State of Florida

Public Serbice Commisgsion

“M-E-M-O-R-A-N-D-U-M-
EPSC_CLK - CORRESPONDENCE

DATE:
TO:

FROM:

N s _Administrative__ Parties__ C onsumer

: NT NO. |\ 3aY9.0"
Mary Andrews Bane, Deputy Executive Dlrector/TechmcaIDOCUME ON: b\
Kay E. Flynn, Chief of Records, Division of Records & Repomg;%m
Docket No. 971140-TP - Motions of AT&T and MCI to compel BellSouth to comply

with Order PSC-96-1579-FOF-TP and to set non-recurring charges for combinations of
network elements with BellSouth pursuant to their agreement.

April 17, 2000

BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. has filed a complaint concerning the final order in

this docket with the U.S. District Court. I am preparing the record for transmittal to the Court,
and will need to copy four confidential documents, described as

02347-98 - Staff audit workpapers, Volume Il of IV for audit of AT&T (Audit Control
No. 98-012-4-1),

02348-98 - Staff audit workpapers, Volume III of IV for audit of AT&T (Audit Control
No. 98-012-4-1), '

02349-98 - Staff audit workpapers, Volume IV of IV for audit of AT&T (Audit Control
No. 98-012-4-1), and

03025-98 - BellSouth’s filing of certain portions of staff’s audit of Loop & Port

Combinations dated 2/16/98,

to include with the record. Your permission is requested for the copying of these confidential
documents.

CC:

Blanca S. Bayé6

David Smith

»\\




STATE OF FLORIDA

DivISION OF RECORDS & REPORTING
BLANCA S. BAYO

DIRECTOR

(850)413-6770

Commissioners:

JOE GARCIA, CHAIRMAN
J. TERRY DEASON
SuUsaN F. CLARK

JULIA L. JOHNSON

E. LEON JACORBS, JR.

\FPSC, CLK - CORRESPO
Debbie Causseaux, Clerk ’ M ‘ FNO ‘\{ Q\ \1?\0‘1
Supreme Court of Florida DISTRIBUTION:
Supreme Court Building B
Tallahassee, Florida 32301

Re: BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. vs. Florida Public Service Commission
(Docket No. 971140-TP)

Dear Ms. Causseaux:

Enclosed is a certified copy of a Notice of Appeal, filed in this office on November 10, 1999,
on behalf of BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. Also enclosed are copies of Orders Nos. PSC-98-
0810-FOF-TP, PSC-98-1271-FOF-TP, and PSC-99-1989-FOF-TP, the orders on appeal.

It is our understanding that the index is due to be served on the parties to this proceeding on
or before December 30, 1999.

Sincerely,

o e

Kay Flynn, Chief
Bureau of Records

Enclosure

oe: Jeffrey W. Blacher
David E. Smith
Other Parties of Record

CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER ¢ 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD * TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850
An Affirmative Action/Equal Opportunity Employer
PSC Website: http://www.floridapsc.com Internet E-mail: contact@psc.state.fl.us
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TO:

FROM:

RE:

MEMORANDTUM

DAVID SMITH

NOVEMBER 12, 1999

) L\ hOW

i
| WA

\

, DIVISION OF APPEALS =3

DAVID E. SMITH, DIRECTOR OF APPEALS‘IEé%Z

80+

DOCKET NO. 971140-TP - BELLSOUTH
TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC. v. FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE

COMMISSION

FLORIDA SUPREME COURT CASE NO: 97,010

The above appeal has been assigned to you. The Notice of
Administrative Appeal was filed on November 9, 1999.
The case schedule is as follows:

Date

From day of
filing:

DEC. 15, 19898
DEC. 29, 1999
JAN. 08, 1999
JAN. 18, 1999
FEB. 02, 1999
FEB. 07, 1999
FEB. 27, 1999
cc: Kay Flynn

Mary Diskerud
Wanda Terrell
Cathy Bedell
Noreen Davis

Item

Draft of Index of Record from Records
and Reporting to Appeals attorney.

Index of Record served on parties.
Copy of Record to Appeals.
Appellant's Initial Brief Due.
Draft Commission Answer Brief Due.
Commission's Answer Brief Due.

Appellant's Reply Brief Due.




STATE OF FLORIDA

DivisiON oF RECORDS & REPORTING
Branca S. BAYO

DIRECTOR

(850)413-6770

Commissioners:

JOE GARCIA, CHAIRMAN
J. TERRY DEASON
SUSAN F. CLARK

E. LEON JACOBS, JR.
LILA A. JABER

Public Serbice Commigsion

April 28,2000

Jon W. Zeder, Esquire

Adorno and Zeder

2601 South Bayshore Drive, Suite 1600
Miami, Florida 33133

Re: U.S. District Court Case No. 4:99CV448-WS BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.
vs. AT&T Communications of the Southern States, Inc., et al. (Docket No. 971140-TP)

Dear Mr. Zeder:

I have enclosed an invoice reflecting charges for preparation of the above-referenced record.
Please forward a check in the amount indicated, made payable to the Florida Public Service
Commission, at your earliest convenience.

Do not hesitate to call if you have any questions concerning this matter.
Sincerely,

/&uﬂ.%

Kay Flynn, Chief
Bureau of Records

Enclosure

CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER ® 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD * TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850
An Affirmative Action/Equal Opportunity Employer
PSC Website: http://www.floridapsc.com Internet E-mail: contact@psc.state.fl.us
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FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

2540 Shumard Oak Bivd. @ Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0850

. 04/28/00
Date: -~/ =~(~¥Y
5698,

]ﬁ Jon W. Zeder, Esquire _l Date Paid This number must appear on
Adorno and Zeder . : all checks or correspondence
2601 South Bayshore Drive Amount. Faid regarding this invoice.
Suite 1600 Check #

Miami, Florida 33133 (] Check [] Cash

L _] PSC Signature
Please make checks payable to: FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

QUANTITY’ DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
5499 Copying and preparation of Docket No.
971140-TP on appeal to U.S. District
Court, Case No. 4:99CV448-WS @.05¢ peF
page $274.95
1 Certificate of Director @s$4,00
$ 4.00
PSC/RAR-8 Rev. 1194
TOTAL | 5378.95

alaka o




STATE OF FLORIDA

DiviSION OF RECORDS & REPORTING
BLANCA S. BAYO
DIRECTOR

(850)413-6770

Commissioners:

JOE GARCIA, CHAIRMAN
J. TERRY DEASON
SuSAN F. CLARK

E. LEON JACOBS, JR.
LILA A. JABER

Public Serbvice Commission

April 28, 2000

Jon W. Zeder, Esquire

Adomo and Zeder

2601 South Bayshore Drive, Suite 1600
Miami, Florida 33133

Re: U.S. District Court Case No. 4:99CV448-WS - BellSouth Telecommunications vs.
AT&T Communications of the Southern States, Inc., et al. (Docket No. 971140-TP)

Dear Mr. Zeder:

Enclosed is a revised page seven to the index to the above-referenced docket on appeal.

Please call if you have any questions concerning this revision.

Sincerely,

(Cag Lo

Kay Flynn, Chief
Bureau of Records

mhl/kf

Enclosure

ok Richard D. Melson, Esquire
Tracy Hatch, Esquire
David Smith, Esquire

CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER * 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD * TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850
PSC Website: hetp . Boridapse.com An Affirmative Action/Equal Opportunity Employer

Internet E-mail: contact@pse.state.fl.ug
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STATE OF FLORIDA

DIVISION OF RECORDS & REPORTING
BLANCA S. BAYO

DIRECTOR

(850)413-6770

Commuissioners:

JOE GARCIA, CHAIRMAN
J. TERRY DEASON
SUSAN F. CLARK

E. LEON JACOBS, JR.
LILA A. JABER

Public Serbice Commission

April 24, 2000

Jon W. Zeder, Esquire

Adorno and Zeder

2601 South Bayshore Drive, Suite 1600
Miami, Florida 33133

Re: U.S. District Court Case No. 4:99CV448-WS - BellSouth Telecommunications vs.
AT&T Communications of the Southern States, Inc., et al. (Docket No. 971140-TP)

Dear Mr. Zeder:

Enclosed is an index to the above-referenced docket on appeal. Please look the index over and
let me know if you have any questions concerning the contents of the record. It should be noted that
page 7 of the index includes a listing of four confidential documents that will be copied and
submitted to the Court in a sealed envelope marked “confidential.” It will be the responsibility of
BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. or its attorney to request continued treatment of the material
as confidential by the Court.

The record will be filed in U.S. District Court by April 28, 2000.

Sincerely,

Jag Qs

Kay Flynn, Chief
Bureau of Records

mhl/kf

Enclosure

cc: Richard D. Melson, Esquire
Tracy Hatch, Esquire
David Smith, Esquire

CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER * 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD * TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850
An Affirmative Action/Equal Opportunity Employer
PSC Website: http:/www.floridapsc.com Internet E-mail: contact@psc.state.fl.us
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA
CASE NO. 4:99CV448-WS
BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.

VS.

AT&T Communications of the Southern States, Inc.,
MCI WorldCom Network Services, Inc., f/k/a
MCI Telecommunications Corporation
and
the Florida Public Service Commission
DOCKET NO. 971140-TP

INDEX TO RECORD
Volume 1

Motion to Compel Compliance, filed June 9, 1997, on behalf of AT&T Communications

of the Southern States, InC. . ... ... . .

BellSouth’s Response and Memorandum in Opposition to AT&T’s Motion to Compel

Compliance, filed June 23, 1997 . ... . .

MCT’s Petition to Set Non-Recurring Charges for Combinations of Network Elements,

filed August 28, 1907 . . .

BellSouth Telecommunication, Inc.’s Answer and Response to Petition of MClmetro

Access Transmission Services, Inc., filed September 17,1997 ........................

Commission Order PSC-97-1303-PCO-TP Consolidating Dockets, Establishing Procedure,
Denying Request for Oral Argument, and Establishing Tentative List of Issues, issued

October 21, 1907 .

MCT’s Motion to Compel Compliance, filed October 27, 1997 ....... e

BellSouth’s Response and Memorandum in Opposition to MCI’s Motion to Compel

Compliance, filed November 3, 1997 ... ... . .. . . .

Memorandum from Commission’s Divisions of Communications and Legal Services to

Division of Records and Reporting, filed November 20, 1997 ........ ... ... ... .. ... ..

Commission Order PSC-97-1583-PCO-TP Setting Matters for Hearing, issued

December 18, 1007 .. it e e




Supplement to MCI’s Motion to Compel Compliance, filed December 19,1997 ... ...... 144

BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.’s Response to Supplement to MCI’s Motion to

Compel Compliange, filed December24, 1997 . .. i e ss s mmmminnesrmmmnenssssnss 148

Supplement to AT&T’s Motion to Compel Compliance, filed January 6, 1998 ............ 153

Commission Order PSC-98-0090-PCO-TP Severing Docket 971140-TP, Establishing

Procedure, and Establishing Tentative List of Issues, issued January 14,1998 . ........... 158

Notice of Commission Hearing and Prehearing, issued February 11,1998 ............. .. 170

Ameﬁded Notice of Commission Hearing and Prehearing, issued February 20, 1998 . ... ... 173

Commission Order PSC-98-0305-PCO-TP Revising Order Establishing Procedure,

issued February 20, 1998 . .. ... . 176

Commission Staff’s Prehearing Statement, filed February 20,1998 . .................... 179

Prehearing Statement of BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc., filed February 20, 1998 .. ... 187

Volume 2

MCTI’s Prehearing Statement, filed February 20, 1998 . ...... ... ... ... ... ... ...... 198

AT&T’s Prehearing Statement, filed February 20,1998 . ...... ... ... ... ... ... .. ...... 205
- AT&T’s Amended Prehearing Statement, filed February 24, 1998 ..................... 212

Notice of Substitution of Witness, filed February 24, 1998, on behalf of AT&T

Communications of the Southern States, Inc. .. ... .. . 215

Transcript of Preﬁearing Conference held February 27, 1998 .. ... .. ... ... .. ... ... .... 217

Commission Prehearing Order PSC-98-0368-PHO-TP, issued March 6, 1998 ... ......... 226

BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.’s Request for Confidential Classification, filed
March 10, 1908 .. . 249

BellSouth Redacted Version of Confidential Information, Document No. 03025-98,
filled March 10, 1998 . ... e 259




Volume 3

[Continuation of] BellSouth Redacted Version of Confidential Information, Document No.

03025-98, filed March 10, 1998 . . . ... .. 399

BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.’s Motion to File Request for Confidential

Classification One Day Out of Time, filed March 10, 1998 .. ....... ... ... .......... 517

Brief of MCI Telecommunications Corporation, filed April 6,1998 .................... 519

BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.’s Brief of the Evidence, filed April 6, 1998 .. ... ... .. 575
Volume 4

[Continuation of] BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.’s Brief of the Evidence,

filed April 6, 1998 . . . . . 600
AT&T Communications of the Southern States, Inc.’s Post-Hearing Brief, filed

April 6, 1998 . 618
Memorandum from Commission’s Divisions of Communications and Legal Services

to Division of Records and Reporting, filed May 1, 1998 . ... ... ... .. ... .. ... ... ..... 646
Transcript of Special Agenda Conference held May 14,1998 . ........... ... ... ... .... 754

Volume S
[Continuation of] Transcript of Special Agenda Conference held May 14,1998 .. ......... 801

Commission Final Order PSC-98-0810-FOF-TP Resolving Interconnection Agreement
Disputes, Addressing Retail Service Composition, and Setting Non-Recurring Charges,

issued June 12,1998 .. ... e 872
BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.’s Notice of Withdrawal of Motion to File Request

for Confidential Classification One Day Out of Time, Filed June 26, 1998 ............... 942
BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.’s Motion for Reconsideration, filed June 29, 1998 .... 944

Joint Motion of AT&T and BellSouth for Extension of Time to Submit Wntten Agreements,
filed July 10, 1908 . . . 954

BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.’s Motion for Extension of Time to File Interconnection
Aerearient, Rled Joly 13, [998 .. i:cvsanntssrssnumumnsss pumpusssscs Bagamuns 6455 957




AT&T’s Response to BellSouth’s Motion for Reconsideration, filed July 13,1998 ........ 960
MCT’s Response to BellSouth’s Motion for Reconsideration, filed July 14, 1998 .......... 967
Partially Executed Copy of Amendment Two Dated July 13, 1998 to MCIm/BellSouth
Interconnection Agreement, filed July 14, 1998, on behalf of MCImetro Access Transmission

SEIVICES, INC. . . o it 974

MCTI’s Response in Opposition to BellSouth’s Motion for Extension of Time to File

Interconnection Agreement, filed July 24, 1998 ... ... ... ... ..l 978

Memorandum from Commission’s Divisions of Communications and Legal Services

to Division of Records and Reporting, filed August 20, 1998 .. . ....... ... .. .. ... . ... 983

BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.’s Response to MCIm’s Proposed “Amendment”,

filed AupUsSE 21, 1998 .\ socnsnmuntssssss nponvenanssissssiessaseasumBEs m cs 1658 995
Volume 6

Commission Order PSC-98-1271-FOF-TP Granting Motion for Extension of Time and
Denying Motion for Reconsideration, issued September 25, 1998 ..................... 1000

Partially Executed Copy of Amendment Two Dated October 9, 1998 to MCIm/BellSouth
Interconnection Agreement, filed October 9, 1998, on behalf of MCImetro Access
Transmission Services, INC. . . ... ... 1011

BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.”s Proposed Amendments to the AT&T and MClImetro
Interconnection Agreements, filed October 9, 1998 .. ... ... ... ... .. . i 1017

AT&T Proposed Modifications to Reflect FPSC Order Nos. PSC-98-0810-FOF-TP and
PSC-98-1271-FOF-TP Regarding UNE Combinations, filed October9, 1998 . ........... 1022

Original Exhibité A and B to AT&T and MCIm Interconnection Agreement, filed
October 12, 1998, on behalfof BellSouth ........ ... .. i i 1025

Commission Order PSC-98-1574-CFO-TP Granting Request for Confidential Classification

for Document No. 03025-98, issued November 24, 1998 .. .. ... .. ... ... ... . . . . .... 1032
Letter seeking leave for Nancy B. White to appear as qualified representative, filed

February 24, 1999, on behalfof BellSOuth . ouscs:isessonsnsnsnsesssssiriiansnnasa 1043
Letter seeking leave for Nancy B. White to appear as qualified representative in specific

dockets listed, filed March 4, 1999, on behalfof BellSouth .. ........................ 1046




Partially executed revised version of Amendment Number Two dated March 19, 1999, to
the MCIm/BellSouth interconnection agreement dated June 19, 1997, filed March 19, 1999,
on behalf of MCImetro Access Transmission Services, InC. ... ... ... 1047

BellSouth Proposed Amendments to the AT&T and MCIm interconnection agreements,

filed March 19, 1999 . ... .. 1052

AT&T’s Proposed Amendments to AT&T/BellSouth Florida Interconnection Agreement,

filed March 22, 1990 . . ... 1198
Volume 7

Commission Order PSC-99-0543-PCO-TP Authorizing Qualified Representative Status for

Nancy B. White, issued March 25, 1999 .. ... . 1202
Letter seeking leave for William J. Ellenberg, II to appear as qualified representative in

specific dockets listed, filed April 6, 1999, on behalf of BellSouth .................... 1205
Commission Order PSC-99-1097-PCO-TP Authorizing Qualified Representative Status for
William J. Ellenberg, II, issued June 1, 1999 .. ... ... .. .. ... . .. . . . ... 1219
Memorandum from Commission’s Divisions of Communications and Legal Services to

Division of Records and Reporting, filed August 19,1999 ... .. ... ... .. ... ... ... ... 1221
Commisston Order PSC-99-1989-FOF-TP Approving Amendments to the Interconnection
Apreements, 1ssoed Oetober 11, 1999 . uwms s smmuncs s mpaams s s qnmupess s apmaess i3 1244
Notice of Administrative Appeal, filed November 10, 1999, on behalf of BellSouth . . . .. .. 1254 -

Sixth Amendment to MCImetro/BellSouth Interconnection Agreement Dated
October 12, 1999, filed November 15, 1999, on behalf of BellSouth, AT&T and MClmetro 1347

Memorandum frc;m Commission’s Divisions of Communications and Legal Services to
Division of Records and Reporting, filed November 18,1999 . ......... ... .. ... ..... 1352

Complaint, filed November 29, 1999, on behalf of BellSouth with the United States District
Court for the Northern District of Florida . ........... .. . . . . . . . . . . .. 1356

Commission Order PSC-99-2461-FOF-TP Approving Amendments to Interconnection
Agrecments, 1asued December 16, 1999 ... . . ccuivsisnsmsicssannmaissssamansass as 1364

Supreme Court of Florida Order Granting BellSouth’s Motion to Stay Appeal,
fled Jarnary d, 2000 . o 5 wwme s s ommmi s s 5o B@mas § 5 nans x50 BEEH 688 5 RBESE§ 5§ s 1368




Certificate of Director, Division of Records and Reporting . ......................... 1369

HEARING TRANSCRIPTS AND EXHIBITS

Transcript of hearing held March 9, 1998, Volume 1, pages | through 134 (reference court
reporter’s original page numbers in this and all succeeding volumes)

Transcript of hearing held March 9, 1998, Volume 2, pages 134 through 233
Transcript of hearing held March 9, 1998, Volume 3, pages 234 through 371
Transcript of hearing held March 11, 1998, Volume 4, pages 372 through 517
Transcript of hearing held March 11, 1998, Volume 5, pages 518 through 676
Transcript of hearing held March 11, 1998, Volume 6, pages 677 through 802
Hearing Exhibits 1,2, 3,4,5,6,7,8,9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21,

22,23,24,25,26,27,28, 29,30, 31, 32,33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39 for hearing held
March 9-11, 1998




02347-98 -

02348-98 -

02349-98 -

03025-98 -

DOCUMENTS SUBMI CONFIDENTIAL TTED IN SEALED
ENVELOPE, MARKED “CONFIDENTIAL”

Commission staff audit workpapers, Volume Il of [V for audit of AT&T (Audit
Control No. 98-012-4-1)

Commission staff audit workpapers, Volume Il of IV for audit of AT&T (Audit
Control No. 98-012-4-1)

Commission staff audit workpapers, Volume IV of IV for audit of AT&T (Audit
Control No. 98-012-4-1) _

BellSouth’s filing of certain portions of staff’s audit of Loop & Port Combinations
dated 2/16/98



STATE OF FLORIDA

DivisiON OF RECORDS & REPORTING
BLANCA S. BAYO

DIRECTOR

(850)413-6770

Commussioners:

JOE GARCIA, CHAIRMAN
J. TERRY DEASON
SUSAN F. CLARK

E. LEON JACOBS, JR.
LiLA A. JABER

Public Serbice Commission

April 28, 2000

Robert A. Mossing, Clerk
United States District Court
United States Courthouse

110 East Park Avenue

Room 122

Tallahassee, Florida 32301-7795

Re: U.S District Court Case No. 4:99CV448-WS - BellSouth Telecommunications vs.
AT&T Communications of the Southern States, Inc., et al. (Docket No. 971140-TP)

Dear Mr. Mossing:

The record in the above-referenced case, consisting of seven binders, six volumes of hearing
transcripts, five pouches containing exhibits, and one sealed envelope marked “confidential,” is
forwarded for filing in the Court. A copy of the index is enclosed for your use. Please initial and
date the copy of this letter to indicate receipt.

Counsel for BellSouth Telecommunications should note that the sealed envelope contains a
copy of one confidential document (03025-98) that was filed with the Commision. Counsel must
file a request with the Court in order for confidentiality of the document to be maintained while in
the Court’s possession.

Do not hesitate to call me at 413-6744 if you have any questions about the contents of this
record.

Sincerely,

[Casy
Kay Flynn, Chief
Bureau of Records
Attachment
cc: David Smith, Esquire
Jon W. Zeder, Esquire
Richard D. Melson, Esquire
Tracy Hatch, Esquire

CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER * 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD * TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850
An Affirmative Action/Equal Opportunity Employer
PSC Website: http://www.floridapsc.com Internet E-mail: contact@psc.state.fl.us



mailto:contact@psc.state.n.us
http:http://www.noridapsc.com

Case Assignment and Scheduling Record .
Section 1 - Division of Records and Rep. 1g_(RAR) Completes

Docket No. 971140-TP Date Docketed: (08/28/1997 Title: Petition by MCI Metro Access Transmission Services. Inc., to
set non-recurring charges for combination of network
Company: Bel1South Telecommunications, Inc. elements with Bel1South Telecommunications, Inc.
MCI Metro Access Transmission Services, Inc.
Official Filing Date:
Last Day to Suspend: Expiration:
Referred to: ADM AFA APP CAF  (CMU) EAG GCL LEG RAR RRR WAW
("()" indicates OPR) o . L - X . . X . . .
Section 2 - OPR Completes and returns to RAR in 10 workdays. Time Schedule
Program/Module A20(b) WARNING: THIS SCHEDULE IS AN INTERNAL PLANNING DOCUMENT.
IT IS TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVISION.
Staff Assignments FOR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION: (850) 413-6770
Current CASR revision level Due Dates
OPR Staff E—
0 Previous  Current
1.
2.
3.
Staff Counsel é.
OCRs ¢ ) 6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
¢ ) 11.
12.
13,
14.
15.
) 16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
) 21.
22,
23.
24.
25,
) 26.
27.
28.
29.
30.
Recommended assignments for hearing 31
and/or deciding this case: g%.
Full Commission Commission Panel _ 34.
Hearing Examiner taf o gg.
Date filed with RAR: %g.
Initials: OPR 39.
Staff Counsel 40.

Section 3 - Chairman Completes

Assignments are as follows:

- Hearing Officer(s) - Prehearing Officer
Commissioners Hrg. | Staff Commissioners ADM
Exam.
ALL JN | DS | CL | KS | GR JN | DS | CL | KS | GR
MY T-0\f

Where panels are assigned the senior Commissioner is Panel Chairman: .
the identical panel decides the case. _ Approved:
Where one Commissioner, a Hearing Examiner or a Staff Member is -
assigned the full Commission decides the case. Date: /

PSC/RAR-15 (Rev. 7/97) * COMPLETED EVENTS




Case Assignment and Scheduling Record

Section 1 - Division of Records and Reporting (RAR) Completes

Docket No.

971140-TP Date Docketed: 08/28/1997 Title: Petition by MCI Metro Access Transmission Services, Inc., to
set non-recurring charges for combination of network
Company: BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. elements with BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.
MCI Metro Access Transmission Services, Inc.
Official Filing Date:
Last Day to Suspend: Expiration:
Referred to: ADM AFA APP CAF (CMU) EAG GCL LEG RAR RRR WAW
("O" indicates OPR) . . - - X - L X o . .
Section 2 - OPR Completes and returns to RAR in 10 workdays. Time Schedule
Program/Module A20(b) WARNING: THIS SCHEDULE IS AN INTERNAL PLANNING DOCUMENT.
IT IS TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVISION.
Staff Assignments FOR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION: (850) 413-6770
Current CASR revision level Due Dates
OPR Staff M _Sirianni
0 Previous Current
1. Issue Identification NONE 10/02/1997
2. Revised CASR Due NONE 11/03/1997
3.
Staff Counsel C Pellegrini 4.
5.
OCRs ¢ ) 6.
tfs
8.
9.
10.
( ) 1.
12.
13.
14.
15.
( ) 16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
( ) 21
22,
235
24.
25.
( ) 26.
27.
28.
29
30.
Recommended assignments for hearing 31.
and/or deciding this case: 32.
33.
Full Commission _X Commission Panel _ 34.
Hearing Examiner __ Staff L 55.
36.
Date filed with RAR: 09/26/1997 37.
38.
Initials: OPR 39.
Staff Counsel 40.
Section 3 - Chairman Completes
Assignments are as follows:
- Hearing Officer(s) - Prehearing Officer
Commissioners Hrg. Staff Commissioners ADM
Exam.
ALL JN DS CL KS GR JN DS CL KS GR
X X
Where panels are assigned the senior Commissioner is Panel Chairman;
the identical panel decides the case. Approved: MA@__
Where one Commissioner, a Hearing Examiner or a Staff Member is rev
assigned the full Commission decides the case. Date: 09/29/1997

PSC/RAR-15 (Rev. 7/97)

* COMPLETED EVENTS




i Case Assignment and Scheduling Record

Section 1 - Division of Records and Re ~thg (RAR) Completes

Docket No. 971140-TP Date Docketed: 08/28/1997 Title: Petition by MCI Metro Access Transmission Services, Inc., to
set non-recurring charges for combination of network
Company: BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. elements with BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.
MCI Metro Access Transmission Services, Inc.
Official Filing Date:
Last Day to Suspend: Expiration:
Referred to: ADM AFA APP CAF (CMU) EAG GCL LEG RAR RRR WAW
("()" indicates OPR) o . . - X - — X B S P
Section 2 - OPR Completes and returns to RAR in 10 workdays. Time Schedule
Program/Module A20(b) WARNING: THIS SCHEDULE IS AN INTERNAL PLANNING DOCUMENT.
IT IS TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVISION.
Staff Assignments FOR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION: (850) 413-6770
Current CASR revision level Due Dates
OPR Staff M Sirianni
1 Previous Current
1. Testimony - All 11/10/1997111/13/1997
2. Testimony - Rebuttal All SAME 12/09/1997
3. Prehearing Statements SAME 12/09/1997
Staff Counsel C Pellegrini 4. Notice of Prehearing and Hearing SAME 01/07/1998
5. Prehearing SAME 01/14/1998
OCRs ( ) 6. Prehearing Transcripts Due SAME 01/22/1998
7. Hearing 1/26-28/97 SAME 01/26/1998
8. Hearing Transcripts Due SAME 02/10/1998
9. Briefs Due 02/17/1998(03/03/1998
10. Staff Recommendation SAME 03/26/1998
( ) 11. Agenda - Regular SAME 04/07/1998
12. Standard Order SAME 04/27/1998
13.
14.
155
( ) 16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
( ) 21.
22.
23
24
25.
( ) 26.
27.
28.
29.
30.
Recommended assignments for hearing 31.
and/or deciding this case: 32
33.
Full Commission _X Commission Panel _ 34.
Hearing Examiner ___ Staff - 35,
36.
Date filed with RAR: 10/27/1997 37.
38.
Initials: OPR 39.
Staff Counsel 40.
Section 3 - Chairman Completes pSC -9 9- 1203-Pco- T
Assignments are as follows:
- Hearing Officer(s) - Prehearing Officer
Commissioners Hrg. Staff Commissioners ADM
Exam.
ALL JN DS CL KS GR JN DS CL KS GR
X X
Where panels are assigned the senior Commissioner is Panel Chairman;
the identical panel decides the case. Approved: @7//3'2/’
Where one Commissioner, a Hearing Examiner or a Staff Member is Ll
assigned the full Commission decides the case. Date: 10/27/1997

PSC/RAR-15 (Rev. 7/97) * COMPLETED EVENTS




Case  _heduling/Rescheduling Advi.

12/12/1997
To: x | Commissioner Deason X | Deputy Ex. Director/Technical Electric & Gas Director
x | Commissioner Clark X | Appeals Director X | Records & Reporting Director
x | Commissioner Kiesling x | Legal Director X | Research Director
x | Commissioner Garcia X | Auditing & Financial Analysis Director Water & Wastewater Director
x | Executive Director X | Communications Director x | Court Reporter
x | Public Information Officer x | Consumer Affairs Director x | Staff Contact - C Pellegrini

From: Office of Chairman Julia L. John% %ﬂ @ _— gvg m
Docket No. 971140-TP ‘ S T Title: Petition by MCI Metro Access
DEC i v? 1997 Transmlss1.on Services, Inc., to s.et )
non-recurring charges for combination of
FPSC - Records /Repo rting network elements with BellSouth ...

1. Schedule Information

Event Former Date New Date Location Time
Prehearing Conference 02/10/1998 Tallahassee, 148 13:00-17:00
Hearing 02/24/1998 | Tallahassee,148 09:30-18:00
Remarks: Docket(s): 971140, 960846,960833,960757
Scheduled from item #12 on 12/02/97 agenda.
2. Hearing/Prehearing Assignment Information:
Former Assignments New or Changed Assignments
Commissioners Hrg. Commissioners Hrg.
Exam. | Staff Exam. | Staff
Hearin ALL|JN |DS|CL| KS |GR ALL|JN | DS|CL | KS |GR
X
Prehearing " Commissioners " " Commissioners "
Officer )N | Ds | cL [ ks | Gr [aDM]| [N|Ds{cL| ks | Gr [aDM]||
|| | | X |
Remarks:

Document ID is 97114001.CCS

PSC/NAN 8 (07/97) FORM KEY IS 121297144214



Case Assignment and Scheduling Recorcde™

Section 1 - Division of Records and Reporting (RAR) Completes

Docket No. 971140-TP Date Docketed: 08/28/1997 Title: Petition by MCI Metro Access Transmission Services, Inc., to
] ) set non-recurring charges for combination of network
Company: BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. elements with BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.
MCI Metro Access Transmission Services, Inc. '
Official Filing Date:
Last Day to Suspend: Expiration:
Referred to: ADM AFA APP CAF (CMU) EAG GCL LEG RAR RRR WAW
("()" indicates OPR) o . o - X - L X . .
Section 2 - OPR Completes and returns to RAR in 10 workdays. Time Schedule
Program/Module A20(b) WARNING: THIS SCHEDULE IS AN INTERNAL PLANNING DOCUMENT.
IT IS TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVISION.
Staff Assignments FOR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION: (850) 413-6770
Current CASR revision level Due Dates
OPR Staff W Stavanja, V Cordiano
2 Previous Current
1. Testimony - All 11/13/1997101/16/1998
2. Notice of Prehearing and Hearing _ SAME 02/03/1998
3. Testimony - Rebuttal ALl 12/09/1997102/05/1998
Staff Counsel C Pellegrini 4. Prehearing Statements 12/09/1997(02/05/1998
5. Prehearing 01/14/1998(02/10/1998
OCRs ( ) 6. Prehearing Transcript Due 01/22/1998102/20/1998
7. Hearing 01/26/1998|02/24/1998
8. Hearing Transcript Due 02/10/1998(03/09/1998
9. Briefs Due 03/03/1998|03/17/1998
10. Staff Recommendation 03/26/1998|04/09/1998
( ) 11. Agenda - Regular 04/07/1998(04/21/1998
12. Standard Order 04/27/1998(05/11/1998
13,
14.
15.
( ) 16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
( ) 21
22.
23:
24 .
25.
« ) 26.
o7
28.
29.
30.
Recommended assignments for hearing 31.
and/or deciding this case: gg.
Full Commission _X Commission Panel 34.
Hearing Examiner ___ Staff - 32.
36,
Date filed with RAR: 01/06/1998 ;g.
Initials: OPR 39.
Staff Counsel 40.
Section 3 - Chairman Completes OS24
Assignments are as follows:
- Hearing Officer(s) - Prehearing Officer
T
Commissioners Hrg. Staff Commissioners ADM
Exam. —
ALL JN DS CL GR JC JN DS CL GR JC
Where panels are assigned the senior Commissioner is Panel Chairman; "y
the identical panel decides the case. Approved: ;7*?’ P
Where one Commissioner, a Hearing Examiner or a Staff Member is /
assigned the full Commission decides the case. Date: 01/06/1998 -~
S

PSC/RAR-15 (Rev. 1/98)

* COMPLETED EVENTS




—

Case Assignment

and Scheduling Record ™

Section 1 - Division of Records and Reporcing (RAR) Completes
Docket No. 971140-TP Date Docketed: 08/28/1997 Title:
Company: AT&T (AT&T Communications of the Southern States,

BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.
MCI Metro Access Transmission Services, Inc.
MCI Telecommunications Corporation

Motions of AT&T Communications of the Southern States, Inc.
and MCI Telecommunications Corporation and MCI Metro Access
Transmission Services, Inc. to compel BellSouth
Telecommunications, Inc. to comply with Order
PSC-96-1579-FOF-TP and to set non-recurring charges for
combinations of network elements with BellSouth
Telecommunications, Inc. pursuant to their agreement.

Official Filing Date:

Last Day to Suspend: Expiration:
Referred to: ADM AFA APP CAF (CMU) EAG GCL LEG RAR RRR WAW
("()" indicates OPR) o o - - X o - X . . .
Section 2 - OPR Completes and returns to RAR in 10 workdays. Time Schedule
Program/Module A20(b) WARNING: THIS SCHEDULE IS AN INTERNAL PLANNING DOCUMENT.
IT IS TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVISION.
Staff Assignments FOR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION: (850) 413-6770
Current CASR revision level Due Dates
OPR Staff W Stavanja, V Cordiano
2 Previous Current
1. Testimony - ALl 11/13/1997(01/16/1998
2. Notice of Prehearing and Hearing SAME 02/03/1998
3. Testimony - Rebuttal ALl 12/09/1997|02/05/1998
Staff Counsel C Pellegrini 4. Prehearing Statements 12/09/199702/05/1998
5. Prehearing 02/10/1998(02/09/1998
OCRs ¢ ) 6. Prehearing Transcript Due 01/22/1998102/20/1998
7. Hearing 01/26/1998|02/24/1998
8. Hearing Transcript Due 02/10/1998|03/09/1998
9. Briefs Due 03/03/1998|03/17/1998
10. Staff Recommendation 03/26/1998|04/09/1998
( ) 11. Agenda - Regular 04/07/1998|04/21/1998
12. Standard Order 04/27/1998105/11/1998
13
14.
15
( ) 16.
17.
18.
192
20.
( ) 21
22.
23,
24.
25.
( ) 26.
27
28.
29.
30.
Recommended assignments for hearing 31.
and/or deciding this case: 32.
33.
Full Commission _X Commission Panel 34.
Hearing Examiner ___ Staff . 35.
36.
Date filed with RAR: 01/06/1998 37.
38.
Initials: OPR 39.
Staff Counsel 40.
Section 3 - Chairman Completes CC
Assignments are as follows:
- Hearing Officer(s) - Prehearing Officer
Commissioners Hrg. Staff Commissioners ADM
Exam.
ALL JN DS CL GR JCc JN DS CL GR Jc
X X
Where panels are assigned the senior Commissioner is Panel Chairman; y
the identical panel decides the case. Approved: g >

Where one Commissioner, a Hearing Examiner or a Staff Member is

assigned the full Commission decides the case.

PSC/RAR-15 (Rev. 1/98)

*

COMPLETED EVENTS

Date: 01/12/1998




To:

Commissioner Deason

Commissioner Clark

Commissioner Garcia

Commissioner Jacobs

Executive Director

=l Bl el el Bl

"

Case Scheduling/Rescheduling Advice

Public Information Officer

tal el Bal Il BT

01/09/1998

Deputy Ex. Director/Technical
Appeals Director
Legal Director

Auditing & Financial Analysis Director

Communications Director
Consumer Affairs Director

Electric & Gas Director
Records & Reporting Director
Research Director

Water & Wastewater Director
Court Reporter

Staff Contact - C Pellegrini

From: Office of Chairman Julia L. Johnson o onn g B
RECEIVED
Docket No. 971140-TP Title: Motions of AT&T Communications of the
JAN 14 1998 Southern States, Inc. and MCI
Telecommunications Corporation and MCI

FPSGC - Records/Reperting Metro Access Transmission Services, Inc.

1. Schedule Information

Event Former Date New Date Location Time
y Prehearing Conference 02/10/1998 02/09/1998 Tallahassee, 148 13:00-17:00
Hearing 02/24/1998 | Tallahassee,148 09:30-18:00
Remarks: Docket(s): 971140,960846,960833,960757
Moved to accomodate 813 hearing on 2/10/98
2. Hearing/Prehearing Assignment Information:
Former Assignments New or Changed Assignments
Commissioners Hrg. Commissioners Hrg.
Exam. | Staff Exam. | Staff
Hearing ALL|IJN |DS|CL| GR |JC ALL|{JN |DS|CL|GR|IJC
’ X
Prehearing " Commissioners " " Commissioners "
Officer [N [Dps|cL|Gr] ic [ADM] [N]ps|cL| Gr | ic [aDM]
l | | X |
Remarks:

Document ID is 97114002.CCS

PSC/NAN 8 (01/98) FORM KEY IS 121297144214
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Case dcheduling/Rescheduling Advice

To:

Commissioner Deason

Commissioner Clark

Commissioner Garcia

Commissioner Jacobs

Executive Director

Eal Bal Bl Bl B

ol el Bl Bl L1

Public Information Officer

From: Office of Chairman Julia L. Johnson

Docket No. 971140-TP

{8

JAN

01/15/1998
Deputy Ex. Director/Technical Electric & Gas Director
Appeals Director X | Records & Reporting Director
Legal Director X | Research Director
Auditing & Financial Analysis Director Water & Wastewater Director
Communications Director x | Court Reporter
Consumer Affairs Director x | Staff Contact - C Pellegrini

agmans ¥ P

%Q_gﬂiﬁ é%:r:% Q%f %Ei mitle: Motions of AT&T Communications of the

Southern States, Inc. and MCI
15 1998 Telecommunicatiorns Corporation and MCI
B Metro Access Transmission Services, Inc.

EPSC - Records/Reporting

1. Schedule Information

Event Former Date New Date Location Time
Prehearing Conference 02/09/98 02/27/1998* | Tallahassee,152 13:00-17:00
Hearing 02/24/1998 3/09/1998** | Tallahassee,148 10:30-18:00

Special Agenda

05/01/1998 | Tallahassee,148 09:30-17:00

Remarks: Docket(s): 971140,960846,960833,960757 ;

*PREHEARING WILL BE HELD AT 9:30 ON 2/27/98 IF FUEL ADJUSTMENT IS COMPLETED ON 2/26/98, AT
THE CONCLUSION OF THE FUEL ADJUSTMENT HEARING ON 2/27/98 OR AS STATED ABOVE.
**AFTER INTERNAL AFFAIRS

2. Hearing/Prehearing Assignment Information:

Former Assignments New or Changed Assignments
Commissioners Hrg. Commissioners Hrg.
Exam. | Staff Exam. | Staff
Hearing ALL|{JN |DS|CL| GR |JC ALL|{JN |DS|CL|GR|JC
X
Prehearing " Commissioners " " Commissioners "
Officer [N | Ds|cL|GRr]|iC [ADM]| [IN|Ds|cL| Gr | ic [ADM]|
| | X | | |
Remarks:

Document ID is 97114003.CCS



s, Case Assignment and Scheduling Record ..

Section 1 - Division of Records and Repor...ig (RAR) Completes

Docket No. 971140-TP Date Docketed: 08/28/1997 Title:
Company: AT&T (AT&T Communications of the Southern States,

BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.
MCI Metro Access Transmission Services, Inc.

Motions of AT&T Communications of the Southern States, Inc.
and MCI Telecommunications Corporation and MCI Metro Access
Transmission Services, Inc. to compel BellSouth
Telecommunications, Inc. to comply with Order

MCI Telecommunications Corporation

Official Filing Date:
Last Day to Suspend:

Referred to: ADM AFA
("()" indicates OPR) X

combinations of network elements with BellSouth

PSC-96-1579-FOF-TP and to set non-recurring charges for

Telecommunications, Inc. pursuant to their agreement.

Expiration:

APP CAF (CMU)  EAG GCL

X X

RRR WAW

Section 2 - OPR Completes and returns to RAR in 10 workdays.

Program/Module A20(b)

Staff Assignments

OPR Staff W Stavanja, V Cordiano

Staff Counsel € Pellegrini

OCRs (AFA) K Welch

Recommended assignments for hearing
and/or deciding this case:

Commission Panel
Staff

Full Commission _X
Hearing Examiner ___

Date filed with RAR: 01/16/1998

OPR
Staff Counsel

Initials:

Time Schedule

WARNING: THIS SCHEDULE IS AN INTERNAL PLANNING DOCUMENT.
IT IS TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVISION.
FOR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION:
Current CASR revision level

(850) 413-6770

3 Previous

Due Dates

Current

Testimony - All (Except Staff)

01/16/1998101/29/1998

Testimony - Staff

NONE

02/10/1998

Notice of Prehearing and Hearing

02/03/1998(02/16/1998

Testimony - Rebuttal AlL

02/05/1998102/20/1998

Prehearing Statements

02/05/1998|02/20/1998

Prehearing

02/09/199802/27/1998

Prehearing Transcript Due

02/20/1998(03/02/1998

Hearing

02/24/1998|03/09/1998

NVORONOUVHAWN -

Hearing Transcript Due

03/09/1998103/10/1998

10. Briefs Due

03/17/1998103/23/1998

11. Staff Recommendation

04/09/1998(04/22/1998

12. Special Agenda

04/21/1998105/01/1998

13. Standard Order

05/11/1998(05/21/1998

Section 3 - Chairman Completes

- Hearing Officer(s)

Assignments are as follows:

- Prehearing officer

Commissioners

ALL JN | DS | CL | GR | JC

Hrg.
Exam.

X

Where panels are assigned the senior Commissioner is Panel Chairman;

the identical panel decides the case.

where one Commissioner, a Hearing Examiner or a Staff Member is

assigned the full Commission decides the case.

PSC/RAR-15 (Rev. 1/98)

Qser

Staff Commissioners ADM
JN DS CL GR JC
X
Approved: ;Jd [t
Date: 01/16/1998

* COMPLETED EVENTS




a Case Assignment and Scheduling Record

Section 1 - Division of Records and Repori.ng (RAR) Completes

08/28/1997

AT&T (AT&T Communications of the Southern States,
BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.

MCI Metro Access Transmission Services, Inc.

MCI Telecommunications Corporation

Docket No. 971140-TP Date Docketed: Title:

Company:

Official Filing Date:

_a—

Motions of AT&T Communications of the Southern States, Inc.
and MCI Telecommunications Corporation and MCI Metro Access
Transmission Services, Inc. to compel BellSouth
Telecommunications, Inc. to comply with Order
PSC-96-1579-FOF-TP and to set non-recurring charges for
combinations of network elements with BellSouth
Telecommunications, Inc. pursuant to their agreement.

Last Day to Suspend: Expiration:
Referred to: ADM AFA APP CAF (CMU) EAG GCL LEG RAR RRR WAW
("()" indicates OPR) . X . . X - . X . o -
Section 2 - OPR Completes and returns to RAR in 10 workdays. Time Schedule
Program/Module A20(b) WARNING: THIS SCHEDULE IS AN INTERNAL PLANNING DOCUMENT.
IT IS TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVISION.
Staff Assignments FOR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION: (850) 413-6770
Current CASR revision level Due Dates
OPR Staff W Stavanja, V Cordiano
5 Previous Current
1. Notice of Prehearing and Hearing 02/03/1998|02/16/1998
2. Testimony - Staff NONE 02/17/1998
3. Testimony - Rebuttal All 02/05/1998102/20/1998
Staff Counsel C Pellegrini 4. Prehearing Statements 02/05/1998102/20/1998
5. Testimony - Rebuttal to Staff Testimony NONE 02/23/1998
OCRs (AFA) K _Welch 6. Prehearing 02/09/1998(02/27/1998
7. Prehearing Transcript Due 02/20/1998|03/02/1998
8. Hearing 02/24/1998(03/09/1998
9. Hearing Transcript Due 03/09/1998(03/10/1998
10. Briefs Due 03/17/1998(03/23/1998
( ) 11. Staff Recommendation 04/09/1998(04/22/1998
12. Special Agenda 04/21/1998105/01/1998
13. Standard Order 05/11/1998(05/21/1998
14.
15.
( ) 16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
( ) 21
22.
23.
24.
25.
( ) 26.
27.
28.
29.
30.
Recommended assignments for hearing 31.
and/or deciding this case: 32.
33.
Full Commission _X Commission Panel 34.
Hearing Examiner ___ Staff - 35,
36.
Date filed with RAR: 02/05/1998 37
38.
Initials: OPR 39.
Staff Counsel 40.
Section 3 - Chairman Completes
Assignments are as follows:
- Hearing Officer(s) - Prehearing Officer
Commissioners Hrg. Staff Commissioners ADM
Exam.
ALL JN DS CL GR JC JN DS CL GR JC
X X
Where panels are assigned the senior Commissioner is Panel Chairman;
the identical panel decides the case. Approved: 44/"‘""/
Where one Commissioner, a Hearing Examiner or a Staff Member is LY ¢
assigned the full Commission decides the case. Date: 02/05/1998

PSC/RAR-15 (Rev. 1/98)

COMPLETED EVENTS
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MEMORANDUM

February 18, 1998

TO: DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING
FROM: DIVISION OF AUDITING AND FINANCIAL ANALYSIS (VANDIVER)C‘}J

RE: DOCKET NO. 971140-TP -- BELLSOUTH TELECOMMUNICTIONS, INC.
AUDIT REPORT - INVESTIGATION
AUDIT CONTROL NO. AUDIT CONTROL NO. 98-012-4-1

The above-referenced audit report is forwarded. Audit exceptions document
deviations from the Uniform System of Accounts, Commission rule or order,
Staff Accounting Bulletin and generally accepted accounting principles. Audit
disclosures show information that may influence the decision process.

The audit was prepared using a micro computer and has been recorded on two
diskettes (one is confidential). The diskettes may be reviewed using IBM
compatible equipment and LOTUS 1-2-3 software. There are confidential working
papers associated with this audit.

Please forward a complete copy of this audit report to:

BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.
Nancy H. Sims

150 South Monroe Street, Suite 400
Tallahassee, FL 32301-1556

DNV/sp
Attachment
(o} Chairman Johnson
Commissioner Clark
Commissioner Deason
Commissioner Garcia
Commissioner Jacobs
Mary Andrews Bane, Deputy Executive Director/Technical
Legal Services
Division of Auditing and Financial Analysis (Devlin/Causseaux/
File Folder)
Division of Communications (Stavanja)
Miami District Office (Young)

Research and Regulatory Review (Harvey)
Office of Public Counsel



o

CaSc Scheduling/Rescheduling Adv.ce

02/23/1998
To: x | Commissioner Deason X | Deputy Ex. Director/Technical Electric & Gas Director
x | Commissioner Clark X | Appeals Director X | Records & Reporting Director
X | Commissioner Garcia x | Legal Director X | Research Director
X | Commissioner Jacobs X | Auditing & Financial Analysis Director Water & Wastewater Director
x | Executive Director X | Communications Director x | Court Reporter
x | Public Information Officer X | Consumer Affairs Director x | Staff Contact - C Pellegrini

From: Office of Chairman Julia L. Johnson

% Title: Motions of AT&T Communications of the
Southern States, Inc., and MCI
Telecommunications Corporation and MCI
Metro Access Transmission Services, ...

Docket No. 971140-TP

1. Schedule Information FPSC - Records/Reporting
Event Former Date New Date Location Time
Prehearing Conference : 02/27/1998 Tallahassee, 152 09:30-12:00
Hearing 03/09/1998 Tallahassee, 148 10:30-18:00
Speci:'—ll Agenda 05/01/1998 | Tallahassee,148 09:30-17:00

Remarks: Docket(s): 971140
TIME CHANGE FROM 1:00 PM TO 9:30 AM - SAME DAY

2. Hearing/Prehearing Assignment Information:

Former Assignments New or Changed Assignments
Commissioners Hrg. Commissioners Hrg.
Exam. | Staff Exam. | Staff
Hearin, ALL|{JN |DS|CL| GR {]JC ALL{IN | DS|CL{GR|IC
X

Prehearing " Commissioners " " Commissioners "
Officer ° [N ]Ds|cL|Gr]| ic |aDM|l H IN|Dps|cL|GrR | JC ADMH

HE |

Remarks:
Document ID is 97114004.CCS

PSC/NAN 8 (01/98) FORM KEY IS 121297144214




To:

Commissioner Deason
Commissioner Clark
Commissioner Garcia
Commissioner Jacobs
Executive Director

R S T B Y

a—,

—_—

Casc Scheduling/Rescheduling Aw . ce

Public Information Officer

ol ol el el el I

03/10/1998

Deputy Ex. Director/Technical
Appeals Director
Legal Director

Auditing & Financial Analysis Director

Communications Director
Consumer Affairs Director

Electric & Gas Director
Records & Reporting Director
Research Director

Water & Wastewater Director
Court Reporter

Staff Contact - C Pellegrini

From: Office of Chairman Julia L. Johnson

Docket No. 971140-TP - ~T1ﬁe Motions of AT&T Communications of the
Southern States, Inc., and MCI
Telecommunications Corporatlon and MCI

Metro Access Transmission Services, ...

1. Schedule Information

Event Former Date New Date Location Time

Hearing 03/11/1998 Tallahassee, 148 09:00-19:00

Hearing 03/12/1998 Tallahassee,148 09:00-19:00
Remarks: Docket(s): 971140

HEARING WAS CONTINUED BY THE CHAIRMAN TO 3/11&12 for all five commissioners
earing/Prehearing Assignment Information:
Former Assignments

New or Changed Assignments

Commissioners Hrg. Commissioners Hrg.
Exam. | Staff Exam. | Staff
Hearing ALL|IJN [DS|CL| GR {IC ALL|IN [DS|{CL}|GRIC
X

Prehearing " Commissioners Commissioners
Officer [IN|Ds|cL|GR]IC [ADM IN|Ds|cL| GR | ICc |[ADM

!I X

Remarks:

Document ID is 97114005.CCS

PSC/NAN 8 (01/98) FORM KEY IS 031098084953




To:

bl el Bl L R

—

—

Case Scheduling/Rescheduling Advice

Commissioner Deason
Commissioner Clark
Commissioner Garcia
Commissioner Jacobs
Executive Director

Public Information Officer

bl el el Bl B

From: Office of Chairman Julia L. Johnson

Docket No. 971140-TP

1. Schedule Information

APR -

03/20/1998

Deputy Ex. Director/Technical
Appeals Director
Legal Director

Auditing & Financial Analysis Director

Communications Director
Consumer Affairs Director

Electric & Gas Director
Records & Reporting Director
Research Director

Water & Wastewater Director
Court Reporter

Staff Contact - C Pellegrini

sy o g (2 1% 807 Title: Motions of AT&T Communications of the
ﬁt b %:m i \%ﬁ t Southern States, Inc., and MCI

Telecommunications Corporation and MCI

FPSC - Records/Reporting

-1 1998 Metro Access Transmission Services, ...

Event

Former Date New Date

Location

Time

Special Agenda

05/01/1998 05/14/1998 | Tallahassee,148

09:30-17:00

Remarks: Docket(s): 971140
SPECIAL AGENDA MOVED AT REQUEST OF PREHEARING OFFICER/WITH CHAIRMAN’S APPROVAL

2. Hearing/Prehearing Assignment Information:
Former Assignments

Commissioners Hrg. Commissioners Hrg.
Exam. | Staff Exam. | Staff
Hearin ALL|IJN |DS|CL| GR |JC ALL|IJN|DS|CL|GR|JC
X
Prehearing " Commissioners " " Commissioners
Officer [ 1N|Ds|cL|Gr]| ic [ADM]| [IN]|ps|cL|Gr | ic [aDM
EE n |J
Remarks:

New or Changed Assignments

Document ID is 97114006.CCS

PSC/NAN 8 (01/98)

FORM KEY IS 121297144214
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Case Assignment and Scheduling Record

Section 1 - Division of Records and Repo.

—

.0g (RAR) Completes

Docket No. 971140-TP Date Docketed: 08/28/1997
Company: AT&T (AT&T Communications of the Southern States,

BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.
MCI Metro Access Transmission Services, Inc.
MCI Telecommunications Corporation

Title:

Motions of AT&T Communications of the Southern States, Inc.,
and MCI Telecommunications Corporation and MCI Metro Access
Transmission Services, Inc., to compel BellSouth
Telecommunications, Inc. to comply with Order
PSC-96-1579-FOF-TP and to set non-recurring charges for
combinations of network elements with BellSouth

Telecommunications, Inc., pursuant to their agreement.
Official Filing Date:

Last Day to Suspend: Expiration:
Referred to: ADM AFA APP CAF  (CMU) EAG GCL LEG RAR RRR WAW
("()" indicates OPR) . X . . X - - X — — S
Section 2 - OPR Completes and returns to RAR in 10 workdays. Time Schedule
Program/Module A20(b) WARNING: THIS SCHEDULE IS AN INTERNAL PLANNING DOCUMENT.
IT IS TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVISION.
Staff Assignments FOR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION: (850) 413-6770
Current CASR revision level Due Dates
OPR Staff W Stavanja, V Cordiano
4 Previous Current
1. Briefs Due 03/23/1998|04/06/1998
2. Staff Recommendation 04/22/1998105/01/1998
3. Special Agenda 05/01/1998105/14/1998
Staff Counsel C Pellegrini 4. Standard Order 05/21/1998|06/03/1998
5.
OCRs (AFA) K Welch 6.
i
8.
9
10.
( ) 11.
12.
13.
14.
15.
( ) 16.
17
18.
19.
20.
( ) 21
22.
23.
24
25.
( ) 26.
27 -
28.
29.
30.
Recommended assignments for hearing 31.
and/or deciding this case: 32.
33.
Full Commission _X Commission Panel 34.
Hearing Examiner __ Staff . 35.
36.
Date filed with RAR: 03/17/1998 37
38.
Initials: OPR 39.
Staff Counsel 40.
Section 3 - Chairman Completes (}:sgzbiq
Assignments are as follows:
- Hearing Officer(s) - Prehearing Officer
Commissioners Hrg. Staff Commissioners ADM
Exam.
ALL JN | DS | CL | GR | JC JN | DS | CL | GR | JC
X X
Where panels are assigned the senior Commissioner is Panel Chairman;
the idZntical panel decides the case. Approved: cﬁ%;f,//’“>1__———’
Where one Commissioner, a Hearing Examiner or a Staff Member is "4
assigned the full Commission decides the case. Date: 03/23/1998

PSC/RAR-15 (Rev. 1/98) * COMPLETED EVENTS




Section 1 - Division of Records and Repoi

Case Assignment and Scheduling Record

Docket No. 971140-TP Date Docketed: 08/28/1997 Title:
Company: AT&T

BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.
MCI Metro Access Transmission Services, Inc.
MCI Telecommunications Corporation

g (RAR) Completes

o
-~

Motions of AT&T Communications of the Southern States, Inc.,
and MCI Telecommunications Corporation and MCI Metro Access
Transmission Services, Inc., to compel BellSouth
Telecommunications, Inc. to comply with Order
PSC-96-1579-FOF-TP and to set non-recurring charges for
combinations of network elements with BellSouth

Telecommunications, Inc., pursuant to their agreement.

Official Filing Date:

Last Day to Suspend: Expiration:

Referred to: ADM AFA APP CAF (CMU)  EAG GCL LEG RAR RRR WAW
("()" indicates OPR) X X X

Section 2 - OPR Completes and returns to RAR in 10 workdays.

Program/Module A20(b)

Staff Assignments

OPR_Staff W Stavanja, V Cordiano

Staff Counsel H Ottinot, M Brown

OCRs (AFA) K Welch

Recommended assignments for hearing
and/or deciding this case:

Full Commission _X

Hearing Examiner ___ Staff

pate filed with RAR: 08/03/1998

Commission Panel

Initials: OPR

Staff Counsel

Time Schedule

WARNING: THIS SCHEDULE IS AN INTERNAL PLANNING DOCUMENT.
IT IS TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVISION.

FOR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION: (850) 413-6770
Current CASR revision level

Due Dates

5 Previous Current

1. Staff Recommendation NONE 08/20/1998

2. Agenda - Regular NONE 09/01/1998

3. Standard Order NONE 09/21/1998

12.

13:

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22,

25,

24,

25.

26

27.

28.

29.

30.

3=

32.

33.

34.

55.

36.

37

38.

39.

40.

Section 3 - Chairman Completes

- Hearing Officer(s)

Assignments are as follows:

- Prehearing Officer

Commissioners Hrg. Staff Commissioners ADM
Exam.
ALL JN DS CL GR Jc JN DS CL GR JC
X X
where panels are assigned the senior Commissioner is Panel Chairman; .
the identical panel decides the case. Approved: :;ﬂ%a‘;//3,1y1/\>

where one Commissioner, a Hearing Examiner or a Staff Member is

assigned the full Commission decides the case.

PSC/RAR-15 (Rev. 1/98)

Date: 08/03/1998

* COMPLETED EVENTS



~=._ Case Assignment and Scheduling Record

P
Section 1 - Division of Records and Repor.ing (RAR) Completes
Docket No. 971140-TP Date Docketed: 08/28/1997 Title: Motions of AT&T Communications of the Southern States, Inc.,

Company: AT&T (AT&T Communications of the Southern States,
BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.
MCI Metro Access Transmission Services, Inc.
MCI Telecommunications Corporation

Official Filing Date:

Last Day to Suspend: Expiration:
Referred to: ADM AFA APP CAF
("()" indicates OPR) X

and MCI Telecommunications Corporation and MCI Metro Access
Transmission Services, Inc., to compel BellSouth
Telecommunications, Inc. to comply with Order
PSC-96-1579-FOF-TP and to set non-recurring charges for
combinations of network elements with BellSouth
Telecommunications, Inc., pursuant to their agreement.

(CMU)  EAG GCL LEG RAR RRR WAW
X X

Section 2 - OPR Completes and returns to RAR in 10 workdays.

Time Schedule

Program/Module A20(b) WARNING: THIS SCHEDULE IS AN INTERNAL PLANNING DOCUMENT.

IT IS TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVISION.

Staff Assignments FOR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION: (850) 413-6770

OPR_Staff L King, V Cordiano

Current CASR revision level Due Dates

6 Previous Current

1. Staff Recommendation NONE 06/17/1999

2. Agenda - Regular NONE 06/29/1999

3. Standard Order NONE 07/19/1999

Staff Counsel T Watts, M Brown

OCRs (AFA) K Welch

OO NONT

13.

15.

« ) 16.

7

18.

19.

20.

« ) 212

22.

23.

24.

25

« ) 26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

Recommended assignments for hearing 3.

and/or deciding this case: 32.

33.

Full Commission _X Commission Panel _ 34,
Hearing Examiner ___ Staff 35.

36.

Date filed with RAR: 04/26/1999 37.

38.

Initials: OPR 39.

Staff Counsel 40.

Section 3 - Chairman Completes

- Hearing Officer(s)

Commissioners Hrg. Staff
Exam.

ALL GR | DS | CL | JN | JC

X

the identical panel decides the case.

Assignments are as follows:

- Prehearing Officer

Commissioners ADM

GR | DS | CL [ JN | JC

X

where panels are assigned the senior Commissioner is Panel Chairman; <;2,/
o Approved: 7/0 2o

where one Commissioner, a Hearing Examiner or a Staff Member is

assigned the full Commission decides the case.

*

PSC/RAR-15 (Rev. 1/98)

Date: 04/26/1999

COMPLETED EVENTS



mm, Case Assignment and Scheduling Record
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Section 1 - Division of Records and Reportia. «AR) Completes
Docket No. 971140-TP Date Docketed: 08/28/1997 Title: Motions of AT&T Communications of the Southern States, 1Inc.,
and MCI Telecommunications Corporation and MCI Metro Access

Company: AT&T (AT&T Communications of the Southern States, Transmission Services, Inc., to compel BellSouth

BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. Telecommunications, Inc. to comply with Order

MCI Metro Access Transmission Services, Inc. PSC-96-1579-FOF-TP and to set non-recurring charges for

MCI Telecommunications Corporation combinations of network elements with BellSouth

Telecommunications, Inc., pursuant to their agreement.
Official Filing Date:

Last Day to Suspend: Expiration:

Referred to: ADM AFA APP CAF (CMU) EAG GCL LEG RAR RRR WAW
("()" indicates OPR) X X X

Section 2 - OPR Completes and returns to RAR in 10 workdays. Time Schedule

Program/Module A20(b) | HARNING: THIS SCHEDULE IS AN INTERNAL PLANNING DOCUMENT.
|IT IS TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVISION.
Staff Assignments | FOR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION: (850) 413-6770
Current CASR revision level Due Dates

OPR_Staff L King, V Cordiano

| 8 | Previous  Current
L

Staff Recommendation |106/17/1999]|07/15/1999 |
. Agenda - Regular |06/29/1999]07/27/1999 |
Standard Order |07/19/1999|08/16/1999 |

Staff Counsel T Watts, M Brown

OCRs (AFA) K Welch

1
2
3
4.
5.
6
7
8
)

I

|

I

|

|

I

|

I

|

|

I

| 9.
| 10.
| 11.
| 12.
| 13.
| 1a.
| 1s.
| 16.
| 17.
| 18.
I

|

|

I

}

|

I

|

[

I

I

I

I

I

}

I

I

I

I

19°.

20x

21.

|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
[
I
|
|
22, |
|
I
|
|
[
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
[
|
|

23
24.
25
26
27.
28.
29,
30.
31
32.
330
34,
35.
36.
37.
38.
39.
40.

Recommended assignments for hearing
and/or deciding this case:

Full Commission X Commission Panel

Hearing Examiner staff

Date filed with RAR: 06/10/1999

Initials: OFR
Staff Counsel

I
I |
| |
| |
| I
| I
| |
I |
I |
I |
| |
| I
I I
! |
| I
I I
I I
I |
I |
| I
| I
I I
I I
| |
[ [
I |
| |
| |
| |
| I
| |
| I
[ I
I I
I I
I |
I I

Section 3 - Chairman Completes

Assignments are as follows:

- Hearing Officer(s) - Prehearing Officer
I T T —1 r . T 1
| Commissioners | Hrg. | Staff | | Commissioners | abm |
f T T T T — Exam. | | F— T T T 1 |
| ALL | GR | DS | CL | JN | JC | | | | GR | DS | cL | aN | JC | |
L ] | 1 I I 1 | | | | 1 [ 1 1 |
f —T T 1 T 1 T 1 | — T 1 1 T
| x | | | | | | | | | | P x| f | |
L 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 ] 1 1 1 L1 1 ]
Where panels are assigned the senior Commissioner is Panel Chairman; 5"41 )//
the identical panel decides the case. Approved: {/;/?;{f- S, T
Where one Commissioner, a Hearing Examiner or a Staff Member is 47
assigned the full Commission decides the case. Date: 06/29/1999

PSC/RAR-15 (Rev. 1/98) * COMPLETED EVENTS
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Case Assignment and Scheduling Record .=

Section 1 - Division of Records and Repor.ing (RAR) Completes

Docket No. 971140-TP Date Docketed: 08/28/1997 Title:
Company: AT&T (AT&T Communications of the Southern States,

BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.
MCI Metro Access Transmission Services, Inc.
MCI Telecommunications Corporation

Official Filing Date:
Last Day to Suspend: Expiration:
Referred to: ADM AFA
("()" indicates OPR) X

APP

CAF

(CMU)

Motions of AT&T Communications of the Southern States, Inc.,
and MCI Telecommunications Corporation and MCI Metro Access
Transmission Services, Inc., to compel BellSouth
Telecommunications, Inc. to comply with Order
PSC-96-1579-FOF-TP and to set non-recurring charges for
combinations of network elements with BellSouth
Telecommunications, Inc., pursuant to their agreement.

EAG GCL
X X

PAI

WAW

Section 2 - OPR Completes and returns to RAR in 10 workdays.

Time Schedule

Program/Module

A20(b)

Staff Assignments

WARNING: THIS SCHEDULE IS AN INTERNAL PLANNING DOCUMENT.
IT IS TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVISION.
FOR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION: (850) 413-6770

Current CASR revision level

OPR Staff L King, V Cordiano

9

1. Staff Recommendation

Due Dates

Previous

Current

07/15/1999

08/05/1999

2. Agenda - Regular

07/27/1999

08/17/1999

3. Standard Order

08/16/1999

09/07/1999

Staff Counsel T Watts, M Brown

CRs (AFA) K _Welch

Recommended assignments for hearing
and/or deciding this case:

Commission Panel
Staff

Full Commission _X
Hearing Examiner __

Date filed with RAR: 07/15/1999

Initials: OPR

Staff Counsel

O RNV

10.

1.

12.

13.

14.

154

16.

7.

18.

192

20.

21

22

23.

24.

25.

26.

27,

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37

38.

59.

40.

Section 3 - Chairman Completes

- Hearing Officer(s)

Assignments are as follows:

- Prehearing Officer

Commissioners

Hrg.
Exam.

Staff Commissioners ADM

ALL GR [ DS | CL | JN | JC

X

GR | DS

CL

JN

Jc

X

Where panels are assigned the senior Commissioner is Panel Chairman;

the identical panel decides the case. ]
Where one Commissioner, a Hearing Examiner or a Staff Member is
assigned the full Commission decides the case.

PSC/RAR-15 (Rev. 1/98) *

Approved:

Date: Pending— 7/&!‘25(

COMPLETED EVENTS

(&
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Case _Assignment and Scheduling Record

——

Section 1 - Division of Records and Reporting (RAR) Completes

Docket No. 971140-TP Date Docketed: 08/28/1997 Title:
Company: AT&T (AT&T Communications of the Southern States,

BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.
MCI Metro Access Transmission Services, Inc.
MCI Telecommunications Corporation

Official Filing Date:

Last Day to Suspend: Expiration:

Referred to: ADM AFA APP CAF
("()" indicates OPR) X

(CMU)

Motions of AT&T Communications of the Southern States, Inc.,
and MCI Telecommunications Corporation and MCI Metro Access
Transmission Services, Inc., to compel BellSouth
Telecommunications, Inc. to comply with Order
PSC-96-1579-FOF-TP and to set non-recurring charges for
combinations of network elements with BellSouth
Telecommunications, Inc., pursuant to their agreement.

EAG GCL
X X

PAI WAW

Section 2 - OPR Completes and returns to RAR in 10 workdays.

Program/Module

A20(b)

Time Schedule

WARNING: THIS SCHEDULE IS AN INTERNAL PLANNING DOCUMENT.

IT IS TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVISION.

Staff Assignments

OPR Staff . King, V Cordiano

FOR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION: (850) 413-6770

Current CASR revision level Due Dates
10 Previous Current
1. Staff Recommendation 08/05/1999108/19/1999
2. Agenda - Regular 08/17/1999(08/31/1999
3. Standard Order 09/07/1999(09/20/1999

Staff Counsel T Watts, M Brown 4.,

5

OCRs (AFA) K Welch 6.

7

8.

9.

10.

1.

12-

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

« ) 21

22.

23.

24,

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

Recommended assignments for hearing 31.

and/or deciding this case: 32

33.

Commission Panel 34.

Full Commission _X _

Hearing Examiner ___ 35+

Staff

36.

Date filed with RAR: 08/05/1999 57

38.

Initials: OPR 39.

Staff Counsel 40.

Section 3 - Chairman Completes

- Hearing Officer(s)

Hrg. Staff

Exam.

Commissioners

ALL GR | DS | CL | JN | JC

X

Where panels are assigned the senior Commissioner is Panel Chairman;

the identical panel decides the case.

where one Commissioner, a Hearing Examiner or a Staff Member is

assigned the full Commission decides the case.

PSC/RAR-15 (Rev. 1/98) *

COMPLETED

Assignments are as follows:

- Prehearing Officer

Commissioners ADM
GR DS CL JN JC
X
Approved:

L

Date: _Pending Z/[é/iﬁ\

EVENTS

~
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Section 1 - Division of Records and Repv. .ng (RAR) Completes

Docket No. 971140-TP Date Docketed: 08/28/1997 Title:
Company: AT&T (AT&T Communications of the Southern States,

BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.
MCI Metro Access Transmission Services, Inc.
MCI Telecommunications Corporation

Official Filing Date:
Last Day to Suspend: Expiration:
Referred to: ADM AFA
("()" indicates OPR) X

APP CAF

Case Assignment and Scheduling Record .«

Motions of AT&T Communications of the Southern States, Inc.,
and MCI Telecommunications Corporation and MCI Metro Access
Transmission Services, Inc., to compel BellSouth
Telecommunications, Inc. to comply with Order
PSC-96-1579-FOF-TP and to set non-recurring charges for
combinations of network elements with BellSouth
Telecommunications, Inc., pursuant to their agreement.

(CMU)  EAG GCL
X X

PAI

WAW

Section 2 - OPR Completes and returns to RAR in 10 workdays.

Time Schedule

Program/Module

OPR Staff

A20(b)

Staff Assignments

L King

WARNING: THIS SCHEDULE IS AN INTERNAL PLANNING DOCUMENT.
IT IS TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVISION.

FOR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION: (850) 413-6770
Current CASR revision level

Staff Counsel

1"

Staff Recommendation

Due Dates

Previous

Current

NONE

01/06/2000

Agenda - Regular

D Clemons, C Bedell

NONE

01/18/2000

Standard Order

NONE

02/07/2000

Close Docket or Revise CASR

10/26/1999

03/01/2000

OCRs (AFA)

K Welch

[N e P NP I QPO
OV NOUVHAUWN=200VRRNOUVNTEWN =

n
-

22.

25.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29

30.

Recommended assignments for hearing 31.

and/or deciding this case: 32.

33.

Commission Panel 34,

Full Commission _X_

Hearing Examiner ___ Staff 35

36.

Date filed with RAR: 10/14/1999 37

38.

Initials: OPR 39.

40.

Staff Counsel

Section 3 - Chairman Completes

Assignments are as fol lows:

- Hearing Officer(s)

Commissioners Hrg. Staff

Exam.

ALL GR | DS | CL | JN | JC

X

Where panels are assigned the senior Commissioner is Panel Chairman;

the identical panel decides the case.

Where one Commissioner, a Hearing Examiner or a Staff Member is

assigned the full Commission decides the case.

PSC/RAR-15 (Rev. 1/98) X

COMPLETED EVENTS

- Prehearing Officer

Commissioners ADM

GR [ DS | CL | JN | JC

X

Approved: %‘

Date: 10/14/1999
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RECEIVED

MEMORANDT UM GCT 03413g7
2.9
October 3, 1997 FPSC - Records/Reporting
TO:; DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING ?
FROM: DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (PELLEGRINI) Qwﬂb
RE: DOCKET NO. 971140-TP - PETITION BY MCI METRO ACCESS

TRANSMISSION SERVICES, INC. TO SET NON-RECURRING CHARGES
FOR COMBINATION OF NETWORK ELEMENTS WITH BELLSOUTH
TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC.

DOCKET NO. 960833-TP - PETITION BY AT&T COMMUNICATIONS OF
THE SOUTHERN STATES, INC. FOR ARBITRATION OF TERMS AND
CONDITIONS OF A PROPOSED AGREEMENT WITH BELLSOUTH
TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC., CONCERNING INTERCONNECTION AND
RESALE UNDER THE TELECOMMUNICATIONS ACT OF 1996

Attached is a NOTICE OF STAFF WORKSHOP to be issued in the

above referenced docket. (Number of pages in Notice - 2)
Please issue this Order today. Thank you.

CJP/clp

Attachment

cc: Division of Communications

I: 971140N1l.cjp (&, 7(’/




DIVISION OF RECORDS & REPORTING
BLANCA S. BAYO

DIRECTOR

(850)413-6770

Commissioners:

JULIA L. JOHNSON, CHAIRMAN
J. TERRY DEASON

SUSAN F. CLARK o %
DIANE K. KIESLING /

JOE GARCIA
Public Serbice Commission

August 29, 1997

Richard D. Melson, Esquire
Hopping Green Sams & Smith
Post Office Box 6526
Tallahassee, Florida 32314

Re: Docket No. 971140-TP
Dear Mr. Melson:

This will acknowledge receipt of a petition by MCI Metro Access Transmission
Services, Inc., to set non-recurring charges for combination of network elements with
BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc., which was filed in this office on August 28, 1997 and
assigned the above-referenced docket number. Appropriate staff members will be advised.

Mediation may be available to resolve any dispute in this docket. If mediation is
conducted, it does not affect a substantially interested person’s right to an administrative
hearing. For more information, contact the Office of General Counsel at (850) 413-6078
or FAX (850) 413-6079.

Division of Records and Reporting
Florida Public Service Commission

CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD ® TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850
An Affirmative Action/Equal Opportunity Employer Internet E-mail CONTACT@PSC.STATE.FL.US



ERVIN, VARN, JAcOBS & ERVIN
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

B W 5
THOMAS M. ERVIN, JR. 305 SOUTH GADSDEN STREET REC Eg ‘%j E@L CONSULTANT
C. EVERETT BOYD, JR.

P.O. DRAWER 1170 (32302) ROBERT M. ERVIN
MELISSA FLETCHER ALLAMAN

noperrmienvii e TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA 32301 SEP O 9 1997 OF COUNSEL
J. STANLEY CHAPMAN TELEPHONE (850) 224-9135 JVOV:-:::!ZC- VARN

. JA
DAVID R. WESTCOTT TELECOPIER (850) 222-9164 JACOBS

FPSC - Records/Repgfifiid " =~

N K. MORRIS

LEROY COLLINS
(1909-1991)

September 5, 1997

Honorakle Blanca S. Bayo

Director - Records and Reporting
Florida Public Service Commission
Room 110

2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850

RE: Docket No. 971140-TP
Petition by MCI Metro Access Transmission
Services, Inc., to set non-recurring charges
for combination of network elements with
BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.

Dear Ms. Bayo:

Please place my name on the mailing list for the referenced
docket to receive all notices, orders and other communication from
the Commission. Thank you for your assistance.

Sincerely,

C. Everett Boyd, Jr. /&'
CEBJr/bc



MEMORANDUM

September 25, 1997

ABLT o,

TO: DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING
FROM: DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (PELLEGRINIiz: “%B
RE: DOCKET NO. 971140-TP - PETITION BY MCI METRO ACCESS

TRANSMISSION SERVICES, INC. TO SET NON-RECURRING CHARGES
FOR COMBINATION OF NETWORK ELEMENTS WITH BELLSOUTH
TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC.

Attached is a NOTICE OF STAFF WORKSHOP to be issued in the

above referenced docket. (Number of pages in Notice - 2)
cJp/clp

Attachment

cc: Division of Communications

I: 971140id.cjp
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inted by Ruth Nettles {£07/98

3:17pm

rom: Kay Flynn CONt .RMED
o] Ruth Nettles
jubject: Order 97-1583

===NOTE=============== 1/07/98==3:12pm==

Ruth, when you file this order, please
be sure to place a copy in 971140. We
have split that docket out of the
consolidated dockets, and the order was
part of the reason for the split.
Thanks. Kay

P.S. Please print this e-mail and place
it in 971140-TP. Thanks.

Page: 1




MEMORANDTUM FEBIO1Q98
320
February 10, 1998 P’PSC“Remrds/Reporﬁng
TO: DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING
FROM: DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (PELLEGRINICﬁ NVﬂ%
RE: DOCKET NO. 971140-TP - MOTIONS OF AT&T COMMUNICATIONS OF

THE SOUTHERN STATES, INC. AND MCI TELECOMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION AND MCI METRO ACCESS TRANSMISSION SERVICES,
INC. TO COMPEL BELLSOUTH TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC. TO
COMPLY WITH ORDER PSC-96-1579-FOF-TP AND TO SET NON-
RECURRING CHARGES FOR COMBINATIONS OF NETWORK ELEMENTS
WITH BELLSOUTH TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC. PURSUANT TO THEIR
AGREEMENT.

Attached is a NOTICE OF HEARING AND PREHEARING to be issued in

the above referenced docket. (Number of pages in order - 3)
CJP/bm

Attachment

cc: Division of Communications (Stavanija)

ILE 971140nh.cjp
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Notice of ; For (Date) in Docket No. Sllll
Other
Special Handling instructions
Distribution/Mailing
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i
STATE OF FLORIDA

DIVISION OF RECORDS & REPORTING
BLANCA S. BAYO

DIRECTOR

(850) 413-6770

Commissioners:
JULIA L. JOHNSON, CHAIRMAN
J. TERRY DEASON

SUSAN F. CLARK
JOE GARCIA
E.LEON JACOBS, JR.

Public Serbice Commission o

February 19, 1998

BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.
Ms. Nancy H. Sims, Esquire

150 South Monroe Suite 400
Tallahassee, Florida 32301-1556

Re: Docket No. 971140 - TP - BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.
Audit Report - Investigation
Audit Control # 98-012-4-1

Dear Ms. Sims:

The enclosed audit report is forwarded for your review. Any company response
filed with this office within ten (10) work days of the above date will be forwarded for
consideration by the staff analyst in the preparation of a recommendation for this case.

The Division of Records and Reporting is holding the workpapers for which you
requested confidential treatment. You have 21 days from the audit exit conference, or
March 11, 1998 to file a formal request for Confidential Classification with the Division
of Records and Reporting.

Thank you for your cooperation.
Sincerely,
é /
Blanca S. Bayd
BSB/cls
Enclosure

cc: Public Counsel
Division of Auditing and Financial Analysis

CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER® 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD ® TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850
An Affirmative Action/Equal Opportunity Employer Internet E-mail CONTACT@PSC.STATE.FL.US




MEMORANDUM F{EE&::%E%XI%ng;

February 17, 1998
FEB 20,1998

ol
FPSC - Records/Reporting

TO: DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING
FROM: DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (PELLEGRINIéagiwgb
RE: DOCKET NO. 971140-TP - MOTIONS OF AT&T COMMUNICATIONS OF

THE SOUTHERN STATES, INC. AND MCI TELECOMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION AND MCI METRO ACCESS TRANSMISSION SERVICES,
INC. TO COMPEL BELLSOUTH TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC. TO
COMPLY WITH ORDER NO. PSC-96-1579-FOF-TP AND TO SET NON-
RECURRING CHARGES FOR COMBINATIONS OF NETWORK ELEMENTS
WITH BELLSOUTH TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC. PURSUANT TO THEIR
AGREEMENT.

Q7 0305-Leo - 1P

Attached is an ORDER REVISING ORDER ESTABLISHING PROCEDURE, to
be issued in the above referenced docket. (Number of pages in

order - 3)
o
CJP/anr \\Z

Attachment .
cc: Division of Communications
I 971140rp.cjp

&2/



TO:

FROM:

RE:

»

REC

FEB 1Y 1998
2530
FPSC - Records/Reporting

EIVED

MEMORANDUM

February 19, 1998

DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING
DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (PELLEGRINI)C{?H

DOCKET NO. 971140-TP - MOTIONS OF AT&T COMMUNICATIONS OF
THE SOUTHERN STATES, INC. AND MCI TELECOMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION AND MCI METRO ACCESS TRANSMISSION SERVICES,
INC. TO COMPEL BELLSOUTH TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC. TO
COMPLY WITH ORDER PSC-96-1579-FOF-TP AND TO SET NON-
RECURRING CHARGES FOR COMBINATIONS OF NETWORK ELEMENTS
WITH BELLSOUTH TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC. PURSUANT TO THEIR
AGREEMENT .

Attached is a
issued in the above referenced docket.

3)

CJP/anr

Attachment
cc: Divis
it 97114

AMENDED NOTICE OF HEARING AND PREHEARING to be
(Number of pages in order

ion of Communications (Stavanja)

Oan.cjp

See | N 0
R
Y
A\
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FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION - RECORDS AND REPORTING

Requisition for Photocopying and Mailing

Date / /
Number of Originals Copies Per Original
Requested By \ '
Hem Presented

Agenda For (Date) ——_______ Order No. : In Docket No. fEpd

Notice of ' For (Date) In Docket No. S

Other

Special Handling Instructions
Distribution/Mailing

Number Distributed/Mailed To Number Distribution/Mailed To

Commission Offices e
Docket Maifing List - Mailed
Docket Mailing List - Faxed

Note: ltems must be mailed and/or retumed within one working day after issue unless specified here:

Print Shop Verification

Job Number Verified By |

Date and Time Compieted Job Checked For Comreciness and Quality (inifial) ____
Mail Room Verification

Date Mailed ; Verified By

PSC/RAR 12(2/51)
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Public Serbice Commission

%
State of Florida

_M-E-M-O-R-A-N-D-U-M-

DATE: March 4, 1998

TO: Blanca Bay6, Director, Records and Reporting

FROM: Joy Kelly, Chief, Bureau of Reporting

RE: DOCKET NO. 971140-TP, PREHEARING HELD 2-27-98

RE: ATT/MCI MOTIONS TO COMPEL BELLSOUTH TO COMPLY WITH PSC
ORDER 96-1579-FOF-TP

DOCUMENT NO: 02817, 3-3-98

The transcript for the above transcribed hearing has been completed and is forwarded
for placement in the docket file, including attachments.

Please note that Staff distribution of this transcript was made to:

LEGAL, AFAD, CMU

Acknowledged by:

r/m/M'_

JK/pc

PSC/RAR 28 (Rev7/94)
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STATE OF FLORIDA

DIVISION OF RECORDS & REPORTING
BLANCA S. BAYO

DIRECTOR

(850)413-6770

Commissioners:

JULIA L. JOHNSON, CHAIRMAN
J. TERRY DEASON

SUSAN F. CLARK

DIANE K. KIESLING

JOE GARCIA
Public Serbice Commission
A-C-K-N-O-W-L-E-D-G-M-E-N-T
DATE:
TO:
FROM: , DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING

RE: ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF RECEIPT OF CONFIDENTIAL FILING

THIS WILL ACKNOWLEDGE RECEIPT OF A CONFIDENTIAL DOCUMENT

FILED IN DOCKET NO. OR (IF FILED IN AN UNDOCKETED

MATTER) CONCERNING » AND
(GENERAL DESCRIPTION) :

FILED ON BEHALF OF . THE

DOCUMENT WILL BE MAINTAINED IN LOCKED STORAGE.
ANY QUESTIONS REGARDING THIS MATTER SHOULD BE DIRECTED TO

KAY FLYNN AT (850) 413-6744.

PSC/RAR 19 (7/97)

CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER® 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD» TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850
An Affirmative Action/Equal Opportunity Employer Internet E-mail CONTACT@PSC.STATE.FL.US




State of Florida

Public Serbice Commissgion

-M-E-M-O-R-A-N-D-U-M-

DATE: March 13, 19981(.
Blanco Bayé, Director, Records and Reporting

FROM: Joy Kelly, Chief, Bureau of Reporting
RE: 971140 Hearing on March 9, 1998

IN RE: AT&T-MCI to compel BellSouth to comply with orders

DOCUMENT NOS. 03136, 03137 and 03138

The transcript for the above-described hearing has been completed and is forwarded for
placement in the docket file, including attachments.

Please note that Staff distribution of this transcript was made to:

LEGAL and COMM

e p
Acknowledged by: %‘U\Z/Jﬁ‘/é T

7

JK/pc

PSC/RAR 28 (Rev 7/94)




State of Florida

Public Serbice Commission

-M-E-M-O-R-A-N-D-U-M-

DATE: March 17, 1998
TO: Blanco Bayd, Director, Records and Reporting

FROM: Joy Kelly, Chief, Bureau of Reporting
RE: 971140 Hearing on March 11, 1998

IN RE: AT&T-MCI to compel BellSouth to comply with orders

DOCUMENT NOS. 03276, 03277, and 03278

The transcript for the above-described hearing has been completed and is forwarded for
placement in the docket file, including attachments.

Please note that Staff distribution of this transcript was made to:

LEGAL and COMM

Acknowledged by: /)L 4z~

JK/pc

PSC/RAR 28 (Rev 7/94)

P3276-78. 7212l [
p3377.9f. 727~ (o€ 3
0 5278.75.7%0 ~ (Ml F
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State of Florida

Public Serbice Commission

-M-E-M-O-R-A-N-D-U-M-

DATE: May 19, 1998
TO: Blanco Bayé, Director, Records and Reporting

FROM: Joy Kelly, Chief, Bureau of Reporting
RE: 971140 Special Agenda Hearing on May 14, 1998

IN RE: AT&T-MCI to compel BellSouth to comply with orders

DOCUMENT NOS. 05549

The transcript for the above-described hearing has been completed and is forwarded for
placement in the docket file, including attachments.

Please note that Staff distribution of this transcript was made to:

LEGAL and COMM

Acknowledged by: e~

JK/pc

PSC/RAR 28 (Rev 7/94)



Donna Canzano McNulty
Senior Attorney

325 John Knox Road, Ste. 105
Tallahassee, FL 32303
Phone: 850-422-1254

Fax: 850-422-2586

Liaison: Donna C. McNulty, Senior Attorney
e-mail: donna.mcnulty@wcom.com
Internet home page: www.mciworldcom.com

WorldCom Technologies, Inc.

Company Code; TA047 ? 7 1(/.78
Certificate: 4040

Company Code: TJO32 8 3

Certificate: 1528 ?5 l L'L

Company Code: TS185  Mb Qrg,‘ Hacka &
Certificate: 3497

MCI WorldCom (MCI Telecommunications Corporation d/b/a MCI Telecommunications
Corporation and ...)

Company Code: TA020 97 YD

Certificate: 3996

Company Code TI731 ?49?80 ) 98 UNTEAY , 74 1250
Certificate: 61

Company Code: TE644 M 'y, é Y.~

Certificate: 3080 M 7

MClImetro Access Transmission Services LLC - O
Company Code: TAO005 ?50780 ) 9‘ /2'50;\31’147”40 ; 98 0)’8 ’ ) ?50%97

Certificate: 2986 78 /1) // ‘,78 /8 3 SL

Southernnet Systems, Inc.

Company Code: oo _— O O\<' e

Certificate: 126

WULL% S

Telecom*USA or Teleconnect (Southernnet, Inc., d/b/a) f (/ t >
Company Code: TI906 & 0 WO/("(/\/ N

Certificate: 47

Telecom*USA, Inc. (Southernnet, Inc. d/b/a)
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N

TO:

FROM:

RE:

MEMORANDTUM

June 12, 1998

DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING
Y e
DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (PELLEGRINI) TV(

DOCKET NO. 971140-TP - Motions of AT&T Communications of
the Southern States, Inc., and MCI Telecommunications
Corporation and MCImetro Access Transmission Services,
Inc., to compel BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc., to
Comply with Order No. PSC-96-1579-FOF-TP and to set non-
recurring charges for combinations of network elements
with BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc., pursuant to
their agreement.

18 -05/0-For 5

Attached is a FINAL ORDER RESOLVING INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT

DISPUTES,

ADDRESSTING RETATII, SERVICE COMPOSITION, AND SETTING NON-

RECURRING

CHARGES, to be issued in the above referenced docket.

(Number of

CJP/slh

Attachment
(eI Divis
I:97114001

pages in order - 70)

ion of Communications
.CJp




(16/2)Z1 ava/Dsd

Ag patuaA pafiow 940q

UOLDOUUBA WOoOoY IDW
(Iowul) AMOND PUD SSSUOaU0D 104 PaXDBYD qor  — 17 . P3jeidwod swiy pupb 310Q
Ag pauusA JaquinN gor

uoyoIYUAA doys juugd

:aioy pauoads ssojun 3NsS JAYD ADP BUBLIOM SUO UM P3WNSI JO/PUD PSIIDW 3G {SNW SWSY :SION

PaXD4 - {5T] DUIIDW 153004
PSIOW - 1511 DULIOW 193904
. 2 SO0 UOISSIUWICD
o} paIOW/uoynquysiq PqunN O} POIDW/painquisiq lsquinN

Bumpw/uounquysiq

suoyonysuj Bunpudy [p1oads

B3ylo
RS ‘ON $39300Q uj (s40q) 104 . 4O 3DIION
T "ON {3300Q ui : ON I9pI0 — (s4pQ) io4 opuaby
pajuasaly woy
Ag pajssnbay

[puIBuQ 184 ssidoD
/ f 3jog

sPWBUO O JBaquInNN

Buljiow pup BuiAdooojoyd 10} uolisinbay

ONILIOdIY ANV SQIO0D38 - NOISSIWWOD 3D1Ad3IS D1719Nd VvaAlI3O14

p—

—



-

FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION - RECORDS AND REPORTING
i Requisition for Photocopying and Mailing

Date / /
Number of Originals ‘ Copies Per Original
Requested By B
ttem Presented

Agendg For (Date) ———__  Order No. : inDocket NO: o

Notice of : ’ For (Date) In DOcket NO. s
——— Other

Special Handiling Instruciions
Distribution/Mailing

Number Distributed/Mailed To Number Distribution/Mailed To

Commission Offices

Docket Maifing List - Mailed
Docket Maiiing List - Faxed

Note: tems must be mailed and/or refumed within one working day dfter issue unless specified here:

» Print Shop Verificaiion
Job Number 1 %1 Verified By : -
Date and Time Compieted Job Checked For Correciness and Quadiity (inificil)
Mail Room Verification
Date Mailed Verified By

PSC/RAR 12(2/91)



TO%

FROM:

RE:

MEMORANDU UM

September 22, 1998

DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING

DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (OTTINOT%;%%;;"Q“

DOCKET NO. 971140-TP - MOTIONS OF AT&T COMMUNICATIONS OF
THE SOUTHERN STATES, INC., AND MCI TELECOMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION AND MCI METRO ACCESS TRANSMISSION SERVICES,
INC., TO COMPEL BELLSOUTH TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC. TO
COMPLY WITH ORDER PSC-96-1579-FOF-TP AND TO SET NON-
RECURRING CHARGES FOR COMBINATIONS OF NETWORK ELEMENTS
WITH BELLSOUTH TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC., PURSUANT TO
THEIR AGREEMENT.

Attached 1

[250-48 - 1271 e -TP

s an ORDER GRANTING MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME AND

DENYING MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION, to be issued in the above-

referenced docket. (Number of pages in order - 11)
HO/anr

Attachment

cc: Division of Communications

i 9711400r.ho




R SN T R I A B W | )

MEMORANDUM

November 23, 1998 Y3KOY 23 PH 4: 49

IO
130§ M NP T AP S

"‘\;;i IR E R

TO: DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING
FROM: DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (WATTS)CZ%V/Nuj5
RE: DOCKET NO. 971140-TP - MOTIONS OF AT&T COMMUNICATIONS OF

THE SOUTHERN STATES, INC., AND MCI TELECOMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION AND MCI METRO ACCESS TRANSMISSION SERVICES,
INC., TO COMPEL BELLSOUTH TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC. TO
COMPLY WITH ORDER PSC-96-1579-FOF-TP AND TO SET NON-
RECURRING CHARGES FOR COMBINATIONS OF NETWORK ELEMENTS
WITH BELLSOUTH TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC., PURSUANT TO
THEIR AGREEMENT.

79~ (574- CLD -7P

Attached 1is an ORDER__GRANTING REQUEST FOR CONFIDENTIAL
CLASSIFICATION, with attachments, to be issued in the above-
referenced docket. (Number of pages in order - 11)

CBW/anr

Qoo |
Attachment

cc: Division of Communications
T 971140.cbo
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SCENVED-FPS
RECEIVED-FPSC
MEMORANDUM

SIMAR 2L PH 3: 41
March 10, 1999

RECORDS AND
EPORTING
TO:? DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING
FROM: DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (WATTS)E '$C6
RE: DOCKET NO. 971140-TP - MOTIONS OF AT&T COMMUNICATIONS OF

THE SOUTHERN STATES, INC., AND MCI TELECOMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION AND MCI METRO ACCESS TRANSMISSION SERVICES,
INC., TO COMPEL BELLSOUTH TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC. TO
COMPLY WITH ORDER PSC-96-1579-FOF-TP AND TO SET NON-
RECURRING CHARGES FOR COMBINATIONS OF NETWORK ELEMENTS
WITH BELLSOUTH TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC., PURSUANT TO
THEIR AGREEMENT.

99-0593-Pco-TP

Attached 1is an ORDER AUTHORIZING QUALIFIED REPRESENTATIVE
STATUS, to be issued in the above-referenced docket.

(Number of pages in order - 3)

TW/1lw

Attachment

cc: Division of Legal Services (Brown, Watts)
Division of Communications (Stavanja, Cordiano)

o
-, 4o

I:9711400A.ALC o
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MEMORANDUM ARCEIVED-EESC
Tun
May 6, 1999 ITRE32 AHI: 58
,!. {—’_ 'A:'* P
REPORTING

TO: DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING

FROM: DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (WATTS)W d)

RE? DOCKET NO. 971140-TP - MOTIONS OF AT&T COMMUNICATIONS OF
THE SOUTHERN STATES, INC. AND MCI TELECOMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION AND MCI METRO ACCESS TRANSMISSION SERVICES,
INC. TO COMPEL BELLSOUTH TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC. TO
COMPLY WITH ORDER PSC-96-1579-FOF-TP AND TO SET NON-
RECURRING CHARGES FOR COMBINATIONS OF NETWORK ELEMENTS
WITH BELLSOUTH TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC. PURSUANT TO THEIR
AGREEMENT.

q4-109%F -PCo
Attached is an ORDER AUTHORIZING QUALIFIED REPRESENTATIVE

STATUS, to be issued in the above-referenced docket.

(Number of pages in order - 2)

TW/dr

Attachment

cc: Division of Communications (King, Cordiano)

Division of Auditing and Financial Analysis (Welch)

I:\971140A.ALC




MEMORANDUM A CEIVED-EL 'SC
:mn ( Ei“t)
May 6, 1999 32 AliD: 58
:l)t("‘{- h«. \) /A ‘i
REFOPNNG
TO: DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING
FROM: DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (WATTS)C&@V’C}E}
RE: DOCKET NO. 971140-TP - MOTIONS OF AT&T COMMUNICATIONS OF

THE SOUTHERN STATES, INC. AND MCI TELECOMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION AND MCI METRO ACCESS TRANSMISSION SERVICES,
INC. TO COMPEL BELLSOUTH TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC. TO
COMPLY WITH ORDER PSC-96-1579-FOF-TP AND TO SET NON-
RECURRING CHARGES FOR COMBINATIONS OF NETWORK ELEMENTS
WITH BELLSOUTH TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC. PURSUANT TO THEIR
AGREEMENT.

Qq9-104%F -PC0

Attached is an ORDER AUTHORIZING QUALIFIED REPRESENTATIVE
STATUS, to be issued in the above-referenced docket.

(Number of pages in order - 2)

TW/dr

Attachment

cc: Division of Communications (King, Cordiano)
Division of Auditing and Financial Analysis (Welch)

I:\971140A.ALC




. Donna Canzano McNulty —~

MCI WOR LD COM E:\r/]v' zrngtgﬁgqiinolicy

/

May 12, 1999

VIA HAND DELIVERY

Ms. Blanca S. Bayo

Director, Division of Records and Reporting
Florida Public Service Commission

2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard

Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850

Re:  Notification of Address Changes/Modifications

Dear Ms. Bayo:

Recently the Florida Public Service Commission received copies of modifications
to addresses and representatives for certain entities of MCI WorldCom. The Company
has subsequently changed its e-mail address. Also, staff has brought to my attention that

not all of the changes have been incorporated.

To avoid any confusion, attached is the most current list of the entities, and the
information required by the Commission, including the company liaison, and how to
contact him or her. Please note the correct zip code for the regulatory contact for BLT
Technologies, Inc., and Southernnet Systems, Inc., and the change in regulatory liaison
for LDDS WorldCom, ATC Long Distance, and Biz Tel Corporation.

Thank you for your assistance in this matter. If you have any questions, please do
not hesitate to contact me at your earliest convenience.

Sincerely,
\

JWN C- MeKulty

Donna C. McNulty

o Walter D'Haeseleer, Director, Division of Communications

Rick Moses, Division of Communications
Pam Johnson, Division of Consumer Affairs

325 John Knox Road, Suite 105

Tallahassee, FL 32303 f )
~ / e 9
Fax 850 422 2586

850 422 1254



MCI WORLDCOM

Mr. Brian Sulmonetti

Director, Regulatory Affairs

6 Concourse Parkway, Ste. 3200
Atlanta, GA 30328

Phone (800) 365-5509

Fax (770)284-5488

Liaison Officer:
Brian Sulmonetti, Director, Regulatory Affairs

Internet e-mail address: brian.sulmonetti@wcom.com
Internet home page address: www.mciworldcom.com

Touch 1 Long Distance, Inc.
Company Code: TI896 Nb W m

Certificate: 2363

TTI National, Inc.
Company Code: TISO8 NS Hfdn Aaekils

Certificate: 3159

Metropolitan Fiber Systems of Florida, Inc.

Company Code: TAO12 Ny 72 W

Certificate: 3151

WorldCom Network Services, Inc.

Company Code: TI041 Ny 7 '2S W

Certificate: 552

ALD Communications, Inc.

Company Code: TI312 N[ \W\ﬂn W

Certificate: 3965
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STATE OF FLORIDA

DIVISION OF RECORDS & REPORTING
BLANCA S. BAYO

DIRECTOR

(850)413-6770

Commissioners:

JOE GARCIA, CHAIRMAN
J. TERRY DEASON
SUSAN F. CLARK

JULIA L. JOHNSON

E. LEON JACOBS, JR.

Public Serbice Commission

November 12, 1999

Debbie Causseaux, Clerk
Supreme Court of Florida
Supreme Court Building
Tallahassee, Florida 32301

Re: BellSouth ; ications, Inc. vs. Florida Public Service Commission
(Docket No. 971140-TP))

Dear Ms. Causseaux:

Enclosed is a certified copy of a Notice of Appeal, filed in this office on November 10, 1999,
on behalf of BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. Also enclosed are copies of Orders Nos. PSC-98-
0810-FOF-TP, PSC-98-1271-FOF-TP, and PSC-99-1989-FOF-TP, the orders on appeal.

It is our understanding that the index is due to be served on the parties to this proceeding on
or before December 30, 1999.

Sincerely,

Cacig g

Kay Flynn, Chief
Bureau of Records

Enclosure

ces Jeffrey W. Blacher
David E. Smith
Other Parties of Record

CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER * 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD * TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850
An Affirmative Action/Equal Opportunity Employer
PSC Website: http://www.floridapsc.com Internet E-mail: contact@psc.state.fl.us
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REPOET ;Né\
TO: DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING N4')9ﬁi

~AL

FROM: DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (CLEMONS)%K‘
RE: DOCKET NO. 971140-TP - MOTIONS OF AT&T COMMUNICATIONS OF

THE SOUTHERN STATES, INC., AND MCI TELECOMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION AND MCI METRO ACCESS TRANSMISSION SERVICES,
INC., TO COMPEL BELLSOUTH TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC. TO
COMPLY WITH ORDER PSC-96-1579-FOF-TP AND TO SET NON-
RECURRING CHARGES FOR COMBINATIONS OF NETWORK ELEMENTS
WITH BELLSOUTH TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC., PURSUANT TO

THETIR AGREEMENT.
Ao (- FOF

Attached is an ORDER APPROVING AMENDMENTS TO INTERCONNECTION

AGREEMENTS, to be issued in the above-referenced docket. (Number
of pages in order - 4)

DMC/anc

Attachment

cc: Division of Communications (King)

I 9711400r.dmc

O o




“FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION - RECORDS AND REPORTING

Requistion for Photocopying and Mailing

Date / /
Number of Originals ______ Copies Per Original
Requested By
g Item Presented

Agenda For (Date) ________ Order No. In Docket No.___ .~/
Notice of For (Date) In DocketNo.
Other

Special Handling Instructions ‘

Distribution/Mailing”:
Distributed/ Mailed To Number Distribution/Mailed To

Number

Commission Offices
Docket Mailing List - Mailed

Docket Mailing List - Faxed

Note: ltems must be mailed and/or returned within one working day after issue unless specified here:

Print Shop Verification

Job Number < 1 ‘ Verified By
Date and Time Completed L&~ & & Job Checked For Correctness and Quality (Initial) ——

Mail Room Verification

Date Mailed Verified By

PSC/RAR 12(9/99)



State of Florida

P

Public Serbice Commission

-M-E-M-0O-R-A-N-D-U-M-

DATE: April 17,2000
TO: Mary Andrews Bane, Deputy Executive Director/Technical
FROM:

network elements with BellSouth pursuant to their agreement.

BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. has filed a complaint concerning the final order in
this docket with the U.S. District Court. I am preparing the record for transmittal to the Court,
and will need to copy four confidential documents, described as

02347-98 - Staff audit workpapers, Volume II of IV for audit of AT&T (Audit Control
No. 98-012-4-1),

02348-98 - Staff audit workpapers, Volume III of IV for audit of AT&T (Audit Control
No. 98-012-4-1),

02349-98 - Staff audit workpapers, Volume IV of IV for audit of AT&T (Audit Control
No. 98-012-4-1), and

03025-98 - BellSouth’s filing of certain portions of staff’s audit of Loop & Port
Combinations dated 2/16/98,

to include with the record. Your permission is requested for the copying of these confidential
documents.

cc: Blanca S. Bay6
David Smith



STATE OF FLORIDA

DIVISION OF RECORDS & REPORTING
BLANCA S. BAYO

DIRECTOR

(850) 413-6770

Commissioners:

JOE GARCIA, CHAIRMAN
J. TERRY DEASON
SUSAN F. CLARK

E. LEON JACOBS, JR.
LILA A.JABER

Public Serbice Commission

April 28, 2000

Robert A. Mossing, Clerk
United States District Court
United States Courthouse

110 East Park Avenue

Room 122

Tallahassee, Florida 32301-7795

Re: U.S District Court Case No. 4:99CV448-WS - BellSouth Telecom ieati
AT&T Communications of the Southern States, Inc., et al. (Docket No. 971140-TP)
Dear Mr. Mossing:

The record in the above-referenced case, consisting of seven binders, six volumes of hearing
transcripts, five pouches containing exhibits, and one sealed envelope marked “confidential,” is
forwarded for filing in the Court. A copy of the index is enclosed for your use. Please initial and
date the copy of this letter to indicate receipt.

Counsel for BellSouth Telecommunications should note that the sealed envelope contains a
copy of one confidential document (03025-98) that was filed with the Commision. Counsel must
file a request with the Court in order for confidentiality of the document to be maintained while in
the Court’s possession.

Do not hesitate to call me at 413-6744 if you have any questions about the contents of this
record.

Sincerely,

l
Ka;? lynn, Chief
Bureau of Records
Attachment
cc: David Smith, Esquire
Jon W. Zeder, Esquire
Richard D. Melson, Esquire
Tracy Hatch, Esquire

RECEIVED BY DATE

CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER * 2540 SHUMARD OAK'BOULEVARD * TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850
An Affirmative Action/Equal Opportunity Employer
PSC Website: http://www.floridapsc.com F e Wr b |V hon b Internet E-mail: contact@psc.state.fl.us
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FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

2540 Shumard Oak Blvd. @ Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0850

04/28/00
Date: -7/ ="/ "~
— | . 5698,

0. Jon W. Zeder, Esquire Date Paid This number must appear on
Adorno and Zeder . all checks or correspondence
2601 South Bayshore Drive Amount Paid regarding this invoice.
Suite 1600 Check #

Miami, Florida 33133 (] check [ Cash
L . : __J PSC Signature
Please make checks payable to: FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION
QUANTITY DESCRIPTION : PRICE AMOUNT
5499 Copying and preparation of Docket No.
971140-TP on appeal to U.S. District
Court, Case No. 4:99CV448-WS @.05¢ per
page $274.95
1 | Certificate of Director @s$4.00
$ 4.00
PSC/RAR-8 Rev. 1194
TOTAL]  $578.95

shaio .



CaseFile

STATE OF FLORIDA

DIVISION OF RECORDS & REPORTING

JOE GARCIA, CHAIRMAN BLANCA S. BAYO
J. TERRY DEASON | DIRECTOR
SUSAN F. CLARK s (850) 413-6770
E. LEON JACOBS, JR. W

LILA A. JABER

Commussioners:

Public Service Commission

April 28, 2000

Jon W. Zeder, Esquire

Adorno and Zeder

2601 South Bayshore Drive, Suite 1600
Miami, Florida 33133

Re: U.S. District Court Case No. 4:99CV448-WS BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.
vs. AT&T Communications of the Southern States, Inc., et al. (Docket No. 971140-TP)

Dear Mr. Zeder:

I have enclosed an invoice reflecting charges for preparation of the above-referenced record.
Please forward a check in the amount indicated, made payable to the Florida Public Service
Commission, at your earliest convenience.

Do not hesitate to call if you have any questions concerning this matter.

Sincerely,

/Ca/«T D"-"——O'h/

Kay Flynn, Chief
Bureau of Records

Enclosure

CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER ® 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD ¢ TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850
An Affirmative Action/Equal Opportunity Employer
PSC Website: http://www.floridapsc.com Internet E-mail: contact@psc.state.fl.us
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MEMORANDUM

ﬁa'UFQ PM .t
August 3o, 2000 AUG 30 PH [: L8

Hﬁﬂ{c,Qg(ﬁQD
REFCRTING
TO: DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING JL/
FROM: DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (CALDWELL(}j} ¢?L/
RE: DOCKET NO. 971140-TP - MOTIONS OF AT&T COMMUNICATIONS OF

THE SOUTHERN STATES, INC., AND MCI TELECOMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION AND MCI METRO ACCESS TRANSMISSION SERVICES,
INC., TO COMPEL BELLSOUTH TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC. TO
COMPLY WITH ORDER PSC-96-1579-FOF-TP AND TO SET NON-
RECURRING CHARGES FOR COMBINATIONS OF NETWORK ELEMENTS
WITH BELLSOUTH TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC., PURSUANT TO
THEIR AGREEMENT.

/568 -CHo

Attached 1s an ORDER _GRANTING REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF
DURATION OF CONFIDENTIAT, CLASSIFICATION to be issued in the above-

referenced docket. (Number of pages in order - 5)
DWC W/ 47 -5 79

Attachment /@74’?%6

cc: Division of Competitive Services (King)

I:\971140cf.dwc
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FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION - RECORDS AND REPORTING

Requistion for Photocopying and Mailing
Date /ﬂ/

Number of Originals Copies Per Original
Requested By A

ltem Presented

Agenda For (Date) ____ Order No. > In Docket No. 1L 10
Notice of For (Date) InDocketNo. o .
Other

Special Handling Instructions '

Distribution/Mailing -
Number Distributed/ Mailed To Number Distribution/Mailed To

Commission Offices
23 Docket Mailing List - Mailed

x Docket Mailing List - Faxed

Note: ltems must be mailed and/or returned within one working day after issue unless specified here:

Print Shop Verification

Job Number Verified By : )
Date and Time Completed _ 2. Job Checked For Correctness and Quality (Initial) —

Mail Room Verification

Date Mailed Verified By

PSC/RAR 12(9/99)



TO:

FROM:

RE:
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MEMORANDUM
S30CT 1] PMI2: 47
October 7, 1999
RECCHIS AND
REPORTING

DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING

DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (WATTS, BEDELLKZN/

DOCKET NO. 971140-TP - MOTIONS OF AT&T COMMUNICATIONS OF
THE SOUTHERN STATES, INC., AND MCI TELECOMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION AND MCI METRO ACCESS TRANSMISSION SERVICES,
INC., TO COMPEL BELLSOUTH TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC. TO
COMPLY WITH ORDER PSC-96-1579-FOF-TP AND TO SET NON-
RECURRING CHARGES FOR COMBINATIONS OF NETWORK ELEMENTS

WITH BELLSOUTH TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC., PURSUANT TO
THEIR AGREEMENT.

g a-Fot

Attached is an ORDER __ APPROVING AMENDMENTS TO THE

INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENTS, with attachments, to be issued in the

above-referenced docket. (Number of pages in order - 8)

CBW:CB/sa
Attachment

ccC:

T1:9711400r.cbw

4
Division of Communications f/- Zi)
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Public Serbice Commission

-M-E-M-O-R-A-N-D-U-M-

DATE: January 17, 2001

TO:  J. TERRY DEASON, CHAIRMAN
E. LEON JACOBS, COMMISSIONER e =
LILA A. JABER, COMMISSIONER “ O
BRAULIO L. BAEZ, COMMISSIONER = M
MICHAEL A. PALECKI, COMMISSIONER = o

WILLIAM TALBOTT, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
JAMES WARD, DEPUTY EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR/ADM.
MARY BANE, DEPUTY EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR/TECH.
HAROLD MCLEAN, SPECIAL COUNSEL o
NOREEN DAVIS, DIRECTOR OF LEGAL SERVICES
WALTER D’'HAESELEER, DIRECTOR OF COMPETITIVE SERVICES
BEV DEMELLO, DIRECTOR OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
BLANCA BAYO, DIRECTOR OF RECORDS & REPORTING
CHUCK HILL, DIRECTOR OF POLICY ANALYSIS & INTERGOVERNMENTAL
FROM: DAVID E. SMITH, DIRECTOR OF APPEALS
RE: Recent rulings from the U. S.
arbitration case appeals

N -4 17
S N e T

District Court in 1997 FPSC

The U. S. District Court for the Northern District of Florida
recently issued opinions in two review proceedings under 47 U.S.C.
§252 (e) (6): Case No. 4:97CV300-RH, AT&T Communications of the
Southern States, Inc. v. GTE Florida, Inc., et al. and 4:97CV211-
RH, GTE Florida, Inc. v. Julia Johnson, etc., et al. The first

case involved the 1997 arbitration proceeding between GTE and AT&T,
the second, the 1997 GTE and MCI arbitration.

Judge Hinkel’s opinions build on his earlier rulings in_MCT

Telcomms. Corp. v. BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc., 2000 WL
1239840 (N.D. Fla. 2000) and AT&T Comms., Inc. v. BellSouth
Telecomms., Inc

., No. 4:97CV262-RH, (N.D. Fla. Sept. 28, 2000) with
a few new wrinkles owing to the greater variety of is

sues involved
in the GTE cases. For ease of

reference, the Judgments
accompanying the attached opinions succinctly summarize the Judge'’s

holdings. Some of the contended issues in the proceedings before
the court are now ancient history in the fast changing world of
telecommunications law, and no notice of appeal has yet been filed.

However, given the contentious disposition of competitors and
incumbents, there likely will be an appeal.




MEMORANDUM
Page -2-

The essential points of the opinions are as follows:
ke AT&T v.GTE
Pricing

The Commission’s TSLRIC pricing methodology is affirmed as
consistent with the Act, recognizing that the battle over the
validity of the FCC'’s vanquished TELRIC model is pending in the
Supreme Court. PP. 9-10.

The Commission was correct 1in rejecting GTE’s claim that
Unbundled Network Element (UNE) prices should include a wuniversal
service cost component. PP. 10-11. Likewise, for rejecting GTE’s
claim that it was entitled to recover embedded costs, PP. 12-13,
and GTE’s unconstitutional taking’s arguments. PP. 15-16.

The Commission stumbled, said the Judge, when it priced local
loops. While the Commission was within its discretion to adjust
GTE’'s costs to remove certain items like buildings and land, it
provided an “insufficient explanation for its decision to allow
meaningful review”. Thus, the court has punted this one back to
the Commission for further explanation or consideration. PP. 13-
14.

Geographic deaveraging

The Commission did not err in initially adopting UNE rates
that were not deaveraged, but became obligated to follow the FCC's
deaveraging rule 47 C.F.R. §51.507(f) as of May 1, 2000. The
Commission is directed to review its decision to determine that it
“does not produce results inconsistent with that rule”.

PP. 16-17.

Access charges

The court was not exactly sure what the Commission did on the
matter of assessing access charges on calls terminated via UNEs
purchased by the ALEC. The FCC has a rule that requires that no
access charges apply when the ALEC terminates a call to its
customer via UNEs obtained from the ILEC, and the Commission said
in its order that access charges flowed to “the company terminating

a toll call”. It did not specifically resolve the matter in
contention between GTE and AT&T, but left it for another day,
should an actual dispute arise. The court concluded that the

Commission should look at its decision to make sure that the FCC’'s
controlling regulation is implemented with respect to GTE’s
interconnection agreement with AT&T. PP. 17-21.
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Operator services

As it did in AT&T wv. BellSouth, the court concluded that
operator services have some avoided cost component and that that
component should be determined and removed when AT&T buys local
service but provides its own operator services. The issue 1is
remanded to the Commission for further consideration. PP. 21-22.

Combining UNEs

Even though the Commission did not address the issue of who
should do the combing of purchased UNEs, the court found, again as
in AT&T v. BellSouth, that Commission ought to revisit the matter.
The court concluded that since the Commission apparently made its
decision in contemplation of the FCC’s now-invalidated rule 47
C.F.R. §51.315(c), it would be appropriate for the Commission to
consider the effect of the change in controlling law, if there is
any. PP. 22-25. .

Pick-and-choose rule

The court upheld the Commission’s decision to require GTE to
provide dark fiber as it had provided it to MFS. GTE claimed that
was impermissible under the FCC’s pick-and-choose rule, 47 C.F.R.
§51.809. The pick-and-choose rule having been upheld by the U. S.
Supreme Court, the district court found this argument to be a
loser. PP. 25-28.

Wholesale pricing

GTE claimed that the 13.04% discount rate for resold services,
specifically operator and directory assistance services, was too

great. GTE claimed there were no avoided costs. The Commission
rejected GTE's claims, which the court accepted, having concluded
that there had to be some avoided costs involved. Nevertheless,

the court found that neither AT&T nor the Commission had
demonstrated that the 13.04% rate was supported in the record.
Ergo, the Commission should further consider the matter,
presumably, to determine the validity of this figure based on an
avoided cost analysis. PP. 28-30.

Failure to arbitrate a limitation-of-liability clause

In its order, the Commission concluded it did not have to
arbitrate GTE’'s requested limitation-of-liability clause. As it
had in earlier decisions, the court found that this was error,
inasmuch as the Act requires the state commissions to arbitrate
“any open issues”. 47 U.S.C. §252(b)(1l). The court directed the
Commission to arbitrate the issue. PP. 30-31.
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Number portability

GTE claimed it should not have to provide number portability
to AT&T as ordered by the Commission, arguing that to do so would
go beyond the requirements of the Act. The court rejected this

argument and upheld the Commission. PP.31-33.

2. GTE v. MCT

The court’s decision in this case is basically a rerun of AT&T
v. GTE. Results are the same on:

Pricing - Ok, except the Commission should “explain or further
consider” specific local loop prices;

Combining unbundled network elements - Same;
Pick-and-choose - Same;

Wholesale pricing - Same;

Open issues to be arbitrated - Same;

Number portability - Same;
Geographic deaveraging - Same;

Dark Fiber - The issue here was whether dark fiber is a UNE.
Consistent with earlier MCI v. BellSouth decision, the court said
it was UNE, contrary to Commission’s ruling 1in the arbitration
proceeding. '

ndopins.des




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA
TALLAHASSEE DIVISION
AT&T COMMUNICATIONS OF THE SOUTHERN
STATES, INC.,
Vs CASE NO. 4:97CV300-RH
GTE FLORIDA, INC., st al.,
JUDGMENT

This action came before the Court for consideration with the Honorable Robert L. Hinkle presiding.
The issues have been considered and a decision has been rendered.

The Florida Public Service Commission's Final Order on Arbitration and Final Order Approving
Arbitration Agreement Between AT&T and GTE are affirmed with respect to overall pricing methadology,
adoption of statewide averaged rates on a transitional basis, allowing AT&T to pick and choose the dark
fiber provision from an agreement betwean GTE and another carrier, and number portability; declarad
invalid with respect to failure to exclude the avoided cost of operator services from wholesale rates for locat
service and failure to arbitrate the issus of whether the interconnection agreement between AT&T and GTE
should include a imitation-ofdiability provision; and vacated for further explanation or consideration with
respect to the price of local ioops, continuing effects of statewide averaged rates, the parties' respective
rights to terminating access charges, combining of network elements, and wholesale pricing of directory
assistance and operator services, all as set forth in the Order on Merits entered December 12, 2000.
Defendant Commissioners of the Florida Public Service Commission shall conduct further proceedings
consistent with the Court's Order on Merits, this judgment, and any decision of the United States Supreme
Court on review of lowa Utilities Bd. v. FCC, 219 F.3d 744 (8th Cir, 2000). All claims aga‘hst the Florida

Public Service Commission, in its name, are dismissed as redundant.

ROBERT A. MOSSING, CLERK

December 12, 2000 %/) %@4«@(/?—

DATE Deputy Clerk: Pamela L. Lourcey
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Entered On Docket: By RS LR
Rules 58 & 7%(a) FRCP or 32(dX1) & 55 FRCRP ' s
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA
TALLAHASSEE DIVISION

ATST CCMMUNICATIONS OF THE
SCUTHERN STATES, INC.,
Flaintiff,
v, CASE NC. 4:97cv3CC-RH
GTE FLCRIDA, INC., et al.,

Deferndants.

ORDER ON MERITS

This is another in a series of challenges under the
Telecommunications Act of 1396, 47 U.S.C. §§ 251-52, to
decisions of the Florida Public Service Commissicn with
respect to the terms and conditions urnder which an incumbent
local exchange carrier must provide services and make
facilities and network elements available to a ccmpetitor.

The new issues presented by this case include the respective

ENTEREDONDOCKET/ZZIZ BYM_.»

[Rutes 88 & 79{a) FRCBR or 32(dN1) & 66 FRCRP)
’ lndhutoL‘fggggﬁ:{€3/k7:24LX;£J
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rights of the incumbent and competitor to access charges
paid by long distance carriers for terminating calls over
local facilities; whether the incumbent’s okligation to
orovide network eslements to any competitor cn the same terms
available to any other competitor obligates the incumbent to
make available to the competitor only the same oversall
agreement entered with the other competitor or instead
allows the competitor to pick and choose specific terms of
the agreement with the other competitor; the prcper
methocdology for setting the incumkent’s charges for cperator
and directory assistance services; and whether the incumbent

AN

must provide “number portability,” that is, allow customers
to change carriers withcut changing telephone numbers, by

specified means. The case also presents additional issues

that have been addressed in prior cases.

Background ~ The Statutory Framework

Historically, local telephcne service was provided inx
the United States on a monopoly basis by carriers regulated
under state law by state public service commissions.
Congress fundamentally changed that approach ky enacting the

2



Telecommunications Act of 1996. The Act impcses on local
carriers, as a matter of federal law, various duties
designed to foster competition. The Act allcows state
commissions the option of taking a major role in
implementing the Act’s requirements.

The federal duties imposed on each “;ncumbent local
exchange carrier” - that is, on each carrier who previously
provided local service on a mcnopoly basis - include the
obligation to sell local services at wholesale to any
competing carrier for resale by the competing carrier to
customers, the obligation to allow competitors to
irnterconnect with the incumbent’s facilities for the purpcse
of providing services to the competitcr’s own customers, and
the obligation to make certain “network elements” - parts of
its telecommunications system - avaliliable to ccmpeting
carriers for their use in providing service to their own
customers. These duties are described in greater detail in

MCI Telecomms. Corp. v. BellSouth Telecomms., Inc., 200C WL

1233840 IN.D. Fla. 2000).
The Act alsc impcses on each incumbent the duty tc
negotiate in good faith with any requesting carrier on -ne
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terms and conditions of an agreement under which these
various duties will be fulfilled. See 47 U.S.C. §

251(c) (1). The Act likewise imposes on requesting carriers
the duty to negotiate in gcod faith. Id.

If the parties reach a negotiated agreemant, it must be
submitted to the state commission for approval. Sege 47
U.S.C. § 252(e) (). 1If the parties fail to agree on all
terms and condit:ons,‘any party to the negotiation may
request binding arbitration before the state commissicn of
“any cpen issues.” 47 U.S.C. § 252(b)(1).*

The Act provides for judicial review of the
commission’s decisions in federal district court. See 47
U.S.C. § 252(e)(6). The case at bar is an action for

judicial review under this prcvision.

Background - The Case at Bar

Defendant GTE Florida, Incorzporated (“CGTE”) 1is zhe=

1 ITf the state commissicn chooses not to act on either

a negotiated agreement or request for arbitration, the
Federal Communicaticns Commission must assume the
responsibilities of the state commissicn. See 47 U.S.C. §
252 (e) (5).




incumbent local exchange carrier in parts of the State of
Fiorida. Plaintiff AT&T Communications cf the Southern
States, Inc. (“AT&T”) is a competitor. In accordance with
the Telecommunications Act cf 1996, GTE and AT&T entered
negotiations for an agreement under which AT&T woul:
purchase certain services for resale, would interccnnect
with GTE’s facilities, and would have access to GTE’s
network elements. They were unable to agree on all terms
énd conditions of an agreement and thus sought and obtained
arbitration before the Florida Public Service Ccmmission.
Following an evidentiary hearing, the Florida Commission

issued a final arbitration order and, in due course, order

wn

approving the agreement entered between AT&T and GTE as

directed by the arbitraticn order. AT&T now prings this

(50
(B
by

action challenging the Florida Commission’s decié;on in
respects, and GTE counterclaims challenging the cecision in
one cf the same respects and in five additicnal respects.
AT&T has named as defendants GTE, the Florida Commission,

and each of its Commissiocners in his or nher official



capacity.?

The parties have agreed that this court’s review should
be conducted based solely on the record as compiled 1n the
Florida Ccmmission. The parties have submitted briefs and
presented oral argument, and more recently have submitted
supplemental briefs addressing the decision of the United

States Supreme Court in ATET Corp. . Iowa Utilities Bd.,

2 An action for judicial review of a state commission’s
decision may proceed against the individual commissicners in
their official capacities in accordancs with Ex Parte Yourg,
209 U.S. 123, 28 S. Ct. 441, 52 L. Ec. 714 (19C8), and thus
is not barred by the Eleventh Amendment. See MCI
Telecommunications Corp. wv. BellScuth Telecommunications,
Inc., 1997 WL 1133453 (N.D. Fla. 1997). I dismiss this case
as against the Florida Commission on the grcunds that its
presence in this case as a defendant is merely redundant o
the presence of the Commissioners in their official
capacities. Cf. Busby v ity of O , 931 F.2d 764, 775
(1lth Cir. 1991) (acproving dismissal of official carcacity
defendants whose presence was merely redundant to naming cf
institutional defendant). I thus do not address the
stbstantial issue of whether the Florida Ccmmission has
walved its Eleventh Amendment immunity from suit in federal
court by choosing tc conduct an arbitration and tc render a
determination explicitly subject to review ir federal cour:.
Compare, 2.g9., MCI Telecomms. Corp. v. Illincis Bel; Tel.
Co., 222 F.3d 323 (7th Cir. 200C) (finding waiver) with
e.d., GTE North, Inc. v. Strand, 209 F.3d 903, 922 n.6 {(ftn
Cir. 2000) (expressing skepticism toward waiver thecry).
Any ruling on this issuve in this case would make no real
difference and thus appropriately‘should be avoided. Cf.
Ashwander v. TVA, 297 U.S. 288, 341, 565 S. Ct. 466, 80 L.
Ed. 688 (1336) (Brandeis, J., concurring).
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523 U.S. 366, 119 Ss. Ct. 721, 142 L. Ed. 2d 835 (1999).
This order constitutes the court’s ruling on the merits.
Five of the nine issues raised by AT&T and GTE already
have peern addressed by this court in cases arising from
other interconrection agreements; they are resolved in this
order primarily by cross-refersnce to those decisions. The
four remaining issues - terminating access charges, the
competitor’s right to “pick and chcose” terms frcm the
incumbent’s agreement with any other competitor, charges for
operator and directory assistance services, and “numper
portability” - are addressed for the first time in this

order. This order thus resolves each cf the nine issues.
Standar f Review

The Telecommunicaticns Act provides for actior

v
ow
(67}
&2
G
g
4y
(ll'

the case at bar in a single senterce:

In any case in which a State commission makes a
determination under [the Act], any party aggrieved
py such determinaticn may bring an action in an
appropriate Fecderal district court to determine
whether the agreement or statement meets the
requirements of [the Act].
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47 U.S.C. § 252(e) (€).® The Act does not further specify
the standard of revisw to be applied in determining “whether
the agreement . . . meets the requirements of"” the Act.
For the reasons set forth at length in MCI Telecomms,
or v. 3ellSouth mm Inc., 200C WL 1239840 (N.D.
Fla. 2000), I will review de novo issues.regardinq the
meaning and import of the Telecommunications Act, and I will

review state commission determination

(0]

of how to implemant
the Act as so construed only under the arbitrary and
capricious standard. This apparently 1s the standard of

review advocated by all parties tc this proceeding.
4 P g

Merits

I. P IN

The Telecommunications Act directs state commissions %o

set “just and reasonakble” prices for interconnectizn and

’ The “agreement” tc which this provision applies is an
interconnection agreement of the type here at issue. The
“statement” to which this provision applies is a statement
of a Bell operating company of generally available terms.
See 47 U.S.C. § 252(f)y. No such statement is involved her=s.




network elements “based on the cost (determined without
reference to a rate-of-return or other rate-based
proceeding) of prpviding the interconnection or network
slemenc.” 47 U.S.C. § 252(d)(1). Bcth AT&T and GTE
challenge the Florida Commission’s selection of a pricing
methcdology, and GTE also challenges the Florida

Commission’s implementation of its chosen methodology.

A. Pricing Methodology

The Florida fommission adopted a methodology kncwn as
Total Service Long-Run Incremental Cost (“TSLRIC":, which
uses the incumbent’s current network architecture and future
replacement technology as the basis for\aetermining iong-run
incremental cost. For the reascns set forth in AT&T Comms.
Inc. v. BellSouth Telecomms., Inc., No.‘4:97cv262—RH (N.D.

Fla. Sept. 28, 2000), I reject the parties’ challenge to the

Flcrida Commission’s adoption of this methodology.®

“ In resolving this issue in AT&T v. BellSouth, supra,
I relied on the decision of the Eighth Circuit in Zowa
Utilities Bd. v. FCC, 219 F.3d 744 (8th Cir. 2000). 8ix
days before my decision in AT&T v. BellSouth, the Eightn
Circuit stayed its Iowa Utilitiesg decision in relevant part

pending disposition of petitions fcr certiorari. I follow

9



B. Implementation of Pricing Methodology

GTE also asserts that, even if TSLRIC is an appropriate
pricing methodology, the Florida Commissicn’s implementation
of this methodology was flawed in four respects. I reject
GTE's first, second and fourth assertions because GTE has
made no showing that the Florida Commission’s actions were
arbitrary and capri:ious or contrary to the
Telecommunications Act of 1396. With respect to GTE’s third
assertion, I direct the defendant Commissioners tc prcvide a

further explanation of their decision.
1. Universal Service Subsidy

GTE’s first contention is that in setting network

element prices, the Florida Commission erred by failing to

the Eighth Circuit’s Iowa Utilities decision,
notwithstanding entry of the stay, for the reasons set forth
in my unpublished order addressing the mction to alter or
amend the judgment in that case. AT&T Comms., Inc. V.
BellSocuth Telecomms., Inc., No. 4:97cv262-RH (N.D. Fla. Nov.
9, 2000). As in that case, upon further consideration of
this matter by the Florida Public Service Commission, it
appropriately may consider ary further ruling by the Unite
States Supreme Court in Iowa Utilities.

10



consider costs GTE incurs to provide “universal service.”
GTE is wrong.

State commissions historically have pursued a goal of
making telephone service available to as many potential
users as possible. Thus basic rates have been held low,
sometimes below cost, in an effort to make basic telephone
service widely affordable. And rates have been held
uniform, even to remote locations, so that the high cost of
providing lines to remote locations would not mean service
would be unavailable there. Local moncpoly carriers
historically tock the lcss for prcoviding such service buc
made it up through rates to other custcmers or for other
types of service!

Competition of course will require changes in this
approcach to universal service. If incumbents attemp:t to
charge above-cost prices to some customers in an effort to
offset below-cost prices to other customers, the strategy
will not work, because the customers who are chérged above -
cost prices will simply change to other carriers whose
prices are cost-ktased. The Telecdmmunicétions Act

reccgnizes this and establishes a framework for development

11



0f a different methodology for pursuing the goal of
universal service. 3See 47 U.S.C. § 254.

GTE asserts that in setting the prices GTE charges AT&T
for network elements, the Florida Ccmmission was obligated
to include an appropriate share of the costs GTE incurs in
order to provide universal service, that is, costs GTE
incurs not in connection with providing the network elements
at issue but instead in connection with providing unrelated
local service to unrelated customers. The Florida
Commission properly rejected this contention. See Igwa
Utilities Board v. FCC, 219 F.3d 744, 753 (8th Cir. 2000).
The “cost” on which the price of a network element must be
based is the ccst “of providing the . . . network element, ”
47 U.S.C. § 252(d) (1), not the cost of prcviding some other
service. In 47 U.S.C. § 254, the Act provides an entirely
different mechanism for securing the fair allocation of :he

cost of providing universal service.

2. Historic or Embedded Costs

Second, GTE asserts that the Florida Ccmmission was
obligated to consider all historic or embedded costs, not

12



just forward-locking costs of providing the service at
issue. This is essentially an attack on the TSLRIC
methodology. For the reasons set forth in AT&T Comms., Inc.

v. BellScuth Telecomms., Inc., No. 4:97¢cv262-RH (N.L. Fla.

Sept. 28, 2C00), the Florida Commission’s adoption cf TSLRIC
was neither contrary to the Act nor arbitrary and

capricious.

3. Local Loop Pricing

Third, GTE challenges the prices established by the
Florida Commission for local loops. The Florida Commissicn
of course was not obligated to accept GTE'S assertions of
its alleged cost of prcviding local loops. Thus, for
example, the Commission acted within its discreticn in
excluding certain building and land costs it determined were
not properly allocable to local loops. Nor was the Flcrida
Commission obligated to make a precise mathematical match
between some caléulation of cost, on the one hand, and its
approved prices, on the other. instead, the
Telecommunicaticns Act of 1996 requires only that the price

of a network element be “based on the cost” of providina ~he
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element. 47 U.S.C. § 252(d) (1) (emphasis added). The Act
alsc provides that cost is to be “determined without
reference to a rate-cf-return or other rate-based
proceeding,” id., chus making clear that an exact match
between cost and prices is ncot required.

Still, pricing decisions could ke used to undermine the
purpcses of the Act, and a state commission‘’s pricing
decisions thus properiy are subject to review in district
court, under the arbitrary and capricious standard. See

AT&T Comms., Inc. v. BellSouth Telecomms., Inc., No.

4:97cv262-RH (N.D. Fla. Sept. 28, 2000). With respect to
local loops, as with the per message charges at issue in

AT&T v. BellSouth, the Florida Commission has provided

insufficient explanation for its decision to allow
meaningful review. The appropriate course thus is to direct
the defendant Commissicners to explain or further consider

their decision. See, e.g., Checkosky v. SEC, 23 F.2d 452,

462-63 (D.C. Cir. 1394) (remanding insufficiently explained
administrative decision “so as to afford the agency an
opportunity to set forth its view in a manner that would
permit reasoned judicial review”; so holding even in the

14



absence of any conclusion that the agency acted arbitrarily
or capriciously); SEC v. Chenery Corp., 318 U.S. 80, 94, 63
5. Ct. 454, 87 L. Ed. 626 (1943) (recognizing that “courts
cannot exercise their duty cf review unless they are advised

of the considerations underlying the action under review”:.

4. Unconstitutiomal Taking

Finally, GTE asserts the Florida Commissicn’s pricing
decisions will or may effect an unconstitutional taking of
GTE's property without just compensaticn. GTE has made no
showing to this point, however, that any such taking is
imminent.

For all that appears in this record, GTE now is facing
only reasonably foreseeable developments in a dynamic
industry. GTE remains a strong and profitable cofpeti:or in
that dynamic industry. Nothing in this record suggests that
the Florida Ccmmission has renegea on any explicit or
implicit promises made to GTE during the moncpoly era;
nobody promised GTE a world free of rapidly changing
technology or the inevitable consequences thereof. Yor :is
GTE keing compelled to sell its services to i:ts competitcrs
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below cost or deprived of the opportunity to earn a full and
fair return on its investment.

In short, GTE has made no showing that the Florida
Commission has effected an unconstitutional taking cf GTE’s
property. I thus uphold the Florida Commission’s pricing
decisions, except with respect to local loops, on which T

remand fcor further explanation.

II. GEQGRAPHIC DEAVERAGING

The cost of providing local telecommunicaticns service
is higher in some places than in others. Nonetheless, the
Florida Commission adopted statewide averaged rates, rather
than different rates for different geographic areas. AT&T
challenges the use of statewide averaged rates.

For the reasocns set forth in AT&T Ccmms., Inc. v.

BellSouth Telecomms., Inc., No. 4:97cv262-RH (N.D. Fla.

Sept. 28, 2000), I conclude that (1) the Flcorida
Commission’s adoption of statewide averaged ratés, on a
transiticnal basis, did not violate the Act and was not
arbitrary and capricious, but that (2) effective as of May
1, 2000, the Florida Commission became obligated to

16



deaverage rates over at least three geographic areas, in
accordance with 47 C.F.R. § 51.507(f).

Because cf the passage cf time, it is unclear whether
the Flor:ida Commissicn’s decision now under review will
continue to have effects inconsistent with 47 C.F.R. §
51.507(f). The defendant Florida Commissioners thus will be

directed to reconsider their decision to assure that it does

not produce results inconsistent with that rule.

III. ACCESS CHARGES

Long distance or “interexchange” calls - for example,
from Miami tc Tallahassee - typically are carried from cne
exchange to another by a long distance or “interexchange”
carrier. Such calls typically are carried between the
customer or “end user,” on the one hand, and the
interexchange carrier, on the other hand, by the end user’'s
local carrier. Interexchange carriers pay local carriers
for providing this service. The payments are for providing
end users access to the interexchange netwcrk and thus are
krown as “access charges.” Payments for carrying a call
frcm the end user placing the call tc the interexchange
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carrier are known as “originating” access charges; payments
for Earrying a call from the interexchange carrier tc the.
end user receiving the call are known as “terminating”
access charges.

AT&T asserts that when an interexchange call is
terminated to a customer subscribed to AT&T for lccal
service, the local carrier entitled tc the applicable
terminating access charge is AT&T. GTE asserts that, if
LT&T serves its local custamer through unbundled network
elements obtained from GTE, then GTE is entitled to -he
applicable terminating access charge.

GTE’'s position i3 illogical and does not comport with
the purposes of the Telecommunications Act. The reason the
Act allows a competitor to cbtain network elements from an
incumbent is so that the competitor may use those networx
elements to provide services in comgetition with the
incumbent. When the competitor uses those netwcrk elements,
the competitor muét pay the incumbent the appropriats rate
for use of the network elements, and the competitor may
charge appropriate fees for the service it provides. Thus
the incumbent is compensated for its elements by the

18



competitive carrier using those elements, and the competitor
1s compersated for the service it provides using the network
elements just as any local carrier is compensated for
providing services of the same type. When the service is
terminatirg an interexchange call, the compensaticn that the
corpetitor receives is the appropriate terminating access
charge payable by the interexchange carrier. Any
requirement that thaﬁ access charge be paid to the incumbent
local exchange carrier rather than to the competitcr would
undermine the Act’s goal of fostering competition and render
rather pointless the incumbent’s obligation to make its
netwcrk elements available tc the competitor for the purpose
cf, among other things, allowing the competitor to provide
terminating access service.?®

That this is the correct result is confirmed by the

tinding FCC regulation addressing this very issue:

Neither the interstate access charges

* This analysis is consistent with the decision in ATsT

Comms, Systems v. Pacific Bell, 203 F.3d 1183 (9th Cir.
2000) (holding that an incumbent may not include switched
access charges in the pricing of unbundled network
elements) .
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described in part 69 of this chapter nor

comparable intrastate access charges shall be

assessed by an incumbent LEC [local exchange

carrier] on purchasers of elements that offer

telephone exchange or exchange access service.
47 C.F.R. § 51.515(a). According to the plain terms of this
regulaticn, which became effective as of Jume 20, 1937, GTE
canncot collect access charges on account of access services
rrovided by AT&T by means of network elements purchased by
-AT&T from GTE.*>

The Florida Commission did not explicitly resolve this
issue in the ordexs now under review. The Arbitration Order
provides only that terminating access charges are owed to
“the company terminating a toll call.” (Arbitration Order
at 124). In finally approving the interconnection agreement

entered by the parties pursuant to the Arbitration Order,

the rlorida Commission noted the disagreement ketween AT&T

°* The FCC did allow an incumbent to ccllect such
charges on an inteyim basis until June 30, 1997, in order tc
ameliorate the effects of the lcss cf those charges, which
had been used to compensate incumbents for their obligation
to serve all customers at sometimes belcow-cost rates (thac
is, their “universal service” obligation). The Act
established an alternative universal service mechanism
phased in over time.
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and GTE on this issue but left the matter open for
resolution on a “case by case basis, either by the parties
themselves, or through the Commission’s complaint process.”
(Final Order Approving Arbitration Agreement Between AT&T
and GTE, Order Nc. PSC-97-0585-FOF-TP (May 22, 1997 at s5l).
In this court, the Florida Commission apparently has
recognized the binding force of the FCC regulation for
services rendered after June 30, 1597.

So that appropriate action may be taken to implement
the FCC regulation as it applies to this interconnection
agreement, the defendant Commissicners will be directed to

address this issue further.

IV. OPERATOR SERVICES COSTS

A different method by which the Teleccmmunications Act
of 1996 allows a competitor to compete with an incumbent is
by buying services from the incumbent for resale *tc the
competitor’'s own customers. Invoking this method, AT&T
seeks to resell to its own customers local service cbtained
from GTE. AT&T does not, however, always seesk o use GTE’s
operator services; AT&T intends, instead, tc provide its own
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operator services to its customers. AT&T asserts that,
undexr 47 U.S.C. § 252(d) (3), the price charged by GTE to
AT&T for local service provided for resale must be reduced
by the cost of operator services avoided by GTE. The
Florida Commission made no such reducticn.

For the reasons set forth in ATAT Comms., Inc. v.

BellSouth Telecommsg., Inc., No. 4:97cv262-RH (N.D. Fla.

Sept. 28, 2000), I conclude that the Florida Commission
erred when 1t reiused to reduce the wholesale rates charced
to AT&T by the amount of costs actually avoided by GTE in
the provision cf local service for resale. The defendant

Commissioners will be directed to reconsider this issue.”

V. COMBINING UNBUNDLED NETWORK ELEMENTS

As set forth above, the Telecommunications Act allcws a

7 Although by rule the FCC originally required the
exclusion not only of costs that “will be avoided” kut alzo
costs that “can be avoided,” 47 C.F.R. § 51.609(kt), the
Eighth Circuit now has invalidated that rule, squarely
holding that only actually avoided costs must be excluded
from wholesale rates. See See Icowa Utilities Bd. v. FCC,
219 F.3d 744, 755 (8th Cir. 2000). The Florida Commissicn
must exclude from the wholesale rates charged to AT&T only
operatcr service costs that are actually avoided by GTE.
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competing carrier to intercomnect with an incumbent'’s
nethrk and also to ccmpete with the incumbent either (1} oy
obtaining local services from the incumbent at wholesale
prices for resale to the competing carrier’s customers or
(2) by obtaining from the incumbent “network elements”

parts of the incumbent’s telecommunications system - for use
in providing service to the competing carrier’s own
customers. GTE initially asserted that if AT&T provided
service entirely over GTE’s network elements, AT&T properly
should ke required to pay GTIE the wholesale rate for the
entire service; AT&T could not properly pay only the
sometimes substantially lower aggregate price of the various
network elements that, when combined, could be used to
provide complete service. GTE now also asserts that, even
if AT&T properly may pay only the aggregate price of the
various network elements, those elements must be combined by
AT&T itself; GTE asserts it has no obligation to combine
network elements for use by AT&T in providing complete
service.

For the reasons set forth in AT&T Ccmme., Inc. V.

Bel_ South Teliecomms., Ing., No. 4:97cv262-RH (N.D. Fla.
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Sept. 28, 2000), GTE's contention that AT&T must pay the
wholesale rates for ccmplete service, whenever AT&T provides
such service entirely through network elements obtained from
GTE, is incorrect.

That leaves for consideration the issue of whether GIE
or AT&T must do the combining of the network elements. 1In

the case at bar, as in AT&T Comms., Inc. v. BellSouth

Teleccmms., Inc., No. 4:37cv262-RH (N.D. Fla. Sept. 28,

2000), the Florida Commission asserts that in the orders
under review, it did not address this issue. But here, as
there, the Florida Commission did rely in its orders on 47
C.F.R. § 315(c), which by its terms would have required GTE,
not AT&T, tc do the combining. That regulation now nas been
invalidated by a controlling decision of the United States

Court of Appeals for the Eighth Circuit. See Iowa Utilities

Bé. v. FCC, 219 v.3d 744, 759 (8th Cir. 2000). Because the
Florida Commission made its decision in reliance on the now-
invalidated rule, the appropriate course here, as in AT&T
Comms., Inc. v. BellSouth Telecomms., Inc., No. 4:97cv262Z-RH
(N.D. Fla. Sept. 28, 2000}, is to direct the defendant

Commissioners to reconsider the matter. See, e.g., SEC v.
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Chernery Corp., 318 U.S. 80, 63 S. Ct. 454, 87 L. Ed. 526

(1943) .°
VI. PICK _AND CHOOSE

The Telecommunications Act cf 1996 seeks to prevent an
incumbent (or any carrier) from favoring one competing
carrier cver another. The Act does so by requiring each
carrier to make available to any competiter the same
interconnection, service or network element terms that the
carrier has made available to any cther competitor. Thus

the Act provides:

* In further considering this matter, the Flcrida
Commission will be bound by 47 C.F.R. § 315(b), which
prevents an incumbent that is providing network elements to
a competitor from separating any such network elements that
the incumbent currently combines. In Iowa Utilities, the
Supreme Ccurt upheld that rule. See Iowa Utilities, 525
U.S. at 394. The Supreme Court also noted that the
argumsnts on that issue in that case might be “academic” In
light of the Court’s simultanesous irvalidation of the 7FCC's
“necessary” and “impair” rule. See Iowa Utilities, 525 U.S.
at 392. Nothing in this order forecloses the Florida
Commission frcm taking otherwise proper action in response
to the Supreme Court’'s decision on the “necesgsary’ and
“impair” rule. Cf. ATE&T Comms., Inc. v. Bellsouth
Telecomms., Inc., 229 F.3d 457 {4th Cir. 2000) I!remanding
this issue fcr further consideration in light of the
changing law concerning 47 C.F.R. § 315(b) and the Suprere
Court’s “necessary” and “impair” decisica).

25



A local exchange carrier shall make available

any interconnection, service, or network element

provided under an agreement. approved under this

section to which it is a party to any other

requesting telecommunications carrier upcon the

same terms and conditions as those provided in the

agreement.

47 U.S.C. § 252(i). The FCC has made clear by regulaticn
that this means the competitcr may pick and chocse among the
varicus provisions of an agreement between c:ther carriers;
the competitcr need not accept the entire agreement in crder
to choose one or more individual provisions. See 47 C.F.R.
§ 51.809.

GTE entered an agreement with another carrier,
Metropolitan Fiber Systems of Florida, Inc. (“"MFS”), tha=
included a provision under which GTE made “dark fiber”
available to MFS. Dark fiker is fiber optic cable that is
in place but nct in active use. Without the associatad
electronic equipment needed at both ends of the cable, th=s
fiber remains “unlit” and inactive.

AT&T sought tc adopt the terms cf the GTE-MFS agreement
with respect to dark fiber. GTE disputed AT&T’'s right to do
so, asserting that a carrier cannot properly “pick and

26



choose” among provisicns of an agreement between other
carriérs and that dark fiber is not a “network element” that
an incumbent must make available to competitors.

The Florida Commission resolved the issue in favor of
AT&T. I uphold its decision. First, although the validity
of the FCC regulation, 47 C.F.R. § 51.809, was in dispute
when the Florida Commission acted and when GTE filed its
counterclaim in this court, the Supreme Court ncw has upheld

the regulation. See AT&T Corp. v. Iowa Usilities Bd., 525

UJ.S. 366, 119 S. Ct. 721, 142 L. =Zd. 24 835 (1699%9). The
regulaticn is valid and bkinding and squarely authorizes a
competing carrier such as AT&T to “pick ard chcose”
provisions of an agreement between other carriers, precisely
as AT&T has done here. Southwestern Bell Telecomms. Co V.

Waller Creek Comms., Inc., 221 F.3d 812 (5tnh Cir. 2200), 1is

squarely on point and reaches this same conclusiorn.

Thus allowing a carrier to “pick and choose” prcvisions
from an agreement between other carriers is required by a
valid FCC regulation. This result also is fully comnsistent
with the plain terms of the statute itself and with the
statute’s purpcse of promoting a level playing field as
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between different competitors. The Florida Ccmmission did
not err in allcwing AT&T to adopt the dark fiker provision

GTE had made available to another carrier.?

VII. WHOLESALE PRICING

The Telecommunications Act of 1996 imposes on any

incumkbent local exchange carrier the duty

to offer for resale at wholesale rates any
telecommunications service that the carrier
provides at retail to subscribers who ars not
telecommunications carriers

47 U.S.C. § 251(c)(4). Wholesale rates under this provision

must be determined

on the basis of retail rates charge(d] to
subscribers for the telecommunications service
requested, excluding the portion thereof
attributable to any marketing, billing,
collecticn, and cther costs that will be avcided

by the lccal exchange carrier.

> I note also that GTE's assertion that “dark fiber” is
not a network element within the meaning of the Act is
incorrect, for the reasons set forth in MCI Telecomms. Corp.
v. BellSouth Telecomms., Inc., 2000 WL 1239840 at *5 (N.D.
Fla. 20C0). '
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47 U.S.C. § 252(d) (3) (emphasis added) .

Among the services that AT&T cbtains from GTE under
this provision are operator and directory assistance
services. The Florida Commission calculated the appropriate
wholesale rate for these services as 13.04% below the reta:il
rate. GTE asserts this was arbitrary and capricious,
because, it says, there are no avoided costs when these
services are provided to AT&T rather than to a retail
customer.

The asserticn that there are no avoided costs when
these services are provided to a carrier rather than o
retail customers makss no sense. On the other hand, neither
the Florida Commissicn nor AT&T has called my attention to
any evidence in the record supporting the 13.04% discount.
Absent an explanation of the Florida Commission’s r=asoning
Or a citation to evidence supporting the result, I conclude
that the appropriate disposition of this issue is tz dirsct
the defendant Commissioners to explain or further consider

their decision. See. e.g., Checkosky v. SEC, 23 F.3d 452,

152-63 (D.C. Cir. 1994) (remanding insufficiently explained
administrative decisicn “so as to afford the agency an
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opportunity to set forth its view in a mannexr that would
permit reasoned Judicial review”; so holding even in the
absence of any conclusion that the agency acted arbitrarily

or capriciously); SEC v. Chenery Ccrp., 318 U.S. 80, 94, 63

S. Ct. 454, 87 L. EA. 626 (1943) (recognizing that “cour:s
cannot exercise their duty of review unless they are advised

of the considerations underlying the action under review”!.

"VIII. LIMITATION OF LIABILITY

As part of its petition for arkitration before the
Florida Commission, GTE sought to include in the
interconnection agreement a limitation-of-liability
provision making clear that in the event of any failure to
deliver services as agreed, it would not be liable for
consequential damages. The Flor:da Commission réfused to

arbitrate this issue.

For the reasons set forth in MCI Telecomms. Corp. V.

BellSouth Telecomms., Inc., 2000 WL 1239840 (N.D. Fla.
2000), I conclude that when the Florida Commissicn undertcok
tc arbitrate the overall dispute between GTE and AT&T, it
became obligated to arbitrate “any open issues.” 47 U.S.C.

30



§ 252(b) (1). wWhether a limitation-of-liability provision
shculd be included in the parties’ agresement was an “open
igsue.”

This does nct mean, of course, that the Florida
Commission was obligated to require a limitation-of-
liability prcvision. Had the Florida Commission decided, as
a matter of discretion, not to adopt such a provisiocn, 37T
would bear a substantial burden in attempting to demcnstrate
that such a determination was contrary to the
Telecommunications Act or arbitrary and capricious. But the
Florida Commission made no such determination, inscead
declining to address the issue. The defendant Commissiorers

will be directed to arbitrate this issue.

IX. NUMBER PORTABILITY

An important issue for any customer contemplating
changing local telephone carriers is whather the customer
will be able to retain the same telephone number. Changing
telephone numbers is inconvenient and often expensive. If
the incumbent local exchange carrier could prevent customers

from xeeping their same telephone numbers when changing
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carriers, the incumbent could significantly forestall
competition.

Apparently recognizing this, Congress imposed on
incumbent local exchange carriers “It]lhe duty to provide, to
the extent technically feasible, number portability in
accordance with requirements prescribed by the Commissiocn.”
47 U.S.C. § 251(b){(2). The FCC has interpreted this
provisicn as applying tc “all forms of number portability,”
In re Telephone Number Portability, Fourth Memorandum
Opinion and Crder or Reconsideration, 1999 WL 503613 (FCC)
(July 16, 1$99), and as requiring incumkents to provide
number portakility to a requesting competitcr “as scon as
reasonably pcssible.” 47 C.F.R. § 52.27.

In accordance with these provisions, the Florida
Commission required GTE to provide certain number
portability sclutions to AT&T. GTE cbjects, asserting trat
it does not provide those same number portability solutions

to itself, and that, if the Florida Commission’'s ruling :s

t

upheld, AT&T thus will receive serviceisuperior to what GT
provides itself. GTE says this contravenes 47 U.S.C. §
251(c) (2) (C), which requires an incumbent to provide
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interconnection between a competitor’s facilities and the
incumbent’s facilities “that is at least equal in quality to

that provided by the local exchange carrier to itself.” GTE

also cites the statement in Iowa Utilitieg Bgard v. FCZ, 219

5y

.3d 744, 758 (8th Cir. 2000), addressing a different issue,
that “nothing in the statute reguires thg {incumbent] to
provide superior gquality interconnection to its competitor.”
For three reasons, I conclude that the Florida
Commission’s rejection of GTE's position was not contrary o
the Telecommunications Act and was not arbitrary or
capricious. First, the Florida Ccmmission’s decision is
fully supported by the Act’s number portability provision,
47 U.S.C. § 251(b) (2), and the regulations thereunder.
Second, the decision is fully supported by the prc-
competitive goal of the number portability provision.
Third, GTE's reliarce on 47 U.S.C. § 251(c)(2){C) is
misplaced, because that provision only requires
interconnection Qat least equal in quality” to that provided
by the incumbent to itself. “At least equal” does not mean
“no greater than,” and, in any event, the general
interconnection standard of § 251(c) (2) (C) certainly was not
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intended tc undermine the specific separate requirement for
rnumber portabilicy as set forth in § 251(b) (2).
I thus uphold the Florida Commission’s determination on

numcer portability.

Conclusion

The Florida Commission’s determinations were consistent
with the Telecommunicétions Act of 1996 and not arbitrary
and capricious with respect to overall pricing methodclogy,
statewide averaged rates on a transitional basis, a
carrier’s ability to pick and chocse provisions from an
interconnection agreement between other carriers, and number
portability. The Florida Commissicn’'s failure to exclude
the avoided cost of operator services from wholesale rates
for local service and refusal to arbitrate the issue of a
limitaticn-of-liapility clause contravened the
Telecommunications Act. The Florida Commissioners will be
directed to explain or consider further their determinations
cn other issues as set forth above.

In accordance with these rulings,

IT IS ORDERED:
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The clerk shall enter judgment stating, “The Florida
Public Service Commission’s Final Order on Arbitration and
Final Order Approving Arbitration Agreement Between AT&T and
GTE are affirmed with respect to overall pricing
methodology, adoption of statewide averaged rates on a
transitional basis, allowing AT&T to pick and chocse the
dark fiber provision Ifrom an agreement between GTE and
vanother carrier, and number portability; declared invalid
with respect to failure to exclude the avoided cost of
operator services from wholesale rates for local service and
failure to arbitrate the issue of whether the
interconnecticn agreement between AT&T and GTE should
include a limitation-ocf-liability provision; and vacated for
further explanation or consideration with respect to the
price of local locps, continuing effects of statéwide
averaged rates, the parties’ respective rights to
terminating access charges, combining of network elements,
and whclesale pricing of directory assistance and cperator
services, all as set forth in the Order on Merits entered
December 12, 2000. Defendant Commissioners of the Florida
Public Service Ccmmission shall conduct further proceedings
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consistent with the Court’s Order cn Merits, this judgment,
and any decision of the United States Supreme Court on
review of Iowa Utilitieg Bd. v. FCC, 219 F.3d 744 (8th Cir.
2000) . All claims against the Florida Public Service
Commission, in its name, are dismissed as redundant.” The
clerk shall clcse the file.

H~
SC ORDERED this /2 day cf December, 2000.

\

[t bl

Robert L. Hinkle
United States District Judge
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

_ TALLAHASSEE DIVISION
GTE FLORIDA INCORPORATED,
VS CASE NO. 4:97CV211-RH
JULIA L. JOHNSON, et al.,
JUDGMENT

This action came before the Court for consideration with the Honorable Robert L. Hinkle
presiding. The issues have been considered and a decision has been rendered.

The Florida Public Service Commission's Final Order on Arbitration and Final Order Approving
Arbitrated Agreement Between GTE and MCI are affirmed with respect to overall pricing methedology,
allowing MCI to pick and choose the dark fiber provision from an agreement between GTE and another
carrier, number portability, and adoption of statewide averaged rates on a transitional basis, declared
invalid with respect to failure to arbitrate the open issues of whether the parties' agreement should include
a limitation of liability provision, an audit and examination system, or an inquiry procadure with respect to
the availability and location of conduit, poles, ducts and right-of-way; and vacated for further explanation or
consideration with respect to the price of local loops, combining of network elements, wholesale pricing of
directory assistance and operator services, continuing effects of statewide averaged rates, and whether
GTE should be required to make its dark fiber network element available to MCI, all as set forth in the
Order on Merits entered December 13, 2000. Defendant Commissioners of the Florida Public Service
Commission shall conduct further proceedings consistent with the Court's Order on Merits, this judgment,
and any decision of the United States Supreme Court on review of lowa Utilities Bd. v. FCC, 219 F.3d 744
(8th Cir. 2000).

ROBERT A. MOSSING, CLERK

_December 13, 2000 ’ /214'/‘ %&&C,&(. =

DATE Deputy Clerk: Pamela L. Lourcey
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA
TALLAHASSEE DIVISION

GTE FLORIDA INCORPORATED,

Plaintiff,
V. CASE NO. 4:97cv211-RH
JULIA L. JCHNSON, et al.,

Defendants.

QORDER _ON MERITS

This is another in a series of challenges under the
Telecommunications Act of 1996, 47 U.S.C. §§ 251-52, to
decisions of the Florida Public Service Commission with
raspect to the terms and conditions under which an incumbent
lccal exchange carrier must provide services and make
facilities and network elements available to a comwpetitor.

All of the issues presented by this case have been rescolvad
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in prior orders of this court addressing other decisions of
the Florida Commission. The issues are resolved in this

order primarily by reference to those prior orders.
Back - Th tatu Fr L24®)

Historically, local telephone service was provided in
the United States on a monopoly basis by carriers regulated
under state law by state public service commissions.
éongress fundamentally changed that approach by enacting the
Telecommunications Act of 1996. The Act imposes on local
carriers, as a matter of federal law, various duties
designed to foster competition. The Act allows state
commissions the option cf taking a major rcle in
implementing the Act’s requirements.

The federal duties imposed on each “incumbenﬁ local
exchange carrier” - that is, on each carrier who previously
provided local service on a monopély basis - include the
obligation to sell local services at wholesale to any
competing carrier for resale by the competing carrier to

customers, the obligation to allow competitors to



interconnect with the incumbent’s facilities for the purpcse
of providing services to the competitcr’s own custcmers, and
the obligation to make certain “network elements” - parts of
its telecommunications system - available to competing
carriers for their use in prcviding service to their own
customers. These duties are described in greater detail in
MCI Telecomms. Corp. v. BellSouth Telecomms., Inc., 2300 WL
1239840 (N.D. Fla. 2000).

The Act also imposes on each incumbent the duty to
negotiate in good faith with any requesting carrier on the
terms and conditions of an agreement under which these
various duties will be fulfilled. See 47 U.S.C. §

281 (c) (1). The Act likewise imposes on requesting carriers
the duty to negotiate in good faith. Id.

If the parties reach a negotiated agreement, it must be

~1

submitted to the state commission for approval. See 4
U.S.C. § 252(e)(1). If the parties fail to agree cn all
terms and conditions, any party to the negotiation may

request binding arbitration before the state commission of



“any open issues.” 47 U.S.C. § 252(b)(1).!

fhe Act provides for judicial review of the
commission’s decisions in federal district court. See 47
G.S.C. § 252(e)(€). The case at bar is an action for

judicial review under this provision.

Background - The Case at Bar

Plaintiff GTE Florida Incorporated (“GTE“) is the
incumbent local exchange carrier in parts of the State of
Florida. Defendant MCI Teleccmmunications Corp. (“MCI") is
a competitor. 1In 3ccordance with the Telecommunications Act
of 1996, GTE and MCI entered negotiations for an agreement
under which MCI would purchase certain services for resale,
would interconnect with GTE's facilities, and would have
access to GTE‘s network elements. They were unable to agree
on all terms and conditions of an agreement and thus scught

and obtained arbitration before the Florida Public Service

! If the state commission chooses not to act on either
a negotiated agreement or request for arbitration, the
Federal Communications Commission must assume the
responsibilities of the state commission. See 47 U.S.C. §
252(e) {5).




Commission. Following an evidentiary hearing, the Florida
Commission issued a final arbitration order and, ir due
course, an order approving the agreement entered between GTE
and MCI as directed by the arbitration crder. GTE now
brings this acticn challenging the Florida Commission’s
decision in certain respects, and MCI counterclaims
challenging the decision in other respects. GTE has named
as additional defendants the individual Commissioners of the
Florida Public Service Commissicn, in their official
capacities.?

The parties have agreed that this court’s review should
be conducted based solely on the record as compiled in the
Flcrida Commission. The parties have submitted briefs and
presented cral argument, and more recently have submitted
supplemental briefs addressing the decision of the United

States Supreme Court in AT&T Corp. v. Iowa Utilities Bd.,

? Such an action for judicial review of a state
commission’'s decision may proceed against the individual
ccmmisgsioners in their official capacities in accordance
with Ex Parte ¥Young, 209 U.S. 123, 28 S. Ct. 441, 52 L. Ed.
714 {(1908), and thus is not barred by the Eleventh
Amendment. See MCI Telecommunications Corp. v. BellScuch

Talecommunications, Inc., 1997 WL 1133453 (N.D. Fla. 1937).

-
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525 U.S. 366, 119 S. Ct. 721, 142 L. Ed. 2d 835 (1999).

This order constitutes the court’'s ruling on the merits.
Standard of Review

The Telecommunications Act provides for actions such as
the case at bar in a single sentence:
In any case in which a State commission makes a
determination under [(the Act], any party aggrievad
by such determination may bring an action in an
appropriate Federal district court to determine
whether the agreement or statement meets the
requirements of [the Act].
47 U.S.C. § 252(e) (6).> The Act does not further specify
the standard of review to be applied in determining “whether

the agreement . . . meets the requiremernts of” the Act.

For the reascns set forth at length in MCI Telecomms.

Corp. v. BellSouth Telecomms., Inc., 2000 WL 1239840 (N.D.

Fla. 20C0), I will review de novo issues regarding the

> The “agreement” to which this provisicn applies is an
interconnection agreement of the type here at issue. The
‘statement” to which this prcvision applies is a statement
of a Bell operating company of generally available terms.
See 47 U.S.C. § 252(f). No such statement is involved here.
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meaning and import of the Telecommunications Act, and I will
review state commission determinations of how to implement
the Act as so construed only under the arbitrary and
capricicus standard. This apparently is the standard of

review advocated by all parties to this proceeding.

Merits

I. PRICING

The Telecommunications Act directs state commissions tc
set “just and reasonable” prices for interconnecticn and
network elemerts “based on the cost {(determined without
reference to a rate-of-return or other rate-based
proceeding) of providing the interconnection cr network
element.” 47 U.S.C. § 252(d)(1). The parties to.this
action dispute the precper method of calculating cost and
specific pricing decisions.

For the reasons set forth in AT&T Comms., Inc. v. GTE

Florida, Inc., No. 4:97¢cv300-RH (N.D. Fla. Dec. 12, 2000, I

uphold the Florida Commission’s pricing decisions in ail




respects, except that I direct the defendant Commissioners
to explain or further consider their decision with respect

to the specific prices established for local locps.

II. COMBINING UNBUNDLED NETWORK ELEMENTS

For the reasons set forth in AT&T CommsS., Inc. v. CGTE

Florida, Inc., No. 4:97cv300-RE (N.L. Fla. lCec. 12, 20C0), I
uphold the Florida Commission’s determination that when GTE
provides unbundled network elements to MCI that MCI uses to
prcvide complete service, MCI may pay <only the aggregate
price of the unbundled network elements; MCI need not pay
the wholesale price of complete service. I direct the
defendant Commissioners to reconsider the issue of whethex

GTE or MCI must do the combining cf the network elements.

III. PICK AND CHOOSE .

For the reasons set fcorth in AT&T Comms., Inc. v. GTE
Florida, Inc., No. 4:97cv300-RH (N.D. Fla. Dec. 12, 2000), I
uphold the Flcrida Commission’s determination that MCI

properly could “pick and chocse” the dark fiber provision of




GTE’s interconnection agreement with another carrier.
Iv. WHOLESALE PRICING

For the reasons set fcrth in AT&T Comms., Inc. v. GTE

Florida, Inc., No. 4:37¢cv300-RH (N.D. Fla. Dec. 12, 2000), I
uphold the Florida Commission’s determination that the
wholesale price GTE may charge MCI for operator and
directory assistance services must be reduced by avoided
costs, but I direct the defendant Commissioners to explain
or further consider their decision regarding the appropriace

amount of the reduction.
V. QPEN ISSUES

For the reasons set forth in AT&T Comms., Inc. v. GTE

Florida, Inc., No. 4:97cv300-RH (N.D. Fla. Dec. 12, 2000,

and MCI Telecomms. Ccrp. v. BellSouth Telecomms., Inc., 2000

WL 1239840 (N.D. Fla. 2C00), I conclude that the Florida
Commission erred when it refused to arbitrate the open
issues of whether the parties’ agreement should include a

limitation of liability provision, an audit and examination
Y T




system, or an inquiry procedure with respect to the
availability and location of conduit, poles, ducts and
right-of-way. The defendant Commissioners will be directed

tc arbitrate these open issues.

VI. NUMBER PORTABILITY

For the reasons set forth in AT&T Commg., Inc. v. GTE

Florida, Inc., No. 4:97cv30C-RH (N.D. Fla. Dec. 12, 2300, I

uphold the Florida Commission‘’s determination on number

portability.

VII. GEQOGRAPHIC DEAVERAGING

For the reasons set forth in AT&T Commg., Inc. v. GTE
Florida, Inc., No. 4:97cv300-RH (N.D. Fla. Dec. 12, 200C;),

and AT&T Comms.., Inc. v. BellSouth Telecomms., Inc., No.

4:97cv262-RH (N.D. Fla. Sept. 28, 2000), I conclude that (1)
the Florida Commission’s adoption of statewide averaged

rates, on a transitional basis, did not viclate the Act and
was not arbitrary and capricious, but that (2) effective as

of May 1, 2000, the Florida Commission became obligated to
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deaverage rates over at least three geographic areas, in
accordance with 47 C.F.R. § 51.507(f).

Because of the passage of time, it is unclear whether
the qurida Commission’s decision now under review will
continue to have effects inconsistent with 47 C.F.R. §
51.507(f). The defendant Florida Commissioners thus will be
directed to reccnsider their decision to assure thkat it dces

not produce results inconsistent with that rule.

VIII. DARK FIBER

For the reasdns set forth in MCI Telecomms. Corp. V.

BellSouth Telecomms., Inc., 2000 WL 1233840 (N.D. Fla.

2000), I conclude that dark fiber is a “network elesment”
within the meaning of the Telecommunications Act of 1995.
The defendant Ccmmissioners will be directed tc consicder
further the issue of whether GTE should be reguired to make

its dark fiber network =lement available to MCI.
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Conclusion

The Florida Commission‘s determinations were ccnsistent
with the Telecommunications Act of 1996 and not arbitrary
and capricious with respect to overall pricing methodology,
pricing of network elements combined to provide entire
service, a carrier’s ability to pick and choose provisions
from an interconnection agreement ketween other carriers,
numkber portability, and statewide averaged rates or a
transitional basis. The Flcrida Commission’s refusal to
arbitrate open issues and failure to treat dark fiker as a
network element contravened the Telecommunications Act. The
Florida Commissioners will be directed to explain or

consider further their determinations on othker issues as S

@
t

forth above.

In accordance with these rulings,

IT IS ORDERED:

The clerk shall enter judgment stating, "“The Florida
Public Service Commission’s Final Orcder on Arbitration and

Final Order Approving Arbitrated Agreement Between GTE and

12




MCI are affirmed with respect to overall pricing
methodology, allowing MCI to pick and chcose the dark fiber
provision from an agreement between GTE and another carrier,
number portability, and adoption of statewide averaged rates
on a transitional basis; declared invalid with respect to
failure to arbitrate the open issues of whether the parties’
agreement should include a limitation of liability
provisicn, an audit and examination system, or an inquiry
procedure with respect to the availabilitcy and location of
conduit, poles, ducts and right-of-way; and vacated for
further explanation or consideraticn with respect to the
price of local loops, combining of netwcrk elements,
wholesale pricing of directory assistance and Operator
services, continuing effects of statewide averaged rates,
and whether GTE should be reqguired to make its dark fiber
network slement availéble to MCI, all as set forth in the
Order on Merits entered December 13, 2000. Cefendant
Commissicners of the Florida Public Service Comﬁissicn shall
conduct further proceedings consistent with thé Court’s

Order on Merits, this judgment, and any decision of the

13



United States Supreme Court on review of Iowa Utilities Bd.
v. FCC, 219 F.2d 744 (8th Cir. 2000).” The clerk shall
close the file.

PA
SO ORDERED this /3 day of December, 2000.

Robert L. Hinkle
United States District Judge
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September 23, 2002
BY HAND DELIVERY i
< o
Blanca Bayo, Director o * '
Florida Public Service Commission r’;; ad
Division of Commission Clerk and _:»328 =
Administrative Services o =
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard “ o =
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850 o o ’/
0Lo78b, 9601864, 9607868, 760033, 7608%
Re: Ch f Add | 11y
© hanse of Address g7, 971478, 98099, 780986, 981121, 81+
Dear Ms. Bayo,

081834 9901, 990b¢f, 990k T, PI0b%]B rvor

oo/, "ol A , ovo[2 B, p0 [7%;.9, 60/503 0/077
In compliance with the Commission rules, WorldCom hereby files its change of

contact information for the certificated entities listed below. Starting today, September olf 077/ oy
23,2002, I am moving to a new address, and also will have new phone and fax numbers. 02 Db "%7/ DIY7
I would appreciate it if you could update the Master Commission Directory with the new ¢ 2089 |
information.

I am the regulatory liaison for the following certificated entities and my new
information is set forth below:

UPDATED REGULATORY LIAISON CONTACT INFORMATION:

Donna Canzano McNulty

1203 Governors Square Blvd.
Suite 201

Tallahassee, FL 32301

Phone: (850) 219-1008
Fax: (850)219-1018

UPDATED CONTACT INFORMATION FOR THESE CERTIFICATED
ENTITIES:

vTI731 - MCI WorldCom Network Services, Inc. (IXC)
v TE644 — MCI WorldCom Communications, Inc. (PP)

v TA020 — MCI WorldCom Network Services, Inc. (ALEC)

v TA00S5 — MCImetro Access Transmission Services, LLC (ALEC)
v TS185 — MCI WorldCom Communications, Inc. (STP)

+TA047 — MCI WorldCom Communications, Inc. (ALEC)

» T1724 - TransCall America, Inc. d/b/a ATC Long Distance

Sk Gas)o>



v TJ032 — MCI WorldCom Communications, Inc. (IXC)
v TAO012 — Metropolitan Fiber Systems of Florida , Inc. (ALEC)
VTE165 — Telecom*USA, Inc. (PP)
V' TI906 — Telecom*USA, Inc. (IXC)
v TI907 — SouthernNet Systems, Inc. (IXC)
v/ TS173 — Intermedia Communications Inc. (STP)
¥ TI857 — Intermedia Communications Inc. (IXC)
v TA001 — Intermedia Communications Inc. (ALEC)
vTS171 - Access Network Services, Inc. (STP)

If you have any questions, please contact me at your earliest convenience.

Sincerely,

Donna Canzano McNulty

CC: Walter D’Haeseleer
Harold McLean
Beth Keating
Bev DeMello
Rick Moses
Roberta Bass



STATE OF FLORIDA
COMMISSIONERS:

BRAULIO L. BAEZ, CHAIRMAN
J. TERRY DEASON

LILA A. JABER

RUDOLPH “RUDY” BRADLEY
CHARLES M. DAVIDSON

DiVISION OF THE COMMISSION CLERK &
ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES

BLANCA S. BAYO

DIRECTOR
(850) 413-6770 (CLERK)
(850) 413-6330 (ADMIN)

Public Serfice Qommiszion

August 19, 2004

Ms. Nancy H. Sims

BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.
150 South Monroe Street, Suite 400
Tallahassee, Florida 32301-1556

Re: Return of Confidential Document to the Source, Docket No. 971140-TP
Dear Ms. Sims:

Commission staff have advised that Confidential Document No. 03025-98, filed on behalf of
BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. can be returned to the source. The document is enclosed.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions concerning return of this
material.

Sincerely,
s

Kay Flynn, Chief
Bureau of Records

KF/mhl
Enclosure

cc: Martha Brown, Office of the General Counsel
David Smith, Office of the General Counsel
Richard Bellak, Office of the General Counsel
Beth Keating, Office of the General Counsel
Mike Haff, Division of Economic Regulatlon

DATE X'QSC)‘/
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CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER ® 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD ¢ TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850
An Affirmative Action/Equal Opportunity Employer
PSC Website: http://www.floridapsc.com Internet E-mail: contact@psc.state.fl.us




