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ATTORNEYS AT LAW

Sorumaded 1841
Cleveland One Columbas Imane
Dallas 10 West Broad Strect, Suite 2100 Lis Angeles
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Intereet Adidress W ALanade artethiddden Corm

June 26, 1997

S

VI4 FEDERAL EXPRESS Ye75e -
Florida Public Service Commission
Director, Division of Records and Reporting

101 East Gaines Streel
Tallahassee, Flonda 32301

Re: Wireless One Network, L.P. v. Sprint Florida, Incorporated

To the Director:

Please find enclosed for filing the original and ten copies of Wircless One Network's:

. Complaint and/or Petition for Arbitration against Spnnt Flonda,
Incorporated; o~f<C 5 7
RN Y . Memorandum in Support of the Complaint and/or Petinon; and = =~ 7 )
o . Motion for Admission Pro Hac Vice, 2670 )

Pursuant to Rule 25-22.028, Flonda Administrative Code, a double-sided, high-density
_diskette containing each of the above documents is enclosed. The documents were formatied as
__ WordPerfect for Windows documents under the Windows 95 operating system.
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Director, Division of Records and Recordkeeping
June 26, 1997
Page 2

Please date stamp and return three copies of each document in the enclosed self-addressed
envelope.

Very truly yours,

(IS
([/éé/éﬁf{fé/{?)%f i "(;7

William A. Adams

enclosures

ce:  James A. Dwyer
Frank * caton
Alan Berg, Esq.

L e




BEFORE
THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

Wireless One Network, L. P., )
Complainant/Petitioner, :
V. i Docket N#7 o 75 &
Sprint Florida, Incorporated, :
Respondent. :
COMPLAINT
AND/OR

PETITION FOR ARBITRATION
PURSUANT TO SECTION 252 OF THE
TELECOMMUNICATIONS ACT OF 1996
AND

REQUEST FOR EXPEDITED HEARING
PURSUANT TO FL. ST. SECTION 364.058

1. Complainant/Petitioner Wireless One Network, L. P. d/b/a Cellular One of
Southwest Florida (hereinafler “Wircless One”) is a telecommumications carrier providing
Commercial Mobile Radio Service (“CMRS") in the State of Flonda, Wireless One 1s
the A" side cellular licensee in parts of the Tampa-Orlando and Miami-Fort Lauderdale
Major Trading Areas (“MTAs"), which include Charlotte, Collier, De Soto, Glades,
Hardee, Hendry and Highland Counties, Florida. Its principal place of business is located

at 2100 Electronics Lane, Fort Myers, Florida 33912.
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2. Respondent Sprint Florida, Incorporated (hereinafler “Sprint™) s a
telecommunications carrier centified by the FPSC to provide local exchange telephone
service in the State of Florida. Sprint is a local exchange '=lecommunications company
within the meaning of Fl. St. § 364.02(6), a telecommunications company within the
meaning of FI. St. § 364.02(12), and an incumbent local exchange carrier within the
meaning of 47 U.S.C. § 251(h). As such, Sprint is subject to the F PSC's jurisdiction in
this case. Sprint’s principal place of business is located at 555 Lake Border Dnve,

Apopka, Florida 52703.

3. By letter dated August 2, 1996, a copy of which is attached at tab 1, Wireless
One requested interconnection negotiations with Sprint pursuant to Section 252 of the

Telecommunications Act of 1996 (47 U.S.C. § 252) and the rules and regulations thereto.,

4. From August 2, 1996 onward, Wircless Onc monitored the docketing
activities at the FPSC to ascertain whether CMRS interconnection agreements had been
submitted and approved pursuant to 47 U.S.C § 252(e), and made a ailable to other

telecommunications carriers pursuant to 47 U.S.C. § 252(h) and (1).

5. During the period from August 2, 1996 through January 31, 1997, Sprint

submitted no CMRS interconnection agreements for the FPSC's approval,

6. Pursuant to Wireless One's request of January 31, 1997 and in the furtherance
of interconnection negotiations, Sprint by letter dated February 12, 1997 provided

Wireless One with a copy of a Draft Master Network Interconnection and Resale




Agreement (hercinafier “Draft Master Agreement”), tailored to altemative local exchange

providers and not CMRS providers. Copics of both of these letters are attached at tab 2.

7. At the time Spnint provided Wircless One with the Draft Master Agreement, it
alrcady had negotiated an interim CMRS interconnection agreement with Palmer
Wireless, Inc. (hereinafier “Palmer”). Palmer also does business under the trade name of

Cellular One, and provides service in the Fort Myers MSA.

8. Sprint executed ils interim interconnection agreement with Palmer on
February 11, 1997. That agreement is attached at tab 3. Sprint did not inform Wircless
One that it had entered into the agreement, nor did it submit the intenm Palmer

interconnection agreement to the FPSC for approval.

9. The interim Palmer interconnection agreement contains rates, effective March
1. 1997, that are approximately $30,000 per month less than what Wircless One pays

Sprint for CMRS interconnection pursuant to Sprint’s tarifl,

10. By letter of April 9, 1997, Wireless One, through counsel, informed Sprint
that the Draft Master Agreement could not serve as the basis for negotiations because it
was not tailored to CMRS interconnection and contained no prices. Wireless One further
requested that Sprint provide it with all CMRS interconnection agreements 1t had entered

since the enactment of the Telecommunications Act. The letter is attached at tab 4.

11. By letter of April 10, 1997, Sprint responded to Wircless One's request by

providing a draft CMRS Interconnection Agreement.  Sprint further indicated that




Wireless One could obtain copies of specific CMRS interconnection agreements from the
FPSC, yet Sprint had not submitted the interim Palmer interconnection agreement to the

FPSC. The letter is attached at tab 5.

12. Sprint did not provide Wireless Onc with a copy of the intenm Palmer
interconnection agreement until it mailed the agreement by letter dated Apnl 21, 1997,

which is attached as tab 6.

13. Sprint never has submitted the Palmer interconnection agreement to the FPSC

for approval as required by 47 U.S.C. § 252(¢).

14. Sprint’s failure to comply with 47 U.S.C. § 252(c) prevented Wireless One
from adopting the terms and conditions of the interim Palmer interconnection agreement
pursuant to 47 U.>.C. § 252(i) prior to March 1, 1997, and prevented Wireless One from

requesting the FPSC to enforce the provisions of 47 U.S.C. § 252(1) prior to that date.

15. By letter of May 9, 1997, which is attached at tab 7, Wircless One, through
counsel, requested that the material tenms of the intennm Palmer interconnection
agreement also be made available to Wireless One until a permanent agreement could be

voluntarily negotiated or reached through compulsory arbitration,

16. Sprint refused Wircless One’s request by letter dated May 16, 1997, which is

attached at tab 8.

17. Wireless One continued its request during a conference call of June 6, 1997,

asking that Sprint make the identical terms of the interim Palmer interconnection




agreement available to it. Sprint again refused Wircless One's request. A copy of the

letter memorializing the June 6, 1997 conference call is attached at tab ¥

I8, Sprint's failure to submit the interim Palmer interconnection agreement to the
FPSC and make its terms and conditions available to Wircless One has resulted in an

overpayment to Sprint of approximately $30,000 per month since March 1, 1997,
Count One
19. The allegations of paragraphs 1-18 are incorporaled herein by reference.
20. Sprint's failure to submit the interim Palmer interconnection agreement to the
FPSC violates 47 U.S.C, § 252(¢).
Count Two
21. The allegations of paragraphs 1-20 are incorporated herein by reference.
22. Sprint's failure to submit the intenm Palmer interconnection agreement

prevented the FPSC from approving and filing the agreement for public inspection in

violation of 47 U.S.C. § 252(h).
Count Three
23. The allegations of paragraphs 1-22 are incorporated herein by reference.
24. Sprint’s failure to submit the interim Palmer interconnection agreement to the

FPSC prevented Wireless One from adopting the same terms and conditions for intenm

interconnection in violation of 47 U.S.C. § 252(1).




Count Four

25. The allcgations of paragraphs 1-24 are incorporated herein by reicrence.

26. Sprint's refusal to provide Wircless One with the same terms and conditions
of the interim Palmer interconnection agreement upon request violated the 47 US.C. §

252(i).
Count Five
27. The allegations of paragraphs 1-26 are incorporated herein by reference.

28. Sprint’s violation of 47 U.S.C. §§ 252(c), (h) and (1) has caused Wircless One
to overpay Sprint approximately $30,000 per month in interconnection rates since March

1, 1997.

WHEREFORE, Wireless One prays for the following:

e The FPSC should set this matter for expedited hearing under FI. St. §§ 120,57 and

364.058.

o The FPSC should find that Sprint's failure to submit the ntenm  Palmer

interconnection agreement to the FPSC violated 47 LUS.C. § 252(e).

e The FPSC should order Sprint to submit the inlerim Palmer interconnection

agreement to the FPSC forthwith.




The FPSC should approve the inteim Palmer interconnection agreement in this

proceeding and file it pursuant to 47 U.S.C. § 252(h) forthwith.

e The FPSC should rule that the terms and conditions of the ntenm Palmer
interconnection agreement arc available to Wireless One cffective March 1, 1997,

pursuant to 47 U.S.C. § 252(i).

¢ The FPSC should find that Sprint’s failure to provide Wireless One with the same
terms and conditions of the interim Palmer interconnection agreement violated 47

U.S.C. § 252(i).

e The FPSC should order Sprint to refund, with interest, the difference between the
interconnection rates it has paid Sprint since March 1, 1997 and the amount 1t would
have paid Sprint during that period had Sprint made the interim Palmer

interconnection agreement available.

e The FPSC should order such additional or alternative reliel as may be appropriate.

i (U Pl

William A. Adams
Dane Stinson

Laura A. Hauser (Florida Reg. No. ()782114)
ARTER & HADDEN

10 West Broad Streel

Suite 2100

Columbus, Ohio 43215

614/221-3155 (phone)
614/221-0479 (facsimile)

102922.1C




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| hereby certify that a copy of the forcgoing Complant andor Petition for
Arbitration and Expedited Hearing was served upon the following party by ordinary U.S,
Mail, postage prepaid, on or before this 26th day of June, 1997.

o /(U

William A. Adams, Esq.

Alan Berg, Esq.
Sprint Florida, Incorporated
555 Lake Border Drive
Apopka, Florida 32703
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AT NETWORK

Via Fax: 407-889-1274
Mr. Brooks Albery CERTIFIED MAIL
Director-Carrier Markets
United Telephone - Florida
Box 16500
Altamoate Springs, Florida 32716-5000

Re: Reguest For Negotiation of NEW Interconnection Terms and Conditions

Dear Brooks:

As you know Florid: Cellular RSA Limited Partnership da Cellular One of Southwest Florida
and your company have beea unsble 1o agree on several vital intercoancction issues since the October 11,

1995 Florida PSC decision and order in docket 940235-TL.

Specifically your company has chosen o relabel long standing inlerconnections al North ilaples

and Port Charlotte from Type 28 1o Type 2A, and year-io-daie in defiance of sald Commission order
rendered Type 2A billing to the mobile to land traffic delivered across said trank groups.

Additionally, you have denled us interconnection al your Scbring CO which was 1o have
parallcled the aforementioned North Naples and Port Charlotie interconnections instead you have roquired
of us a Type 2A conr:ction to your Avoa Prrk tandem office which was never previously contemplated,
and requined that (1. “rate center™ 10 which your company reloctantly subsequently acquicsced for our
new dedicated *4 14™ (Scbring) NNX be al Avon Park, instead of at Scbring as had been contemplated
prior to the Commission onder,

Your company has deaied issuance of requested dedicated NNX physically rate centered at
Arcadia, Clewiston, Immokalee, LaBelle, and Wachula which you would have provided prior 1o said order
had we pot voluntarily delayed their activation.

Most receatly you have denied an prgent reguest for two new North Naples NNX's one of which
is immediately required in connection with a new servios category whose introduction is scheduled for
August, and the other of which wil! be neoessary by fourth quarter, 1996 to meet customer demand, unless
we cxecuic 8 near unilsterally dictated Virtual Jate Ceater Agreement to which we have expressed grave

reservalion.

We have deliberated but delayed filing formal complaints against your actions with state or
fedenal regulatory suthoritics pending emineat new FCC interconnection regulstions.

We arc now peepared 0 go forward with such complaints unless we can come (0 a mecting of the
minds concerning new interconnection terms and conditions that would address both the pricing and
reciprocity contemplated in the FOC eminent decision, and our right to obtain direct *local’ exchange
interconnections at reasonable terms for the two-way exchange of all Intercarrier traflic.

Incumbent in this latier category is the noed for you 1o avoid imposing a *reverse’ charge option
fee per minute of use (-prescatly 5.66 cents) whea the interconnection can be accomplished on an
originating (leloo) central office 1o local (calling area) point of interconnection.

We are disposed 1o commence such negotiation, ideally face-o-[ace, commencing August 15,
with meaningful agreement anticipated within 45-60 days.




Plecase indicate your willingness to negotiate in good faith toward both the objective of FCC
compliant reciprocal pricing and (intercarrier) customer satisfaction at your earliest convenlence.

Yours Truly,

2,,.4_746@4.—\_,

Frank Healon
Director of Planning & External Allsirs

FH/sr
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1 Celluiar One

a Wireless One Nerwork company

January 31, 1997 WMa Fax 1o 407-889-1274

Brooks Albery, Director - Carrier Markets
United Telephone of Florida

Box 16500

Ahlamonte Spring, Florida 32716-5000
Tel: 407-889-1389

RE:  Your January 17, 1997 Letter

Dear Brooks,

Your January 17, 1997 advice that new 641 and 645 NXX codes requested
June 28, 1996, could be available on January 25, 1997 has been digested.

We hav notified the cellular industry and our outsourced billing service to gear up
these 2 additicaal North Naples rate centered NXOC's ASAP. We should be sbie to use
them by February 25, 1997. (Note: Historically your company gave us advance notice of
the pending availsbility of new codes so that we could gear up to use them whea
available.)

Your correspondence which I reccived on January 24, 1997, states your company
will “re-designate™ the trunk routing for these 2 additional NXX codes from that of our §
prescot North Naples NXX codes . . . but could “re-designate”™ based on the outcome of
our formal complaint.

We hareby request you amend your unilateral mandate that Type ZA trunks be
used to carry the Bonita Springs, Marco, Naples aod North Naples exchange originated
land to mobile traffic 10 these 2 NXOX groups and route them consistent with the call
routing of our 5 existing North Naples NOOCs (See oy November 12, 1996 letter at page
three requesting /requiring you restore/maintain the traditional two way routing of traffic
between our companies. Also, see my November 26, 1996 letter at page 2 stating my
recollection of your oml commitment not to changs the existing land to mobile call routing
prior to addressing FCC 96-90 interconnection nies.

Your January 17, 1997 letter continues to ignore our position, and coatradicts said
nal commitment. There is no technical or regulatory requirement compdlling you to force
changes in call routing at this time

P
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Your mandate ignores our August 2, lmmﬂhwmdm:um
wmdmmMMhMmﬁhﬂmﬁa
mlmmm_mmmummm

We will not accept your unilateral call rerouting mardate.

Hymmnﬂcmwhuﬂmﬁaﬂhﬂnwﬂ'tupuﬂuﬁw
:ﬁﬂummmﬂmﬂmﬁﬂaﬂubyFﬁm l.w:_uqu.elul_ﬁrd
renegotiating session on or before February 7, l?ﬂlﬂdﬂﬂfﬁmﬁfylﬁeqﬂmmﬂ
thwdmmWmeﬂmm

Wcmdﬁﬂmhmmsmcmmﬂmmlm 17, 1997
reply is unacceptable.

Yours truly, .

?WQM-—

Frandis J. Heaton '
Director of Planning and External Affairs

FIH/kdb
cc Public Sarvice Commission

Norman Harton, Jr., Esquire
(Messer, Caperello, Metz, Maidy and Sdf)

Enclosures ~
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*w Bevels B, Albery St Cperimn
Pirvchar - Carvlar blark-u e 000 C 55I7
alime Sprag, Plorids 37704 5000
T ebepnmer (457 9. 1 30
Fax (407) - 1 1M

Re: Your correspondence duted February 11, 1997
Deear Frank:

1 have read your letter to me duted Febraary | 1th. With respect 10 the substantive NXX and
routi ;hﬂﬂhhﬂ“uﬂ-“wmmrwm
tirr ., your letier doss BOt Faise issucs that have not beon addressed ln prior correspondeace. It
does not appoar that we caa reach an agroament on how 1o resolve these lusucs betwesn cur
companbes, Celiular One bas filed & complaint with the commission dealing with thess exact
issues, This being the case, | believe the best course of actioa is 10 aliow the Florids Public
Service Commission to function a4 a neutral third party © help Cellnlar One and Sprint
succeesfully resolve Chess lswues.

mw“mumm-mummm
be FAXed o your offices immedistely. The document is over 25 pages. Allow me to spciogire
in advance If this causes sy inconvenience. As I stated in earlier correspondence, | believe
muh—mmmﬂmwﬂumm
berween our companics end will likeh provide s positive finenclal impact for your com pany.

m#-ﬁﬂﬂ—hup-mmm
Sincersly,

Brooks Albary

Director-Carrior Markets

o« Jalme Pinero

Dobbis Terry
Alss Berg

Ben Poag
Florida Public Service Commission

ool HNO BETIIM A ETHT 800 e 10 ETIRT LRSWISER
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- 2 Brooks . Albe Soutlse '
e 9 ry fiern ﬂptl‘ltlnﬂ.l
Vv Spﬂnt Durecr - Carrier Markets wak 16000 MC 5427
Muamante Springs, Florids 31716500
Telgphone (407) 685-1349
Fax (407) B89-1274
February 11, 1997

M. Patrick Meehan
Palmer Wireless, Inc.

12800 University Drive, Suite 500
Fort Myers, FL 33907-5337

Dear Patrick;

Sprint-Florida, Inc. (“Sprint”) and Palmer Wireless, Inc. (“Palmer™) agree that al! Landline/Commercial
Mobile Radio Service (“CMRS") Interconnections between the parties in the state of Florida shall be
provided at the rates and upon the terms and conditions outlined in this Letter Agreement:

* The ratio of 69:31, 69% Mobile-to-Land and 31% Land-to-Mobile, will be used as the ratio for
reciprocal compensation between Sp:int and Palmer for the period 11/1/96 through 5/1/97 and
continuing therer ter for such period of time necessary for the parties to verify and agree upon any
adjustment to the 69:31 ratio.

* A sccond traffic study will be provided by Palmer for a 30-day period beginning April, 1 1997. Any
mummmammmmmmmhmadm.pmmm
basis. Deviations will not be donc on a retroactive basis.

* Reciprocal compensation at existing rates in Sprint's General Exchange TarifT will be retroactive to
November 1, 1996, and through February 28, 1997. Such reciprocal compensation shall include a
proration of all facilities used for both Mobile-to-Land and Land-to-Mobile interconnection with the _
exception of facilities used to connect Palmer’s cell sites and Mobile Telephone Switching Office. =

* Reciprocal compensation at rates consistent with the FCC's order in CC Docket 96-98 will commence
on March 1, 1997. Such reciprocal compensation shall include a proration of all facilities used for
both Mobile-to-Land and Land-to-Mobile interconnection with the exception of facilities used to
connect Palmer’s cell sites and Mobile Telephone Switching Office. See Exhibit 1 for the appropriate
rates.

* Sprint reserves the right to perform annual audits on traffic studies performed by Palmer.

* Palmer will continue exercising the Reverse Toll Option with Sprint. This will be handled outside the
interconnection agreement.




Fay -1'."' b .
Wy icless
/ ~ Vi, 1997 . @

£Le2

» No reciprocal compensation will be paid for A-links, 4« i o thie *gieement, Sprint will charge
Palmer for A-link connectivity to the Fi. Myers tandews and sprint will provide the connection for the
A-link between the Ft. Myers tandem and the Sprint STP at no charge to Palmer.

* Sprint will provide Palmer with records of toll traffic terminating through Sprint to the Palmer CMRS
network. Palmer will bill the IXC applicable rate elements from the point of interface to the Palmer
switch.

* Sprint’s Interconnection Agreement will be edited to include Palmer specific lauguage based on
CMRS interconnection.

. mmmmmmmm-w&uemmuw“mtwm
terms of this Letter Agreement.

* The intermediary function for Mobile-to-Land traffic will be billed at the intermediary rate on Exhibit
I.unﬁlmhﬁmcuﬂprint'sﬂilﬁngmdmmsmun bill the filed and approved rate
clemeats. Af such time, the intermediary charge shall consist of the tandem switching charge and
where applicable, the transport rate elements.

mmﬂmmuhcﬁeﬁwmmmu‘m below on behalf of Palmer. The
murmmmmm@mmwm. 1997, provided however, after such date this
M&wwmﬂmhhﬂﬂﬂuwmdeﬁeum:mmwﬂzbuhmﬁl such time as either
pmypmviduaﬁd:ypiorwﬁummﬂmhhuﬂwmyufﬂwirdmﬁ:tnwmﬁnuclhu Letter

Agreement.

Please sign below to indicate your accep/ance and approval of the rates, terms and conditions incorporated
herein. Y

Sincerely, ¢

Brooks Albery

Accepled and agreed to this day of February, 1997
K. Patrick Mechan

Palmer Wireless
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Vhroien Ooe subhsn s fogess i ot & 8Fr DEEEL. e o e
may have, or cbhgatons and dsfees G mun P mposed pem Spems T et
Reconcibiation Act of 1993, 47 US.C Section 1300 & meyg . (0) B Tomsemmeme stems S o
1996, and (3) present and future state and fodoral byes amd rogulatons.

Please indicate your disposition 10 these concerns withun frve busamess Sovs of recoge of
this letter. Also, please forward all cellular interconnection agreements exccuted by amy Sprat
incumbent local exchange company, including United Telephone and Centel, since the enactment
of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. Obviously, you do not need 1o send us another copy of
the AirTouch agreement in Ohio.

We hope you share our desire to avoid arbitration and will work with me and Mr. Heaton
to promptly reach a mutually acceptable interconnection agreement.

Vﬂ? WIW
. liam A. ﬂ%
Enclosure

cc:  James A. Dwyer
Frank Heaton

WAA/K
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$ Sp‘int Brooks B Albery Southern Operalions
Inrector - € arncr Market Tsn 165000 MC 5127

Aliamante Springs, Flonids 327165000

Tebephane (407} K89, 1 440
Fax (407) 8991214

April 10, 1997

William A. Adams

ARTER & HADDE~

One Columbus

10 West Broad Street, Suite 2100
Columbus, Ohio 43215-3422

Re: Wireless One
Dear Mr. Adams

In response to your letter dated April 9th, I have attached the most current draft of the
Commercial Mobile Radio Services (“CMRS") Interconnection Agreement being used by Sprint-
Florida, Inc. (“Sprint™) for negotiating interconnection arrangsments with CMRS providers
along with a listing of Sprint’s proposed rates. Please work with Debbie Terry and myself to
schedule the meetings and conference calls necessary for negotiating the interconnection
agreement.

| am in the process of reviewing your request that | “forward all cellular interconnection
agreements execr d by any Sprint incumbent local exchange company, including United
Telephone and Centel, since the enactment of the Telecommunications Act of 1996™ (“Act™). It
is my belief that only interconnection agreements negotiated by Sprint-Florida, Inc. arc relevant
for our discussions regarding the Florida properties of Wircless One. It is also my understanding
that the interconnection agreements negotiated to be compliant with the Act and filed with the
Florida Public Service Commission (“FPSC™) are publicly availe /le, and therefore directly
obtainable by your firm from the FPSC. That notwithstanding, Sprint will endeavor to obtain
copies of the relevant filed wireless interconnection agreements and forward those on to your

attention,

1 look forward to working with you to reach a successful conclusion to the negotiations. | can be
reached at 407-889-1389.

Sincerely, , W

Brooks Albery

Attachments

; Leslie Klinger
Debbie Terry




= g Bruoks B, Albery Southern Operations
v SP""‘ Drrvctor - Carrier Markets Bon 165000 MC 54527
M:mml‘hﬂa 32716 S0
Tebephone [407) x%9.1 1
Fax (407) 8991274

April 21, 1997

William A. Adams

ARTER & HADDEN

One Columbus

10 West Broad Street, Suite 2100
Columbus, Ohio 43215-3422

Re: Wireless One

Dear Mr. Adams:

The attached documents are provided as a follow-up 1o my letter dated April |0th One
attachment is a copy of the interconnection agreement between Western Florida Cellular
Telephone Corporation (*Western™) and Sprint Florida, Incorporated. This agreement was

negotiated using a standard interconnection agreement designed for negotiating interconnection
agreements with Competitive Local Exchange Carriers ("CLECs"™). Since the negotiations with

Please work with Debbie Terry at 407-889-6410 to schedule times for our companies (o meet

and commence crafting an interconnection agreement. Please note that meetings will likely need
to be scheduled several weeks in advance to avoid scheduling conflicts.

St ol

Brooks Albery

Attachments

c: Leslie Klinger
Debbie Terry




Washingion, D.C.
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ATTORNEYS AT LAW

Josinded 1843
One Columbus lrvine
10 West Broad Soeet, Suite 2100 Los Angele
Columbus, Ohio 43215-3422 San Francisco
614/221-3155 selephons
G14/221-0479 focrimile Direct Dial: (614) 2393771
Ttermet Adkiresa W Adam farterbudden com

Mr. Brooks B. Albery
Director-Carrier Markets
Sprint Florida, Incorporated
555 Lake Border Drive
Apopka, Florida 32703

Dear Mr. Albery:
Thank you fo. your letter of April 21, 1997 forwarding a copy of the interim interconnection

agreement between

ida, Inc. (“Sprint™) and Palmer Wircless, Inc. dated February 11, 1997

(hercinafter “the Palmer Agreement”). We request that the terms of that interim agreement also be
made available to our client, Wireless One Network (“Wircless One™), as required by the
Telecommunications Act of 1996 (“TA96™), as follows:

The ratio of 75:25 ratio (75% mobile-to-land and 25% land-to-mobile) wili be used
as the interim ratio for reciprocal compensation between Sprint and Wircless One
for the period beginning August 2, 1996, the date on which Wireless One first
requesiad interconnection with Sprint under TA96, and continuing for such period
of time as necessary for the parties to verify and agree upon sny adjustment to the
ratio. All compensation paid prior to the adjustment of the ratio shall be subject to
a truc-up based upon the agreed-upon adjustment.

Prior to March 1, 1997, reciprocal compensation shall be paid at existing rates in
Sprint’s General Exchange Tariffl Commencing on March 1, 1997, reciprocal
compensation will be based on the composite rates provided in Exhibit 1 to the
Palmer Agreement unti the Florida Public Service Commission approves
permancnt interconnection rates and Sprint’s Billing and Recording System can
accommodate the approved rate dlements. Wireless One reserves the right to seek
different rates than in Exhibit 1 to the Palmer Agreement on a prospective basis in
the final interconnection agreement.
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May 9, 1997
Page 2

e Spnnt has the right to perform annual audits on traffic studics performed by
Wireless One.

* Sprnt will provide Wireless One with records of toll traffic terminating through
Sprint to the Wireless One commercial mobile radio service network. Wircless
One will bill the interexchange carrier applicable rate elements from the point of
interface to the Wireless One switch.

* Wireless One will continue exercising the Reverse Toll Option with Sprint outside
the interim interconnection agreement. Wireless One reserves the right to seck the
Reverse Toll Option in the final interconnection agreement.

* Sprint will provide Wireless One Type 2A CCS7 Tandem Office VIRTUAL
exchange interconnection of all of its dedicated NXX codes and Sprint will provide
A link connectivity between one Sprint STP and the Avon Park Tandem, and
another Sprint STP and the Fort Myers Tandem at no charge  Wireless One will
pay for A link connectivity to each of the Fort Myers and Avon Park Tandems.

¢ This interim interconnection agreement shall be effective upon signing and shall

expire on the effective date of the final interconnection agreement.

As we discuss- . by telephone today, you will schedule a one hour conference call next week
with me, Frank Heaton, you, Deb Tery, and Alan Berg to finalize the terms of this interim
interconnection agreement. Please have your secretary call me to coordinate the meeting schedule and
to provide the conference bridge number for that call.

il Wl

WAA
cc: James A. Dwyer

Frank Heaton
Deborah Terry

Ll
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%‘ Splint Brooks B, Albery Southern Operatons
Dérecsor - Carrver Markets Bhan LGS000 MC 5427
Altameonte Sprngy, Fonda 327165000
Telephane (+°7) 5891449
Fax (AOT) 859114
May 16, 1997

Mr. Frank J. Heaton

Director of Planning & External Affairs
Wireless One of Southwest Florida
2100 Electronics Lane

Fort Myers, Florida 33912

Re: Request for Interim Interconnection Agreement

Dear Frank:

I have reviewed your request to enter into an interim interconnection agreement with Sprint-Florida with
our policy team and have determined that Sprint will not negotiate a greatly scaled down agreement
similar to the letter agreement with Palmer. Sprint has a CMRS specific interconnection agreement that
was provided to Wireless One in April and we are anxious to work through the negoliation process with
Wireless One us...g April 9th as the oicial start date for the negotiations.

In the spirit of continuing the discussions begun carlier this week between Wireless One, Arter & Hadden,
and Sprint-Florida, following are rewrites and additional information for several of the bullet points
provided in the letter from Arter & Hadden. This letter should not be misconstrued as a contract offer.

During the discussions of the first bullet point on page one of the letter of May 9, 1997, the parties failed
to address the ratio for mutual compensation as it applics separately to minu‘es-of -use and
interconnection facilities. This has been added to the bullet point as reflected below for your review.

The ratio of 77:23 ratio (modified by Sprint) (77% mobile-to-land and 23% land-to-mobile) will be used
as the interim ratio for reciprocal compensation of minutes-of-use and of all interconnection facilitics used
for both Mobile-to-Land and Land-to-Mobile interconnection between Sprint and Wircless One with the -
exception of facilities used to connect Wireless One’s cell sites and Mobile Telephone Switching Office
This in*srim ratio will be accomplished by Wireless One billing Sprint at a level equivalent to 30% of the
traffic billed to Wireless One by Sprint for terminating Mobile-to-Land traffic. Likewise for trunk groups
with two-way traffic, 30% of the facility bill to Wireless One will be billed by Wircless One back to
Sprint-Florida. More specific language on this will be available within the CMRS interconnection
agreement. All one-way interconnection trunk facilities are the responsibility of the company making usc
of these facilities for terminating traffic from their end users.

Regarding Bullet Point Four on page 2, Sprint currently offers a virtual designated exchange for NXX
codes associated with Type 2A interconnection in Section A25 of Sprint-Florida, Inc.'s General Exchange
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Tariff. Because this is available within Sprint's tanfl, Sprint believes it is inappropriate to include
language on virtual rate centers in an interconnection agreement.

Sprint is willing to discuss with Wireless One outside the interconnection negotiations an arrangement
where Sprint will charge Wireless One for A-Link connectivity to the Sprint tandem(s) in the Fort Myers
LATA and Sprint will provide the transport for A-link connectivity from its access tandem(s) in the Fort
Myers LATA to its local STP pair at no charge to Wireless One. This is consistent with the language in
the Palmer letter agreement.

As we discussed, Mr. Adams will provide a copy for Sprint's review of the Ameritech agreement filed
with the Ohio Commission in February of this year which includes a reverse toll option plan. Sprint-
Florida currently offers a reverse toll option in Section A25 of the General Exchange Tariff. This
offering will continue to be ofiered via tariff and will not be included in an interconnection agreement.

In addition, the ratio of mobile-to-land 1o land-to-mobile is subject to a valid traflic study being submitted
to and approved by Sprint. Given the inability to determine the actual ratio of traffic, the 77:23 ratio
discussed above would apply until such time as an actual ratio can be determined.

It was agreed that a follow-up telephone call would be held at 1:00 p.m. on Friday May 16, 1997.

Sincerely,

/;f;,ﬁé. (ZOL{

Brooks Albery
Director-Carrier Markets

(- William A. Adams
Alan Berg
Debbie Terry
Betty Smith
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ATTORNEYS AT LAW

Josenaded 154
Cleveland One Columbus livine
Dbl " 10 West Broad Sueet, Suite 2100 Low Angeles
Washingron, D.C. Columbus, Ohio 43215-M22 Sun Francisoo
G14/221-3155 srlephons
61472210479 facrimile Darect Dial: (614) 2791278
Internet Addreis wadama(Eanierhadden com
June 11, 1997
Via Facsimile (407) 889-1274 end U.S. Mail
Mr. Brooks Albery
Sprint-Florida, Inc.

Box 165000 MC 5327
Altamonte Springs, FL 32716-5000

Re:  Wireless One Interconnection Negotiations
Dear Mr. Albery:

This will confirm the following agreements reached during the June 6, 1997 conference
call with you, Deb Terry, and Alan Berg for Sprint and Frank Heaton and me for Wireless One;

* Wireless One will bill and Sprint will pay reciprocal compensation beginning
November 1, 1996 on all Type 2B land-to-mobile traffic at the rate of | cent/mou.
Wireless One and Sprint agreed in principle on how the minutes would be computed
in determining the bill. You received a bill with back up from Wireless One
yesterday, June 10, 1997, consistent with this agreement. Wireless One reserves the
right to pursue reciprocal compensation to a date prior to November 1, 1996. It is and
has been our position that, although the Eighth Circuit unstayed the reciprocal
compensation rule effective November 1, 1996, once unstayed, the rule is effective
retroactively.

« Although not directly related to the interconnection negotiations, Sprint agreed to
credit Wircless One for the overbillings for Type 2B interconnections back to
January 1, 1996, the effective date of the Florida PSC order lowering the Type 2B
compensation to 1 cent/mou. Wireless One and Sprint agreed in principle to use a
similar methodology to that being used for reciprocal compensation billing. You
received Wireless One’s computation of the credit with backup yesterday consistent
with this agreement.

We would like to conclude both of these matters during our next conference call at 1:00 p.m.,
Tuesday, June 17, 1997. We appreciate your anticipated cooperation in completing your review
of these materials prior to that time,
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Also during the June 6, 1997 conference call, we discussed the reverse charge option. It
is our position that the Telecommunications Act of 1996 and the FCC's Local Competition Order
requires all intraMTA land-to-mobile and mobile-to-land traffic to be priced at transport and
termination rates. This includes the reverse charge option that Sprint currently provides Wircless
One by tariff. Whether Wireless One or Sprint's customer pays for the land-to-mobile intraMTA
call, the call must be priced at transport and termination rates without any access charge. The
reverse charge option is merely a billing service that allows Wireless One to pay the charges that
Sprint’s customers otherwise would incur. You agreed to review our position on this issue and
respond during our June 17, 1997 conference call.

Finally, during the June 6, 1997 conference call, Wircless One again raised its request for
the terms of the interim Palmer agreement as set forth in my letter of May 9, 1997, which you
previously rejected by your letter of May 16, 1997. You again indicated that Sprint was not
willing to offer the terms and conditions of the interim Palmer agreement to Wireless One. As
you explained in cur conference calls of May 14 and May 16, 1997, the major point of
disagreement ! .tween Sprint and VVireless One is the March 1, 1997 effective date for the lower
transport and termination rates set forth in Exhibit | to the Palmer agreement. It is and has been
our position that, under § 252(i) of the Telecommunications Act of 1996, Sprint is obligated to
make the same provisions available to Wireless One.

During our next conference call on June 17, 1997, we look forward to your response to
Wireless One’s calculation of the overbillings credit and reciprocal compensation bill, as well as
your response to our position on the reverse charge option.

Very truly yours,

(i Y et

cc:  James A. Dwyer
Frank Heaton

1026381
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