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BT North America Inc. (BTNA) hereby submits the following comments in
response to the issues raised in Section I1I of the above captioned Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking (NPRM.) BTNA is an international resale carrier, providing international
private line, international message toll (IMTS) and international simple resale (ISR)
services between the United States (US) and various overseas points'. BTNA is currently
regulated as a non-dominant carrier for the provision of services between the US and all
countries except the United Kingdom, where BTNA is subject to dominant carrier
treatment. BTNA generally supports the Commission's efforts to reduce the regulatory

burdens imposed on US carriers. However, BTNA believes that such regulatory relief

! In the Matter of BT North America Inc., 10 FCC Red 3204 (Int. Bur. 1995).



should be granted in a manner that does not create distortions in the telecommunications
marketplace.

In paragraph 33 of the NPRM, the Commission seeks comment on whether it
should forbear from requiring domestic non-dominant carriers that file bundled tariffs
containing both domestic and international services to file tariffs for the international
portion of their services. BTNA believes that the Commission should not forbear from
requiring such domestic US carriers to file tariffs for international service unless and until
all non-dominant international carriers are subject to the same rule. Requiring some
carriers to file tariffs for international service while allowing others to provide similar
service under more flexible terms and conditions would skew the market in favor of a few
carriers. Carriers subject to the forbearance requirement would have a tremendous
competitive advantage over the international carriers still required to file tariffs since they
would have advance notice of their competitor’s rates and could keep track of existing
rates by reviewing filed tariffs. These carriers would also have the ability to bundle
communications and equipment charges, something the other international non-dominant
carriers would still be prohibited from doing.

Thus, the Commission’s proposal would interfere in the development of true
competition in the international market in a manner the Commission has already tentatively

concluded is unacceptable.” BTNA believes the Commission should address the question

2 NPRM at paras. 29-31.



of international tariff forbearance for all carriers at the same time in a single proceeding

and not grant relief from the tariffing requirement in a piecemeal fashion.
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