
income areas, which could benefit the most from enhanced

competition, will be denied these benefits.

IX. CONCLUSION.

For the reasons set forth above, the Commission should adopt

safeguards against the very real potential for LEC abuse of their

local telephony monopoly, and adopt specific, minimum standards

for assuring nondiscriminatory access and just and reasonable and

nondiscriminatory rates, terms and conditions. All regulation of

OVS should be consistent with the statutory precepts of

competitive neutrality and nondiscrimination.
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