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Florida Public Service Commission

2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard

Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850 November 19, 1999

Re: Docket No. 981834-TP - Petition of Competitive Carriers for Commission action
to support local competition in BellSouth’s service territory

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

Dear Ms. Bayo:

Please find enclosed an original and fifteen copies of GTE Florida Incorporated’s
Prehearing Statement for filing in the above matters. Also enclosed is a diskette with a
copy of the Prehearing Statement in WordPerfect 5.0 format. Service has been made
as indicated on the Certificate of Service. If there are any questions regarding this
filing, please contact me at (813) 483-2617.
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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION
In re: Petition of Competitive Carriers Docket No. 981834-TP
for Commission action to support
local competition in BellSouth
Telecommunications, Inc.’s service
territory

Docket No. 990321-TP
Filed: November 19, 1999
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In re: Petition of ACI Corp. d/b/a )
Accelerated Connections, Inc. for )
generic investigation to ensure )
that BellSouth Telecommunications, )
Inc., Sprint-Florida, Incorporated and )
GTE Florida Incorporated comply with )
obligation to provide alternative local )
exchange carriers with flexible, )
timely, and cost-efficient physical )
collocation )
)

GTE FLORIDA INCORPORATED’S PREHEARING STATEMENT

GTE Florida Incorporated (GTE) files its Prehearing Statement in accordance with
Commission Rule 25-22.038 and the Order Establishing Procedure in this case (Order No.
PSC-99-1991-PCO-TP).

A. Witnesses
John W. Ries will be GTE’s witness on all matters in this docket.
B. Exhibits

1. Shared Caged and Subleased Caged Collocation Guidelines and
Responsibilities, attached to Mr. Ries’ Direct Testimony as Exhibit A.

2. CLEC-to-CLEC Interconnect Guidelines and Responsibilities, attached to

Mr. Ries’ Direct Testimony as Exhibit B.
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GTE reserves the right to use or introduce additional exhibits at the hearing or other
appropriate points.
C. GTE’s Basic Position
The Commission should approve GTE’s recommendations for implementation of
collocation arrangements, as set forth in detail below. GTE's practices comply with FCC

requirements and appropriately balance ILEC and ALEC interests.

D., E., F.,, G. GTE’s Specific Positions
GTE believes the issues identified for resolution in this case are mixed questions

of fact, law, and policy. GTE’s positions follow.

Issue 1: When should an ILEC be required to respond to a complete and correct
application for collocation and what information should be included in that
response?

GTE’s Position: GTE will provide space availability and price quote information to the
ALEC within 15 days of submission of its complete and correct application. Any guidelines
the Commission adopts should allow GTE to maintain this practice.

Issue 2: If the information contained in the ILEC’s initial response is not sufficient
to complete a firm order, when should the ILEC provide such information or should
an alternative procedure be implemented?

GTE’s Position: GTE’s response to the application will provide all the information

necessary to place a firm order. Thus, no alternative procedure is necessary as to GTE.



Issue 3: To what areas does the term “premises” apply, as it pertains to physical
collocation and as it is used in the Act, the FCC’s Orders, and FCC Rules?

GTE’s Position: The FCC defines “premises” in its Rule 51.5. GTE interprets the FCC
Rule to mean that any GTE location identified in the NECA #4 tariff (listing GTE sites
nationwide) is available for collocation, although common sense must be used in real world
applications of this definition.

Issue 4: What obligation, if any, does an ILEC have to interconnect with ALEC
physical collocation equipment located “off-premises”?

GTE’s Position: The Act requires all telecommunications carriers to interconnect with the
facilities of other telecommunications carriers, whether they are located on- or off-
premises.

Issue 5: What terms and conditions should apply to converting virtual collocation
to physical collocation?

GTE’s Position: In general, an ALEC converting from virtual to physical collocation must
follow the standard process for a new physical collocation request.

Issue 6: What are the appropriate response and implementation intervals for ALEC
requests for changes to existing collocation space?

GTE'’s Position: It depends upon the type of change sought, but, in general, response and
implementation intervals are the same for collocation change requests as for new
collocation requests.

Issue 7: What are the responsibilities of the ILEC and collocators when:

A. A collocator shares space with, or subleases space to, another collocator.
GTE’s Position: In both the shared and sublease situations, the collocating ALECs will
share space in accordance with the terms and conditions they negotiate, within the

guidelines set by GTE. These detailed guidelines are included in Mr. Ries’ Direct
Testimony as Exhibit A.

B. A collocator cross-connects with another collocator.

GTE’s Position: In Exhibit B to his Direct Testimony, Mr. Ries sets forth in detail the
ILECs’ and ALECs’ rights and responsibilities in the cross-connect situation.




Issue 8: What is the appropriate provisioning interval for cageless collocation?

GTE’s Position: The provisioning intervals for caged and cageless collocation should be
the same. The presence or absence of a cage does not materially affect the time or
activities needed to prepare physical collocation space.

Issue 9: Whatis the appropriate demarcation point between ILEC and ALEC facilities
when the ALEC’s equipment is connected directly to the ILEC’s network without an
intermediate point of interconnection?

GTE’s Position: The appropriate demarcation point would be the ALEC-provided block
that connects to the main distribution frame (MDF) or a digital signal cross-connect (DSX)
panel.

Issue 10: What are the reasonable parameters forreserving space for future LEC and
ALEC use?

GTE'’s Position: GTE and ALECs alike should be able to reserve the amount of space
they can support with documented, funded business plans. ALECs reserving space should
be charged for the space reserved, just as GTE is required to pay for utilities, taxes, and
maintenance on vacant space in its central offices.

Issue 11: Can generic parameters be established for the use of administrative space
by an ILEC, when the ILEC maintains that there is insufficient space for physical
collocation? If so, what are they?

GTE'’s Position: No. Every central office is different, so that uniform parameters would
be unworkable. The ILEC’s use of administrative space should be evaluated on a case-by-
case basis, as it is today.

Issue 12: What types of equipment are the ILECs obligated to allow in a physical
collocation arrangement?

GTE’s Position: Under FCC Rules, the ILECs must permit collocation of all equipment
that is necessary for interconnection or access to unbundled elements.

Issue 13: If space is available, should the ILEC be required to provide price quotes
to an ALEC prior to receiving a firm order for space in a central office (CO)?

GTE'’s Position: GTE will provide price quotes prior to receiving a firm order.

Issue 14: Should an ALEC have the option to participate in the development of the
ILEC’s price quote, and if so, what time frames should apply?
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GTE’s Position: GTE’s tariff approach moots the issue of the ALEC “participating” in the
development of the price quote.

Issue 15: Should an ALEC be permitted to hire an ILEC-certified contractor to
perform space preparation, racking and cabling, and power work?

GTE’s Position: An ALEC can hire an ILEC-certified contractor, but GTE must retain
control of all scheduling and other coordination of work done on behalf of collocators.

Issue 16: For what reasons, if any, should the provisioning intervals be extended
without the need for an agreement by the applicant ALEC or filing by the ILEC of a
request for an extension of time?

GTE’s Position: The ILEC should not need to seek a waiver in all cases where it and the
ALEC agree to an extension of the provisioning interval. Also, no waiver should be
required where delays are out of the ILEC’s control (such as delays in delivery of the
ALEC'’s equipment and delays in issuance of building permits); where the ALEC materially
changes its application; and where the ALEC fails to complete work items for which it is
responsible within the designated time frame.

Issue 17: How should the costs of security arrangements, site preparation,
collocation space reports, and other costs necessary to the provisioning of
collocation space, be allocated among multiple carriers?

GTE’s Position: GTE's tariff will generally determine these costs; there is no need for a
separate allocation mechanism.

Issue 18: If insufficient space is available to satisfy the collocation request, should
the ILEC be required to advise the ALEC as to what space is available?

GTE'’s Position: It is GTE’s policy to do so.

Issue 19: If an ILEC has been granted a waiver from the physical collocation
requirements for a particular CO, and the ILEC later makes modifications that create
space that would be appropriate for collocation, when should the ILEC be required
to inform the Commission and any requesting ALECs of the availability of space in
that office?

GTE’s Position: The ILEC should inform interested parties by means of a posting on its
website within 10 days of the space becoming available.

Issue 20: What process, if any, should be established for forecasting collocation
demand for CO expansions and additions?
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GTE’s Position: GTE does not believe any process should be mandated. Rather, the
ILECs should be able to consider all market and historical collocation demand information
that will aid in the forecasting process. Above all, ILECs should not be required to
undertake additions based on ALEC forecasts of space needs.

Issue 21: Applying the FCC’s “first-come, first-served” rule, if space becomes
available in a central office because a waiver is denied or a modification is made,

who should be given priority?

GTE’s Position: The fairest and most efficient approach would be to give priority to the
first ALEC submitting a firm order for the space.

H. Stipulated Issues
GTE is unaware of any stipulations at this time.
l. Pending Matters
GTE is unaware of any pending matters.
J. Procedural Requirements

To the best of its knowledge, GTE can comply with all requirements set forth in the

procedural order in this case.

Respectfully submitted on November 19, 1999.
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wAKimberly Caswell
P. O. Box 110, FLTC0007
Tampa, Florida 33601-0110
Telephone No. (813) 483-2617

Attorney for GTE Florida Incorporated



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| HEREBY CERTIFY that copies of GTE Florida Incorporated’s Prehearing
Statement in Docket Nos. 981834-TP and 990321-TP were sent via U. S. mail on

November 19, 1999 to the parties on the attached list.

(Gt 0L

_@ I kl/mberly Caswall




. Staff Counsel

Florida Public Service Commission
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850

Richard D. Melson
Gabriel E. Nieto
Hopping Law Firm

123 S. Calhoun Street
Tallahassee, FL 32314

Peter M. Dunbar

Barbara Auger

Pennington Law Firm

215 S, Monroe St., 2™ Floor
Tallahassee, FL 32301

Kenneth Hoffman

Rutledge Law Firm

215 S. Monroe St., Suite 420
Tallahassee, FL 32302

Terry Monroe

CompTel

1900 M Street N.W.
Suite 800

Washington, DC 20036

Angela Green

Fla. Public Telecomm. Assn.
125 S. Gadsden Street
Suite 200

Tallahassee, FL 32301

Floyd Self/Norman Horton
Messer Law Firm

215 S. Monroe St., Suite 701
Tallahassee, FL 32302

Nancy Sims

BellSouth Telecomm. Inc.

150 S. Monroe Street, Suite 400
Tallahassee, FL 32301-1556

Jeremy Marcus

Kristin Smith

Blumenfeld & Cohen

1625 Massachusetts Avenue, NW
Suite 300

Washington, DC 20036

Time Warner AxS of Florida
2301 Lucien Way, Suite 300
Maitland, FL 32751

Andrew lsar

Telecomm. Resellers Assn.
4312 92" Avenue, N.W.
Gig Harbor, WA 98335

Michael A. Gross

Fla. Cable Telecomm. Assn.
310 N. Monroe Street
Tallahassee, FL 32301

Scott Sapperstein
Intermedia Comm. [nc.
3625 Queen Palm Drive
Tampa, FL 33619-1309

Marilyn H. Ash

MGC Communications Inc.
3301 North Buffalo Drive
Las Vegas, NV 89129

James Falvey

e.spire Communications
133 National Business Parkway
Suite 200

Annapolis Junction, MD 20701

Accelerated Connections Inc.
7337 South Revere Parkway
Englewood, CO 80112

Rhonda P. Merritt
AT&T Communications
101 N. Monroe Street
Suite 700

Tallahassee, FL 32301

C. Pellegrini/Patrick Wiggins
Wiggins Law Firm

2145 Delta Blvd., Suite 200
Tallahassee, FL 32303

Vicki Kaufman/Joe McGilothlin
McWhirter Law Firm

117 S. Gadsden Street
Tallahassee, FL 32301

Donna McNulty
MCI WorldCom
325 John Knox Road, Suite 105
Tallahassee, FL 32303



. Mark E. Buechele

Supra Telecommunications
2620 SW 27" Avenue
Miami, FL 33133

Charles J. Beck
Deputy Public Counsel
Office of Public Counsel

111 W. Madison Street, Room 812

Tallahassee, FL 32399-1400

Bettye Willis

ALLTEL Communications
Services Inc.

One Allied Drive

Little Rock, AR 72203

Michael P. Goggin
BellSouth Telecomm. Inc.
150 West Flagler Street
Suite 1910

Miami, FL 33130

Laura L. Gallagher

101 E. College Avenue
Suite 302

Tallahassee, FL 32301

Christopher Goodpastor
Covad Communications Co.
9600 Great Hills Trail

Suite 150 W

Austin, TX 78759

J. Jeffry Wahlen
Ausley & McMullen
227 S. Calhoun Street
Tallahassee, FL 32302

E. Earl Edenfield Jr.
BellSouth Telecomm. Inc.
675 W. Peachtree Street
Suite 4300

Atlanta, GA 30375

James P. Campbell
MediaOne

101 E. College Avenue
Suite 302
Tallahassee, FL 32301

S. Masterson/C. Rehwinkel
Sprint-Florida Incorporated
1313 Blairstone Road

MC FLTLHOO0107
Tallahassee, FL 32301

Anita L. Fourcard
Lockheed Martin IMS
Comm. Industry Services
1200 K Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20005



