STATLE OF MISSOURI
PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

At a Session of the Public Service
" - Commission held at its office
in Jefferson City on- the 10th

day of December, 1998.

In the Mattér of AT&T Communications of the ) - _
Southwest, “Inc., Tariff Filing Prop051ng ) Case No. TT-99-237
Direct Inward Dial for Digital Link Serv1ce ) Tariff No. 9900352

ORDER DENYING MOTION TO SUSPEND TARIFF *

AT&T Communlcatlons of ‘the Southwest inc. (AT&T) filed -
tariff sh'eets on October-s_o, 1998, (tar:l.ff flle No. 99100352) ﬁrqpoéi_ng
to introduce.Direct,Inwerd Dial (DID) and Main Llstea Numbex Sebvice
for-AT&T Digital Link Service- The tariff sheets bore an effective
date of November 30, whlch was 1ater extended -by AT&T to- December 7.
and further extended on- November 24 to December 14.

The staff of the Commission (Staff) filed its Motion to
Suspend Tariff Filing on November 24. In its Motion to Suspend Tariff
Filing, Staff recommended the Commission suspend AT&T's tariff filing
proposging Direct Inward Dial for Digital Link Service (tariff file No.
9900352) . Staff sgpecifically requested additional time for
consideration and analysis of AT&T's proposal to determine how it
differs from basic local service without meeting requirements for
basic local telecommunications services authorized for other local
exchange companies (LECs). Staff stated in its motion that currently
Digital Link Service is a facilities-based, local exchange service for

business customers which permits outward local calling capabilities



from a customer’'s premises uti;izing Direct Outward Dialing (DOD) over
idedicatéd.'digital.Afaéilities ;o? .an external .local eXéhange company
(LEC)_provided éentreﬁ'seréice. _Diéitai Link Service is a orne-way,
outbound service, and therefore, it cannot be a ‘“basic” local
telecommunications .sérvice; Staff stated that the current -proposal-
contained in tariff file No. 9906355- proposes 'to' add the 1ID
capabiiities' to the b_ Digital Link Sé__fvicg therefore. providing. A'f&'lf a
_ﬁwp¥way éwitched voice service within a local calling,séope. .Staff
étated_that it was_coﬁcerped that AT&T's proposal would:not‘allbp its
end users thé'abili;y to obtain emérgency telephone sefviéé {(E-911),
where available. Tilere is no obligation to _provide | access _tc.) local,
-emergency sexvices ffbm aAtélecommﬁﬁicatioﬁé.service'considered;to be

a nonbasic local telecommunications service.
| ' Stéff:.further statéd that it was concerned fhat AT&T's
fpféposai'ééuld néélhénfonn éo these and-other'stahdards-pre%ioﬁsly
established by the Commissionrdr étHer LECS who offér twé—way switcheé
voice sgervice within a locél calling scope. Staff provided, by way of
example, that AT&T's proposal does not list the exchanges of the
incumbent in which AT&T seeks to provide Digital Link Sexrvice nor does
AT&T's proposed tariff sheets acknowledge the exchange boundaries of
any incumbent LEC. Staff stated that it was concerned that AT&T's
proposal might not conform to the Commission’s Report ahd Order
Approving the Stipulation and Agreement and Granting a Certificate to

ATET in Case No. TA-96-322.

On December 4, AT&T filed its response to Staff’s motion to

suspend. AT&T stated in its response that the proposed tariff would




add Direct Inward Dial and Main Listed Number services to AT&T's
ex.isting'_ Digital L:Lnk Service. AT&T stated that the existing_ Digital
ﬁink; Ser;ice, is .a nonbasic_‘}ocel ethange .seryioe. for businese
'costomerS' which permits. outward local calling capability f;:om a
customer’s premises utilizing DOD over dedicated facilities. AT&T
stated that the addition of DID'to the current Digital Link eervice
offerlng prov1des 1nward calllng serv1ce from .the telecommunlcatlons
network to the customer's premlse Under the proposed tariff, AT&T-
stated that DID serv1ce w111 be offered in conjunctlon with DOD - AT&T
'stated further that DID and DOD are companlon services to AT&T'S 1ong
1dlstance CustomNet Services and :w11l_ provlde..certaln ybu31ness'
oustomefeithe ability to complete'tQOQQay switched VOiee_calls Qithin
ta local calling area.

AT&T stated _that the proposed serV1ces do not constltute a
basmc local service offerlng contrary to Staff's contentlons. AT&T'
stated that it 1ntended to contlnue marketlng Dlgltal Link Serv1ce asw
a “nonbasic telecommunications service.” In addltion, AT&T stated
that Digital Link Service is not intended to completely replace a
business customer’s existing basic local services. The service 1s
intended to provide customers who utilize PBX equipment, with the
requigite capabilities, a competitive option for originating and
terminating calls within a local calling scope. AT&T stated that its
target market for this product ig medium to large buginesses that tend
to be sophisticated customers who understand the network and services
available to them in an emerging competitive environment. Further,

AT&T stated that customers in this category do not direct all of their




business to a single vendor but instead make and implement economic
and vendor preference decisions. AT&T stated. that the existing
I.Di'gital I;in.k‘ tari‘ff {DOP) require;s‘ cﬁstomers tc.>'. retéin ‘basié'. local
service from én incumbent LEC or a éompetitive LEC as a conditi&n‘of
purchasing Digital Link Service.

The Commission has reviewed itrs.icasé fiié, :;anluding the Staff’'s
Motion to Suspend Tariff Filing and ATV&T"s' response. The. Commission

finds that the tariff sheets propbsec_l are reasonidble and should not be

sﬁspended.A
.IT 1S THEREFORE ORDERED:
1. - That the Motion to Suspend Tariff 'Fil'ipg filed by the staff .

of the Commission on November 24, 1998 is denied.
2. - That Tariff No. 9900352, submitted in File HNo. TT-99-237, by ATET
Communications of the Southwest, Inc..on October. 30, 1998 shall be permitted

to go into effect'by operétion of law on December 14, 1998.

3. That this order shall become effective December 22, 1998.
4. That this case may be closed December 23, 1998.

BY THE COMMISSION

ﬂ«} - H‘Wg b

Dale Hardy Roberts

Secretary/Chief Regulatory Law Judge
(s EAL)

Lumpe, Ch., Crumpton, Murray,
Schemenauer, and Drainer, CC., concur

Register, Regulatory Law Judge




