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Senior Attorney

BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.
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Room 400

Tallahassee, Florida 32301

(404) 335-0710

Director, Division of Records and Reporting
Florida Public Service Commission
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Re: Docket Nos. 981834-TP and 990321-TP {(Generic Collocation)

Dear Ms. Bayé:

Enclosed are an original and fifteen copies of the Prehearing Statement of
BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc., which we ask that you file in the captioned docket.

A copy of this letter is enclosed. Please mark it to indicate that the original was
filed and return the copy to me. Copies have been served to the parties shown on the
attached Certificate of Service.

Sincerely,

0 PR Caver
5. Phiip Carver  ( UA)

cc: All Parties of Record
Marshall M. Criser Hi
AUS R. Douglas Lackey
CAF ~—~ Nancy B. White
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
Docket No. 981834-TP and 990321-TP

| HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing was served via

Hand Delivery (#), First Class U.S. Mail and Electronic Mail this 30th day of June, 2003

to the following:

Beth Keating, Staff Counsel

Adam Teitzman, Staff Counsel (#)
Florida Public Service Commission
Division of Legal Services

2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850

Tel. No. (850) 413-6212

Fax. No. (850) 413-6250

bkeatin sc.state.fl.us

ateitzma@psc.state fl.us
wknight@psc.state.fl.us

FPSC Staff By E-Mail Only:
amaurey@psc.state fl.us
bgardner@psc.state. fl.us
bcase sc.state fl.us
cbulecza@psc.state.fl.us
david.dowds@psc.state.fl.us
ischindi@psc.state fl.us
jebrown@psc.state.fl.us
lking@psc.state.fl.us
plee@psc.state.fl.us
pvickery@psc.state.fl.us
plester@psc.state.fl.us
sasimmon@psc.state.fl.us
sbbrown@psc.state.fl.us
scater@psc.state fl.us
tbrown@psc.state.fl.us
vmckay@psc.state.fl.us
zring@psc.state.fl.us

Joseph A. McGlothlin

Vicki Gordon Kaufman

Timothy Perry

McWhirter, Reeves, McGilothlin,
Davidson, Decker, Kaufman, Arnold,
& Steen, P.A.

117 South Gadsden Street

Tallahassee, FL 32301

Tel. No. (850) 222-2525

Fax. No. (850) 222-5606

Attys. for FCCA

Attys. for Network Telephone Corp.

Attys. for BlueStar

Attys. For Covad

jmcglothlin@mac-law.com

vkaufman@mac-law.com
tperry@mac-law.com

Richard A. Chapkis

Terry Scobie

Verizon Florida, Inc.

One Tampa City Center

201 North Franklin Street (33602)
Post Office Box 110, FLTCO0007
Tampa, Florida 33601-0110

Tel. No. (813) 483-2606

Fax. No. (813) 204-8870
Richard.chapkis@verizon.com

terry.scobie@verizon.com




Paul Turner

Supra Telecommunications & Info.
Systems, Inc.

2620 S.W. 27th Avenue

Miami, FL 33133

Tel. No. (305) 476-4247

Fax. No. (305) 476-4282

pturner@stis.com

Susan S. Masterton

Sprint Comm. Co. LLP

P.O. Box 2214

MC: FLTLHO0107
Tallahassee, FL. 32316-2214
Tel. No. (850) 847-0244

Fax. No. (850) 878-0777

Susan.masterton@mail.sprint.com

Sprint-Florida, Incorporated

Mr. F. B. (Ben) Poag

P.O. Box 2214 (MC FLTLHOO0107)
Tallahassee, FL 32316-2214

Tel. No. (850) 599-1027

Fax. No. (407)814-5700

Ben.Poag@mail.sprint.com

William H. Weber,Senior Counsel
Gene Watkins

Covad Communications

1230 Peachtree Street, N.E.

19th Floor

Atlanta, Georgia 30309

Tel. No. (404) 942-3494

Fax. No. (404) 942-3495
wweber@covad.com

gwatkins@covad.com

Rodney L. Joyce

Shook, Hardy & Bacon, L.L.P.
600 14th Street, N.W.

Suite 800

Washington, D.C. 20005-2004
Tel. No. (202) 639-5602

Fax. No. (202) 783-4211

Counsel for Network Access Solutions

rioyce@shb.com

Verizon Florida, Inc.

Ms. Michelle A. Robinson
%Mr. David Christian

106 East College Avenue
Suite 810

Tallahassee, FL 32301-7704
Tel. No. (813) 483-2526 -
Fax. No. (813) 223-4888

Michelle.Robinson@verizon.com

David.Christian@verizon.com

Ms. Lisa A. Riley

Virginia C. Tate

1200 Peachtree Street, N.E.
Suite 8066

Atlanta, GA 30309-3523
Tel. No. (404) 810-7812
Fax. No. (404) 877-7646
lriley@att.com

vctate@att.com

Florida Digital Network, Inc.
Matthew Feil, Esq.

390 North Orange Avenue
Suite 2000

Orlando, FL 32801

Tel. No. (407) 835-0460
Fax. No. (407) 835-0309

mfeil@floridadigital. net

Catherine K. Ronis, Esq.
Daniel McCuaig, Esq.
Jonathan J. Frankel, Esq.
Wilmer, Cutler & Pickering
2445 M Street, NW.
Washington, DC 20037-1420
Tel. No. (202) 663-6000

Fax. No. (202) 663-6363
catherine.ronis@wilmer.com
daniel.mccuaig@wilmer.com




Jonathan Audu

c/o Ann Shelfer

Supra Telecommunications and
Information Systems, Inc.

1311 Executive Center Drive

Koger Center - Ellis Building

Suite 200

Tallahassee, FL 32301-5027

Tel. No. (850) 402-0510

Fax. No. (850) 402-0522

ashelfer@stis.com
jonathan.audu@stis.com

Mickey Henry

AT&T

1200 Peachtree Street, N.E.
Suite 8100

Atlanta, Georgia 30309-3523
Tel. No. (404) 810-2078

michaelihenry@att.com

Mellony Michaux (by e-mail only)
AT&T

mmichaux@att.com

Roger Fredrickson (by e-mail only)
AT&T

rfrederickson@att.com

Tracy W. Hatch, Esq. (+)

AT&T Communications of the
Southern States, LLC

101 North Monroe Street, Ste. 700

Tallahassee, FL 32301

Tel. No. (850) 425-6360

thatch@att.com

O Pl Carver”

J. Phillip Carver / m )
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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

Inre: Petition of Competitive )
Carriers for Commission Action )
To Support Local Competition )
In BellSouth’s Service Territory )

Docket No. 981834-TP

In re: Petition of ACI Corp. d/b/a )
Accelerated Connections, Inc. for ) Docket No. 990321-TP
Generic Investigation into Terms and )
Conditions of Physical Collocation )

)

Filed: June 30, 2003

PREHEARING STATEMENT OF
BELLSOUTH TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC.

BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. (“BellSouth”), hereby submits, in
compliance with the Order Establishing Procedure (Order No. PSC-02-1513-
PCO-TP), issued November 4, 2002, its Prehearing Statement.

A. Witnesses
BellSouth proposes to call the following witnesses to offer direct and

rebuttal testimony on the issues in this matter:

Witness Issues
A. Wayne Gray 1A, 1B, 1C, 2A, 2B, 2C,
(Direct and Rebuttal) 2D and 3
W. Keith Milner 4,5, 6A,6B,6C,7 and 8

(Direct and Rebuttal)

The above-identified witnesses present both facts and policy
considerations that support BellSouth’s positions on these issues. BellSouth has
made a good-faith attempt to identify the issues to which these witnesses’
testimony primarily relates. HoWwever, any given witness’ testimony may also

relate to other issues in this docket.



BellSouth reserves the right to call additional withesses, witnesses to
respond to Commission inquiries not addressed in direct or rebuttal testimony
and witnesses to address issues not presently designated that may be
designated by the Prehearing Officer at the Prehearing Conference to be held on
July 14, 2003.

B. Exhibits

The BellSouth witnesses identified above have no exhibits to their prefiled
testimohy. BellSouth reserves the right to file exhibits to any testimony that may
be filed under the circumstances identified in Section “A” above. BellSouth also
reserves the right to introduce exhibits for cross-examination, impeachment, or
any other purpose authorized by the applicable Florida Rules of Evidence and

the Rules of the Commission.

C. Statement of Position

The Commission should adopt each of the practices, terms and conditions
regarding collocation that are described below in BellSouth’s positions on the
issues. BellSouth’s positions are consistent with the FCC’s Rules and Orders
regarding collocation. These positions are both technically feasible and
reasonable, and they will allow for collocation in a manner that is fair both to
ILECs and ALECs.

D. BellSouth’s Position on the Issues

Issue 1A:  When should an ALEC be required to remit payment for non-
recurring charges for collocation space?



Position: BellSouth currently assesses nonrecurring charges for
application fees, bona fide firm orders, cable installation, cable records, security
access administration, access card or key replacement, a space availability
report, and security escort service. Payment of these charges should be
rendered promptly after billing by the ILEC. ALECs should be billed for
application fees when the ILEC provides ‘an Application Response. Non-
recurring fees associated with the bona fide firm order, cable installation, cable
records, and security access administration should be billed at the time the ALEC
submits its bona fide order. Billing for the replacement of a security access card
or key, the provision of space availability reports and/or security escort service
should occur after the ILEC has provided the requested product or service to the

ALEC.

Issue 1B:  When should billing of monthly recurring charges begin?

Position: If an ALEC conducts an acceptance walk-through of the
collocation space within 15 days of the Space Ready Date, the billing of monthly
recurring charges should begin on the date that the ALEC accepts the space. If
an ALEC does not conduct an acceptance walk-through within a fifteen calendar
day period, monthly recurring charges should begin on the Space Ready Date.
Issue 1C: What cancellation charges should apply if an ALEC cancels its

request for collocation space?

Position: If an ALEC cancels its order after the Bona Fide Firm Order, but

prior to the date monthly recurring charges commence, cancellation charges

should apply for any non-recoverable cost incurred by the ILEC for the work



performed up to the date that the ALEC’s written notice of cancellation is

received and acknowledged by the ILEC.

Issue 2A:  Should an ALEC be required to justify its space reservation
needs to the ILEC when an ILEC is forced to consider a
building addition to accommodate future space requirements?
Position: Yes. When a central office is at or near space

exhaust, any ALEC collocated in that central office should be required to justify

the need for any reserved, unused space, and to provide a timeline for
occupation of the space. If the ALEC cannot provide justification, then the space
should be returned to the ILECs’ available space inventory.

Issue 2B: Under what conditions should an ILEC be allowed to reclaim
unused collocation space?

Position: An ILEC should be allowed to reclaim reserved unused
collocation space from an ALEC if at any time during the 18 month reservation
period, the central office is at or near space exhaustion, and the ALEC cannot

justify its plans for utilizing the space within the reservation period.

Issue 2C: What obligations, if any, should be placed on the ALEC that
contracted for the space?
Position: When a central office is at or near exhaustion, ALECs should
be required to justify the need for their space reservation by providing supporting
documentation such as (but not limited to) demand forecasts that include

supporting historical data and collocation equipment orders.



Issue 2D: What obligations, if any, should be placed on the ILEC?

Position: When reclaiming space from ALECs in a central office
that is at or near exhaustion, the ILEC should be obligated to notify all of the
ALECs collocated in the central office that they must justify their space
reservations, and provide the circumstanceé that necessitate this action. The
ILEC should review documentation submitted by each ALEC as justification for
its reserved unused space. Any space that an ALEC is unable to justify should
be reclaimed and returned to the ILEC's available space inventory for
reassignment.

Issue 3: Should an ALEC have the option to transfer accepted
collocation space to another ALEC? If so, what are the
responsibilities of the ILEC and ALECs.

Position: An ALEC should be allowed to transfer collocation
space to a second ALEC if the central office is not in space exhaust and the -
transfer of the collocation space is in conjunction with the ALECs’ sale of in place
collocation equipment to this second ALEC. If the central office is in space
exhaust, an ALEC should only be allowed to transfer collocation space if the
transfer is part of transfer of all (or substantially all) of the transferring ALECs’
assets, and the Commission has approved the transfer in the space exhausted
central office. This requirement is necessary to prevent ALECs from avoiding the
space allocation procedures that Would otherwise apply in a space exhaustion

situation.



Issue 4: Should the ILEC be required to provide copper entrance
facilities within the context of a collocation inside the central
office?

Position: Generally, no. Consistent with the FCC’s Rules in CC Dockets
96-98 and 91-141, ILECs are not required to accommodate requests for non-fiber
optic facilities to be placed in the ILECs’ entrance facilities unless the
Commission determines in a particular case that this placement is necessary.
Issue 5: Should an ILEC be required to offer, at a minimum, power in

standardized increments? If so, what should the standardized
power increments be?

Position: Yes, an ILEC should be required to offer power in standardized
increments. BellSouth proposes three options under which an ALEC may order
power for its collocation space from BellSouth. First, an ALEC may request
power from BellSouth’s Battery Distribution Fuse Board (“BDFB”) in all available
power increments, which range from as low as 10 amps up to 100 amps.
Second, the ALEC may install its own BDFB inside its collocation space in order
to order power directly from BellSouth’s main power board. A standard 225 amp
power feed is required to connect the ALECs’ BDFB to BellSouth’s main power
board. Third, the ALEC may install its own BDFB in its collocation space and
request power from BellSouth’s BDFB, again, in available power increments that
range from 10 amps to 100 amps.

Issue 6A: Should an ILEC’s per ampere (amp) rate for the provisioning of

DC power to an ALEC’s collocation space apply to amps used
or fused capacity?



Position: The per amp charge should apply to the fused capacity of the
equipment an ALEC installs in its collocation space. BellSouth charges for DC
power capacity based on the power requirements of the telecommunications
equipment being served. Fuse type protection devices are sized at 1.5 times the
anticipated drain to ensure that the equipment can be operated at its full capacity
without operating the protection device, while allowing the protection device to
safely clear any false conditions that might occur. For purposes of billing, the
recurring power rate assessed by BellSouth includes a 0.67 multiplier to reflect

the fact that the ALEC would not normally use the full capacity of the protection

device.

Issue 6B: If power is charged on a per-amp-used basis or on a fused
capacity basis, how should the charge be calculated and
applied?

Position: The rate for DC power should be calculated and applied on a
per-amp basis. The calculation of the charge by BellSouth should reflect the
difference between fused capacity and rated capacity by using an adjustment
factor of .67. This factor reflects the 1/1.5 relationship of fused capacity to fated
capacity.

Issue 6C: When should an ILEC be allowed to begin billing an ALEC for
power?

Position: Since DC power is assessed by BellSouth in recurring monthly
charges, billing should begin as stated previously in response to Issue 1B.
Specifically, if an ALEC conducts an acceptance walk-through of the collocation

space within 15 calendar days of the Space Ready Date, monthly recurring



charges should begin on the date the ALEC accepts the space. If the ALEC fails
to conduct an acceptance walk-through within the 15 day period, then charges
should begin on the Space Ready Date.

Issue 7: Should an ALEC have the option of an AC power feed to its
collocation space?

Position: Yes, the ALEC should have the option of obtaining an AC
power source in accordance with the requirehents of the National Electric Code
in those instances in which a local authority having jurisdiction permits this
arrangement.

Issue 8: What are the responsibilities of the ILEC, if any, when an ALEC
requests collocation space at a remote terminal where space
is not available or space is nearing exhaustion?

Position: The ILEC should permit the collocation of any type of equipment
necessary for interconnection to its network or for access to unbundled network
elements in the provision of telecommunications services. If sufficient space
exists within the DLC remote terminal, the ALEC should be allowed to collocate
its equipment (including Digital Subscriber Line Access Multiplexer (“DSLAM”)
regardless of whether the ILEC has installed its own equipmént at that remote
terminal location. If sufficient space does not exist, and the ILEC has not
installed its own DSLAM equipment at the DLC remote terminal location, then the
ILEC should be allowed to deny the request and file a collocation waiver request
with the Commission. If sufficient space does not exist within the DLC and the
ILEC has installed its DSLAM equipment at that DLC remote terminal location,

then the ILEC should take necessary action to augment the space so that the



ALEC can install its own equipment, including a DSLAM, at the DLC remote

terminal.

E. Stipulations

The parties have entered into no stipulations at this time.

F. Pending Motions

Various Requests for Confidential Classification are pending. Also, the
Joint Motion of Verizon Florida, Inc. and Sprint-Florida, Inc. to Strike the Revised
Rebuttal Testimony of Stephen E. Turner and the Surrebuttal Testimony of

Jeffrey A. King is pending.

G. Other Requirements

BellSouth knows of no requirements set forth in any Prehearing Order with

which it cannot comply.



Respectfully submitted this 30th day of June, 2003.

BELLSOUTH TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC.
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NANCY B. WHITE

JAMES MEZA llI LM) :
c/o Nancy Sims

150 South Monroe Street, Suite 400
Tallahassee, FL 32301

(305) 347-5561
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J. PHILLIP CARVER ( m
Suite 4300

675 W. Peachtree St., NE
Atlanta, GA 30375

(404) 335-0710
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