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PETITION FOR RECONSIDERATION

MCl Telecommunications Corporation (MCl) hereby seeks reconsideration of the

Bureau's April 10, 1998 Order! in the above-captioned proceeding, to the extent that it allocates

compensation for payphones served by non-equal access switches among the top ten carriers

receiving the highest amount of subscriber 800 and access code calls as indicated by the Local

Exchange Carrier (LEC) Coalition data.

In the Order, the Bureau finds that compensation for payphones served by non-equal

access switches should be limited to the top ten carriers because the number of calls from these

payphones for which compensation is due is so small. According to the Bureau, "[w]ere we to

! Order, DA 98-701, released April 10, 1998.
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require all carriers to compensate payphones served by non-equal access switches, many carriers

would be forced to compensate PSPs for mere fractions ofcalls."2

Mel requests that the Bureau reconsider its decision and allocate compensation for

payphones in non-equal access areas to all carriers receiving subscriber 800 and access code

calls. As an initial matter, carriers should not be required to pay the compensation obligation of

their competitors. In addition, the Bureau's justification for this approach is essentially the same

as the Commission's justification for limiting interim compensation to interexchange carriers

with toll revenues over $100 million -- namely, administrative convenience-- which the Court

reversed in Illinois Public Ielecommunications-Ass'n. vJ£C.3 In that case, the Court found

that it is not clear that the administrative burdens are significant because each carrier would

merely be required to write a check based on its percentage of annual toll revenues. The same is

true here. Moreover, even if a carrier ends up paying compensation for a fraction of a call, since

compensation is paid for many phones and for every month of every year, the amount of total

compensation owed by the carrier could be significant, even based on the Bureau's current

compensable call count of 16 calls per month. Of course, if the Bureau ultimately finds that the

number of compensable calls from payphones in non-equal access areas is greater than 16, its

rationale for limiting compensation to the top ten carriers is even more suspect.

2 Order at para. 6.

3 117 F.3d 555 (D.C. Cir. 1997).



Based on the foregoing, Mel requests that the Bureau reconsider its Order as specified

herein.

Respectfully submitted,

Dated: May 11, 1998
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