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MEMORANDUHN
July 6, 1998

TO: DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING

FROM:

DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES IBEDELLIﬁzEs

DIVISION OF RESEARCH & REGULATORY REVIEW (HOPPE) Z2ef

RE: IN RE:

PROJECT NO.
WORKSHOP FOR UNDOCKETED SPECIAL FROJECT:

980000B-SP

- ISSUE IDENTIFICATION

ACCESS TO

CUSTOMERS IN MULTI-TENANT ENVIRONMENTS

Attached are filings made by

special project.

fax in the above-referenced
1f at all possible, we would like for each of

these documents to be listed separately in CMS so that the
participants can identify which documents they may wish to copy.
All of these documents represent issues which the participants have
identified for this special project.

pated
6/29/98 (Letter)

5!29!95 (Fax)

£/29/98 (Fax)
NCX
AFA
APP
CAF
cMu
CTR
BAG
LEG
LiN
OPC
RCH
SEC

o ug B

7/2/98 (Fax & Mail
Letter)

6/25/58 (Fax)

1L

From

C;ﬁhral Florida
Commercial Real
Estate Society

Community
Associations
Institute - Florida
Legislative Alliance
- Richard L. Spears

Association for
Local
Telecommunications
Services (ALTS)
Willkie Farr &

Gallagher Law Firm

BOMA/Florida - John
Lee Brewerton, III,
P.A.

Teligent, Inc. -
¥illkie Farr &
Gallagher Law Firm

Subject

List of concerns

List of issues

| Proposed List of
Issues

List of issues

Concurs with ALTS'
proposed list of I
issues |
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TRANSMITTAL MEMO
July 6, 1998
PAGE 2

Dated

Ezs-f_ss (Fax a{ Mail
Letter)

7/2/98 (Fax)
CB/alh
Attachment

From

Apartment Investment
and Management Co.
(AIMCO)

Intermedia
Communications, Inc.
- Wiggins &

Villacorta, F.A

cc: Division of Communications (Moses)

I: 9800bm3.cb

Subject
Opposition to
Section 6, HB 3785

Memo - list of
issues




" Central Florida Commercial Real Estate Society

611 E. Central Boulevard
PO, Bon 587
Orlando, F1. 32502-0557
Tel: (407) 422-5143 + Fau: (407) 422-6879

June 29, 1998 e —
S 5 Receivet

| —
Mr. Dan Hoppe TR

Director of Research and Regulatory Review
Florida Public Service Commission

2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard

Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0850

Dear Mr. Hoppe:

Thank you for your memorandum of June 15, 1998 regarding Special Project No.
980000B-SP- Access by Telecommunications Companies to Customers in Multi-Tenant
Er-ironments. The Central Florida Commercial Real Estate Society had been following
this issue closely during the 1998 Legislative Session and we appreciate the opportunity
1o share our concems with the Commission regarding this issue. We look forward to
attending the public hearings and working with the Commission to find a reasonable and
applicable solution.

Property managers and owners understand the need for nondiscriminatory access
for telecommunications companies; however, the actual implementation of such a policy
does raise several questions and concems that | have outlined below. Please consider
these concems in your framework for discussion on July 7™,

I. What is the state’s definition of access? Must a property owner provide
24-hour entry into the property”

2. Space is limited in most existit g buildings. How does a property owner
determine which company gets the existing space and which one does not il
there is not enough room for all of them?

3. At what point does providing space become an unreasonable burden?

4. Will property owners be able (o charge fees for spuce used and access
rights as long as the fees are not discriminatory?

5. Will a monthly fee be allowed to compensate for loss space™”

6. Will property owners be able to limit their lability for telecommunications
equipment and personnel?

7. Can property owners limit the scope of access?

8. Can property owners charge for afier hours or emergency access?

9, Has any thought heen given to future technology needs such as satclhite
and transmission dishes? What will the property owners be required to
provide in these situations?




| hope this outline has been helpful. Members of the Central Florida Commercial
Real Estate Society will attend the meeting on July 7" and be able to claborate their
concerns regarding these issues. If you have any questions or need any additional
information, please do not hiesitate to contact Frankie Callen, Vice President of
Governmental Affairs, at 407.422.5143 x319.

We look forward to working with the Commission on this worthwhile project.
Sincerely,

et

Matthew Sullivan
President

CC:  Gene Adams, Vice President of Governmental AfTairs, Florida
Association of REALTORS®
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A FAX FROM RICHARD L. SPEARS
FAX & Phone: (407) 876-2958

To: Catherine Bedell, Senlor Attorney, Florida PSC

FAX Number: 850-413-6250

Subject: Special Project No. 980000B-SP -  Access by
Telecommunications Companles to Customers o Multi-Tenant
Eavironments.

Pages: ol

Date: June 29,1998

Coples to: Dan Hoppe, Director of Rescarch and Regulatory Review, PSC

Per Dan Hoppe's memorandum of June 15, 1998, the attached memorandum
is submitted to present lsucs assoclated with telecommunbcations companies servisg
customers In multi-tenant environments as described Ia this project.

/i _
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COMMUNITY ASSOCIATIONS
INSTITUTE

FLORIDA LEGISLATIVE ALLIANCE

TO: Dan 1loppe, Dircctor of Rescarch & Regulatory Revicw Florida Public Service
Commission

Catherine Bedell, Senior Attorney Florida Public Service Commission

FROM: Richard L. Spears, [.egislative Charrman
Community Associations Institutc, Florida Legislative Alliance

DATE: June 29, 1998
RE: Issues For July 7,1998 Workshop Discussion

‘I'hank you for the opportunity to submit issucs for consideration at the upcoming July 7,
1998 Public Service Commission (PSC) workshop pertaining 10 Special Project No. 9800008-5P.
Access by Telecommunications Companics to Customers in Multi-Tenant Environments

The Community Associations Institute's (CAI) Ilorida Legislative Alliance represemts
Florida's condominium associations, cooperatives and homeowners associations. Approximately
11,000,000 individusls reside in more than 35,000 associations throughout the state. Many ¢ thes
citizens participate actively in CAl's ninc Florida Chapiers. Nationally, CAl provides a voice for
the 42 million people who live in over 200,000 community assockitions of all sizes and
architectural types throughout the United States. In Floridu, and nationelly, CAl represcots this
extensive constituency on a range of issues including taxation, bankruplcy, insurance, private
property rights, telecommunications, fair housing, electric wtility dercgulation, and community
association manager credentiuling. CAl also has extensive conununity assoclation homcowner and
manager education programs. In addition to individual homcowners, CAl's multidisciplinary
membership encompasses communily association managers and management (irms, atiorneys,
accountants, engineers, builders'developers, and other providers of professional products and
services for community homcowners and their associations.

CAl is sware that the PSC is conducting this workshop as a resuht of proposed “forced
entry” language considered. bul not adopicd, during the reccnt session o7 the Florida Logislature
Such 8 forced entry policy would allow tolecommunications service providers to enter and install
cquipment, wiring and facilities st will within any community association regardicss of space
limitations, the association's safety and security concerns, provider negligence. of the desire of the
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?ﬁ&mwﬁlﬂnﬂnmhy.l:&lilkmnlyh!cmdndlnthhﬁﬂprﬁt&dinﬂm-ddmnmu
issues and is pleased to provide the following initial points for consideration:

Access by telccommunications companics to community association or other property should not be
regulatcd by the state but should remain a function of the macketplace. A telecommunications
provider’s access 10 community associations is bascd on the quality of services it provides and the
demand for those scrvices. A reputable provider with a quality scrvice will be competitive in this
cnvironment and the stalc should encourage such competition rather than creste artificial markets
for providers secking Lo avold it.

Florida should not grant telecommunications companies a special statulory or regulatory privilege
1o take private properly for their economic gain. It is unpecessary and irappropriate to limit the
rights of community associations and their residents simply to advance the busincss plans of various
telecommunications providers.

Telecommunications companics should have 1o properly ncgotiate with comumunily associations of
ﬁhiﬂmﬂr address their concerns when secking space and services for the installation of wiring
equipment.

Forced entry proposals ignore the absolute space limitations inhcrent in every building or property.
Real cstule is @ finite resource and common area spacc is always limited. It is simply not possible
for communily associations to accommodate an unlimited number of providers.

Forced entry proposals dismiss the vital issues of communily sccurity and safcty. Removing an
association’s prerogative Lo regulate the access of providers to building or community systems limits
the association's ability to protect residents and their telecommunications scrvice, the equipment of
all providers, and the property itsell

Forced calry proposals dismiss the risks and liabilitics that associations will be forced to incur if
unlimited providers are encouraged to add and remove scrvices and cquipment at will 10 their
mhmmmhnhﬂmwm&khmmwﬂinMcﬂnmn arcas and
the community and its residents should not be placed at undue risk by providers' unregulated
activitics.

Forced entry proposals dismiss the imponance of a telccommunications provider's knowlkedge,
expertise and reputation. The telecommunications industry s growing rapidly and provider quality
varies tremendously. 10 cnsure thal community association residents receive dependable services,
association boards of dircctors must be able to weigh factors such es a provider's repulation when
allocating limited space to telecommunications companics. This Is imperative if residents are 1o
have a varicty of dependable telecommunications options and confidence that the providers are
committcd to the community’s long-term intcrests.

Forced entry proposals contradict ongoing Federal Communications Commission (FCC) inltiatives.
Rather than have one or two providers occupy limited ypace 1o the exclusion of otherx, the FCC has
begun to require that all providers (including local phune companics) stop at the propeny line of
multi-unit bulldings so there will be choice for consumers and equal opportunity for all
telecommiunications providers. The FCC and the U.S. Congress, as well as scveral other states, have
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already rejected forced cntry proposals.

« Forced entry proposals reflect litde 10 no regard for a community association's responsibility and
commitment to serve residents while protecting the physical und financial intcgrity of the pmperty
They undermine every responsibility sssociations have to properly serve their owners and the
properties.

Inﬂuﬂ,hcadmmmhnwmml&ummgmundcdnnmnpnili.up
and the respect for private property. A forced entry policy would not sdvance & competitive
telecommunications environment, but insicad would cxpose the Florida's community association
residents to undue risks, costs and chaos.

Rather than entertaln the concept for forced entry, this workshop should examine why
various telecommiutnications companies do not wish to address the kegitimate matters community
associations and other multi-unit propertics must address 10 effectively an] professionally manage
their telecommunications enviranment.

CAl sppreciatcs the opporturity (o submit these initial thoughts in preparstion for the
upcoming workshop and looks forward 10 participating in thorough discussions on thesc and vther
topics. Should you have any questions prior to the July 7,1998 workshop, please do mt hesitate to
contsct me by phone/FAX (407-876-2958) or c-mail )

cc  Carole Sappington, PCAM. Chairman, CAl/Florida L egislative Alliance
Rodney D, Clark, Vice President of Governmeni & Public Affairs, CAl
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TELECOMMUNTCATIONS SERVICES.
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BEFORE THE

Florida Public Service Commission
Tallahassee, Florida

In th? Matter 'of

Access by Telecommunications
C es to Customers in
Multi‘Tenant Environmants

Special Project
No. 980000B-5P

Tt T S e

| THE ASSOCIATION FOR LOCAL TELECOMMUNICATIONS
SERVICES' PROFOSED LIST OF ISSUES TO BE ADDRESSED

Richard J. Metzger

Emily M. Williams

The Amsociation for Local
Telecommunications Services

Suikte 1900

888 17th Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20006

|
June 29, 1998
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' BEFORE THE

' Florida Public Service Cnmm:ssnion
L Tallahassee, Fiorida

i .
Access by Telecommunications
e§ to Customers in

- Spacial P ' jact
Mulci4T t Environments

No. 980000B-5P

S Tt S

CES' FPROPOSED LIST OF ISSURS TO BE ADDRRSSED

‘i'h-iulncutim for Local Telecommunications Services
{*ALTS") _1- a national trade association of facilities-based
teale ; ications carriers. Many of our members :ur:n active in
rl::r.l.'!.I énnlt;ruutinq telecommunications natworks and offering
cmﬁiuw telecommnications services. ALTS is hn intercsted
plrt.idip-im: in the Florida Public Service Cumilﬂi,nn'

Cuﬁilqim'} workshop on access by telecommunications companies

to cudtomers in multi-tenant environments.

iilrl;icipln:l should discuss and develop means to ensure that
tena.m'il in multi-unit eavirunments can enjoy maximum benefits
from f.‘fh- _;:hnicn in service providers, innovative
tnlacdnmmic;:lau sarvice offerings, and lower rates that
accmp'lng- telecommunications competition. Thip should be the
wurr1 in:.g goal in the resclutrion of any of the ilnuu for
diluuj:ién. The following is a lisL of di.cuuinnitnpici that
have I;.tiﬁﬂn in other states and at the Federal l.':um!unicar.innl

Commission that would promote constructive debate and resolution

a3 1w ol
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of issues relating to telecommunications carrier access to

tenants in multi-unit environments in Florida:

N S

Participants should discuss the importance of and means
of assu nondiscriminatory and equal access for all
cel cations carriers (regardless of technology
used) to tenants within multi-unit environments. To this
end, a consideration of the laws in Connecticut, Ohio,
and Texas -- which have already addressed and resolved
the issue of build access -- would greatly enhance the
effectiveness and efficiency of the discussion. In
addicion, this discussion should address the relacive
treatmant of incumbents and ALECs.

Participants should develop principles governing thae
reas le bases to assess fees and impose conditions on
access to multi-tenant buildings.

Participants should discuss the axtent to which the
market for access to buildings differs from a competitive
market.

Within the context of nondiscriminatory access,

rticipants should discuss location(s) of access ro
E:tirﬂl wiring and similar conduits within the building.
Particular attention should be paid to the issue of
providing interfaces for carriers that enter the building
at the ground floor as well as for carriers that enter
the building from the rooftop.

Participants should discuss the modification of existing
building access contracts which provide for exclusivity
within a building or favorable terms not offered to all
carriers so that such contracts can reflect any building
access legal obligations resulting from legislation or
Commission order.
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ALTS locks forward to working with the Commission on these

illuii.

E Respactfully submitted,

| THE ASSOCIATION FOR LOCAL
! TELECOMMUNICATIONS SERVICES

By
i Gk
Richard J. Metzger
BEmily M. Williams

THE ASSOCIATION FOR LOCAL
TELECOMMUNICATIONS SERVICES
Suite 500

BB8 17th Screet, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006
(202) 969-2587

|
! Tts Attorneys
|

June 29, 1998
|

TOTAL P.E23
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JOHN LEE BREWERTON, III, P.A.
COULon AT LAW
250 NoxTH Onamol A surm 1700

FOLtA
Tuswmoss (40T) Paczmms (40T} B43-45-40
E-sball  Barwia e OO

FacsiMiLE COVER SHEET

To — DmaHopps
Company: _____Parida Public Servioe Commission
Date — iy, 1998

From: Joha L. Brewertea, ITI
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1
TELAPHCHE: (40T) 6499500 Facenane (407) B4I-4740
MAIL: BAEWLAW TS ACL COM
July 2, 1998

YIA TELECOFY (250 [ 413-€805)

ANDR ORIGINAL YIA U, & MAIL

M, Dan Hoppe, Director

Flocida Public Service Commissicn

Division of Ressarch and Regulstory Review
2540 Shemard Osk Boulsverd
Tallahasses, Florids 32399-0450

R Eii!—.%i!ﬂ%
Companies to Multi-Teosst Commercial Offics Buikdings

Dear Das:

Eililﬂiii-l[l-ilﬁnit
are of conscers b BOMA/Florida sod its constitems members regarding acy legislation proposing
mandetory access for telscormummications carriecy:

1. Do the private propecty rights of commervial office bullding owners outweigh the pecuniary
[Riii%ﬂ!-ﬂlrlﬂi
in property owsery’ offics bulldings?

2. Should the telocommunications peeds of tenssts of comma—cial office bulldings be governed by the
Ei'l:;npiliillﬂti&f
EI'EEEIEEEE

‘Elifiiiliii
EEE-EEI%EEE
Flarida law?

. Assuming that legislated mandstory scoses does comatitute governmaental taking of private
gi!ilﬁl!;ili!ii
under the emincat domada power!

S, If mandsiory sccess doss constitute & governmntal taking, snd assuming that the public purposs
iritilti!ﬁ%ig
rtiilill!i{_l_la Is i *full compensation” &
required by Asticle X, Section 6 of the Florida Constitution? What “full compenastion®? Palr
market valus?

. rilillilill_ﬂiilllﬁi
or should cxisting comtruciual agresmssaly between wiecommmmications cwTiers and privete
properly ownens be considered? Etl‘llittﬁf%.ﬂi
‘il-llliiifnﬂl‘lr'gld&
COMPERSRHIG™T s ContMEATIN & Pracre Law
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Mir, Dan Hoppe, Dirsctor
State of Florida

11

%o buildings for end
communlcations purposss. [ there are 163 gther telephone companies in the sme markel, sre Gy
each entitied 1o the assumption thet they srs bringing the same initial dal tone service and relsted
bemefit to s building?

ﬂﬂﬂ“whmﬁh“m—llhﬂ““ww
nocesd?

Mnmmieumhm:m_muuwm
hﬂhmmﬂh“wﬂmnwmwm
carviers and their multiple contractors, as well as their respoctive employwss. ls the kgislature
ﬁhhﬂ-hwwl—“t—ﬁtw“ﬂﬂiﬂﬂﬁ-ﬁl
phose companies, vendors, contractors, employees, subcontractors, #ic.) 10 & privats propty
owner's bullding?

i
i
i
E
E
§
b

12. There srs 169 or 30 carriers in the state of Florda todey. Is there a limst on the number of carien

13.

14,

which will be certificated by the PSC snd the state of Florida?

Hm“hdﬂhhﬂﬂnﬁ-—w-lﬂdpﬂupﬂiﬂ.
will 5 "non-discriminatory” trestment eoncep” be lacorporsted into the proposed mandaiory soctas
O O s s e 0 0 4 ot e

© cwners i the past (%)
M“H‘m-ﬁmhlmm%mﬂh
allowed fiee 220089 oo the same terms, Lo, can (hoy refuse to sign license or access agrosmments
and reflse 1o compensate building owners?

E
|
|
|
|
i

among muitiple carmnens and tenants

a3
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Mr. Dan Hoppe, Director
Stuts of Florida

Public Service Comumisios
July 2, 1958

M,hmlw-ﬂnﬂh-ﬂnd-ﬂunhm in the
comtext of discussions regarding mandatory access for telecommunications carrien.

If you have sy questiood, please do not bewitats 10 CoOtact me. We look forward to working with
you during this process.

Vary truly yours,

ILB/yc
o

|
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WILLKIE FARR & GALLAGHER : —

{
i

.|
June 29, 1958

VIA FACSIMILE
.' Catherine Bedell, Bsq.
Spnior Actorney
Florida Public Service Commission
2 Capital Circle Office Center
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd.
’ 'l."ln.uhh.uln, FL 32395-0850
|
| Re: Special Project No. 9800008-SP - Accega Dy
- Telecommunications Companies T Cuestomers
' | in Mulci-Tepant Environments |
Dear Ms. Badell: .
- ligent, Inc. (*Teligent®) has participated in
! oceedings in Califormia and Texas, as well 48 at the
Federal Communications Commission, to address the issue
relecommunications carrier access to tenants in mulci-
it buildings. Teligent intends to participate in the
above-referenced proceeding and believes its experience
withh the relevant issues in other fora will inform and
apsist the workshop's consideration of this important
’ topic. Teligent believes that the list of Erqpuud
issues submitted to the Florida Public Service Commission
by the Assoclation for Local Telecommunications Services
(*ALTS"), if discussed and resnlved, will achleve the
goals of this workshop. FPor this reason, Teligent
concurs in ALTS' proposed list of issues.

Very truly yours,

Vg e )
. Fhilip L. Verveer
¥ Attorney for TELIGENT, INC.

Thrwe Ladyeise Cosare Teben MCA 229800
ILES 2o e, NW LA B
Wamblagion, OC 3003084 Fau 200 M7 6
w1 el WDod

TOTAL P.@2
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AIMCO

June 29, 1998 VIA US MAIL AND FACSIMILIE (850) 413-6250

The Honorable Chairman Julia L. Johnson
Public Service Commission

Attn: Catherine Bedell

2540 Shumard Oak Blvd.

Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0850

Re:  Special Project No. 980000B-SP
Dear Chairman Johnson:

W¢nfrﬁt.ins|n=q:ﬂnumuppndﬂanh5mimﬁofmmuﬁﬁﬁnm
Communications Committee Bill HB-3775 that will result in forced building entry by an array of
wm@lﬁq in chaos and destruction of property. Such legislation

of telecommunications service should be able to selectively choose the type of service they wish.
In the case of apartments, where residents do not have an ownership interest, this compentve
environment is better achieved without the provisions contained in Section 6 of the proposed
legislation. Telecommunications access is best managed by the property owner for the best
intersst of all of the residents of that property. In this manner, competitive service will be
provided to residents.

mmwurmwwmumw:mmmmuum
mercy of changes in ownership of an amay of cable providers, many of whom won't be in
mahmmm;u}hmmwmummmwum
mcur:lvwﬁvunﬂtwurrﬁdﬂmbympﬁmuwilhpmndmof
telecommunications service on a property-wide basis; (3) contrary to the supposed protection
:mmmmmmmmmﬂhmﬁmmmqum
installers of service where the installation resulted in damage io the property, and (4) protracted
hﬁpﬁmbnwummmndtﬂmﬂuﬁmmﬁdmwﬂlmm,

In addition 10 the sbove concerns, we must also point out an obvious fact' even though the
mmwmmm-mubewmmmmursmnrm
3ﬂ5.mwﬂﬂmumlm“quifﬂ:druhmmmm service
llmmw.hmhhmmllhuwﬂyMﬂw for
wmwmw:mwmmmdﬂummﬂmm
customer satisfaction ls dependent on day in and day out superior service. Many start-up
telecommunications companies are looking for & "free ride” into buildings at the expensc of an
otherwise very competitive marketplace.
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Nationwide, the annual tumover rate of residents in apartments is 33 percent. In many cases, the
tumnover rate exceeds 50 porcent. This level of tumover is difficult enough to deal with; adding
10 the chaos by letting any number of telecommunications providers oaoto the property and
stringing wires and cables all over the place presents both a safety and aesthetics problem. Please
dont let an ermy of telecommunications providers trample all over the legitimate and
constitutional rights of private property owners.

Very sincerely
.
K. Dooley
Asset Mmager

Ce:  Terry Considine, Co-Chairman of the Board
Peter Kompaniez, Co-Chairmean of the Board
Steve Ira, Executive Vice President and Co-founder

== TOTAL PRGE.B2 »e




" FILE No., 685 0702 88 13:31 ID:WIGGINS-VILLACORTA 850 385 6008 PARGE

WIGGINS & VILLAGORTA, P A. R R S e

PORT OFFICE ARAWER (BE) ATIOANCYS AT Law Faimimud ‘BEQ I88 SOCE

TaLbAmMASRLE, FLOMIDA 32308 e -
Z2i48 DCLTa BOLLRYARD, BwiTE 200 MR @ nenisy com

TALLAHASSELD, FLORIDA 323053

TELLCORPY

DATE @ -2 -QF

© (oo fudsf

FROM - PATRICK K. WIGUINS

LH1S TELECOPY CONSISTS OF -3  FAGE(S) INCLUDING THIS COVER PAGE.
PLEASE DELIVER AS SOON AS POSSIBLE. IF YOU MAVE ANY QULSTIONS.

PLEASE CALL (850) 385-€007.
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HMENORANDUM

To: Cathy Bedell

Frain: Pacrick K. Wiggano

Date: July 2, 1958

Re Potenrial Iasues tor Muli-Tcnant Access Work#hop

Emy foEESsSeesSSAESZEwEL Ereea e N EEeEs ITWERET - . T

ol

on behalf of Intermedia Communications, Ine.. here L8 a 116L
of issuesa that could bhe addressed in the Commi@sion’'s AFudy on
access Co customers in mulci-cenant environmentu. 10 Jenerating
these issuen, we have attempted rto be over-inclusive to facilirace
sLaff’'s crafting a producrive approach TO this underLaking.

P ———

15SUES DEFANTNG UUE FPEQUILEM

1. flow doen access work under currvent law in Floridai

2. Under Florida law what axe rhe reapeciive riqhts of access of
’ the COLR versus ALEC? Of landlords and tenantn?  What 9 the

source of Lhese righ:zs, 1.e., consLitution, prarute, rule or order?

3, Section 364.03, Florida Statutes, places on the 918 provider
{(pur nolL the price regulared ILRC, vhe ALEC or rhe IXCZ) rhe

aobl igacion Lo,

furnisih to all persons who may apply therefor and e
reasonably entiLled Lhereto auitable and proper
relecommunications facilities and connucricns for
telacommunications GREV1ICESR and furniah
celecommunications service as demanded upon rermi o Ly

approved by the conmisaion.

How doas thia provision affect the dersrmination of riahtm aud
obligation among landlords, renanLs and carricra?

a. commiaasion fule 25-24 597%(11) atalen as follows:

If che LEC upss tho S5TS provider's or the 5015 building
owner's cable to gain access Lo the tenant, the LEC ahall
be reguired to provide reasunanle compenmation.  Such
compansation shall not exceed the amounL Lt would have
couf the LEC to serve the tenant through the installac:on

oy W
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of lcs own cable. Thia cost muar ‘= calculated on a pro
rata basis.

How does cthis rule affect rthe determ.. *r*ion of righra and

obligation among landlorda, tenants anc ca 57
5. How does FCC's MPCE approach work in ec HBCC rorritorien?
6. Under Foderal law what are the resnective rights aof acccas of

the COLR versus ALEC? O landlords and tenante? wWhat is rhe
source of thesa righte, i.0., conatiturion, statute, rule or order?

7. Do COLRo pay for acceas co end-uspcr behind MPOE?

8. hapuming that a carrier should pay a landlord or 5§78 provider
for accesa to a tenant, what are the different mechods [or
determining cthe appropriate amount (o.g9., carvier avoided cont,
landlord reimburacment, wvalue of accesa)? Which mezhode are used
in other juriedictions and what problems are associated with cach
approach?

9. What kinds of teolecommunications facilities may bLe used in
providing telecommunication services ra customera in mulli-tenant
environmenta?

10. What are the different kinds of multi-tenant environmenis 1n
which access Lo customers ig an iepue?

11. Ts the incompleto deregulation of “risor" cable a problem?

Defining the Interggpte

12. Whac arc the interecsts of landlords and butld owners 1n theg
diapute?

13. What are the interests of the COLR in this dispute?

4. What are Lhe interests of the ALEC in thie diopute?

15. HWhat are the interestn ol the STS provider in this dispute?
16. What are the intoreatp of the tenanta in thia dippuce?

17. What are the interesta of the public generally in thias
dimpute?

T Bla 80)

LA.  What. wae the approach of HD 3776, Siection 6 Lo ashuling access
Lo customerd in multl-Cerant environments?
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