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Docket No. 6S37-U, Petition of MClmetro to Establish NondiscriminatoQ
Rates, Terms and Conditions for the Unbundling and Resale of Local Loops

Docket No. 6414-U, Petition of MFS IDtelenet of Georgia, Inc. for BeIlSouth
Nondiscriminatory Unbundled Loops and Interconnection Rates, Tenns and Conditions

SUMMARY OF ISSUES

Issue #1: What is the appropriate process b)' which BeIlSouth sbould be
required to assign central office (1'"XX) codes'?

MClmetro

Umilthe NXX code administration is moved to a neulral lhird party administrator, BellSoulh
should be required to provide nondiscriminatory NXX assignments to MClmetro on the same basis
such assignments are made to other LEes including BelISouth.

BellSouth should assign NXX codes to MFS on a nondiscriminarory basis.

B£LLSOl'TH

In the long lerm, number assignment and control should be handled by an independent
administrator. Until such time this is accomplished. BellSouth \\-ill cominue [0 administer the
guidelines for code assignments in a fair and nondiscriminatory manner.

SPRI:\T

All carriers should have equal and non-discriminatory access to sufficient blocks of telephone
numbers to offer service. Number administrators, including incumbents should develop means for
electronic access to telephone numbers assignments so that number assignments are not tied to
administrators' hours of operation.

STAFF

The Conunission shall order BeIlSouth to pro\'ide nondiscriminatoT)' NXX code
assignments to all competing local exchange carriers on the same basis that such assignments
are made to iDcumbent LEes, including BeIlSouth, until such time an independent tbird par1~

administrator is selected. BellSouth shall file its proposed procedure to compl~ ,,-ith this
direc:tive within 30 days of the issuance of a Commission Order in this matter.
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wue #2: Wbat are the appropriate technical arrangements for the prol'ision of
unbundled loops?

MCImetro

MCJmetro has requested that BeJlSouch provide, on an unbundled basis, those basic network
elements which provide a connection between the consumer's premises and the LEe's cenlral office
switch. The network elements involved would include buried cable or aerial facilities and the line
card or other terminating device inside the LEe's central office which provides connectivity to the
switch. BellSouth has offered the use of private line services in response to MClmetro's request for
unbundled loops. MClmetro's use of private line services instead of unbundled loops would merely
increase its cost while providing no addirional needed funcrionality. MCJmeuo has also requesred
thaI BellSouth provide loop concentration (0 competitors at the central office and loop transport.

MFS has requested that BellSoulh unbundle its network imo t~'O elements: the link element
plus cross-connect element and the pOri element plus CToss-connect element. Specifically. MFS seeks
the following forms of unbundled loops and portS: (1) 2-wire and 4-wire analog yoke grade loops:
(2) 2-wire ISDN digi~1 grade loops, (3) 2 wire and 4-wire CSA type loops: (4) 4-wire DID DS- I
digital trunk ports. MFS also requests the ability to utilize its own difiLaI loop carrier through
collocation, or to purchase loop concentration from Bel/South and sub-loop unbundled access and
interconnection. The use of a private line or special access channel is tOtally inappropriate to prodde
local service. The Commission should remind BeJlSouth of its obligation to respond promptly to
future request for unbundling of additional elements.

BELLsorTH

BellSouth will provide a loop capable of voice communication. with a data layout record
normally associated with special access. The data layout record provides the engineering parameters
of the circuit and has been specifically requeSted by [he carriers. BellSoUlh offers an unbundled 1"'0­

wire voice grade exchange POrt for connection of a new entrant's end user loop to 8eIlSouth's
public switched network. The provision of loop concentration requires the development of an
enlirely new service, as it has been requested, it is not a capability currently in BellSouth·s network.
Mr. Seheye testified that BeJlSouth was willing to provide loop concentration, BellSouth intends to
provide collocation arrangements to new entrants similar to those provided to interexchange carriers.
The operations and support systems required to order and administer sub-loop unbundling would be
extremely difficult to develop and maintain. BellSoulh SU&&eSlS a process similar [0 the one
established in (he FCC's ONA Plan as appropriate for new local exchange network unbundling.
request.

Any unbundling request or arrangements decided in [his maner "'ill not and cannOI apply of
future requests made of other incumbent LEes.
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The unbundled network elements sought by MFS and MClmetro are technically feasible and
should be ordered by the Commission. The law does not allow BellSouth 10 deny the availability
of unbundled network elements which are technically feasible to provide. The Commission should
expressly adopt a policy to require the level of unbundling reques.ted by a particular carrier based
on technical feasibility and nondiscriminatory and cost-based pricing.

Other new entrants should be entitled. upon request, to the same arrangements as MFS and
MClmetro on a non-discriminatory basis. The Commission should direct Bel/South to offer
unbundled loops.

SPRIr\T

BellSourh should upon receipt of a bona fide request unbundle and separately price and offer
the following nelwork elements: local loop, local switch, transpon, daL1 switching. ancillary services
and tandemltransit switching. BellSouth should also be required to unbundle the six elements
identified into sub-elements as requeSted. BellSouth should be required in writing within 30days
whether it is technically feasible to provide sub-element unbundled capability and, if feasible rhe
price of the requested service.

CrAG

Any decision(s) rhe Commission may render are limited in effecl to the issues raised by the
parties involved in their respective negotiations. The Commission should adopt policies regarding
unbundling of the incumbents LEe's networks that facili~te and encourage flexibility and
independence in the construction of CLEC's resulting networks.

COMPTEL

To ensure mat multiple providers are able 10 compete with BellSourh throughout the state.
BeIlSouth must be required to unbundle ill. network elements. including the capabilities of the local
switch.

STAFF

BeUSouth shall be reqUired to pro\'ide unbundled elements in accordance with the
requests sougbt by MClmetro and MFS. Special access lines are not an appropriate substitute
for unbundled loops. BeIlSouth shall be required to pro"ide loop concentration and loop
transport as nquested. BeIiSouth is not required to pro\'ide sub-loop unbundling at this time.
Further evidence regarding the de~elopment or necessary implementation and administration
procedures for such must be developed before further consideration is gh'en regarding this
request. The Commission shall develop an appropriate procedure in the- conte:\l of its propose-d
ruJemaking to facilitate future unbundling request.
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Issue #3: What are the appropriate financial arrangements for the pro\-ision of
unbundled loops?

MClmtlro

The appropriate rate which MClmetro should pay to BellSouth for use of unbundled local
loops and any associated concemration .. multiplexine or transporl should be the direct economic COSt
of those services or BellSouth's Total Service Long Run Incremental Cost CTSLRIC-). The use of
the traditional fully embedded economic cOSt model should be expressly rejected by the Commission.
The Commission should adopt the findings of the Benchmark Cost Model CBCM-) for Georgia as
an interim price for unbundled loops until BellSouth provides a TSLRIC study and such study has
been fully examined in acontested case. The BCM identifies a range for the C05t of unbundled loops
which vary according to density of $5.35 • $60.88.

BellSouth's Long Run Incremental COSt CLRIC-) should serve as the target price and cap
for unbundled loops where such loops must be employed by competitive carriers to compete with
BeJlSoulh. LRIC is the direct economic cost of a given facility. including cost of capi14L BellSouLh
should be required to perform long-run incremental cost studies for each component of the local
exchange access line, including the link, pOrt. cross·connecl. and local usage elements. MFS
proposes that the Comm iss ion adopt interim unbundled loop rates of $9 in urban areas. $11 in
suburban areas, and $16 in rural areas. MFS proposed rates are based on rates voluntarily agreed to
by Ameri[ech in its co-carrier agreement with MFS,

BELLSOL'TH

The Federal Act requires pricing of unbundled elements to be based on cosr.
nondiscriminatory. and may include a reasonable profil. "Based on cost' must include incremental
costs, as well as a COntribution to the shared and common COSt of the business. The rates proposed
by BellSourh have already been approved either by this Commission or the Federal Communications
Commission. The Federal Act contains no requirement thal the basis for pricing unbundled elements
be a TSLRIC melhodology. The appropriate fate level for unbundled loops is (he existing larified
rate for a voice grade channel of $25 per month. Current public policy in Georgia is that prices for
local exchange service are higher in the metropolitan areas and lower in the rural areas. Pricing a
loop based on population density resultS in the in...erse. BellSouth offers to submit to this
Commission a long run incremental cost study of the loop in order to provide the underlying cost
upon which aTate could be developed. The existing rates included in BeIlSouth's General Subscriber
Services Tariff for unbundled ports are $2.28 per month for a residence port. a business port rale
of $4.60per monch, a PBX pon rate of S7.37 per momh and a rotary (hunling) of $1_77. Additional
usage charges apply for outward local messages and a day/week discount applies to the usage
charges.
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The Commission should adopt TSLRJC as the proper cost methodology and the rate for
unbundled network elements by which it will assure compliance with the federal pricing standard.
BellSouth's proposed use of itS eltisting tariff rates for unbundled loops and portS is one hundred
and eighty degrees from the direction set by The Telecommunications Act of 1996.

Cutover to across-the-board use of TSLRIC should take place within one year. Moreover.
this algorithm should be disaggregated by service, rate element, and costing area. TSLRIC is the
only approach suited to development of competitive markets and efficient service provisioning.

SPR~T

Sprint suppons MClmetro's argument that prices for unbundled elements should be based
on TSLRJC, rather than LRIC as proposed by MFS. Sprint also panicipated in developing the
Benchmark Cost Model and would suppon use of it as an proxy model in lieu of acrual TSLRlC
studies. The price of unbundled elements should be based on TSLRIC. including cost of capital plus
a reasonable contribution to joint and common costs. Sprint contends that the le ....el of contribution
to joint and common COSt should be a uniform loading that is reflective of an economically efficient
LEe, but not to exceed 15 percent. The profit level should be the most recent authorized intrastate
rate of recurn or prescribed interstate rate of return.

The Commission should direCt Bel/South to offer unbundled local loops at cost-based rates.
TSLRIC is the'appropriate methodology for determining unbundled loop prices. A fundamental tenet
of TSLRIC is that unbundled prices mUS1 not include any pOrtion of the shared and common costs
of the incumbent LEe. The Commission should take into account density and distance-sensitivity
in determining local loop rates. ACSI supports the recommendation of MFS for three imerim loop
rate categories based on distance and density as adopted in Illinois <urban $9, suburban $11. rural
$16). ASCI also strongly urges the Commission to scrutinize any nonrecurring charges associated
with unbundled loops.

CTAG

TSLRIC is the appropriate long-term pricing standard to be applied to the imerconnection
and unbundling of network elementS. TSLRIC, plus a reasonable allocation for contribution to
forward-looking joint and common costs, is consiSlent with the pricing standard mandated in the
Federal Act. The resulting charges should not include embedded costs or universal sen'ice subsidies.
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Unbundled network elements, including unbundled switching musl be priced so that
competing carriers face the same cost structUre as the incumbent itself faces. i.e. ,at -economic cost­
or TSLRJC as required by the Federal Act. The Commission should reject any notion thaI BellSoulh
should be awarded a mark.up above TSLRIC to recover joint and common costs.

SIAFF

The Commission shall determine tbat rates (or unbundled elements be determined
pursuant to a forward-looking economic cost pricing methodology. Tbe prices tbat De'"
entraDts pay for unbundled elemeau should be based on tbe local telepbont companies Total
Service Lone-Run Incremental Cost of a particular element, which is ailed "Total Element
Long·Run Incremental Cost" (TELRIC), plus a reasonable sbare orrorward-lookingjoiDt and
common cost.

The Commission shall direct BeliSouth to file cost studies within 45 days ofthe issuance
of a Commission Order to be utililed in establishing lon~-term prices for tbe unbundled
elements appro\"ed b)' the Commission. The studies tiled shall compl~' with the definitions and
tbe methodoloe~' contained in § 51.505 and i 51.511 of the FCC's Local Competition Rules.
BeUSoutb sbaU prol"ide a detailed narratin which explains and identifies all assumptioDS, data
inputs, origin of inputs, time frames and an)' otber information ,,-hich ma)' be Decessar~' for
tbe Commission to detennine that the proposed cost stud)' complies with the FCC rules.
Within tbe studies BellSouth shall clearl~' identify the recot'er)' sought for an)' joint and
common costs. In addition the filed cost studies shall compl)' "'itb the provisions contained in
§ 51.507(f) oftbe FCC ruJes which requires that rates be established for at least three defined
geographic areas within the State to reflect geographic cost differences. These cost studies shall
become the subject of a contested proceeding upon mingo

lD the interim the Commission shall adopt a rate of $14.22 per month for unbundled
loops. This rate has been established bJ computing a weighted average orebe Benchmark Cost
Model ("BCM") results for Georgia. The BCM is one of the cost studies tbe FCC utilized in
establishing a default proxy rate for unbundled loops in Georgia. This statewide "A'eighted rate
is consistent with the requirements contained in § Sl.509(a) of the FCC rules and in line ,,'irh
the proxy ceiling ($16.09) established for ~orgia in § Sl.513(c)(l) oftbe FCC rules. BellSouth
proposed rates for unbundled loops and ports do nor compl) .'ith the prodsioDS contained in
the FCC rules.
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mue 114: What are the appropriate technical arrangements for ph)'sical
interconnection and traffic exchange?

Inrerconnection should initially occur at a single neutral interconnection poinr in each LATA.
Where MFS and BellSouth interconnect, MFS should have the right to specify the method of
interconnection (i.e..mid-fiber,digital cross-connect, coJlocation..... )MFS and BellSouth should be
Tesponsible fOT completing calls to all end users on"their network, Carriers should pass both'local
and to)] traffic over a single trunk group. utlJizing a percent local usage faclor to provide the proper
jurisdictional call type. More than one meet-point could be established if mutually acc.eptable. The
Commission should adopt a plan that gives both BellSouth and MFS the flexibility to determine the
poim of interconnection. Competitive carriers and BellSouth should reciprocally terminate LATA·
wide traffic originating on each others network via two-way trunking arrangements. Each carrier
should be required to provide the same standard of maintenance and repair service for its trunks
terminating at a point of interconnection as it does for interoffice trunks within its own network.
BellSouth should be required to exchange traffic between its network and the networks of competing
carriers using reasonably efficient routing. trunking, and signaling arrangementS.

BELLSOUTH

Interconnection should occur at the BellSouth 's access landem and end office levels. Without
knowing the capabilities of different competing carriers meet-point interconnections may not be
technically feasible. Re.ciprocal compensation arrangements for terminating traffic on BellSourh and
new entrantS networks that are based on switched access rate structure and rate levels. A default to
the toll access model if local calls cannot be distinguished from toll and a transistional structure thal
will eventually merge all interconnection plans.

CTAG

The Commission should adopr policies regarding interconnection of the incumbentS LEes'
networks that facilitate and encourage flexibility and independence in the construction of the
competing LEC's resulting network. CTAG believes that a flexible and e\'olving definition of what
col1Slimres a technically feasible interconnection poinl will permit the most efficient arrangemems
between incumbents and competitors.

Any decisions arisIng from this proceeding are not applicable to the interconnection
arrangements among other carriers which must be established in accordance with the Federal ACL

The Commission should mandate that all interConneclion and unbundling agreements be filed
for inclusion in a database, which would be further subdivided into proprietary and nonproprietary
segments. The GPSC would perform a clearinghouse function accumulating and disseminaTing this
information.
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Interconnection mUSt be made available at any technically feasible point as required by the
Federal Act. InterConneclion must be made available to new carriers in a manner equal in quality
(0 the incumbems LEe's own services. No restriction should be placed on interconnection standards
and offerings that would limit these requirements (0 the exisling inventory of LEe network
functions. LEes must nOl be permitted to discriminate in any respect against new entrants, such as
.in delays in provisioning Of inferior provisioning, installation or maintenance, or uneconomic pricing .
of interconnection arrangements.

STAff

BellSouth shall be required to provide interconnection, trunkiog and signaling
arrangements at any technicall)" feasible point in the oet"'ork in accordance with § 51.305
(8)(2) or the FCC Rules. BeIlSouth shall make interconnection available in a manner equal
in qualitJ to the incwnbents LEe's o"'n sen"ices consistent with § 51.305(a)(3) of tbe FCC
Rules. Meet-point arrangements shall bf pennitted where tbe~- are found to be technical1~'

feasible pursuant to § 51.321 (b) (2) of the FCC Rules. BeIlSouth and competing carriers shall
exercise ftexibilit)' in detennining points of interconnection. Competing carriers shall ha,-e the
option '0 interconnect \'ia one-way or t"'0-"'3)' trunking arrangements. All carriers shall be
responsible for completing caDs to all end users on tbfir networks. Carriers ma)' be permitted
to pass both local and toll traffic over a single trunk group, utilizing a percent local usage
factor to jurisdietionaU}' separate traffic. This factor shall be subject to audit.
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Issue 115: What are the appropriate financial arrangements for interconnection?

BellSouth and MFS shal1 compensate each other with an equal. reciprocal, and identica.l per
minute of use rate fOT the calls panies lerminate on the other carrier's networK. The use of non-cost­
based switched access rates with a cap would have anti-comperitive effects. The Commission.
consistent with the 1996 Telecommunications Act should order an equal, reciprocal and mutual local
all termination'rate of $0.005, Thls rate is consistent with the LRJC based Tates endorsed by the
Commissions in Maryland, Illinois, Washington, California, and Connecticut.

BELLSOUTH

BellSouth believes that the local interconnection rate structure should mirror the curren!
switched access charge structure. While there was disagreement to the appropriate levels for
interconnection, both MClmetro and MFS endorsed the concept of usage sensitive rate SlruCture.
MFS's proposal is not based on Georgia specific cost studies of the incremental COSI of local call
termination. This Commission's decision on such an important rale issue should not be based on cost
information derived from states other than Georgia. BellSouth proposes thaI the rale level for
imerconnection is BellSouth's intrastate terminating switched access rates which are $0.175 as of
JUly l. 1996. l'his rate would cO\ler cost (incremental. as well as contribution to shared a.nd
common) and provide support for universal service. The Federal Act precludes a state from ordering
-bill-and-keep. •

AT&T

The Commission should require BeliSouth to perform appropriate TSLRIC cost studies in
order to set interconnection prices and set interconnection rates at TSLRIC. The Commission should
establish "bill and keep· as an interim mutual compensation arrangemenl until BeliSoUlh's TSLRIC
studies are performed and produced. The Commission should require BellSoulh to charge an
originating alternative local exchange carrier ("ALEC~) the TSLRlC associated with the tandem
Switching function for local calls originated.

The Commission should utilize a TSLRIC methodology to develop interconnection rates.

SPRNT

Sprint supportS the use of bill·and-keep initially for transport COSt recovery for a period not
lO exceed 24 months from the dale of new entrant's interconnection to the incumbenrlocal exchange
carrier's local calling area. Within the 24 month period in which bill-and-keep is used. the
incumbenc local exchange carrier would be expected to develop specific charges associated with
tandem and termination functions based on its TSLRIC. A permanent solution should be' Oal-rated.
capaCity-based, charges that are COSI based. A non-incumbent local e..change carrier's prices for
interconnection and reciprocal compensation charges should be presumed to be cost·based and should
not be regulated unless this carrier develops market power,
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ACSI advocates -bill-and.keep"as a simple and equitable mecha.nism for achieving reciprocal
compensation. BellSoulh interpretation of the aspect of the Federal Act is plainly incorrect. If,
however, the Commission decided to determine a per minute rate for ca1l termination, ACSI
recommends that such a rate be calculated on a TSLRIC basis. The Commission should implement
'8 single, reciprocal rate for local call termination at both the end office and 'the 13ndem to be
consistent with the Federal Act and to increase administrative simplicity.

~TAG

TSLRIC or less is the appropriate long-term pricing standard for transport and termination
and that reciprocal compensation for transport and termination should be based on the incremenL11
COSt to terminatc~ an additional call originatIng on another carriers network. These rales should not
include any overheads, common costs. legacy COStS, or markups. The absence of TSLRIC price
studies and the competition delaying time period necessary for their development C3JJs for the
implementation of an interim solution for pricing of transport and termination. Bill·and-keep is the
appropriate solution.

STAFF

The Commission shall determine that rates for interconnection be detennined pursuant
to a forward-looking economic cost pricing methodolo~'.The prites that ne'" entrants pa~' for
interconnection sbould be based on the local telephone companies Total Ser\'ice Lone-Run
Incremental Cost of a partiCUlar element, which is caned "Total Elem~nt Long.Run
lDcremental Cost" (TELRIC), plus a reasonable share of forward-looking joint and common
~ost.

The Commission shall direct BellSouth to file cost studies "'ithin 4S da~'s of the issuance
of a Commission Order to be utilized in establishing long-term prices for interconnection. The
studies filed shall comply with the definitions and the methodolog,' contained in § 51.S0~ and
f 51.511 of the FCC's Local Competition Rules. BenSouth shall pro\'ide a detailed nar-rati\'e
wlUcb explains and identifies all asSumptioll§, data inputs) origin of inputs~ time frames and
any other information which may be Decessary for the Commission to detennine tbat tbe
proposed cost study complies with the FCC rules. \\'ithin the studies BeUSouth shall clearl~

identif',y the recovery sought for any joint and common costs. In addition the filed cost studies
shall compl)' with the provisions containtd in § 51.507(1) ofthe FCC rules "'hich requires that
rates be established (or at least three deraned geographic areas within the State to renect
geographic cost differences. These cost studies shall become the subject of a contested
proceeding upon tiling.

The Commission shall set interim transport and tennination rates at the default ceiling
for eDd~mceswitching (0.4 cents per minute of use), tandem s"-ilching (0.15 cents per minut~
of use) and transport (as described in § 5J.707(b)(2) oflhe FCC Rul~).
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Issue #6: What art the appropriate arrangements for the maintenance of
telephone directories?

BellSouth's publishing has refused to include MFS's logo in the Information Pages at no
charge, Allowing competitive local services providers to include their logos in the information pages
is appropriate because the incumbent service provider will have a de facTO monopoly on telephone
directories, especially white pages. GTE, NYNEX, Bell Atlantic and Ameritech provide MFS listing
with its logo. BellSouth should provide the same listings in Georgia.

BAPCO

The Commission should decide MFS 's requesl by laking the same aClion il took in AT&Ts
ease in Docket No, 6352-U, h should limit its order to a requirement that MFS customers receive.
at no cost to them or MFS, basic listings in the white page direclories,

STAff

The Commission's role in dire-ctorJ matters is to ensure that a complete white pages
directory is published. Directory ad"enising arrangements are a matter of contract between
the loal service pro\'ider and BellSouth~s publishing affiliate. MFS customers shall recei\'e
basic listings in the rele"ant ~'bite pages and all other djrector~' matters of interest to MrS be
pursued with BAPCO and arranged b)' contract. Other Director) matters for"'arded b)'

inteneoor Southern Directory are clearl) outside of the scope of this proceeding.
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. Issue #7: What are the appropriate arrangements for intennedaar) transit
5"'itching and cross-connection?

Carriers should have the option of obQinin£ a dedicated cross-connection between their
respective facilities if they are both collocated in the same BellSouth wire center. The Tate for a
dedicated cross-connection should be equal to the rate for a cross-connection from the same
collocation facility to BellSouth's network, divided equally between the twO panicipating carriers,
MFS should have the option to rome traffic through BellSouth's tandem switch to the switches of
other LEes. BellSouth should be permitted to collect a tandem transiting charge for the use of its
tandem in this siruation, based upon the LRIC of tandem switching. MFS has proposed that a
reasonable rate would be $0.00075 per minute, which exceeds BellSouth's tandem switching cOSt
as estimated in Florida, and is the same tandem SWitching rale approved by the Florida PSC for
GTE.

BELLSOl:TH

BellSouth plans [0 pro\'ide an intermediary function that would allow calls from an ALEC
customer 10 transit BellSouth's network [0 any other LEC network. The appropriate rates will be the
applicable chargc:s for tandem switching and transport in addilion to a charge of $.002 per minute
of use for the intermediary function. BellSouth intends to provide collocation arrangements to new
entrants similar to those provided to imerexchange carriers. BellSouth believes (he normal Lariffrates
should apply for direCt cross-connect.

STAFF

BeIlSouth shall pennit ALEC's collocated in the same office to dirtct cross-<:onnect. Tbe
appropriate charge for a dedicated cross-connect shall be equal to the rate for a cross­
connection from the same collocation facHit,- to BeliSouth's network, dh'ided equan~ betlll'een
tbe t\4'O participating carriers. The Commission shall determine rates for intermediar~ transil
pursuant to a fonurd-Jooking economic cost pricing methodolog~·. The prices that nelll
entrants pay for intennediar)' transit shouJd be based on the local telephone companies Total
Sen-ice Long~Run Incremental Cost of a particular element, which is called "Total Element
Long-Run Incremental Cost" (TELRIC), plus a reasonable share offon\'ard-Iookingjoint and
common cost.

The Commission shall direct BeIJSoutb to file cost studies within 45 da)'s of tht issuanct
of a Commission Order to be utilized in establishing long-tenn prices ror infermedi3r~' transit.
The studies filed shall comply with the definitions and the methodologJ contained in § 51.50:;
and § 5].511 or tbe FCC's Local Competition Rules. BeIlSouth shall pro\'ide a detailed
aarratile "'hich explains and identifies all assumptions, data inputs, origin of inputs, time
frames and an)' otber iofonnation ,,'hich rna)· be necessary for the Commission to determine
tbat the proposed cost study complies ""ith the FCC rules. Within the studies BeliSouth shall
clearly identify the rec0nf}' sought for any joint and common costs.
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&sue #8: What are the appropriate arrangements for interim Dumber
portability?

The most significant issue remaining regarding interim number portability is the
compensation for termination of ·ported" calls and the entitlement to terminating network access
c:harges on such calls. A new entrant terminating a call should receive the appropriate compensation
(switched access or local compensation, depending on the type 'of caU) regardless of whether a call
is completed using interim number portability. BellSouth should compensate MFS as if the traffic
had been terminaled directly to MF$'s network, as is the case for standard meet-point billing
arrangements. Traffic from IXCs forwarded 10 MFS via interim number potability should be subject
to the appropriare intraLATA, interLATA-intrastate, or interstate switched access rate less those
transport elementS corresponding to the use of BellSouth's network to complete the ca.ll.lfBeIJSouth
bills the switched access rate elementS on ported calts, as it proposes, MFS will not receive the
appropriate switched access charges when it lerminates a call. Specifically the Residuallmerconnec[
Charge ("RIC"). The terminating carrier should collect the RIC.

BELLSOUTH

The appropriate financial and operational arrangements for interexchange calls terminated to
a number that has been ·poned" to a new entranJ are identical to those for a situation in which an
interexchange carrier is connected through the BellSouth access tandem and then is connected (0 an
ALEC end office. On joimly handled imerexchange calls, BeJlSouth should receive the tandem
switching and transponcharges including the RIC, while the end user provider is entitled to the local
switching and Carrier Common Line (·CCL·) charges. The RIC arose out of the Local Transport
Restructure proceeding at the FCC. The RJC recovers the shortfall between the overall transport
revenue requirement and [he revenues generated by the new and lower transport and tandem
switching charges. The new entrants will not have a revenue requirement associated with the R\C
charge.

AT&T

When a number has been ported to an ALEC through interim number portability
arrangements, the incumbent local ex.change company should receive the switched access charges
associated with the local transport functions (either dedicated or tandem but nOl the residual
interconnecrion charge) in transporting the call to the incumbenJ's end office from which the call
is ·ported~ to the ALEC.

STAFF

Camers providing tandem switching or iDtermediary function shall collect access
cbaJ"le5 tbat apply oDly to the actual rundions the)' carr)' out. The carrier pro·.iding the
teoninating access shall collect the RIC charle. This same standard shall appl) to meet-point
billing arrangements.

14
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BtIlSouth shall pro\'ide ne\\" entrants nondiscriminatory access to Director~' Assistance
Services and Databases, and E91 J Database updates. BeUSouth shall enter inlo re~onable

arrangements fOT billing and collection of caller-paid inronnation sen-ices, such as "976" and
similar services. BeUSouth shall pro\'ide nondiscriminatory access to Operations Support
Systems Functions pursuaot to § 51.319(0 of the FCC rules.

15
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BEFORE mE GEORGIA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

In the matter of:

MFS Intelenet of Georgia~ Inc. Petition for Bellsouth
Nondistriminatory Unbundled Loops and
Interconnection Rates~ Terms and Conditions

Mel Metro Petition to Establish Nondiscriminatory
Rates, and Terms and Conditions for Unbundled Loops

)
)
) Dotket No. 6415-U
)
)
)
)
) Docket No. 6S37·U
)
)

CERTlFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certifY that the Interim Order in the above·referenced dockets was filed with the
Commission's :Executive Secretary, and copies ofsame were served upon all parties and persons listed
below or via hand-delivery where indicated by an asterisk. or by first-class mail addressed as follows:

Terri M Lyndall· Tim Devine Michael S. Bradley. Esq
Executive Secretary Sr. Dir. Of Extcrnal &: Reg. Ail: Hicks Maloof &. Campbell
Georgia Public Servo Comm, MFS Communications Co, Inc. Marquis Two Tower/Suite 2200
244 Washington Street SW Six Concourse Pkwy. Su 2100 285 Peachtree Center Ave NE
Atlanta GA 30334·5701 Atlanta GA 30328 Atlanta, GA 30303-1234

Tom Bond· Communications Corp. Marsha A. Ward, Esq.
Assistant Attorney General Southern Region Senior Counsel
Depat1ment of Law 780 Johnson Ferry Road MCI Telecommunications Corp
40 Capitol Square Suite 132 Atlanta GA 30342 780 Johnson Ferry Rd
Atlanta GA 30334 Atlanta, GA 30342

Roxanne Douglas
Jim Hun, Director Attorney at Law Walt Sapronov
Consumers Utility Counsel Div ]200 Pcachtree 5t NE Charles Hudak
omu ofConsumer Affairs Room 4048 Gerry Friend & Sapronov
2 MJk Jr Dr. East Tower Atlanta GA 30309 Three Ravinia Dr.lSuite 1450
Suite 356 Atlanta, GA 30346-2131
Atlanta GA 30334 James D. Comerford

Attorney at Law John P. Silk
C. Christophcr Hagy Esq Long Aldridge & Nannan Executive Vice President
David I Adelman Esq One Peachtree Center Georgia Telephone Association
Sutherland Asbill & Brennan 303 Peachtree $t Suite 5300 1900 Century Blvd./Suite 8
999 Peachtree $t NE Atlanta GA 30308 Atlanta. GA 30345
Atlanta GA 30309-3996

Carolyn Tatum Roddy Stephen G. Kraskin
Andrew D Lipman Attorney State Regulatory Thomas 1. Moonnan
Richard M Rindler Sprint Communications Co Kraskin & Lcsse
Swidler & Berlin 3100 Cwnberland CR 2120 L St. NW/Suite 520
3000 KSt NW Suile 300 Mailstop GAATLN0802 Washington, DC 20037
Washington DC 20007 Atlanta, GA 30339
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William E. Rice
Long. Aldridge & Norman
One Peachuee Center
303 Peachtree St., NE
Suite 5300
Atlanta, GA 30308

John M. Stuckey, Jr.
Glass, McCullough, Sherrill
.t Harrold
1409 Peachtree Street, NE
Atlanta, GA 30309

Peter C. Canfield
Dow, Lohnes &. Albertson
One Ravinia Drive/Suite 1600
Atlanta, GA 30346

Newton M. Galloway
Attorney At Law
113 Concord Sn-eet
P. O. Box 632
Zebulon, GA 30295

Willilllll 1. Ellenberg II
BellSouth Telecommunications
125 Perimctc.r Center WestJRm 376
Atlanu, GA 30346

LaoraNix
Long, Aldridge &. Noonan
One Peachtree Center
303 PeachU'cc Street
Suite 5300
Atlanta, GA 30308

L. Craig Dowdy
Long, Aldridge &. Norman
One Peachtree Center
3303 Peachtree Strcd
Suite 5300
Atlanta, GA 30308

So certified this 21st day of August, 1996.

Nancy G. Gibson.
3325 Ivanhoe Drive
Atlanta, GA 30327
(404) 231-9134
(404) 651-9401 (GPSC)

ancy . ibs
Special ASSI ot '""'.1'" II

State Bar No_ 293019
Counsel for the Commission Staff
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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBL!C SERVICE COMMISSION

In Re: Resolution of
petition(s) to establish
nondiscriminatory ~ate•• terms,
and conditions for resale
involving local exchange
companies and alternative local
exchange companies pursuant to
Section 364.161, F. S.

) DOCKET NO. 950984-TP
) ORDER NO. PSC-96-0811-FOF-TP
) ISSUED: June 24,,1996
)
)
)
)
)

LAWAND PUBUC POUCY

The following Commissioners participated in the dispoaition of,
this matter:

BY THE COMMISSION;

APPEARANCES

Richard M. Rindler, Esquire, Swidler lc Serlin, Chartered,
3000 K Street N.W., Suite 300, Wa8hington, D.C. 20001
On behalf of Metropolitan Fib.r Syat~m, of Florida, Inc.

Anthony P. Gillman, Esquire, and M. Eric Edgington,
Esquire. Post Office Box 110, FLTC0007. Tampa, Florida
33601
On behalf of GTE florida IncotpQr'ted.

J. Jeffry Wahlen, i8quire, and John P. Fan., Baquire,
Macfarlan., Ausley, Ferguson. McMullen, Post Office Box
391, Tallahassee, Florida 32302
On aha1f o( Clntral Telephone c9mQany of PIOri"di 8Dd .,"" ..
uni~,~~.,~!.jp~ne,,_~_~ 9~ji:~~~n , ,_ _,_,n ' "
Mark:-Logan!_E.'quire~-B~-t~',~iIier""an'd·"61.~ve;-JQj.'·Sgut-h
Monro$~Bt~t';"Suit., 0"$'00 • 1"Il11Qawne 1'-V-lmA- "j21 0'1, :-and ­
Robin-::l>':;=Snion~ --liqufre,-'lHcr ~act1trie~:-:,s~.t-,~'-!f;:E: :- -
Promenade 'I, Room 4038, Atlanta, Georgia 30309
on behalf of AT&T CommunicationS of the Southern StAtes,
1M.:.. '

OCCU~F-e.:T L" ""~:'''' 0 'To or" .. - ..... E

06710 JUN2~M
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Laura L. Wilson, E8qU.ir., and. Williu Grabam, Esquira l

310 M. Honroe Stre.t, Tallaha...e, Florida 32301on bIb,lf of Flor14a QJble T.lecqmpuniCltions
As,ociatiqn. In;.

Patrick K. Wiqgin8, Esquire, wi99i~ , Villacortl, Post
otfic. Drawer 1657, T.llah••••• , Flori4a 32302
Qn bobalf Qf Int,rpadia cpmaunica;ion. of Florida, In;L

Floyd R. Self, ~quir., and Norman H. Horton, Jr.,
Eaquire, Mes.er, Caparello, Mad.en, Goldman' Ketz, P.A.,
Poat Office Box 1876, Tallaha...., 'lorida 32302-1876
on b@baltot Worldcgm, Inc. d/bla LPPS WorldCQm
COUIuni9a1: ions.

Richard D. Kel.on, Esquir., Hopping' Cre.n So. , SIIith,
Po.t Offic. Box '526, 123 South CAlhoun street,
Talllba....i Floria. 32314
on l>eb.lf Of "e1 Metro AcC9I' Tr,ng,i,.ian Senict., Inc.

Robert S. Cohen, Bsquir., Pennington, CUlpepper ~ Moor. I

Wilkinson, Dun1:Nlr , Dunlap, P.A., Poat Offic. Box 10095,
fallah••••• , Florida 32302-2095
on behalf of :ia. Worur AxS of [lorida L.P. an" DigitAl
lII4ia Plrtnea.

Everett Bard, Esquire, Ervin, "."oba, 04wa and Ervin, 305
South Gadsden Street, Tallaha••••, Florida, 32301
on behalf of Sprint CqmmUOig1tiqn. OqIpIDY, L,PL'

CoMa L. Canzano, Esquire, Scott EdJDonds, Bsquir., and
Tracy aatcb, Esquire, Floric1a Public Service coui••ion,
2540 Sbuaard Oak Boulevard, Tallah..... , Florida
32399-0"0
On btbllt of the Com-ill ion staff·

ORDER ISTAlt.TSHIHG RROYIsroNs FOB m gSALK or SEBVI~

PBonQIQ BX m noBI;Qt TMq)RQWIQ.
matlD TBI,R'9D QlIIPm Qr ",oITDA« uP
~ mrBI2f9NI CQIIPAIY or n.oBIQA

I. BAClGROm

The 1995 Florida Le91slature approve4 sUbstantial revi.ions to
Chapter 364, Florida S1:atutes. The•• change. included provisions
that author1ie the competitive provision of local exchange
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telec:ouunicatioJUI MrVtce. IftCWlhent local excb&nqe coapani._y
elect to be price regulated rather than ra~e bas., 'ra~.-ot-return
regulated cOIIpani... GTB Florida Incorporated (GTBFL) ancl united
Telephone eoapany of Floria ancl central Telephone COIIP&I1Y of
'lorida (collec1;ively United/Centel) elected to be price regulated.

Section 36,fIo1'1, Florida statut•• , provides that. upon requ..t,
each local eXcb&Dfe blecoaaWllcationa coapany sball unlNndle all
of it. network features, functions, anel c.p&biliti•• , and offer
the. to any other teleco..unicationa provi4er requesting th.. fot
resale to the extent ~.chniC&lly and econOJlically f ••sible. It the
parti.. to the proceeding are unable to successfully negotiate the
terms, conditiona, and price. of any f •••i»le unbundlinq request,
the Co_i••ion, pur.uant to section 364.162 (3), Plo;rida Statute.,
is required to .et nondiseriainatory rates, term8, and conditions
for r ••ale ot services and faciliti.s within 120 day. of x:.caivift9
a petition.

on Auquat 30, 1'95, t:h. PrehearincJ otticer ••t forth the
procedural 4at.. 90vernin; petitions filed raqu••tinq the
CODi•• ion to .stabliah noncUscriainatory rates, t~, and
ccndi1:iona for reMle. iU. ore1er No. PSC-95-1083-PeO-T'P. On
January 24, 1"', llauopol11:an Fiber Sy_t_ ot Plorida, Inc. (IIrS­
Fl.) tiled. petition requestag 'that the CODi••ian ..~11ah such
nondiscru.1natory rate., terw., and cond1tiona tor r_ale with
GTEJ'L and United/CaDt.el. The bearincJ in tbi. 40cket va. beld on
MArCh 20 and 21, 1'96. Our decl.ion, based on the. evidence in the
record, is .et forth below.

II. IlS-n,/GTBf'M ITlrtlLATION

On February 1', 191', JlFS-PL and GTEPL s1qnK an agre.ent
raqardinq se~al terJ18 for unbundlinq and rual. and .tJ.pulltecJ
... i.sue. Vlt11~ th,f.•. _prOJ:Md.inta . OILXaJ:ab ~aO •.:~J.t", .•~ tbe
bearinv, ve approved 1:be .tipulat1on without. o))jectiona .: -fte
stipulation r ..olva. aC*a ot the tuae tor unbundling'·-ancl r ...le
between IO'S-~aDd G!'B1"L vit:b Z'egUcIII. to s.etj.~U :"-4;' ·Y,:.~.n;. ot- . _. .-
tbi. Order. 'l'1w st1pulation is attaehacl to this order' as
AttachMnt A, ~~.::~~~ttnnOe- f.n~ra~ed ~ei:.in. . .-- .

- ••. - _. :.::-:. ~~.' .. .. ._. ".... ':'-:"':"-=:~ ;'._-:;~

III. IQN-PlTrrIOIIlfG 'ARTISS NIP TlIJ DJCISIOR .

At the pr~uri"i conterence beld on Karch 1, 19'6, the
followinq i.sue vaa ic1en't1fied: -To What extan~ are 1:11. nOD­
petitioning parti•• that actively participate in this proceedinv
bound by the eo_i••ion's deci.ion in 'thi. docket "as 1~ relat:.. t.o
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United/Cent_l ancl GTEFL?" The i ••ue va. orally argued at the
hearing by the parties and ruled upona. follows:

Any intervenor ALBC who fully participates in this
proceedinq is bound by the re.olution of the 1••ue••
SUch ALEe il still free to negotiate its own rate. To
~ extent. nevotiationa tail, the attectecl ALEC .ay
petition the Co..i ••ion to ••t rat...

IV. Mymu.m EI.1!XMS

Section 364.161 (1), FloricSa Statutes, states that upon
r&qU••t, uc:h local exchanqe company (LEe) shall:

unbundle all of 1ts net.work teatur•• , funct.iona, and
capabilities, including acce•• to signalling aataba...,
syst.. and routinq processes, and otter th•• to any o~er

telecOllllunications ~rovider requut1nq s\lch teature.,
functiona or capab1.1itie. for reAle t.o the extent
technically and econoaically feasible.

We interpret this to -.an t.ha.t LEes are requiracl to unJ:)undle
any n.twork featura, function and capability upon reque.t. This
section does not require the LEe. to offer existing' 'taritted
service. •• unbundled network ele••nt.~

Generally, the partie. aqree that united/Cent.l should be
required to unbundle loops, port., loop concentration and any
transport aSfIOaiated wi'th the.. .Iaent.. Di.a;r....nt· uOng' the
pArties ari••s •• to the level of unbun4linc) reque.ted by Xl'S-FL.

A. IrS-PL" RegpAlt

XPS-FL requut.ed that United/cent.l unbu.ncll. it:. .xchan9­
••rvic.. into two Hparate ~cka9": the link elaent pl•. ero••­
connect eluent and the port. element plua croa.-connect el_n't.
specifically, Xl'S-n, .eeks \1MUftclled aoe... and in'tercODDeC1:ion to
the follow1nq. fo~. "'of" 'linbUiialect -11nkWr-' "·"1') ~:1-v1:r.· -and:, ..-wire .~ .. -
analOll voice gra4e; 2) 2-Wir~'~~:~Nt'?P1~~~·t'!O'*--_
(ISDIf) diqital Q't'aclei and 3-)"·:{'!'1flrej~,~=in~--·;..._,-:....:.:;:~;:~

. ~,.:....' .:::~ ~:,::,::)~~~::,::~~':~_:~~::-::~.,_.: _~._-:'~_ .~..-::6 :.;"~\

A link eleaent or loop el..ent i8 tbe·tranaai••lon taoility,
or chaMal or group of chaMe1. on such facility, Wbich extenc:ls
frOD the Lie encl office to adeurcatioD point at: 'the CUIItOiler t.
premises. 2-vire analog voice grade linka are cODonly u.ed tor
local dial tone s.rvice. 2-wire ISDN digital grade link. are a 2B
+D basic rate interface integrated service. d19ital netvork (BRl-



I '''~M'! r, , I .. :ARR:ER ~ REGULATORY
'T' r ' r:,0, ., c. ')

ORDIR NO. pSe-96-o811-ror-TP
DOCKIT MO. '509'4-TP
PAG! 5

ISDN) type of le>op which ...t. lIati'On..l %IIDIf ~.ta:ndard ••.- 4-vin DS­
1 di9ital qrade links provide the equ1v.l.n~ of 2. voice grad.
channels. eroa-connection i. an' intra-wire oenter channel
conneatin; .eparate piece. ot talecoaunicat.lons equipaent
includin9 equip.ent between .eparata collocation f.cilities.

KPS-n also requ••ts the follow!n; torIUI ot unbundled ports be
ada available ~ united/cent.el: 1) 2-vire and 4-vire u8109 line;
2) 2-vire ISON d19ital line, 3) 2-vire analOCI direct 1nvard 4iali1\9
(DID) trunk; .) 4-vire DS-1 diqltal DID trunk; and 5) 4-vire ISDN
D8-1 digital trunk.

A port al..-nt i. a lin. card and a••ociated equipment on the
LIe switch which .erv.. •• the hardware taraination for 'the
cWltoaarI. exchancJe ••rvice. The port: generate. dial tone and
provia.. the custo.er 8 pathway into the p@lie switched net.vork.
Bach port: i. 'typically as.ociate4 with one or aor. telephone
nuaber. wbich aerve a. the cwatoae.r'a network ad4re...

2-vire analog line port. are line aiele switch connectiOlUl that
provide basic re.idential and buaine.. type excban9. .arvice.. A
line side connection fro. t.he awitcb provld.. · acces. to Cbe
cuato••r. 2-vire ISD" cSi91tal line port. are ba.ic rate intarface
(SRI) line .ide .vitch coMectioJ\ll that provide ISD. excbange
services. A 2-wire an.lot DID trunk port Is a DID t.nNt .ieSe
coMection that provid•• inOOlling UUnk ~ype exchange services. A
trunk si4e connection trOll th••witch "typically providu .coa. to
another wit.cb. 4-wire D8-1 digital DID trunk ports are trunk .ida
switch connections that provide the equivalent of 24 ,analOC1
incominq UuDk type exchange aervioea. "-wire ISDHc.tigital 08-1
trunk port. are pri..ry rate interface (PRI) trun:k .1de witch
coMectiona that provide ISOM excbang. aervic.•.

. .

JOl'S-n. a1_0 requ..U the ability to us. iu own digital loop
carrier (DLC) throUgh oollocat;icm' too provide .loop cxmceatra1:icm or
to purcha•• such loOp· c·oncent.ration' frOil unitecl/Cenul. ID'8;'PL
a1ao fil-.cl teataony on unbuncll-ecJ- .oe•••· and· i.i'lterCioiuwctlon tq- the
link .u.b-el_.n~. -:of' -oni'4:ed/Cen1:<el ' .--DLC. lOQa~ed i~ tbe t1.1d:':~ '..

. .- '-_.', -'-' -- .- ....: ..:-:-::-.._.. . ;'.- ~.... . ...- . _'_'-:"':;-"::': .. _:.-.~~ --
B. uni1:td/cMAi.~"·.;h_.·I':'-'::···;:~:.....-~-~.:..'~~- ..:- .- .~--:":;:;"..:-~.~-'.~. '~...--:;-:

·':..;':i.:.:: -:!=fr ~_ ~~z,-:' ~: ~'-:=: .::r-j~': ~...: ".- ~7-=~ ~:."... ,::,: ~: ....z::--~.- .. ~ --:-- :: -- ----~. =.:.. :=-
In add1't1'Cft1'·~ to :..': ·collocatlo!f:· :-otferM..::·":..:.!ti"'-:~tt.· -"~4id'-:. ;, ,.

interconnection 'tariff., ODitacS/Cente1 propoaea to ofter untiuDCSled
loop. and port.. unitecl/Centel ' • vitn.. PO&CJ ••aert.· that
United/cent.l'_ existing special aco••• tariff contains the loop
eluent. that .hauld be providecl to KJPS-FL on an unbundle .aia.
Speci.l acce•• llU'Yio•• are currently Wle4 to connect end uaen to
IXCS for switched toll and private lin. services. Oni-ted/centel
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....n.- tbat apecial access ••rvio.-s ...t the neees. of IXea and end
u.era for 11 large vari.ty of toll ..rv~oe.; .,.eial ace••s abould
be ued to provid.e lervic::e. on a loCal balis as vell as a toll
basi•.

Unite4/Centel proposes to offer unbundlecl porta with the
capability to handle local, lonq distance, direotory a••i.tanee,
operator and 911 type calls. currently, t1nittad/centel l s only
t.ariffed port i. a centr.x net.work ace... reqi.ter (lIAR) which is
.quivalent to the dial tone el....1: ot a Pax trunk. l1nited/centel
state. that it i8 in the proc.s. of developinq residence, sinqle
lin. busin..s, and rotary busin••• porte.

C. L90R/Link D. Sptte~al Acce••

MPS-FL argue. that using a special ace... 11n. a' an unbundled
loop i. not appropriat.. MFS-l'L I. vitnea. Devine •••ert. that
special access line. provide tor addit.ional perforaance paru.t.ers
that are beyond What is necaaaary to provide plain old telephone
service (POTS). Se .tat•• that installation of a spacial acce.s
line typically reQUir.. special enqineer!n9 by the LlC and cost.
IlOre than iMtallltion ot • POTS line. Another concern ari••• When
a Un!tec1/een~el cu.tomer cbOO8_ to chant- ••rvice to lIPS-PI,. IIPS­
7L ••••rt. that the cuato..r's eKisting link facility 8bould be
rolled over troa OIlitad/centel to ICPs-n vi~out ha"in; the entire
link re-provisioned or enc;ineerecl over difterent: faciliti... D'S­
FL's concenu; reqarcl1nq cult:OIIer rollover are a4dr••se4 in section
VII ot this order. .e recognize that dedicated servie.. ar. rated
to reflect operational parameters that ~o beyond that of • basic
local loop. Therefore, we find that epecial access lines are not
an appropriate substitute for an unbundled loop.

D. ISDB Ipgpt and Port.

IO'S-l'L argue. that alternative local excbange ac.pani••
(ALECa) 1IU8t be able to 'UN 2-vire and 4-v1re coMectiona' in .ana1.ot
or digital forut to offer advan~ ~~9rk..•erviCM ·.uctr .. "Ismr~·
Purther, KPS-PL~:.tate. l:ha:t:·' private -))ranch ucbang.· :fPU)4md--by=­
ay.t._ a1Jloat always r~ir.· .-4...wire Cronnec:e1on.--..8-n, ...efta
that if the approprJat" -ranp ··of: unbuDd'IiiiS: lObJ*:-:vi" i\ot;;Gftartld~; :.
ALBCa effectiv.elj. "i11--__ -PHOludecl.: -frOll offerin9' ·.OpIU~icat".d·.....
telecouunicatiolUl aervic.. , .uab a.' ISDN. Tbu, ·IIJS-l"'L--.tat.....
United/cent.1 will be able to otter .uch scph1.ticated.sarvice.
vl.....out 1'V'lIB-+!ti - . _. .. - .. - ..~ _........ OD.· _. _. ... " . ._.,......

t1nited/centel stat.s that it haa 2-wire aM 4-wite .ana109
voice q.rade loop. aa well.. data loopa available in its special
access tariff. United/cetltel ' s witn••• lCbazraee stat•• that port.
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are not currently uriffed bUt, varioU8" grad.. ot Port. can be
offer.t onee a taritt i. developed and operational i.aua ar.
r ..olved. United/cent.l atat.•• that it va. confu.ed I. t.o exactly
What IIPS-n. ia requ_tin9.

It is curious that six ~ntbs af~ar XFS-FL'. initial cOntaot.
vith Onited/Otntel1:here is .till a alaUD48rstanciinv ra9udinv J1PS­
FL'. unlxmcll11UJ reque.t. •• find lIPS-PL'. requ••t t.o be
r ..ao~le. w. also find JaB-FL'. reque.t. ia eon.i.tent with its
agre_nt with G'r1l'L and our elecision r89ar4ing IIPS-n,I. unbuDc:lliDcJ
for BallSouth TelecoDunications, Inc. iU order Ifo. PSC-06-04·U­
VOF-'rP, i.sued March 29, 1116.

E. LAqp Concentration

KFs-rL • nonpatitioner requ••ts that it be allowed to
collocate loop concentration equipment in united/Centel'. central
office.. united/Centel .tat•• that it vill allow oentral office
collocation of loop coJtt:entrat.ion .qI.lipaent if it is being uaect for
tenainating loop fa.ciliti... We find that it: ia appropriau to
allow ALBe. to collocate loop concentration equiJ)Mn't. Collocat.1n9
loop concentration equipent. vas not explieitlY addr...ees 4v.ri"9
the expanded interoonneCJt1on proceed!ntj.. 1'bat pr~ees1ft9

addres.ed collocation facilities as enCOllP&••1ng central office
aquipHnt needed to ter1Iinat.. balic tranal••1on tao1li~i..,
inclucSing optical tendnatineJ equipment aDd. 11111tiplexers. ill
Order 110. PSC-t4-o285-ror-TP, i ••ue4 Karch 10, 1"4. In adcU-tion,
we beli.ve that the procedure. for collocating loop conc.ntration
devic.. should be· the . .... a. tho.. ordered in the eJq)and.ed
interconnection proceedinq••

P. LaO» Tranlpgrt.

XeX-tro, an interv.nor, reque.t. loop trauport frca
United/cent.l. Loop transport i. the f\UlCtlon of UaMpOrt1n;
concentrated loop. troa t:h. central office of tM incnmbent LIIC to
the Iwitch of th.~ALBC-;- t1n1ted/Centel a••erts that. loop trauport
i. nothiDCJ JIOre. thAn-1nteroUice· tr&D.~-&1ICl.1IbOU3.4 be, ballC11ed -.:"",'
vi. existin9 1:.U'i~~ed r.~ - lIPS-IlL- .•~... -ftDd. . stat.. that-it. ':-.:-'
would purcba..·tilt,,·~=1-1'ty··fTOJI-f1nt1:ec.tfeentel·~--tarlf:t~:.:""'40:- _.
not cora.true DS"W.',;~uwt;·to·;lr,taclQ.'l~:-~:. u. :U'· ~-:.-'
unlNnelled el"~·~':.:)fte-V"':":·c~rtlY.'-bav•.-d.-::Op1:ton ,.~ 1.... ·· i ..: .the.. faciliti••--'ra the LBe or to provide the faciliti••
tb••••lv.. a. envisioned in expanded interoonnecticm aDd orderecl1n
th. local tran_port relltructur.. III order••w. PsC-t'-03IS-1Or-
TP, i.sued Karch 10, 1"., and PSC-95-0034-POP-TP, l ..ued January
9, 1995. Accordingly, ve fincl tha~ it i. not nec...ary t.o r.quire
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united/Centel to cr••tt a new pricinq el..ent it the petitioner haa
not reque.ted it. '

G. 1M-loop tlnbun41 ing

MFS-n, .tat•• that sub-loop unbundling' consiata ot bl'eaJtin,
the local loop into .tab-eluent. that can be purcha••d ))y t!Ia ALlC.
JI1I'S-n. t. vitn... Devine aaintain. that XPS-FL should have acee•• to
vniteclJCentel ' • loop concentration equipaent deE»loytMI in the field..
Witn••• Devine .tat•• tba1; sub-loop unbunclling i. ne.eel in 'the
future but that NFS-FL ia not initially requeatin9 it. .e find
that: United/Cent.l lIball not be required to offer sub-loop
unbundling at this tiJIe becau.e IO's-n baa not requested it. Upon
a ~n. tide requ••t fro. IIl'S-l'L, Unlta4/Centel anel KPS-n. Ihall
develop a CC1IPrehensiv. pr~al for sub-loop un))un4linv for.our
review.. The propo.~l ahall 1nclud. coat and price .upport for each
unbun4led eleaent, and Ii list ot operational, administrative and
maintenance procedure••

V. TECHNICNi AlUWfCiDCINTS

IO'S-l'L and IICI..tro a•••rt tha't interoonnection ot unbundle<!
el..aat. should occur at United/cent.l'. central otfice via
collocated faciliti.iI, '1ncludiiMJ loop concentration, 01' by vay of
loop trallaport. LOOS supports KFS-PL'. anc! J(ct.-tro'. r.qu••t.

rcrA and TiM Warner stat. that unbQncUec1 elaen1:a should be
made available at interconnection points. Tiae warner beli.v..
this should be achieved according to uctuatrY .tandards. .

ATiT a.sert. that unbundled eleaenu should be provided in •
manner that viII not prohibit the new entran~ trOll provi41Dl) the
.... quality of service •• the IncuUMmt LEe. Thi..... that
technical uranVGenu u.ed .to.connect unbw)dl.~ el-.nts to • MV
entrant'. na~~1';'Jt_ ~ou~d ~ equal to tho.. c:Qrren~iy' uaiCf"-to '
connect th...~~~l~t~~v!~ the ~'. OWJ\ J;l.tworJt~ ' ..

JlPS-n, prQ,!l~ ·x~~.~~·i:t:~ ::,_~iicm 't.~~~~{~lica~ion. ~. ":.~.;~, ~ .
for c!1Vltal lq,·,c.o-i:1ii"·::g~~~~.. wI"tiiQ. oev1fij::.t.~~. ~~t:Ji98t " '. .."
coapanl.. ,. VIletber , .. U".....AttJSC)_ iJ\G~~' Y=Cr--or.. .in.tu~e. -- .'
carrier, ienir.rri~~id! ...~ "ii~. "~~s~~~'~~icr)~-J'L -l~. '~.'.: ...~.~.":,' -'
reque.tlJ19 that collocation of loop CGnC6nttation devicu (iti91tal
loop curier) _be,.~.llove~:. .~S-PL ll1t~. ~ awregate ita t.r~tlc
via loop concentrat.ion and trinaport It to ita r ••pective .wit.ch.
As stated previously, ALEC. ahall be allowed to collocate loop
concentration devices within United/centel'. cen~ral office.


