BEFORE THE NEBRASKA PUBLI C SERVI CE COWM SSI ON

In the Matter of the Application of ) Application No. C 1128
t he Nebraska Public Service Conmis- ) Progression Order No. 4
sion on its own notion to conduct ) (Dialing Parity)
an investigation into the effects )
of local conpetition on the ) ORDER | NSTI TUTI NG
t el econmuni cations industry in ) | NVESTI GATI ON
Nebr aska. )
) Entered: January 28, 1997

BY THE COWM SS| ON

On July 16, 1996, the Commi ssion issued Progression Oder
No. 2 in the above-cited proceeding. The Order requested
interested parties to comrent on both tel ephone dialing parity
and equal access. The Commi ssion has revi ewed those conments
and finds that additional comrents are needed on both dialing
parity and intralLATA equal access. Therefore, this further
i nvestigation is opened so that effective rules concerning both
matters can be drafted.

Pursuant to 47 C. F.R 51.213, all |ocal exchange carriers
(LECs) nust file a plan for providing intralLATA dialing parity
with their respective state conmi ssion. This plan nust be
approved by either the state comm ssion or the FCC prior to
i npl enentation. In addition, 47 CF.R 51.211 pernits state
conmi ssions to establish a deadline earlier than February 8, 1999
for all LECs to provide intralLATA and interLATA dialing parity.

Conmments and reconmmendations to this investigation are
sought fromall interested persons on the issues set forth
bel ow. Conments shall be submtted on or before February 28, 1997.

| SSUES FOR COMMVENT

1. Based on the FCC s dialing parity order (Order 96-333),
shoul d the Commission mirror the FCC s gui delines or

shoul d there be additional state requirenents for

i ntraLATA dialing parity?

2. (a) When should intralLATA dialing parity plans be
submitted to the Conmm ssion?

(b) What types of information should be included in each
pl an beyond the m ni mum FCC requi renents? (For exanpl e;
rel evant costs and cost recovery nmechani sns, met hods of
customer notification, schedules, format, and an
appropriate tine line to nmake the transition to parity, etc.)

3. Wien a deci sion has been reached on behalf of a LEC to
of fering intralLATA equal access what end user notification
procedures are appropriate to permt custoners a

choice to select a provider of |ong distance services.

(i.e. balloting, allocation, or other notification and



presubscription procedures).

(a) What notification procedures are needed when a LEC
si mul t aneously provides interLATA and intralLATA dialing

parity.

(b) What notification procedures are needed when a LEC
of fers intralLATA equal access in a wire center already
providing interLATA dialing parity?

4, Shoul d specific consumer protection or anti- conpetitive
pol i ci es/ procedures be adopted by the Conm ssi on?

5. (a) What non-recurring charges should apply when
custoners select a long distance carrier or change
presubscribed carriers? Should there be a "G ace Period"
where custoners nay make a change to another |ong

di stance carrier without incurring a PIC change charge?

(b) If custoners are offered free presubscription, what
tinme frame is appropriate?

(c) For end users who do not select an intralLATA
i nterexchange carrier, what policy is appropriate for
assigning themto carriers?

6. (a) What types of conversion costs are appropriate for
recovery?

(b) How should they be recovered and over what period?

7. Shoul d different practices apply to existing custoners
and new custoners with regard to the provision of
i ntralLATA dialing parity?

8. (a) Related to the dialing parity issue, how shoul d
directory assistance services, directory listings, 0-, and 00-
calls (operator assistance) be handl ed?

(b) What types of calls, including 1+, NPA+555+1212
calls, should be subject to intralLATA presubscription and
shoul d be handl ed by the custoner's chosen intralLATA provider?

9. (a) If custonmers or carriers request the ability to have
casual dialing available on an "as requested" basis, what

i ssues and procedures need to be devel oped to ensure fair

and equal treatnent to all custonmers and carriers?

(b) If this service is put in place, how should costs
associ ated with upgrades to the network be recovered by
the carrier?

(c) If only interLATA carriers have the ability to
i mpl ement casual dialing, should LEC s institute bl ocking
(nanmely refuse to performswitch translations and routing
of casual calls) until there is interLATA relief for USWC?



10. If presubscription should apply to coin phones, when
shoul d this program be nmade effective in Nebraska and
woul d exceptions be permtted for this class of service?
ORDER
I T 1S THEREFORE ORDERED by the Nebraska Public Service
Conmi ssion that comrents and reconmendati ons on the issues set
forth herein may be submitted by all interested parties.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that all conments be submtted on
or before February 28, 1996.

MADE AND ENTERED at Lincoln, Nebraska this 28th day of
January, 1997.

NEBRASKA PUBLI C SERVI CE COVM SSI ON
COW SSI ONERS CONCURRI NG

Chai r man

ATTEST:

Executive Director
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