§51.511

(f) Signaling and call-related database
services. Signaling and call-related
database service costs shall be usage-
sensitive, based on either the number
of queries or the number of messages,
with the exception of the dedicated cir-
cuits known as signaling links, the
cost of which shall be recovered
through flat-rated charges.

(g) Collocation. Collocation costs
shall be recovered consistent with the
rate structure policies established in
the Expanded Interconnection pro-
ceeding, CC Docket No. 91-141.

(h) Network interface device. An in-
cumbent LEC must establish a price
for the network interface device when
that unbundled network element is
purchased on a stand-alone basis pursu-
ant to §51.319(c).

[61 FR 45619, Aug. 29, 1996, as amended at 68
FR 52306, Sept. 2, 2003]

§51.511 Forward-looking economic

cost per unit.

(@) The forward-looking economic
cost per unit of an element equals the
forward-looking economic cost of the
element, as defined in §51.505, divided
by a reasonable projection of the sum
of the total number of units of the ele-
ment that the incumbent LEC is likely
to provide to requesting telecommuni-
cations carriers and the total number
of units of the element that the incum-
bent LEC is likely to use in offering its
own services, during a reasonable
measuring period.

(b)(1) With respect to elements that
an incumbent LEC offers on a flat-rate
basis, the number of units is defined as
the discrete number of elements (e.g.,
local loops or local switch ports) that
the incumbent LEC uses or provides.

(2) With respect to elements that an
incumbent LEC offers on a usage-sen-
sitive basis, the number of units is de-
fined as the unit of measurement of the
usage (e.g., minutes of use or call-re-
lated database queries) of the element.

§51.513 Proxies for forward-looking
economic cost.

(a) A state commission may deter-
mine that the cost information avail-
able to it with respect to one or more
elements does not support the adoption
of a rate or rates that are consistent
with the requirements set forth in
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§§51.505 and 51.511. In that event, the
state commission may establish a rate
for an element that is consistent with
the proxies specified in this section,
provided that:

(1) Any rate established through use
of such proxies shall be superseded
once the state commission has com-
pleted review of a cost study that com-
plies with the forward-looking eco-
nomic cost based pricing methodology
described in §§51.505 and 51.511, and has
concluded that such study is a reason-
able basis for establishing element
rates; and

(2) The state commission sets forth
in writing a reasonable basis for its se-
lection of a particular rate for the ele-
ment.

(b) The constraints on proxy-based
rates described in this section apply on
a geographically averaged basis. For
purposes of determining whether geo-
graphically deaveraged rates for ele-
ments comply with the provisions of
this section, a geographically averaged
proxy-based rate shall be computed
based on the weighted average of the
actual, geographically  deaveraged
rates that apply in separate geographic
areas in a state.

(c) Proxies for specific elements—(1)
Local loops. For each state listed below,
the proxy-based monthly rate for
unbundled local loops, on a statewide
weighted average basis, shall be no
greater than the figures listed in the
table below. (The Commission has not
established a default proxy ceiling for
loop rates in Alaska.)

TABLE
Prox

State ceilin)g/;
Alabama ........ccccciiiiiii $17.25
Arizona 12.85
ATKANSAS ..o 21.18
California ........cccevveiiiiiiiicic 11.10
Colorado .. 14.97
Connecticut .. 13.23
Delaware ... 13.24
District of Columbia . 10.81
Florida .. . 13.68
Georgia 16.09
Hawaii 15.27
Idaho 20.16
lllinois 13.12
Indian 13.29
lowa . 15.94
Kansas . 19.85
Kentucky 16.70
Louisiana . 16.98
Maine .............. 18.69




