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f/ROM: DIVISION OF COMM UNICA110NS (00'Y~f"KING) 

R£: 980696-TP-DETERM.INATION OF 111 COST OF BASIC LOCAl. 
TELECOMMUN1CA110NS SERVICe PURSUANT TO SEC110N 364 0!5 
FLORIDA ST A l1JTES 

Altached an: lhc issues lhal SU\IT v.11l recommend 10 lhc Pn:hcann11 Officer 10 lk~<lcl 1\o 

980696- fp Arrf inlcrested penon "'ishin& 10 file commcnl.t n:pding lh.:sc issu.-' m.ul \11> ~<• b) 
July I 0, 1998. Your commcnu llUIY al50 include mjUC:SIJ for om! arJ!UtOCnl at you bclac'e nml 
argumenl before the Prehenring Officer i1 ncccssnry rraor 111 lhc Scrlcmhcr 28, 19'1H, l'rchc.mn~ 
('nnfen:nce. 

l"urthennore, if you inlend lo po.rticapale in lhas dodeled mnuer, you mUSI tile~ l'clallon h> 

lnlCJ'\~ if you have no1 alrcody done 10 lf)'ou do no1 formally in~cncnc, )OU "ill nol rcw• c the 
penmen! infomwion and doeumentalion (or be ancludcd on 1hc p311i~· sen icc last) 10 aha. d•~<lcl 

If there are any quesuoru. plc:uc call Laura Kanji •I (I!SO) 41 :U.S88 or \\all Cn~ 31 ISSOJ 
oiiJ -62().1 
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7. 

IP) Traffic data 

(ql Signaling system coru 

\II r nuuport 5)'SIC:m costs Wid IWOCaatcd 'anabl~ 

(s) [xpcnscs 

( I) Other inputs 

(a) for purposes of dctcnnini1111 the co~t of lm.~ac local tclccomm~nacution~ M:mcc 
appropriate for esiDblishlnJill pcnnru~ent unlvcn;al >en. icc mcchnni~m. fm \\hach 
Flori<b local c:xdl:lngc comp;u~ies m~ the cost of ~c IOC<ll tcl..:ommunacatioru 
~rvice be detenninc:d using the co'it proxy model identified in h~uc 17 

(b) For each of the LECs adcnufied an (a), "'hnl co<l results from """II the anput 
,·aJues identified in Issue 3 an the co>t proX)' model adenulicd in ]>)UC I'' 

(a) f'or purposc:s Of deterrninang the C\.1111 Of ll;uk local tclecommiii11C4ll00~ W:r\ ICC 

appropri&l.c for cstlblishin& a pcratW~Cnt uru~ersal >en. ice m<och.umm. !ohould the 
cost of basac localtelecommunac:auoru sen ace for each <>I the U·t's th.1t )CI'\< 

fewer than 100,000 occess lines be computed usang the cost prox) model adcnllli<'d 
in Issue I with the input values idcnllfiC\.1 In lssur 3" 

(b) If yes. for each of the LECs lhlu ~c fc,.,cr thun I 00.000 ucccs• line,, "hut cu,t 
n:sults from using the input \Diue\ idcnlllicd an l...uc 3 an the cu)l pru\) model 
identified in Issue 17 

(c) If nol. for each of the Florida I ECs th.1t ;cn.c fc\\er than 100.000 ac:cc" hnc>. 
what approach should be cmplu)'cd tt> Jctcnmnc the CO\\ or ba\lc Jowl 
telecommunications scrvice and "'h.tt h the resulun0 cost~ 
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