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CASJ Bl\CJSGBOQND 

Pursuant to Section 364.337 (6) (b), Florida St atutes, a ny 
certi f icat ed a l ternative access vendor certif icated as or July 1 , 
1995 and wishing to provide alternative local exchange 
telecommunications service may do so effective January 1, 1996, 
upon furnishing to the Florida Public Service Commission written 
notice of its intention. 

StAll QI SCUSSIOH 

ISSUE 11 Should the commission acknowledge AT&T COMMUNICATIONS 
OF THE SOUTHERN STATES d/b/a AT&T (AT&T) noti f ication of 
intention to provide alternativo local exchange 
telecommunications service within tho State of Florida as 
pr ovided by Section 364.337(6)(b), Florida Statutes, and should 
that authority be statewide, except in areas precluded by Section 
364.337(1), Florida Statutes? 
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• 
RZCQKNZBDATIOH! Yes, the commission should acknowledge AT'T ' s 
notification or intention t o provide alternative local exchange 
telecommunications service within the s t ate of Flor ida as 
provided by Section 364.337(6)(b), Florida Statutes, with the 
authority being statewide, except in areas precluded by Section 
364.337(1), Florida Statutes . 

STAll ANALYSIS! Pursuant to Section 364. 337(6)( b), Flor ida 
Statutes, effective July 1, 199S, any alternative access vendor 
certificated as of Jul-, 1, 1995 and wishing to provide 
alternative local exch.nge telecommunications sorvlco (ALEC) may 
do so effective Januar y 1, 1996, upon furnishi ng wr i tten notice 
to the Commission. 

AT'T was certificated as an AAV before July 1, 1995 and has 
furnished written notice or ito intention to provide ALEC sorvico 
i n Flor ida . This notice (aLtached) satisfies tho requirements of 
Section 364.337(6) (b), Florida Statutes . 

As an AAV, this company was granted statewide authority by 
this Commission to provide approved AAV sorv!ce. Theref ore , 
s taff conclu1es that the ALEC authority should also be statewide 
e xcept for those areas of tho state (territories of earnings 
regulated small LECs) that are precluded by Section 364. 337(1), 
Florida Statutes. 

Staff recommends that tho company listed i n Issue l be 
acknowledged as an alternative local exchange company pursuant to 
Section 364 .337(6)(b) , Florida Statutes, with authority to 
provide alternative local exchange telecommunications service in 
Florida effective immediately, and that authority be recogni%ed 
as statewide except in areas (earnings regulated small LEC 
torritorieo) precluded by Section 364.337 (1), Florida Statutes. 

IBSUI 2 1 (PAAI Should the c ommission requ ire tho company listed 
in Issue 1 to provide access to 911 service effective on the date 
the company begins to provide basic local telecommunications 
service at a level equivalent to tho 911 access services of tho 
LEC serving in the s ame area? 
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• 
DOC~IT8 ~0 . 960153- TX 
DATBI April 4, 1996 

RICOKKJKDATION: Yes. 

• 

8TA17 AM&LXIII : To ensure thAt FloridA end uooro oro allowed 
high qua l ity access to emergency services, Section 364.337(2), 
Florida St atutes, provides that each alternative local exchange 
telecommunications company that provides basic local 
telecomaunications service must provi de access to 911 services . 

Staff believes it is necessary to clarify that this company 
be required to ~omply with Section 364.337(2), Florida Statut es 
which r equ i r es that basic ALEC service include a ccess to 911 . 
Language r eferencing this requi r ement should be included in the 
order acknowledging this company as having ALEC authority. 

Tho Commission has no specific rules on what a LEC or an 
ALEC must provide in terms of 911 service access. Section 
364. 337(~). Florida Statutes, requires that an ALEC must i ncl ude 
access to 911 i n its basic service but does not define what type 
or 911 services must be provided. This could r esult ln an ALEC 
offering access to 911 service which is i nferior in sen1e way to 
the 911 service access provided by tho LEC in that same area. 
For oxamplo, a LEC might provide both automatic numbor 
identification (telepl,one number) and automatic location 
(address) information to tho public service answering point whil~ 
tho ALEC might only provide the telephone number of the calling 
pa rty. 

Inferior 911 access could result in loss of l i fo wh 1ch is 
not something that can be corrected at a later date. Por now, 
ataff believes it should bo a specific requirement of tho order 
that the ALEC's 911 service be at a level equivalent to t hat 
provided by the LEC s~rving that same area. 

IAaU'-lL Should this docket be closed? 

BI COIQ(I)fl)l\'liOifl Yes, it no person whose substant ial l ntet·::sts 
are affected by the Commission's Proposed Agency Ac ti on in Issue 
2 files a protest within 21 days ot the issuance dat or the 
order this docket should bo closed. 
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DOClBTS NO. 9 G0153-TX 
D~T!I ~pril 4, 1996 

• 
STArr AHALXSIB: The order acknowledging granting ALEC authority 
to t his company list ed in Issue 1 is f inal . This authority is 
granted by Section 364. 337(1) e nd the order is simply an 
acknowledgment. Section 364.337(1) also r equires tho Commission 
to expeditiously grant certi f icates and that the grant of 
certificates not be affected by tho application of any c riteria 
other than s pecifica lly e numerated in subsection (1). 

However, the decision concernin) Issue 2 is a proposed 
agency action order out side of subsection (1) and should not 
affect the granting of ALEC authority to this company. 

Accordingly, this docket should be closed, i f no person 
whoso substantial intero8t s are affected by the Commission's 
Proposed Agency Action in Issue 2, files a pr otest within 21 days 
ot t he issuance date of tho order. 
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