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Legal Department

J. PHILLIP CARVER
General Attorney

BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.
150 South Monroe Street

Room 400

Tallahassee, Florida 32301

(404) 335-0710

May 12, 1999

Mrs. Blanca S. Bay6

Director, Division of Records and Reporting
Florida Public Service Commission

2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850

Re: Docket Nos. 980946-TL, 980947-TL, 980948-TL,
981011-TL, 981012-TL, and 981250-TL

Dear Ms. Bayo:

Enclosed are an original and 15 copies of the corrected pages
52-60 of the testimony of James D. Bloomer, on behalf of BellSouth
Telecommunications, Inc. Please file this document in the captioned matter.
This testimony is being filed to correct a number of errors that appeared in the
original testimony. Please replace pages 52-60 of Mr. Bloomer's previously filed
testimony with the enclosed pages and either return the original pages to
BellSouth or dispose of them.

A copy of this letter is enclosed. Please mark it to indicate that the
original was filed and return the copy to me.
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ORIGINAL

1 legitimate BellSouth space reservations,
2. code required exit aisles,
3. growth space in fixed equipment layouts or families, without

which no ALEC or BellSouth customer gets service, or
4. unusable areas caused by ground plane separations and air

conditioning intakes.

In Issue five, Mr. Beasley thinks BellSouth should not be actively using
Signal Maintenance Access Point technology even though it is still
state of the art. He further aileges BellSouth does not keep up to date
by consolidating/removing equipment to take advantage of today's
improved technology to liberate space. Everyday, BellSouth plans the
addition of new equipment, the redesigning of service, the reallocation
of floor space, and the best way of cabling to meet customer service
orders and anticipated demand. BellSouth does the right thing for our
customers, the ratepayer, and the stockholder with the best timing

BellSouth is able to achieve.

MR. BEASLEY TRIES TO GENERATE PHYSICAL COLLOCATION
SPACE IN THE MIAMI PALMETTO CENTRAL OFFICE ON PAGE 6,
LINE 7 TO PAGE 7, LINE 3. IS HIS ANALYSIS CORRECT?

No. Mr. Beasley repeats most of the general errors committed by all the
parties rebutted at the start of this testimony. He refuses to
acknowledge building codes, takes properly forecasted space meeting
52
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BellSouth requirements, and even tries to take newly occupied

equipment space. He confuses administrative space with that

necessary to install, maintain, repair, and service equipment.

Specifically,:

1.

Page 6, lines 10 — 13 (Note 1) note an area mentioned on the audit
staff report as Audit Area No. 5. The room is used for an office,
conference room, and computer based training area. The room use
has been discussed earlier in this testimony and in my direct

testimony, page 57 and Exhibit JDB-19, page 16.

Page 6, lines 14 — 17 (Note 2) are claimed by Mr. Beasley to have
approximately 650 square feet. The area is actually 402 square
feet, including all code required aisles, and is detailed in the Audit
Report Area No. 13 and Exhibit JDB-12. Pictures can be found in
Exhibit JDB-19, pages 29 and 30. The space was noted by the Staff
Auditors to be unsuitable for physical collocation. The area is also

detailed in my rebuttal testimony above.

Page 6, lines 17 — 20, which contain Mr. Beasley’'s Note 3 is Audit
Report Area No. 4. This is the area that must be enclosed for code
required PICS storage area. This area has been rebutted above. It
is detailed in my direct testimony, page 57 and Exhibit JDB-19,
page 10. The audit staff found it inappropriate for physical

collocation.
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4. Page 6, lines 20 - 23 detail an area called Note 4. Mr. Beasley must

be mistaken, there is no such vacant area noted on any exhibit. The

area is full of equipment.

Page 6, line 23, to Page 7, line 3 details an area called Note 5. This
area is pictured in Exhibit JDB-19, page 24 and in Audit Staff Report
as Audit Area No. 9. It is now partially full of equipment, with more
on the way. The area was deemed inappropriate for physical

collocation. It has been rebutted in my testimony above.

DOES MR.BEASLEY’'S ANALYSIS OF THE NORTH DADE GOLDEN
GLADES CENTRAL OFFICE ON PAGE 7, LINE 7 TO PAGE 8, LINE

STAND UP TO REVIEW?

No. He makes the same general errors as the other parties.

Specifically,:

1.

Page 7, lines 11 — 12 (Note 1) talk about an area of 795 square
feet. The area is not 795 square feet but actually 531 square feet as
detailed in my Exhibit JDB-2. The area is so configured that safe
physical collocation space cannot be buiit. This is Audit Report Area

No. 11 and detailed in Exhibit JDB-14, page 20.

Page 7, lines 12 - 14 (Note 2) talk about an area of 970 square

feet. This area does not exist. There are two separate areas of 317
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and 283 square feet ( 600 square feet total) as detailed on Exhibit
JDB-2. These two areas are so small and configured such with
BellSouth space reservations that the Staff Auditors did not think

physical collocation was appropriate.

. Page 7, lines 14 — 17 cover an area identified as Note 3. Note 3 is

actually two spaces: one full of virtual collocation equipment of 249
square feet, and the other properly reserved for 04T toll switch
growth of 143 square feet. Both are noted on my Exhibit JDB-2.
Obviously, neither space is available for physical collocation as they

are either occupied or properly reserved.

. Page 7, lines 17 - 21 cover an area identified as Note 4. This note

tries to combine the code-required PICS storage area and the exit
hallway into a physical collocation suite. This area has been
discussed in my rebuttal many times above. It is Audit Area Nos. 3
and 5 and detailed in my direct testimony and exhibits as
referenced above. If Commission order PSC-99-0060-FOF-TP is
upheld on appeal, this space will be unavailable for any other

collocator.

. Page 7, lines 21 - 23 (Note 5) note an area of 661 square feet. This

area is properly reserved for BellSouth local and tandem switch
growth. The area is detailed as Audit Report Area No. 9 and is
pictured on Exhibit JDOB-14, pages 17 and 18.
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6. Page 8, lines 1 - 3 cover an area identified as Note 6. This area is

the 93 square foot computer-based training area. This area has
been rebutted several times above. It is pictured in Exhibit JDB-14,

page 6.

Page 8, lines 3 — 5 depict an area identified as Note 7. The area is
actually 114 square feet, not 349 square feet, and is properly
reserved for BellSouth tandem switch growth. This area is not

available for physical collocation.

DID MR. BEASLEY MAKE COMMENTS ON THE BOCA RATON
BOCA TEECA CENTRAL OFFICE SPACE AVAILABILITY ON PAGE

8, LINE 9 TO PAGE 9, LINE 7 THAT YOU CAN COMMENT ON?

Yes, | can. Mr. Beasley still makes the same general errors as the

other parties. Specifically,:

1.

Page 8, lines 13 — 15 talk about an area identified as Note 1. This is
Audit Area No. 5 on the Staff Audit Report and pictured on Exhibit
JDB-18, pages 8 and 9. Given the code and grounding plane
separation issues, the area is not adequate for safe, code-compliant

physical collocation installation.

Page 8, lines 15 - 17 identify an area called Note 2. This area is

actually 1,165 square feet, not 1,756 square feet. It is properly
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reserved for BellSouth switch growth and code-required exit aisles.
This area is noted on the Audit Report as Area No. 4. It has been

rebutted above. It is pictured in Exhibit JDB-18, pages 6 and 7.

3. Page 8, lines 18 — 20 identify an area as Note 3. Actually, Mr.
Beasley is confused. This is the same area described in Note 2.
There is no such space in Note 3 uniess he is subdividing Note 2. If

he is, then his square footages are off in both cases.

4. Page 8, line 21 to Page 9, line 2 identifies an area as Note 4. There
is no such area of vacant space on any exhibit. The area is totally

occupied by working switch equipment.

5. Page 9, lines 3 — 7 discuss an area identified as Note 5. This is the
administrative space for forty-nine people, not sixteen, as he
suggests. The space is located on another floor. This is Audit
Report Area Nos.1 and 2. This area has been rebutted above

several times. It is pictured in Exhibit JDB-18, pages 10-22.

CAN YOU COMMENT ON MR BEASLEY'S ASSESSMENT OF THE
WEST PALM BEACH GARDENS CENTRAL OFFICE ON PAGE 9,
LINE 11 TO PAGE 10, LINE 97

Yes. Mr. Beasley continues to make the same general errors made by

all the parties. Some specific comments follow:
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1.

Page 9, lines 15 — 18 try to identify an area as Note 1. ltis an area

of 180 square feet not 475 square feet as stated by Mr. Beasley.

The area is a fixed layout maintenance area workstation ordered
from the vendor. It is located immediately adjacent to the processor.
The area was noted in the Audit Report as Audit Area No.1 and
pictured in Exhibit JDB-15, pages 10 and 11. The Staff Auditors

determined the space was unsuitable for physical collocation.

Page 9, lines 18 - 19 talk about an area identified as Note 2. The
majority of this space is two code-required exit aisles and ground
plane separation aisles. The area is noted as Audit Area No. 2 in
the Audit Report and is shown on Exhibit JDB-15, pages 7 and 8.
The area was deemed unsuitable for physical collocation. There is
no overhead door in this area. Mr. Beasley may be referring to the
large smoke exhaust louvers necessary to vent a smoke filled

central office in case of fire.

Page 9, line 23 to Page 10, line 3 identify Note 3. This is the
collection of fixed layout maintenance centers detailed in Audit
Report Area No.11. This area includes code-required exit aisles.
This area has been rebutted in my testimony above. It is the only
place available for relocating the code-required exit aisle and
receiving area if Commission Order No. PSC-99-0060-FOF-TP is
upheld on appeal. This space is, therefore, not available for physical

collocation. It is pictured in Exhibit JDB-15, pages 4-6.
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4. Page 10, lines 3 - 6 references Note 4. The alleged Note 4 space
of 1,279 square feet does not exist. Exhibit RB-4 shows the area
covering the fully occupied power area, existing virtual collocators, a
new Titan 5500 DCS, and occupied miscellaneous toll equipment.

The area is partially pictured in my Exhibit JDB-15, page 24.

IS THERE SPACE FOR MORE STRUCTURES ON THE FOUR SITES
VISITED BY MR. BEASLEY AS REPORTED ON PAGE 11, LINE 14
TO PAGE 12, LINE 127

The answer is no for the North Dade Golden Glades and West Paim
Beach Gardens central offices. The North Dade Golden Glades central
office building sits against three setbacks or property lines. The fourth
side faces the parking lot that contains the code-required number of
spaces for a full two-story building. The site is also at maximum
development in terms of paving and coverage. The BellSouth property
is fully surrounded by developed warehouse properties. The West
Palm Beach Gardens central office has similar setback, zoning,

and parking limitations. BellSouth is surrounded by land held in trust

and zoned for large residential projects.

The other two sites, Boca Raton Boca Teeca and Miami Paimetto,
have some parking area left unoccupied. However, the Boca Raton
Boca Teeca central office is in a highly restricted construction area.

This is obvious to those attending the site visits. One cannot assume
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Q.

A.

one will get zoning permission for any outlying structure of any kind.
The Miami Palmetto central office has land held for relocating the
parking area when a horizontal building addition is added. This land
area is sized to support the maximum building size. One cannot
assume that zoning in the Doral Country Club area will allow for

outlying buildings.

DOES THIS CONCLUDE YOUR TESTIMONY?

Yes, it does.
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Docket Nos. 380946-TL, 980947-TL, 980948-TL, 981011-TL
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| HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing was served via

U.S. Mail this 12th day of May, 1999 to the following:

Beth Keating, Esq.

Staff Counsel

Florida Public Service
Commission

Division of Legal Services

2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard

Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850

Charles J. Pellegrini *
Wiggins & Villacorta, P.A.
2145 Delta Boulevard
Suite 200

P.O. Drawer 1657
Tallahassee, FL 32302
Tel. No. (850) 385-6007
Fax. No. (850) 385-6008

Steve Brown

Intermedia Communications, inc.

3625 Queen Palm Drive
Tampa, FL 33619-1309
Tel. No. (813) 829-0011

Fax. No. (813) 829-4923

Floyd R. Self, Esq. *

Messer, Caparello & Self, P.A.
215 South Monroe Street
Suite 701

Tallahassee, FL 32301-1876
Tel. No. (850) 222-0720

Fax. No. (850) 224-4359

Mr. Brian Sulmonetti *

MCI WoridCom, Inc.

Concourse Corporate Center Six
Six Concourse Parkway, Suite 3200
Atlanta, GA 30328

David V. Dimlich, Esq. *

Legal Counsel

Supra Telecommunications &
Information Systems, Inc.

2620 S.W. 27" Avenue

Miami, FL 33133

Tel. No. (305) 476-4235

Fax. No. (305) 443-1078

Amanda Grant

BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.
Regulatory & Extemnal Affairs

675 West Peachtree Street, N.E.
Room 38L64

Atlanta, Georgia 30375

Norman H. Horton, Jr. *

Messer, Caparello & Self, P.A.
215 S. Monroe Street

Suite 701

Tallahassee, Florida 32301-1876
Tel. No. (850) 222-0720

Fax. No. (850) 224-4359
Represents e.spire



James C. Falvey, Esq.
e.spire™ Communications, Inc.
133 National Business Parkway
Suite 200
Annapolis Junction, Maryland 20701
Tel. No. (301) 3614298
Fax. No. (301) 361-4277

Kenneth A. Hoffman, Esq. *

John R. Ellis, Esq.

Rutledge, Ecenia, Underwood,
Purnell & Hoffman, P.A.

P.O. Box 551

Tallahassee, FL 32301

Tel. No. (850) 681-6788

Fax. No. (850) 681-6515

Steven Gorosh

Vice President and General Counsel
NorthPoint Communications, Inc.
222 Sutter Street, 7th Floor

San Francisco, CA 94108

Tel. No. (415) 659-6518

Fax. No. (415) 658-4190

Charles A. Hudak, Esq.

Jeremy D. Marcus, Esq.

Gerry, Friend & Sapronov, LLP
Three Ravinia Drive, Suite 1450
Atlanta, GA 30346-2131

Tel. No. (770) 399-9500

Fax. No. (770) 395-0000

Attys. for ACI Corp.

Jeffrey Blumenfeid, Esq.
Elise P.W. Kiely, Esg.
Blumenfeld & Cohen
1615 M Street, NW
Suite 700

Washington, DC 20036
Tel. No. (202) 955-6300
Fax. No. (202) 955-6460
Attys. for ACI Corp.

Peter M. Dunbar, Esq. *

Marc Dunbar,. Esq. *

Pennington, Moore, Wilkinson
Bell & Dunbar, P.A,

Post Office Box 10095

Tallahassee, FL 32302-2095

Tel. (850) 222-3533

FAx (850) 222-2126

Attys for Time Warner Telecom

Carolyn Marek *

VP of Regq. Affairs

Time Warner Communications
233 Bramerton Court

Franklin, TN 37069

Tel. (615) 376-6404

Fax (615) 376-6405

Monica M. Barone *

Sprint Communications Company
Limited Partnership

3100 Cumberiand Circle

Mailstop GAATLNO0802

Atlanta, GA 30339

James D. Eearl, Esq. *

Covad Communications, Inc. d/b/a
DIECA Communications

700 Thirteenth Street NW

Suite 950

Washington, DC 20005

Tel: (202) 434-8902
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Gabriel E. Nieto

Hopping Green Sams & Smith
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