y  to provide unbundled loops to the OLECs on an 
unintegrated basis where practicable. However, BST would like to better understand 
what MFS means by "unintegrated". 
BST's collocation tzvKf does not allow collocators to place switching equipment in a 
coilofation space. 
BST will provide Remote Call Forwarding (RCF) and/or Direct Inward Dialing (DID) 
technology at a tariffkd rate for OLECs Wishing to polt numbers from BST's network 
to the OLEC. BST will pay a terminating interconnection charge to the OLEC for 
these calls but will retain the switched access charges on interLATA calls that 
terminate through tho BST network using RCF or DID. 

10/6/95 
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1019195 SUBJECT TO TEE A ' I T O R N E Y - C L ~  

I 

I Stipulation and Agreement 

' This Stipulation aad Agnemmt is entered into by sad between the undersigned parties 

to Docket No. 9SO98S-TP, addreeriag the erublirhmcw, on an interim bash, of 

364.i62, Florida Statuter; Docket No. 950696.TP. addmdng the erublishmart of an interim 

universal servieelcartia of last reson rbcovc~y mecbaum ' purrpant to Section 364,025, Florida 

Statu-; Docket No. 950737-TP, rddnssing 8 temporay lclcphmc munberportrrbilitlv rolution, 

e.g..'Rcmote Call Forwarding pursuaut to Section 364.16(4), Florida Staaaes; rad D o k t  No. 

9509,84-Tp, addressing unburdling and rude of Id cxchmge tclefommunicatim company 
1 

network features, functions and capabilities pummt Io W o n  361.161, Rorlda Statutes. 
I 

It is thc undcrrigrsd porties' intention and yndmtmd in0 Rg€eemm that this 

comprehemivc Silpulubnrad Agteemcm will establish them pricer. tamr, c w d i t i ~ ~  and 

mcct;mims necuray to ~ ~ l t u e  the innaduction ~d d~vclopmcat of -e 

competition, an requind by the above-referenced S ~ O M  of Plorida Chapter h w  9543, and 
will dlapose of all ouutasliq itruer in the 8foresncntioncd dockets. Thia Stiplrdoa and 

A&mmt also acts forth tho undetsigntd partks' rgrrannu with respect to other matten which 

dak to the Petition fded by Teleport Commullicrtionr Gmp.  Inc. ('I'm) in Docket No. 

950985-v. 

! 
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PRIVlLEGED AND CONFIDENTUL 

PRIVILEGE AND WORK PRODUCT 7 cTRIN& SUBJECT TO THE ATTORNEY- 

I 
I 

The undersigned panics agree that the issuer sd&esKd in the aforementioned 

proccedinga,.which have been framed in response to tbe requirements of tbe sbove-nfemccd 

sectiom of Florida Chapter h w  95403, shall be resolved u follows: 

I 

A. Local LnturonntEtIon - Docket No. 950985-TP 

Section 364.162, Florida Statutes, provides thnt an ALEC shall have until August 31, 

1995. or rixty (60) day8. to negotiate with the LEc mutrully aceptabk pricw, terms and 

condilfoas of interconnoction and for the resale of d and facilities. Thc statute also 

providu that if the parties are not able to negotiate a prlcc by AuguM 31.1995. ar within sixty 

days, either party may petition the Commission to wtablii nondiscriminatoy raw, terms and 

conditione of in !crwdon  Md for the resals of smric# and faccilith. Whether set by 

negotiation or by the Comhion, interconnection and IC& @ea. ratm, tcmyl md condftions 

shall be filed with the Commirrion before their dkctive drtt. 

Thc partica were unable to negotiate muhlllly meptable prices, turns and condition8 of 

hqomcction by August 31, 1995, or within 6hty days, amJ ow parry. Teleport 

Communications Group ("TCW). hu filed a petition with the Commiuionto cst&Ush the rates, 

t e a  a d  conditions for intemnnectlon l ~ d  tht e-o of t n f f i c  ~ k .  A* 

2 
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I PRIYILEGEDANDCONFIDENTIAL 

PRIVILEGE AND WORK PRODUCT 
, 10/9/95 SUBJECT TO THE ATI'ORNEY-CtEppL: 

firthtr negotfadom, however, the undenigncdputies now a p e  to the following 

terms and conditions for krconnection and the exchange of tnff~: 

prices, 
I 

: 1. 
! 

I 

! 

i 
! 

! 

I 
! 

I 

i 

1 

Local interconnection i6 defind u tbc delivery of local tracTc to bc tcxmirrptcd 

on uch company's local network The dtllvery of local ahall be reciprccal 

and compensltion will be mutunl. Each ALEC will pay BellSouth. and vice 

vcna, unless it ia mutually igned that thc ' t i v e ~ s s s o c i a t e d w i ~  

local ioterconudon M greater than the net monied exchanged, in whfch case the 

partics d l l  exchange local traffic on an in-kind basis; foregoing compensation in 

the form of cash or a wh equivaht. In tho ab- of an in-kind tmXi 

exchange. the pardea will cornpeasate each othlr putsuatll to BellSouth's Intrastate 

switched network accw rate elcmmtr. fk Attachm 

herein bv re- For purposa of charging for I& Wnxmnuxi on. 

BellSouth will emplor its intrastate switched network ~CCCBI KNice m€% 

emitive race elunentr Q 

Carrier Corn- - on a per minute of use buis for terminating local 

uaffrc. Each undersigned ALEC will hw rates that uc 110 higher than thore 

charged by BellSoutb. 

3 

i 
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: 
! 10/9/95 
! 
I 

1 

; 2. 

! 

! 
! 

; 

I 
I 

; 

I 

i 
! 

I 

1 

I 

I 3.  

I 

: 

! 

! 

! 

I 

j 
j 
! 

! 
! 

j 

PRNUEGEDANDCONFIDENTIAL 
SUBJECT TO TEIE A'ITORNEY-CLIE;NT 
PRMLF,GE AND WORK PRODUCT DOCTRINE 

In order to mitigate the potential adverse impact on a local exchange provider 

- (Le.. BellSouth or an ALEC) which mi@ ocuu because of an imbalance of 

tcrminatillg local tlaffic between rbc local exchange pmlbcrs, and to reflea the 

fact that terminating co6ts as&atcd with peak period dunand, no locll 

exchange provider will be rquired to compensate the other local aichaoge 

provider for more than one-hundred-ten percent (110%) of the minutes of use of 

the local exchange provider with the lower minutea of use in the m e  moIlth. 

For example. if in a given month BellSouth has 10,ooO minutes of l a  trafac 

terminated on M ALEC'a local exchange network and the ALEC has 15.000 

minutes of local tnfflc terminated on BellSobth's local exchange network, Ihe 

ALEC would be nquirrd to compensate BellSouth for local intcrcomacction on 

the basis of 11,OOO teamhating mimttcS (10,OoOrnins. x 110% = 1l.OOOmius.). 

BellSouth will provide intuzncdiuy Eandrm switcbiq and tmspozt to connect the 

end WT of 811 ALU: to the eod wcr of another ALEC, a other than 

eervifc provider for @ purpose of Bellsouth, or wireleu telecoxmummm 

making a loal call. When BellSouth p r o v i b  thb intermediary function, it will 

bill I S.W per minute charge over md rbow its b d  intcrcorrasctioD charge 

that applies when a BellSouth end ufcr ir lnvolved. 

. .  
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I 
! 

i 5. 

! 

I 
I 

When BellSouth or an ALEC providcs intermedm fuactiom for qtwork access, 

’ Le., btnveen an IXC and an ALEC, the AteC and BellSouth will each provide 

their own network access mice elemen0 on a mcet-poiat bash. Each carrier 

will bill iu own network access service rate dunears to tho IXC. Fedcmaw 

will bU th midual interconnection BellSouth 

charge (‘RIC) to thc IXC when either D K W ~  the 

WaiQn. 
Whenever BcUSwth delivm tdfx to an m c  for termhtion on the ALEc’s 

network, if BellSouth cannot detexminn whctha the tra& will be local or toll 

because of the rrrmac~ in which the ALEC 1w1 NNX coda, BellSouth wiIl not 

compc~ate the ALEC for Id intesconncction bu~ will, instead, charge the 

ALEC originating invrrnate network a- 8crvics charger uplsss the ALEC can 

provide BellSouth with wfticiant informarion to mako a determination a8 lo 

whethsr the trflic ir local or toll. Provided. however, thrt the ALEC b acceBII 

to a sufficient quantity of numbering wurcw. 

then the s w  

proviswns S h r l l d ~  

I 
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6. BellSouth hrs proposcd an interim universd servicelcrrrier of lirt mort 

! 

* mechanism In testimony and exhibits submitted by A.J. Vaxncr and P.F. Manin, 

dated Augua 14,1995, in Docker No. 950696-W. The adoption of Altemtivc 

1, as dedcribed ia the testimony and exhibits, would allow BellSouth to eliminate 

the CMier cornon line and tesidurl Intcrconnecthntc elemenu from intrastate 

swiahcd access ratcs (and intcntw if tlx same p h  were adopted by the FCC 

for FIorida).' The rates for local intemmcction and terminating switched 

pc$mdr 11cccs6 associated with intrastate toll crlt (md interate, if adopted by 

the FCC) d d  be identical and the undersigned p u t k  could temrinate ?.u 

pk&Q+mm I t  the same rata D o t w i t h s p  

w. HoWev~, if &llSOUth'6 propod AlmUiVe 1 is not adopted by the 

Commission and the intra:tnte aminating ,witched m w  nw m s c q u e d y  

differ from the local iatercoMection ntes, the parties ncopnlze chat tha loul 

i n t e r c o d o n  arrangements signed to hmin my not k 8ppmp;h and ~ L T  

a md void. in that e m  ?be parricS will begin to negotiate differem local 

a Even wlu the  elimination of the CCL -to fw 

b e4 
the  lintraetate uwitched n etwork a c c e a  

rrn switch 
mtwork acceae ratea. 
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EXHIBIT TTD-2 

I, Timothy T. Devine, do liereby swear as follows: 

At approximately 4:15 p.m. on Monday, October 30, 1995 I received a voice mail 
message from Rob& C. Scheye, Senior Director, BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. which 
stated as follows: 

Tim, this is Bob Scheyc from BellSouth returning your call. If you want to 
makc an alternate proposal for Florida, I'd cenainly be willing to talk to you 
about it. Obviously, you h o w  we're not going to be willing to agree to ~ 

something that deviates a huge amount from bt, but I don't know that we 
have to foreclose discussions. That agreement is predicated upon ihe universal 
service fund plan. if for some reason that plan doesn't go into effect, we're 
going to have to reconsider anyhow because that's the way it's written, $0 i f  
you've got an altcmaie proposal that you'd like to put in the hopper that's at 
lean in linc with that thing to some degree, I think wc ought to talk about it. I 
don't have any problem discussing it, so give me a call at your convenience at 
420-8237. 

Based on this voice mail, and conversations I have had with Mr. Scheyc, it is my 
understanding at this date that BellSouth will require that its mivenal service proposal be a 
part of any interconnection or unbundling agreemenl wth IvlFS-FL in Florida Docket 
95-0985-TP or Florida Docket 95-0984-TP. Because MFS-FL does not believe that the 
inclusion of universal service issues is appropriate in either of these dockets, I have come to 
the conclusion at this date that MFS-FL and BellSouth will not reach a negotiated settlement 
in either of these dockets. 

Dated: November 10, I995 

5zL-=-Ga  
Timothy T. Devine 
Senior Director, External and 

MFS Communications Conipany, Inc. 
Xegulatory Affairs 

149172.: 
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EXHIBIT TTD-3 

pescrbtion Dominant Local Exchange Company (“DLEC) and Competitive Local 
Exchange Company (“CLEC”) will provide CoGarrier Number Forwarding (‘CCNF”) 
arrangements to one another on a reciprocal bass. as an interim measure to emulate true 
local number portabillty. The arrangement shall operate as follows: 

- A customer of Carrier A elects to become a customer of Carrier B. The customer 
elects to utilize the original telephone number@) corresponding to the exchange 
service(s) H prevlously received from Carrier A. in conjunction with the achange 
service(s) it will now receive from Carrier B. Upon recelpt of a signed letter of 
agency from the customer assigning the number to Carrier B, Carrier A will 
implement an arrangement whereby all calls to the origlnal telephone number@) 
will be forwarded to a new telephone number(s) designated by Carrier 8. Carrier 
A will route the forwarded traffic to Carrier B. via the mutual traffic exchange 
arrangements, as i f  the call had originated from the original telephone number and 
terminated to the new telephone number. 

Carrier B will become the customer of record for the original Camor A telephone 
numbers subject to this arrangement. and will recehre a single consolidated master 
billing statement each month for all collect and 3rd-number billed calls associated 
with those numbers. with sub-account detail by retained number. Camer A will 
update its LlDB listings for retained numbers, and restrid or cancel calling cards 
associated with those forwarded numbers. as directed by Carrier B. 

CLEC and DLEC will deliver consolidated billing statements to one another in magnetic 
tape formats which are compatible with their rerpective systems in order to rebill their end 
users for collect. calling card and 3rd-number billed calls. Additionally, CLEC and DLEC 
will implement a pmcess to coordinate CCNF cutovers with Unbundled Link conversions 
(as described in Paragraph lE., above). CLEC and DLEC pledge to use their best efforts 
to ensure that CCNF arrangements will not be utilized In instances when a customer 
changes locations and would otherwise be unable to retain its number without subscribing 
to foreign exchange service. 

- 

ComDensation CLEC and DLEC shall provide this amngement to one another at no 
charge, except for authorized collect calling card and 3rd-number billed calls billed to the 
retained numbers. However. for all traffic forwarded by Carrier A to Carrier B via the 
method desuibed above, Carrier A will compensate Cam’er B as if the caller had directly 
dialed the new telephone number, as follows: (1) for CCNFed traffic from long dstsncb 
carrlen, Carrier A will pass through to Carrier B the full access revenues collected fmm 
interexchange carriers for such traffic; (2) for CCNF‘ed POTS traffic, Carrier A will 
compensate Camer B under the standard POTS reciprocal compensation plan which 
applies to mxlCCNFed traftk. Carrier A will be required to classify and include fowarded 
trefflc in its quarterly perkntage of use reports es POTS, intrastate non-POTS. or 
interstate non-POTS. 

toog 
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FLORIDA CO-CARRIER STIPULATION 
AND AGREEMENT 

EXHIBIT TTD-4 

The Parties, each of which currently provides or intends to provide Exchange 
Services over their own respective switching networks in the State of Florida, agree 
pursuant to this Stipulation and Agreamant to  extend certain arrangements to one 
another as described and according to the terms, conditions and pricing specified 
hereunder. The Parties enter into this agreement without prejudice to any positions 
they have taken previously, or may take in the future in any legislative, regulatory, or 
other public forum. 

1. - 
WHEREAS, universal connectivity between common carriers is the defining 

characteristic of the public switched telecommunications network in which all common 
carriers participate; and 

WHEREAS, absent such connectivity the utility of communications services to 
individual consumers and to society as a whole would be severely and unnecessarily 
diminished; and 

WHEREAS, encouraging fair, efficient and reasonable connectivity of networks 
has been identified as being in the public interest and as a guiding principle of U.S. 
telecommunications policy throughout this century'; and 

WHEREAS, the events of the last three decades have made it abundantly clear 
that competition in communications markets has been highly beneficial t o  consumers 
and society as a whole; and 

WHEREAS, it is now possible and eminently desirable to  extend the benefits of 
competition to  the local exchange services market; and 

WHEREAS, the most basic prerequisite for the mere introduction of local 
exchange competition is the establishment of certain arrangements between and 
among incumbent and entrant local exchange carriers: and 

WHEREAS, in order that the greatest possible benefits should accrue to 
consumers and society, such arrangements must: (1  ) allow the natural development 
of full, fair, efficient and effective local exchange competition: 12) allow each carrier 
to  recognize and respond to competitive market incentives to  configure robust, high 
quality, least-cost, efficient networks, to innovate, to optimize overall operations, to  
improve total customer service and customer responsiveness; and (3) ensure optimal 
inter-operability and service transparency to  all end users, regardless of the carrier from 
which the end user chooses to receive service: and 

Beginning at leas with the "Kingsbury Commitment of 1 @13", whemin the Bell System. 
in a bid to stave off anti-trust action, committed IO the United Stater Attorney General to, among other 
things. connecl ks networkP with those of independent telephone companies. 

1 
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FLORIDA CO-CARRIER STIPULATION 
AND AGREEMENT 

WHEREAS, in order for efficiency and fairness to  uphotd in these arrangements, 
it is essential that each incumbent and entrant local exchange carrier be allowed the 
greatest possible flexibility and discretion to develop its own basic business strategies 
-- especially with respect to  network design, technology and capital choice and 
deployment, management of operating. expenses, product offerings and product 
packaging -- and should take sole responsibility for, and bear all risks associated with 
its own strategies and decisions in these areas; and 

WHEREAS, no carrier should be in a position t o  shift any burdens arising from 
its own unilateral decisions and strategies in these areas onto its competitors, nor be 
able to confiscate from a competitor any benefits arising from that competitor's own 
unilateral decisions and strategies; and 

WHEREAS, in the service of maximum inter-operability, each incumbent and 
entrant local exchange carrier should be able to efficiently, flexibly, and robustly 
exchange traffic and signaling with every other carrier operating in the same area a t  
well-defined and standardized points of mutually agreed interconnection; 

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual provisions contained herein 
and other good and valuable consideration, the receipt end sufficiency of which are 
hereby acknowledged, ELEC and ILEC hereby covenant and agree as follows: 

II. I)EFIIYITIONS 

A. "Automatic Number Identification" or "ANI" refers to  the number 
transmitted through the network identifying the calling party. 

"Central Office Switch", "Central Office" or 'TO" means a switching 
entity within the public switched telecommunications network, including 
but not limited to: 

B. 

"End Office Switches" which are Class 5 switches from which end 
user Exchange Services are directly connected and offered. 

"Tandem Office Switches" which are Class 4 switches which are 
used t o  connect and switch trunk circuits between and among 
Central Office Switches. 

Central Office Switches may be employed as combination End 
Office/Tandern Office switches (combination Class 5Klass 4). 

C. "CLASS Features" (also called "Vertical Features") include: Automatic 
Call Back; Automatic Recall; Call Forwarding Busy LinelDon't Answer; 
Call Forwarding Don't Answer; Call Forwarding Variable; Call Forwarding 
- Busy Line; Call Trace: Call Waiting; Cell Number Delivery Blocking Per 



Call; Calling Number Blacking Per Line; Cancel Call Waiting; Distinctive 
Ringing/Call Waiting; Incoming Call Line Identification Delivery; Selective 
Call Forward; Selective Cell Rejection; Speed Calling; and Three Way 
Calling/Call Transfer. 

D. 

E. 

F. 

G.  

H. 

1. 

J. 

K. 

L. 

.... M . 

N. 

To-Location" or "Co-Location Arrangement' is an interconnection 
architecture method in which one carrier extends network transmission 
facilities to a wire csnterlaggregation point in the network of a second 
carrier, whereby the first colrriar's facilities are terminated into equipment 
installed and maintained in that wire center by or on the behalf of the 
first carrier for the primary purpose of interconnecting the first carrier's 
facilities t o  the facilities of the second carrier. 

"Commission" means the Florida Public Service Commission (PSC). 

"Common Channel Signaling" or "CCS" means a method of digitally 
transmitting call set-up and network control data over a special network 
fully separate from the public switched network that  carries the actual 
call. 

"Cross Connection" means an intra-wire center channel connecting 
separate pieces of telecommunications equipment including equipment 
between separate co-location facilities. 

"DID" means direct inward diallng. 

"DS-I " is a digital signal rate of 1.544 Mbps (Mega Bit Per Second). 

"DS-3" is a digital signal rate of 44.736 Mbps. 

"DSX panel" is a cross-connect bay/panel used for the termlnatlon of  
equipment and facilities operating at digital rates. 

"Electronic File Transfer" refers to  any system/process which utilizes an 
electronic format and protocol to sendheceive data files. 

"Entrant Local Exchange Carrier" or "ELEC" means a LEC which is not the 
current or former Incumbent Local Exchange Carrier in any geographic 
area. 

"Exchange Message Record" or "EMR" is the standard used for exchange 
of te le~~rnrnunicat ion~ message information among Local Exchange 
Carriers for billable, non-billable, sample, settlement and study data. 
EMR format is contained in BR-07 0-200-010 CRlS Exchange Message 
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FLORIDA CO-CARRIER STIPULATION 
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Record, a Bellcore document which defines industry standards for 
exchange message records. 

0. "Exchange Service" refers to all basic access line, PBX trunk, 
Centrex/ESSX-like services, ISON services, or any other services offered 
to  end users which provide end users wlth a telephonic connection to, 
and a unique telephone number address on, the public switched 
telecommunications network, and which enable such end users to  place 
or receive calls to all other stations on the public switched 
telecommunications network. 

"Incumbent Local Exchange Carrier" or "ILEC" means a LEC which is 
currently or was previously the exclusive LEC in a given geographic area. 

"Interconnection" means the connection of separate pieces of equipment, 
transmission facilities, etc., within, between or among networks. The 
archltecture of interconnection may include several methods including, 
but not limited t o  co-location arrangements and mid-fiber meet 
arrangements. 

P. 

Q. 

R. "lnterexchange Carrier" or "IXC" means a provider of stand-alone 
interexchange telecommunications services. 

"Interim Number Portability" or "INP" means the transparent delivery of 
Local Telephone Number Portability ("LTNP") capabilities, from a 
customer standpoint in terms of call completion, and from a carrier 
standpoint In terms of compensation, through the use of existing and 
available call routing, forwarding, and addressing capabilities. 

"ISDN" means integrated Services Digital Network a switched network 
service providing end-to-end digital connectivity for the simultaneous 
transmission of voice and data. Basic Rate Interface-ISDN (BRI-ISDN) 
provides for digital transmission of two 64 Kbps bearer channels and one 
16 Kbps data channel (2B+Dl. Primary Hate Interface-ISDN (PRI-ISDN) 
provides for digital transmission of twenty-three (23) 64 Kbps bearer 
channels and one 16 Kbps data channel (23 B +D). 

S. 

T .  

U. "Line Side" refers to  an end office switch connection that has been 
programmed to treat the circuit as a local line connected to  a ordinary 
telephone station set. Line side connections offer only those 
transmission and signaling features appropriate for a connection between 
an end office and an ordinary telephone station set. 

v. "Link Element" or "Link" is a component of an Exchange Service; for 
purposes of general illustration, the "Link Element" is the trahnission 

Mvileged & ContXenW 1 118196 
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w. 

X. 

facility (or channel or group of channels on such faciiity) which extends 
from a Main Distribution Frame, DSX-panel, or functionally comparable 
piece of equipment in an ILEC end office wire center, t o  a demarcation 
or connector block in/st a customer's premises. Traditionally, links were 
provisioned as l-wire or rC-Wir% copper pairs running from the end office 
distribution frame to the customer premise; however, a link may be 
provided via other media, including radio frequencies, as a channel on a 
high capacity fesderldistribution facility which may in turn be distributed 
from a node location to the customer premise via a copper or coax drop 
facility, etc. Links fall into the following categorim: 

" 2-wire analog voice grade links" will support analog transmission 
of 300-3000 Hr. repeat loop start or ground start seizure and 
disconnect in one direction (toward the end office switch), and 
repeat ringing in the other direction (toward the end user). This 
link is commonly used for local dial tone service. 

"2-wire ISDN digital grade links" will support digital transmission 
of t w o  64 Kbps bearer channels and one 16 Kbps data channel. 
This is a 26+D basic rate interface Integrated Services Digital 
Network (BRI-ISDN) type of loop which will meet national ISDN 
standards. 

"4-wire DS-1 digital grade links" will support full duplex 
transmission of isochronous serial data at 1.544 Mbps. This T- 
1 / O S 1  type of loop provides the equivalent of 24 voice grade/DSO 
channels. 

"Local Exchange Carrier" or "LEC" means any carrier that  provides 
facility-based Exchange Services utilizing a switch it owns or 
substantially controls in conjunction with unique central office codes 
assigned directly to that carrier. This includes both Incumbent Local 
Exchange Carriers ("ILEC") and Entrant Lacs1 Exchange Carriers ("ELEC"). 

"Local Telephone Number Portability" or "LTNP" means the technical 
ability to enable an end user customer to  utilize its telephone number in 
conjunction with any exchange service provided by any Local Exchange 
Carrier operating wlthin the geographic number plan area with which the 
customer's telephone number(s) is associated, regardless of whether the 
customer's Chosen Local Exchange Carrier is the carrier which originally 
assigned the number fo the customer, without penalty to either the 
customer or its chosen local exchange carrier. 

priw'ieged & Confidential 1 118196 
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FLORIDA CO-CARRIER STlPULATlON 
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"Main Distribution Frame" or "MDF" is the primaty point a t  which outside 
plant facilities terminate within a wire center, for interconnection to other 
telecommunications facilities within the wire center, 

"Meet-Point Billing" or "MPB" refers to  an arrangement whereby t w o  
LECs jointly provide the transport element of a switched access service 
to one of the LEC's end office switches, with each LEC receiving an 
appropriate share of the transport element revenues as defined by their 
effective access tariffs. 

"MECAB" refers to the Multiple Exchange Csrrler Access &Wng (MECAB) 
document prepared by the Billing Committee of the Ordering and Billing 
Forum (OBF), which functions under the auspices of the Carrier Liaison 
Committee (CLC) of the Alliance for Telecommunications Industry 
Solutions (ATIS). The MECAB document, published by Bellcore as 
Special Report SR-BDS-000983, contains the recommended guidelines 
for the billing of an access service provided by t w o  or more LECs, or by 
one LEC in t w o  or more states within a single LATA. 

"MECOD" refers t o  the Multjde Exchange Carriers Ordering and Design 
(MECOD) Guidelines for Access Services - Industry Support lnterfaca, a 
document developed by the OrderingiProvisioning Committee under the 
auspices of the Ordering and Billing Forum {OBFI, which functions under 
the auspices of the Carrier Liaison Committee (CLC) of the Alliance for 
Telecommunications Industry Solutions (ATIS). The MECOD document, 
published by Bellcore as Speclal Report SR STS-002643, establish 
methods for processing orders for access service which is to  be provided 
by t w o  or more LECs. 

"Mid-Fiber Meet" is an interconncctlon architecture method whereby two 
carriers meet at a fiber splice in a junction box. 

"NANP" means the "North American Numbering Plan", the system of 
telephone numbering employed in the United States, Canada, and the 
Caribbean countries which employ NPA 809. 

"Numbering Plan Area" or "NPA" is also sometimes referred to as an area 
code. This is the three digit indicator which is defined by the "A", "6". 
and "C" digits of each IO-digit telephone number within the North 
American Numbering Plan ("NANP"). Each NPA contains 800 possible 
NXX Codes. There are two general categories of NPA, "Geographic 
NPAs" and "Non-Qeographic NPAs". A "Geographic NPA" is associated 
with a defined geographic area, and all telsphona numbers hearing such 
NPA are associated with services provided within that geographic area. 
A "Nan-Geographic NPA", also known as a "Service Access Coda" or 
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"SAC Code" is typically associated with a specialized telecommunications 
service which may be provided across multiple geographic NPA areas; 
800, 900, 700, and 888 are examples of Non-Geographic NPAs. 

"NXX", "NXX Code", "Central Office Code" or "CO Code" is the three 
digit switch entity indicator which is defined by the "D", "E", and "F" 
digits of a 10-digit telephone number within the North American 
Numbering Plan ("NANP"). Each NXX Code contains 10,000 station 
numbers. Historically, entfre NXX code blocks have been assigned to  
specific individual local exchange end office switches. 

"On-Une Transfer" means the transferring of an incoming call t o  another 
telephone number without the call being disconnected. 

"Permanent Number Portability" or "PNP" means the use of a database 
solution to provide fully transparent LTNP for all customers and all 
providers without limitation. 

"Plain Old Telephone Service Traffic" or "POTS traffic" refers to  calls 
between two or more Exchange Service users, where both Exchange 
Services bear NPA-NXX designations associated with the same LATA or 
other authorized area 1e.g.. Extended Area Service Zones in adjacent 
LATAs). POTS traffic includes the traffic types that have been 
traditionally referred to as "local calling", as "extended area service 
(EAS)", and as "intraLATA toll". 

"Port Element" or "Port" is a component of an Exchange Service; for 
purposes of general illustration, the "Port" is a line card and associated 
peripheral equipment on an ILEC end office switch which serves as the 
hardware termination for the customer's exchange service on that switch 
and generates dial tone and provides the customer a pathway into the 
public switched telecommunications network. Each Port is typically 
associated with one [or more) telephone numbsr(s) which serves as the 
customer's network address. Port categories include: 

FF. 

GG. 

HH. 

II. 

JJ. 

"2-wire analog line port" is a line side switch connection employed 
to provide basic residential and business type Exchange Services. 

"2-wire ISDN digital line port" is a Basic Rate Interface (BRI) line 
side switch connection employed to  provide ISDN Exchange 
Services. 

"2-wire analog DID trunk port" is a direct inward dialing (DID) 
trunk side switch connection employed t o  provide incoming trunk 
type Exchange Services. 

PrWeged 81 Confidential 1 1/8/95 
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"&Wire DS-1 digital DID trunk port" is a direct inward dialing (DID) 
trunk side switch connection employed to  provide the equivalent 
of 24 analog incoming trunk type Exchange Services. 

"4-wire ISDN digital DS-1 trunk port" is a Primary Rate Interface 
IPRI) trunk side switch connection employed to provide the ISDN 
Exchange Services. 

KK. "Rate Center" means the specific geographic point and corresponding 
geographic area which have been identified by a given LEC as being 
associated with a particular NPA-NXX code which has been assigned to  
rhe LEC for its provision of Exchango Services. Tho "rate cantor point" 
is the finite geographic point identified by a specific V&H coordinate, 
which is used to measure distance-sensitive enduser traffic to/from 
Exchange Services bearing the particular NPA-NXX designation 
associated with the specific Rate Center. The "rate center area" is the 
exclusive geographic area which the LEC has identified as the area within 
which it will provide Exchange Services bar ing the particular NPA-NXX 
designation associated with the specific Rate Center. The Rate Center 
point must be located within the Rate Center area. 

"Rating Point", sometimes also referred to as "Routing Point" moans a 
location which a LEC has designated on its own network as the homing 
(routing) point for traffic inbound to Exchange Services provided by the 
LEC which bear o certain NPA-NXX designation. Pursuant to Bellcore 
Practice BR 795-100-100, the Rating Point may be an "End Office" 
location, ar a "LEC Consortium Point of Interconnection". Pursuant to 
that same Bellcore Practice, examples of the latter shall be designated by 
a, common language laeation identifier (CLLI) code with (x)KD in positions 
9, 10, 1 1, where (x) may be any alphanumeric A-Z or 0-9. The Rating 
PointlRouting Paint need not. be the same as the Rate Center Point, nor 
must it be located within the Rate Center Area. 

LL. 

MM. "Reference of Calls" refers to  a process in which calls are routad to an 
announcement which states the new telephone number of an end user. 

"Servica Control Point" or "SCP' is the node in the signaling network to  
which informational requests for service handling, such as routing, are 
directed and processed. The SCP is a real time database system that, 
based on a query from the SSP, parforms subscriber or application- 
specific service logic. and then sends instructions back to  the SSP on 
how to continue call processing. 

NN. 



.&xo',u* -L.d O U b b  . U J l  . i L L L , L . + ,  bD A 1  L U  e., L . 2 . d . l  

FLORIDA CO-CARRIER STIPULATION 
AND AGREEMENT 

00. "Signal Transfer Point' or "STP" performs a packet switching function 
that routes Signaling messages among SSPs, SCPs and other STPs in 
order to set up calls and to  query databases for advanced services. 

"Synchronous Optical Network' or "SONET" means ,.. 
"Switched Access Service" means the offering of facilities for the 
purpose of the origination or termination of non-POTS traffic to or from 
Exchange Services offered in a given area. Switched Access Services 
include: Feature Group A, Feature Group 8, Feature Group D, 800 
access, and 900 access. 

"Trunk Side" refers to a central office switch connection that is capable 
of, and has been programmed to treat the circuit as, connecting to 
another switching entity, for example a private branch exchange ("PBX) 
or another central office switch. Trunk side connections offer those 
transmission and signaling features appropriate for the connection of 
switching entities, and can not be used for the direct connection of 
ordinary telephone station sets. 

PP. 

QQ. 

RR. 

SS. "Wire Center" means a building or space within a building which serves 
as an aggregation point on a given carrier's network, where transmission 
facilities and circuits are connected or switched. 

111. QEFAULT N-K INTFRCONNECtlQN ARCHlTFCTURE 

LECs shall interconnect their networks as necessary to effect the Co-Carrier 
Arrangements identified in Parts V., VI., VI!., and IX. Any two or more LECs 
shall be free to employ whatever network interconnection architecture and at  
whatever points as the may mutually agree, provided that each LEC makes 
available the same arrangements to each other LEC operating within the same 
areas. Notwithstanding any mutual agreements which may be established 
between carriers regarding the architecture of network interconnection 
arrangements they may voluntarily establish between their networks, each LEC 
shall, upon request by any other LEC, minimally make available to  that LEC 
interconnection arrangements conforming to  the default network Interconnection 
architecture defined below: 

A. In each LATA within which at least one ELEC provides Exchange Service, 
the ILEC wire center housing the ILEC tandem switch with the greatest 
traffic volume in the LATA shall be designated as the Default Network 
Interconnection Point ("D-NIP"). The 0-NIP shall be the point at which 
all LECs providing Exchange Services within the LATA shall have the right 
to  interconnect t o  all other LECs providing Exchange Services within the 
LATA. 

Riklleged & Confidenthl I I 18/98 
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6. Where an ELEC and an ILEC interconnect at a D-NIP, ELEC shall have the 
right to specify any of the following interconnection methods: 

1. a mid-fiber meet a t  the D-NIP, or in a manhole or other appropriate 
junction point near to  or just outside the D-NIP; 

2. a digital cross-connection hand-off, DSX panel to  DSX panel, 
where both the ELEC and the ILEC maintain such facilities at the 
D-NIP: 

3. e co-location facility maintained by ELEC, or by a 3rd-party with 
whom ELEC has contracted for such purposes, at an ILEC wire 
center, where such wire center has been designated as the D-NIP 
or 

4. a co-location facility maintained by ILEC, or by a 3rd-party with 
whom ILEC has contracted for such purposes, at an ELEC wire 
center, where such wire center has been designated as the D-NIP. 

In extending network interconnection facilities to  the D-NIP, ELEC shall 
have the right to  extend its own facilities or t o  lease dark fiber facilities 
or digital transport facilities from ILEC or from any 3rd-party, subject to  
the following terms: 

1 .  

C. 

Such leased facilities shall extend from any point designated by 
ELEC on its own network (including a co-location facility 
maintained by ELEC at an ILEC wire center) to the D-NIP or 
associated manhole or other appropriate junction point. 

2. Where ELEC ieasea such facilities from ILEC, ELEC shall have the 
right t o  lease under the most favorable tariff or contract terms 
ILEC offers. 

D. Where an interconnection occurs via a co-location facility, no incremental 
cross-connection charges shall apply for the circuits required by this 
agreement. 

E. Upon reasonable notice, ELEC may change from one of the 
interconnection methods specified above, to  one of the other methods 
specified above, with no penalty, conversion, or rollover charges. 

IV. URCF ARRAN- 

A. Nothing in this agreement shall be construed to in any manner limit or 
otherwise adversely impact any LEC's right to employ or t o  request and 

Mvileged & CodXential 1 1/8/86 
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be assigned any NANP number resources including, but not limited to, 
central office (NXXI codes pursuant to the Central Office Code 
Assignment Guidelines'. 

As contemplated by the Central Office Code Assignment Guidelines, each 
LEC shall designate withrn the geographic NPA with which each of its 
assigned NXX codes is essociated, a Rate Center area within which it 
intends to  offer Exchange Services bearing that NPA-NXX designation, 
and a Rate Center point to serve as the measurement point for distance- 
sensitive traffic to/from the Exchange Services bearing that NPA-NXX 
designation. 

Each LEC will also designate a Rating Point for each assigned NXX code. 
A LEC may designate one location within each Rate Center as the Rating 
Point for the NPA-NMs associated with that Rate Center; alternatively, 
the LEC may designate a single location within one Rate Center to serve 
as the Rating Point for all the NPA-NXXs associated with that Rate 
Center and with one or more other Rats Centers served by the LEC within 
the same LATA. 

B. 

C. 

D. To the extent any ILEC serves as Central Office Code Administrator for 
a given region, the ILEC will support all other LEC requests related to 
central office INXX) code administration and assignments in an effective 
and timely manner. 

E. All LECa will comply with code administration requirements as prescribed 
by the Federal Communications Commission. the Public Service 
Commission, and accepted industry guidelines. 

It shall be the responsibility of each LEC to program and update its own 
switches and network systems to recognize and route traffic to each 
other LEC's assigned NXX codes at all times. No LEC shall impose any 
fees or charges whatsoever on any other LEC for such activities. 

F. 

V. MFFT-POINT 6lL- 

A. 

1. Each ELEC may at its sole option and discretion establish meet- 
point billing arrangements with an ILEC in order to provide 
Switched Access Services to third parties via an ILEC access 
tandem switch, in accordance with the Meet-Point Billing 

Last published by the Industry Numbering Committee {"INC") as INC 95-0407.008. 2 
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guidelines adopted by, and contained in the Ordering and Billing 
Forum's MECAB and MECOD documents, except as modified 
herein. 

Except in instances of capacity limitations, ILEC shall permit and 
enable ELEC to subtend the ILEC access tandem switch(es) 
nearest to  the ELEC Rating Pointls) associated with the NPA- 
NXX(s) to/from which the Switched Access Services are homed. 
In instances of capacity limitation at a given access tandem 
switch,.ELEC shall be allowed to  sub-tend the next-nearest ILEC 
access tandem switch in which sufficient capacity is available. 

2.  

3. Except in those instances where ELEC and ILEC have negotiated 
mutually-agreeable alternative network interconnection 
arrangements, interconnection for the meet-point arrangement 
shall occur at the D-NIP. 

Common channel signalling ("CCS") shall be utilized in conjunction 
with meet-point billing arrangements lo the extent such signaling 
is resident in the ILEC access tandem switch. 

4. 

5.  ELEC and ILEC will use thsir bast reasonable efforts, individually 
and collectively, t o  maintain provisions in their respective federal 
and state access tariffs, and/or provisions within the National 
Exchange Carrier Association ("NECA") Tariff No. 4, or any 
successor tariff, sufficient to reflect this meet-point billing 
arrangement, including meet-point billing percentages. 

As detailed in the MECAB document, ELEC and ILEC will in a 
timely fashion exchange all information necessary to accurately, 
reliably and promptly bill third parties for Switched Access 
Services traffic jointly handled by ELEC and ILEC via the meet- 
point arrangement.' Information shall be exchanged In Electronic 
Message Record ("EMR") format, on magnetic tape or via a 
mutually acceptable electronic file transfer protocol. 

ELEC end ILEC shall employ the calendar month billing period for 
meet-point billing, and shall provide each other, at no charge, the 
Usage Data. 

6 .  

7 .  

Including. as ncwsaary. call detail records, InterStatet~ntrasfatelinfralATA percent of 
use factors, carrier name and billing addrass, carrier identification codes, serving wire center 
dwignation, e%. essoclated wifh such switched acceas traffic. 

3 
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1. 

2. 

3. 

At ELEC’s option, billing to 3rd-parties4 for the Switched Access 
Servicss jointly provided by ELEC and ILEC via the meet-point 
arrangement shall be according to  the single-billlsingle tariff 
method, single-bill/mu!tiple-tariff method, multiple-bill/single-tariff 
method, or multiple-blVmultiple-tariff method. 

Switched Access charges t o  3rd-parties shall be calculated utilizing 
the rates spscified in ELEC’s and ILEC’s respective federal and 
state access tariffs, in conjunction with the appropriate meet-point 
billing factors specified for each meet-point arrengoment either in 
those tariffs or in the NECA No. 4 tariff. 

ELEC shall be entitled t o  the balance of the switched access 
charge revenues associated with the jointly handled switched 
access traffic, less the amount of transport element charge 
revenues6 to  which ILEC is sntitled pursuant to  the above- 
referenced tariff provisions. 

4. Where ELEC specifies one of the singlebill methods, ILEC shall bill 
and collect from 3rd parties, promptly remitting to  ELEC the total 
collectmi switched access charge revenues associated with the 
jointly-handled swltched access traffic, less only the amount of 
transporr element charge revenues to which ILEC is otherwise 
entitled. 

5. MPB will apply for all traffic bearing the 800, 888, or any other 
non-geographic NPA which may be likewlse designated for such 
traffic in the future, where the responsible party is an IXC. In 
those situations where the responsible party for such traffic is a 
LEC, full switched access rates will apply. 

VI. BFCIPROCAL TRAFFIC E X C H A W  ARRAN- 

A. 

LECs shall reciprocally terminate POTS calls originating on each others’ 
networks. Except in those instances where two for more) LECs have 

Including any furure ILEC reparate interexchenge subsidiaries. d 

. For purposes of clarification, this does not include the interconnection charge, which 
is IO be remitted to the and office provider, which in this ease would be ELEC. 

privileged & Conffdendal 1 118195 
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negotiated mutually-agreeable alternative network interconnection 
arrangements, reciprocal traffic exchange shall occur as follows: 

I .  

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

LECs shall make available to eech other interconnection facilities 
for the reciprocal exchange of. POTS traffic at the D-NIP. The 
POTS reciprocal traffic exchange facilities established between any 
t w o  LECs shell be configured as t w o  separate trunk Qroups, 
whereby the first LEC shall utilize the first trunk group to terminate 
traffic to  the second LEC, end the second LEC shall utilize the 
second trunk group to terminate traffic t o  the first LEC. 

The connections between the interconnection trunk groups shall 
be made at a OS-1 or multiple DS-1 level (including SONET) and 
shall be jointly-engineered to  an objective P.01 grade of service. 

Initial connections shall be made at an aggregate network level per 
DNIP, such that a single trunk group shall be established in each 
direction between the t w o  LEC networks, unless otherwise agreed 
t o  by the two LECs. 

In those instances where the total traffic in either direction 
between the networks of t w o  LECs (other than the ILEC with the 
greatest traffic in the LATA) is less than 2,000,000 per month for 
a sustained period of six (6) months, the ILEC which carries the 
greatest amount of traffic within the LATA shall allow those two 
LECs to  route traffic between their respective networks via the 
aggregate traffic exchange trunk groups each LEC maintains with 
the ILEC for the exchangs of traffic with the’ ILEC. In such 
instances, ILEC shall route traffic between the two LECs as if the 
originating LEC network was a single switching entity within the 
ILEC’s own network.. 

Whenever the total traffic in either direction between discrete 
$witching entities in t w o  separate LEC networks exceeds 
2,000,000, per month for a sustained period of three (3) months, 
disaggregated traffic exchange trunk group paths shall be 
established between those two switching entities at the option of 
either LEC. The interconnection architecture shall be the same as 
tha t  which pertained for the aggregated connections. 

Each party shall deliver to  each other party POTS traffic at the D- 
NIP associated with the LATA in which the POTS trafttc occurs. 

LECs will provide Common Channel Signalling (CCS) to  one 
another, where and as available, In conjunction with all traffic 
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7. 

exchanged at the D-NIP. LECs will cooperate on the exchange of 
Transactional Capabilities Application Part [TCAP) messages to 
facilitate full interoperability of CCS-based features between their 
respective networks, including ail CLASS features and functions. 
All CCS signalling parameters will be provided including automatic 
number identification (ANI), originating line information (OLI) 
calling party category, charge number, etc. All privacy indicators 
will be honored. Network signalling information such as Carrier 
Identification Parameter (CCS platform) and CIC/OZZ information 
(non-CCS environment) will be provided wherever such information 
is needed for call routing or billing. For traffic for which CCS is 
not available, in-band multi-frequency (MF), wink start, E&M 
channel-associated signalling with ANI will be forwarded. 

LECs shall establish company-wide CCS interconnections STP-to- 
STP. Such interconnections shall be made at the D-NIP, as 
necessary. 

8.  Where any two LECs exchange traffic at the D-NIP, one LEC may 
request, and the second LEC shalt provide within 60 days of 
receiving such request, e separated trunk group from the D-NIP to 
a specific end office or tandem switching entity in the network of 
the second LEC, in that the first LEC may utilize such separated 
trunk group in order to both terminate POTS traffic to points 
subtending that specific switch, and terminate and originate to 
such points non-POTS which ww ld  otherwise be terminated or 
originated to such switch via Feature Group ("FGD") Switched 
Access Services which the first LEC would otherwise purchase 
from the second LEC. All POTS traffic carried over such trunk 
group shall be subject solely to the compensation arrangements 
specified below for POTS traffic. All non-POTS traffic carried over 
such trunk group shall be subject solely to the applicable tariffed 
FGD Switched Access charges which would otherwise apply to 
such traffic, as described below. 

1. A POTS call handed-off a t  the D-NIP corresponding to  the LATA 
in which the call occurs, shall be exchanged on an In-kind basis, 
with no charges, including CCS charges, applying in either 
direction. 

2. A POTS call which is routed between two LECs via the aggregate 
traffic exchange trunk groups which each LEC maintains between 
its own network and the network of the largest ILEC operating in 
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the LATA, shall be exchanged on an in-kind basis, with no charges 
applying in either direction between the two LECs at either end of 
the call. However, the LEC on whose network the call originated 
shall pay the ILEC the lesser of : ( I )  ILEC's interstate Switched 
Access Service per minute tandem switching rate element; (2) 
ILEC's intrastate Switched Access Service per minute tendem 
switching rata element; or (3) a per minute rate of  $0.002. 
Should non-POTS traffic be exchanged over such arrangements, 
in either direction, such traffic will be subject to the standard 
meet-point billing compensation and procedures which would 
otherwise apply. 

FGD charges for non-POTS traffic carried together with POTS 
traffic over a separated trunk group shall be calculated as follows: 

3. 

a. FGD charges for non-POTS traffic shall be applied as if the 
D-NIP is the sewing wire center for the FGD service. 

Non-POTS traffic which would otherwise be subject to 
originating FGD charges will be rated and billed according to 
procedures which otherwise apply for the rating and billing 
of originating FGD traffic. 

b. 

c. Non-POTS traffic which would otherwise be subject to 
terminating FGD charges will be rated and billed according 
to the procedures which otherwise apply for the rating and 
billing of terminating FGD traffic, with the following 
modifications: 

(1) The initial written request for separated trunk groups 
to a specific switching entity shall include percentage 
of use factors for POTS traffic, intrastate non-POTS 
traffic, and interstate non-POTS traffic (the sum of 
which should equal 100%) the requesting (first) LEC 
expects to terminate over the separated trunk group. 

(2) The initial estimated percentages shall be employed 
by the second LEC to rate and bill all traffic 
terminated over the separated trunk group, beginning 
on the date on which non-POTS traffic is initially 
terminated over over such trunk group, up to  and 
including the last day of the calendar quarter 
following the quarter In which such terminations 
were initiated. 
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(3) Beginning with the calendar quarter immedietely 
following the calendar quarter in which termination of 
non-POTS traffic was initiated, the first LEC shall by 
the 45th day of each new calendar quarter provide to 
the second LEC the actual terminating traffic 
percentages from the immediately preceding calendar 
quarter shall be provided for application in the nen 
following calendar quarter. The second LEC shall 
utilize these percentages in calculatlng the 
terminating traffic exchange charges, terminating 
intrastate FGD charges, and terminating Interstate 
FGD charges due from the first LEC. 

VII. SHARED NET= PI ATFOR- 

A. -tion Ww- in an ILFC W ire Center 

1. DescriDtion 

ILEC will enable any t w o  ELECs to directly interconnect their 
respective networks, where both ELECs maintain co-location 
facilities at the same ILEC wire center, by effecting a cross- 
connection between thoee co-location f acilities, as jointly directed 
by the two ELECs. 

2.  

For cross-connections between two ELEC co-location facilities in 
the same ILEC wire center, ILEC will charge each ELEC one-half 
the standard tariffed special access cross-connect rate. 

1. D e s c r w  

a. ELEC will interconnect to  the ILEC 9-1 -1 /E-9-1-1 selective 
routed91 1 tandems which serve the areas in which ELEC 
provides exchange services, for the provision of 9-1 -1IE9-1- 
1 services and for access to all sub-tending Public Safety 
Answering Points (“PSAP”). ILEC will provide ELEC with 
the appropriate CLLl codes and specifications of the tandem 
serving area. 

Wvthged & Confideniial 11/8/95 
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b. Except in those instances where ELEC and ILEC have 
negotiated mutually-agreeable alternative network 
interconnection arrangements, interconnection shall be 
made at the 0-NIP. 

c. ILEC and ELEC will arrange for the automated input and 
daily updating of 9-1 -1 /E-9-1 -1 database information related 
to ELEC end users. ILEC will provide ELEC with the Master 
Street Address Quide (MSAG) so that ELEC can ensure the 
accuracy of the data transfer. Additionally, ILEC shell 
provide to ELEC the ten-digit POTS number for each PSAP 
that sub-tends each ILEC selective routerl9-1-1 tandem to 
which ELEC is interconnected. 

d. ILEC will use its best efforts to  facilitate the prompt, robust, 
reliable and efficient interconnection of ELEC systems to the 
9- 1 - 1 /E-9- 1 - 1 plafor ms. 

2. 

No charges shall apply for the provision of 91 1 /E9 l  1 
services between ILECs and ELECs. 

C. lnforma 

1. 

a. Except in those instances where ELEC and ILEC have 
negotiated mutually-agreeable alternative network 
interconnection arrangements, ELEC shall deliver 
information services traffic originated over ELEC's Exchange 
Services to  information services provided over ILEC's 
information services platform 978) over the reciprocal 
traffic exchange trunk groups interconnected at the D-NIP 
designated by the ILEC for receipt of such traffic. 

b. ILEC will at ELEC's option provide a direct real-time 
electronic feed or 8 daily or monthly magnetic tape in a 
mutually-specified format, listing the appropriate billing 
listing end effective daily rate for each information service 
by telephone number. 

To the extent ELEC determines to provide a competitive 
information services platform, ILEC will cooperate wlth 
ELEC to  develop a UTA-wide NXX code(8) which ELEC 

c. 
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may use in conjunction with such platform. Additionally, 
ILEC shall route calls to such platform and ELEC will provide 
billing llstlngldaily rate information on terms reciprocal to 
those specified above. 

a. ELEC will bill and collect from its end users the specific end 
user calling rate6 ILEC bills i ts  own end users for such 
services, unless ELEC obtains tariff approval from the Public 
Service Commission {"PSC") specifically permitting ELEC to 
charge its end users a rate different than the rate set forth 
in ILEC's tariff for such services. 

b. ELEC will remit the full specified charges for such traffic 
each month to  ILEC, less 80.05 per minute, and less 
uncollectiblss. 

In the event ELEC provides an information service platform, 
ILEC shall bill its end users and remit funds to  ELEC on 
terms reciprocal to  those specified above. 

c. 

istribution D. and D i w t o r v  D . .  

1. 

The directory listings and distribution terms end rate specified in 
This section shall apply to listings of ELEC customer numbers 
falling within NXX codes directly assigned to  ELEC, and to listings 
of ELEC customer telephone numbers which are retained by ELEC 
pursuant to  Local Telephone Number Portability Arrangements 
described below. 

a. ILEC will include ELEC's customers' telephone numbers in 
its "White Pages" end "Yellow Pages" directory listings and 
directory assistance databases associated with the areas in 
which ELEC provides services to such customers, and will 
distribute such directories to such customers, in the 
identical and transparent manner in which it provides those 
functions for its own customers' telephone numbers. 

ELEC will provide ILEC with its directory listings and daily 
updates to those listlngs in in an industry-accepted format; 
ILEC will provide ELEC a magnetic tape or computer disk 
containing the proper format. 

b. 
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c. ELEC and ILEC will accord ELEC' directory listing 
information the same level of confidentiality which ILEC 
accords its own directory listing information, and ILEC shali 
ensure that access to ELEC's customer proprietary 
confidential directory information will be limited solely to  
those ILEC employees who are dlrectly involved in the 
preparation of listings. 

2.  

a. ILEC shall remit t o  ELEC a royalty payment for sales of any 
bulk directory lists to third parties, whara such lists include 
ELEC customer listings. 

Such royalty payments shall be in proportion to the number 
of ELEC listings to  ILEC listings contained in the list 
purchased by the third party, less 10% which ILEC may 
retain as sales commission. 

b. 

E. torv &&am@ (D& 

PescnatlPtl 
. .  1. 

At ELEC' request, ILEC will: 

a. provide to  ELEC operators or to an ELEC-designated 
operator bureau on-line access to ILEC's directory 
assistance database, where such access is identical to the 
type of access iLEC's own directory assistance operators 
utilize in order t o  provide directory assistance services to 
ILEC end users; 

b. provide t o  ELEC unbranded directory assistance service 
ELEC which is comparable in every way to the directory 
assistance service ILEC makes available to its own end 
users; 

provide to  ELEC directory assistance service under ELEC's 
brand which is comparable in every way to  the directory 
assistance service ILEC makes available t o  its own end 
users; 

c. 

d. allow ELEC or an ELEC-designated operator bureau to  
license ILEC's directory assistance database for use in 
providing competitive directory assistance services: and/or 

milaged & ConMellthI 1 1/8/95 
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e. in conjunction with VII.E.l .b. or VII.E.l .c., above, provide 
caller-optional directory assistance call completion service 
which is comparabla in every way to the directory 
assistance call completion service ILEC makes available t o  
its own end users. 

2. 42 tiQ@ 

ILEC will charge ELEC Long Run Incremental Cost (LRIC)--based 
rates for the following functionality: 

a. 

b. 

c. 

d. 

e. 

50.0- per directory assistance database query. 

$0.0 - per unbranded directory assistance call. 

$0.0 - per branded directory assistance call. 

8- for licensing of each directory assistance database. 

$0.0- per use of caller-optional directory assistance call 
completion. (ILEC will provide calling and billing detail to 
ELEC in an acceptable format t o  ELEC for customer billlng. 

F. Yellow P 

ILEC will work cooperatively with ELEC to ensure that Yellow Page 
advertisements purchased by customers who switch their service to 
ELEC (including customers utilizing ELEC-assigned telephone numbers and 
ELEC customers utilizing co-carrier number forwarding) are maintained 
without interruption. ILEC will allow ELEC customers to purchase new 
yellow pages advertisements without discrimination, a t  non- 
discriminatory rates, terms and conditions. ILEC and ELEC will implement 
a commission program whereby ELEC may, at ELEC's sole discretion, act 
as a sales, billing and collection agent for Yellow Pages advertisements 
purchased by ELEC's exchange service customers. 

G. Transfer of ts 

When an end user customer changes from ILEC to ELEC, or from ELEC 
t o  ILEC, and does not retain its original telephone number, the party 
formerly providing service to the end user will provide a transfer of 
sarvica announcement on the abandoned telephone number. This 
announcement will provide details on the new number to  be. dialed t o  
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reach this customer. These arrangements will be provided reciprocally, 
free of charge to  either the other carrier or the end user customer, 

H. Goordin- 

ELEC and ILEC will employ the following procedures for handling 
misdirected repair calls: 

1. ELEC and ILEC will educate their respective customers as to  the 
correct telephone numbers to call in order to access their 
respective repair bureaus. 

To the extent the correct provider can be determined, misdirected 
repair calls will be referred to the proper provider of local exchange 
service in a courteous manner, at no charge, and the end user will 
be provided the correct contact telephone number. Extraneous 
communications beyond the direct referral to the correct repair 
telephone number are strictly prohibited. 

ELEC and ILEC will provide their respective repair contact numbers 
to  one mother on a reciprocal basis. 

inn Ve r w n  and I- 

2. 

3. 

1. 

1. 

Each LEC shall establish procedures whereby its operator bureau 
will coordinate with the operator bureaus of each other LEC 
operating in the LATA in order to provide Busy Line Verification 
("BLV") and Busy Line Verification and Interrupt ("BLVI") services 
on calls between their respective end users. BLV and BLVl 
inquiries between operator bureaus shall be routed over the 
Reciprocal Traffic Exchange Trunk groups. 

2. 

Each LEC shall equally and reciprocally compensate each other LEC 
for BLV and BLVl inquiries eccording to the following LRIC-based 
rates: 

BLV $0.- 

BLVl $0.- 
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.J.  Inform&on Pagm 

ILEC will include in the "Information Pages" or comparable section of its 
White Pages Directories for areas served by ELEC, listings provided by 
ELEC for ELEC's installation, repair end customer service and other 
information. Such listings shall appear in the manner and likenesses as 
such information appears for subscribers of the ILEC and other LECs. 

K. nce D- 

ILEC will provide the ELEC with monthly updates of the ILEC's Operator 
Reference Database (ORDB) in electronic format at no charge t o  enable 
ELECs t o  promptly respond to  emergency agencies (i.e. fire, police, etcl 
in an timely fashion when emergencies occur. 

Vlll. YNBUNRLD E X C P  

A. Descr int ia 

ILEC shall immediately unbundle all its Exchange Services into t w o  
separate packages: (1) link element plus cross-connect element; and (2) 
port element plus cross-connect element. The following link and port 
categories shall be provided: 

I ink C e  
2-wire analog voice grade 
2 wire ISDN digital grade 
4-wire DS-1 digital grade 

2-wire analog line 
2-wire ISDN digital line 
2-wire analog DID trunk 
4-wire DS-I digital DID trunk 
4-wire iSDN DS-1 digital trunk 

ILEC shall unbundle and separately price and offer these elements such 
that ELEC will be able t o  lease and interconnect to  whichever of these 
unbundled elements ELEC requires, and t o  combine the ILEC-provided 
elements with any facilities and services that ELEC may itself provide, in 
order to  efficiently offer felephone services to  end users, pursuant t o  the 
following terms: 

1. 

2.  

interconnection shall be achieved via co-location arrangements 
ELEC shall maintain at the wire center a t  which the unbundled 
elements are resident. 

At  ELEC' discretion, each link or port element shall be delivered to 
the ELEC co-location arrangement over an Individual 2-wire hand- 

Privileged & Contidentfat 1 118196 
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3. 

4. 

5.  

6 .  

7. 

8. 

off, in multiples of 24 over a digital DS-1 hand-off in any 
combination or order ELEC may specify, or through other 
technically feasible and economically comparable hand-off 
arrangements requested by ELEC (e.g., SONET STS-1 hand-off). 

All transport-based features, functions, service attributes, grades- 
of-service, install, maintenance and repair intervals which apply to 
the bundled service should apply to  unbundled links. 

All switch-based features, functions, service attributes, grades-of- 
service, and install, maintenance and repair intervals which apply 
t o  the bundled service should apply to unbundled ports. 

ILEC will permit any customer to  convert its bundled service to an 
unbundled service and assign such service t o  ELEC, with no 
penalties. rollover, termination or conversion charges to ELEC or 
the customer. 

ILEC will bill all unbundled facilities purchased by ELEC (either 
directly or by previous assignment by a customer) on a single 
consolidated statement per wire center. 

Where ILEC utilizes digital loop carrier ("DLC")' technology to  
provision the link element of an bundled Exchange Service to an 
end user customer who subsequently determines to assign the link 
element to ELEC and receive Exchange Service from ELEC via such 
link, ILEC shall deliver such link to  ELEC on an unintegrated basis, 
pursuant to ELEC' chosen hand-off architecture, without e 
degradation of end user service or feature availability. 

ILEC will permit ELEC to co-locate remote switching modules and 
associated equipment in conjunction with co-location 
arrangements ELEC maintains at an ILEC wire center, for the 
purpose of interconnecting to  unbundled link elements. 

9. ILEC shall provide ELEC with an appropriate on-line electronic file 
transfer arrangement by which ELEC may place, verify and receive 
confirmation on orders for unbundled elements, and issue and 
track trouble-ticket and repair requests associated with unbundled 
elements. 

See. Bellcore TR-TSY-000008, Dkital lntefhce Between the SLC-96 D i g M  Loop Carrier 
System and L O C d  Digital Switch and TR-TSY-000303. Integrated Digital Loop Car& [IDLCI 
Requirements, Objectives, and intarface. 

Privilegad & Cont7dmfr;d 1 110195 
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Prices for unbundled elements should be based on long run service 
incremental cost, should depart from cost in equal proportions, and 
should be imputed into the bundled service rates, such that the 
following pricing formulae are satisfied: 

P B =  

CB = 

PL - 
CL = 
PP = 
CP = 
Pc - 
c c  = 

ILEC shall provide links 
recurring rates: 

and 
Pl f PP + PC 

Price of the bundled service (including all 
appllcable discounts). 
Longrun service incremental cost ("LRSIC") of 
the bundled service. 
Price of the unbundled link element. 
LRSIC of the unbundled link element. 
Price of the unbundled port element. 
LRSIC of the unbundled port element. 
Price of the unbundled cross-connect element. 
LRSlC of the unbundled cross-connect 
element. 

and ports t o  ELEC at the following monthly 

each when delivered o w :  
an individual aceaital 
7-wire hand-oft DS1 hand-off 

2-wire analog voice grade link 8 9 
2 wire ISDN digital grade link 6 8 
4-wire DS-1 digital grade link S A  8 7 

To be provided M a Special Access or Private Line DS-1 Channel TerminationlLowl 
Disrribution Channel, subject to the most favorable tariff or contract terms for which ELEC Is eligible, 
except in those situations where: 
_- The ILEC offers its own end user cwtomers a bundled DS-1 digital grade Exchange Service at 

a bundled rate which is I- than tho sum of the unbundled ~-WIN DS-1 digital DID trunk port 
rate and the rnos favorable Channel Terrnlnationllocal Distribution Channel rate for which 
ELEC is eligible. In suGh instances, the LLEC shall provide 4-wire DS-1 digital grade link M 
ELEC at  e rate less than or equal to the price of the bundled DS1 digital grade Exchange 
Service lesa the unbundled &wire DS-I digiral DID trunk port rate, for ELEC's use in the 
provision of DS-1 digital prsdo Exchange Services. 

The ILEC offers i t 8  own end user customers a bundled DS-l digital grade Exchange Service 
Icominued. ..I 

7 

andlor _ _  
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IX. 

2-wire analog line port 8 
2-wire ISDN digital line port 
2-wire analog DID trunk port 

4-wire ISDN-PRI digital trunk port 

s 
s 
8 n l a  

C. UJ 

4-wire DS-1 digital DID trunk port $ nla 

.. . 

$ 
8 

In the event that an ELEC identifies a new essential facility or function 
that would facilitate its provision. o f  a competitive basic local exchange 
service offering, it shall submit a written request to the Commission and 
the appropriate ILEC for the provision of that essential facllity or function. 
This request shall contain the name of the requesting entity; the date of 
the request, and the specific type of unbundling requested. The ILEC 
shall file a tariff providing the new essential facility or function service 
offering within 60 days, or within 30 days it should file a statement with 
the Cornmission indicating why it would not be technologically practicable 
t o  provide the component as a separate service offering. Any provider 
whose request for the provision of an essential facility or function is 
denied or not acted upon in a timely manner may flle a complaint in 
accordance with current Commission rules. 

J O C N  T E L E P H O N E E R  PORTAML IN 

A. Dsscriotlon 

T 

ILEC and ELEC will provide Local Telephone Number Portability ("LTNP") 
on a reciprocal basis between their networks to enable each of their end 
user customers to  utilize telephone numbers associated with an Exchange 
Service provided by one carrier, in conjunction an Exchange Service 
provided by the other carrier, upon the coordinated or simultaneous 
termination of the first Exchange Service and activation of the second 
Exchange Service. 

1. ELEC and ILEC will provide reciprocal LTNP immediately upon 
execution of this agreement via Interim Number Portability ("INP") 
measures. ILEC and ELEC will migrate f r o m  INP to a database- 
driven Permanent Number Portability ("PNP") arrangement as soon 

7 (...continuedl 
with performance specifications (including, but not limited to, installation Intervals, service 
intervals. service priority, bit-error rates, interruprion/aveiiebiliD/ rates, quality or condltioningl 
superior to that provided for Special Access or Private tine Channel TerminationdLocal 
Distribution Channels. In such in$t#nces. the ILEC shall provide t)w same or bettsr performance 
oharactariaics to ELEC for all DS-1 digital grade links ELEC purchaser for use in the provision 
of DS-1 digital prade Exchange Services. 

Privihaged & Canfidentiai 1 1/8/96 
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as practically possible, without interruption of service to their 
respective customers. 

INP shall operate as follows: 2. 

a. A customer of Carrier A elects to  become a customer of 
Carrier B. The customer elects to  utilize the original 
telephona number(s1 corresponding to  the Exchange 
Service(s) it previously received from Carrier A, in 
conjunction with the Exchange Service(6) it will now receive 
from Carrier 6. Upon receipt of a signed letter of agency 
from the customer assigning the number to  Carrier E?, 
Carrier A will implement one of the following arrangements: 

(1) For the partability of telephone numbers which are 
a part of a DID number block, Carrier A will 
implement an arrangement whereby all calls to  the 
original telephone number(s) will be forwarded to  a 
new telephone numberb) designated by Carrier B. 
Carrier A will route the forwarded traffic to  Carrier B 
vie the mutual traffic exchange arrangements, as If 
the call had originated from the original telephone 
number and terminated to  the new telephone 
number. 

( 2 )  For the portability crf telephone numbers which are 
part of a DID number block, Carrier A will provide 
Carrier B an aggregated, digital DS-1 or higher grade 
DID trunk group at each D-NIP (interface to  be 
achieved in the same manner as the traffic exchange 
trunk groups at each D-NIP), such that all inbound 
traffic to  ported DID numbers will be delivered to 
Carrier B over this digital DID trunk facility. In order 
for a customer to port its DID numbers from Carrier 
A t o  Carrier B, the customer will be required to  
assign entire 20-number DID blocks to  Carrier B. 

b. Carrier B will become the customer of record for the original 
Carrier A telephone numbers subject to the INP 
arrangements. Carrier A will provide Carrier B a single 
consolidated master billing statement for all collect, calling 
card, and 3rd-number billed calls associated with those 
numbers, with sub-account detail by retsined number. At 
Carrier 6's sole discretion, such billing statement shall be 
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delivered in real time via an agreed-upon electronic data 
transfer, or via daily or monthly magnetic tape. 

c. Carrier A will update its Line Information Database ("LIDB") 
listings for retained numbers, and restrict or cancel calling 
cards associated with those forwarded numbers, as directed 
by Carrier B. 

d. Wrthin two (2) business days of receiving notification from 
the customer, Carrier B shall notify Carrier A of the 
customer's termination of service with Carrier B, and shall 
further notify Carrier A as to the Customer's instructions 
regarding its telephone number(s). Carrier A wlll cancel the 
INP arrangements for the customer'$ telephone number(& 
If the Customer has chosen to  retain Its telephone 
number(s1 for use in conjunction with Exchange Services 
provided by Carrier A or by another LEC which participates 
in 1NP arrangements with Carrier A, Carrier A will 
simultaneously transition the number($) to the customer's 
preferred carrier. 

3. Under elther an INP or PNP arrangement, ELEC and I L K  will 
implement a process t o  coordinate LTNP cut-overs with 
Unbundled Link conversions (as described in Paragraph VIII., 
above). ELEC and tLEC pledge to use their best efforts to  ensure 
that LTNP arrangements will not be utilized in instances where a 
customer changes locations and would otherwise be unable to 
retain its number without subscribing to  foreign exchange service. 

1. ELEC and ILEC shall provide LTNP (either INP or PNP) 
arrangements to one another at no charge, except for authorized 
collect, calling card end 3rd-number billed calls billed t o  the 
retained numbers. However, for ell traffic forwarded betwaen 
ELEC and ILEC in the manner described above, reciprocal 
compensation charges [pursuant to paragraph VI., above) and 
Switched Access charges (pursuant to each carrier's respective 
accesa) tariffs), for POTS traffic and non-POTS traffic, respectively, 
shall be passed through as if the caller had directly dialed the new 
telephone number. 

2. In INP arrangements, in order to  effect this pass-through of 
reciprocal compensation and Switched Access charges to which 
each carrier would otherwise have been entitled if the ported 
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traffic had been directly dialed to the new number, each carrier will 
be required to clasaify and include ported traffic in i ts quarterly 
percentage of use reports as POTS, Intrastate non-POTS, or 
interstate non-POTS. 

X. 

A. ILEC and ELEC agree to  treat each other fairly, non-discriminatorily, and 
squally for all items included in this agreement, or related to  the support 
of items included in this agreement. 

ELEC and ILEC will work cooperatively to minimize fraud associated with 
3rd-number billed calls, calling card calls, or any other services related to 
this agreement. 

ELEC and ILEC agree to  promptly exchange all necessary records for the 
proper billing of all traffic. 

6. 

C. 

D. For network expansion, ELEC and ILEC will review engineering 
requirements on a quarterly basis and establish forecasts for trunk 
utilization. New trunk groups will be implemented a3 dictated by 
engineering requirements for both ILEC and ELEC. ILEC and ELEC are 
required t o  provide each other the proper call information {e.g., originated 
call party number and destination cell party number, CIC, 022, etc.) to  
enable each company to bill in a complete and timely fashion. 

E. There will be no re-arrangement, reconfiguration, disconnect, or other 
non-recurring fees associated with the initial reconfiguration of each 
carrier’s traffic exchange arrangements upon execution of this 
agreement, other then the cost of establishing a new co-location 
arrangement where one does not already exist. 

ILEC shall assess no cross-connect fee on ELEC where ELEC establishes 
a meet-point billing connection, a D-NIP interconnection, or accesses a 
91 1 or E97 1 port through a co-location arrangement at a iLEC wire 
center. 

F. 

XI. 

ELEC and ILEC agree to provide service to  each other on the terms defined in 
this agreement until superseded by another agreement or until standard 
arrangements ara approved by the Public Service Commission, whichever occurs 
first. By mutual agreement, ELEC and ILEC may amend this agreement to  
extend the term of this agreement. Also by mutual agreement, ILEC and ELEC 
may jointly petition the appropriate regulatory bodies for permission to  have 



XII. 

XIII. 

XIV. 

xv. 

XVI. 

this agreement supersede any future standardized agreements or rules such 
regulators might adopt or approve. 

lNSTALLATlON 

ILEC and ELEC shall effectuate all the terms of this agreement by within 90 
days upon execution of thls agreement. 

AND MANAGEMENT 

ELEC and ILEC will work cooperatively to  install and maintain a reliable network. 
ELEC and ILEC will exchange appropriate information (a, maintenance contact 
numbers, network information, information required to comply with law 
enforcement and other security agencies of the Government, etc.) t o  achieve 
this desired reliability. 

ELEC and ILEC will work cooperatively to apply sound network management 
principles by invoking network management controls to alleviate or to prevent 
congestion. 

DP'TlON TQFI FCT OTHFR 

If, at any time while this agreement is in effect, either of the parties to this 
agreement provides arrangements siniilar to those described herein to a third 
party operating within the same LATAs (including associated Extended Area 
Service Zones in adjacent LATAs) as for which this agreement applies, on terms 
different from those available under this agreement (provided that the third party 
is authorized to provide local exchange services), then the other party to this 
agreement may opt to adopt the rate$, terms, and conditions offered to the third 
party for i ts own reciprocal arrangements with the first party. This optlon may 
be exercised by delivering written notice to the first party. The party exercising 
its option under this paragraph must continue to provide services to the first 
party as required by this agreement, subject either to the rates, terms, and 
conditions applicable to the third party or to the rates, terms, and conditions of 
this agreement, whichever is more favorable to the first party. 

CANCFI L L  OR ROU-OVFR CHAR- 

Neither ELEC nor ILEC shall impose cancellation charges upon each other. - 
[to be inserted1 
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Each of the signatories below agree to abide by the terms of this stipulation and 
agreement. 

Bell South Telecommunications Date 

Metropolitan Fiber Systems of Florida, Inc. Date 

Privhged & Confidenthl 1 1 /8/Q5 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
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Tallahassee, Florida 32301 

Kenneth Hoffman, Esq. 
Rutledge, Ecenia, 
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Ms. Jill Butler 
Time Warner Communications 
2773 Red Maple Ridge, Ste. 301 
Tallahassee. Florida 32301 

Patrick Wiggins, Esq. 
Wiggins Law Firm 
501 East Tennessee Street 
Suite B 
P.O. Drawer 1657 (zip 32302) 
Tallahassee, Florida 32308 

Lee L. Willis, Esq. 
J. Jeffrey Wahlen, Esq. 
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Steven D. Shannon 
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Patricia Kurlin 
Intermedia Communications 

9280 Bay Plaza Blvd. Suite 720 
Tampa, Florida 33619-4453 

of Florida, Inc. 

David Erwin, Esq. 
Young Law Firm 
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P.O. Box 165000 (M.C. #5326) 
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