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On Marc h 7, 1~97 BellSouth Tclf'cOIIIIIIunlcationo, Inc. (bS'rl olnd 
BollSouth Cellul ar Corporation lllCCl f1 led a r equest fo r approval 
of an interconnection agreement unde r the terms o f the 
TeleCOI!InUilic•tions Act of 1996 (the Act). Roth the Act and revl ncd 
Chapter 364, Florida Statutes, encourage parties t o e nter· Int o 
negotiated agree~Dents to bring olboul l ocal c xc h.lnge comp••lili (.ln .on 
quickly as possible. Under the rf'<tu ir•m~en~u o t 47 u. s.c. !i 2!>2(u), 
n09()tlatcd agnwtl~entn 1111.10t bo uubuii.Lud to the state comniooion Cor 
·•flrroval. Under t7 u.s.c. S :Z5:Ziell41. the stat:e commiooi.on muut 
approve or reject the agreement wi t hin 90 da.yt• aftt'l t' tuobminnlnn, " ' 
the agr-nt shall be doqlll('rt .oppr·o v••<L ·rio I " ,,., ., "'""""' ' ·'' • "" 
Addronnrorr t.hf• prnJ>()nt•d ·••tt·•·•·•no·tol . 
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~BT NO. 97028,• TP 
DATE: May 7, 1997 

DIAC!!RRIC!I OF 18f!W' 

J 8 1: Should the COII'IIIission approve 
interconnection agreement between AST and BCC? 

tho proposed 

• • f I • t : Yea, the C~ssion ohould appro ve the proposed 
interconnection agree-nt between BST and BCC. If 8ST and RCC 
.edify their agree.ent, the COmmission should require them to file 
auppl-ntll to their agree~~ent for CO!ftlftisoion review under t he 
provieiona of •7 u.s.c. 5 252(e) . 

11DrP !M"•DIB: 8ST and DCC oeek approvaJ of thuir proposed 
Jntcrconnection agree-nt filed March ·1 , 1?9"1. (Attachment ll 47 
u.s.c. 5 252(a) Ill requires that • tho agreement shall include a 
detailed schedule of it-ized cha rgon for Interconnect I on lllld each 
oervice or network elc-nt ioc luded in the agreement. • This is a 
one year contract governing the relationship between the companies 
regarding local interconnect ion and the exchange o r traH i c 
pursuant to Section 251 of the TeleCOII'IIIunications Act of 1996. The 
agre-nt includes provisions covering loca l and Loll 
interconnection, methods o( interconnection, rateo, access to 
BST'a 911/£911 aervice, access to phone numbers and acceoo to 
databases. 

The agree.ent also includes a provision f o r a •LATAwidc 
additive• rate which is intended to compensate BST for additional 
transport and other costs incurred bocause t;,he l ocal ca lling aren 
f o r 0 e rcial Nobile Radio Service lOIIlS I pro v ioors l u largor than 
Lraditional wiroUne locoal coalling areas. The local calling area 
f or a OMRS provider is defined as a Major Trading Area, o r MTA, 
under the tenas of thls agree-nt. This di oLi nction in tho ocope 
of the local calling areas between CMRS and wireline c arriers has 
traditionally been recognized by the Florida Commionlon and has nov 
been codified in I 51.701 of the FCC Rules. 

Staff has reviewed this agreement for compllanco wi th the 
llct. Ne rec~nd that it be appro v,..d au U l ed effucL ive t ho day 
or t he vote. Ne would note, however, Lhat Commlaoion llpp:·o v.•l of 
this agree.ent ohould in no way be conotrued to conutitute a 
determination that 88T has met the require.ents of Section 271 of 
the Act . We would further note that under the Act. negotiated 
agree111ents -t be aua.itted to t he state c~iosiono for approval. 
However, Section 36 • . 021121. Plorlda Statutes, opeciUcally 
excludes mobile carrier• fra. the definition of telecommunications 
~nies. Therefore, we believe that 1110bile carriers do not have 
to be certificated •• AL8Cs in Florida nor do they have to file 
price 1 ists unlesa they bec01110 pro vido.ro of .land 11:1,.. norv lcfln. 
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DATE.: May 7. 1997 

Should tliis c:locket be closed? 

!•! p MJOM:, Yes, with the ad!)p t ion of staff 's rec~endation 
in ·Issue 1, and iaa.ua:nce of the Commi.ssion • s order appr·o v lng t ile 
agreemept, this d~ket may be closed. 
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