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ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

January 4,2000 

VIA HAND DELIWRY 

Ms. Blanco Bayo, Director 
Division of Records and Reporting 
Room 1 10, Easley Building 
Florida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd. 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850 

Re: MediaOne FloriJa Telecommunications. Inc. 

Dear Ms. Bayo: 

Please find enclosed for filing on behalf of MediaOne Florida Telecommunications, Inc., the 
following documents: 

Original and 7 copies of Mediaone's Second Request to File 
Supplemental Authority 

Please acknowledge receipt of these documents by stamping the extra copy of this letter 
"Filed" and returning the same to me. 

I thank you very much for your assistance in this matter. 
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ORIGINAL 
BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

In re: Petition by MediaOne 
Florida Telecommunications, 
Inc. for arbitration of an 
interconnection agreement with 
BellSouth Telecommunications, 
Inc. pursuant to Section 252(b) 
of the Telecommunications Act 
of 1996. 

DOCKET NO. 990149-TP 

MEDIAONE'S SECOND REOUEST TO FILE 
SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORITY 

There is currently pending before this Commission Mediaone's 

Motion for Reconsideration of the Final Order on Arbitration. In 

its Motion for Reconsideration, MediaOne asks that this Commission 

reconsider two issues addressed in the Order. First, MediaOne 

requests that the Commission revisit its determination not to 

treat the Calling Name Database (tlCNAM") as an Unbundled Network 

Element (ItUNEl1) . MediaOne further asks the Commission to 

reconsider several of its determinations regarding the appropriate 

treatment of Network Terminating Wire (trNTWtt) . 
The FCC issued its Third Report and Order and Fourth Further 

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking in the UNE Remand Proceedinq on 

November 5, 1999. MediaOne believes that the findings of the FCC 

in the UNE Remand Proceedinq are dispositive of the issues raised 

by MediaOne in this arbitration proceeding and those findings are 

one of the bases f o r  the pending Motion for Reconsideration. 

As this Commission may be aware, the Georgia Public Service 

Commission has been conducting an arbitration between BellSouth 

Telecommunications, Inc. and MediaOne Telecommunications of 
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Georgia, LLC. That arbitration raised the same issues as were 

addressed in the arbitration conducted before this Commission. 

The Georgia Public Service Commission entered its final order in 

its arbitration on December 21, 1999. In its order, the Georgia 

Commission adopted the position advocated by MediaOne on every 

issue. In doing so, the Georgia Commission placed great reliance 

on the FCC's Third Report and Order of November 5, 1999. 

While the Georgia Commission's order is final, the Commission 

has not yet released the final written order. MediaOne has 

obtained a copy of the draft order from the Georgia Public Service 

Commission Utilities Division. A copy of the draft written order 

is attached to this Request to File Supplemental Authority. Upon 

receipt of the executed final order, MediaOne will forward a copy 

to the commission as quickly as possible. 

WHEREFORE, MediaOne respectfully requests that the Florida 

Public Service Commission consider the findings contained in the 

Georgia Commission's Order and grant Mediaone's Motion for 

Reconsideration. 

Respectfully submitted, this 4 t h  day of January, 2000. 

William &@aham, Esq. 
Fla. Bar No. 359068 
GRAHAM MOODY & SOX,  P.A. 
101 N. Gadsden Street 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 
(850) 222-6656 
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DRAFT 

ORDEq 

11 re; fntcrconnccflon AIrecmcnt B m v e n  lWdlrOnc ~t!ccornmunicrlionw of  C+o&ia, 
LLC rad BellSouth Telecommunications, he.; Dockel 1041647 

On Nwetiiber I?, 1998, MedirOfie Te1ecommunica:ions of Georkia LLC (Mediaone) 
tiled a complaiin with Georgia Public Seivice Commirsion (Commission) aHainst DcllSouth 
Telrcommlrnicutimh, lnc (BellSouth) alle$ng rhnt BellSouth b d  vialard provisions of an 
lntercoiinbcrion Ayecmenr that thetwa panies had entered Into on July IS, 19% Docket 
10 I 3  5 4  On Pebruaq 10, 1 Qv9, MedirOne initiarcd i t s  arbi1:ation ,*king rerolution by the 
Commission of m a i n  issues for a new agreement bcnvmn it and DellSouth Dockei 1041 8-11 
MdiiOne askrd thc Commission to conduct the ahifration P U r b u U t  10 Section 252(b) of rhc 
Telewmmuoicaiiona Act of 19% (the “Act,“ or the’lfederal Azl”) (47 U S C. 252(b)) These 
iwa dockets wore convolidoted ap. Mey 27. 1999, and came k f o R  the Cammission for hearinB 
011 Auyrst 24, 1909. All the issues in Dockct 10135-U have been resolvcrd by a p t m e n t  of the 
Fames, end onl) t w o  sets of issues remain in Docket 1041 8-U There we issues relating to rhu 
Nvetwork Tcrminaiir;g Wke (N’IU’) and the Cdling NRW (CYAM) Databeso. 

I, JVRlSDlCTlON AlvD PROCEEDINGS 

The i m e r  submitted for arbitration fall within Sections 25 I arid 252 uf ihc federal 
Ttlecommunicalions Act of 19% (”Act’) seaions wntair! pricing standards and aher 
requitemento relating to inrercoenecrion and MCQW to unbundled network elements (UNEs) 
lust as thm standards and rcquircmmts c r w  L new firmewark for the iclh;ommunicstiono 
mrrkctplaM, the Act also established hitration by itate commiarions u a oew method for the 
reeolutior, of disputes that may Mise among existing companies and new tnlranta 

In its arbitration mting rewfving the open issues and impsing conditions upon the 
prnia ro the agreement, as rcquired by Seclion 257(c) of rhe Act, the Commiwion mubt. 

(e) ensure tbsr the resolution and conditions meel the pricing standards and 
rquircments of Scaion 25 1 of the Act. 



BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

In re: Petition by MediaOne 
Florida Telecommunications, 
Inc. for arbitration of an 
interconnection agreement with 
BellSouth Telecommunications, 

of the Telecommunications Act 
of 1996. 

Inc. pursuant to Section 252(b) DOCKET NO. 990149-TP 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the foregoing Second Request 

to File Supplemental Authority has been furnished by Hand 

Delivery to: 

Lee Fordham, Esq. 
Florida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850 

J. Phillip Carver 
c/o Nancy Sims 
BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. 
150 South Monroe Street 
Room 400 
Tallahassee, FL 32399 

this 4th day of January, 2000. 
1 

William B. M: aMm, Esq. 
Fla. Bar No. 359068 
GRAHAM MOODY 61 S O X ,  P.A. 
101 N. Gadsden Street 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 

- 

(850) 222-6656 



(b) establlsh any rates for intercilnnecfiun, sarviwe, or ne:work clcnw:w, 
accordin8 to the pricing stairdud3 O !  Section :S?(d); uiid 
( c )  provide a schedule for lmplemsnfation of the terms and conditior:s by ihc 
panics to the ayeement 

Section 25 1 (c)(3) provittes,, with reupec: io access IO ,nbl.mdkd network Bluf%nt!i such as 
unbundled loops. that each iacumbent local cschrnge carrier I'LEC") hat the 2utb. 

to provide 
btrir . . . on rates, t m s ,  and conditions that cue just, rwonecle, bnd 
nondiscriminatory in eccutdance with the lms and conditions of rhc ayreenrcnr 
and the requiremenu ofthis section rrid secfian 252 . . 

, nondiscrimjnatory access IO nttwork elemenis on an unbunCItd 

Sst iun ?52(d)( I )  provides the folbwhig pricing m n d u d  fa- actwork cle;nrcnts 
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Repon and Order, rhe FCC revie4 in I&ht  of the Supmms! Coun's order, the list of the i w w r k  
elements that 1LLC n i u ~  protide on an unbundlrd basis and issiied a new Rule 3 19 

p, Pruvislppo of S u  

In addition TO its jurisdiotion of lhis matter pursuant to Section 2S2 ofthc fcdcral Act, the 
Commission also has general authority and jurisdicria~i over the bubjcn nratler of this 
procwding, confcned upon the Cammistion by Ocorgia's Telewmuni~;crtionri and Coniyrttiri:m 
Dwelopmcrv Act of 1995,O C.G,A. 4 6 4 - 1 6 0 ~ ,  and generally 0 C.G.A. 46-1 - 1  rtsyp., 
462-20,46-2-2 1, end 46-2-23 

Pursuant to 0 C G A. 46-2-2O(a), the ComdAon hrs gentrat supervision o f  all 

m, 247 Ca. 687.279 S E.2d 200 (1981), w a w s r ; n - v .  D- ., 137 Cia. 62, 72 
S E 508 (191 I )  Puwirn~ 10 O C G A 46-2-20@), the Commission is elso authorized to perfom 
the duilcs imposed upon it  of its own initiative 

anhirs of all companies uridclr irs ruycrvision tmd LO keep informed as to their general condition, 
thrir capitalization, and other matrcrr, not Orlly wirh respect to the Rdeyuacy, sccurhy, and 
wzonimdation affordad by rhei: service IU the public a d  their cmployees but with 
reference LO [heir complirm with all laws, ordcrs o f  the Commission, and choner requirements 
Pursuant to subsection (9 o f h l  section, thu Conmission has the powr auld authoriiy 10  
aani ins  all books, controcb, records, papers, and documents of any person subjwi IO its 
supcwision nnd IO coinpel the prodmion thereor 

telephone companies. 0 . C  G.A 46-2-21(b)(4); W n  T 4.0 TAlSfl&LiSu~ 

The Commission has the authority, purrurn? 10 0.c C.A. 46-2-2'3(c), to exminc rhc 

ll, ISSLXS AND DlSCUSSJON 

Both DST and Medinone acknowledge !hat the network termina[ing wire 0, tilo 
find portion of the h p  ow:ied by BellSouth, 18 I subloop element BeIlSouth'o end, 3 4 ,  
MediaQne'6 Brief, p, 4. ModisOne ark& that tho Conimisaion declare the NTW a LINE 
MedirOne'r Brief, p 4 BellSouth tecopizsd that this Commission prcviouslr required rubloop 
unbundlin8, but resewed the nyht (0 whdraw its offering for h i  upon cornplction of the 
FCC's lJNE remand proceeding. Tr. 263. 

The FCC has now complcled it8 UNE remand proceeding. In the 'Third Rcpon alld 
Order, the FCC found that incumbent LEO, Joch as BST, "must provldc unbundled acces~ to 
&loop8 natlonwlde, where wchnically fwible.'' Third Report and Order, 7 20s Subloops wcfc 
dsflned as "portion8 of the loop that CM accessed at tenriinols in the incumbent's outside plant 
'hird Ropon and Order, 7 206, Rule 3 19(aH2) 7'he FCC intended its definition or subloop to be 
broad in order io allow requeetlq OrVierO "maximunt flexibility to interconnect their own 



? C - I ~ - Q P  oa:03A Ga P ~ .  uti1itlec O i v  4 0 4  6$6 OQ%O P . 0 6  

fafilitieo" at techiiicnlly fcrsible points. Third Report and Order, W 7  Based on itc review o f  rhc 
record in thiJ matter, urd based on thc FCc''6 Third Repon crnd Ordc:, the Commission finds that 
"W is a subloop element and that it is B UNE. 

b. n e  Minfmum Point of E n t o  (IrlPOE) is the rppopnntr the point o f  
Intrrcoancctioa in Multi-Dwelling Untts (IclDOs) 

MediaOnc h43 raqueaied that tht minimum point of en19 ( W E )  be derignatsd 89 the 
yoin: of demarcation in an MDtl. MediaOne's Bricf, p. 5, tr pa 54. MedirOne proposes that 
ash L&c provide its own crosJ COfUlBCf (CSX) fecility in the kirin8 claw 10 conneci ffom the 
budding tack to its natwork Each LEC would connect its customers urith\n tht MDIJ by means 
of ut "aaccss CSX." This requires oniy one connector horn the wiring closct to the individual 
onih Thus, the presonce of muliipk technicians i s  ti01 required lo chanfie service. MedlaQnc'o 
Btlol; p, 5 .  

BellSourh &rgues that the dcmcei ion point i s  estebtishcd by BcllSuurh according :tr the 
preferences OF the propeny owner If the omcr wants IO establish a single deriiarcaticri qoint, 
BeifSouth *ill comply wirh thc rcquest, if the buildin8 own does not wwt a single point of 
demarcation, BellSouth will provide bemarcairon poinlo in tach tenanlh' ofice, ~pRf"nl or 
suite. BellSourh'r Bnec p 2 BellSouth propo.rer that its ofin lechnkians perfcrrm the work 10 
make NTW available ro MediaOnr and that ModiaOnc bc charged a tion-rrcurnng rafe for this 
labor. BellSouth's RncF, p 5 Under BollSouth's piuporl, the CLEC inscalfs its own terminal if! 
proximity io  BellSouth's garden teminal or wiring closet BellSouth will then instal1 an access 
~minal ''in botwm'' the @un tu ldnd or wiring E ~ U K ~  &id the Cl .EC'a terminal that cararnins 
I cross-connec~ pancl onto which BellSouh will c m n d  thc CLEC-requmtcd NTW pairs *om 
BellSouth's Bcrrdcn tennirlal or wiring C~OSCI The C L K  will then extend a tie cable from its 
lerniinal nnd conrect tothe pairs ir has r q u e t d  BellSouth's Brief. p 5 ,  Ti at 171. 

In its Third Repon and Ordcr, the FCC Staled thu the point of dcmarmtim should bc 
itwd IO define the twminsrion p i n t  of the Imp. Third Rspori md Ordcr, 1 16fk 'J'he demarcation 
point is  the 'point on the loop where h e  telephone company's control of the wire ceases, and the 
pubp(;ribcr's control (w, in the caw of some multiunit premiws, the l a n d h d s  tonrrd) of thc wire 
bqins.' Third Repon and Order, 7 169; Sw 47 C.F.R. 9: 68.3. h the context of competinll 
camere wrving muhi-unit premises, the FCC deched 10 amend its NIC) to aiiminaw muliiylc 
demarcation pints in hvor of A single demarcation point; 5awtvcr. the FCC! found that "the 
availability of a single point of intaconnection will promote compdtion." Third Repon and 
Order, p 226. The FCC fiflhcr hund that: 

TO the atenl thoro is  no1 e m " l y  I Slrtgle point of iiilacoruioctioa thst cdn be 
fssribly acccsscd by a reqrmting camer. we encourclgc psrtiss to ooopcrate in any 
reconfiguration of the network nmw lo create one. If PmitC ora unable tu 
negotiate a reconfigured singk pcim of irwconnection at multi-unit premises, we 
require the incuriibent to COOIUVUCI 8 si@@ point of Interconnection that will be 
ally Nccrsible and suitable for uob by multiple cprriers Any dispurcs reprding 
tht: rmplcmmtatlon of this rqulrcmcnr, including the provision of comwnuiion 
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IO the incumbent LEG unda forward-looking pricing prinuipln, rhrl! be subject 
to the uvwt dispute rewlurlon process unda seaion 252. 

Third Rcyon and Order, 226, Rule 3 1 O(r)(2)(B) 

AZ dircusscd in tho prior sccti~n, suhloops are pxtions of tln loop that CUI ac;ccssed at 
terminals in the incumbent’s outside plant An accessiblc lenninal is ”8 point on the loop &here 
teclmiciens can access the win or fiber within the cable without rsmoviny a hplice cuse 10 rwch 
rile wile or fibet inside. These would include a technicrlly fersihlc paifit near rhc c u r i ~ m r ~  
p r e m i ~ s ,  s~ich as the pole or prjcdal, the NU) the 
custmcr premises (MPOE).” Third Repon and Order. 7206. 

, or the minimum paint a l  entry 

As discussed in the next section, the Commission finds that itUerwnnrclion at the WOE 
in technically fcrsiblc. Funher, the Commission r f p r  with the conclusion of the FCC that the 
availability of a sin& point of intcrconncdcn will promote competit~on. The Commilwion 
finds that thc W O E  is an a3propnrfc point of interconnection in MDUs whether or not the 
demmtion point is a1 the hPOE under 47 C.F.R. 6. 68.3. The Commission finds that 
dciyiratina rhe MPOC: as a poi;rt of interoo;urec!ion docm flu! drcr the point of dcmarcwtion. To 
the Extent the= ib not cunmtly B singlo point of intefconmtion tho\ cun be fcaeibly accessed by 
McdiaOnc, consistent with the K C ’ s  Third Report MC Order, BellSouth must ccnstrua II rinylc 
p i n t  of intcrconnccrion \hat will be fully owsiblc  snd witable for use by multiplo carricrr 

c. Tcchiiical Feasibility, Security and Accountability 

BellSouth states that Mediaone’s proposal is not technically feasible. BellSotxh’s Brief, 
p. 10 BcllSo,uth srguos rhat “Mediaone’s pmapo#I would make it impossible for BellSouth io 
ennure the Eafety and security of its network and would make it equally impossible fur BellSouth 
to mainta,n accuI*air) rocordc of the UK being made o f  it# nerwork by athw service pfovjder$.” 
16 at 1 1  1’0 addross t b 8  conms, Bd[SOrt!h prOpaae8 l h t  i u  own technicians pertom the 
work required io maAe h7W available IO Mediahe 

hiujla0nc argues that BellSouth hiled IO show that the Mediaone’s requested form of 
interconnection will produce 8pcdIlC Ofid 6ipiflCMt rdvcrK ~myscts to BcllSouth’r ncrwork 
MrdiaOnc‘s Eric6 p, 7. In !%a, Medimone alae* thu BellSuuth’g NTW Fropod provides 
greater opportunity far dmqe to the facilities and intenuption of mice. a or 8. MedinOns 
stater thu to address BelISouth’r concerns that ’I poocedure oould k put in plroc by the 
Commirsion to reqilire notice to BellSouth reprding m y  chenge. tnade by uny LEC or CLEC 10 
MY othcr’i curtomcr‘s service.“ U. ai 7. 

In i ts Third Repon u:d Order, the FCC established a ‘Mburtablc presumprion :hd the 
subloop hc unbundled at any rrmiiblc t e r m i d  rn the ouitidc Imp plaai.” Tllird Repon nnd 
Old@, 1223. In UI arbitmion procecdiny, the incumbent ha8 the burden of demonstrating that it 
is nor techriically Fiasibfc to unbundle rhc subbop a! these pointm Id. 
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Whrld enatriw thc safcty and security a l  BellSouth's network and the accur~lcy uf 
BellSouth's rccords are leuitimatc concerns, thc Commission f i n 6  that these concerns a n  bc 
adeywtcly addre#& throuyh the implcmcntation of rppropkm procd;lnu. fie Commission 
a g w e y  with MediaOne that a procedure wuld be put in place by thc Comnisrion to rcquire 
notice LO a cam'er rcgerdin8 any c h n g e  made by any 1,EC or CLEC 10 the CVrier'r customer's 
smioc. The Commirsion directc BcllSwth md McdiaOne 10 uegotiate rcssoriable procedures 
fbr notifiation ofchwgas of service, The p w t h  shhell jointly file a propoad proccdwe within 
I 5 drys of the date of this order. To rddrcss BeilSouth's coiicet'n that a carrier may not honenly 
notify BollSouth of the us0 of its facilities, the Commission notifies the parties that the pmposal, 
once approved by this Commission, shall be incorporated QS pan of the order ol'lhc Commissioii. 
fhu5. in addition to any other remedie3 BdlSouth m y  have, the failure to no!Q BellSouth of 
the use of its faoilitics L? violation of the approved procedure mry result in thc imporition of 
m l i e b  by the Commission under O.C.O.A, # 46-2-91. 

BcllScwh also complain# that if BellSouth's network uri harmed by MediaOne thet 
BellSouth would bear the financial burden ol' repalring the network The Commission addre,& 
I similar irsut in Commission Docket 6801-U. 1n that caw ATPCT wonted the ability "to use my 
exbriny capacity on BellSouth's NID o r  to ground BellSouth's loop and CUMOOL directly ta 
BellSouth's NlD." Docket 6801-L'. Ordct of Dccsmber 4, 1996, p. 46. The Conunjssion 
permitcad this form of interconnection, bur hound: 

In ruch an event, the burden of properly grounding [tic loop after dirconnection 
and mainrdning 9" In proper order and safely must be the responsibility of 
AT&7'. AT&?' or MY other panv connecting rb EellSourh's NlD hall P S N ~ I C  the 
full llabllity tbr its 'action8 and for my rdverrc conrquenccr that m i l d  rrrutr. 

Ip, In this use, the Commission similarly finda that while MediaOnc may use iim awn 
rechniciins to interconnect rt the WOE, il my only do so i f  it shalt assume the f i l l  liability f i r  
irs actiotu and for auy &verse conqutnces that could result. The joint iutification procedure 
discussed above, rhrll include a requiremen1 that paden nolify other camen of sny dimage LO 
rhc othcr carricr'r kilirics. 

Thc Commission fbdr thf htwcoruioction Af thc ,WOE IS lechnial ly  fasiblc. Thr! 
Commission finds thot Madirons shall be permitted to udt its own tachnicrrnlr to perfom thf 
work rquircd to make NTW available to ModieOne. As strted in the prior section, to the extent 
[here i s  not currently a single point of interconneetian chai CM be feasibly a a e ~ s r d  hy 
MediaOne, consistant with the FCC's Third RcpoH and Older, BellSouth muu cons" a single 
p i n t  of intacanntdion that will be h l ly  rwrsible and witAblc for UM by multiple carriers 
Such Bin& pointe of intcrwnncclion d h l l  bc miulmeted tonisleat with MedioOne'r propod 
such that MediaOne rhall provide its own Cross connact (CSX) facility in rhc w i r i ~  clo~et 10 
W M ~ Q  Bom rhc buildin8 back to its network MedreOne would then k rble io connect t ts  
customer) within the MDU by m a n s  of M " a w s s  CSX " 
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d. &IISoutb'r ntn'rtlon of the "Plrst Palt" 16 each unit 

MediaOne aquee that BellSouth "should be rqulrcd IO relinquish the "first pair" serving 
each unit in the MDU McdisOm'r Brief, p 9 BellSouth q u c r  That I r  should be perniirled to 
meewe the first pdr for its use BellSouth's Dricf, pp, 12-15. 

As hledirOne dtmonslraled at the hearin% BellSouth', proposal q u i r e s  rewiring of the 
tlrsc jack in each MDIJ in orda to provjde Service Tr. 4244  It aloa requiror use of either 
condominium NIDs or splitra Jacks Io provide multi-line sewice to each MDU unlt. These 
devices stick OW Rom the wid .  They also increa# the costs to campentort and make [he 
provisivn of service br wiiipctitors more difficult TI 67 

[W]c belicvc 1hu BellSouth's retention policy regardha the first pair of NTW is 
unrcwnablc for servicin8 hcilirier-based ALECs. Cusromers would ulrimrtdy 
surer the burdun of iriconveniencc at the hands of DcltSourh's p l k p  Therefore, 
we believe that BcllSou!h ahould be rquired to relinquish the firat NTW pair and 
makc it available io  b4tdiaOne. unlcsa BcllSauth ir using ihe first pair of NTW LO 
umcurren1ly serkicc the same MDLl. 

FPSC Dockci No. 990149=TP. Ordcr No. PSC=Cr,.2OoC~4OblP, pa 16. 

After review the mod io this w. the Comnitsrion urea with !he conclusioir of ;he 
Florida Commission that this practice is unrasanahle. The Commission fbnher ayrccs that 
BellSouth should be requrred to relinquish the firs1 KTW pair Md make it available 10 
Mediaone. u n k ~  HellSouth is using the fiw par 01 NTW to umcumxly provide sfwie, 

& discussed above. NTW is  a UNE, Therefore, the rate8 for NTW m u  be forward. 
looking and cost bssed. BellSouth hns proposed non rtcumng raltti that were st based on thc 
premise that RellSouth'f technicians would potform the work required to make W rwd\a?99 to 
MedirOne Bscauscr the Commission ha8 dacllncd to adopt BellSouth'r proposal the 
Cowmiwion wjccts BellSouth's proposed non-recudna n r e g  

BellSouth also propow a fwrring Chu8C for NTW, DellSouthii proposed recud* 
charge was generated by means of a foru.rrd-loaking cost study previously approved by thir 
Commission McdirOne dld not fllc its O w n  cabstudy and hns provided no basis for rejection 
or modificuian of BcllSouth'a Cod1 study or BellSouth's proposrd rue Accordinsly, thc 
Commission adopts BetlSouths recumnp charae for NTW. 
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e. CNAM io an unhutulkd networt. cicmmt 

l'hc Callicg Namr (ChAMj Darnbase conveys the cclling name amcialed with the 
celliny number and is utilized by McdiaOne IO prabide the d l c r  name ponian cf Caller LD 7'r 
23849. MedirOw aigueo that CNhM shwld be identified as I "E w d  that tho price must bc 
asr.hased. MedhOne'r Brief, pp, 12-14. BellSouth contends that CN.4M I!, not a UhUE and thet 
a market-bared rate Is rppmpAa\e. BellSouth's Brief, p 15. 

In it5 TKud Reponand Order, the FCC f m d .  

Third Report and Order, f 403 (i'ootnotc3 omitted), ~ d a  Rule 319(r)(,2)(A) Uued :hc 
abovc, and b a d  cri fhe evidence submitted in this m a t r ,  rllc Comm;w;un Linda tlui 
CNAhf i3 a call-related databast and, accordingly, is a nX. 

b. Cost-bird rate 

AS discussed in the ptior wlio& CNAM 13 8 UNE. Thus. th provision of W A M  hy 
BellSouth must be c3n bud 47 U.s cm 6 2 W )  No forword )ooking con srudy for CNAM 
has h e n  filed in thic mitar Acoordiiigly, ths Commission directs RcllSouth to file 8 cost study 
ruppcing a per query cost based rate fw CNAM wrthin 1 dajr of the date of this Ordcr 

m ORDERMG PARAGRAPHS 

Mer considtation of thr evidence presented is this arbitration Froceeding, in 
conjunction with corsideration or tho applicable law md regulawn po!!cy. the Commission 
concludes Qtat the di5ptcd lssuts In this ubhration shall be resolved awrding io tk m h g 6  
discussed within the precsdin8 sections of this Order In addition, the Commission adopts aid 
sas out tht ordeding paragraphs below, 



, 

WHEREFORE IT IS ORDERED thAt1 

A All finding#, conclusionr and rt8temnio made by thc Ccmmiosion end contained in 
tha forouolns sections of thir Odor &‘e hereby adcpkd as findings of Iht. 
conclusions of law, and statements or regulatory policy of this Commission. 

B Tne Commission directs BellSouth and MadiaOne to nqotiatt tcasonrblc procedureti 
f i r  notification of chnqcs of w v i c e  as set forth In the body of this Order. The 
parties shl l  jointly fllc I proposed procedure within 1 S days of the daw of this Order 

C The Commission directs BellSouth 10 fllc a cost study suppaning L pet q u q  COST 
bawd rate for CNAM within 15 drys of the date of this Order 

D The Commiseian directs thc Parties to neptirlc a conrprchcnsivs agremoni that 
incoipot8tes rhc rdiags in lkin Order, and tile it IWL late! t h u  lancrwy 14, 2OCb. If 
thc PSLG~CS cannot reach agreemenl wilhin thwt time frame, esch Pany shall file with 
the Commission its proposed vorcion of tho agreeirienl un January 14, 2006 Such 
filinys nust clculy delineate the a.er(s) of dispute b c t w c n  Pertics rqruding conkact 
ianguwe. The Commission will hen adopt the prophd, or the portions of thc 
competilyl proposals, which the Cornmission finds appropriate in order to incorporate 
i t 5  ubitration ruling into a comprehensive arbitrated rgtcnicm. 

Once the Parties have developed the arbitrated apccmtnf by either process, t h y  shall 
file ir with the Commission The ubinated agteemcnt shall cleuly state which 
provisions were rcsolved by the arbitration nrliny and which provieiotis wcrc 
negotiated by the Parlies. Thc Parties shall also cause notice 10 bc published 8s 
roquired by thc Conimission Copies of the arbitrated weemen[ shall also be servc(i 
on the Consumers‘ Utiiity Counsel Divioion and dl Participants to the ubiuation. 

The filing of the erbitnted s#reernent shall hitiarc tho JO-da) review proccss by the 
Comnusvion pursuant to Section 252(eX 1 I of the &. This 30-day review shall bc 
the formal Commiwhn procere which result3 in a final Conmission decision on the 
agreenwnt, and which affords an oppomrnily for intervention and hearing upon 
appropnats @wade under fcdml and narc law, 

E, Any motion for rwnsidemtion, rehearing, or Oral ug”t or any other motion ahdl 
not stay the efTectivc date ofthis Order, u n l w  otherwise ordered by The Commission. 

F. Jurisdiction ovu this matter io expressly retained fbr the purpose of enrering such 
finher Order or Otden as this Commission riry deem just and proper 

P . 1 0  
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The ibovc by actkin the Commission in Administrative Session on rhe - day of 
December 1999. 
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HELEN O’LURY 
EXEC UTI\’€ SECRETARY 

DATE 

STAN WISE 
C I i A m ”  

._ 
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