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_______________________________________________________________

AT&T COMMUNICATIONS OF THE SOUTHERN STATES, LLC 
PRE-HEARING STATEMENT


_______________________________________________________________

AT&T Communications of the Southern States, LLC (“AT&T”), pursuant to Rule 25-22.038, Florida Administrative Code, and Order No. PSC-05-1206-PCO-TP hereby submits its Prehearing Statement in the above-referenced docket.

(A)/(B)  AT&T Witnesses, Subject Matter Issue(s), and Exhibit(s)
AT&T intends to sponsor the testimony of the following witness:

Witnesses:


Testimony Filed


Issues:
 Richard T. Guepe
Direct Testimony  

1,2,3,5,6,7,10,11,12,13,






15, and 17



Rebuttal Testimony

Exhibits:


None
(C)
AT&T’s Basic Position:  AT&T’s interconnection agreement with BellSouth provides the rates terms and conditions that apply for AT&T’s use of BellSouth’s transit service.  Pursuant to that ICA, when traffic is originated by AT&T, AT&T is responsible for compensating BellSouth for the transit function that it uses.  The principal embodied in the ICA, that the originating carrier is responsible for paying any applicable transit charges, should be adopted by the Commission as the appropriate means of compensation for transit traffic.   
(D), (E) and (F)
Questions of Fact, Law and Policy

ISSUE 1:
Is BellSouth’s Transit Service Tariff an appropriate mechanism to address transit service provided by BellSouth?
AT&T Position:  If a carrier utilizing BellSouth’s transit traffic service does not have a contract or agreement with BellSouth to obtain transit traffic service, the tariff is an appropriate alternative.  If transit traffic service is addressed in an agreement between BellSouth and the originating telecommunications service provider, the rates, terms and conditions of the tariff do not apply.
ISSUE 2:  
If an originating carrier utilizes the services of BellSouth as a tandem provider to switch and transport traffic to a third party not affiliated with BellSouth, what are the responsibilities of the originating carrier?
AT&T Position:  The originating carrier shall be responsible directly to the third party for all reciprocal compensation obligations.
ISSUE 3:
Which carrier should be responsible for providing compensation to BellSouth for
the provision of the transit transport and switching services?

AT&T Position:  The originating carrier should be responsible to pay the transit charges.
ISSUE 4:
What is BellSouth’s network arrangement for transit traffic and how is it typically routed from an originating party to a terminating third party?
AT&T Position:  AT&T’s ICA with BellSouth provides for BellSouth to provide the transit function.  BellSouth is in the best position to say how this traffic is typically routed.  
ISSUE 5:
Should the FPSC establish the terms and conditions that govern the relationship between an originating carrier and the terminating carrier, where BellSouth is providing transit service and the originating carrier is not interconnected with, and 
has no interconnection agreement with, the terminating carrier?  If so, what are the appropriate terms and conditions that should be established?
AT&T Position:  No.
ISSUE 6:
Should the FPSC determine whether and at what traffic threshold level an originating carrier should be required to forego use of BellSouth’s transit service and obtain direct interconnection with a terminating carrier?  If so, at what traffic level should an originating carrier be required to obtain direct interconnection with a terminating carrier?

AT&T Position:  No
.  
ISSUE 7:
How should transit traffic be delivered to the Small LEC’s networks?
AT&T Position:   The current process should be continued unless and until parties mutually agree on a different arrangement.
.
ISSUE 8:
Should the FPSC establish the terms and conditions that govern the relationship between BellSouth and a terminating carrier, where BellSouth is providing transit service and the originating carrier is not interconnected with, and has no interconnection agreement with, the terminating carrier?  If so, what are the appropriate terms and conditions that should be established?
AT&T Position:  No. The interconnection agreement between the carriers should govern.   
ISSUE 9:
Should the FPSC establish the terms and conditions of transit traffic between the transit service provider and the Small LECs that originate and terminate transit traffic?  If so, what are the terms and conditions?
AT&T Position:    No  
ISSUE 10:
What effect does transit service have on ISP bound traffic?
AT&T Position:  Transit Service has no effect on ISP bound traffic.
ISSUE 11:
How should charges for BellSouth’s transit service be determined? 

(a)
What is the appropriate rate for transit service?

(b)
What type of traffic do the rates identified in (a) apply?
AT&T Position:   AT&T’s interconnection agreement with BellSouth provides rates, terms and conditions for the provision of transit service.  
ISSUE 12:
Consistent with Order Nos. PSC-05-0517-PAA-TP and PSC-05-0623-CO-TP, have the parties to this docket (“parties”) paid BellSouth for transit service provided on or after February 11, 2005?  If not, what amounts if any are owed to BellSouth for transit service provided since February 11, 2005?  

AT&T Position:  AT&T’s interconnection agreement with BellSouth provides the rates terms and conditions for the provision of transit traffic service to AT&T, and as a result, the tariff that is subject of this proceeding is not applicable to AT&T.  AT&T has no knowledge of any other parties’ transit traffic relationship or financial obligations to BellSouth.
ISSUE 13:
Have parties paid BellSouth for transit service provided before February 11, 2005?  If not, should the parties pay BellSouth for transit service provided before February 11, 2005, and if so, what amounts, if any, are owed to BellSouth for transit service provided before February 11, 2005?  

AT&T Position:  AT&T’s interconnection agreement with BellSouth provides the rates terms and conditions for the provision of transit traffic service to AT&T, and as a result, the tariff that is subject of this proceeding is not applicable to AT&T.  AT&T has no knowledge of any other parties’ transit traffic relationship or financial obligations to BellSouth.
ISSUE 14:
What action, if any, should the FPSC undertake at this time to allow the Small 
LECs to recover the costs incurred or associated with BellSouth’s provision of transit service?

AT&T Position:  No position.
ISSUE 15:
Should BellSouth issue an invoice for transit services and if so, in what detail and to whom?
AT&T Position:  AT&T’s ICA with BellSouth governs the rendering and payment of billing for transit traffic.
ISSUE 16:
Should BellSouth provide to the terminating carrier sufficiently detailed call records to accurately bill the originating carrier for call termination?  If so, what information should be provided by BellSouth?  


AT&T Position:  AT&T’s ICA with BellSouth governs the rendering and payment of billing for transit traffic.  
ISSUE 17:
How should billing disputes concerning transit service be addressed?

AT&T Position:  In accordance with parties’ Interconnection agreements if  such an agreement exists.

(G)
Stipulated Issues



The parties have not stipulated  any issues 


(H)
Pending Motions


AT&T has no pending motions at the present time.
 

(I)
Other Requirements

There are no requirements of which AT&T is aware that cannot be complied with.







Respectfully submitted,

















s/ Tracy W. Hatch_____________________
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101 North Monroe Street 






Tallahassee, FL  32301

850/425-6361
Attorney for AT&T COMMUNICATIONS OF THE SOUTHERN STATES, LLC. 
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