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INTERMEDIA COMMUNICATIONS INC.’S

PREHEARING STATEMENT

INTERMEDIA COMMUNICATIONS INC. (“Intermedia”) hereby files its prehearing

statement pursuant to Rule 25-22.038(3), Florida Administrative Code, and Order No. PSC-99-

1991-PCO-TP/

A. WITNESSES ISSUES
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B. EXHIBITS
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C. BASIC POSITION

In the federal Telecommunications Act of 1996 (the “1996 Act”), Congress
created a procompetitive national policy framework for telecommunications, opening all
telecommunications markets to competition. At the heart of the 1996 Act’s market-opening
provisions is Section 251 which, among other things, requires incumbent local exchange carriers
(“ILECs”) to provide collocation to competing telecommunications carriers. To implement the
1996 Act’s market-opening mandates, the Federal Communications Commission (the “FCC”)
has promulgated a number of procompetitive rules. The FCC also has charged the state
commissions with the unenviable task of ensuring that the procompetitive mandates of the 1996
Act are implemented in their respective jurisdictions. It is, therefore, this Commission’s
responsibility to promote Congress’ goal by ensuring that alternative local exchange carriers
(“ALECs”) have an unencumbered ability to interconnect and collocate with the ILECs,
including BellSouth, GTE, and Sprint.

For many competitive carriers, the need to collocate with the ILECs in order to provide
ubiquitous service is paramount. Collocation, however, is expensive and resource-intensive.
Further, the amount of collocation space is not unlimited. Consequently, the Commission must
establish a procompetitive regulatory framework that maximizes the ability of the ALECs to
collocate without undue delay, and minimizes the ability of the ILECs to act anticompetitively.
More specifically, the Commission should carefully craft rules that would allow ALECs to
obtain collocation with the least expense and in the shortest time possible, while ensuring that

valuable collocation space is put to productive use.

D. QUESTION OF FACT: None.
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E & F. STATEMENT OF EACH QUESTION OF LAW AND POLICY AT ISSUE
AND INTEREMDIA’S POSITION ON EACH SUCH ISSUE

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?

Position: The ILEC should inform the -requesting ALEC that a space is available/not
available within 10 business days of the date of the application. The ILEC should provide a
complete response, containing detailed cost-estimates and other information sufficient to permit
the ALEC to complete a firm order, within 30 business days from the date of the initial

application.

Issue 2; If the information included in the ILEC’s initial response is not sufficient to

complete a firm order, when should the ILEC provide such information or should an altermative
procedure be implemented.

Position: If the information provided by the ILEC is incomplete, the ILEC should be
required to provide additional or corrected information within five business days of the ALEC’s

request for additional information.

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?
Position: The term premises should be interpreted broadly to include all areas, including

areas adjacent to ILEC central offices, which are under the control of the ILEC.

Issue 4: What obligations, if any, does an ILEC have to interconnect with ALEC

physical collocation equipment located “off-premises.”

DCO1/SORIE/96829.1 3



Position: The ILEC has an obligation to interconnect with the ALEC whether the

equipment is located off-premises or on-premises.

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

Position: Conversion from virtual collocation to physical collocation should be
seamless. Because the Federal Communications Commission’s (“FCC”) rules allow the
commingling of ILEC and ALEC equipment, conversion from virtual collocation to physical
collocation should not necessitate equipment relocation even if the virtually collocated

equipment is in the same line-up as the ILEC equipment.

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

Position: For minor changes, the ALEC should be allowed to perform the change
without a formal application; the ALEC should give the ILEC one day’s notice prior to the
planned change. For intermediate or augmentation changes, the ILEC should provide a response
to an application within five business days, and should implement the change within 45 business
days from the date of the application. For major changes, the ILEC should provide a response to
an application within ten business days, and should implement the change within 60 business

days from the date of the application.

Issue 7: What are the responsibilities of the ILEC and collocators when:
A. a collocator shares space with, or subleases space to, another collocator;

B. a collocator cross-connects with another collocator.
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Position: Rules 51.323(k)(1) and 51.323(h) of the FCC’s rules clearly define the ALEC
and ILEC obligations with respect to shared collocation and cross-connections between

collocators.

Issue 8: What is the appropriate provisioning interval for cageless physical collocation?
Position: The ILECs should provision cageless physical collocation within 60 business

days from the date of the collocation application.

Issue 9: What is 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?

Position: No position at this time.

Issue 10: What are reasonable parameters for reserving space for future LEC and ILEC
use?

Position: ILECs should have enough space for at least two collocators in every CO.
When the amount of available space falls below that which would be required to accommodate at
least two collocators, the ILEC should be required to surrender the space it has reserved for
future growth. Rules 51.323(f)(4), 51.323(f)(5), and 51.323(f)(6) of the FCC’s rules provide

additional guidance.

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?
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Position: Generic parameters can, and should be, established. Ifthe use of the
administrative space is unnecessary, or the activity for which the space is reserved can be

performed equally effectively elsewhere, the administrative space must be surrendered.

Issue 12: What types of equipment are the ILECs obligated to allow in a physical
collocation arrangement?
Position:  Rule 51.323(b) of the FCC’s rules provide explicit guidelines on what types of

equipment are allowed to be collocated.

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

A. If an LEC should provide price quotes to an ALEC prior to receiving a firm order
from that ALEC, when should the quote be provided?

B. If an ILEC should provide price quotes to an ALEC prior to receiving a firm order
from that ALEC, should the quote provide detailed costs?

Position: ILECs should provide complete and detailed price quotes sufficient to permit

an ALEC to complete a firm order, within 30 business days of a collocation request.

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?

Position: No position at this time.

Issue 15: Should an ALEC be permitted to hire an ILEC certified contractor to perform

space preparation, racking and cabling, and power work?
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Position: Rule 51.323(j) of the FCC’s rules requires ILECs to permit (but not require) a
collocator to use an ILEC-approved subcontractor to perform the construction of physical

collocation arrangements.

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 TLEC of a request for an

extension of time?

Position: The provisioning interval may not be extended unilaterally by the ILEC.
Rather, the ILEC should be required to file an application for an extension of the provisioning

deadline at least thirty business days prior to the end of the deadline.

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
between multiple carriers?

Position: Costs directly attributable to individual collocators should be allocated on a

pro rata basis.

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?

Position: The ILEC should inform the requesting ALEC if the available space is
insufficient to address the collocator’s requirements. The ALEC should then have the option of

changing its request to accommodate the available space.

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
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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?

Position: The ILECs should be required to maintain a waiting list of ALECs that have
requested collocation space and have been denied. When additional space becomes available,
the ILECs should immediately inform both the Commission and the ALECs on the waiting list.
Priority (i.e., right of first refusal) should be given to the ALECs based on the dates on which the
ALECs submitted their collocation requests (see Intermedia’s position in response to issue no. 21

below).

Issue 20: What process, if any, should be established for forecasting collocation demand
for CO additions or expansions?

Position: The ILECs should maintain a forecast that incorporates a three-year horizon.

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?

Position: Priority should be based on the dates on which the ALECs submitted their
initial collocation requests (i.e., the oldest collocation request comes first, followed by the next

oldest, and so on).

G. STIPULATED ISSUES: None.

H. PENDING MOTIONS: None.

L REQUIREMENTS THAT CANNOT BE COMPLIED WITH: None.
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Respectfully submitted this 19" day of November, 1999.

INTERMEDIA COMMUNICATIONS INC.

By: M‘f- \&P

Scott A. Sapperstein b
Intermedia Communications Inc.
3625 Queen Palm Drive

Tampa, Florida 33619

(813) 829-4093

(813) 829-4923 (facsimile)

Its Attorney
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

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

Mail this 19" day of November, 1999 to the following:

BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.
Ms. Nancy H. Sims

150 South Monroe St., Suite 400
Tallahassee, FL 32301-1556

ACI Corp.
7337 S. Revere Parkway
Englewood, CO 80112

BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. (Mia)

Nancy B. White
150 West Flagler St., Suite 1910
Miami, FL 33130

Blumemfeld & Cohen

Elise Kiely/Jeffrey Blumenfeld
1625 Massachusetts Ave. NW
Suite 300

Washington, DC 20036

e.spire Communications, Inc.
James Falvey

133 National Business Parkway
Suite 200

Annapolis Junction, MD 20701

Florida Competitive Carriers Assoc.
c¢/o McWhirter Law Firm

Vicki Kaufman

117 S. Gadsden St.

Tallahassee, FL 32301

AT&T Communications of the
Southern States, Inc.

Ms. Rhonda P. Merritt

101 North Monroe St., Suite 700
Tallahassee, FL 32301-1549

Accelerated Connections, Inc.
7337 South Revere Parkway
Englewood, CO 33414

BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.
(Atl)

E. Earl Edenfield, Jr.

675 W. Peachtree St., #4300
Atlanta, GA 30375

Convad Communications Company
Christopher V. Goodpaster

9600 Great Hills Trail, Suite 150 W
Austin, TX 78759

Florida Cable Telecommunications
Assoc., Inc.

Michael A. Gross

310 N. Monroe St.

Tallahassee, FL 32301

Florida Public Telecommunications
Assoc.

Angela Green, General Counsel
125 S. Gadsden St., #200
Tallahassee, FL 32301-1525



GTE Florida Incorporated
Kimberly Caswell

P.O. Box 110, FLTC0007
Tampa, FL 33601-0110

GTE Florida Incorporated

Ms. Beverly Y. Menard

c/o Ms. Margo B. Hammar

106 East College Avenue, Suite 810
Tallahassee, FL 32301-7704

Lockheed Martin IMS

Anita L. Fourcard
Communications Industry Services
1200 K Street, N.W.

Washington, DC 20005

ALLTEL Communications Services, Inc.

Bettye Willis
One Allied Drive
Little Rock, AR 72203-2177

Messer Law Firm

Floyd Self/Norman Horton
P.O. Box 1876
Tallahassee, FL 32302

Pennington Law Firm

Peter Dunbar/Barbara Auger/Marc Dunbar

P.O. Box 10095
Tallahassee, FL 32301

Hopping Law Firm

Richard Melson/Gabriel Nieto
P.O. Box 6526

Tallahassee, FL 32314

Intermedia Communications, Inc.
Scott Sapperstein

3625 Queen Palm Drive

Tampa, FL 33619-1309

MCImetro Access Transmission
Services LLC

Ms. Donna Canzano McNulty
325 John Knox Road, Suite 105
Tallahassee, FL 32303

MediaOne Florida Telecommunications,
Inc.

c/o Laura L. Gallagher

101 E. College Ave., Suite 302
Tallahassee, FL 32301

MGC Communications, Inc.
Susan Huther

3301 North Buffalo Drive
Las Vegas, NV 89129

Sprint Communications Company
Limited Partnership

Susan Masterton/Charles Rehwinkel
P.O. Box 2214

MC: FLTLHOO0107

Tallahassee, FL 32316-2214



Sprint-Florida, Incorporated

Mr. F. B. (Ben) Poag

P.O. Box 2214 (MCFLTLHO0107)
Tallahassee, FL 32316-2214

TCG South Florida

c/o Rutledge Law Firm
Kenneth Hoffman

P.O. Box 551

Tallahassee, FL 32302-0551

Time Warner Telecom
Ms. Carloyn Marek
233 Bramerton Court
Franklin, TN 37069

Time Warner Telecom
2301 Lucien Way, Suite 300
Maitland, FL 32751

MCI WorldCom

Donna McNulty, Esq.

325 John Knox Road, Suite 105
Tallahassee, FL 32303

Supra Telecommunications &
information Systems, Inc.
Mark E. Buechele

2620 S. W. 27" Avenue
Miami, FL 33133

Telecommunications Resellers Assoc.
Andrew lIsar

3220 Uddenberg Lane, Suite 4

Gig Harbor, WA 98335

Wiggins Law Firm

Charlie Pellegrini/Patrick Wiggins
P.O. Drawer 1657

Tallahassee, FL 32302

CompTel

Terry Monroe

1900 M Street, NW, Suite 800
Washington, DC 20036

Ausley Law Firm

Jeffry Wahlen

P.O. Box 391
Tallahassee, FL 32302

Aotig dueeS

Scott A. Sapperstein




