
State of Florida 


l}ubltt &erbict (lComnl1£iSion 
-M-E-M-O-R-A-N-D-U-M-

FPSe 0$ - CORRESPONDENCE 
. 	 ~ Ad~lD trattve Plrties_CoDiumer 

DATE: Apnl 17,2000 	 - No. \ '1 0l'19 . Q ~ 
TO: 	 Mary Andrews Bane, Deputy Executive Director/TeChnica~UMENTON: 
FROM: 	Kay E. Flynn, Chief of Records, Division of Records & Re~rt~ 
RE: 	 Docket No. 971140-TP - Motions of AT&T and MCI to comp~;-~el~outh 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. 

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 ill 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 staffs audit of Loop & Port 
Combinations dated 2/16/98, 

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

cc: 	 Blanca S. Bay6 
David Smith 



STATE OF FLORIDA 


DIVISION Of RECORDS & REpORTrNGConunissioners: 
BLANCA S. BAVOJOE GARCIA, CHAIRMAN 
DIRECTOR1. TERRV DEASON 
(850) 413-6770SUSAN F. CLARK 

JULIA L. JOHNSON 

E. LEON JACOBS, JR. 

tlubltc ~trbitt (lCommisslon 
November 12, 1999 

'" FPSC, CLK - CORRESPONDENCE 
"'_A i· t ti _ . _Con 

Debbie Causseaux, Clerk DOCU~ c T NJ. ~ :l..~<j ..O ~ 
Supreme Court of Florida DISTRIBU ON: 
Supreme Court Building 
Tallahassee, Florida 32301 

Re: 	 BellSoutb 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 Bell South 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, 

/~f1.~D'.J 
Kay Flynn, Chief 
Bureau of Records 

Enclosure 
cc: 	 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.noridapsc.cominternet E-mail: contact@psc.state.n.us 
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TO: DAVID SMITH , DIVISION OF APPEALS (j) '-. --.- (f), .f a 0 C' 
FROM: 	 DAVID E. SMITH, DIRECTOR OF APPEALS T£~ 

($) 

RE: 	 DOCKET NO. 971140-TP - BELLSOUTH 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC. v. FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE 
COMMISSION 
FLORIDA SUPREME COURT CASE NO: _____ 9_7_,_O_1_O_______________ 

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: 

From day of 
filing: 

DEC. 15, 1999 Draft of Index of Record from Records 
and Reporting to Appeals attorney. 

DEC. 29, 1999 Index of Record served on parties. 

JAN. 08, 1999 Copy of Record to Appeals. 

JAN. 18, 1999 Appellant's Initial Brief Due. 

FEB. 02, 1999 Draft Commission Answer Brief Due. 

FEB. 07, 1999 Commission's Answer Brief Due. 

FEB. 27, 1999 Appellant's Reply Brief Due. 

cc: 	 Kay Flynn 
Mary Diskerud 
Wanda Terrell 
Cathy Bedell 
Noreen Davis 



STA TE OF FLORIDA 


DI VIS ION OF RECORDS & REpORTING Corruniss ioners: 
BLANCA S. BAVO JOE GARCLA, CHAIRMAN 
DIRECTOR 1. TERRV DEASON 
(850) 413-6770

SUSAN F. CLARK 

E. LEON JACOBS, JR. 

LILA A . JABER 

llublit j;erbtct ~Ommi55ton 
April 28, 2000 

Jon W. Zeder, Esquire 
Adorno and Zeder 
2601 South Bayshore Drive, Suite 1600 
MiaITli, 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 at (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, 

Kay Flynn, Chief 
Bureau of Records 

Enclosure 

CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER· 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD • TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850 

An Affirmative ActionlEqual Opportunity Employer 


PSC Website: http://www.noridapsc.com Internet E-mail: contact@psc.state.n.us 


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


L 

5499 

FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd.• Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0850 

Date: 04/28/00 

ITo: 	 Jon W. Zeder, Esquire ~ Date Paid _______ This number must appear on 
Adorno and Zeder all checks or correspondence

Amount Paid ____ _ _
2601 South Bayshore Drive regarding this invoice. 

Check # _ _______Suite 1600 

Miami, Florida 33133 
 D Check D Cash 

PSC Signature 

Please make checks payable to: FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 
QUANTITY 

1 

DESCRIPTION 

Copying and preparation of Docket No. 
971l40-TP on appeal to u.s. District 
Court, Case No. 4:99CV448-WS 

Certificate of Director 

PRICE AMOUNT 

@.05¢ pe 
page $274.95 

@$4.00 
$ 4.00 

PSClRAR-8 Rev. II~ 

TOTAL $278.95 
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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 - BeliSoutb Telecommunications vs. 
AT&T Communications oftbe Soutbern 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, 

Kay Flynn, Chief 
Bureau of Records 

mhllkf 
Enclosure 
cc: Richard D. Melson, Esquire 

Tracy Hatch, Esquire 
David Smith, Esquire 

eAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER • 254~ SHU.MARD OAK BOULEVARD. TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850 
PSC Website' http'/Iww~ II .d An AffirmatIve ActlOnlEquaf Opportunity Employer . . •• . on apsC.com 

Internet r·mS"! eOfl lJltl@p ('.!l 141~. n. u, 

http:apsC.com


STATE OF FLORIDA 


Commissioners: DIVISION OF RECORDS & REpORTING 


JOE GARClA, CHAIRN!AN 
 BLANCA S. BA YO 

DIRECTOR 

SUSAN F. CLARK 

J. TERRY DEASON 

(850) 413-6770 
E. LEON JACOBS, JR. 
LILA A. JABER 

tlubltr *,trbitt C!ommi!i!iion 
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, 

I~~ 
Kay Flynn, Chief 
Bureau of Records 

rnhllkf 
Enclosure 
cc: 	 Richard D. Melson, Esquire 

Tracy Hatch, Esquire 
David Smith, Esquire 

CAPITAL CIRCLE OffICE CENTER· 2540 SHljVlARD OAK BOULEVARD· TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850 

An Affirmative Action/Equal Opportunity Employer 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

NORTHERi'J 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. . . . ................. ..... . .... ...................... .. 1 

BellSouth's Response and Memorandum in Opposition to AT&T's Motion to Compel 
Compliance, filed June 23, 1997 .............. . . . . ........ .......... . ....... . .. . . 21 

MCl's Petition to Set Non-Recurring Charges for Combinations of Network Elements, 
filed August 28, 1997 . . .......... . . .. ..... .. .... . ....... .. . . ... . ... .. . . . .. ... . . 35 

BellSouth Teleconununication, Inc.' s Answer and Response to Petition ofMCImetro 
Access Transmission Services, Inc., filed September 17, 1997 . ... .. . .. . . . ... ...... .. . .. 50 

Conunission Order PSC-97-1303-PCO-TP Consolidating Dockets, Establishing Procedure, 
Denying Request for Oral Argument, and Establishing Tentative List ofIssues, issued 
October 21 , 1997 . . .. .. . . . .................. . . .. . ... . . ........................ 61 

MCl's Motion to Compel Compliance, filed October 27, 1997 . . . . ............... . ..... 73 


BellSouth's Response and Memorandum in Opposition to MCl's Motion to Compel 
Compliance, filed November 3,1997 ........ . ... .... . .. . ... .... .. ..... ... .. . ... . 103 

Memorandum from Commission's Divisions ofConununications and Legal Services to 
Division of Records and Reporting, filed November 20, 1997 ... ... .. ... ... . ... . ... ... 11 2 

Commission Order PSC-97-1583-PCO-TP Setting Matters for Hearing, issued 
December 18, 1997 .. .. . ..... . ... . . . . ... ... . .. .. .... ...... . ............. ... . . 139 

1 




Supplement to MCl's Motion to Compel Compliance, filed December 19, 1997 . ... . . . . .. 144 


BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.'s Response to Supplement to MCl's Motion to 

Compel Compliance, filed December 24, 1997 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 148 


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


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


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


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


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


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


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


Commission Staffs Prehearing Statement, filed February 20, 1998 .......... .. ......... 179 


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


Volume 2 


MCI's Prehearing Statement, filed February 20, 1998 . ..................... . ........ 198 


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


BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.'s Request for Confidential Classification, filed 


AT&T's Prehearing Statement, filed February 20, 1998 ................... .. .. . ...... 205 


AT&T's Amended Prehearing Statement, filed February 24, 1998 ........... .... ...... 212 


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


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


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


March 10, 1998 . .... .... ... . . . . . ... . .. .... . . . ... ............... .. ........... 249 


BellSouth Redacted Version of Confidential Infonnation, Document No. 03025-98, 

filed March 10, 1998 ......................................................... 259 
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Volume 3 


[Continuation of] BellSouth Redacted Vers ion of Confidential Infonnation, 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 Briefofthe Evidence, 

filed April 6, 1998 .... . . . . . . .. ........ . .... . .... .. ... . .. .. . .. .. . .. . .. ... .. .. . 600 


AT&T Communications of the S~)Uthem 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 5 


[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 ... . .. .. .. . ... .. .. . .. . ... . ..... .. ... . ..... . ..... . .. . . ... . . 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 Written Agreements, 

filed July 10, 1998 . . .. ... . ... . ..... .. .. . . . ....... . ...... .. ....... . ....... .. .. 954 


BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.'s Motion for Extension of Time to File Interconnection 

Agreement, filed July 13, 1998 . .. .... ...... . .. .. .. .. .. . .... . ...... .. .... . . .. . . . 957 
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AT&T's Response to BeliSouth's Motion for Reconsideration, filed July 13, 1998 . . . .. ... 960 


MCI's Response to BellSouth's Motion for Reconsideration, filed July 14,1998 . . ... . .. . . 967 


Partially Executed Copy of Amendment Two Dated July 13, 1998 to MCImlBellSouth 

Interconnection Agreement, filed July 14, 1998, on behalf of MCImetro Access Transmission 

Services, Inc. . .. . ... .. ... . ......... . ...... . .. . ..... . ... ... .. . . . . . . . . .. .. . .. . 974 


MCl's Response in Opposition to BellSouth's Motion for Extension ofTime to File 

Interconnection Agreement, filed July 24, 1998 .... .. . . ... . .. . .. . .. . ... . ....... . . . . 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 August 21, 1998 .... . ... . . . ........... . ....... . ......... . ... . .. . ......... 995 


Volume 6 


Commission Order PSC-98-127I-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 MCImlBellSouth 

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 MCImetro 

Interconnection Agreements, filed October 9, 1998 . ... . . . . . .. . ........... . ..... . .. 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 October 9,1998 . . .... . ..... 1022 


Original Exhibits A and B to AT&T and MCIm Interconnection Agreement, filed 

October 12, 1998, on behalf of BellSouth ...... . ... . ... . ...... . ... . . . ............ 1025 


Commission Order PSC-98-IS74-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 behalf of Bell South ...... . .. . ........... .. ..... . . . ........ 1043 


Letter seeking leave for Nancy B. White to appear as qualified representative in specific 

dockets listed, filed March 4, 1999, on behalf of Bell South ......... . ... . . .. .. .. ..... 1046 
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Partially executed revised version of Amendment Number Two dated March 19, 1999, to 

the MClmJBellSouth 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&1's Proposed Amendments to AT &TlBellSouth Florida Interconnection Agreement, 

filed March 22, 1999 . . ... ... . . . ............ . ... . . ... .. ... ..... . .. ... . ... . . .. 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 BeliSouth .................... 1205 


Commission Order PSC-99-1 097 -PCO-TP Authorizing Qualified Representative Status for 

William 1. Ellenberg, II, issued June 1, 1999 ........ . . ... .. . . . .. . ................ 1219 


Memorandum from Conunission's Divisions of Communications and Legal Services to 

Division of Records and Reporting, filed August 19, 1999 ... .... . .. ... . .... ...... ... 1221 


Conunission Order PSC-99-1989-FOF-TP Approving Amendments to the Interconnection 

Agreements, issued October 11, 1999 . . . ... .. ... . .. ..... ................ . ....... 1244 


Notice of Administrative Appeal, filed November 10, 1999, on behalf ofBell South ....... 1254 


Sixth Amendment to MCImetrolBellSouth Interconnection Agreement Dated 

October 12,1999, filed November 15,1999, on behalfofBellSouth, AT&T and MCImetro 1347 


Memorandum from Conunission'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 


Conunission Order PSC-99-2461-FOF-TP Approving Amendments to Interconnection 

Agreements, issued December 16, 1999 ............... .. . .... .... . .............. 1364 


Supreme Court of Florida Order Granting BellSouth's Motion to Stay Appeal, 

filed January 4, 2000 ... .............................. .... ................... 1368 
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Certificate of Director, Division of Records and Reporting . ....... . ......... .. .. . . .. 1369 


HEARING TRANSCRIPTS AND EXHIBITS 

Transcript of hearing held March 9, 1998, Volume I, pages I 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 II, 1998, Volume 6, pages 677 through 802 


Hearing Exhibits 1,2,3,4,5,6, 7,8,9,10,11,12,13 , 14, IS, 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 
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DOCUMENTS SUBMI CONFIDENTIAL TTED IN SEALED 

ENVELOPE, MARKED "CONFIDENTIAL" 


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

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

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

03025-98 - BellSouth's filing of certain portions of staffs audit of Loop & Port Combinations 
dated 2/16/98 

7 




STATE OF FLORIDA 


Commissioners: DI VISION OF RECORDS & REpORTING 

JOE G ARC lA, CHAIRMAN BLANCA S. B A VO 

DIRECTOR 

SUSAN F. CLARK 

1. T ERRV D EASON 

(850) 413-6770 

E. LEON JACOBS, JR. 

LILA A . JABER 

tlublu ~trbitt Clrommii)i)ion 

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, 

I~~ 
Kay Flynn, Chief 
Bureau of Records 

Attachment 
cc: 	 David Smith, Esquire 

Jon W. Zeder, Esquire 
Richard D. Melson, Esquire 
Tracy Hatch, Esquire 
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An Affirmative ActionlEqual Opportunity Employer 


PSC Website: http://www.noridapsc.com Internet E-mail: contact@psc.state.n.us 


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


Case Assiqnment and Schedul inq Record 
LI. 

Section 1 - D iv i s ion  o f  Records and ReoL 

Docket No. 971140-TP Date Docketed: 08/28/1997 T i t l e :  P e t i t i o n  by M C I  Metro Access Transmission Services, Inc . .  t o  

Company: Bel lSouth Telecommunications. Inc. elements w i th  BellSouth Telecommunications. Inc .  

iq  (RAR) Completes 

se t  non-recurr ing charges fo r  combination o f  network 

M C I  Metro Access Transmission Services. Inc .  

O f f i c i a l  F i l i n g  Date: 
Last Day t o  Suspend: Expi r a t i o n  : 

Referred t o :  ADM AFA APP CAF (CMU) EAG GCL LEG RAR RRR WAW 
("0" i nd ica tes  OPR) 

Section 2 - OPR Completes and re tu rns  t o  RAR i n  10 workdays. 

- -  - - - - - - - - -  X X 

Time Schedule 

Proqram/Module A20(b) 

OPR S t a f f  

S t a f f  Counsel 

S t a f f  Assiqnments 

Recommended assi gnments f o r  hearing 
and/or deciding t h i s  case: 

F u l l  Commission - Commission Panel - 
Hearing Examiner - S t a f f  - 

Date f i l e d  w i t h  RAR: 

I n i t i a l s :  OPR 
S t a f f  Counsel 

IARNING: THIS SCHEDULE IS AN INTERNAL PLANNING DOCUMENT. 
'T I S  TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVISION. 
'OR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION: (850) 413-6770 
Current CASR r e v i  s i  on 1 eve1 . 

1 0  I - 
1. 
2. 
3. 
4 .  
C J. 
h ". 
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. 

39. 
40. 

38. 

Due Dates 

Previous Current 

m 
I I I 

I l l  

I l l  
Section 3 - Chairman Completes 

Assignments are as fo l lows:  

- Hearing O f f i c e r ( s )  - Prehearing O f f i c e r  

Commi ss i  oners 
Exam. 

"YW7kly 
k m i  Hrg' 1 Staff 1 

Where panels are assigned the  senior Commissioner i s  Panel Chairman: 
the  i den t i ca l  panel decides t h e  case. 
Where one Commissioner, a Hearing Examiner o r  a S t a f f  Member i s  
assigned the  f u l l  Commission decides the  case. 

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

Approved : 

4 Date: / / 



/. n Case Assignment and Scheduling Record , 
Section 1 - D i v i s i o n  o f  Records and Reporting (RAR) Completes 

Docket No. 971140-TP Date Docketed: 08/28/1997 T i t l e :  P e t i t i o n  by M C I  Metro Access Transmission Services, Inc., t o  

Company: BellSouth Telecomnunications, Inc. elements w i th  BellSouth Telecomnunications, Inc.  
set  non-recurr ing charges f o r  combination o f  network 

M C I  Metro Access Transmission Services, Inc. 

O f f i c i a l  F i l i n g  Date: 
Last Day t o  Suspend: Expi ra t ion:  

Referred to: ADM AFA APP CAF (CMU) EAG GCL LEG RAR RRR WAW 
(11 ( )11  indicates OPR) - - - - - - - - - - -  X X 

Section 2 - OPR Completes and returns t o  RAR i n  10 workdays. Time Schedule 

Program/Module A20(b) 

S t a f f  Assignments 

- OPR S ta f f  C! Si r i ann i  

Staf f  Counsel !: P e l l e g r i n i  

- OCRs ( ) - 
- 

0 

0 

0 

- 
Recomnended assignments f o r  hear ing 
and/or deciding t :h is case: 

F u l l  Comnission X Comnission Panel - 
Hearing Examiner - S t a f f  - 

Date f i l e d  w i th  fi!AR: 09/26/1997 

I n i t i a l s :  OPR 
S t a f f  Counsel 

WARNING: T H I S  SCHEDULE I S  AN INTERNAL PLANNING DOCUMENT. 
I T  I S  TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO R E V I S I O N .  
FOR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION: (850) 413-6770 

I Current CASR rev i s ion  Level 

1. Issue I d e n t i f i c a t i o n  
2. Revised CASR Due 

4. 
5. 
6. 
7. 
8. 
9. 

I O .  
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. 
40. 

Due Dates 

Previous Current 

I l l  
11 I 

I l l  
1 1 I 

Section 3 - Chairman Completes 

- Hearing O f f i c e r ( s )  

Assignments are as fo l lows: 

- Prehearing O f f i c e r  

Comnissioners k m i  :::;-I Staf f  1 
Where panels are assigned the senior Comnissioner i s  Panel Chairman; 
the i den t i ca l  panel decides the case. 
Where one Comnissioner, a Hearing Examiner or a S t a f f  Member i s  
assigned the f u l l  Comnission decides the case. 

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

Comnissioners hi ADM 1 
Approved : 

Date: 09/29/1997 



.- Case Assignment and Scheduling Record 
/-- 

- Section I - D i v i s i o n  o f  Records and RtL-ng (RAR) Completes 

Docket No. 971140-TP Date Docketed: 08/28/1997 T i t l e :  P e t i t i o n  by M C I  Metro Access Transmission Services, Inc., t o  

Company: BellSouth Telecomnunications, Inc. elements w i th  BellSouth Telecomnunications, Inc. 
set  non-recurr ing charges f o r  combination o f  network 

M C I  Metro Access Transmission Services, Inc. 

O f f i c i a l  F i l i n g  Date: 
Last Day t o  Suspend: 

Referred to: 
(11 ( )11  indicates OPR) 

Expi ra t ion:  

ADM AFA APP C A F  (CMU) EAG GCL LEG RAR RRR WAW 
X X - - - - - - - - - - -  

Section 2 - OPR Completes and returns t o  RAR i n  10 workdays. Time Schedule 

- Program/Module 

OPR S ta f f  

A20Cb) 

S t a f f  Assignments 

M S i r i a n n i  

Staf f  Counsel C: P e l l e g r i n i  - 

Recomnended assignments f o r  hear ing 
and/or deciding t h i s  case: 

F u l l  Comnission X Comnission Panel - 
Hearing Examiner - S t a f f  - 

Date f i l e d  with RAR: 10/27/1997 - 
I n i t i a l s :  OPR - 

Staf f  Counsel - 

IARNING:  T H I S  SCHEDULE I S  AN INTERNAL PLANNING DOCUMENT. 
T I S  TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVIS ION.  

'OR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION: (850) 413-6770 
Current CASR rev i s ion  Level 

1. Testimony - ALL  
2. Testimony - Rebuttal  A L L  
3. Prehearing Statements 
4. Not ice o f  Prehearing and Hearing 
5. Prehearing 
6. Prehearing Transcr ipts Due 
7. Hearing 1/26-28/97 
8.  Hearing Transcr ipts Due 
9. B r i e f s  Due 

I O .  S t a f f  Recomnendation 
11. Agenda - Regular 
12. Standard Order 

14. 
15. 
16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 
21. 
22. 
23. 
24. 
25. 
26. 
27. 
28. 
29. 
30. 
7.3 
21. 

32. 
33. 
34. 
35. 
36. 
37. 
38. 
39. 
40. 

Due Dates 

Previous Current 

I I  
l l  

Section 3 - Chairman Completes 
Assignments are as fo l lows: 

- Hearing O f f i ce r (s )  

Comnissioners -1 ::L, Staff 

Where panels are assigned the senior Comnissioner i s  Panel Chairman; 
the i den t i ca l  panel decides the case. 
Where one Comnissioner, a Hearing Examiner o r  a S t a f f  Member i s  
assigned the f u l l  Comnission decides the case. 

- Prehearing O f f i c e r  

Comnissioners 

Approved: /e-/ 
Date: 10/27/1997 

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



Case ,hedulinP/Rescheduling Advi, - 

Event 

Prehearing Conference 

Hearing 

12/12/1997 

Former Date New Date Location Time 

02/10/1998 Tallahassee, 148 13 ZOO- 17 :OO 

02/24/1998 Tallahassee, 148 09:30- 18:OO 

To : Commissioner Deason 
Comnnissioner Clark 

Executive Director 
Public Information Officer 

Commissioners 

ALL JN DS CL KS GR 
X 

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 

Hrg . 
Exam. Staff 

From: Office of Chairman Julia L. 

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

DEC 1 7 1997 
FPSC - ReCQrdS/RBWstinq 

1. Schedule Information 

Ren 

I I I I 

I I I I 

-Docket($: 971140, 960846,960833,960757 
Scheduled from item #12 on 12/02/97 agenda. 

2. Hearing/Prehearing Assignment Information: 
Former Assignments 

Commissioners I Exam. 
HearinE 

Prehearinp, 
Officer 

Remarks: 

ALL JN DS CL KS GR I 1  
II Commissioners 

JN DS CL KS GR ADM liiEEl3 

New or Changed Assignments 

Document ID is 97114001.CCS 

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



- 
Case Assignment and Scheduling R e c o r e  

Section 1 - D i v i s i o n  of Records and RePorting (RAR) Completes 

Docket No. 971140-TP 

Company: BellSouth Telecomnunications, Inc. elements w i th  BellSouth Telecomnunications, Inc. 

Date Docketed: 08/28/1997 T i t l e :  P e t i t i o n  by M C I  Metro Access Transmission Services, Inc., t o  
set  non-recurr ing charges f o r  combination o f  network 

M C I  Metro Access Transmission Services, Inc.  

O f f i c i a l  F i l i n g  Date: 
Last Day t o  Suspend: Expi ra t ion:  

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

- - - - - - - - - - -  X X ind icates OPR) 

10 workdays. Time Schedule Section 2 - OPR Completes and returns t o  RAR i n  

Program/Module 

OPR S ta f f  

A20(b) 

S t a f f  Assignments 

W Stavanja, V Cordiano 

Staf f  Counsel 

- OCRs ( ) 

C P e l l e g r i n i  

0 

0 

Recomnended assignments f o r  hear ing 
and/or deciding t:his case: 

Full Comnission J- Ccinnission Panel - 
Hearing Examiner - S t a f f  

Date f i l e d  wi th  RAR: 01/06/1998 

- 

I n i t i a l s :  OPR - 
S t a f f  Counsel 

WARNING: T H I S  SCHEDULE I S  AN INTERNAL PLANNING DOCUMENT. 
I T  I S  TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVISION. 
FOR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION: (850) 413-6770 
Current CASR rev i s ion  level  - 

1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 
7. 
8 .  
9. 

10. 
11. 
12. 
I 7  

Due Dates 

Previous Current (2( 
Testimony - A l l  
Not ice o f  Prehearing and Hearing 
Testimony - Rebuttal  A l l  
Prehearing Statements 
Prehearing 
Prehearing Transcr ipt  Due 
Hear i ng 
Hearing Transcr ipt  Due 
B r i e f s  Due 
S t a f f  Recommendation 
Agenda - Regular 
Standard Order 

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. 
40. 

I I I 

I I I 
I l l  

Section 3 - Chairman Completes 
Assignments are as fo l lows: 

- Hearing O f f i ce rcs )  

Comnissioners 31 
Where panels are assigned the senior Comnissioner i s  Panel Chairman; 
the i den t i ca l  panel decides the case. 
Where one Comnissioner, a Hearing Examiner o r  a S t a f f  Member i s  
assigned the f u l l  Comnission decides the case. 

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

- Prehearing O f f i c e r  

Con iss ione rs  

Approved : &/R?, 
' /  

Date: 01/06/1998 ,. 
_- 



-4 Case Assignment and Scheduling Record 

Section 1 - D i v i s i o n  o f  Records and ReporLlng (RAR) Completes 

Docket No. 971140-TP Date Docketed: 08/28/1997 T i t l e :  Motions of AT&T Comnunications o f  the Southern States, Inc. 
and M C I  Telecomnunications Corporat ion and M C I  Metro Access 

Company: Transmission Services, Inc. t o  compel BellSouth 
Telecomnunications, Inc. t o  comply w i th  Order 
PSC-96-1579-FOF-TP and t o  set  non-recurr ing charges f o r  
combinations o f  network elements w i th  BellSouth 

AT&T (AT&T Comnunications o f  the Southern States, 
BellSouth T e l e c m n i c a t i o n s ,  Inc. 
M C I  Metro Access Transmission Services, Inc. 
M C I  Telecomnunications Corporat ion 

Telecomnunications, Inc. pursuant t o  t h e i r  agreement. 
O f f i c i a l  F i l i n g  Date: 
Last Day t o  Suspend: Expi ra t ion:  

Referred to:  ADM AFA APP CAF (CMU) EAG GCL LEG RAR RRR WAW 
( 1 1 ( ) ”  ind icates OPR) 

Section 2 - OPR Completes and returns t o  RAR i n  10 workdays. 

- - - - - - - - - - -  X X 

Time Schedule 

- Program/Modu 1 e 1\20 (b) 

OPR S ta f f  

S ta f f  Counsel 

S t a f f  Assignments 

\I Stavanja, V Cordiano 

C: P e l l e g r i n i  

Recomnended assignments f o r  hear ing 
and/or deciding t h i s  case: 

F u l l  Comnission J- Comnission Panel - 
Hearing Examiner - S t a f f  

Date f i l e d  w i th  RAR: 01/06/1998 

I n i t i a l s :  OPR 

- 

Staf f  Counsel 

Section 3 - Chairman Completes 

- Hearing O f f i ce r (s1  

JARNING: T H I S  SCHEDULE I S  AN INTERNAL PLANNING DOCUMENT. 
I T  IS TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVIS ION.  
:OR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION: (850) 413-6770 
Current CASR rev i s ion  l eve l  

E l  
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. 
40. 

Testimony - A l l  
Not ice o f  Prehearing and Hearing 
Testimony - Rebuttal  A l l  
Prehearing Statements 

Testimony - A l l  
Not ice o f  Prehearing and Hearing 
Testimony - Rebuttal  A l l  
Prehearing Statements 
Prehearing 
Prehearing Transcr ipt  Due 
Hear i no 

Hearing Transcr ip t  Due 
B r i e f s  Due 
S t a f f  Recomnendation 
Agenda - Regular 
Standard Order 

Due Dates 

Previous Current 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

Assignments are as fo l lows: 
c q !  

Prehearing O f f i c e r  

Comnissioners b m ,  :r:, Staff 1 
Where panels are assigned the senior Comnissioner i s  Panel Chairman; 
the i den t i ca l  panel decides the  case. 
Uhere one Comnissioner, a Hearing Examiner o r  a S t a f f  Member i s  
assigned the f u l l  Comnission decides the case. 

I Comnissioners I ADM I 

I 

Approved: &lrJ-/ 

Date: 01/12/1998 

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



To : Commissioner Deason 
Commissioner Clark 
Comnissioner Garcia 
Comnissioner Jacobs 
Executive Director 
Public Information Officer 

Case SchedulinF/Reschedulinp Advice 
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 

Docket No. 971140-TP Title: Motions of AT&T Communications of the 
j A i \ l  1593 Southern States, Inc. and MCI 

Telecommunications Corporation and MCI 
Fpsc, - Records /~epr t i~g  Metro Access Transmission Services, Inc. 

1. Schedule Information 

Rem 
Moved to accomodate 813 hearing on 2/10/98 

2. Hearing/Prehearing Assignment Information: 
Former Assignments 

Commissioners 
Exam. Staff 

I. Hearing ALL JN DS CL GR JC 

Rehearing 
Officer 

~- Remarks : 

New or Changed Assignments 

Commissioners 

Commissioners 
JN DS CL GR JC ADM Eii!z€B 

Document ID is 971 14002.CCS 

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



Case schedulinr/ReschedulinP A d v k  
01/15/1998 

To : 1 Commissioner Deason Deputy Ex. Director/Technical 
Comrnissioner Clark 
Commissioner Garcia 
Commissioner Jacobs 
Executive Director 
Public Information Officer 

Appeals Director 
Legal Director 
Auditing & Financial Analysis Director 
Communications Director 
Consumer Affairs Director 

From: Office of Chairman Julia L. Johnson 
e-, 

Docket No. 971 1 h T P  

1. Schedule Information 

Electric & Gas Director 
Records & Reporting Director 
Research Director 
Water & Wastewater Director 
Court Reporter 
Staff Contact - C Pellegrini 

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

Ren 
*PREHEmIG WILL BE HELD AT 9:30 ON 2/27/98 IF FUEL ADJUSTMENT IS COMPLETED ON 2/26/98. AT 
-- THE CONCLlJSION OF THE FZTEL ADJUSTMENT HEARING ON 2/27/98 OR AS STATED ABOVE. 
-- **AFI'ER INTERNAL AFFAIRS 

2. Hearing/Prehearing Assignment Information: 
Former Assignments 

Commissioners 

Prehearinq 

Officer 
II Commissioners II 

JN DS CL GR JC ADM Ittt;;tti-ll 

New or Changed Assignments 

II Commissioners II 
JN DS CL GR JC ADM I l l  

Remarks: 

Document ID is 97 1 14003 .CCS 



--.. Case Assignment and Scheduling Record - 
Section 1 - D i v i s i o n  o f  Records and Repor ... ~q (RAR) Completes 

Docket No. 971140-TP Date Docketed: 08/28/1997 T i t l e :  Motions o f  AT&T Communications o f  the Southern States, Inc. 
and M C I  Telecomunicat ions Corporat ion and M C I  Metro Access 

Company: Transmission Services, Inc. t o  compel BellSouth 
Telecomnunications, Inc. t o  comply w i th  Order 
PSC-96-1579-FOF-TP and t o  set  non-recurr ing charges f o r  
combinations o f  network elements w i th  BellSouth 

AT&T (AT&T Communications of  the Southern States, 
BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.  
M C I  Metro Access Transmission Services, Inc. 
M C I  Telecomnunications Corporat ion 

Telecomnunications, Inc. pursuant t o  t h e i r  agreement. 
O f f i c i a l  F i l i n g  Date: 
Last Day t o  Suspend: Expirat ion:  

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

Section 2 - OPR Completes and returns t o  RAR i n  10 workdays. 

- - - - - - -  X X X - - - -  
Time Schedule 

Program/Module 

OPR S ta f f  

A20(b) 

S t a f f  Assignments 

!J Stavanja, V Cordiano 

S ta f f  Counsel 

OCRs (AFA) 

C P e l l e g r i n i  

L: Welch 

0 

0 

Recommended assiginments f o r  hear ing 
and/or deciding t h i s  case: 

F u l l  Comnissionl X Comnission Panel - 
Hearing Examiner - S t a f f  - 

Date f i l e d  wi th  RAR: 01/16/1998 

I n i t i a l s :  OPR 
S t a f f  Counsel 

IARNING: T H I S  SCHEDULE I S  AN INTERNAL PLANNING DOCUMENT. 
T IS T E N T A T I V E  AND SUBJECT TO REVISION. 

'OR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION: (8501 413-6770 .~ 
Current CASR rev i s ion  l eve l  

131 
1. Testimony - A l l  (Except S t a f f )  
2. Testimony - S t a f f  
3. Not ice o f  Prehearing and Hearing 
4. Testimony - Rebuttal  A l l  
5. Prehearing Statements 
6. Prehearing 
7. Prehearing Transcr ip t  Due 
8. Hearing 
9. Hearing Transcr ip t  Due 

10. B r i e f s  Due 
11. S t a f f  Recomnendation 
12. Special Agenda 
13. Standard Order 
I ,  
14. 

15. 
16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20. ^. 
CI  . 
22.  
23. 
- I  

L4. 
25. 
26. 
27. 
28. 
29. 
30. 
31. 
32. 
33. 
34. 
35. 
36. 
37. 
38. 
39. 

Due Dates 

Previous Current 

I /  

l l  

40. 

c 5&14 Section 3 - Chairman Completes 
Assignments are as fo l lows: 

- Hearing O f f i ce r (s )  - Prehearing O f f i c e r  

F F i  
Where panels are assigned the  senior Commissioner i s  Panel Chairman; 
the i den t i ca l  panel decides the case. 
Where one Comnissioner, a Hearing Examiner o r  a S t a f f  Member i s  
assigned the f u l l  Comnission decides the case. 

Approved: 

Date: 01/16/1998 ' 
PSC/RAR-15 (Rev. 1/98) * COMPLETED EVENTS c!- 



-- Case Assignment and Scheduling Record r~ 

- Section 1 - D i v i s i o n  o f  Records and ReporL,ng (RAR) Completes 

Docket No. 971140-TP Date Docketed: 08/28/1997 T i t l e :  Motions o f  AT&T Comnunications o f  the Southern States, Inc. 
and M C I  Telecomnunications Corporation and M C I  Metro Access 

Company: Transmission Services, Inc. t o  compel Bel lSouth 
Telec-nications, Inc. t o  comply w i th  Order 
PSC-96-1579-FOF-TP and t o  set  non-recurr ing charges f o r  
combinations o f  network elements w i th  BellSouth 

AT&T ( A T & T  Comnunications o f  the Southern States, 
BellSoluth Telecomnunications, Inc.  
M C I  Metro Access Transmission Services, Inc. 
M C I  Teleconmtunications Corporation 

Telecomnunications, Inc. pursuant t o  t h e i r  agreement. 
O f f i c i a l  F i l i n g  Ilate: 
Last Day t o  Suspend: Expirat ion:  

Referred to: ADM AFA APP CAF (CMU) EAG GCL LEG RAR RRR WAW 
- - - - - - - - - - -  X X X ( 8 8 ( ) N 1  indicates OPR) 

- Section 2 - OPR 1:ompletes and re tu rns  t o  RAR i n  10 workdays. Time Schedule 

- Program/Module A20(b) 

OPR S ta f f  

S t a f f  Assignments 

IJ Stavanja, V Cordiano 

Sta f f  Counsel 

- OCRs (AFA)  

t: P e l l e g r i n i  

k: Welch 

0 

Recommended assignments f o r  hearing 
and/or deciding t h i s  case: 

Full Comnissiorl X Comnission Panel - 
Hearing Examiner - Staf f  

Date f i l e d  w i th  RAR: 02/05/1998 

I n i t i a l s :  OPR 

- 

Staf f  Counsel 

IARNING: T H I S  SCHEDULE IS AN INTERNAL PLANNING DOCUMENT. 
T I S  TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO R E V I S I O N .  
'OR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION: (850) 413-6770 
Current CASR rev i s ion  leve l  

131 
Due Dates 

Previous Current 

1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 
7. 
8. 
9. 

I O .  
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. 
40. 

Not ice o f  Prehearing and Hearing 
Testimony - S ta f f  
Testimony - Rebuttal A l l  
Prehearing Statements 
Testimony - Rebuttal t o  S t a f f  Testimony 
Prehearing 
Prehearing Transcr ipt  Due 
Hearing 
Hearing Transcr ipt  Due 
B r i e f s  Due 
S ta f f  Recomnendation 
Special Agenda 
Standard Order 

I I 

I I 

I I 
I I  
I I 

Section 3 - Chairman Completes 
Assignments are as fo l lows: 

- Hearing O f f i ce r (s )  - Prehearing O f f i c e r  

Comnissioners b m i  FLZA-, Staff 1 
Where panels are assigned the senior Comnissioner i s  Panel Chairman; 
the i den t i ca l  panel decides the case. 
Where one Comnissioner, a Hearing Examiner o r  a S ta f f  Member i s  
assigned the f u l l  Comnission decides the case. 

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

I I 

Comnissioners 

ADM I 
Approved : I 
Date: 02/05/1998 

r.. 



M E M O R A N D U M  

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. 
disclosures show information that may influence the decision process. 

Audit 

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 
At ta'chment 
cc: 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/ 

Division of Communications (Stavanja) 
Miami District Office (Young) 

File Folder) 

Research and Regulatory Review (Harvey) 
Office of Public Counsel 



Case SchedulindReschedulinp Adv.ce 
02/23/1998 

Event 

Prehearing Conference 

Hearing 

Special Agenda 

To : Commissioner Deason 
Commissioner Clark 
Cormmissioner Garcia 
Commissioner Jacobs 
Executive Director 
Public Information Officer 

~ ~~ ~ 

Former Date New Date Location 

02/27/1998 Tallahassee, 152 

03/09/1998 Tallahassee, 148 

05/01/1998 Tallahassee, 148 

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 

Commissioners 

From: Office of Chairman Julia L. Johnson 

Docket No. 971141)-TP 
. 

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

1. Schedule Information 

Hrg. 
Exam. Staff 

Hearinp, 

Rem 

ALL JN DS CL GR JC 

Prehearinq 
-I_ Officer '- 

Remarks: 

Time 

09: 30-12:Oo 

10: 30- 18~00 

09:30- 17~00 

New or Changed Assignments 

Commissioners 

II Commissioners II 
JN DS CL GR JC ADM Ittt;+ttl/ 

Document ID is 971 14004.CCS 

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



?- e 
/ 

03/10/1998 

To : Commissioner Deason 
Commissioner Clark 
Commissioner Garcia 
Commissioner Jacobs 
Executive Director 
Public Information Officer 

From: Office of Clhairman Julia L. Johnson 

Docket No. 9711410-TP 

Deputy Ex. DirectodTechnical 
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 

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

1 1 - J. >" 1'" r. - -  <- . ,e. 1. Schedule Information _ I  

I I I I 

rks: 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 

Hearmy: ALL JN DS CL GR JC 

Ren 

-- P r e h e a  
Officer 

Remarks : -- 

II Commissioners II 
JN DS CL GR JC ADM ittttttil 

Commissioners 

JN DS CL GR JC ADM I 
Document ID is 97 114005 .CCS 

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



Case SchedulinF/ReschedulinF Advlce 
03/20/1998 

To : 1 ' Comnissioner Deason Deputy Ex. Director/Technical Electric & Gas Director 
Comnissioner Clark 
Comnissioner Garcia 
Comnissioner Jacobs 
Executive Director 
Public Information Officer 

Records & Reporting Director 
Research Director 
Water & Wastewater Director 
Court Reporter 
Staff Contact - C Pellegrini 

Appeals Director 
Legal Director 
Auditing & Financial Analysis Director 
Communications Director 
Consumer Affairs Director 

From: Office of Cliairman Julia L. Johnson 

Docket No. 971140-TP tle: Motions of AT&T Communications of the 
Southern States, Inc., and MCI 
Telecommunications Corporation and MCI 
Metro Access Transmission Services, . . . APR -1. I998 

1. Schedule Information FPSC - RecordsiRspQrting 

SPECIAL AGENDA MOVED AT REQUEST OF PREHEARING OFFICERIWITH CHAIRMAN'S APPROVAL, 
2. Hearimg/Prehearing Assignment Information: 

Former Assignments New or Changed Assignments 

- He- 

Rei 

Prehearing 
Officer 

Remarks: 

I Commissioners 1 
JN DS CL GR JC ADM lil3zEa 

Document ID is 9711 14006.CCS 

PSCINAN 8 (01/98) FORM KEY IS 121297144214 



- Case Assignment and Scheduling Record - 
- Section 1 - D i v i s i o n  o f  Records and Repo. .,1g (RAR) Completes 

Docket No. 971140-TP Date Docketed: 08/28/1997 T i t l e :  Motions o f  AT&T Comnunications o f  the Southern States, Inc., 
and M C I  Telecomnunications Corporation and M C I  Metro Access 

Company: Transmission Services, Inc., t o  compel BellSouth 
Telecomnunications, Inc. t o  comply w i th  Order 
PSC-96-1579-FOF-TP and t o  set  non-recurr ing charges f o r  
combinations of  network elements w i th  BellSouth 

AT&T (AT&T Comnunications o f  the Southern States, 
BellSouth Te lecomn ica t i ons ,  Inc. 
M C I  Metro Access Transmission Services, Inc. 
M C I  Telecomnunications Corporation 

Telecomnunications, Inc., pursuant t o  t h e i r  agreement 
O f f i c i a l  F i l i n g  Date: 
Last Day t o  Suspend: Expi ra t ion:  

Referred to: ADM AFA APP CAF (CMU) EAG GCL LEG RAR RRR WAW 
( 1 1 0 1 1  ind icates 1DPR) - - - - - - - - - - -  X X X 

-- Section 2 - OPR Completes and returns t o  RAR i n  

Program/Module 

OPR S ta f f  
-I__ 

AZO( b) 

S t a f f  Assignments 

!d Stavanja, V Cordiano 

Staf f  Counsel 

I_ OCRs (AFA) 

P e l l e g r i n i  

I: Welch 

0 

0 

Recomnended assignments f o r  hear ing 
and/or deciding t h i s  case: 

F u l l  Comnission X Comnission Panel - 
Hearing Examiner - S t a f f  - 

Date f i l e d  w i th  RAR: 03/17/1998 

I n i t i a l s :  OPR 
S t a f f  Counsel 

10 workdays. Time Schedule 

WARNING: T H I S  SCHEDULE I S  AN INTERNAL PLANNING DOCUMENT. 
I T  I S  TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVISION.  
FOR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION: (850) 413-6770 
Current CASR rev i s ion  Level - 

1 4  I 
1. B r i e f s  Due 
2. S t a f f  Recomnendation 
3. Special Agenda 
4. Standard Order 
5. 
6 .  
7. 

9. 
I O .  
11. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
16. 
17. 

19. 
20. 
21. 
22. 
23. 
24. 
2 5 .  
26. 
27. 

29. 
30. 
31. 
32 - 
33. 
34. 
35. 
36. 
37. 
38. 
39. 
40. 

a. 

18. 

28. 

Due Dates 

Previous Current 

I I 

l l  

Section 3 - Chairman Completes 
Assignments are as fo l lows: 

- Hearing O f f i ce rcs )  F-1 
Where panels are assigned the senior Comnissioner i s  Panel Chairman; 
the i den t i ca l  panel decides the case. 
Where one Comnissioner, a Hearing Examiner o r  a S t a f f  Member i s  
assigned the f u l l  Comnission decides the case. 

l l  
- Prehearing O f f i c e r  

Comnissioners hi ADM 1 
Approved: 

Date: 03/23/1998 
/ /  

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



/" 
Case Assignment and Scheduling Record 

Section 1 - D i v i s i o n  o f  Records and Repot .tg (RAR) Completes 

Docket No. 971 1140-TP 

Company: AT&T Transmission Services, Inc., t o  compel Bel lSouth 

Date Docketed: 08/28/1997 T i t l e :  Motions o f  AT&T Comnunications o f  the Southern States, Inc., 
and M C I  Telecommunications Corporation and M C I  Metro Access 

Telecomnunications, Inc. t o  comply w i th  Order 
PSC-96-1579-FOF-TP and t o  set  non-recurr ing charges f o r  
combinations o f  network elements w i th  BellSouth 
Telecomnunications, Inc., pursuant t o  t h e i r  agreement. 

Bel lSouth Telecomnunications, Inc. 
M C I  Metro Access Transmission Services, Inc. 
M C I  Telecomnunications Corporation 

O f f i c i a l  F i l i n g  Date: 
Last Day t o  Suspend: Expirat ion:  

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

10 workdays. Time Schedule Section 2 - OPR Completes and returns t o  RAR i n  

Program/Module .A20(b) 

OPR S ta f f  

S ta f f  Assisrments 

Stavanja. V Cordiano 

Sta f f  Counsel 

PCRs (AFA) 

H Ott ino t ,  M Brown 

U Welch 

Recomnended assignments f o r  hear ing 
and/or deciding t:his case: 

Full Comnission X Comnission Panel - 
Hearing Examiner - S t a f f  

Date f i l ed  wi th  RAR: 08/03/1998 

I n i t i a l s :  OPR 

- 

Staf f  Counsel 

WARNING: T H I S  SCHEDULE IS AN INTERNAL PLANNING DOCUMENT. 
I T  IS TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVISION. 
FOR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION: (850) 413-6770 
Current CASR rev i s ion  leve l  Due Dates 

Previous Current LI 
1. S t a f f  Recomnendation 
2. Agenda - Regular 
3 .  Standard Order 09/21 /I 998 
4. 
5. 
6. 
7. 
8. 
9. 

I O .  
11. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 
21. 
22. 
23. 
24. 
' ) c  
CJ. 

26. 
27. 
28. 
29. 
30. 
31 - 
32. 
33. 
34. 
3s. 
36. 
37. 
38. 
39. 
40. 

Section 3 - Chairman Completes 
Assignments are as fo l lows: 

- Hearing O f f i ce r (s )  - Prehearing O f f i c e r  

Comnissioners b m i  ZLZi-! Staff 1 
Where panels are assigned the senior Comnissioner i s  Panel Chairman; 
the i den t i ca l  panel decides the case. 
Where one Comnissioner, a Hearing Examiner o r  a S ta f f  Member i s  
assigned the f u l l  Comnission decides the case. 

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

Comnissioners hi ADM-l 

Approved: 4//- 
' ,  

Date: 08/03/1998 

'. 



- Case Assignment and Scheduling Record 

Section 1 - D iv i s ion  o f  Records and Repor-lng (RAR) Completes 

Docket No. 971740-TP Date Docketed: 

Company: AT&T (AT&T Comnunications of the  Southern States, 
Bel lSouth Telecomnunications, Inc. 
M C I  Metro Access Transmission Services, Inc. 
M C I  Telecomnunications Corporation 

08/28/1997 T i t l e :  Motions o f  AT&T Comnunications o f  the Southern States, Inc., 
and M C I  Telecomnunications Corporation and M C I  Metro Access 
Transmission Services, Inc., t o  compel Bel lSouth 
Telecomnunications, Inc. t o  comply w i th  Order 
PSC-96-1579-FOF-TP and t o  se t  non-recurr ing charges f o r  
combinations o f  network elements w i th  BellSouth 
Telecomnunications, Inc., pursuant t o  t h e i r  agreement. 

O f f i c i a l  F i l i n g  Date: 
Last Day t o  Suspend: Expirat ion:  

Referred to: ADM AFA APP CAF (CMU) EAG GCL LEG RAR RRR WAW 
(11()11 indicates OPR) 

Section 2 - OPR Completes and re tu rns  t o  RAR i n  10 workdays. 

- - - - - - - - - - -  X X X 

T i m e  Schedule 

Program/Mdule A20(b) 

OPR S ta f f  

S t a f f  Assignments 

L King, V Cordiano 

Sta f f  Counsel 

- OCRs (AFA) 

:r Watts, M Brown 

U Welch 

R e c m n d e d  assignments f o r  hearing 
and/or deciding t h i s  case: 

Full Comnission X Comnission Panel - 
Hearing Examint?r - S t a f f  - 

Date f i l e d  w i th  FIAR: 04/26/1999 

I n i t i a l s :  OPR 
S ta f f  Counsel 

UARNING: T H I S  SCHEDULE I S  AN INTERNAL PLANNING DOCUMENT. 
I T  IS TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVISION. 
FOR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION: (850) 413-6770 
Current CASR rev i s ion  level  Due Dates 

Previous Current 

1. S ta f f  Recomnendation 
2. Agenda - Regular 
3. Standard Order 

06/29/1999 
07/19/1999 

4. 
5. 
6. 
7. 
8. 
9. 
IO. 
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. 
40. 

Section 3 - Chairman Completes 
Assignments are as fo l lows: 

- Hearing O f f i ce r (s )  

Comnissioners 
Exam. 

ALL 

X 

Where panels are assigned the  senior Comnissioner i s  Panel Chairman; 
the i den t i ca l  panel decides the  case. 
Where one Comnissioner, a Hearing Examiner o r  a S t a f f  Member i s  
assigned the full. Comnission decides the case. 

- Prehearing O f f i c e r  

Comnissi oners 

Approved: 1 

Date: 04/26/1999 
/ 6’ - 

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



Y Case Assignment and Scheduling Record 

.a) Completes 
A 

Section 1 - Division of Records and Reporti.>< 

Docket NO. 971140-TP Date Docketed: 08/28/1997 Title: Motions of ATCT Communications of the Southern States, Inc., 

Company: 
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. 

ATCT (ATCT 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 (CMU) EAG GCL LEG RAR RRR WAW 
( " ( ) " indicates OPR) 

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

X X X - - - - - - - - - - -  
Time Schedule 

Proqram/Module AZO(b) 

OPR Staff -- 
Staff Assiqnments 

- L King, V Cordiano 

Staff Counsel 

- OCRs ( M A )  

T Watts, M Brown 

K Welch 

0 

0 

0 

Recommended assigrments for hearing 
and/or deciding this case: 

Full Commission X Commission Panel - 
Hearing Examiner - Staff - 

Date filed with RPX: 06/10/1999 

Initials: OPR 
Staff Counsel 

iARNING: THIS SCHEDULE IS AN INTERNAL PLWWING DOCUMENT. 
tT IS TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVISION. 
?OR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION: (850) 413-6770 
Current CASR revision level 

/8/ 
U 

Due Dates 

Previous Current 

1. Staff Recommendation 106/17/1999107/15/1999 I 
2. Agenda - Regular 106/29/1999107/27/1999 I 
3. Standard Order 107/19/1999108/16/1999 I 

1. Staff Recommendation 106/17/1999107/15/1999 I 
~~ 

17/27/1999 I 
3. Standard Order 107/19/1999108/16/1999 I 
4. I I I 

! ! ! 5. 
6 .  I I I 

I I I 
8 .  I I I 
9. I I I 
10. I I I 

I .  

~ 

11. I I I 
12. I I I 
13. I I I 
14. I I I 
15. I I I 
16. I I I 
17. I I I 
18. I I I 
19. I I I 
20. I I I 
21. I I I 
22. 
23. 
24. 
25. 
26. 
27. 
28. 
29. 
30. 
31. 
32. 

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 

33. I I I 
34. I I I 
35. I I I 
36. I I I 
37. I I I 
38. I I I 
39. I I I 
40. I I I 

Section 3 - Chairman Completes 
Assignments are as follows: 

- Hearing Officer(s) - Prehearing Officer 
I 

~~ ~ 

I I I 
I Commissioners 1 Hrg. I Staff I -- Exam. I I 
I ALL I GR I DS I CL I JN I JC I I I 
H 
I x  I I I I I I I I 

I I I I I 
I - I I 

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 EVENTS 

I Commissioners - I 
I GR I DS I CL I JN I JC I I 
I 
I I 1 x 1  I I I 

I I I I I 
I 

Approved : 

Date: 06/29/1999 

L 



-. Case Assignment and Scheduling Record -. 
Section 1 - D i v i s i o n  o f  Records and Repoi-.,~np (RAR) Completes 

Docket No. 971140-TP 08/28/1997 T i t l e :  

Company: 

Date Docketed: 

AT&T (AT&T Comnunications o f  the Southern States, 
BellSaluth Telecomnunications, Inc. 
M C I  Metro Access Transmission Services, Inc. 
M C I  Telecomnunications Corporation 

Motions o f  AT&T Comnunications o f  the Southern States, Inc., 
and M C I  Telecomnunications Corporation and M C I  Metro Access 
Transmission Services, Inc., t o  compel Bel lSouth 
Telecomnunications, Inc. t o  comply w i th  Order 
PSC-96-1579-FOF-TP and t o  se t  non-recurr ing charges f o r  
combinations of network elements w i th  BellSouth 
Telecomnunications, Inc., pursuant t o  t h e i r  agreement. 

O f f i c i a l  F i l i n g  Date: 
Last Day t o  Suspend: Expirat ion:  

Referred to: ADM AFA APP CAF (CMU) EAG GCL LEG RAR PA1 UAU 
(lt()l l  indicates OPR) - - - - - - - x - - -  X X 

-- Section 2 - OPR Completes and re tu rns  t o  RAR i n  

Program/Modul e 

OPR S ta f f  

,A2D(b) 

S ta f f  Assignments 

King, V Cordiano 

Sta f f  Counsel 

- OCRs (AFA) 

J Watts, M Brown 

I: Uelch 

Recomnended assignments f o r  hearing 
and/or deciding t h i s  case: 

Ful l  Comnissiori X Comnission Panel - 
Hearing Examiner - S t a f f  - 

Date f i led  wi th  RAR: 07/15/1999 

I n i t i a l s :  OPR 
S ta f f  Counsel 

IO workdays. Time Schedule 

UARNING: T H I S  SCHEDULE I S  AN INTERNAL PLANNING DOCUMENT. 
I T  IS TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVISION. 
FOR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION: (850) 413-6770 
Current CASR rev i s ion  leve l  

191 
Due Dates 

Previous Current - 
1. S t a f f  Recomnendation 107/15/19' 
2. Agenda - Regular 
3. Standard Order 
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. 
I ^  4U. 

Section 3 - Chairman C m l e t e s  
Assignments are as fo l lows: 

- Hearing Of f i cer (s )  - Prehearing O f f i c e r  I ~ L L  l~;is;;or;; I JN ~ Jc 1 ;;;w..i Staff I 
Uhere panels are assigned the senior Comnissioner i s  Panel Chairman; 
the i den t i ca l  panel decides the  case. 
Uhere one Comnissioner, a Hearing Examiner o r  a S ta f f  Member i s  
assigned the f u l l  Comnission decides the case. 

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

Comnissioners * 
Approved: ,&- 



L? Case Assignment and Scheduling Record F 

- Section 1 - D i v i s i o n  o f  Records and Reporrtng (RAR) Completes 

Docket No. 971140-TP 08/28/1997 T i t l e :  

Company: 

Date Docketed: 

AT&T (ATBT Comnunications o f  the Southern States, 
BellSoNuth Telecomnunications, Inc. 
M C I  Metro Access Transmission Services, Inc. 
M C I  Telecomnunications Corporation 

Motions o f  AT&T Comnunications o f  the  Southern States, Inc., 
and M C I  Telecomnunications Corporation and M C I  Metro Access 
Transmission Services, Inc., t o  compel Bel lSouth 
Telecomnunications, Inc. t o  comply w i th  Order 
PSC-96-1579-FOF-TP and t o  set  non-recurr ing charges f o r  
combinations o f  network elements w i th  BellSouth 
Telecomnunications, Inc., pursuant t o  t h e i r  agreement. 

O f f i c i a l  F i l i n g  Date: 
Last Day t o  Suspend: Expirat ion:  

Referred to: ADM AFA APP CAF (CMU) EAG GCL LEG RAR PA1 WAU 
- - - - -  X x - - - - - -  X indicates 1OPR) 

Section 2 - OPR Completes and re tu rns  t o  RAR i n  10 workdays. Time Schedule 

Program/Modu 1 e 

OPR S ta f f  

,420(b) 

S t a f f  Assignments 

!L King, V Cordiano 

Sta f f  Cou- 

- OCRs (AFA) 

? Watts, M Brown 

!: Welch 

R e c m n d e d  assignments f o r  hearing 
and/or deciding t h i s  case: 

Full Comnissiorr J- Comnission Panel - 
Hearing Examiner - S t a f f  - 

Date f i l e d  w i th  F!AR: 08/05/1999 

I n i t i a l s :  OPR 
S ta f f  Counsel 

UARNING: T H I S  SCHEDULE I S  AN INTERNAL PLANNING DOCUMENT. 
I T  IS TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVISION. 
FOR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION: (850) 413-6770 
Current CASR rev i s ion  leve l  

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. 

Due Dates 

Previous Current PJ 
S t a f f  Recomnendation 
Agenda - Regular 
Standard Order 

I I 

I I I 

I l l  

27. 
28. 
29. 
30. 
31. 
32. 
33. 
34. 
35. 
36. 
37. 
38. 
39. 
40. 

I 

Section 3 - Chairman Completes 
Assignments are as fo l lows: 

- Hearing O f f i ce r (s )  

Comnissioners F F  
Where panels are assigned the senior Comnissioner i s  Panel Chairman; 
the i den t i ca l  panel decides the case. 
Where one Comniseioner, a Hearing Examiner o r  a S ta f f  Member i s  
assigned the full. Comnission decides the case. 

- Prehearing O f f i c e r  

Comnissioners 31 
I 

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



- Case Assignment and Scheduling Record 

Section 1 - D i v i s i o n  o f  Records and Reb.  .ng (RAR) Comp!etes 

Docket No. 971140-TP Date Docketed: 08/28/1997 T i t l e :  Motions o f  AT&T Comnunications o f  the Southern States, Inc., 

Company: 
and M C I  Telecommunications Corporation and M C I  Metro Access 
Transmission Services, Inc., t o  ccinpel Bel lSouth 
T e l e c m n i c a t i o n s ,  Inc. t o  comply w i th  Order 
PSC-96-1579-FOF-TP and t o  set  non-recurr ing charges f o r  
combinations o f  network elements w i th  BellSouth 

AT&T (AT&T C m n i c a t i o n s  o f  the Southern States, 
Bel lSouth Telecomnunications, Inc. 
M C I  Metro Access Transmission Services, Inc. 
M C I  T e l e c m n i c a t i o n s  Corporation 

T e t e c m n i c a t i o n s ,  Inc., pursuant t o  t h e i r  agreement. 
O f f i c i a l  F i l i n g  Date: 
Last Day t o  Suspend: Expirat ion:  

Referred to: ADM AFA APP CAF (CMU) EAG GCL LEG RAR PA1 WAW 
(11()11 indicates OPR) - - - - - - - - - - -  X X X 

10 workdays. Section 2 - OPR Completes and re tu rns  t o  RAR i n  

Program/Module A20(b) 

Time Schedule 

JARNING: T H I S  SCHEDULE I S  AN INTERNAL PLANNING DOCUMENT. 
IT IS TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVISION. 
:OR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION: (850) 413-6770 S ta f f  Assignments 

L King 
Current CASR rev i s ion  leve l  

El 
1. S t a f f  Recommendation 
2. Agenda - Regular 
3. Standard Order 
4. - Close Docket o r  Revise CASR 

Due Dates 

Previous Current 
OPR S ta f f  2qzz+ 

10/26/1999 03/01/2000 Sta f f  Counsel 

~ OCRs (AFA) 

!I Clemons, C Bedel l  

K Welch 
5. 

~ 

9. 
10. 
11. 

I /  12. 
4 7  

14. 
15. .. 

17. 
18. 
10 

20. -" 

23. 
- I  

I I 
26. 
-l-J 

I I  28. 
29. 
7 -  

Recomnended assignments f o r  hearing 
and/or deciding ,this case: 

Fu t l  Comnission X Comnission Panel - 
Hearing Examiner - Staf f  - 

I I  31. 
32. 
77 

34. 
35. 

Date f i l e d  w i th  NAR: 10/14/1999 37. 
-3- 

I n i t i a l s :  OPR 
S ta f f  Counsel 

39. 
40. 

Section 3 - Chairman ComDletes 
Assignments are as fo l lows: 

- Hearing O f f i ce r (s1  

Comnissioners *I 
Where panels are assigned the  senior Comnissioner i s  Panel Chairman; 
the i den t i ca l  panel decides the  case. 
Where one Comnissioner, a Hearing Examiner o r  a S ta f f  Member i s  
assigned the fulll Comnission decides the case. 

- Prehearing O f f i c e r  

Comnissioners 

Approved: 

Date: 10/14/1999 

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

FROM : 

RE :: 

M E M O R A N D U M  

October 3, 1997 

O C T  0 3  1997 *g ; ;yj--- 
FPSC - RecordslRepsdng 

DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING 

DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (PELLEGRINI) 

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 : 971140N1. cjp 



STATE OF FLQFUDA 

Commissioners: 
JULIA L. JOHNSON, CHAIRMAN 
J. TERRY DEASON 
SUSAN F. CLARK 
DIANE K. KIESLING 
JOE GARCIA 

DIVISION OF RECORDS & REPORTING 
BLANCA S.  BAY^ 
DIRECTOR 
(850) 413-6770 

August 29, 1997 

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

Re: Docket No. 971 140-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 
assi!gned 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) 41 3-6078 
or F.AX (850) 41 3-6079. 

Division of Records and Reporting 
Florida Public Service Commission 

CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850 
An Aflirmative ActiodEqual Opportunity Employer Internet E-mail CONTACT@PSC.STATE.FL.US 



THOMAS M. ERVIN, JR. 

C. EVERETT BOYD. JR. 

MELISSA FLETCHER ALLAMAN 

ROBERT M. ERVIN. JR. 

J. STANLEY CHAPMAN 

DAVID R. WESTCOTT 

ERVIN, VARN, JACOBS & ERVIN 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

305SOUTHGADSDENSTREET 

P.O. DRAWER I I70 (32302) 

OF COUNSEL TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA 32301 

TELEPHONE (850)  224-9135 SEP 0 9 1997 WiLFREDC.VARN 
JOSEPH C. JACOBS 

TELECOPIER (850) 222-9164 

FPSC - R e c o r d s l R s ~ N D , , w ~ ~ R v ~ ~  
LEROY COLLINS 

( 1909-19s1 I 

September 5, 1997 

ZZGiiOrClbIC Bla f iCa  s. Beyo 
Direlctor - 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 ICommission. Thank you for your assistance. 

Sincerely, 

CEB Jr / bc 



A 

TO : 

FROM : 

RE : 

DIVISION 

D IVI S I ON 

OF 

OF 

M E M O R A N D U M  

September 25, 1997 

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 )  

C JF’ / c 1 p 
Attachment 
cc: Division of Communications 
I: 971140id.c-j~ 

I 
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i n t e d  by ‘Ruth Nettles 1 / 0 7 / 9 8  3 : 17pm 
-_____-- rc. --- _________________-------------- 

rom: Kay Flylin COhh ARMED 
0 :  Ruth Nettles 
,ubject: Order 97-1583 ________________-_--------------------- 
--- ---NOTE===============1/07/98==3:12pm==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 f o r  the s p l i t .  
Thanks. Kay 

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



TO : 

FRO'M : 

RE : 

M E M O R A N D U M  

February 10, 1998 
FER IO 1998 

DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING 

DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (PELLEGRINI 

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 (Stavanja) 
I: 971140nh.cjp 

c 
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'v 

F L O R I D A  PUBLIC SERVICE C O M M I S S I O N  - R E C O X D S  A N D  REPORTING 

I 
Date  - /- /- 

Number of Originals 
Requested By 

- Agenda f o r  (Date) Order No. In Docket No. -- 
- Notice of For (Dote) 

- Other 

Copies Per Original 

tiem Presented 

In Docket No. 
J - 

Special Handling lnshvctions 

Disiriiuiion/Marling 
Number Dtsfnbuied/Mailed . .  To Number Didriion/Maiied To 

-- Commission offices 
Docket Maing List - Mailed 

.i 

Docket Mailing List - Faxed I 

Note: Items must be mailed and/or returned w%in one working day after Unless specified here: 

Print Shop Verifitaiion 
( f  Job Number Verified By Y 

D a t e  and Zme Compfeted - - ' r Job Checked for Correctness and Quafrty (fniiial) 

Mail Room Verification 
Date Mailed Verified By 

Pscm 12(2/91) 



STATE OF FLORIDA 
DMSION OF RECORDS & REFQRTING Cormnissioners: 

JULIA, L. JOHNSON, CHAIRMAN 
J. TEIWY DEASON 

JOE GARCIA 
E. LEON JACOBS, JR. 

BLANCA S. BAYO 
DIRECTOR 
(850) 413-6770 SUSAN F. CLARK 

February 19, 1998 

BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. 
Ms. Nancy H. Sims, Esquire 
150 South Monroe Suite 400 
Tallahassee, Florida 32301 -1 556 

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

1 

Dear Ms. Sims: 

The enclosed audit report is forwarded for your review. Any company response 
filedl with this office within ten (IO) 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. 

Sincerelv. 

L A .  Blanca S. 6ayo 

BSeVcls 
EncUosure 
cc: Public Counsel 

Division of Auditing and Financial Analysis 

CAPITAL CTRCLE OFFICE CENTER 2540 SWMARD OAK BOULEVARD TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850 
An Aflirmntive ActionlEqual Opportunity Employer Internet E-mail CONTACT@PSC.STATE.FL.US 



M E M O R A N D U M  

February 17, 1998 
FEE ~ 0 . 1 ~ ~ 8  
/( DO 

FPSC - Records/Reporting 

TO : DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING 

FROM : DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (PELLEGRINI 

RE : DOCKET NO. 971140-TP - MOTIONS OF ATSlT 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. 

Attached is an ORDER REVISING ORDER ESTABLISHING PROCEDURE, to 
be issued in the above referenced docket. (Number of pages in 
order - 3) 

CJP/anr 
Attachment 
cc: Division of Communications 
I: 971140rp.cjp 



M E M O R A N D U M  

February 19, 1998 

TO : DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING 

FROM : DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (PELLEGRINI) 

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 AMENDED NOTICE OF HEARING AND PREHEARING to be 
issued in the above referenced docket. (Number of pages in order 
- 3) 

CJP/anr 
Attachment 
cc: Division of Communications (Stavanja) 
I: 971140an.cjp 





, - 5.1 

FLORIDA P U B L I C  S E R V I C E  COMMISSION - RECORDS A N D  REPORTING 

Date-/-/- 
Number of Originals 
Requested By 

- Agenda For [Date) 
- Notice of For [Date) In Docket No. 
- Other - 

Special Handling lnsi~~ctions 

Copies Per Original 

Hem F+resen)ed 
Order No. In Docket No. -- 

Disin'bvfion/Maifing 
Dtsfnbvied/Mailed To Number Distn'bvfion/Maikd lo 
Commission offices - 
D o c k e t  Maifing List - Moiled 

D o c k e t  Mailing List - Faxed 

. .  Number 
-- / 

- 
Note: Items must be moiled -/or returned within one working day after -&sue unless S p e c i f i e d  h e f ~  

Rint Shop Verifitafion 
/ 

--@ Job Number Verified By - 
Date and lime Completed .c <;' Job Checked For Correctness and Quafrty (In'rtai) --, 

Mail R o o m  Verification 
/ 

Date  Mailed Verified By 
/ 

PSCRAR 12(2/91) 





State of Florida 

-M-E-M-0-R- A-N-D-U-M- 
DATE: March 4, 1998 
TO: 
FROM: Joy Kelly, Chief, Bureau of Reporting 

Blanca Bay6, Director, Records and Reporting 

RE: DOCKET NO. 971 140-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: 

4- 
JKIpc 

PSCYRAR 28 (Rev7/94) 
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STATE OF FLORIDA 
DIVISION OF RECORDS & REPORTING 
BLANCA S. BAYO 
DIRECTOR 

Commissioners: 
JULIPL L. JOHNSON, CHAIRMAN 
J. TERRY DEMON 
SUSAN F. CLARK (850) 413-6770 
DIANE K. KIESLING 
JOE GARCIA 

$ubIu 6erbice Commt$$bn 

A-C-K-N-0-W-L-E-D-G-M-E-N-T 

DATE: 

FROM: 

RE: ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF RECEIPT OF CONFIDENTIAL FILING 

, DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING 

THIS WILL ACKNOWLEDGE RECEIPT OF A CONFIDENTIAL DOCUMENT 

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

MATTER) CONCERNING 9 AND 
(GENERAL DESCRIPTION) 

FILED ON BEHALF OF . THE 

DOCUMENT WILL BE MAINTAINED IN LOCKED STORAGE. 

ANY QUESTIONS REGARDING THIS MATTER SHOULD BE DIRECTED TO 

KA.Y FLYNN AT (850) 413-6744. 

PSC/RAR 19 (7/97) 

CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850 
An Affirmative ActionEqual Opportunity Employer Internet E-mail CONTACT@SC.STATE.FL.US 



State of Florida 

DATE: March 13, 19981.0: 

FROM: Joy Kelly, Chief, Bureau of Reporting 
RE: 

Blanco Bay6, Director, Records and Reporting 

971140 Hearing on March 9, 1998 

IN IRE: 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 

Acknowledged by: 7 % d!k?&e 

PSC/RAR 28 (Rev 7/94) 



State of Florida 


t)ul1lit 6erbict (tCommii)sion 


-~-~-~-()-lt-~-~-J)-lJ-~-

DATE: March 17, 1998 

TO: Blanco Bay6, 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: ---'!'l14v________'-L-'--

JK/pc 


PSC/RAR 28 (Rev 7/94) 
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State of Florlda 

#ktbIk &erbice CCornmission 

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

DATE: May 19, 1998 
TO: 
FROM: Joy Kelly, Chief, Bureau of Reporting 
RE: 971140 Special Agenda Hearing on May 14, 1998 

Blanco Bay& Director, Records and Reporting 

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: 

LEGrAL and COMM 

Acknowledged by: 

JK/pc 

PSCIRAR 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. mcnultv@wcom.com 
Internet home page: www.mciworldcom.com 

WorldCom Technologies, Inc. 
Company Code; TA047 ? 7 ru78 
Certificate: 4040 

Company Code: TJ032 YS 18?y 
Certificate: 1528 

Company Code: TS185 p,, 
Certificate: 3497 

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

Company Code: TA020 9 7 M  
Certificate: 3 996 

Company Code TI731 90780 , $VIOWS, j 7 6 t z j o  
Certificate: 61 

Company Code: TE644 
Certificate: 3080 

*. 

< q m + o ,  98 0 18 I , f8wQr MCImetro Access Transmission Services LLC 
Company Code: TA005 960980 J 96 / z3 '~  

& s  
CettifiGEite: 2985 78 iiz/ ?8 183~ 1 

Southernnet Systems, Inc. 
Company Code: TI907/- 0\6.-"" 
Certificate: 126 

Telecom*USA or Teleconnect (Southernnet, Inc., d/b/a) 
Company Code: TI906 - - & Q  
Certificate: 47 

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

FROM : 

RE :: 

M E M O R A N D U M  

June 12, 1998 

DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING 

DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (PELLEGRINI) 

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. 

Attached is a FINAL ORDER RESOLVING INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT 

- RECURRING CHARGES, to be issued in the above referenced docket. 
(Number of pages in order - 70) 

- DISPUTES, ADDRESSING RETAIL SERVICE COMPOSITION, AND SETTING NON- 

-. 
CJP/slh L 2 - Q -  I 
Attachment 
cc: Division of Communications 
1:97114001.cjp 
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F L O R I D A  P U B L I C  

1 D a t e  - /- /- 
N u m b e r  of Originals 

R e q u e s t e d  By 

- Agenda For (Date) 
- Notice of 

-other 

Copies Per Originul 
I - ^ -  .., 

Bern F+resenbd 
Order No. 
For (Date) In Docket No.- 

In Docket No. - . .  

specid Handling tnt)ruciions I 

S E R V J C E  C O M M I S S I O N  - R E C O R D S  ~ A N D  R E P O R T I N G  

Dismbvted/Mailed To 

Docket Maiihg List - Mailed 

- .  Number 
.Y Commission offices 
\ 

Mail R o o m  Veriliccrfion 
D a t e  Maiied verified By 

Job Number 



M E M O R A N D U M  

September 22, 1.998 

TO: DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING 

FROM : DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES 

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 

RECURRING CHARGES FOR COMBINATIONS OF NETWORK ELEMENTS 
WITH BELLSOUTH TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC., PURSUANT TO 
THEIR AGREEMENT. 

COMPLY WITH ORDER PSC-96-1579-FOF-TP AND TO SET NON- 

Attached is 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: 971140or.ho 



-\-,- , - -I p 
L - 1  \J 

. -  . -  M E M O R A N D U M  I <-. L" . - 

November 23, 1998 

TO : 

FROM : 

RE : 

DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING 

DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES ( W A T T S ) d w @  

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 an QRDER GRANTING REOUEST FOR CONFIDENTIAL 
- CLASSIFICATION, with attachments, to be issued in the above- 
ref:erenced docket. (Number of pages in order - 11) 

GI CBPJ / an r 
At t: achment 
cc: Division of Communications 
I: 971140.cbo 

I .  
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March 10, 1999 

TO : DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING 

FROM : DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (WATTS) Cfdd 8 
f lL 

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. 

- 9 7-OSVS - P C 0 - w  

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

(Number of pages in order - 3) 

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

I: 9711400A.ALC 





May 6, 1999 

TO : DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING 

FROM : DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES ( W A T T S ) ~  @ 
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. 

94-rm7. -Pc a 
Attached is an ORDER AUTHORIZING QUALIFIED REPRESENTATIVE 

STA’TUS, to be issued in the above-referenced docket. 

(Number of pages in order - 2) 

TW/dr 

At t a c hme n t 

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

I: \971140A.ALC 
I 
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May 6, 1999 

TO :: DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING 

FROM : 

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 

RECURRING CHARGES FOR COMBINATIONS OF NETWORK ELEMENTS 
WITH BELLSOUTH TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC. PURSUANT TO THEIR 
AGREEMENT. 

COMPLY WITH ORDER PSC-96-1579-FOF-TP AND TO SET NON- 

a - 99-1m?. -pc. 

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 



- Donna Canzano McNulty 
Senior Attorney 
Law and Public Policy 

n 

May 12, 1999 

VIA HAND DELIVERY 

Ms. Blanca S .  Bay0 
Director, Division of Records and Reporting 
Florida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850 

Re: Notification of Address Changedkfodifications 

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 conhsion, 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, 
\ 

Job4 C - 7 . k L l r y  
Donna C. McNulty 

cc: Walter D’Haeseleer, Director, Division of Communications 
Rick Moses, Division of Communications 
Pam Johnson, Division of Consumer Mai r s  

325 John Knox Road. Suite 105 
Tallahassee, FL. 32303 
850 422 1254 
Fax 850 422 2586 



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: bfiamulmonetti@,wcom.com 
Internet home page address: www. rnciworldcom.com 

Touch 1 Long Distance, Inc. 
Company Code: TI896 
c ert ificit e: 2363 

TTI National, Inc. 
Company Code: TI508 Bt4.H 
Certificate: 3159 

Metropolitan Fiber Systems of Florida, Inc. 

Certificate: 3151 
Company Code: TAO 12 uww * 

WorldCom Network Services, Inc. 

Certificate: 552 
Company Code: TI041 Po Qpk tkw3 

ALD Communications. Inc. 
Company Code: No Q p h  w 
Certificate: 3965 
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Commissioners: 
JOE GARCIA, CHAIRMAN 
J. TERRY DEASON 
SUSAN F. CLARK 
JULIA L. JOHNSON 
E. LEON JACOBS, JR. 

. * ,* 
STATE OF FLORIDA 

DIVISION OF RECORDS & REPORTING 
BLANCA S. BAYO 
DIRECTOR 
(850) 413-6770 

ub1u &ecbke Commt$$ion 
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 

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- 
08 1 0-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, 

Kay Flynn, Chief 
Bureau of Records 

Enclosure 
cc: Jeffrey W. Blacher 

David E. Smith 
Other Parties of Record 

(CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850 
An Afiirmative Action/Equal Opportunity Employer 

PSC Website: http:Nwww.floridapsc.com Internet E-mail: contact@psc.state.fl.us 
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TO : 

FROM : 

RE : 

DIVISION 

DIVISION 

December 15, 1999 

OF RECORDS AND REPORTING 

OF LEGAL SERVICES (CLEMONS) ' 

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 

RECURRING CHARGES FOR COMBINATIONS OF NETWORK ELEMENTS 
WITH BELLSOUTH TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC., PURSUANT TO 
THEIR AGREEMENT. 

COMPLY WITH ORDER PSC-96-1579-FOF-TP AND TO SET NON- 

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 
A.t t ac hment 
cc: Division of Communications (King) 
I: 971140or.dmc 
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State of Florida 

erbtu? CommiSSiorr 
-M-E-M-O-R-A-N-D-U-M- 

DATE: April 17,2000 
TO: Mary Andrews Bane, Deputy Executive Director/Technical 
FROM: KayE. Division of Records & Reporting 

ns of AT&T and MCI to compel outh to comply 
and to set non-recurring charges for combinations of 

RE: 
with 
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 ~~411 need to copy four confidential documents, described as 

02347-98 - Staff audit workpapers, Volume II of IV for audit of AT&T (Audit Control 

02348-98 - Staff audit workpapers, Volume 111 of IV for audit of AT&T (Audit Control 

02349-98 - Staff audit workpapers, Volume IV of IV for audit of AT&T (Audit Control 
No. 98-012-4-l), and 
03025-98 - BellSouth’s filing of certain portions of staffs audit of Loop & Port 
Combinations dated 2/16/98, 

NO. 98-012-4-l), 

NO. 98-012-4-l), 

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

cc: Blanca S. Bay6 
David Smith 
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STATE OF FLORIDA 

Commissioners: 
JOE GARCIA, CHAIRMAN 
J. TEF:RY DEASON 
SUSAN IF. CLARK 
E. LEON JACOBS, JR. 
LILA A. JABER 

DIVISION OF RECORDS & REPORTING 

BLANCA S .  BAYO 
DIRECTOR 
(850) 413-6770 

April 28,2000 

Robert A. Mossing, Clerk 
United States District Court 
United States Courthouse 
1 10 East Park Avenue 
Room 122 
Tallahassee, Florida 32301 -7795 

Re: U.S District Court Case No. 4:99CV448-WS - BellSouth Tele 
AT&T Communications of the Southern States, Inc., et al. (Docke 

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, 

Bureau of Records 
Attachment 
cc: David Smith, Esquire 

Jon W. Zeder, Esquire 
Richard D. Melson, Esquire 
Tracy Hatch, Esquire 
RECEIVED BY - DATE QrJ r$Tg z G  3: t.2 

CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER 2540 SHUMARD ~A~OTLEVARD TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850 
An Affirmative Action/Equal Opportunity Employer 

PSC Wehsite: http://www.floridapsc.com 1 I .  1 .  Internet E-mail: contact@psc.state.fl.us 



FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd. + Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0850 

6698, 0 4 / 2 13 /’ 0 0 Date: 
4 

This number must appear on 
all checks or correspondence 
regarding this invoice. 

Date Paid 

Amount Paid 

Jon W. Zeder, Esquire 1 
Adorno and Zeder 
2601 South Bayshore Drive 
Suite 1600 
Miami., Florida 33133 

Check # 

0 Check 0 Cash 

J PSC Signature 

5499 

1 

Copying and preparation of Docket No. 
971140-TP on appeal to U.S. District 
Court, Case No. 4:99CV448-WS 

Certificate of Director 

PSCMR-R Rev. I In4 

r 

PRICE I AMOUNT 

@.05$ pe 
$274.95 

@$4.00 

page 

$ 4.00 t 
TOTAL 



STATE OF FLORIDA 

Commissioners: 

J. TERRY DEASON 
SUSAN F. CLARK 
E. LEON JACOBS, JR. 
LILA .A. JABER 

JOE CiARCIA, CHAIRMAN 
DIVISION OF RECORDS &. REPORTMC 

BLANCA S. BAYO 
DIRECTOR 
(850) 413-6770 

April 28,2000 

Jon W. Zeder, Esquire 
Adorho and Zeder 
2601 South Bayshore Drive, Suite 1600 
Miami, Florida 33 133 

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. 971 140-TP) 

Dear Evlr. 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, 

Kay Flynn, Chief 
Bureau of Records 

Enclosure 

CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER 2540 SAUMARD OAK BOULEVARD TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850 
An Affirmative ActionlEqual Opportunity Employer 

PSC Website: http://www.floridapsc.com Internet E-mail: contact@psc.state.fl.us 
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TO F 

FROM: 

RE :, 

August 30, 2000 

DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING 

DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (CALDWELLW +)&- 

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 

RECURRING CHARGES FOR COMBINATIONS OF NETWORK ELEMENTS 
WITH BELLSOUTH TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC., PURSUANT TO 
THEIR AGREEMENT. 

COMPLY WITH ORDER PSC-96-1579-FOF-TP AND TO SET NON- 

/5i<4m 

Attached is an ORDER GRANTING REOUEST FOR EXTENSION OF 
DURFLTION OF CONFIDENTIAL CLASSIFICATION to be issued in the above- 
referenced docket. (Number of pages in order - 5) 

aE/-'"- / 
24 E." c [G?' 

! DWC 
!.%?e . At t ;I chmen t 

cc:: Division of Competitive Services (King) 
1:\971140cf .dwc 
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M E M O R A N D U M  

October 7, 1999 
I : c c i  I f p;: p: r, 7 

TO : DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING 

FROM : DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (WATTS, 

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. 

~- t 9 3 T - W  

Attached is an W E R  APPROVING AMENDMENTS TO THE 
--- INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENTS, with attachments, to be issued in the 
abcve-referenced docket. (Number of pages in order - 8) 

CRW: CB/sa 
Attachment 
cc: Division of Communications 
1:9711400r.cbw 



'- 
State of F1orid.a 

$3ufiIic 

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

DATE: January 17, 2001 
TO r, J. TERRY DEASON, CHAIRMAN 

C-J --.. 
\-I L 
..d - E. LEON JACOBS, COMMISSIONER 

LILA A. JABER, COMMISSIONER 
BRAULIO L. BAEZ, COMMISSIONER 
MICHAEL A. PALECKI, COMMISSIONER 
WILLIAM TALBOTT, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 
JAMES WARD, DEPUTY EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR/ADM. 
MARY BANE, DEPUTY EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR/TECH. 
HAROLD MCLEAN, SPECIAL COUNSEL 
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 

c .: 

FROM: DAVID E. SMITH, DIRECTOR OF APPEALS 
RE f Recent rulings from the U. S .  in 1997 FPSC 

arbitration case appeals 

The U. S. District Court for the Northern District of Florida 
recently issued opinions in two review proceedings under 47 U .  S .C. 
§2!S:!(e) (6) : Case No. 4:97CV300-RHr 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 MCI 
-- Telcomms. Corp. v. BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc., 2000 WL 
12139840 (N.D. Fla. 2000) and AT&T Corns., Inc. v. BellSouth 
--- Telecomms., Inc., No. 4:97CV262-RH, (N.D. Fla. Sept. 28, 2000) with 
a :Eew new wrinkles owing to the greater variety of issues 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. 



MEPTORANDUM 
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The essential points of the opinions are as follows: 

1, 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 in rejecting GTE‘s claim that 
Unbundled Network Element (UNE) prices should include a universal 
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”. 
PR. 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 
cointention 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. 



MEMORANDUM 
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Operator services 

As it did in AT&T v. 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 is 
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 &T&T v. BellSouth, that Commission ought to revisit the matter. 
The court concluded that since the Commission apparently made its 
deci.sion 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 
wa:; 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. 

In its order, the Commission concluded it did not have to 
arbitrate GTE's requested limitation-of-liability clause. As it 
hald in earlier decisions, the court found that this was error, 
in'asmuch as the Act requires the state commissions to arbitrate 
"a.ny open issues". 47 U.S.C. §252(b) (1). 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 . 3l-33. 

2. 	 GTE v. MCI 

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 Mcr v. BellSouth decision, the court said 
it was UNE, contrary to Commission's ruling in the arbitration 
proceeding. 

ndo p ins .des 
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UNITE0 STATES DISTRICT COURT 
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 

TPlrLLAHASSEE DIVISION 

AT8T COMMUNICATIONS OF THE SOUTHERN 
STATES, INC.. 

vs CASE NO. 4:97CV300-RH 

GTE FLORIDA, INC., et al., 

JUDGMENT 

This action came before the Cdurf for consideration wlth 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 methodology. 

adoption of statewide averaged rates on a transitional basis. allorNing ATIT  to pick and choose the dark 

fiber provision from an agreement between GTE and another carrier. and number portability; dedared 

invalid with respect to failure to exdude the avoided cost of operator services from wholesale rates tor local 

service and failure to arbitrate the issue of whether the interconneccon agreement between AT&T and GTE 

should indude a limitation-of-liabillty provision; and vacated for further explanation or consideration with 

resgect to the price of local ioops, continuing effeas of statewide averaged rates, the parties' respective 

rights to terminating access charges, combining of network elements, and wholesale pricing of directory 

assistance and operator setvices, all as set forth h the Order on Merits entered December 12,2000 

Defendant Commissioners of the Florida Public Service Commission shall conduct fwther proceedings 

consistent wit? the Court's Order on Merits, thk judgment, and any decision of the United States Supreme 

Court on review of Iowa Ufflities 6d. v. FCC, 219 F.3d 744 (8th Cir. 2000). All claims against the Florida 

Public ServIce Commission, in its name, are dismissed as redundant 

ROBERT A. MOSSING. CLERK 

December 12,2000 
DATE 

zq(* 6 2 L&-- 
Oeputy Clerk: Pamela L. Loufcey 

Document No. 
I- I i L U  



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE 
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 

TALLAHASSEE DIVISION 

ATST CCMMUNICATIONS OF THE 
SOrJTEERN STATES, I N C  . , 

F l a i n t i f f ,  

V. 

STE FLCRIDA, I N C . ,  e t  zl., 

Defer.6ar.ts. 

QRDER ON MERITS 

T h i s  i s  a n o t h e r  i n  a ser ies  of challenges ur:der t9e 

T e l e c m m u n i c a t i o n s  A c t  of 1 3 9 6 ,  47 Y . S . Z .  § S  251-52, t 2  

# d e c i s i o n s  of  t h e  Flor ida Public S e r v i c e  Commission with 

r e s p e c t  t o  t h e  terms and conditions urcier which an incumbent 

l o c a l  exchange carrier must pravide services a n d  rnake 

f a c i l i t i e s  and network e l e m e n t s  available t o  a competitor. 

The  new i s s u e s  presented by t h i s  case i n c l u d e  t h e  rezpective 



--. n. 

rights of the incumbent and competitor tg access charqes 

paid by long distance carriers for terminating calls over 

local facilities; whether the i n c u m e r . t ' s  obligation t 3  

2 r o v i i e  network elements to any competitor cn the same t e r m s  

available to ar,y other competitor oblig3tes the inccmbenc tg 

m a k e  svailable to "_e competitor o n l y  t h e  s3me o v e r a l l  

agreement e2tered with the other c3mpetitor o r  ~ n s ~ e a d  

alLcdiJ the competitor to pick anti cnooss s p e c i f i c  :.=?!-TIS c r  

the agreement with the other competitor; the p r c p e r  

meth3dology f o r  setti29 the incumhnt's cfisrges f o r  operatsr 

and directory assistance services; a n 5  whether the incumbent 

must provide "number portability," :hat is, allow customers 

to chancre carriers withcut changing telephone numbers, !a) 

specified means. The case aiso presents additional isstes 

that have been addressed in prior cases. 

Bsckuround - The Statutorv Framework 

Historically, local telephone service was proyrided L:: 

t h 2  [ J n i t s d  States an a monopoly b a s i s  by carriers regula t -ed  

unde r  state law by state public service commissions. 

Ccngress fKndamentally changed that approach by  enazticg t h e  

2 



Telecommunications Act of 1996. The Act impcses on local 

carriers, as a matter 3 2  federai l a w ,  various duzies 

designed to foster cort?petition. The Act allnxs s t a t e  

comnissior.s the option of taking a major r o l e  in 

implementing t k L e  Act’s reqIJirenents. 

The federai duties imposed on each “ircumbect loc31 

exchange carrier” - that i s ,  cn each carrier who Frev:oxsly 

provided local servici on a mcnopoly basis - inclJde the 

obligation to sell local services at wholesale tcr afiy 

competing carrier for resale  by the coRpeting c a r r i e r  to 

customers, the Dbliqation t= allow competitors t 3  

irterconEect with the Incymbent‘s f a c i l i t i e s  f o r  the e c i r ~ c s e  

of pro-J id ing  services  to the competitcr’s own customers, and 

t h e  obligation to make c e r t a i n  “network elements” - parts n f  

its telecommunicatlons s y s t m  - availabie to czmpet:r.3 

carriers for their TJse in prcJviaing service to t h e i r  owr, 

customers. T h e s e  duties are described in greater cetail i n  

M C I  Telecoms. Cora . v. BellSourh TeLecomms., I?.c., 2OOC WL 

123’3e40 (N.D.  F l a .  2 0 0 0 ) .  

The Act a l s c  impcses O i l  each i r v i r n b e n t  

negotiate i n  good fai:h w i t h  any reqiestirtg 

3 



terms and conditions of an agreement mder which these  

v a r i o u s  d u t i e s  wiLl be fulfilled. 47 U.S.C. § 

251(c! (1). The Act likewise imposes or, requesting carriers 

the d c t y  zo  negotiate in good faith. IC;. 

If the parties reach a negotiated agreemant, it m u s t  be 

submitted t o  the s t a t e  com,ission f o r  approval. See 47 

C1.S.C. S 2 5 2 ( e ) ( 1 ) .  Tf t h e  parties fail to agree s n  all 

terrr.s 3 r d  condit;sns, any party to t .ie negot:aTion m a l  

reqLest binding arbitrarion before  t h e  s t a t e  commissicn of 

"any  spen issues." 4 7  U.S.C. 5 252:b) (L).' 

The Act provides f o r  judicial review of the 

commission's decisions in federal d i s t r i c t  court. S e e  47 

U.S.C.  § 252(e)(6). The case a t  bar  is an action f o r  

judicial review ilnder :.his prcvision'. 

Backuround - The Case at Bar 

3efendant STE Florida, IncorForated ("GTE"; is :ns 

If the state cornissic2 chooses no t  to a c t  on e i t h e r  
a riegotiated agreement or request f o r  arbitration, the 
Federal Communications Ccmmission must assume the 
responsibilities of t h e  s t a t e  commission. See 4'7 U.S.C.  5 
2 5 2  ( e }  ( 5 ) .  
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incumbent local exchange  car r ie r  in p a r t s  of t h e  State of 

F l o r i d a .  P l a i n r i f f  AT&" ComnunicaZioX of  tk,e Souchern  

S t a t e s ,  Inc .  I"AT&T") 1 s  a c o m p e t i t o r .  I n  a c c g r d a n c e  With 

t h e  Teiecommunica t ions  Act cf 1 9 9 6 ,  GTE a3d AT&T entered  

n e g o t i a t i o n s  for an  aqreement undez w h i c h  AT&? wo:.:1d 

p u r c h a s e  certain s e r v i c e s  f D r  r esa le ,  would i n t e r c s n n e s t  

w i t h  GTE's f a c i l i t i e s ,  and  would have access to GTE's 

network elements. They were u n a b l e  t o  agree on a l l  zerm 

aRd c o n d i L i o n s  of a n  aqreer ren t  a n d  thus sought ar.c J b t a i n e r l  

a r b i t r a t i o n  b e f o r e  t h e  F l o r i d a  P ~ b ? i z  S e r v i c e  Ccrnn i s s ion .  

Following an evidRntiasy hearing, che  F l o r i d a  C o m i s s i c ~ n  

issued a f i n a l  arbitration o r d e r  a n d ,  in due TOUTS-?, o r d e r s  

a p p r o v i n g  t h e  acreement entered between AT&T ar,d GTF 3s  

d i rec t ed  b y  the a r b i t r a t i o n  o r d e r .  AT&': now brinqs this 

action c h a l l 2 n g i n g  t h e  F l o r i d a  Comrr,ission's decis ior ,  1:: f 

respects, and GTE c o u n t e r c l a i m s  c h a l l e n g i n g  t h e  cecisiari  :n 

one cf t h e  same respects and i n  f i v e  a d d i t i o n a l  respects. 

AT&T h a s  named a s  d e f e n d a n t s  GTS, t h e  F l o r i d a  ComissF3n ,  

and each of its Comnissioners i n  his or h e r  a f f i c i a l  



,- A 

capacity.2 

The parties have agreed that this court’s review sb,oi; ld 

be conducted based s o l e l y  on the record d s  complled I n  the  

Florida Cc,mission. The parties h a v e  s u b m i t t e a  briefs and 

presented oral argunenC,, and more recently have submittea 

supplemental briefs addressing t h e  decision ~f the Cnited 

States Supreme Court in AT&T Z o m .  v .  Iowa ‘Jtilities ad., 

An actiQn f c r  judicial review = f  a state co!missicn’s 
decision zay prDceed agal.?st  :he individual comnissianers in 
their offisial capacities in accGrdartc.t w i t h  Ex P a r t e  Your.g, 
2 0 9  U . S .  i23, 28 S. Ct. 441, 52 L. Ed.  714 ( 1 9 0 8 ) ,  and thus 
is not barred by the Eleventh Amendment. See C4CI 
Telecommunications Corrs. v. EellScurh Telecommunications, 
Inc., 199? W; 1133453 (N.D. Fla. 1 . 9 9 7 ) .  I dismiss this c a s e  
as against the Florida Ccmmission on the grcucds chat i:s 
presence in this case as a defecdan t  1 s  merely redur,danc to 
the presence of the Commissioners in their a f f i c i a l  
capacities. Cf. BusSv v. C i t v  of Orlando , 531 F‘.2d 764, 7 7 5  

(11th Cir. 1991) (approving dismissal of official caFacity 
defendants whose presence was merely redundant to naming of  
institutional defendant!. I t h u s  do not address the 
scbstantisl issue of whether t h e  F l o r i d a  Commission h a s  
waived i t s  Eleventh Amendment immunity fron s L i t  iz federal 
court by choosing re conduct .an arbitration arid tc. render a 
determization explicitly subject t o  review F r .  federal c3ci,;r:. 
Corncare, e.a . ,  MCI Te1-ecoms. Cor?. v .  I l L i - n o i s  aeL, ‘:el. 
CO., 222 F.3d 323 (7th 2 i r .  2130C! (finding wziver) i~;t’r, 
e .a. .  GTE North,  I n c .  v .  S t r a n d ,  209 F . 3 d  933 ,  922 2 . 6  ,et?. 
Cir. 2 0 0 C )  (expressing skepticism towsrd waiver  thecry). 
Any ruling on t h i s  Fssce in t h i s  case would make no real 
differecce and thus appropriately should be avoided. cf. 
Asnwander v. TVA, 297 E . S .  2 8 9 ,  341, 565 S .  Ct. 466, 3 3  L. 
Ed. 68e  (1336) !Brandeis, J., concurring). 
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525 3 . S .  366, 119 S. Ct. ?21 ,  1 4 2  L. Ed. 2d 835 ( 1 9 9 9 ) .  

'This order c o E s t i t c t e s  the court's r u l i n g  on r,he merits. 

FiTze of the n i n e  issues raised by ATGT a n d  STE already 

have beer, 3ddressed by this court in cases arising frcm 

lsther interconcection agreemencs; they sre resolvna in tkis 

- order primarily by cross-referonce to those decis ions .  _ P i s  

f o u r  remaining issues - terminating access charues,  t h e  

,zompeti;or's right to " p i c k  and choose" terms frcn c,he 

incwbent's agreement with acy other competitor, Zharges f o r  

operator and direcTcry assistance se rv ices ,  .and "?,umber 

portability" - are addressed far the first time i .n thls 

order. This order  thus resolves each cf t h e  nir.e issuss. 

Standard of Review 

T h e  T e l e c o . m u n i c a t i c n s  A c t  p r a v i d e s  f o r  E ~ C ~ L ~ I ~ S  5 i c h  

the c3se at bar in a sinqle sentecce: 

In any case in which a State commission makes a 
determination u n d e r  [the Act] , any party aggrieved 
by such determlnsticn may b r i n g  an actlor? ;n ar, 
approprizte Federal disrrict court to dezer?.ine 
whether t h e  agreement o r  statement meets the 
reqcirements of [:he A c t ] .  



1 7  U.S.C. S 252(e)  ( 6 )  . j  The Act does not  f u r t h e r  s p e c i f y  

t h e  s tandard  of  revinw t o  be 3 p p l i e d  I n  detenninir ,g "whether 

the agreexent  . . . meets t h e  requirerzencs o f "  t h e  .Act. 

For t h e  rsasons set f o r t h  a t  l e n g t h  i n  MCI Telecoms.  

Ccro. v. 3el lSouth Tel ecomms., I nc., 20CO WL 1239840 ( N . 3 .  

?la. 20031, 1 w i l l  review de ROVO isslies regarding t h e  

m a n i r , g  and import of t h e  Telecmmunications A c t ,  m d  I w i l l  

review s t a t e  commission determinatiDns 2 f  ksw zo ir~Dle.-is-,' 

t h e  A c t  a s  s o  construed o n l y  u n d e r  t h e  3 rb ic rary  3zd 

zapriciol ;s  standard. T h i s  a p p a r e n t l y  2s t h e  standard of  

review advocated by 311 F a r t i e s  t c  t h i s  pzoceeding. 

Merits 

I. PRICING 

T h e  Telecommunications A c t  d i rec ts  s t a t e  comrri iss icns  t o  

s e t  " j u s t  and reasonat le t '  p r i ces  for i r - i t e r c s n n e c t l z n  a n 3  

The "agreement" t o  which t h i s  provision applies is 1 1  

interconnection agreement of t h e  t y p e  h e r e  a t  issile. T h e  
"statement" t o  which this provision applies is a statement 
of a Se l l  opera t ing  company of generally available terms. 
&g 4 7  U.S.C. S 2 5 2 ( f \ .  No s u c h  stater..ent is involved he r? .  

8 



network elements “based on the cost (determined without 

reference to a rate-of-return or other rate-based 

proceedicq) of providing the interconnection or netwark 

element.’’ 47 U.S.C. § 252idl (1). Scth AT&T and GTE 

challenge the Florida Commission’s selection of a priclrg 

r?ethodology, and GTE also challenges the Flarida 

Commission’s implementation of its chosen methodology. 

A .  Pricina Methodolouy 

The Florida .Commission adopted 3 methodology kncvn 3s 

Total Senrice Long-Run Incremental Cost ( ”TSLRIC” : , which 

. s e s  the incumbent‘s current network architecture and future 

replacement technology as the basis f o r  ‘determining iong-rm 

incremental cost. F o r  the reascns s e t  forth i n  AT&T CoT.ms., 

Inc. .r. 3ellSouth T e l e c o m . ,  I n c . ,  No. 4:97cv262-RH (N.D. 

F l a .  Sept. 28,  2 0 9 0 ) ,  I reject the parties’ challenge t o  the 

7lcrida Commission’s adoptian of this :nethodology.‘ 

‘ In resolving this issue in AT&T v. BellSouth, supra,  
I relied on the decision of che Eighth Circuit in Iowa 
1Jtilities Ed. v .  FCC, 2i3 F.3d 744 (8th Cir. 2 0 3 0 ) .  Six 
days before my decision in AT&T v .  SellSouth, the Eighth 
Circuit stayed its Iowa Utilities decision ir, relevant p a r t  
pendiq disposition of 2etitions fcr cer t iorar i .  I f c ? l l o w  

9 



B. Imrrlementation of Pricins Methodolow 

GTE also asserts that, even if TSLXIC is an appropriate 

pricicg methodology, the Florida Commission's implementation 

of this methodology was flawed in four  respects. I r e j e c t  

G T E ' s  f i r s t ,  second and f o u r t h  assertions because GTE has 

made no shawing that the Florida Commission's actions were 

arbitrary and capricious o r  contraryv to the 

Tnleco!r.munisations Act: of 1 3 9 6 .  With respect to STE's chird 

assertion, I direct -,he defendant Commissioners tc provide a 

f u r t h e r  explanation of their decision. 

1. Universal Service Subsidy 

GTS's f i rs t  cmtention is that in setting network 

element pr i ces ,  the Florida Commission erred by fail-ng tn 

t h e  Eighth Circuit's Iowa Utilities decision, 
nctwit5standing entry of t h e  stay, f o r  the reasons s e t  forth 
in my unpublished order addressing the mction to alter or 
mend the judcjmer,t ir, that case. ATttT Comms.. I n c .  v. 
EellSouEh Telecoms. ,  inc., No. 4:97cv262-RH ( N . D .  Fla. NOV.  
9 ,  2000). As in t h a t  case, cpon f u r t h e r  cocsideration of 
t h i s  Ta t t e r  by the Flcrida Pcblic Serjice Comdssion, 
appropriately nay consider acy f u r t h e r  rulirg by t h e  'Jnited 
S t a t e s  Supreme Court in Iowa 'Jtilities. 

it 

10 



.- n 

consider costs GTE incurs  to provide “universal senice.” 

GTE is wrong. 

S t a t e  commissions historically have pursued a goal of 

making telephoce servic? available to 2s m ~ y  potential 

i1Ser.s as possible. 

sornetimes below cost, in an effort to nake basic tele2hone 

service widely affordable. And rates have been h e l d  

uniform, even tc rernoie locations, so t h a t  the hi5.h cost of 

providmg l i n e s  to remote loca t ions  would not Tear service 

would be uravailable t he re .  Local mofiopoly cazriers 

historically tock t h e  1sss for prcviding such service b7Jc 

made it ilp througn r a t e s  to other custsmers or f o r . o t h e r  

t ypes  of service. 

Thus basic r a t e s  have been held low, 

Competition of course will require changes in this 

approach to universal service.  

charge above-cmt  prices to some customers in an effort tc 

offset below-cost pr;ces to o the r  custor?,ers, the strategi- 

will not work, because the customers w h o  are charged abcx,e- 

c o s t  prizes will sim9l.j change to other carriers whase 

If incumbents attemp: to 

pr i ces  are cost-kased. The Telecommunications A c t  

recognizes this m d  establishes a framework for development 

li 



of a different rr,ethodology f o r  purs-Jir,g the goal of 

ur_ iversa l  s e rv i ce .  See 47  U . S . C .  § 2 5 4 .  

GTE asserrs that in setting the p r i ces  GTE charges ATLT 

fcr netwzrk elements, the F13rida Csmiss ion  was obligated 

to inclcde an appropriate share of t h e  costs GTE inc-drc ir, 

arder to provide universal se rv ice ,  t h a t  is, cos t s  GTE 

i n c u r s  Rot i n  comect lon w i t h  p r o v i d h g  the netwsrk elernenr,s 

a t  i s s u e  kxt instead i n  connection w i t h  providicg unreiated 

l x a l  se rv ice  to unrelated customers. The Flor ida 

Ccmission p r q e r l j r  rejected t h i s  contention. 

Utili t ies Board v. FCC, 2 1 9  F . 3 d  7 4 4 ,  7 5 3  ( 5 t h  Cir. 2 0 0 0 ) .  

The "cost" on which the price of a network element m c s t  be 

based i s  t h e  ccst "of providing the . . . network eleT,ent ,"  

47 U.S.C. 5 252!d) (l!, not the cost of prsvidmg sOme orher 

s e n i c e .  In  4 7  U.S.C. 5 254, the Act Srovides ar, entirely 

different mechanism for  securing the  f a i r  allocation of 9 - e  

See I ~ w a  

c o s t  of providing universa l  se rv ice .  

2. Historic or m e d d e d  Costs 

Second, GTE a s s e r t s  that t h e  Florida Ccmmission w a s  

obligated to consider all historic or embedded costs, no t  

12 



just forward-looking costs of providing the service at 

issue. This is essentially an attack on the TSLXIC 

methodology. For the reasons set f G r t h  in AT&T Cornrns., Inc.  

v. E e l l S s u t h  Telecomm3., Inc., No. 4:97cv262-RH { N . C .  F l a .  

Sept. 2 8 ,  2 C O O ) ,  the Florida Commission’s adoption ef TSLXIC 

was neither contraq? to the A c t  nor a r b i t r a r y  and 

capricious. 

3 .  Local Loou Pricinq 

Third,  GTE challenges the prices established by the 

Florida Cormission f o r  local loops. The Florida Commlssicn 

of course was not a3ligated to accept GTE’s assertions of 

i t s  a l l eged  cost of prcviding local loops. Thus, for 

example, t h e  Cammission acted within its discretian in 

excluding certain building and land costs it determined were 

not properly allocable to local  loops. Nor was t h e  F l c r i d s  

Commission obligated to make a precise mathematical m t c h  

between some calculation of cos t ,  an the one hand, and i t s  

approved prices, on the other. Instead, the 

TeleCOmrrWiCatiGnS A c t  of 1996  requires ofiiy that the price 

of -1 network element be “based on t h e  cost” of provldin? r h e  

13 
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element. 4 7  U.S.C. 9 252(d) !l) (emphasis added) .  The Act 

alsc provides  t h a t  cos t  i s  t o  be "determined withoLt 

re ference  t o  a r a t e - s f - r e t u r n  or  o ther  rate-based 

proceeding," id., r,hus making clear t h a t  an exact match 

between cos t  and p r i c e s  i s  m t  requi red .  

S t i l l ,  p r i c ing  decis ions could be csed t o  undermine t h e  

purposes of t h e  A c t ,  and a s t a t e  commission's p r i c ing  

dec is iocs  thus proper ly  are subjec t  t o  review i n  d i s t r i c t  

c o u r t ,  under  the a r b i t r a r y  and capricious standard. 

AT&T Corns., I n c .  v. EellSouth Telecmms., Inc . !  No. 

4:37cv262-XH (N.D. F l a .  Sep t .  2 8 ,  2 9 0 0 ) .  With respec t  t o  

local loops, 33 with the per message charges a t  i s sue  i n  

AT&T v. BellSouth, t h e  alorida Cornmission has provided 

i n s u f f i c i e n t  explanation for Its  decision t o  allow 

meaningful review. 

t h e  defendant C o d s s i c n e r s  t o  explain o r  further cor,sider 

t h e i r  dec is ion .  See, e.q.. Checkoskv Y .  SEC, 23 F . 3 d  4 5 2 ,  

4 6 2 - 6 3  ( D . C .  C i r .  1 3 9 4 )  (remanding i c s u f f i c i e n t l y  explair,ed 

adminis t ra t ive  decision ''so as to aff3rd the  agency an 

opportuni ty  t o  se t  forth i t s  view i n  a manner t h a t  would  

pe rmi t  reasoned j u d i c i a l  review"; so holding even i n  the 

The appropr ia te  course thus i s  t o  d i r e c t  

14 



absence of any conclusion that the agency acted arbitrarily 

or capriciously!; SEC v. Chenery Corn., 318 U.S. 80,  4 4 ,  63 

S. Ct. 454, 8 7  L. Ed. 626 ( i 9 4 3 ;  (recognizing t h a t  “cogrts 

cannot .exerc ise  their duty cf review u n l e s s  they are  advised 

of the considerations underlying the  action uxler  re-Jiew”:. 

4 .  Unconstitutional Tak inq  

Finally, GTE asserts the Florida Zommissicn‘s pricing 

decisions will or may effect an ucconstitutional t3king of 

GTE’s proper ty  without just compensation. GTE has made no 

showing to t h i s  point, however, that any such taking is 

immhent . 

For all that appears in t h i s  record, GTE now is facin3 

o n l y  reasonably foreseeable developments in a dynamic 

industry. GTE remains a s t rong  and pro f i t ab le  cozpetitor Fn 

t h a t  dynamic industry. Nothing i n  this record suggests t h a t  

the Florida Commission has reneged on any explicit or 

implicit promises made to GTE during the monopoly er3; 

nobody promised GTE a world free of rapidly chacging 

technology or the inevitable conssquences thereof. Nar 13 

GTE keir .3  compelled to sell its services to i z s  eompetitcrs 
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below cost or deprived of the opportunity to earn a full and 

fair r e t u r n  on i t s  investment. 

In s h o r t ,  GTE has made no showing that the F1or;da 

Commis.si=n has effected an unconstitutional taking cf GTE's 

prope r ty .  I thus uphold the Florida Comnission's pricing 

decisior,s, except with respect  to local loops, on which : 

remand fsr furzher explanatim. 

XI. GEOGRAPHIC DEAVERAGING 

The c o s t  of providing loca l  telecomrnunicaticns service 

is higher i n  some places than i n  others. 

Florida Commission adopted statewide averaged rates, 

than different r a t e s  for different geographic areas. 

challenges the use of statewide averaged r a t e s .  

Nonetheless, t h e  

rather 

ATST 

For the reascns set f o r t h  in AT&T Ccmms., Inc.  v. 

3ellSouth Telecomms., Inc., No. 4:97cv262-RH (N.3. Fla. 

Sept. 2 8 ,  2 C O O ) ,  I conclude that (1) '-,he FlGriaa 

Commission's adoption of statewide averaged rates, 

transitiznal basis, 

on a 

did not v io la t e  the Act and xas nct 

a r b i t r a r y  and capricious,  but that ( 2 )  effective as r,f Mzy 

1, 2000, the Florida Commission becarre obligated to 

16 
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deaveraae rates over at ieast  three geographic areas, in 

accordance with 4 7  C . F . R .  .§ 51.507(f). 

Because of t h e  Fassage cf time, it is unclear whethex 

the  F lor ida  

continue to 

-51.507 i f )  . 

directed zo 

not  produce 

Commission's decision ncw Gnder review w i l l  

have effeets inconsistent with 4 7  C . F . R .  

The defendant Florida Commissioners 

reconsider their decision to assure 

results inconsistent with that rule. 

thus 

that 

5 

wiil be 

it does 

111. ACCESS CHARGES 

Long distance or "interexchange" calls - far exanple,  

from Miami ts Tallahassee - typically are carrled from w e  

exchange t o  another by a long distance o r  "interexchar-ge" 

carrier. Such calls tyfiically are zar r ied  between the 

ccstomer or "en6 user," on the one hand, and t h e  

interexcharqe c a r r i e r ,  on t h e  Gther  hand, ky the end user's 

l oca l  czirrier. Interexchacge carriers pay local carriers 

for providing this service. The payments are for crovidiz5 

end users access to the interexchange netwcrk and t h u s  are 

kncwn as "access charqes." Payments for carrying a c a l l  

f x m  t h e  end user placing t h e  c a l l  t c  the interexchange 

17 



car r ie r  are knom as "originating" access charges; paymtlnts 

f o r  carrying a call from the interexchange carrier to the. 

end user receiving %he call are known as "tern?inating" 

access. charges. 

AT&T asserts that when an interexchange call is 

terminated to 3 customer subscribed to AT&T for l a c a l  

s e w i c e ,  the local zarrier entitled tc the applicable 

terminatirg access zbarge is AT&T. GTE asserts ttaz, if 

AT&T serves its local custoner thrTigh Imbundled cecwork 

elements obtained from GTE, then GTE is er?titled to t k  

applicable terminating access charge. 

GTE's position i3 illocrical and does n o t  comport witbL 

zhe purposes of the Telecommunications Act. 

Act allows a competitor to sb ta in  necwork elements from an 

incurbent is so that the competitor m y  use those networ:i: 

elements to provide services in cornFetition with the 

incumbent. 

t h e  zompetitor must pay the incurbent t h e  apgropriatz r a t e  

f o r  use  of t h e  network elements, and. the competitor may 

charge appropriate fees  f o r  the service it provides.  Thus 

the incumbent is compensated for its elements by the 

The reason tho  

Khen the competitor uses those netwcrk elements, 
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competitive carrier using those elements, and the competitor 

is corpersated for the serv ice  it  provides using the rietwork 

elements j u s t  as any Ixal carrier is compensated fcr 

pro-;iding s e m i c e s  of the same type. When the service i s  

termicaticg an interexchange c a l l ,  the compensation t h a t  rhe 

coqetitor receFves is t’ne appropriate terr,iEating access 

charge payable hy the interexchange carrier. .Lny 

requi re ren t  that that access charge be paid to the iricumbent 

local exchange carrier rather than to t h e  competitcr would 

undermine the A c t ’ s  goal of fostering competition and rezder 

rather Faintless the  incumbent’s obligation t o  rake irs 

network elemencs available ts t h e  corpetitor for t 5 e  purpose 

cf, among o the r  th ings ,  allowing the  coqetitor to F r o v i d e  

terminating access senrice .’ 

That this is the correct result is confirmed by t h e  

kinding FCC regulatim addressing this very issue: 

Neither the 

T h i s  analysis 

i n t e r s t a t e  access 

is consistent w i t h  

charges 

t h e  decision i n  X L T  
Cztrms.  Svstems v. Facific Eell, 203 F.3d 1183 (9th C i r .  
2 0 0 0 )  
acces8 charges in the  pricing of unbundled network 
elemects). 

(holding that an incumbent may n o t  include switched 
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described in p a r t  69 of this chapter nor 
comparable intrastate access charges shall be 
assessed by an incurrbent LEC [local exchange 
carrier] or, pxchasers 3f elements that offer 
telephone exchange or exchange access service. 

47 C.F.R. § 51.513.(a). According to the p l a i n  terms of this 

regulaticn, which became effective as of June 30, 1937, STE 

cannct collect access charges on account of sccess services 

provided by AT&T by means of network elements purchased by 

AT&T from GTE.’- 

The Florida Commission did not explicitly resolve -,his 

i s sue  i n  t h e  orde,l‘s now under review. The Arbitration Order  

provides only that terminating access charges are owed tcj 

“ t h e  company terminating a toll call.” 

at 124). 

(Arbitration 3rder 

In finally approving the interconnection agreement 

entered  by the parties pursuaxt to che Arbitration Order, 

rhe Zlorida Commission noted the disagreement between ATEcT 

’ The FCC did a l l o w  an incumbent t3 czllect such 
charges on an interin bas i s  until June 3 0 ,  1997,  in order ts 
ameliorate the effects of the loss of those charges, whiz;? 
had been used to compensate incumbents for  t h e i r  obligation 
to Serve all customers at sorietines belcw-cost r a t e s  (tl?ar 
is, their “universal s e w i c e ”  obligation). The Act 
established an alternative r,niversal service mechacism 
phased in over time. 
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and GTE on t h i s  issue but l e f t  the Ta t t e r  open for  

resolution on a “case by case b a s i s ,  e i t h e r  by the p a r t i e s  

themselves, cr  through t h e  Commission‘s complai,?t process.” 

‘ F i n a l  Order  Approving Arbitration Agreement Aetweer? AT&T 

and GTE, Order No. PSC-97-0585-FOF-TP (Xay 22, i 9 9 7 :  a t  51). 

In  t h i s  c o u r t ,  the Flor ida  Commission apparently has 

recognized tke bindicg f c r c e  of the FCC regulatior,  f o r  

serrices rendered a f t e r  June 3 0 ,  1 9 9 7 .  

Sr3 t h a t  appropr ia te  ac t ion  may be taken t o  irpler;.ent 

the FCC regulat ion as I t  appl ies  t o  t h i s  interconnectioc 

agreernent, the defendant Comissicners will be d i rec t ed  tc ,  

address t h i s  issue f u r t h e r .  

IV. OPERATOR SERVICES COSTS 

A d i f f e r e n t  method by which t h e  Teleccmmunicztions Act 

of 1 9 9 6  allows a competitor t o  compete w i t h  an incumbent is  

by buying serrices from the iricumbent f o r  resaie t~ t,he 

competi tor‘s  own customers. 

seeks t o  resell to its own customers loca l  s e w i c e  zbtaixed 

from GTE. ATST does not, however, always seek t o  t s e  GTE’s 

operator se rv ices ;  ATSrT intends, ins tedd ,  t c  provide i t s  OWE 

Invoking t h i s  nethod, AT&T 
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operator services to its customers. 

cnder  47 U.3.C. 9 252(d) ( 3 1 ,  the price charged by GTE t o  

AT&T f o r  loca l  serrice provided for resale must be reduced 

Sy the cost of cperator s e w i c e s  avoided by GTE. 

Florida Commission made no such r e d u c t i m .  

AT&T asserts that, 

The 

For the reasons s e t  forth in ATkT C o r n  . ,  Inc. v. 

BellSouth Telecoms.,  I n c . ,  No. 4:97c;r262-RH ( N . D .  Fla. 

Sept.  28, 2OCO), I conclude that the Florida Comnission 

er red  when it refused t o  reduce the wholesale ra tes  chazzed 

tr: AT&T by the amount of costs actually avoided by GTE 1x1 

the prlsvision cf local service for resale .  The defendant 

Commissioners will be directed to reconsider this issue.' 

V. COMBINING UNBUM)LED NETWORK ELEMENTS 

As set forth absve, the Telecozmunications Act allcws a 

Although by rule the FCC originally r e q i r e d  t n e  
2xclusion not o ~ l y  of costs that "will be avoided" b ~ t  alsg 
c o s t s  that "can be avoided," 47 C.F.R. 5 51.609(b:3, the 
Eighth CircLit now has invalidated t h a t  rule, squarely 
holding t h a t  m l y  actually avoided costs must be excl-Jded. 
from wholesale rates. See See Iowa Utilities Bd. v. E'CC, 
2 1 9  F . 3 d  7 4 4 ,  7 5 5  (8th C i r .  2000). The Florida Conmission 
must exclude from the wholesaie rates charged to AT&T only 
operatcr serrii-e c o s t s  that are actually avoided by GTE. 
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competing c a r r i e r  t o  interconnect w i t h  an  incumbent‘s 

network and a l so  t o  ccrrrpete with the incumbent e i t h e r  (1) 51 

obtaining local services from the incanbent at wholesale 

prices .  for r e s a l e  t o  the competing c a r r i e r ’ s  customers o r  

! 2 )  by obtainislg from the incumbent ”network elerr.er-ts” - 

T a r t s  of the incumbent‘s te lecomunicat ions system - for  x s e  

i n  providing serv ice  t o  t h e  competing c a r r i e r ‘ s  o m  

customers. ,ZTE initially a s s e r t e d  t k t  if AT&T provided 

service e n t i r e l y  over G T E ’ s  network elements, AT&T proper ly  

should  be required t o  pay GTE the wholesale rate f a r  t h e  

e n t i r e  s e r r i c e ;  AT&T could not properly pay only t h e  

somecimes s u b s t a n t i a l l y  lower aggregate p r i ce  of the var ious 

network elements t h a t ,  *&:?en combined, could be used t o  

provide complete s e n r i c e .  GTE now a l s o  asserts t h a t ,  ?veri 

if AT&T properly may pay only the aggregate p r i ce  of t h e  

vaz-ioas network elements, those elerrLents mist be comblye6 by 

P-TScT itself; GTE a s s e r t s  i t  has  110 obligat ion to combine 

network elements f o r  use by AT&T i n  p r o v i d i n g  c o q l e t e  

service. 

For the reasox s e t  f o r t h  in AT&T C e m . ,  I n c .  - J .  

SellSoLth Telecomms., I n c . ,  .No. 4:97c7r262-RH (R.3. F l a .  
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Sept. 28, ZOOO), GTE's contention that AT&T T d s t  pay t h e  

wholesale rates f o r  complete service, whenever AT&T provides 

such service e n t i r e l y  th rcugh  network elements obtained from 

GTE, i-s i nco r rec t .  

That leaves far consideration the  issue of whether G;TS 

or ATLT must do t h e  combining of the network elements. In 

the case at bar, 3s in AT&T Comms. ,  Inc. -J. BellSouth 

Teleccmms., Inc . ,  No. 4:97cv262-RH ( X . D .  F l a .  Sept. 23, 

2 0 G O j ,  the Florida Commission asserts that in t h e  orders 

lcnder review, it  d i d  not address this issue. But here, as 

there, the Florida Commission did rely in i ts  orders on 4 7  

C . F . R .  B 315jc) , which by i t s  terms would ha-Je required GTE, 

not AT&T, t r J  do the combining. That regulation now has been 

invalidated by a controlling decision of the United S t a t e s  

Court 3f Appeals f o r  the Eighth Circuit. 

Bd. v .  FCC, 219 F . 3 d  7'44, 759 (8th Cir. 2 0 0 0 ) .  Beiause the 

Flgrica Commission made its d e c i s i m  in reliance on t h e  r iow- 

See Iowa Utili-iss 

invalidated rule ,  the a9propriate course here, as in ATSrT 

Ccms . ,  Inc.  v. BellSouth Telecoms., I n c . ,  NCJ. 4:97cv26%-RH 

:!J.D. Fla. Sept.  2 8 ,  2 0 0 @ ) ,  is to direct the defendant 

Canmissioners t o  reconsider the matter. See, e .q . ,  SEC v .  
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Chenerv Corn., 318 U.S. 80, 6 3  S .  Ct. 4 5 4 ,  87 L. Ed. 526 

(1943) .’ 

VI. PICK AND CHOOSE 

The Telecomunic3tions Act 3f 1996 seeks to prevent an  

incumbent (or aEy carrier) from favoring one competing 

carrier cver another. The Act does so by requiring each 

carrier to make svailable to any corpetitcr the  same 

icterconnection, service o r  network elenent term taat the 

carrier has made available to any o the r  competitor. Th-Ls 

the  Act provides: 

In further considering this m a t t e r ,  the Flcrida 
Coymission w i l l  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 
t h e  inzumbent currently corbines. In Iowa Utilities, the 
Supreme Ccurt upheld that rule. See Iowa Utilities, 5 2 5  
U . S .  a t  394. The Supreme Court a l s o  2oted that the 
arguments on that issue in th3t case right be “academic” In 
light of t h e  Court’s  simEltaneous icvalidation of the TCC‘s 
“necessary” and ”impair” rule. See Iowa Utiiities, 525 C + S .  
at 392. Nothing in t h i s  order forec’oses t h e  Flsrida 
Commission frcm tajcing otherwise proper action in r e s p m s e  
t o  t h e  Supreme Court‘s decision on t h e  ‘’necessary” and 
“impair” rule. Cf. AT&T C o m r s . ,  Inc, v .  Bellsouth 
Telecoms. ,  Znc., 229 F.3d 457  (4th Cir. 2000) :remanding 
this i s s u e  fcr further cmsideration in light of r,he 
changing l a w  concerr,ing 4 7  C . F . R .  5 3151b) and the Szprere 
Court’s “necossary” and “impair” decislcn) . 
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A local exchange carrier sha l l  make available 
any interconnection, service, or network element , 

provided under ar, agreement approved under this 
section tg which I t  is a party to any o t h e r  
reqcestirg telecomrunications carr ier  Lpon the 
same terms and conditions as those provided ir, the 
a g r e e  r,en t . 

U.S.C. § 252(i). The FCC has made clear by regulaticn 

tha t  means the competitor may pick and choose t h e  

various provis ions of an agreemenr between oi-,her carriers;  

the competitor ceed not accept the entire agreement ir, c r d e r  

to  choose one or nore individual provis ions .  47  C.F.R. 

§ 51.809. 

GTE entered an agreement with another carrier, 

Metropolitan Fiber Systems of Florida, Inc. ("NFS";, tkac, 

included a provision under which GT5 made "dark fiber'' 

available t.3 MFS. Dark fiber is fiber optic cable t k a t  is 

in place  but c c t  in active use .  Xithol i t  the assoc la t2d  

electronic equipment needed at both ends of the cable, tk? 

f i b e r  remains "unlit" and inactive. 

AT&T sought to adopt the terns cf the GTE-MFS a g e e m a n t  

x i c h  respect t o  dark fiber. GTE disputed A?&T's r igh t  ts do 

s o ,  asserting t h a t  a zar r ie r  cannot proper ly  "pick and 
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choose" among provis icns  of an agreement between orher 

carriers and t h a t  dark fiber i s  not a "network elevent" t h a f  

an incumbent must, make available to competitors.  

The Florida Commission resolved the issue in favor of 

AT&T. I uphold its decision. First, a.lthough t h e  vslidity 

af the FCC regulation, 47 C.F.R. 3 51.809, was i n  dispute 

when the Florida Commission acted end when GTE filed i t s  

countercLaim i n  t h i s  z o t r t ,  t he  Supreme Cocrt CCW ha; upheld 

t h e  r e q l a t i o n .  See AT&T Corn. v. Iowa Utilities Bd., 525 

' J . S .  3 6 6 ,  119 S. Ct. 721, 142 L. 3d. 2d 535 (1593). The 

r egu la t i cn  is valid and binding and squarely authorizes a 

cornpeting carrier such a s  AT&T t o  "pick ar,d choose" 

provisiom of an agreement between o the r  carriers, 2reclsely 

as AT&T has done here. Southwestern Bell Telecomms. Co v. 

Waller Creek Corns., Inc., 221 F.3d 512 (5th Cir. 2 3 0 C : ,  i s  

squarely or, po in t  and reaches this same conclusioc. 

. .  Thus  allowing a carrier to "pick and choose" ~ r c v i s i . c ~ s  

from an agreement between o the r  carriers i s  required by a 

val id  FCC regulation. This  result also is f u l l y  consiste~lt 

with the  plair, terms of the statute i t s e l f  and w i t h  the 

statute's purpose of promoting a level playing f i e l d  3s 
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between different competitors. The Florida Commission did 

not 'err  in allcwing AT&T t o  adopt the dark fiber provision 

GTE had made available t o  mother carrier.g 

VII. WHOLESALE PRICING 

The Teleconmnicatiocs Act of 1996 imposes on acy 

incumbent l o c a l  exchange carrier the  duty  

to offer for resale at wholesale rates an'y 
teleccmmunicatiocs service that the carrier 
provides  3t retail to subscribers who a r e  not 
telecorr,mcnicatiocs c a r r i e r s  . I . . 

47  U.S.C. § 2 5 1 1 ~ )  ( 4 ) .  Wholesale rates uzlder this provision 

n u s t  be determined 

on the basis of retail r a t e s  chargecdl to 
subscribers for t h e  telecomrnunicacions service 
requested,  excludinq the portion thereof 
attributable to ariy marketing, billing, 
collecticn, and cther costs t h a t  w i l l  be avcided 
bv the lscal exchanse carrier. 

I note also thait GTE's assertion that "dark fiber" is 
;lot a network elenent within the meaning of the Act is 
incorrect, for the reasons s e t  forth ir, MCI Telecoms. C3m. 
- L ~ .  BellSouth Telecomms., Inc., 2000 iJL 1239840 at * 5  : N . D .  
Fla. 2 0 0 0 ) .  
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4 7  U.S.C. 5 252!d) ( 3 )  [emphasis added).  

Among the services t h a t  ATLT cbtaiils f rom GTE mder  

t h i s  pravision a re  operator and directory assistance 

semices .  The Flor ida  Commission calculated the appropriate 

whcleslle rate f o r  these s e w i c e s  as 13.04% below the retail 

rate. GTE asserts this was arbitrary and capricious, 

because, it says, there are no avoided costs when these 

services  are provided t o  AT&T r a t h e r  t han  to a retail 

customer. 

The assertizn that there are no avoided cos ts  xhen 

zhese services are Frovided to a carrier r a the r  thar YO 

r e t a i l  custorr,ers makes no sense. On the other  hand, rxi:her 

the Florida :omission n o r  AT&T has called ;?iy attentior to 

any evidence in the record supporting the 13.04% discount 

Absent an explanation of the Florida Comnission’s riasoning 

or  a citation to evidence sugporting rhe result, I conclTJde 

t h a t  -,he appropriate disposition of this issue is t,? dir?ct 

the defendant Commissioners to explain o r  fu r the r  consider 

t h e i r  decision. See, e . q . ,  Checkoskv v. SEC, 2 3  F.3.3 4 5 2 ,  

462-63 (D.C. Cir. 1994) (remanding insufficiently explsined 

administrative decisicn “30 as t o  afford the agency an 
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opportunlty to s e t  forth i t s  view i n  a manner t h a t  would 

permit reasoned judicial review"; so holding even in t h e  

absence of any zocclusion t h a t  the agency acted arbitrariiy 

or capriciously); SEC v. Chenerv Ccm., 318 U . S .  8 0 ,  9 4 ,  6 3  

S .  Ct. 4 5 4 ,  97 L. Ed. 626 (1943) (recognizing that "courts  

cannot exercise t h e i r  duty of review unless they are advise3 

of t5e conslderations underlying the action uzder  review"'. 

VIII. LIMITATION OF L I A B I L I m  

As p a r t  of its petition for arbitration before t h e  

Florida Commissim, GTE sougrht to include in the 

interconnection agreement a limitation-of-liabilizy 

provision making c l e a r  thac i,? t h e  event of any failure to 

deliver sen-ices as agreed, it would n o t  be l i a b i e  for 

consequential damages. The Florrda Commission refused t c  

Srbitrate this issue. 

For the reasons set  f o r t h  in MCI Te1ecomrr.s. C o z .  v. 

BellSouth Telecoms., Inc., 2000 NL 1239840 ( N . D .  F l a .  

23001, I conclude that when the Florida Comissicn undertcok 

t c  arbitrate the overall dispute between GTE and AT&T, 

became obligated to arbitrate "afiy open issues." 

it 

47 U . S . C .  
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§ 252 (b) (1) . Xhether  a limitation-of-liability provis ion  

stculd be included i n  the p a r t i e s '  aareement was an "oper, 

i s  sue . I' 

This does nct mean, of course, that t h e  Flclrida 

Ccrnrission was obligaced to require  a l i rn i t a t io9 -c f -  

liability prcvision. 

a matcer of d i s c r e t i o n ,  not t o  adopt such a ?rovisi.s-?, SYS 

woul-3 bear  a substaxitial burden in attempting t o  demsnstrate 

t h a t  such a determination was contrary to the 

Telec3mmnications A c t  or arb i t ra ry  and capzicious. 

Florida Commission made no such d e t e m i n a t i o n ,  inssea3  

declining t o  address the  i s s u e .  

w i l l  be directed t3 arbitrate t h i s  issue. 

Had the Florida Commission decided, as 

i3'it t h e  

The defendant Comnissiorers 

IX. NUMBER PORTABILITY 

rn important issae for any customer c o n c e q l z t i n g  

changicg local  telephone c a r r i e r s  i s  wkrzther t h e  ccstorner 

w i l l  be able  t o  ret-airr t h e  same telephone Eumber. 

telephone nurrbers i s  incmvenient  and ofter, expensive. 

t h e  Incmbent local exchange carrier could FreTient custorrLer's 

from keeping their sane telephone nmbers when changing 

Chanzing 

If 
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c a r r i e r s ,  the incumbent could significantly forestall 

competition. 

Apparently recognizing t h i s ,  Congress imposea on 

ir,c-anbent 13cal exchange c a r r i e r s  ’\ L t 3  he duty t o  proT;i3e, to 

the extent technically feasible, nurber portability in 

acccrdance with requirements prescribed by the Commissix.” 

4 7  J . S . C .  !3 251(b)(2). The FCC has i r? te rpre ted  this 

provisicn as  apFl.ying t o  ” a l l  forms of nunker prtability,” 

In re Telephme  Number Portability, Fourth Memorandum 

OpinFon and Crder  or: Recmsideration, 1999 NL 503613 IFCC) 

!July 16, 1 9 9 3 ) ,  and as requiring incumbents %o provide 

nunker  portability t o  a requesting competitcr ‘\a3 scon as 

reasonabiy possible.” 47 C.F.R. 5 52.27. 

In accordance with these provisions, the  Flor ida 

CORXRiSSlGn  required GTS to provide cer ta in  number 

portability solutions t o  AT&T. GTE o b j e m s ,  asserting t k a t  

I C  ases nGt provide  those same number portability sa l7At ions  

t o  itself, and t h a t ,  if the Florida Commissim’s n:1ing I s  

upheld, AT&T thus w i l l  receive service superior to what STZ 

provides i t s e i f .  GTE says t h i s  contravenes 47 U . S . C .  5 

2 5 1 ( c )  ( 2 1  { C i ,  which requires an incumbent to provide 
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interconnection between a competi tor ' s  facilities and t h e  

incumbe2t's facilities " t h a t  i s  at least equal in quality ta 

t k a t  provided by the l o c a l  exchange carr ier  to i t s e l f . "  GTE 

also cites the  statement in Iowa Utilities Board v .  7C2,  219 

F.3d  7 4 4 ,  758 (8th Cir. Z O O O ) ,  addressing a different i s s u e ,  

that "r,othing i n  the statute requires t h e  Iincurrbentl t o  

provide supe r io r  q u a l i t y  interconnection t o  i t s  cornperitor." 

For three reasons, I conclude t h a t  the  Florida 

Commission's rejection of GTE's pos i t i on  was not con t ra ry  ro 

t h e  Telecommications A c t  and was not arbitrary Dr 

capricious. F i r s t  

fully supported by 

4 7  U.S.C. 5 2 5 i i b )  

t h e  Flor ida Commission's decisior, i s  

the Act's number portability provisioI1, 

2 ) ,  and the regula t ions  thereunder. 

Second, the decis ion is  f u l l y  supported by the pro-  

competitive goal of the number portability p r o v i s i x i .  

Third, GTE's reliaEce on 47 U.S.C. 9 251(c) ( 2 )  (0 is 

misplaced, because that provision only requires 

interconnection "at least equal i n  cpJality" t o  t h a t  2rovided 

by the  incumbent t o  itself. "At l e a s t  equal" does not mean 

"no greater than," and,  in any event, the general  

rnterconnection standsrd'of § 2 5 1 ( c !  ( 2 )  (C) ce r t a in ly  was n o t  
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intecded to w - d e m n e  the specific separate requirement f o r  

r.urrber portability 3s set f o r t h  ir, § 251(b: (2). 

I thus uphold the Florida Comrmssion's determination on 

numker F o r t  ab i 1 i ty . 

Conclusion 

The Florida Com,ission's determinations were consistext 

with the  Telecomunicstions Act of 1996 and not arbitrary 

and capricious with respect tg overall pricing methodclogy, 

statewide averaged rates on a transitional basis, a 

carrier's 3billty to ?!-ck and choose pro.Jisions from an 

interconnection agriement between other carriers, and n u r b e r  

portability. 

the avoided cost of operator services from wholesale ra tes  

fer local service and r e fusa l  to arbitrate the issue of a 

limitation-of-liability zlause contra-Lrened t he  

Telecommunications Act. The Florida ComLssioners will be 

directed to explain c.r consider further their cleterminations 

The  F lor ida  Ccdssicn's f a i l - u e  to exclude 

other issues as set f o r t h  above. 

In acco rdaxe  w i t h  these rulings, 

IT IS ORDERED: 
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The clerk shall en te r  judgment stating, "The Florida 

Public Semi te  Ccmnission's Final Order on Arbitrati2n and 

Final Order Aoprovirq Arbitration Agreement Setween AT&T and 

STY are affirrned with respect to overa l l  ;?ricing 

methodology, adoption of statewide averaged r a t e s  on a 

transitional basis, allowing AT&T t o  pick and chccse che 

ear:< fi5er provision from an agreerr.ent between GTE and 

a n o t h e r  carrier, and number portability; declared inva l id  

with respect :o fail3ne t o  exclude the avoided c o s t  of 

operator  services from wholesale r a t e s  for  local sertrice arid 

f a i l u r e  to arbitrate the issue of whether the 

intercocnectlon agreerr,ent between AT&T and GTE should 

include a limitation-of -liability provisim; and vacated f o r  

f u r t h e r  explanaEion or  consideration with respect to the  

Frice of ;oca; locps, continuing e f fec t s  of s ta tewide 

averaged races ,  the parties' respective rights to 

terrrtinatir,g access charges, conrbining of network elements, 

and whclesale pricing of d i rec tory  assistance and zpera tor  

services, all as set forth in t h e  Order 0x1 Merits entered 

December 12, 2000. Defendant Cammissioners of the  Florida 

Public S e r v i z e  Ccmmission s h a l l  cor-duct f u r t h e r  proceedings 

3 5  
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consistent w i t h  the Court's Order on Merits, this judgF.ent, 

and any d e c i s i o n  of the United States Supreme Court on . 

xeview of Iowa Utilities Ed. v .  FCC, 219 F . 3 a  7 4 4  i 8 t h  Cir. 

2 0 0 3 ) . .  All claims against the Florida Public S e w i c e  

Cornmission, i n  ics name, are dismissed a s  redundant ."  The 

clerk shall close the f i l e .  

P 
S'3 ORDERED this /z day of December, 2060.  

Roberr L. KLnkle 
'Jnited States District Jadge 

3 6  



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
NORTHERN DlSTRlCT OF FLOfUDA 

TALLAHASSEE DIVISION 

GTE FLORtDA INCORPORATED, 

vs 
JULIA L. JOHNSON, et al., 

JUDGMENT 

CASE NO. 4:97CV211-W 

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 Flnal Order on Arbitration and Final Order Approving 

Arbitrated Agreement Between GTE and MCI are affirmed with respect to overalt pricing methodology, 

allowing MCI to pick and choose the dark fiber provision ftom an agreement between GTE and another 

carrier, number portability, and adoption of statewide averaged ratea 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 examinatbn system. or an inquiry procedure with respect to 

the availability and location of conduit, poles, ducts and right-of-way, and vacated for furtber explanatton or 

consideration with respect to the price of local loops. combining of network elements, wholesale pricing of 

diredory assistance and operator 8BNices, continuing effects of statewide averaged rates, and whether 

GTE should be required to make ib dark fiber nehwxk element available to MCI, all as set forth in the 

Order on Merits entered December 13,2000. Defendant Commissionen of the Florida Public Service 

Commission shall d u c t  further proceedings consistent with the Court's Order on Merits, this judgment, 

and any decision of the United States Supreme Court on review of Iowa Utilities Bd. v. FCC, 219 F.3d 744 

(8ih Cir. 2000). 

ROBERT A MOSSING, CLERK - 
Deputy Clerk: Pamela L. Lowcey 
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IN THE UNITED STATgS DISTRICT COURT FOR THE 
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 

TALLAHASSEE DIVISION 

GTE BLORIDA INCORPORATED, 

Plaintiff, 

'J . CASE NO. 4 : 9 7 ~ ~ 2 1 1-2H 

JULIA L. JC:XNSON, e t  a l . ,  

Defeadants. 

/ 

ORDER ON MERITS 

This is another in a series of challenges m d e r  the 

Telecomunicatims A c t  of 1996, 47  7 . S . C .  § §  251-52, to 

decisions of che F lo r ida  2ublic Service Con;missior_ with 

respect to the terms and conditions: under which an illcumbent 

lccal exchange carrier must provide s e n i c e s  and rr.ake 

facilities and network elerrber,ts avail3ble co a cor;.petitor. 

All of the issues presented by t h i s  case have been r23clT72d 
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in prior orders of this court addressing other  decisions of 

the Florida Commissio,?. The issues are resolved in this 

order primarily by reference to those p r i o r  orders. 

Backclround - The Statutorv Framework 

Xistorically, local telephone service was provided in 

the United S t a t e s  or! a monopoly basis by carriers regulated 

under  state law by s t a t e  public service com,issions. 

Congress fundamentally changed that approach by e m c t i c j  tke 

Telecomunications Act of 1996. The Act imposes on local 

carr iers ,  as a matter of federal law, various duties 

designed to foster competition. 

commissions the option of taking a major role F n  

implementing the A c t ' s  requirements. 

The Act allows s t g t e  

The federal d u t i e s  imposed on each "incumbent local 

excharqe carrier" - that is, on each carr ier  who p r e v i o u s l y  

provided l oca l  service on a monopoly basis - i nc lude  t h e  

obligation to s e l l  local services a t  wholesale to any 

corrpet ing carrier for resale by the corrpeting carrier to 

customers, the obligation to allow competitors to 

2 
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interconnect with t h e  incumbent's facilities for the purpose 

of providing services to the competitzr's own custcmers, and 

the obligation to make certain "network elements" - parts of 

i t s  telecommunications system - available to competing 

carriers for their use in providing service t o  t h e i r  a m  

customers. These duties a r e  described in greater detail in 

?IC1 Telecomms. C o r n .  v .  BellSouth Telecomms.. Inc., 2300 W; 

1239840 :N.D. ? l a .  2 0 0 0 ! .  

The Act a l so  imposes on each incumbent the  duty t o  

negotiate in good faith with any requesting carrier on t he  

terms and conditions of an agreement under which these 

various duties will be fulfilled. See 4 7  U.S.C. § 

251(c! (1). The Act likewise inrposes on requesting car r ie rs  

the dcty to negotiate in good faith, Id. 

If the  parties reach a negotiated agreement, it must be 

submitted to the state commission for approval. See 4 7  

W.S.C. § 2 5 2 ( e )  (1). If the parties f a i l  to agree cn a11 

terms and conditions, any par ty  t o  the negotiation may 

reqxest binding arbitration before t h e  state commission of 

3 
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"any open issues." 4 7  U.S.C. § 252ib) (1) .I 

The Act provides for judicial review of the  

commission's decisions in federal d i s t r i c t  cmrt. 

U.S.C. § 2 5 2 ( e )  ( 6 ) .  The case a t  Sar is an action for 

judicial review under this provision. 

See 4 7  

Backsround - The Case at Bar 

Plaintiff GTE Florida Incorporated ("GTE") is the 

incumbent local exchar,ge carrier in parts of the State of 

Florida. Defendant MCI Teieccmnications Ccrp. (''MCI") j .3  

a coqetitor. 

of 1996, GTE and MCI entered negotiations for an agreement 

under which NCI would pcrchase ce r t a in  services for resa ie ,  

would interconnect with GTE's facilities, 

access to GTE's network elements. 

In accordance with the Telecommunications Act 

and wmld have 

They were unab le  50 agree 

on all t e rns  and conditions of an agreement and t h u s  szugkt 

and obtained arbitration before the Florida Public Servic? 

If the state commission chooses not to act on eiLk=er 
3 negotiated agreement or request for  arbitration, the 
Federal Communications Commission m u s t  assume the  
responsibilities of the state commission. 47 U.S.C. 5 
232 ( e )  is! . 

4 
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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 t h e  arbitration order .  GTE now 

brings this acticn challenging the Florida Commission’s 

decision i n  c e r t a i n  respects, and MCX counterclaims 

challenging the decision in o the r  r e spec t s .  GTE has named 

as additional defendants the individual Commissioners of +,hs 

Florida Public Service Commission, in their offici31 

capaci t ies  . 2  

The parties have qreed that this court’s review should 

be conducted based so le ly  on the record as compiled io the 

Florida Commission. The parties have submitted briefs and 

preser,ted oral argument, and more recently have submitted 

supplemental briefs addressing the decision of the Unitec! 

Sta tes  Supreme Court in AT&T CO-. v. Iowa Utilities Ed,? 

’ Such an action f o r  judicial review of a state 
cmmission‘s decision may proceed against  the individu31 
czmissioners in their official capacities in accordance 
with Ex 2arte You=, 209 U.S. 123, 28 S. Ct. 441, 52 L. E d .  
714 <1308), and thus is not barred by the  Eleventh 
Amenciment. See MCI Telecommunications C o n .  v. GellScuLh 
Tzleccnrmnications, I r x . ,  1397 WL 1133453 ( N . D .  Fla. 1997’1 . 



5 2 5  U.S. 3 6 6 ,  119 S. Ct. 721, 142 L. Ed. 2d 8 3 5  ( 1 9 9 9 ) .  

T h i s  order cons t i t u t e s  the court's ruling on the merits. 

Standard of Review 

The Telecommunications Act provides for actions such  3s 

t h e  case a t  bar i n  a single sentence: 

In any case in which a State commission rnakes a 
detem,ination under [ tne Act] , any par ty  aggrievzd 
by such deteminat ion  m y  bring an action i n  an 
appropriate Federal dfstrict tout t o  determine 
whether the  agreement o r  statement meets the 
reqcirements af [the A c t ] .  

47 W.S.C. § 252(e) (6) . 3  The Act does not further specify 

the standard of review t o  be applied in  determining "whether 

the agreement . . . meets the requiremects of"  t h e  A c t .  

For tile reasons set f o r t h  at length in 

C O ~ P .  v. BellSouth Telecom.ms., Inc . ,  2000 WL 1239940 ( N . G .  

Fla. ZOCO), 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" t o  which this prsvislon applies i s  a statement 
of a B e l l  operating company of generally available terms. 
- See 47 U.S.C. 5 252(f!. Yo such statement is involved hsre. 

6 
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meaning and inport of the Telecommnications Act, and I will 

review state commission determinations of how to implemect, 

the Act as so construed only w-der the arbitrary and 

capricicus standard. This apparently is the standard of 

review advocated by a l l  Tarties to this prcceeding. 

Merits 

I. PRICING 

The Telecommunications Act directs s t a t e  commissims tc 

s e t  “just and reasonable‘‘ prices for incercor,nection and 

network elerner-ts “based on the cos t  (determiced withotit 

reference to a rate-of-return or other rate-based 

proceediEg! of 2roviding the interconnection cr rietwork 

element.” 47 U.S.C. § 252(d) (1). The parties t o . t h i s  

ac t ion  dispute the proper method of calculating c s s t  and 

q e c i f i c  pricing decisions. 

F o r  the reasons set f o r t h  i r i  AT&T Conms., Inc .  1.. GTE 

Florida, Inc., No. 4:9?cv330-RH (N.D. Fla ,  Dec. 12, 23Oi:;, I 

uphold t h e  Flor ida Corimission’s pricing decisions in all 

7 
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respects, except t h a t  I d i r e c t  the defendant Commissioners 

to explain o r  f u r t h e r  consider their decision with respect 

to the specific pr ices  established for loca l  loops. 

I f .  COMBINING UNB UM)LED NETW 0% ELEXENTS 

?or the  reasons s e t  f o r t h  i n  AT&T Corns.. Inc.  v. STE 

Florida, Inc. ,  No. 4:97cv3OO-W ( N . E .  Fla. Cec. 12, 20CO:, I 

uphold the Florida Commission's determination t h a t  when GTE 

provides unbundLed nework  elements to MCI tha t  MCI uses t o  

prcvide c o E l e t e  serv ice ,  MCI may Fay m l y  the aggregate 

price of t h c  unbundied network elements; MCI need not pay 

the wholesale pr ice  of complete service. 

defendant Commissioners t o  reconsider the issue of whether 

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

I d i r e c t  the 

111. PICK AND CHOOSE 

For the reasons set f c r t h  ir: AT&T Comms., Ice. v .  G D  

Flor ida ,  Inc. ,  N o .  4:97cv300-RH (N.D. Fla. Dec. 12, 2030), I 

uphold t h e  Flor ida Conmission's detern5cation that ME1 

properly could "pick and choose" the dark f i b e r  Frovisior! of 

8 
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GTE's interconnection agreement with another c a r r i e r .  

IV. WHOLESALE PRICING 

For the  reasons se t  f c r t h  i n  AT&T Comms., Inc. v. GTE 

Florida, Inc. ,  N o .  4:97cv300-R.rI ( N . D .  F l a .  D e c .  1 2 ,  Z O O O ) ,  I 

uphold t h e  Florida Comr,ission's deterninat ion t h a t  t h e  

wholesale pr ice  GTE may charge MCI for operator and 

directory assistance services must be reduced by avoided 

cos ts ,  but I d i r e c t  t h e  defendact Conmissiocers t o  edqlair ,  

o r  f u r t h e r  consider t h e i r  decision regarding the appropriate 

amount of the reduction. 

V. OPEN ISSUES 

For the reasons set f o r t h  in AT&T Comms.. Inc.  v. GTE 

Florida, Inc . ,  No. 4:97cv300-RH (N.D. Fla. DPC. 12, 2 3 0 0 : ,  

and MCI Telecoms.  Ccm. v. BellSoclth Telecmms., I n c . .  23GG 

WL 1239840  ( N . D .  F l a .  2G00), I conclude tha t  :he F l o r i d a  

Commission erred when it refused t o  a r b i t r a t e  the open 

issues of whether t h e  parties' agreement should inel=lde a 

limitation of liability provision, an audit and exanination 

9 



system, or an inquiry procedure with respect to the 

availability and location of condui t ,  po les ,  ducts and 

right-of-way. 

t c  arbitrate these open issues. 

The defendant  Commissioners will be di rec ted  

VI. NUMBER PORTABILITY 

F o r  the reasons  s e t  forth in AT&T Corns., Inc. v. GTE 

Florida, Inc . ,  N o .  4:97cv3OC-P.H (N.D. Fla. Dec. i2, 230G), I 

uphold the Florida Canmission's determination on n m b e r  

portability . 

V I I .  GEOGRAPHIC DEAVBRAGINO 

For the reasons s e t  f o r t h  in AT&T Corns., Inc.  v. GTE 

Florida, Inc . ,  No. 4:97cv3OO-RH (N .D.  F l a .  Dec. 12, 23i )C: ,  

and AT&T Comms., Inc.  v. BellSouth Teleccmms., I n c . ,  No. 

4:97cv262-RH ( N . D .  Fla. Sept. 2 8 ,  Z O O O ) ,  I conclude t ha t  (1) 

t h e  Florida Commission's adoption of statewide averaged 

rates, on a transitional basis, d id  not v i o l a t e  the Act ar,d 

was not arbitrary and capricious,  but t ha t  ( 2 )  e f fec t ive  as 

of May 1 ,  2000, the Florida Commission became obligated t o  

10 
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deaverage ra tes  over at least  three geographic areas ,  in 

acc,ordance with 47 C.F.R. 5 51.507(f). 

Because of the passage of time, it is unclear whether 

cf=e Florida Commission’s decision now under review will 

continue to have effects inconsistent with 47 C . F . R .  .S 

51.507(f). The defendant Florida Commissioners thus will be 

directed to reccnsider t h e i r  decision to assure tkat it Jces 

not produce results inconsistent with that rule. 

VIII. DARK FIBER 

For the reasons set fo r th  in MCI Teleconrms. C o r n .  v. 

BellSouth Telecomms., Inc . ,  2000 WL 1233840 ( N . 3 .  Fla. 

2COO), I conclude that dark  fiber is a “network element” 

within the meaning of the Telecommunications Act of 1995. 

The defendant Ccmmissioners will be directed to consider 

f u r t h e r  the issue of whether GTE should be required to make 

its d a r k  fiber network element available t o  MCI.  

11 



Conclusion 

The Florida Commission’s determinations were ccnsistent 

with the Teleconurmcications A c t  of 1996 and not arbitrary 

and capricious with respect to overall pricing methodology, 

pricing of network elements corrbined to provide entire 

service, a carrier‘s ability to pick and choose provis iocs  

from an interconnection agreement between other carriers, 

numker portability, and statewide averaged rates OK a 

transitional basis. The Florida Cor.mission’s refusal to 

arbitrate open issues and fa i lure  to treat dark fiker as a 

Ketwork element contravened the  Telecommunications Act. The 

Florida Commissioners will be direcced to explain or 

consider further their determinations on o t t e r  issues as ser 

forth above. 

In accordance with these rulings, 

IT IS ORDERED: 

The clerk shall exter judgnent stating, ‘‘The Florida 

FuSlic Service Commission‘s Final Order on Arbitration ane 

Final Order Approving Arbitrated Agreement Between GTE ara 

12 



A A 

YCI are affkmed with respect to overall pricing 

methodology, allowing MCI to pick and choose the dark fiber 

povision from an agreement between GTE and another c a r r i e r ,  

number partability, and adoption of statewide averaged z3tes 

011 3 transitional basis; declared invalid with respect tz 

f a i l u r e  to arbitrate the open issues of whether the 2 a r t F e s ’  

agreement should include a l imi ta t ion  of liability 

provisicn, an audit and examination system, or 3n inquiry 

procedure with respect to the availability and location of 

conduit, poles ,  ducts and right-of-way; an3 vacated  f o r  

further explamt ion  o r  consideration with respect to the 

price of loca l  loops, combining of network efenents, 

wholesale pricing of directory assistance and operator 

sen - i ces ,  continuing effects of statewide averaged rate9,  

and whether GTE should be required to make its dark fiber 

network element available t o  MCI, al; as set f o r t h  in t he  

order on Merits entered CecernSer 13, 2 0 0 0 .  CefendaGt 

Commissioners of the  Florida Public Senice Commisslsn shall 

conduct further proceedings consistent with the  C o u r t ’ s  

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

13 
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United Stares Supreme Court on review of Iowa Utilities Ed. 

v. FCC, 219 F.ld 744 :Bth Cir. 2 0 0 0 i . ’ ’  The clerk s h a l l  . 

zlose the f i l e .  

tk 
SO OR3ERED this / 3  day of DeceFber, 2000.  

Robert L. Hinkle 
United S t a t e s  District Judge 
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BY HAND DELIVERY 

September 23, 2002 

C 

Rlanca Bayo, Director 
Florida Public Service Commission 
Division of Commission Clerk and 

Administrative Services 
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850 

9~07&,, 96c7&+, qB078613, PboB33, Sbcd@, 
IIY.0, 97 ry'78, ?~D+Y?, ?BOB86 J 97 

%+Qiq WQl L / A  

Y8ly Re: Change of Address 

ob3-?4, j ' p o 6 ' f - % , ~ ~  
~ / z / B ,  -by?, ~-o!B-j/ cj077*- 

In compliance with the Commission rules, WorldCoh hereby files its change of o,, oT, ~~~~~~ 

contact information for the certificated entities listed below. Starting today, September 
23, 2002, I am moving to a new address, and also will have new phone and fax numbers. 92 06Y-7, G'LC7t 
I would appreciate it if you could update the Master Commission Directory with the new ozo;59 1 
information . 

Dear Ms. Bayo, 

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: 

TI73  1 - MCI WorldCom Network Services, Inc. (IXC) 
v TE644 - MCI WorldCom Communications, Inc. (PP) 
JTA020 - MCI WorldCom Network Services, Inc. (ALEC) 
4 TA005 - MCImetro Access Transmission Services, LLC (ALEC) 
v TS 185 - MCI WorldCom Communications, Inc. (STP) 
dTA047 - MCI WorldCom Communications, Inc. (ALEC) 
J TI724 - TransCall America, Inc. d/b/a ATC Long Distance 
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J TJ032 - MCI WorldCom Communications, Inc. (IXC) 
J TAO12 - Metropolitan Fiber Systems of Florida , Inc. (ALEC) 
vTE165 - Telecom*USA, Inc. (PP) 

/TI906 - Telecom*USA, Inc. (IXC) 
-1907 - SouthernNet Systems, Inc. (IXC) 
J TS173 - Intermedia Communications Inc. (STP) 

J TI857 - Intermedia Communications Inc. (IXC) 
J TAOO1 - Intermedia Commiinications 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 
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STATE OF FLORIDA COMMISSIONERS: 

J. TERRY DEASON ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES 

LILA A. JABER 
RUDOLPH “RUDY” BRADLEY DIRECTOR 

BRAI-JLIO L. BAEZ, CHAIRMAN DMSION OF THE COMMISSION CLERK & 

BLANCA S. BAYO 

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

CHARLES M. DAVIDSON 

August 19,2004 

Ms. Nancy H. Sims 
BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. 
150 !South Monroe Street, Suite 400 
Tallahassee, Florida 32301-1 556 

Re: Return of Confidential Document to the Source, Docket No. 971 140-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, 

Kay Flynn, Chief 
Bureau of Records 

KF/mhl 
Enclo~sure 

cc: Martha Brown, Office of the General Counsel 
David Smith, Office of the General Counsel 
Rnchard Bellak, Office of the General Counsel 
Beth Keating, Office of the General Counsel 
Mike Haff, Division of Econorqic Regulation 

‘J 

CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850 
An Affirmative ActionlEqual Opportunity Employer 

PSC Wehsite: Rttn://~ww.floridapsc.c.om Internet E-mail: contact@psc.state.fl.us 


