4,5\_;’ L
RUTLEDGE, ECENIA, UNDERWOOD, PURNELL & HOFFMAN

PROFESSIONAL ASSOCIATION F B‘ *P r
ATTORNEYS AND COUNSELORS AT LAW

STEPHEN A, ECENIA POST OFFICE BOX 551, 32302-0551 GOVERNMENTAL CONSULTANTS:
215 SOUTH MONROE STREET, SUITE 420
INETH A, HOFFMAN ' PATRICK R. MALOY
KEN AH TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA 32301-1844
THOMAS W. KONRAD

AMY J. YOUNG
MICHAEL G. MAIDA

R. DAVID PRESCOTT
HAROLD F. X, PURNELL
GARY R. RUTLEDGE August 5, 1997
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WILLIAM B, WILLINGHAM

TELEPHONE (904) 681-6788
TELECOPIER (904) 681-6515

Ms. Blanca S. Bayo, Director
Division of Records and Reporting
Florida Public Service Commission
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard

Betty Easley Conference Center
Room 110

Tallahassee, Florida 3239%-0850

HAND DELIVERY

Re: Docket No. 960786-TL

Dear Ms..Bay®:

Enclosed herewith for filing in the above-referenced docket on
behalf of Teleport Communications Group, Inc. ("TCG")

are the
following documents:

1. Original and fifteen copies of TCG's Prehearing
Statement; and

2. A disk in word Perfect 6.0 containing a copy of the
ocument .
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Please acknowledge receipt of these documents by stamping the
extra copy of this letter "filed" and returning the same to me.
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Thank you for your assistance with this filing.

Sincerely,
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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

In re: Consideration of BellSouth
Telecommunications, Inc.’s entry
into interLATA services pursuant
to Section 271 of the Federal
Telecommunications Act of 1996.

Docket No. 960786-TL

Filed: &aAugust 5, 1997

PREHEARING STATEMENT OF
TELEPORT COMMUNICATIONS GROUP, INC.

Teleport Communications Group, Inc. ("TCG"), pursuant to Order
Nos. PSC-96-0945-PCO-TL (Initial Order Establishing Procedure),
PSC-927-0703-PCO-TL (Second Order Establishing Procedure) and PSC-
97-0792-PCO-TL (Order Modifying Procedural Schedule and Issues
List) and Rule 25-22.038(2), Florida Administrative Code,
respectfully submits the following Prehearing Statement in the
above-captioned docket.

A. Witnesses

TCG will present the rebuttal testimony of the following
witnesses:

Witness Subject Matter Issue Nos.

1. Frank Hoffmann, Jr. BellSouth dces not 2
provide interconnection
to its competitors that
is at least equal to that
provided by BellSouth to
itself, its subsidiaries,
its affiliates or any
other party, and BellSocuth
does not sgatisfy the first
Checklist item.

2. Paul XKouroupas The performance 2,3a
measures proposed by
BellSouth are not adequate

to demonstrate compl%ange
VOCUMEHT simanr i mae
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with the Checklist items of
Section 271 of the Act.

B. Exhibits
TCG intends to present the following exhibit included in the

rebuttal testimony of Mr. Kouroupas:

Exhibit No, Witnegs Description
PK-1 Paul Kouroupas List of regulatory

commissions that Mr.
Kouroupas has testified
before.
TCG reserves the right to utilize additional exhibits for
purposes of cross-examination.
C. Basic Position
BellScuth has failed to demonstrate that it is in compliance
with the Competitive Checklist set forth in Section 271(c) (2) (B} of
the Act.

D. Issues and Positions

1.A. Has BellSouth met the requirements of section
271 (c) (1) {A) of the Telecommunications Act of 19967

ICG: No.

(a) Has BellSouth entered into one or
more binding agreements approved
under Section 252 with unaffiliated
competing providers of telephone
exchange service?

TCE: Yes.
{b} 1Is BellSouth providing access and
interconnection to its network
facilities for the network
facilities of such competing
providers?
TCG: No. BellSouth does not provide nondiscriminatory access

and interconnection for competing providers.



TCG:

{c) Are such competing providers
providing telephone exchange service
to residential and business
customers either exclusively over
their own telephone exchange service
facilities or predominantly over
their own telephone exchange service
facilities?

TCG does not have sufficient information to respond to
thig issue. However, BellSouth carries the burden to
affirmatively demonstrate that it has satisfied each
requirement of the Competitive Checklist in Section
271(c) (1) (B) of the Act.

Has BellSouth met the requirements of gection
271(c) (1) (B) of the Telecommunications Act of 15967

No. Section 271(¢) (1) (B) is applicable only if no
provider has requested access or interconnection within
the designated time period. Providers have requested
such access and interconnection. Moreover, BellSouth has
entered into agreements to provide such access and
interconnection, and BellSouth is not eligible to seek
relief under Section 271(c) (1) (B).

(a) Has an unaffiliated competing
provider of telephone exchange
service requested access and

interconnection with BellSouth?

Yes. TCG and other carriers have requested access and
interconnection f£rom BellSouth.

(b} Has a statement of terms and
conditions that BellSouth generally
offers to provide access and
interconnection been approved or
permitted to take effect under
Section 252 (f)?

TCG does not have sufficient information to respond to
this issue. However, BellSouth carries the burden to
affirmatively demonstrate that it has satisfied each
requirement of the Competitive Checkliat in Section
271 (c) (1) (B) of the Act.

Can BellSouth meet the requirements of section 271 (¢} (1)
through a combination of track A (Section 271 (c) {1) (A))
and track B (Section 271(c) (1) (B))? If so, has BellSouth
met all of the requirements of those sections?



TCGE: No. Section 271 does not permit BellSouth to meet the
requirements of Section 271({c¢) (1) through a combination
of Track A (Section 271(c) (1) (A)) and Track B (Section
271 (c) (1) (B)).

2. Has BellSouth provided interconnection in accordance with
the requirements of sections 251(c) (2) and 252(d) (1) of
the Telecommunications &Act of 1996, pursuant ¢to
271(c) (2) (B} (i) and applicable rules promulgated by the
FCC?

TCG: No. BellSocuth is not providing interconnection in

accordance with Section 271 (c) (1) (B) (i) because it has
not demonstrated that it is providing interconnection
services to its competitors that is at least equal to
that provided by BellSouth to itself, its own customers,
and its affiliates.

3. Has BellSouth provided nondiscriminatory access to
network elements in accordance with the requirements of
gsections 251 (¢) (3) and 252 (d) (1) of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996, pursuant to
271 (c) (2) (B) (1ii) and applicable rules promulgated by the
FCC?

TCGE: No. BellSouth has not demonstrated that it is providing
nondiscriminatory acceas to network elementsa in
accordance with the requirements of Sections 253 (e¢) (3)
and 252 (d) (1) of the Act.

(a) Has BellSouth developed performance
standards and measurements? If so,
are they being met?

TCG: No. BellSouth has not developed performance standards
and measurements that would allow it to demonstrate its
compliance with any of the Section 271 Competitive
Checklist requirements.

4. Has BellSouth provided nondiscriminatory access to the
poles, ducts, conduits, and rights-of-way owned or
controlled by BellSouth at just and reasonable rates in
accordance with the requirements o©of section 224 of the
Communications Act of 1934 as amended by the

Telecommunications Act of 1996, pursuant to
271 (¢} (2) (B) (iii) and applicable rules promulgated by the
FCC?

TCG: TCG does not have sufficient information to respond to
this issue. However, BellSouth carriesg the burden to
affirmatively demonstrate that it has satisfied each
requirement of the Competitive Checklist in Section

4



TCG:

271(c) (1) (B) of the Act.

Has BellSouth unbundled the 1local loop transmission
between the central office and the customer’s premises
from local switching or other services, pursuant to
gection 271{(c) (2) {B) {iv) and applicable rules promulgated
by the FCC?

TCG does not have sufficient information to respond to
this issue. However, BellScuth carries the burden to
affirmatively demonstrate that it has satisfied each
requirement of the Competitive Checklist in Section
271(c) (1) (B) of the Act.

Has BellSouth unbundled the local transport on the trunk
gide of a wireline local exchange carrier switch from
switching or other services, pursuant to sec¢tion
271 (¢} {2) (B) (v} and applicable rules promulgated by the
FCC?

TCG does not have sufficient information to respond to
this issue. HEowever, BellSouth carries the burden to
affirmatively demonstrate that it has satisfied each
requirement of the Competitive Checklist in Section
271(c) (1) (B) of the Act.

Hasg BellSouth provided unbundled local switching from
transport, local loop transmission, or other services,
pursuant to section 271 (c) (2) (B) {(vi) and applicable rules
promulgated by the FCC?

TCG does not have sufficient information to respond to
this issue. However, BellSouth carries the burden to
affirmatively demonstrate that it has gatisfied each
regquirement of the Competitive Checklist in Section
271 (e) (1) (B) of the Act.

Has BellSouth provided nondiscriminatory access to the
following, pursuant to section 271({c) (2) (B} (vii) and
applicable rules promulgated by the FCC:

(a) 9211 and E911 services;

TCG does not have sufficient information to respond to
this issue. However, BellSouth carries the burden to
affirmatively demonstrate that it has satisfied each
requirement of the Competitive Checklist in Section
271 (c) (1) (B) of the Act.

(b) directory assistance services to allow the other
telecommunications carrier’s customers to obtain
telephone numbers; and,

5



TCG:

10.

11.

12.

TCG does not have sufficient information to respond to
this issue. However, BellSouth carries the burden to
affirmatively demonstrate that it has satisfied each
requirement of the Competitive Checklist in Section
271{(c) (1) (B) of the Act.

(¢) operator call completion services?

TCG does not have sufficient information to respond to
this issgue. However, BellScuth carries the burden to
affirmatively demonstrate that it has satisfied each
requirement of the Competitive Checklist in Section
271{c) (1) (B) of the Act.

Has BellSouth provided white pages directory listings for
cugstomers of other telecommunications carrier’s telephone
exchange service, pursuant to section 271 (c} (2) (B) (viii)
and applicable rules promulgated by the FCC?

TCG does not have sufficient information to respond to
this issue. However, BellSouth carries the burden to
affirmatively demonstrate that it has satisfied each
requirement of the Competitive Checklist in Section
271(c) (1) (B) of the Act.

Has BellSouth provided nondiscriminatory access to
telephone  numbers for assignment to the other
telecommunications carrier’s telephone exchange service
customers, pursuant to section 271{(c) (2} (B) {(ix) and
applicable rules promulgated by the FCC?

TCG does not have sufficient information to respond to
this issue. However, BellScuth carries the burden to
affirmatively demonstrate that it has satisfied each
requirement of the Competitive Checklist in Section
271(ec) (1) (B) of the Act.

Has BellSouth provided nondiscriminatory access to
databases and associated signaling necessary for call
routing and completion, pursuant to section
271{c}) (2) (B) {(x}) and applicable rulesg promulgated by the
FCC?

TCG does not have sufficient information to respond to
this issue. However, BellSouth carries the burden to
affirmatively demonstrate that it has satigfied each
requirement of the Competitive Checklist in Section
271(c) (1) (B} of the act.

Has BellSouth provided number portability, pursuant to
section 271 (¢) (2) (B) (xi} and applicable rules promulgated
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13.

14.

15.

by the FCC?

TCG does not have sgsufficient information to respond to
this issue. However, BellSouth carries the burden to
affirmatively demonstrate that it has satigfied each
requirement of the Competitive Checklist in Section
271 (c) (1) (B} of the Act.

Has BellSouth provided nondiscriminatory access to such
services or information as are necessary to allow the
requesting carrier to implement local dialing parity in
accordance with the requirements of section 251(b) {(3) of
the Telecommunications Act of 1996, pursuant to section
271 {c) (2) (B) (xii) and applicable rules promulgated by the
FCC?

TCG does not have sufficient information to respond to
this issue. However, BellSouth carries the burden to
affirmatively demonstrate that it has satisfied each
requirement of the Competitive Checklist in Section
271(c) (1) (B) of the Act.

Has BellSouth provided reciprocal compensation
arrangements 1in accordance with the requirements of
section 252(d) (2} of the Telecommunications Act of 1996,
purguant to section 271(c) (2) (B) {(xiii) and applicable
rules promulgated by the FCC?

TCG does not have sufficient information to respond to
this issue. However, BellSouth carries the burden to
affirmatively demonstrate that it has satisfied each
requirement of the Competitive Checklist in Section
271{c) (1) (B) of the Act.

Has BellSouth provided telecommunications services
available for resale in accordance with the requirements
of sections 251 {c) (4) and 252 {d) (3) of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996, pursuant to section
271 (c) (2) (B) (xiv) and applicable rules promulgated by the
rCC?

TCG does not have sufficient information to respond to
this issue. However, BellSouth carries the burden to
affirmatively demonstrate that it has satisfied each
requirement of the Competitive Checklist in Section
271 (ec) (1) (B) of the Act.

{a} Has BellSouth developed performance standards and
measurements? If so, are they being met?

Tcg dqes not have sufficient information to respond to
this issgue. However, BellScuth carries the burden to
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affirmatively demonstrate that it has satisfied each
requirement of the Competitive Checklist in Section
271 (c) (1) (B) of the Act.

16. By what date does BellSouth propose to provide interLATA
toll dialing parity throughout Florida pursuant to
section 271({e) {2) {A) of the Telecommunications Act of
1996.

TCG: TCG does not have sufficient information to respond to
this issue. However, BellSouth carries the burden to
affirmatively demonstrate that it has =atisfied each
requirement of the Competitive Checklist in Section
271(c) (1) (B} of the Act.

17. If the answer to issues 2-15 is "yes", have those
requirements been met in a single agreement or through a
combination of agreements?

TCG: The answer to issues 2, 3, 3.A and possibly other issues
is "no".

18. Should this docket be closed?

TCG; TCG takes no position at this time.

BE. STIPULATIONS

TCG is not a party to any stipulations at this time.

F. PENDING MOTIONS

TCG has no pending motions at this time.

G. OTHER REQUIREMENTS

TCG Dbelieves that this Prehearing Statement is fully
responsive to the requirements of the above-stated procedural

orders and Rule 25-22.038(2), Florida Administrative Code.

Respectfully submitted,

bt /2 hllfe
KENNETH A’ HOFFMAX] ESOQ.

WILLIAM B. WILLINGHAM, ESQ.

Rutledge, Ecenia, Underwood,
Purnell & Hoffman, P.A.

P. O. Box 551

Tallahassee, FL 32302

(904) 681-6788 (telephone)

{904) 681-6515 {(fax)




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the Prehearing Statement of

Teleport Communications Group.

Inc. was furnished by U. S. Mail to

the following this 5th day of August, 1997:

Tracy Hatch, Esq.
Marsha E. Rule, Esqg.

AT&T
101 N. Monroe Street
Suite 700

Tallahassee, FL 32301-1549

Robin Dunson, Esg.

AT&T

1200 Peachtree Street, N.E.
Atlanta, GA 30309-7733

Nancy White

¢/o Ms. Nancy H. Sims
BellSouth Telecommunications
150 South Monroe Street
Suite 400

Tallahassee, FL 32301-1556

Everett Boyd, Esqg.
P. 0. Drawer 1170
Tallahassee, FL 32302

J.P. Gillan and Asso.
P. O. Box 541038
Crlando, FL 32854-1038

Richard Melson, Esqg.
P. 0. Box 6526
Tallahassee, FL 32314

Patricia Kurlin, Esq.
Intermedia Communications
3625 Queen Palm Drive
Tampa, FL 33619-1309

Brian Sulmonetti

1515 S. Federal Highway
#400

Boca Raton, FL 33432-7404

Thomas K. Bond

780 Johnson Ferry Road
#700

Atlanta, GA 30342

Floyd Self, Esqg.
P. 0. Box 1876
Tallahassee, FL 32302

Peter Dunbar, Esg.
P. O. Box 100895
Tallahassee, FL 32301

Jeffrey Walker
1425 Greenway Drive. #210
Irving, TX 75038

Benjamin W. Fincher
3100 Cumberland Circle
Atlanta, GA 30339

Richard Rindler
3000 K. Street, N.W. #300
Washington, DC 20007

Andrew Isar

P. O. Box 2461

Gig Harbor, Washington 98335-
4461

Sue Weiske, Esq.
160 Inverness Dr., West
Englewood, CO 80112

Patrick K. Wiggins, Esq.
Donna L. Canzano, Esg.
P. O. Drawer 1657
Tallahassee, FL 32302

Monica Barone, Esg.

FPSC

Division of Legal Services
Room 370

2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850

Joseph A. McGlothlin, Esqg.
Vicki Gordon Kaufman, Esqg.
117 8. Gadsden Street
Tallahassee, FL 32301



Laura L. Wilson, Esqg.
Charles F. Dudley, Esg.
FCTA

310 North Monroe Street
Tallahassee, FL 32301

James C, Falvey

American Communications Services, Inc.
131 National Business Parkway, Suite 100

Annapolis Junction, MD 20701
Mtlia - [S, /TA/,ZA/
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