M NUTES OF

SPECI AL COMM SSI ON CONFERENCE, JANUARY 11, 2000
DOCKET NO. 991222- TP

COVMENCED: 9:30 a.m

ADJOURNED: 10:45 a.m

COWMM SS|I ONERS PRESENT: Commi ssi oner Deason
Cormmi ssi oner d ark
Conmmi ssi oner Jacobs

DOCKET NO. 990750- TP
COWENCED: 1:15 p.m
ADJOURNED: 4:15 p.m

COW SS| ONERS PRESENT: Cormmi ssi oner d ark
Conmmi ssi oner Jacobs

1 DOCKET NO. 991222-TP - Request for subm ssion of proposals
for relay service, beginning in June 2000, for the hearing
and speech inpaired, and other inplenentation matters in
conpliance wth the Florida Tel econmuni cati ons Access System
Act of 1991.

Critical Date(s): 5/31/00 (Current contract with M
expires; time is needed for the w nning
bi dder to prepare its system)

Hearing Date(s): 10/14/99, Bidders Conf., Staff, Talla.

Comm ssioners Assigned: DS CL JC
Prehrg O ficer DS

Staff: CMJ. King, MDonald, Mses, Tudor
APP:  Brown
PAl: Mller

| ssue 1: Should the Executive Director: (a) issue the letter
of intent (Attachnment A to staff’s Decenber 30, 1999

menor andun) notifying all bidders of the Comm ssion's
decision to award a three-year contract to Sprint to be the
provi der of the statew de tel ecomruni cations relay service
in Florida and (b) finalize and sign a contract with Sprint
to provide the Florida Relay Service?

. Yes, the Executive Director should issue the
letter of intent notifying all bidders that Sprint should be
awar ded a three-year contract as the provider of the
statew de tel ecommuni cations relay service in Florida and
the Executive Director should finalize and sign a contract
wWith Sprint, as described further in the Finalization of
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1 DOCKET NO. 991222-TP - Request for subm ssion of proposals
for relay service, beginning in June 2000, for the hearing
and speech inpaired, and other inplenentation matters in
conpliance with the Florida Tel econmuni cati ons Access System
Act of 1991.

(Continued from previ ous page)

Contract section of staff’s nmenorandum to provide the
Florida Relay Service.
| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

- No.

DECI SI ON: The reconmendati ons were approved with the nodification to
| ssue No. 1 that Sprint will keep track of roam ng information and
provide reports to staff, wth the understanding that roam ng can be
termnated if necessary at no charge and | anguage concer ni ng
anendnents to address FCC changes will not be included in the
contract.

Comm ssi oner Deason di ssented on Issue No. 1 concerning the issue of
i ncl udi ng roam ng servi ce.

Ms. Marsha Rul e, representing AT&T Comruni cati ons of the Southern
St ates, addressed the Comm ssi on.

Comm ssioners participating: Deason, O ark, Jacobs
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DOCKET NO. 990750-TP - Petition by |ITC'DeltaCom

Communi cations, Inc. d/b/a ITC'DeltaCom for arbitration of
certain unresol ved issues in interconnection negotiations
bet ween | TC"Del t aCom and Bel | Sout h Tel ecomruni cati ons, |nc.

Critical Date(s): None (The parties have agareed to not be
bound by the statutory tinme limt in
Section 252(b)(4)(0.)

Hearing Date(s): 10/11/99, Prehrg., Talla., JC
10/ 27, 28, and 29/99, Talla., CL JC

Comm ssi oners Assigned: CL JC
Prehrg O ficer JC

St af f: CMU: Favors, Audu, Barrett, Brown, Fulwood, Hi nton,
Adlila
LEG Cal dwel |

| ssue 3(b): Pursuant to the definition of parity resolved in
| ssue 3(a), should Bell South be required to provide the
fol | ow ng:
(1) Operational Support Systens (OSS).

. Yes. According to FCC Order 96-325, 1523,
t he Conmi ssion should require Bell South to provide
| TC"Del taCom access to OSS functionalities that is of the
sanme quality, accuracy and tinmeliness to that which it
provides to its retail operations for pre-ordering,
ordering, provisioning, repair and mai ntenance, and billing
for both unbundl ed network el enents and resal e servi ces.

The reconmmendati on was approved.

| ssue 3(b): Pursuant to the definition of parity resolved in
| ssue 3(a), should Bell South be required to provide the
fol | ow ng:
(2) UNEs.

. Yes. According to FCC Order 96-325, 1312,
t he Conm ssion should determne that | TC'DeltaComi s
entitled to receive the sane quality of unbundl ed network
el enents and access to unbundl ed network el ements as any
ot her requesting carrier. |In addition, unbundl ed network
el enents and access to unbundl ed network el enments nust be at
parity with any equival ent functions which Bell South
perfornms in the provision of retail services.
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DOCKET NO.  990750-TP - Petition by I TC'Del t aCom

Communi cations, Inc. d/b/a | TC'DeltaCom for arbitration of
certain unresol ved issues in interconnection negotiations
bet ween | TC"Del t aCom and Bel | Sout h Tel ecomruni cati ons, |nc.

(Conti nued from previ ous page)

The reconmendati on was approved.

| ssue 3(b)(5): Pursuant to the definition of parity, should
Bel | South be required to provide the follow ng: an unbundl ed
| oop using Integrated Digital Loop Carrier (IDLC)

t echnol ogy?

Wthin the existing functionality and
capacity of the serving switch, Bell South should be required
to provide an unbundl ed | oop using IDLC technology. In
addition, if it is within the existing functionality and
capacity of the serving switch, Bell South should be required
to use a "side-door" nethod. |If an unbundled | oop using
| DLC technology is not within the existing functionality and
capacity of the serving switch, |TC'DeltaCom may submt its
order for an unbundled | oop using IDLC technol ogy through
t he Bona Fi de Request (“BFR’) process.

The reconmmendati on was approved.

| ssue 7: Until the Florida Public Service Comm ssion and
Federal Communi cati ons Comm ssi on nmake a deci sion regardi ng
UNEs and UNE conbi nations, should Bell South be required to
continue providing those UNEs and conbi nations that it is
currently providing to | TC*Del t aCom under the

i nt erconnection agreenent previously approved by this
Conmi ssi on?

Yes. Bell South should be required to
continue providing those UNEs that it is currently providing
to I TC'Del t aCom under the interconnection agreenent
previ ously approved by this Comm ssion. See |ssue 8 for
reconmendati on regardi ng UNE conbi nati ons.

The reconmendati on was approved.
| ssue 8(a): Should Bell South be required to provide to

| TC"Del t aCom ext ended | oops or the | oop/port conbinati on?

- 4 -
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- No. BellSouth should not be required to
provi de |1 TC"Del t aCom ext ended | oops or the | oop/port
conbi nation. However, Bell South has agreed to provide
| TC'Del taCom wi t h extended | oops and the | oop/ port
conbi nati on

The reconmendati on was approved.

| ssue 8(b): If so, what should the rates be?
. The parties should negotiate the rates for
t hese conbi nati ons.

The reconmendati on was approved.

| ssue 23: Should Bell South be required to pay reciprocal
conpensation to I TC*DeltaCom for all calls that are properly
routed over local trunks, including calls to Internet
Service Providers (ISPs)?

Staff recommends that the parties should
continue to operate under the terns of their current
i nterconnection agreenent in regards to this issue until the
FCC issues its final ruling on whether reciprocal
conpensation is due for |SP-bound traffic.

Since there is a tie vote on this issue, it will be referred

to the Chairman for a deciding vote.

DEC S| ON:

| ssue 24: \What should be the rate for reciprocal
conpensati on?

. The rate for reciprocal conpensation should
be $0.009 per mnute, which is the rate in Bell South’s and
| TC'Del taComi s current agreenent.

The reconmendati on was approved.

| ssue 36: Should Bell South provide cagel ess collocation to
| TC"Del taCom 30 days after a firmorder is placed?
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DOCKET NO.  990750-TP - Petition by I TC'Del t aCom

Communi cations, Inc. d/b/a | TC'DeltaCom for arbitration of
certain unresol ved issues in interconnection negotiations
bet ween | TC"Del t aCom and Bel | Sout h Tel ecomruni cati ons, |nc.

(Conti nued from previ ous page)

No. There is insufficient evidence in the
record to substantiate that Bell South shoul d provide
cagel ess collocation to | TC'"Del taCom 30 days after a firm
order is placed. Cagel ess physical collocation should be
provi sioned within three nonths in accordance with the
conditions set forth in FPSC Order No. PSC-96-1579- FOF- TP.

The reconmendati on was approved.

| ssue 38: What charges, if any, should Bell South be
permtted to i npose on | TC*"DeltaCom for Bell South’s OSS?

. No charges should be inposed at this tine.
The determ nation of the appropriate charges, if any, that
Bel | South may inpose for OSS cost recovery should be dealt
with in a generic proceeding.

The reconmendati on was approved.

| ssue 39: VWhat are the appropriate recurring and non-
recurring rates and charges for:

a) two-w re ADSL/HDSL conpati bl e | oops,

b) four-wi re ADSL/HDSL conpati bl e | oops, or

c) two-wire SL1 | oops.

The appropriate rates are provided in Table

39-1 of staff’s nmenorandum filed January 4, 2000. These rates
shoul d not be subject to true-up.

The recommendati on was approved with the exclusion of ACAC

charge from SL2 Loop.
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DOCKET NO.  990750-TP - Petition by I TC'Del t aCom

Communi cations, Inc. d/b/a | TC'DeltaCom for arbitration of
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| ssue 40(a): Should Bell South be required to provide:

1. 2-wire SL2 | oops or

2. 2-wire SL2 loop Oder Coordination for Specified

Conversion Tinme?
: This issue has been resolved because

Bel | South has agreed to provide (1) 2-wire SL2 | oops and (2)
2-wire SL2 | oop Order Coordination for Specified Conversion
Ti me.

No vote was required on this issue.

| ssue 40(b): If so, what are the appropriate recurring and
non-recurring rates and charges?

The appropriate recurring rate for the two-
wire SL2 loop is $20.52. The appropriate non-recurring rate
for the two-wire SL2 |loop is $84.40 for the first |oop, and
$81.56 for each additional | oop. The appropriate non-recurring
rate for two-wire SL2 | oop Order Coordination for Specified
Conversion Tinme is $23.24. These rates should not be subject
to true-up.

The recomrendati on was approved consistent with the vote in
39.

| ssue 41: Should Bell South be permtted to charge
| TC'Del taCom a di sconnecti on charge when Bel | Sout h does not
i ncur any costs associated with such di sconnection?

: No. However, based on the record,
Bell South will incur at |east an adm nistrative cost related
to disconnection. Therefore, staff believes a disconnection
charge wi Il always apply.

The reconmmendati on was approved.
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DOCKET NO.  990750-TP - Petition by I TC'Del t aCom

Communi cations, Inc. d/b/a | TC'DeltaCom for arbitration of
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(Conti nued from previ ous page)

| ssue 42: Wiat should be the appropriate recurring and
nonrecurring charges for cagel ess and shared collocation in
| ight of the recent FCC Advanced Services Order No. FCC 99-
48, issued March 31, 1999, in Docket No. CC 98-147?

The Conm ssion should set rates as
specified in Table | of the analysis portion of staff’s
menor andum

The reconmmendati on was approved.

| ssue 48: Shoul d | anguage covering tax liability be
included in the interconnection agreenent and, if so,

whet her that | anguage should sinply state that each party is
responsible for its tax liability?

Tax issues are not addressed in Sections 251
or 252 of the Tel ecommuni cations Act of 1996 and are not
appropriate for arbitration under those sections.

Therefore, staff reconmmends that the Conm ssion shoul d not
requi re that | anguage covering tax liability be included in
the interconnection agreenment. However, the parties may
deci de through negotiation to include tax provisions in

t heir agreenent.

The reconmendati on was approved.

Information Issue 51: (No vote necessary) Pursuant to O der
No. PSC-99-2217-PHO TP (the Prehearing Order) parties were
directed to address in their post-hearing briefs whether the
Comm ssion has jurisdiction to assess penalties pursuant to
Section 364.285, Florida Statutes, if it appears that a
party is failing to conply with a Conm ssi on-approved

negoti ated or arbitrated agreenent.

This itemwas for information only.
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| ssue 52: Should this docket be cl osed?

No. The parties should be required to
submt a signed agreenent that conplies with the
Comm ssion’s decisions in this docket for approval within 30
days of issuance of the Comm ssion’s Order. This docket
shoul d remai n open pendi ng Conm ssi on approval of the final
arbitration agreenent in accordance with Section 252 of the
Tel ecommuni cati ons Act of 1996.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati on was approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Cark, Jacobs



