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BELLSOUTH TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC. 

REBUTTAL TESTIMONY OF PATRICK C. FINLEN 

BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

DOCKET NO. 001 097-TP 

MARCH 12,2002 

PLEASE STATE YOUR NAME, ADDRESS, AND POSITION WITH 

BELLSOUTH TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC. (HEREINAFTER 

REFERRED TO AS “BELLSOUTH”). 

My name is Patrick C. Finlen. I am employed by BellSouth as a 

Managing Director in the Customer Markets, Wholesale Pricing 

Operations Department. My business address is 675 West Peachtree 

Street, Atlanta, Georgia 30375. 

ARE YOU THE SAME PATRICK C. FINLEN WHO FILED DIRECT 

TESTIMONY IN THIS PROCEEDING? 

Yes. 

WHAT IS THE PURPOSE OF YOUR TESTIMONY? 

The purpose of my testimony is to address the issues raised in the 

Direct Testimony of Mr. David Nilson and Mr. Olukayode A. Ramos of 
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S u p ra Te I e co m m u n i cat i o n s a n d I n f o r m at io n S ys t e m s , I n c . ( ‘ I  S u p ra ) . 

Specifically these issues are: 

Which Agreement between BellSouth and Supra applies to 

the billing dispute at issue in this Arbitration; and 

The provisions of the applicable Agreement that allow 

BellSouth to bill Supra for the End User Common Line 

Charge, changes in service, unauthorized local service 

changes and reconnections, and secondary service charges. 

Additionally, I will address the issues that Supra has raised outside the 

scope of this proceeding. Specifically: 

Supra’s allegation that BellSouth has committed fraud and 

conducted bad faith negotiations in its dealings with Supra 

regarding the October 23, 1997 Supra/BellSouth Interconnection 

Agreement (Mr. Ramos’ testimony, pages 4 through 8; and Mr. 

Nilson’s testimony, pages 41 through 43, and pages 49 through 

50); 

Supra’s assertion that BellSouth failed to allow Supra to 

purchase Unbundled Network Elements (“UNEs”) pursuant to 

the provisions of the October 23, 1997 Supra/BellSouth 

Interconnection Agreement. (Mr. Ramos’ testimony, pages 6 and 

Page 2 



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 Q. 

14 

15 A. 

16 

17 

18 

I 9  

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

7, and Mr. Nilson’s testimony, pages 32 through 40, pages 50 

through 58, and pages 65 through 70; 

The circumstances leading up to Supra’s adoption of the 

BellSouth/AT&T Interconnection Agreement (Mr. Ramos’ 

testimony, pages 8 through 11); 

The issues regarding the implementation of the BellSouth/AT&T 

Interconnection Agreement arising through the private arbitration 

proceedings (Mr. Nilson’s testimony, pages 30 through 32, 

pages 43 through 49, and pages 58 through 64). 

HOW IS YOUR TESTIMONY STRUCTURED? 

First, I will address the specific issues that are raised in this Docket. 

Then, I will refute the allegations in Mr. Nilson’s and Mr. Ramos’ direct 

testimony regarding the negotiation process of the 1997 

Supra/BellSouth Interconnection Agreement, the adoption process of 

the BellSouth/AT&T Interconnection Agreement on October 5, 1999, 

and the issues regarding the implementation of the BellSouth/AT&T 

Interconnection Agreement. Even though these issues are outside the 

scope of this hearing, due to the inflammatory and false nature of 

Supra’s statements these issues must be addressed. Therefore, I have 

devoted an entire section of my testimony to rebutting these false 

allegations. 
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Collocation Agreement 

Interconnection Agreement 

the 1997 AT&TIBellSouth Agreement apply to the BellSouth bills at 

issue in this Docket? 

October 5, 1999 

IN MR. NILSON’S AND MR. RAMOS’ DIRECT TESTIMONY THEY 

DISCUSS THE VARIOUS AGREEMENTS BETWEEN BELLSOUTH 

AND SUPRA. WOULD YOU PLEASE IDENTIFY FOR THE 

COMMISSION THESE VARIOUS AGREEMENTS? 

Adoption of BellSouth/AT&T Interconnection 

Agreement to replace all of the 1997 

Agreements. 

Certainly. As can be seen in Exhibit PCF-17, the following agreements 

have been entered into between Bellsouth and Supra in the state of 

Florida: 

Effective Date I 1997 through 1999 Agreements 

June 1,1997 1 Resale Agreement 

Effective Date 1 1999 to Present Agreement 
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DO YOU AGREE WITH MR. NILSON THAT “IN THE STRICTEST 

SENSE, THE RESALE AGREEMENT GOVERNS THE RESAtE 

RELATIONSHIP PRIOR TO OCTOBER, 5, 1999.. .?” (PAGE 8, LINE 

23, AND PAGE 9, LINE I )?  

Absolutely. Mr. Nilson is correct that the May I997 Resale Agreement 

should govern the period that is in dispute, that is June 10, 1997 

though October 4, 1999. 

IF MR. NILSON BELIEVES THE RESALE AGREEMENT GOVERNS 

THE RELATIONSHIP 8ETWEEN THE PARTIES PRIOR TO 

OCTOBER 5,1999, THEN WHAT IS THE BASIS FOR MR. NILSON’S 

POSITION THAT THE RATES, TERMS AND CONDITIONS IN THE 

BELLSOUTH/AT&T INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT ARE 

APPLICABLE TO BELLSOUTH’S BILLING OF CHARGES AT ISSUE 

IN THIS DOCKET? 

d 

Mr. Nilson’s position is based on a certain provision set forth in the 

1997 Resale Agreement, which Mr. Nilson claims provides that the 

rates, terms and conditions of the BellSouth/AT&T interconnection 

Agreement should be applied retroactively to this dispute. This is 

incorrect since the adoption of the BellSouth/AT&T Interconnection 

Agreement by Supra was “effective as of the 5ith day of October, 1999.” 

(Exhibit PCF-18) 
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WHAT PROVISION OF THE 1997 RESALE AGREEMENT BETWEEN 

BELLSOUTH AND SUPRA DOES MR. NILSON CITE TO SUPPORT 

SUPRA’S POSITION THAT THE RATES, TERMS AND CONDITIONS 

OF THE JUNE 10,1997 BEtLSOUTH/AT&T INTERCONNECTION 

AGREEMENT SHOULD BE APPLIED RETROACTIVELY TO JUNE 

I O ,  1997? 

On page 9, lines 6 though 11 of his direct testimony, Mr. Nilson alleges 

that Section XVI of the 1997 Resale Agreement supports Supra’s 

position that the BellSouth/AT&T Interconnection Agreement should be 

applied retroactively to June 10, 1997. 

DO YOU AGREE WITH MR. NILSON THAT ANY REFERENCE TO 

THE PHRASE “REVISED AGREEMENT” IN SECTION XVI F.2 

SHOULD BE CONSIDERED AS IRRELEVANT IN HIS ANALYSIS OF 

SECTION XVI IN THE 1997 RESALE AGREEMENT, AS STATED ON 

PAGE 14, LINES 9 THOUGH TO LINE 11 OF HIS DIRECT 

TESTIMONY? 

No. 1 do not agree that the phrase “revised agreement’’ in Section XVI 

F.2 is irrelevant, as I will demonstrate further in my testimony. 

BEGINNING ON PAGE 14, LINE 13 THOUGH PAGE 17, LINES 20, 

MR. NILSON ANALYZES SECTION XVI 8. OF THE 1997 RESALE 

Page 6 
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AGREEMENT. WOULD YOU CARE TO COMMENT ON HIS 

tNTERPRETATION OF THIS SECTION? 

Certainly. Pursuant to 47 C.F.R 5 51.303 and Section 252(i) of the 

Telecommunications Act of 1996, Section XVI B. allowed Supra to 

adopt sections of Commission-approved Resale Agreements executed 

between BellSouth and any third-party for the purpose of ensuring that 

BellSouth treated all ALECs with parity. As Mr. Nilson points out, once 

BellSouth entered into an agreement with a third party then such rates, 

terms and conditions (Other Terms) that were made available to the 

third party were also available for adoption by any other party, in this 

case Supra. 

DID SUPRA EVER INCORPORATE ANY OF THE RATES, TERMS 

AND CONDITIONS OF THE BELLSOUTH/AT&T INTERCONNECTION 

AGREEMENT INTO ITS 1997 RESALE AGREEMENT WITH 

BELLSOUTH? 

No. Supra did not ever incorporate any of the rates, terms and 

conditions of the BellSouth/AT&T Interconnection Agreement into its 

1997 Resale Agreement with BellSouth. Supra chose to adopt in its 

entirety the BelISouth/AT&T Interconnection Agreement as a 

subsequent agreement to replace its I 997 Resale, Collocation and 

Interconnection Agreements. As I state further in my rebuttal 

testimony this subsequent agreement did not become effective until 
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October 5, 1999. Additionally, Section 22.1 0 of the BellSouth/AT&T 

Interconnection Agreement states that it “supersedes any prior 

agreements.. .” Therefore, the 1997 Resale Agreement was effective 

from June I, 1997 through October 5, 1999, the date Supra adopted 

the BellSouth/AT&T Interconnection Agreement. 

DO YOU AGREE WITH MR. NILSON’S INTERPRETATION, 

BEGINNING ON PAGE 18, LINE 1 TO PAGE 25, LINE 10 OF 

SECTION XVI F.2? 

No. Mr. Nilson’s conclusion that this section means the rates, terms 

and conditions of the BellSouth/AT&T Interconnection Agreement 

should be applied retroactively back to the effective date of that 

Agreement is incorrect. The purpose of this section was to provide a 

corrective payment between the date a Reseller accepts Other Terms 

(Le., adopts the terms of another agreement) through the date that the 

parties execute an amendment or revised agreement to incorporate 

such rates, term and conditions. 

For example, if an ALEC notified BellSouth on March 1, 2002 that it 

was accepting the rates from another agreement and the parties did 

not execute an amendment to incorporate these requested rates until 

April I, 2002, then a corrective payment would be due for the period 

March 1 , 2002 to April 1, 2002, and not to the date the rates were 

initially offered to the original third party as Mr. Nilson has concluded. 
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Even Mr. Nilson has admitted, on page 17, lines 14 through 17, and 

Page 24, lines 16 and 17 that the date Supra accepted the rates, terms 

and conditions of the BellSouth/AT&T Interconnection Agreement was 

not until October 5, 1999. 

DO YOU AGREE WITH MR. NILSON THAT THE RATES, TERMS 

AND CONDITIONS, AT ISSUE IN THIS DOCKET, IN THE 

BELLSOUTH/AT&T INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT WERE 

- c  

MORE FAVORABLE THAN THOSE CONTAINED IN THE 1997 

RESALE AGREEMENT? (PAGE 8, LINES 15 AND 16; PAGE 13, 

LINES 7 THROUGH 1 t AND LINES 18; PAGE 16, LINES 1 

THROUGH 7; PAGE 20 LINES 18 THROUGH 20) 

Absolutely not. The rates, terms and conditions at issue in this Docket 

are the same in the BellSouth/AT&T Interconnection Agreement and 

the 1997 Resale Agreement. 

Provisions for the billing of the End User Common Line Charge, 

Unauthorized Change Charge, and Secondary Service Charge are set 

forth in Sections 34 and 35 of the General Terms and Conditions of the 

BellSouth/AT&T Interconnection Agreement and are identical to those 

included in the 1997 Resale Agreement. 
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ON PAGE 30, LINES 6 THROUGH 14, MR. NILSON BELIEVES THAT 

SUPRA IS OWED INTEREST PURSUANT TO THE 1997 RESALE 

AGREEMENT. WOULD YOU CARE TO COMMENT? 
, ' A d  

Even if Supra were correct that the BellSouth/AT&T Interconnection 

Agreement is applicable, as I've stated above, and in more detail 

below, the rates terms and conditions for this issues in this Docket are 

-... - +  8 

9 

the same in both agreements and therefore no interest for a corrective 

payment would be due. This is just one more example of Supra 

10 

11 

12 

13 Docket. 

attempting to twist some language to its benefit. Furthermore, as I 

have pointed out repeated I y , the Bel l Sou t h/AT&T I n t e rco n n ect io n 

Agreement is not applicable to the time period for the issues in this 

Y 

14 

15 Q. DOES MR. NILSON ADDRESS ISSUES TWO (2), THREE (3) AND 

16 FOUR (4) OF THIS DOCKET? 

17 

18 A. 

19 

20 

21 

22 

No. Mr. Nilson does not address issues two (2), three (3), and four (4) 

of this Docket. Mr. Nilson has only addressed the issue of which 

agreement is applicabfe to the billing of resold services for the period 

June 1997 through October 1999 (i.e., Issue I). In his direct testimony, 

Mr. Nilson failed to address whether BellSouth billed Supra 

-* 

23 

24 

25 

appropriately for End-User Common Line Charges (Issue 2); changes 

in services, unauthorized local service changes, and reconnections 

(Issue 3); and secondary service charges (Issue 4) pursuant to the 
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BellSouth/Supra Interconnection and Resale Agreement. Therefore, it 

appears that Supra has conceded that on issues two (2), three (3), and 

four (4) BellSouth did in fact bill Supra appropriately pursuant to the 

BellSouthlSupra Interconnection and Resale agreement. On these 

three issues all Mr. Nilson has argued is that the BellSouth/AT&T 

Interconnection Agreement had more favorable rates, terms and 

conditions. Aside from being incorrect about the rates themselves, 

what Mr. Nilson does not realize is the BellSouth/AT&T Interconnection 

Agreement is not relevant to these three issues. I will, however, 

address Mr. Nilson’s incorrect interpretation of the BellSouthlAT&T 

Interconnection Agreement, as he believes that it applies to issues in 

this Docket. 

Issue 2. “Did BellSouth bill Supra appropriately for End-User Common 

15 

16 

17 

18 Q. 

19 

20 

21 
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23 A. 

24 

25 

Line Charges pursuant to the BeiISouth/Supra interconnection 

and resale agreement?” 

DO YOU AGREE WITH MR. NILSON THAT THE BELLSOUTH/AT&T 

INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT DOES NOT ALLOW FOR THE 

BILLING OF THE END USER COMMON LINE CHARGE? (PAGE 27, 

LINE 8 TO PAGE 28, LINE 4) 

No. Mr. Nilson is not correct in his interpretation of the BellSouth/AT&T 

Interconnection Agreement regarding the End User Common Line 

Charge. 
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WHAT DOES THE BELLSOUTH/AT&T INTERCONNECTION 

AGREEMENT STATE ABOUT THE END USER COMMON LINE 

CHARGE? 

The BellSouth/AT&T Interconnection Agreement states in Section 34 of 

the General Terms and Conditions the following: 

General Principles 

All services currently provided hereunder (including resold Local 

Services, Network Elements, Combinaions and Ancillary 

Functions) and all new and additional services to be provided 

hereunder shall be priced in accordance with all applicable 

provisions of the Act and the rules and orders of the Federal 

15 

16 Commission. [Emphasis added] 

17 

18 

I9 

20 

21 

22 Issue 3. “Did BellSouth bill Supra appropriately for changes in services, 

Communications Commission and the Florida Public Service 

As I stated in my direct testimony, both the FCC rule 47 C.F.R. 5 
57.61 7 (Exhibit PCF-9) and BellSouth’s FCC Tariff No. I, -act ion 4.6 

(A) (Exhibit PCF-8) contain provisions for the billing of EUCL charges. 

23 

24 to the BellSouth/Supra interconnection and resale agreements?” - 

unauthorized local service changes, and reconnections pursuant 

25 
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DO YOU AGREE WITH MR. NILSON THAT THE BELLSOUTH/AT&T 

INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT DOES NOT ALLOW FOR THE 

BILLING OF THE UNAUTHORIZED CHANGE CHARGES? (PAGE 28, 

LINES 6 THOUGH 14) 

No. Mr. Nilson is simply incorrect in his interpretation of the 

BellSouth/AJ&T Interconnection Agreement. This agreement does 

authorize BellSouth to bill for the changing an end user’s local 

exchange service without their permission. The appropriate charge for 

such action is the unauthorized change charge. 

WHERE DOES THE BELLSOUTH/AT&T INTERCONNECTION 

AGREEMENT ADDRESS UNAUTHORIZED CHANGE CHARGES? 

Section 34 of the General Terms and Conditions of the BellSouth/AT&T 

Interconnection Agreement authorizes the billing of the unauthorized 

change charge. As I stated in my direct testimony the unauthorized 

change charge is billed in accordance with Section 13.3.3 of the 

BellSouth F.C.C. No. 1 Access Tariff, which has been approved by the 

Federal Com mu nica t io n s Co m m ission . 

IS MR. NILSON CORRECT IN HIS ASSERTION ON PAGE 29, LINES 

17 THROUGH 19, THAT THE 1997 RESALE AGREEMENT 

BETWEEN SUPRA AND BELLSOUTH DOES NOT REQUIRE SUPRA 

TO OBTAIN LETTERS OF AUTHORIZATION? 
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No, Mr. Nilson is incorrect. The 1997 Resale Agreement does require 

letters of authorization. This requirement is set forth in Section VI, 

Subsections D. and F. Section VI D. states the following: 

The Company will not require end user confirmation prior to 

establishing service for [Supral’s end user customer. [Supra] must, 

however, be able to demonstrate end user authorization upon 

request. 

The purpose of this section is to allow BellSouth to change an end user 

from one local service provider to Supra without requiring Supra to 

produce a letter of authorization beforehand. However, in the event a 

dispute arises as to the consent of the End User in changing tocal 

service providers, an end user authorization must be produced upon 

request. This requirement is set forth in Section VI F., which states: 

If the Company determines that an unauthorized change in local 

service to [Supra] has occurred, the Company will reestablish 

service with the appropriate local service provider and will assess 

[Supra] as the OLEC initiating the Unauthorized change, an 

unauthorized change charge similar to that described in F.C.C. 

Tariff No. 1, Section 13.3.3. Appropriate nonrecurring charges, as 

set forth in Section A4. of the General Subscriber Service Tariff, will 
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also be assessed to [Supra]. These charges can be adjusted if 

[Supra] provides satisfactory proof of authorization. 
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charges pursuant to the BellSouthlSupra interconnection and 

resale agreements?” 

DO YOU AGREE WITH MR. NILSON THAT THE BELLSOUTH/AT&T 

INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT DOES NOT ALLOW FOR THE 

BILLING OF THE SECONDARY SERVICE CHARGE? (PAGE 28, 

LINE 16 TO PAGE 29, LINE 2) 

No. Mr. Nilson is again mistaken in his interpretation of the 

Be I I Sou t h/AT&T I n te rcon n ect ion Ag re eme n t . Th is agreement does 

authorize BellSouth to bill for the transference of responsibility from one 

local service provider to another. 

WHAT PROVISION OF THE BELLSOUTH/AT&T 

INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT AUTHORIZES THE BtlLlNG OF 

A SECONDARY SERVICE CHARGE? 
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Section 35 of the General Terms and Conditions of the BellSouth/AT&T 

Interconnection Agreement authorizes the billing of Secondary Service 

Charges. This section states in part the following: 

Local Service Resale 

The rates that AT&T shall pay to BellSouth for resold Local 

Services shall be BellSouth’s Retail Rates less the applicable 

discount. [Emphasis added] 

Therefore all applicable retail rates for telecommunications services 

and their associated charges shall be applied in accordance with the 

appropriate BellSouth Tariff. As I stated in my direct testimony the 

Secondary Service Charge is contained in Section A4.1 of the 

BellSouth General Subscriber Service Tariff and applies per customer 

order for the receiving, recording, and processing of customer requests 

to change services, or add new or additional services.” This includes 

“transfers of responsibility.” 

Issues raised outside the scope of this Docket 

Supra’s allegation that BellSouth has committed fraud and 

conducted bad faith negotiations in its dealings with Supra 

regarding the October 23, 1997 Supra/BellSouth Interconnection 

Agreement (Mt.  Ramos’ testimony, pages 4 through 8; and Mr. 
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Nilson’s testimony, pages 41 through 43, and pages 49 through 

50); 

ON PAGES 4, LINE 1 THROUGH PAGE 6, LINE 13, AND PAGE 7, 

LINE 21 THROUGH PAGE 8, LINE 12 OF MR. RAMOS’S DIRECT 

TESTIMONY, MR. RAMOS ACCUSES BELLSOUTH OF 

“EXPLOIT[ING] ITS MONOPOLY POWER,” AND “ENGAGING IN BAD 

FAITH NEGOTIATIONS.” WOULD YOU CARE TO COMMENT? 

Yes, I would. Mr. Ramos’ allegations are simply not true. As I will 

demonstrate below, none of these charges are founded on facts, but 

are simply figments of Mr. Ramos’ imagination. 

ON PAGE 4, LINE 23, MR. RAMOS ASSERTS THAT HE FIRST 

CONTACTED BELLSOUTH IN JANUARY 1997, AND THAT MR. 

GREGG BECK PRESENTED SUPRA WITH “A MUST ACCEPT” 

RESALE AGREEMENT AND THAT NOT A SINGLE WORD COULD 

BE CHANGED. WOULD YOU CARE TO COMMENT ON MR. 

RAMOS’ CHARGES? 

Yes. These charges are absolutely false. First of all, Mr. Gregg Beck 

did not start working with BellSouth until April 1997, so Mr. Ramos’ 

allegation that Supra contacted Mr. Beck in January I997 is completely 

false. I have spoken with Mr. Beck and he recalls, regarding the 

negotiation process for a Resale Agreement, that he sent the contract 
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to Mr. Ramos and Mr. Ramos immediately signed and fonnrarded it to 

BellSouth for execution. Mr. Beck does not recall any discussions 

regarding the rates, terms, or conditions of the agreement. So Supra’s 

accusation that “BellSouth has violated its statutory duty to negotiate in 

good faith pursuant to Section 251 (c)( 1) of the Telecommunications Act 

(the “Act”), as well as 47 C.F.R § 51.301 (c)(5)”, as stated by Mr. Ramos 

on page 4, line 24, and page 5, line 1, is simply not true. 

IS IT TRUE, AS MR. RAMOS CLAIMS ON PAGE 5 LINE I, THAT HE 

CONTACTED YOU IN SEPTEMBER 1997 AND REQUESTED THAT 

S U P M  BE ALLOWED TO ADOPT THE JUNE 1997 

INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT BETWEEN AT&T AND 

BELLSOUTH? 

Absolutely not. First, I did not begin work as a negotiator until October 

1997, so it would have been impossible for MF. Ramos to contact me in 

September of that year to request adoption of the 1997 

BellSouth/AT&T Agreement. Mr. Ramos first contacted me in October 

1 997 to request negotiation of an Interconnection Agreement with 

BellSouth. However, he did not request, at that time, to adopt the 

BellSouth/AT&T Agreement. 

DURING THE NEGOTIATION PROCESS DID YOU STATE, IN 

OCTOBER 1997, THAT THE AGREEMENT YOU SENT TO MR. 

RAMOS WAS THE AT&T/BELLSOUTH INTERCONNECTION 
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AGREEMENT AS MR. RAMOS CONTENDS IN HIS DIRECT 

TESTIMONY ON PAGE 5, LINES 11 THROUGH t4? 

Absolutely not. I never advised Mr. Ramos that he was being sent the 

BellSouth/AT&T Interconnection Agreement, nor did he request to 

adopt the BellSouth/AT&T Interconnection Agreement. In my e-mail of 

October 21, 1997 (Exhibit PCF-4 of my direct testimony) Mr. Ramos 

was advised that “As you requested attached is an electronic copy of a 

revised Bel I South Stand a rd I n te rcon n ect i o n Aa ree m e n t . ” [Em p has is 

added] 

As evidenced in my direct testimony page 4, line 18 through page 7, 

line 7, Mr. Ramos was very anxious to sign the Interconnection 

Agreement that had been sent to him and did not wish to discuss 

terms, conditions, or rates. 

WAS THERE A DIFFERENCE IN THE INTERCONNECTION 

AGREEMENT THAT WAS E-MAILED TO MR. RAMOS ON OCTOBER 

21,1997 AND THE ONE HE EXECUTED ON OCTOBER 27, 1997? 

Yes. As I stated in my direct testimony on page 7, lines 9 through 18, 

there was a difference in the interconnection agreement that was e- 

mailed on October 21, 1997 and the one he executed on October 27, 

1997. 
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WHEN WAS THE INCONSISTENCY BETWEEN THE OCTOBER 21, 

1997 “ZIP” VERSION OF THE DOCUMENT AND THE DOCUMENT 

THAT WAS SENT TO SUPRA ON OCTOBER 23, 1997 

DISCOVERED? 

On August 17, 1998, Supra’s outside counsel Ms. Suzanne Summerlin, 

sent a letter to Ms. Mary Jo Peed, Esq. and Ms. Nancy White, Esq., of 

8ellSouth (Exhibit PCF-19) requesting that BellSouth make available to 

Supra the combinations contained in the October 21, 1997 

BellSouth/Supra Interconnection Agreement that was e-mailed by 

myself to Supra. Mr. Nilson is incorrect in his assertion on page 41, 

line 7 that the inconsistency was discovered July I O ,  1998. The July 

10, 1998 letter (Supra Exhibit DN-21) was requesting that BellSouth 

provide “combinations of unbundled network elements in the same 

combinations and at the same rates, terms, and conditions as 

BellSouth is providing to MCI and AT&T.” In fact, the letter further 

stated that Supra intended to adopt the “BelISouth/MCI interconnection 

agreement in full.” There is nothing in this letter advising that an 

inconsistency existed between the October 21, I997 “Zip” version of 

the Interconnection Agreement and the document sent to Supra via 

Federal Express on October 23, 1997. 

WHAT WAS YOUR REACTION TO LEARNING THAT AN 

INCONSISTENCY EXISTED BETWEEN THE TWO AGREEMENTS? 
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Initially, I could not understand the difference in what was being 

asserted by Supra in its letter of August 17, 1998 and what was in my 

files as the executed agreement between the two companies. I went 

back to the e-mail, opened the “Zip” file, and saw that there was indeed 

a difference between the two documents. 

DID MS. PEED’S AUGUST 21, 1998 LETTER CONCEDE THAT YOU 

“SWITCHED THE AGREEMENTS,” AS ALLEGED BY MR. NILSON 

ON PAGE 41, LINES 9 AND I O  OF HIS DIRECT TESTIMONY? 

No. The letter does not concede that I “switched the agreements.’’ 

What the letter advised is that there was an inconsistency between the 

document that was e-mailed to Mr. Ramos on October 21, 1997 and 

what was executed between Supra and BellSouth, on October 27, 

1997 and October 31, 1997 respectively. The letter further identifies 

the inconsistency as 

correct the mistake. 

ON PAGE 42, LINES 

an honest mistake and offers an amendment to 

14 THROUGH 16, MR. NILSON ACCUSES 

BELLSOUTH OF COMMITTING FRAUD AND REFERRED TO THE 

FIRST INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT BETWEEN SUPRA AND 

BELLSOUTH AS THE “FRAUDULENT AGREEMENT.” HOW DO YOU 

RESPOND TO THESE ACCUSATIONS? 
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As I stated previously, the inconsistency in the Agreements was 

completely unintentional. Once the discrepancy between those two 

documents was discovered, BellSouth offered to amend the Agreement 

to include the missing language. Also, the Florida Public Service 

Commission refused to hear Supra’s petition regarding BellSouth’s 

alleged contract fraud and, on June I ,  1999, issued Order No. PSC-99- 

I 092-FOF-TP, directing “the parties to submit a corrected agreement at 

their earliest convenience” (Exhibit PCF-20). The Florida Public Service 

Commission also commented, 

Further, we have had no indication from other ALECs that there 

is a problem with BellSouth’s substituting attachments to 

contracts. This is so even though Supra sent a letter to 75 

ALECs apprising them of this docket and encouraging them to 

check their agreements. 

The Georgia Public Service Commission on March 16y 1999 in Docket 

Nos. 8338-U and 10331-U stated “The Commission also finds that 

there is not sufficient reason to believe that BellSouth acted 

intentionally in filing the incorrect version of the agreement.” 

WAS THE CORRECTED VERSION OF THE BELLSOUTH/SUPRA 

INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT FILED WITH THE FLORIDA 

PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSfON? 
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Yes. The corrected version of the Interconnection Agreement was filed 

with the Florida Public Service Commission. on September 23, 1999. 

This agreement was retroactive back to October 23, 1997. 

Supra’s assertion that BellSouth failed to allow Supra to purchase 

Unbundled Network Elements (“UNEs”) pursuant to the provisions 

of the October 23, 1997 SupralBellSouth Interconnection 

Agreement. (Mr. Ramos’ testimony, pages 6 and 7, and Mr. 

Nilson’s testimony, pages 32 through 40, pages 50 through 58, 

and pages 65 through 70; 

WAS THERE A “MATERIAL” DIFFERENCE BETWEEN THE 

CORRECTED VERSION OF THE INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT 

THAT WAS FILED ON SEPTEMBER 23,1999, AND THE 

INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT THAT WAS ORIGINALLY FILED 

WITH THE COMMISSION AND DID THIS CORRECTED VERSION 

OBLIGATE BELLSOUTH TO PROVIDE SUPRA WITH COMBINED 

UNBUNDLED NETWORK ELEMENTS? 

No. The change was one of clarification. The Corrected Agreement 

had the following language, whereas the original version did not: 

2. Unbundled Service Combinations (USC) 
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2.1 .I Where BellSouth offers to Supra Telecommunications 

and Information Systems, Inc., either through a 

negotiated arrangement or as a result of an effective 

Commission order, a combination of network elements 

priced as individual unbundled network elements, the 

following product combination will be made available. All 

other requests for unbundled element combinations will 

be evaluated via the Bona Fide Request Process, as set 

forth in Attachment 9. [Emphasis added] 

2.1.2 2-Wire Analog Loop with 2-Wire Analog Port - Residence 

2.1.3 2-Wire Analog Loop with 2-Wire Analog Port - Business 

2.1.4 2-Wire Analog Loop with 2-Wire Analog Port - PBX 

2.1.5 2-Wire Analog loop with 2-Wire DID or 4-Wire DID 

2.1.6 BellSouth will conform to the technical references 

contained in this Attachment 2 to the extent these 

requirements are implemented by equipment vendors and 

consistent with the software generic releases purchased 

and installed by BellSouth. 
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As can be seen above, the language that Supra contends “materially” 

altered the agreement does not give Supra the  right to order loop and 

port combinations of UNEs” as Mr. Nilson contends on page 66, lines 5 

and 6 of his direct testimony. This is due to the fact that there had 

been no Commission Order requiring BellSouth to provide 

combinations of Unbundled Network Elements nor had BellSouth 

entered into a negotiated arrangement to provide such combinations 

with Supra or any other ALEC. 

Circumstances leading up to Supra’s adoption of the 

BellSouth/AT&T Interconnection Agreement (Mr. Ramos’s 

testimony, pages 8 through 10) 

DO YOU AGREE WITH MR. RAMOS’ DESCRIPTION OF THE 

NEGOTIATION PROCESS AS DESCRIBED IN HIS DIRECT 

c; TESTIMONY ON PAGE 8, LINE 17 THROUGH PAGE I O ,  LINE 4. 

Absolutely not. Mr. Ramos, in his testimony, seems to be exhibiting 

some very selective memory. The negotiation process for the adoption 

of the AT&T agreement actually began when I sent Mr. Ramos a letter 

on March 29, 1999 requesting that Supra begin negotiations pursuant 

to terms and conditions in the Resale, Collocation, and Interconnection 

Agreements. A copy of this letter is attached as Exhibit PCF-21. This 

letter said in part: 

25 
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. . .. pursuant to the provisions of the Interconnection Agreement 

between BellSouth Telecommunications Inc. and Supra 

Telecommunications and Information Systems, Inc., dated 

October 23, 1997, and in accordance with Section 251 and 252 

of the Telecommunications Act of 1996, the terms of this 

agreement will expire on October 22, 1999. 

a 

This agreement provides in Section 2.2 that, “The parties agree 

that by no later than one hundred and eighty (1 80) days prior to 

the expiration of this agreement, they shall commence 

negotiations with regard to the terms, conditions and prices of 

local interconnection to be effective beginning on the expiration 

date of this agreement.” Hence, either party must notify the 

other party of its desire to begin negotiations prior to April 26, 

1999. This correspondence will serve as notification from 

BellSouth to Supra of its desire to begin renegotiating the 

I n t e rco n nect ion Ag re em en t be tween our com pa n ies . 

DID SUPRA RESPOND TO YOUR REQUEST TO BEGIN 

RENEGOTIATING A NEW INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT? 

Yes. Mr. David Dimlich, General Counsel for Supra, responded on 

May 21 , ’I 999 by acknowledging receipt of my letter and advising that 

Supra was going to adopt the Interconnection Agreement for the state 

of Florida that had been “negotiated between MClm and BeltSouth, 
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dated June 19, 1997, for a term of three years.” A copy of Mr. Dimlich’s 

letter is attached as Exhibit PCF-22. 

WAS BELLSOUTH AGREEABLE TO SUPRA’S REQUEST THAT IT 

ADOPT THE BELLSOUTH/MClm INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT 

FOR FLORIDA? 

Yes. On May 28, 1999, I responded to Supra advising that BellSouth 

was “amenable” to Supra’s request but that when adopting an 

agreement, as Supra had requested, that it “must also adopt the terms 

of that agreement.” This meant that “the term of an agreement 

between Supra Telecom and BellSouth adopting the BellSouth/MClm 

Interconnection Agreement [would] be the same as set forth in Section 

3 of the BeIlSouth/MClm Interconnection Agreement.” (Exhibit PCF- 

23) Since the BellSouth/MClm Interconnection Agreement expired on 

June 18, 2000, then any agreement adopting the BeltSouth/MClm 

Interconnection Agreement would also expire on June 18, 2000. 

I also advised that the BellSouth/MClmetro Interconnection Agreement 

would only be applicable for services in Florida and that we would need 

to still “negotiate an agreement for the remaining eight (8) states in the 

BellSouth region.” 

DID SUPRA RESPOND TO YOUR LETTER OF MAY 28,1999? 
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Yes. On the morning of August 16, 1999, Mr. Wayne Stavanja, Vice 

President of Regulatory Relations for Supra, and I had a conference 

call to discuss the follow-on agreement that was to replace the existing 

agreements, and that Supra was considering adopting the 

BellSouth/AT&T Interconnection Agreement. In our discussions we 

spoke about several issues regarding the BellSouth/AT&T 

Interconnection Agreement, one of which was that it had not been 

amended to include the FCC’s 706 Order on Collocation. However, 

most of the discussion involved the language in Section 41 of the 

General Terms and Conditions of the BellSouth/AT&T Interconnection 

Agreement, which states: 

41. Electronic Interfaces 

Each party shall bear its own cost of developing and 

implementing Electronic Interface Systems because those 

systems wilt benefit all carriers. If a system or process is 

developed exclusively for certain carriers, however, those 

costs shall be recovered from the carrier who is 

requesting the customized system. 

The reason for this discussion was to point out that if Supra were to 

request a unique interface or wished to utilize anything that had been 

developed for AT&T, then they could possibly be liable for the recovery 

of the cost of developing and implementing such an interface, pursuant 

to the above language, not, and as stated by Mr. Ramos on page 9, 
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lines 8 and 9 of his direct testimony, that Supra “would become liable” 

for some other debt for interface development previously incurred by 

some other carrier. 

WHAT WAS SUPRA’S REACTION TO THIS DISCUSSION? 

On August 20, 1999, Mr. Wayne Stavanja wrote me and advised me 

that Supra wished to adopt the BellSouth/AT&T Interconnection 

Agreement dated June I O ,  1997 including “all exhibits and 

amendments that have been negotiated and executed to date between 

the parties.” (Exhibit PCF-24) This is the same letter that was identified 

in Mr. Ramos’ direct testimony on page 11, line 23, as Supra Exhibit 

KR-6. 

DID YOU EVER ADVISE SUPRA THAT THE AMOUNT OWED BY 

AT&T WAS $7 MILLION AND DID YOU THREATEN TO CHARGE 

SUPRA FOR THIS AMOUNT, AS ALLEGED BY MR. RAMOS ON 

PAGE 9, LINE 6, AND PAGE 10, LINES 3 AND 4, OF HIS DIRECT 

TESTIMONY? 

Absolutely not. This is simply a false statement and if not for the  

inflammatory nature of the allegation I would not deem it necessary to 

address in this testimony. 
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BESIDES ADVISING BELLSOUTH THAT SUPRA WISHED TO 

ADOPT THE BELLSOUTH/AT&T INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT, 

DID MR. STAVANJA ALSO DISCUSS ANY OTHER ISSUES IN HIS 

CORRESPONDENCE? 

Yes he did. In his letter, Mr. Stravanja advised that Supra wished to 

“amend the original agreement” so that it only reflected “use of the TAG 

interface” and that “Supra Telecom will not request use of, or participate 

in the development of, the EC-Lite interface described in the agreement 

between AT&T and BellSouth.” (Exhibit PCF-24) I called Mr. Stravanja 

and advised that I would e-mail him language to replace Attachment 15 

of the AT&T interconnection Agreement that would include language 

regarding the TAG interface. A copy of this e-mail is attached as 

Exhibit PCF-25. 

ON PAGE 9, LINES 3 THROUGH 5, MR. RAMOS CLAIMS THAT YOU 

TRIED TO SUBSTITUTE ATTACHMENT 15 OF THE 

BELLSOUTH/AT&T INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT WITH 

OTHER LANGUAGE. WOULD YOU CARE TO COMMENT? 

Yes. Mr. Ramos has once again taken actions out of context and 

attempted to manipulate them to validate his unfounded point, which 

once again is irrelevant to the issues in this proceeding. However, in an 

effort to be responsive and so that this Commission is not mislead, I will 

Page 30 



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

I O  

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 Q. 

17 

18 

I 9  

20 A. 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

simply provide the facts as they relate to Mr. Ramos’ groundless 

allegation. 

As mentioned above, I did offer additional language for Attachment 15 

of the BellSouth/AT&T Interconnection Agreement. My offer was 

motivated by Supra’s desire to amend the “original agreement” so that it 

only reflected the “use of the TAG interface.” This was conveyed in the 

aforementioned letter from Mr. Wayne Stavanja, Vice President - 

Regulatory Relations at Supra, on August 20, 1999 during the 

negotiation process for the adoption of the BellSouth/AT&T 

Interconnection Agreement. Since Supra failed to offer any contract 

language for this revision to the BellSouth/AT&T Irterconnection 

Agreement, I proposed using language from the BellSouth standard 

interconnection agreement template. 

WHEN WAS THE NEXT TIME THAT YOU CONTACTED SUPRA 

REGARDING ITS ADOPTION OF THE BELLSOUTH/AT&T 

INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT? 

On August 25, 1999, I wrote Mr. Stavanja (Exhibit PCF-26) that 

BellSouth was “amenable to its request to adopt the BelfSouth/AT&T 

Interconnection Agreement but that when adopting an agreement, as 

you have requested, you must also adopt the term of that agreement.” 

I also advised that “in order to meet [Supra’s] needs for a TAG interface 

BellSouth can agree to substitute the attached contract language in lieu 
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of Attachment 15.” 

BellSouth’s position regarding this language as alleged by Mr. Ramos 

on Page 9, line 3 of his direct testimony. In fact, I’m not sure what Mr. 

Ramos is attempting to point out by his unfounded statement, but 

would point this Commission to the correspondence between the two 

companies and let that correspondence speak for itself. 

I did not attempt to “sell” Mr. Ramos on 

Additionally, I confirmed that Supra would “not be using”, nor would “it 

participate in the development of, the EC-Lite” electronic interface. The 

contract language that was attached was Attachment 6 of the BellSouth 

standard interconnection agreement template, which I believe met the 

needs of Supra for using the TAG interface for ordering and 

provisioning . 

WHEN WAS THE NEXT CONTACT WITH SUPRA REGARDING ITS 

ADOPTION OF THE BELLSOUTH/AT&T INTERCONNECTION 

AGREEMENT? 

On August 31, 1999 Mr. Stravanja wrote in response to my August 25, 

1999 letter and reaffirmed that Supra wanted to adopt the 

BellSouth/AT&T Interconnection Agreement in its entirety. Mr. 

Stravanja asserted that BellSouth’s policy that “it [was] necessary to 

adopt all the terms and conditions of an attachment without 

modification [did] not comport with Section 252(i) of the Act, the 
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Supreme Court opinion, CFR §51.809(a), or the FCC's Order No. 96- 

325." Mr. Stavanja also stated: 

... BellSouth is on notice that Supra Telecom has not and will not 

request use of, or participate in the development of, the EC-Lite 

interface described in the agreement between AT&T and 

BellSouth. 

The copy of this letter is identified as Exhibit PCF-27. On September 

7, 1999, I wrote to Mr. Ramos regarding Mr. Stavanja's letter of August 

31 I 1999. (Exhibit PCF-28) In this correspondence I enclosed two 

copies of an adoption agreement for Supra's execution that set forth 

the terms and conditions of the adoption of the BellSouth/AT&T 

Interconnection Agreement. I also advised that the agreement was for 

the state of Florida only and that this agreement would supercede the 

existing agreements between BellSouth and Supra for the state of 

Florida and that the agreements for the other states would expire on 

October 22, 1999. 

My correspondence also refutes Supra's allegation that BellSouth has 

maintained that it was necessary to adopt all the terms and conditions 

of an attachment to an existing interconnection agreement. In fact, in 

my September 7, I999 letter, I reiterated, "[Wlhat I advised Supra 

Telecom in my August 25, 1999 letter is that 'when requesting an entire 

agreement or just an attachment to an agreement, it is necessary to 
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adopt all related terms and conditions associated with the requested 

attachment.’ [Emphasis added].” 

Additionally, I reminded Mr. Stavanja that Supra “[would) be expected 

to comply with all the provisions of the BellSouth/AT&T Interconnection 

Agreement.” I further stated that in an effort to assist Supra in its 

ordering and provisioning of telecommunications sewices, BellSouth 

[stood] ready to negotiate an Amendment to the enclosed Adoption to 

incorporate any future need of Supra Telecom, including an 

Amendment to implement TAG for preordering and/or ordering 

functions and eliminating language requiring Supra to use or participate 

in developing EC-Lite.” 

WHAT HAPPENED BETWEEN YOUR RESPONSE OF SEPTEMBER 

7, I999 AND THE EXECUTION OF THE AGREEMENT ON OCTOBER 

qTH AND gTH BY MR. RAMOS AND MR. HENDRIX, RESPECTIVELY? 

There were several more sets of correspondence between the two 

companies. This correspondence dealt mainly with revisions to the 

contract language for the adoption of the BellSouth/AT&T 

Interconnection Agreement. A copy of this correspondence and its 

related attachments is shown as Exhibit PCF-29. As can be seen in 

this correspondence, there was no delay in attempting to resolve 

differences in the language by BellSouth, as alluded to by Mr. Ramos 

on page 9, lines 16 through 20. 
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Issues regarding the implementation of the BellSouth/AT&T 

I n t e rco n nect ion Agreement a risi n g through th e private arbitration 

proceedings. 

ON PAGES 30 THROUGH 32, PAGES 43 THROUGH 49 AND PAGES 

58 THROUGH 64 OF HIS DIRECT TESTIMONY, MR. NILSON 

BRINGS UP VARIOUS ISSUES REGARDING THE 

IMPLEMENTATION OF THE BELLSOUTH/AT&T 

INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT THROUGH PRIVATE 

ARBITRATION PROCEEDINGS, WOULD YOU CARE TO 

COMMENT? 

The only comment that I would care to make regarding the private 

arbitration proceedings brought up by Mr. Nilson is that pursuant to the 

BellSouth/AT&T Interconnection Agreement, these proceedings are 

confidential and bringing these issues is a direct violation of Attachment 

1, Section 14.1 of its interconnection agreement with BellSouth. This 

section states: 

BellSouth, [Supra], and the Arbitrator(s) will treat any 

arbitration proceeding, including the hearings and 

conferences, discovery, or other related events, as 

confidential, except as necessary in connection with a 

judicial challenge to, or enforcement of, an award, or unless 
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otherwise required by an order or lawful process of a court 

of governmental body. 

PLEASE SUMMARIZE YOUR TESTIMONY. 

As I have shown repeatedly in this testimony, as well as my direct 

testimony, the applicable agreement in this dispute is the 1997 

8ellSouth/Supra Resale Agreement. The time period of the bills in 

dispute is June 1997 to October 5, 1999. The BellSouth/AT&T 

Agreement cannot apply because it did not become effective until 

October 5, 1999 and only governs those charges made after October 5, 

1999. BellSouth has applied all the charges in dispute appropriately 

and no refund or credit should be issued to Supra. 

DOES THIS CONCLUDE YOUR TESTIMONY? 

Yes. 
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ITEM 

WHEREAS, section 252(i) of the A d  and 47 C.F.R. 551.809 require BellSouth to 
make available any individual interconnection, service, or network element provided 
under an agreement approved by the appropriate state regulatory body to any other 
requesting telecommunications carrier upon the same terms and conditions as those 
provided in the agreement; 

NO. 
PAGES 

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the promises and mutual covenants of 
this Agreement, Supra and BellSouth hereby agree as follows: 
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Supra and BellSouth shall adopt the interconnection agreement executed 
between BellSouth and AT&T Communications of the Southem States, 
Inc. for the state of Florida (“BellSouth/AT&T Interconnection Agreement“) 
dated June 10,1997 and any and alt amendments to said agreement 
executed and approved by the appropriate state regulatory commission as 
of the date of the execution of this Agreement. The BellSouWAT&T 
Interconnection Agreement and all amendments are attached hereto as 
Exhibit 1 and incorporated herein by this reference. The adoption of this 
agreement with amendment@) consists of the following: 
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Attachment 9 4 
Attachment 70 7 
Attachment 11 9 
Attachment 12 18 
Attachment 13 12 

Erbibit I"-18 
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Attachment 14 
Attachment 15 

2 
12 

Amendment 
TOTAL 

Letter dated 06/l0/97 
Replacement pages 
Letter dated 08/21/97 

2. The term of ttiis Agreement shalt be from the effective date as set forth 
above and shalt expire as set forth in section 2 of the BellSouthlAT&T 
Interconnection Agreement. For the purposes of determining the 
expiration date of this Agreement punuant to section 2 of the 
BeIlSoutWAT&T Interconnection Agreement, the effective date shall be 
June 10,1997. B 

3 
21 
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3. Supra shall accept and incorporate any amendments to the 
SellSouth/AT&T Interconnection Agreement executed as a resutt of any 
final judicial, regulatory, or legislative action. 

Replacement pages 
Letter dated 07/24/98 
Reolacement Daaes 

4. Every notice, consent, approval, or other communications required or 
contemplated by this Agreement shall be in writing and shall be delivered 
in person or given by postage prepaid mail, addressed to: 

5 
1 
8 

BeltSouth Telecommunications, Inc. 

CLEC Account Team 
9'h Floor 
600 North IQ' Street 
Birmingham, Alabama 35203 

And - 

General Attorney - COU 
Suite 4300 
675 W. Peachtree St. 
Atlanta, GA 30375 

Supra Telecommunications and 
Information Systems, Inc. 1 



Olukayade Ramos 
2820 SW 27* Ave 
Miami, FL 33133 
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Or at such other address as the intended recipient previously shall have 
designated by written notice to the other Party. Where specifically required, 
notices shall be by certified or registered mail. Unless otherwise provided in this 
Agreement, notice by mail shall be effective on the date it is officially recorded as 
delivered by retum receipt or equivalent, and in the absence of such record of 
delivery, it shall be presumed to have been delivered the fifth day, or next 
business day after the fifth day, after it was deposited in the mail. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties have executed this Agreement through 
their authorized representatives . 

SellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. 
n 

Name 

Supra Telecomqwnications and 
ma, Inc, 

I Oate 





August 17, 1998 

V I A  FAX; (305 )  577-4491 

Nancy B. White, Esq, 
and Mary Jo Peed, Esq. 
CIO MS. ~ a n c y  Sima 
BellSouth Telclcommunications, Inc 
150 South Monroe Street, Suite 400 
Tallahassee, Florida 32301 
Dear Nancy and Mary Jo: 

BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. 
FPSC Docket No. 001097-TP 
Exhibit PCF-19 
Page 1 of 4 

I wish t o  address several matters that are pending between 
Supra Telecommunications & Information 'System8 Inc. I and 
BellSouth Telecommunications, Znc., that need t o  be resolved. 0 

1, Regarding the issue of Supra's desire to. physically 
collocate in the North Dado Golden Glades and the West Palm Beach 
Gardens' central offices, it is Supra's p a d t i o n  that there is 
adequate space for Supra to  physically collocate i t a  Class 5 
switches and other necessary equipm3nt. I would like t o  set up a 
meeting t o  discuss the rssults of the walk-through6 ~d the 
rsvi8ed central office maps and Supra's specific desires 
regarding space in each of these central offices. 

, 

In addition, when you and I met a few weeks ago, you stated 
you would obtain specific infamation regarding any problems with 
meeting the Florida Public Service Commission's three month 
deadline far each of Supra's applications for physical 
collocation. 
whethex BellSouth intenda t o  meet the deadline for each 
application of: exactly why the deadline cannot be met for each 
application. 

We need t o  have specific information regarding 

2. Regarding the isrue of what equipment Supra intenda t o  
phyricarly callocnta in the 17 ElellSouth central offices that 
Supra bar applbd for, it is Supra's intention to physically 
collocata equipat that d l 1  provide information eervices a8 
well aa baric tslscorncnunications services. The 'Lnfarrmation 
services' equipment that Supra intends ta  physicall 

an " h a n e e d  service; Internet services, etc, The specific 
equi eat h88 beea identified on the physical collocation 
Supra's position that the Telecolrarmnications Act and the PCC's 

collocate 
fncludee equipment that can rovide anything tradit r onally 
considered 'informtion serv '1 ceb,' as well as anything considered 

apQl 9* catfqns that haw already been approved by BellSouth. X t  is 
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First Re 

central of ficsa, Supra would like an mediate clarification 
from BellSouth regarding whether BellSouth intenda t o  object t o  
any of Supra's equipment being physically collocated on the basis 
of any theory 80 that Supra may apply for a decision on thio 
matter a t  the Florida Public Service Commission. 

rt and Order grovide legal support fo r  Supra'u right to 

'I physical p" y collacats this type o f  equi ment in BellSouth's 

3 .  Regarding the issue of Supra's right t o  obtain 
combinations o f  unbundled network elements from BellSouth, it is 
Supra's position that Supra ' 9  interconnection agxtmment provides 
authority for Supra t o  obtain these combinations. 
Section from Supra' I interconnection agreement a p c i f  ically 
provides Supra t h i s  right. 
rely 
Agreement f i led  by BellSouth with the Florida Public Service 
Comission does not include this particular section, Su ra wishes 

provided Mr+ Ram08 and which Mr. Ramos rigned immediately 
{according t o  Mr. F h l e n ' s  testimony), and that &. Finlen 
provided supra by e-mail immediately prior t o  producing the final 
version for signing, included th i s  pyovisfon, If there is a 
difference between the. draft version agreed t o  and the version 
filed with the Conmission {other than the removal of the 
Collocation and Resale Agreemeata which had been entrrsd into 
separately and the insertion o f  Supra's name in 8p ropriate 
and BellSouth may wish to inquire i n t e m l l y  a1  t o  how that d g h t  
have happened. 

The attached 

To the extent BellSouth intencia t o  
the fact that: the version of the Interconnection 

t o  inform BellSouth that the  draft agrement that Mr. F P nlen 

spaces), Supra suggests that any such diffesrnce s K ould not exist b 

Therefore, Supra would like t o  be informed imnradiately 8s t o  
the prices for the combinationr of unbundled network elenrents set 
out in Supra's Xntercomection Agreement and the time frames in 
which they can be provided. 

You w i l l ,  note that this letter i a  not being copied t o  the 
Commission Staff at  t h i s  t h e  t o  
opportunity to work these matters 
narrow window a t  opportunity. X f  
these issue8 within the next day 
pursue relief at  the Colt~miasion. 
these mattere. 

. 

SFS : 38  
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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE ComIssroN 

In re: P e t i t i o n  of Supra 
Telecommunications and 
Information Systems, I n c .  to set 
aside 2/3 /98  o r d e r  approving 
resale, interconnection and 
unbundling agreement with 
BellSouth Telecommunications, 
Inc., and to approve agreement 
actually entered into by 
parties. 

In re: Petition of Supra 
Telecommunications and 
Information Systems, Inc. to 
initiate investigation into 
unfair practices of BellSouth 
Telecommunications, Inc. in 
negotiating agreements w i t h  
alternative l o c a l  exchange 
carriers (ALECs) and i n  filing 
such agreements w i t h  t h e  Florida 
Public Serv ice  Commission. 

The following Commissioners 
of t h i s  matter: 

DOCKET NO. 981832-TP 

DOCKET NO. 981833-TP 
ORDER NO. PSC-99-1092-FOF-TP 
ISSUED: June  1, 1999 

8 

participated in the disposition 

JOE GARCIA, Chairman 
J. TERRY DEASON 
SUSAN F. CLARK 

JULIA L. JOHNSON 
E. LEON JACOBS, JR. 

ORDER D E N Y I N G  MOTIONS TO DISMISS OR 
IN THE ALTERNATIVE, TO STRIKE PETITIONS AS SHAM 

, 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

These dockets were opened upon the filing 'of two petitions 
by Supra Telecomrciunications and Information Systems, Inc. (Supra )  
t o :  (1) s e t  aside Order Number PSC-98-0206-FOF-TP, issued 
February  3, 1998, approving a resale, interconnection and 

A 
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unbundling agreement with BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. 
(BellSouth) and approve the agreement a c t u a l l y  entered i n t o  by 
t h e  parties; and (2) i n i t i a t e  an investigation into unfair 
practices of BellSouth in negotiating agreements with alternative 
local exchange carriers (ALECs) and in filing such -agreements 
with this Commission. On February 1, 1999, BellSouth f i l e d  
Motions to Dismiss, Or in the Alternative, to Dismiss P e t i t i o n s  
as Sham. On April 16, 1999, B e l l S o u t h  filed Supplements to 
Motion to Dismiss Supra's Petition. 

The facts,  as alleged by Supra and not disputed by 
BellSouth, are t h a t  Supra executed the first agreement received 
from BellSouth in October of 1997. Thereafter, BellSouth 
informed Supra that this agreement was a draft  and that a 
modified agreement with cer ta in  specified changes, such as t h e  
addition of Supra's name to t h e  contract, would be prepared. 
This "final" agreement was executed by Supra. BellSouth then 
submitted an agreement t o  the Commission for approval and a? 
order  approving the agreement was i s s u e d  on February 3,  1998. 
However, the agreement submitted to t h e  Commission for approval 
was not t h e  same as the one executed by Supra. 

Supra alleges t h a t  the agreement submitted by BellSouth 
included amended attachments t h a t  Supra did not agree to and 
about which Supra was not informed. According to Supra, this 
substitution constitutes fraud or gross negligence on the part of 
BellSouth. It is BellSouth's position t h a t  t h e  difference in the 
attachments was simply an error .  However, if this is t h e  case o r  
if B e l l S o u t h  is willing to make the correct substitutions, it is 
not c lear  why the parties have been unable to bring an amended 
agreement to the Commission f o r  approval, nor is it clear why 
Supra is asking that the entire con t rac t  be replaced. 

Supra's  first petition, filed in Docket No. 981832-TP, seeks 
the following relief: (1) a hearing before the full Commission; 
(2) an investigation into BellSouth's contract practices; ( 3 )  a 
site v i s i t  to the Interconnection Department of BellSouth to 
determine which equipment was used to create the contracts in 
dispute; ( 4 )  a finding of fraud and gross negligence as well as 
violations of Section 251 and 252 of the Act by imposing 
unreasonable, discriminatory conditions and limitations on the 
provision of services; (5) to vacate the order approving the 
interconnection agreement with BellSouth; (6) to replace that 
agreement with t h e  agreement f i l e d  by Supra w i t h  t h e  complaint; 
( 7 )  to inform other s t a t e s  of BellSouth's actions in e n t e r i n g  
i n t o  interconnection agreements; and ( 8 )  to reprimand BellSouth 
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and impose monetary sanctions f a r  failure to file the true 
interconnection, resale agreement. 

Supra's o the r  petition filed in Docket No. 981833-TP 
requests that t h i s  Commission conduct a hearing to f u l l y  
investigate the change in t h e  attachments to the agreement, what 
procedures are in place to prevent recurrence, and the extent 
this conduct and other abuses have been perpetuated against Supra 
and o the r  ALECs. Supra requests the following relief: (1) a 
finding that gross negligence or willful fraud occurred; ( 2 )  the 
establishing of procedures f o r  investigating BellSouth's 
contracting practices; (3) informing other s t a t e s  of BellSouth's 
actions in entering i n t o  interconnection agreements; (4) if fraud 
is proven, referral to Attorney General's Office f o r  antitrust 
investigation; and (5) reprimand of BellSouth and imposition of 
monetary sanctions. 

We believe t h a t  Supra's pleadings do not s t a t e  causes of 
action on which this Commission may grant r e l i e f .  In the 
pleading f i l e d  in Docket No. 981832-TP, Supra requests a full 
Commission hearing and an investigation, including a site visit 
with Supra to t h e  "Interconnection Department of BellSouth. I' 
The purpose of the requested proceedings are to prevent 
agreements from being a l te red  in t h e  f u t u r e  and determining which 
computer was used to alter the agreement. The ultimate 
determination sought by Supra is a finding that BellSouth 
committed gross negligence or willful fraud when it substituted 
t h e  attachments to Supra's agreement. We believe t h a t  we have 
the authority to s e t  a matter f o r  hearing and to f u l l y  
investigate matters if t h e y  are within the Commission's 
jurisdiction. However, matters of contract fraud and gross 
negligence in contracts are matters f o r  the courts, not t h i s  
Commission. Our role in approving con t rac t s  between local 
exchange companies (LECs) and alternative l o c a l  exchange 
companies (ALECS) is limited to matters related to the provision 
of competitive services, such  as terms and conditions of 
interconnection and .resale.  The Commission has consistently 
declined to ru le  on more general  con t r ac t  matters, such  as the 
con ten t  of a liability clause or the imposition of damages. See, 
Docket No. 960757-TP - P e t i t i o n  by Metropolitan ,Fiber Systems of 
F l o r i d a ,  Inc. for arbitration with BellSouth Telecommunications, 
Inc. c o n c e r n i n g  interconnection ra tes ,  terms, a n d  conditions, 
pursuant to the Federal Telecommunications Act of 1996; Docket  
No. 960847-TP - Petition by AT&T Communications of the S o u t h e r n  
States, Inc. f o r  arbitration of certain terms and conditions of a 
proposed agreement with GTE Florida Incorporated conce rn ing  

1 
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' interconnection and resale under the Telecommunications Act of 
1996; and Docket  No. 960980-TP - Petition by MCI 
Telecommunications Corporation and MCI Metro Access Transmission 
Services; Inc. for arbitration of certain terms and conditions of 
a proposed agreement with GTE Florida Incorporated concerning 
xesale and interconnection under t h e  Telecommunications A c t  of 
1996. Accordingly, we decline to a c t  on that portion of Supra's 
petitions that seeks a finding of fraud or gross negligence. 

Supra also requests that Order No. PSC-98-0206-FOF-TP, 
issued February 3,  1998, be vacated. The above-cited order is 
the order approving BellSouth and Supra's agreement for resale, 
interconnection and unbundling. While t h e  Commission may have 
such authority, absolutely nothing in the pleading expla ins  why 
it would be appropriate to vacate the entire agreement. Supra 
also asks us to approve the agreement that it f i l e d  with the 
petition. Clearly,  t h e  Commission has the a u t h o r i t y  to approve 
or not approve the agreement. However, BellSouth s t a t e s  that the 
parties may have a disagreement as to t h e  meaning of part of the 
agreement that was substituted. We believe t h a t  the part ies  
should conclude their discussions and negotiations concerning the 
substitution of the attachments to the agreement and if they 
cannot reach an agreement on the terms to be amended to reflect 
the correct agreement, they may b r i n g  their dispute to the 
Commission for a r b i t r a t i o n .  We do not believe that vacating the 
previous order is appropriate. 

Included in t h e  relief sought in the first pleading (Docket 
No. 981832-TI?) is Supra's request that this Commission con tac t  
all of the states in which BellSouth operates and i n fo rm them of 
BellSouth's conduct.  The Commission can do t h i s ,  b u t  so c a n  
Supra. In fact, Supra filed the same complaints w i t h  the Georgia 
Commission. - See, Georgia Public Service Commission Order issued 
March 16, 1999, in Dockets Nos. 8 3 3 8 4  and 10331-11. We believe 
t h a t  Supra is peFfect ly  capable of bringing these issues to the 
attention of the o t h e r  states, if it has not  already done so. 

F i n a l l y ,  Supra requests t h e  imposition of a fine for 
BellSouth's violation of Sect ion 364.07 ,  Florida Statutes, by 
failing t o  file t h e  t rue  or correct agreement. The subject 
cont rac t  is a resale ,  interconnection and unbundling agreement 
entered into under  Section 251 of the A c t ,  not an " i n t r a s t a t e  
interexchange service cont rac t"  s u b j e c t  to the provisions of 
Section 364.07, Flo r ida  Statutes, as Supra argues. Thus, Supra's 
request t h a t  the Commission fine BellSouth for w i l l f u l  violation 
of Section 364.07, Florida S t a t u t e s ,  by failing to f i l e  the 

4 
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correct agreement, is not a request on which re l ief  may be 
granted. 

Based on the foregoing, we dismiss on our own motion the 
f i rs t  petition, Petition o f .  Supra to Set Aside 2/3/98 Order 
Approving Resale, Interconnection and Unbundling Agreement 
Between BellSouth Telecommunications and Supra 
Telecommunications; And to Approve Agreement Actually E n t e r e d  
I n t o  By the Parties, f o r  failure to s t a t e  
which re l ief  may be granted.  However, the 
to bring a corrected agreement to t h e  
earliest convenience and if the parties 
corrections, the d i s p u t e  as t o  those terms 
this Commission for arbitration. 

a cause of action on 
parties are directed 
Commission at t h e i r  
cannot agree on the 
should be brought to 

In the pleading in Docket No. 981833-TP, Supra seeks t o  have 
this Commission conduct a hearing and investigate Supra's 
allegation of gross negligence or fraud in contract  actions with 
Supra and other ALECs. Similar to t h e  f i x s t  pleading, Supra 
requests a hearing and investigation, sanctions and notice to 
other states. In addition, if the Commission were to conclude 
that there was fraud, Supra requests that the matter be referred 
to t h e  A t t o r n e y  General's Office. As discussed above, t h e  
determination of fraud o r  gross negligence is a matter within t h e  
purview of t h e  courts, n o t  of this Commission. F u r t h e r ,  we have 
had no indication from other  ALECs that there is a problem w i t h  
BellSouth's substituting attachments to contracts. This is so 
even though Supra s e n t  a l e t t e r  to 7 5  ALECs apprising them of 
this .docket and encouraging them t o  check their agreements. 
Based on the foregoing and for the same reasons sta ted  above in 
the discussion on Docket No. 981832-TP above, we a l s o  f i n d  it 
appropriate to dismiss this petition. 

F u r t h e r ,  because we dismiss Supra's pleadings on our own 
motion, BellSouth's Motions to Dismiss or in t h e  Alternative, to 
S t r i k e  Supra's P e t i t i o n s  as Sham Pleadings, are moot. 

CONCLUSION 

Based on the foregoing, the Commission on its own motion 
h e r e b y  dismisses Supra's petitions w i t h o u t  prejudice. We find 
that Supra has f a i l e d  to file petitions on which the Commission 
may g r a n t  relief. The petitions shall be dismissed w i t h  leave 
f o r  the p a r t i e s  to file a corrected copy of t h e  agreement for 
approval, or a request for arbitration on t h e  changed portions of 
the c o n t r a c t  t h a t  remain in dispute. , 
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Based on the  foregoing, it is 

ORDERED by the Flor ida  Public Service Commission that on our 
own motion, we dismiss the petitions filed by Supra 
Telecommunications and Information Systems, f n c . ,  for failure to 
state a cause of action on which relief may be granted.  It is 
f u r t h e r  

ORDERED t h a t  the mot ions filed by 
Telecommunications, Inc .  are moot. It is f u r t h e r  

Be llSout h 

ORDERED that these dockets shall remain open. 

By ORDER of the Florida Public Service Commission this - 1st 
day of June, 1999. -- 

BLANCA S .  BAY& Director D 

Division of Records and Report ing 

Kay Flynn 
By: 

Kay Flynn,  Chief 
Bureau of Records 

This is a facsimile copy. A signed 
copy of the order may be obtained 
by calling 1-850-413-6770. 

( S E A L )  

CB 
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NOTICE OF FURTHER PROCEEDINGS OR JUDICIAL REVIEW 

The Florida Public Service Commission is required by Section 
120.569(1), Florida Statutes, to notify p a r t i e s  of any 
administrative hearing o r  judicial  review of Commission orders 
t h a t  is available under  Sections 120.57 or 120.68, Florida 
Statutes, a s  well as the procedures and time l i m i t s  that apply.  
This notice should not be construed to mean all requests for an  
administrative hearing or  j u d i c i a l  review will be granted or 
r e s u l t  in the re l ief  sought.  

Any par ty  adversely affected by the Commission's final 
action in this matter may request: 1) reconsideration of the 
decision by filing a motion for reconsideration with the 
Director, Division of Records and Reporting, 2540 Shumard Oak 
Boulevard, Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0850, within fifteen (15) 
days of the issuance of this order  in the form prescr ibed  by Rule 
25-22.060,  Florida Administrative Code; or 2 )  judicial review by 
t h e  Florida Supreme Court in t h e  case of an electric, gas OI! 
telephone utility o r  t h e  F i r s t  District Court of Appeal in the 
case of a water and/or wastewater u t i l i t y  by filing a notice of 
appeal w i t h  t h e  Director, Div i s ion  of Records and reporting and 
filing a copy of the notice of appeal and the filing fee with the 
appropriate court. This filing must  be completed within t h i r t y  
(30)  days after the issuance of t h i s  order, p u r s u a n t  to Rule 
9.110, Florida Rules of Appellate Procedure. The notice of 
appeal must be in t h e  form spec i f ied  in R u l e  9 .900(a ) ,  Flo r ida  
Rules of Appellate Procedure. 





@ BELLSOUTH 

March 29,1999 

Mr. Olukayode Ram08 
PreWnt a d  CEO 
Supre Tdscammunhtiona & Information Systemr, Inc. 
2620 SW 27* Awn- 
Miami, FL 33t33-3001 

Dear MI. R a m s :  

Pursuant to ths provision8 of the Rmab Agfsement b & w n  Bdl&uth 
Tebcommunicrvtlarrr, Inc, rBellSouth’) and Supra TekmmunicaWnr and Information 
Sy$tms, lnc. (%up”), dated June 1 , t 997, and in uccordrncs with S4ctlm 251 and 252 
of the Tmmunicrtlona Act of t 998, the toms of this agroempnt expire May 31,1008. D 

tjkswtee, pursuant to the prwririona of the Inturconnsctlon A g d n t  between Be(lS0uth 
TekcommunicrrtkHs Inc. and S u p  Tb4oc”municatlone ond Information Syat”, Inc,, 
dated October 23,1987, end in Ic#xdance with W o n  251 and 252 of the 
Teleco”unicatlorra Act of 1896, the tsrms of thia ogmmernt will expire on October 22, 
1999. 

Finally, pursuant to the term8 of the Collocation Ag“t  &uhman BellSouth 
tbkoqmmunicetlon8, Inc. and Supra Telscommunimtians and Infomation Systems, Inca, 
d8bd duly 24,1097, and in eccordance whh saction 251 and 252 of Qhs 
Telecommunicatianu Act of 1996, thiqagmment will sxpks on Juty 23,1998. 

I -- . I‘ .. - .  
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Thk agreement dosb not obligate either party to begin "gotiatims by a Win date or 
sbts 9 rpecdic date to notify the other party of its intent to terminate. If Supra d e s i 8  to 
~Mnw to docab  with BallSouth a new ag"ent will need to be in place prior to July 
2 3 , l W .  H e m ,  please accept thk corrssporrdsncs as omcial notification to Supra of 
BdISouth's de8im to bsgin negotiating a new Colbcatkn Agreement. 

. . . .  
. 





 phon^: [I051 443-3710 
Fax: 0051Ul~Y318 ' 
2620 S. W. 27th Avenue . 
Miami, fL 33133 
www.stis,com 

BellSouth Telecommunications, Int. 

Page I of  1 

FPSC Docket NO, 001097-TP 
khrra.C)I annn Exhibit PCF-22 

Via Frcdmlle 6 WJ 

Mr. P a W  F i n h  
Manager, Intercome 
BellSouth lnberc~rlnt 
875 West PeactrtteS 
Ctc" 34501 
Atlanta, Georgia 302 

Dear Mr, Flnlen: 

Supra Tekcom acknowtedgeu receipt of BellSoyth's ndttce~ of intent not to 
- renew the Resate Agrsement or @e Coll0eat)On and tnbrcxxrndbn AgretmentS 

which are dus to expire May 31, July 23 and October 22,1999, m m b g  b 

Corwequentfy, Supra Telscam hemby adopt8 the entbe State of Florida 
lntetconnsction Agreenrent negotleted bdwmn MClm and BellSouth, d8t8d June 
10,1997, for a term of three yeam. Thk include8 all axhibib and amendments 
that have been nsgotfated and executed to dab between the 

Supra Telscom wlll notify the Fbarida PublIc Sanrice Co"l8sion dthe 
adoption of mid ag"ent,  H you have any qusstlom, you may call Angel Ldro 
of my staff at (305) 4786230. 

cc: Oluk8ydr A Ramos, Ch8k"rn & CEO 
Wayne Stavmje, V-P Regulatory Relations 
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@ BELLSOUTH 

May 28,1999 

W. David V. Olmtich 
General Counsel 
Supra Telmmunhtions & Infarmation Systems, lnc. 
2620 SW 2P Avenue 
Miami, FL 33133 

Dear Mr. Dimlich: 

This is to acknowledge receipt of your letter of May 21 , 1999 regarding the [quest 
of Supra Telecommunications & Information Systems, Inc. (“Supra Telecom”) to 
adopt the BelfSouth/MClm Interconnection Agreement for the state of Florida, 
dated June 19, 18Q7. This adoption wouM indude “all exhibib and amendments 
that have been negotiated and executed to date‘ ktwm BellSouth and MClm. 

BellSouth is amenable to your request, however, when a d q b g  an agreement, as 
you’ve requested, you must a b  adopt the tam of that agmment Therefore, the 
term of an agrsemmt b e h e n  Supra felecom and SeOSouth adopting the 
BeltSouthNClm Interconnection Agrwment will be the same 8s set forth in Section 
3 of the BellSouth/MClm tntercotlnection Agreement. This will man the 
agmement Supra Telecom and BellSouth enter into would expire on June 18. 
2000, with renegotiations to commence no later than December 23 , 1999. 

Another issue that need8 to be medved is Supra Teleco”s dmim to only have a 
Florida agmment to replace ita existing nine (9) state agreements (Collocation, 
Resale, and Interwnedion). The BellSouth/MClm Interconnection Agreement for 
the State of Florida is applicable only to Florida and is wbj& to aduption only for 
Florida. Thus, Bailsouth rand Supm Telecam will still have to negotiate an 
agreemany$) br the remaining eight (8) stabs in the BellSouth region, or Supra 
will have to adapt other agretmenta available in the other respective eight (8) 
states. 
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May20, I999 
Mr. Dimlich 
Page 2 Qf 2 

Please let me know if you stilf wish to adopt the BellSouth/MClm a g r m n t  for 
Florida. If 80, I will send you the a d q b n  agreement for execution and filing with 
the appropriate Florida Public Service Combston. I can be reached at (404) 927- 
8309. 

Pat Finlen 
Manager, Interconnection Services 

Cc: Parkey Jordan, Esq. 
Nancy White, Esq. 
.Jerry Hsndrix, Senior Director - Interconnection Services 
Micheel willis, Manager - Interconnection Services 

A 
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I M II V U  

Mr. Pattick Finlen 
Manager, Intemneetion Servlcas 
BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. 
675 West Peachtree Street, NE 
Room WS9t I 

Atlanta, Georgia 30375 

Dear Mr. Finlan: 

A3 a fc4ow-up to aur recsnt diswssidns and negoUatrons toward a new 
intemnnectlon agreement, Supcd Telecom hereby tonfirma its intent to adopt 
the State of Florida lntetconnection Agreement between AT&T and BellSouth, 
dated June IO, 1997. This indudes all exhibb and amendmerlts that have been 
negotiated and executed to date between the parties. 

' 

0 

As we discussed, Supra Weeom wishes to amend the odginal agreement 
only to reflect use of the TAG Interface. Supra Telecom wilt not request us0 of, 
or participate in the development of, the EC-Lite interface described in the 
agreement between AT&T and BellSouth. 

Mr. Olukayode Ramas will execute the adopbion of said agreement 
between BellSouth and Supra. Please send all documents to Mr. Rams at 2820 
S.W, 27th Avenue, Miamt, FL 33133, If you have any questions, you may call 
me at (850) 402.4510. 

Sincerely, 

Wayne t. Stavanfa 
VP - Regulatory Relations 

c: blukayode A, Ramos, Chairman 
Mark Euechde, General Counsel 

& CEO 

A 
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Finlen, Patrick 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Patrick Finlen P-Finlen@" .corn] 
Frfday, August 20,1999 f2:12 PM 
wSfava njaestis .corn 
Ordering 4% Provisioning 

Wayne, 

As promised attached is the Ordering and Provisioning language t h a t  I FAX'd to you the 
other day. 

Pat F. 

I 
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ORDERING AND PROVISIONING 

The rates, terms and conditions contained within this Attachment were negotiated as a 
whole and each rate, term and condition within the Attachment is interdependent upon the 
other rates, term and conditions. 

1, Oualitv of Orderhe and Provisioning 

1.1 BellSouth shall provide ordering and provisioning services to CLEC-I that are 
eqtd  to the ordering and provisioning sewices BellSouth provides to itself or any 
other CLEC, where technically feasible. Detailed guidelines for ordering and 
provisioning are set forth in BellSouth’s ]Local Interconnection and Facility Based 
Ordering Guide and Resale Ordering Guide, as appropriate, and as they are 
amended from time to time during this Agreement. 

1.2 

2. 

2.1 

2.2 

BellSouth will perform provisioning services during the following normal hours 
of operation: 

Monday - Friday - 8:WAM - 5:OOPM location time (excluding holidays) 
(Resalemetwork Element non coordinated, 
coordinated orders and order coordinated - Time 
Specific) 

Saturday - 8:OO AM - 5:OO PM location time (excluding holidays) 
(ResaleMetwork Element non coordinated orders) 

Times are either Eastern or Central time based on the location of the work being 
performed. 

All other CLEC-1 requests for provisioning and installation services are 
considered outside of the normal hours of operation and may be performed subject 
to the application of overtime billing charges. 

Access to Operational Support Svstems 

BellSouth shall provide CLEC- 1 access to several operations support systems. 
Access to these support systems is available through a variety of means, including 
electronic interfaces. BellSouth also provides the option of placing orders 
“ i d l y  (e.g., via facsimile) through the Local Carrier Service Center. The 
operations support systems available are: 

Pre-Orderin4. BellSouth provides electronic access to the foIlowing pre-ordering 
kctions: service address validation, telephone number selection, service and 
feature availability, due date information, and upon Commission approval of 
confidentiality protections, to customer, record information. Access is provided 
through the Local Exchange Navigation System (LENS) and the 



2.3 

2.4 

2.5 

2.6 
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Te1ecuxn.mUnication.s Access Gateway (TAG). Customer record infomation 
includes any and all customer specific infomation, including but not limited to, 
customer specific information in CRIS and MAG. CLEC-1 agrees not to view, 
copy, or otherwise obtain access to the customer record information of any 
customer without that customer's permission and fiuther agrees that CLEC-1 will 
obtain access to customer record information only in strict compliance with 
applicable laws, rules, or regulations of the State in which the service is provided. 

Service Orderinp and Provisioning. BellSouth provides electronic options for the 
exchange of ordering and provisioning information. BellSouth provides an 
Electronic Data Interchange (EDI) arrangement for resale requests and certain 
network elements and other services. As an alternative to the ED1 arrangement, 
BellSouth also provides through LENS and TAG m ordering and provisioning 
capability that is integrated with the LENS and TAG pre-ordering capability. 

Service Trouble Rmrtin~r and ReDair, Service trouble reporting and repair 
allows CLEM to report and monitor service troubles and obtain repair services. 
BellSouth shall offer CLEC-1 service trouble reporting in a non-discriminatory 
manner that provides CLEC-1 the equivalent ability to report and monitor service 
troubles that BellSouth provides to itself BellSouth also provides CLEC-1 EU) 

estimated time to repair, an appointment time or a-commitment time, as 
appropriate, on trouble reports. BellSouth provides two options for electronic 
trouble reporting. For exchange services, BellSouth offers CLEC-1 access to the 
Trouble Analysis Facilitation Interface (TAFI). For individually designed 
services, BellSouth provides electronic trouble reporting through an electronic 
communications gateway. If the CLEC requests BellSouth to repair a trouble after 
normal working hours, the CLEC will be billed the appropriate overtime charges 
associated with this request pursuant to BellSouth's tariffs. 

Migration of CLEC-I to New BellSouth Software Releases. BelfSouth will issue 
new software releases for its electronic interfaces as needed to improve operations 
and meet standards and regulatory requirements. When a new release is 
implemented, BeltSouth will continue to support both the new release (N) and the 
prior release (N-I). When BellSouth makes the next release (N+l), BellSouth 
will eliminate support for the (N-1) release and support the two newest releases 
(N and N+1). Thus, BellSouth will always support the two most current releases. 
BellSouth will issue documents to CLEC-1 with sufficient notice to allow CLEC- 
1 to make the necessary changes to their systems and operations to migrate to the 
newest release in a timely fashion. 

- Rates. All costs incurred by BellSouth to develop and implement operational 
interfaces shall be recovered from the camiers who utilize the services. Charge for 
use of Operational Support Systems shall be 8s set forth in Attachments 1 and 2 of 
fhis Agreement. 
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3. 

3.1 

3.2 

3.3 

Miscellaneous Ordering and Provisioninp Guidelines 

Pending Orders. To ensure the most efficient use of facilities and resources, 
orders placed in the hold or pending status by CLEC-1 will be held for a 
m a x i "  of ttUrty (30) days from the date the order is placed on hold. After such 
time, if CLEC-1 wishes to reinstate an order, CLEC-1 may be required to submit a 
new service order. 

Single Point of Contact. CLEC-I will be the single point of contact with 
BellSouth for ordering activity for network elements and other services used by 
CLEC-1 to provide sewices to its end users, except that BellSouth may accept an 
order directly h m  another CLEC, or BellSouth, acting with authorization of the 
affected end user. CLEW and BellSouth shall each execute a blanket letter of 
authorization with respect to customer orders. The Parties shall each be entitled to 
adopt their own internal processes for verification of customer authorization for 
orders, provided, however, that such processes shall comply with applicable state 
and federal taw including, Until superseded, the FCC guidelines and orders 
applicable to Presubsaibed Interexchange Carrier (PIC) changes including Un- 
PIC. Pursuant to such an ordex, BellSouth may disconnect any network element 
associated with the service to be disconnected and being used by CLEC-1 tq 
provide service to that end user and reuse such network elements or facilities to 
enable such other LEC to provide service to the end user. BellSouth will notify 
CLEC-1 that such an order has be!m processed, but will not be required to notify 
CLEC- 1 in advance of such processing. 

Use of Facilities. When a customer of a CLEC elects to discontinue service and 
transfer service to another local exchange carrier, including BellSouth, BellSouth 
shall have the right to reuse the facilities provided to CLEC by BellSouth for retail 
or resale service, loop andor port for that customer. In addition, BellSouth may 
disconnect and reuse facilities when the facility is in a denied state and BellSouth 
has received an order to establish new service or transfer of service fkom a 
customer or a customer's GLEG at the same address served by the denied facility. 

3.3.1 Upon receipt of a service order, BelBouth will do the following: 

Process disconnect and reconnect orders to provision the service which shall be 
due dated using current interval guidelines. 

- -  3.3.1.1 

3.3.1.2 Reuse the serving facility for the retail, resale service, or network element at the 
same location. 

3.3.1.3 Notify CLEC- 1 subsequent to the disconnect order being completed. 

3.4 Contact Numbers. The Parties agree to provide one another with toll-fke contact 
numbers for the purpose of ordering, pivisioning and maintenance of services. 



3.5 

3.6 
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Subscri~tion Functions. h cases where BellSouth perfom subscription 
bctions for an inter-exchange carrier (Le. PIC and LPIC changes via Customer 
Account Record Exchange (CARE)), BellSouth will provide the affected inter- 
exchange caniers with the Operating Company Number ( 0 0  of the local 
provider for the purpose of obtaining end user billing account and other end user 
information required under subscription requirements. 

Cancellation Char~es, If CLEC-I canceis an order for network elements or other 
services, any costs incurred by BellSouth in conjunction with the provisioning of 
that order will be recovered in accordance with FCC No. 1 Tariff, Section 5.4. 

8 
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@ BELLSOUTH 

August 25, I999 

Mr. Wayne 1. Stavanja 
Vice President - Regulatory Relations 
Supra Telecommunications & Infomation Systems, Inc. 
Suite 200 
131 1 Executive Center Drive 
Tallahassee, FL 32301-5027 

Osar Mt. Stavanja: 

This is in response to your letter of August 20, 1989, advising that Supra 
Telecommunication8 and Information Systems, Inc. ("Supra T e l m " )  wishes to 
adopt the Florida ATBTIBellSouth Interconnection Agreement, daw June 10, 
1997. This would include all exhibits and amendments that have beon negotiated 
and executed to date between AT&T and 8dISouth. BeilSauth is amenable to your 
request, but I muat advise that when adopting an agreement, as you have 
reqmted, you must also adopt the ten of that agreement. Thomfm the 
a g r m n t  Supra Telecom and BdlSauth enters into will expire June 0,2000, with 
negotiations to commence no later than Decembur 12,1999, on a new agreement 

However, your lettbr also requests !hat since Supra felecom will not &e uding, nor 
will it participate in the development of, the EC-Lite intarface, that .your company 
would like to "amend the original agreement" to reflect the use of the TAG interface. 
This would entail the modification of Attachment $5 of the AT&T l8sllSouth 
lntercotrnedion Agreement. BeltSouth can not agree to this request. 

As I advised in our dkarrdons, when requasting either an entire agreement or just 
an a t t a c h "  of an agreement, it is neceswy to adopt all related terms and 
conditions associated wkh the requested attachment of the agreement. However, 
in order to meet your needs for a TAG interface BellSouth can agrae to substitute 
the attached contract language in lieu of Attachment 15 of the AT&T agreement. 
A8 you can 988 this la~lguage has provisions for the TAG intwace and should meet 
your needs for Ordering and Provisioning. 

8 
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Please call me as 300n as possible to advise what Supra Telecom would like to do 
regarding the attached language, Since W 8  are now within the window whereby 
either party may file far arbitration at the various regulatory authorities. 1 can be 
reached at (404) 927-8380. 

Sincerev, 

j-3 
P a t  Finlen 
Manager, Interconnection senrims 

Attachment 

Cc: Parkey Jordan, Esq. 
Nancy White, Esq. 
Ohkayodo Ramos, President - Supra Telscommunication and Information 

David Dimlkh, General Counsel - Supra Telecommunication and 
t 

%n/iCeS, InC. 1 

Informatbn Services, lnc. 
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The rates, twmr and condltlons contained within this .4ttiChment were negotiated as a 
whole and creh rate, term and condition within the .Ittachmcnt is  interdependent upon the 
other rater, t e r m  and conditions, 

1. Qurllty of Ordering and Provl~io~iPg 

1.1 BellSouth shall provide ordering and provisioning services to CLEC-1 that arc 
qual to the odering and provisioning services BellSouth provides to rtsclf or any 
other CLEC, where technically feasible. Detailed guidelines for ordering and 
provisioning are set forth in BellSouth's Local lntmmection and Facility Based 
Ordain8 Guide and Resale Ordering Guide, as appropriate. and as they an 
a"& &om time to time during this Agreement. 

1.2 BellSouth will perform provisioning wvicu  d m g  the following normal hours 
of operation: 

Monday - Friday - 8:OOAM - 5:OOPM location the (excluding ho[idayJ) 
(ResalecNetwo& Element non. coordinated, 
~00rdinatod Orden and O& ~00rdinated - Time 

# Specific) B 

sanaday - 8:W AM 5:OO PM location time (excluding holidays) 
, (ResalcMetwork Etement mil coordinated orders) 

T i  are sither Eastem or Central time b d  on the tocstion of the work being 
performed 

All o b  CLEC-L quests for provisioning and instabtion services art 
wnsidercd outride of the normal houn of operation and may be pdormcd subject 
to the apphtion of ovtltime billing chargea. 

2. 

2.1 

22 

Accsrfi-to Operrtionrl Support Systems 

Bafsouth shall provide CLEC4 access to s e v d  operations support systems. 
kc888 to t h e  support system is available through a variety of means, including 
ciectrodc ht". BellSouth also pfo14des the option of placing orders 
u " y  Ins, via fmimile) through the Local Carrier Service Center. The 
m o n s  supporr systems available arc: 

h a g .  BellSouth provides electronic access to the following pre-ordering 
futrtions: service address validation, telaphone number selection, service and 

- fm.availability,  due dstc i n f o d o c  and upon Cormnission approval of 
confidmtidity protections, to customer record infodon.  Access is provided 
b u s h  the Locd Exchange Navigation System (LENS) and the 
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2.3 

2.4 

2.5 

2.6 

Page 4 

Tdecomunications Access Gateway (TAG). Customer record information 
indud# any and all mstomer specific information. including but not limited to. 
customer specific information in CRIS and MAG. C L E W  not to vtcw. 

. copy, or otherwise obtain access to the customer record information of any 
customer without that cutometb permission and furrher agrees that C L E W  wiil 
obtain access to c u t "  record information only in smct compliance wich 
applicable laws, rules, or ngulatiOns of the State in which the service is provided. 
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3. Mbctiloneour Ordering and Prqvbionhp Guidtlkr 

3 .1 Pending Ord~n. TO CUW the most efficient use of  facilities and rcsQurcts, 
. orders placed in the hold or pending status by CLEC-1 will be held tot a 

maximum of t)urty (30) days htn h e  &ti the ordm is placed on hold, .lhtr such 
tims if CLEC- 1 wishes to r e h e  an or&, CLEC- 1 may be reqwad to submit 
a new SCNicc order. 

3.2 

3.3 

Point of C O I I ~ ~ .  CLEC-1 will be the single point of contact with 
Bellhth for ordcring activity for notwo& c k "  and &r services wed by 
CLEW to provide scnriecs to its end uscn, except diu BeltSouth may accept an 
orda dircctfy from mother CI;EC, or Bell%* acting with authorization of the 
af€" end user. CLEC.1 and BcUSouth shall o r b  exccutc a blanket letter of 
authodzuion with respect to c u s k m ~  o h .  The Puties shall each be entitled to 
adopt their own in& pnrceur~ for vcrifrcaiun of customer admiation for 
OW, provided, however, that such pioccsa  s N l  comply witb applicable state 
d federal law inchding, until "dal, the FCC pidelinu and ordm 
applicable to h u k r i b d  Iatmxchange Carrier (PIC) changes ineluding Un- . 
PIC. Purruant to such 10 or&, BdlSoudr my dmonqect any network e 1 c " t  
associucd with the Setvice to be cliscomecM and being UICd by CLEC-1 to 
provide d e c  to tht cad w and reuse such n m r k  elements or fkilitiu tm 
enable such o t k  LEC w provide W c o  to the ead wera Bd~South will notiw 
CLEC-t t h r t h  motdahu baa! procesKd but will mt b qui red  to notify 
CLEC-I in ~ W U C O  O f  m h  p r a ~ d ~  
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3 .J Contact Xumbers. The Parties agree to provide one another with toll-he antact  
numbcn for the p w p o ~ c  of ordering, provisioning and maintenance of sewicts. 

3.5 Subscription f u "  In cases wherc BeUSouth performs subscnption 
funetiow for en inter-exchange carrier (Le. PIC and LPIC changes via Customer 
Account Record Exchange (CARE)), BellSouth will provide the affected inter- 
exchange carrim with the Operating company %umber fOClv) of &e local. 
provida for the purp~e o f  obtaining end user billing account aad other end user 
infomation RquM under su&scnption nquiremau. 

3.6 Cancellation Churges. If CtEC-1 cancels an order fbr network elements or other 
services, any costa incurrad by BeftSoutb ia conjunction with the pmvisioning of 
thu order wit1 be t t c o v d  in accordawe with FCC No. 1 Tariff, Section 5.4. 





Vla Facsimile & U S  Certtfled Mail: 2362234971 

Mr, P a m  Finlen 
Manegu, Interconnection ServiCes 
BellSouth Teleoommunkatbns, Inc. 
675 West Peachtree Street NE 
Room 34891 
Atlanta, Georgia 30375 

Dear Mr. Finlen: 

As a follow-up to your August 25,1999 letter, Supra We" reaffirms its 
request to adopt the State of Fbrida.Intemnection Agrement between AT8T 
and BellSouth, dated June lO,fQ97. This indudes all exhibits and amendments 
that have been negotiated and executed to date between the padas. 

Your assertion that it is necessary to adopt all the tens  and conditions of 
m attachment without t" or amendment by incorporating terms of a 
different agreement does not comport with Sectton 252(i) of the Act, the Supreme 
Court opinion, CFR 551.809(a), or the FCC's Order No. 98-325. The TAG 
language that we discussed is standard BST Ordering and Pmvbbning language 
appearing in several agreements on file w h  the Florida Comis3ion. Based on 
cumnt law cited above, Supra Teleam is entitled to any single provfsion in 
another agrement of its chmalng, Your position merely reflects BellSouth 
poky, and Is not backed by applicable law or ruling of any regulatory authority 
having jurisdiction over this agmment. However, without waiving it8 rights, 
Supra Talecc"ll adopt the ATBTIBellSouth agreement in its entirety at this 
time. 

I 

A8 I stated in my August 20,1999 letter, BellSouth is on notice that Supra 
T o l m  has not and will not request use of, or participate In the development of, 
the € W e  interfsce described in the agreement between AT&T and 8e11South. 

Mr, Otukayode Ramoe will execute the adoptlon of said agreement 
between BellSouth and Supra. Please send all documents to Mr. R a m s  8t 2620 
S.W. 27th Avenue, Mlami, F t  33133, 
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If you have any questions, you may call me at (850) 402-0510. 

Sincerely, 

Wayne L. Stavanja 
VP - Regulatory Relations 

c: Olukayode A. Ramos, Chairman & CEO 
Mark Buechele, General Counsel 

, 
# 

t 
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September 7,1999 

Mr. Olukayode R a t "  
Prsdidscrt 
Supra Tebmunications 8i Irrformation Syatmr, Inc. 
2620 S.W. 2P Avenue 
Miami, Ft 33133 I 

Dear Mr, Rmm: 

This i8 in re8ponse to thcr August 31,1900 letter from Mr. Wayne Stavanja of Supra 
Telecommunicefiollu and Information S . p t m ,  Inc. ('Supra T8km") .  In his 

BellSouthlAT&T 1ntsr;connedlon Agmment for Fioridu, dated Jurre 10, l  W?, in its 
entirety including 'all exhibits and amendments that have bem negotlated and 
executed to date between the parties." As rsquestd by Mr. Stavanje, sncbsd for 
your signatures am two copim of an agteemsnt setting forth the terms of that 
adoption, Once you have ex@cuted both copies of the a g r e e "  please forward 
them to me, and 1'11 have J8V HMrix aign on behalf of Bsll&uth. I'll also make 
all the nacusaary arrangm"e to have the agreement filed with the F brida Public 
Sen& Commission, 

letter, Mr. Stavanja advised that Supra T d m  wishes to adapt the 0 

A$ the agreement baing adopted is for the state of florida only, upon execution of 
the encksed agresmsnt by both parties, thts a g m n t  WriU supercede the existing 
agteementa between 8Mouth and Supra Teiecom for the state of Florida. These 
am the Remle, Collocatkrr, and Interconnection Agmments for the state of 
Ffarida. The agnementr between Supra and BsltSouth for the other states in 
8eflSc"s region Wilt expire by their tams on Odobr 22,1999, whereupon, 
BallSouth Wl no langer provide services to Supra undw the expired agmmnts. 
Should Supra c h m  in the Mum to o h r  tela"munkations services to 
customers in any other state within BdlSouth's region, BellSouth will be happy to 
negotiate and execute new Interconnection Agreement8 for h e  appropriate states. 

The allegation in Mr. Shvanja's letter that Bellsouth maintained that it is necessary 
to adopt all the tema and condibions of an attachment to a existing Interconnection 
& " e n t  isbirfrpljr unfounded. What I advised Supra T e i a m  in my August 25, 
1898 letter is that %hem requesting an entire agreement or lust an attachment f0 
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an agreement, it is necessary to adopt all related terms and conditions 
assodated with the requested attachment.‘ [Emphasis added] 

Supra T e l m  is correct that the TAG language that was discuamd is atandad 
BellSouth language 8nd doe8 appear in numerous agreements on flla with the 
Florida Public Service Commiwion. If Supra lelecom did not wish to accept the 
language offered by BellSouth a8 a substhta to Attachment 15 of the 
BellSauth/Af&T Interoannoc!kn Agreemsnt, thm it could have certainiy requested 
to adopt another entity‘s Intercannadon Agreement or an attachment to that 
entity‘s Interconndan Agreement with the language it believes it needs. The only 
stipulation to auch an adoption ww# be tnut all related tams and mditions 
a r l u r c W  with the requested lunguags would have to be adqtd. 

As br putting BallSouth on notice that Supm felucan ha8 no intention of using, nor 
participating in the development of, the EC-Litb iqterface, plsam let ma remind you 
that Supra Tekcom will be expected tb comply with ail pmislom of the 
BellSouth/AT&T I n m n W o n  Agraemnt. Haweusr, in an effort to assist Supra 
T e l m  in ib ordering and provtshing of tekconwnunicationa s s r v b ,  BallSouth 
stands ready to negotiate an Amendment to the endossd Adoptbn to incorporate . any future n d a  of Supra Talecorn, including an Amendment to imphent TAG for 
preordering and/or ordering function8 and sllminathg language rsquirtng Supra to 
use or partktpate in developing EC-Lm. Absent such an AmdHdment, BellSouth 
will look to Supra to comply with all tho t m r  of the adapted Intmnedion 
AB-nt 

I 

, 

Sincerely, 

Pat F i n k  
Manager, Intemnedion S e M  

EnctObUrs 

Cc: ParlrsyJordPn,Enq. 
Nancy Mite, Esq. 
Mr. Wayne Stavanja, Vice PresMsnt - Supra Teko”unications and 

Information Sysbms, lnc, 





FPSC Docket No. 001097-TP 

Page 1 of34 
Erhibit pcF-29 

One Company, One Bill, One Low price 

September 15, t 000 

Mr, Fat Finlen 
Manager, Interconnection Services 
BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. 
Room 34SQt 8ellSouth Center 
675 Weat Peachtree Street, NE. 
Atlanta, 30375 

Dear Mr. Finten: 

This is to cMlf/m receipt of your letter dated September 7, $999 and to foward 
to you two signed copies of the agrement. 

I 
On the other issues raised in your letter, Supra Telecorn wishes to stab that we 
stand by Mr. W, Stanvaja's letter of August 31 , lg9g. 

On another note, we urge BellSouth to provide the PLATS infomaw requested 
in Mr. W. Stanvaja'e letter dated August 31, 1098. As you know, 'rights of way" to 
BeHSouth's ducts and poles is included in the agreement been adopted by Supra 
T e l m .  

I 

Cc: Mr, Wayne Stawnje, Vice President. 



One Campmy, One Bill. One Low Price 

September 15,1999 

Mr. Pat Finlsrr 
Mannger, !ntercann&n Sewices 
BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. 
Room 34591 Bsllsooth Centsf 
875 Weat Peachtree Street, N.E. 
Atlanta, GA 30375 

Dear MI, Finkn: 

This is to confirm receipt of your letter dated September 7,1999 and to forward 
to you two signed c o p h  of the agrement. 

I 

On th4 O#8r h u e 8  miwd In your IeMr, Supra Tal- wishes to Stat8 that we , , 
stand by Mr. W. Stanvajr's letter of August 31,1999. 

On another note, we urge BellSouth to provide the PUTS information requested 
in Mr. W. Stanvaja'r letter dated Augurrt 31, 1899. AB you know, 'rights of way" to 
BellSouth's ducts and poles ib included in the agreement been adopted by Supra 
Telecom. 

1 

O l u k a w  Ram- 
Chairman and CEO 

Cc: Mr. Wayne Stavanja, Vice Qreuident 

8 



AGREEMENT 

NO. 
PAGES 

ITEM 

this Agreement, which shall become effective as of the - day 
of , 1999, is entered into by and beween Supra Telecommunications 
and Information Systw" Inc., ("Supra") a Florida corporation on behalf of itself, 
and BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. , I" BellSouth'), a Georgia corporation, 
having an office at 675 W. Peachtree Street, Atlanta, Georgia, 30375, on behalf 
of itself and its successors and assigns. 

Genera1 Terms and Conditions 
Attachment 1 
Attachment 2 

WEREAS, the Telecommunications Act of 1996 (the "A&') was signed 
into law on February 8, 1996; and 

66 
9 

109 

WHEREAS, section 252(i) of the Act requires WlSouth to make available 
any interconnection, sewice, or network elgment provided under an agreement 
approved by the appropdate state regulatory body to any 0th~ requesting 
telec"unications camer ugon the sam tenns and conditions 88 those 
provided in the egmment in its entirety; and 

W E E A S ,  Supra has requested that BellSouth make available the 
interconnection agmment in its entirktty executed between BellSouth and 
AT6T Communications of the Sauthem State$, inc. ("BbllSauthlAf&T 
lrrtarconnedion Agreement") dated June I O ,  1907for the state of Florida. 

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the prombes and mutual 
covenanbs of this Agrwment, Supra and BellSouth hereby agree a8 follows: 

1. Supra and BellSouth shall adopt in its entirety the BelISouth/AT&T 
Interconnection Agreement dated June 10,199Qand any and all amendments to 
said agreement e x w t d  and approved by the appropriate state fegubtory 
commission as of the date of the execution of this Agreement. The 
BelISouthlATlhT Intemrrnection &reemant and all amendments are attached 
herato 6s Exhibit 1 and incorporated hemin by this reference. The adoption of 
this agreement with ammdment(s) consists of the following: 

I I 
1 - 1 I Adoption Papen I 3 

i h  - i  
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Attachment 8 
Attachment 7 
Attachment 8 

27 
49 : 

6 !  - 
Attachr 
Attachr 
Attachr 
Attachi 
Attachi 
Attach1 

- 
- - 
Attachment 15 
Letter dated 0811 Om7 

- -  -~ 

Gilt 9 1 4  
wnt t o  
lent 11 
lent 12 
lent I 3  12 
rrent t4 

12 
1 

Reptacement pages 
Letter dated 00121197 
Replacement page8 
Letter dated 07/24/88 
Replament pages 
Amsndmnt 
TOTAL 

21 
1 
6 

' 8  
4 

1 441 

1 I 

2. In the event that Supra anaists of two (2) or more separate entities 
as set forth in the pmsmble to this Agrement, ell such antitie8 shall be jointly 
and severally liable for the obligetiom of Supra under this Agresment. 

3. The tsm of thb Agrwmnt shall be from the effective date as 
set forth above and shalt expire as set forth in aection 2 of the BsllSouth/AT&T 
Interconnectkm Agtsement. For the purppws of determining the expiration date 
of thia Agreement pumuant to &n 2 of the 6dlSouWAT&T Interconnection 
A~raement, the effective date shall be June I O ,  1997. 

4, Supra shall accept and incorporate any amendment6 to the 
BellSoUtwAT&T tnterwnnuction Agreement executed as a result of any final 
judicial, mguiatwy, or kglslative action. 

5, Every notice, cansent, approval, or other communications required 
or contemplated by thia Agreement shall be in writing and shalt be dalivered in 
penon or given by postage prepaid mail, address to: 

BellSouth telecommunications, In?, 

CLEC Account Team 

' 8  

4 



9th Floor 
600 North 19'" Street 
Birmingham, Alabama 35203 

and 

General Attorney - COU 
Suite 4300 
675 W. Peachtree St. 
Atlanta, 30375 

Supra TehC"Jnicatiion8 and 
lnfonnrtlon Systemr, Inc. 

Olukayde Ramos . , 
2620 SW 27h Avenue 
Miami, FL 33133 

or at such other address a8 the intended recipient previously shall have 
designated by written notice to tha other Party. Where- specifkally required, 
notices shall be by certified or registered mail. Unless otherwise provided in this 
Agreement, notice by mail shall be effective on the date it is officially recorded a8 
delivered by mtum receipt or equivalent, and in the absence of such record of 
delivery, it shall be presumed to have been delivered the Rfth day, or next ' 

business day after ths fifth day, after it w m  deposited irr the mails. 

' 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties have executed this Agreement through 
their authorized mptessntatives. 

BellSouth Telecommunlcatlona, Inc. Supn T*lscommunlcrdonm 
and I omation System, Inca v 

Signature 

Date 
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September 20, I999 

Mr. Olukayode Ramos 
President 
Supra Teiec"unications & Information Systms, Inc 
2620 S.W. 2p Avenue 
Miami, FL 331 33 

Dear Mr. Ramo8; 

This i8 a folbw-up to our conference call of Septmbar 17,1989 rmgarding the adoption by 
Supra Tslscommunicationr and Informstion SflWm81 Inc. ('Supra Telecom") of the Florida 
AT&T/BdlSouth Interconnection Agreement. A8 you requssted, I have remuved paragnph 
2 from tha original Agreement that you executed on Septemb8r 15,lQW. 

I am aending back both original Agnemenb, and endosing do copies of a revised 
adoption Agrmsnt for your execution. The wised Agreament is the same 81 the one 
that wm wnt to you on Septmb 7,1989 except for the removal of pagraph 2 and the 
foohote ha8 beten chrngd from 4/27&lO to 9/2U/W. Once you have exQcufed both copies 
of the wised Agreement, please forward ham to me, and I'M have Jerry Mndrix sign on 
behalf of BellSouth. 1'11 also make ail the nacesury arrangement8 to have the egmment 
flled wrth the Florida PukAic Service Commisiion. 

' I  

Pleass call me should you have any question8 regarding the above. I can be reached at 
4U4f827-8389. 

Sincerely, 

cc: Pafkey.brdan,bq, 
Nancy White, E8q 
Mr. Wayne Stavenja, Vlcs President - Supra Wecommunications and tnformatlon 

Systems, Inc. 



AGREEMENT 

ITEM 

This Agreement, which shall become effective as of the - day 
of , 1999, is entered into by and between Supra Telecommunications 
and Information SyWm8, inc., ("Supra") a Florida corporation on behatf of itself, 
and BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc., ("BellSouth"), a Georgia corporation, 
having an ofice at 675 W. Peachtree Street, Atlanta. Georgia, 30375, on behalf 
of itself and its succ88so1s and assigns. 

NO. 
PAGES 

WH€REAS, the Tekammunications Act of I996 (tile "Act") was signed 
into law on February 8,1996; and 

Tie Page 
Table of Content8 
General T e m  and Conditions 

WHEREAS, section 252(i) of the Act requires BellSouth to make available 
any interconndon, service, or network etement provided under an agreement 
approved by the appropriate state regulatory bddy to any other requesting 
telecommunications carrier upon the same terms and condition8 as those 
provided in the agreement in its entirety: and 

1 
3 

86 

WHEREAS, Supra ha8 requested th8t BellSouth make available the 
hterconn&'on a g r m "  in its entirety executed between 8ellSouth and 
AT&T Communication8 of the Southem States, lnc. ("BellSouWAT&T 
Interconnection Agrement") dated June 10, 1997fof the state of Florida. 

* D  

' 

NOW, THEREFORE, in cansideration of the pr0mi-s and mutual 
~0Ven8nts of thb Agment ,  supra and BellSouth hemby agree as folhm: 

1. Supra and 8ellSoutt.1 shall adopt in its entirety the BellSouth/AT&T 
lnterconnection Agreement dated June 10, l  QWand any and all amendments to 
said agreement executeb and approved by the appropriate state regulatory 
c " U n  as of the date of the execution of thia Agreement. The 
BellSouttt/AT&T Interconnection Agreement and all amendments am attached 
hereto as Exhibit 1 and incorporated herein by this refemnce. The adoption of 
this agreement with amdmsnt(s) consisle of the following: 

I 

Adoptlon Papen I 3 

Attachment 1 9 
Attachment 2 109 
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Attachment 3 49 ' 

Attachment 5 5 '  
Attachment 6 I 27 ! 

: Attachn"e 7 ! 48 ! 

Attachment 4 8 1 

- 8  

I 

2. In the event that Supra consists of two (2) or more separate entities 
as set forth in the preamble to this Agrement, all such entities shall be jointly 
and severally liable for the obligations of Supra under thh Agreement. 

3. The tsnn of this Agrsement shall be from the effective date as 
set forth above and shall expire as set forth in section 2 of the WISouthlAT&T 
lnterconnedion Agrsement Fw the purposes of determining the expiration date 
of thb A g r m n t  pursuant to soctkm 2 of the BeltSouth/AT&T Interconnection 
Agrmnmt, the effective date shall be June t 0,1997. 

4. Supra shall accept and incorporate any amendments to the 
8ellSoutldAtBT tntercondon Agreement executed as 8 result of any final 
judicial, tsgubtay, or legislative action, 

5. Every notice, consent, approval, or ather communications required 
ot contemplatad by this Agreement shall be in writing and shall be delivered in 
person or given by postage prepaid mail, address to: 

68IlSoutfr Telecommu n /cat/on8, In c. 

CLEC Account Team 



9th Floor 
600 North lgM Street 
Birmingham. Alabama 35203 

and 

General Attorney - COU 
Suite 4300 
675 W. Peachtree St. 
Atlanta, GA 30375 

Supm TeIoc6"unicablonr and 
Information Syrbm,  Inc. 

Olukayds Ramos . * 

2620 SW 2fm Avenue 
Miami, FL 33133 

or at such other addma a8 the intendud recipient previously shall have 
designated by written notics to tho other Party. Whem specifically required, 

Agreement, notice by mail shall be efbctiwei on the date it is officially recorded as 
delivered by rstum rsceipt or equivaknt, and in the absence of such record of 
delivery, it shall be presumed to have bean delivered the fifth day, or next 
businem day after the fifth day, a b r  it was deposited in the mails. 

notices shall be by certified or registered mail, Unless otherwise provided in this - 1  

IN WITNESS WEREOF, the Parties have executed thls Agrasment through 
their authorized representatives, 

Bell South To Iocommu nicadons, Inc. S u p  Tdqcommunicatlonr 
ation Syst", Inc. 

Signature 

"9 

Date 

A 
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ITEM 

Tbis Agreement, which shall become effective as of the day 
of , 1999, is entered into by and between Supra Telecommunications 
and Information Systems, Im.. ("Supfa") a Florida corporation on behalf of itself, 
and 8aIISouth Telecommunications, Inc., ("BellSouth"), a Georgia corporation, 
having an office at 675 W. Peachtree Street, Atlanta, Georgia, 30375, on behalf 
of itself and its succeaaors and assigns. 

- 

NO. 
PAGES 

WHEREAS, the Telecommunications Act of 1996 (the "Act") was signed 
into law on February 8,1996; and 

WHEREAS, section 252(i) of the Act requims BellSouth to make available 
any interconnection, service, or network element provided under an agreement 
approved by the appropriate state regulatob body to any other requesting 
tekmmunicationa camw upon the same terms and conditions as those 
provided in the agreement in its entirety; and 

WHEREAS, Supra has requested that BellSouth make available the 
interconnection agreement in its eirtirety executed between BellSouth and 

Intemnnectiod Agreement") dated June 10, 1997for the state of Florida. 
AT&T Communication8 of the Southem States, Inc, ("BellSouWAT&T . b  

NOW, THERCFORE, in consideration of the promises and mutual 
covenants of this Agrwment, Supra and BellSouth hereby agree as follows: 

I. Supra and BellSouth shall adopt in its entirety the BellSoutNAT&T 
Interannectfon Agreement dated June 10,1999and any and all amendments to 
said agreement executed and approved by the appropriate state regulatory 
commi8sion as of tlw date of the execution of this Agreement. The 
BellSouth/AT&T Interconnection Agreement and all amendment$ are attached 
hereto 815 M i b i t  1 and incorporated herein by this reference. The adoption of 
this agrewn"e with mendment(8) consists of the folowing: 

-~ 

AdopMh Papen 3 
I 

Tabla of Contents 3 
1 6 0  t General Terms and Conditions 

IAdaDMh Pawn 1 3 1  

Tabla of Contents I 3 
General Terms and Conditions 1 6 0  

1 Attachment 1 I 9 ! 



9th Floor 
600 North lgm Street 
Birmingham. Alabama 35203 

and 

General Attorney - COU 
Suite 4300 
675 W. Peachtree St. 
Atlanta, GA 30375 

Supn Telecommunicatiorm and 
Information S y r b m ,  Inc. 

Olukayde Ram06 
2820 SW 27"' Avenue 
Miami, FL 33133 

or at such other address as the intended recipient praviousty shall have 
designatetd by written notice to the other Party. where specifica~ty required, 
notices $hall be by certified or registered mail. Unless pthsrwise provided in this 
Agreement, notice by mail shall be effective on the date it is offkially recorded as 
delivered by mtum recaipt or equivalent, and in the absence of such record of 
delivery, it shall be presumed to have beon delivered the fifth day, or next 
business day after the fifttt day, after it w ~ b  dsposited in the mailer. 

, - 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties have executed this Agreement through 
their authorized representatkrea. 

04/27\99 b' 
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i 

2. In the avunt that S u p  wn8ists of two (2) or more separate entities 
as set forth in the preamble to this Agteement, all such ent- shall be jointly 
and severally liable for  the obligations of Supra under this Agreement 

3. The term of birr Agttrsment shall be trOm the effective date as 
set forth above and shall expire ab set forth in section 2 of the BeIISouthlATBT 
Interconnection Agrwment. For the purposes of determining the expiratlon date 
of this Agreement pursuant to b4cfibn 2 df the Bell&uth/AT&T Interconnection 
Agreement, the efktive date shalf be June I O ,  7997. 

4. Supra shall accept and inCOQOtat9 any amendments to the 
BellSouWAT&T lntemnndon A g m s n t  executed 8s a result of any final 
judicial, regulatory, or legislative adon. 

or contemplated by this Agreement shall be in writing and shail be delivered in 
person or given by postage prepaid mail, address to: 

,J 
t 

5. E v q  notice, consent, approval, or othar communications required 

CLEC Account Team 

04127199 



AGREEMENT 

This Agreement, which shall become effective as of the day 
of , 1999, is entered into by and between Supra Telecommunications 
and Information Systems, Inc., ("Supra") a Florida corporation on behalf of itself, 
and BellSouth Telecommunications, lnc., ("Bellsouth"), a Georgia corporation, 
having an office at 675 W. Peachtree Street, Atlanta, Georgia, 30375, on behalf 
of itself and its successom and assigns. 

- 

WHEREAS, thu Telecommunications Act of 1998 (he "Ad") was signed 
into law on February 8,41996; and 

WH€ReAS, sadion 252(i) of the Act requires BellSouth to make available 
any interwnnection, service, or network element provided under an agreement 
approved by the appropriate state regulatory body to any other requesting 
telecommunications cartier upon the same term8 and conditions as those 
provided in the agreement in its entirety; and 

WHEREAS, Supra has requeated that BellSouth make available the 
interconnectton agreement in its entirety executed between 8~llSauth and 0 
AT&T Communications of the Southern States, Inc. ('BsllSouWAT&T 
Interconnection Agreement") dated June IO,  1997fot the stats of Florida. 

NOW, THEREFORE, in conrrideration of the p m k s  and mutual 
covenants of this Agreement, Supra and BellSouth hereby a g m  as follows: 

1. Supra and BellSouth shall adopt in its entikty the BellSouth/AT&T 
lnterconnectlon Agrsemerrt dated June 10,1999 and any and all amendments to 
said agnemerrt executed and approved by the appropriate state regulatory 
commicrsion as of the date of the execution of this Agrsement, The 
BellSauth/AT&T Interconnection Agreement and all amendments are attached 
hereto as fihibit 1 and incorporated hemin by this reference. The adoption of 
this agmemant with amndment(8) consists of the following: 

ITEM NO. 

3 
b PAGES 

General Terms and Conditions 1 66 
Attachment 1 I 9 
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. . .  I 

8 
I 4 

, Replacement pegas 
Amendment - 

I 

Replacement pages 8 
Letter dated 07/24/98 I 

- TOTAL 441 ~ 

2, The term of this Agreement shalt be from the effective date as 
set forth above and shall expire as set forth in section 2 of the 8eilSouth/AT&T 
Interconnection Agreement. For the purpose8 of determining the expiration data 
of this Agreement pursuant to section 2 of the BelISouth/AT&T Interconnection 
Agreement, the effective date shatl be June t 0,1987. 

3. Supra shall accept and incorporate any amendments to the 
BelfSouth/AT&T In” Agreement executed as 0 result of any final 
judicial, regulatory, OT Iqlslabhre adian. 

4. Every notice, consent, approval, or other communications required 
or contefnplated by this Agreement shall be in writing and shall be delivered in 
person or given by portage pmpaid mail, address to: 

LkflSouth Tdecommunlcotlana, Inc. 

CLEC h u n t  Team 
9th Flow 
600 North 19” Stmet 
Birmingham, Alabama 35203 

A 
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a 

and 

General Attorney - COU 
Suite 4300 
675 W. Peachtree St. 
Atlanta, GA 30375 

Supn Telecommunications and 
Information Syrtema, Inc. 

Olu kayde Ram08 
2620 SW 2 7  Avenue 
Miami, FL 33133 

or at such other addma as the intended recipient previously shall have 
designated by written notics to the other Party. Where specrfically required, 
notice8 shalt be by certified or registered mail. Unless otherwise provided in this 
Agrwmnt, notice by mail shall be effective on the date it is officially recorded as 
delivered by return receipt or equivalent, and' in the absence'of such record of 
delivery, it shalt be pmumed to have been delivamd'the fiffh day, or next 
business day after the Mth day, after it was deposited in the mails. 

IN WITNESS WEREOF, the Parties have executed this Agreement through 
their authorized representatives. 

- 

BelISouth Telocom mu nlcationr , Inc. Supn Telecommun~catlons 
and Information Syatama, Inc, 

Signature Signature 

Name Name 

Date Date 

. t  

61" 09120199 
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ITEM NO. 
PAGES 

3 
1 

Adoption Papers 
Title Page i 

This Agreement, which shall become effective as of the day 
of , 1999, is entered into by and between Supra Tebc”unications 
and fnfomration Systems, Inc., (“Supra“) a Flcrrida corporation on behalf of itself, 
and BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc., (“BellSouth”), a Georgia corporation, 
having an office at 875 W. Peachtree Street, Atlanta, Georgia, 30375, on behalf 
of itself and its successo~ and assigns. 

Table of Contents 3 
General Terms and Conditions 66 
Attachment 1 9 

”A 
, Attachment 2 109 

WHEREAS, the Telecommunications Act of 1998 (the “Act“) WQI signed 
into 4 w  on Febnrary 8,1996; and 

WHEREAS, section 252(l) of the Ac! requires BellSouth to make available 
any interconnection, senrice, or network slohnt provided under an agreement 
approved by the appropriate state mgulatofy body to any other questing 
telecommunications carrier upon the same terms and conditions a8 those 
provided in the a g m s n t  in its enthty: and 

WHEREAS, Supra has requested that BellSouth make available the 
interconnection agreement in its entirety executed betwen Bellsouth and 
AT&T Communications of the Southern Statea, Inc. (“BellSoutNAT&T 
Interconnection Agreement? dated Jund 10,3997fof the state of Florida. 

NOW, THEREFORE, In consideration of the pmmisss and mutual 
covenants of this Agreement, Supra and BallSouth hereby agree as folloun: 

1, Supra and BellSouth shall adopt in ‘&s entirety the BellSouthlAT&T 
Intwmnnsction Agrs4ment dated June 10,1999 and any and all amendment8 to 
said agreement executsd and approved by the appropriate state regulatory 
commission as of the date of tbs exbcllf/on uf this Agreement. The 
&II&Uth/AT&T Interconnection Agrsemsnt and all amendments are attached 
hereto a8 Exhibit 1 and incorporated herein by this refsrsnce. The adoption of 
thb agrwment with amendment@) consists of the foliowing: 
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Attach1 
, Attachr 
Attachr 
Attachr 
Attachr 
Attach1 

. I  

[TOTAL 

1 

1 

1 
1 
1 

1 
1 

51 

lent 3 I 49 
rent 4 1 %  

mnt 8 1 6 1  
lent 9 1 4 1  
lent 10 171 
l%nt I 1  t s I  
lent 12 78 
nent 13 12 
r#nt 14 2 
lent 15 12 
iated 06/10/97 1 

bmsht pages 0 
4 

441 

2. The term of thb Agreement shall be from the effective date a6 
set forth above and shaU ewpin 811 sat forth in SBCtjon 2 of the BellSouthlAT6T 
lntetconnectlon Agreement. For the purpams of determining the expiration date 
of thi8 Agreement pursuant to section 2 of the BellSoWAT&T Interconnection 
Ag"ent,  the elbtive date shall be June I O ,  1807. 

3. Supra shall accept and incorporate any amendments to the 
8ellSouth/AT&T Intercondon Agreement executed as a result of any final 
judicial, reguhtwy, or legislative action. 

4. EVWY Mcb, consent, approval, or other communicattons required 
or COntrrmpietsd by thb Agfwmsnt shatl be in writing end shall be delivered in 
pemorr or gi" by postage prepaid mail, address to: 

BollSouth Telacommunicrtlonr, f nc. 

CLEC Account Team 
9th Floor 
600 Nofth lgn street 
Birmingham, Alabama 35203 
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and 

Gemeral Attorney - COU 
Suite 4300 
675 W. Peachtree St. 
Atlanta, GA 30375 

Supn Tolacommunication8 and 
Informrdon Syrtema, Inc. 

Olukayds Ramas 
2620 SW 2P Avenue 
Miami, FL 33133 

or at such other addm8 88 tlia intended recipient prevhaly shal! have 
de8QnUted by written notice to the other Pam. When, specit5cally required, 
notice$ shall be by csrtfied or mgisterOd mail. U n l m  otherwise provided in this 
Agreement, notice by mail shall be effsdve on the date it is officially recorded a$ 
delivsrad by mtum receipt of equivabnt, and in t)# abwnce of such m r d  of 
delivery, It shall be pmumed to have been delivered the Mh day, or.ndxt 
business day after the fifth day, after it wus deposited in th maib. * B  

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties have executed thia Agreement through 
their authorized repmentativss. 

BellSouth Telecommunicatlom Inc. Supn Tokcommunicrt)ons 
and InWmation Syabms, tnc. 

Signature Signature 

Name Name 

Date Date 
r 

001201QQ 



I t e m  1 

FROM: kayrsmos /Internet lkayrarnos@STIS,comi 
TO: Patrick C. F i n l e n  /m6,rr,arl6a 
CC: rabuscheLe /Internet (mbuechcleaSTIS.com) 

WStavanja /Internet (WStavanjaBSTIS,com) 

Ttem 2 

ARPA !4ESSAGE HEADER 

Item 3 

<<Adoption of  agreement..doc>> 

We have reviewed your proposed adoption agreement and made minor changes. 
Please pr int ,  sign and return. I f  you have questions, let  me know. 
Kay 

Item 4 

Microsoft Word ( a l l  versions) cannot be displayed or printed.  

A 
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AGREEMENT 

"bin Agreement, which shall become effective a6 of thc day OF , 1999, is c n n d  
into by and between Supra Telecommtmicetioas lad Information Syatemr, he. ,  ("Supra") a Florida corporation on 
behalf of itself, and BellSouth Telecommuaications, [nc., ("BellSouth"), 8 Georgia corporation, having an oEficc at 
675 W. Peachtrce Stretr, Atlanta, Georgia, 30375, on behalf of itself md ita auccc" and wig-. 

WHEREAS, the Telecommunicatioan Act of 1996 (the "Act") was si@ into law on Fgbruary 8, 1996; 
and 

NOW, THERPOAP, in consideration of the promises md mutwl caammta of this Agree", Supra 
and BellSoutb bercby agree aa folbws: 



Bellsouth Telecommunications, lac. 
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FPSC Docket NO. 001097-TP 
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Ammdmcnt [ 4  
TUTAL 1441 

2. The term of this Agrecmcnt shall bc from rhe effective date as scl forth above and &all expire aa 
wt forth in section 2 of the BtllSouth/AT&T inte”ection Agreemnrt. For tbe purpotes of 
determining the expiration date of his Agmmeni pursuant to section 2 of dsc BsllSouth/AT&T 
laterconnection A g m e n t ,  dre c f k t i v e  date shall be lune IO, 1997. 

3. Supra shall acccpt pnd incorporate any amendments to tht EeIlSouth/AT&T [atticonnection 
Agrament executed as a rcsult of my final judicial, rcgulatoiy, or legislative action. 

4. Every notice, consent, approval, or other communieationa quid or contemplated by this 
A p m e n t  ahall be in writing and shaI1 be delivered in penon or given by p m g s  prepaid mail, 
addrewed to: 

BellSouth Tclecommunicrtloru, Inc. 

CLEC Account Team 
9’ Floor 
600 North 1p Street 
Birmingham, Alabama 35203 

And 

General Attomey - COU 
suite 4300 
675 W. Pcachnrc St. 
Atlanta, GA 30375 

Supra Tckcommun&crtbas and 
Infomrtiaa Syrtemr, Inc 

Olukayodc Ram- 
2620 SW 2p Ave 
Miami, FL 33 133 

Or 8t such other addm8 tht hbcnded recipient ptsViously JtEatl haw designated by written notice to the 
other Party. Whcrc specifically tequircd, notices sMI bt by catifid IX registered mail. Unlear othmvisc 
provided in chi8 Agresm#rt, notice by mil hail  be offectivc on b e  data it ia officially recorded as 
&- by nturn receipt or equivalent, and in ths absnrce of such record of detivay, it  ahail be prcsumed 
to have bccn d e l i v d  the fiwl day, or next business day after the fifb day, SRCr it waa deposited in the 
mails. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, ebs Parties have arecutcd his Agrtmcnt through heir authorized 
fCp-latiYm 

Bellsouth Teleu”unlrrtkmr, Inc. Supra Ttlwommunkatlonr and 
Information Syrttmr, Inc. 

Signature 

Name Name 
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MESSAGE Dated: 9 /22 /99  a t  .::31 
Subject: Recall: ADOPTION OF ATCT AGREEMENT Content. : 3 
Creator :  kayramoa / Internet  (kryramoa0STLS.coml 

Item 2 

ARPA MESSAGE HEADER 

Item 3 

Kay Ramos uauld like to  recall the message, "ADOPTION OF ATLT AGREEMENT". 



ME S SAGE 
Subject: PROPOSED ADOPTION ACWEMENT 
Creator: kayramos / Internet  {kayrmoseSTIS.com) 

Xtem 1 

FROM: kayrsmos /Internet IkayramosOSTIS.com1 
TO: PatrLck C. F i n l 8 n  /m6,maL16a 
CC: WStavanja /Internet (WStavanjaGST1S.com) 

mbuechcle /Internet !mbuecheleeSTXS.com) 

Dated: 9/22/99 a t  6 . 1 5  
Contents. 4 

&IISouth Telecommunications, Inc. 
FPSC Docket No. 001097-Tp 
Exbibit PCF-29 
Page 24 of 34 

Item 2 

ARPA MESSAGE HEADER 

Item 3 

<<adoption agreement-.doc*> 

Made minor changes t o  the proposed agreement. Please print ,  sign and return 
for my signature. 
Ka Y 

Item 4 

Microsoft Word ( a l l  versions) cannot be displayed or printed. 
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Replacement page8 

AGREEMENT 

6 

l'lb Agreemeat, whicb shall become efbtive 88 of the day of , 1999, ib m u d  
into by and bctwrea Supra Telccommwticatiocu and Infbrm&on Systems, Inc., ("sugm**) a FM& -don ob 
bdralf of itself, urd BellSouth Tclccommuai~tiona, Inc., ('WlSouth~, t Georgia cwpo-. having an office at 
675 W. Peach- Street, Atknta, Georgia. 30375, on Wf of itself arrd its ~ c c a n o r s  and wigns. 

Letm dated 07/21/98 I I 

Replacement pager 
Amendment 4 
TOTAL 441 

WHEREAS, the Telecornmmications Act of 1996 (the "Ad') WIU signad iato law on Fcbnrary 8, 1996; 
Md 

WHEREAS, section 252(i) of the Act end 47 C.F.R 451.809 nquirw BellSouth to mrrlte rwilablc any 
individual hmmtion, Irervice, or ncnvork ekmont providbd uadcr an a g n x " t  approved by the appropriate 
state regulatory body b any othar questing t e l ~ u n i c a t i o n s  c m i a  upon tbe slplo tcrma md conditions PI 
those provided in tt# ~&reemca~ 

I ITEM 1 NO. I 
PAGES 

AdoprionPapen 3 
Title Parre I 

Atgchmnrt I 9 

Att&chaKn 13 I 49 
; -109 
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2. The term of thk Agreement hai l  be h r n  thc CfllccFive date aa act fmth above rad rball expire 8s 
set fbnh in auction 2 of the BelfsouWAT&T lntmsonnection A g r e e " t  For the purposw of 
determining the expintion date of this A m e n t  pursuant to section 2 of the BOllsouWAT~T 
lnocrconnoca '011 Agreement, the effective date rhall be June 10,1997. 

BeUSeutb Tclecommunicrtloar, Iac. 

CLEC Account Tcam 
9' Floor 
600 North 19* stnct 
B i n n " ,  Alabama 35203 

And 

Gencnl Attarny - COU 
suite 4300 
675 W. Pcachtrec St 
Atlanta, GA 30375 

Supra Tclecammudcrtbns rrd 
lnformrtton Syr tem, Inc. 

otuknw Ranw# 
2620 SW 2? Ave 
Miami, FL 33133 

Btllsorrth Teiecm"makatlonr, tnc, Supra Tdtcommunlcrtlonr and 
Information Syrtemr, Jnc 

Signawe 

Date 

SigMkUTG 

Date 
9/22/99 
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8 

Septembsr 29,lQaS 

Mr. Ohkayodo Ram= 
Prosidant 
Supn T s k c o " m r  & Informatbn Systsmr, Inc. 
2820 S. W. 2p Avanw 
MiW, FL 33133 

Dear Mr. Runor: 

Please call me rhould you ham my questions mgvding the rbovm. I can be reached at 
44l927-8389. 

Ct: Padwy Jordan, Eq. 

Sy8tw" lnc. 

Nency Whtts, Esq. 
Mr. Waym Stwenla, Vice President - Supra Telecommunications and Information 
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AGREEMENT 

7hh Agreement, which shall beoome effective a8 of the day of 
I 1999, is atefed into by and btwem Supra TeIe"municationrr and 
Information Systems, Im, ('Sup") a Florida corporation on behalf of itsetf, and 
BellSouth Temmunicatim, Inc., {g13ellsouUr), a G q i a  corporation, having an 
floe at 675 W. Peachtree Street, Atlanta, Georgia, 30375,011 behalf of itself and its 
suamwm and assigns. 

WEREAS, the TelecommunicatM$ Ad of 1996 (the 'Act?) w8 signed into law 
on February 8,1996; d 

WHEREAS, 

1 I Supra and BeHSouth sWl adapt the interconwan agreement exeicuted 
between Bellsouth and AT&T Communication8 of the Southem States, 
Inc. frx th stat0 of f Mda ("WISouth/ATT&T lnterconnsdim Agreement') 
dated Jurrr, 10,1097 md any and all amendment8 to 8aM agreement 
exeu~ted and approved by tha appropriate state regulatory commfssion as 
of the date oftha Bxdcutjon ofthis Agrssment Ttm BellSouthrAT&T 
Intamedim Agrement and all a m e n d M 8  are attached hereto as 
Exhibit 1 and irmpmted herein by this refer-, The adoption of this 
agrMHmwrt with amndment(r) cmsista of the following: 

!EM NO. 
PAGES 

AdaotlonPapslrs 3 1 

Attachment 4 
A t t a d S M  5 5 
Attachment 6 27 
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Fpsc Docket NO. 001097-TP 

2. 

3. 

4. 

The term of thk m m e n t  shall be from the effedive data as set forth 
above and 8haIl exph a8 set forth in sedlon 2 of the BeIlSouthlAT&T 
InterCMwledim Agmement. For ths purposes of determining the 
expiration date of this A g " e n t  pu"t  to d o n  2 of the 

Juno to, w971 

- 
BellsOuWA'f&T lntsrcannedian Agreement, the effective date ~h811 be 8 

S u p  ahall accept end incorporate any amencknsnt8 tu the 
BellSouthlAT&T Irrtemnection Agiwment executed 
final judidal, mguhtafy, M lqisl8tive action. 

a result of any 

Every notice, c", approval, or other communications required or 
mternplatsd by this Agreement shall be in wMng and shall be delivered 
in penon or gh"I by postago Prspaid mail, addressed to: 

CLEC Account Team 
$" F l m  
6WNartnlO@'Strea 
Birmingham, Alabama 35203 

Ganerel Attwney - cou 
Suite 4300 
675 w. Pmclltree st. 
Atlanta, GA 30375 

08129199 
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IN UWWESS WHEREOF, the Patier have executed thir Ag”t through 

Signatwe 

- .  

Name 

Oat@ Date 
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@ BELLSOUTH 

Od& io, 1999 

EnCfOmd for your file i$ a fully executed copy. of the In tmnedlon Agreement 

8ellsauth(supra IntsrconneCtion Agreement dated October 23,1907, and replaces 
both tha 8elISoutfVSupta Resale and Collocation Agrsemts, which expired by 
their t m  on May 5, 1989 and July 7, 1999, respectively. BellSouth is in the 
procsss of making the MKlesaary arrangements to have the agrment filed with the 
Florida Public Service Commissions. 

enterad into b o b n  BellSouth and Supra TeIeam"ications & information 
Syatm,  Inc. (%upraD) for the Slaite of Florida. This agreement supercedes the m 

Please note that because you have adopted AT8Ts Florida-specific Interconnection 

dedt'9 to bsrvicer h any other state, pleesa notify BellSouth, and we will work 
with you to establish Agreemsnts for the additional state(s). 

you may only order m i c s a  in the state of Florida. If Supra should 

tf have my ~ t b t ' b s  relative to the Agreement, please call me et 
(464) 0274389. 

Pat Finletn 
Maqw-lntermnection Services 



AGREEMENT 

WHERUS, the Tdec"unicatim Act of 1996 (the 'Ad") wau sigwb into taw 
on February 8, ISM; and 

NOW, THEREFORE, in " W n  of the p " B  and muhiat covenants of 

b 
thb Agrement, Supra and BeUSwth hemby a g m  a8 f o b  

1. 

ITEM NO, 
2 

PAGES 
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1 
r r y o  c 

f Attachment 9 : r  

2. 

3. 

4. 

And 

Gcrnml Attomy - COU 
strite 4300 
875 W. Peachbe St, 
Atlanta, GA 303it5 

A 
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