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August 9, 1996

HAND DELIVERED

Blanca S. Bayo, Director
Division of Records and Reporting
101 E. Gaines Street

Tallahassee, Florida 32301

Re: Docket No. 960786-TP, In re: Consideration of
BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. entry into
InterLATA services pursuant to Section 271 of the
Federal Telecommunications Act of 1996

ACK Dear Ms. Bayo:
A Encloged for filing and distribution are the original and
s fifteen copies of FIXCA’'s Request for Official Recognition in the
S ove docket.
WAE L
Please acknowledge receipt of the above on the extra copy
—~ 7 &nclosed herein and return it to me. Thank vyou for your
CT" ——assistance.
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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

In re: Consideration of BellSouth
Telecommunications, Inc. entry into
InterLATA gervices pursuant to Section
271 of the Federal Telecommunications
Act of 1996.

Docket No. 960786-TL

Filed: AUGUST 9, 1996

REQUEST FOR OFFICTIAL RECOGNITION

Pursuant to Section 120.61, Florida Statutes (1995%), the
Florida Interexchange Carriers Association (FIXCA) requests the
Prehearing Officer to take official recognition of the July 18,
1996 order of the Chioc Public Utilities Commission, entered in Case

No. 96-702-TP-C0OI (attached), and states:

1. FIXCA and BellSouth orally argued FIXCA’s oral motion to
compel answers to outstanding discovery requests on August 7, 1996.

2. On the afternoon of August 8, the attached order of the
Ohio Public Utilities Commission, entered in a proceeding analogous
to this docket, came to the attention of the undersigned.

3. By this pleading, FIXCA wishes only to bring the order to
the attention of the Prehearing Officer without argument.

4. If BellSouth indicates it wishes to contest this reguest
for official recognition, FIXCA respectfully requests that an

expedited time frame be established for any such response.
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Wherefore, FIXCA reqguests the Prehearing Officer to take
official recognition of the attached order of the Ohio Public

Utilities Commission.

ééosegh A. McGlothlin

Vicki Gordon Kaufman

McWhirter, Reeves, McGlothlin,
Davidson, Rief & Bakas, P.A.

117 S. Gadsden Street

Tallahassee, FL 32301

{(904) 222-2525

Attorneys for The Florida
Interexchange Carriers Association




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing

Request for Official Recognition has been furnished by U. S§. Mail, by

hand delivery{*) or by overnight delivery and facsimile(**) on this

9th day of July, 1996 to the following:

*Monica Barone

Division of Legal Services

Florida Public Service
Commission

2540 Shumard Qak Boulevard

Tallahassee, Florida 32399

*Rick Melson

Hopping, Green Sams & Smith
123 South Calhoun Street
Post Office Box 6526
Tallahassee, Florida 32314

*Floyd R. Self

Messer, Caparello, Madsen,
Goldman & Metz

Post Office Box 1876

Tallahassee, Florida 32302

Jill Butler

Time Warner Communicationsg
2773 Red Maple Ridge
Tallahassee, FL. 32301

*Tracy Hatch

ATE&T

101 N. Monroe, Suite 700
Tallahassee, FL 22301

*Nancy H. Sims

Southern Bell Telephone
Company

150 8. Monroe St., Suite 400

Tallahassee, Florida 32301

Martha McMillin

MCI Telecommunications Corp.
Suite 700

780 Johnson Ferry Road
Atlanta, Georgia 30342

Robin Dunson

AT&T

1200 Peachtree St. NE
Suite 4038

Atlanta, Georgia 30309

Benjamin W. Fincher

Sprint Communications Company
3100 Cumberland Circle
Arlanta, GA 30339

Mailstop: GAATLN(0802

Laura Wilson
310 North Monroe Street
Tallahassee, FL 32302

**Nancy B. White

William Allenberg

BellSouth Telecommunications,
Inc., Suite 4300

675 West Peachtree 8t., N.E.,

Atlanta, Georgia 30375-0001

Patrick K. Wiggins

Wiggins & Villacorta, P.A.
Post Office Drawer 1657
Tallahassee, Florida 32302




Jeffrey J. Walker

Regulatory Counsel

Preferred Carrier Services,
Inc.

1425 Greenway Drive, Suite 210

Irving, Texas 75038

Richard Rindler
3000 K Street, NW, Suite 300
Washington, DC 20007

. P
ﬁgos@h A, ‘McGlothl in




BEFORE
THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION COF OHIO

In the Matter of the Investigation Into }
Ameritech Ohio's Enity Into In-Region Inter-) Case No. 96-702-TP-COX
LATA Services Under Section 271 of the )
Telecommunications Act of 1996. )

ENTRX

The Commission finds:

(1)

@

Section 271 of the Federal Telecommunications Act of 1996
(Act) governs Ameritech Ohio's (Ameritech) entry inte in-re-
gion interLATA service. Specifically, Section 271(d)} provides
that Ameritech may apply to the Federal Communications
Coounission (FCC) at any time for authority to provide in-re-
gion originating interLATA service in Ohio. The FCC must
issue its decision on the application within 90 days. The ap-
plication shall not be approved unless (a) Ameritech has met
the requirements of Section 271(c){(1). (b) the authorization
will be carried out in accordance with Section 272 separate
affiliate safeguards, and (c} the requested authorization is
consistent with the public interest, convenience and necessity.
The FCC shall consult with the Ohio Commission to verify
that Ameritech has lied with the requirements set forth
in Section 271(¢c). In addition, the FCC shall consult with the
Department of Justice (DOJ), which shall evaluate the
application under any standard it deems appropriate.

Because of the limited ticne in which the FCC has to act on the
spplication and consult with us and the DOJ, we believe that
it is crucial for this Commission to consider in advance what
information will be needed In order to evaluate thoroughly
Ameritech’s compliance with Section 271(c) and to make a
comprehensive recommendation to the FCC. In order to be-
gin the precess, we find it appropriate at this time o schedule
a transcribed prehearing conference with Ameriteck and
interested entities to discuss issues and concems related to
Ameritech's entry under Section 271 ay well as to discuss the
procedures and time line under which this Commission
would analyze the relevant information to meet its obligation
under the Act. The prehearing conferencg will be held on
Friday, July 26, 1996, at 10:00 aum., at the Comunission offices, .
180 East Broad Street. Columbus, Ohio 43215-3793.



$6-702-TP-COIL

(3) Attached fo this entry ate three groups of inquiry which the
Commission deems relevant and eventuajly will seek input
on in this proceeding. The Commission notes that the DOJ
provided the majority of the quesrions to the Commission fo
ensure that we develop a comprehensive record to support
our recommaendation. Group A focuses on the local market
and whether the objectives of the Act are being achieved. The
information will be valuable in evaluating conflicting argu-
ments concerning implementation of the competitive check-
list and in evaluating whether approval of an application
would be in the public interest Group B includes informa-
tion relevant in determining compliance with the 14-point
checklist of Section 271(c)2}(B). Such information would in-
clude specific provisions of the access and interconnection
agreements {under Track A) or the statement of generally
available terms (under Track B). Group C focuses on public
interest concerns.

(4) Farticipants should file a statement in this docket by no later
than Thursday, July 28, 1996, of any additional issues or con-
cemns relevant o the Commission's recommaendation in this
matter along with recommended procedures by which the
Commission should analyza this information.

it is, therefore,

QRDERED, That this matter be scheduled for 2 prehesring conference on Friday,
July 26, 1996. It is, further,

ORDERED, That participants file a statement setting forth any lssues or concerny
?ct already outlined in the Attachment by no later than Thursday, July 25, 1986. It is.
urther,
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ORDERED, That a copy of this Entry be served upoa all telephone companies in
Chio, the Ohio Telephone Association, the Office of the Ohio Consumers’ Counsel, all

new local exchange companies with pending applications, the Department of justice, the
FCC, all parties in Case Nos. 93.-487-1P-ALT and 93-576-TP-CSS. and any other interested

person.

THE PUBLIC ITIES COMMISSICALAE OHIO
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ATTACHMENT

Competitive Environment in the State

o)

(2)

(3)

@

the identity of the entities that have been certified of
otherwise authorized by Ohio as providers of (i} facilities-
based loca) exchange sexvice, (ii) resold local exchange service,
and (i) exchange access sexvice;

whether and the extent to which each such entity is providing
business exchange service, residential exchange service,
business exchange access service or residential exchange aAccess
service (iduntifyihg special or switched access), or, if the
competitor is not providing any of these services now,
whether it has announced that it plans to offer any of these
services now, whether it has announced that it plans to offer
any of these services and if so, whewy

the identity of the entities that have requested
interconnection or unbundled elements from Ameritech or
ability to resell Ameritech's services as of the time of filing of
the application, specifying the types of interconnection,
unbundled clements or services reguested, the datz each
request was made, and the requests with respect to which
Ameritech and the requesting entity have entered into a
binding agreement and provide a complete copy of any
agreement or agreements (including prices charged) and proof
of state approval under Section 252 of the Act if any:

the number of access lines in Ohio that are served by the
entity or entities Ameritech considess to be local competitors;
the number and location of Ameritech’s switches in Ohio that
are connected o local loops served by competitors; the scope
of the geographic areas, and the number and types of
custemers. for which the competitor's services are available;
the extent to which each competitor is using its own facilities
to provide service or is using unbundled elements or rescld
services obtained from Ameritech; a dexcription of the
competitor's facilities in operation in Ameritech's service
area; whether the competitor is currantly constructing or
significantly expanding those facilitles, and if so. when the
construction/expansion is expacted to be completed; and the
average provisioning intervals and maintenance times for
services Ameritech provides ¢ competitors compared with
those it provides to ifself;
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(3

%)

)

€Y

(2)

)

the number of access lines that Ameritech serves in Ohio; the
number, type and location of switches that Ameritech has in
Ohio; the scope of the geographic ares, and the number of
types of customers, for which Ameritech's services are
available; and the amount of frevenues that Amaritech
derived from Qhio in the most recent year preceding that in
which the application is filed, indicaling amounts derived
from basic local residential services, basic local business
services, inzraLATA toli, access charges, and other types of
gervices;

any reporis, studies or analyses available, and created within
the past ysar preceding Ameritech’s application, that contain
data on market shares of Ameritech and local telephone
service competitors, or compare volumes or traffic, revenues,
or facllities of Ameritech and local competitors, or evaluate

the likely entry. success or rate of growth of competitors or

potential competitors; and

a description and cusrent status of all complaints made fo
Ameritech, to the PUCO, to the PCC or to other governmental
authorities by other carriers, competitors, Or entities that have
tequested interconnection, access or the ability to resell
Ameritech services.

Implemertation of the Competitive Checklist

what points are available for interconnection with Ameritech,
whether those peoints include physical collocation at
Ameritech's premises, and the end offices where physical
collocation exists, as well as the pricing methodology used for
such intercornection;

whether local loop transmission, local transport, local
switching are offered on an unbundied basis by Ameritech, as
well as the pricing methodology used for such unbundied
network elements; which clements have been requested by
entities seeking interconnection and access, and what is the
record concerning Ameritech’'s responsiveness to such
requests;

any differences that exist in the ability of Ameritech and other
prowviders to have access to poles, ducts and rights-of-way, and
the process charged by Ameritech for such access to poles,
ducts and rights-of-way it owns or controls;
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(4)

(5)

(6)

8

(10

(11

whether number portability fs being provided on an interim
or full basis, the characteristics of interim system and
differences between the terns available to Ameritech and its
local competitors, the pricing methodology used to determine
charges for the type of number pertability provided, and when
full number portability will be implemented;

whether dialing parity has been provided for both local and
for intralLATA tol] services, and if not, whether Ameritech
has deployed the capability to provide such parity and
whether it will provide such dialing parity at an earlier time
than when it offers interLATA servicss in Chio or only at that
tine under Section 271(e)(2);

how Ameritech has established reciprocal compensation
arrangements (including any bill and keep arrangetaents)
with other entities, and what types of reciprocal arrangements
for termination of traffic (uncluding any bill and keep
arrangements) Ameritech had with other carriers as of the
enactment of the Act; 1

whether all of the services offered by Ameritech have been
made available for resale on the on the same terms
previously offered, and if not, which services have been
withdrawn or changed in tetmns with respect to resale, as well
as the percentage discounts offered for resold services, and any
restrictions or limitations Ameritech imposes on the resale of
its services;

on what terms has Ameritech provided gccess to 911 and E¥11
services, directory assistance services tc allow the other
carrier's customers to obtain talephone numbers, and
cperator ¢all competition services;

on what terms has white pages directory LUstings for customers
of the other carrier's telephone exchange services;

on what terms does Ameritech provide access to telephone
numbers for assigrunent to the other carrier's telephone
exchange service customers; and

on what terms does Ameritech provide access to database and
associzted signaling necessary for call routing and completion.




Ameritech Attachinent
C  Determination of the Public Interest, Convenience, and Necessity

- Participants should address whar additional analysis or criteria, if any, shouid be
considered in determining whether the public interest, convenience, and necessity wijl
be served by Ameritech's entry into in-region interLATA markets.



