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REMARKS OF THE HONORABIJE PATRICIA M. T{ORTHY,

CHAIRMAN, PUBLIC SERVICE COMMTSSION

OF THE DISTRICf OF COIJT'}IBIA

ONA AND GATEI{AYS:

!{ARCH 2L,

THE STATE VIET{S

1989

FIRST, IT TS IMPORTANT FOR YOU TO I'I{DERSTAI{D HOTI DIFFICULT

IT IS, FOR ME, THIS MORNING TO PARTfCfPATE IN A FORttU DESTGNED

TO PROVIDE YOU T'ITH THE VARIOUS VIEI|S OF THE *PIJAYERS" IN THE

IUFIJEUENTATION At{D THE FURTHER POITICY DEVEIJOPI{ENT OF OPEN NETWORK

ARCHITECTURE. THE DIFFICULTY CAN BEST BE EXPI,AINED TF T DIGRESS

FOR A MOMENT AND RECITE BRIBTIJY THE EVOIJUTION OP THE FCC'S ONA

POLICY.

oNA tfAs BoRN FRou THE LEGAL EXTRAPoLATIoNS oF THE Fcc's

COMPUTEB TNOUIRY DECISION, THE FIRST OF IfHICH WAS CONCLUDED IN

L97T. COMPUTER II, AS YOU KNOI{, PREEMPTED STATE RECULATION OF

ENHANCED SERVTCES AND PROHIBTTED STATE INTERFERENCE }TITH THE

FCC'S DECISION fO ALIrOtt AT&T TO PROVfDE THESE UNREGUITATED

SERVICES ON A STRUCTURAIJI'Y SEPARATED BASIS. AFTER THE

DIVESTITURE, THE FCC EXTENDED ITS PREEMPTION DECISION TO INCIJUDB

THE ENHANCED SERVICE OFFERINGS OF THE BOCS. TINAIJIJY, IN 1985,

THE FCC IN ITS COMPUTER III DECISION, HAVTNG THEN FOUND SEPARATE

SUBSIDIARIES TO BE TTNECONOMIC AND IIIIEFFTCIENT, INSTITUTED NOlr-

STRUCTURAL SAFECUARDS AND PROHIBITED STATE REGULATORY COMMISSIONS



THE FOUR PRfNCIPAIJ COMPONENTS oF THE FCC'S NON-STRUCTURAIT

PROVTSIONS, THE BOCS I{ERE DIRECTED TO PROVTDE ENHANCED SERVICES

COI-{PETITORS }IITH NETTORK INTERCONNECTION OPPORTUNITIES ON AN

"EQUAI ACCESS'' BASIS THROUGH COMPARABI,Y EFFTCIENT TNTERCONNECTION

(CEI) STANDARDS AND PRICTNG. THE SERVICE.BY-SERVICE CEI FTIJINGS

tfERE TO UTTIMATEIJY BE REPTACED WITH A "NETI{ORK DESTGN THAT USES

PROPERLY DEFTNED OPEN NETI'ORK ARCHTTECTURE (ONA) PRINCIFIJES".

THE Boc'S I|ERE DIRECTED To FrL,E oNA PLANS BY FEBRUARY 1, 1988,

AFTER REIJEASE OF THE PHASE f ORDER ON .IUNE L6, 1986, THg BOCS AIID

BEIJIJCORE BEGAN OBTATNING INDUSTRY INPUT FOR ONA PIJANNING AND THE

SELECTION OF INITIAIJ BSES. BELLCORE SPONSORED TWO NATIONAL ONA

FORtn{S AND REPRESENTATIVES OF THE ESP INDUSTRY, THE BOCS,

INDEPENDSNTS, INTEREXCHANGB CARRIERS, MANUFACTURERS AND USER

GROUPS I{ERE INVITED. TN ADDITTON TO THESE NATIONAL FORU!,!S, TIIE

fNDfVIDUAL BOCS HEIJD REGIONAIJ FORtt!{S, WHfCH WERE SUPPLE!{ENTED BY

NUMEROUS MARKETING RESEARCH ETFORTS. THE BOCS THEN FORMED A

NATIONAL, oNA AD Hoc COMUITTEE, ttHIcH tfAs sUpERcEDED By A

TECHNICAL ADVISORY GROUP T|HICH UTTIMATEIJY PRODUCED FOUR ONA

SPECIAIJ REPORTS. AFTER THE ONA PTJANS WERE FILED ON FEBRUARY 1,

1988' THE FCC RECETVED NUMEROUS COMMENTS AND REPI,Y COMMENTS AS

WEI,L' AS SUPPIJEMENTAL COTI!{ENTS AND SUPPITEMENTAIJ REPIJfES (A DOCKET

OF IfEIJt OVER 7,000 PAGES OF COMI|ENTS AND EXHIBITS). THE FCC

ISSUED ITS OPINION AND ORDER ON DECEUBER 22, 1988 AND FINAIJIJY

THE STATE REGULATORY COMMISSTONS ARE BETNG ASKED THEIR OPINION OF

ONA.

HOPE MY TENDENCY TO BE LEERY,
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CAUTIOUS, APPREHENSIVE AND PERHAPS EVEN A "T{EE-BIT"

CONFR0NTATIONAIJ. SETTING ASIDE, HOI{EVER, ANY PERSONIL

HOSTIIJITIES AND TllE REAITITY OF OUR PENDING APPEAT OF COUPUTER IfI

rN THB NINTH CIRCUIT, I I{IIJII, FoR THE SAKE oF THIS MoRNINc's

DISCUSSION, ACKt{OttIrEDcE THAT AN EFFICIENTIJY COI{FICURED

TEITBCOMMTTNICATTONS NETI{ORK IS IN THE PUB!'fC INTEREST. HOI|EVER,

T'HAT PASSES FOR EFFICIENCY AT THE FEDERAIJ IJEVEL OFTEN IJEADS TO

DIFFICUITTY AT THE STATE TEVEL, I ttIIrIJ FIRST ATTEIIPT TO SUMITTARIZE

STATE COMMISSION ACTIVITY AND THEN IDENTIFY BRIEFIJY THOSE AREAS

I|HICH I BELIEVE ARE OF GREATEST CONCERN TO STATE REGULATORS.

PRICING OF ONA

THERE IS AIJSO SUBSTANTIAL DEBATE CONCERNING THE PRfCfNc OF

oNA SERVTCES. SHOUIJD THEY BE MARKET OR COST BASED? SINCE ONA

INCITUDES CURRENT SERVICES, SHOUIJD SUCH SERVICES BE MAINTIfNED AT

CURRENT PRICES? HOW I|II,L THE COSTS OF ONA BE ALIJOCATED BETWEEN

FEDERAIJ AND STATE .'URISDICTIONS?

UNIFORMITY ISSUES

FINAIJIJY' TIIERE IS THB ISSUE OF UNIFORMITY. IS IT FEASIBLE

TO HAVE A T'NIFORM ONA TARIFF THAT CAN BE UTIIJIZED BY THE STATES

WTTHOUT INVITING FURTHER FEDERAT PREEMPTION?

THESE ARE JUST SOME OF THE ISSUES OF CONCERN TO STATE

REGULATORS AND A FEI| STATES HAVE INITIATED PROCEEDINGS IN ORDER

TO RESOIJVE THEM.

MAINB

MAINE ISSUED AN ORDER IN NOVEMBER OF 1988 I|HICH ADOPTED AN

APPROACH WHICH THE STATE COMMISSION BEIJIEVED IIOUIJD OFFER THE



MAXIMT'T{ INCENTIVE TO PROVTDERS OF NEI{ AND INNOVATIVE SERVICES TO

ENTER THE TELECOMMT'NICATTONS MARKET. THAT APPROACH IS CAIJIJED

OPEN SERVICE/NETWORK ARCHITECTURE (OSNA) AND IT DIFFERS FROM ONA

IN SOME RESPECTS. THE MOST SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCE TS THAT UNDER

OSNA, THE INITIAL DETERT'{INATION OF T'HAT PORTION OF THE NETT'ORK

CAN BE OPENED }IILIJ BE MADE BY EITHER THE REQUESTER OR THE

PROVTDER OF ACCESS TO THE NETI{ORK (THE LEC). THUS, THE REQUESTER

MAY ORDER SPECIFIC NETTIORK EI,EMENTS RATHER THAN ACCEPT OR REJECT

PREDETERUINED TARIFFED SERVICES I{HTCH ARE OFFERED BY A LEC. WITH

RESPECT TO NEI| SERVTCES, THE REQUESTER I{rIrIr pAy ONIry FOR ACCESS

TO THE PORTION OF THE NETT{ORK THAT IT NEEDS, INCLUDINC ANY AND

AIJIr TNDIRECT COSTS, AND NO CONTRIBUTfON (SET TO COVER MARGINAL

cosTs oF PRoVTDING SUCH ACCESS). rfITH RESPECT TO RE9UESTS FOR

SERVICBS THAT ARB ESSENTIAI,LY THE SAME AS SERVTCES ALREADY

OFFERED BY THE IJEC, A CONTRIBUTION I{ILIT BE ADDED TO fHE ACCESS

CHARGE tfHICH WIIrL BE EQUAIT TO THE CONTRIBUTION, IF ANlf, REFLECTED

IN THE I,EC CHARGE FOR THE SAME SERVTCE.

OSNA ENCOURAGES THE IJECS TO RESPOND TO AIJL BONA FIDE

RE9UESTS FOR SERVTCE OR NETT|ORK ACCESS. A BONA FIDE REQUEST rS

DEFINED AS ONE WHICH SPECIFIES A SERVICE OR ACCESS AT PARTICULAR

ITOCATIONS, TIMES AND QUANTITf ES. IF A IJEC FAILS TO SATISFY A

REQUEST, IT MUST NOTIFY THE PSC AND THE REQUESTER OF ITS REASONS

I{ITHIT{ TI{O !{ONTHS AND SUCH FAIIJURE T{IIJIJ BE SUBJECT TO PSC REVIEIf.

THE COMUISSION ENCOURAGED THE I,ECS TO CONSIDER PROVIDING

AITTERNATM ACCESS ARRANGEMENTS AND RATES ttHICH I|OUIJD EITMINATE

THE NEED FOR COTLOCATION. THE PSC T'OULD ONLY REVIEI{ A REF'USAI TO



COITITOCATE IF SUCH REFUSAIT PREVENTED THE ESP FROM OFFERING THE

PROPOSED SERVTCE.

THE COMI.'ISSION DECI,INED TO PRESCRIBE TIHICH SERVICES SHOULD

BE TARIFFED AND TO T'IIAT DECREB THEY SHOUIJD BE T'NBT'NDI'ED.

FIJORIDA

THE FITORIDA PSC HAS AN Ol{cOINc ONA PROCEEDING. ON FEBRUARY

6, 1989, THE PSC ISSUED AN ORDER ITHICH ENI'UERATED THE ISSUES AI{D

THE POSITIONS OF THE PARTIES. SOME OF THE I-TA.TOR ISSUES ARE:

I,NBT,NDI,TNG SOUTHERN BEIJIJ BEIJIEVES THAT THE IJECS

SHOUIJD DECIDE THE PROPER LEVEL, OF UNBUNDLING. THE PSC STAFF

BEIJIEVES THAT AIJL BSES SHOUITD BE OFFERED SEPARATE FROI{ BSAS AND

THAT THE BSES PROPOSED IN SOUTHERN BEIJL'S ONA PI.'AN SHOULD BE

OFFERED IMUEDIATEIJY UNDER TARIFF. ADDITTONAIJ BSES SHOUIJD BE

PROPOSED BY A COMMITTEE CONSISTING OF LEC AND TNDUSTRY

REPRESENTATTVES .

MIXED JURISDICTIONAIJ TRAFFIC - SOUTHERN BEI..I'|'S POSITTOII

IS THAT THE DEFINITION AND HN{DIJING OF SUCH TRAFFTC SHOUIJD BE

EXPLoRED IN THE UPCoMING PART 69 RULEMAKING AND THE 410 (B)

CONFERENCE. THE STAFF'S POSITION IS THI,T I{HETHER A CAITIJ FINAIJIJY

TERT{INATES AT AN ESP'S DATA BASE IN ANOTHBR STATE IS NOT

REIJEVANT. SUCH CAIJI/S SHOUIJD BE HEIJD TO BE INTRASTATE.

STATE UNIFORMITY SOUTHERN BELL ARGUED THAT IT COULD

BE APPROPRIATE FOR INTERCONNNECTION RATES, BUT THAT THE TERMS AND

CONDITIONS MAY VARY. HOTTEVER RATE STRUCTURES, TERMS AND

coNDITIoNS SHOUIJD BE tt{IFoRM I{ITHIN A LEc's sERvIcE AREA.

STAFF ARGUED THAT THE METHODOI,OGY FOR DETERMINING RATES AND



THE TERUS AND CONDITIONS SHOUIJD BE T'NIFORI{ STATET{IDE.

RATE IJEVEIJS COUTD BE COMPANY SPECIFIC.

HOT{EVER,

PRICI{q - SOUTHERN BELIJ TOOK THE POSITION THAT RATES

SHOULD BE REI,ATED TO COSTS AND, TTHERE COSTS VARY TITH USAGE, RATE

EITEMENTS SHOULD BE PRICED ON A USAGE SENSITM BASIS. ANCIITLARY

SERVICES SHOULD NOT BE TARIFFED.

STAFF URGED THAT PRICING SHOUIJD REFI'ECT CUSTOMER IMPACT,

PREVE}TTION OF DISCRTMINATION AND NON-SUBSIDIZATION, AND SHOUTD

PROMOTE THE USE OF THE NETTIORK. THUS, STAFF ARGUED THAT CURRENT

RATES FOR ACCESS TO TilE NETI{ORK SHOULD NOT BE CHANGED AND THAT

CURRENTITY TARIFFED OFFERINCS (SUCH AS CUSTOI{ CALIJINC FEATURES)

usED BY EsPs SHOUIJD CONTINUE To BE OFFERED AT CURRENT RATES.

COIJIJOCATIOII SOUTHERN BEL,L ARGUED THAT PIIYSICAL

COI'ITOCATION SHOULD NOT BE OFFERED AND THAT VIRTUAIT COLITOCATIOI{

SHOULD NOT BE REQUIRED.

STI,FF ARGUED THAT PHYSICAL COIJIJOCATION SHOUIJD BE I{ANDATORY

AND THAT VIRTUAL COLIJOCATION SITOUIJD BE REQUIRED TIHEN PIIYSICAIT

COIJLOCATION IS NOT POSSIBIJE.

THE FIJORIDA PSC RECENTIJY CONCLUDED HEARINGS oN THIS }!ATTER.

THE PSC STAFF IS SCHEDUIJED TO MAKE A RECOMIIENDATION DURTNG A

SPECIAL COMMISSION CONFERENCE ON APRIIJ 26, 1989.

NET| YORK

IN AN ORDER DATED SEPTEMBER 29,1988, AS AN INTERIM MEASURE,

THE NEW YORK COMMISSION ORDERED NEII YORK TEIJ TO FTIJE, BY NOVEI{BER

19, 1988, TARIFFS FOR THOSE SERVICES IDENTIFIED BY THE COMPAI{Y IN

TIIIS ONA FCC FILING. ONCE FILED THE coMt'tISSION ORDERED THE
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TARIFFS TO BECOT'IE EFFECTIVE BY II{.ARCH 31, 1989. IF THE EFFECTIVE

PERIOD EXCEEDS UARCH 31, THE COMPANY HAS TO PROVIDE

\TUSTIFICATION.

THE COMMISSION FOI'ND THAT THE CO!{PANY'S FCC FILING PROVIDED

FOR MTNTMAIJ PHYSICAIJ RESTRUCTURING AND NO PRICE CHANGES.

THEREFORE, THE TMPLEI.TENTATION Otr ONA T'OULD HAVE MINII'IAL IT.{MEDIATE

TMPACT ON THE COST AND PRICE OF BASIC EXCHA}TGE SERVICES.

WTTH REGARD TO UNBUNDI,ING, THE COM}IISSION FOT'T{D THAT THE

ITYNEX ONA PIJAN TIAS INADEQUATE TO ASSURE THAT NEI{ YORK'S

TEIJECOMTTIUI{ICATION NETINORK EVOIJVES AND IS AVAILABLE TO CUSTOI{ERS

IN KEEPII{G I{ITH THE COMT,IISSION'S GOAIJ. THE CO!{UTSSION STATED

THAT THB BSAS IN NYNEX'S PLAN I{ERE REAIJIJY ASSEI{BLAGES OF BSES,

BITT THAT THESE BSES T'IERB IIOT SEPARATEI.,Y IDENTIFIED. UOREOVER,

THAT THE BSES THAT I{BRE IDENTIFIED T'ERE NOT AIJT|AYS TUNDAIIENTAL

COI{PONENTS OF THE NETIIORK. THEREFORE, NYNEX OFFERINGS T|ERE

INADEQUATEI,Y I,NBI'NDLED. THEY STATED THAT 'IT IS VITAIJIJY

IIIPORTANT THAT THE PLAN STRUCTURE BE CONDUCIVE TO AS COMPITETE A

DISAGCREGATE AS POSSIBLE BOTH llOll AND IN THE FUTURE.' THEY AIrSO

RULED THAT THE NYNEX PLAII TIAD TO BE UODIFIED TO PERMIT A BSE TO

BE PURCHASED SEPARATEIJY FROM A BSA.

IN ORDER TO MITIGATE THE IMPACT OF ONA ON BASIC SERVTCE, THE

INCREMENTAIJ AND ADMINISTRATIVE COSTS OF ONA MAY BE ABLE TO BE

FUIJIJY RECOVERED IN THE RATE CHARGED TO THE ESP. HO}IEVER' THIS

APPROACH COULD DISCOURAGE THE DEVEIJOPMENT OF ONA FEATURES. THE

COUIIISSION THEN IDEI{TIFIED SOME GENERAIT PRINCIPIJES REITATING TO

PRICTNG AND COSTS THAT THE COMMISSION WILIJ BE CONSIDERING IN THE



FUTURE IN AN EFFORT TO BALAilCE THE POTENTIATJ NEGATIVE IMPACT ON

PRICE AND AVATTABIIJITY OF BASIC IJOCAI' EXCHANGE SERVICE I{ITH THE

ENCOURAGEMENT TO DEVEIJOP NEII INFORMATION SERVICE. THEY

DISCUSSED DTFFERENTIATING, AS A FIRST STEP, BETT|EEN EXISTTNC ONA

SERVICES AND NElf SERVICE. THE FORMER, INITIAIJITY, PRICED ON

EXISTING IJEVEIJS AND THE IJATTER AT INCREMENTAI, COST. PRICING OF

NETT SERVICES COUIJD THEN EVOTJVE OVER TI!.!E ADDING EI,EMENTS OF

COIITMON COSTS TO THE BASE COST UNTIIJ PRICES REACH THE LEVEL OF

FUIJIJY AIJIJOCATED COSTS. THE OTHER OPTION IDENTIFIED BY THE

COMMISSION T|OUIJD BE TO IDENTIFY A CORE GROUP OF BASIC ONA

SERVICES AND ASSESS THEU IJITTIJE OR NO CONTRIBUTION, ASSESSINC

ANY ITEVEIT OF CONTRf BUTION FROl,t t ESS DESIRABLE SERVICES.

UIJTIMATEITY THE COMDIISSION STATED, ONA SERVICES, AND THEIR LEVEIT

OF CONTRIBUTION SHOUI,D BE BASED UPON DEMAND EIJASTICITIES STUDIES.

THE VTET| FRO!,I THE DISTRICT OF COI,UMBIA

TITE D.C. PSC SUBSCRIBES TO THE NARUC ONA RESOTUTION ADOPTED

IN MARCH OF 1988. THIS RESOTJUTION EMPHASIZED INTER AT'IA, THAT

IMPLEMENTATION OF ONA MUST NOT ADVERSELY AFFECT RATES OR OUALITY

OF SERVICE FOR BASIC IJOCAI/ EXCHANGE SERVICE, AND THAT COSTS

ASSOCTATED I|ITH ONA IMPIJEMENTATION MUST BE BORNE BY THE COST

CAUSER.

FURTHER, AS THE DISTRICT ARGUED TN ITS COMMENTS FILED I{ITH

THE FCC, BSAS, BSES, AND CNSS ARE NEtf ILAUES FOR OIrD SERVICES

OFFERED ON THE OLD NETTIORK UNDER EXISTING TERMS. IN THE DISTRICT

OF COIJIUBIA' FOR EXA}IPIIE, AN ESP HAS ALIIAVS BEEN ABIrE TO SEITECT A

SIfITCHED oR PRIVATE IINE "BsA", AND HAs BEEN ABIE To SELECT A



tfIDE RANGE OF SI{ITHCHING AITTERNATMS, INCLUDING IJOOP AND LINE

CAPACITY, IJINE OR TRI,NK SIDE CONNECTION, AND THE AVAII,ABIIJITY OF

BITOCKS OF NU!{BERS AND VARYING CAIJITING SCOPES. LIKEI{ISE, ESPS

HAVE IJONC BEEN ABLE TO PURCHASE BSE-IIIKE SERVICES SUCH AS CENTREX

CUSTOU CAITITING FEATURES. THESE FEATURES PROVIDE SERVTCES

IDENTICAIJ TO BSES f DENTIFIED AS CALIJ FORI{ARD ON BUSY/DON'T

ANSI{ER, CAIJIJ FORTIARD OR VARIABIJE RING COT'NT, DISTINCTIVE RINGING,

AUTOMATIC CAIL BACK, AND OTHERS. OTHER BSE-TYPE FEATURBS ARE

OFFERED EI.,SEI{HERE IN THE TARIFF.

OF BEIJIJ ATI.,AI{TIC'S PROPOSED BSES, MANY AR8 EITHER EXISTING

TARIFFED SERVICES OR ARE AVAII,ABITE ON AN INDMDUAIJIZED BASIS.

AIJTHOUGH BELL ATIJANTIC PLANS fO MAKE THESE SERVICES AVAILABLE ON

A MORE }TIDESPREAD BASIS, I FIND IT DIFFICULT TO I}!.AGINE THAT THE

GOAIJ OF ONA CAN BE REAIJIZED BY THE INTRODUCTION OF A FETI ilEW

SERVICES AND THE REPACKAGING OF THE OIJD.

BEIIL ATLANTIC'S DEPLOYMENT SCHEDULE IS ALSO NOT ADEQUATE.

IN ESSENCE, THB COMPANY PITANS TO OFFER BSES ON 85t OF ITS TJINES

IN TTEITVE METROPOLITAN AREAS CoMPRISING 78t OF fTS LINES IN

SERVfCE. INITIAITLY, THIS CAITLS FOR DEPIJOYMENT TO ONIJY 65t OF

BEIJIJ ATIJANTIC'S LINES IN SERVICE BY THE END OF 1989. THERE IS NO

INDICATION I{HICH OF THESE METROPOIJITAN AREAS }IIIJL RECEM

PARTICUIJAR BSE SERVICES OR A I|IRE CENTER-BY-T{IRE CENTER SCHEDULE

OF I{HEN THESE BSES MIGHT COt'tE ON LINE. MOREOVER, THERE IS NO

CIJEAR INDICATION OF tfHEl{ THE REMAININC 15t OF ITINES IN THE TI|EIJVE

METROPOLITAN AREAS OR THE 221 OF BELII ATLANTIC'S TOTAIJ LINES

OUTSIDE OF THESE AREAS I|II,L RECEIVE BSES.



FINAIJIJY, BEIJIJ

PURCHASINC OF BSAS.

NOT PROVIDE ADEQUATE

ATTJANTIC TIES THE PURCHASING OF BSES TO THE

IN MY OPINION, THIS TYPE OF ARRANGEMENT DOES

T'NBUNDI,ING FOR THE PURPOSES OF ONA.

CIJOSINC

THE ISSUES CURRENTIJY BEINC CONSIDERED BY THE STATES, AS IIETIJ

AS OTHER ISSUES, }IILIJ BE DISCUSSED IN THE STATE-FEDERAL JOINT

CONI'ERENCE IIHICH THE FCC IMPLEMENTED UNDER SECTION 410 (B} OF THE

COMUT'NICATIONS ACT. I AI,I CO-CHAIRI{AN OF THE TASK FORCE T{HTCfi IS

T{ORKINC OUR THE PARA}IETERS OF THE CONFEREI{CE. ITS FIRST MEETINC

IS SCIIEDULED TO COINCIDE I{ITH THE NARUC MEETING TO BE HEI,D IN SAI\T

FRANCISCO IN itutY oF 1989. IT IS MY EXPECTATION THAT THIS

MEETTNG I{IITIJ PRovrDE ANSIIERS To soME oF THESE IssuEs, oR AT

LEAST, GIVE AN INDICATION OF TIHERE COMPROMISE IS POSSTBLE.

THANK YOU FOR THE OPPORTI'NITY TO SPEAK TO YOU TODAY.
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