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On Pebrua.ry 2'1, 199'1, BellSouth TeleCOIIIIIW\icationa, Inc . IBSTI 
.nc:t Pal•r Wintle••• tnc. (Palmeri filed a request for approval of 
an interconnection agr-nt under the tel'llls of the 
Telec~icationa Act of 1996 (the Actl . both the Act and r e vised 
Chapter 3c;4, Florida Statutes, encourage part iea t o enter into 
negotiated agn• .. nt• to bring about local exchange competit i on as 
quickly •• po11ible. Under the requirement o o f 47 u.s .c. S 252(e) , 
negotiated agree•enta 11111st be aubllltted t o the s t ate conwnluul.on for 
approval. Under 47 U.S.C. S 2521el 141, the state commloolon must 
approve o r reject the agreen~e.nt within 90 days after submiuuion , or 
the ag~r-nt •hall be deelled approved. This rec-ndation 
addree.e• the prefC8ed agreement . 
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DOCICE1' JIO. 970260·TP 
DATE: May 7, 1997 

0 ,.. 10M or •=• 
1 • l: Should the Coa~~iasion approve the 
interconnection agr~nt between 8ST and Palmer? 

proposed 

• • • • I l I : Yea, tbe C~isoion uhould approve thu propoS<.>d 
interconnection agreeiBent between BST and Pal-r. If 8ST and 
Pal-r IIOdify their agreement, t.he C011111 iooion shou ld r '!qulre tht·r 
to file auppl ... nta to their agr~nt for Ca.alssion review ~nd~r 
the provisions of 47 u.s.c. S 2S2(e) . 

mrr-~SF'·UII: BST and Palmer oeok approval of the Ir pro,pono•tl 
inter~ion agr-nt filed l'ebruary 27, 1997. !Attac hment ll 
47 U.S.C. I 2S2(al (11 requires that •the agreement shall Inc lude ~ 
detailed schedule of itemized charges for Inter connection and each 
Mrvice or net.-orlt el-nt included in the agr-nt. • This is <l 

one year contr.ct governing the relationship between the compani~s 
regal'diag loc:.11l interconnection and the exchange o f traff;c 
pursuant to Section 251 of tbe Telecc.a.~nicationa Act of 1996. The 
agrec-ent inc ludes provision s covering l ocal and toll 
interconnection, -thods of iraterconncc tlo n, rates, pro vlulo n o f 
unbundled· elet~~enta, •ccf!8S to BST' s 911/E911 servtce, access to 
phone nuaibera and a ccess to databaoco. 

The agroo•mt aloo inc ludoo a provisio n fo r .-. •t.ATAvide 
additive• rate which is intended to compenoatc BST fo r addlt.io nal 
transport and other costs incurred because the l oc.-.1 c a ll i ng M'''' 
for <=-rcial Mobile Radio Service (OUtSI providers io l arger t.ha:. 
traditional wireline local call i ng areas. The local cal l ing area 
fo r a oatS provider in defined ao a Majo r Trading Arc ll, or MTA. 
under the tel'ftl8 of this agree-nt. Thlo distinction in tllll ocope 
of the local calling areas between CMRS and wi reline carriers han 
traditionally been recognized by the Florida Connission and hao M'" 

been codified in I 51 .701 of the FCC Rules. 

Staff has rev.iewed this agreement for compliance wlth the 
Act. Ne rec- nd that it be approved as filed effective tl\e d a'{ 
of t he vote. .. would note, however, that Commission approva l ~ ! 
this agr-nt should in no -v be construed to conot iu.:: ~J ~ 
detensi.nation that BST has met t he requirements of Sec tio n 2 7 : ~: 

the Act. .. would fu rther note that under the Act, nogot iated 
agre mmta -t be submitted t o the state c~ssions for appro val. 
Section 364.02!12), Florida Statutes, specifically excludes 
cellular carriere froa the definition of teleC<lallunicat i o ns 
comp~~nieo. Thereforu, we believo that mobile cat'l'iet·s do not. luw e 
to be certificated as ALECa i.n Florida nor do they have to !I te 
price Uata unless they become providers of landline services . 
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DOeKBT NO. 910260-TP 
DATB: ·May 7, 19.9.7 

IS8!8 2e Should th'ln docke l be c l ouud ? 

• 

: ..• • t • • . I • ....,ICih Yes, with the··a.doi>t io n o f ut aH's rccomm~nr.l- •'1 i<'m 
in l ·ssue. 1, and issuance of t he Commi s0 i on•n orde •· .lppr'Ov.iw~ ~lw 
agr--nt, tll'ia ~ket may be c.lon•~(l . 
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