FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION
Capital Circle Office Center ® 2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard
Tallahassee, Florida 32355-0850

MEMORANDUM
SEPTEMBER 4, 1996

TO: DIRECTOR, DIVISION OF RECORDS AND nlpor.rfmiéaum
FROM: DIVISION OF COMMUNICATIONS ( ’ ‘ ITH) ﬁD
DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (BILLMEIER) / M “t-%

RE: DOCKET NO. 960801 -TP - PETITION FOR APPROVAL OF
INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT WITH SPRINT METROPOLITAN
NETWORKS, INC., BY CENTRAL TELEPHONE CCMPANY OF FLORIDA
AND UNITED TELEPHONE COMPANY OF FLORIDA

AGENDA: SEPTEMBER 16, 1996 - REGULAR AGENDA - PARTIES MAY
PARTICIPATE
CRITICAL DATES: COMMISSION MUST APPROVE OR DENY BY 10/1/96 PER

TELECOMMUNICATIONS ACT OF 1996

SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS: 8:\PSC\CMU\WP\960B01TP.RCH

CASE BACKGROUND

On July 3, 1996, United Telephone Company of Florida and
Central Telephone Company of Florida (hereinafter collectively
referred to as United-Centel) filed a petition for approval of an
interconnection agreement with Intermedia Communications of
Florida, Inc. (SMNI). The agreement was executed on February 9,
1996, and United-Centel is seeking approval of the agreement under
the Telecommunications Act of 1996. The following recommendation
addresses the petition.
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DISCUSSION OF ISSUES

ISSUE 1: Should the Commission appiove the proposed
interconnection agreement between United-Centel and SMNI that
resolves all major issues involving these parties as they relate to
universal service, number portability, resale/unbundling, and local
interconnection?

RECOMMENDATION: Yes. The Commission saould approve the proposed
interconnection agreement between United-Centel and SMNI, resolving
all major issues involving these parties as they relate to
universal service, number portability, resale/unbundling, and local
interconnection. If United-Centel and SMNI modify their agreement,
the Commission should require United-Centel and SMNI to file
supplements to their agreement for Commission review under the
provisions of Section 252(e) of the federal Telecommunications Act

of 1996.

staff recommends that United-Centel and SMNI should
submit supplements to the agreement to Records and Reporting prior
to September 30, 1996, which will contain the necessary detailed
information as indicated in Attachment II. If the parties do not
provide the details by that date, then staff recommends that the
Commission reject this proposed agreement due to the lack of
detailed information, as required by the Act.

STAFF_ANALYSIS: As stated in the Case Background, United-Centel is
seeking approval of the interconnection agreement with SMNI under
the federal Telecommunications Act of 1996 (1996 Act). The
agreement will 13isolve the major issues between the parties and
allow them to begin to compete in the local exchange market (See

Attachment I).

Both the 1996 Act and the revised Chapter 364, Florida
Statutes, encourage parties to enter into negotiated agreements to
bring about local exchange competition as quickly as possible.
Under the 1996 Act, "any party may, at any point in the
negotiation, ask the State commission to participate in the
negotiation and to mediate any differences arising in the course of
the negotiation.” If the parties reach a negotiated agreement,
under Section 252(e) of the 1996 Act it is to be filed with the
state commission for approval. In addition, Section 252 (a) (1) of
the 1996 Act requires that "the agreement shall include a detailed
schedule of itemized charges for interconnection and each service
or network element included in the agreement." Under Section
252 (e) (4), the state commission must approve oOr reject the
agreement within 90 days after submission, or the agreement shall

be deemed approved.
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staff has reviewed the United-Centel and SMNI proposed
agreement for compliance with both the Florida statutes and the
1996 Act. The agreement contains sections on local
interconnection, unbundling and resale, universal service, and
temporary number portability.

Local Interconnection

The delivery of local traffic between SMNI and United-
Centel shall be reciprocal and compensation will be mutual. United-
Centel makes available two forms of interconnection: a flat-rated
port charge arrangement (hereinafter referred to as Option A) or a
per minute of use charge (hereinafter referrad to as Option B)
The option chosen by SMNI will remain in effect for the duration of
the agreement.

1f Option A is elected, SMNI will purchase the capacity
of a DS1 for terminating traffic to United-Centel. Similarly,
United-Centel would purchase the capacity of a DS1 from SMNI.
Depending on SMNI‘s network requirements and traffic patterns, SMNI
could purchase the DSl capacity at United-Centel'’'s access tandem,
local tandem or at an end office. The flat-rated port charge,
Option A, is based on a fixed monthly charge for a DSl
interconnection at a tandem or an individual end office. Both the
tandem and the end office port charges are develcped based on the
access charge rate elements. The tandem port rates include the
additional switching and transport functions associated with a
tandem.

I1f Option B is elected, the parties will compensate each
other using United-Centel’s terminating local switched access rates
for terminating local traffic on each other’s network. The parties
will pay each other United-Centel’'s terminating switched access
rate, exclusive of the residual interconnection charge (RIC) and
carrier common line elements of the switched access rate, on a per
minute of use basis. This rate is $.01867 per minute. If it is
mutually agreed that the administrative costs associated with
Option B are greater than the net monies exchanged, the parties
will exchange local traffic on an in kind basis, foregoing
compensation in the form of cash or cash equivalent. However,
neither party is requirec to compensate the other for more than one
hundred five percent (105%) of the total minutes of use of the
party with the lower minutes of use in the same month.

e s
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Unbundling and Repale

Several network elements are proposed to be unbundled and
made available to SMNI under the agreement:

(1) Access to 911/E911 Emergency Network

(2) Directory Listings and Directory Distribution

(3) IntraLATA 800 Traffic

(4) Busy Line Verification/Emergency  Interrupt
Services

(5) Directory Assistance

(6) Network Design and Management

(7) CLASS interoperability and Signaling

(8} Local Loop

staff is concerned that the 911/E%11 alternate routing
arrangement does not accurately reflect the way United-Centel
provides emergency services. We believe that this section needs to
be corrected in order for the agreement to be compliant with public
interest considerations pursuant to 252(e) (2) (A) (ii). Staff has
asked United-Centel to modify the 911/E911 section of the agreement
to reflect the actual alternate routing safeguards that will be
provided. As of this writing staff has not received that
modification, but the parties have agreed to submit it.

Some of the unbundling and resale sections of the
agreement lacked the detail required by Section 252(a) (1) of the
Act. Staff contacted United-Centel and SMNI about the lack of
detail. The »arties have agreed to submit the additional
information. Staff recommends that the parties submit those
supplements tc the agreement to Records and Reporting prior to
September 30, 1996, which will contain the necessary detailed
information as indicated in Attachment II. If the parties do not
provide the details by that date, then staff recommends that the
Commission reject this proposed agreement due to the lack of
detailed information, as required by the Act.

Uni ] ‘

With respect to univere 1l service issues, the Commission,
by Order No. PSC-95-1592-FOF-TP issued December 27, 1995,
established a generic policy to implement an interim mechanism that
consists of two components. First, the LECs should continue to
fund their universal service/car.ier of last resort (US/COLR)
requirements via markups on the rates of their services. Second,
an expedited petition process for US/COLR funding on a case-by-case
basis is adopted, wherein a LEC may demonstrate that competitive
entry has eroded its ability to fund its US/COLR cbligations and

S
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quantify the shortfall in support due to competitive entry.
Decisions on the amount of funding required, how to recover such
jdentified amcunts, and related matters will be based on the facts
presented. If funding is deemed necessary, any mechanism adopted

will be company-specific.

Under the proposed agreement the signatcries agree that
United-Centel will guarantee the provision of universal service as
the carrier of last resort throughout its territory until January
1, 1998. Further, the proposed agreement is consistent with
Commission policy, in that it allows United-Centel during the two-
year period to petition the Commission for relief if it believes
that competition is undermining its ability to sustain its US/COLR
responsibilities.

Temporary Number Portability

The proposed agreement differs from the Commission’s
decision on temporary number portability in Order No. PSC-95-1604-
FOF-TP issued December 28, 1995, in Docket No. 950737-TP in two
respects. First, the recurring monthly rates in the proposed
agreement for ported numbers are higher than the rates adopted by
the Commission. The recurring charge in the agreement is $1.25 per
line per month for residential or business lines. The Commission
ordered $1.00 per line per month for residential or business lines.
The Commission did allow parties to negotiate different rates as
part of a larger package. Second, while the Commission adopted a
nonrecurring es-ablishment charge of $10.00 per order per customer
account, the proposed agreement provides for a charge of $25.00 per
order. Although the nonrecurring charge is different and above the
company’s stated cost in Docket No. 950737-TP, staff believes that
the agreement’'s provisions on temporary number portability should
pbe v.ewed in conjunction with all other conditions in the

agreement .

Conclugion

Table 1-1 compares the major elements of the United-
Centel/SMNI agreement with Cormission ordered interconnection
arrangements and Commission approved negotiated interconnection

agreementﬂ .
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Table 1-1
— e ———————
United-Centsl/ | GTEFL/Intermedia | BellBouth/FCTA BellSocuth/MCImetro
BMNI Nagotiated Hegotiated and MFS-FL
Agreamant Agresment Commisecion Ordered
Arrangement

Local
Interconnection

$.01867/Minute
105% Cap **

5.011136/Minute
105% Cap **

$.01052/Hinute
105% Cap **

Mutual Traffic
Exchange

Unbundled Loops

$19.05/month

$23.00/month

$21.15/month

517.00/month

Tamporary Humbar
r Portability

Recurring -

Additional Path -

Nonrecurring -

$1.25/line per

-l Hutut! ?rl!

$1.25/1line per

of billing and auditing are too high.

In summary,

51.25/1ine per
and

51.00/1line per
month res. or buas.

month res. or month res. or month res.
bus. bus . 5$1.50/line per
month bus,
5.50/path 5.50/path §.50/pathk 5.50/path
§$25.00/order $5.00/order 525.00/order $10.00/order per
customer account
fic Exc5=ag¢ will be ul=! !! BgtE pirt!-t agree administrative costs

the Commission should approve the proposed

interconnection agreement between United-Centel and SMNI, resolving

all major issues involving these

part.ies as they relate

to

universal service, number portability, resale/unbundling, and local
interconnection. If United-Centel and SMNI modify their agreement,
the Commission should require United-Centel and SMNI to file
supplements to their agreement for Commission review under the
provisions of Section 252(e) of the federal Telecommunications Act
of 1996. Staff recommends that United-Centel and SMNI should
submit supplements to the agreement to Records and Reporting prior
to September 30, 1996, which will contain the necessary detailed
information as indicated in Attachment II. If the parties do not
provide the details by that date, then staff recommends that the
Commission reject this proposed agreement due to the lack of
detailed information, as required by the Act.
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ISSUE 2: Should Docket No. 960801-TP be closed?

RECOMMENDATION: Yes, with the adoption of staff’s recommendation
in Issue 1, Docket No. 960801-TP should be closed.

= T




r

JOCKET WO, ECESI-TF ATTACHMENT 1
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Before the Florida Public Service Commission

In re: Petition for approval of local ) ‘
interconnection stipulation and agreement. ) Docket No. 9 LODEDI-TY¥
) Filed: July 3, 1996

PETITION OF UNITED TELEPHONE COMPANY OF FLORIDA
AND CENTRAL TELEPHONE COMPANY OF FLORIDA FOR
APPROVAL OF A LOCAL INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT WITH

SPRINT METROPOLITAN NETWORKS, INC

United Telephone Company of Florida and Central Telephone Company of Florida
(hereinafter collectively referred to as United/Centel) file this Petition with the Florida Public
Service Commission seeking approval of a local interconnection agreement betweer
United/Centel and Sprint Metropolitan Networks, Inc. (SMNI). In support of this petition

United/Centel state:

1. Section 364.162(2) and (6), Florida Statutes (1995) require alternate local exchange
telecommunications companies (ALEC) to negotiate with a local exchange telecommunications
company (LEC) mutually acceptable prices, terms and conditions of interconnection and for
the resale of services and 1acilities.

2. Section 364.162(2), Florida Statutes, requires in part, that interconnection
agreements between a LEC and an ALEC be filed with the Florida Public Service Commission
(FPSC) prior 1o their effective date.

3. Section 252(c) of the Federal Telecommunications Act of 1996 also requires that
any interconnection agreement adopted by negotiation or arbitration be submitted for approval

1o the State commission.
4. United/Centel have negotiated an interconnection agreement with SMNI and in

accordance with the above cited Florida and Federal statutes, United/Centel submit this
agreement to the Florida Public Service Commission for approval. The interconnection

agreement is attached to this Petition as Exhibit “A."

BOCUMIN™ oo ra-parp
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5. Under the Federal act, a negotiated interconnection agreement can be rejected by the
State commission only if the commission finds that the agreement, or any portion thereof,
discriminates against a telecommunications carrier not party to the agreement or if the
implementation of the agreement is not consistent with the public interest, convenience and
necessity. (See, Section 252(e)(2), the Telecommunications Act of 1996.)

6. The attached agreement between United/Centel and Sprint Metropolitan Networks,
Inc., does not discriminate against any similarly situated telecommunications carrier and
promotes local telecommunications competition. The agreement is also consistent with the
public interest, convenience and necessity.

Wherefore, United/Centel respectfully request that the Commission approve the
attached interconnection agreement entered with Sprint Metropolitan Networks, Inc.

Respectfully submirted,

Alan Berg )

Senior Attorney

United Telephone Company of Florida
Central Telephone Company of Florida
Post Office Box 165000

Altamone Springs, Florida, 32716-5000
Telephone: (407) 889-6018

: 0040
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STIPULATION AND AGREEMENT"

mmmmmhmmwnﬁmmmwmnm_
cusstanding issues In Docket No. FMTP.MMHNMMHMMd
mmmmmhmmmmummm
MEMMWVMMH&M?-H.Mnm%m
mmwmuu.mmmmmumm.:qqmmm
MN&WH.MMQ&MKHW”MW
mwtmmrmﬁmudnnwmmumm.uLMMuMM
identified herein

The underxipnad parties are mm;mmmmmmmmm
mndfﬂﬂu&zmwwudwmpwﬂmumutpediudhﬁsndl\ﬂﬁu;
the uncertainty and expenss of Ltigation lzumwmdmwmmuu
mn:hmduwmhﬁmndwmbmﬂhuhnmm&uﬂﬁmmudmhhm
uatil December 31, 1997, The undersigned partles understasd that as expericnce is gained fa the
:r.umpna:ummmmmmmmmwmmﬂmﬁmth
lmrmmmdmwmmwummhmimuwmw
dovelopment of competition m%00 the expiration of this agreement. The parties {nteod for this Btipuletion
udApammmthﬂthMmphmwﬂﬂmmdmmhﬂmmum
the Iatroduction of Jocal exchange competition, es required by the above-referenced section of Florida
Chapter Law 95403, msumuumwmﬂmumhmmm;mum
rlorementioned dockets. nmﬂ.ummummawm.mmwmmmmu
provisions based upon experieace galned (n the marketplace.

The uodersigned partics sgree that the fssues addressed in the aforementioned procoedings,
which m:mm«summmnmmudmwmﬂmam
Chapter Law 95-403, ghall be regalved during (he ferm of this agreement as follows:

0019
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A Local Interconnection « Docket No. 950985-TP r

Bection 364.16, Florida Seatutes, requires, among other things, that esch Incumbent local
exchaoge iclecommunications company (LEC) provide acosss 1o end intercoonection with fis
telecommunicstions facilities 1o any other provider of local exchange telecommunications services
requesting such sccess and interconnection at non-discriminsiory prices, rates, terms, and conditions
established by the procedurcs set forth in Section 364.162, Florids Statuies. Section 364,162, Florida
Stanrics, provides that sn alternative loce] exchange telecommunications company (ALEC) shall have
until Angust 31, 1993, or sixty (60) days, 10 pegotiate with the LEC mutually acosptable prices, terms and
conditions of interconnection and foxr (he resale of LEC services and facilities. The stanne also provides
that If the partics are not able 1o negotiste & price by August 31, 1995, or within lxry days, either party
may petition the Comamission 19 establish pon-discrimingtory rates, torms asd conditions of
interconnection and for the resale of LEC services and facilitios. ‘Whether pet by negotiation of by the
Commission, interconnection and resale prices, rates, terms and conditions shall be filed with the
Commission befbre thelr effective date.

The partles were unable 1o pegotiats munually scceptable prices, terms and conditions of
interconnaction by August 31, 1995, of within sixty days. Afler flrther negotistions, bowgver, the
undersigned parties now agree 1o the following interim prices, terms, and coditions for {ateroonpection
a4 the exchange of traffic with Sprint United-Florida/Centel-Florida (hereinafier referred to a4 5~
UTF/CF) through Deoernber 31, 1997; '

1. “Local interconncction” is defined ag including the delivery of local traffic to be
terminated oo cach company’s local network, (he LEC unbundled network features,
functions and capabllities contained in Attachment E, and temporary telcpbone pumber
portability to be implemented pursuant w Section 364.16(4), Flarlds Statutes. While (he
partics have endcavored in good falth 10 resolve the issues relating o loca)
inierconnection, the partica rocognize that they are unable to foreses and account for
every lisue that may arise as this Stipulation and Agreement s Implemented. Thus, 10
ths extent that the prices, terms and conditions for local (nterconnection are not

bo11
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specifically establishod berein, the additional prices, terms #od coaditions thall be

Wmuﬂhu-hhm!ﬂmm-m

wummmmmm'xmmmumhm

within 120 days, then the parties agree that the Commission"s decision will be
rotroactive o the 120th day after § petition is Siled.

The delivery of local trafSic botween the underigned ALEC and S-UTF/CF thall be

reciprocal aod compensation will bo mutual. B-UTPAF makes avallsble two Sems of

m-hmmmx-mmmﬂu-m

Ajulpudmﬂudepm:dhdhumn The Optica

chosen by the ALEC will remais o effict for the duration of the agreement,

a H%AthMWhM#IMIhW
traffic 1o -UTF/CF. Similarly, B-UTF/CF would parchase the capacity of s DS1
from the ALEC, Depending on the ALEC's network requirements asd traffic
patierns, the ALEC could purchase the DS1 capactty a1 S-UTP/CT"s access tandemn,
local tandem or st an end office. The flst-rated port charge, Option A, fs based on &
fixed monthly charge for a DS Interconnection at 8 tandem o as individual end
office. Both the tandem and the end office port charges are developed based on the
acoets charge rate clementsy, The taadem pont rates inclode the additional switching
mmmwm-ummwmm
mdMummmmam:MMmmmm
ports of 50%, 30% and 10%, respoctively, is provided, This price reduction Is only
applicable for the first three ports Lo esch LATA. The rates for eod office and
tandem connection are shown {n Attack went A

b. umnnudmmmmwmmmmum
Mmluﬁnghn]lﬁtd;dmuwuﬂmﬁdhlnﬁmnhum
local traffic ca each other's network. it Is moutually agroed that the sdministrative
corts associated with owmnmmmmmummmm

Vo2
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partics will sxchange local traffic cn e in kind basls; foregolng compensstion I
the form of cash o cash equivalent '

¢. S-UTF/CF is required to reduce is Intramate switched acoess rates by 5% i
October, 1996 per Bection 364,163(6) , Florida Statotes. S-UTF/CF will propose to
apply the 5% reduction 1o the line (erminstion rats and to spread the balance of the
Lins termination rate eleznent revenes proportionstely 1o the originating and
terminating carrier common line rate elements effoctive October 1, 1996, The
resulting rate recuction will be appliceble to both Optioa A and Optirn B rates.

3 Whea Option B is chosen, o order to mitigats the potential adverse impact on 2 Jocal
exchange provicer which might ecour because of an imbalanse of terminatiag local
traffic between the local exchange providers, and 19 reflect the fact that terminating
CoFls Are associsted with peak period demand, a Joca) exchange provider shall sot be
required to compensate anotber local exchange provider for more than up 1o oos-
bundred-five peroent (105%) of the total mimaes of use of the local exchangs provider
wilh the Jower minutes of use In the same month. This cap shall apply to the total local
migutes of usc calculated o0 a company-wide baxis in the State of Florids. For example,
if in a given moath S-UTF/CF has 10,000 minutes of o al traffic terminated on an
ALEC's Jocal exchange network and the ALEC has 15,000 minutes of local traffic
terminsted oa S-UTF/CF's local exchange network, the ALEC would be required 1o
corupensate S-UTF/CF for local [nterconnscction o the basls of 10,500 terminating
raioutes (10,000 mins. X 105% = 10,500 mins.) and B-UTF/CF would compensats the
ALEC for 10,000 terminsting minotes. Seven additional exarmples are contaloed on
Attschment C which is incorporaied bereln by reference. If each Jocal provider does not
have the appropriste soflware (o measure terminating traffic then each Jocal provider
will report 1o the other provider the amourt of Jocal traffic terminated. Intercoanecting
facilitics shall conform, at the minimum, (o the ielecommunications Industry standard of
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" (Bignalling Bystem 7) connectivity Is also required,

The parties recognize that various aspects of the intercoansction process including
physical interconnection armangements (Le., collocation, midspan mee() tachaical
requirements, trouble reparting sad resolution, billing processes, resohution of operating
lsvues, provisioning, ordering, deadlines, performance standards, recording of traffic,
including start and sop time, reporting and payment, dispute resolutions, rounding
Deasurements, financial penalties for late payments, aad the provision of intercertier
Gearinghouse functions are not resalved in (s document, and (he parties agree o
cooperatively work toward resolution of these lsues. Either party may petition the PSC
$or resolution should unresolved issucs remain 90 days from the effective dats of this
agreement. If the Commission does 864 render Hs vote within 120 days of the petition,
then the partics agree that the Commission's decigion will be retroactive 1o the 120t
day afler g petition Is filed. ‘

The parties stipulate and agree that the exchange of traffc 0o S-UTF/CF's Extendad
Area Service, Extended Calling Service and other Jocal calling routes sghall be
considered local traffic. The parties will therefors compensate each other for such
traffic purruant 10 paragraphs 2 and 3 above. )

§-UTF/CF shall work with the ursbering sdministrator and the ALEC 1o the extent
possible (0 pee that the ALEC have a sufficient quantity of numbering resources so that
S-UTF/CF can tell whetber a call fiom 5-UTF/CF customer (o sn ALEC's customer 3
Jocal or toll. Whenever S-UTF/CF delivers traffic (o an ALEC for terminaticn on the
ALEC's network, if 5-UTF/CF cannot determing whether the traffic will be local or toll
because of the manner [n which the ALEC uses NXX codes, 5-UTF/CF will v
compensaie the ALEC for local interconncction but will, instead, charge the ALEC
eriginating lotrastate network scoess service chasges unloss the ALEC can provide 8-
UTF/CF with nufficient Information to make 8 determination as to whether the traffic Is

C
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Jocal or wil. In the event that the ALEC cannol determing whather traffic delivered to
B-UTF/CF is local or toll, then the sams provisios shall spply.

6. Either S-UTF/CF or an ALEC will provide intermediary tandem switching and transport
o connect the ead user of 2 local exchange provider to (e end user of soolber ALEC, »
LEC other than E-UTF/CF, ancther telocommunlcations compazy (o5, pay ielephone
provider, opermior sesvices provider) or a wireless telecommunications sefvice provider
for (he purpose of making a local call. The Jocal exchange provider performing this
tntermediary function will bl 8 $0.002 per minuts charge over and above ks
sppropriate Jocal interconnaction rate elements o Attachment B.

7. Wben S-UTF/CF or an ALEC provides intermediary functions for network access, Le.,
between a0 IXC and an ALEC, the ALEC gad S-UTF/CF will cach provide their own
nerwork access service elaments on & moect-polnt basis. Each carrier will bill its own
access service mde elements 10 the IXC. S-UTF/CF or the ALEC muy bill the regidual
interconnection charge ("RIC™) 10 the IXC whea edther provides the intermadiary
tndem function,

8. Thadelivery of intrastate toll traffic between the unders! pned ALEC and S-UTF/CY
shall alss be reciprocal and compensation will be mutual. The undersigned ALEC and
S-UTF/CF thall pay sach other ideatical rates for terminsting the same type of traffic on
each other's network. mmmwmmbm&:wm
petwork access scrvics rate elements on a per minute of wie basls for originsting and
terminating intrastate toll traffic as appropriate. For example, when an ALEC customer
places a toll call to & §-UTF/CF customer and the ALBEC serves as the 1oll carrier, 5~
UTF/CF will chasge the ALEC termiz- ting petwork sccess charges, the price of which
will vary depending upoa whether the call pocs through a B-UTPF/CF tandem or is
directly routod 10 the S-UTF/CF cad office, If the ALEC {5 serving as the B-UTF/CF
custorocr’s presubscribed IXC, or the S-UTP/CF customaer nses the ALEC on a 10000¢
basls, the S-UTP/CF will charge the ALEC (he appropriats originating network acoess

6
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chargee Likywise, if S-UTF/CF ls serving a4 the ALBC cultomer’s presubseribed IXC,
or the ALEC customer nses S-UTF/CF on 2 10)00X basis, the ALEC will bill 8-UTF/CF
the approgriatz originating petwork acosss charges. Examples of thoss network acoess
rats elements and prices are identified 0o Attachment D which i incorporsted herein by
reference. .

Beczuse the undersigned pasties lack sufficient data with respect 1o the volumes of Jocal
terminating traffic belng Jelivered 1o each LEC and ALEC, the prices, terms and conditions of joca!
interoomnection agreed to hercin are deemed transitional in nature, The parties doom them acoeptabls
ozly In the interests of compromise 10 ensble the tntroduction of local exchange competition to Florida's
conrumet

The undersigned parties stipulate and agree that because the local interconnection end traffic
Amngements agreed (o bereln are conridered transitional, the agreements shall be renegotized with the
new provitions becaming effective afier Jaouary 1, 1998, Accordingly, by no Later than June 1, 1997, the
undersignad parties shall commence negotiations with regard to their terms, conditions and prices of
interconnection arrangements (o be effective beginaing January 1, 1994, 1 the partics wrv nnsble 1o
satiefaciorily negotiate new interconnoction terms, conditions and prices within 90 duys of commencing
negotiations, any party may petition the Commission to establish appropriate interconnection
uTAngements. mmmmpmmmummmwn_mmm
31, 1597, In the event the Commision doss not issue its order prior to Jenuary 1, 1998, or i (he parties
continoe 1o negotiate the Interconnection arangements beyoad Jaouary 1, 1998, the parties stipulsts end
agroe that the terms, conditions and prices ultimately ordered by the Commitsion, or nepotisted by the
parties, will be effective retroactive to Jasuary 1, 1998. Until the revised inferconnection armangements
become effective, the parties shall continue to exchange traffic on a reciprocal basis pursuant 1o the terms
of this Stpulation and Agreement,

o =~
o
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B. Usbundling and Resale of Local Exchange Telecomnmunications Coénpany Network Features,
Punctions and Capabilities Docket No. 950984-TP

* Baction 364,161, Florida Stxtuics, roquires esch LEC, tpon request, to unbundle each of its
network festares, functions and capabilitics, tnchading acoess 10 signaling data bases, sysiems and routing
process, and offer them to agy other telecommmunications provider requesting such featmres, fimctions or
capabilitios for resale o (he extent technically and economically feasible end at prices thal are not below
an1u:mnmmqﬂunnmmmunmuuﬁnuu-uum&u-umncq;
Seacible uabundling requost. 1f the parties cannof resch & ssticfictory resolution within 60 days, either
party may petition the Comumission 1o arbitrate the dlspute and the Commission ghall maks &
determination within 120 deyx

hemﬂuﬂpﬂmﬁuh:muﬂﬁﬁuﬂrmmwmﬂﬂmmmih
network fexnires, functions and capabilitics (hat are techaically and economically fhasible of sabundling
a3 set forth in Attachment E, which is incorporsted berei by referense, 1 is naderstond by the partize
Chat the Lint of network features, functions and capabllities f& not exheustive xnd the pariies commit to
cooperete in the pegodation of additional network features, functions and capabilities a5 the parties' futurs
eeds require.

The parties acknowledge that the provisions of Chapter 364, Florids Statutes, relsting to the
unbundling and ressle of facill.'ss #0d servioes, reflect a thoughthully crafied and well-balanced spproach
1o the introduction of local exchange competition, and the panies thercfore commt that 1hese provisions
will be fairly and equitably implemented and adbered 10 in order to effectuste and remain consistent with
legislative intent, The parties recognize (hat the application of current tariffed prices foe resale purposes
will not be inconsistent with this commitmest. The parties agres that the {ssue of imputation of LEC
uabundied service prices (oto its retall ratos is ot addressed by the Stipulation and Agreement, eod that
the ALECS reserve their right to further address imputatio. b those services, (ncluding unbundied local

loope.
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c Universal Service/Carrier of Lant Resert « Dockat No. 950696-TP

The parties agrec that Section 364.025, Florida Statntes, containg a Legislative finding that each
sckcommunications company should contribute its fair share to the sopport of the loca) exchangs
welocommunications company's universal service/carrier of last revort ("US/OOLR™) cbligations. Fora
trunsitional period, the Commission is required to establish as interim US/COLR mechanism for
maisuining universal wrvice 1ad fandisg carrler of lust resort oblipaticna, pending he Loplementation of
8 permanent mechaniem. This loterim mechanism ls 1o be Lesplomented by Jamuary 1, 1996 and applisd
in & manner that ensures that each alternative local exchange company contributes fts fair ghare to the
support of the local exchange telecommunications company’s US/COLR obligations. The interim
mechanipm shall reflect & fair ghare of the LEC's recovery of Lovestment made In fulfilling its COLR
cbligations and the maintenance of universal service objecuves. The matuie farther provides that the
Commission shall ensure that the [nterim mechanism, which is 1o remaln in effect, if necessary, until the
implementation of & permanent mechanicm, but not Lster than Jasuary 1, 2000, ensures the malnienancs
of universal service through & carrier of Last resort, but does not impede the development of residentisl
consumer cholee or create an nareasonsble barrier 1o competition,

The undersignad parties stipulate and agree that §-UTF/CF will guarantee the provision of
unhversal service ag (he carric--of-last-resort throughout fs terriory untll Jesuary 1, 1998, without
pursuing ALEC contributioas through the interim mechanism, mmﬁumr&
UTF/CF subsequently believes that competition s in any way undermining Hs ability to provide ualversa!
service during the duration of this sgreement If may petition the Commigsion to commence 8 proceeding
10 quantify the amount of support, If eny, needed to maintaln universal service, The amoust of Fupport
neodod, If any, and related issucs are matiers of prosf on a case-by-case basis. Moreover, {he partes ia no
wmwmwmﬁmwmmmumm.oﬂmnmm
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. D. Temporary = Docket No, 930797-TP ’
_ Wilh regard 1o (hc rates and charges to be paid for remote call forwarding between carriers,
which is the temporary telephone mumber partability solution spproved for implementation Jasuary 1,
1996, the uadersigned parties agres to pay recurring rates as follows: $1.25 per linc per month per
resideatia] customer for one path gnd $1.25 per line por month per business customer for ons path. For
additional peths, the undersigned parties agree o pay $.50 per month, per additional path per sesidential
coromer and $.50 per month, per additional path per business costomes, with no additional noa-ecaring
charge If the sdditional path is ordered af the same time a9 Che first peth. The undersigned perties further
agree o pay & pon-recurring charge of no mare than $25,00 per arder for multiple residentisl or business
lines placed on (he same order in a single exchange.

The wemporary number portahility charpes Listed above shall also apply whenever a S-UTF/CF
customer swilches {0 an ALEC and changes her location within the same S-UTF/CF central office. The
same charges will apply when an ALEC customer switches 10 S-UTF/CF xnd changes ber Jocation within
mmmmu?a.

For that terminating tol) traffic portad to the ALEC, S-UTP/CF will bill the IXC tandem
swiiching, the residual interconnection charge and 4 portion ef the transport, and the ALEC will bill the
IXC Jocal switching, the carricr common line #nd & portion of (he transport. If S-UTF/CF is unable to
provide the necessary #oces. records o permit the ALECs to bill the IXCs directly for termiaxting scoees
10 ported mumbers, then the partios sgree to work cooperatively 1o develop 8 Furrogats method 10 .
spproximate the access minutes and revenues, and 4 settiement process based on (he above distribution. If
WTAmmMﬂwmmmmnmﬁm.mmwmmm
terminating party.

E Resolution of Disputes

- mmmmmeulmmmuvdhpmm:wMImmtuMﬁmrMﬁ
of this Stipulation and Agrecment of a5 10 the proper implementation of any of the maticrs agroed io [n
this Btipalation and Agreement the parties will petition the Commission for a resolution of the dispeie.

10
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Howevez, each undersigned party reserves aary rights it may have to seek jodicial review of any ruling
made by the Commission concerning this Stipulstion end Agreement.

F.  Duntion

This Stipulation and Agreement takes effect when signed by the parties snd resains in effect
uatil each of the mutters and Lssucs addressed by (he undersigned parties o a3 modified by mutmal comsen
of the parties but will terminate December 31, 1997,

G. Representstions

Each person sigaing this Stipulation and Agreement represents that he or she has the requisite
suthority to bind the party 68 whose behalf the person is signing. By signing thds Stipulation and
Agreement, each undertigned party represents that #t agrees 1o cach of the stipulstions and agreements set
forth herein. hhmhnﬁ.ummmuaummm
aad Agreement, the comprebensive resolution of the Issucs set forth In this Stipulation and Agreement
shall, nonstheless, be binding upon the undersignad parties. Each undersigned party commits to use its
best efforts 10 persuade the Commigsion, prior to and during the hearings scheduled {n the aforementoned
dockets, 10 acoept the stipulations agroed 1o by the undersigned parties.,

H Limitation of Use

The undersigned partics underriand and sgroe that this Stipulation and Agreement was entered
into t2 resolve Lssues and matters which arc unique to the State of Florida becsuse of regulatory precedent
and legislative requirements. The undersigned parties therefor agree that none of (he agreements and
stipulations contained berein shall be proffered by an undersigned party ln another jurdsdiction as
evidence of any concestlon or as 8 waiver of wy positiow aken by another undersignod party i that
Jurisdiction o for amy other purpose.

L Waivery

1
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Mmtrw‘-inﬂmn mﬂﬂﬂﬁgﬂhwﬂ--ﬂvd
azty of the provisions of this Stipulasion and Agreement shall not be decmed 8 walver of any of the
provisions of tbis Stipulation and Agresment, aad each undersigned party, notedthatanding such fallore,
shall heve the right thereafier (o fnsist wpon the specific performance of any and all of the provisions of
i Beipulation and Agresment

L Blllirz
To the extent either party is unable 1o implement the exact terms of his agrosment as & result of

technical difficulties, a reasonable surrogate will be developed for billing until soch time as s actual bill
can be implemented or the parties agree that the billing is suffirdent for the term of this aprvement.

K Coverning Lew
This Stipulation and Agreement shall be governad by, snd constroed and guforead o acoordancs
with, the laws of the Suate of Florida, without regard to its conflict of laws principles.

L. Purpotes

The undersigned partics acknowledge that this Stipulation and Agreement Is being entered fnto
for the parposes of fucilitating the introduction of Jocal exchange competition; complylng with the
roquirements of Florids Chapter Law 95403 with respect 10 negotisting the marters at issus in Docket
Not. 950737-TF and $30985-TP, Nelther this Stipulstion and A greement nor any action taken to reach,
effectusie or further this Stipulation and Agreement may be constroed as, of may be used as an admission
by or against any pary.

M.  Amn's Length Negotiations

12
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. 4 i

This Stipulstion and Agreement was exsouted aficy arm's lergth negotistions between (he
underzigned parties and reflects the conclusicn of the undersigned that this Stpulstion and Agresment s
In the best interests of all the undersignad parties.

N. Jolot Dradfting
‘The undersigned parties participated jointly in the drafting of this Btipulstion snd Agreement,
and therefore the termy of this Stipulstion and Agreement are nol intended to be conmtrued agsingt sy

underrigned party by virmue of dreflemanghip,

0. Siogle Instrument
This Supulation and Agreement may be exscuted {n several counterparts, sach of which, when
executed, shall congtituts an original, and all of which shall constitute but one and the game {astrumsent,

13
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Sprint Metropolitan Networks, Tnc.

4/‘-749 G&«L 3/25/a
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RATE ELEMENTS AND RATE LEVELS
< e Tandem Eod Office Discount
1 32137 52016 0%
1 $2992 s 3%
3 $IM7 $3619 10%
4+ $4275 $4002 0%

Example:

1. If 5-UTF/CF purchases one port at aa ALEC end office and the ALEC purchases one partats §-
UTF/CF end office, each compazy would psy the otber §2,016, A net difference of $0.00.

2 If S-UTF/CF purchases oné port at an ALEC end office and the ALEC purchases one port st a 5-
UTF/CF tandem, thea S-UTF/CF would pey the ALEC $2,016 and the ALEC would puy B-
UTF/CF §2,137, A net difference of $121,00,

Note: S-UTF/CF will purchase 3 port to the ALEC for each Jocal inlerconnection port purchased by the
: ALEC,
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‘ATTACHMENT B

ATTACHMENT 1

LY

LOCAL INTERODONNECTION
RATE ELEMENTS AND RATE LEVELS
Razz Elements Rate Levels as of
February 6, 1996
Trangport’ Tandom Bod Office
D51 Loca! Channel - Entrance 0.00087 0.00087
Facility
Bwitched Commen Transport
pez misuie of use per mile 0.00004
Facilities Termination per MOU 0.00020
Taodem Switching 0.00088
Local Switchiog 0.00980 0.00980
Line Termination 0.007%0 0.00790
0.0197% 0.01867 X
| Assumpriona:
» Tendem Connection with Common Transport
= No Collocation

« DS1 local channel @ 9000 minuies per month and 24 voloe grade equivilents
35 UTF/CE's swilched accets rutes, rellecting Jocal transport restructure, have bega approved with a

February 6, 1996 elfective date.

*Entrance fcility s optional; interconnect may &lso be ordersd on & meet-polot or virtual collocation basis
In which case the special access or collocation tariffs would be applicable, respectively.
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Case 1:

S-UTF/CF werminates 10,000
mis. 10 ALEC X

ALEC X terminates 15,000
min. 1o SSUTRCF

Case 2:

§-UTF/CF terminntes 15,000
min 1o ALBCX

ALEC X terminates 10,000
min. to S-UTF/CF

Cuasc 3;

S-UTF/CF termicates zero
min 0 ALEC X

ALEC X terminztes 10,000
min. o S-UTF/CF

Cass 4

§-UTF/CF terminates 10,000
min, 10 ALEC X

ALEC X terminates zero
min w S-UTF/CF

-Case 5:

S-UTF/CF terminaies 10,000
min 10 ALEC X

ALEC X terminates 10,200
min W §-UTF/CF

ATTACHMENT C
OPTIONB

ATTACHMENT 1

EXAMPLE OF *5% CAP™"

ALEC X bills S-UTF/CF for
10,000 mis.

S-UTF/CF bills ALEC X for
10,500 min. (10,000 + $5)

ALEC X bill 5-UTF/CF for 10,500
miz. (10,000 + $%)

S-UTF/CF bills ALEC X for 10,000
min,

ALEC X bills B-UTF/CF 2210

§-UTP/CF bills ALEC X zz10

ALEC X bllls S-UTP/CF zero

S-UTF/CF bills ALEC X zar0

ALEC X bllls S-UTF/CF for
10,000 min.

S-UTF/CF bills ALEC X for
10,200 min. (difference ls Jess than cgp)

1
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Casa 6.

8-UTF/CF terminates 10,200
min to ALEC X

ALEC X terminates 10,000
min, to -UTF/CF

Case 7.

E-UTF/CF and ALEC X both
terminate 10,000 min. 10
each other

ALBC X bills B-UTF/CF for
10,200 min, (Difference is loss than cxp)

S-UTF/CF bills ALEC X for 10,000
min

ALEC X snd 8-UTF/CF both bill each
etber 10,000 min.

' For Case 1 and Case 2 in recognition that the composition of terminating micutes could include mimutes
charged al as end office rate &nd minules charged 8 tandem differential the local exchangs provider who

utilizes the formula for purposes of the amount of minutes to base this payment

on shall calcnlats their

paymens based on the same proportion of end ofSce minutes 434 tandem mizuies for their total mivutes in

that month, For example (using Case 1):

5-UTF/CF 1erminates 10,000
min, to ALEC X gt the end office

ALEC X terminates 15,000

mio. to S-UTF/CF, 9,000 (£0%)

i end office rate and 6,000 (40%6)
£l tandem rale

ALEC X bills S-UTF/CF for
10,000 min.

S-UTF/CF bills ALEC X for

10,500 min. (10,000 + 5%), 6,300
(60%) at end office rate and 4,200 (40%)
&t landem ralz
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ATTACHMENT D s

SPRINT UNITED TELEPHONE-FLORIDA/CENTELFLORIDA

INTRASTATE SWITCHED ACCESS
RATE ELEMENTS AND RATE LEVELS
Fate Elements Rais Lovels as off
February 6, 1996
urr o

Carrier Common Line

Originsting $0.02380 $0,030400
Terminating $0.03360 $0.038200
Transport’

D;l Loca! Channel - Entrance $0.000970 $0.000970
Residual Interconpection $0.013997 $0,021037
Switched Common Transpert

pér minute of use per mile $0.00004 $0.000040
Facilities Termination per MOU $0.000200 $0,000200
Access Tandem Switching

Premium $0.000880 £0.000880
Transitional $0,000877 $0.000877
Local Switching $0.009800 $0.009800
Line Termination $0.007900 £0,007900
i

Assumpuoas:

« Tandem Connection with Commeon Transport

« No Callocation

« DS1 Jocal channe] @ 9000 minutes per month and 24 volce grade equivalents

35.UTF/CF"s switched scoess rates, refecting local transport restructure, bave been approved with &
February 6, 1996 effective date.
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ATTACHMENT E .
UNBUNDLED NETWORK FEATURES, FUNCTIONS AND CAPABILITIES

The parties 1o the Stipulation and Agreement have negotiated the following additional terms,
conditions and prices relating to unbundled network featured, fusctions end capabilities:

1)) Access 1o 91 VES 11 Emergeacy Network.
For basic 911 service, BUTF/CF will provide s List consisting of each municipality tn
Florids that subscribes to Basle 911 service. ‘The list will also provide the E911
converzlon date and for netwerk routing purposes 2 tea-digit directory number
representing (¢ spproprists emerpency answering position for esch munlcipality
subacriblng 10 911 service. Each ALEC will arrange to accept 911 calls from its
customens [n municipalities that subscribe to Basic 911 service and tranglate the 911 call
1o the sppropriste 10-digit directory mumber a3 stated on the list provided by S-UTF/CF
and route thal call to S-UTF/CF at the appropriste tandem o ¢od office. Whea s
munjcipality coaverts 10 E911 service, (he ALEC ghall discontinue the Basic 911

procedi.cs and begin the E911 procedures.

For E911 service, the ALEC will connect the nscessary trunks 1o the appropriate EP11

tandem, including the designated secondary tandem. If a ronnicipality has conves tad to
911 service, the ALEC will forward 911 calls 1o the appropriste E911 peimary tandem,
along with ANI, based upon the currest E911 ¢nd office 1o tandem boming armngement
a8 provided by S-UTF/CF, If the prunary tandem trunks are not svallable, the ALEC

will aliernate route the call 1o the designated secondary E911 tandem. 1f the secoodary
tandem trunk are not available, the ALEC will alternats route the call to the appropriats

Traffic Operator Position System (TOPS) tandem.

do-o
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i

ln erder to enture (he proper working of the system, slong with sccursts customer data,
the ALEC will provide daily updates o the E91 1 data-base. S-UTF/CF will work
cooperatively with the ALEC to define record Leyouts, media requirements, and
prooedures fot (his process.

In some instances S-UTF/CF is responaible for maintensnce of the E911 dats-base and
is compensaied for performiag these functions by cither (e municipality or the ALEC -
for malataining the ALEC's information. In no event, however, shall S-UTF/CF be
entitled 10 compensation from both parties for the same function.

()  Dircwry Listings and Directory Distribatico.
B-UTF/CF will arange for ALECS' cusiomen’ primary listiags 10 be included in the
whits page (resideace and business lintings) 8od yellow page (busingss Listings)
directories as long as the ALEC provides information to 8-UTF/CF Io a manner
compatible with S-UTF/CF's operational pystem. 5-UTF/CF will coardingie the
printing of all customers’ (nformation In the white and yellow pages directories oa the
same {erms and conditions and &t the same compensation Jevel as 5-UTF/CF pays its
m.;ummmmmmm S-UTF/CF will
work cooperatively with the ALEC on Isrues concerning lead time, timelingss, format,
and the content of listing information. '

)  Dirsctory Assistance Bervices
B-UTF/CF will arrange for ALECs 1o have three options fof the provision of directory
assistance service, Firmt, S-UTF/CF will provide a resale option, where the ALEC would
wtilize §-UTF/CF"s directory assistance servics for the ALEC's customers. Sccond, B-
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ATTACHMENT 1
UTP/CF will provide s database purchase option. Third, S-UTF/CF will provids ALECs
with a database socess option, when it s techaloally feasibls for B-UTF/CF.

Il ATA 800 Trxffic

S-UTF/CF will compensate ALECs for the origination of 800 traffic terminated o 5~
UTF/CF pursuant 1o the ALEC's originating switched acoess charpes. Al such time as
a0 ALEC elects 1 provide 800 services, the ALEC will compensaie S-UTF/CF at §-
UTF/CF's ociginating acoees charges for lotral ATA 800 traffic termis ated 1o the
ALEC. The criginatiag company will record the call sad forward the sppropriate
billing information in a standard ASR/EMR format.

Busy Lino Verification/Emerpsncy Luterrupt Services.
S-UTF/CF and the ALECy shall mutually provide each other busy ling verification and

emergency interrupt services pursuast o tarléf

Network Detign and Management

B-UTF/CF and the ALECs will work cooperatively to install and maintsin relisble
interconnected telecommunications setworks, A cooperstive effort will includs, bat not
be limitod to, the exchange of appropriate information concerning network changes that
{mpact services (o the Jocal service provider, mainienancy contact pumbers and
escalation procedures. The laterconasction of all astworks will be based upas accepted
industry/national guldelines for transmission standards end traffic blocking eriteria. 6-
UTF/CF and the ALECs will work cooperatively to spply sound network munagement
principles by lavoking sppropriste r twork management controls; Le., call gapping, ©
allevists or prevent network congertion, It Is S-UTF/CI™s intention not to charge
rearmangement, reconfiguration, disconnect, or olber non-recurring feee sssocisted with
the inftial reconfigurstion of each carricr's Interconnection armagements, However,

3
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each ALEC's Interconnection reconfigurations will have to'be considersd individually as
ic the spplication of & charge.

CLASS Interopersbility.

$-UTF/CF and the ALECs will provide LEC-0-LEC Common Channel Bignalling
(CCS) 10 one another, where evallable, {n conjunction with all traffic ia onder 1o enable
fll interoperabillity of CLASS features and fimctions. All CCS signalling perameters
will be provided including sutomatic mumber idectification (ANT, ariginsting line
information (OLY), calling party category, charge pumber, etc. All privacy indicators
will be bonored, and S-UTF/CF and the ALECs will cooperste on the exchange of
Transactional Capahilities Application Part (TCAF) messages to facilitats full Lnter-
operability of OCS-bassd features betwoea their respective atworks.

Network Expansion.

For network expansion, S-UTF/CF and the ALECs will review enginocring
requirements on & quarierly basis and establish forecasts for trunk ytilization. New
trunk groups will be implemented as dictated by eoginecring requirements for both 8-
UTF/CF and the ALEC, 5-UTF/CF aad the ALEC are roquired 1o provids esch other
mnmunmnﬁmmunmm;;dMuﬂm
pumber, CIC, OZZ, etc.) to enable each company to bill accordingly.

Signaling.
In sddition to CLASS intcropersbility, as discussed abovs, 8-UTF/CF will affer use of
its signaling network on an unbundled besis of tariffed retes. Bignaling functionality

will be avallable with both A-lick and B-link conoectivity.

003=

ATTACHMENT I




ATTACHMENT T
DOCKET NO. KGHOI'TP
DATE - 5.!,;

e & @

‘1
0)  Local Loop. .
i The price of 5-UTF/CF ‘s uibundled Jocal Joop will be the price set forth in B-UTF/CF's
| Specia) Access Turlff,
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DATE: SEPTEMBER 4, 1996

Additional Information Needed From the Parties
For Docket 960801-TP

Attachment E of the proposed agreement:
Page 1-2 (1) 911 - Company needs to tell us what they

are going to charge each other for trunking or
that they are going to provide their own trunks.

Page 2-3(3) Directory Assistance - Company need to say
how much money.

Page 3 (5) Busyline Verification - Company needs to make
tariff reference.

Page 4 (9) Signalling - Company needs to make a specific
tariff reference.

Page 5 (10) Local Loop - Company need to make a specific
tariff reference.

Need additional 911/E911 modification for backup routing.
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