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Dear Mr. Caton:

RECEIVED

NAY 5 1997

On Friday, May 2, 1997, James GrafofBTNA, Sandy Reback ofMCI and I met
with Susan O'Connell and Kerry Murray ofthe International Bureau to discuss the above
captioned docket. BT and MCI argued that the "no special concessions" language that
the Commission has applied to prior cases involving foreign investment in U.S. common
carriers, and specifically the requirements concerning availability ofcustomer proprietary
network infonnation (CPNI), would have the effect oflimiting Concert's ability to service
multinational accounts. Such a requirement would apply asymmetrically to Concert, since
other U.S. carriers who are licensees in the U.K. market would not face such a condition.
We argued that the underlying policy concern that is a basis for a CPNI condition, i&., the
presence ofa de jure monopoly on the foreign side ofa business arrangement, was not
present in the case ofthe U.K., and that BT's revenue shares for large business calling on
international routes reflected the highly competitive nature ofthis segment ofthe business.
Finally, we also discussed some ofthe issues that the Commission may want to raise about
this issue in its upcoming notice that will seek changes in Commission rules to reflect the
World Trade Organization pact on telecommunications.

Sincerely,

cc: Kerry Murray
Susan O'Connell

No. of Copies rec'd OJ-~
List A8GOE


