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Q. WILL YOU PL&a XDUilft I'OUU:ILJ''I 

2 

3 A. My name !a Mike OUedel and my buaineea address is AT&T, 

4 1200 PeaehtrH Street, NB, Atlanta, Georgia, 30309. I am 

s employed by Al'•'t a• Manager-Network Services Oi vi.sion. 

6 

7 

8 Q. 

10 

II A. I received a Bachelor of Science degree in Business 

12 Administration f-roa~ Miami university, OXford, Ohio. Ove.r 

13 the past years, I have attended numerous industry schools 

14 and eninars ·Covering a var.iety of technical and 

u regulatory iaaues. I joined the Rates and Bconomice 

16 Department of South Central Bell in February ~f 1980. My 

1'1 initial assignments included cost analysis of terminal 

IS equipment and apeeial uaembly offerings. In 1982, I 

19 work.ed on aceeaa charge design and development. From May 

20 o .f 1983 through September of 1983, as part of an AT&T 

21 ta.sk force, l developed local tr'ansport rates for the 

22 initial NBCA interstate access filing . Poet divestiture, 

23 I remained with South Central Bell with specific 

24 responaiLility for coat analys1a, design, and developQ'Ient 

2S relating to &witched acceaa services and intraLA'rA toll. 

OOCt!M(NT N"t"O(r.-OATE 
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ln June of 1985, I joined AT~T, a••uming reaponaibility 

2 for coat analyeia of network aervicea including acce1a 

3 charge impact• for tbe five south Central State• 

4 (Alabaaaa, Kentucky, Louiaiane, Missiaaippi, and 

5 Tenn•••••>· 
6 

7 

I Q. 

9 

10 A. My current ~••pouibilitiea include 4ir eoting analytical 

11 support activitie• neceaaary for int·raatate 

12 c011111Wlicat1~ aervicea in Pl.orida and other aouthern 

13 states. 'thia include• detailed analy•i• of access 

14 charge• and other LIC filing• to aasea• their impact on 

15 AT&T and it• cuatomera. In thia capacity, I have 

16 repreaent.ed AT~T through foX1D&l te.stimony before the 

17 Florida 'Public Service coaaiaaion, as wel l a.s the 

11 regulatory commis•iona in the atates of South Carolina 

19 and Georgcia. 

20 

21 

22 o. 
23 

24 A. The purpoae ot my t.eati1110ny ia Twof old : 

25 



Pir•t,, I will recoaaend that the Commi••ion order the 

2 restrueture of laoal tran•port eoo•i•tent wi.th the 

3 structure recently approved by the Federal Communications 

4 CofliiQiesion for Inter• tate ace••• service, and 

5 

6 Second, I will recOIIIDend that the Commi••ion approve 

7 expanded intercoMection for •witched ace••• •orv·.ice• . 

• 
~ 

10 

II 

12 

13 Q. 

14 COIIIUQICAUC.S CDKI .. %Cir (ret) Oll)D UnovDIG 'rD 

I.S Di'&ILDI -!8GCNU or LOCAL TIWISPORT SDVIO? 

16 

17 A. 

ll 

19 

The PCC long recognized that the structure of local 

tran•port. charge• (prior to reatructure) was not 

r ·eflective of the underlying ~coats that the LBCs incur in 

20 providing the •ervice. 'l'he ori.g'inal structure was baaed 

21 upon the •e~al charge• require~ent o.f the Modifi.cation. 

22 of Pinal Judgment (MFJ) • the court decree under which 

23 AT&.t" diveated itaelf ot the Bell Operating Companie• 

24 (BOCa) . Thia rule required that the charges for local 

2~ tranaport be. equal per unit of traffic . The rule, 

3 



however, ignored the fact that the cost of providing 

2 those units might differ ba8ed upon the network 

3 configuration uaed to serve particular IXCa. For 

4 example, one form of tranaport (common transport) 

s requires the ~ of a tandem switching machine, whereas 

6 another fo:nn (dedicated tr•nsport) does not require the 

7 tandem switch. Clearly the cost of providing transport 

8 under the8e unique arrangements is different, however, 

9 under the •equal charge rule, • the rates charged had to 

1 o l;)e exactly the same . 

II 

12 

13 Q. 

14 

15 A. It is my under8tand1ng that the rule was prescribed as an 

16 effort to encoQ.rage cQn~Jretition in th.e interexchange 

17 market at a tiM when ATi&T' s share of that market was 

18 exceptionally high. The rule e ·ffectively offered 

19 competitors, or potential competitors of AT&T, an 

20 arti ·f .i cial (non-cost. based) advantage with respec~ to the 

21 purchase of access service. The need for the rule was 

22 clearly recognized as temporary, and the decree specifi·ed 

23 an expiration dat e of September 1 , 1991. 

24 

2S 

4 



2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

JO 

11 

12 

13 

14 

IS 

16 

1'7 

II 

19 

20 

2J 

22 

23 

24 

25 

Q. 

A. 

Df LIGB'Z' 01' '1WII DPDM'lOII OJ' Tal ~ C119CD aULa, WB'A1' 

ACTXOif 1W1 'l"'UU ~ .,....., 

When the "equal ebarge rule" expired in Septembe.r of 

1991, the PCC sought to implemen·t a more cost causative 
. 

structure for the l.c;x::al tranapo·rt rate elements. On 

Auguse Jl, 1991, through tbe issuance o·f an Ord~r and 

Noeice of Proposed. Rulemaking, the FCC initiated. a 

proceeding to consider al·ternative tranaport structures. 

By Nove~ 22, lttl, over 50 c:ompaniea or organizations 

had offered comments to the FCC on these issues, and by 

January 22, 1992, over 40 companies or organizations had 

offered reply c~nts to the FCC through this 

proceeding. Following this extensive investigation, the. 

FOC adopted ita. interim transport restructure balancing 

three stated objectives: 

1) encourage the efficient use of transport 

.facilities by allowing pr.icing that reflects cost, 

2) facilitate full and fair interex·change 

ca.petition, and 

3) avoid interference with the development of 

interstate access competition . 



The atncture, and the aaeociated prices, beca.me 

2 effective Decembe~ 30, 1993. 

3 

4 

s Q. 

6 ·%ftDDI?· 
7 

8 A. The PCC baa adopted this atruoture aa "interim," 

9 recognizing the need for ongoing investigation of issues 

10 

tl 

12 

13 

14 

IS 

16 

I? 

18 

i9 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

2S 

Q. 

surrounding local tranaport. While the plan was 

recognized aa a aignificant improvement over the existing 

"equall charge• approa.cn# tn.e FCC sought to monitor its 

effects through :Lmplementat.ion, and gather additional 

data prior to confirming a •long term• solution. For 

instance, one thing the PCC intends to review ia tne 

appropriateneaa and need for the RIC. The FCC has 

anti.c.ipated that thia etructure will remain effective for 

about two yeara, during which time the FCC will continue 

its investigation and eeek further comment from the 

partie• regarding price and atru.cture issues. 

PLU.Sa .oucaxaa 22m COIQOIID'l'a OJ' '1"11& usntJC'1'01t.KD LOCAL 

'l'JWf8P01tT 8D9IC3? 

6 



A. The reatructured aervice include• tour baaic rate 

2 elements: 1) a flat-rated Entrance Facility cbar9e which 

3 cover• t_be link between the LBCa aerving wire center 

4 (SWC) and tbe lXC'• point of preaence (POP); 2) a flat-

s rated Dedicat~ Direct Truck Tranaport charge which 

6 cover• tran~ betWIHD (a) the L8C swc for the IXC POP 

7 and the, terminating LBC end office,, or (b) the LEC swc 

1 for the rxc POP and the LBC ace••• tandem; 3) a usage-

9 based Tandem Switched Traneport element for tranaport of 

10 tandem awitched traffi,c between the awe for the IXC POP 

11 and the terminating LIC end office (tbie element includes 

12 both an interoffice tranemiaeion charge and a tandem 

13 charge) 1 and 4) a u.aag.e baaed Reaidual Interconnection 

14 Charge (RIC) , a contribution element paid, by all access 

I' cuat0111era that interconnect with the LEC ewitched 

16 network. My EXhibit I provide• a graphic representation 

17 of the tran-.port •~ructure (aelected from cc Docket 91-

18 213, 'Report and order and Further Notice of Proposed 

19 Rulemaking, Adopted September 17, 1992) . 

20 

21 

22 Q. 

23 

2A 

25 A . 

HOW WDa 'fD ~M ~ TD 'tUDD 81n:TCILCD ~POH 

......, D'I'Ut.l:iii&Dt 

Under the int•rim .reatruoture preecribed by the FCC, the 

7 



tandem awitc:bed tran.port charges were deaigned to 

2 recover both tbe coat of the tandem switching and the 

J coat of the required interoffice transmission. The rate 

4 for tandem nitching, howeve·r, was set to recover only 

5 20\' of the interatate revenue requirement associated with 

6 tandem .witching. The int.raatate proposals of BellSou:th 

1 and GTE •mirror• the reapective rate• approved in th,e 

a interstate arena .. 

9 

10 

II Q. 

12 cauca <U<:) ~? 

13 

14 A. The RIC wa• established as a "keep whole" element. The 

IS rate was Ht to recover 80\' of the revenue requirement 

16 associ•t•d with tandem switching (discuaaed above) plus 

17 all additional revenue required to make the restructure 

11 "revenue neutral• to the LEC. Company specific rates 

J9 were developed b?' eatima,ting the amount of revenue that 

10 the company would, receive f ·rom the propoaed restructured 

21 .rat e elet~ent,a (excluding t .he RIC) , d.etermining the 

21 differ.ence bet-,een that amount and the revenue amount 

23 that it would expect to receive from the current 

l4 tranl!lport structure, and then se,t the p.rice of the RIC to 

2S recover that diffe.rence. The FCC •pecifically required 

• 



the LBCa to develop tbeH chargee b&eed upon hiatorioal 

2 daaaaDd oonfiguratiou and hiatorieal minute• of uae.. The 

3 FCC atate•· at paragraph 51 o·f ita Firat Memorandum 

4 Opinion aDd order on Reeonaider.atio:nl adopted July 21 I 

5 1993: 

6 

7 Bec:auae of LIC incentive• to pr.ojec:t. 

a reconfiguratiou in a manner that would rmocim.ize the 

9 intarconMotion charge I and becauee of the 

10 difficulty of evaluating those projections. we 

11 conclude that the t.BC. ehould be required to u•e 

12 hiatoric:al facility demand in computing the initial 

13 i .nterconneotion charge. 

14 

IS For the aame re .. ona, the Florida Public Service 

16 Commi••ion ahould likewiae :require the LBCa to use a 

17 historical network configuration in developing t :he 

11 iQ.tra•tate interconnection charge. 

19 

20 

21 Q. 

22 

23 A. AB noted above, the RIC replr'e•ent• a rea.idual 

24 contribution ele .. ~t - i.e. a rate element with no direct 

25 underlying eo•t•· For thi• reaaon1 the chArge ah.ould 

9 



ultimately be eliminated in both the federal and state 

2 juri•dictiaa..~ Recognizing, bowe·ver, the •revenue 

3 neutral" natura ot tbe propo•ed RIC <•••um.ing the ba•i• 

4 of hiatorical network configuration described above) and 

~ the limited ~ of thi• docket, the Commi••ion should 

6 not delay the impleMntation of the tranaport restructure 

7 to addre•• tbi• ia.ue at this time. 

a 

9 

JO Q. 

I I UBP.C"r1V& %lftDft'Aft LOCAL ft.AIIIPOIT 01711RDQ8? 

12 

13 A. 

14 

IS 

16 

17 

All o.f tbe coeapam.iea have •mirrored• the structure 

approved by the PCC and ordered effective December 30, 

1993. FUrther, .both GTB and BellSouth have •mir.rored• 

their individual i:nteratate rates for: 1) entrance 

facilitiea, 2) direct trunk transport, and 3) tandem 

18 switching. The level of the interconnection charge, 

19 bowever, ia unique in all c:aaes ·reflecting th.e companies' 

20 effo:rte; t .o uintain "revenue neutrality" within the state 

21 juriediction. 

22 

23 

24 o. 
2S 

10 



. 
r 
1 

.-...... ~ 

A. Yea, the C:oaaiaaion ahould approve the proposed rate. 

2 structure aa filed. This structure will more accurately 

3 reflect the underlying coats associated with the 

4 proviaion of transport aervices. In additio~. the 

5 restructure will facilitate the introduction of expanded 

6 interconnection aervicea. 

7 

8 

9 Q. 

10 APftO~ OJ Dl ROtOIID lfiDCOilBC!'rlOW C1WtGU 

11 (a!CI)t 

12 

13 A. The commia•ton should approve interconnection charges 

14 that maintain revenue ueutrality for the LBC with respect 

15 to local transport service. The LECs, however, should 

16 not be perndtted to artificially inf'late th:e level O·f the 

17 RIC by developing ~he price baaed upon opportunistic 

18 assumption• of network configurations. Further, 

19 assumptions of the network arrangement, minu.tea of use, 

20 and the related revenue requirement component• aupporting 

21 the "re.vcnue neutral• calculation •hould all be of the 

22 same point in time. 

23 

24 

2.5 

II 



2 

3 

4 Q. 

s 

6 A .• 

7 

\ 

Expanded interconnection ie a collocation arrangement 

that penU.te acceee providers other than the local 

8 exchange compa.nies to interconnect with tbe local 

9 exchange campanies 1 networks on the local exchange 

10 companiee 1 preaieea. Onder this arrangement, the local 

11 ex;change CCJIIp&lliea are required to provide apace at 

12 designated pointe within their networks for locating 

13 (either virtually or physically) the transmission 

14 equipment of eompet;;ing access pro·riders. The.refore, with 

IS expanded interconnection, customers can utilize the loop 

16 facilitiee of the local exchange companies fo·r connection 

17 to the LEC central office .and then select among ava.ilable 

18 acce•• providers the switched tra·naport services 

19 connecting the local exchange office to the desired 

20 inter exehange carrier ( IXC) point of presence \POP) . 

21 Intereonneetion offers to bring the benefits of switched 

22 access caapetition to gr.eater number of customers than 

23 would be possible wi.th traditional alternative access 

24 vendor (AAV) end to end service . 

l$ 

12 



2 

3 

4 

s 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

II 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

2J 

24 

2S 

Q. 

A. 

BCW DOU •IIII'IICAJ,• COLLOCAUOM DirrD ftC* •VX.'l'VAL• 

co~c:.· 

For purposes of expanded interconnectio.n, the PCC has 

described •physical• collocation as an arro.ngement 

wbereby the competitive ac:ce•• provider (CAP), IXC or 

other customer leaaea floor apace (and access t.o the 

floor .pace) within a LBC central office for purposes of 

installing, maintaining and managing telecOII'IITlUnications 

e~ipmant uaed in the proviaion of local traneport 

services . onder ehia arrangement, t'he interconnector can 

gain entry to ita deaignated space within the LEC central 

office (generally "ith aecu~rity escort) to instal l, 

maintain, and/o& repair tbeir own equipment. 

The FCC has c:teaeribed •virtual• eolloca.tion (again for 

purposes of expanded interconnection) as an arrangement 

whereby tbe local excha.nge company installs, maintains 

and repairs interaonneetor deaignated telecommunications 

equipznent uaed. i n the provision of competitive .access 

eervi ces within the LEC central office. Under this 

arrangement, ·the t.nterconneetor can maintain monitoring 

and control ability·, but cannot physically access the 

equipment within the central!. office . 



In either caH, bowenr, the equipcaent uaecl to terminate 

2 interconnected circuit& would be l .ocated in the LEC 

3 central office. 

4 

!5 

6 g. 

7 

I A. 

9 

10 

11 

Interconnection opportunities ehould be available to all 

third partie• inc:lu.ding CUa and IXC• and end uaera. The 

purpo•• of expanded interconnection is to promc>te 

competitioa ao4 to begin to challenge the local exchange 

12 mo.nopol,y. Creating artifiaial barri ers to e .ntry would 

13 preclude potential competitive alte.rnatives and only slow 

14 the competitive proceas. 

15 

16 

17 Q. 

II ccaiPAJr.tU (l.Ra) AIID orw »UTI&S TO lWtD~C'l' WZTB 

t9 ,..~• .. rwoaaat 
20 

21 A .• 

22 

No. The purpoee of expanded interconnection ia to 

facilitate the dntry of potential competitor• into the 

23 monopoly preeerves of the LECa. Becauae none of those 

24 pot-ential c~titors poseeaa a monopol y, interco.nnection 

2~ requir:e-nt.s are not necessary, and, in fact, would tend 

14 



tO· fruatrate rather than encourage the development of 

2 compe.t:.ition. 

3 

4 Thi• re~tiOD i• eonai•tent vith the COmmiaaion' • 

. s finding in Phaae I of thia Docket (eee Ord.er No. PSC-94-

6 0285-POF-TP iaaued on Ma~eb 10, 1994, pp.17-18). 

7 

8 

9 g. 

10 TU PUBLXC laiWYt 

II 

12 A. 

13 

The adoption of expanded interconnection would facilitate 

the beginning of COIIpetition within the local e.xc:hange 

14 and would benefit cuata.era in much the eame way as 

u compeeition in other aapecta oe the telecOIIIGlunications 

16 indu•try (i.e., interexeh&nge service• or telephone sets) 

17 has benefited cuatomera over t'he years. Compet.ition 

11 facilitate• c:uatomer cbotce and tb.e development and 

19 prc.duction of new and inn.ovat.ive. aervices design.ed or 

20 tailored to mee.t particular customer needs. Competitinn 

21 fosters bette%'" price performance aa competing vendors vie 

22 for customer• in the open •rlcet place. Cortlpetition will 

23 also asaiat the regulator• in regulating the local 

2..4 exchange companiea, enc::ouraging theae CO'Idpan iea to become 

2S mo.re efficient;. and more responsive to• cuatomer needs . 

IS 



2 

J 

Q. 

4 A. 

WILL '111:1 AJ)OftZ. 01' DniiDID W~IOif UIIDD TD 

LOCAL Dca.IW CXi&iffftiVWt 

No. The adopt.ion of expanded. interconnection through 

' thi-• docket will repreaent only an initial atep in the 

6 efforts to create poeaibilitiea for real competition to 

7 develop in the market for local exchange aooeaa •ervic:e. 

s Firat, tbia i~~~~Mdiate proceedin9 addreeaee only transport 

9 services - a very ._11 part of the local exchange 

10 monopoly. The docket doe• not address the local loop and 

IJ the end office .-itabee - the real core of the local 

12 bottleneck .onopoly. Second, it will take some time for 

13 competitor• to re~nd to the new opportunities offered 

14 through. expanded intereonneotiQn, to develop and ~aploy 

IS competitive networke, paxticularly on a statewide basis. 

16 Interconnection i• a neceaaary initial step to begin the 

17 int.roduc:tion of competition but it alone will not 

J.s guarantee the development of competition within the state 

19 and it will not directly alter· the existing local 

20 exchAnge monopoly held by the LECs. 

21 

22 

23 Q. 

24 COUI.iiiilft' 1tt'l'll J1LWVX~ ~SSIOW D&CXSIOJfS? 

2$ 

16 
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2 

3 

.. 
j 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

II 

12 

13 

14 

1.5 

16 

17 

II 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

2S 

A. 

Q. 

Yea. The Florida Coaftiaaion has conaiatent.ly supported 

co~titic:m within the telecommunications industry where 

it baa found that competition could work. This 

Commia•ion wa• one of the firat state commissions in the 

country to authorize li•ited IntraLATA (inter&ABA) toll 

competitioa •bortly after AT'T'a diveatiture of the local 

exchange compani••· By order lfo . . 23540, the Commiaaion 

expanded it• pre•criptioo for intra~TA competition to 

included intr•BABA aervi.ce, thu.s bringing all Floridians 

the benefit• of atatewide i ·nterexchange (toll) 

competition. Through Docket No . 890183-TL, the 

Commission recognised the benefit• of bringing 

competition to private line and apecial acceaa customers 

by eatabliahing rule• for the authorization of 

alternative acce•• vendor• (AAVa) . And moat recently 

through Pbaae I of thi• docket, the Commi.aaion ordered 

expand.ed interconnection for special accea• u ·rvic.es. 

The adoption of expanded interconnection for switched 

transport would .aupport thi• tradition by further 

facili.tating the expaneion of competition for local 

tran•port service•. 

WOULD YDt1 J1111U%U YOGa IJ'UTl:IDIY WI'l'll USP•cr 'rO 

UPAIIDD DII~C*t 

17 



2 

3 

4 

A. Expanded interconnection i• the next logical step toward 

the introduction of competition into the monopoly 

preserves of the local exchange companies. Expanded 

in·terconnection will facilitate aompetition in the market 

5 for switched transport services by allowing customers 

6 greater opportunity to offer competitive •ervices, thus 

7 bringing the benafita of competition to a larger number 

8 of customer•. Bxpanded interconnection clearly serves 

9 the publ1c inter.•t, and it• implementation •hould b~ 

10 immediately ordered by this Commission. 

II 

12 

13 Q. 

14 

J.S A. Yes. 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

II 
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I HRRBBY CBRTIPY that a true copy of the fore,going has been 

furnished by U. 8. Mail or band-delivery to the following parties 

on this _.:;:~L..;~;;_...fll_-~~'__ clay of ~ , 1994 : 

J. Jeffry 'Whalen, B•q. 
Macfarlane., Au8ley, 

Ferguson .~ McMullen 
Tallahassee, PL 32302 

Laura L. Wilson, Bsq. 
Florida Cable television Aaaoc. 
P. o. Box 10383 
Tallahassee, PL 32301 

Kimberly Caswell, Baq. 
GTE Flori4a Incorporated · 
P. 0. Box 110, PLTC0007 
Tampa, FL 33601 

. Brad E. Mutachelknaua, Baq. 
Wiley, Reiu " Plelding . 
1776 K street, NW 
Washington, DC 20006 

Cha.rles J. Beck, Seq. 
Office of the PUblic coun.el 
Room 812, Claude Pepper Bldg. 
111 West Madison Street. 
Tallahassee, PL 32399-1400 

Ms. Janie Stahlhut 
Time warn•r Communication• 
corporate Headquarters 
300 Firat Stamford Place 
Stamford, CT 06902·G732 

•• r 

c. Dean Xurtz 
Central Telephone Company 
P. 0. Box 2214 
Tallahassee, PL 32316 

Joseph P . Gilla.n 
Gillan ~ Aaaoc:iates 
P. o. Box 541038 
Orlando., PL 32-854-1038 

Patrick Wi.ggina, .Eaq. 
Wiggins ~ Villacorta, PA 
P. o. Drawer 1657 
Tallahassee, FL 32302 

Jooeph A. McGlothlin, Esq . 
Mc1fhi.rter, Gr.andoff ~ Reeves 
315 S. Calhoun St., Suite 716 
Tallahassee., PL 32301 

J. Phillip Carver, ~eq. 
c/o Marshall M. Criaer, III 
Southern Bell Telephone Co. 
150 S. Monroe St., Suite, 400 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 

Tracy Hatch, Baq . 
Flo.rida PUblic Service Comm. 
101 Bast Gafnea Street 
Tallahaaaee, FL 32399 



• 

c. Everett Boyd, Jr., .-q. 
Ervin, Varn, Jacoba, et al 
305 S . Gadsden Street 
Tallahassee, PL 32301 

F. Ben Poag 
United Telephone Company 

of Plorida 
P. o. Box .165000 
Altamonte Springa, P.L 3211,-5000 

Jodie L;. Donovan, Baq. 
Regulatory COunsel 
Teleport CoalmunicatiODa Ckoup 
Teleport Drive, SUite 301 
St aten Island, New York 10311 

Michael J. Henry, Baq. 
MCI Telecommunication. Corp. 
780 Johnson Ferry Road 
Suite 700 
Atlanta, GA 30342 

Peter M. Dunbar, Baq. 
Pennington, Haben, P. A. 
P . o. Box 10095 
Tallahassee, PL 32302 

Cbanthina R. Bryant, Baq . 
US Sprint Communications 
3065 CWiberland Circle 
Atlanta, GA 30339 

John P. Pone, Baq. 
Macfarlane, Ausley, 

Ferguson ~ McMullen 
P. o. Box 391 
Tallabaaaee, PL 32302 

Floyd R. Self, Baq. 
Maaaer, Vickers, Caparello, 

Madsen, Lewis, et al 
P . o. Box 1876 
Tallahassee , PL 12302-1876 

Richard D. Melson, Baq. 
Hopping Boyd Green • Sama 
P. 0. Box 6526· 
Tallahassee, .PL 32314 

Douglaa S . Metcalf (Ad Hoc) 
Communications Conaultants 
P. o. Box 1148 
Winter Park, FL 32790-1148 

Benjamin H. Dickens, Jr . , Baq. (Ad Hoc) 
Bluvston, Mordkofaky, Jackson ' Dickens 
2120 L Street, •· Suite 300 
Washington, DC 20037·1527 

Kenneth A. Hoffman, Baq. 
Rutledge, Bceni a, underwood, 

Pur nel l • Hoffman 
P . o. Box 551 
Tal lahassee, PL 32302-0551 




