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SUPPLEMENTAL DIRECT TESTIMONY OF KATHY L. WELCH 

Q .  

A .  

Please s ta te  your name and business address. 

My name i s  Kathy L .  Welch and my business address i s  3625 NW 82nd 

Ave, Suite 400, Miami, Florida, 33166. 

Q .  

these dockets? 

A .  Yes. 

Q .  

Are you the same Kathy L .  Welch t h a t  previously filed tes t  

Are you aware t h a t  on March 31, 1999, the FCC released i ts  

mony i n  

F i  r s t  

Report and Order and Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, FCC Order 98- 

48, issued i n  CC Docket No. 98-147? 

A .  Yes. 

Q .  Have you had a n  opportunity t o  review t h a t  Order? 

A. Yes. 

Q. 
Test i mony? 

A .  Yes. I am not a n  attorney a n d ,  therefore, have drawn no conclusions 

w i t h  regard t o  the legal analyses i n  the FCC's Order. Based on my reading 

of the Order, I would, however, have incorporated certain information abou t  

FCC Order 99-48 in to  the a u d i t  reports. These changes affect KLW-1 ,  K L W - 2 ,  

and KL@3. The following sentences would have been inserted or deleted i n  

a1 1 three a u d i t  reports. 

Does the FCC Order 99-48 have a n  impact on your previously filed Direct 

:$%-page 5,  Aud i t  Disclosure 1, after paragraph two, insert: 

I n  FCC Order 99-48, a t  Paragraphs 41, 42, and 43, 

the FCC " .  . . requires incumbent LECs t o  make 

shared collocation cages available t o  new 
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entrants, .  . . t o  make cageless collocation 

arrangements a v a i  1 able t o  requesting carri ers ,  ” and 

“ . . . also ensure t h a t  cageless collocation 

arrangements do not  place minimum space 

requi rements on col 1 ocati ng carriers . ” The FCC has 

also stated t h a t  incumbent LECs should “make 

collocation space available i n  single-bay 

increments , meaning t h a t  a competi ng carri er can 

purchase space i n  increments small enough t o  

collocate a single rack, or bay, of equipment.” 

On page 5 ,  Audit  Disclosure 1, after paragraph 4 ,  insert: 

FCC Order 99-48, Paragraphs 46, 47, 48, and 49 

address security arrangements. The FCC has 

concluded t h a t  ‘ I .  . . incumbent LECs may not impose 

more stringent security requi rements . . . ” t h a n  

their  own requirements. The FCC states t h a t  they 

‘ I .  , . permit incumbent LECs t o  instal 1 , for 

exampl e ,  security cameras or other moni tori ng 

systems, or t o  requi re competitive LEC personnel t o  

use badges w i t h  computerized tracki ng systems. ” 

t The FCC also concluded t h a t  “ .  , . incumbent LECs 

$6: -. must allow collocating parties t o  access their  

equipment 24 hours a day, seven days a week, 

wi thou t  requiring either a security escort o f  any 

k i  nd or del ayi ng a competi tor  ’ s empl oyees ’ 

- 
: s _ -  
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entry. . . . ” 

On page 5 ,  Audi t  Disclosure 1, paragraph 5 ,  I would delete the entire 

paragraph. 

On page 7 ,  A u d i t  Disclosure 1, after paragraph 3 insert: 

FCC Order 99-48, Paragraph 60 states “ .  . . 

incumbent LECs must remove obsolete unused 

equipment from thei r premi ses upon reasonable 

request by a competitor or upon the order of a 

s ta te  commi ssi on.  ” 

On page 7 ,  Audit  Disclosure 1, i n  paragraph 4,  after the f i r s t  - 

sentence, I would add the following sentence: 

FCC Order 99-48 addresses obsolete equi pment , b u t  

does not address non-cri t i  cal offices. 

On page 8 ,  Aud i t  Disclosure 1, I would delete the last paragraph and 

insert ,  “Security measures are now addressed i n  FCC Order 99-48. ” 

On page 11, Disclosure 3 ,  paragraph 1, I would delete the phrase 

“which would not be conducive for physical collocation”. 

On page 12, Disclosure 4 ,  paragraph 4 should be removed. I n  i t s  

place, I would insert the fol lowing:  

A t  Paragraph 60 o f  FCC Order 99-48, the FCC states 

t h a t ,  “We conclude t h a t  i n  order t o  increase the 
g6 -. mount of space available for collocation, 

i ncumbent LECs must remove obsolete unused 

equipment from thei r premi ses upon reasonable 

request by a competitor or upon the order of a 

- 
: -5 _ -  
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state  commi ssi on. ” 

On page 13, Disclosure 5 ,  after paragraph 6 ,  I would add the 

01 1 owing paragraph: 

I n  FCC Order 99-48, a t  Paragraphs 41, 42. and 43, 

the FCC “ .  . . requires incumbent LECs t o  make 

shared col 1 ocati on cages ava i  1 ab1 e t o  new 

entrants, .  . a t o  make cageless collocation 

arrangements avai 1 able t o  requesting carriers , ” and 

“ . . . also ensure t h a t  cageless collocation 

arrangements do not place minimum space 

requi rements on col locating carriers . ” The FCC has 

also stated t h a t  incumbent LECs should “make 

collocation space available i n  single-bay 

increments , meaning t h a t  a competing carrier can 

purchase space i n  increments small enough t o  

collocate a single rack, or bay, of equipment.” 

Had we had the opportunity t o  review the FCC’s Order prior t o  

onducting our field work, we would have looked a t  the t o t a l  number of bays 

vailable and the bays forecasted more closely. 

‘-rn a d d i t i o n ,  in  the Golden Glades a u d i t  report (KLW-21, I would make 

.he fol l owhg  changes. 

gth-page 21, Disclosure 9 ,  paragraph 1, I would delete the phrase, “of 

,he reasons these areas were not considered possible areas follows.” I 

iould replace t h a t  phrase w i t h  the word “follows.” 

On page 21, Disclosure 9 ,  paragraph 2 of the Opin ion ,  the phrase, 

- 4 -  
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“Leaving space for walls and room t o  work on the bay on each side, there 

would barely be room for one line u p ”  should be deleted. On the same page, 

i n  the same Disclosure and paragraphs, I would a lso delete the sentence, 

“Even i f  the monitoring equipment were cut i n  h a l f ,  there would not  be 

space for a common area.” 

Also on page 21, Disclosure 9 ,  paragraph 4 of the O p i n i o n ,  I would 

delete the sentence, “Again after f i r e  a is les ,  walls and work space on each 

side of the bay ,  the space would barely f i t  ore l ine u p . ”  

On page 21,  Disclosure 9 ,  paragraph 5 of the O p i n i o n ,  I would delete 

the sentence, “The space t h a t  is l e f t  would not be large enough.” 

In the Lake Mary a u d i t  report (KLW-31, on page 16, Disclosure 7 ,  

paragraph 2 ,  I would delete the sentence, “ I t  would not be accessible 

without a n  escort. ” 

I would not make any additional changes i n  the Boca Teeca a u d i t  

report ( K L W - 1 ) .  

Q. 

A .  Yes, i t  does. 

Does this  conclude your testimony? 

- 5 -  
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SUPPLEMENTAL DIRECT TESTIMONY OF RUTH K .  YOUNG 

Q .  

A .  

Su i te  400, M i a m i ,  F lo r i da ,  33166. 

Q .  

these dockets? 

A.  Yes. 

Q .  Are you aware t h a t  on March 31, 1999, the  FCC released i t s  F i r s t  Report 

and Order and Further Not ice o f  Proposed Rulemaking, FCC Order 98-48, 

issued i n  CC Docket No. 98-147? 

A .  Yes. 

Q .  Have you had an oppor tun i ty  t o  review t h a t  Order? 

A. Yes. 

Q .  Does t h e  FCC Order 99-48 have an impact on your prev ious ly  f i l e d  D i rec t  

Test i mony? 

A .  Yes. I am no t  an at torney and, therefore,  have drawn no conclusions 

w i t h  regard t o  t h e  l ega l  analyses i n  t h e  FCC's Order. 

o f  t he  Order, I would, however, have incorporated c e r t a i n  in format ion about 

FCC Order 99-48 i n t o  t h e  a u d i t  repo r t s .  These changes a f f e c t  RKY-1 ,  RKY-2, 

and RK63. The fo l lowing sentences would have been inse r ted  o r  deleted i n  

a1 1 th ree  a u d i t  repor ts .  

Please s t a t e  your name and business address. 

My name i s  Ruth K .  Young and my business address i s  3625 NW 82nd Ave, 

Are you the  same Ruth K .  Young t h a t  prev ious ly  f i l e d  testimony i n  

Based on my reading 

m - p a g e  5, Audi t  Disclosure 1, a f t e r  paragraph two, i n s e r t :  

I n  FCC Order 99-48, a t  Paragraphs 41, 42, and 43, 

t h e  FCC " .  . . requi res incumbent LECs t o  make 

shared c o l l o c a t i o n  cages ava i l ab le  t o  new 
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entrants, .  . . t o  make cageless collocation 

arrangements a v a i  1 able t o  requesting carriers , ” and 

“ . . . also ensure t h a t  cageless collocation 

arrangements do not  place minimum space 

requi rements on col 1 ocati ng carriers . ” The FCC has 

also stated t h a t  incumbent LECs should “make 

collocation space available i n  single-bay 

increments , meani ng t h a t  a competing carrier can 

purchase space i n  increments small enough t o  

coll ocate a single rack, or bay, of equipment . ” 

On page 5,  Aud i t  Disclosure 1, after paragraph 4, insert: 

FCC Order 99-48, Paragraphs 46, 47, 48, and 49 

address security arrangements. The FCC has 

concluded t h a t  “ .  . . incumbent LECs may not impose 

more stringent security requi rements . . . ” t h a n  

their  own requirements. The FCC states t h a t  they 

“ .  . . permit incumbent LECs t o  ins ta l l ,  for 

example, security cameras or other moni tori  ng 

systems, or t o  requi re competitive LEC personnel t o  

use badges w i t h  computerized tracking systems. ” 

t The FCC also concluded t h a t  ‘ I .  . . incumbent LECs 

E*: -. must a l low collocating parties t o  access their  

equipment 24 hours a day ,  seven days a week, 

wi thout  requiring either a security escort o f  any 

k i  nd or del ayi ng a competitor’s empl oyees ’ 

I 

: 3 . -  
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entry. . . . ” 

On page 5 ,  Audit  Disclosure 1, paragraph 5 ,  I would delete the entire 

paragraph. 

On page 7 ,  Aud i t  Disclosure 1, after paragraph 3 insert: 

FCC Order 99-48, Paragraph 60 states “ .  . . 

i ncumbent LECs must remove obsolete unused 

equipment from thei r premi ses upon reasonable 

request by a competitor or upon the order of a 

s ta te  commission.” 

On page 7 ,  Aud i t  Disclosure 1, i n  paragraph 4 ,  after the f i r s t  - 

sentence, I would add the following sentence: 

FCC Order 99-48 addresses obsolete equi pment , b u t  

does not  address non-critical offices. 

On page 8 ,  Audit  Disclosure 1, I would delete the las t  paragraph and 

insert ,  “Security measures are now addressed i n  FCC Order 99-48.” 

On page 11, Disclosure 3 ,  paragraph 1, I would delete the phrase 

“whi ch woul d not  be conducive for physi cal col 1 ocati o n ” .  

On page 12, Disclosure 4 ,  paragraph 4 should be removed. I n  i t s  

place, I would insert the following: 

A t  Paragraph 60 of FCC Order 99-48, the FCC states 

t h a t ,  “We conclude t h a t  i n  order t o  increase the 

- -- -s _ -  

--g: I - <  -amount of space available for collocation, 

incumbent LECs must remove obsol e te  unused 

equipment from thei r premises upon reasonable 

request by a competitor or upon the order o f  a 

- 3 -  
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s t a t e  commi ss i  on. ” 

On page 13, Disclosure 5,  a f t e r  paragraph 6 ,  I would add the  

f o l  1 owi ng paragraph : 

I n  FCC Order 99-48, a t  Paragraphs 41, 42, and 43, 

t he  FCC “ .  . . requi res incumbent L E C s  t o  make 

shared co l l oca t i on  cages ava i l ab le  t o  new 

en t ran ts , .  . . t o  make cageless c o l l o c a t i o n  

arrangements ava i l ab le  t o  request ing c a r r i e r s , ”  and 

“ . . . a lso  ensure t h a t  cageless c o l l o c a t i o n  

arrangements do no t  p lace minimum space 

requi  rements on co l  l o c a t i n g  c a r r i e r s  . ” The FCC has 

a lso  s tated t h a t  incumbent L E C s  should “make 

co l l oca t i on  space ava i l ab le  i n  s ing le-bay 

i ncrements , meaning t h a t  a competing c a r r i e r  can 

purchase space i n  increments small enough t o  

co l l oca te  a s i n g l e  rack,  o r  bay, o f  equipment.” 

Had we had the  oppor tun i ty  t o  review t h e  F C C ’ s  Order p r i o r  t o  

conducting our f i e l d  work, we would have looked a t  t h e  t o t a l  number of bays 

ava i l ab le  and the  bays forecasted more c lose ly .  

’I% addi t ion ,  i n  the  West P a l m  Beach Gardens a u d i t  repor t  (RKY-31, I 

woul d make: the  f o l  1 owi ng changes. 

i m - p a g e  14, Disclosure 6 ,  paragraph 5,  I would de le te  the  fo l l ow ing :  

F i r e  ra ted  wa l ls  would have t o  be b u i l t .  There i s  

an outs ide w a l l .  However, i f  no door t o  the  outs ide 

were b u i l t ,  the  issue o f  secu r i t y  would have t o  be 

- 4 -  
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addressed. 

On page 1 7 ,  disclosure 7 ,  paragraph 1, I would delete the phrase, 

“ .  . . and interpretation of security issues i n  FCC Order 96-325, Parag raph  

598.” I n  i ts  place, I 

security issues i n  FCC 

On page 1 7 ,  Disc 

del eted : 

A physical 

would insert the phrase, “and 

Order 99-48. ” 

i nterpretati on o f  

osure 7 ,  paragraph 3 ,  the fol owing should be 

barrier would require a f i r e  rated wa l l  

which would require one foot for the wall and 4 ’  

f i r e  a i s le  around BellSouth equipment. Th i s  would 

leave a n  area o f  13’ by 25’ . 

On page 19, Disclosure 9 ,  paragraph 1, I would delete the phrase, 

‘ I . .  . and do not  appear t o  have enough space for collocation.” I n  i t s  

place,  I would insert the following: 

In  FCC Order 99-48, Paragraphs 38 through 43, the 

FCC states t h a t  “ .  . . a competing carrier can 

purchase space i n  increments small enough t o  

collocate a single rack, or bay, of equipment.” 

I n  addition, i n  the Daytona Beach Port Orange a u d i t  report (RKY-1 )  , I 

would’hke the following changes. 

On page 14, Disclosure 6 ,  paragraph 10, I would delete the phrase, 

“reqq@eS.fi-re rated walls and four foot f i r e  a is les  next t o  BellSouth 

equipment . ” 

On page 15, Disclosure 6 ,  paragraph 2 ,  I would delete the phrase 

“requires f i r e  rated walls.” I would a l s o  delete the following: 

- 5 -  
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The space would be 11’ x 6’  wide. The bottom of 

the area i s  6 ’  wide. The 4 ’  f i r e  a is le  requirement 

would leave a 2 ’  area i n  which t o  work. 

On page 18, Disclosure 8 ,  paragraph 5 ,  the following sentence should 

be deleted: 

I f  able t o  o b t a i n  a permit, a caged area i n  area 6 

may be possible since this i s  an  integrated ground 

pl  ane. 

On page 18, Disclosure 8 ,  paragraph 6 ,  I would delete the entire 

paragraph. 

On page 2 0 ,  Aud i t  Disclosure 9 ,  paragraph 2 ,  I would delete the 

enti re o p i n i o n .  

On page 21, A u d i t  Disclosure 10, paragraph 1, I would delete the 

phrase, “ .  . . a n d  do not appear t o  be viable for collocation.” I n  i t s  

place, I would insert: 

In FCC Order 99-48, a t  Paragraphs 38 through 43, 

the FCC states t h a t  “ .  . . a competing carrier can 

purchase space i n  increments small enough t o  

collocate a s 
‘-6 page 22,  A u d i t  D 

enti re opi h i  on. 

”addition, in  the 

the fo l l  owi ng changes. 

ngl e rack, or bay, of equipment . ” 
sclosure 11, paragraph 3,  I would de 

Mi ami Palmetto a u d i t  report (RKY -21, 

ete the 

I would make 

On page 14, A u d i t  Disclosure 6 ,  paragraph 1, the following phrase, “ A  

discussion of the reasons these areas were not considered possible areas 

- 6 -  



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12  

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

follows” should be deleted. In  i t s  place, I would insert the phrase, “They 

are as follows.” 

On page 1 4 ,  Aud i t  Disclosure 6 ,  paragraph 7 ,  after “physical 

collocation,” I would insert the phrase, “adhering t o  the 100 square foot 

mi nimum assumpti on.  ” Li kewi se ,  after the phrase “fami 1 i es of equi pment , ” I 

would insert the following: 

However, i n  FCC Order 99-48, a t  Paragraphs 38 

through 43 ,  the FCC states t h a t  “ .  . . a competing 

carrier can purchase space i n  increments small 

enough t o  collocate a single rack, or bay, of 

equipment . ” 

- 

On page 14, Audit Disclosure 6 ,  paragraph 9 ,  after the phrase “space 

would be narrow,” I would insert the phrase, “based on the 100 square foo t  

mi n i  mum assumpti on. ” 

On page 18, A u d i t  Disclosure 7 ,  paragraph 1,  the following sentence 

should be deleted: 

The collocator would have t o  be escorted t o  and 

from the space unless the company can get 

permitting t o  have a door on the front of the 

bui 1 d i  ng . 
- . :+ -- - 

Q .  

A .  pes- ,  i t  does. 

Does: this  conclude your testimony? 

- 7 -  
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Wiggins & Villacorta, P.A. 215 South Monroe Street 
2145 Delta Boulevard P.O. Box 551 
P . O .  Drawer 1657 Tallahassee, FL 32301-0551 
Tallahassee, FL 32302 

*Floyd R. Self, Esquire *Norman H. Horton, Esquire 
Messer, Caparello & Self, P.A. Messer, Caparello & Self, P.A. 
215 South Monroe Street 215 South Monroe Street 
Suite 701 Suite 701 
Tallahassee, FL 32301-1876 Tallahassee, FL 32301-1876 

*Richard D. Melson, Esquire James D. Earl, Esquire 
Gabriel E. Nieto, Esquire Covad Communications, Inc. 
Hopping Green Sams & Smith 700 13th Street NW 
P . O .  Box 6526 Suite 950 
Tallahassee, FL 32314 Washington, DC 20005 

Monica M. Barone, Esquire Brian Sulmonetti 
Sprint Communications Company WorldCom Technologies, Inc. 
Limited Partnership 1515 South Federal highway 
3100 Cumberland Circle Suite 400 
Mailstop GAATLN0802 Boca Raton, FL 33432 
Atlanta, GA 30339 

Steve Brown Amanda Grant 
Intermedia Communications, BellSouth Telecommunications, 
Inc. Inc. 
3625 Queen Palm Drive Regulatory & External Affairs 
Tampa, FL 33619-1309 675 West Peachtree Street, NE 

Room 38L64 
Atlanta, GA 30375 

James C. Falvey, Esquire *Peter M. Dunbar, Esquire 
e.spire Communications, Inc. Pennington, Moore, Wilkinson, 
133 National Business Parkway & Dunbar, P.A. 
Suite 200 P . O .  Box 10095 
Annapolis Junction, MD 20701 Tallahassee, FL 32302-2095 
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Steven Gorosh 
V.P. and General Counsel 
Northpoint Communications, 
Inc. 
222 Sutter Street, 7th Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94108 

Charles A. Hudak, Esquire 
Jeremy D. Marcus, Esquire 
Gerry, Friend & Sapronov, LLP 
Three Ravinia Drive 
Suite 1450 
Atlanta, GA 30346-2131 

Carolyn Marek 
V.P. Regulatory Affairs 
Time Warner Communications 
233 Bramerton Court 
Franklin, TN 37069 

Jeffrey Blumenfeld, Esquire 
Elise P.W. Kiely, Esquire 
Blumenfeld & Cohen 
1615 M Street, NW 
Suite 700 
Washington, DC 20036 

BETH KEATING 
WILLIAM P. COX 
STAFF COUNSEL 

FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 
Gerald L. Gunter Building 
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0850 
(850) 413-6199 
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