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APRIL 7 , 1999 

RE: : DOCKET NO. 971194-TP- Peti tion by Wi reless One Nc wo rY. , L. P. , d/b/a 

Cellular One of Southwest Flor:ida for •HbiLratto n wnh Sprint-Florlda , 

Incorporated pursuant t o Section 252 o f thP Telecommunications Act o f !996 . 

Issue 1: Should the Commission g rant Spr lnt ' s Request C o ~ Oral Argument on 

the Cross-Motion for Reconsiderat ion? 
Recommendation : No . The issues are clearl y sot forth 1n the pleadings and 

in the record. Staff does not believe t hat o ral argument would aid the 

Commission in evaluating the Cross-Mott on fo r Reconstde ral! Ort . Sta ff 

recommends that Spr int's Request for Oral Argument bP d~;n1ed . 

APPROVED 

COMMISSIONERS ASSIGRZD : JN CL GR 

C(H(lSSIONIRS' SIGNATURES 
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VOTE SHEET 
APRIL 7 , 1998 • • 
DOCKET NO. 971194-TP- Petition by W1reless One Nc t N , ~ . . ~~~~~ 

Cellular One o f Southwest Florida for arb1trat1on with Spr1nt Flo r 1da, 
Incorporated pursuant to Section 252 of the Telecommunl catlons Act of 1996. 

(Continued from previous page) 

Issue 2 : Should the Commission grant Wireless One ' s Motion fo r 
Reconsideration? 
Bgcommcndation : No . Wi re less One has fai l ed t.o identify c1ny point o [ ! act 
or law that the Commission over l ooked or failed to conside r ln rendering 
Order No . PSC-98-014 0-FOF-TP. Wi reless One ' s motion should , therefore , be 
denied . 

APPROVED 

Issue 3 : Should the Commission g1 1nt SprinL's Cross-Moti on lor 
Reconsideration? 
Recommendation: No. Sprint has failed to ident i fy any point o f fact o r 
law that the Commission overlooked o r failed to consideL in rendering Order 
No . PSC-98-0140-FOF-TP. Sprint ' s c ross-motion should , there fo r e , be 
denied . Staff recommends , however, that Sprtnt ' s request to rev ise the 
language to be inse rted a t Attachment II - -Interconnec tt on , 0 . 3 be appr oved . 
Sta ff also recommends that the Commission cla rify the language tncluded at 
page 17 o f the Orde r regarding the LATA-wi de addltive by rerrovinq any 
r e ference to other carrie r s' agreement s , including the BcllSouth/Vanguard 
ag reement . 

APPROVED 



VOTE SHEET 
APRIL 7 , 1998 • • 
DOCKET NO. 971194-TP- Petition by Wireless OnP Network , L. P., d/b/a 
Cellular One o f Southwest florida Cor a rbit ration with Sp r int-flo r ida , 
Incorporated pursuant t o Sect ion 252 of the Telecommunications Act ot 1~96 . 

(Continued from previous page ) 

Issue 4: Should the Commis s1on grant Wireless One ' s request Co r a gener1c 
proceeding ? 
Recommendation : No. Staff belie ves that Wireless One ' s request for a 

generic proceeding i s i nappropriate with in the context of a motion for 
reconsideration of an a rbitration order . St a ff reco~ends , therefore , that 
Wi reless One's reques t f o r a generic proceeding regard.ng the ef fects of 
toll charges on wireless ca r riers ' ability to compete be den1~d without 
prejudice to refile its request as a s eparate pe t ition to be addressed 1n a 
new docket . 

APPROVED 

Issue 5: Should the Commission grant Spr1nt ' s Motion for Stay of po r t1ons 
of the Commission 's final Order On Arb it ration , Order No . PSC-98 - 0140-fOf­
TP? 
Recommendation : Yes . If the Commission approves staff ' s recommendations in 
Issues 1-4, staff r ecommends that t he Commissi on grant Sp rint ' s Mot1on !or 
Stay of Port1ons of Order No . PSC-98 - 01 40 - fOf-TP . Staff recommends that 
the Commission then direct the parties to amend the agreement filed 
february 25 , 1998, to revi se the language for Attachment 11 -­
Inter connection , p.3, within 30 days o ( the disposition of the Mot1on for 
Reconside ration and Cross-Motion for Reconsideration at the Commission ' s 
Agenda Conference . 

APPROVED 



VOTE SHEET 
APRIL 7 , 1998 • • 
DOCKET NO. 97 1194- TP - Pe t ition by W~ reless One Netwo rk, L. P., d/b/a 
Cel lul a r One o f Sou t hwest Florida for a rbit ration with SprinL-fl o rldd , 
Incorporat ed pursuant to Section 252 o f the Teleccnvnunlcations Ac l ot 1996 . 

(Continued from previous page) 

Is s ue 6 : Should this Docket be closed? 
Recoayne ndation : No . If the Convniss ion a pprOV<'l.' ~taft ' :J I " ( urrum·ndall ons 
i n Issues 1-5, the parti e s s hou ld be requ i r ed t o s ubmit the 11nal amendea 
arbitrat ion ag reemen t Cor approval within 30 days of the Comm1ssion ' s 
Agenda Confere nc e . This Docke t shoul d r emain open pending Commission 
appr ova l o f the fina l amended arbitrat i on agreement in accordance with 
Section 252 o f the Telecommuni ca t ions Act of 1996 . 

APPROVED 
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