~ BEF ORE THE TENNESSEE REGULATORY AUTHORITY

NASHVILLE TENNESSEE 5 A

- August 29, 2002 R
PETITION FOR APPROVAL OF ') DOCKET NO. 02-00526
'~ AMENDMENTS TO THE Y AR e e
- INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT )
~~ BETWEEN BELLSOUTH | )
. TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC AND TIME )
e ¢ WARNER TELECOM | )
ORDER APPROVING

AMENDMENTS TO THE INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT

ThlS matter came before Dlrector Deborah Taylor Tate D1rector Pat Mlller and Drrector\ o

E Ron J ones of the Tennessee Regulatory Authonty (the “Authonty’ M, the Votlng panel assrgned to 0 ;

A _thls docket at a regularly scheduled Authorrty Conference held on July 23, 2002 to cons1der,k !

‘pursuant to 47 U S C. § 252 the Pet1t10n for approval of the amendments to the mterconnectlon’

y ' agreement negotrated between BellSouth Telecommumcatrons Inc and Tlme Warner Telecom

T he ortglnal mterconnectron agreement between these partles was ﬁled on January 17, ; i

2001 and was ass1gned Docket No. 99 00797. It was approved at a regularly scheduled‘*‘ k

L i HAuthorrty Conference on February 6, 2001 The ﬁrst amendment to the agreement was ﬁled on |

o August 6, 2001 under Docket No. 01-00314. The Authorlty approved the ﬁrst amendment on‘?p ,

e June 26, 2001 The second amendments, which are the subject of this docket were ﬁled on sl

e May 9 2002 under Docket No. 02-00526.




- 9 Based upon the review of the second amendments, the record 1n this matter and the S

b ‘ standards for revrew set forth in 47 U.S.C. § 252, the Directors unammously granted the Petition

o 7 and made the followmg findings and conclusions:

| ) L 1 The Authority has Jurisdiction over public utilities pursuant to Tenn. Code Ann.
' § 65-4-104.

2) The amendments are in the public interest as they prov1de consumers w1th‘~,

,alte:rnatlve sources of telecommumcations services w1th1n the BelISouth Telecommumcatlons i

 Inc. service area.
| 3) “ The amendments are not discriminatory to telecommumcations service provrdersf‘
 that are notparties thereto. | | ‘
v 4) : 47 US.C. § 252(e)(2)(A) prov1des that a state comm1ss1on may re]ect a negotiated
o agreement only 1f 1t “dlscnmmates against a telecommumcations carrier not a party to the
' agreemen ’ or if the 1mplementatlon of the agreement “is not con31stent wrth the public mterest :
convenienee or necess1ty ” Unhke arbltrated agreements, a state commission may not reject a
: negotiated agreement on the grounds that the agreement fails to meet the requlrements of
| 47 U S C. 8§ 251 or 252(d) Thus although the Authority finds that nelther ground for reJectlon o
‘, of a negotiated agreement exrsts this ﬁndmg should not be construed to mean that the ‘
amendments are con81stent with §§ 251 or 252(d) or, for that matter, ‘previous. Authority
 decisions. k‘ ; |
- 5) " No person or entity has sought to intervene in this docket | |
-6) g - The amendments are reviewable by the Authonty pursuant to 47U. S C § 252 and

i 'Tenn CodeAnn §65-4-104

O iseeq7 U.S.C. § 252(e)(2)(B)(Supp. 2001).




i IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT

The Petition is granted and the second amendments to the 1nterconnect10n agreement‘, L

‘ negotlated between BellSouth Telecommumcatmns, Inc. and Tlme Wamer Telecom are' 5

: approved and are sub_1 ect to the review of the Authonty as provided herem.

Vn,af .

Deborah TaylorT (Director '

/m/

Pat Miller, Dlrector -




