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July 27, 1994 

Ma. Blanca s. Bay6, Director 
Division of Recorda and Reporting 
Florida Public Service Commission 
Room 107 
101 East Gaines Street 
Tallahaaaee, PL 32399-0850 

Re: Docket No. 

Dear Ms. Bayo: 
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Enclosed for filing on behalf of KCI Telecommunicat ions 
Corporation in the above-referenced docket are the original and 
fifteen copiea of MCI's Prehearing Statement. Also enclosed is a 
word perfect diak containing this same filing. 

By copy of this l e tter, this document has been provided to the 
parties on the attached service list. .. .. .,., ~ 
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Very truly yours, 

Richard D. Melson 

DOCUMCNT tWHOER-OATt: 

0 7 6 I 8 JUL27' 
FPSC·R£COROS/REPORTINO 



•• 

In re: Petition for expanded 
interconnection for alternate 
ace••• vendor• within local 
exchange COIIpllftY central office• 
by INTBRKBDIA COIOIUNICATIONS Ol' 
FLORIDA, INC. 

Docket No . 921074-TP 

Piled: July 27, 1994 

IIC! 'r-..eoMIIU.!C&'f!OII COa.oa&'fiOII' 8 
n_..I_ Half....., 

MCI Telec~icationa Corporation (MCI) hereby submits ita 

Prehearinq stat..ant in the above-captioned docket. 

A. Known lit018•••· MCI will not present any witnesses. 

B. KnOWD !vhibita. MCI will not present any exhibits, 

other than croaa-exaalnation exhibits. 

c. latic Pgeition. MCI believes that expanded 

interconnection in the intraatate switched acceaa aarket i• in 

the public intere1t. 

D. - G. I••u••· MCI'a position on the certain issues 

identified in the order on Prebearinq Procedure i a as follows. 

MCI takes no poaition on Ia1uea 12-13, 22-23: 

ISSUI 1: How ia switched access provi sioned and priced 
today? 

~: Switched ace••• is provisioned and priced baaed on 
the type of aervice requested from the Local 
Exchange carrier (LEC). The LECa provide switched 
ace .. • ••rvice to intarexchanqe ea1riera (IXCs). 
The local tranaport rate eleaenta tor switched 
access are ~teqorized into five (5) rate elements 
and are filed in the LEC'a tariff. 
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ISSUJ 2: Bow ia local transport structured and priced 
today? 

B&l: Switched access local transport are rated based 
upon the way traffic is routed; dedicated 
transport ia flat-rated and c~on transport is 
uaaqe Hnaitive. 

ISSUJ 3: Under what circumstances should the co .. ission 
i•po•e the .... or different for.a and conditions of expanded 
interconnection than the Pee? 

B&l: Physical collocation is preferred to virtual 
collocation under any circumstance. 

ISSlJI 4: Ia expanded interconnection tor switched access in 
the public interest? 

M&I: Yea. Expanded interconnection will lead to 
increased coapetition. Increasing competition 
will create the possibility ot lower prices tor 
teleco.aunication services to Florida consumers, 
the develop .. nt of innovative services, increased 
service choices to customers and an increase in 
the deployaent ot new technoloqy. 

ISSUE 5: I• the offerinq ot dedicated and switched services 
between non-affiliated entities by non-LECs in the public 
interest? 

B&l: Yea. The otferinq ot such services by 
non-affiliated entities will provide customers 
with additional chooses ot service providers, as 
well aa increase competitive forces in this market 
to provide increased benefits (lower prices, new 
service•, etc.) to Florida consuaers. 

ISSQE 6: Does Chapter 364, Florida Statutes allow the 
commi ssion to require expanded interconnection tor switched 
access? 

EX: Yea. 

ISSUJ 7& Does a physical collocation mcndate raise federal 
or state conatitution• l qu .. tions about the taking or 
confiscation of LIC property? 

B&l: Federal concerns have been raised concerning the 
FCC's authority in this matter. 
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ISSQI 8: Should the Co.aiaaion require physical wnd/or 
virtual collocation for .witched access expanded interconnection? 

~: Yea. Physical collocation ia preferred for 
varioua technical reasons. However, virtual 
collocation can be a viable alternative as lonq as 
virtual collocation ia coaparably efficient aa 
physical collocation. 

ISSUJ 9: Which LBCa should provide switched access expanded 
interconnection? 

~: Tier 1 LBCa vbich have the ability to provide 
expanded interconnection service should provide 
switched ace••• service. 

ISSQE 10: Proa vbat LBC facilities should expanded 
interconnection for aarvicea access be ottered? Should expanded 
interconnection for .witched access be required fro• all such 
facilities? 

~: Any type of LIC otfice that can offer intrastate 
expanded interconnection tor switched access 
should be required to provide such services. 

ISSQE 11: Which entities should be allowed expanded 
interconnection tor .witched access? 

Hkl: Any entity requiring expanded interconnection 
services for switched access should be offered 
such services on a nondiscriminatory basis. 

ISSQE 12: Should collocators be required to allow LECs and 
other parties to interconnect with their networks ? 

M&I: MCI haa no position at this time. 

ISSUE 13: Should the Ca.aission allow switched access 
expanded interconnection for non-fiber optic technology? 

Hkl: MCI has no position at this time. 

ISSUE 14 : Should all witched access transport providers be 
required to file tariffs? 

Kkl: No. Tbe s ... tarittinq requireaents should apply 
to switched transport aa currently apply to 
dedicated tranaport. Consistent with Order 
PSC-94-0285-POP-TP, AAV and AAV-like 
interconnector entities should not be required to 
file tariffs, while all companies who are 
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currently under tariff mandates should continue to 
file tariffs. 

IIIUJ 151 Should the proposed LEC flexible pricinq plans for 
private line and special access expanded interconnection tariffs 
be approvect? 

IICI: The co .. iaaion should not approve the flexible 
pricing plana for private line and apecial access 
expanded interconnection until coapetition exists . 
Iapl .. entinq flexible pricing plana for L!Ca will 
atop the development of true co•petition and the 
benefit• of coapetition will not be realized . 

ISSQI 16: Should the L!Ca proposed intrastate private line 
and special accaaa expanded interconnection tariffs be approved? 

ICI: The proposed tariffs should be approved only to 
the extent that the L!C's intrastate tariffs 
reflect their costs. In addition, the commission 
a auat review tariffed terms and conditions to 
enaure the advancement of competition in this 
aarket. 

ISSQE 17: Should the L!Ca proposed intrastate switched 
ace••• interconnection tariffs be approved? 

~: The ~roposed tariffs should be approved only to 
the extent that the LEC'a intrastate tariffs 
reflect their coats. In addition, the Commission 
auat review tariffed terms and conditions to 
enaure the advancement of competition in this 
aarket. 

ISSQI 18: Should the LECs be granted additional pricing 
flexibility? If ao, what ahould it be? 

~: No. Additional pricing flexibility should not be 
granted to L!Ca until true competition has been 
deaonatratad. 

ISSQI 19: Should the Commission modify its pricing and rate 
structure regarding awitched transport service? 

a) With the implementation of switched expanded 
interconnection. 

KCI: Yea, •• long as competition exists in this market 
and auch aodifications do not provide the LEes 
with the ability to stifle the development of 
coapetition. 
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b) Without the implementation ot switched 
interconnection. 

~: Yea, aa long aa competition exiata in thia market 
and auch aoditicationa do not provide the LECs 
with the ability to stifle the development ot 
coapetition. 

ISIQI 20: It the Coaaiaaion changes ita policy on the 
pricing and rate atructure of switched transport service, which 
ot the tollovinq abould the new policy be based on: 

a) The intraatate pricing and rate structure of local 
tranaport ahould airror each L!C'a intraatate tiling. 

b) The intraatate pricing and rate structure of local 
tranaport ahould be deterained by competitive conditions in the 
transport aarket. 

c) The intraatate pricing and rate atructure of local 
transport abould reflect the underlying cost based structure. 

d) The intrastate pricing and rate structure of local 
transport ahould reflect other methods. 

ICl: c. The intrastate pricing and rate structure of local 
tranaport should reflect the underlying cost based structure. 

ISSQI 21 : ' Should the L!Cs' proposed local transport 
restructure tariffs be approved? It not, what changes should be 
aade to the taritfa? 

~: Local transport restructure taritts should only be 
approved if the rate structure are based on 
underlying coats . 

ISSQI 22: Should the modified access based compensation 
(MABC) aqre ... nt be aodified to incorporate a revised transport 
structure (if local tranaport restructure is adopted) tor 
intraLATA toll traffic between LECs? 

~: MCI baa no position at this time. 

ISSUI 23: How should the Commission'~ imputation quidelines 
be modified to re~lect a revised transport structure (it local 
transport reatructure is adopted? 

~~ MCI baa no position at this time. 
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ISSUJ 24: Should theae docket• be cloaed? 

Jla: No. 

H. Stipulatiooa. MCI ia not aware of any iaauea that have 

been atipulated by tba partiea. 

I. Pan4ing Motiona. MCI haa no pending aotiona that 

require action by the Prehearing Officer. 

J. pegyir..,nta of Order. MCI believes this prehearing 

atateaent ia fully r .. ponaive to the requireaenta of the Order on 

Prehearinq Procedure. 
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RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED thia 27th day ot July, 1994. 
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HOPPING BOYD GREEN ' SAMS 

By: -p.v 0. f"-'-
Richard D. Melson 
Post Ottice Box 6526 
123 South Calhoun Street 
Tallahassee, FL 32314 
904/222-7500 

and 

MICrlAEL J. HENRY 
MCI TELECOMMUNICATIONS CORP. 
780 Johnson Ferry Road 
Suite 700 
Atlanta, GA 30342 
404/843-6373 

At torneys tor MCI 
Telecommunicati ons Corporation 
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I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing 

waa aent by u.s. Mail this 27th day of July, 1994. 

Donna L. canzano 
Public Service Commi••ion 
101 Eaat Gaines Street 
Room 212 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0863 

Harriet !udy 
ALLTEL Florida, Inc. 
P.O. Box 550 
Live Oak, FL 32060 

Michael w. Tye 
106 East College Avenue 
Suite 1410 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 

Lee L. Willis 
J. Jeffry Wahlen 
Macfarlane, Ausley, Ferguson 

& McMullen 
P.O. Box 391 
Tallahassee, FL 32302 

cathy swanson 
Sprint United - Florida 
P.O. Box 165000, MC 5326 
Altamonte Springs, FL 32716 

Joseph P. Gillan 
J.P. Gillan & Associates 
P,O. Box 541038 
Orlando, FL 32854-1038 

c. Everett Boyd, Jr. 
Ervin, Varn , et al. 
P .O. Drawer 1170 
Tallahassee, FL 32303 

Charlea Oenni• 
Indiantown Telephone System 
P.O. Box 277 
Indiantown, FL 34956 

Beverly Menard 
cjo Richard Fletcher 
GTE Florida, Inc. 
106 Ea•t College Avenue 
Suite 1440 
Tallahassee, FL 32301-7704 

Rachel Rothstein 
Wiley Law Firm 
1776 K St reet, N.W. 
Washington, D.C 20006 

Vicki Gordon Kaufman 
McWhirter, Grandoff & Reeves 
315 s. Calhoun Street, Suite 
716 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 

Intermedia Communications 
External Affairs, V.P. 
9280 Bay Plaza Blvd., suite 720 
Tampa , FL 33619 

John A. Carroll, Jr. 
Northeast Florida Telephone 
P .O. Box 485 
Macclenny, FL 32063-0485 

Charles J. Beck 
Office of Public Counsel 
Suite 801 
111 East Madison Street 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-1440 

Daniel v. Gregory 
Quincy Telephone Company 
P.O. Box 189 
Quincy, FL 32351 

Laura L. Wilson 
Florida Cable Television Assoc . 
P.O. Box 10383 
Tallahassee, FL 32302 
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Harris R. Anthony 
J. Phillip carver 
cfo Marshall Criser, III 
southern Bell Telephone company 
150 s. Monroe street 
Tallahassee, PL 32301 

Jeff McGehee 
southland Telephone Co. 
P.O. Box 37 
Atmore, AL 36504 

Chanthina R. Bryant 
sprint co .. unications 
3065 cumberland Circle 
Atlanta, GA 30339 

Jodie Donovan 
Teleport ca.aunications 
one Teleport Dr., #301 
staten Island, NY 10311 

Janis Stahlhut 
Time Warner Cable 
Corporate Headquarters 
300 First Stamford Pla~e 
Stamford, CT 06902-6732 

Pat Wiqqins 
Wiqqins ' Villacorta 
P.O. Drawer 1657 
Tallahassee, PL 32302 

Jerry Johns 
united Telephone Company 
P.O. Box 165000 
Altamonte Sprinqs, FL 32716-
5000 

Tracy Hatch 
Division of Leqal Services 
Room 2 26 
Public Service Commission 
101 East Gaines Stre~t 
Tallahassee, PL 32399-0850 

Oouqlas s. Metcalf 
communication Consultants, Inc. 
P.O. Box 1148 
Winter Park, PL 32790-1148 

Kenneth A. Hoffman 
Rutledqe, Ecenia, Underwood, 

Purnell ' Hoffman, P.A. 
P.O. Box 551 
Tallahassee, FL 32303-5551 

Peter M. Dunbar 
Penninqton ' Haben, P.A. 
P.O. Box 10095 
Tallahassee, FL 32302 

Attorney 




