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ex‘c,ha.ngf;,t.el’gcom\munica;l,(msf carriér has a duty to br‘ov’ide?imeréon sctionwith ther oy
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of the interconnection that the local exchange carrier must agree to prowdé.'w'l'hé Act) o1t
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' An incumbent local e)tchange carrier i$ defme (in cn}tical part) as one wh ci1

provided telephone exchange service in a specified aréa on February 8, 1996 the date of
enactment of the Act (see Section 251(h){(1)(A)).
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Parties have é'greed to a blocking standard of one-half of one percent (.005) during the:it
ayerage busy hour for final irunk grouips carrying jointly-provided syitchtd adcess
traffic between an end office and an access tandem.t-All ‘Sther findl trunk'gloups ate'to 2
be engineered with a blocking standard of one percent (01). This means that the Parties»
have a goal of completing, on average, no'less than 99% of allinittated calls. S
We note that this call blocking provision exceeds the servicé quality i-ioi
reporting level set forth by the Comntission in General Order (GO) 133-B, Which |
requires carriers to report quarterly.to the comiission as to Whether or not theirinnfristz
equipment completes 98% of customer-dialed calls on a monthly basis# Although bbth">
© cargjers musy continue. to coniply tvith this requiremént, we'ate énoo_uragéd that they
are seeking to achieve an even higher standard of service.  .buvoiqyn od binardz 14 ol
For inst&nte, in Pafag;aph XXI of the Agreement, the Parties state that .
they “...believe that this Agreement...will $atisfy the 'competit{ve checklist’ set fo;th in
Section 271(c)(2) of the [Telecommunications Act of] 19964 This ¢hideklist tontains
criteria with swhich Pacific Bell must comply beforéit will bé allowéd to entér into in-
region intetLATA (Local ‘Access and, Transport'Area) compétitioh.» While thé qlioted 144
statement.may, reflect the belief of the Parties, our approval of this:Agreement does not/i't
reflect a determination onte vay or aﬁ_’o_th'ef‘as td whether this belief is'well f)léCé’d oIf wonl
the Parfies to.this Agreement entet into any subsequent agréentents'affecting: 10143012 1o
interconnection, those agreements must also be submiitted for our approval. In RISy
_ addi\ljop},th_e approval of this Agreemeéntis n.()t;iptended. to Affect othehwise applicable
deadlines such as thosq that.apply to the implementatiqn’of Iieni']ane'mNuh‘ubér_‘r:':«’iﬁ hris
Portability. This Agreement and its approval have no binding'effect on 4ny ‘6thet 221 »iby
carrier. Nor do we intend to use this decision as a vehicle for setting future |
Commission policy. As a result of being aﬁproved, this Agreement doés not becorne a
standard against which any or all other agreements may be measured.
We will approve the proposed Agreement. In order to facilitate rapid

 introduction of competitive services, we will make this order effective immediately.
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-isi «rk+t s Pursuant to the Fédéral Telecomrhunications Act 01996, tve hereby ity

approve the Intercontiection‘Agreemient (Agreement) between Pdcifid Béll 4nd Brooks o

Fibers Communications of Sac’famer\t@ Ines; Brooks Fibérs Commiinications of San Josg,)~

Inc.; Brooks Fibers Cornntunications of Bakersfield, Inc.} Brooks Fibéfé'Com‘mﬁﬁicéiidﬂ}; 1

of Stockton, Inci; and Brooks Fibers Commiinications of Freshdy Incy; déted'August 28, orll

1996. nl dnvoraege ool Ballindse sd ozle darin ednomonsgn nzopl) aoibsnnonsind

oldno:2;<This decision i3 limited to approval'of the algdvéf-ﬁiéﬁtionéd Agredmentjbbs

and does not bind other partie3 or serve to alter Commissipn policy indny of thearddssob
discussed in the Agreement or élsefvhere:cil Invnqee i bis Jnsmomngh zid§ ogilideiiof]
s1td gaitiez 101 olsidey 6 26 noizisnh 2idt o2u o) brasini 9w ob 10 ashie

5 ormensd ton 2aob tnamamg A #idl bavoiqqs gaisd 1o luen 62 ~otoq neizeimmo’)
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@ 3. This docket is closed.
This order is effective today.

Dated NOVembEr 26, 1996, at San Francisco, California.

'P. GREGORY CONLON

- President
DANIEL Wm. FESSLER
JESSIB J. KNIGHT, JR.

JOSIAH L. NEEPER

Commissioners .

Commissioner Henry M. Dﬁqu'e,
being necessarily absent, did not
participate.



