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June 29, 1998 

MrJ. Blanca S. Ba)'O 
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RE1..v "'' AND 
REPORTING 

Director, Division of Record.a and Reponina 
Flori<U Public Suvicc ComrTWion 
rno Shumard Oak Boult:vard 
T all.ahwee, FL 32399-08SO 

@BELLSOUTH 

Subject· Special Project 9100008 -SP Acc:css by Telec:ommunications Companies lo 
Cwlomen In Muld-Tenant EnvironrnenlJ 

Dear Ms. Ba)'O. 

In preparation for the July 7, 1998 workshop on tho above referenced special project, 
8 c11South if wbrnilting a prdimltwy list ofiswes for review and discuuion Our lilt is 
au ached. 

I r you !Yvc any quediofu or need any additional Information, pluse JIIVC me a call 
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cc: Cathenne Bedell 
Nancy White 
Wayne Tubaugh 
SllnOrcer 
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Bei!Soytb't PCOROifd !gutt For FLA Mylti·T!nnnt Accttt WortsthOR 

1. Scope Qf EBB ()616 psc ()6: What constitutes e multi-tenant environment 
as discussed In Chapter 384, Florida Statutes? Are there any environments 
which are specifically not Included? 

2 M!l!ldatort A"&ftp: Should property owners be required to permit any end all 
ta!ecotMlUI'IIcatlone amort to serve their propertih? 

3. Exc!usiyjty: Does a building or property owner have the ability to ent81" into 
an axc!uelve agreement with a LEC 1o provide telecommunications aervice 
to that building or property? If 10, What is the COLR's obllgatlona In that 
scenario? 

4. Qwner-froyJded Suooort Structures: Should property owners be reimbursed 
for coste to provld.e pathways IW' spaces used by telecommunications 
providers? 

5. Acoon Foes: Should property owners be permitted to oaaeaa feea to 
telec:ommunlcetlons providers In exchange for the right to provide service to 
tenants? If a building or property owner charges a telecommunications 
company or end uaer for telecommunications facilities should tho building or 
property owner be cartlflcated 
by the EPSC? 

6. Demarcot!oo Point 
a) Should exlatlng PSC Rule 25-4.0345 be modtfied? 
b) Does 25-4.0345 apply to just the COLR or to all certificated carriers? 

7. forced.UH p{ Ihlrd Party Facilities: Ala carriers obligated to usa 
telacommunlcetlone transmi" lon media owned by other parties In order to 
comply with PSC Rule 25-4.0345? 

8. Service Respooslb!Utv: If a c;arrier's demarcation point Is located at tho 
Minimum Point Of Entry (MPOE) of the property rather than at the end user's 
premises, doea the Clllrier have any service reaponalblli!lea beyond the 
MPOE demarcation point? 

9. Qwoorfiooant Feet: Mty an owner Impose feea on tenants for 
talacommuolcatlona aervlcaa or equipment which are not. either directly or 
Indirectly, provided by tho owner? 
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