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U.S.C. §252(i) ofTelenet of South Florida, lnc. 
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Windows. Please date stamp the extra hard copy and return it in the enclosed self-addressed 
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BEFORE THE 

FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

In rc:: 

TELENET OF SOtr iH FJ,ORIDA.INC. 
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To Opt Into lnteroonncctio.n Agreement with 
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BELLSOUTii TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC. ) 

-----------~> 

Docket No. -----

PETITIO!'i FOR RELIEF UNDER 47 U.S.C.§ l5l(l) 
OF TELENET OF SOUTH FLORIDA. INC. 

Telcnct of South Florida, Ine. (''Telcnctj, by ill undcnigncd attorney~, heRby petitions the 

Florida Public Service Conunlaalon {the "CoJTIJTiiuionj for relief Wider Section 2S2(i) of the 

Telccommunicacions Act of 1996 (tho "1996 Act") with respect to the rates, terms and conditions 

for interconnection and related lll1lllgcmentl with BeiiSouth Telecommunications, Inc. 

("BeiiSouth''). ln suppon of its petition. Telcnct llalcs u follows: 

Bac"mgad 

1. Tdcnct is a Florida corpomion with offices located at I 042.2 Tan Strc:et, Pembroke 

Pines, Florida33026, nnd is a certified alternatlvc local e:xd!angc company (N ALEC'') under Florida 

lnw to provide altemlltive local e:xcbangc telecommunications lm'iccs within tho atato of Florida. 

2. Tclenct CWTCIIlly provides inlTI·LA TA voice telecommunications acrviccs to 

eu!tomen in the Soutbeut Florida LATA compriftng Palm Beach. Browanl and Dade Counties 

punuant to a retail tariff. 



• • 
3. BellSouth is a monopoly provider of local c:xdw!ge fefvita wilhin tbc State of 

Florida. BeliSouth is a corporation with itt principal pleco of business located 11 I SO West Flagler 

Strcct, Suite 1901, Miami, Florida 33130. At all rclcvanttimcs, BciiSouth hu provided inuaswe 

local exchange and exchange IICCeSS fefvicc in Floricb IUbjcct to the regulatory authority of this 

Commission. 

4. For purpose~ of Sections 2SI and 252 of the 1996 Act, BeiiSouth is and has been at 

al l relevant times m "ineumbentlocal exchange canie(' in the State of Florida as defined by Section 

2SI(h) ~fthe Telecommunications Act of 1996 (the "1996 Act''). 

S. Under tbc I 996 Act: 

A local exchange carrier shall make available any intm:ooncc:tion, 
service, or nctworic clcmcn1 provided under an agreement approved 
under this acctlon to which it i• a party to any other requesting 
tclcconununicalions carrier upon th• so'"e rums and condltiOIIS u 
those provided in the agrcc:ment. 

47 U.S.C. § 2S2(i) (emphasis IUJIPiied). 

6. On March 31, 1997, Telcnet requested by letter 10 J. Phillip Carver, Esq. of 

BciiSouth, and pursuant to Florida Statutes Section 364.161(1), and the Telecommunications Act 

of 1996, •hat BciiSouth ''unbundle its network fcatUJCS, functions, and a~pabllitics, as well liS access 

to signaling dambli$CI, systems and routing processes, including but not limited to tboiC relating to 

Call Forwarding services, and offer them to Telcnct." Telcnct further requested in iu letter that 

Bel !South "negotiate tcnns, conditions and prices of this unbundling request." (A copy ofTelctld's 

lctt•:r Is att~W;hed liS "Rxhjbh !"hereto.) 
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7. In tho coW1Cof1 'panics' negotiations, in April, 1997, BciiSouth oO"CRCI to Tclenct 

i15 lntcrcoMOCiion Aareemcnt with AT&T in Florida (tho "AT&T Agreement''}, and foiWarded the 

entire agrcc:ment to Telenet forconsidcnlioo. &e April14, 19971cttcr from Ida Bourne, BeiiSouth. 

to Douglas Dormer, Swidlcr & Berlin (atteehcd as "Exhibit 2" hereto). 

8. Upon review of the AT&T Agreement, Telc:net indicated that it wished to •·opt-in" 

to the agrocment pursuant to ill righl.l under the 1996 Act. BcUSouth's representatives assured 

Telcn- ot that it could obtain all of the temu and conditions of the AT&T Agrccment, without 

restriction or modification. The p1111ics also agtecd that BeliSouth would remove im:levant 

iiUDclunenl.l to the AT&T AgrccmenJ, and present& "condensed vcnion" of the AT & T Agreement 

to Telenet, but keeping all other subalantive provisions of the AT&T Agreement intact. 

9. BeiiSoumll'aiiSmillcd to Telenet an May 14. 1997, a purported "condensed" venion 

of the AT&T AgrccmenL &tJ May 14, 19971cttu from BeU}I Melvin, BciiSouth.to Ronald J111ViS. 

Swidlcr & Berlin (attached u "flxbibjt 3" bc:reto). However, upon inspection. Telenct dUcovCRCI 

that this May 14, 1997 draft agrccment praented by BeiiSouth was not in ftet a "condensed" version 

of the AT&T Agreement at all, but a substantially revised agreement, excluding beneficial terms and 

conditions contained in the AT&T Agreement, and including many new restrictions that were not 

contained in the AT&T Agreement. 

I 0. For example., the "condensed" agreement contAins unique UJC and user rcstri ctions 

on :he res4le of certain AT&T retai l services. which do not exist In the AT&T Agreement. 

Moreover. this Commission expressly ruled in the AT&T arbitrWtion that it wauld uphold the 

absen« of a!IUJC and user restrictions in the AT&T A&rccmcnt. Sec In~: PtJIIIM by ;(T&.T 
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CommunlCtJrlonsofiMSouJhtnrSlaru,lnc. , Docket No. 960833-TP, Order No. PSC-96-IS79-FOF-

TP (Dcccmb;:r 3 I, 1996) II page 3-4. V 

II . In 1 May 22, 1997tcleconfctenCc held by the panies10 diKUU BeiiSouth's rmscd 

AT&T IJIR'etncnt ("Revised A~ent''), Tclenct indicated to BciiSouth that the Revised 

Agreement directly c:ontravcned the panics' prior agreement that tl1o AT&T Agreement would be 

oiTcrcd to Telenct, with the exception of certain UMcc:cual}' auadunents, without any restrictions 

or modifi.catloos. Telc:net apiJI requested 10 cxc:reisc its right under 47 U.S.C. ~ 2.S2(i) 10 "opt·in" 

to the AT&T Agreement. 

12. During the May 22 tclcconJercnce. however, BeiJSouth miOd that it requires the new 

agreement to contain certain use ll1d user restrictions contained in a BcHSouth retail tariiT. Su 

Bel !South Qencr;a1 Subrcribcr Service TariiT. Scctlon A 13.9.1.A.11 Tclenet objected to the insertion 

of WlY tari ITed use and user restrictioN on resale ofBciiSouth '• retail services in the new agreement, 

noting that, pursuant to 47 U.S.C. § 2S2(i}, BciiSouth rnust oiTer to any telecommunications carrier 

the same tcrm1 and cooditions foraervic:es provided 10 AT&T. Tclc:net again ll&lcd that BciiSouth's 

addltion of restrictions 001 contaiDcd in tbc AT&T Aarcemc:nt wowd be discriminatory and would 

violate the 1996 Act. The dircussions of the parties in tlutttci.xonJcrcncc were mcrnorillliud in a 

Yin Ill Occcmbo' 31, 1996 Onlcr,lho <Ammlsslon found Chat "no rcslriclloru on lho rcalc of aetVI<:a aball be 1llowcd. 
eaecp1 foe rcllrktlons *P!IIIcablo 10 lho I'CIIalo of .,.andfalbm>d unlca. rald<ntial ICtVIcca. lind Uf<IIMIUnlcUp 
onvlca 10 cad 111<n who an: ciJalblo 10 pu«buc IUdl ..me. clircttly from BcUSouth • 

fS«doo A 13.9.1.A. of BcUSouth '1 will' provldc:a: 

Clll filrwlrdtsll eblllnoc be UICd 111 CX1ald cau. Gill piiCIIled llld conamuna buil 
10 b>ln!tfgnelly 1\'01<1 1111 po)'Uimllo ,.1lolo ot Ia pill. Of ~e 1011 chatan thai 

......wd Rplaty be *P!IIIeehk bC1wca 1111 - oriP•rinl die caU 111<1 dw 
IWioo 10 wiDc:lldlc call II -r.......s. 
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letter from Tdend to BdlSoulh. Ser May 23, 1997 Lcucr from Ronald J. Jarvis, Swidler & Berlin. 

to Jerry Hendrix of BeiiSouth (atUM:bcd u "Rxhjbil4" hcrelo). 

13. On the following day, May 23, 1997, BciiSouth scntalcuer to Tclcnct, lhrealcning 

to disc:onncd ccruin Ccaturca of service needed by Tclenet on June 23. 1997. A copy of this letter 

is atUM:bcd u '1ilhjbit 5" bc:reto. 

14. In I'CipOilJC to thia leiter, counsel for Tclcnet C<'"laeted BciiSouth requesting lha1 it 

reconsider ill position In violation ofTclc:nct'a righll under Section 2S2(i) of the 1996 AcL 1'clenet 

requested that Bc:ltsouth withdrew Ill diaconncetion lhn:at and enter into camcst negotiation& for an 

intCIOOiu.ICCiion agrumcnt with Tclcnct. BcJISouth'a repi"'SCCltative agreed to diacu.u these issues 

with BeiiSouth'a Lepl Depu1mal1. and respond In writing. Ser May 30. 19971ettc:r from Ronald 

J. Jarvis. Swidler & Bertin, 10 Jerry Hendrix, BciiSouth (a copy oflhia lettc:r ia attached u "Exhjbil 

f' h~mto). 

IS. On JuneJ, 1997, Bdtsoulh rcaponded in writing thai it intended to procc:cd to with 

ill lhrealto diaconncct Tclenet service~ on June 23, 1997, unless Tc:lenet would •JPU 1n writing to 

IICCCpt the ldditiooal rcalrietionJ on rua.lcofBcltsouth'a retail acrviccs not conlllued in the AT&T 

Agn:cmenL BcUSouth'aleller Ia altldled u "ExblbU 7" hcre1o. 

16. Tclcnd tcaponded by IC11ero(Junc 4, 1997to BeiiSoulh. pointing out that BdiSouth 

is violating Tclc:net's ri&Jus under Scetion 2S2(i) oflhc 1996 Act by 1101 o!Terina 10 Telenet the same 

terms and conditlona provided to AT&T. Tclenet agam rcqu:sted lhA1 BciiSouth refrain from 

disconnecting Telenet unless Tclenet acc.cptl Bcltsouth's modilied agreement. Telenet' & leuer ia 

attached u "exh jb!t 8" hcrtt.o. 
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17. On June II, 1997, Tclcnet filed with the Commiuion an "Emctg,ency Motion for 

Stay,n requestina thai tho Comtoiaion Illy tho eiTcdivcnea ofill llbilration Order at least pending 

consldc:ralioo of Tclcnct'a Motion for Reconsideration. and ifncccssery, pending judicial review. 

18. The parties~ pn:scntly deadlocked In tbdr negotiations due to BeiiSouth'a ret"usal 

to allow Telcnet to obtain the AT&:T Agreement on the same tcnns lllld condition~ u AT&:T for 

I"Cialc ofBeiiSouth'a retail scMcCI. BeiiSouth'a apparent position is that Tclcnct must talce re:ail 

rerviccs from Bel.ISoutb lllbjec:t to the I'CIIrictioOJ contained in BeiiSouth'a retail tlliiT, dCSJ'itc the 

fact that AT&:T b not required to talcc retail acrviccsaubjec:t to any of BciiSouth'a retail tariiT 

reatrietions. Telcnct md AT&:T ~ equally entitled to purchase retail scrvices on a 

nondiscriminatOT)' bam from BeUSouth - not pWIUIIlt to cnduser tariffl. but u ALECa , in 

accordance with the 1996 Act, the FCC First Report and Order, and thla Cornmluion"a dcciaiom. 

19. BcUSouth contcnda thalaoy exercise ofTclc:net 'a righll under Scdion 2Sl(i) requires 

a rewriting of the AT&:T Asreemcnt to inc.ludc BeiiSouth's cnduser tariiT. u upheld by the 

Conuni11ion In llllllbitrarion proeecdin& bctwcco Tclcnct and BcliSouth concerning t1w tariff. 

20. 1iclenct, as the requesting carrier, hu negotiated in ;ood faith In ICCOrdanee with 

§ 252{cXI) of the 1996 Act to IUc:mplto eltlbUsh tcmu and conditions for a bindintl-srecmcnt with 

Bell.South for interoonncctioo, rervice~ and nctworit clemcnll. 

21. BciiSouth's refusal to afford Tclcnct the same tcnns and conditions provided to 

AT&:T in the AT&T Agreement by !OJ!sdng oo the Inclusion of ad.litionaJ reatrictivc conditions not 

CODillincd In the AT&:T Agreement violates Tclc:net'a riahll under Sec1ion 252(i) of the 1996 Acl 

6 
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Tclcnet is entitled to be offered the wAme tcmu and conditions" provided by BeiJSouth to AT&T 

under the AT&T Apment .. 1' 

Rrqacs l Cor Relief 

I. Tdeoct rcquau that the Commission raolvc this Wli'CIOivc:d intCfCOllll('.Ction issue 

between Telcoct and BdlSoulh by Rquiring BcllSoulh lO allow Telcnd lO obtain the same lcnns and 

conditions u the AT&T Agreement in their cntimy (JCIS any SC~;tions or ai!Khmenu which the 

plll1ics mutually aateC are aupufluous) including Section 24 of the AT&T Agreement, which 

provides, illltr alia, that (with limited and specific cxccr•io" 1 •• ere arc no use or user restrictions 

on the rc:salc ofBcllSouth'a retaJI.,.'fVice offcrina-.• 

J'in cbc Mly 23, 1997 Ttlc>cool'cmiCC, BcliSoulh ralJcd for cbc toni time cbc blue that the ATAT Apccment "clid not 

cUI" liDcc It bad DOC bca llpcd bytbtJ*Ilcs. As of tile cad ofDcurJJbcr. 1996, how••••· all rclcv&lll ponJoos or 
lhc apmn<llt bad been iPIM o>'CCI by order or lhc Commialoa. and lbc putlcl bad bml ordmd 10 cucvtc this order. 

s .. J. " " PnidtNJ b)I AT .. TO»ot"'u"kDtlolu oftlo•So.Jtltur~ Stntn. 1~. Docltd No. %08l3·1l'. Onkt No. PSc.96-
1579-FOf.1l' (D • I., 31, 1996). luMitloo, oo May 27, 1997,1he Qwnmiuian found that DciJSoulh and ATAT 

bad bocb violaled 47 U.S..C. I 2J2(bXS) of die 1996 Act by fillina 10 n:<t* die opcmocru u ~ S« I• rr. 
P<tftkHrb)IAT.tTc-.~~~tlctukHuo{IMSottllomlSIDID,IIIG, Docket No. 96013l-TP, Order No. PSC97.Q60G.FOF­

TP (May 27, 1997). lloe Comnrielm Jlllll<d lhc panicuuclciJtiooall4 cloya. or WlbiJWIO 10, 1997, 10 mean the 

n"(::llcdaJ)CittllitOA, or r-acially n caay pmally. Tclcoct U8clcnuadt lllat.oo,_ 10, 1997, tile dpcd ATAT 

AJICiUIWl11- tiled wldl die Cocr11 feb! by die Jlllllb. lloe Coi1•1 iN loa will abonly bluc Ill order IIJlPIOYIIIIIbc 
. ,__,t u alJDecl, AcconliQaly,lkiJSoutllCIIliiO ioQalT malnta!D Ill recent pooilloll dl&t "110 apttment exists" 
bc1wceo BcUSooadl and A TAT. 

t'Thc relevant subt«tlon 24.3, entitled "Rtttricdolu on R.ualo," provida u followo: 

Wilh tho~ oflborl«m> P"'••L•w, clcliocclulhtwc ponJOdous that arc 
oiTorod for a olocty (90) clay pcriocl 0< I<U end which arc 1104 oiTcrccl on 1 

COIII«<IIivc bull, BcJJSoulh aba1l OITlT fOt rcaale II wbolaak pOca Ill 

cdw"'mm!cetlooo tctYicc:a 1bll BciiSo"lh ptOYidr:t II mail to .-.. 

Ide • mlradaal c:wrim, indlldiQa ao•a-a&al boc!ia and ioformatioo 
provlclcn. Sbon·tam j)IOUMCMN may be mold II tile Mail BIC, 

No -- inrtodioa -..s ..... ic:tll ictlooo, .-u be tppllcable 10 
lhe male or BciJSoulh •• tclccunmwllcatloat acrvlca cxccpc for. 

(I) • mtridloa on lhe raalo ofraidcnllat..mce 10 rulclcotial CUJIOmm; 

(II) Ufct..lnoi1Jalo.up acrvka •hall be 1valloble for .... 1e by AT&T only tho 

7 
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2. Tclcnct abo requests lhallhc Commission order that no ~ctions or modifications 

may be added to tho c:xiJtins tcm11 and c:onditio111 of the AT &:T Asrccmcnt by BciiSouth, unless 

BcliSouth and Tielcnct mutually agree to do so. 

3. in eddnion. Tclcnct rcqucsts lhallhc Commission instruct BciiSouth that it may not 

diSGOntinuc any service to Tclcnct or threaten to diJcontinuc any c:xistins service durins lhc 

pendenq of the Commission's decision on thl1 Petition. 

Rcapcctfully submitted, 

Douala~ G. Bocmcr 
Ronald J. Jarvi• 

SWlDLER &: BERLIN, CHARTeRED 
3000 K Street, N.W., Stc. 300 
Wuhinaton, D.C. 20007-S 116 
(202) 424-7SOO (Voice) 
(202) 424-764S (Fu) 

Attonleyt forTdead of Soulb Flor1cb, lac. 

Dated: J~ 16, 1997 

.t'( ••• cooilin•ed) 
~heM cw• a twbo '"' ellaibic 10 purtbuc web service cllRclly from 
DcUSoulh; 

(Iii) All JRlldfalhmd acvl«•'"' available for ouale by AT&T 10 lhote 
c:utiOIIICn or~ wbo altucty ba""' JPlldfalhc-tect ototut; and 

(iv) NIIIE91ll911 tcrrica abalJ be avallablc for raak by AT&T • 

• 
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Pellrlou ror Reller Uuder 47 u.s.c. StciiOII 252(1) 

ofTtleur or Soutb Floricb 
Juue 16, 1997 

EXBIBIT 1 



Do•to<AI c ao~"u 

O• COL''IItS IL 

• .... 
1 WIDLER 

- &.-

BERLIN 
C MA &fi iiO 

.Much 31.1997 

\flA FACSIMJI E (404) 6511-9012 AND u.s. MAll 

J. Phillip Carver, Esq. 
BellSouth Telecommwueadoos, IDe. 
4300 Bel !South Center 
615 Pea.chtrec St .. NE 
Atlll.llta, GA. 3037S-OOOI 

1«: Florida PSC Docket No. 9613~~ T P 

• 
CHRON COPY 

Tclcoct of SopJh [loddL l pc. y. BcUSgptb Tclrcommyplced opa. fpc. 

Dear Phil: 

Oll&Ct DtAL 

( !0!) • : • .1101 

This is Telcnet or South Florida. l.nc.'a ('1"clenct") rcqueat, purruant 10 Florida Starutcs 

Section 364.161(1), foe BcliSouth Teloc:ommuniealions, l.nc. ("'BciiSouthi 10 unbundle its networlc 

features, funetlons, and eapabiUtle:a, u well u ICCeal to siJ!Wina databuea. I}'StemJ and routing 

proeessea, including but not limited to those relating to Call Forwanling services, and offer them to 

Telcnct. Such unbwldllna or Call ForwWinJ and other services II alto rcqwrod on ra1ca, tcmu and 

conditions that are just, reasonable, and nondisc:riminal under Section 251(cX3) or the 

Telecommunications Act of 1996. Telenet rcque~ts that BeiiSouth immcdillcly negoliatc temu. 

conditions llld prices or this unbundling rcqucat. 

Telenet wishes 10 c:mplwizo that it II rcnewina a rcqucat or rcquCitl il tw previously made 

or BciiSoulh which &houJd bo dcc:idccl by tho Florida Public Service Commiaaion ("Commiuion") 

in the above docket pursuant to Tcleoet'a pendina arbitntion petition. Specifically, Telcnet 

unsueccsstiilly enppd in MIOtiations with BeiiSouth durina the months of Tune to August, 1996 

for~~tleaat sixty (60) daya u rcqulrod by Florida Starutes Soc:tion 364.161 ( I). Subsequently, Telenct 

pet.itioned the Commiuion on November 12. 1996 to arbilri!C its unbun4Jina rcqucat. The 

Commission hu already found thai Tclenet's pendina arbitntiuo petition 11a1.a a proper claim for 

ubitntion of an unbundiiJ:II rcque~t formultipath c:alJ forwardlna under F.S. 364.161(1), u well u 

whctha BciiSouth's call forwarding tariff constlrutes 1 reuonablo reaalo ratric:tion unda F.S. 

3~. 161 (2). SH Ord.er Denyina Modoo to Dimllu, Older No. PSC-97-ooT.HOP-TP (hsucd Jan. 

23, 1997). Aecon1inaJy, IDOI.ber uoblmdllna request II altoactbcr unnecessary for the Corumission 

to atbilrltc lhe unbundling illuo squarely presct~ted by Tclenet'a arbltnti.on petition. 

Nevertheless. in the event the Conuniasion may doc:Uno to doc:idc this spec:itlc: issue for 

)000 r; STU IT, N. Y . • SUfTI J OO 

W AIHIHOTOH, D.C . l0007·SI U 

(lOl) 4li·7SOO • PACSIWIU (lOl) U 4· 7US 



J. Plullip Carver. Elq . • 
March 31. 1997 
Page 2 

• 
procedural or other reasons, in &n c:Cfon 10 resolve this mana cxpedmolllly wuhout funhcr 
:ubitr.uion. as the Commission has urged. Telmet renews its unbundling request to BellSouth by this 
lcner. Tclenct looks forward 10 Bel !South's prompt response so t1w subst&ntivc: negotiations may 
resume &nd an agreement be concluded Without funher need for Commtuion atbitntion. 

cc: Charles PellCiJ'ini, Elq. (via facaimilc:: 904/4 13-6250) 
Ms. NIUICy H. Sims 
Telenc:t of South Florida 

UUU . ll 
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Petition for Relief Under 47 U.S.C. Section 252(1) 

ofTelen~t ofSoutb Florida 
June 16. 1997 

EXHIBIT 2 
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8o11Soutll lnterconnecdu SorYicH 

File Coda 
Oa:. 

To 
Telephone number 
FIX number 

From 
Telephone number 
fu num.btr 

Sub feet 

Apnl 14, 1997 

Oouglu G. Bonnar. SW~dlar & Sellin Chanered 
2o2.,.24-no1 
202 .. 24-76o4S 

Ida Bouma 
404-927-7511 
404-528-7&39 

Telanet of South Flonda, Inc. 

@BELLSOUTH 

Memorudum 

As promtsed, enclosed for your review Ia a copy of the agr .. ment negotiated berween 8ef1South and 
AT&T for the provillon of inttrconnecUon, unbundled setvleesand ruaJe ln the &tala of Aorida. A 
copy of thla 1greementlsalso being forwarded to Mitchell Kupinslty 11 Talenet of South Florida. 

We look forward to your commenll relative to this Agreement and m~tting to discuss them In our 
m11dng 0111 Friday. 

Please do not heal1att to call me or Jerry Hendrix. 404-927-7503, will quuUona prior to that muung. 

Enclosure (1) 

cc: Mltdlell Kuplnaky 
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Pelle loa ror Reller Uadcr 47 U.S.C. Stclloa 252{1) 

orTrltDtl orSoucb florida 
Juar 16, 1997 

EXIDBIT3 



0 111 

ro: 

From: 

• • 
MEMORANDUM 

Mly 14, 1K7 

Rooald Jarvia, Swld* & Bel1ln Chlrttc'tiCI 
Mitc:Mtl Kuplnllcy. T ... net of Sovltl Florida. Inc:. 

8etay MeMn. Manag«, BeiSouth TeiiCCimmunicatlona, Inc 

AI promaMd In the May 8, 1K7 c:onfer.nce C81, I,_ draft lntercolo-..edlon Ia 
allae:Md. At your~ INt. • condenMd vet11on hal bMn ~. 1nc1 the MIVicll 
cs.~ llld *"'llcll ~tot .. unbundled~ liemen+.l hlvl bMn 
omiUAid.. 

A c:onlwenc:e C81to dlacua1 laluealn the ...,nent hal been achedulld fOf Thursdly, 
Mly 22. 1e87 It 10:00 a.m (ET). PIHN!'eY141w the IU8ctlld draft lgrtttrnent and 
provide me elilt ot f1tY I.-a k*•llflld pt\()( to the May 22 meellng. My llealmh 
number Ia 466-52$.7838. 

_ _ _ _j 
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• Sw!DLER • 

BE" ........ ift-,N 

;\lily ; J. 1997 

VIA EACS J;\111 E .\SO FIRST C I,ASS \fAll, 

Jerry HcndtilC 
Dir«tor. lntcrcoM«tion Scmces 
BciiSouth Tcl«onununluti.on.s. Inc. 
BciiSouth Center 
67S Wm Pach~ree So:n 
Atlanta. GA l037S 

Rt: Ttltatr of Sou~ florida, Joe. Ntaodadou for lollrcoaa«rioo 
Arra••t• wtsh AtiLSoysh Irlm••aalqdppa. toe. 

Dear Mt. Hendrix: 

Th.iJ let!C:r manorializa 1111 tdec:ocUerc:nce bf.'twc:co BcLISoutb and Tclma which toOk piKe 

yemnuy. May 22, 1997 11 10:00. The aaco<ka were Mary Jo Peed, Esq. and yourself for 

BcllSoucb. Mltdlcll Kupillslcy of Tel- &Dd Mon.oa Pomcr and m)'ldl of Swidlcr .t Berlin. for 

Tclenet. 

Prior to the t&Jeeoa£-, Jsau you 1 ltncr. and a follow-up ooc. by fxsimilt. and !his 

lcacr wu pr'O"ided by flltceimik abo eo Ms. Pcec1 The ~of my lealr Wll IbM. durin& the 1ut 

tc!CCOIIfCI'UICC with 0oua a--,1111 plltia bid IIJftd tbll Ttl- would "opt ill" 10 the AT&T 

lntercoii:IXCtioo AaJIU*"• and IIIII BtiiSoutb would "condalle" the AT.tT ~~Jftft~cnt by 

removina lrrellvlnt !quip. 1111 kalr swed tbll the dtiA ~ doa •-we received 

&om lkUSoudl wuaoc. u M bid a:pecled. the AT .tT AafeemtDS minus ponions that do not 

apply to Tel:alc, bu& tc!~Wt.!Dt II~ ditfcm~t IIIII i.llclud.d rescric:Uw ~~ ooc in the 

AT.tT Aw•nwre, &Dd OIDimld IIDpap from the AT.tT AcreciDCDl wbidl Tclcoct considers 

essentiaL 

'Tht let!C:r 1.-...d Tderaa'a rtqllllllllldcr 47 U.S.C. Secdoa 2n(i) to "opt ill" to the AT.tT 

lnlctcoculectioo.Acrf'" ..... • and "'Ii II~ dill the applicable acQoaa of the AT&T lnlltiCMIDCCIIOO 

Aji«UMllll be lut.d wbole. .wJtbous ldditioo or mod.iliCilloa, &om the amlll IIJNIIMftl, and l.lsed 

10 mu. a oew draft Ill" mmt for Tdcoct. 

1000 1: ST &IIT . fj . W o SIII TI 100 
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Jerry Hendrix 
\14)1 ~3. 1997 
PliC ~ 

• • 
You suted thltat had not b«n BellSouth"s antenuon to dc-cea\C or conlr3,enc our prc\IOUS 

und..·r1W1din11. but thJt the dnl\ "'e Md rc-ccl\ed "'U a aood faath elTon to ~condmsc"" the amporunt 
:UPf:IS of the AT&T AifCcmcnl. .wl cr.u\ 41l2if"mcmth4t would serve wh21 BcllSouah believed 

Tclcnct"s purpose is. You also Slllted th41 Bc11South had no difficulty Wllh proceed ina an the "'4)1 

that T elcne~ proposes. that is, essentially "Ukina sewon"" 10 the AT .t T lntm:oMccuon Airccrncnl. 
wl mnovina the irrel~t portions. but keepma the pre-cise lana~~&~~e of the lClliU w condauons 
tlw ~applicable 10 TclcnCI's business. 

Accotdinaly, you suaacsted that BciiSouth would send 10 me at Swidlcr .t Scrim. '" 
oveml&ht ~couricr,the dlJkme conllinina the AT&T lntcrconnec:don A11Jttmcnt in Microsoft Word 
for Windowt 6.0 fomw. and IIIII I would "take the next cut" at a new c!Bf\ &11Jttment for Tclcn~t 

by removina p;~rtions or lhc qrecmcnt that we consider Inapplicable. wtule !Nminathe pt"C"Cisc 
lanauaac of lhc mnainina sections. You considmd IIIII this =Wd probebly be ..:compllsbcd that 

cvmlna. but d.id IIOII\IIfllllft lbe dlmua would be shipped IIIII day. (I note pam~thcurally that 
we did not receive lhc dlJkea.a today, so I presume !bey will amvc aftc:r the upco!IWII lona 
wecktnd.) 

Ms. Peed indlcatcd IIIII BeiiSoulh 's ooe provi.so is tlw the new draft m1111 incorporate by 
reference or othawise c:oclli.o lbe csvnc• of, lhc FPSC's recent dccilloo in the arbiut.tlon 
proeeedlna betwm1 Tclcncl and BcUSO'!Ib Sbe llaled lblllbc FPSC bu a1rady rulcdoo Tclmn's 

usc of 8cl1Soulh's tcMc:a, and so !be lllecmeallbould reflect lbe dctcrnWwions in lbe dccisioo. 
Mr. Posoer a.od I objcct.cd 10 lbll intlu.sioa. alta lbe arbicracion decision involved the sanaJc 
question ot wbcthet BcllSoulb could contin\110 10 provide service 10 Tclmct u a rcl&il c:wtomcr 
subject 10 a restriction Mnt•i....S in ill llri1f. We comaWd thai. si.oc41 Te!C~Wt would be an 

intC1COMCCtcd earrlcruadlrlbe DCWimft&Cl""'', this dcclsioa ilnoc PfOPCrlY appliublo. because 
T ciC!let would 1101 be llldq Ml'vice UDder BcllSoulb' s wiff ill the same fashion. 

In eddidon, Mr.,_ aad I pliDred ouc chl!l. punullll to 47 U.S.C. Section 252(i). Tclcoct 

may avail iiMlf of all die llriDI and coadiliool of any illlercoaoectio qrecmcat eotmd into 
betwecra BeUSoudaaad~oarcerricr, wit.bouuddltioo. mocll.flcadon.lctor bindraoce. We swcd 

lhll to lncolpo~•lbl Convniu'oo'a dedsioo illto lbe CQDU'III:t would haw lbl clfea of compelllna 
Telcoct IOIIJWIIO talricdoclll oolbe rcu.M ofBciiSouth's services wbic.b AT.tT Is not subjcctiO, 
and lhll TeiCDet b aft'orded tbe Alii riabS UDder redc:raltaw to haw lbe beutfill of the AT.tT 

llnat:oaoccdoo A8J ,. w wi1bo1a te:lll ialoas. WeiWOd IIIII Tclcoct would 1101 aarec 10 yield any 

part or lbe riahll l\llflll*ld to it UDder lbe 1996 Aet. 

M.a. Peed iadlwect lbll BciiSoWl WOIII4 re~ to aiJ.er into r.be abridacd AT&T 
lntctCOt\DIICiioo ACJecmc111 whh Ttlcoct if It did DOC also c:ot,Qilllbe tCSUKdons let (onh in the 

FPSC'a arblcracioo declaiM MI. Peed 1dd.hiooa1Jy stated lhll thin - no AT .tT lol.ft'CODileCdoo 
AarecniiDI. bee:•• BciiSoulb had nocllped It )'t'l. bul had 14 da)'IIO IIMI Ia IL I responded IIIII 

_j 



Jci'T'Y Hcndnx 
~lay ~3. 1997 
P~gc 3 

• • 
the Agr«mcnt h3d ;llrcady been approved by the Commwton. and ~t Tcknct w:u cnut!ed to h:a' c 
the bene lit oi it. 

' his dispute wu not resolved. but was t:ab!ed in a c1vil (ii.Shion by llll pnnics pending the 
completion of the new draft asree.ment. to be completed accon1ina to the underst:andings set fonh 
above. I additionally co nun! ned 10 • prompt tumArOund of our worlt, and expressed the hope that we 
could work out our sole remaWna issue in an IUlliuble fuhlon, or Uult it miaht wither awty tn the 
interim. 

When asked how BcliSouth proposed 10 ~dina the ditf~ if it could not be resolved, 
you proposed that. If the dlffmncc renuins. BcUSouth and Tclcnet might submit rwo different 
versions of the drift aareemcnt 10 the Commission. and have tbe Commission decide whlcb to 
approve. I did not express an opinion as to the proper mctbod of rcsolvtna tbe ditrcrt~~CC. and did 
not agree 10 the submiuion of rwo ~ ~ but rather mcrved judplent on the ir.uc 
until aft« tbe new drift aammcnt bas been completed and passed upon by both partia. 

At this point. w.~ joindy cklcm1ined tb.al there wu nothl.nal'llnher of impon to diJCusJ. and 
we terminated the teleconference. 

The fo~aoina ~Occ&a our best rccoUecdon of wbu triiUpited dwin& tbe May 22. 1997 
tcl«onference. We look forwvd 10 n:ccivtna the dl.Jkcuca coma.lnlna the .AT clT lntercoM«<ion 
Asrecmcru. &ad reswe our ptOmise to complcu: our ponioo oftbe "-ork cxpeditic.WJ!y. 

c:c: Mr. Marvia KuploJity 
Mr. Mitc.beU Kupi.aJII:y 
DoualM 0. BoMer. Elq. 
Mary Jo Peed, Elq. 

~ 
Ronald J. J&tYU 
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• S ~IDLER 
-c:.&--

b ERLI N ~o·,. ,~ I J.u ... u 
\HO t <~oU '\ J L ... . 

~lily JO. 1997 

VIA f ,' ,CSI:\JIICE A,'IQ EIBSJ CLASS \fAll. 

~fr. Jmy Hcnciruc 
Director. lntcrcoMccdon Services 
BettSouth Telccommunlcarions. Inc. 
BctiSouth Center 
615 West Petehllft Stlftt 
Atla.rua. GA 30375 

• 
? .. ~ " - o . .. .. 
.. .. . l :l: t 1 'H! 

ll ll ' ' 'l tl, • H:t. '~ 

Rt: Ttltatt of Sou til F1or1cta, lac. Nt~oltatlou for laltrcoaarclloa 
Armmau wU)I! fttiiSqyLII IrlccommwalqdptL lac 

Dear Mr. Hendrix: 

This tcner memoriallz.cs tba cct.coa!crcoce befwecu BciiSowb llld T cJcncl which took piKe 

thiJ aftemoon. May 30, 1997. Tho anmdea were Mary Jo P.S, Elq~ Bcuy MciVUIIIld )'OIII'Kif 

for BcUSouth, and myutr oa bdWf of Tcltnct. 

Thl1 confcre:ou call wu In rapo11M 10 my prcvl0111 req11e11 10 you 10 reexamine 

(i) BdiSowb ' I lhrcllto ICnlliDale acnice to T cJcncl 00 J1101 I 3, I 997 In Uabt of the Cac1lhat tl wu 

beillJ used u lll1fair ltvmp to pill ldvmlap In the cou.rw of~ llfiOIWioaa wub 

Telmet; ltld (ii) Bel1Soulh'1 rdlaalto live TelCMC the bcneftt of tiM aame tcrma and conditions in 

the AT ct T lntcrcoiiiiiiCdoa 111 ocmea& unlaa Telmct qrea t.: ldditional rauictions not conwncd 

in the AT & 't' Ofdcr ( IIU.. I1ICI'icdoal apiDII rer.a1e of BellSowll' 1 savicca c:ontainocl In the FPSC 's 

rccen1 Tclenet utrilntioa Ofdcr). 

Ourconliacns polltloo bae been that (i) BetiSolllh al:ady offered Tclenet the W\l'atnctcd 

naJU 10 opt Into cbe ATAT ~r, ltld BcUSoutb'a recent det:Uion 10 renea• on ita offer is not 

aood faith nc;odlzioa; (il) BtllSowll la requiled by federal law (47 U.S.C. Section 2S2(i)) to offer 

Tclenct. ~any ~.lbl balc!t o( aey tcrma IDd cooditlont offmd10 lilY Olblr c:arricr, wilbollt 

discrimination. ltld wilboul lddllionaJ te:IU'icdoaa; (iii) lbt f'PSC'1 uttitnlion order concema the 

manner In which Telmct may uae 8tUSoutb'1 I'IWIMrVicet u a rtlail C\lltomcr. sulljec1 10 Wlff 

proviaioaa.ltld doel not lddtaa wbetbcr TcltMt II aultltd lo bave' lbl bawllr, UIICkr federal law, 

of !.he Ierma IDd coodia- ol!iftd to ATAT,IO lbl f'PSC'1 orcS« Ia lnappoeita In tllla c:onlQ1; an4 

(lv) llnalty, the f'PSC'a order miCIIIY aJCOWIIId cbe pml• to ,_.ve !.b-. 1aaua lbtouab 
settlement n.taoQmoa. BcUSoulh'1 dnM 10 ~ MIVIcc 112 rwo w.a, coupled willlll'llllcial 

lOOO It suur. N w. • J ut n lOO 

WAtM t•oro• . o c:. IOOOI · II" 

IIOIIH t · IIOO •••• ••••L•• COM. , ACti MIU IIOIIH t · IIU 



J ei'T)' Hendrix 
~l3y 30. 1'997 
Page 2 

• • 
restricttons upon Telenet's rights to opt Into a Commtssion-appro•·ed tntere,oMeeuon agreement. 
violat•:S the ~pirit of the FPSC's order m the Telenet proceeding. 

You stated in this teleconference that BeiiSouth hu considered its pos:tion. md tntends to 
execute its threat to discoMect Telenet's service on June 13, unl«ll T.l1n11 ogf'frs tn wrwng to 
abldl by rtstr(ctlotU on "sal1 of Btl/South 's Stf'VICU not lncludtd '" thl AT t1 T /ntu cotllltctlon 
Agrumtnt. Thus, you an: clearly, and illegally, usina the threat of discoMcc:lion o f our client's 
service to gain lcvcraae In Telcnet's intereoMcction ncgottations. anempting to force Telcnet to 
agree to ac:c:cpt an IJI'"I'ICDt that differs nwerially &om the resale provisions provided to AT&T. 
As I noted to you In our telecorucm~U.lhi.s is oulright dmriminatio11. li\d it Is ctwly in viol1tion 
of !he Telecommunications Act of 1996. 

BeiiSouth's swcd position is that the FPSC's dcc:ilion in the Telenct arbitntion proceeding 
"creat.ed an inconsistency" with its decision in the AT&T Altlill'ltion proceeding, and that it is 
Bell South's duty to l'$llvo thislcgll conflict by ancmptina to Include lanruaac &om the FPSC's 
decision in the Tclenet proceeding in th.e tC1Ct of any a;recment with Tclcne~, even if that means that 
BeiiSouth Ia reftaing to 1J1111110 Tclenet the same rights it lw offered to AT ckT. When I stated that 
this Is not unlike tho ~nduct for whldl BeUSoulh wu cautioned In tho Commission's M3y 27 
decision in tho AT & T proccodlng. you swod that !his iuue Is a separate maner. 

1 f!Citerate that BciiSouth'J retuJal to give Telenet the benefit or the same terms and 
conditio111 offered to AT&T it a direct and blawu violalion of tho 1996 Act and is unjuslly 
discriminatory apinJt Tolenct. BcUSowh's usc of the lbR:at of disconnection to anempt to leverage 
this conceulon liJo collltitutes bJd faith neaotilliot\. 

You indicated that BcUSou.th wu not penua4ed by thiJ. ltld intend~ to proceed on it.s 
proposed coune In any cveut. I requested that BellSouth putlhit In writing. and you swod that you 
would do so oo Mood.ay. 

cc: Mr. Marvin Kuplnsky 
Mr. MJ!dl.cll Kuplnaky 
DouaJu 0 . Bonner, Baq. 
Mary Jo Peed. Eaq. 

Sin=-ely, 

~~ 
Ronald 1. Jarvis 



• • 
Petition for Relief Under 47 U.S.C. Sttllon 252(1) 

of Trlearl of Soulb Florida 
J uar 16, 1997 

EXH1BIT7 



• 
l•i.J~fde«; &lc 
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June 3. 'i97 

Mr. Ronald J . Jatvia 
Swldler & Be11in Chat1erld 
3000 K Street. N.W .. &.ita 300 
WUhlnglon. OC 20007·5118 

• 
@ BELLSOUTH 

Rl: Negotiltlolla fot ln~e~t~ot;.--..dlon AgrHmenCI:IeiWien Ttllnet of South 
Florida, Inc. end SIISouth T llecommunleltlonl. Inc. 

o. ... Mr. Jatvit: 

Thlalett« 1laln reaponM to you~lettM dated !My 30, 1~7. Thlalettw 1110 a1a111 In wnting 
BIIISouth'l poalllon II alated In the May 30 conf~r~~~Ce call held be!WIIn BIIISoUth and 
Swldllr A Ellllln rtprtMnllng Ttllntt of Soulh Flotlda, Inc. (TIIIntt). 

Aa W. ttallld In the !My 30 conf~t~nee call, 8eiSouth 'Mil otftt to TIIIMt the 111M 

1n1~ ~II egrMd 10 t>ftwen SaiSoutt end A TAT· Florida with till 
lndualon of the ~ whictl wiiiiiOW Ttilnlt to ptOYide MMc:el to Ita end UWI ptOVIded 
that Tllenet'l UM of fMIUIM end t\.rldlolll atl not In violallon of thl..ntf'otof Florida Lew. 
The purpoM fot thelndualon of lhll ~It to comply with Ordlt No. PSC-97..Q482·FOF·TP 
luued by the Florida Pubic: SeMel CommiNion on Aptll23, 1 ~71n wNc:fl the Commlulon 
otdlted "'MMB.,Souttl T1'1: omnullclillol.,lnc., mey conllr....w to Milts call fOIWit'dlng 
...W:.I to Ttllnlt ol Soultl Florid8, Inc., tllbjec:t 10 thei'IW!dlolll of Genet* Subactlblt 
SeMc:e T atltf Mellon A 13. 8 . 1.A. 1. • The AT & T IQIMITII(It alrNdy lndudH 1 provlalon that 
slate a that boCt1 AT&T ancl SIISOI lltl egree 10 lblde by .. Ill plk aiM Lewl In Clotl1IICIIon With 
the ln\pllnMc •lallon of the ~ Tlllnet'a ..-tiona lhllthe Conmlaalon'a 11111trallon 
dec:ialon no 10n0« applu 10 Ita Ol)lllllonllt the foundation tot BIISolllh'a conclusion t111t 
Ttlenlt W'CIUid not honer the 011*'11 proo1Jion of the AT&T~ IIIII both p1111et Wll 
abide by the ~"'ccbbe 18w. Thllwtooe, 811Sollltl 1\11 condUdld thlt II muat lnalat on speotle 
language. The requiwn1nt lnlfl Clad on boCtl AT&T ancl TWnet (end, fot lthlt mllttr, 

S.IISouth) to ect ~It pteeiJity the aame. 

With regllda to 'f04llltllilmenl ot 'SIISOIIIII'tltftlt 10 1Mn1n1te ..W:. to Tlllnll on J une 
13. 1~1: SIISolllh 1\11 not.,.....,_. Tellna. m1W SIISollh 1\11 ecMMcl Ttllnlt of ill 
lntenC to 11!m0W the ,......ln Ql 'M11m from 111111 p"'ooae ~ ptiMdecl to Tllenel ~KIIvl 
J une 13, 1987. lNI nolcl ol decolwiiCion Willi ..,.10 T...,.. ol Soulh Flotlda. Inc. on May 
23, 1~7aa I ..... of .... Floltda Conwnlllion Ordlt No. PS(;t7..()4C-'Of'.TP ancl II I 

reiUit of T...,_ not pOYicll~glllllt8CIOry PfOOI lhlllll UN of SIISOi llh fuVIt -· not In 
violation of lhe IIIW. 



• • 
PIQ12 
June 3. 1997 

In reaponae to YOAJIIIA~tln your letter ot Mly 30, 1997 tn.t '<l (tennlnatiOn of servoca) waa 
bllnQ uaed 11 unf8irlevenlge to gain ldVIII~t in the coutM ot intll'tOIIn4tCllon negoU.tiona 
Wll/1 Tttenet,• BtUSouth's dedalon to ttrmlnltt the uae ot ctftlin feeturea WII due to (1) 
Telenera violltlon ot Flotldi iiW with the uae ot lllturll 1/ld (2) the Florida Public S.rv!Q 
Commla Jlo;n'e findings regll'dlng lhl1 l11ut •• ltlltd in 11'\elt Flnll Onler. The csedaion to 
<llaconn ~ the ltlturlt in qutltlon Ia In no wey being ulld 11 ltv~r~ge In the lnttrconneetlon 
negotletlonl. 

AI WI llatecl in IN ccnftrtnel c.l on May 30, 8t1Sou1h II willing to lllln lhll dlaconneetlon 
not takt plac.t II Ttllnee It willing to IUbmilln writing tn.t Ttllnee will not uae 8e11South'1 
f11t..nt in violation ot wry !Iliff Ot Flolidlllw. Thla Wlitl.tn conaent on 1M pan ot T tltnlt •I 
in confonNince with the April 23 Otder silting IIlii 8eiSouth •mey continue to , .. 111 call 
tOIWal'<llng aeMc:ea to Ttlenet ot South Floridl. Inc.. ~to the re1ttldlona ot a-.1 
Subscrib« Ser.-!ce fenlf IICIIon A 13.0.1A 1.' 

a.IISoulh 11 con1lnulng inllrconnldlon negodltlonl with Telenelll'ld Ia lntenaall<l ln reld'oinV 
111 ~With Ttltnet. 

CC: Doug Sol• • 
MIMn l<uplnlt.y 
tulld1el~ 
J. ~c.wr 
MllyJoPeld 
NeneyWhlla 
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VIA EACSlMJl.E 

Mr. Jerry Hendrix 
Di~tor, lncerc:onnection Services 
BeliSoulh Telecommunications. lnc. 
BeliSouth Center 
675 West Peachtree S~Teet 
Atlanta, GA 30375 

Swi u LER 
-.::.&..,_-

BE RLIN 

• 

June 4. 1997 

Re: Te,leaet of Soutb florid-. lac. NCfOibdoaa for lat,ueooutclloo 
Auum•?t wish BciiSogtb TcJccgmmuplqdgu. lpc. 

Dear Mr. Hendrix: 

We an: in reccipc of your JWJe 3, 1997 facsimile letter In wbicb you respond to my lettet of 
May 30, tm, and clarify BeUSowh's position in writing concemina disputed issues arising out of 
the interconnection discussions we have had recently whh BeUSoulh on bchalfofTelenet. 

BellSoulh's swement of a pu:ported "coocluslon" in its letter 11111 Tel met does not intend 
10 honor !he t.en:ns and conditions of AT~rs lnlcrc:OIUIOCtioo AiJ'caDCIIliO "lbidc by the appliCAble 
law," is misaulded. Morc:over, its teptesentation that Teleoc. :W assemd dllrina discussions thAt 
lhe Florida CoiiiiDWion's arbitmion ordcr "no longer appli~ 10 its operations" is bolh inaccW11tc 

and misleadina. 

Tci,CDCCbuMWr swcd or i.mpUcd 11111 it doo. s ootmtr o honor the AT&TlnU!rc:Oonection 
Asscancat'•cams and coodit.ioos; ntH' bu Telenet indi~ L tit would oot olherwiJc " abide by 
11pplieable law." ~ lndeM, BeUSoulh bas "cooclud<d" otheN.l$e,lt hu do"" so without refermee 
to lhe facts or to !he coatmts of our disclwioos. T~lenct 'las n>~ry lnt1nrlon of honoring the AT&T 
lncerc:onoection Asn=cment's 1erms and conditions, and abiding by applicable law. This has never 
been in q~oo. 
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Nor has Telenct uscncd or implied that the Florida Commiuion's arbill'l\tion order .. no 

lontcr 3pplies to its operations." Telcnct' s position. prior ro misstatement by Bell South. as that, 
pur. uant tO 47 U.S.C. S«tion 252(1). Bell South C4llliOt legally plliCC any pm:o!lditions or restrittions 
on Telenet's ability to opt·in to an approved lntm:oMe<:tion Asrttment. and that any anemptto do 
so is illeaal and cfucrlminatory under federal law. 

FinAlly. BeiiSoUlh's assertion that its statement of intent to termimuc service to Telenet is 
not bcina employed as leveraae in the intm:onnection aar«mcnt neaotiadons is sq114Rly 
contnldicted by W!auqe in its letter (at paae 2) which offers to mainl&in w:Untenupced service if 
Telcnct qrees that i1 willec:cept pater restrictions on re.salc of Bell South· s services lhan reQuired 
of AT&T in AT otT's lntm:onncctlon Asrttmcnt with BeiiSouth (vi:.. subje<:tina itself to tar(ff 
rwrktloi'IS in addition to the tumJ and conditions included in the AT&T lntercoMe<:tion 
Agreement). This usc ofthtc&l to pin an cnhan«d nqotiation position is lnconslstmt with the 
lemr and tbc spirit oflhe Florida Commission's arbilllllon on!cr. which CJlCOUlll8cd BeiiSouth and 
Telenct to oeaotiate an inlerconocctlon aarecmcnt in good falth and to re~l vc any disputes. 

Tclcnct has requesled =onsldenllion of~ Florida Co!1llllUsion'l llltritrlllon order, lllld lw 
made a formal wtittcu ~ 10 lkllSoutb to "opt·in" to the AT&T Interconnection Agreement u 
previously offered by you. Durin& the peodcnc;y of the Florida Commission's reconsidaation of its 
order, and wttile we are ncaotiating an inte~~:onncc:ti.on ~~ UDder fecleRIIaw. we ask apin 
that BeiiSouth withdraw its thtc&liO diJCOnncct our clicnL 

cc: Mr. Marvin Kupinsky 
Mr. Mitdlell Kupinsky 
Douglas G. BoMCr, Esq. 
Mary Jo Peed. Esq. 

s incc:rely. 

~ 
Ronald J. Jarvis 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certlfy lhat on thiJ 16th day or June 1997, copies or the rorca,oing PETITION 

FOR RELIEF UNDER 47 U.S.C. § 2S2(i) OP TBLBNIIT OP SOUTH FLORIDA, INC., were sent 

via Federal Express to the rollowina parties: 

Ms. Blanca S. Bayo (I! + I 5) 
Director, DiviJion ofRccordJ and Reporting 
Florida Public Service Commiulon 
2S40 Shuman! Oak Boulevard 
Tallnha.ssce, Florida 32399 

Joe Garcia 
Coil tmissioner 
F Jonda Public Service Co.mmisslon 
2S40 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0SSO 

Diane K. Kiesling 
Commissioner 
Florida Public Service Commwion 
2S40 Shuman! Oak Boulevard 
Tnllahassec, Florida 32399-0BSO 

J. Phillip Carver 
Bel !South Telecommunications. Inc. 
I SO South Monroe Street 
Suite 400 
Tcllnhasscc, Florida 32301 

Nancy H. Simi 
Dim:lor, R.egub1ory AlTain 
BeiiSouth Telecommunications, Inc. 
150 South Monroe Street 
Suite400 
Tallahauee, Florida 3230 I 

Nancy White 
BeiiSoutb Telecommunications, Inc. 
67S Wcat Pe.chtn:e Stn:ct 
Room4300 
Atl111ta, Georgia 3037S 

Cbllllie Pellegrini 
Flond. Pubiic Service Commission 
2540 Sbwnard Oak Boulevard 
Tallalw.sce. Florida 32399-0BSO 
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