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Intermedia Ca..unieations of Florida, Inc. ( • Intermedia•), 

hereby files this prehearing statement for the hearing presently 

scheduled to begin on Auguat 22, 1994. 

A. WitDIISII 

Intermedia will present the direct testimony of the 

'-.. following witness. 

Witness: 

Issues: 

Douglas s . Metcalf 

3 - 6; 9 - 14; 18 

~~ 
Exhibits: OSM-1: Two page State of Florida OMS T-3 

Bid Information 

CT"'? B. Basic Potition 
E.~ 

L l!o:zza~xpanded interconnection for intrastate switched access is in 

l ~ the public inter est. Consistent with expanded interconnection for 
( 

r 
·- -special access and private line service previously approved by this 

!: · 1. Commission in Phase I of this docket, apprvval of expanded -v 
c 

---.ia~t~erconnection for switched access represents the next logical 

step in the effort to create the benefits that competition offers: 

more rapid deployment of new technology, system redundancy and 

increased protection against service outages, increesed service 

innovation and qreater customer choice, and price ftef1lltM~~gppf~'6ATE 
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will reduce the coat of telecommunications services to all 

customer1. 

With respect to the aspect of this proceeding to address the 

pricing and rate structure of local transport services, Intermedia 

has only two ba1ic points. First, dedicated transport of 

intrastate traffic from the central office to the IXC's POP meets 

the atatutory definition of private line and is allowable without 

further action of the Commia1ion. Second, this local transport 

which is now provided exclusively by the LBC, amounts only to a 

1mall part of the LIC'I claimed monopoly. Thus, provision of local 

transport by competitors such as Intermedia will have no 

significant effect on the revenues of the LBC. 

IIIUI 11 

IIIVI 21 

IHPII 

llow le 8Wi.tcbe4 acce•• pro.leloae4 aDd prioe4 
toda71 

Politioas The local exchange companies ( L!Cs) 
provide switched access services to interexchange 
carriers (IXCs) through feature groups. The LECs 
are required to file tariffs and the rate elements 
which apply to each feature group service include 
end office switching, local t r ansport, information 
1urcharge, and the carrier common l i ne charge. 
These rate elements are priced today under the 
equal charge rule. 

Bow 11 local trueport etructurecl ud priced today? 

PolitiODI The local transport of switched access 
traffic currently has a uscge sensitive rate 
atructuce. All tranaport minutes of use are 
assessed the same rate. The rate applied is baaed 
on the equal charge rule. 
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IIIVI 3: 

IIIVI ta 

IIIUI It 

IIIUI fa 

ODder wlaat circ-tucea abould tbe Ca 1 t aaioa 
UlpoH tbe - or differeDt foraa ud coaditioaa 
of eapaaded iDtercouectioD tbu tbe FCC? 

~itloaa Florida is free to establish ita own 
collocation policy for intrastate services. 
However, it would not be efficient for L!Ce or 
interconnectora if the Commission were t o establish 
conditions that differ greatly from those imposed 
by the rcc on moat aspects of collocation . 
Therefore, with the exception of pricing 
flexibility, Intermedia recommends that the 
Commission adopt the same forma and conditions as 
those dictated by the FCC. 

Ia •...-4e4 illtercODDectioD for .. itched ace••• iD 
tbe .-blic illtereat7 

._lti.ODI Yea. Benefits from expanded 
interconnection will include more rapid deployment 
of new technology, system redundancy anu i ncreased 
protection from diaaetrpus service outages, 
increased service innovation and greater customer 
choice, as well as price competition which will 
reduce the coat of telecommunications services to 
all customers. These benefits are critical to 
com.unications dependent businesses, and will 
proaote the general public interest. 

Ia tbe offerlag of dedicated aDd .. itched .. r.icea 
bet ... ll DOD-affiliated eDtitiea by DOD-LaCe iD tbe 
~lie: iDtereat7 

PoaitioDs Tee. The non-affiliated entities 
prohibition serves no public interest, and actually 
prevents customers from receiving services from 
their provider of choice. The public interest 
demands that all customers be able to receive 
dedicated and switched services from their provider 
of choice. 

Doea Cbapter 3•t, Florida ltatutea, allow tbe 
CCI taaioa to E'eq11ire eapucled iDtercouectioD for 
.. itched acceaa7 

PoaitiODI This ie a legal ieeue and will be 
diecuaoed in Intermedia's poet-hearing brief . 
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11101 71 

11m ea 

JSSUI ?a 

Doe• a .. 7•1cal oollocatioa a.adata rai.. federal 
w •at.a ooa.tit•tioaal q.e•tioa• a!Mnat the takiD9 
- ooafi.aatioa of L8C pr:opertr? 

... itl•• No. Mandated occupation of used and 
uaeful L!C property for the very purpose for which 
it baa been declared uaed and uaeful--i.e. 
proviaion of teleconnunication aervice--is not a 
taking under a regulatory acheme that creates a 
monopoly for the LBC and provides both due proceaa 
and fair compen1ation for tbe occupation . 

SIMM&ld tM Cc u l••loa nq.in plaraical ucl/or 
Yil:'tul aollocatioa for •witclaecl ace••• eapaaclecl 
iate&'OOiaMGti•? 

Poaltloaa In Phaae I of this proceeding, the 
Ca.miaaion required the LBCa to provide physical 
collocation. The federal court recently overturned 
the PCC'I aandate for physical collocation on an 
interatate baaia. on remand, the rcc ordered 
virtual collocation, while continuing to allow 
phyaical collocation by agreement. If in reaponae 
thia Ca.mlaaion now determines upon reconsideration 
that pbyaical collocation ia no longer the 
appropriate atandard, then it ahould prescribe 
atandarda for virtual collocation governing at 
leaat the following: (a) coat support for the 
LICa' rate elementa and the tariff generally; (b) 
proviaioning and maintenance intervale of 
collocator equipment; (c) ownership of collocator 
equipment; (d) right of the collocator to supply 
ita own equipment; and, (e) training costs of LEC 
peraonnel • 

.. lola LICa •Jaoalcl pro.ide awitcbecl ace••• eapuclecl 
J.ateE"CODDectioa? 

Po•i tioaa Only Tier I LBCs should be required to 
off er collocation aa a tariffed, generally 
available aervice. However, other LBCa may control 
central offices tibet are critical l )' important to 
competitor•. Therefore, the Coramiaaion should 
review requeata for collocation in non-Tier I LBC 
central officea on a caae-by- caae basis where that 
LIC baa the technical ability to accommodate 
collocation. 
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IIID lOa 

IHPI 111 

IHD 121 

IIIVI 13a 

11m lta 

Pro. wlaat z..c: faailitie• •lloulcl eapuded 
1ate~ioD for •itclaed aace•• be offered? 
m.o-14 eapaaded 1Dtei"CCIOUUtGtioD for .. itched aaae•s 
be ~ired froa all •ucla faoilitie•1 

~aitioaa For conaiatency, any LIC office 
de•ignated for interatate expanded interconnection 
ahould be deaignated for intrastate expanded 
interconnection. This would include central 
offices, serving wire centers, and tandem awitcbea. 

D1all -titiea alaoulcl be allowed axpucled 
iate~eatioe for .. itched ace•••? 

... itioaa Any LBC providing expanded 
interconnection for awitcbed ace••• aervicea abould 
offer theae aervicea on a non-diacriminatory baaia 
to all third partiea, including CAPs, IXCs and end 
u•era, that make a bona fide request. 

aiMNlcl oolloaaton be nquia:oecl to allow L8Ca aa4 
otlaer partie• to iDtero~ wit.b their Detwon• ?' 

.-o.itioaa Yea. As in Phase I, Intermedia is 
willing to provide ~eciprocal interconnection 
arran; ... nta for LBCa or other parties, under 
•lmilar term• and condition• as those established 
by the LICe. 

81aou14 the Cammia•ioD allow 
eapaDcled iate&'COD.Deotion for 
tealaaolotY7 

awitobed acae•• 
DOD-fiber optic 

Poaiti.oaa The Commiaaion ahould allow, but not 
.andate, expanded interconnection for switched 
acceaa for non-fiber technology. 

ltao.14 all .. itched ace••• traa•port pro.ider• be 
required to file tariff•?' 

Poaitioa a No . 
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JIM 151 

JIIVI 111 

JIIVI 171 

lboald the propo... L&C flexible priciDg plaa• for 
priYat. liDe aad •pecial acce•• .. r.ice• be 
appro.ed? 

heitioa1 No. The introduction of these flexible 
pricing plana ia premature and anticompetitive . 
Technically, dedicated transport services provided 
by AAVa and LECa are currently effectively 
ca.petitive; due to regulatory constraints, 
however, these aervioea are not sufficiently 
ca.petitive to justify additional pricing 
flexibility for the L!Ca. Meanwhile, the LBCs 
bundle within the dedicated transport services (a) 
•witched and other common services priced under the 
tariff with (b) private line and special access 
•ervicea priced flexibly under CSAs and ICBa at 
purely incremental costa. Through this bundling 
strategy, the L!Cs have purposefully contaminated a 
co.petitive market with monopoly services, while 
viCJQrously maintaining that the monopoly markets 
must r ... in inviolate . Allowing the LBCa 
additional flexibility to pursue this 
antica.petitive scheme ia not in the public 
interest. Rather, the Commission shoulci 
aggressively explore ways under the current 
•tatutory scheme to allow AAVs and LECs b2.tJ1 
telecOIIIIDunication products over their respect ive 
high capacity transport facilities. When bot h the 
AAV and the LEC can bundle, then both the LEC and 
AAV should have pricing flexibility. 

lllou1d tlae LIIC:• propo ... iDtra•tate pri•ate liae 
aa4 apecial ace••• eapuded iDtercoueotioa tariff• 
be approYiNI? 

PoeitioDa No position at this time pending 
clarification of the statue of the proposed 
intrastate private line and special access expanded 
interconnection tariffs in light of the prospective 
ref iling of the corresponding interstate tariffs. 

luuld tile L8C:a proposed irt raatate awitchecl ace••• 
iDterooDDectioD tariff• be appro.ecl? 

toeitiODI These tariffs should be approved to t he 
extent that they mirror the LECs' interstate 
tariffs. 
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JIIVI liz 

IHVI ltz 

IIIUI aoa 

IIIQI 21a 

IIIQI aaa 

IIMM&lcl the L8Ca be grated aclcli tioaal priciag 
fleai!tillty? If ao, wlaat ahoalcl it be? 

Poalti.ODI No. Please see position on Issue 15. 

aboalcl tile CC taaloa 80clifr 1ta priciag aacl rate 
atnctan ngal"cclag awitchecl traaaport Hnlce? 

(a) Wltll tlae illpl-atatloa of avitchecl expaadecl 
latei'OOuectloa? 

~ltl•a Tea. 

(b) Wltbout the illpl-atatioa of awitcbecl expaadecl 
lateroouectioa? 

~J.tJ.oaa Yea. 

If tM C:a taaioa olaaagea ita polior oa tbe priciag 
... rate atnot•n of awitabecl truaport Hnice, 
.. icda of tlae followlag allould the aew polior be ....... 
atoaitioea (c) The intrastate pricing and rate 
atructure of local transport should reflect the 
underlying coat based structure. 

~14 the L8Ca propoaed local traaaport 
natnotun tariff• be appro.ecl? If aot, what 
a•••ge• ahoald be aade to tbe tariffa? 

Poaltl01u No. The intrastate pricing and rate 
structure of local transport should reflect the 
underlying coat baaed structure. 

lhoald tbe Nodif1ecl Ace••• aa .. ct eo.peaaatioa 
(MaliC) agn••••t be .odifiecl to iacorporate a 
n.laed traaaport atnactvre (if local traaaport 
reatraotvn ia adopted) for iatr&LA~ toll traffic 
bet .... L8Ca? 

faeltioaa No position at thia time . 
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IIIVI 23r 

IIID 2J(A)I 

JIIVI 2tr 

IIOif alaoalcl tbe ea t aaioa' • J.aputatioa guicleliaea 
be -.o4i.fiecl to reflect a reYiHCI traaaport 
atz11Gtt&Z'e (if local traaaport natnctun ia 
adoptee~)? 

foaitioar No position at this time. 

a.o.ld ~ Ca taaioa .adifJ tbe Pba .. l order ia 
li.glat of tlae cleaiaioa bf tlae Vaitecl ltatea Court of 
Alflala for tlae Diatrict of Coluabia Circuit? 

Poaitioaa Yea. Although Intermedia remains 
convinced that tbia Commission may require physical 
collocation, Intermedia baa in tbis docket 
emphasised the need for congruency between the 
policiea of tbe FCC and this Commission. Thus, aa 
a .. tter of policy, the Commiaeion ahould revise 
itl previous order and order virtual collocation 
rather than physical . Please Intermedia' s position 
on Issue 8 for standards the Commission should 
address in ordering virtual collocation. In 
revisiting ita Phase I order, however, the 
Cc i aaion must limit its modifications to only 
those changes necessary to establish congruency 
between ita policy and the changed policy of the 
PCC. 

Sboalcl tbe .. docket• be cloaecl? 

toaitioar No. These dockets should not be closed 
until all related issues have been resolved in the 
federal proceeding. 

Respectfully submitted this 27th day of July, 1994. 
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Counsel for Intermedia 
Communications of Florida, Inc . 
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I RBR&BY CBRTIPT that a true and correct copy of the foregoing 

bas been furniehed by United State• Mail thie 27th day of July, 

1994, to the following: 

Donna L. Canzano 
Division of Legal Service• 
Florida Public Service Commiseion 
101 East Gaines Street 
Tallahaeeee, Florida 32399-0850 

Thomas R. Parter 
Kimberly Caswell 
GTE Florida Incorporated 
P. 0. Box 110, PLTC0007 
Tampa, Florida 33101 

c. Dean Kurtz 
Central Telephone Company 

of Florida 
Post Office Box 2214 
Tallahaeeee, Plorida 32316 

Peter M. Dunbar 
David L. Swafford 
Pennington ' Baben, P.A. 
Post Office Box 10095 
Tallahaeeee, Plorida 32302 

Michael W. 'l'ye 
AT'T Communication• 
106 East College Avenue 
Suite 1410 
Tallahassee, Plorida 32301 

Daniel v. Gregory 
Quincy Telephone Company 
Post Office Box 189 
Quincy, Florida 32351 

Charles Beck 
Office of Public Coun1el 
111 Welt Madieon, Suite 812 
Claude Pepper Building 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-1400 

Barril R. Anthony 
J . Phillip Carver 
c/o Marshall M. Criser, III 
150 South Monroe St., Ste. 400 
Tallaha1eee, Florida 32301 

Lee L. Willis 
Macfarlane Ausley Ferguson 

' McMullen 
Po1t Office Box 391 
Tallahassee, Plorida 32302 

Janie Stahlhut 
Vice President of Reg. Affairs 
Time Warner Communications 
Corporate Headquarters 
300 First Stamford Place 
Stamford,. Connecticut 06902-6732 

Harriet Budy 
ALLT!L Florida, Inc. 
Post Office Box 550 
Live Oak, Florida 32060 

David B. Erwin 
Young, van Aesenderp, Varandoe 

' Bentoo, P.A. 
Post Office Box 1833 
Tallahassee, Florida 32303 



Jeff McGehee 
Southland Telephone Company 
Post Office Box 37 
Atmore, Alabe.. 36504 

F. Ben Poag 
United Telephone Company 

of Florida 
P.O. Box 154000 
Altaaonte Spinga, Florida 32716 

Jodie L. Donovan 
Regulatory COUDiel 
Teleport Com.unicationa Group, 

Inc. 
1 Teleport Drive, Suite 301 
Staten leland, Hew York 10311 

Beverly Menard 
c/o Richard Pletcher 
GTE Florida Incorported 
106 1. Colleqe Ave, 11440 
Tallahaaaee, PL 32301-1740 

Kenneth Hoffman 
Rutledge, Bcenia, 

Underwood, Purnell fr 
Hoffman, P.A. 

P. 0. Box 551 
Tallahassee, PL 32302-0551 

Vicki Gordon Kaufman 
McWhirter, Grandoff ' Reeves 
315 South Calhoun Street 
Suite 716 
Tallahassee, Florida 32301 

Everett Boyd 
Ervin Varn Jacoba 

Odom ' Brvin 
P. 0. Drawer 1170 
Tall ahaaaee, PL 32302 

John A. Carroll, Jr. 
Northeast Florida Telephone 
Poat Office Box 485 
MacClenny, Florida 32063-0485 

Charlea Dennie 
Indiantown Telephone System, 

Inc. 
Poet Office Box 277 
Indiantown, Florida 34956 

Carolyn Mason 
Department or ManaQement Serv. 
Diviaion of Communication& 
Koger Executive Center 
Building 1110 
Tallahaaaee, Florida 32399 

Rachel Rothatein 
C/O Wiley Law Pirm 
Interexcbange Access Coalition 
1776 X Street, NW 
Waahington, DC 20006 

Cbanthina R. Bryant 
Sprint 
3065 Cumberland Circle 
Atlanta, Georgia 30339 

Douglas s. Metcalf 
Communications Consultants,Inc. 
P. 0. Box 1148 
Winter Park, FL 32790-1148 

Joseph Gillan 
P. o. Box 547276 
Orlando, Fl 32854 



Richard Melson 
Hopping Boyd Green ' Sama 
P. 0. Box 6526 
Tallahaaaee, PL 32314 

Michael Henry 
MCI Teleca..unicationa 
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Atlanta, GA 30342 

Laura Wilson 
l'CTA 
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