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SPECIAL COMMISSION CONFERENCE AGENDA

VOTE SHEET

DATE: February 21, 1997

RE: DOCKET NO. 960846-TP - Petition by MCI Telecommunications Corporation
and MCI Metro Acceas Transmission Services, Inc. for arbitration of certain
terms and conditions of a proposed agreement with BellSouth
Telecommunications, Inc. concerning interconnection and resale under the

Telecommunications Act of 1996.

Should the Commission approve the sections of MCIm and BellSouth’

Isgue 1:
arbitrated agreement identified in Exhibit A?
The Commission should approve the sections identified

Recommendation: Yes.
The sections are consistent with Section 251 of the Act and

in Exhibit A.
the Commigsion’s arbitration order.
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Issue 2: Should the Commission incorporate language in the arbitration
agreement for the disputed sections identified in Exhibit B that were not
considered in the arbitration proceeding?

Recommendation: No. The Commission should not incorporate language in the
arbitrated agreement for disputed issues that were not part of the
arbitration proceeding. These sections should be eliminated from the final
agreement approved by the Commission.

APPROVED

Issue 3: What language should the Commission include in the arbitrated
agreement of MCIm and BellSouth for those sections that are in dispute and
were included in the arbitration proceeding?

Recommendation: The Commission should direct the parties to include in the
arbitrated agreement the language for the specific sections that are
identified in staff's analysis.

APPROVED

Issue 4: Should this docket be closed?

Recommendation: No, this docket should remain open until the parties have
filed their signed arbitration agreement, and the Commission has completed
its review of BST's cost studies that were required to filed pursuant to the
order in this proceeding.
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