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BEFORE THE
FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISS!ON

In the matter of

MFS COMMUNICATIONS COMPANY,
INC.

)
)
)
)
)
Petition for Arbitration Pursuant to ) Docket No. 42 5 35-7/°
47 U.S.C. § 252(b) of Interconnection Rates, )
Terms, and Conditions with )

)

)

)

)

)

SPRINT UNITED - CENTEL OF FLORIDA,
INC. (ALSO KNOWN AS

CENTRAL TELEPHONE COMPANY

OF FLORIDA AND UNITED TELEPHONE
COMPANY OF FLORIDA)

FFTITION FOR ARBIIRA‘HON OF INTERCONNECTION RATES

MFS Communications Company, Inc. (“MFS”), by its undersigned attorneys, hereby
petitions the Florida Public Service Commission (the "Commission") for arbitration of rates, terms
and conditions for interconnection and related arrangements with Sprint United - Centel of
Florida, Inc. (also known as Central Telephone Company of Florida and United Telephone
Company of Florida) (“Sprint™), pursuant to § 252(b) of the Communications Act of 1934, as
amended by the Telecommunications Act of 1996, Pub.L.No. 104-104 § 101(a), 110 Stat. 70, to

be codified ar 47 U.S.C. § 252(b)." In support of this petition, MFS-FL states as follows:

' The Communications Act of 1934, as amended by the Telecommunications Act of 1996, is
hereinafter referred to as the *1996 Act.”
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INTRODUCTION

I MFS, through its operating subsidiaries, is the largest provider of
competitive local telecommunications services in the United States. An MFS Florida operating
subsidiary, Metropolitan Fiber Systems of Florida, Inc. (“MFS-FL"), has a certificate to provide
interexchange telecommunications service, alternate operator service, and alternmati.= local
exchange service.? Through this and other subsidiari s or affiliates, MFS is authorized to provide
competitive local exchange service in California, Connecticut, Georgia, Illinois, Maryland,
Massachusetts, Michigan, New Jersey, New York, Ohio, Oregon, Pennsylvania, Texas and
Washington. MFS subsidiaries current!y have applications to provide such service in a number
of other states.

2. MFS, through subsidiaries, has installed and operates fiber optic
communications networks in over 25 states across the country, and in several European cities, and
offers a wide range of high quality digital local access and private line services to

3. Sprint is a monopoly provider of local exchange services within the State
of Florida. Sprint is a corporation having its principal place of business at 555 Lake Border
Drive, Apopka, Florida 32703. Sprint provides and at all material times has provided intrastate
local exchange and exchange access service in Florida subject to the regulatory authority of this

4.  For purposes of §§ 251 and 252 of the 1996 Act, Sprint is and has been at

. See, Order No. PSC-94-0883-FOF-TP; Docket No. 95079-TX, Certificate No. 3151.



lﬂ;nﬁhlﬁmm'mwumuniﬂ' in the State of Florida as defined by Sec.
251(h) of the 1996 Act.

- Under § 364.162, Florida Statutes, MFS-FL initiated negotiations with
to yield a binding interconnection agreement on all issues.

6. Subsequently, in January 1995, MFS-FL filed with the Commission its
petitions against Sprint in Docket Nos. 95098+ and 950985 (the “Florida Petitions™).

75 Following hearings on the Florida Petitions, the Commission issued orders
compelling reasonable terms and conditions of interconnection and unbundling with MFS-FL.
See, Docket No. 950984-TP, Order No. PSC-96-0811-FOF-TP, Order Establishing Provisions
for the Resale of Services Provided by GTE Florida Incorporation, United T=lephone Company
of Florida and Central Telephone Company of Florida (issued June 24, 1996) (recon. pending)
(*Unbundling Order”); Docket No. 950985-TP, Order No. PSC-96-0668-FOF-TP, Final Order
Establishing Non-discriminatory Rates, Terms and Conditions for Local Interconnection (issued
]_\r‘llj" 20, 1996) (recon. pending) (“Interconnection Order™).

8. On February 7, 1996, MFS delivered to Sprint by overnigit delivery a
writien request for interconnection, services, and network elements pursuant to § 251 of the 1996
Act (the “Interconnection Request Letter™). MFS believes that Sprint received the Interconnection
Request Letter on February 8, 1996. A true and correct copy of the Interconnection Request
Letter is attached as Exhibit A.




9. MFS, as the requesting telecommunications carrier, has negotiated in good
faith in accordance with § 251(c)(1) of the 1996 Act to attempt to establish terms and conditions
for a binding agreement with Sprint for interconnection, services, and network elements.

10.  The parties have been unable to reach a binding agreement.

11.  OnJuly 3, 1996, MFS delivered to Sprint by overnight delivery MFS’ final
offer prior to arbitration, in which MFS expressed its willingness to accept all rates, terms, and
conditions contained in a proposed ~omprehensive ‘inter jonnection agreement attached thereto
(“Comprehensive Interconnection Agreement™). A copy of the correspondence transmitting the
final offer is attached as Exhibit B. The Comprehensive Interconnection Agreement contains all
the terms and conditions MFS desires for interconnection. A copy of the Comprehensive
Interconnection Agreement is attached as Exhibit C. As of the date of this Petition, Sprint has
not accepted MFS'’ final offer.

12.  Under § 252(b)(1) of the 1996 Act, Congress created a specific arbitration
process for incumbent LECs and requesting telecommunication carriers to arrive at an
interconnection agreement through “compulsory arbitration” by “petition [to] a State commission
o arbitrate any open issues” unresolved by negotiation under § 252(a). The provision states that
either party to the irterconnection negotiation may petition the State commission *[d]uring the
period from the 135th 1o the 160th day (inclusive) after the date on which an incumbent local
exchange carrier receives a request for negotiation under this section. . ." § 252(b)(1). This
petition is being timely filed with the Commission.



13.  As of this date, all issues remain unresolved, necessitating arbitration of
those unresolved issues before this Commission az prescribed by § 252(b) of the 1996 Act

14.  The provisions of §§ 364.161 and 364.162, Florida Statutes, are consistent
with the Telecommunications Act. Accordingly, MFS requests the Commission to adopt, in
determining the issues here, pursuant to the Telecommunications Act, the arrangements set out
in the Unbundling and Interconnection Orders, which are reflected in its Comprehensive
Interconnection Agreement.

15. In accordance with the requirements of § 252(b)(2), MFS, the petitioner,
states below the issues that remain unresolved between the parties, and the position of each of the
parties with respect to those issues. Sprint has not provided a specific counter-proposal to MFS'
offer, and, thus, Sprint's specific position on all points is unclear, beyond its refusal to accept the
terms proposed by MFS. Sprint's corporate parent has, however, stated its general position on
these issues to MFS by letter dated April 12, 1996, enclosing Sprint Corporation’s *Essential
Elements for the Competitive Checklist.™ This letter and enclosure, referred to hereinafter as
“Sprint Checklist,” are collectively attached as Exhibit D. Also attached as Exhibit E is the Sprint
Terms for LEC/CLEC Interconnection dated June 13, 1996 ("Spr‘.m Terms™) which Sprint
identifies as the terms it requests from incumbent LECs when it is negotiating as a competitive
LEC. MFS' positions are stated in detail in (1) the Comprehensive Interconneciton Agreement,
and (2) the Testimony. This petition contains a summary of the issues and the elements of MFS'
position with respect to these issues; however, in the event of any ambiguity or conflict, the

comprehensive Interconnection Agreement and the Testimony will govern. MFS' overall position
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applicable Commission precedent, Florida law, and the provisions of the 1996 Act and, therefore.
ought to be adopted as the agreement between the parties.
I.  Unresolved Issucs
Section references below are (o the Comprehensive Interconnection Agreement, attached
as Exhibit C. In support of its position, MFS submits wit!: this Petition and incorporates herein
by reference the pre-filed Direct Testimony dated July 16, 1996 of Timothy T. Devine, Senior
Director, External & Regulatory Affairs-Southern Region, MFS Communications Company, Inc.,
(“Testimony").
A.  Physical Interconnection
1. Nature of Dispute: Sprint has failed to agree to MFS' position regarding
physical interconnection issues, stated at § 4 of the Comprehensive Interconnection Agreement.
2. MFS Position: MFS' position is stated in § 4 of the Comprehensive
Interconnection Agreement.
3. Sprint Position: Sprint has not agreed to MFS' proposal on this issue, and
has not delineated a specific position in response.
B.  Reciprocal Compensation Arrangements
1. Nawre of Dispute: The parties have not agreed on the reciprocal
compensation rate for local call termination.
2. MFS Position: Pursuant to § 5.8 of the Comprehensive Interconnection

Agreement, MFS proposes & reciprocal Jocal call termination rate of $0.005 per minute of use.




3. Sprint Position: Sprint has not responded with a specific rate. Sprint has
stated in the Sprint Checklist that a single, flat rate charge is appropriate. Sprint Checklist at 20,
The rate proposed by MFS is consistent with local call iermination costs stated by Sprint in prior
interconnection proceedings and with rates proposed by staff. Sc¢ Testimony; Interconnection
Order at 11.

C.  lnbundled Links

1. Nature of Dispute: The p: rties have not agreed on unbundled access and
interconnection to certain unbundied links, described below.

2. MFS Position: MFS seeks unbundled access and interconnection to the
following unbundled links: 2-wire ADSL compatible and 2-wire and 4-wire HDSL loops.

- B Sprint Position: Sprint has not agreed to MFS’ position on this issue.

D.  Information Services Traffic

1y Nature of Dispute: The parties have not agreed on the arrangements for
billing, collection, and rating of information services traffic.

2, MFS Position: MFS proposes pursuant to § 7.1 of the Comprehensive
Interconnection Agreement that the Originating Party on whose network information services
traffic originates shall provide to the Terminating Party recorded call detail information. The
Terminating Party shall provide the Originating Party with necessary information to rate
information services traffic to the Originating Party's customers pursuant to the Terminating
Party’s agreements with each information services provider. The Originating Party shall bill and
collect such information provider charges and remit the amounts collected to the Terminating



Ptl:ry.lelsmtﬁnldhm. The Commission adopted these arrangements in the Interconnec-
tion Order at 37-39.

- 3 Sprint Position: Sprint has not agreed to MFS' proposal on this issue, and

Mmmm.mwmmm-
E.  Prices for Unbundied Loops

1. Nature of Dispute: The parti 's cannot agree on the prices Sprint will charge
MFS for unbundled loops.

/& MFS Position: MFS proposed the long-run incremental cost-based prices
it is willing to pay for unbundled loops in § 9.6 and Exhibit 12 of the Comprehensive
Imterconnection Agreement. Generally, MFS proposes to pay monthly recurring rates of $8.00,
$11.00, and $15.00 for unbundled loops in urban, suburban, and rural zones, .espectively.

3. Sprint Position: Sprint has not agreed to MFS' proposal on this issue, and
has not delineated a specific position in response. Sprint has stated that prices for local loop
transmission should be cost-based. See, Sprint Checklist at 9, 11.

F.  Stipulated Damages Clauses

1. Nature of Dispute: The parties have not agreed upon provisions for
stipulated damages which Sprint shall pay to MFS for specified performance breaches.

2. MFS Position: MFS proposes under § 23.0 of the Comprehensive Inter-
connection Agreement that Sprint shall pay MFE stipulated damages for specified performance
breaches. The Commission has addressed performance criteria. Seg, Interconnection Order at

42; Unbundling Order at 16-19. As part of this arbitration, MFS proposes that stipulated damages




be a remedy for specific performance breach, but not MFS' exclusive remedy. This position is
detailed in the Comprehensive Interconnection Agreement.

3. Sprint Position: Sprint has not agreed to MFS’ proposal on this issue, and
has not delineated a specific position in response.

G.  Number Resources Arrangements

1. Nature of Dispute: The parties have not agreed on number resources
arrangements.

2. MFS Position: As the Commission has determined, MFS, as a co-carrier,
is entitled to the same non-discriminatory mumber resources as any Florida LEC. See
Interconnection Order at 46, 47; Comprehensive Interconnection Agreement at § 14.2.

3 Sprint Position: Sprint has not agreed to MFS' propozal on this issue, and
has not delineated a specific position in response. Sprint has indicated that access to telephone
numbers should be non-discriminatory, and that numbering policy must be broadly developed and
administered in a competitively neutral manner. Sprint Checklist at 15,

H.  Tandem Subiending and Meet-Point Billing

1. The parties have not agreed upon arrangements for tandem subtending and
meet-point billing.

2. MFS Position: The MFS position is stated in detail in the Testimony.
Among other things, MFS proposes that if Sprint operates an access tandem serving a LATA in
which MFS operates, it should be required, upon request, to provide tandem switching service

to any other carrier’s tandem or end office switch serving customers within that LATA, thereby



MMPS' switch to “subtend” the tandem. Sg¢, Interconnection Order at 27. Meet-point
billing formulas should apply. See, Testimony; seg also, Interconnection Order at 27-28. MFS
and Sprint should exchange all information in a timely fashion necessary to accurately, reliatly
and promptly bill third parties for switched access services jointly handled by MFS and Sprint via
the meet-point arrangement, and should employ calendar month billing and provide appropriate
usage data to facilitate such billing. Sec, Interconnection Order at 28, 37-39. Billing 1o third
parties should be accomplished according to the single-bill/multiple tariff method, and
subsequently, via other methods in accordance with MFS' position stated more specifically in the
Testimony. Switched access charges to third parties should also be calculated in accordance with
the regime delineated in the Testimony. Sece also, Comprehensive Interconnection Agreement at
§6.3.

1 Nature of Dispute: The parties have not agreed upon arrangements for
reciprocal traffic exchange and reciprocal compensation.

2. MFS Position: MFS' position is delineated in detail in the Testimony at §
H as well as in the Comprehensive Interconnection Agreement at, ¢.g., §§ 4 - 7. Among other
things, MFS proposes that interconnection be accomplished through interconnection points, under
specified procedures. See, Interconnection Order at 24-26, MFS' proposal with respect to
trunking, signaling, and other interconnection arrangements is stated in § 5.0 of the Comprehen-
sive Interconnection Agreement. Sprint should exchange traffic between its network and the

networks of competing carriers using reasonably efficient routing, trunking and signaling

10



lﬂ;m. See, Interconnection Order at 40-41. MFS should only be required to pay for the
Sprint intermediary function of transiting traffic in limited circumstances in which two ALECs
that are not cross-connected at the designated network interconnection point and do not have direct
trunks utilizing Sprint access tandem to transit traffic. In all cases, only an ALEC should
alternatively have an opportunity to cross-connect. See, Interconnection Order 26-27. See also,
New York Case No. 94-C-0095, Order Instituting Framework for Directory Listings, Carrier
Interconnection, and Intercarrier Compensatior (Sepiember 27, 1995). Appropriate arrangements
with respect to trunking, busy line verification, and interim trunks should be established. Sce,
Testimony; Interconnection Order 40-41; 34.

3.  Sprint Position: Sprint has not agreed to MFS’ proposal on this issue, and
has not delineated a specific position in response.

J.  Shared Network Platform Arrangements

1. Nature of Dispute: The parties have not agreed upon shared network
platform arrangements.

2. MFS Position: MFS believes that service platforms must be shared by a
mmhmdﬂmmhmmmmmnmrseﬁice. These platforms include
the following:

a. Interconnection Between MFS and Other Collocated Entities;
b. 911 and E-911 systems;
c. Information Services Billing and Collection;

d. Directory Listings and Distribution;

11



.. Directory Assistance Service;

f. Yellow Page Maintenance;

g. Transfer of Service Announcements;

h. Coordinated Repair Calls;

i, Busy Line Verification and Interrupt;

i Information Piges; and

k. Operator Reference Database.
See Interconnection Order at 50. Standards should be adopted for interconnection facilities
between MFS and other collocated facilities (seg, Testimony; Interconnection Order at 50);
provision of 911/E911 services (sec, § 18.0 of the Interconnection Agreement; see also,
Interconnection Order at 28-33); directory assistance (see, Testimony; sce also Interconnection
Order at 34-35); yellow page maintenance and transfer of service announcements; (sec,
Testimony; se¢ also, Interconnection Order at 35-37); and for coordinated repair calls and
operator reference database (ggg, Testimony; se¢ also. Interconnection Order at 42-46)

3. Sprint Position: Sprint has not agreed to MFS' proposal on this issue, and
has not delineated a specific position in response. Sprint has stated, among other things, that it
should be presumed that interconnection at switching points is technically feasible, and that there
should be no discrimination in the interconnections allowed. Sprint Checklist at 2. Sprint has
further indicated that all telecommunications carriers should have access to incumbent local
exchange carriers’ 911, E911, directory assistance and operator call completion canabilities on
the same terms and conditions as enjoyed by the incumbent local exchange carriers. [d, at 12.

12



MMmdewmmMmme, and access (0
these databases should be non-discriminatory, according to Sprint. Jd. Sprint has further stated
that competitors should be allowed non-discriminatory access to databases, including directory
assistance, and interconnection should be seamless. Id, at 17.

K.  Local Telephone Portability Arrangements

1. Nature of Dispute: The parties have not agreed upon local telephone
portability arrangements.

2. MFS Posiiion: MFS proposes interim number portability arrangements in
its Comprehensive Interconnection Agreement. Id, at § 13. See also, Testimony, MFES’
proposal, particularly with respect to cost recovery rates for number portability (seg, § 13.5 of
the Comprehensive Interconnection Agreement) is consistent with the FCC's recent order. Seg,
First Report and Order and Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, FCC Docket No. 95-116,
91 11740 (released July 2, 1996).

3. Sprint Position: Sprint has not agreed to MFS' proposal on this issue, and
has not delineated a specific position in response. Sprint has said that the definition of number
portability should evolve as technology and markets dictate, that remote call forwarding should
be the method of interim number portability, and that interim number portability does not promote
competition. Sprint Checklist at 18.

L. Unbundling of Local Loop Faciliti

1. Nature of Dispute: The parties have not agreed upon arrangements for the

unbundling of local facilities.

13



2. MFS Position: MFS provides a comprehensive proposal for unbundled
access in § 9 of the Comprehensive Intercounection Agreement. A detailed explanation of MFS’
position can be found in the Testimony. MFS notes that this Commission has already ordered that
local loops be provided on an unbundled basis. Unbundling Order at 4. Specific unbundled
clements should be made available as detailed in § 9 of the Comprehensive Interconnection
Agreement. Sprint should be required to offer collocations for interconnection to unbundied links.
See, Testimony; Unbundling Order at 7. C: rtain additional requirements are necessary regarding
Sprint's unbundled elements in order to enable MFS to efficiently offer services. Seg, Testimony,
Unbundling Order at 27-30; sg¢ also Comprehensive Interconnection Agreement at § 9. MFS
believes it is importart that unbundled elements of the local loop be available to new entrants at
a reasonable price. Sgg, Testimony. The Commission should take into account zone density in
order to accurately reflect the cost characteristics of the local loop. Jd. LECs in other
jurisdictions have adopted such a pricing methodology. Id.

3. Sprint Position: Sprint has not agreed to MFS' proposal on this issue, and
has not delineated a specific position in response. Historically, Sprint proposed to provide only
an unbundled two-wire voice grade loop and a two-wire analog port in its initial tariff filing
package. Testimony. Sprint has recognized the appropriateness of zone density pricing. Id. Sec
also. Sprint Terms.

M.  ZFresh Look™

1. Nature of Dispute: The parties have not agreed to a fresh look provision,

described below.

14




2. MFS Position: MFS' position is stated in detail in its Motion for
Reconsideration by MFS-FL filed before the Commission dated July 8, 1996 (*MFS
Reconsideration Motion™) at 20-24. Fresh look means permitting any customer to convert its
unbundled service with GTE to an unbundled service with MFS with no penalties, rollover, or
in termination, charges either to MFS or the customer. The Commission has ordered such relief
with respect to BellSouth. Sgg Order No. PSC-96-0444-FOF-TP at 16-18 (recon. pending). MFS
has requested, in the MFS Reconsideration Motior, that such relief apply to MFS.

3. Sprint Position: Sprint has not agreed to a fresh look provision.

II.  Other Issues

If Sprint asserts that any other issues are disputed, or otherwise disagrees with any
provision of the Comprehensive Interconnection Agreement or if Sprint contests or disputes any
issues, then MFS requests that Sprint respond in detail identifying such issues and delineating its
position as to each.

REQUEST FOR RELIEF

1 MFS requests that the Commission arbitrate the unresolved interconnection issues

between MFS and Sprint.

2. MFS expressly reserves the right to offer such other evidence in this proceeding

as it deems necessary to support its position.

15




- MFS requests that the Commission compel Sprint pursuant to § 252/b)4)(B) of the
1996 Act to provide to MFS cost studies and any other relevant documents or iniormation

Respectfully submitted,

[ Lgonse /..

Andréw D. Lipman

Russell M. Blau

Lawrence R, Freedman
SWIDLER & BERLIN, Chartered
3000 K Street, N.W., Suite 300
Washington, D.C. 20007-5116
(202) 424-7500 (Tel.)

(202) 424-7645 (Fax)

Attorneys for MFS COMMUNICATIONS
COMPANY, INC.

July 16, 1996
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on this 16th day of July, 1996 a copy of the foregoing Petition for
Arbitration of Interconnection Rates, Terms and Conditions of MFS Communications Company,
Inc. (along with accompanying exhibits) and Direct Testimony of Timothy T, Devine (along with

accompanying exhibits), was served, via Federal Express, on the following:

J. Jeffrey Wahlen, Esq.

McFarlane, Ausley, Ferguson & McMullen
227 South Calhoun Street

Tallahassee, Florida 32302

John P. Fons, Esquire

McFarlane, Ausley, Ferguson & McMullen
227 South Calhoun Street

Tallahassee, Florida 32302

-

Lawrence R. F




I, Timothy T. Devine, hereby swear and affirm that I have reviewed the foregoing Petition
for Arbitration of Interconnection Rates and Conditions of MFS Communications Company, Inc.
and further swear and affirm that the factual ailegations contained therein are true and correct to
the best of my knowledge, information, and belief.

Dated: July 15, 1996
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In the matter of

MFS COMMUNICATIONS COMPANY,
INC.

Petition for Arbitration Pursuant to
47 U.S.C. § 252(b) of Interconnection Rates,
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Docket No. %0 K585-7
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INC. (ALSO KNOWN AS

CENTRAL TELEPHONE COMPANY
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PETITIDN FOR AR.BITRATION OF INTERCDNNEC’HON RA.TES

MFS Communications Company, Inc. (*MFS"), by its undersigned attorneys, hereby
petitions the Florida Public Service Commission (the "Commission”) for arbitration of rates, terms
and conditions for interconnection and related arrangements with Sprint United - Centel of
Florida, Inc. (also known as Central Telephone Company of Florida and United Telephone
Company of Florida) (“Sprint™}, pursuant to § 252(b) of the Communications Act of 1934, as
amended by the Telecommunications Act of 1996, Pub.L.No. 104-104 § 101(a), 110 Stat. 70, ro

be codified ar 47 U.S.C. § 252(b).! In support of this petition, MFS-FL states as follows:

' The Communications Act of 1934, as amended by the Telecommunications m:kgf Hﬁfe is
hereinafter referred to as the “1996 Act.” DOCUMENT NUMB
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INTRODUCTION

& MFS, through its operating subsidiaries, is the largest provider of
competitive local telecommunications services in the United States. An MFS Florida operating
subsidiary, Metropolitan Fiber Systems of Florida, Inc. (“MFS-FL"), has a certificate to provide
interexchange telecommunications service, alternate operator service, and alternative local
exchange service.? Through this and other subsidiaries or affiliates, MFS is authorized to provide
competitive local exchange service in California, Zonnecticut, Georgia, Illinois, Maryland,
Massachusetts, Michigan, New Jersey, New York, Ohio, Oregon, Pennsylvania, Texas and
Washington. MFS subsidiaries currently have applications to provide such service in a number
of other states.

2. MFS, through subsidiaries, has installed and operates fiber optic
communications networks in over 25 states across the country, and in several European cities, and
offers a wide range of high quality digital local access and private line services to
communications-intensive business and government end users.

3. Sprint is a monopoly provider of local exchange services within the State
of Florida. Sprint is a corporation having its principal place of business at 555 Lake Border
Drive, Apopka, Florida 32703, Sprint provides and at all material times has provided intrastate
local exchange and exchange access service in Florida subject to the regulatory authority of this
Commission.

4. For purposes of §§ 251 and 252 of the 1996 Act, Sprint is and has been at

. Seg, Order No. PSC-94-0883-FOF-TP; Docket No. 95079-TX, Certificate No. 3151.



all material times an *incumbent local exchange carrier” in the State of Florida as defined by Sec.
251(h) of the 1996 Act.

S, Under § 364.162, Florida Statutes, MFS-FL initiated negotiations with
Sprint regarding acceptable interconnection rates, terms and conditions. Those negotiations failed
to yield a binding interconnection agreement on all issues.

6. Subsequently, in January 199 i, MFS-FL filed with the Commission its
petitions against Sprint in Docket Nos. 950984 and 950985 (the “Florida Petitions™).

y % Following hearings on the Florida Petitions, the Commission issued orders
compelling reasonable terms and conditions of interconnection and unbundling with MFS-FL..
See, Docket No. 950984-TP, Order No. PSC-96-0811-FOF-TP, Order Establishing Provisions
for the Resale of Services Provided by GTE Florida Incorporation, United Telepl.one Company
of Florida and Central Telephone Company of Florida (issued June 24, 1996) (recon. pending)
(“Unbundling Order™); Docket No. 950985-TP, Order No. PSC-96-0668-FOF-TP, Final Order
Establishing Non-discriminatory Rates, Terms and Conditions for Local Interconnection (issued
May 20, 1996) (recon. pending) (“Interconnection Order™).

8. On February 7, 1996, MFS delivered to Sprint by overnight delivery a
written request for interconnection, services, and network elements pursuant to § 251 of the 1996
Act (the “Interconnection Request Letter™). MFS believes that Sprint received the Interconnection
Request Letter on February 8, 1996. A true and correct copy of the Interconnection Request
Letter is attached as Exhibit A.




9. MFS, as the requesting telecommunications carrier, has negotiated in good
faith in accordance with § 251(c)(1) of the 1996 Act to attempt 1o establish terms and conditions
for a binding agreement with Sprint for interconnection, services, and network elements.

10.  The parties have been unable to reach a binding agreement.

11.  OnJuly 3, 1996, MFS delivered to Sprint by overnight delivery MFS' final
offer prior to arbitration, in ‘vhich MFS expre:sed its willingness to accept all rates, terms, and
conditions contained in a proposed comprehensive interconnection agreement attached thereto
(“Comprehensive Interconnection Agreement”). A copy of the correspondence transmitting the
final offer is attached as Exhibit B. The Comprehensive Interconnection Agreement contains all
the terms and conditions MFS desires for interconnection. A copy of the Comprehensive
Interconnection Agreement is attached as Exhibit C. As of the date of this Petition, Sprint has
not accepted MFS' final offer.

12.  Under § 252(b)(1) of the 1996 Act, Congress created a specific arbitration
process for incumbent LECs and requesting telecommunication carriers to arrive at an
interconnection agreement through “compulsory arbitration” by “petition [to] a State commission
to arbitrate any open issues” unresolved by negotiation under § 252(a). The provision states that
cither party to the interconnection negotiation may petition the State commission “[dJuring the
period from the 135th to the 160th day (inclusive) after the date on which an incumbent local
exchange carrier receives a request for negotiation under this section, . ." § 252(b)(1). This

petition is being timely filed with the Commission.




13.  As of this date, all issues remain unresolved, necessitating arbitration of
those unresolved issues before this Commission as prescribed by § 252(b) of the 1996 Act.

14.  The provisions of §§ 364.161 and 364,162, Florida Statutes, are consistent
with the Telecommunications Act. Accordingly, MFS requests the Commission to adopt, in
determining the issues here, pursuant to the Telecommunications Act, the arrangements set out
in the Unbundling and Interconnection Orders, which are reflected in its Comprehensive
Interconnection Agreement,

15. In accordance with the requirements of § 252(b)(2), MFS, the petitioner,
states below the issues that remain unresolved between the parties, and the position of each of the
parties with respect to those issues. Sprint has not provided a specific counter-proposal to MFS'
offer, and, thus, Sprint’s specific position on all points is unclear, beyond its refusal to accept the
terms proposed by MFS. Sprint's corporate parent has, however, stated its general position on
these issues to MFS by letter dated April 12, 1996, enclosing Sprint Corporation's “Essential
Elements for the Competitive Checklist.” This letter and enclosure, referred to hereinafier as
“Sprint Checklist,” are collectively attached as Exhibit D. Also attached as Exhibit E is the Sprint
Terms for LEC/CLEC Interconnection dated June 13, 1996 (“Sprint Terms") which Sprint
identifies as the terms it requests from incumbent LECs when it is negotiating as a compelitive
LEC, MFS' positions are stated in detail in (1) the Comprehensive Interconneciton Agreement,
and (2) the Testimony. This petition contains a summary of the issues and the elements of MFS'
position with respect to these issues; however, in the event of any ambiguity or conflict, the

comprehensive Interconnection Agreement and the Testimony will govern. MFS' overall position




is that the Comprehensive Interconnection Agreement is fair, reasonable, and in accordance with
applicable Commission precedent, Florida law, and the provisions of the 1996 Act and, therefore,
ought to be adopted as the agreement between the parties.
L Unresolved Issues
Section references below are to the Comprehensive Interconnection Agrec ment, attached
as Exhibit C. In support cf its position, MFS submits with this Petition and incorporates herein
by reference the pre-filed Direct Testimony dated July 16, 1996 of Timothy T. Devine, Senior
Director, External & Regulatory Affairs-Southern Region, MFS Communications Company, Inc.,
(“Testimony™).
A.  Physical Interconnection
1. Nature of Dispute: Sprini has failed to agree to MFS' position regarding
physical interconnection issues, stated at § 4 of the Comprehensive Interconnection Agreement.
2. MFS Position: MFS' position is stated in § 4 of the Comprehensive
Interconnection Agreement.
3 Sprint Position: Sprint has not agreed to MFS' proposal on this issue, and
has not delineated a specific position in response.
B.  Reciprocal Compensation Arrangements
1. Nature of Dispute: The parties have not agreed on the reciprocal
compensation rate for local call termination.
2. MFS Position: Pursuant to § 5.8 of the Comprehensive Interconnection

Agreement, MFS proposes a reciprocal local call termination rate of $0.005 per minute of use.




) Sprint Position: Sprint has not responded with a specific rate. Sprint has
stated in the Sprint Checklist that a single, flat rate charge is appropriate. Sprint Checklist at 20.
The rate proposed by MFS is consistent with local call termination costs stated by Sprint in prior
interconnection proceedings and with rates proposed by staff. See Testimony; Interconnection
Order at 11.

C.  Unbundled Links

1. Nature of Dispute: The parties have not agreed on unbundled access and
interconnection to certain unbundled links, described below.

2. MFS Position: MFS seeks unbundled access and interconnection to the
following unbundled links: 2-wire ADSL compatible and 2-wire and 4-wire HDSL loops.

3. Sprint Position: Sprint has not agreed to MFS' position on this issue.

D.  Information Services Traffic

1. Nature of Dispute: The parties have not agreed on the arrangements for
billing, collection, and rating of information services traffic.

2. MFS Position: MFS proposes pursuant to § 7.1 of the Comprehensive
Inierconnection Agreement that the Originating Party on whose network information services
traffic originates shall provide to the Terminating Party recorded call detail information. The
Terminating Party shall provide the Originating Party with necessary information to rate
information services traffic to the Originating Party's customers pursuant to the Terminating
Party’s agreements with each information services provider. The Originating Party shall bill and
collect such information provider charges and remit the amounts collected to the Terminating




Party, less certain adjustments. The Commission adopted these arrangements in the Interconnec-
tion Order at 37-39.

i Sprint Position: Sprint has not agreed to MFS' proposal on this issue, and

has not delineated a specific position in response.
E.  Prices for Unbundled Loops

1. Nature of Disp te: The parties cannot agree on the prices Sprint will charge
MFS for unbundled loops.

2. MFS Position: MFS proposed the long-run incremental cost-based prices
it is willing to pay for unbundled loops in § 9.6 and Exhibit 12 of the Comprehensive
Interconnection Agreement. Generally, MFS proposes to pay monthly recurring rates of $8.00,
$11.00, and $15.00 for unbundled loops in urban, suburban, and rural zones, respectively.

3. Sprint Position: Sprint has not agreed to MFS' proposal on this issue, and
has not delineated a specific position in response. Sprint has stated that prices for local loop
transmission should be cost-based. Sce, Sprint Checklist at 9, 11.

F.  Stipulated Damages Clauses

1. Nawre of Dispute: The parties have not agreed upon provisions for
stipulated damages which Sprint shall pay to MFS for spacified performanc. breaches.

2. MFS Position: MFS proposes under § 23.0 of the Comprehensive Inter-
connection Agreement that Sprint sha!l pay MFS stipulated damages for specified performance
breaches. The Commission has addressed performance criteria. Seg, Interconnection Order at

42; Unbundling Order at 16-19. As part of this arbitration, MFS proposes that stipulated damages



be a remedy for specific performance breach, but not MFS' exclusive remedy. This position is
detailed in the Comprehensive Interconnection Agreement.

3. Sprint Position: Sprint has not agreed to MFS' proposal on this issue, and
has not delineated a specific position in response.

G.  Number Resources Arrangements

i Nature of Dispute: 'he parties have not agreed on number resources
arrangements.

2. MFS Position: As the Commission has determined, MFS, as a co-carrier,
is entitled to the same non-discriminatory mumber resources as any Florida LEC. See
Interconnection Order at 46, 47; Comprehensive Interconnection Agreement » § 14.2.

P Sprint Position: Sprint has not agreed to MFS' proposal on this issue, and
has not delineated a specific position in response. Sprint has indicated that access to telephone
numbers should be non-discriminatory, and that numbering policy must be broadly developed and
administered in a competitively neutral manner. Sprint Checklist at 15.

H.  Tandem Subtending and Meet-Point Billing

1. The parties have not agreed upon arrangements for tandem subtending and
meet-point billing.

2. MFS Position: The MFS position is stated in detail in the Testimony.
Among other things, MFS proposes that if Sprint operates an access tandem serving a LATA in
which MFS operates, it should be required, upon request, to provide tandem switching service

1o any other carrier’s tandem or end office switch serving customers within that LATA, thereby




allowing MFS’ switch to “subtend” the tandem. Sge, Interconnection Order at 27. Meet-point
billing formulas should apply. Seg, Testimony; seg also, Interconnection Crder at 27-28. MFS
and Sprint should exchange all information in a timely fashion necessary to accurately, reliably
and promptly bill third parties for switched access services jointly handled by MFS and Sprint via
the meet-point arrangement, and should employ calendar month billing and provide appropriate
usage data to facilitate such billing. See, Interconnection Order at 28, 37-39. Billing to third
parties should be accomplished according to the single-bill/multiple tariff method. and
subsequently, via other methods in accordance with MFS’ position stated more specifically in the
Testimony. Switched access charges to third parties should also be calculated in accordance with

the regime delineated in the Testimony. Seg also, Comprehensive Interconnection Agreement at
§6.3.

1 Nature of Dispute: The parties have not agreed upon arrangements for
reciprocal traffic exchange and reciprocal compensation.

2. MFS Position: MFS' position is delineated in detail in the Testimony at §
H as well as in the Comprehensive Interconnection Agreement at, ¢.g., §§ 4 - 7. Among other
things, MFS proposes that interconnection be accomplished through interconnection points, under
specified procedures. See, Interconnection Order at 24-26. MFS' proposal with respect to
trunking, signaling, and other interconnection arrangements is stated in § 5.0 of the Comprehen-
sive Interconnection Agreement. Sprint should exchange traffic between its network and the

networks of competing carriers using reasonably efficient routing, trunking and signaling

10



arrangements. Se¢g, Interconnection Order at 40-41. MFS should only be required to pay for the
Sprint intermediary function of transiting traffic in limited circumstances in which two ALECs
that are not cross-connected at the designated network interconnection point and do not have direct
trunks utilizing Sprint access tandem to transit traffic. In all cases, only an ALEC should
lhnm&wtyhvgmoppuwnitymw Sce, Interconnection Order 26-27. See also,
New York Case No. 94-C-0095, Order Instituting Framework for Directory Listings, Carrier
Interconnection, and Intercarrier Compensation (September 27, 1995). Appropriate arrangements
with respect to trunking, busy line verification, and interim trunks should be established. See,
Testimony; Interconnection Order 40-41: 34.

-y Sprint Position: Sprint has not agreed to MFS' proposal on this issue, and
has not delineated a specific position in response.

1. Shared Network Platform Arrangements

1 Nature of Dispute: The parties have not agreed upon shared network
platform arrangements.

2. MFS Position: MFS believes that service platforms must be shared by a
competing carrier in order to permit customers to receive similar service. These platforms include
the following:

a. Interconnection Between MFS and Other Collocated Entities;
b. 911 and E-911 systems;

c. Information Services Billing and Collection;

d. Directory Listings and Distribution;

11




e. Directory Assistance Service;

f. Yellow Page Maintenance;

g. Transfer of Service Anrouncements;

h.  Coordinated Repair Calls;

i. Busy Line Verification and Interrupt;

4 Iinformation Pages: and

k. Operator Reference Database.
See Interconnection Order at 50. Standards should be adopted for interconnection facilities
between MFS and other collocated facilities (seg, Testimony; Interconnection Order at 50);
provision of 911/E911 services (seg, § 18.0 of the Interconnection Agreement; see also,
Interconnection Order at 28-33); directory assistance (seg, Testimony; see alcd Interconnection
Order at 34-35); yellow page maintenance and transfer of service announcements; (seg,
Testimony; sec also, Interconnection Order at 35-37); and for coordinated repair calls and
operator reference database (see, Testimony; see also. Interconnection Order at 42-46)

3. Sprint Position: Sprint has not agreed to MFS' proposal on this issue, and
has not delineated a specific position in response. Sprint has stated, among other things, tha it
should be presumed that interconnection at switching points is technically feasible, and that there
should be no discrimination in the interconnections allowed. Sprint Checklist at 2. Sprint has
further indicated that all telecommunications carriers should have access to incumbent local
exchange carriers” 911, E911, directory assistance and operator call completion capabilities on

the same terms and conditions as enjoyed by the incumbent local exchange carriers. Id. at 12.

12




Resale prices should include population of the databases and access to the services, and access to
these databases should be non-discriminatory, according to Sprint. Jd. Sprint has further stated
that competitors should be allowed non-discriminatory access to databases, including directory
assistance, and interconnection should be seamless. Id, at 17.

K.  Local Telephone Portability Arrangements

1. Nature of Dispute: The parties have not agreed upon local telephone
portability arrangements.

2. MFS Position: MFS proposes interim number portability arrangements in
its Comprehensive Interconnection Agreement. Jd. at § 13. See also, Testimony. MFS'
proposal, particularly with respect 1o cost recovery rates for number portability (see, § 13.5 of
the Comprehensive Interconnection Agreement) is consistent with the FCC's recent order. Sce,
First Report and Order and Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, FCC Docket No. 95-116,
19 11740 (released July 2, 1996).

3. Sprint Position: Sprint has not agreed to MFS' proposal on this issue, and
has not delineated a specific position in response. Sprint has said that the definition of number
portability should evolve as technology and markets dictate, that remote call forwarding should
be the method of intzrim number portability, and that interim number portability does not promote
competition. Sprint Checklist at 18.

L.  Unbundling of Local Loop Facilities

1. Nature of Dispute: The parties have not agreed upon arrangements for the

unbundling of local facilities.
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y A MFS Position: MFS provides a comprehensive proposal for unbundled
access in § 9 of the Comprehensive Interconnection Agreement. A detailed explanation of MFS'
position can be found in the Testimony. MFS notes that this Commission has already ordered that
local loops be provided on an unbundled basis. Unbundling Order at 4. Specific unbundled
elements should be made available as detailed in § 9 of the Comprehensive Interconnection
Agreement. Sprint should be required to offer coll xcations for interconnection to unbundled links.
S¢e, Testimony; Unbundling Order at 7. Certain additional requirements are necessary regarding
Sprint’s unbundled elements in order to enable MFS 1o efficiently offer services. Seg, Testimony;
Unbundling Order at 27-30; se¢ also Comprehensive Interconnection Agreement at § 9. MFS
believes it is important that unbundled elements of the local loop be available to new entrants at
a reasonable price. See, Testimony. The Commission should take into account zone density in
order to accurately reflect the cost characteristics of the local loop. Jd. LEC: in other
Jurisdictions have adopted such a pricing methodology. Id.

3. Sprint Position: Sprint has not agreed to MFS’ proposal on this issue, and
has not delineated a specific porition in response. Historically, Sprint proposed to provide only
an unbundled two-wire voice grade loop and a two-wire analog port in its initial tariff filing
package. Testimony, Sprint has recognized the appropriateness of zone density pricing. Id. See
also, Sprint Terms.

M.  ZFresh Look”

1. Nature of Dispute: The parties have not agreed to a fresh look provision,

described below.
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2. MFS Position: MFS' position is stated in detail in its Motion for
Reconsideration by MFS-FL filed before the Commission dated July 8, 1996 (*MFS
Reconsideration Motion™) at 20-24. Fresh look means permitting any customer to convert its
unbundled service with GTE to an unbundled service with MFS with no penalties, rollover, or
in termination, charges either to MFS or the customer. The Commission has ordered such relief
with respect (o BellSouth. See Order No. PSC-96-0444-FOF-TP at 16-18 (recon. pending). MFS
has requestad, in the MFS Reconsideration Motion, that such relief apply to MFS.

3. Sprint Position: Sprint has not agreed to a fresh look provision.

.  Other Issues

If Sprint asserts that any other issues are disputed, or otherwise disagrees with any
provision of the Comprehensive Interconnection Agreement or if Sprint contests or disputes any
issues, then MFS requests that Sprint respond in detail identifying such issues and delineating its
position as to each.

REQUEST FOR RELIEF

1. MFS requests that the Commission arbitrate the unresolved interconnection issues
between MFS and Sprint.

2. MFS expressly reserves the right to offer such other evidence in this proceeding

as it deems necessary to support its position.
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3. MFS requests that the Commission compel Sprint pursuant to § 252(b)(4)(B) of the
1996 Act to provide to MFS cost studies and any other relevant documents or information
regarding the unresolved interconnection and unbundling issues.

Respectfully submitted,

s Lo /[

Andréw D. Lipman

Ru'sell M. Blau

La vrence R. Freedman
SWIDLER & BERLIN, Chartered
3000 K Street, N.W., Suite 300
Washington, D.C. 20007-5116
(202) 424-7500 (Tel.)

(202) 424-7645 (Fax)

Attorneys for MFS COMMUNICATIONS
COMPANY, INC.

July 16, 1996
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on this 16th day of July, 1996 a copy of the foregoing Petition for
Arbitration of Interconnection Rates, Terms and Conditions of MFS Communications Company,
Inc. (along with accompanying exhibits) and Direct Testimony of Timothy T, Devine (along with
accompanying exhibits), was served, via Federal Express, on the following:

J. Jeffrey Wahlen, Esq.

McFarlane, Ausley, Ferguson & McMullen
227 South Calhoun Street

Tallahassee, Florida 32302

John P, Fons, Esquire

McFarlane, Ausley, Ferguson & McMullen

227 South Calhoun Street
Tallabassee, Florida 32302

fy P —

Lawrence R. F




YERIFICATION

I, Timothy T. Devine, hereby swear and affirm that I have reviewed the foregoing Petition
for Arbitration of Interconnection Rates and Conditions of MFS Communications Company, Inc.
and further swear and affirm that the factual allegations contained therein are true and correct to
the best of my knowledge, information, and belief,

Timothy T. Devine, Senior Director :

External and Regulatory Affairs-
Southern Region
MFS Communications Company, Iac.

Dated: July 15, 1996
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5 Unbundied Loops (New Section 251(c)(2),(3))
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July 3, 1996 °

Mr. Jack K. Burge Via Federal Express & Facsimile
National Account Manager

Sprint Corporation

2330 Shawnee Mission Parkway

Westwood, Kansas 68225

Re: MFS/Sprint Interconnection Agreements
Dear Jack:

For the past several months, MFS Communications Company, Inc. (MFS), on behalf of
itself and its subsidiaries, and Sprint have been negotiating the terms and conditions of
an interconnection agreement pursuant to the Federal Telecommunications Act (FTA) of
1996. As you are aware, before we sent Sprint our Interconnection and Unbundling
request and agreement in February per the FTA, MFS initiated negotiations under Florida
statutes last fall. During our discussions last fall*'we agreed to disagree on the key terms
of Interconnection and Unbundling, therafore MFS filed petitions with the Florida
Commission asking the Commission to resolve the contested issues with Sprint.

While MFS and Sprint continued to negotiate the contested issues, we continued to
disagree on the issues. Therefore, after Sprint requested that we postpone negotiations
until after the Commission issued orders on MFS’ petitions, MFS agreed to wait. As of
June 24, 1996 the Florida Commission has issued orders in the MFS petition cases. In
the orders the Commission has ordered most of MFS' requests for Interconnection and
Unbundling. Therefore, in an effort to move our negotiations swiftly forward, | have
attached a comprehensive interconnection agreement for execution.

| would hope that we can reach agreement and conclude our negotiations. However, it
is probable that we will not be executing a complete interconnection agreement soon,
therefore, | am sending you this letter in advance of our expected arbitration of the
outstanding issues which need to be resolved before the Public Service Commission.

Camonitier Sttt 2

The agreement reflects the issues that need to )e resolved to implement a mutually
acceptable interconnection agreement. MFS believes that the issues on which we agree

hifes sa BTl B, WAy
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have been incorporated into the agreement, as well as MFS’ best and final offer on the
issues on which we have not yet reached agreement. Please review the attached
agreement and return the signed copy of the agreement or advise me of each provision
with which you disagree. | am assuming that if Sprint does not formally respond to each
provision of the agreement, as part ot the formal erbitration case record, that Sprint is
accepting all the provisions that are contained in tiie agreement. Of course, MFS is
reserving its right to seek arbitration on all items since we don’t have an executed
agreement.

MFS is willing to accept the terms and conditions reflected in the attached agreement in
total. The package of terms and conditions are similar to those that Ameritech and
NYNEX have reached with MFS in negotiating interconnection agreements. In addition,
the attached agreement is consistent with Sprint’s policy on Interconnection and
Unbundling, as contained in the document you sent me April 12, 1998, titled Sprint’'s
“Essential Elements of the Competitive Checklist” to implement the Telecommunications
Act of 1996. Also, you should find most of the items are similar, if not identical, to the
terms you have seen in our earlier discussions.

If there are provisions with which you do not agree, please provide me with any and all
information and supporting documentation on which you rely to support your position on
each issue. If there are disputed provisions, to facilitate an efficient arbitration, it is
important that we assemble a complete collection of facts, data and studies relevant to
the issues on which we may disagree. In that regard, | ask you to provide the following
information:

» Loop prices for uff premise Centrex services, and any cost support or cost studies
that Sprint provided to Cornmission or any other state regulator to support its
Centrex prices.

. Any interconnection agreements with adjacent local telephone companies that
contain charges for the transport and termiration of traffic.

v Any forward-looking incremental cost studies performed by Sprint (or relied on by
Sprint) that develop the costs of the local loop, the costs of transport and
termination, or the costs of interim number portability. Please understand that |
am not asking that Sprint perform any cost studies, but that it provide me with
any such studies that are relevant to the issueas that are in dispute.

Please review the attached comprehensive agreement and return the signed copy of the
agreement or advise me of each provision with which you disagree. | am assuming that



Mr. Jack K. Burge -- Interconnection Agresment
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if Sprint does not formally respond to the agreement, as part of the formal arbitration
case record, that Sprint is accepting all the provisions that are contained in the
agreement. Of course, MFS is reserving its right to seek arbitration on all items since we
don’t have an executed agreemer:t.

Because the date for seeking arbitration before th» Commission is quickly approaching
(July 17), | would like a response from Sprint no later than July 11, 1996. Thank you in
advance for expediting your response to me to assist in facilitating the arbitration
process. If you have any questions, please call me at (770) 390-6791.

Sincerely,

o ST

ps C
Timothy T. Devine

Senior Director, External & Regulatory Affairs
Southern Region

MFS Communications Company, Inc.

Six Concourse Parkway, Suite 2100

Atlanta, Georgia 3032B-5351 -

voice: (770) 390-6791
fax: (770) 390-6787
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FLORIDA INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT

UNDER SECTIONS 25| AND 252 OF THE

- TELECOMMUNICATIONS ACT OF | 996

DATED JULY 2, 1996

BY AND BETWEEN

SPRINT UNITED-CENTEL OF FLORIDA, INC.
AND

MFS COMMUNICATIONS COMPANY, INC.
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MFS Communications Co., Inc., & Sprint United-Centel of Florida, Inc.
Florida Interconnection Agreement
Under Sections 251 and 252 of the Telecommunications Act of 1996

This Interconnection Agreement under Sections 251 and 252 of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996 ("Agreement”), is effective as of the day of
June, 1996 (the "Effective Date"), by and between Sprint Untied-Centel of Florida,
Inc., (“Sprint”), 555 Lake Border Drive, Apopka, Florida 32703, and MFS
Communications Company, Inc., (*"MFS") a Delaware corporation, with offices lecated
at Six Concourse Parkway, Suite 2100, Atlanta, Georgia 30328, on behalf of itself and
its subsidiaries, including, |1etropolitan Fiber Systems of Florida, Inc.

WHEREAS, the Parties want to interconnect their networks at mutually
agreed upon points of interconnection to prvide Telephone Exchange Services (as
defined below) and Exchange Access (as defined below) to their respective Customers.

WHEREAS, the Parties are entering into this Agreement to set forth the
respective obligations of the Parties and the terms and conditions under which the
Parties will interconnect their networks and provide other services as required by the
Act (as defined below) and additional services as set forth herein.

NOW, THEHEFUHE. in consideration of the mutual provisions contained
herein and other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which
are hereby acknowledged, MFS and Sprint hereby agree as follows:

1.0 DEFINITIONS

As used in this Agreement, the following terms shall have the meanings
specified below in this Section 1.0. For convenience of reference only, the
definitions of certain terms that are As Defined in the Act (as defined below)
are set forth on Exhibit 1.0. Exhibit 1.0 sets forth the definitions of such
terms as of the date specified on such Exhibit and neither Exhibit 1.0 nor
any revision, amendment or supplement thereof intended to reflect any
revised or subsequent interpretation of any term that is set forth in the Act
is intended to be a part of or to affect the meaning or interpretation of this
Agreement.

1.1 "Act" means the Communications Act of 1934 (47 U.S.C.
153(R)), as amended by the Telecommunications Act of 1996,
and as from time to time interpreted in the duly authorized rules
and regulations of the FCC or a Commission within its state of
jurisdiction.

1.2 "Asymmetrical Digital Subscriber Line" or "ADSL" is a
transmission technology which transmits an asymmaetrical digital
signal using one of a variety of line codes.

1.3 "Affillate" is As Defined in the Act.
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MFS Communications Co., Inc., & Sprint United-Centel of Florida, Inc.

Florida Interconnection Agreement

Under Sections 251 and 252 of the Telecommunications Act of 1996

14

1.5

1.7

1.8

1.9

1.10

1.11

“As Defined in the Act® means as specifically defined by the Act
and as from time to time interpreted in the duly authorized rules

‘and regulations of the FCC or the Commission.

"As Described in the Act® means as described in or required by
the Act and as from time to time interpreted in the duly
authorized rules and regulations of the FCC or the Cornmission.

"Automatic Number Identification” or "ANI" is a Feature Group
D signaling parameter which refers to the number transmitted
through the network ide: tifying the billing number of the calling
party.

“BLV/BLVI Traffic™ or “BLV/BLVI Call” refers to an operator cali
in which the end user inquires as to the busy status of, or
requests an interruption of a call on an Exchange Service.

“Calling Party Number” or “CPN* is a Common Channel
Interoffice Signaling parameter which refers to the number
transmitted through the network identifying the calling party.

“Central Office Switch”, "Central Office” or "CO" means a
switching entity within the public-switched telecommunications
network, including but not limited to:

a) "End Office Switches" which are Class 5 switches from
which end user Exchange Services are directly connected
and offered.

b) "Tandem Office Switches™ which are Class 4 switches
which are used to connect and switch trunk circuits
batween and among Central Office Switches.

Central Office Switches may be employed as combination End
Office/Tandem Office switches (combination Class 5/Class 4).

"CCS8" refers to one hundred (100) call seconds.

“CLASS Features” mean certain CCS-based features available to
end users. Class features include, but are not necessarily limited
to: Automatic Call Back; Call Trace; Caller Identification and
related blocking features; Distinctive Ringing/Call Waiting;
Selective Call Forward; Selective Call Rejection.
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MFS Communications Co., Inc., & Sprint United-Centel of Florida, Inc.

Florida Interconnection Agreement

Under Sections 251 and 252 of the Telecommunications Act of 1998
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1.13

1.14

1.18

1.16

1.17

1.18

1.19

“Collocation® or “Collocation Arrangement” means an
arrangemnent whereby one Party’'s (the “Collocating Party”)

facilities are terminated in its equipment necessary for

Interconnection or for access to Network Elements on an
unbundied basis which has been installed and maintained at the
premises of a second Party (the "Housing Party”). For purposes
of Collocation, the "premises™ of a Housing Party is limited to
occupied structure or portion thereof in which such Housing
Party has the exclusive right of occupancy. Collocation may be
“physical” or “virtual". In "Physical Collocation,” the Collocating
Party installs and miintains its own equipment in the Housing
Party’'s premises. In "Virtual Collocation,” the Housing Party
installs and maintains the Collocating Party's equipment in the
Housing Party's premises.

"Commission” means the Florida Public Service Commission
(PSC) where applicable].

"Common Channel Interoffice Signaling™ or "CCS"” means the
signaling system, developed for use between switching systems
with stored-program control, in which all of the signaling
information for one or more groups of trunks is transmitted over
a dedicated high-speed data link rather than on a per-trunk basis
and, unless otherwise agreed by the Parties, the CCIS used by
the Parties shall be SS7.

"Cross Connection” is an intra-wire center channel connecting
separate pieces of telecommunications equipment including a
channel between separate Collocation facilities.

"Cu.uiomnr" means a third-party residence or business that
subscribes to Telecommunications Services provided by either of
the Parties.

“DID" means direct inward dialing.

“Dialing Parity™ is As Defined in the Act. As used in this
Agreement, Dialing Parity refers to both Local Dialing Parity and
Toll Dialing Parity.

“Local Dialing Parity™ means the ability of Telephone Exchange
Service Customers of one LEC to place local calls to Telephone
Exchange Service Customers ¢ f another LEC, without the use of
any access code and with no unreasonable dialing delay. "Toll
Dialing Parity" means the ability of Telephone Exchange Service

July 3, 1996
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MFS Communications Co., Inc., & Sprint United-Centel of Florida, Inc.

Florida Interconnection Agreement

Under Sections 251 and 2562 of the Telecommunications Act of 1996

1.20

1.21

1.22

1.23

1.24

1.26

1.27

1.”

Customers of a LEC to have their toll calls (inter or intraLATA)
routed to a toll carrier {intraLATA or interLATA) of their selection
without dialing access codes or additional digits and with no
unreasonable dialing delay.

“Digital Signal Level” means one of several transmission rates in
the time-division multiplex hierarchy.

"Digital Signal Level 0" or "DS0" is the 64 Kbps zero-level signal
in the me-division multiplex hierarchy.

"Digital Signal Level *" or "DS1" is the 1.544 Mbps first-level
signal in the time-livision multiplex hierarchy. In the
time-division multiplexing hierarchy of the telephone network,
DS1 is the initial level of multiplexing.

“Digital Signal Level 3" or "DS3" is the 44.736 Mbps
third-levelin the time-division multiplex hierarchy. In the
time-division multiplexing hierarchy of the telephone network,
DS3 is defined as the third level of multiplexing.

"DSX panel™ is a cross-connect bay/panel used for the
termination of equipment and facilities operating at digital rates.

"Exchange Access” is As Defined in the Act.

“Electronic File Transfer” is any system/process which utilizes an
electronic format and protocol to send/receive data files.

“Exchange Message Record” or "EMR" is the standard used for
exchange of telecommunications message information among
Local Exchange Carriers for billable, non-billable, sample,
settlement and study data. EMR format is contained in BR-010-
200-010 CRIS Exchange Message Record, a Bellcore document
which defines industry standards for exchange message records.

"Exchange Service” means a service offered to end users which
provides the end user with & telephonic connection to, and a
unique telephone number address on, the public switched
telecommunications network, and which enables such end user
to place or receive calls to all other stations on the public

- switched telecommunications network. Exchange Services

include, but are not necessarily limited to: basic access lines;
PBX trunks; Centrex and Contrex-like line services; ISDN

July 3, 1996

Page 4




MFS Communications Co., Inc., & Sprint United-Centel of Florida, Inc.

Florida Interconnection Agreement

Under Sections 251 and 252 of the Telecommunications Act of 1996

1.29

1.30

1.317

1.32

1.33

1.34

1.36

1.36

1.37

line/trunk services; pay telephone stations and lines provided for

use in conjunction with customer-owned pay telephones.

"FCC" is the Federal Communications Commission.

“Fiber-Meet” means an Interconnection architecture method
whereby the Parties physically interconnect their networks via an
optical fiter interface (as opposed to an electrical interface) at a
mutually ag-eed upon location.

“HDSL" or "High-Bit Rate Digital Subscriber Line" is a
transmission technology vthich transmits up to a DS1-level
signal, using any one of the following line codes: 2 Binary /
1Quartenary ("2B1Q"), Carrierless AM/PM, Discrete Multitone
("DMT"), or 3 Binary / 1 Octel ("3B10").

“Information Service Traffic® or “Information Service Call” is a
call which originetes on an Exchange Service and which is
addressed to an information service provided over a LEC
information services platform (e.g., 976), where the telephone
number of the Exchange Service and the telephone number of the
information service are associated with the same LATA.

“Integrated Digital Loop Carrier” is a subscriber loop carrier
system which integrates within the switch at a DS1 level that is
twenty-four (24) local Loop transmission paths combined into a
1.544 Mbps digital signal.

“Interconnection® means the connection of separate pieces of
equipment, transmission facilities, etc., within, between or
among networks. The architecture of interconnection may
include several methods including, but not limited to Collocation
arrangements and mid-fiber meet arrangements.

"Interexchange Carrier™ or "IXC" is a provider of stand-alone
interexchange telecommunications services.

"Interim Telecommunications Number Portability” or "INP" is the
transparent delivery of Local Telephone Number Portability
("LTNP") capabilities, from a customer standpoint in terms of
call completion, and from a carrier standpoint in terms of
compensation, through the use of existing and available call
routing, forwarding, and addressing capabilities.

“"InterLATA" is As Defined in the Act.
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MFS Communications Co., Inc., & Sprint United-Centel! of Florida, Inc.

Florida Interconnection Agreement

Under Sections 261 and 252 of the Telecommunications Act of 1996

1.38

1.39

1.40

1.41

1.42

1.43

“Integrated Services Digital Network” or "ISDN" is a switched
network service that provides end-to-end digital connectivity for

‘the simultaneous transmission of voice and data. Basic Rate

Interface-ISDN (BRI-ISDN) provides for digital transmission of two
64 Kbps bearer channels and one 16 Kbps data channel (2B + D).
Primary Rate Interface-ISDN (PRI-ISDN) provides for digital
transmission of iwenty-three (23) 64 Kbps bearer channels and
one 18 Kbps data channel (23 B + D).

"Line Side” refers to an end office switch connection that has
been programmed to treat the ci: suit as a local line connected to
a ordinary telephone station set. Line side connections offer only
those transmission and signaling features appropriate for a
connection between an end office and an ordinary telephone
station set.

"Local Access and Transport Area” or "LATA" is As Defined in
the Act.

“Local Exchange Carrier” or "LEC" means any carrier that
provides facility-based Exchange Services utilizing a switch it
owns or suSprintantially controls in conjunction with unique
central office codes assigned directly to that carrier; this inciudes
the Parties to this Agreement.

"Local Traffic” refers to calls between two or more Exchange
service users where both Exchange Services bear NPA-NXX
designations associated with the same local calling area of the
incumbent LEC or other authorized area (e.g., Extended Area
Service Zones in adjacent local calling areas). Local traffic
includes the traffic types that have been traditionally referred to
as "locul calling” and as “extended area service (EAS).” In no
event shall the Local Traffic area for purposes of local call
termination billing between the parties ever be decreased.

"Number Portability” As Defined in the Act or “LTNP” provides
the technical ability to enable an end user customer to utilize its
telephone number in conjunction with any exchange service
provided by any Local Exchange Carrier operating within the
geographic number plan area with which the customer’s
telephone number(s) is associated, regardless of whether the
customer's chosen Local Exchange Carrier is the carrier which
originally assigned the number to the ¢ sstomer, without penalty
to either the customer or its chosen Lccal Exchange Carrier.

July 3, 1996

‘Page 6



MFS Communications Co., Inc., & Sprint United-Centel of Florida, Inc.

Florida Interconnection Agreement

Under Sections 251 and 252 of the Telecommunications Act of 1996

144

“Local Loop Transmission” or “Loop” is a component of an
Exchange Service; for purposes of general illustration, the "Loop”

1is the transmission facility (or channel or group of channels on

such facility) which extends from a Main Distribution Frame,
DSX-panel, or functionally comparable piece of equipment in a
Sprint end office wire center, to a demarcation or connector
block in/at a customer's premises. Traditionally, Loops were
provisioned as 2-wire or 4-wire copper pairs running from the end
office distribution frame to the customer premise; however, a
Loop may be provided via other media, including radio
frequencies, as a channel on a high capacity feeder/distribution
facility which may in turn be distributed from a node location to
the customer premise via a copper or coax drop facility, etc.
Loops fall into the following categories:

a) "2-wire analog voice grade Loops" will support analog
transmission of 300-3000 Hz, repeat loop start, loop
reverse battery, or ground start seizure and disconnect in
one direction (toward the end office switch), and repeat
ringing in the other direction (toward the end user). This
Loop is commonly used for local dial tone service.

b) “4-wire Analog Voice Grade Loops” which support the
transmission of voice grade signals using separate transmit
and receive paths and terminates in a 4-wire electrical
interface.

c) "2-wire ISDN digital grade Loopps" will support digital
transmission of two 64 Kbps bearer channels and one 16
Kbps data channel. This is 8 2B+ D basic rate interface
Integrated Services Digital Network (BRI-ISDN) type of loop
which will meet national ISDN standards.

dl “2-Wire ADSL-Compatible Loop” is a transmission path
which facilitates the transmission of up to a 6 Mbps digital
signal downstream (toward the Customer) and up to a 640
Kpbs digital signal upstream (away from the Customer)
while simultaneously carrying an analog voice signal. An
ADSL-Compatible Loop is provided over a 2-Wire non-
loaded twisted copper pair provisioned using revised
resistance design guidelines and meeting ANSI Standard
T1.413-1995-007R2. An ADSL Loop terminates in a 2-
wire electrical interface a: the customer premises and at the
Sprint Central Office frame. ADSL technology can only be
deployed over loops which extend less than 18 Kft. from

e
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MFS Communications Co., Inc., & Sprint United-Centel of Florida, Inc.

Florida Interconnection Agreement

Under Sections 251 and 252 of the Telecommunications Act of 1996

1.45

1.46

1.47

Sprint's Central Office. These ADSL compatible loops are
only available where existing copper facilities can meet the
ANSI T1.413-1995-007R2 specifications.

e) “2-Wire HDSL-Compatible Loop” is a transmission path
which facilitates the transmission of a 768 Kbps digital
signal over a 2-Wire non-loaded twisted copper pair meeting
the specifications in ANSI T1E1 Committee Technical
Report Number 28. HDSL compatible loops are available
only where existing copper facilities can meet the T1E1
Technical Report Number . .8 specifications.

f) “4-Wire HDSL-Compatible Loop” is a transmission path
which facilitates the transmission of a 1.544 Mbps digital
signal over two 2-Wire non-loaded twisted copper pairs
meeting the specifications in ANSI T1E1 Committee
Technical Report Number 28. HDSL compatible Loops are
available only where existing copper facilities can meet the
specifications.

gl "4-wire DS-1 digital grade Loops" will support full duplex
transmission of isochronous serial data at 1.544 Mbps.
This T-1/DS-1 type of loop provides the equivalent of 24
voice grade/DSO channels.

“Losses” means any and all losses, costs (including court costs),
claims, damages (including fines, penalties, and criminal or civil
judgments and settlements), injuries, liabilities and expenses
(including attorney fees).

“Mlain Distribution Frame® or "MDF" is the primary point at which
outside plant facilities terminate within a wire center, for
interconnection to other telecommunications facilities within the
wire center.

"MECAB" refers to the Multiple Exchange Carmier Access Billing
(MECAB) document prepared by the Billing Committee of the
Ordering and Billing Forum (OBF), which functions under the
auspices of the Carrier Liaison Committee (CLC) of the Alliance
for Telecornmunications Industry Solutions (ATIS). The MECAB
document, published by Bellcore as Special Report SR-BDS-
000883, contains the recommended guidelines for the billing of
an access service provided by two or more LECs, or by one LEC
in two or more states within 1, single LATA.
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1.49

1.50

1.51

1.52

1.63

1.54

"MECOD" refers to the Multiple Exchange Carriers Ordering and
Design (MECOD, Guidelines for Access Services - Industry
Support Interfacy, a document developed by the
Ordering/Provisioning Committee under the auspices of the
Ordering and Billing Forum (OBF), which functions under the
auspices of the Carrier Liaison Committee (CLC) of the Alliance
for Telecommunications Industry Solutions (ATIS). The MECOD
document, published by Belicore as Special Report SR STS-
002643, establishes methods for processing orders for access
service which is to be provided b't two or more LECs.

"Meet-Point Billing™ or "MPB" refers to the billing arrangement
for the interconnection of facilities between two or more LECs for
the routing of traffic to and from another interexchange carrier.

“Mid-Fiber Meet" is an interconnection architecture method
whereby two carriers meet at a fiber splice in a junction box.

“Muitiple Bill/Single Tariff* as defined by the industry's MECAB
document, means the meet-point billing method where each LEC
prepares and renders its own meet point bill in accordance with
its own tariff for the portion of the jointly-provided Switched
Access Service which the LEC provides. Sometimes erroneously
referred to as “Multiple Bill/Multiple Tariff” method.

*Network Element” is As Defined in the Act.

“North American Numbering Plan® or "NANP" means the
numbering plan used in the United States that also serves
Carada, Bermuda, Puerto Rico and certain Caribbean Islands.
The NANP format is a 10-digit number that consists of a 3-digit
NPA code (commonly referred to as the area code), followed by
a 3-digit NXX code and 4-digit line number.

"Numbering Plan Area” or "NPA" is also sometimes referred to
as an area code. This is the three digit indicator which is defined
by the "A", "B", and "C" digits of each 10-digit telephone
number within the North American Numbering Plan ("NANP").
Each NPA contains BOO possible NXX Codes. There are two
general categories of NPA, "Geographic NPAs" and "Non-
Geographic NPAs". A "Geographic NPA" is associated with a
defined geographic area, and @'l telephone numbers bearing such
NPA are associated with servic s provided within that geographic
area. A "Non-Geographic NPA", also known as a "Service
Access Code"™ or "SAC Code” is typically associated with a

July 3, 1996
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1.55

1.56

1.567

1.58

1.59

specialized telecommunications service which may be provided
across multiple geographic NPA areas; 800, 900, 700, and B88E
‘are exampies of Non-Geographic NPAs.

"NXX", "NXX Code"”, "Central Office Code” or "CO Code" is
the three-digit switch entity indicator which is defined by the

. "D", "E", and "F" digits of a 10-digit telephone number within

the North American Numbering Plan ("NANP"). Each NXX Code
contains 10,000 station numbers. Historically, entire NXX code
blocks have been assigned o specific individual local exchange
end office switches.

"Party” means either Sprint or MFS, and "Parties” means Sprint
and MFS.

“Permanent Numbar Portability™ or "PNP" means the use of a
database solution to provide fully transparent LTNP for all
customers and all providers without limitation.

"Port Element” or "Port” is a component of an Exchange Service;
for purposes of general illustration, the "Port" serves as the
hardware termination for the customer's exchange service on
that switch and generates dial tone and provides the customer a
pathway into the public switched telecommunications network.
Each Port is typically associated with one (or more) telephone
number(s) which serves as the customer's network address.

"Rate Center” means the specific geographic point and
corresponding geographic area which have been identified by a
given LEC as being associated with a particular NPA-NXX code
wkhich has been assigned to the LEC for its provision of Exchange
Services. The "rate center point” is the finite geographic point
identified by a specific V&H coordinate, which is used to
measure, for the purpose of billing to end users, distance-
sensitive traffic to/from Exchange Services bearing the particular
NPA-NXX designation associated with the specific Rate Center.
The “rate center area” is the exclusive geographic area which the
LEC has identified as the area within which it will provide
Exchange Services bearing the particular NPA-NXX designation
associated with the specific Rate Center. The Rate Center point
must be located within the Rate Center area.

Until such time MFS receives specific permission from the
Commission to vary its rate centers from Sprint's rate centers,
MFS will agree to deploy a minimum of one NXX per established
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1.60

1.60

1.61

1.62

Sprint ratn center area. |f MFS receives permission from the
Commission to vary its rate centers from Sprint, MFS and Sprint

‘will develop a toll default compensation mechanism that

appropriately compensates each party for terminating the other
party's calls when the jurisdictional call type can not be properly
identified.

"Rating Point™ or "Routing Point™ means a location which a LEC
has designated on its own n¢twork as the homing (routing) point
for traffic inbound to Exchinge Services provided by the LEC
which bear a certain NPA-NXX designation. The Rating Point is
also used to calculate mileage measurements for the distance-
sensitive transport element charges of Switched Access
Services. Pursuant to Bellcore Practice BR 795-100-100, the
Rating Point may be an "End Office" location, or a "LEC
Consortium Point of Interconnection.” Pursuant to that same
Bellcore Practice, examples of the latter shall be designated by a
common language location identifior (CLLI) code with (x)KD in
positoons 9, 10, 11, where (x) may be any SIWC numeric A-Z or
0-9. The Rating Point/Routing Point must be located within the
LATA in which the corresponding NPA-NXX is located. However
Rating Point/Routing Point associated with each NPA-NXX need
not be the same as the corresponding Rate Center Point, nor
must it be located within the corresponding Rate Center Area,
nor must there be a unique and separate Rating Point
corresponding to each unique and separate Rate Center.

"Reciprocal Compensation” is As Described in the Act, and refers
to the payment arrangements that recover costs incurred for the
transport and termination of Telecommunications originating on
cne Party's network and terminating on the other Party's
network.

"Service Control Point™ or "SCP" is the node in the common
channel signaling network to which informational requests for
service handling, such as routing, are directed and processed.
The SCP is a real time database system that, based on a query
from a Service Switching Point ("SSP"), performs subscriber or
application-specific service logic and then sends instructions back
to the SSP on how to continue call processing.

2 End Point™ or "SEP" is a signaling point, other than an
STP, which serves as a source or a repository for CCIS
messages.
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1.64

1.65

1.66

1.67

1.68
1.69

1.70

1.71
1.72
1.73
1.74

1.76

“Signal Transfer Point™ or "STP" performs a packet switching
function that routes signaling messages among Service Switching

‘Points (“SGP”), Service Control Points (“SCP”), Signaling Points

(“SP"), and other STPs in order to set up calls and to query
databases for advanced services.

“Switched Access Detail Usage Data™ means a category 1101XX
record as defined in the EMR Belicore Practice BR 010-200-010.

"Switched Access Summary Usage Data® means a category
1150XX record as defined i the EMR Bellcore Practice BR 010-
200-010.

"Switched Exchange Access Service™ means the offering of
transmission or switching services to Telecommunications
Carriers for the purpose of the origination or termination of
Telephone Toll Service. Switched Exchange Access Services
include: Feature Group A, Feature Group B, Feature Group D,
800/888 access, and 900 access and their successors or similar
Swiitched Exchange Access services.

"Synchronous Optical Network” or "SONET" is an optical
interface standard that allows interworking of transmission
products from multiple vendors (i.e. mid-span meets). The base
rate is 51.84 Mbps (OC-1/STS-1) and higher rates are direct
multiples of the base rate, up to 13.22 Gpbs.

"Technically Feasible Point™ is As Described in the Act.
"Telecommunications” is As Defined in the Act.

"Telecommunications Act” refers to the Telecommunications Act
of 1996 and any rules and regulations promulgated thereunder.

“Telecommunications Carrier” is As Defined in the Act.
"Telecommunications Service” is As Defined in the Act.
"Telephone Exchange Service” is As Defined in the Act.
“Telephone Toll Service™ is As Defined in the Act.

“Trunk Side" refers to a central office switch connection that is

capable of, and has been programmed to treat the circuit as,
connecting to another switching entity, for example a private
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~ branch exchange ("PBX") or another central office switch. Trunk
sitle connections offer those transmission and signaling features
‘appropnate for the connection of switching entities, and can not
be usad for the direct connection of ordinary telephore station
sets.

1.76 “"Unbundled Element Bona Fide Request™ means the process
described on Exhibit 14.0 that prescribes the terms and
conditions relating t> a Party's request that the other Party
provide a unbundied [ lement or other service, function or product
not otherwise providud by the terms of this Agreement.

1.77 "Wire Center” means a building or space within a building which
serves as an aggregation point on a given carrier's network,
where transmission facilities and circuits are connected or
switched.

2.0 INTERPRETATION AND CONSTRUCTION

All references to Sections and Exhibits shall be deemed to be references to
Sections of, and Exhibits to, this Agreement unless the context shall
otherwise require. The headings of the Sections and the terms defined in
Exhibit 1.0 are inserted for convenience of reference only and are not
intended to be a part of or to affect the meaning or interpretation of this
Agreement. Unless the context shall otherwise require, any reference to
any agreement, other instrument (including Sprint or other third party
offerings, guides or practices), statute, regulation, rule or tariff is to such
agreement, instrument, statute, regulation, rule or tariff as amended and
supplemanted from time to time (and, in the case of a statute, regulation,
rule or tariff, to any successor provision).

3.0 IMPLEMENTATION SCHEDULE AND INTERCONNECTION ACTIVATION
DATES

Subject to the terms and conditions of this Agreement, Interconnection of
the Parties' facilities and equipmeni pursuant to Section 4.0 for the
transmission and routing of Telephone Exchange Service traffic and
Exchange Access traffic shall be established on or before the corresponding
“Interconnection Activation Date” shown for each such LATA on Exhibit
2.0. Exhibit 2.0 may be revised and supplemented from time to time upon
the mutual agreement of the Parties to reflect the Interconnection of
additional LATAs pursuant to Section 4.5 by attaching one or n.ore
supplementary schedules to such schedlule.
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4.0 NETWORK INTERCONNECTION ARCHITECTURE PURSUANT TO SECTION
251(c)2)

4.1

4.2

Scope

Section 4.0 describes the physical architecture for
Interconnection of the Parties’ facilities and equipment for the
transmission and routing of Telephone Exchange Service traffic
and Exchange Access traffic pursuant to Section 251(c)(2) of the
Act. Sections 5.0 and 6.0 prescribe the specific logical trunk
groups (and traffic routing parameters) which will be configured
over the physical connections described in this Section 4.0
relatad to the transmission and routing of Telephone Exchange
Sarvice traffic and Exchange Access traffic, respectively. Other
trunk groups, as described in this Agreement, may be configured
using this architecture.

4.1.1 In each LATA identified below and in Exhibit 3.0 to
this Agreement, the correspondingly identified Sprint
and MFS wire centers shall serve as the MFS
Interconnection Wire Center Point ("MIWC") and
Sprint  Interconnection Wire Center Point
(“SIWC”),respectively, at which Sprint and MFS will
initially interconnect their respective networks for
inter-operability within that LATA.

4.1.2 MFS shall interconnect to SIWC trunk circuits at Sprint
pursuant to Sections 4.0, 5.0, 6.0, and 7.0 of this
Agreement, respectively. MFS shall interconnect to
the Sprint 911 tandem either via its own facilities or
any certificated carriers’ facilities. Sprint shall initially
interconnect to logically and diversely routed MIWC
trunk circuits from Sprint's SIWCs to MFS" MIWC,
pursuant to Sections 4.0, 5.0, 6.0, and 7.0 of this
Agreement. MFS shall interconnect to MPB trunk
circuits at Sprint's SIWC identified in Exhibit 4.0,
Section G. The agreed Interim Alternative Physical
Architecture that will be used is described within this
section and depicted in Exhibit 6.0,

Physical Architecture
In each LATA identified on Exhibit 7.0, MFS and Sprint shall

jointly engineer and operate a single Synchronous Optical
Network (“SONET”) transmission system by which they shall
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interconnect their networks for the transmission and routing of
Telept:.ane Exchange Service traffic and Exchange Access tra‘fic
pursuant to Section 251(c)(2) of the Act. Unless otherwise
mutually agreed, this SONET transmission system shall be
configured as illustrated in Exhibit 7.0 and engineered, installed,
and maintained as described in this Section 4.0 and in the Joint
Grooming Plan (as defined in Section 8.0).

4.2.1

4.2.2

4.2.3

The Parties shall jointly determine and agree upon the
specific Optict | Line Terminating Multiplexor (*"OLTM")
equipment to be utilized at each end of the SONET
transmission system. |f the Parties cannot agree on
the OLTM, the following decision criteria shall apply to
the selection of the OLTM:

a) First, the type of OLTM equipment utilized by
both Parties within the LATA. Where more than
one type of OLTM equipment is used in common
by the Parties within the LATA, the Parties shall
choose from among the common types of OLTM
equipment according to the method described in
subsection c) below;

b) Second, the type of OLTM equipment utilized by
both Parties anywhere outside the LATA. Where
more than one type of OLTM equipment is used
in common by the Parties outside the LATA, the
Parties shall choose from among the common
types of OLTM equipment accerding to the
method described in subsection c) below; and

¢) Third, the Party first selecting the OLTM
equipment shall be determined by lot and the
choice to select such OLTM equipment shall
thereafter alternate between the Parties.

Sprint shall, wholly at its own expense, procure, install
and maintain the agreed upon OLTM equipment in the
Sprint Interconnection Wire Center (“SIWC”) identified
for each LATA set forth in “Exhibit 3.0" in capacity
sufficient to provision and maintain all logical trunk
groups prescribed by Sections 5.0, 6.0, and 7.0.

MFS shall, wholly at its own expense, procure, install
and maintain the agreed upon OLTM equipment in the
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4.24

4.2.5

4. 21“

4.2.7

4.2.8

4.2.9

MFS Interconnection Wire Center ("MIWC") identified
for that LATA in “Exhibit 3.0" in capacity sufficient to
provision and maintain all logical trunk groups
prescribed by Sections 5.0, 6.0, and 7.0.

Sprint shall designate a manhole or other suitable
entry-way immediately outside the SIWC as a
Fiber-Meet entry point, and shall make all necessary
preparations to receive, and to allow and enable MFS
to deliver, fiber optic facilities into that manhole with
sufficient spare length to reach the OLTM equipment
in the SIWC. MFE shall deliver and maintain such
strands wholly at its own expense.

MFS shall designate a manhole or other suitable
entry-way immediately outside the MIWC as a
Fiber-Meet entry point, and shall make all necessary
preparations to receive, and to allow and enable Sprint
to deliver, fiber optic facilities into that manhole with
sufficient spare length to reach the OLTM equipment
in the MIWC. Sprint shall deliver and mainta:n such
strands wholly at its own expense.

MFS shall pull the fiber optic strands from the MFS-
designated manhole/entry-way into the MIWC and
through appropriate internal conduits MFS utilizes for
fiber optic facilities and shall connect the Sprint
strands to the OLTM equipment MFS has installed in
the MIWC.

Sprint shall pull the fiber optic strands from the Sprint-
designated manhole/entry-way into the SIWC and
through appropriate internal conduits Sprint utilizes for
fiber optic facilities and shall connect the MFS strands
to the OLTM equipment Sprint has installed in the
SIWC.

Each Party shall use its best efforts to ensure that
fiber received from the other Party will enter the
Party's Wire Center through a point separate from that
which the Party's own fiber exited.

The Parties shall jointly coordinate and undertake
maintenance of the SONET transmission system. Each
Party shall be responsible for maintaining the
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4.3

4.4

4.3.1

4.3.2

4.3.3

434

4.3.5

components of the SONET transmission system as
illustrated on Exhibit 7.0.

Interim Alternative Physical Architecture

Either Party may unilaterally elect, by providing notice
to the other Party not less than seventy-five (75) days
in advance of an applicable Interconnection Activation
Date, to interconnect on or before such
Interconnection Activation Date via an electrical DS3
{or muitiples hereof) interface instead of the SONET
transmission system ‘or an interim period (the "Interim
Period”™) not to exce: d one-hundred and eighty (180)
days after the Intercunnection Activation Date.

The Party which did not elect such alternative
architecture shall have the option of specifying that
such alternative architecture shall occur over a
Collocation at either Party's premises in accordance
with Section 12.0 or any other arrangement to which
the Parties may agree.

During any Interim Period, specific logical trunk groups
(and traffic routing parameters) will be configured over
the alternate physical architecture for transmission and
routing of Telephone Exchange Service traffic and for
transmission and routing of Exchange Access traffic
pursuant to Sections 5.0 and 6.0, respectively.

During any Interim Period, neither Party shall charge
the other Party for Collocation Cross Connection for
trunk groups delivered via Collocation.

Unless otherwise mutually agreed, the Parties shall
transition to a SONET transmission system for the
applicable LATA pursuant to Section 4.2 no later than
the last day of the Interim Period.

Technical Specifications

4.4

MFS and Sprint shall work cooperatively to install and
maintain a reliable network. MFS and Sprint shall
exchange appropriate information (e.g., maintenance
contact numbers, network information, information
required to comply with 'aw enforcement and other
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4.4.2

security agencies of the Government and such other
information as the Parties shall mutually agree) to
achieve this desired reliability.

MFS and Sprint shall work cooperatively to apply
sound network management principles by invoking
network management controls to alleviate or to
prevent congestion.

4.5 Interconnection In Additional LATAs

4.5.1

4.5.2

453

4.5.4

If MFS determines to offer Telephone Exchange
Services in any other LATA in which Sprint also offers
Telephone Exchange Services, MFS shall provide
written notice to Sprint of the need to establish
Interconnection in such LATA pursuant to this
Agreement.

The notice provided in Section 4.5.1 shall include (l)
the initial Routing Point MFS has designhated in the
new LATA; (il MFS' requested Interconnection
Activation Date; and (iii) a non-binding forecast of
MFS' trunking requirements.

Unless otherwise agreed by the Parties, the Parties
shall designate the Wire Center MFS has identified as
its initial Routing Point in the LATA as the MIWC in
that LATA and shall designate the Sprint Tandem
Office Wire Center within the LATA nearest to the
MIWC (as measured in airline miles utilizing the V&H
coordinates method) as the SIWC in that LATA.

Unless otherwise agreed by the Parties, the
Interconnection Activation Date in each new LATA
shall be the earlier of () the date mutually agreed by
the Parties and (ii) the date that is one-hundred fifty
(150) days after the date on which MFS delivered
notice to Sprint pursuant to Section 4.5.1. Within ten
(10) business days of Sprint’'s receipt of MFS’ notice,
Sprint and MFS shall confirm the SIWC, the MIWC and
the Interconnection Activation Date for the new LATA

by attaching a supplementary schedule to Exhibits 2.0
and 3.0.
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5.0 TRANSMISSION AN2 ROUTING OF TELEPHONE EXCHANGE SERVICE
TRAFFIC PURSUANT "0 SECTION 251(c)i2)

5.1 Scope
Section 5.0 prescribes parameters for trunk groups (the
"Local/intraLATA Trunks®) to be effected over the
interconnections specified in Section 4.0 for the transmission and
routing of Local Traffic and IntraLATA Toll Traffic between the
Parties’ respective Telephor 8 Exchange Service Customers and
where such traffic is not presubscribed for carriage by a third-
party carrier.

5.2 Trunk Connectivity
The Parties shall reciprocally terminate Local/intraLATA Traffic,
BLV/BLVI Traffic, and Information Services Traffic originating on
each other’'s networks. The Parties shall jointly engineer and
configure Local/intraLATA Trunks over the physical
interconnection arrangements as follows:

5.2.1 Sprint shall make available to MFS at the SIWC, trunk
connections over which MFS may terminate traffic as
described herein. These trunk connections shall be
subsequently referred to as “SIWC trunks.”

5.2.2 MFS shall make available to Sprint at the MIWC, trunk
connections over which Sprint may terminate traffic as
described herein. These trunk connections shall be
subsequently referred to as "MIWC trunks"”.

5.2.3 SIWC and MIWC trunk connections shall be made at
a DS-1 or muiltiple DS-1 level, or DS-3 level, including
SONET, and shall be engineered to an objective P.01
grade of service. The ordering of the trunks
associated with these trunking arrangements will be
via industry accepted format/specifications.

5.2.4 Initial SIWC trunks will be configured in a manner as
depicted in Exhibit 6.0. MFS shall deliver all end user
to end user local and intraLATA traffic within the
LATA to each Sprirt SIWC identified in Exhibit 3.0.
Pursuant to the Joiit Interconnection Grooming Plan
prescribed in Section 8.0 below, appropriate numbers
of SIWC trunks shall be separated into segregated
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6.2.6

SIWC trunk groups. Each segregated SIWC trunk
groun shall be configured as a direct trunk group
connection from a specific end office or tandem
switch in MFS' network, to a specific end office or
tandem switch in Sprint's network. When segregated
trunk groups are established under the Joint Grooming
Plan, then pursuant to MFS' sole preference, Sprint
will make available, and MFS will interconnect to each
subsequently segre jated SIWC trunk group at: (1) the
SIWC; (2) the wire zenter housing the Sprinit switch to
which the segregated SIWC trunk group is terminated;
or (3) any Sprint wire center which is designated as a
serving wire center for access purposes, where the
distance between such wire center and the wire center
housing the Sprint switch to which the segregated
SIWC trunk group is terminated, is no greater than the
distance between the SIWC and the wire center
housing the Sprint switch to which the segregated
SIWC trunk group is terminatead. Where MFS
interconnects to SIWC trunk groups at points other
than the SIWC, interconnection shall occur under same
terms as specified for interconnection at the SIWC in
Section 4.0 of this Agreement. The initial network
interconnection to be implemented is depicted and
more fully described in the attached Exhibit 6.0.

Initial MIWC trunks will be configured in a manner as
depicted in Exhibit 6.0. Sprint shall deliver all end user
to end user local and intraLATA traffic within the
LATA to each MFS MIWC identified in Exhibit 3.0.
Pursuant to the Joint Grooming Plan prescribed in
Section 8.0 below, appropriate numbers of MIWC
trunks shall be separated into segregated MIWC trunk
groups. Each segregated MIWC trunk group shall be
configured as a direct trunk group connection from a
specific end office or tandem switch in Sprint's
network, to a specific end office or tandem switch in
MFS' network. When segregated trunk groups are
established under the Joint Grooming Plan, then
pursuant to Sprint’'s sole preference, MFS wiill make
available, and Sprint will interconnect to each
subsequently segregatsd MIWC trunk group at: (1)
the MIWC; (2) the wire center housing the MFS switch
to which the segregated MIWC trunk group is
terminated; or (3) any MFS wire center which is
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6.3

5.4

designated &s a serving wire center for access
purposes, where the distance between such wire
center and the wire center housing the MFS switch to
which the segregated MIWC trunk group is terminated,
is no greater than the distance between the MIWC and
the wire center housing the MFS switch to which the
segregated MIWC trunk group is terminated. Where
Sprint interconnects to MIWC trunk groups at points
other than the MIWC, interconnection shall occur
under the same terms as specified for interconnection
at the MIWC in Section 4.0 of this Agreement. The
initial network interconnection to be implemented is
depicted and more fully described in the attached
Exhibit 6.0.

Trunk Group Architecture and Traffic Routing

The Parties shall jointly engineer and configure Local/IntraLATA
Trunks over the physical Interconnection arrangements. The
Parties shall initially configure a separate two-way trunk group as
a direct transmission path between sach MFS MIWC and each
Sprint SIWC.

Interim Use of 1-Way Trunks

Either Party may unilaterally elect, by providing notice to the
other Party not less than seventy-five (75) days in advance of an
applicable Interconnection Activation Date, to employ 1-way
trunk groups for an interim period (the "1-Way Trunk Period"”) not
to exceed one hundred and twenty (120) days after the
Interconnection Activation Date; provided that the Parties
transition all 1-way trunks establishad under this Section 5 to
2-way trunks on or before the last day of such 1-Way Trunk
Period.

Signaling

5.5.1 The Parties will provide Common Channel Signaling
(CCS) to one another, where and as available, in
conjunction with all SIWC and MIWC trunk groups.
LECs will cooperate on the exchange of Transactional
Capabilities Application Part (TCAP) messages to
facilitate full inter-operability of CCS-based features
between their i1espective networks, including all
CLASS featuras and functions, to the extent each
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carrier offers such features and functions to its own
end users. All CCS signaling parameters will be
provided, including calling party number (CPN),
originating line information (OLI) calling party category,
charge number, etc. All privacy indicators will be
honored. Network signaling information such as
Carrier Identification Parameter (CCS platform) and
CIC/OZZ information (non-CCS environment) will be
provided where ver such information is needed for call
routing or billiig. For traffic for which CCS is not
available, in-band multi-frequency (MF), wink start,
E&M channel-associated signaling with ANI will be
forwarded. In addition, the Parties shall also establish
special SIWC and MIWC trunk groups as needed to
allow for ISDN inter-operability utilizing the BBZS ESF
protocol for 64 Kbps clear channel transmission.

The Parties shall establish company-wide CCS
interconnections STP-to-STP. Such interconnections
shall be made at the MIWC and SIWC, and other
points, as necessary and as jointly agreed to by the
parties. During the term of this Agreement neither
party shall charge the other Party additional usage-
sensitive rates for S57 queries made for Local Traffic.

5.6 Grades of Service

The Parties shall initially engineer and shall jointly monitor and
enhance all trunk groups consistent with the Joint Grooming

Plan.

6.7 Measurement and Billing

5.7.1

5.7.2

For billing purposes, each Party shall pass Calling Party
Number (CPN] information on each call carried over
the Local/intraLATA Trunks. All calls exchanged
without CPN information shall be billed as either Local
Traffic or IntreLATA Toll Traffic (switched accass) in
direct proportion to the minutes of use of calls
exchanged with CPN information (including INP ported
calls).

Measurement of billing minutes of use for traffic
exchanged pursuant to this Section 5.0 shall be in
actual conversation seconds. The total conversation
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5.7.3

seconds per chargeable traffic type over each
individual trunk group will be totaled for the entire
inonthly bill-round and then rounded to the next whole
minute.

FGD charges for intraLATA traffic carried together
with Local Traffic over a combined trunk group shall
be calculated as follows:

b)

c

FGD charges for intralLATA traffic shall be
applied s if the SIWC is the serving wire center
for the FGD service.

intraLATA traffic which would otherwise be
subject to originating FGD charges will be rated
and billed according to procedures which
otherwise apply for the rating and billing of

originating FGD traffic.

IntraLATA traffic which would otherwise be
subject to terminating FGD charges will be rated
and billed according to the procedures which
otherwise apply for the rating and billing of
terminating FGD traffic, with the following
modifications:

(1) The calculation, reporting and application of
the terminating percentage interstate usage
(PIU) will be performed as it is defined in
each parties access tariffs (the sum of the
interstate percentage and the intrastate
percentage should equal 100%).

(2) The percentage of local usage (PLU) factor
should be calculated by dividing the Local
Traffic by the total Local Traffic and
intraLATA intrastate traffic (the sum of the
Local Traffic percentage and the intraLATA
intrastate percentage should equal 100%).
The Local Traffic percentage will be applied
to the terminating intrastate traffic to
determine the terminating Local Traffic
isage.
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(3) The reporting of the PLU factor should
follow the same guidelines as defined for
PlUs.

Reciprocal Compensation Arrangements

The Parties shall compensate one another for the provision of

traffic exchange arrangements pursuant to this Section 5.0, only
as set forth herein.

5.8.1

5.8.2

5.8.3

5.8.4

Reciprocal '“ompensation applies for transport and
termination of Local Traffic (including EAS and EAS-
like traffic) billable by Sprint or MFS which a
Telephone Exchange Service Customer originates on
Sprint's or MFS' network for termination on the other
Party's network.

The Parties shall compensate each other for transport
and termination of Local Traffic at a single indentical,
reciprocal, and equal rate, billed in actua! conversation
seconds, provided in Exhibit 8.0.

The Reciprocal Compensation arrangements set forth
in this Agreement are not applicable to Switched
Exchange Access Service. All Switched Exchange
Access Service and all IntraLATA Toll Traffic shall
continue to be governed by the terms and conditions
of the applicable federal and state tariffs.

Each Party shall charge the other Party its effective
tariffed intraLATA FGD switched access rates for the
transport and termination of all IntraLATA Toll Traffic.

Compensation for transport and termination of all
traffic which has been subject to performance of INP
by one Party for the other Party pursuant to Section
13.0 shall be compensated per the following:

a) Compensation for INP calls between MFS and
Sprint for all traffic, including forwarded
interexchange carrier calls, will be compensated
at reciprocal compensation charges (Section
5.8.2) and Switched Access charges (pursuant
to each cirrier's respective access tariffs,
Sections 5.4.3 and 5.8.4), for local, including

July 3, 1996




MFS Communications Co., Inc., & Sprint United-Centel of Florida, Inc.
Florida Interconnection Agreement
Under Sections 251 and 262 of the Telecommunications Act of 1996

b)

EAS rtraffic, intraLATA switched access,
intorLATA  interstate and intrastate traffic,
respectively, shall be compensated as if the caller
had directly dialed the new telephone number.

In INP arrangements, in order to effect this pass-
through of reciprocal compensation and Switched
Access charges to which each carnier would
otherwise have beon entitled if the ported traffic
had been directly d aled to the new number, each
carrier will be required to classify and include
ported traffic in its quarterly percentage of use
reports as subscriber, intrastate intralLATA,
intrastate interLATA, or interstate interLATA.
The quarterly filed percentage of use reports will
be applied on a8 monthly basis against the total
minutes billed for the month to approximate INP
billed revenues.

6.0 TRANSMISSION AND ROUTING OF EXCHANGE ACCESS TRAFFIC
PURSUANT TO 251(c}{2).
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6.1 Scope

‘Section 6.0 prescribes parameters for certain trunk groups
("Access Toll Connecting Trunks") to be established over the
Interconnections specified in Section 4.0 for the transmission and
routing of Exchange Access traffic between MFS Telephone
Exchange Service Customers and Interexchange Carriers.

6.2 Trunk Group Architecture and Traffic Routing

6.2.1 The Parties shall jointly establish Access Toll
connecting Trunks by which they will jointly provide
tandem-transported Switched Exchange  Access
Services to Interexchange Carriers to enable such
Interexchange Carriers to originate and terminate
traffic from/to MFS' Customers.

6.2.2 Access Toll Connecting Trunks shall be used solely for
the transmission and routing of Exchange Access to
allow MFS’ Customers to connect to or be connected
to the interexchange trunks of any Interexchange
Carrier which is connected to an Sprint Access
Tandem.

6.2.3 The Access Toll Connecting Trunks shall be two-way
trunks connecting an End Office Switch MFS utilizes
to provide Telephone Exchange Service and Switchad
Exchange Access in a given LATA to an Access
Tandem Switch Sprint utilizes to provide Exchange
Access in such LATA.

6.2.4  The Parties shall jointly determine which Sprint access
Tandem(s) will be sub-tended by each MFS End Office
Switch. Except as otherwise agreed by the Parties,
Sprint shall allow each MFS End Office Switch to sub-
tend the access Tandem nearest to the Routing Point
associated with the NXX codes assigned to that End
Office Switch and shall not require that a single MFS
End Office Switch sub-tend muitiple access Tandems,
even in those cases where such End Office Switch
serves multiple Rate Centers.

6.3 Meet-Point Billing Arrangem ints
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= Meet-Point Billing arrangements between the Parties for jointly
provided Switched Exchange Access Services on Access Tall
‘Connecting Trunks will be governed by the terms and conditions
¢’ the Agreement For Switched Access Meet Point Billing and
shall be billed at each Party’'s applicable switched access rates.

6.3.1

6.3.2

6.3.3

6.3.4

6.3.6

MFS and Sprint will establish meet-point billing
("MPB®) arrangements in order to provide a common
transport option to Switched Access Services
customers' via an Sprint access tandem switch, in
accordance with the Meet-Point Billing guidelines
adopted by and contained in the Ordering and Billing
Forum's MECAB and MECOD documents, except as
modified herein, and in Exhibit 4.0 and Exhibit 5.0.
The arrangements described in this Section 6.0 and in
Exhibits 4.0 and 5.0 are intended to be used to
provide Switched Access Service that originates
and/or terminates on an MFS-provided Exchange
Service where the transport component of the
Switched Access Service is routed through an Sprint-
provided tandem switch.

In each LATA identified in Exhibit 3.0 to this
Agreement, the Parties shall establish MPB
arrangements between the correspondingly identified
Rating Point/Access Tandem pairs.

Interconnection for the MPB arrangement shall occur
at the Sprint SIWC, identified in Exhibit 4,0, Section
G, unless otherwise agreed to by the Parties.

Common channel signaling ("CCS") shall be utilized in
conjunction with meet-point billing arrangements to
the extent such signaling is resident in the Sprint
access tandem switch.

MFS and Sprint will use their best reasonable efforts,
individually and collectively, to maintain provisions
within the National Exchange Carrier Association
("NECA") Tariff No. 4, or any successor tariff,
sufficient to reflect the MPB arrangements between
the parties, including Exhibit 5.0.

Including any future Sprint separate interexchange subsidiaiies.

]

July 3, 1996

Pogp 27



MFS Communications Co., Inc., & Sprint United-Centel of Florida, Inc.
Florida Interconnection Agreement
Under Sections 251 and 252 of the Telecommunications Act of 1996

Each party shall implement the “Multiple Bill/Single
Tariff" option in order to bill an IXC for the portion of
the jointly provided telecommunications service
provided by that Party. For all traffic carried over the
MPB arrangement, each party shall only bill the rate
elements identified for it in Exhibit 5.0. For transport
elements subject to billing percentages, each Party
shall utilize the billing percentages as filed in NECA
Tariff No. 4, or any successor tariff. The MPB
percentages for each route shall be calculated
according to ne of the three methods identified in the
MECAB document, and the parties agree to work
cooperatively to establish percentages as necessary.
The actual rate values for each element shall be the
rates contained in that Party's own effective Federal
and State access tariffs. The Parties shall utilize a
monthly billing period for meet-point billing.

Sprint shall provide to MFS the billing name, billing
address, and CIC of the IXCs in order to comply with
the MPB Notification process as outlined in the
MECAB document and pursuant to OBF guidelines.

Access usage data will be exchanged between the
parties in a manner acceptable to both parties. |If
access usage data is not processed and delivered by
either Party as agreed and in turn such other Party is
unable to bill the IXC, the delivering Party will be held
liable for the amount of lost billing.

The parties agree that further discussion is required
regarding a “Single Bill" option for the delivery of a
single consolidated billing statement each month.

In the event errors are discovered by MFS, the IXC or
Sprint, both Sprint and MFS agree to provide the other
Party with notification of any discovered errors within
two (2) business days of the discovery. In the event
of a loss of data, both Parties shall cooperate to
reconstruct the lost data and if such reconstruction is
not possible, shall accept a reasonable estimate of the
lost data based upon three (3) to twelve (12) months
of prior usage data. Eirors that are discovered by the
IXC or billing disputes hat originate from the IXC will

- 6.5.6
6.3.7
6.3.8
6.3.9
6.3.10
July 3, 1996
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6.3.11

6.3.12

6.3.13

be handled by the parties in accordance with the
MECAB document.

Either Party may request a review or audit of the
various components of access recording. Such review
or audit shall be conducted subject to confidentiality
protection.

The Parties shall not charge one another for the
services rer dered or information provided pursuant to
this Sectio 6.0 of this Agreement.

MPB will apply for all traffic bearing the BOO, 888, or
any other non-geographic NPA which may be likewise
designated for such traffic in the future, where the
responsible party is an IXC. In those situations where
the responsible party for such traffic is a LEC, full
switched access rates will apply.

7.0 TRANSPORT AND TERMINATION OF OTHER TYPES OF TRAFFIC

7.1 Information Services Traffic

7.11

7.1.2

7.1.3

7.1.4

Each Party shall route Information Service Traffic
which originates on its own network to the appropriate
information services platform(s) connected to the other
Party's network over the Local/IntraLATA Trunks.

The Party ("Originating Party”) on whose network the
Information Services Traffic originated shall provide an
electronic file transfer or monthly magnetic tape
containing recorded call detail information to the Party
("Terminating Party”) to whose information platform
the Information Services Traffic terminated.

The Terminating Party shall provide to the Originating
Party via Electronic file transfer or magnetic tape all
ecessary information to rate the Information Services
Traffic to the Originating Party's Customers pursuant
to the Terminating Party's agreements with each
information provider.

The Originatiyg Party shall bill and collect such
information provider charges and remit the amounts
collected to the Terminating Party less:
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7.2

a) The Information Services Billing and Collection
fee sat forth in Exhibit 9.0; and

b) An uncollectibles reserve calculated based on the
uncollectibles reserve in the Terminating Party's
billing and collection agreement with the
applicable information provider; and

c) Customer adjustments provided by the
Originating Party.

The OJriginating Party shall provide to the
Terminating Party sufficient information regarding
uncollectibles and Customer adjustments.

The Terminating Party shall pass through the
adjustments to the information provider.
However, if the information provider disputes
such adjustments and refuses to accept such
adjustments, the Originating Party shall reimburse
the Terminating Party for all such disputed
adjustments.  Final resolution regarding all
disputed adjustments shall be solely between the
Originating Party and the information provider.

7.1.5 Nothing in this Agreement shall restrict either
Party from offering to its Exchange Service
Customers the ability to block the completion of
Information Service Traffic.

BLV/BLVI Traffic

For BLV/BLVI Traffic, each Party's operator bureau shall accept
BLV/BLVI inquiries from the operator bureau of the other Party,
in order to allow transparent provision of Busy Line Verification
(*BLV") and Busy Line Verification and Interrupt ("BLVI") services
between their networks. MFS shall route BLV and BLVI inquiries
to Sprint’s operator bureau over the appropriate SIWC trunks
within the LATA. Sprint shall route BLV and BLVI inquiries to
MFS’ operator bureau over the appropriate MIWC trunks within
the LATA. Each Party shall compensate the other Party for BLV
and BLVI inquiries according to the effective Sprint rates
identified and attached in Exhibit 10.0, and will be reflect future

tariff changes.
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7.3

Transit Function

7.3

7.3.2

7.3.3

7.3.4

7.3.5

Sprint agrees that it shall provide Transit Function to
MFS on the terms and conditions set forth in this
Section 7.3.

"Transit Function” means the delivery of certain traffic
between MFS and a third party LEC by Sprint over the
Local/lntraLATA Trunks. The following traffic types
will be delivared: (l) Local Traffic originated from MFS
to such thir' party LEC and (ii) IntraLATA Toll Traffic
originated from such third party LEC and terminated to
MFS.

While the Parties agree that it is the responsibility of
each third party LEC to enter into arrangements to
deliver Local Traffic to MFS, they acknowledge that
such arrangements are not currently in place and an
interim arrangement is necessary to ensure traffic
completion. Nothing in this provision shall prohibit
either Party from establishing other financial
arrangements for this transit traffic with the other
LECs from/to whose network such traffic ultimately
originates or terminates. It is acknowledged by both
parties that the terminating carrier should receive
compensation with either the intermediary carrier
providing a billing clearinghouse function for these
calls or the originating and terminating carrier
compensating each other directly.

Sprint expects that all networks involved in transit
traffic will deliver each call to each involved network
with CCIS and the appropriate Transactional
Capabilities Application Part ("TCAP") message to
facilitate full interoperability and billing functions. In
all cases, MFS is responsible to follow the Exchange
Message Record {"EMR") standard and exchange
records with both Sprint and the terminating LEC to
facilitate the billing process to the originating network.

For purposes of this Section7.3, Sprint agrees that it
shall make available to MFS, at MFS' sole option, any
transiting arrangemet Sprint offers to another LEC at

the same rates, term and conditions provided to such

other LEC.
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7.3.8 Where MFS routes Local Traffic, BLV/BLVI Traffic, or
Information Services Traffic to other LECs via the
SIWC trunks (or a subsequently consolidated two-way
trunk group pursuant to the Joint Grooming Plan
prescribed in Section 8.0), MFS shall pay Sprint only
a single per minute of use charge, billed in actual
conversation seconds, as identified in Exhibit 11.0.

Where Sprint routes Local Traffic, BLV/BLVI Traffic, or
Information :.ervices Traffic originated from another
to MFS via the MIWC trunks (or a subsequently
consolidated two-way trunk group pursuant to the
Joint Grooming Plan prescribed in Section 8.0), neither
party shall apply a transiting charge to the other.

8.0 JOINT GROOMING PLAN AND INSTALLATION, MAINTENANCE, TESTING
AND REPAIR

8.1

Joint Grooming Plan

On or before December 1, 1996, MFS and Sprint will jointly
develop and agree on a Joint Interconnection Grooming Plan
which shall define and detail, inter alia, prescribing standards to
ensure that SIWC and MIWC trunk groups experience a
consistent P.O1 or better grade of service, and other appropriate,
relevant industry-accepted quality, reliability and availability
standards. Such plan shall also include mutually-agreed upcn
default standards for the configuration of segregated SIWC trunk
groups and segregated MIWC trunk groups. Such plan shall also
include mutually agreed upon defauit standaids for the efficient,
timely and secure conversion of a pair of SIWC and MIWC trunk
groups between the sama two switching entities into a single,
consolidated trunk group for the two-way transmission of traffic
between those switching eitities. In addition, the plan shall also
include standards and procedures for notification of trunk
disconnections and discoveries of trunk disconnections. The plan
shall include definitive parameters which define under what
circumstances the parties may transition all trunk groups to two-
way trunk groups. The Parties will use their best collective good
faith efforts to complete and agree on such plan within 90 days
following execution of this Agreement. Furthermore, the plan
should include maintenarice of the SONET transmission system,
disaster recovery provis on escalations, and such other matters
as the Parties may agree.
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82

Installation, Maintenance, Testing, and Repair

‘Unless otherwise identified within the Agreement or mutually

agreed, Sprint's standard intervals for Feature Group D Exchange
Access Services will be used for interconnection. MFS shall
meet the same Intervals for comparable installations,
maintenance, joint testing, and repair of its facilities and services
associated with or used in conjunction with Interconnection or
shall notify Sprint of its nability to do so and will negotiate such
intervals in good faith.

9.0 UNBUNDLED ACCESS -- SECTIONS 251(c)(3) and 271

9.1

Local Loop Transmission Types

Subject to Section 9.4, Sprint shall allow MFS to access the
following Loop types (in addition to those Loops available under
applicable tariffs) unbundled from local switching and locel
transport in accordance with the terms and conditions sst forth
in this Section 9.1 (loop start and ground start functionality shall
be made available):

9.1.1 “2-Wire Analog Voice Grade Loops” or "Analog 2W"
which support analog transmission of 300-3000 Hz,
repeat loop start, loop reverse battery, or ground start
seizure and disconnect in one direction (toward the
End Office Switch), and repeat ringing in the other
direction (toward the Customer). Analog 2W include
Loops sufficient for the provision of PBX trunks, pay
telephone lines and electronic key system lines.

9.1.2  "4-Wire Analog Voice Grade Loops” or "Analog 4W"
which support transmission of voice grade signals
using separate transmit and receive paths and
terminate in 2 4-wire electrical interface.

9.1.3 “2-Wire ISDN Digital Grade Links” or "BRI ISDN"
which support digital transmission of two 64 Kbps
bearer channels and one 16 Kbps data channel. BRI
ISDN is a 2B+D Basic Rate Interface-Integrated
Services Digital Network (BRI-ISDN) Loop which will
meet nationa/ ISDN standards.

9.1.4  “2-Wire ADSL-Compatible Loop” or "ADSL 2W" is a
transmission path which facilitates the transmission of
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9.2

9.1.5

9.1.6

9.1.7

up to a 6 Mbps digital signal downstream (toward the
Customer) and up to a 640 Kpbs digital signa
upstream (away from the Customer) while
simultaneously carrying an analog voice signal. An
ADSL-2W is provided over a 2-Wire non-loaded
twisted copper pair provisioned using revised
resistance design guidelines and meeting ANSI
Standard T1.413-19985-007R2. An ADSL-2W
terminates in n 2-wire electrical interface at the
Customer premses and at the Sprint Central Office
frame. ADSL technology can only be deployed over
Loops which extend less than 18 Kft. from Sprint's
Central Office. ADSL compatible Loops are only
available where existing copper facilities can meet the
ANSI T1.413-1995-007R2 specifications.

*2-Wire HDSL-Compatible Loop”™ or "HDSL 2W" is a
transmission path which facilitates the transmission of
a 768 Kbps digital signal over a 2-Wire non-'oaded
twisted copper pair meeting the specifications in ANSI
T1E1 Committee Technical Report Number 28, HDSL
compatible Loops are available only where existing
copper facilities can meet the T1E1 Technical Report
Number 28 specifications.

“4-Wire HDSL-Compatible l.oop” or "HDSL 4W" is a
transmission path which facilitates the transmission of
a .544 Mbps digital signal over two 2-Wire non-
loaded twisted copper pairs meeting the specifications
in ANSI T1E1 Committee Technical Report Number
28. HDSL compatible Loops are available only where
existing copper facilities can meet the specifications.

Loops will be offered hereunder on the terms and
conditions specified herein and on such other terms in
applicable tariffs that are not inconsistent with the
terms and conditions set forth herein and, at the rates
set forth in Exhibit 12.0.

Port Types

Sprint shall make available t > MFS unbundied Ports in accordance
with the terms and condit.ons of and at the rates specified in
applicable state tariffs.
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98 Private Lines and Special Access

‘Sprint shall make available to MFS private lines and special
access services in accordance with the terms and conditions of
‘and at the rates specified in applicable tariffs.

9.4 Limitations on Unbundled Access

9.4.1 MFS may not cross-connect a Sprint-provided Loop to
a Sprint-provided Port but instead shall purchase a
network access line under applicable tariffs.

9.4.2 Sprint shall only be required to make available Loops
and Ports where such Loops and Ports are available.

9.4.3 MFS shall access Sprint's unbundled Network
Elements via Collocation in accordance with Section
12 at the Sprint Wire Center where those elements
exist and each Loop or Port shall be delivered to MFS'
Collecation by means of a Cross Connection which in
the case of Loops, is included in the rates set forth in
Exhibit 12.0.

9.4.4  If MFS orders a Loop type and the distance requested
on such Loop exceeds the transmission characteristics
as referenced in the corresponding Technical
Reference specified below, distance extensions may
be required and additional rates and charges shall
apply and will be developed based upon costs
consistent with future FCC rules for the pricing of
unbundled network elements.

| Loop Type Technical Reference/Limitation

I Electronic Key Line 2.5 miles

I ISDN Belicore TA-NWT-000393

I HDSL 2W T1E1 Technical Report Number 28
HDSL 4W T1E1 Technical Report Number 28

ADSL 2W ANSI T1.413-1996 Specification i
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9%

Prcvisioning of Unbundled Loops

“The foilowing coordination procedures shall apply for conversions
of “live” Exchange Services to unbundled elements:

9.5.1

9.5.2

9.6.3

9'504

$.6.6

On each unbundled element order in a8 wire center,
MFS and Sprint will agree on a cut-over time at least
48 hours before that cutover time. The cutover time
will be defined as a 30 minute window within which
both the MFS and Sprint personnel will make
telephone cintact to complete the cutover.

Within the appointed 30 minute cutover time, the MFS
person will call the Sprint person designated to
perform cross-connection work and when the Sprint
person is reached in that interval such work will be
promptly performed.

If the MFS person fails to call or is not ready within
the appointed interval and if MFS had not called to
reschedule the work at least 2 hours prior to the start
of the interval, Sprint and MFS will reschedule the
work order and MFS will pay the non-recurring charge
for the unbundled elements scheduled for the missed
appointment. In addition, non-recurring charges for
the rescheduled appointment will apply.

If the Sprint person is not available or not ready at any
time during the 30 minute interval, MFS and Sprint will
reschedule and Sprint will waive the non-recurring
charge for the unbundled elements scheduled for that
interval.

The standard tirne expected from disconnection of a
live Exchange Service to the connection of the
unbundled element to the MFS Collocation
arrangement is 5 minutes. If Sprint causes an
Exchange Service to be out of service due solely to its
failure for more than 15 minutes, Sprint will waive the
non-recurring charge for that unbundled element.

If MFS has ordered INP as part of an unbundled Loop
installation, Sprint will coordinate implementation of
INP with the Lcop installation in a time period .
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9.7

9.6.7

acceptable to the customer, but not less thar the
thirty (30) minute installation interval.

The parties will work cooperatively to define
additional, more detailed parameters and processes as
required to facilitate the coordination procedures
defined in this Section 9.0.

Pricing Provisions

9.6.1 Urban, Suburban, and Rural Geographic Zone Pricing

shall apply for Unbundied Loops. Unless otherwise
mutually agreed, rates for Urban, Suburban, and Rural
areas will be defined by utilizing the most recent,
publicly available, U.S. Government Census report.
Urban areas will be defined as area where end users
are located within or served by Sprint wire centers
contained within the largest populated municipality
within a given Metropolitan Statistical Area (MSA).
The suburban area will be defined as area where end
users are located within or served by Sprint wire
centers contained within the remaining municipalities
(or area for non-incorporated portions) within the
MSA. Rural areas will be defined as area where end
users are located within or served by Sprint wire
centers contained within the remaining areas of the
state that are not within an MSA of the state. Urban,
Suburban, and Rural areas are defined in an
attachment to this agreement identified as Exhibit
13.0.

Rates for Unbundled Loops are contained in Exhibit
2.0. The rates include cross-connection between the
Sprint MDF and MFS’ collocated equipment and no
additional fees ave applicable, including but not limited
to End User Commeon Line (EUCL) and Carrier Common
Line (CCL).

Request for Further Unbundled Access Elements

8.7.1

Sprint shall, upon request of MFS, and to the extent
technically feasibls, provide to MFS access to its
unbundiled elements for the provision of MFS’
communications service. Any request by MFS for
access to an Sprint unbundled element that is not
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9.72

9.73

already available shall be treated as a unbundled
element Bona Fide Request. MFS shall provide Sprint
access to its unbundled elements as mutually agreed
by the Parties or as required by the Commission or
FCC. The parties shall adhere to the process as
agreed and described in Exhibit 14.0.

An Unbundied Element obtained by one Party from the
other Party under this Section 9.0 may be used in
combination wit 1 the facilities of the requesting Party
only to provide a Telecommunications Saearvice,
including obtaining billing and collection, transmission,
and routing of the Telecommunications Service.

Notwithstanding anything to the contrary in this
Saction 9.0, a Party shall not be required to provide a
proprietary Unbundied Element to the other Party
under this Section 9.0 except as required by the
Commission or FCC.

Unbundled Element Interconnection and Maintenance

9.8.1

9.8.3

'-aa"

Interconnection shall be achieved via Collocation
arrangements MFS shall maintain at the wire center at
which the unbundled elements ar2 resident.

MFS and Sprint shall work cooperatively so each Loop
may be delivered to the MFS Coallocation arrangement
over an individual 2/4-wire hand-off, in multiples of 24
over a digital DS-1 hand-cif in any combination or
order MFS may specify, or through other technically
feasible and economically comparable hand-off
arrangements requested by MFS (e.g., SONET STS-1
hand-off).

All switched and transport-based features, functions,
service  attributes, grades-of-service, install,
maintenance and repair intervals which apply to similar
bundied service should apply to unbundied Loops.

Sprint will permit any customer to convert its bundled
service to an unbundled service and assign such
service to MFS, viith no penalties, rollover, termination
or conversion charges to MFS or the customer.
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9.8.7

BFBIB

Sprint will use its best efforts to bill all unbundled loop
facilities purchased by MFS (either directly or by
previous assignment by & customer) on a single
consolidated statement per LATA,

Where Sprint utilizes digital loop carrier ("DLC")?
technology to provision the Loop of bundled Exchange
Service to an end user customer who subsequently
determines to assign the Loop to MFS and receive
Exchange Service from MFS via such Loop, Sprint
shall delivir such Loop to MFS on an unintegrated
basis, pursuant to MFS' chosen hand-off architecturs,
without a degradation of end-user service or feature
availability.

Sprint will permit MFS to co-locate digital loop carriers
(DLC) and associated equipment in conjunction with
Collocation arrangements MFS maintains at an Sprint
wire center, for the purpose of interconnecting to
unbundied Loops.

Sprint and MFS will work cooperatively toward interim
and long term arrangements by which MFS may place,
verify and receive confirmation on orders for
unbundled elements via an industry accepted (e.g. OBF
developed) format/specification. In addition, Sprint
shall provide MFS with an appropriate on-line
electronic file transfer arrangement by which MFS may
issue and track trouble-ticket and repair requests
associated with interconnection trunking, unbundled
loops, and service provider number portability
arrangements.

2.9 Unbundied Local Transport--Section 271

Sprint shall provide MFS with access to unbundled local
transport form the trunk side of a wireline local exchange
carrier switch unbundled from switching or other services and
priced consistent with Section 252 of the "Act.”

¥ See, Belicore TR-TSY-000008, Digital Interfsce Batween the SLC-96 Digital Loop Carrier
System and Local Digital Switch and TR-TSY-000303, Integrated Digital Loop Carrier (IDLC)
Aeguirements, Objectives, and interface.
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9.10 Unbundied Switching—-Section 271

Sprint shall provide MFS with access to local switching
unbundled from local transport, local loop transmission, or
other services and priced consistent with Section 252 of the
“Act.”

10.0 RESALE OF Sprint LOCAL EXCHANGE SERVICES--SECTIONS 251(c)(4) and
251(b)(1)

10.1 Availability of Services

Sprint shall make available to MFS all of its local exchange
services and features, functions and capabilities for resale by
MFS. Services shall include, but are not limited to flat raia
business service, basic rate ISDN, primary rate ISDN, analog and
digital PBX-trunk type services, Direct In-ward dialing services,
Centrex services, and enhanced features and capabilities such as
voice mail, call forwarding, call waiting, and CLASS and LASS
capabilities. Unless otherwise mutually agreed, the services
available for resale will be based upon the final outcome of
Florida and/or Federal proceedings or arbitration disputes.

10.2 Resale Agreement Amendment

MFS and Sprint agree to execute an amendment to this
Agreement. Unless otherwise mutually agreed, the terms,
conditions, rates, and clauses contained within the Agreement
will also apply to the Resale Agreement. (e.g. Section 24.0).

10.3 Availability of Wholesale Prices

All of the Sprint-provided services available for resale shall be
priced at Sprint retail price levels, less avoided costs. Unless
otherwise mutually agreed, the prices charged to MFS for resale
will be based upon the final outcome of Florida and/or Federal
proceedings or arbitration disputes.

11.0 NOTICE OF CHANGES -- SECTION 261(c)(5).

If a Party makes a change in its network which it believes will materially
affect the inter-operability of its network with the other Party, the Party
making the change shall provide at Inast ninety (90) days advance written
notice of such change to the other Farty.
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12.0 COLLOCATIOR -- SECTION 251(c)(6).

12.1

12.2

123

12.4

‘Physical Collocation

Sprint shall provide to MFS Physical Collocation of equipment
necessary for Interconnection (pursuant to Section 4.0) or for
access to Unbundled Elements (pursuant to Section 9 0), except
that Sprint may provide for Virtual Collocation if Sprint
demonstrates to the Commission that Physical Collocation is not
practical for technical reasons or because of space limitations, as
provided in Section 25 (c)(6) of the Act.

Sprint shall provide such Collocation for the purpose of
Interconnection or access to unbundled Network Elements,
except as otherwise mutually agreed to in writing by the Parties
or as required by the FCC or the appropriate Commission subject
to applicable federal and state tariffs.

Physical or Virtual Collocation Option

Although not required to do so by Section 261(c)(8) of the Act,
by this Agreement, MFS agrees to provide to Sprint upon Sorint's
Unbundled Element Bona Fide Request by Sprint, Collocation (at
MFS' option either Ph'ﬂll:‘ll or Virtual) of equipment for purposes
of Interconnection (pursuant to Section 4.0) on a
non-discriminatory basis and at comparable rates, termms and
conditions as MFS may provide to other third parties. MFS shall
provide such Collocation subject to applicable tariffs or contracts.

Virtual Initially Configured for Physical

Where MFS is Virtually Collocated on the Effective Date in a
premises tihat was initially prepared for Physical Collocation, MFS
may elect to (I) retain its Virtual Collocation in that premises and
expand that Virtual Collocation according to current procedures
and applicable teriffs, or (ii) revert to Physical Collocation, in
which case MFS shall coordinate with Sprint for rearrangement
of its equipment (transmission and IDLC) and circuits, for which
Sprint shall impose no conversion charge. All applicable Physical
Collocation recurring charges shall apply.

Virtual Initially Configured for Virtual

Where MFS is Virtually Collovated in a premises which was
initially prepared for Virtual Collocation, MFS may elect to (I)
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12.5

12.6

retain its Virtual Collocation in that premises znd expand that
Virtual Cohccation according to current procedures and applicable
tariffs, or (ii) unless it is not practical for technical reasons or
because of space limitations, convert its Virtual Collocation at
such premises in which case MFS shall coordinate the
construction and rearrangement with Sprint of its equipment
(IDLC and transmission) and circuits for which MFS shall pay
Sprint at applicable tariff rates. In addition, all applicable Physical
Collocation recurring charges shall apply.

Transport for Collocation

For both Physical Collocation and Virtual Collocation, the
Collocating Party shall provide its own or third-party leased
transport facilities and terminate those transport facilities in
equipment located in its Physical Collocation space at the
Housing Party's premises as described in applicable tariffs or
contracts and purchase Cross Connection to services or facilities
as described in applicable tariffs or contracts.

Cross Connection

Where one Party co-locates in the wire center of the other Party,
whether an MIWC, SIWC, or other wire center, for whatever
purpose, the Party operating the wire center shall allow the Party
co-located at the wire center to directly interconnect to any other
entity which maintains a Collocation facility at that same wire
center. The Party operating the wire center shall enable such
interconnection by effecting a cross connection between those
Collocation facilities, as jointly directed by the Party co-located
at the wire center and the other co-located entity. For each such
cross connection, the Party operating the wire center shall charge
one-half the otherwise applicable standard tariff or contract
special access cross-connect rate to the co-located Party, and the
identical rate to the other co-located entity.

13.0 NUMBER PORTABILITY--SECTION 251(b)(2)

131

Scope

Sprint and MFS will provide Local Telephone Number Portability
("LTNP") on a reciprocal basis between their networks to enable
each of their end user customers to utilize telephone numbers
associated with an Exch inge Service provided by one Party, in
conjunction with an Exchange Service provided by the other
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13.2

Party, upon the coordinated or simultaneous termination of the
first Exchange Service and activation of the second Exchange

‘Service.

Procedures for Providing Interim Number Portability

MFS and Sprint will provide reciprocal LTNP immediately upon
execution of this Agreement via Interim Number Portability
("INP") measures. INP shall operate as follows:

13.2.1

13.2.2

An end user customer of Party A elects to become an
end user customir of Party B. The end user customer
elects to utilize the original telephone number(s)
corresponding to the Exchange Service(s) it previously
received from Party A, in conjunction with the
Exchange Service(s) it will now receive from Party B.
Upon receipt of a service order assigning the number
to Party B (assuming party B has on file a letter of
authorization from the end user customer), Party A will
implement an arrangement whereby all calls to the
original telephone number(s) will be forwarded to a
new telephone number(s) designated by Party B. Party
A will route the forwarded traffic to Party B over the
appropriate traffic exchange trunk groups, as if the call
had originated on Party A network.

Party B will become the customer of record for the
original Party A telephone numbers subject to the INP
arrangements. Party A will provide Party B a single
consolidated master billing statement for the INFP
capability with the statement being consistent with
industry accepted guidelines. The billing of all collect,
calling card, and 3rd-number billed calls associated
with those numbers, can be processed in one of two

ways:

1) on the single consolidated master billing
statement by sub account detail, by retained
number and delivered via electronic data transfer,
or monthly magnetic tape or

2) modify the record as appropriate and send it
through current CMDS processes.
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13.3

134

1356

13.2.3 Party A will update its Line Information Database
("LIDB") listings for retained numbers, and cancel
calling cards associated with those forwarded
numbers, as directed by Party B. In addition, Party A
will update the retained numbers in the LIDB with the
screening options provided by Party B.

13.2.4 Within two (2) business days of receiving notification
from the end user customer, Party B shall notify Party
A of the customer's termination of service with Party
B, and shall further notify Party A as to that
customer's instructions regarding its telephone
number(s). Party A will reinstate service to that
customer, tancel the INP arrangements for that
customer's telephone number(s), or redirect the INP
arrangement to another INP-participating-LEC,
pursuant to the customer'’s instructions at that time.

Migration to Permanent Number Portability

Sprint and MFS will migrate from INP to a database-driven
Permanent Number Portability ("PNP") arrangement as soon as
practicable, without interruption of service to their respective
customers.

&

Coordination of Number Portability with Unbundied Elements

Under either an INP or PNP arrangement, MFS and Sprint will
implement a process to coordinate LTNP cut-overs with
unbundied Loop conversions (as described in Section 9.0 of this
Agresment).

Cost Recovery of Number Portability

MFS and Sprint shall provide INP arrangements to one another at
cost-recovery levels as identified in the attached Exhibit 15.0.
No usage fees will be charged for this capability. A non-recurring
cost-recovery fee as identified in Exhibit 15.0 per forwarded
(bundiled or unbundled) service order will apply and service orders
may include' multiple customer orders and multiple customer
numbers and/or lines. It is acknowledged and agreed, that the
cost-recovery rmechanism contained in this Section 13.0 and
Exhibit 15.0, is not in compliance with the FTA of 1996 and is
subject to the FTA of 1996 and will be modified to be consistent
with the outcome of the FCC ruleinaking regarding number
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153.6

13.7

13.8

13.9

13.10

portability. Authorized collect, calling card and 3rd-number billed
calls billed to the retained numbers will be billed at regular

‘tariffed rates.

‘Letters of Authority

MFS and Sprint will be required to file blanket letters of authority
with each other certifying that each party has letters of
authorizations on file for each customer that they acted on
behalf as an agent for purp ses of INP. In cases of agency
authorization disputes, upon request, either party shall provide
the other party a copy and/or original of the customer signed
letter of authorization in dispute.

Ordering Formats/Specifications

The ordering of INP arrangements and the exchange of screening
information will utilize industry accepted format/specifications.

Potential LIDB Agreement

If mutually agreed, MFS and Sprint may execute a separate LIDB
agreement.

Procedures for Providing INP Through NXX Migration

Where either Party has activated an entire NXX for a single
Customer, or activated a substantial portion of an NXX for &
single Customer with the remaining numbers in that NXX either
reserved for future use or otherwise unused, if such Customer
chcoses to receive service from the other Party, the first Party
shall cooperate with the second Party to have the entire NXX
reassigned in the LERG (and associated industry databases,
routing tables, etc.) to an End Office operated by the second
Party. Such transfer will be accomplished with appropriate
coordination between the Parties and subject to appropriate
industry lead-times for movements of NXXs from one switch
another.

Direct Inward Dialing (DID) Interim Number Portability Option
At MFS’ option, Sprint will provide MFS with an option of using

DID for the purposes of interim number portability. The cost-
recovery mechanism for DID is subject to the FTA of 1996 and
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- will be modified to be consistent with the outcome of the FCC
rulemaking regarding number portability.

14.0 DIALING AND NUMBERING RESOURCES, RATE CENTERS AND RATING
POINTS

141 Dialing Parity--Section 251(b)(3)

The Parties shall provide Local Dialing Parity to each other as
required under Section 251(b)(3) of the Act.

14.2 Numbering, Rate Centers, and Rating Points

Nothing in this Agreement shall be construed to limit or
otherwise adversely impact in any manner either Party's right to
employ or to request and be assigned any NANP number

~_resources including, but not limited to, central office (NXX) codes
pursuant to the Central Office Code Assignment Guidelines?,
Fiorida Public Service Commission Rules, Federal
Communications Commission Rules, or to establish, by tariff or
otherwise, Rate Centers and Rating Points corresponding to such
NXX codes. .

14.2,1 Each Party agrees to update the LERG with up-to-date
listings of its own assigned NPA-NXX codes, along
with associated Rating Points and Rate Centers.

14.3.1 It shall be the responsibility of each Party to program
and update its own switches and network systems to
recognize and route traffic to the other Party's
assigned NXX codes at all times. Neither Party shall
impose any fees or charges whatsoever on the other
Party for such activities, except as expressly defined
in this Agreement.

16.0 ACCESS TO RIGHTS-OF-WAY-- SECTION 251(b)(4)

Each Party shall provide the other Party access to its poles, ducts, rights-of-
way and conduits it controls on terms, conditions, and prices comparable
to those offered to any other entity pursuant to each Party’'s applicable
tariffs and/or standard agreements.

’ Last published by the Industry Numbering Committee (“INC”) as INC 95.0407-008,
Revision 4/7/956, formerly ICCF 93-0729-010.
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16.0 DATABASE ACCESS--SECTION 271

In accordance with Section 271 of the Act, Sprint shall provide MFS with

interfaces to access Sprint’s databases and associated signaling necessary

for the routing and completion of MFS’ traffic. Access to such databases

and the appropriate interfaces shall be made available to MFS via an
~ Unbundled Element Bona Fide Request.

17.0 COORDINATED SERVICE ARRANGEMENTS

17.1

17.2

Intercept and Referial Announcements

When an end user customer changes from Sprint to MFS, or from
MFS to Sprint, and does not retain its original telephone number,
the Party formerly providing service to the end user will provide
a referral announcement on the abandoned telephone number,
when requested by either the carrier or customer. This
announcement will provide details on the new number to be
dialed to reach this customer. Sprint will provide intercept
announcement periods in the same manner as provided for its
end users today: three (3) months for residence and one (1) year
for business, or until the next directory delivery. In time of
severe number shortages, numbers can be removed from
intercept and be reused. This will be done in reverse order of
aging, that is the number on intercept longest will be the first
reused, regardless of whether the end user is a customer of
Sprint or MFS. MFS will provide this arrangement on a reciprocal
basis.

Mmmcﬂll

MFS and Sprint will employ the following procedures for handling
misdirected repair calls:

17.21 MFS and Sprint will educate their respective
customers as to the correct telephone numbers to call
in order to access their respective repair bureaus.

17.2.2 To the extent the correct provider can be determined,
and upon request by the end user, misdirected repair
calls will be immediately referred to the proper
provider of local exchange service in a courteous
manner, at no charge, and the end user will be
provided the correct contact telephone number. In
responding to repair calls, neither Party shall make
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cisparaging remarks about the other Party, nor shall
they use these repair calls as the basis for internal
referrals or to solicit customers to market services, nor
shall they initiate any extraneous communications
beyond the direct referral to the correct repair
telephone number. Either Party may respond with
correct information in answering customer questions.

17.2.3 MFS and Sprint will provide their respective repair
contact numbe ‘s to one another on a reciprocal basis.
For purposes cf this section each party agrees to limit
its number of repair numbers to a single telephone
number within the region.

18.0 911/E911 ARRANGEMENTS--SECTION 271

18.1

18.2

18.3

Scope

MFS will interconnect to the Sprint 911/E911 selective
routers/911 tandems which serve the areas ir which MFS
provides exchange services, for the provision of 911/E911
services and for access to all sub-tending Public Safety
Answering Points. Sprint will provide MFS with the appropriate
CLLI codes and specifications of the tandem serving area.

Path and Route Diverse Interconnection

Path and route diverse interconnections for 911/E911 shall be
made as necessary and mutually agreed.

911 and MSAG Updates

Sprint will provide MFS with a8 mutually agreed upon format to
enable MFS to provide Sprint with a daily file transmission to
update 911/E911 database information related to MFS Exchange
Service customers. Sprint will provide MFS with the Master
Street Address Guide (MSAG) and updates to the MSAG so that
MFS can ensure the accuracy of the addresses provided.
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18.4

18.5

18.6

Interconnection Integrity

"Sprint will use its best efforts to facilitate the prompt, robust,

reliable and efficient interconnection of MFS systems to the
911/E911 platforms.

Coordination with PSAPs

Sprint and MFS will work cooperatively to arrange meetings with
PSAPs to answer any ! echnical questions the PSAPs, or county
or municipal coordinalors may have regarding the 911/E911
arrangements.

Cost Recovery

MFS will compensate Sprint for 911/E911 interconnection as
follows:

To be defined based on local 911 funding methodology and

with independent LECs in Florida. For the provision
of 911/E811 services between MFS and Sprint, the parties will
work cooperatively to address, any and/or all cost recovery
issues within 60 days upon execution of this agreement. If the
parties are unable to agree on compensation, either party may
seek Commission assistance in resolving this matter, unilaterally
or jointly. If applicable, cost recovery will be identified in a future
exhibit.

19.0 DIRECTORY SERVICES ARRANGEMENTS--SECTION 271

19.1

19.2

Scope

Sprint will provide certain directory services to MFS as defined
herein. In this Section 18.0, references to “MFS customer
telephone numbers” mean numbers falling within NXX codes
directly assigned to MFS and to numbers which are retained by

MFS on the customer’s behalf pursuant to LTNP arrangements
described in Section 13.0.

Directory Listings and Directory Distribution

19.2.1 Sprimt will inclicle MFS's customers' and their
telephone numbers interfiled with Sprint’s customers’,
in its "White Pages" and "Yellow Pages” directory
listings and directory assistance databases associated
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- with the areas in which MFS provides services to such
customers, in the identical and transparent manner in
which it provides those functions for its own
customers' telephone numbers.

Sprint will arrange for the Initial Delivery and
Subsequent Delivery of a reasonable number of
directories to MFS customers on the same terms and
conditions as such delivery is made to Sprint
customers.

19.2.2 MFS will provide Sprint with its directory listings and
daily updates to those listings (Including new,
changed, and deleted listings) in an industry standard
format (e.g. OBF developed). However, until an
industry standard is established, and Sprint systems
are modified to comply with such standards, MFS
must provide listing information via the LSR form via
facsimile or any other electronic communication
process, such as EDI, made aveilable by Sprint.

19.2.3 MFS and Sprint will accord MFS' directory listing
information the same level of confidentiality which
Sprint accords its own directory listing information,
and Sprint shall'ensure that access to MFS's customer
proprietary confidential directory information will be
limited solely to those Sprint employees who are
directly involved in the preparation of listings.

19.2.4  Sprint shall not charge MFS for directory listings or
~ directory distribution for MFS Exchange Service
customers. Prior to selling any MFS listings to a third

party, Sprint shall obtain written approval from MFS.

19.3 Directory Assistance (DA)

19.3.1 At MFS' request, Sprint will (where available) provide
to MFS operators, or to an MFS-designated operator
bureau, on-line access to Sprint's Directory Assistance
Service, where such access is identical to the type of
access Sprint's own directory assistance operators
utilize in order to provide directory assistance services
to Sprint end users. Sprint will provide this capability
under the most favored non-discriminatory tariff or
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19.3.2

19.3.3

1 ‘.3 l4

19.3.5

contract rates and terms as identified in the attached
Exhibit 16.0.

At MFS' request, Sprint will provide to MFS unbranded
directory assistance service MFS which is comparable
in every way to the directory assistance service Sprint
makes available to its own end users. Sprint will
charge MFS for such unbranded directory assistance
capability under the most favored non-discriminatory
tariff or contract rates and terms as identified in the
attached Exhibit 16.0.

At MFS' requust, Sprint will (where available) provide
to MFS directory assistance service under MFS’ brand
which is comparable in every way to the directory
assistance service Sprint makes available to its own
end users. Sprint will charge MFS for such branded
directory assistance capability under the most favored
non-discriminatory tariff or contract rates and terms as
identified in the attached Exhibit 16.0.

At MFS' request, Sprint will (where available) license
to MFS or an MFS-designated operator bureau Sprint's
directory assistance database for use in providing
competitive directory assistance services. Sprint will
provide this capability under the most favored non-
discriminatory tariff or contract rates and terms as
identified in tha attached Exhibit 16.0.

At MFS' request, Sprint will (where available) in
conjunction with 19.2.2 or 19.2.3, above, provide
caller-optional directory assistance call completion
service, where technically feasible, which is
comparable in every way to the directory assistance
call completion service Sprint makes available to its
own end users. Sprint will charge MFS for this
capability under the most favored non-discriminatory
tariff or contract rates and terms as identified in the
attached Exhibit 16.0 per use of caller-optional
directory assistance call completion. Sprint will
provide MFS, in an electronic format, in an accurate
and timely manner, the detailed billing records
associated with the.call that will enable MFS to rebiil
the end user fcr this function.
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19:4

19.6

Yellow Page Meintenance

"‘Sprint will ensure that Sprint Publishing Company will work

cooperatively with MFS to insure that Yellow Page
advertisements purchased by customers who switch their service
to MFS (including customers utilizing MFS-assigned telephone
numbers and MFS customers utilizing co-carrier number
forwarding) are maintained without interruption. Sprint will allow
MFS customers to purchase new yellow pages advertisements
without discrimination, under the identical rates, terms and
conditions as apply to Sprint's customers.

Informiation (Call Guide) Pages

Sprint will include in the "Information Pages” or comparable
section of its White Pages Directories for areas served by MFS,
listings provided by MFS for MFS' installation, repair and
customer service and other service oriented information, including
appropriate identifying logo, in a mutually agreed format. Such
listings shall appear in the manner and likenesses as such
information appears for subscribers of the Sprint and nther LECs.
Also, Sprint shall include MFS' NXXs interfiled with Sprint’s
NXXs in the appropriate section of the directories. Sprint shall
not charge MFS for inclusion of this information.

Emergency Contact List

Sprint will provide MFS with a list of emergency agencies (i.e.
fire, police, emergency medical technicians, etc) comparable to
the current format, and updates to the list, to enable MFS to
promptly respond to emergency agencies in a timely manner
when emergencies occur. It is acknowledged by MFS that Sprint
assumes no liability to the accuracy of the list.

20.0 GENERAL RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE PARTIES -

20.1

20.2

Compliance with Implemnantation Schedule

Sprint and MFS shall each use its best efforts to comply with the
Implementation Schedule.

Exchange of Information for Network Integrity

The Parties shall exchangs technical descriptions and forecasts
of their Interconnection and traffic requirements in sufficient
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20.3

detail neczssary to establish the Interconnections required to
assure traffic completion to and from all Customers in their

‘respective designated service areas.

Exchange of Traffic Forecasts

Thirty (30) days after the Effective Date and each month during
the term of this Agreement, each Party shall provide the other
Party with a rolling, six (6) calendar month, non-binding forecast
of its traffic and volume requirements for the services and
Network Elements providi d under this Agreement in the form and
in such detail as agreed by the Parties. Notwithstanding Section
32.0, the Parties agree that each forecast provided under this
Section 20.3 shall be deemed "Proprietary Information” under
Section 32.0.

Binding Traffic Forecasts

Any Party that is required pursuant to this Agreement to provide
a forecast (the "Forecast Provider”) or the Party that is entitled
pursuant to this Agreement to receive a forecast (the “Forecast
Recipient”) with respect to traffic and volume requirements for
the services and Network Elements provided under this
Agreement may request in addition to non-binding forecasts
required by Section 20.3 that the other enter into negotiations to
establish a forecast (a "Binding Forecast”) that commits such
Forecast Provider to purchase, and such Forecast Recipient to
provide, a specified volume to be utilized as set forth in such
Binding Forecast. The Forecast Provider and Forecast Recipient
shall negotiate the terms of such Binding Forecast in good faith
and shall include in such Binding Forecast provisions regarding
price, quantity, liability for failure to perform under a Binding
Forecast and any other terms desired by such Forecast Provider
and Forecast Recipient. Notwithstanding Section 32.0, the
Parties agree that each forecast provided under this Section 20.4
shall be deemed "Proprietary Information” under Section 32.0.

Responsibilities to Provide Network Facilities

Each Party is individually responsible to provide facilities within
its network which are necessary for routing, transporting,
measuring, and billing traffic from the other Party's network and
for delivering such traffic to the other Party's network in the
standard format compatible with Sprint's network and to
terminate the traffic it receives in that standard format to the
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20.6

20.7

200.9

20.10

20.11

proper address on its network. Such facility shall be designed
based upon the description and forecasts provided under

‘Sections 20.2 and 20.3 above. The Parties are each solely

responsible for participation in and compliance with national
network plans, including The National Network Security Plan and
The Emergency Preparedness Plan.

Use of Service

Neither Party shall r1se any service related to or using any of the
Services provided i1, this Agreement in any manner that interferes
with other persons in the use of their service, prevents other
persons from using their service, or otherwise impairs the quality
of service to other carriers or to either Party's Customers, and
either Party may discontinue or refuse service if the other Party
violates this provision. Upon such violation, either Party shall
provide the other Party notice, if practicable, at the earliest
practicable time.

Responsibility for Customer Services

Each Party is solely responsible for the services it provides to its
Customers and to other Telecommunications Carriers.

Cooperate to Minimize Fraud
The Parties shall work cooperatively to minimize fraud associated

with third-number billed calls, calling card calls, and any other
services related to this Agreement.

Responsibility to Administer NXX Codes

Each Party is responsible for administering NXX codes assigned
to it.

Responsibility to Obtain LERG Listings

Each Party is responsible for obtaining Local Exchange Routing
Guide ("LERG") listings of CLLI codes assigned to its swiiches.

Updates to LERG

Each Party shall uss the LERG published by Bellcore or its
successor for obtaining routing information and shall provide all
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~ required information to Bellcore for maintaining the LERG in a
timely manner.
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20:12

20.13

20.14

20.15

20.16

Programming and Updating of Switches

‘Each Party shall program and update its own Central Office

Switches and End Office switches and network systems to
recognize and route traffic to and from the other Party's assigned
NXX codes. Except as mutually agreed or as otherwise expressly
defined in this Agreement, neither Party shall impose any fees or
charges on the other Party for such activities.

Insurance Coverage

At all times during the ter n of this Agreement, each Party shall
keep and maintain in force at each Party's expense all insurance
required by law (e.g. workers' compensation insurance) as wel!
as general liability insurance for personal injury or death to any
one person, property damage resulting from any one incident,
automobile liability with coverage for bodily injury for property
damage. Upon request from the other Party, each Party shall
provide to the other Party evidence of such insurance (which may
ba provided through a program of self insurance).

Tariff and Contract Liability Protection

In addition to its indemnity obligations under Section 36.0, each
Party shall provide, in its fariffs and contracts with its Customers
that relate to any Telecommunications Service or Network
Element provided or contemplated under this Agreement, that in
no case shall such Party or any of its agents, contractors or
others retained by such parties be liable to any Customer or third
party for (I) any Loss relating to or arising out of this Agreement,
whether in contract or tort, that exceeds the amount such Party
would have charged the applicable Customer for the service(s)
or function(s) that gave rise to such Loss, and (i) any
Consequential Damages (as defined in Section 36.0 below).

Non-discriminatory Treatment

Sprint and MFS agree to treat each other fairly on a non-
discriminatory basis, and equally for all items included in this
Agreement, or related to the support of items included in this
Agreement,

Prompt Exchange of Billingy Records

July 3, 1996

Page 58



MFS Communications Co., Inc., & Sprint United-Centel of Florida, Inc.

Florida Interconnection Agrsement

Under Sections 257 end 262 of the Telecommunications Act of 1996

20.17

20.18

20.19

20.20

20.21

MFS and Sprint agree to promptly exchange all necessary records

for the proper billing of all traffic.

Review of Engineering Information

For network expansion, MFS and Sprint will review engineering
requirements on & quarierly basis and establish forecasts for
trunk utilization. New trunk groups will be implemented as
dictated by engineering requirements for both Sprint and MFS.
Sprint and MFS are required to provide each other the proper call
information (e.g., originatec call party number and destination call
party number, CIC, OZZ, elc.) to enable each company to bill in
a complete and timely fashion.

Re-arrangement of Initial Network Configuration

There will be no ro-arrangement, reconfiguration, disconnect, or
other non-recurring fees associated with the initial reconfiguration
of each carrier's traffic exchange arrangements upon execution
of this Agreement, other than the cost of establishing a new
Collocation arrangement where one does not already exist.

Use of Industry Accepted Ordering Formats/Specifications

Sprint and MFS will Gtilize industry accepted (e.g. OBF
developed) electronic ordering and information data exchange
formats/specifications. Where such guidelines are not readily
available, parties will utilize industry accepted (e.g. OBF
developed) rnanual formats/exchange mechanisms. If the parties
agree not to follow the industry accepted guidelines, they will
mutually develop the formats/specifications that will be used.

Use of Industry Accepted Billing Formats/Specifications

For services covered by this agreement, both parties agree to
follow and use OBF billing output guidelines. If deviations from
these guidelines are necessary, a time line should be established
as to when the OBF guidelines will be implemented. If the
parties agree not to follow the industry accepted guidelines, they
will mutually develop the formats/specifications that will be used.
Billing disputes will utilize the dispute processes outlined in each
companies tariffs,

Network Maintenance and Maagement

July 3, 1996

Poge 657




MFS Communications Co., Inc., & Sprint United-Centel of Florida, Inc.

Florida Interconnection Agreement

Under Sections 251 and 252 of the Telecommunications Act of 1996

Network Maintenance and Management. MFS and Sprint will
work cooperatively to install and maintain a reliable network,
MFS and Sprint will exchange appropriate information (e.g.,
maintenance contact numbers, network information, information
required to comply with law enforcement and other sacurity
agencies of the Government, etc.) to achieve this desired
reliability.

MFS and Sprint will work cooperatively to apply sound network
management principles by invoking network management
controls to alleviate or o prevent congestion.

21.0 TERM AND TERMINATION

21.1

21.2

21.3

Initial Three Year Term

The initial term of this Agreement shall be three (3) years (the
"Term") which shall commence on the Effective Date. Absent
the receipt by one Party of written notice from the other Party at
least sixty (60) days prior to the expiration of the Term to the
effect that such Party does not intend to extend the Term of this
Agreement, this Agreement sha!l automatically renew and remain
in full force and effect on and after the expiration of the Term
until terminated by either Party pursuant to Section 21.3.

Termination

Either Party may terminate this Agreement in the event that the
other Party (I) fails to pay any amount when due hereunder
(excluding Disputed Amounts, Section 31.0) and fails to cure
such nonpayment within sixty (60) days after receipt of written
notice thereof; or (ii) fails to perform any other material obligation
required 1o be performed by it pursuant to this Agreement and
fails to cure such material on performance within forty-five (45)
days after written notice thereof.

Termination of Agreement After Automatic Renewal

If pursuant to Section 21.1 this Agreement continues in full force
and effect after the expiration of the Term, either Party may
terminate this Agreement (90) days after delivering written notice
to the other Party of its intention to terminate this Agreement.
Neither Party shall have any liability to the other Party for
termination of this Agreemeit pursuant to this Section 21.3
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23.0

- other than to pay to the other Party any amounts owed under
this Agreement.

21.4 Obligations Upon Termination or Expiration

Upon termination or expiration of this Agreement in accordance
with this Section 21.0:

a) Each Party shall comply immediately with its obligations set
forth in Section 32.4.9;

bl Each Party shall con inue to perform its otligations and
provide the services as described herein until such time as
a successor agreement between the Parties is entered into;
provided, however, that the Parties shall renegotiate the
rates, fees and charges contained herein; and

c) Each Party shall promptly pay all amounts (including any
late payment charges) owed under this Agreement.

21.56 Remedy

Except as set forth in Section 23.5, no remedy set forth in this
Agreement is intended to be exclusive and each and every
remedy shall be cumulative and in addition to any other rights or
remedies now or hereafter existing under applicable law or
otherwise.

INSTALLATION

Sprint and MFS shall effectuate all the terms of this Agreement by
September 1, 1996. Moreover, MFS and Sprint agree to begin
implementing the terms of the agreement immediately upon execution of
this agreement, and specifically will bagin to implement and install network
interconnection and other network infrastructure orders, e.g. DLC
collocation capabilities, within two weeks upon execution of this agreement.

STIPULATED DAMAGES FOR SPECIFIED ACTIVITIES
23.1 Certain Definitions

When used in this Section 23.0, the following terms shall have
the meanings indicated:
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= 23.1.1

23.1.2

23.1.3

Installation

"Specified Performance Breach™ means the failure by
Sprint to meet the Performance Criteria for any
Specified Activity for a period of three (3) consecutive
calendar months.

"Specified Activity" means any of the following
activities:

a) the installation by Sprint of unbundled Loops for
MFS ("Unbundled Loop Installation”);

bl Sprint’s provision of Interim Telecommunications
Number Portability; or

c) the repair of out of service problems for MFS
{"Out of Service Repairs").

“Performance Criteria” means, with respect to each
calendar month during the term of this Agreement, the
performance by Sprint during such month of each
Specified Activity shown below within the time
interval shown in at least eighty percent (80%) of the
covered instances:

SPECIFIED ACTIVITY PERFORMANCE INTERVAL DATE I
() Unbundied Loop

1-10 Loops per Service Order 5 days from Sprint's Receipt of

valid Service Order

Order

11-20 Loops per Service 10 days from Sprint’s Receipt of

valid Service Order

21 + Loops per Service Order to be Negotiated

(i) _Interim Number Portability

| 1-10 Numbers per Service 5 days from Sprint's Receipt of

Order

valid Service Order

| 11-20 Numbers per Service 10 days from Sprint's Receipt of

Order valid Service Order
I 21 + Numbers per Service to be Negotiated
| Order
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Less than 24 hours from Sprint's

Receipt of Notification of Out-of-

23.2

233

Service Condition

Specified Performance Breach

In recognition of the (') loss of Customer opportunities, revenues
and goodwill which M S might sustain in the event of a Specified
Performance Breach; (2) the uncertainty, in the event of such a
Specified Performance Breach, of MFS having available to it
customer opportunities similar to those opportunities currently
available to MFS; and (3) the difficulty of accurately ascertaining
the amount of damages MFS would sustain in the event of such
a Specified Performance Breach, Sprint agrees to pay MFS,
subject to Section 23.4 below, damages as set forth in Section
23.3 below in the event of the occurrence of a Specified
Performance Breach.

Stipulated Damages

The damages payable by Sprint to MFS as a result of a Specified
Performance Breach shell be $75,000 for each Specified
Performance Breach (coltectively, the "Stipulated Damages”).
MFS and Sprint agree and acknowledge that (a) the Stipulated
Damages are not a penaity and have been determined based upon
the facts and circumstances of MFS and Sprint at the time of the
negotiation and entering into of this Agreement, with due regard
given to the performance expectations of each Party; (b) the
Stipulated Damages constitute a reasonable approximation of the
damages MFS would sustain if its damages were readily
ascertainable; and © MFS shall not be required to provide any
proof of the Stipulated Damages.
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234 Limitations

In no event shall Sprint be liable to pay the Stipulated Damages
if Sprint's failure to meet or exceed any of the Performance
Criteria is caused, directly or indirectly, by a Delaying Event. A
“Delaying Event” means (a) a failure by MFS to perform any of
its obligations set forth in this Agreement (including, without
limitation, the Implementation Schedule and the Joint Grooming
Plan), (b) any delay, act or failure to act by a Customer, agunt or
subcontractor of MFS o (c) any Force Majeure Event. If a
Delaying Event (l) preven:s Sprint from performing a Specified
Activity, then such Specified Activity shall be excluded from the
calculation of Sprint's compliance with the Performance Criteria,
or (i) only suspends Sprint's ability to timely perform the
Specified Activity, the applicable time frame in which Sprint's
compliance with the Performance Criteria is measured shall be
extended on an hour-for-hour or day-for-day basis, as applicable,
equal to the duration of the Delaying Event.

23.5 Records

Sprint shall maintain complete and accurate records, on a
monthly basis, of its performance under this Agreement of each
Specified Activity and its compliance with the Performance
Criteria. Sprint shall provide to MFS such records in a self-
reporting format on a monthly basis. Notwithstanding Section
32.0, the Parties agree that such records shall be deemed
"Proprietary Information™ under Section 32.0.

240 SECTION 252(I) OBLIGATIONS

If Sprint enters into an agreement (the "Other Agreement”) approved by the
Commission pursuant to Section 252 of the Act which provides for the
provision of arrangements covered in this Agreement to another requesting
Telecommunications Carrier, including itself or its affiliate, Sprint shall make
available to MFS such arrangements upon the same rates, terms and
conditions as those provided in the Other Agreement. At its sole option,
MFS may avail itself of either (I) the Other Agreement in its entirety or (ii)
the prices, terms and conditions of the Other Agreement that directly relate
to any of the following duties as a whole:

1)  Interconnection - Section 25° (c)(2) of the Act (Sections 4.0 and 5.0
of this Agreement); or
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26.0

26.0

27.0

2) - Exchange Access - Section 251(c)(2) of the Act (Section 6.0 of this
Agreement); or

3) Unbundled Access - Section 251(c){3) of the Act (Section 9.0 of this
Agreement); or

4) PResale - Section 251(c)(4) of the Act (Section 10.0 of this
Agreement); or

5) Collocation - Section 251(c)(6) of the Act (Section 13.0 of this
Agreement); or

6) Number Portability - Section 251(b)(2) of the Act (Section 14.0 of this
Agreement); or

7)  Access to Rights of Way - Section 251(b)(4) of the Act (Section 16.0
of this Agreement).

The terms of this Agreement, other than those affected by the option, shall
remain in full force and effect.

CANCELLATION, CONVERSION, ROLL-OVER CHARGES

Neither MFS nor Sprint shall impose cancellation charges upon each other
associated with the physical network interconnection.

SEVERABILITY

in the event the Commission, the Federal Communications Commission, or
a court determines that any provision of this Agreement is contrary to law,
or is invalid or unenforceable for any reason, the parties shall continue to be
bound by the terms of this Agreement, insofar as possible, except for the
portion determined to be unlawful, invalid, or unenforceable. In such an
event, the parties shall negotiate in good faith to replace the unlawful,
invalid or unenforceable provision and shall not discontinue service to the
other party during such period. Nothing in this Agreement shall be
construed as requiring or permitting either Party to contravene any
mandatory requirement or Federal or State law, or any regulators or orders
adopted pursuant to such law.

FORCE MAJEURE
Neither party shall be responsible for delays or failures in performance

resulting from acts or occurrence s beyond the reasonable control of such
Party, regardless of whether such delays or failures in performance were
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foreseen or foreseeable as of the date of this Agreement, including, without
limitation: fire, explosion, power failure, acts of God, war, revolution, civil
commotion, or acts of public enemies; any law, order, regulation, ordinance
or requirement of any government or legal body; or labor unrest, including,
without limitation, strikes, slowdowns, picketing or boycotts; or delays
caused by the other Party or by other service or equipment vendors; or any
other circumstances bayond the Party's reasonable control. In such event,
the Party affected shall, upon giving prompt notice to the other Party, be
excused form such performance on a day-to-day basis to the extent of such
interference (and the other Party shall likewise be excused from
performance of its oblig: tions on a day-for-day basis tc the extent such
Party’s obligations related to the performance so interfered with). The
affected party shall use its best efforts to avoid or remove the cause of non-
performance and both parties shall proceed to perform with dispatch once
the causes are removed or cease.

28.0 LIMITATION OF LIABILITY

28.1 Liability for Direct Damages

Except as otherwise provided, the Parties’ liability to each other,
whether in contract, tort or otherwise, shall be limited to direct
damages, which shall not exceed the pro rata portion of the
monthly charges for the services for the time period during which
the services provided pursuant to this Agreement are inoperative,
not to exceed in total Sprint’s or MFS’ monthly charge to the other.

28.2 Losses Alleged or Made by Customer

For Losses alleged or made by a Customer of either Party, in the
case of any Loss arising from the negligence or willful misconduct
of both Parties, each Party shall baar, and its obligations under this
Section 28.0 shall be limited to, that portion (as mutuelly agreed to
by the Parties) of the resulting expense caused by its (including that
of its agents, servants, contractors or others acting in aid or concert
with it) negligence or willful misconduct.
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28:3 No Liability for Indirect Damages

Under no circumstance shall Sprint or MFS be responsible or liable
to each other for indirect, incidental, or consequential damages,
including, but not limited to, damages arising from the use or
performance of equipment or software, or the loss of use of
software or equipment, or accessories attached thereto, dalay,
error, or loss of data. In connection with this limitation of liability,
the Parties recognize that Sprint or MFS may, from time to time,
provide advice, make recommendations, or supply other analysis
related to the equipment or services described in this Agreement,
and, while Sprint and MFS shall use diligent efforts in this regard,
the parties acknowledge and agree that this limitation of liability
shall apply to provisions of such advice, recommendations, and
analysis.

ASSIGNMENT

This Agraement shall be binding upon every subsidiary and affiliate of either
Party that is engaged in providing telephone exchange and exchange access
services in any territory within which Sprint is an Incumbent Local Exchange
Carrier as of the date of this Agreement (the “Sprint Territory”), and shall
continue to be binding upon all such entities regardless of any subsequent
change in their ownership. Each Party covenants that, if it sells or
otherwise transfers to a third party’its telephone exchange and exchange
access network facilities within the Sprint Territory, or any portion thereof,
to a third party, it will require as a condition of such transfer that the
transferee agree to be bound by this Agreement with respect to services
provided over the transferred facilities. Except as provided in this
paragraph, neither Party may assign or transfer (whether by operation of
law or otherwise) this Agreement (or any rights or obligations hereunder) to
a third party without the prior written consent of the other Party; provided
that each Party may assign this Agreement to a corporate Affiliate or an
entity under its commeon control or an entity acquiring all or suSprintantially
all of its assets or equity by providing prior written notice to the other Party
of such assignment or transfer. Any attempted assignment or transfer that
is not permitted is void ab initic. Without limiting the generality of the
foregoing, this Agreement shall be binding upon and shall inure to the
benefit of the Parties' respective successors and assigns.

DISPUTED AMOUNTS
30.1 Notice
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30.4

If any portion of an amount due to a Party (the "Billing Party”)
under this Agreement is subject to a bona fide dispute between

‘the Parties, the Party billed (the "Non-Paying Party") shall within

sixty (60) days of its receipt of the invoice containing such
disputed amount give notice to the Billing Party of the amounts
it disputes ("Disputed Amounts”) and include in such notice the
specific details and reasons for disputing each item. The
Non-Paying Party shall pay when due (l) all undisputed amounts
to the Billing Party and (i) all Disputed Amounts into an interest
bearing escrow accour t with a third party escrow agent mutually
agreed upon by the Purties.

Settlement Negotiations

If the Parties are unable to resolve the issues related to the
Disputed Amounts in the normal course of business within sixty
(60) days after delivery to the Billing Party of notice of the
Disputed Amounts, each of the Parties shall appoint a designatad
representative who has authority to settle the dispute and who
is at a higher level of management than the persons with direct
responsibility for administration of this Agreement. The
designated representatives shall meet as often as they reasonably
deem necessary in order to discuss the dispute and negotiate in
good faith in an effort to resolve such dispute. The specific
format for such discussions will be left to the discretion of the
designated representatives, however all reasonable requests for
relevant information made by one Party to the other Party shall
be honored.

Legal/Regulatory Remedies

If the Parties are unable to resoive issues related to the Disputed
Amounts within forty-five (45) days after the Parties'
appointment of designated representatives pursuant to Section
30.2, then either Party may file a complaint with the Commission
to resolve such issues or proceed with any other remedy
pursuant to law or equity. The Commission may direct release
of any or all funds (including any accrued interest) in the escrow
account, plus applicable late fees, to be paid to either Party.

Confidential Treatment of Settlement Negotiations

The Parties agree that all r egotiations pursuant to this Section
30.0 shall remain confidential and shall be treated as compromise
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and settlement negotiations for purposes of the Federal Rules of

Evidence and state rules of evidence.

Interest Accrued on Undisputed Amounts

Any undisputed amounts not paid when due shall accrue interest
from the date such amounts were due at the lesser of (I) one and
one-half percent (1-1/2%) per month or (ii) the highest rate of
interest that may be charged under applicable law.

31.0 NON-DISCLOSURE

31.1

31.2

31.3

Identification of Information

All information, including but not limited to specifications,
microfilm, photocopies, magnetic disks, magnetic tapes,
drawings, sketches, models, samples, tools, technical
information, data, employee records, maps, financial reports, and
market data, (I) furnished by one Party to the other Party, other
than customer information communicated for the purpose of
publication or directory database inclusion, or (ii) in written,
graphic, electromagnetic, or other tangible form and marked at
the time of delivery as "Confidential® or “Proprietary,” or (iii)
communicated orally and declared to the receiving Party at the
time of delivery, or by written notice given to the receiving Party
within ten (10) days after delivery, to be “Confidential” or
“Proprietary” (collectively referred to as “Proprietary
Information”), shall remain the property of the disclosing Party.

Return of Information

Upon request by the disclosing Party, the receiving Party shall
return all tangible copies of Proprietary Information, whether
written, graphic or otherwise, except that the receiving Party
may retain one copy for archival purposes.

Protection of Information

Each Party shall keep all of the other Party’'s Proprietary
Information confidential and shall disclose the Proprietary
information to only those employees, contractors, agents or
Affiliates who have a need for it in connection with the provision
of services under this Agree ment, and shall use the other Party's
Proprietary Information oaly for performing the covenants
contained in the Agreement. Neither Party shall use the other
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31.4

Party’s Proprietary Information for any other purpose except upon
such terms and conditions as may be agreed upon between the
parties in writing.

‘Excluded Information

Unless otherwise agreed, the obligations of confidentiality and
non-use set forth in this Agreement do not apply to such
Proprietary Information as:

31.4.1

31.4.2

31.4.3

31.4.4

2.45

31.486

31.4.7

31.4.8

“was at the tim) of receipt already known to the
receiving Party iree of any obligation to keep it
confidential evidenced by written records prepared
prior to deiivery by the disclosing Party”; or

“is or becomes publicly known through no wrongful
act of the receiving Party”; or

“is rightfully received from a third person having no
direct or indirect secrecy or confidentiality ubligation
to the disclosing Party with respect to such
information”; or

“is independently developed by an employee, agent, or
contractor of the receiving Party which individual is
not involved in any marner with the provision of
services pursuant to the Agreement and does not have
any direct or indirect access to the Proprietary
Information”; or

“is disclosed to a third person by the disclosing Party
without similar restrictions on such third person's

rights”; or

“is approved for release by written authorization of the
disclosing Party”; or

“is required to be made public by the receiving Party
pursuant to applicable law or regulation provided that
the receiving Party shall give sufficient notice of the
requirement to the disclosing Party to enable the
disclosing Party to seek protective orders.”

If any Receiving Pany is required by any governmental
authority or by applicable law to disclose any
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32.0

31.6

CANCELLATION

Proprietary Information, then such Receiving Party
shall provide the Disclosing Party with written notice
of such requirement as soon as possi-'e and prior to
such disclosure. The Disclosing Party mav then either
seek appropriate protective relief from all or part of
such requirement or, if it fails to successfully do so, it
shall be deemed to have waived the Receiving Party's
compliance with this Section 31.0 with respect to all
or part of such requirement. The Receiving Party shall
use all com nercially reasonatle efforts to cooperate
with the Disclosing Party in attempting to obtain any
protective relief which such Disclosing Party chooses
to obtain.

In the event of the expiration or termination of this
Agreement for any reason whatsoever, each Party
shall return to the other Party or destroy all Proprietary
Information and other documents, work papers and
other material (including ail copies thereof) obtained
from the other Party in connection with this
Agreement and shall use all reasonable efforts,
including instructing its employees and others who
have had access to such information, to keep
confidential and not to use any such information,
unless such information is now, or is hereafter
disclosed, through no act, omission or fault of such
Party, in any manner making it available to the general
public.

Effective Date

Notwithstanding any other provision of this Agreement, the
Proprietary Information provisions of this Agreement shall apply
to all information furnished by either Party to the other in
furtherance of the purpose of this Agreement, even if furnished
before the date of this Agreement.

The parties, at any time, by mutual written agreement, may cancel or
amend any rate, term, condition or clause contained in this agreement.

July 3, 1996

T



MFS Communications Co., !nc., & Sprint United-Centel of Florida, Inc.

Florida Interconnection Agreaement

Under Sections 251 and 252 of the Telecommunications Act of 1996

33.0

DISPUTE RESOLUTION

The Parties agree that in the event of a default or violation hereunder, or for
any dispute arising under this Agreement or related agreements the Parties
may have in connection with this Agreement, prior to taking any action
before any court or regulator, or before making any public statement or
disclosing the nature of the dispute to any third Party, the Parties shall first
confer to discuss the dispute and seek resolution. Such conference shall
occur at least at the Vice President level for each Party. In the case of
Sprint, its Vice President for Regula ory Affairs, or equivalent officer, shall
particulate in the meet and confer meeting, and MFS Vice President,
Regulatory Affairs, or equivalent officer, shall participate.

NOTICES

Any notice to a Party required or permitted under this Agreement shall be
in writing and shall be deemed to have been received on the date of service
if served parsonally, three days after mailing in the case of first class mail,
or on the date stated on the receipt if delivered by certified or registered
mail or by a courier service that obtains a written receipt. Notice may also
be provided by facsimile, which shall be effective on the next Business Day
following the date of transmission. “Business Day” shall mean Monday
through Friday, Sprint/MFS holidays excepted. Any notice shall be delivered
using one of the alternatives mentioned in this section and shall be directed
to the applicable address indicated below or such other address as the Party
to be notified has designated by giving notice in compliance with this
section: Any notice to a Party required or permitted under this Agreement
shall be in writing and shall be deemed to have been received on the date
of service if served personally on the date receipt is acknowledges in writing
by theu recipient if delivered by regular mail, or on the date stated on the
receipt if delivered by certified or registered mail or by a courier service that
obtains a written receipt. Notice may also be provided by facsimile, which
shall be effective on the next Business Day following the date of
transmission. “Business Day” shall mean Monday through Friday,
Sprint/MFS holidays excepted. Any notice shall be delivered using one of
the alternatives mentioned in this section and shall be directed to the
applicable address indicated below or such address as the Party to be
notified has designated by giving notice in_.compliance with this section:

If to Sprint: Attention: Jerry Johns
Vice President - Law & External Affairs
Sprint United-Centel of Florida, Inc.
Box 165000
Altamonte Springs, Florida 32716-5000
(407) 889-1211
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If to MFS: Attention: Timothy T. Devine

Senior Director, External and Regulatory Affeirs
MFS Communications Company, Inc.

Six Concourse Parkway, Suite 2100

Atlanta, Georgia 30328-5351

Facsimile number: (770) 390-6787

35.0 LIABILITY AND INDEMNITY

36.1

36.2

Indemnification

Except as otherwise provided, each Party agrees to release,
indemnify, defend, and hold harmless the other Party from all
losses, claims, demands, damages, expenses, suits, or other
actions, or any liability whatsoever, including, but not limited to,
costs and attorney’s fees, whether suffered, made, instituted, or
assertad by any other party or persons, for invasion of privacy,
personal injury to or death of any person or persons, or for
losses, damages, or destruction of property, whether or not
owned by others, to the extent proximately caused by the
indemnifying Party’s negligence, or willful misconduct, regardless
of form of action.

Disclaimer )

Except as specifically provided to the contrary in this agreement
and in Sprint’s and MFS’ tariffs, Sprint and MFS make no
representations or warranties to each other concerning the
specific quality of any services provided under this agreement.
Except as otherwise provided, the Parties disclaim, without
limitation, any warranty or guarantee of raerchantability or fitness
for a particular purpose, arising from course of performance,
course of dealing, or from usages of trade.

36.0 MISCELLANEOUS

36.1

Amendments

Any amendment, modification, or supplement to this Agreement
must be in writing and signed by an authorized representative of
each Party. The turm “this Agreement” shall include future
amendments, modif cations, and supplements.
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36.2

36.3

36.4

36.5

Authority

Each person whose signature appears below represents and
warrants that he or she has authority to bind the Party on whose
behalf he or she has executed this Agreement and that the Party
has full power and authority to execute and deliver this
Agreement and to perform the obligation hereunder.

Binding Effect

This Agreement shall be sinding on and inure to the benefits of
the respective successors and permitted assigns of the Parties.

Compliance with Laws and Regulations

Each Party shall comply with all federal, state, and local statutes,
regulations, rules, ordinances, judicial decisions, and
administrative rulings applicable to its performance as described
in this Agreement.

Consent

Where consent, approval, or mutual agreement is required of
Party, it shall not be unreasonably withheld or delayed.

Entire Agreement

This Agreement constitutes the entire agreement of the Parties
pertaining to the subject matter of this Agreement and
supersedes all prior agreements, negotiations, proposals, and
representations, whether written or oral, and all
contemporaneous oral arguments, negotiations, proposals, and
representations concerning such subject matter. No
representations, understandings, agreements, or warranties,
expressed or implied, have been made or relied upon in the
making of this Agreement other than those specifically set forth
herein,

Expenses

Except as specifically set out in this Agreement, each Party shall
be solely responsible for its own expenses involved in all
activities related to the si bject of this Agreement.
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36.8

36.9

36.10

36.11

36.12

Governing Law

This Agreement shall be governed by and construed in
_accordance with the domestic laws of the state of Florida and

shall be subject to the exclusive jurisdiction of the court therein.

Headings

The headings in this Agreement are inserted for convenience and
identification only and shall not be considered in the

interpretation of this Agreemen’.
independent Contractor Relationship

The persons provided by each Party shall be solely that Party's
employees and shall be under the sole and exclusive direction and
control of that Party. They shall not be considered employees of
the other Party for an purpose. Each Party shall remain an
indepondent contractor with respect to the other and shall be
responsible for compliance with all laws, rules and regulations
involving, but not limited to, employment of labor, hours of labor,
health and safety, working conditions and payment of wages.
Each Party shall also be responsible for payment of taxes,
including federal, state .and municipal taxes, chargeable or
assessed with respect to its employees, such as Social Security,
unemployment, workers' compensation, disability insurance, and
federal and state withholding. Each Party shall indemnify the
other for any loss, damage, liability, claim, demand, or penaity
that may be sustained by reason of its failure to comply with this

Muiltiple Counterparts

This Agreement may be executed multiple counterparts, each of
which shall be deemed an original, but all of which shall together
constitute but one and the same document.

No Offer

Submission of this Agreement for examination or signature does
not constitute an offer by Sprint for the provision of the products
or services described herein. This Agreement will be effective
only upon execution and daolivery by both Sprint and MFS.
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36.13

36.14

36.15

36.16

36.17

Publicity

Any news release, public announcement, advertising, or any form
of publicity pertaining to this Agreement, provision of services
pursuant to it, or association of the Parties with respect to
provision of the services described in this Agreement shall be
subject to prior written approval of both Sprint and MFS.

Subcontractors

Sprint may enter into subcontracts with third parties or affiliates
for the performance of any of Sprint’s duties or obligations under
this Agreement.

Regulatory Approval

Each Party agrees to cooperate with each other and with any
regulatory agency to obtain regulatory approval. During the term
of this Agreement, each Party agrees to continue to cooperate
with each other and with any regulatory agency so that the
benefits of this Agreement may be achieved. The Parties,
however, reserve the right to seek regulatory relief and otherwise
seek redress from each other regarding performance and
implementation of this Agreement. In the event the Commission
rejects any portion of this Agreement, the Parties agree to meet
and negotiate in good faith to arrive at a mutually acceptable
modification of the rejected portion.

Trademarks and Trade Names

Except as specifically set out in this Agreement, nothing in this
Agreement shall grant, suggest, or imply any authority for one
Party to use the name, trademarks, service marks, or trade
names of the other for any purpose whatsoever.

Taxes

July 3, 1996
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.al1 7.1

36.17.2

36.17.3

36.174

General. With respect to any purchase of services,
facilities or other arrangements, if any Tax is required or
permitted by applicable law to be collected from the
purchasing party by the providing party, then () the
providing party shall timely bill the purchasing paity for
such Tax, (ii) the purchasing party shall timely remit such
Tax to the providing party and (iii) the providing party
shall timely remit such collected Tax to the applicable
taxing authority.

Taxes Imposed on Customers. With respect to any
purchase of services, facilities or arrangements that are
resold to a third party, if any Tax is imposed by applicable
law on the customer in connection with any such
purchase, then, the purchasing party (I) shall be required
to impose and/or collect such Tax from the customer and
(i) shall timely remit such Tax to the applicatle taxing
authority.

Taxes Imposed on the Providing Party. With respect
to any purchase of services, facilities or arrangements, if
any Tax is imposed by applicable law on the receipts of
the providing party (Receipts Tax), which law permits the
providing party to exclude certain receipts received from
sales for resale to a public utility, distributor, telephone
company, local exchange carier, telecommunications
company or other communications company
(Telecommunications company), such exclusion being
based solely on the fact that the purchasing party is also
supject to a tax based upon receipts, then the purchasing
party shall (I) provide the providing party with notice in
writing in accordance with Section 1.7 below of its intent
to pay the Receipts Tax and (ii) shall timely pay the
receipts tax to the applicable tax authority.

Liabllity for Uncollected Tax, Interest and Penaity. If
the providing party has not received an exemplion
certificate and fails to collect any Tax as required by
subsection 1.1(a), then, as between the providing party
and the purchasing party, (I) the purchasing party shall
remain liable for such uncollected Tax and (ii) the
providing party shail be liable for any penalty and interest
assessed with respect to such uncoliected Tax by such
taxing authority. However, if the purchasing party fails to

Page 75



MFS Communications Co., Inc., & Sprint United-Centel of Florida, Inc.
Florida Interconnection Agreement
Under Sections 251 and 252 of the Telecommunications Act of 1396

36.17.5

timely pay any taxes properly billed, then, as between
the providing party and the purchasing party, the
purchasing party will be solely responsible for payment of
the taxes, penalty and interest.

If the purchasing party fails to impose and/or collect any
Tax from customers as required by subsection 1.1(b),
then, as between the providing party and the purchasing
party, the purchasing party shall remain liable for such
uncollected Tax and any interest and penalty assessed
thereon with respect to the uncollected Tax by the
applicable taxing authority. With respect to any Tax that
the purchasing party has agreed to pay or impose on
and/or collect from customers, the purchasing party
agrees to indemnify and hold harmiless the providing
party on an after-tax basis for any costs incurred by the
providing party as a result of actions taken by the
applicable taxing authority to recover the Tax from the
providing Party due to the failure of the purchasing party
to timely pay or collect and timely remit such Tax to such
authority.

If the purchasing party fails to pay the Receipts Tax as
required by supsection 1.1(c ) then, as between the
providing party and the purchasing party, (I) the providing
party shall be liable for any Tax imposed on its receipts
and (ii) the purchasing party shall be liable for any
interest assessed thereon and any penalty assessed
upon the providing party with respect to such Tax by
such authority.

Tax Exemptions and Exemption Certificates. |If
applicable law clearly exempts a purchase from a Tax
and if such law also provides an exemption procedure,
such as an exemption-certificate requirement, then, if the
purchasing party complies with such procedure, the
providing party shall not collect such Tax during the
Effective Period of such exemption. |If applicable law
clearly exempts a purchase from a Tax and does not also
provide an exemption procedure, then purchasing party
will provide the providing party a 'etter, signed by an
officer, requesting such exemption and citing the
provision in the law which allows exemption. Purchasing
party will agree to indemnify and hold harmless the
providing party on an after-tax basis for tax, penalty and

July 3, 1996
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36.17.6

36.17.7

36.17.8

36.17.9

interest which may due if the exemption is later denied by
the taxing authority.

This agreement does not cover any tax which may be
imposed on either party's corporate existence, status or
income.

Billing of Tax Items Whenever possible, all Taxes shall
be billed as a separately stated item.

Cocperation with Audits In the event either party s
audited by a taxing authority, the other party agrees to
cooperate fully with the party being audited in order to
respond to any audit inquiries in a proper and timely
manner so that the audit and/or any resulting controversy
may be resolved expeditiously.

Notices for purposes of this Section: All notices,
affidavits, exemption-certificates or other ccmmunications
required or permitted to be given by either party to the
other, for purposes of this Section, shall be made in
writing and shall be delivered in person or sent by
certified mail, return receipt requested, or registered mail,
or a courier service providing proof of service, and sent
to the following:

To MFS: Director - Corporate Tax Department
MFS Communications Company, Inc.
11808 Miracle Hills Drive
Omaha, NE 68154

Withacopyto: Senior Director, External & Regulatory
Affairs
MFS Communications Company, Inc.
Six Concourse Parkway, Suite 2100
Atlanta, Georgia 30328-5351

Either party may from time to time designate another
address or other addresses by giving notice in
accordance with the terms of this Section. Any notice or
other communication shall be deemed to be given when
received.

Definitions for this Section:

July 3, 19986
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Effective Period.  Effective period shall mean the
period from the time ihat a proper exemption certificate
for each type of Tax is received and approved by the
Corporate Tax Department of the providing party until the
expiration date of the exemption certificate as set by the
applicable law.

Tax: Tax shall mean any and all federal, state, local,
municipality, public utility commission, public service
commission or other governmental agency tax, fee,
surcharge or cther tax-like charge as required or
permitted by applicable law to be collected from the
purchasing party by the providing party.

U I O B B B O N RN RN I B N
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties hereto have caused this Agreement

to be executed as of this day of . 1996.

MFS Communications Co., Inc. Sprint United-Centel of Florida, Inc.
/ . .

By :

Print Ham-'T:-\-.g 7"'111 7-— /sz,.g Print Name

Title: Sea o e ) a o T>r Title:
£ x f‘bm.-/ 9“4'&_ /- ‘le.-
M:r (i '7J 7
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Exhibit 1.0

Certain Terms as Defined in the Act
as of May 16, 1896 (Page 1 of 2)

"Affiliate” means a person that (directly or indirectly) owns or controls, is owned
or controlled by, or is under common ownership or control with, another person. For
purposes of this paragraph, the term “own™ means to own an equity interest (or the
equivalent thereof) of more than ten percent (10%).

“Dialing Parity” means that a person that is not an Affiliate of LEC is able to provide
Telecommunications Services in such a manner that Customers have the ability to
route automatically, without the use of any access co: e, their Telecommunications to
the Telecommunications Services provider of the Customer's designation from among
two (2) or more Telecommunications Services providers (including such LEC).

"Exchange Access™ means the offering of access to Telephone Exchange Services
or facilities for the purpose of the origination or termination of Telephone Toll Services.

“InterLATA" means Telecommunications between a point located in a local access
and transport area and a point located outside such area.

"Local Access and Transport Area” or "LATA" means a contiguous geographic area:
(a) established before the date of enactment of the Act by a Bell operating company
such that no Exchange Area includes points within more than one (1) metropolitan
statistical area, consolidated metropolitan statistical area, or State, except as expressly
permitted under the AT&T Consent Decree; or (b) established or modified by a Bell
operating company after such date of enactment and approved by the FCC.

“Local Exchange Carrier® means any person that is engaged in the provision of
Telephone Exchange Service or Exchange Access. Such term does not include a
person insofar as such person is engaged in the provision of a commercial mobile
service under Section 332 (c) of the Act, except to the extent that the FCC finds that
such service should be included in the definition of such term.

"Network Element® means a facility or equipment used in the provision of a
Telecommunications Service. Such term also includes features, functions, and
capabilities that are provided by means of such facility or equipment, including
subscriber numbers, databases, signaling systems, and information sufficient for billing
and collection or used in the transmission, routing, or other provision of @
Telecommunications Service.

“Number Portability” means the ability of end users of telecommunications services
to retain, at the same location, existing telecommunications numbers without

oo —
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Exhibit 1.0 (Page 2 of 2)

impairment of quality, reliability, or convenience when switching from one
telecommunications carrier to another.

"Telecommunications” means the transmission, between or among points specifiea
by the user, of information of the user's choosing, without change in the form or
content of the information as sent and receivod.

“Telecommmunications Carrier” means any provider of Telecommunications Services,
except that such term dces not include aggregators of Telecommunications Services
(as defined in Section 226 of the Communications Act).

"Telecommunications Service” means the offering of Telecommunications for a fee
directly to the public, or to such classes of users as to be effectively available directly
to the public, regardless of the facilities used.

“Telephone Exchange Service” means (a) service within a telephone exchange or
within a connected system of telephone exchanges within the same exchange area
operated to furnish subscribers intercommunicating service of the character ordinarily
furnished by a single exchange, and which is covered by the exchange service charge,
or (b) comparable service provided through a system of switches, transmission
equipment, or other facilities (or combination thereof) by which a subscriber can
originate and terminate a telecommunications service.

“Telephone Toll Service” means telephone service between stations in different
axchange areas for which there is made a separate charge not included in contracts
with subscribers for exchange service.
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Exhibit 2.0
Implementation Schedule
LATA Sprint MFS Interconnection
Interconnection Interconnection Activation Date
Wire Centers Wire Centers
(SIWC) (MIWC)
Orlando 500 New York Ave 1060 Maitland 9/1/96
Winter Park Center Commons
Maitland
July 3, 1996 - Togp B2
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Exhibit 3.0
Interconnaction Wire Centurs
. SIWC MIwWC
—LATA . (Sorint Wire Center] (MFS Wire Center)
Orlando 500 New York Ave 1060 Maitland Center Commons
Winter Park Maitland
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Exhibit 4.0

Meet-point Billing Provisions (Page 1 of 2)

A. Sprint shall provide MFS with the Switched Access Detail Usage Data
(category 1101XX records) on an on-going basis on magnetic tape or via
electronic file transfer using EMR format, no later than 10 days after the end
of the calendar month billing period.

B. MFS shall provide Sprint with the Switched Access Summary Usage Data
(category 1150XX records) on magnetic tape or via electronic file transfer
using the EMR format, no later than 10 days after the MFS bill is rendered.

C. In accordance with MECAB guidelines, each Party shall coordinate and
exchange the billing account reference ("BAR”) and billing account cross
reference (“BACR") numbers for the MPB Service. Each Party shall notify the
other if the level of billing or other BAR/BACR elements change, resulting in a
new BAR/BACR number.

D. If Switched Access Detail Usage Data is not submitted to MFS by Sprint in a
timely fashion or if it is not in proper format as previously defined, and if as a
result MFS is delayed in billing the IXCs, late payment charges will be payable
by Sprint to MFS as prescribed in MFS' access tariff.

E. If Switched Access Summary Usage Data is not submitted to Sprint by MFS
in a timely fashion or if it is not in proper format as previously defined, and if
as a result Sprint is delayed in billing the IXCs, late payment charges will be
payable to Sprint as prescribed in Sprint’'s access tariff. Excluded from this
provision will be any Switched Access Detail Usage Data records not provided
by Sprint in a timely fashion.

F. In the event MFS determines to offer Exchange Services in another LATA in
which Sprint operates an access tandem, Sprint shall, except in instances of
capacity limitations, permit and enable MFS to sub-tend the Sprint access
tandem switch{es) nearest to the MFS Rating Point(s) associated with the
NPA-NXX(s) to/from which the Switched Access Services are homed. In
instances of capacity limitation at a given access tandem switch, MFS shall be
allowed to sub-tend the next-nearest Sprint access tandem switch in which
sufficient capacity is available. The MPB percentages for each new Rating
Point/access tandem pair shall be calculated according to one of the three
methods identified in the MECAB document.
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Exhibit 4.0

'Mm-potm: Billing Provisions (Page 2 of 2)

MFS shall inform Sprint of the tandem(s) it wishes to sub-tend in the new
LATA and the parties shall jointly determine the calculation of the billing
percentages which should apply for such arrangement. MFS will deliver notice
to Sprint of all new routes. Sprint and VFS shall confirm each new route and
associated billing percentages in a Le ter of Understanding, and shall file these
percentages in NECA Tariff No. 4, within a reasonable time following receipt
of MFS' notice by Sprint.

G. MPB interconnection for Orlando LATA will be at the Orlando SIWC.
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Exhibit 5.0
Meet-point Billing Rate Elements

I I | ! I £l 5 I n< = I+ [ !’EEE I E

Bate Element Billing Company

Carrier Common Line MFS

Local Switching MFS

Interconriection Charge MFS

Local Transport Termination '50 % of Sprint rate & 50 % of MFS rate
Local Transport Facility ‘

Tandem Switching Sprint

Entrance Facility Sprint

; o pn i Originating from MES E :

Bate Element Billing Company

Carrier Common Line MFS

Local Switching MFS

Interconnection Charge MFS

Local Transport Termination 50 % of Sprint rate & 50 % of MFS rate
Local Transport Facility .

Tandem Switching Sprint

Entrance Facility Sprint

* Parties bill the IXCs its own tariff rate multiplied by the billing percentage identified for it in a
given MPB pair, in Exhibii 4.0, multiplied by the total facility miles.
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Exhibit 6.0

Interim Physical Network Architecture and Logical Network Trunking
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MFS/Sprint Interim Arch.--Exhibit 6.0.b

Trunk Type Definitions
]
TG 1. MFS POTS:
Definition - This is a | way SS7 trunk groug defined to handle all MFS originating POTStraflic which is sent to Sprint line customers.
- POTS refers to calls traditionally known as “local calling,” “extended area service (EAS),” and “IntraLATA toll.”
- Growth of this trunk group to additional Access Tandem offices will be accomplished according to agreements made
between Sprint and MFS.
TG 2. IXC Exchange (MPB)
Definition: This 2 way SS7 trunk group will be the primary route for all local and IniraLATA Toll calls 1o/from non-Sprint subscribers e.g.,

CLECs and ICOATC), non-MFS 800/888 calls originating from a MFS NXX and incoming calls from other Interexchange Carriers 1o MFS
line customers. In the future, it will be used to route all 1+ calls (including 800/888) and 10XXX/101XXXX calls which originate from a
MFS NXX in the Orlando LATA and are destined to an Interexchange Carrier other than MFS,
TG 3. DA - Directory Assistance
Definition: This | way MF trunk group handles calls made by MFS line customers to the directory assistance operator.
TG 4. BLV&I g
Definition: This 2 way MF trunk group (optionally, two 1 way trunks) carries Busy Line Verification and Interrupt traffic.
TG 5. Sprint POTS
Definition: This 1 way SS7 trunk group will be used to terminate Sprint local and IntralLATA traffic calling MFS line customers.
= POTS refers to calls traditionally known as “local calling,” “extended area service (EAS),” and “IntraLATA 1oll.”
- Growth of this trunk group to additional Access Tandem offices will be accomplished according to agreements made
between Sprint and MFS,
Enhanced 911 (E-911)
Choke
Definition: This is an optional 1 way MF trunk group used 1o handle mass calling; for example radio station call-in promotions.

PIMIFS

Definition: Existing FGD and traffic PICed to MFS.
Draft for Discussion Communications Company, Inc.
e by . PRIVATE/PROPRIETARY: Not for use or disclosure outside of MFS except under written agreement.
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Exnibit 8.0

Local Call Termination Rate

Local Call Termination Rate
Rate: $0.005 Per Minute of Use
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Exhibit 9.0

Information Services Billing and Collection Rate

Bill { Collaction R
$0.05 Per Call
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= Exhibit 10.0

BLV/BLVI Rates

$0.45*

*Rates will always reflect current Sprint wholesale tariff for this function.

July 3, 1996
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3 Exhibit 11.0

Local (EAS) Transit Rate

Local lincluding EAS. and EAS- lls) Call Transit B

$0.001 Per Minute of Use
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Loops

1. Urban Zone Rate:

Unbundled Element Rates

Rate per Element Deliversd
via Individual 2/4-wire Hand-ofl:

2-wire analog voice grade Loop
4.wire analog voice grade Loop
2-wire ADSL Loop
2-wire HDSL Loop
4-wire HDSL Loop

2-wire ISDN digital grade Loop
4-wira D5-1 digital grade Loop
4-wire DS-1 digital DID port

2. Suburban Zone Rate:

Non-

Recurring

$50.00
$50.00
$50.00
$50.00
$50.00
$75.00

$PSC and/or FCC Private Line and/or Special Access Fate
$PSC DS-1 digital DID Port Rate

Rate per Element Delivered
via Individual 2/4-wire Hand-off:

2-wire anslog voice grade Loop
4.wire analog voice grade Loop
2-wire ADSL Loop

2-wire HDSL Loop

4.wire HOSL Loop

2-wire ISDN digital grade Loop
" 4-wire DS5-1 digital grade Loop
4.wira DS-1 digital DID port

3. Rural Zone Rate:

Non-

Recurring

$50.00
$50.00
$50.00
$50.00
$50.00
$75.00

#PSC and/or FCC Private Line and/or Special Access Aate .
$PSC DS-1 digital DID Port Rate

Rate per Element Delivered

via Individual 2/4-wire Hand-oH:

Non- Monthiy

Recurring Recurring
2-wire pnalog voice grade Loop  $50.00 $15.00
4-wire analog voice grade Loop $50.00 §15.00
2-wire ADSL Loop $50.00 $#15.00
2-wire HOSL Loop $50.00 $15.00
4-wite HOSL Loop $50.00 $15.00
2-wire ISDN digital grade $76.00 $15.00

$PSC and/or FCC Private Line and/or Special Access Rate
$PSC DS-1 digital DID Port Rate

Exhibit 12.0

Maonthly
Racurring

$8.00
#8,00
$8.00
$8.00
$8.00
$8.0C

Monthly
Recurring

$11.00
$11.00
$11.00
$11.00
$11.00
$11.00

—
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= Exhibit 13.0

Urban, Suburban, and Rural Geographic Descriptions




MFS Communications Co., Inc., & Sprint United-Centel of Florida, Inc.
Florida Interconnection Agreement
Under Sections 251 and 252 of the Telecommunications Act of 1996

is Exhibit 14.0

Unbundled Element Bonafide Request
Process--Section 251(c)(3) (Page 1 of 2)

1. Each Party will promptly consider and analyze access to a new Unbundled
Element with the submission of an Unbundled Element Bona Fide Request
hereunder. This Unbundled Element Bona Fide Request Process does not
apply to those services requested pursuant to Report & Order and Notice of
Proposed Rulemaking 91-141 (rel. Oct. 19, 1992) { 2569 and n.G03.

2. A Unbundied Element Bona Fide Rec uest shall be submitted in writing and
shall include a technical description of each requested Unbundled Element.

3. The requesting Party may cancel a Unbundled Element Bona Fide Request at
any time.

4. Within ten (10) business days of its receipt, the receiving Party shall
acknowledge receipt of the Unbundied Element Bona Fide Request.

5. Except under extraordinary circumstances, within thirty (30) days of its receipt
of the Unbundled Element Bona Fide Request, the receiving Party shall provide
to the requesting Party a preliminary analysis of the Unbundled Element Bona
Fide Request. The preliminary analysis shall confirm that the receiving Party
will offer access to the Unbundled Element or will provide a detailed
explanation that access to the Unbundled Element is not technizally feasible
and/or that the request does not qualify as a Unbundled Element that is
required to be provided under the state or federal rules.

6. If the receiving Party determines that the Unbundled Element Bona Fide
Request is technically feasible, it shall promptly proceed with developing the
Unbundled Element Bona Fide Request as soon as it receives written
authorization from the requesting Party. When it receives such authorization,
the receiving Party shall promptly develop the requested services, determine
their availability, calculate the applicable prices and establish installation
intervals.

7. Unless the Parties expressly agree otherwise, the Unbundled Element Bona
Fide Request must be priced in accordance with FCC rules based upon the
'Act.4

8. As soon as feasible, but not more than sixty (60) days after its receipt of
authorization to proceed with developing the Unbundled Element Bona Fide
Request, the receiving Party shall provide t) the requesting Party a Unbundled
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7 Exhibit 14.0 (Page 2 of 2)

Element Bona Fide Request quote which will include, at a minimum, a
description of each Unbundled Element, the availability, the applicable rates
and the installation intervals.

8. Within thirty (30) days of its receipt of the Unbundled Element Bona Fide
Request quote, the requesting Party must either confirm its order for the
Unbundled Element Bona Fide Request pursuant to the Unbundled Element
Bona Fide Request quote or petition seek relief from the appropriate regulatory
bﬂd?-

10. If a Party to a Unbundled Element Bona Fide Request believes that the other
Party is not requesting, negotiating or processing the Unbundled Element Bona
Fide Request in good faith, or disputes a determination, or price or cost quote,
it may seek relief from the appropriate regulatory body.
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o Exhibit 15.0
Interim Number Portability (INP) Cost-Recovery
1. Business INP monthly recurring cost-recovery will be $3.00 for the first line,
including 18 call paths, and $0.50 per additional path beginning at the 19th
path.

2  Residence INP monthly recurring cc st-recovery will be $1.25 for the first
line, including 6 call paths, and $0.50 per path thereafter.

3. Business and residence non-recurring cost-recovery will $25.00 per service
order with multiple orders, lines, numbers including in a single service order
only being assessed a total of one $25.00C fee.

4. No usage fees will be applied for this capability.

5. DID cost-recovery (Future)
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Exhibit 16.0

Directory Assistance Rates

At MFS’ request, on-line access to Sprint’s Directory Assistance Service for
an MFS-designated Operator Bureau. Sprint will provide this capability
under the most favored non-discriminatory tariff or contract rates and
terms.

At MFS’ request, unbranded Directory Assistance capability under the most
favored non-discriminatory tariff or contract rates and terms for MFS
currently at a total rate of $0.25 per call.

At MFS’ request, MF5 Branded Directory Assistance capability under the
most favored non-discriminatory tariff or contract rates and terms for MFS
currently at a total rate of $0.25 per call.

At, MFS’ request, Sprint will license to MFS or an MFS-designated Operator
Bureau Sprint's directory database for use in providing competitive directory
assistance service. Sprint will provide this capability under the most
favored non-discriminatory tariff or contract rates and terms.

At MFS' request, Caller-optional call completion capability under the most
favored non-discriminatory tariff or contract rates and terms currently at
$0.25 per completed call,
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April 12, 1996

Mr. Tim Devine

MFS

Six Concourse Parkway, Suite 2100
Atlanta, GA 30328-5351

Dear Tim:

Enclosed for your review and comment are Sprint Corporation’s “Essential
Elements for the Competitive Checklist.” This document provides Sprint's
positions on what is required to implement the Telecommunications Act of 1996,
with respect to the 14-point competitive checklist in Section 271, which deals
with the RBOC provision of interLATA services. These positions also pertain to
Sections 251 and 252 of the Act conceming the obligations of incumbent local
exchange carriers to open their networks to competition.

Please give me a call if you have questions or would like to discuss any
issues in more detail

I may be reached at 913-624-2261.
Sincerely,
-I-)M L‘B‘-L ‘.'IS.,.} l'b\"
Juck K. Burge
National Account Manager -
CLEC/IN/Wireless
JKB:ms
Enclosure

cc:  Dean Kurtz (w/o enclosure) S/UTF/CF
Ben Poag (w/o enclosure) S/UTF/CF
Earl Bishop (w/o enclosure) Mid-Atlantic
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April 8, 1996
TO: D. L. Cross J. D. Kelley S. L. McMahon
M. B. Fuller W. E. McDonald R. W. Osler

D. M. Jett
RE: Essential Elements for the Competitive Checklist

Enclosed is Sprint Corporation’s “Essential Elements for the Competitive Checklist.” This
document provides the official Sprint policy positions on what is required to implement the
Telecommunications Act of 1996, with specific reference to the 14-point competitive checklist
in Section 271 which deals with RBOC provision of interLATA services. These positions also
pertain to Sections 251 and 252 of the Act conceming the obligations of incumbent local
exchange carriers to open their networks to competition. This checklist supersedes my
September 6, 1995 transmittal of the baseline policy statements developed last year as Sprint's
“Essential Elements of Local Competition.”

This checklist was developed jointly by local and long distance policy experts with direct input,
involvement and direction from Sprint’s Corporate Executive Group. Consistent
representations and advocacy of these positions in all forums are imperative. Questions
concerning this checklist may be directed to Alan Sykes at 913/624-2475 or Jim Sichter on
Alan's staff at 913/624-2479.

Sincerely,

[)Uz:lf-

DWP/ss



cc:  OTC Vice Presidents - Regulatory
OTC Vice Presidents - Legal
OTC Vice Presidents - Government Affui
QTC'WHW_FW
OTC Vice Presidents - Carrier
OTC Vice Presidents - Consumer Mari
OTC Vice Presidents - Business Markets
R. T. LeMay (w/o enclosure)
G. N. Forsee (w/o enclosure)
J. R. Devlin (w/o enclosure)
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Fax 9131 624-5424

J. Richard Deviin
Executne Vice Pretideny
General Cuﬂoﬂ&m‘m

. Implementation of the Telecommunications Act of 1996
Essential Elements for th : Competitive Checklist

Sprint Corporation is firmly committed to the vision of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996 “to accelerate rapidly private sector
deployment of advanced telecommunications and information technologies
and services to all Americans by opening all telecommunications markets to
competition.” While the Act provides the framework to achieve this vision,
federal and state regulators and legislators will establish the implementation
policies and rules that will determine how and when this vision tvill become
reality,

The enclosed “Essential Elements for the Competitive Checklist" provides
Sprint’s positions on what is required by the Act. Although the enclosure
specifically addresses issues with reference.to the 14-point competitive
checklist in Section 271 of the Act (dealing with RBOC provision of
InterLATA services), Sprint's positions also pertain to Sections 251 and 252 of
the Act concerning obligations of incumbent local exchange carriers to open
their networks to competition.

Because Sprint is the nation's third largest long distance company, as well as
the local telephone company for over six million customers in rural,
suburban and urban markets in nineteen states, Sprint brings a unique
perspective on how the Act should be implemented. Sprint's interests are in
policies and rules that achieve local competition quickly without placing
unfair restrictions or unreasonable economic burdens on incumbent local
telephone companies. We believe our recommendations fairly balance the
conflicting interests of the industry participants while permitting rapid
achievement of meaningful competition.

As the Essential Elements make clear, Sprint urges the adoption of aggressive
rules and policies to promote facilities-based competition. Sustained price
competition and d!pgymml of advanced services or features are likely to be
realized only if alternative networks are (onstructed. Thus, in implementing
the wh rate requirement for resale, "avoided costs” should not be



3l

Page 2

defined s0 expansively as to create an artificial market for resale and deter the
construction of alternative networks.

Most importantly, the Telecom Act of 1996 and the enclosed Essential
Elements require a fundamental change in the pricing of basic local exchange
and exchange access services. The Act requires cost-based, nondiscriminatory

of interconnection and unbundled network elements, which is

tent with current pricing for exchange access, a form of
interconnection. Current local service prices are based on an historical system
of implicit and explicit subsidies and residual pricing that cannot be
reconciled with the Act.

Sprint urges that regulators quickly develop comprehensive approaches to
allow cost-based, nondiscriminatory rates. We recommend increasing the
subscriber line charge, moving carrier common line charges to a per line
recovery charge, phasing down the residual interconnection charge, and
adopting an explicit competitively-neutral universal service subsidy system
based upon the Benchmark Cost Model. Sprint supports a reasonably short
transition to address potential price dislocations and avoid rate shock.
However, strict adherence with cost-based, nondiscriminatory pricing
requirements is needed to comply with the Section 271 competitive checklist.

Sprint looks forward to the opportunity to discuss these points in more detail.

:&W—*

/ J. Richard Devlin

April 4, 1996
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_ESSENTIAL ELEMENTS FOR THE COMPETITIVE CHECKLIST

The Telecommunications Act of 1896 (Act) requires state and Federal Communications
Commission (FCC) review of Bell Operating Company (BOC) compliance with a
comprehensive checklist before BOCs are allowed to provide in-region interLATA long
distance. Whether the Act results in actual local telephone competition will depend in large
measure upon whather this checklist is followed and anforced. If the BOCs forthrightly comply
with all of the requirements 10 open local telephone markets to competition, the promisa of
competition will be realized. This paper describes what Sprint believes are essential policies
for implementing the 14 checklist items contained in Section 271(c)(2)(B):

1.
2.
3

L AN

10.
11

12.

130

14,

Interconnection in accordance with the requiieaments of sections 251(c)(2) and

252(d)(1).

access (0 network elements in accordance with the requirements of
sections 251(c)(3) and 252(d)(1).

access to the poles, ducts, conduits, and rights-of-way owned or
controlled by the Bell operating company at just and reasonable rates in accordance
with the requirements of section 224.
Local loop transmission from the central office to the customer's premises, unbundied
from local switching or other services.
Local transport from the trunk side of a wireline local exchange carrier switch
unbundied from switching or other services.
Local switching unbundied from transport, local loop transmission, or other services.
Nondiscriminatory access 1o: (I) 811 and E911 services; (l1) directory assistance
services 10 aliow the other camier's cusiomers 1o obtain lelephone numbers; and (Il1)
operalor call completion services.
White pages direciory listings for customers of the other camier's lelephone exchange
service

Until the date by which telecommunications numbering administration guidelines, plan,
or rules are established, nondiscriminatory access 1o telephone numbers for
assignment to the other carrier's telephone exchange service customers. After that
date, compliance with such guidelines, plan, or rules.

Nondiscriminatory access to dalabases and associaled signaling necessary for call
routing and completion.

uwhmwmmmmmm: pursuant fo section 251 to

mmmmmmm or other comparable arangements,
with as littie impairment of functioning, quality, reliability, and convenience as possible.
After that date, full compliance with such regulations.

Nondiscriminalory access 10 such services or information as are necessary to allow the
requesting carier 1o implement local dialing parity in accordance with the requirements
of section 251(b)(3).
;mwwhmumﬁmMuwmmuuwm
Telecommunications services are available for resale in accordance with the
requirements of sections 251(c)(4) and 252(d)(3\.
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Checklist Item 1. “Interconnection in accordance with the requirements of
sections 251(c)(2) and 252(d)(1).

The Act Requires that all incumbent local exchange camiers (LECs) must allow
interconnection fo their networks: (1) for exchange service and exchange access; (2) at any
technically feasible point; (3) that is at least equal in quaiity to what the local exchange carmier
gives itself, its affilistes, or anyone eise; and (4) on rates terms and ccnditions that are just,
reasonable, and nondiscriminatory. (251(c)(2)) An ¢ interconnection, service, or network
element provided under an approved agreement sk ill be made available to any other
requesting felecommunications camier upon the same ferms and conditions as those provided
in the agreement. (252(i)) Prices for inferconnection shall be based on cost (without
reference fo any rate-based proceeding) and be nondiscriminatory, and may include a
reasonable profit. (252(d)(1))

it e d L1 I !
For interconnection sis at any other points, lelecommunications camiers
should have the obligation to define where they want to interconnect with sufficient detail
-

to permil negotiations.

i 1"f /|

Once an interconnection is made available by an incumbent local exchange carmier, it
should be presumed that it is technically feasible for other incumbent local exchange
carriers, using like technology, to aiso provide the interconnection.

» An incumbent exchange should allow requesting lelecommunications
camiers the same technical inlerconnections that it uses for itself or its affiliates, or
allows anyone eise. If this is not technically feasible, the incumbent local exchange
carrier should instead provide interconnections that are at least equal in quality from
the perspectives of the customer and requesting carier,

» Incumbent local exchange carriers should not refuse 1o provide an interconnection
arangement simply because they believe that it is not economically feasible. Parties
mmmwﬂmmwmwumw,hmum
the option of subsequent price decreases if additional lelscommunications carriers later
contribute 1o cost recovery by purchasing the same interconnection arangement.

—




Interconnection (cont) EssenTiAL ELEMENTS FOR THE COMPETITIVE CHECKLIST
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Erices should be cost-based.

» Prices for interconnection should be based on total service long run incremental cost
(i.e., all the costs caused by the interconnection), including the cost of capital (i.e.,
profit), plus a reasonable contribution to joint and common costs. The level of
contribution 1o joint and common costs should be a uniform loading that is reflective of
an sconomically efficient local exchange carrier, but not to exceed 15%. The profit
level shouid be the most recent authorized intrastate rate of retum or prescribed
interstate rate of retum.

» Price siructures should aliow telecommunications carriers 1o interconnect in an efficien!
Manner,

» Incumbents should impute in the aggregate the same interconnection charges as are
charged to their competitors, plus the costs of other services and functionalities
actually used by the incumbent. It is recognized that services targeted for universal
service may nol pass &n imputation test absent explicit universal service suppont.

» Full prices should not be charged for interconnections that are of a le3ser quality than
those the incumbent uses itself.

» There should be no restrictions on how interconnections can be used. All
telecommunications camriers have the right to request and purchase interconnection
and 10 use the interconnection for any telecommunications service.

satisfy the competitive checklist,

» The Act sels up a conflict between interconnection prices which must be cost-based.
and prices for exchange access (a form of interconnection) which are not cost-based.
Current access prices are priced significantly above cost because of historic subsidies.
the use of fully distributed cost, and the use of residual ratemaking to price basic local
exchange services. The FCC and state commissions should revamp existing access
pricing polcies and implement an aggressive transition 1o cosi-based access prices.
Specifically, this policy should include rebalancing prices, increasing the subscriber line
dww.mhqcnﬂ-rmhdmpshnp«hmym, phasing
down the residual interconnection charge, and adopting an explicit competitively-
neutral universal service subsidy sysiem based on the Benchmark Cost Model.
Regulalors should not consider this checklist item o be compleled until access prices
are cosi-based.

» During a commission-mandated transition to cost-based prices for exchange access,
hhﬁﬂmmﬁm:mmmﬂmumthummlmmm
exchange access prices.
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=5 SNOU Dmvig ]
Electronic bonding is critical for nondiscriminatory interconnection. Regulators should
require incumbent local exchange camiers to provide other telecommunications carriers
with electronic interfaces to systems for provisioning, trouble reporting, ordering, facility
assignment and control, and other functions necessary to ensure that other
telecommunications camiers are unimpeded in their ability to provide their services. It is
recognized that such integration is not withouit cost and time requirements, but the
compelitive checklist cannot be satisfied abs it such integration. Read-only access is nol
sufficient for most systems.
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Checklist lfem 2. "Nondiscriminatory access to network elements in
accordance with the requirements of sections 251(c)(3) and 252(d)(1).*

The Act Requires that all incumbent local exchange camiers must provide, fo any requesting
telecommunications camier for the provision of a telecommunications service,
nondiscriminatory access fo network elements on an unbundled basis at any technically
feasidle point on rates, terms, and conditions that ere just, reesonable, and nondiscriminatory.
These unbundied network elements will be provide | in @ manner that allows cariers to
combine the elements in order to provide the telect mmunications service. (251(c)(3)) A
network element is a facility or equipment used in the provision of a telecommunication
service, including festures, functions, end capabiiities such as subscriber numbers, databases,
signaling systems, and information sufficient for billing and collection, or used in transmission,
routing, or provision of a telecommunications service. (3(a)(45)) In determining which
network elements will be made available, the FCC shall consider, at a minimum, whether (A)
access fo nefwork elements that are proprietary is necessary and (8) whether failure to
provide access fo these network elements would impair the ability of a camier to provide the
services it wishes. (251(d)(2)) Prices shall be based on cost (without reference to any rate-
based proceeding) and be nondiscriminatory, and may inciude a reasonable profit (252(d)(1))
As part of their competitive checklist, BOCs are required to unbundie loop transmission, trunk
side local transport, and local switching. (271(c)(2)(B)(iv)-{vi))

Telecommunications cariers other network elements should have the obligation
1o define the elements they want with sufficient detail to permit negotiations.

= A d Il HEN T W I A% '.h": o USRS,
A service offered al retail to customers who are nol lelecommunications carriers and
available for resale (for example, a custom calling feature) should not be considered a
network element. Elements that have been unbundied, such as unbundied loop

mwm.mmm.mmmmmmmun
services. Wholesale prices for retail services should be developed in accordance with

Section 252(d)(3).

a i 5 A i iy & ."41
Incumbent local exchange carriers should have the burden of proof if they believe that a
requested network element is not technically feasible.




Network Elements (cont) EssanmAL ELEMENTS POR THE COMPETITIVE CHECKLIST
Page § of 23

$IOUNT D8 NO CissrIming o WL ik-dE

» If a requested network element is nol technically feasible, incumbent local exchange
camiers should be required 1o provide capabilities that, from the perspectives of the
cusiomer and requesting carmier, are reasonably comparable in quality and function to
the requested network element,

» Incumbent local exchange carmiers shoulc' not refuse to provide a network element
simply because they believe that it is noi economically feasible. Parties should
negotiaie how costs of providing a network element will be recovered, including the
option of subsequent price decreases if additional telecommunications carriers later
coniribute to cost recovery by purchasing the same network element.

'.-h"'. o nouig De pn L VL e,
Once a network element is made available by an incumbent local ex carier, il
should be presumed that it is technically feasible for other incumbent local exchange

camiers, using like technology, to also provide the network element.

-l A" ad%ills JE LOI-U8S80

» The for a network element should be based on lotal service long run incremental
cost, including the cost of capital, plus a reasonable contribution 1o joint and common
costs. The level of contribution to joint and common costs should be a uniform loading
that is reflective of an economically efficient local exchange carier, but not to exceed
15%. The profit level should be the most recent authorized intrastate rate of retum or
prescribed interstate rate of relum. -

» Prices for network elements may be geographically deaveraged; for example,
according to high cost, medium cost, and low cost exchanges. In addition, prices for
loop transmission may vary according to bands that reflect distance from central
offices.

» Pmm:Muwmmm:muwm-mcumm
elements in an efficient manner,

» Incumbents should impule in the aggregate the same charges as are paid by their
competitors, plus the costs of other services and functionalities actually used by the
incumbent. It is recognized that services targeted for universal service may not pass
an imputation test absent explicit universal service support.

» Full prices should not be charged for network elements that are of a lesser quality than
those the incumbent uses itself.

» There should be no restrictions on how network elements can be used. All
telecommunications carriers should have the right 1o request and purchase network
eiements and 1o use the elements for providiig any lelecommunications service.
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Ammrmnl: lothumrutrutﬂumlrulnr.:hwldputomawﬁartmlup-ymg
for the network facilities. For example, if a camier has purchased unbundied local loop
transmission, or purchased unbundied local loop transmission, local switching, and local
transport at cosi-based prices, the incurnbent local exchange carmier that is providing the
unbundied facilities should not receive access payments for exchange access over the
facilities.

satisfy the competitive checkiist,

The Act sets up a conflict between network element prices which must be cosi-based, and
exchange access prices which are not cost-based. The FCC and state commissions
should revamp exisling access pricing policies and implement an aggressive transition to
cost-based access prices according to the policy described for interconnection. Regulators
should not consider this checklist item to be completed until access prices are cost-based.

Ll T s A AL WL

Emmmumfwmmmmmmm Regulators
should require incumbent local exchange carmiers to provide other telecommunications
camiers with elecironic interfaces to systems for provisioning, trouble reporting, ordering,
facility assignment and control, and other functions necessary to ensure that other
telecommunications carriers are unimpeded in their ability to provide their services. It is
recognized that such inlegration is not without cost and time requirements, bul the
competilive checklist cannot be satisfied absent such integration. Read-only access is not
sufficient for most sysiems.
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Checklist item 3. "Nondiscriminatory access to the poles, ducts, conduits, and
rights-of-way owned or controlied by the Bell operating company at just and
reasonable rates in accordance with the requirements of section 224.

The Act Requires each local exchange camier to afford nondiscriminatory access to the
poles, ducts, condults, and righis-of-way to competing providers of telecommunications
services, but they may deny access for rexsons of safety, reliability, and generally sppliceble
engineering purposes. (251(b)(4), 224(f)) Within two years, the FCC must prescribe
regulations for charges for pole attachmeri!s used by telecommunications camiers (not
incumbent local exchange carriers) to provide telecommunications services, when the parties
fail to agree. Charges must be just, reasonable, and nondiscriminatory. (224(a)(5), (e)(1))
Fole attachment charges shall include costs of usable space and other space. (224(d)(1)-(3).
(e)(2)) Duct and conduit-charges shall be no greater than the average cost of duct or conduit
space. (224(d)(1)) A utility must impute and charge affilistes is pole sttachment rates.
(224(g))

Serint's Recon\mendations

QUG Provioe COT Dy =1 LRSS O PO U C Long Mg S =0 :
Access 1o poles, ducts, conduits, and rights-of-way should be provided unless the local
exchange carmier demonsirates that generally accepled standards for safety, reliability, or
engineering make access unfeasible. If capacity is not available and the local exchange
carrier has no plans 1o add capacity, but the bc:ﬂur.hmut carrier chooses to construct
capacity at the request of a competitor, then special construction charges should apply.

"
-

Access should be nondiscriminatory.
A local exchange carrier should provide competitors access to poles, ducls, conduits, and
ﬁngMumrum:mm:ﬂmu-ﬂwsme its affiliales.

Prices shoyld be cost-based,

Prices should be based on an appropriate measurement of the use of the facility or
right-of-way and should include a reasonable amount of profit. The profit level should be
the most recent intrastate authorized rate of retumn or prescribed interstate rate of retum.

nd condiions should be sel oul in tenfs and coniract:

Tarifis should be filed for pole attachments. Conlracts should be used for access to ducts,
conduits, and rights-of-way. Contract terms, conditions, and prices should be available to
mmmmfwwmmmm.
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Checklist Item 4. "Local loop transmission from the central office to the
customer's premises, unbundled from local switching or other services.”

The Act Requires that BOCs unbundle loop transmission. (271(c)(2)(B)(iv)) This is to be
provided af any technically feasibie point and in & way that is nondiscriminatory, including
rates, lerms, and conditions that are just, reasonable, and nondiscriminatory. Unbundied
network elements will be provided in @ menner that allows camiers to combine the elements in
order to provide the telecommunications service. (251(c)(3)) In determining which network
elements will be made available, the FCC shall consider, at @ minimum, whether (A) access to
network eiements that are proprietary is nec ‘ssary and (B) whether faiiure to provide access
fo these network slements would impair the .\bility of a carmier to provide the services it
wishes. (251(d)(2)) Prices shall be based on cost (without reference to any rate-based
proceeding) and be nondiscriminatory, and may include & reasonable profit. (252(d))

Ln:ibopmummn-mmmm bctm-namr-trnl o!ru and the
customer’s location. The customer location may be the premises of another
telecommunications carrier,

Prices should be cost-based,

Prices for local loop transmission should be cost"based. The pricing and cost standards
are the same as those for network elements. Consistent with the policy for network
elements, there should be no restrictions on how local loop transmission can be used.

Emmﬁiﬂhuﬁmmmﬂmﬂmﬂuu to nctwork elements such as
local loop transmission. Regulators should require incumbent local udungc camiers 1o
provide other telecommunications carriers with elecironic inlerfaces in accordance with the
policy described for network elements. Read-only access is not sufficient for most

systems.
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Checklist ltem 5. “Local transport from the trunk side of a wireline local
exchange carrier switch unbundied from switching or other services.”

The Act Requires that BOCs unbundie trunk side local transport. (271(c)(2)(B){v)) This is to
be provided at any technically feasible point and in & way that is nondiscriminatory, including
rates, terms, and conditions that are just, reasonable, and nondiscriminatory. Unbundied
network elements will be provided in a manner that allows carmiers to combine the slements in
order fo provide the telecommunications service. 251(c)(3)) In determining which network
elements will be made available, the FCC shall co 1sider, at a minimum, whether (A) access (o
network elements that are proprietary is necessary and (B) whether failure to provide access
fo these network elemants would impair the ability of a camier to provide the services it

* wishes. (251(d)(2)) Prices shell be based on cost (without reference fo any rate-based
proceeding) and be nondiscriminatory, and may inciude & reasonable profit. (252(d))

ol icati jor's facilith
Trunk side local ransport means transmission from the trunk side of a switch to a
telecommunications camier's facilities. Local transpori does not include switching.
Tandem swilching should be unbundled from transmission.

-

Prices should be cost-based,

Prices for local transport should be cost-based. The pricing and cos! standards are the
same as those for network elements. Consistent with the policy for network elements,
there should be no restrictions on how local transport can be used.

Incumbent LECs shoyld provide electronic interfaces for network elements.

Electronic bonding is critical for nondiscriminatory access 1o network elements such as
local transport. Regulators should require incumbent local exchange carmiers to provide
other telecommunications cumiers with electronic interfaces in accordance with the policy
described for network elements. Read-only access is not sufficient for most syslems.
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Checklist Item 6. "Local switching unbundied from transport, local loop
transmission, or other services.

The Act Requires thet BOCs unbundie local switching. (271/c)(2)(B)(vi)) This is to be
provided at any technically feasible point and in 8 way that is nondiscriminatory, including
rates, ferms, and conditions that are just, reasonable, and nondiscriminatory. Unbundied
network elements will be provided in a manner that allows camiers to combine the elements in
order to provide the telecommunications service. (25'(c)(3)) In defermining which network
elements will be made available, the FCC shall consi er, at a8 minimum, whether (A) access (o
network elements that are proprietary is necessary and (3) whether failure to provide access
to these nelwork elements would impair the abilty of a carmier to provide the services it
wishes. (251(d)(2)) Prices shall be based on cost (without reference to any rate-based
proceeding) and be nondiscriminatory, and may include a reasonable profit. (252(d))

LM ' e il Aot S8
Local switching means the end-office
traffic.

1=l

of excl

yIC

switching

Prices should be cost-based.

Prices for local swilching should be cost-based. The pricing and cost standards are the
same as those for network elements. Consistenl with the policy for network elements,
there should be no restrictions on how local switching can be used.

ILUmy oud o : ] I il

Electronic bonding is critical for nondiscriminatory access 1o network elements such as

local switching. Regulators should require incumbent local exchange carriers to provide
other telecommunications carmiers with electronic interfaces in accordance with the polic;
described for network elements. Read-only access is not sufficient for most systems.
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Checklist Item 7. "Nondiscriminatory access to: (1) 911 and E911 services:
(Il) directory assistance services to allow the other carrier's customers to
obtain telephone numbers; and (lll) operator call completion services."

The Act Requires that access or inferconnection provided or generally offered by a BOC fo
other lelecommunication camiers must include nondiscriminatory access to (I) 911 and E911
service; (ll) directory assistance service fo aliow the other camer's customers to obtain
telephone numbers: and (lIl) operator call completion rervices. (271(c)(2)(B)(vii))

» Al 1mmmmuﬂnn: unhr: th.dd hnm access to mmmbmt Ioul unhmg-
camiers' 811, E911, directory assistance, and operator call completion capabilities on
the same terms and conditions as enjoyed by the incumbent local exchange cariers.

» All telecommunications carriers should be allowed to have their telephone numbers
included in directory assistance, line information database (LIDB), and other operator
services at the same price, lerms, and condilions as does the incumbent.

» \Mnn I tlllmnunuhnm umer huy: a service lor resale, lho Muh unm:e
should include populating the databases assdtialed with the retail services with data
on the reseller's customers.

» Retail local exchange service includes access to; (1) 911 and ES11 service; (mn
directory assistance service to allow the other carrier's customers to obtain telephone
numbers; and (Ill) operator call completion services. When a telecommunications
camier buys local exchange service for resale, the wholesale service should include
access to these services.

Amlu to thm da:tlbuu lhou.nld bc ml.'h ona nondrmmmnllory basis at the same
price, terms, and conditions as the incumbent local exchange carrier.
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Checklist Item 8. "White pages directory listings for customers of the other
carrier's telephone exchange service.”

The Act Requires that access or interconnection provided or generally offered
by a BOC fo other telecommunication camiers must include white pages directory listings for
customers of the other carmier's telephone exchanpe service. (271(c)(2)(8)(viii))

Ll

LT e 8 _CIMPCIOMN PP A ITH- LS CTME |

» All telecommunications cariers should be allowed to have their customers' telephone
numbers included in the incumbent local exchange camiers’ telephone directories.
These listings should be equal in price, functionality, and quality to the incumbent's
listings.

» Incumbent local exchange carriers’ white page listings should include all other cariers’
customers (except those cusiomers that desire not 1o be so listed) residing in the
incumbent’s serving area. These listings should be identical 1o, and fully integrated
and interfiled with, the while page listings provided to the incumbent's customers.

Listings should be nondiscriminatory,
» The same lisling formats, terms and conditions, and prices related 10 the listing that the
incumbent uses should be available 10 all cafriers.

» Listings should not contain any notation, symbol or other information which identifies
that the customer is taking service from another carier unless the carrier requests a
special identification for its cusiomers and this spscial identification is technically
feasible. This enhancement should be available 1o all cariers at the same price,
ferms, and conditions.

» White pages informational sections should be made available 10 all carriers on a
nondiscriminatory basis at the same price, terms, and conditions.

.
'k 7
(il o
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The incumbent local exchange carrier should allow its channel of distribution 1o be used to
deliver copies of the incumbent's white pages direcicries 1o other carriers’ consumers that
are located in the incumbents’ local service area. This should be available al the same
price, terms, and conditions as the incumbent uses for itself.

» Acte3d (0 yeliow pages should be nondiscriminaton
Dhmhu'm:h«ﬂhnnmnhhnMMudwmm'yﬂm
pages directory at the same terms and conditions as are available 10 the incumbent's other
customers. ..
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Camiers should be aliowed fo license.

Incumbent local exchange carriers and other camiers should be allowed 1o license all
listing information contained within directories service. Carmiers should be compensated
for such use based on a reasonable and nondiscriminatory amount.

A TEniis (TR LAl

Liability lh‘l'lttltioﬂ l"llliﬂg fo dhclory ermors md onﬁumn: should be offered through a
satisfactory hold harmiess agreement from all carriers.

Wi E i

el o0 Bircherlos sérvice nchudes dreciory Services. When & telecommunications
carrier buys a service for resale, the wholesale service should inciude these directory
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Checklist item 9. "Until the date by which telecommunications numbering
administration guidelines, plan, or rules are established, nondiscriminatory
access o telephone numbers for assignment to the other carrier's telephone
exchange service customers. After that date, compliance with such guidelines,
plan, or rules.*

The Act Requires the FCC to create or designale oni, or more impartial entities to administer
telecommunications numbering and to make numbers available on an equitable basis. The
FCC has exclusive jurisdiction over the U.S. portion of the North American Number Plan, but

~ may delegate any or all jurisdiction fo State commissions or other entities. (251(e)(1)) BOCs
are required fo provide nondiscriminatory access to telephone numbers for assignment by
other carmiers until telecommunications numbering administration guidelines, plan, or rules are
established. Once these guidelines, plans, or rules are established, BOCs must comply with
them. (271(c)(2)(B)(ix))

B85 (D [oX ]
All carriers should have equal non-discriminatory access to sufficient blocks of
lelephone numbers 1o offer service.

» Numbering policy must be broadly developed*and administered in a competitively
neutral manner, The incumbent local exchange carmier must not be able to control the

administration and assignment of numbering resources. NPA assignments mus! be
handled in a neutral and non-discriminatory manner.

i

The FCC has alreudy established the NANC and given i the responsibility of selecting a
neutral third party 1o administer number assignment. Sprint supports these efforts and has
offered a representative {0 the NANC.

Although of spare numbers is an efficient means fo help conserve the numbering
resource, until it is technically and administratively fsasible to have multiple central offices
serve the same NXX (i.e., location portability), pooling of spare numbers would only be an
adminisirative burden. When location portability is feasible, then Sprint would support
pooiing of numbers,



Access to Numbers {cnnt. ) ESSENTIAL ELEMENTS FOR THE COMPETITIVE CHECKLIST
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» Eam&nmﬁuubulummmmmwnubm|mmlpmm
of contact for other telecommunications cariers to obtain telephone numbers. The
coniact would obtain a telephone number and retum it to the other telecommunications
carrier on the firm order confirmation. Numbers could be provisioned immediately, or
assigned as a block of numbers similar to cellular carriers.

» Number administralors, including incumben! local exchange carriers, should develop
means for electronic access to telephone r umber assignments so that number
assignments are not tied to number administrators' hours of operation. Industry forums
should establish the procedures.
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Checklist Item 10. "Nondiscriminatory access to databases and associated
signaling necessary for call routing and completion.*

The Act Requires that access or interconnection provided or generally offered by a BOC to
other telecommunication camiers shall include nondiscriminatory access to databases and
associated signalling necessary for call routing and completion. (271(c){2)(B)(x)) In
determining which of these network elemenis will be made available, the FCC shall consider,
at a minimum, whether (A) access fo network elemynts that are proprietary is necessary and
(8) whether failure fo provide access fo these netw: rk elements would impair the ability of &
camier to provide the services it wishes. (251(d)(2)) Prices of network elements shall be
based on cost (without reference fo any rate-based proceeding) and be nondiscriminatory, and
may include a reasonable profit. (252(d)(1))

. L) At s (U O S8 S
Te carriers be allowed o have access to directory assistance,
LIDB, Advanced Intelligent Network (AIN), 800, and other databases and have access 1o
such resources equal in price, functionality, and quality as do incumbent local exchange
carriers,

Interconnection should be seamless. -

Incumbent local exchange carriers should provide other telecommunications carriers with
inlerconnections that give these carmiers seamiess integration into and use of the
incumbents’ signalling and interoffice networks. This seamiess integration should be
equivalent lo that of the incumbents. For example, the other telecommunications cariers
should have real time electronic access 10 databases.

Prices should be cost-based.
Prices for dalabases and signaling should be cosi-based. The pricing and cos! standards
are the same as thos) for network elements.
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Checklist lfem 11. "Until the date by which the Commission issues regulations
pursuant to section 251 to require number portability, interim
telecommunications number portability through remote call forwarding, direct
inward dialing trunks, or other comparable arrangements, with as little
impairment of functioning, quality, reliability, and convenience as possible.
After that date, full compliance with such regulations.

The Act Requires all local exchange camiers to provide number portability, to the extent
feasible, and in accordance with the FCC's requirements. (251(b)(2)) Number portabiity
allows customers (o retain, at the same location, ‘heir existing telecommunications numbers
without impairment of quality, reliability, or conver.ience when switching from one
telecommunications camier fo another. (3(a)(46)) Until the date that the FCC establishes for
number portability, BOCs are required fo provide inferim number portability through remote
call forwarding, direct inward dialing trunks, or other comparable arrangements, with as Iitie
impairment of functioning, quality, reliability, and convenience as possible. BOCs must fully
comply with all FCC number portability regulations. (271(c)(2)(B)(xi))

Tha ﬁal"uﬂbnn of m.l'nbcr ponlhihly lhauld mdudt nnriu providtr orﬂy al 1h|.-. hme
Location routing number archilecture should be used for irue number portability. Other
portability, including location and service, should be phased-in as technology and markets
diclate.

RCF should be the rnclhod used fnr interim mmbcr portability. Hmvir nthor methods,
such as direct inward dialing and Local Exchange Routing Guide (LERG) reassignment,
may be appropriate in limiled circumstances.

» sm Mmmsmwmmmbymtmm number portability.
Thus, the FCC shculd act aggressively in this area. The FCC should order true local
number portability lo be implemented by December 31, 1997, in the top 100
metropolitan statistical areas (MSAs). True local number portability should be
implemented in the next 135 MSAs by December 31, 1999. The remaining areas
should implement true local number portability upon a bona fide reques! after
December 31, 1989. The FCC shouid initiate a proceeding to determine cost recovery
issues with local number portability.

» Interim number portability pricing should provide an economic incentive to incumbent
local exchange carriers to develop and implement true number portability. Interim
number portability should be priced as a network element, but with a discount because
of the lack of parity. This discount should be the sama $5% discount provided for
inferior exchange access during the transition to equal access.
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hecklist | "Nondiscriminatory access to such services or information
as are necessary to allow the requesting carrier to implement local dialing
parity in accordance with the requirements of section 251(b)(3).*

The Act Requires that access or interconnection provided or generally offered by a BOC to
other telecommunication camiers shall include nondiscrimi \atory access to such services or
information as are nacessary to allow the requesting cami r to implement local dialing panty in
accordance with 251 (b)(3). (271(c)(2)(B)(xii)) AN local exchange camiers have the duty to
provide dialing parity to competing providers of felephone exchange service and telephone foll
service, and the duty fo permit all such providers to have nondiscriminatory access to
telephone numbers, operator services, directory assistance, and directory listing, with no
unreasonable dialing delays. (251(b)(3))

s i LAt LA i caliing
Competing networks should be interconnected so that customers can seamlessly receive
calls that originate on ancther camier's network and place calls that terminate on another
carrier's network without dialing extra digits, paying exira, or doing anything out of the
ordinary.

l’. ing capaoi

» Competitors o incumbent exchange camiers should have control over the routing
of all N11 numbers (except for 911) for their customers. These N11 numbers include
411, 611, and 811,

» These competitors should aiso have control over the routing of all 0-, 0+ local, and
directory assistance numbers (e.g., 1-555-1212).
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Checklist Item 13. "Reciprocal compensation arrangements in accordance
with the requirements of section 252(d)(2).

The Act Requires that all local exchange carmiers must establish reciprocal compensation
armangements for transport and termination of telecommunications traffic. (251(b)(5)) The
terms and conditions si.all aliow each carrier fto cover its additionsl costs of terminating the
traffic, including offsetting of reciprocal obligations such as bill-and-keep. Commissions may
not engage in any rate proceedings nor require rec rd keeping fo determine the additional
costs of the calls. (252(d)(2))

| AL | POLD D@ T - - L s i At L

» Prices for reciprocal compensation should be flat-rated, capacity-based port charges
If the interconnecting carriers agree, these prices may be combined with
interconnection into a single, flat-rated charge.

» Incumbent local exchange carriers’ prices for the interconnection portion should be
based on the interconnection price and cost standards.

» Incumbent local exchange carriers’ prices for call termination should be based on total
service long run incremental cost. The profiLJevel should be the most recent
authorized intrastate rate of return or prescribed interstate rate of retum.

» A non-incumbent local exchange carrier's prices for inlerconnection and reciprocal
compensation. charges should be presumed to be cost-based and should not be
regulated uniess this carrier develops markel power. If the prices are 1o be regulated,
MMWWMM|hm0umgm
incumbent's prices.

i-ano-xeep is an inleqm golulion, but m D8 voli [ :

» Bill-and-keep arrangements are not a permanent solution for reciprocal compensation,
but should be used for an interim period not 1o exceed two years from the date of each
WWIMWWwwlM carmiers

local calling area. Bill-and-keep should apply only to end office usage.

» Local exchange carmiers may mutually agree to bill-and-keep arrangements beyond the
two-year interim period.
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WWWMMmWWmmmu for the
exchange of toll traffic. For example, local exchange cariers could segregate local and
toll traffic to allow for separate billing, or apply faciors that estimate the percent of
exchanged traffic that should be billed as exchange access.

| s@rvice

wmmwwmmuummmmmsmr
universal service.
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“Telecommunications services are available for resale in
accordance with the requirements of sections 251(c)(4) and 252(d)(3).”

The Act Requires that all local exchange carriers must not prohibit and not impose
unreasonable or discriminafory restrictions on resale. (251(b)(1)) Incumbent local exchange
carriers must offer wholesale rates for any telecommunications service that is provided at
retail to customers who are not telecommunications camiers. (251(c)(4)(A)) Wholesale prices
shall be based on retail prices less the marketing, billi g, collection, and other costs that will
be avoided by seliing the service al wholesale. (252(c)(3)) State commissions may, to tha
extent permiited by the FCC, prohibit a reselier from buying a service available only to ona
category of customers and reselling it to different category of customers. (251(c)(4)(B))

WK d 9 San relell Servic
Services that are loday offered at retail (for example, local private lines which may be
considered functionally equivalent 1o local loops), are nol network elements for purposes of
the Acl. Such services may not simply be offergd at wholesale prices to meet the
requirement for unbundied network elements. The pricing of network elements must be
cosi-based without regard to retail prices for such functionally equivalent services.

be incurred to provide wholesale services.

» Avoided costs should be calculated for each category of costs that will be avoided in
the provision nf services at wholesale instead of retail prices. Avoided costs should
recognize cosis that will be incurred to implement and offer wholesale services.
Avoided costs should be determined on a dollar-per-unit basis and expressed as a
reduction 1o retail prices, rather than as a percent of retail prices.

» Avoided costs should not be defined so broadly as 1o create an artificial market for
resale and o theraby deler the construction of altemative networks. Sustained price
competition and deployment of advanced services or features are likely 10 be realized
only with facilities-based competition.

» wm«mmuuﬂrum-m-rmummund
commeon cosis from wholesale services (including interconnection and network
elements purchased for use with wholesale services) than they recover from
comparable relail services,
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Erices need fo be rebalanced,

Incumbent local exchange camiers’ local service prices are based on public policy
objectives of universal service. The introduction of local competition means, among other
things, that these prices need to be rebalanced and based on costs. Wholesale prices are
not economically sound if retail prices are not based on costs. To the extent that there are
avoided costs (and there may be only a few), they should be reflecled in wholesale
prices. However, resale rales must not be determined by an arbitrary discount, because
that could distort the proper economic incentives for competitors to construct altemate
local networks.

telecommuynications services,

Electronic bonding is critical for nondiscriminatory resale of telecommunications services.
Regulators should require incumbent local exchange carriers to provide other
telecommunications carriers with electronic interfaces in accordance with the policy
described for network elements. Read-only access is not sufficient for most systems.

such es exchange sccess,

The resale of a retail service does not preciude the incumbent local exchange carrier from
providing other services over the same facilities. For example, if another carrier reselis
local exchange service, the facililies provider would still receive payment for exchange
access sefrvices.

-

AL 1a g T e YT ST TN 8 QTR ' EPE T addi®i 20 di-lin -
» Exchange access is not & relail service, and 50 should not be required to have special
wholesale prices per Section 252(d)(3).

» Because exchange access is designed 1o be provided to other telecommunications
cariers, not 1o retail customers, there are no avoided costs that would form the basis
for special wholesale prices.




JUL-B88-1996 13:38 FROM MFS OF— WESTMONT TO 17703926 7E7

=% Sprint

SPRINT TEI MS FOR
) LEC/CLEC
INTERCONNECTION AND
OTHER AGREEMENTS

INTERCONNECTION, UNBUNDLING, RESALE,
ANCILLARY SERVICES, AND ASSOCIATED
ARRANGEMENTS

JUNE 13, 1996

P.01



JUL-@B-1996 13:36 FROM MFS GR— LESTMONT 10 17783%06767  P.o2

I. GENERAL

A A master services agreement mus: be developed providing for all
interconnection and electronic bonding. New contracts shall not be required 23 additional
mumm)nmmmmmum
cteated, or additional electronic systems pass data 1o one another, Rather, schedules o
hu“mdﬁﬁuhhwdm-ﬂmmnﬁmm
the master services agreement shall be updated.

B.  All prices, terms and conditions offered to any carrier by ILEC shall be
ﬁm-mu-mm-m':mummm
notify Sprint of the existence of such better prices and/or terms and make the same

available to Sprint effective on the date the better price and/or term became availabic 1o
the other carrier.

C.  ILEC term discounts may not comiain discounts that reflect more than
actual costs saved.

D.  ILEC must not offer any volume discounts except those which refict cost
whummﬂunmmummmmm
to each interconnicting carrier shall be equal por unit of traffic thus sharing the voluno
discount equally with each interconnecting carrier. (For example, a LEC could eswblish
loop prices reflecting underlying cost differences, but the price per loop 1o a customer
location should not vary by volume purchased by an individual carrier.)

E. - ILEC will not charge S any pon-recurring charges incurred as a result
of ILEC implementing network z:imm or electronic system
redesign/reconfigurations initisted by the ILEC to its own netwerk or systems.

F.  ILEC shall not discriminate against Sprint or Speint customers and shall
provide pazity treatment (as compared to its own end users or other casriers) to Sprint and
Spﬂnmh:ﬂmﬁm&yuyﬂnﬂnﬂmwmm
provisioning, maintenance, call completion, pricing, numbering, restoration, directory
mupmmm.ﬁmmum

G. ILEC shall promet Sprint CPNI and the CPNI of Sprint customers.
including non-pub/non-list information, and shall not use this information for its own or
other marketing purposes. ILEC shall not seek releases from Sprint customers for use of

Sll'hlmm.;l-lmtqmuwmwm
by ILEC on behalf of Sprint).

H.  ILEC and Sprint shall negotiate implementation time frames for and work
cooperatively to provide all requirements where current system capabilities are limited
mmmumwummmm
may be met.

Dated June 13, 1996 -
thu 3,199 Page 2
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INTERCONNECTION

A. GENERAL REQUIREMENTS. The ILEC shall interconnect its facilities with
mummcmmnﬁmwmﬁam
&t any technically feasible points within the ILEC's network that Sprint desires at
rates, terms and prices that are just, reasonabie and noo-discriminatory, in 2 timely
Toanner, and in & manner that provides Sprist with inmerconnection quality equal o
that which the ILEC provides to itself, its affiliate or third parties.

B.  POINT OF INTERCONNECTIUN

1. Speint may designate at least one POl on the ILEC's network within an
ILEC calling area for the purpose of routing local traffic. Imerexchange traffic may be
routed via one POl per LATA. Sprint has the responsibility for providing its own facilities
(1) % rouss calls criginating oa its network and terminating on the ILEC"s network to its
numnmmw-am:mummh
network from that carrier’s POL

r 8 ¥Ols may be at any technically feasible point within the ILEC network.
including, but net limited to: tandem switches, end offices switches or other wire centers.
Collocation is not a requirement for establishing & POL POIs can be estblished via
meetpoint. collocation or other mutally agreed to methods, subject caly 1o the limitation of

3.  ILEC and Sprint agres 1 install sufficies facilities 1o carry waffic (1) 1o
route calls originating on their netwocks and terminating on the other carrier's network to i
POL and (2) 1o route calls originating on the other carrier’s network, but terminating on its
network from that carrier’s POL and will work cooperatively to ensure sach.

4. ILEC may not impose any reswrictions on traffic cypes delivered to/from the
POI(s) but may require the development and reporting of a jurisdictional usags factor

Mummummmpmﬂm
reasonshle sudit righe=. :

5. Sprint may make any modifications or additions to its designated PObs in
order 10 add capacity or establish new POl. Svch changes should not roguire a new
contract, but should be covered by the master sarvice agreement.

6. Once taffic is deliversd w the POL &t is the terminating carrier's
responsibility o terminate the taffic to its end nsers or 1o rouse transit taffic to other
carriers wiilizing the tandem functicn of the camiers, (g, subtending ILECs, CMRS
carriers and IXCs). Calls should be routed or terminated using the same network, ensuring
the same quality of service. as the carrier provides its 01m end users. Tandem and transport
muq.u-uuuumnmamwmmmmm.

Draft Dased June 13, 1996 Page 3



Trunking should be svailable to any switching center designated ther
camier including end offices, local tandems. access tandems, 911 routing switches, directory
assistance/operator services switches, or any other feasible point in the network. Carrier
should have the option for either one-way or two-way trunking.

to
each other, and make these facilities available to low for transmission of voice and daw

ILEC should provide the necessary facilities and equipment to allow for the
exchange of Local Lischange, Exchange Access, Transit functions (the ILEC must provide
intermediary tandem switching and transport services for Sprint's connection of s end user
o a Jocal end user of the ILEC served by a distant local switch, other CLECs, ITCs, CMRS
providers and IXCs), snd Other Services (the ILEC must provide connection and call
routing for 911, directory assistance. and operator assistance services) between the ILEC
and Sprint. -

SIGNALING

L Where available, the ILEC shall provide and implement all defined and
supported $S7 mandatory parameters as well as procedures tha are defined in the ANSI
standards. When available for its own use, the ILEC shall also provide all defined and
supported opti nal parameters.

Carriers shall have the optica for Multi-frequency (“MF™) signaling, but
only when either party does not have the technical capacity to provide S57 facilities.

3 To the extent available in its petwork, the ILEC shall provide CIP (CIC
Eiiguiqgﬂulii_ﬂinﬂi

At the option of Sprint, the ILEC must provide S57 functionality via GR-394 SS7 format

and/or GR-317 S57 formae.

3. Carriers will coopesate in the exchangs of TCAP messages to facilitate full
iluﬂ.iggi;;gé

Draft Dated J, 5 4
aﬂlﬁl_u 996 Page
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mmmmnummmmmmwm
1o its own end users,

6. Inter-network connection and protocol must be based on industry sandard:
mw:wmmmmmupdu

7.  The sandards and ILEC-developed requirements/specifications for the
network-user interface must be compatible with the nerwark-network interface.

Draft Dated June 13, 1996 Pages
FCDOCS & 9390
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II. BUSINESS PROCESS

A-  ORDER PROCESSING. The ILEC and Sprint will work cooperatively to
provide or establish. subject 10 Paragraph LH.. the following:

L The ILECs must establish dedicated CLEC ordering centers.

2 Industry standardized electronic interfaces for the exchange of ordering
Mmhmuﬂmmwmmmm
and methods that are developed, (¢.g. IDI). Electronic interfaces should be established to
provide access to the ILEC order proce: sing databese.

3. mﬁmammmmnmmnsm

4, WWMEMhﬂwﬂm:m
agreesble sutomated ordering process.

5.  Appropriste ordering/provisicning codes should be established for each
identified service and unbundled combination.

7. - When Sprint purchases switching capabilities from ILEC, until such time as
mamw:mﬂmlﬁhmhmnmw
mmmmmdumu—mmmsmm»
line. This includes vanity numbers. Reservation and aging of numbers remain the
responsibility of the ILEC. !

8. mmmmsmwmmuw
NWMNMI‘H&.‘.“M&MMMM%WE-
uuﬂu-wmwamﬂw-mﬁﬂw

ru!ﬁnnuwmewmmwﬂwm ,
users.

9. Sprint and the ILEC will adopt an industry standard service order/disconnsct
order format.

10. mMndﬂﬂlﬂl.!ph:q&uh'mlﬂn'ﬂkyh
schedule installation appointments with the customer coeline and access o the ILECs
schedule svailability.

11.  ILEC should provide “real-time™ response for: firm order confirmation, due
date availability/scheduling, dispatch required or not, identity of line opdon availability by

Draft Dated June 13, 1996 Pago 6
MDOCIS v 110
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Eilgi.nigﬁu?ﬁ.agisa_
EEIE!EE??BER&E
element(s). jeopandy against the due date, missed appointmenss, additional order charges
(construction charges), order status. validation of stroet address detail, and elecwonic
Elfimﬂ%ﬁ!i%l&.mﬂtaﬂgﬂ.

: all

Speint or non-branded. ILEC shall not market its services during such calls thereby
misusing CPNI from Sprint. Sprint will provide or pay for notices used in its behalf,

4 ILEC shall provide the sbility for Sprint 1 mechanize test or will test all
elements/combinations.

5. ILEC will provide a system t» mark Sprint circuits and elements.
C  TROUBLE RESOLUTION, MAINTENANCE, CUSTOMER CARE

. Speint must have read and ‘write acoess 1o the ILEC's maintenance and
giigiiigg

L Trouble reporting/dispasch capability - access must be real time:
b. Repair sutus/confirmations: maintenance/trouble report systems;
. Planned/unplanned outa;x reports; and

EE .
a-»l._wﬁl _u—aa : Page 7
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d Mechanized line testing,
4, Each camrier has the duty to alert the other(s) 10 any netweork events that can
ummmmmwﬂwmmm
performance, on 2 real time basis.

ILEC and Sprint shall develop an escalation process w assist in problem

12, mmmmmammmm
m&hﬂﬁhmh“m:mwmﬁ‘.

Mmlﬂl 13, 1996 Page 8
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2 mmmmmﬂhmm&kwsmtn:
wuhmmﬁmummnmwma
engaged in meet point billing arrangements with the ILEC.

3 Thlm&nﬂmﬂﬂmch!ph:pnndmsmfwﬂn
esublishment of meet point billing arrangements.

4, Speint and the ILEC should implement industry standard CARE records for
cormect provisioning and billing o DXCs.

5. ﬂhhlﬂpﬁhuﬂhﬂmh“rﬁlmm
M“Md“hhmﬁﬁﬂuw

6. The ILEC and will exchangs the appropriate records to bill access
charges wo the IXC. i

7. mmmwnmwmﬁuﬂmum
Mulﬂhnmﬂmmwmmm

[ § h;m“unmmu.wumu
cutward originaring and send them to ot Sprint, as appropriate, in daily files via
a0 agreed upon media (e.g. Network data movers (NDM).

9. ILEC must agree 1 exchangs west files 1o support implementation of meet
point billing prior 10 live bill production.

10. mmmumum-ﬂmw:mnspnm
m:-wuuhmmmuw—dmumu

1L mmmwlﬂnhmﬂlﬂhuwa
m:mtmmmmaﬁnmmmm.

E. QUALITY OF SERVICE

1l mu-ﬁwummm' - it and
lllln_w'!m:ﬂﬁ.ﬂhm:ay. : e

2  ILEC shall provids Sprint with at Jeast the same intervals and level of
“Whhlﬂhﬂw-ﬂ.mlwﬁmhu“mh
reaiment.

3.  ILEC shall provide Sprint services on ressle lines and on uabundied
Mhluuim.m-dum'hmhmlnm
end users and/or other carriers.

Draft Dated June 13, 1996 Page 9
FCDOCS & 9350
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4, mwﬁmmumhmmmﬂww
ILEC for its own services.

S. ILEC must agree 1o specified design objectives on locsl interconnection
facilities. Sprint's standard is P.01 in the busy day busy hour.

. 6.  Sprint and ILEC must agree on 2 process for circuit and unbundied element

a mummmmwmuﬁnhm
emeTgency treatment. Mmuwmmmryww
cther nog-emergency ILEC network requirement.

7. ILEC should adber: to competitive intervals for installation of POLs. The
i thmwhuhnmm:.ﬂmummag
. circumstances.

| [ 8 m-dﬂ.!c““nlmmmmw
and other orders.

9. mumﬂwm.mwmmw
mmnanmamw«wumwm
standards. mmmw#whhhtwﬁvﬂm«uh
regulstor-imposed fines caused by ILEC failure 1o mest commission imposed service

10. Sphmh:mmmlﬂﬂ:{urbm«ﬂﬁdnﬂu)h
provision of unbundled elements. This must af 2 minimum include:

Swiwch features at parity '
mmwm-m
Equipment/interface protection az parity

Power redundancy at parity

rPRPEP

E
E

11 mummmmmmmm
umhmmumu;mmu-ﬁuu maintained.

F. INFORMATION

L &wmﬂhmumu:ﬂm
Mﬁh“umwmum

mwm 13, 1996 Page 10
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2 ILEC and Sprint will periodically exchange technical descriptions and
forecasts of their interconnection and traffic requirements in sufficient detail to assure traffic
muﬁmmmmumﬂum

3. mmmuwnmwammm
mmm.mm«mwmnmnnmﬂ
centers, etc.

4, the ILEC must provide a list/description of all services and features with
availability down to street address detail, including: Type of Class 5 Switch by CLLL line
mmwmu:mummym. Sprint further
m-mwuhmmumhwnmm such
services and features.

S. mmummmdumumm
hmmumwuuwwmmmﬂﬁum

6. mmmmuwmmu:mwﬁu
service address guide (SAG), or its equivalent, on a going forward basis. Updates are
expecied as changes are made 10 the SAG.

7. mmhmmm«wwm
mﬁuwmmumdmmu

8. mumm-ﬁtﬁndmnmhm(qmﬁﬁ:
PSAP numbers, police, fire, ex.). -

Draft Dated June 13, 1996 Page 11
KCDOCS - 1% :
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OI. ACCESS TO NETWORK ELEMENTS

A. UNBUNDLED ELEMENT LIST.

Unbundied network elements that Sprint expects to request, and that should be available
in a given area after a bona fide order. include, but are not limited 1o, the following.

1.

LOCAL LOOP composed of:
Network Interface Device/Unit
ioop Distibution

iine Concentratien Device

Loop Feeder

LOCAL SWITCHING composad of:

Line Port
Trunk Pont

Switching
Signaling/Database required to creass or bill call path
Recording

TANDEM/TRANSIT SWITCHING
m,mmmmmu-nmm' effices through a
third (tandem) switch.

ANCILLARY SERVICES composed of:

Operator Services

DA

911

White/Yellow Pages

TRANSPORT composed of:

Dedicated Interoffice Trunks
Common Interoffice Trunks

Wmm_

DATA SWITCHING, DATA TRAFFIC AGOGREGATION, AND/OR
INTEGRATION ELEMENTS

Draft Dated June 13, 1996 Page 12
DO o %
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An element that provides data services (e.g.. frame relay, TCP-IP, Packet. or
ATM) switching, routing, or multipleaing (includes elements that terminate dial
lines into modem pools snd conven analog daza into digital data protocols).

WWMHMummummmm
13% of TSLRIC representing recovery of joint and common costs.

Draft Dated June 13, 1996 Page 13
PCDOCS &: 9399
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ACCESS TO POLES, DUCTS, CONDUITS, RIGHT-OF-WAY

A. ACCESS

1. 'Where facilities are available, [LEC must provide any telecommunications
mm“-ﬁwﬂMWMMn
brnyufm”ummpuh:pﬂtmmmmm
0 terms and conditions equal © that obtained by the ILEC. Other users of these facilities
mmﬂhm:rudh!ﬂhhyw

R mummusumuummm.a
allows t0 end users.

3. Mlﬂ:hﬁupﬂ.nﬂhﬁnmwuﬂrﬂtwm
m,nhmﬂ-—lhh—.m”huﬂﬂmhmm
Mﬁu--ﬂuﬂmm

- m““uﬁmmb“mrwuuy.
hmiwhlﬂhudpﬁmu“-ﬁmm

B. COMPENSATION

I. *  Application fees should be cost bassd.

2 Charges shall be consistent with the provisions ia the Act
C. INFORMATION

L. ILEC should provide routine notification of changes to poles, conduits,
m.um“ummmmm

r m-mﬂn-mn“y&hmm
Mdnﬂlﬂhmdm-dﬂmum

3 m-mm-ﬂ-mummuumu
“ﬂ.mmhmmmnﬂdﬂﬂm
mmwmuum

Draft Dated June 13, 1996 Page 14
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V.  ACCESS TO 911, DA, OPERATOR SERVICES
911

A. GENERAL REQUIREMENTS

1 ILEC must provids interconnection to 911 selective routing switch o route
calls from Sprint netwark to correct Public Safety Answering Point (PSAP).

2 E!Cﬂpmﬂnﬂnﬁuhddﬁhm.

3 ILEC will maintain and ultimately provide an automated imterface o
Automatic Location Identification (ALI) database.

4, H.Rmﬂlﬁbwmﬁﬂnnhmumm.

3. m.mmqummhmmm
Dumber in case of massive trunk failures.

6. mmmmmmmm
move to the use of S57 signaling within the next 12 months.

7. Mmmmmmmm

8 EECMWBIINAM&“MMW

9. m“ﬂpndluﬁnﬁMMMMﬂn
ﬂﬂmﬂ“hﬂ.ﬁ:“ﬂﬂhnﬁﬁmd

whwu-mm'-mmm.nwmhm
more important when a true local number porusbility solution bag been implemented.

B. QUALITY OF SERVICE. ALI database must be updated with Sprint data in a
lime interval that is no longer than what is experienced by the ILEC customer’s
data,

C INFORMATION

L mmwh.nm-mmnmnwum
mmmmmumm

2. ILEC will provide mapping of NXXs to Selective Routers and PSAPs.

3.  ILEC must provide reports to identify the locations of B91] wndems wich
CLLI codes.

4, ILEC must provide reporting 10 identify rate center to wire center to Central

' MMMHIM“MEMI:M.
Draft Dated June 13, 1996
CDOCE v 1150
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3.  ILEC must provide access to NXX m:mm
Miﬂ-“mniﬁ:ﬁfy&mﬁym purposes of 911
service provisioning. mwummmmmmmm
purposes.

6. mmwmummmMm&mw
areas of the stam.

7. Sﬂnmmm:bﬂlpw&am-eumfuudtdm
administrator,

8 WMMWMMWWw
support 911.

D.  BUSINESS PROCESSES

L mmﬂﬁnm&mmmmm
for 911 trunk provisioning.

2 mmmﬂmmﬂdﬂuunkwm“n
the same terras/conditions it provides itself.

s. M.EHMMMﬂmmhm
m’»mmum-ﬂmuuau-mm

6. I.l:mh:phu-:muid-ﬁfyudmmw:hm
hnhmbmuhmydhﬂdhmmsnhhnhm
hlu;mdn %hmh“dﬁpﬂmhmhmw
entered by Sprine.

7. ILEC mms: identify process for handling of “reverse ALL™

8 m““mwumm«mmum-
NOOX splite.

9. mmwmhmﬂmmmm
MﬂdeMnhmm

Draft Dated June 13, 1996 Page 16
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VL. DIRECTORY ASSISTANCE

A. GENERAL REQUIREMENTS

1. mmmwwunm-amunwmmsm.
and the ILEC"s data available to anyone calling Sprint's DA.

3. wmmunr:uﬁw-unmmm.
Mh“mwwﬁnﬂkyhhudhhmmd
proper compensation.

4. ILEC must allow wholesale resale of DA service.

s. ILEC shall provide dats and processed directory assistance feeds in
accordance with agreed upon industry format.

6. mmhﬂnwmmu—mmm
and utilize them in the provision of its own DA service.

7. ILEC shall make svailable to Sprint all service enhancements on a non-
discriminatory basis. -

8. mmmmunﬂnnwmm Sprint will
pay any additional trunking costs necessary to obtain this service.

9. m-&m,m:awwmmmumsm
customer DA calls to Sprint DA centers,

B. COMPENSATION. ILEC must place Sprim cumomer listings in its DA

C  QUALITY OF SERVICE

1. mwnmummwmu
must be the same as provided for the ILEC's end users.

- mﬂm-mm(q-pm-rmm
foed) 1o update ILEC de'sbase for updating and inquiries.

3. ILEC and Sprint shall agres 0o sy eed-to-answer standards.
Draft Dated June 13, 1996 Pags 17
PCOOCE #: 9130
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VII. OPERATOR SERVICES

3. NMMm“MthM

a uu:um-mun-.mnc-mucm
collect and third Party

b. - Billsble - Time and Charges Exc.

4. mmmmmumhmmm'
h“ﬂhﬂﬂﬂﬂytﬁntmumn\'ﬂ

Draft Dated June 13, 1996 Page 19
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VIIl. WHITE/YELLOW PAGE DIRECTORY LISTING

A. GENERAL REQUIREMENTS
: 1. mmmmmmunmmu
*he directories.

b Mﬂpﬂt%mWhEEth{m
listing in White and Yellow pages).

3. ILBC shall distribute whits and yellow pages t Sprint subscribers o0 & noo-
discriminatory basis.

B. TYPES OF DIRECTORY LISTINGS
Primary White Page Listings
Primary Yellow Page Listing
Additional White Page Listings
Additional Yellow Page Listing

C. ORDER PROCESSING
L Order processing procedures need to be estmblished w0 update directory
database on 3 defined, reguler basis with Sprint cussomer informaticn.

2 Mhﬂyﬂﬁﬂﬂn&hnﬂﬁh“hmd
Sprint customner date. ,

D. PROVISIONING/DISTRIBUTION
| l.  Initial and secondary distribution arrangements must be availabie.

r WMnﬂthnmmun
correct them when they do occur.

Drat Dated June 13, 1996 Page 20
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3. ILEC and Publisher shall protect Non-Pub/Non-List information and not
disclose it 1o others or use it for marketing purposes.

E. BILLING

. At Sprint's option, the Yellow Pages advertising bill will be rendered
separately to Sprint customers by publisher, and not combined on the ILEC local phone bill
or shall be rendered by Sprint as agent of Publisher.

Z A Sprint’s option, the Directory Publisher shall invoice Sprint subscriber
directly for advertising/white page bolding or shall utilize Sprint a5 agent for billing these
F. mmmon

1. Distribution and end user charges for directories should be made on the
siune terms and conditions as the ILEC uses for its own customers.

& Sprint should be teated in a non-discriminstory manper and there should be
no charge for inclusion of Sprint subscriber listings, Sprint should receive free service and
repair information listing on a CLEC information page in ILEC directories. Additional
information pages should be available for a ressonable, cost-based charge.

3. Any additional charges that are made to Sprint customers should be on the
same basis as the [LEC charges its own customers.

G. INFORMATION “

L Publishing cycles and deadlines need to be provided 1 Sprint 10 ensure
timely delivery of Sprint informasicn.

2 Sprint shall provide its customer service location information if directory
publisher is w0 deliver books. This data shall be used by ILEC/Publisher to deliver books
only and not for other purposes.

3 TLEC shall provide a description of calling areas covered by each directory.

nl 1996 21
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IX. ACCESS TO TELEPHONE NUMBERS

A. GENERAL REQUIREMENTS. Administration and assignment of numbers
should be moved to a neutral third party. In the interim, while ILECs are still

administering aumbering. the following shouid epply:

1. The ILEC mus: astign NXXs to Sprint on a non-discriminatory basis and on
the same basis as to itself.

S No restrictions should exist oo ability 10 assign NXX per rate center.
3.  ILECtesting and } ading of Sprint’s NJOKs should be the same as its own,

4, ILEC cannot discriminate in the allocation of numbers and types of NJOGs
assigned to new entrants.

B. COMPENSATION. The ILEC must assign NXXs to pew entrants without the
imposition of charges that ars not imposed upon itself.

C QUALITY OF SERVICE. ILECs must load NXXs according to industry
Mmmnmumhmmmumh
D. INFORMATION
L. . Untl such time that number administration is moved to an independent third
perty, ILEC must provide o Sprint routine reporting on NJOX availability, fill raes. and
new assignments.

2 The ILECs must describe the details s0d requirements on handling NPA-
NXX splits.

Draft Dated June 13, 1996 Page 22
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X. INTERIM LOCAL NUMBER PORTABILITY VIA RCF,DID OR
OTHER ARRANGEMENTS

A. GENERAL REQUIREMENTS. ILEC shall immediately implement interim
number portability solutions 10 permit end users 10 change to Sprint without
changing their telephone numbers. Such interim solutions include remote call
forwarding (RCF) and flexible Direct Inward Dialing (DID). Sprint preferred
interim solution is RCF. -

B. COMPENSATION

.  Sprint and ILEC will establish ressonable cost recovery for RCF/DID.
Existing retall call forwarding rates are not considered reascnable for this purposc.

2 For Sprim facilities-based services and services built with cost-besed,
unbundled elements, Sprint is entitled to some terminating access charges associased with
calis werminating 10 ported oumbers assigned o Sprint subscribers. ILEC retains sccess
charges when Sprint service is provided by a rebranded wholesale ILEC service.

C  INFORMATION. The data required for interim local number portability and for
?mumummhmﬂnwu
int.

Draft Dated June 13, 1996 Page 23
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Xl. ACCESS TO SUCH SERVICES OR INFORMATION NECESSARY
TO ALLOW REQUESTING CARRIER TO IMPLEMENT DIALING
PARITY

A. GENERAL REQUIREMENTS

1.  ILEC should provide dialing parity for intralLATA toll, operator assisted snd
directcry assistance calls.

2  The modified two-PIC option should be svailable for intral ATA toll egual
access

3 Any ead user should be abl ) 10 access Sprint network for services using the
same dialing protocol that the end nser would use to access the same service oo the ILEC

nerwork.
4, ILEC must provide routine reporting on local dialing plans by swisching
type and end office.
Draft Dated Juns 13, 1996 5 Page 24
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XIl. RECIPROCAL COMPENSATION ARRANGEMENTS

A. LOCAL SERVICEMUTUAL TRAFFIC EXCHANGE

1. ILEC has the duty to provide reciprocal compensation arrangements for the
transport and termination of telecommunications with Sprint. In arder w0 implement this
requirement in the most efficient manner, the specifically recognized option of “Mutual
Traffic Exchange™ (AKA “bill and kesp™ for a period of up 10 2 years should be
implemented immediasety.

2 ILEC and Sprint will es th be responsible for originatingherminating traffic
thﬂpﬁﬂhuﬁuuu.

B. COSTBASIS

I In the long term, tandem and transport charges shall be based on the
TSLRIC incurred by the ILEC.

2 Termination and transport charges shall not be greater than the cost the ILEC

imputes to its services for the transport and termination of its own telecommunications
services. ‘

3.  Termination and transpost charges shall be mutual, reciprocal and uniform
berween camiers.

Draft Dated June 13, 1996 Page 25
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XIIL. RESALE

A. GENERAL REQUIREMENTS

1. All regulated telecommunications services offered to end-users of the [LEC
must be available for resale by Sprint.

2 Every retail service rawe, including promotions, discounts, and option plans
must have a comresponding wholesale rase. New services shall have a wholesale rams
established az the sams time the new service becomes available.

3.  Noconditions may be placed on t & resale of any retail service except for the
single provision within the Act which allows 2 suiate commission 10 restrict resale batwesn
certain cazegories of subscribers. Sec. 251(cX4)(B).

4.  For wholesale services, Sprint requires that the existing datsbases and

signaling supporting the retail service continue to be provided as pant of the wholesale
service.

S. If the ILEC continues 10 sell a product 1 any end user under grandfathered
arrangements, the ILEC must make that product available for resale by Sprint 1o that end
user. If a servics withdrawn from cerain customers remains available 10 other customers,

that service must be made available for resale 1o those customers that could still purchase
the service at retail.

6. . ILEC must provide a minimum notice period for changes/discontinuation of
services 50 that Sprint has an opportumity to make the necessary modifications 0 it
ordering. billing, and customer service systems, and so that it can provide sufficient
customer notification regarding any changes.

7. Sprint’s Jocal customers must be able 0 retain their existing ILEC provided
telephone pumber without loss of featurs capability and sncillary services such =s, but not
exclusively: DA, 911/E911 capability. Both Sprint and the JLEC will work coopematively
oa exceptions. .

8.  When ILEC provides short installation intervals 1 its end users, ILEC shall
match those installation intervals for Sprint customners (e.g. facilities are already connecied
at the premises and all that is required is & computer eatry activating service, such as “warm
line" sctivation)).

B. COMPENSATION

1. The wholesale price for each retail service must be determined based on the
costs the [LEC will avoid whea the service is resold

2. Any PIC/administration change charge must be based on TSLRIC costs.

Draft Dated June 13, 1996 Page 26
PFCDOCS »: 1290




JU-28-1996 13!46 FROM IMFS BA— LESTMONT TO 177396787 P.27

3.  ILECs must produce cost studies within specified time frame as pant of good
faith negotiations.

4. Wholesale rates must ultimately be tariffed.

C  INFORMATION. The ILEC mum provide information conceming the
agreements they have made with other CLECs and with its own affilistes.

D. ORDERING
1. ILEC must provide the sbility for Sprint to order local and long distance woll
service on unified order.

2 ILEC shall not require a signed LOA in order 10 process a Sprint order.

3 ILEC shall provide confirmation of the installation/change activity 10 Sprint.
In addition, customers must have a mechanism for coafirming their carrier similar 10 thet
utilized by imerexchange camiers.

4, ILEC shall provide af the time of order coofirmation, the ILEC regulssed
local features/products/services/elements/combinations that were previously provisioned by
the ILEC for all new Sprint local customers. This applies to all types of local service orders
and all elements. Sprint requires that the ILEC provide any customer status which qualifies
the customer for a special service (e.g DA exempe, lifeline, sic.)

5. _ On-line ooess to CRIS and routine reconciliation betwesn CRIS records and
Sprint customer records should be established. o

6. Sprint as the local service provider, assumes ownership of telephone line
number. Therefore, Sprint must have access w0 the telephone line number (TLN) and line
information data base (LIDS).

E. BILLING

1.  When ILEC local service is rebranded (as opposed 10 resale of unbundied
slements) the ILBC is the spproprisse recipient of all scoess charges, and should be
responsible for direcdy billing the IXCs for the sccess related to interexchange calls
generated by rebranded customens.

2 ILEC must retarn EMI records to IXCs with the CLEC disconnect rejection
code along with the Operating Company Number (OCN) of the assccised ANL The OCN

must be provided so that the DXC will know which local company provides service for the
WIN.

3 Monthly invoices must be presented in a Carrier Access Billing Syswems
(CABS) format in order w facilite standard industy suditing practices. Other
requirements include:

Draft Dated Juns 13, 1996 Page 27
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a) Where available, daily receipt of local usage at the call detail level in
standard EMR/EMI industry format.

b)  Access 1 Bellcors OMDS in and ous-collect process for inter-region
alienately billed messages via s CMDS sponsor.

€)  Access o in and out-collect process for intra-region alternaely billed
messages via the appropriate Bellcore Client Company.

&  Long term neatral chind party in ﬂmmhmuﬂ
intra-region alternasaly billed message.

) Provision o IXC of billing informatior for casual usage.

N m:-wsﬂdndmm:pﬂ
languags billing, etc.

F. PFIC ADMINISTRATION

L IXC PIC. When Sprint relrands ILEC local service (becomes the end-user’s
local service provider), the ILEC shall continue 1© provide PIC processing.

Draft ﬂ]ﬂ 13, 1996 Page 28
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XV. COLLOCATION

A mm
1. lpiun:hﬂh-dnhnmhuhmnﬁﬁqum

other point on the ILEC network.
2 Sprint collocation equipment must include trminating, transmission and
conceatrating equipment.
3 The ILEC should mest a minium 90-ds/ imerval for establishing new
collocation srrangements.
B. COMPENSATION. The cost of providing real estate for collocation purposes
should be based on market prices.
C IXCISSUES
1. Transition from current access facilities to expanded interconnect facilities
must be within an agresd upon time frame.

2 Transition from current access facilities t expanded interconnect facilities
must be completed without 8 new installation order.

3. Transition from carrent access facilities 1 expanded interconnect facilities
requires only the portion of the circuit within the Central Offics to be rearanged.

00 -

L..tDated June 13, 1996 Pege 29
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