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that any modifications of the language of the Interconnection Agreement should be negotiated

and the agreement resubmitted within forty-five (45) days. SWBT restates its position that the

parties should negotiate the agreement based upon the decision.

The parties are directed to negotiate the language of the Interconnection Agreement

based upon the decisions in this proceeding and submit the Interconnection Agreement

incorporating the Commission's final decision within forty-five (45) days ofthe date of the

Commission's final order.

XII. CARRIER ACCESS.

I. IS SWBT ENTITLED TO RECOVER ANY INTRASTATE ACCESS CHARGES FROM
LSPS THAT INTERCONNECT OR PURCHASE UNBUNDLED NETWORK ELEMENTS
FOR THE PROVISION OF TELEPHONE EXCHANGE SERVICE AND EXCHANGE
ACCESS?

AT&T maintains that it should be allowed to provide exchange access service through

UNEs and should not be required to pay carrier access for service provided to its customers over

UNEs. SWBT contends that carrier access rates are not negotiable and maintains that the FCC

Order does not alter collection of access charges.

SWBT cites ~191 of the FCC Order in support of its LBO. This provision of the Order

appears to have no application to this issue unless SWBT has some proof that AT&T will use

UNEs only for the purpose of originating or terminating interexchange traffic. There is no

evidence in the record to support such an assumption and the cited paragraph cannot be

considered to support SWBT's position.
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The FCC clearly distinguished the provision of service through UNEs from the use of

resold services. The CLEC is paying for the cost of facilities and may use those facilities to

provide telephone exchange service and exchange access to others. The FCC found that there is

greater risk for a CLEC offering service through UNEs because CLECs purchasing UNEs must

pay for the cost of the facility and face the risk that there will not be sufficient demand for the

facility to recoup the cost. FCC Order ~332-3.

AT&T must compensate SWBT for the UNE facility, as a whole, not for the specific

usage of that facility by AT&T's customer. Therefore, the ALl adopts AT&T's LBO. See also

Issue No. I (1).

XIII. MISCELLANEOUS.

1. SHOULD THE CONTRACT INCLUDE TERMS WHICH REQUIRE SWBT TO PROVIDE
RESOLD SERVICES, UNBUNDLED NETWORK ELEMENTS, ANCILLARY FUNCTIONS
AND INTERCONNECTION ON TERMS THAT ARE AT LEAST EQUAL TO THOSE THAT
SWBT USES TO PROVIDE SUCH SERVICES AND FACILITIES TO ITSELF?

AT&T states that the services provided by SWBT must be equal in quality, subject to the

same conditions and provided in the same provisioning time intervals as SWBT provides itself.

SWBT states that for services provided to its customers, it will provide such services to AT&T

under the same terms and conditions.

In 47 C.F.R. §51.603(b), the FCC requires that ILECs provide services for resale "equal
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in quality, subject to the same conditions, within the same provisioning time intervals that the

LEC provides those services to others, including end users." ILECs must provide UNEs "at least

equal in quality to that which the incumbent LEC provides to itself." 47 C.F.R. §51.311 (b).

AT&T's LBO is consistent with the rules and is adopted.

2. WHAT IS SWBT'S OR AT&T'S POSITION PERTAINING TO THE PRICING OF WHITE
PAGES LISTINGS AND OTHER WHITE PAGES INFORMATION?

It is AT&T's position that for resold services, white page listings should be free, and

production and delivery of white pages and yellow pages should be at SWBT's expense. SWBT

contends that it is only required to provide directory listings when AT&T purchases unbundled

local switching elements. It offers to provide white page listings based upon its UNE costing

methodology. SWBT states that it will voluntarily agree to make white page listings, directories

and directory delivery available using its costing methodology without requiring AT&T to

purchase unbundled switching.

Pursuant to Act 77, ILECs shall provide to CLECs, "at reasonable rates ... directory

listings '" only to the extent required in the Federal Act." Act 77 §9(h). SWBT's LBO

complies with Act 77 and is adopted with the exception that the prices for the service should

comply with the methodology adopted in Issue No. V (19).

BY ORDER OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE PURSUANT TO

DELEGATION.

This day of February, 1997.



Jan Sanders
Secretary to the Commission
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Sarah M. Bradshaw
Administrative Law Judge
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F'LED

IN THE MATI'ER OF AT&T COMMUNICATIONS
OF THE SOUmwEST. INC.'S PETITION FOR
ARBITRATION OF UNRESOLYED ISSUES WITH
SOUTIlWESTERN BELL TELEPHONE COMPANY
PURSUANT TO SEC. 252(b) OF THE
TELECOMMUNICATIONS ACT OF 1996

ORDER

)
)
)
)'
)
)

DOCKET NO. 96-395-U
ORDER NO. 7

I

,"

The Application for Rehearing filed by AT&T Communications of the Southwest,lnc. on

March 28, 1997, should be and hereby is denied.

The Application for Rehearing filed by Southwestern Bell Telephone Company on April

9, 1997, should be and hereby is denied.

BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION.

This If: rll- day of April, 1997.

,../ _J/:_'-/
~~~~... "

~..... .~ -'.
Lavenski R. Smith, Chainnan

~. Jr., Commissilll1Cf if
..........

~~Gz:-.)
Jan SSU1de~ =-0
Secretary of the Commission
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IN '!'BE MATTD OP AT&T COMNtJNICATIONB
OF THE SOUTBWBST. ZHC •• PZT%T%ON POR
ADXT:RATIOH OF tJN1lESOLVEC ISSUES laTH
SOU1'BWESTERN BELL TELEPHONE COMPANY
PURSUANT TO SBC. 252(B) OF THE
TELECOHHDNXCATIONS ACT OF 1996
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)
)
)
)
)
)
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On April 1.6. 1997, AT&T Co..u:n.iea~io%ls of the Sout.llwest. IDe.

(AT&T) filed a Mot:.ion 'to Ext.end. Deaclline for Filillg CompliiUlce

Intercounection Agreement. AT&T requests that th~ deadline for

filing an interconnect.ion agreement with Southwestern Bell

Tel.p~ODe Company (SWBT) in COMpliance witb Orders No. 5 and 6 be

extended from April 25, 1997 to May 23. 1997. In support of ics

Motion, AT&T states that AT.T and SWBT are working d11igencly to

prod~ce compliance interconnection agre~ents in each of the states

served by SWBT in the chronological order in which the arbitration

awards were ent.ered. However. delays have restricted AT&T" II

ab11ity t.o meet. the April 25, 1997 deadline. AT&T also contends

tbat strict adherence to the current filing deadline will

wmecessarily limit negotiations and may force the parties to

produee .competing .agreements ...w,it:h ...diapl.lted.teJ:mS ..a..!1d .conditions.

On April 17, 1997, SWBT filed a Response to AT.T'B MQt10D

etatiug that SWI3'1' will agree to a one week extensioD of the

deadline. SWBT requests that the deadline be e~teDded to May 2,

1997.
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.._,." The Motion of AT&T should. l:Je aDd. here})y is graDted.. The

deadline fot' f1ling the complianc::e intercormectioQ agreement ill

hereby extended to May 23, 199', to allow the parties adequa~e t~e

to negotiagte the compliance interconneetion agreeaeat.

BY ORDER OP THE COMMISSION.

This~ day of April, 199'.

~~ffidi~Jan SUll:ler" ,
Secretary of the Commission

" ~
'-!.,

Xearney, C~ssioner

..
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U'tl mE MATI'ER. OF ATAT COMMUNICATIONS )
OF THE solTI'HWEST.INC"S PE11TION FOR. )
ARBITRATION OF UNRESOLVED ISSUES WItH )
SOUTHWESTERN BELL TELEPHONE COMPANY )
PURSUANT TO SEC. 2S2(b) OF THE )
TELECOMldUNICAnONS ACT OF 1996 )-

ORDER

FILED

DOCKET NO. ~39S-U
ORDER NO.

.:

Order No. S, entered by the 85sisned Adminisntive Law JudIe aD FebnDry 28, 1997,

directed AT"T Communications of the Southwest.~. (AT&l) and Soutbw=itl:m Bell
-.•.

Telephone Compmy (SWBT) to file IJ1 Interc:oaneetiol1 Agreement iD comp1ilDGc with the

arbitration award within forty·fi~days of the date ofa final CommissioD Order approViDg Order

No. S. Order No.6, entered by the Commission on Marc:h 11, 1997. dlirmed OrderNo. S. OIl

April 11, 1997. Order No. 8 wu catered ex1cnding the deadline for filmg 1he lDte.reoueeUon

AgreemeDt. AT&T and SWBTwcre granted an extension to May 23. 1997, to file' siAgle

agreement betweeD the two parties incorporating the arbitration awanL

On May 23. 1997, AT&T &lid SWBr each filed sepuate IntaeoDDClC1ioD Agtccmma.

To date, AT&T and SWBT have not complied with Order No. S BDd No.8 wbich dirccta:J the

parties to file a single agreement. Therefore. the Commission fiDds that AT&'tT BDCl S'WBT arc

not in compliance widl the Orders of the Commission and that 1he sepuate "agreements" filed by

AT&T and SWBT on May 23,1997, should be and ben:by are dismissed. PursuIDt to Art. Code

Aan. §23-1-103. failure to comply with a Commission Onler may result i..a tbe imposition of
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NO. 22[1 [~ llc,

monewy sanctioDS. The Commission will Dot at this time impose Sll1ctiODS on SWBT and

AT&T. However. continued failure to comply with the orders ofthe Commission ill mis Dockel

may result in sanetioDS. ..:
"~'

I

The parties to this Docket are hereby directed to file B~ intercoDDection IlJ'E'Dent

aD or before 2:00 p.m. on June 30, 1997. The Commission will Dot consider that an agreement

-subj~t to review purswmt to §2S2(e)(2)(B) of the Telecommunications Act of 1996,47 U.S.C.

§252(e)(2)(B). bas been filed until AT&T and SWBT have filecl a joint lnteraJDDection

Agreement in compliBDcc with the arbitration award.

BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION.
~

This 1/ day ofJune. 1997-

r
Ivens . Smith. Chainnan

~().~,'1"
Sam I. Bratton, Jr.• Commissioner

Secretary of the Commission
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IN1lIEMATIEROFAT~TCOMMUNICAnONS )
OF mE SOUTHWEST. INC"S PEnlION FOR )
ARBITRAnON OF UNRESOLVED ISSUES WIlH )
SOUTHWESTERN BELL tELEPHONE COMPANY )
PURSUANT TO SEC. 2S2{b) OF THE )
TELECOMMUNICAnONS ACT OF 1996 ).

DOCKET NO. 96-395-U
ORDER NO. /0

The Motion to Extend Deadline for Filing Compliance Interconnection. Agreement filed

on June 23. 1997. is granted.

BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION.

This e2b~ay of June. 1997.

~u-
Lavenski R. Smith. CbaiJman

J Jius D. Kearney, ColNDissi,
I

Sccrctaly r.f the Commission

---
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Arkansas Public Service Commission Orders Approving or
Disapproving An Interconnection Agreement Since

August 1, 1997
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ARKANSAS
PUBUC SERVICE COMMISSION

IN THE MATT£R or THE APPLICATION OF )
SOUTHWESTERN BELLTELEPHONE COMPANY )
AND FaoNTIJRTELEMANAGEMENT, INC. )
FOR APraOVAL OF AN INTERCONNEcnON )
AGREE~NT'UNDERTHE )
TELECOMMUNICATIONS ACT OF 1996 )

I 10\0 oc. 1.:JlJ lIfl-L Ul,I ..,'"' ~..
: J.

: l"U'Uf J: ~: .=OM~
: J4 r···".; -:, '.
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: .;

ORDER
,
I .

On January 12. 1998, Southwestem Bell Telephone Company (S~T)aAd Frontier

Telcmanagcment, Inc. (Frontier) fi led a Joint Application requesting approv.oJ ofa Resale
J

,

IntercoMection AifeemclU (AiCeernent) ~lw~~n S"WBT and Frontier pLlniWUU to lh~
1 I j

,

Telecommunications Act of 1996 (1996 A.Ct). AlX:Ording to the Application, the ABr~~.11~nt w~

negotiated and executed pW"Suanl to the terms of the 1996 Act.
:
I

The 1q96 Act requires that any negotiated interconnection agreeme~t shall ~ suhmitted!
I '
J I

to the State commission for approval. The Cl'Immission shall approve Of reject the ~reen\enl :

!
within ninety (90) days ofme date it is submincd by the parties to theag~t ?r~

,

agreement is deemed approved. 41lJ.S.C_ §252{e). t' :

The 1996 Act spe_ifies that the: Commission may l'Inly reject:

(A) an agrcemc:nl (or any poRion thereo~ adopt61 by DCBotiation
under subsection (a) if it finds that • !:

(i) the agreement (or ponion thereot) di~criminatcs against
a u:lccomll\uniciltions carrier not a party to the Bgreemen;t~ o.

(ii) the implementation of such agreemeln or po~ioa is
not consisl~nl with Ihe public interest. convenience. and i

necessity; . ". 47 U.S,Co §252(e)(2). '

There \oIIil~ no c\(idcn~c:: presenud in the tiled comment." that the R~e (ntet!conneetion;
, ~,

Agrl:cmcnt between SWBT and rromier discriminates against a lelec:(\m~unitatio~siarrier mit
: '
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is not a party to the AiJ"IIW1t or that the AgreemcDl is not cQ~i~1AInt wig, the publi~ interest.
I

l'hc Resale ~oneaiOl1 ABfCCR\eJ\l between Frontier and SWBT is a negotiated agreement
• I •

"

'ssioner
i

~~,
Smilh,C~ I

~d': .. : ,'1"
Bratton, Jr., Commlsluoner :; i I

.r---;'" :

between Frontier azul SWBr and there is no evidenu indicating that the Asreement ~~ld be I
I

reje,ted pl.lr5umt to 47 U.S.C. §2S2(e){.2)(A). Therefore, the Resale InU!rco~tion ~grcementi
I I
, .

filed by SwaT and Frontier OD. January 12, 1998, ihould be and is herc:by approved ~ursuant to i

Sec. 2S2(e) of the 1996 Aa. 47 U.S.c. §252(c)

BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION.
y..t

ThisL day ofFebruary, 1998.

.Jft,,~ ~.(T~J
Jan Sanders ~Y7
Sc\;rcUU'y ofthe Commission
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ARKANSAS
PVBUC SERVICE COMMISSION

IN THE MATTER OF NOW COMMUNICATIONS, )
AND SOUTHWESTERN'BELL TELEPHONE )
COMPANY'S APPLICATION FOR APPROVAL OF )
INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENf UNDER THE )
TELECOMMVNICAnONS ACT OF 1996 )

fEli 5
,
,

: FILED
I

• I
I

ORDER'

On December 5, 1997, SouthwesttIn Bell TeJephone Company (SwBT) and Now

Communications, Inc. (NOW) filed a Joint Application requesting approval bea Resale .
I

.' I
Interconnection Agreement (Agreement) between SWBr and NOW pursuan.c to the :

; 1

Telecommunications Aa of 1996 (1996 Act). According to the Joint Applidation.~
I :

Agt~nt was ne~otialed and executed pursuant to !he tenm of the 1996 ACL .
, , I

: I
The ]996 Act rc:qu~ that any negoliated interconnection agreement sball be iSubmined

I
I

to the State commission for approval. The Commission shall approve or reject the ag~ecmenl
I

within ninety (90) days of the date it is submitted by the parties to the agreement or the
,
I

agreement is deemed approved. 47lJ.S.C. §252(e).

The 1996 Ac[ specifies that the Commission may only rejecl:

,.

, ,

(A) an asreement (or any portion thereot) adopted by negQliation
under subsection (a) ifit finds tha1- !:

(1) the agreement (or ponlon thereot) discirimmatd a&ainst
a telecommunications catrier not a party to the~t~ o~.

(ii) the implement81ion of such agreemen,t or porti~n 'rs
not ~n.sistent with the public interest. convenience. and
necessity; .. ,47 U.S.C. §252(e)(2). : ',:

i



,~d LE:S~ nH~ 86-9~-83J
, i

/
.... j,-'

DOCKET! NO. 97-4j7'.;:U
PAGE2 :

,,
TIlere WII.5 no evidence prc.scme4 in the filed comments lhat the Interconnection

:'

Agreement between SWBT and NOW disaiminal.e5agaUw a telccommuni~ijons c~ that is i

not a party to the Agreement ot rhat the Asrecment is DOL consistent with the public interest. The I

, : I

~c Interconnection Asreement between NOW and SwaT is a negotiated Isrcement between "
, I

! '

NOW and SwaT and there is JJO evidence ;ndicarjng that the Agreement sho~d be rejected
I

• pursWUlt to 47 U.S.C. §252(e)(2)(A). Therefore, the Resale Inte.rCt)nn~Llon ~greemendiied by i

SWBT and NOW on Dcccmba 5.1997, should be and is hereby appmvedpu;rsuant to:Scc.,

2S2(e) of the 1996 Ul, 41 U.S.C. §252(e)

BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION.

This~day ofFebruary, 1998.

~~~)
Jan Sanders ~
Secretary of the Commiasion

/~
~n2R.Smi "
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IN THE MAnER OFTBE APPLICATION OF )
SOUTHWESTERN BELL TELEPHONE COMPANY )
AND SOUTHWESTERN BILL WIRELESS fOR )
APPROVAL OF AN INTERCONNECTION )
AGREEMENT UNDER TIlE )
TELECOMMlTNICATlONS ACf OF 1996 )
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I

i I
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I

DOCKET NO. 97-441.U
O~ER!NO,~

I

ORDER
i .

On December 9, 1997, Soumwc$tcm Bell Telephone Companr (S~n and ; ..,'
, I
, I

Southwestern Bell Wireless (SBW) filed a Joint Application requesting app~val ofan
: i

hlterconnection Agreement (Agreement) between SWBT and SBW pursuant to the i
I
I I

I
Te1ecomnumicarions Act of 1996 (1996 Act). AccordioK to the Joint Application, th~

, ,
I

Agreement was negotiawl and executed pW'Suant 10 the tenus of tho 1996 ~c:t.

The 1996 Act requires that any negotiated interconnection agreement shall be!submtned !
, I

I :

to the State conunission for approval, The Commission shall approve or reject the aireement
I ,

i l.

I ,'\

within ninety (90) days of the dale it;s submi1red by the parties to the agreement or ~'"
, !

agrell'llent is deemed approved. 41 U,S.C. §252(e). I,
I
I

The 1996 Act specifies that the Commission may only reject:
.J

(A) an asrccment (or any portion thereof) adopl~ by n&S6ti..ion
LlI1deuubuction (a)ifit finds that· :: .

(i) the agreement (or portiun thereof)d~s against
a telecommunications~ not a party tt;) the a3zeement~or

(ii) the implemenwion of sucllagreeou:n\ or ponlon is
not couistent urith the public interest. convemau:e, and !
necessity; ... 47 U.S.C, §252(e){2). !

I;..;
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I

lnWeonne~on Agreement between SBW and SwaT is a negotiated agreement betw~n saw
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iI .~

'There wu no evidence presented in the filed comments that th-= Interc~nnectio~ .'

Asreoment bQtween SWBTund SBW discriminates apinst a 1Clecommunic~iolU ~arri~;'that is
• I'
• I

not a party to the Airoemmt or tbal the A~mc:m ia oot wonsistcnt with the ~blic int~rest. The
!

and SWBT and there is no evidence that the Agreement should be rejected p~uanl to ~7;U.S.C.
~ !

§2S2(e)(2)(A). Therefore, the huer~onection ~nI filed by SWBT and SBW aD I

, I :
, I •

tlccember 9, J997, should be aad is hereby approved pursuant 10 Sec. 252(e) ~r the 19~6 MI, 47 i

U.S.C. §2S2(e) ; ,

BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION.

This~ day ofFebruary, 1998.

,.

'~:\.' I

~a r

I. Bratton, Jr., Co~oneri
I

i

ius D. Kearney, Comrriissioner i
!

,
• ~ 10 •


