
~IDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMI~ON 
SPICIIL CONMISSIQI CONFERENCE AGENDA 

YOTE SHEET 

DA~I: __ Jaauary 17. 1997 

R£: DOCKET NO. ttll7J-~ - Petitio& by Spriat Commuaication& Company 
Lt.ited Partaerabip d/b/a Sprint for arbitration witb GTE Florida 
Incorporated conceraiag interconaectioa rates, te~•, and conditions, 
pursuant to tbe Federal ~eleco.aunications Act of 1996. 

Istue 2: Wbat sboQld tbe rates be for eacb of the following: 
-Network Interface Device~ 
-Local Loop; 
-Local Switching; 
-Interoffice ~raa .. iaaion Facilitie•~ 
-Tand .. Switcbiag; 
-signaling and Call a.lated Databaaea? 
Recoa.endatioaz ~be c~••Aaaioa abould aet rate• for unbundled ele.ents as 
outlined in tbe aaalr•i• portion of ataff'• January 13, 1997 .-.orandua. 

APPROVED 

COMMISSIONERS ASSIGHD: KS Glt 
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Vote Sheet ~ 
. Docket No. 961173-~P ~ 

January 17, 1997 

J&sue 3: Should GTE Florida Incorporated (G~EFL) be prohibited from placing 
any lt.itations on Sprint's ability to coebine unbundled network elements 
with one another, or with resold services, or with Sprint's, or a third 
party's facilities to provide teleco..unications services to consu111ers in 
any .. naer Sprint chooaes7 
RecOMieDdatiop: Yes. The Co.a1•sion should require GTBFL to allow Sprint 
the ability to coabine unbundled network el ... nts in any ~~~anner it chooses , 
including recreating existing GTEPL services, as provided in Section 
251(c)(3) of tbe Act and the ·rcc•s order. 

APPROVED 
laaue t: What services provided by G~BPL, if any, should be excluded fro111 
reaale7 
leca..endatiop: GrKPL should be required to offer for resale any services 
it provides at retail to end user cuata.ers who are not telecommunications 
carriera. These aervices include all grandfathered services (both current 
and future), p~a.otiona that exceed 90 days, AIN services (both current and 
future), Public Pay ~elephone linea, Seai-Public Pay Telephone t ines, non
LBC coin and coinleaa linea, Lifeline and LinkUp services, 911/£911 and Nil 
services, operator services, directory assistance, nonrecurring charges, 
contract service arrang ... nts (both current and future), special access, 
private line services tariffed under the special access tariff, and COCOT 
coin and co.i.nleaa linea. 

APPROVED 
Issue 5: What are the appropriate wholesale recurring and non-recurring 
charges, teras and conditions for GTBFL to charge when Sprint purchases 
GTEPL•s retail services for resale? 
Bee egd.atiop: GrKPL should be required to offer retail services at a 
wholesale discount rate of ll.Ot\. 

MODIFIED 
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Jaaue 9: Ia it appropriate for GTEFL to provide custo.er service rocords t o 
Sprint for pre-ordering purposes? Jf so , under what conditions? 
Reca.megdation: Yea. It ia appropriate for GTEFL to provide custo.er 
service recorda to Sprint for pre-ordering purposes. Sprint should issue a 
blanket letter of authorisation to GTBFL which states that it will obtain 
the custoeer•a peraiasion before accessing cuata.er service records . GTEFL 
should not require Sprint to obtain prior written authorization froe each 
cuata.er before providin9 custa.er sarvlce records . The custa.er records 
auat contain, at a ~aiaua, inforaation on the custa.er•s current level of 
service. GTBFL and Sprint should not be required to .. ke available 
additional iaforaation. Tba availability of cuatoaer service records should 
be reciprocal. 

APPROVED 

latue 10: What rates are appropriate for the transport and ter.ination of 
local traffic betv.an Sprint and GTKFL7 
he• ua egdetion: A reciprocal rete of $ .OOUS per ainute for tandem 
1witchin9 and $.0025 par ainute for and office taraination should be 
approved. 

APPROVED 
ltaue 23: Should GTEFL .. ka available any price, ter. and/or condition 
offered to eny carrier by OTIPL to Sprint on a Most-Favored Nation's (MFN J 
baaia7 If ao, vbat reatrictiont, if any, would apply? 
beg rndation: It ia not necessary for the Co.aiaaion to vote on this 
issue. The Caaaiaaion it not required to interpret t7 u.s.c. S 252(i) to 
fulfill ita arbitration responsibilities . Further, aince the Coaaission is 
not required to interpret Section 252(i) at this tiae, the C~ission should 
likeviae not iapoae restrictions on tbe application of Section 252(i). 

APPROVED 
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lltue 2t : Should the agr .... nt be approved pursuant to Section 252(e) ? 
RecO!@endatioq: Yes. The arbitrated agre ... nt should be approved pursuant 
to Section 252(e). Since the agre ... nt between GTBFL and Sprint will result 
froa an arbitration pursuant to Section 252(b), the agre ... nt should be 
approved under tbe 1tandard1 in Section 252(e)(2)(8) . 

APPROVED 
111ue 25: What are tbe appropriate post-bearing procedure• for su~ission 
and approval of tbe final arbitrated agre ... at? 
lee ndatioat The partie• 1bould tubait a written agre ... nt •emorializing 
and t.pl ... ntiag tbe C~11ioa•• decltion within lO days of issuance of the 
Ca..itlioa•• arbitration order. Staff tbould take a reco..endation to 
agenda 10 that tbe CO..i11ion can review the tu~ltted agre ... nts pursuant 
to the 1tandard• in leetion 252(e)(2)(B) within lO days after they are 
tubaitted. 

If the partie• cannot agree to the language of the ugree111ent., eilch 
party ahould sub.it its version of the agree•ent within lO days after 
istuance of the Ca..istioa•• arbitration order, and the Co.aission should 
decide on the language that belt incorporate• tbe tubstance of the 
Ca..i•sion'• arbitration decisions. 

APPROVED 
IIIM~: Should this docket be cloted? 
Reqa..enda\ion: No. In lstue 25 ttaff has requested that the parties 
subait a written agr .... nt ..-orialialng and i•ple .. nting tho C~ission•s 
decition. Therefore, thit docket should r .. ain open . 

APPROVED 
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