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HAND DELIVERED

Blanca 5. Bayo, Director
Division of Records and Reporting
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard
Tallahassee, Florida 323959-0850

Re: Docket No. 970336-TP - Arbitration of Termn and
Conditions Between 106G Telecom Group, Ine, and OTE
Florida Incorporated, Pursuant to 47 U,.5.C, § 242

Dear Ms. Bayo:

On April 7, 1997, 1 filed a stipulation between 100 Tolocom
Group, Inc. ("ICG") and GTE Florida, Incorporated (“GTEFLY). The
document included a signature page that had been forwarded to me by
telecopier. 1 have since received the original document 1 am
supplying copies of it for the Commission's file,

The attached copy of Exhibit A to the Stipulation rotlectn
that it has been executed.

Yours truly,
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BEFONRE THE FLORDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMAMISSION

in re: Arbitration of Terms and
Conditions Between ICG
Telecom Group, Inc. and GTE
Florida Incorporated,

Pursuant to 47 U.S.C. § 262

Docket No. 970338-TP
Filed: April 7, 1997

b R R R

STIPULATED SETTLEMENT OF ARBITRATION
SETWEEN ICG TELECOM GROUP. INC. AND
QTE FLONDA, INCORPORATED OF A PROPOSED AGREEMENT
EN ICG TELECOM GROLUYP. INC.. A

ald, 0 M m L at oY) A

This stipulstion is entered into by and bestween GTE Fiorids, Incorporated
{"GTEFL") and ICG Telecom Group, Inc. ("ICG") (collectively referred to as the
"Parties) in order to settle all disputed issues between the parties and resolve the
arbitration in Docket No. 970338-TP (Petition for Arbitration of Certain Terms and
Conditions Between ICG Telecom Group, Inc., and GTE Florida Incorporated) pursuant
to the following:

WHEREAS, GTEFL and ICG have been in negoliations to reach a flinal
interconnection sgreement under Section 251 and 252 of the Telecommunications Act
of 1996 (the "Act”] for several months:

WHEREAS, ICG filed a petition for arbitration with the Florida Public Service
Commission on March 18, 1997, pursuant to section 252(b)(1) of the Act;

WHEREAS, the Parties have entered the "Agreement Between ICG Telecom
Group, Inc. and GTE Florida, Incorporated To Enter An Interconnection Agreement In
Florida,” (the “Agreement”) attached hereto as Exhibit A:

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED THAT GTEFL and ICG do agree
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and submit to this Commission that all issues raised by ICG’s petition for arbitration
afe now resolved, and thare are no romaining open substantive issues before this
Commission; and that the Parties request that the Commission retan jurisdiction for
the sole purpose of resolving, il any, future disputes that may arise regarding
administrative and ministerial changes, as identified in the Agreement, and for
approving or rejecting the final proposed ICG/GTEFL interconnection agreement
ontered pursuant 1o the terms and conditions of the Agreement,

in witness whereof, the Parties have executed this Stipulation through their

(

Sepgpponfulelind!
Caswell/

authorized representatives,

'
A. McGlothiin Ki f
117 South Gadsden Strest Post Odfice Box 110, MC 7
Talishassee, FL 32301 Tampa, Florida 33601-0110
Attorney for ICG Telecom Group. Inc. Attorney for GTE Flonda,
incorporated




AGREEMENT BETWEEN ICG TELECOM GROUP, INC.
AND GTE FLORIDA, INCORPORATED TO ENTER INTO AN
INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT IN FLORIDA

This is an Agreement made the th day of April, "7, between 1CG
Telecom Group, Inc,, ("1CG") and GTE Fonda, Incorpewatad (*GTEFL®).

Whereas, 1CG and GUEFL. are engaped in an arlwtration proceeding, (Docket
No. 970336 '1T1) belore the Florida Public Service Commission punsuant 1o the provisions
of the Communications Act of 1934, as amended by the Telecommunications Act of 199
(Pub. 1. 104-104, 110 Sat. 56) (the “Aat”), induding, inter alia, the provisions of
47 US.C. §252,

Whereas, 1CG and GTEFL apree 1CG s entitled under the Telecommmmications
Act of 1990, 47 L1.S.C. §252(i), 1o enter into an interconnedction agreement with GEEFL
containing the same substantive termn and conditions as any apreement approved amd
chicctive umder Section 252 between GTEFL amd another local exchange carner ("ALECT),

Whereas, GTEFL entered mto an arbitrated apgreement(s) with one (or nwre)
ALEC(s) in Forida which agreement(s) is (or are) not yet finally approved by the Flonda
Public Service Commission and in ctlect;

Whereas, 106G and GUEEL desire 1o resolve this pemding, arbitration now,

NOW, THEREFORE, 1CG and GIEFL, vonsuderation ol their nunmoal

promises amd agreements as set forth herem, agree as follows:

1.  Once an interconnection agreement, atbitrated or otherwise, between ALEC
and GUEFL ("ALEC/GTEFL Interconnection Agreement®) has been filed with the
Florida Public Service Commission, 1CG may at any time therealier notily GEEFL that
upon  final  Compussion  approval  and  the  clfcciveness ol the ALEC/GIER]
Interoonnection. Apgreement, 1CG will enter into an amtenvonnechon agrecient wath
GIEFL that contains all the same substantive terms as the ALEC/GTEFL Interconnection
Apreement (*1CG/GTEFL Agreemem”™), which Agreement shall be submitied 1o the
Florida Public Service Commission, as hereinalier provided. Io the evest more than one
sih ALEC/ZGUVEFL Intervomnection Agreement has been filed with the Honda Pably
service Commission, at the time 1CG clects 1o so notify GEPEFL, 1CG may choose any one
of the ALEC/GTEEL Interconnection Agreements that have been filed with the Flonda
Public Service Comimsion.

2. Omee 1CG notities GUEFL that 1CG wall enter into an interconneation
apreement with GUEFL that contains all the same substantive tenms as the ALEC/GTEFL
Inmterconnection Apreement, 1CG amd GEEFL will immediately enter mto negatiations
repanding the scope of name sulntitations and sich minor adimmsteative and other changes
as necessary o timalize an 1CG/GTEEL Apreement that comtains all the same sulntantive
terms as the ALEC/GTEFL Imerconnection Agreement except that the partics o the
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ICG/GTEEL. Apcement are 1CG add GTEFL, wath 1CG having: the samwe nghts and
dutics s ALEC. Iff 10G and GVEFL cannit seach agreement on the scope of name
substitutions amd  mimwr administrative and ather changes, the  Flomda Public Service
Commission will resolve the issuc(s) as a pant of the pending 1CG/GTEFL. Agreement
arhitration proveeding where pernitied or otherwise if not so permitted.

3. Once there is agreement on pame substitutions and admimstrative and other
changes, or the dispute regarding name substitutions and administrative and other chanpes
has been submitted to the Flonda Public Service Compussion to sesolve, as the case may
be, 1CG and GTEFL will, no sooner than the date the ALEC/GTEFL Interconnection
Agrecment is approved by the Flonda Public Service Comnussion and cflective but as soon
therealier as possible, submit the 1CG/GTEFL Agreenent 1o Flonida Public Service
Commission for approval.

4. (a) Inthe event that an appeal or recomuderanion of (any of) the onder(s) of
the Florida Poblic Service Commission resolving. or approving the ALEC/GTEFL
Interconnection Agreement clected by 1CG as the mandel tor the 1CG/GTEFL Apseement
results in a final, non appealable onder of a comt of competent jumsdhction, o a final,
non-appealable onder of the Honda Public Service Commussion which order(s) require(s)
changes in such ALEC/GTEEL Interconnection Agreenent, the exact same chanpes shall
b masde in the ICG/GTEFL Aprecment, siwch that 1CG s and GTEFL's sulntantive npghts
uinder the 1CG/ZGTEERL Aprecment shall be neither greater nor less than the nghts finally
retained by ALEC or GUEFL, respectively, m the ALEC/GTEFL Inerconnection

Aprecment.

(b) I at any time dunng the appealis) of the ALEC/GTEFL

Interconnection Agreement, a court or commission of competent junsdiction issucs a stay
or otherwise orders imterdocntory injundtive reliel that atfects, in whole or in part, the
ALEC/GTEFL. Interconnedtion Agreement that 1CG i adopting, the 1CG GTEFL
Aprecment entered into as a result of this Aprecment shall also be sulyect 1o, and 1CG and
GTEFL. agree 1o abide by, the exact same order of stay or other interlocutory injunctive
relict.

5. This Agrecment will be sulwmitted, along with an appropnate sipulation, o
Florisda Public Service Commssion as resolution of the 1CG/GVEEFL arbitration with the
request that Flonda Public Service Commission retaim junsdiction for the sole purpuses of
resolving, differences reganding the scope of adimimstrative and other danges shoukd 106G
aned GTTEFL bwe smable 1o seach aprecment on sinh chanpes andd 1o approve o sejend the
1CGAGTEEL Agreememt

6. This Apreement may be signed in counterparts
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FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMNISSION

capital cirele Office Osater ¢« 2840 Shbumard Oak Beulevard

Tellahassds, Flerida 32398-0850
NENORANDYUN

April 24, 1997

01 DIRECTOR, DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING (BAYO)

B DIVISION OF LBGAL BERVICES ( - p WV
DIVISI0N OF CONMURICATIOND tn'u‘m. U STAVANIA, .
WIDELL) LA

RE: DOCES? NO. 970336-FF - PETITION FOR ARBITRATION OF

CERTAIN THANS AND COMDITIONS OF A PROPOSED AGREENENT
SEYUSEN ICC TELECON GROUP, INC. AND OTE FLORIDA
INCORPORATED PURSUANT TO SECTIONS 251 AND 282 OF THE
TELBOONNUNICATIONS ACT OF 1996.

AIENHDA: MAY ¢, 1997 - RBOULAR AGENDA - PETITION WITHDRANN -
IHTBARSTED PERSONS HMAY PARTICIPATE

CRITICAL DATES: HoE
SPBCIAL INSTRUCTIONS: 8:\PSC\LBG\WP\07833077.00M

On October 10, 1996, ICG Telecom Group, Inc. (ICG) and GTE
Florida, Incorporated (GTEFL) entered into negotiations regarding
ICG's request for resale and interconnection arrangements with
GTEFL. Initially, the parties were unable to resolve a number of
issues. As such, on March 18, 1997, ICG filed a petition for
arbitration of the unresolved issues with GTEFL.

The parties, however, continued to negotiate in an effort to
resolve the remaining issues. As a result, the parties reached an
agreement whereby ICGC will adopt an approved and effective
interconnection agreement between GTEFL and another alternative
local exchange company (ALEC), pursuant to § 252(i) of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996 (the Act). The parties believe that
this agreement resolves the issuss in ICG's request for
arbitration. Thus, on April 15, 1997, ICG filed a Notice of
Withdrawal of its potition for arbitration.




DOCKET NO. 970336-TP
DATE: April 24, 1997

I88UR 3¢ Should the Commission acknowledge ICG's Notice ot
Withdrawal of its petition for arbitration, in light of the

parties' agrssment?

RECOMMEBNDATION: Yes. The Kotice of Withdrawal states that the
parties beljeve that their agreement, whereby ICG will adopt an
approved, effective interconnection agreement between GTEFL and
another ALEC, resolves the issues in 1ICG's petition for
arbitration. Mo issues remain for the Commission to resolve;
therefore, this docket should be closed.

ATARY ANALYSES: After extensive negotiations, ICG states that the
parties have resolved the resaining procedural issues concerning
10G's adoption of an interconnection agresment between GTEFL and
another ALEC. As such, ICG filed a Notice of Withdrawal of
Petition for Arbitration on April 14, 1997. Therein, ICG
incorporates, by reference, the parties' agreement on the
procedural issues and states that the parties have stipulated that
the agresmsent resclves the arbitration request.

With ICG's petition for arbitration withdrawn, there are no
further issues for the Coamission to address. This docket may,
therefore, be closed. Pursuant to the provisions of 47 U.5.C. §§
251(c) (1), 252(a)(2), or 252(b) (5), the parties could bring to our
attention any probless that may ariss in the development of a final
interconnection agreement. Once ICG's adoption of an
interconnection agreement between GTEFL and another ALEC has been
signed, the parties should submit the agreement for Commission
review and approval pursuant to 47 U.5.C. $§252(e).




DOCKET NO. 970316-TP
DATE: April 24, 1997

IBSUR 21 Should this docket be closed?
] Yes. If the Commission approves staff's

RBCRDE 7 1 T
recommendation in Issus 1, no further issues romain for the

Commission to address. Therefore, this docket should be closed.
1 If the Commission approves staff's recommendation

AZANY REDLYSIS
in Issue 1, no further issues resain for the Commission to address.
Therefore, this docket should be closed.






