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Michael W. Tye 
Senior Attorney 

September 29, 1995 

Suite 1400 
106 East College Avenue 
Tallahassee, Florida 32301 
904 425-6360 

Mrs. Blanca S. Bayo, Director 
Division of Records and Reporting 
Florida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0850 

Re: Docket No. 950737-TP 

Dear Mrs. Bayo: 

Enclosed for filing in the above referenced docket 
are an original and fifteen (15) copies of AT&T’s 
Prehearing Statement. 

Copies of the foregoing are being served on all parties 
of record in accordance with the attached Certificate of 
Service. 

Yours truly, 

Michael W. Tye 



BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

In re: Investigation into 
Temporary Local Telephone 
Number Portability Solution 
to Implement Competition in 
Local Exchange Telephone 
Markets. 

1 DOCKET NO. 950737-TP 
I 

I FILED: Sept. 29, 1995 

ATLT'S PREHEARING STATEMENT 

AT&T Communications of the Southern States, Inc. 

(hereinafter IIAT&TI1), pursuant to Rule 25-22.038, Florida 

Administrative Code, and order of the Florida Public Service 

Commission (hereinafter the llCommissionll) hereby submits its 

Prehearing Statement in the above-referenced docket. 

A. Witness 

AT&T intends to sponsor the testimony of the following 

witness : 

1. Mike Guedel: Mr. Guedells direct testimony 

primarily responds to Issues 3 ,  4, 5 and 8 .  The 

purpose of the testimony is to recommend a methodology 

for establishing a rate level for interim number 

portability provided through the Remote Call Forwarding 

arrangement. Mr. Guedel recommends that the price be 

set at the level of the Total Service Long Run 

Incremental Cost (hereinafter llTSLRIC1l) that the LEC 

incurs in providing the service. 



AT&T further reserves the right to call any additional 

witnesses and present any additional evidence that might be 

necessary to respond to matters which are raised for the 

first time at the hearings in this docket. 

B. Exhibits. 

The direct testimony of Mr. Guedel contains the 

following exhibit: 

Guedel Ex. I 
Relative Advantages and Disadvantages of Remote 
Call Forwarding and Flex DID as Temporary Number 
Portability Solutions 

AT&T further reserves the right to introduce any additional 

exhibits that may be necessary to cross-examine opposing 

witnesses or to respond to matters that are raised for the 

first time at the hearings in this docket. 

C. Basic Position. 

AT&T agrees with the industry conclusion (evidenced in 

the stipulation approved by the Commission in this docket) 

that temporary number portability should be provided through 

Remote Call Forwarding. 

with that solution include the labor time involved with 

receiving the service order, the transmission of the service 

order to the switching employee, and the writing of the 

translation. The recurring costs associated with that 

solution include the switching costs associated with the set 

up and maintenance of additional calls through the LEC 

The non-recurring costs associated 
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central offices and the transport costs associated with the 

facilities utilized in forwarding the call to the recipient 

company. The rate structure for this arrangement should 

consist of a single rate element billed by the provider of 

the number portability service to the LEC receiving the 

ported number. The rate should be set at the TSLRIC that 

the LEC incurs in providing the service. No additional 

mark-up should be allowed. The LEC should be permitted to 

recover the costs that it incurs in providing number 

portability, but it should not be allowed to exact any 

additional premium from potential competitors simply for the 

right to do business in its territory. 

D. Fact Issues. 

See Attachment 1 (AT&T's Positions on Issues). 

E. Lesal Issues. 

See Attachment 1 (AT&T's Positions on Issues). 

F. Policy Issues. 

See Attachment 1 (AT&T's Positions on Issues). 

G. Position on Issues. 

See Attachment 1 (ATbT's Positions on Issues). 

H. Stipulated Issues. 

See Attachment 1 (AT&T's Positions on Issues). 
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I. Pendins Motions. 

AT&T is not aware of any pending motions. 

J. Other Requirements. 

AT&T is not aware of any requirements set forth in the 

Order on Prehearing Procedure with which it is unable to 

comply. 

Respectfully submitted this 29th day of September, 

1995. 

qi! 
Michael W. Tye 
106 East Coliege Avenue 
Suite 1410 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 
(904) 425-6360 

& 
Robin D. Dunson 
1200 Peachtree St., NE 
Promenade I, Room 4038 
Atlanta, Georgia 30309 
(404) 810-8689 

ATTORNEYS FOR AT&T 
COMMUNICATIONS OF THE 
SOUTHERN STATES, INC. 
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AT&T's Prehearing Statement 
Docket No. 950737-TP 
Attachment 1 

AT&T's POSITIONS ON ISSUES 

ISSUE 1: What is the definition of temporary number portability pursuant to 
Section 364.16(4), Florida Statutes? 

AT&T'S POSITION: There are three concepts of number portability: 1) Service 
Provider Portability; 2) Location Portability; and 3) Service Portability. Service 
Provider Portability allows a user to keep her/his telephone number at hidher 
current location when selecting a new service provider. Location Portability 
allows a user to take hidher telephone number when moving to a new local 
service area. Service Portability allows the user to keep her/his telephone 
number when changing services (i.e., POTS to ISDN). 

The concept of Service Provider Portability best meets the statutory goal of 
temporary number portability as set forth in Section 364.16(4), Florida Statutes. 

AT&T'S WITNESS: Mike Guedel 

ISSUE 2: What technical solutions will be available by January 1, 1996, to 
provide temporary number portability? 

AT&T'S POSITION: The industry number portability standards group identified 
two viable alternatives for the provision of temporary number portability: 1) 
Remote Call Forwarding and 2) Flexible DID. The group concluded that 
although Remote Call Forwarding is not an appropriate solution to the issue of 
permanent number portability, it is one of the most practical interim solutions and 
agreed that its implementation should be mandatory. AT&T agrees with the 
industry concl us ion. 

AT&T'S WITNESS: Mike Guedel 

ISSUE 3: What are the advantages and disadvantages of each solution 
identified in Issue 2? 



AT&T'S POSITION: As part of their work effort, the industry number portability 
standards group developed a description of the advantages and disadvantages 
of the respective interim solutions. A description of the advantages and 
disadvantages of two potential interim solutions, Remote Call Forwarding and 
Flex DID, are attached to the testimony of Mike Guedel filed in this proceeding. 

AT&T'S WITNESS: Mike Guedel 

ISSUE 4: What costs are associated with providing each solution identified in 
Issue 2? 

AT&T'S POSITION: The non-recurring costs associated with the provision of 
number portability (in a Remote Call Forwarding arrangement) include the labor 
time involved in receiving the service order, the transmission of the service order 
to the switching employee, and the writing of the translation. 

The recurring costs associated with the provision of number portability (in a 
Remote Call Forwarding arrangement) include the switching costs associated 
with the set up and maintenance of additional calls through the LEC Central 
Offices and the transport costs associated with the facilities utilized in forwarding 
the call to the recipient company. 

AT&T'S WITNESS: Mike Guedel 

ISSUE 5: How should the costs identified in Issue 4 be recovered? 

AT&T'S POSITION: AT&T concurs in the stipulated industry agreement that the 
recurring costs should be recovered on a per-line, per-month basis. 

AT&T'S WITNESS: Mike Guedel 

ISSUE 6: What islare the most appropriate method(s) of providing temporary 
number portability? 

AT&T'S POSITION: See AT&T's Position on Issue No. 2 above. 

AT&T'S WITNESS: Mike Guedel 



ISSUE 7: What are the appropriate parameters, costs and standards for the 
method(s) identified in Issue 6? 

AT&T'S POSITION: : See AT&T's positions on Issues Nos. 1,2, 4, and 5 
above, and the industry stipulation approved by the Commission on September 
12, 1995. 

AT&T'S WITNESS: Mike Guedel 

ISSUE 8: Should the docket be closed? 

AT&T'S POSITION: No. The docket should remain open to determine a 
permanent number portability solution. 

AT&T'S WITNESS: Mike Guedel 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

DOCKET NO. 950737-TP 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true copy of the foregoing has been 

furnished by U. S. Mail or hand-delivery to the following parties 

of record this 294 day of , 1995: 

Michael J. Henry, Esq. 
MCI Telecommunications Corp. 
Suite 700 
780 Johnson Ferry Road 
Atlanta, GA 30342 

Tony Key 
Sprint Communications Co. 
3100 Cumberland Circle, NO802 
Atlanta, GA 30339 

C. Everett Boyd, Jr., Esq. 
Ervin, Varn, Jacobs, Odom 
P. 0. Drawer 1170 
Tallahassee, FL 32302 

Peter Dunbar, Esq. 
Pennington, Haben, Culpepper 
P. 0. Box 10095 
Tallahassee, FL 32302 

Lee Willis, Esq. 
Jeffry Wahlen, Esq. 
Macfarlane Ausley 
P. 0. Box 391 
Tallahassee, FL 32302 

Floyd R. Self, Esq. 
Messer, Vickers, Caparello 
P. 0. Box 1876 
Tallahassee, FL 32302-1876 

Richard D. Melson, Esq. 
Hopping Boyd Green & Sams 
P. 0. Box 6526 
Tallahassee, FL 32314 

Vicki Gordon Kaufman, Esq. 
McWhirter, Grandoff & Reeves 
117 S. Gadsden Street 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 

Anthony Gillman, Esq. 
GTE Florida Incorporated 
P. 0. Box 110, FLTC0007 
Tampa, FL 33601-0110 

Laura Wilson, Esq. 
FL Cable Telecommunications 
310 North Monroe Street 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 

William Higgins, Esq. 
Cellular One 
250 S. Australian Avenue 
West Palm Beach, FL 33401 

David Erwin, Esq. 
Young, van Assenderp, Varnadoe 
P. 0. Box 1833 
Tallahassee, FL 32302-1833 



Robert Beatty, Esq. Angela B. Green, Esq. 
c/o Nancy Sims FL Public Telecommunications 
Southern Bell Telephone 125 S. Gadsden St., Suite 200 
150 S. Monroe St., Suite 400 Tallahassee, FL 32301 
Tallahassee, FL 32301-1556 

Douglas Metcalf Charles J. Beck, Esq. 
Communications Consultants Office of the Public Counsel 
P. 0. Box 1148 c/o The Florida Legislature 
Winter Park, FL 32790-1148 111 West Madison St., Room 812 

Tallahassee, FL 32399-1400 

Monica Barone, Esq. Timothy Devine 
Division of Legal Services MFS Communications Co., Inc. 
Florida Public Service Commission 6 Century Drive, Suite 300 
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard Parisppany, NJ 07054 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850 

Richard M. Rindler, Esq. Jill Butler 
James C. Falvey, Esq. Digital Media Partners/Time 
Swidler & Berlin, Chartered Warner Communications 
3000 K. Street, N.W., Suite 300 2773 Red Maple Ridge 
Washington, DC 20007 Tallahassee, FL 32301 

Michael W. Tye ’ 


