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March 27, 1998 

MJ Blanca S. Bayo, Dircclor 
DiviJion ofRcconb l1ld Res>onina 
Florida ~ Service Commiuioo 
2S40 Shumard Oak Boulevatd 
Betty Easley Confermce Center 
Room 110 

IIAND DELIVERY 

RECE\VED 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399~150 t\AK 2 7 1998 

Rc: Doeket No. 971056-TX Ff>SC. Reco«<~ 

Dear Ma. Bayo: 

EnciOMd herewith for filina in the abo~rC:erenced dodcct on bd\alf of T clcpon 
CommunicationJ Group, Inc:. l1ld TCO South Florida ("T(..:J•) arc the followins docwncnll 

I. Orisinal and fif\oco copia ofTCG't Prehearilg Sta!cmcnt, and 

ACK -,-
f~A _I.__ 2. A dislt in Word Perfect 6.0 containing a ~ of the Prt:hearing Statement 

APP PI cue acknowledge rccdpt of thao doc:umenlt by atampingthe extra copy of thit letter 

~ -p~lcd" and rctumlna the same to me 

~Thank you for your wiSlance with this filins RECEIVE & I LED 

~-
~~ a; Z:'Y· 
LHI v --l2.._l_Jr< 
OPC 

RCH 
9EC IRE1r1 

WAS --:.
Enelosure~ 

OTH--

cc All Panie~ of Record 

John R EII:J 

DOCUW\ 1 o,t "' 'rR ·DA ( 

tmSS ttAM 2Hl 
FP5C·PI ~ORCSt~1 r~R T I~~_____________j 
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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COr.' \1ISSIJ;) RIG I NAL 

In n:: AppUcation for certificate 
to provide alternative local 
cxc:hangc tclccommunic:alions 
service by BellSoutb BSl!, Inc. 

) 
) 
) 
} 
) 

Docket No. 971056-TX 

Filed: Mudl27, 1998 

PREUEARING STATEMENT OF 
TELEPORT COMMUNTCATIONS GROUP INC. 

ANQ TCG SOIITH fLORIDA 

Teleport Communications Group lnc. llld TCO Solllh Florida (collettively "TCO"), pwsuant 

10 Order No. PSC98.(1()98-PCO-TX. submits ill Pn:bearlng Statc:ment lo this mllttcr. 

TCO does not lotend 10 prcacnt the testimony of any witnesses lo this proceeding. 

B. E1blbi1J 

TCO does not intend 10 present any exhibits in tim proccedlog. but reserves the right to 

utilixc exhibits for purposes of cross-exA~~~loalion. 

C. Buk Posltloa 

TCO ls certiflcau:d by the Commission as an altcmal.'vc local cxohangc tclccommuniCiltions 

company(" ALEC"). TCO provides local exohlinie tervice,locludloa focilitics-bGied local exchange 

service. in territorY served by BcUSouth Telecommunications, ln<:. ("BcJISouth") lo FloridA. pursu110t 

to TCG's ln~ Agrecmeo1 with BcliSoulh npproved by the Conunisslon's Order No PSC 

96-13' 3-FOP·TP. TCO opposes the ;mntirla of a.n ALEC ecrtlfiutc 10 BciiSouth BSE, Inc:. 

("BSE") for the geographic tes ritory c:um:otly served by BeJISoulh u the inc:utnbcnt LEC. 

OOCUMCIIT Nl tMflfll·OAl ( 
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BSB 8J1d BeUSouth an: subsidiaries of BeJISouth Corponu.ion. I H! aclu!owledgcs in ils 

application that their perent corporation will flnA~~Ce its opemtioos; that us sole director rnoy be 

deemed 10 bo ~ni:XOCUiivc oiJicer of their pen:nt corporotlon; and lhDt aU five o( hs. acnlor IIW\4ictl 

come from Bell South or their parent corporution. 

The intent of the Telecommunications Act of 1996 and Chapter 364, Florida Statutes, to 

promote competition for the provision of telecommunications aervic:cJ indudlns lOCAl exchange 

service, oeccssarily implies dlmlnlsblng the monopoly of the regional Bell opemtlng comp41lies in 

their service territories. ~ticatlna 8S£as an ALEC in BeUSoulh's atrvice territory not only does 

nothing to promote competition with Bell South, It neccswily reduces compctilion with Bell South 

for each customer that BS£ Is~ in acquirin~o 

CcrtJficotlon of BSE as on ALEC in Bc:olSouth's service territory Also would creole 

opportunities for ~subsidization. predaiO!y pricin.-: . ll!ld unfair competition in such fonm 11.5 

delnylng the prolllsion by Bell South of unbundled networt c:lc. 'lents to competitors in order to fuvo.r 

BSE. and aeledively implementing new networt element.s on I services through BSE in order to 

ovoid or delay their provi1i011 to Bc:IJSoulh's competitors. There Is no bcnel:il to having the: 

Commission certify BSE now o.nd deal with IUClh actual abuses later 11.5 rnoy be exposed Wid become 

the subject of oompiAlnt proceeding~, because there Is no oenefil to the goAl of promoting 

competition with Be!! South by certifying BSE 11.5 :m ALEC in Bel !South' stctritory In the tirst plliCC. 

D. wuee ud PosltioDJ 

Juue I: In llgbl of the provisions of the Tel~mmunications 
Act or 1996 and Cbapicr 364, Florida Stalutes. should 
the CommiJIIon tp'll:lt BeliSouth BSB o certlflcot.c IQ 
provide Alb mulvc iocal excbaosc service pur1114nt to 
Scl;tions 364.33S end 364.337, Florida SlatuiCI, in the 
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Position: 

1~2: 

Positiou: 

ICrriUlcy served by BciiSouth Teh:comnlunicatlon: 
lno. u the Incumbent LEC? 

No. Certification ofBSE as an ALEC serves only to 
defeat the common statutory gonl of increa.sina 
competition for the provision or local exchAnac 
acrvice. 

In 11&111 of the provltlons of the Telecommunications 
Act of 199611lld Ch4pecr 364, Florida Slatutes, if the 
CommiJsion 8Jillt5 BcliSouth BSE ll certific:alt to 
pro-.ldc alternative local cxehanac service in the 
la'ritory scncd by BciiSouth Tclccomnlunlcatlolll. 
Inc. u the IDcumbent LEC, what condllions or 
modlfiClllion.s, if any, should the Commission 
impose? 

If the Commission cerliflc:a~ BSE o.i an AL.EC In 
lerritory served by Bc:IISou!h, the Conunlsslon ebould 
impcne appropNit conditions on both BSE and 
BcUSoulh Ul expose and delct poCeolial ~ which 
a.ro unique to a BcJISouth-affillatt.ld ALEC, illllludlna 
cross-JUbsidlmtlon, preda!Dry pricing, amd unflllr 
competition in the provision or unb..'lldlcd network 
elemcniS. In pllltic:ulmr, the Colllll1la.,Jon sbould 
impose upon BS.E the Arne obUga.ions of 
inlerCOODe<:tion, resal~ aod provision of un 1Wldled 
nctwodc clements 113 a.ro imposed upon BellS 1utb by 
Chapter 364, Florida Sllltutes an 1 the 
Telccommunlcadons Act of 1996. 

E. Sdpuladou 

TCO is not o pany Ul any stipulolion in this proceed ina. 

F. P.eudbiC MotloDI 

BellSout!b's 1MUAtY 23, 1998 amended motion to dismiss TCO's petition for leave to 

inteNene, is pmdlng. 
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G. Otber ReqaJnmeab 

None. 

Rctpeetfully submitted, 

~!H\~1o~Q. 
JOHN R. ELLIS, ESQ. 
Rulledae, Eccnia, Underwood, Purnell~ HotTIIUill, P.A. 
P. 0. Box 551 
Tallahassee, FL 32302 
(ISO) 681-6788 (Telephone) 
(850) 681-65 IS (Focslmilc) 

lllld 

MICHAEL MCRAE.. ESQ. 
TCQ • WDShington 
2 Lafayette Centnl 
11331'Mnty First Stm:t, N.W. 
Sui~e400 
Wuhlnalon. oc 20036 
(202) 739.0030 (Tek;mc>nc) 
(202) 739-0044 (Facrimlle) 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CER1lPY that a copy of Prehcarina Statement of 'felcpon Communications 
Group !Ix:. and TCO South Florida was fUrnished by U. S. Mail to the followina: tlliJ 27th day of 
Mucll, 1998: 

Manha Caner Brown, .Esq. 
Division of Legal Services 
2540 Shum.ard Oak Boulevard 
Room370 
Tnllnhlwcc. FL 32399-0BSO 

Joseph A. MeOiothlin, Esq. 
Vickl Gordon Kaufman, E&q, 
II 7 S. Gadsden Street 
Tallahusee, PL J~l 

Rlclwd D. Melson, Esq. 
Hopping Green Sams &: Smith 
P.O. Box 6S26 
Tallahlw«, FL 32314 

Mnrk Herron, Esq. 
c. 0111)' Bllrly. e.q. 
Akcnnan, ScntCJtfill &: Eidson, P .A. 
2 I 6 South Monroe Street 
Suitc200 
Talllllwsee, FL 32301 

Tholll8S K. Bond, Esq. 
MCI Telecommunications Corp 
780 JobnJoo Femy Road 
Suitc700 
Athmta, GA 30342 

Peter M. Dunbar. C4q. 
Batbo.ta D. Auger, Esq. 
P. 0. Box 10095 
Tallahance, PL J2302 

s 

Robert G. BeAtty, Esq. 
Nancy B. White. Esq. 
c/o Nancy H. Sims 
I SO South Monroe Sum 
Suite 400 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 

Marsha E. Rule, EJq. 
101 N. Monroe Street 
Suite 700 
Tallahwcc, PL 32301 

By:~ R. l.!('-C 6r 
ETHA. HOFFMAN, ESQ. 
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