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In re: 	 Implementation of requirements arising I DOCKET NO. 030852-TP 

FILED: FEBRUARY 2,2004 ~Ol' ,S510 ~from Federal Communications Commission's 
CLERKtriermial UNE review: Location-Specific 

Review for DSl, DS3 and Dark Fiber Loops, 
and Route-Specific Review for DS 1, DS3 and 
Dark Fiber Trans ort. 

STAFF'S PREHEARING STATEMENT 

Pursuant to Order Nos. PSC-03-1055-PCO-TP and PSC-03-1265-PCO-TP, the Staffof 
the Florida Public Service Commission files its Prehearing Statement. 

a. 	 All Known Witnesses 


Staff has no witnesses at this time. 


b. 	 All Known Exhibits 


Staff has no exhibits at this time. 


c. 	 Staffs Statement of Basic Position 

Staffs positions are preliminary and based on materials filed by the parties and on 
discovery. The preliminary positions are offered to assist the parties in preparing for the 
hearing. Staffs final positions will be based upon all the evidence in the record and may 
differ from the preliminary positions stated herein. 

d. 	 Staffs Position on the Issues 

ISSUE 1: To what specific customer locations have two or more competing providers, 
not affiliated with each other or the ILEC, including intennodal providers of service 
comparable in quality to that of the ILEC, deployed their own DS-l facilities including 
leased, purchased or UNE dark fiber with the carrier's own optronics attached to activate 

AUS the fiber) and offer DS-l loops over their own facilities on a widely available basis to 
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ISSUE 2: To what specific customer locations have two or more competing providers, 
not affiliated with each other or the ILEC, including intermodal providers of service 
comparable in quality to that of the ILEC, either (1) deployed their own DS-3 facilities 
and actually serve customers via those facilities or (2) deployed DS-3 facilities by 
attaching their own optronics to activate dark fiber obtained under a long-term 
indefeasible right of use and actually serve customers via those facilities at that location? 

Position: Staff has no position at this time. 

ISSUE 3: To what specific customer locations have two or more competing providers, 
not affiIiated with each other or the ILEC, including intermodal providers of service 
comparable in quality to that of the ILEC, deployed their own DS-3 facilities (including 
leased, purchased or UNE dark fiber with the carrier's own optronics attached to activate 
the fiber) and offer DS-3 loops over these facilities on a widely available wholesale basis 
to other carriers? For each such location, do the wholesale providers have access to the 
entire customer location, including each individual unit within the location? 

Position: Staff has no position at this time. 

ISSUE 4: If neither the self-provisioning or the wholesale triggers for DS-3 loops is 
satisfied at a specific customer location, using the potential deployment criteria specified 
in $51.319(a)(5)(ii), what evidence of non-impairment for a DS-3 loop at a specific 
customer location exists? Is this evidence sufficient to conclude that there is no 
impairment at a specific customer location? 

Position: Staff has no position at this time. 

ISSUE 5 :  To what specific customer locations have two or more competing providers 
deployed their own dark fiber facilities, including dark fiber owned by the carrier or 
obtained -under 8 long-term indefeasible right of use (but excluding ILEC unbundled 
dark fiber)? 

Position: Staff has no position at this time. 
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ISSUE 4: If the self-provisioning trigger for dark-fiber loops is not satisfied at a specific 
customer location, using the potential deployment criteria specified in $5 1.3 19(a)(6)(ii), 
what evidence of non-impairment for dark fiber loops at a specific customer location 
exists? Is this evidence sufficient to conclude that there is no impainnent at a specific 
customer location? 

Position: Staff has no position at this time. 

ISSUE 7: Along what particular routes have two or more competing providers, not 
affiliated with each other or the ILEC, including intermodal providers of service 
comparable in quality to that of the ILEC, deployed their own DS-1 level dedicated 
transport facilities (including leased, purchased or UNE dark fiber with the carrier’s own 
optronics attached to activate the fiber) and are willing to provide DS-1 level transport 
immediately over their own facilities on a widely available basis to other carriers? 

Position: Staff has no position at this time. 

ISSUE 8:  For any particular route where at least two competing providers will provide 
wholesale DS- 1 dedicated transport, do both competing providers’ facilities terminate in 
collocation arrangements at m ILEC premise or a similar arrangement in a non-ILEC 
premise? If so, can requesting carriers obtain reasonable and nondiscriminatory access to 
those competing providers’ termination points through a cross-connect to the 
providers’collocations either at the ILEC premise or similar arrangement if located at a 
non- I LE C premise? 

Position: Staff has no position at this time. 

ISSUE 9: Along what particular routes have three or more competing providers, not 
affiliated with each other or the ILEC, including intennodal providers of service 
comparable in quality to that of the ILEC, deployed their own DS-3 level dedicated 
transport facilities (including leased, purchased or UNE dark fiber with the carrier’s own 
optronics attached to activate the fiber) and are operationally ready to use those transport 
facilities? 

Position: Staff has no position at this time. 
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ISSUE 10: For any particular route where at least three competing providers have self- 
provisioned DS-3 level dedicated transport facilities, do the competing providers’ 
facilities terminate in collocation arrangements at an ILEC premise or a similar 
arrangement in a non-ILEC premise? 

Position: Staff has no position at this time. 

ISSUE 11: Along what particular routes have two or more competing providers, not 
affiliated with each other or the ILEC, including intermodal providers of service 
comparable in quality, to that of the JLEC, deployed their own DS-3 level dedicated 
transport facilities (including leased, purchased or UNE dark fiber with the carrier’s own 
optronics attached to activate the fiber), are operationally ,ready to use those transport 
facilities, and :are willing to provide DS-3 level dedicated transport immediately over 
their facilities on a widely available wholesale basis to other carriers? 

Position: Staff has no position at this time. 

ISSUE 12: For any particular route where at least two competing providers will provide 
wholesale DS-3 level dedicated transport, I do both competing providers’ facilities 
terminate in collocation arrangements at an ILEC premise or a similar arrangement in a 
non-ILEC premise? If so, can requesting carriers’ obtain reasonable and 
nondiscriminatory access to those competing providers’ termination points through a 
cross-connect to the providers’ collocations either at the ILEC premise or similar 
arrangement if located at a ion-ILEC premise? 

Position: Staff has no position at this time. 

ISSUE 13: If neither the self-provisioning nor the wholesale triggers for DS-3 level 
dedicated transport is satisfied along a route, using the potential deployment criteria 
specified in 55 1.3 19(e)(2)(ii), what evidence of non-impairment for DS-3 level 
dedicated transport on a specific route exists? Is this evidence sufficient to conclude that 
there is no impairment along this route? 

Position: Staff has no position at this time. 

ISSUE 14: Along what particular routes have three or more competing providers, not 
affiliated with each other or the ILEC, deployed their own dark fiber transport facilities? 

Position: Staff has no position at this time. 
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ISSUE 15: For any particular route where at least three competing providers have self- 
provisioned dark fiber dedicated transport facilities, do the competing providers’ facilities 
terminate in collocation arrangements at an ILEC premise or a similar arrangement in a 
non-ILEC premise? 

Position: Staff has no position at this time. 

ISSUE 16: Along what particular routes have two or more competing providers, not 
affiliated with each other or the ILEC, deployed their own dark fiber transport facilities 
(including dark fiber obtained from an entity other than the ILEC), are operationally 
ready to lease or sell those transport facilities to provide transport along the route, and are 
willing to provide dark fiber immediately over their facilities on a widely available 
wholesale basis to other carriers? 

Position: Staff has no position at this time. 

ISSUE 17: For any particular route where at least two competing providers will provide 
wholesale dark fiber, do both competing providers’ facilities terminate in collocation 
arrangements at an ILEC premise or a similar anangement in a non-ILEC premise? If so, 
can requesting carriers obtain reasonable and nondiscriminatory access to those 
competing providers’ terrnination points through a cross-connect to the providers’ 
collocations either at the ILEC premise or similar arrangement if located at a non-ILEC 
premise? 

Position: Staff has no position at this time. 

ISSUE 18: For any particular route where at least two competing providers will provide 
such wholesale dark fiber, do these providers have sufficient quantities of dark fiber 
available to satisfy current demand along that route? If not, should the wholesale trigger 
for dark fiber be determined to be satisfied along that route? 

Position: Staff has no position at this time. 

ISSUE 19: 
transport is satisfied along a route, using the potential deployment criteria specified in 
$5 1.3 19(e)(3)(ii), what evidence of non-impairment for dark fiber on a specific route 
exists? Is this evidence sufficient to conclude that there is no impairment along this 
route? 

If neither the self-provisioning or the wholesale triggers for dark fiber 

Position: Staff has no position at this time. 



ISSUE 20: If unbundling requirements for loops at customer-specific locations or 
dedicated transport along a specific route are eliminated, what are the appropriate 
transition period and requirements, if any, after which a CLEC no longer is entitled to 
these loops or transport under Section 25 1 (c)(3)? 

Position: Staff has no position at this time. 

e. Pending Motions 

Staff has no pending motions at this time. 

f. Pending Confidentiality Claims or Requests 

Staff has no pending confidentiality requests at this time. 

g- Compliance with Order No. 

Staff has complied with all requirements of the Order Establishing Procedure entered in 
this docket. 

Respectfully submitted this .LhJ 2 q .  

FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Gerald L. Gunter Building - Room 370 
Tallahassee, Florida 323 99-0863 
(850)413-6199 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of Staffs Prehearing Statement has been fumished by 

U.S. Mail, this 2nd day of February, 2004, to the following: 

AT&T 
Tracy Hatch 
101 North Monroe St., Ste 700 
Tallahassee, FL 3230 1 - 1549 

BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. 
R. Lac ke y/M. May s/N. Whi te/J. MezdA. Shore 
c/o Ms. Nancy H. Sims 
150 South Monroe St., Ste. 400 
Tallahassee, FL 32301-1556 

1TC"DeltaCom 
Nanette Edwards 
4092 South Memorial Parkway 
Huntsville, AL 3 5 802 

AT&T Communications of the Southern 
States, LLC 
Ms. Lisa A. Sapper 
1200 Peachtree Street, N.E., Suite 8 100 
Atlanta, GA 30309-3579 

Florida Competitive Carriers Assoc. 
c/o McWhirter Law Firm 
Joseph McGlothlinNicki Kaufman 
117 S. Gadsden St. 
Tallahassee, FL 3230 1 

MCI WorldCom Communications, Inc. 
Ms. Donna C. McNulty 
1203 Governors Square Blvd., Suite 201 
Tallahassee, FL 3230 1-2960 
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MCI WorldCom Communications, 
Inc.(GA) 
De O’Roark, Esq. 
Six Concourse Pkwy., Ste 3200 
Atlanta, GA 30328 

Moyle Law Firm (Tall) 
Jon Moyle, Jr. 
The Perkins House 
1 18 North Gadsden Street 
Tallahassee, FL 3230 1 

Allegiance Telecom of Florida, Inc. 
Charles V. Gerkin, Jr. 
920 1 North Central Expressway 
Dallas, TX 75231 

KMC Telecom 111, LLC 
Marva Brown Johnson, Esq. 
1755 North Brown Road 
Lawrenceville, GA 30043-81 19 

Miller Isar, Inc. 
Andrew 0. Isar 
7901 Skansie Avenue, St. 240 
Gig Harbor, WA 98335 

Sprint-FloriddSprint Communications 
Company 
Susan Masterton 
P. 0. Box 2214 
Tallahassee, FL 323 16-22 14 

Messer Law Firm 
Floyd Self/Norman Horton 
P.O. Box 1876 
Tallahassee, FL 32302-1 876 

Allegiance Telecom, Inc. 
Terry Larkin 
700 East Butterfield Road 
Lombard, IL 60 148 

Covad Communications Company 
Mr. Charles E. Watkins 
1230 Peachtree Street, NE, 19th Floor 
Altanta, GA 30309-3574 

McWhirter Law Firm 
Vicki Kaufman 
117 S. Gadsden St. 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 

NewSouth Communications Corp. 
Jake E. Jennings 
Two North Main Center 
Greenville, SC 2960 1 -27 1 9 

2-Tel Communications, Inc. 
Timothy M. Seat 
601 S. Harbour Island Blvd., Suite 220 
Tampa, FL 33602-5706 



Verizon Florida Inc. 
Richard ChapkidKimberly Caswell 
201 North Franklin Street 
FLTC0007 Quincy, MA 02 149-4005 
Tampa, FL 33602 

Granite Telecommunications, LLC 
Rand CurriedGeoff Cookman 
234 Copeland Street 

Access Integrated Networks, Inc. 
Mark A. Ozanick 
4885 Riverside Drive, Suite 300 
Macon, GA 31210-1 148 

Business Telcom, Inc. 
Jean Houck 
4300 Six Forks Road 
Raleigh, NC 27609-5746 

Florida Cable Telecommunications Assoc. 
Michael A. Gross 
246 East 6'h Avenue, Suite 100 
Tallahassee, FL 32303-6208 

IDS Telecom 
Mr. Angel Leiro 
1525 N.W. 167th St., Suite 200 
Miami, FL 33169-5131 

ITC DeltaCom 
Nanette S. Edwards 
4092 South Memorial Parkway 
Huntsville, AL 3 5 802-4343 

Network Telephone Corporation 
Danyelle Kennedy 
8 15 South Palafox Street 
Pensacola, FL 32501-5937 
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Supra Telecommunications and Information ICG 
Systems William R. Heitz 
Ann H. Shelfer 
Kroger Center-Ellis Building 
13 11 Executive Center Dr., Suite 220 
Tallahassee, FL 32301-5067 

1801 South Federal Highway, Suite 305 
Delray Beach, FL 33483-3335 

Xspedius Communications 
Ms. Rabinai E. Carson 
5555 Winghaven Blvd., Suite 300 
O'Fallon, MO 63 3 66-3 8 68 

Casey & Gentz, L.L.P 
Bill Magness 
919 Congress Avenue, Suite 1060 
Austin, Texas 78701 

FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 
Gerald L. Gunter Building 
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850 
(850) 413-6199 




