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bBEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

	In re: Implementation of requirements arising from Federal Communications Commission's triennial UNE review: Location-Specific Review for DS1, DS3 and Dark Fiber Loops, and Route-Specific Review for DS1, DS3 and Dark Fiber Transport.
	DOCKET NO. 030852-TP

 FILED: FEBRUARY 2, 2004


STAFF'S PREHEARING STATEMENT


Pursuant to Order Nos. PSC-03-1055-PCO-TP and PSC-03-1265-PCO-TP, the Staff of the Florida Public Service Commission files its Prehearing Statement.

a.
All Known Witnesses

Staff has no witnesses at this time.
b.
All Known Exhibits

Staff has no exhibits at this time.
c.
Staff's Statement of Basic Position
Staff's positions are preliminary and based on materials filed by the parties and on discovery.  The preliminary positions are offered to assist the parties in preparing for the hearing.  Staff's final positions will be based upon all the evidence in the record and may differ from the preliminary positions stated herein.

d.
Staff's Position on the Issues
ISSUE 1: To what specific customer locations have two or more competing providers, not affiliated with each other or the ILEC, including intermodal providers of service comparable in quality to that of the ILEC, deployed their own DS-1 facilities including leased, purchased or UNE dark fiber with the carrier’s own optronics attached to activate the fiber) and offer DS-1 loops over their own facilities on a widely available basis to other carriers? For each such location, do the wholesale providers have access to the entire customer location, including each individual unit within the location?



Position: Staff has no position at this time.
ISSUE 2: To what specific customer locations have two or more competing providers, not affiliated with each other or the ILEC, including intermodal providers of service comparable in quality to that of the ILEC, either (1) deployed their own DS-3 facilities and actually serve customers via those facilities or (2) deployed DS-3 facilities by attaching their own optronics to activate dark fiber obtained under a long-term indefeasible right of use and actually serve customers via those facilities at that location?



Position: Staff has no position at this time.
ISSUE 3: To what specific customer locations have two or more competing providers, not affiliated with each other or the ILEC, including intermodal providers of service comparable in quality to that of the ILEC, deployed their own DS-3 facilities (including leased, purchased or UNE dark fiber with the carrier’s own optronics attached to activate the fiber) and offer DS-3 loops over these facilities on a widely available wholesale basis to other carriers? For each such location, do the wholesale providers have access to the entire customer location, including each individual unit within the location?


Position: Staff has no position at this time.
ISSUE 4: If neither the self-provisioning or the wholesale triggers for DS-3 loops is satisfied at a specific customer location, using the potential deployment criteria specified in §51.319(a)(5)(ii), what evidence of non-impairment for a DS-3 loop at a specific customer location exists? Is this evidence sufficient to conclude that there is no impairment at a specific customer location?



Position: Staff has no position at this time.
ISSUE 5: To what specific customer locations have two or more competing providers deployed their own dark fiber facilities, including dark fiber owned by the carrier or obtained –under 8 long-term indefeasible right of use (but excluding ILEC unbundled dark fiber)?


Position: Staff has no position at this time.
ISSUE 6: If the self-provisioning trigger for dark-fiber loops is not satisfied at a specific customer location, using the potential deployment criteria specified in $5 1.3 19(a)(6)(ii), what evidence of non-impairment for dark fiber loops at a specific customer location exists? Is this evidence sufficient to conclude that there is no impairment at a specific customer location?



Position: Staff has no position at this time.
ISSUE 7: Along what particular routes have two or more competing providers, not affiliated with each other or the ILEC, including intermodal providers of service comparable in quality to that of the ILEC, deployed their own DS-1 level dedicated transport facilities (including leased, purchased or UNE dark fiber with the carrier’s own optronics attached to activate the fiber) and are willing to provide DS-1 level transport immediately over their own facilities on a widely available basis to other carriers?



Position:  Staff has no position at this time.
ISSUE 8: For any particular route where at least two competing providers will provide wholesale DS-1 dedicated transport, do both competing providers’ facilities terminate in collocation arrangements at an ILEC premise or a similar arrangement in a non-ILEC premise? If so, can requesting carriers obtain reasonable and nondiscriminatory access to those competing providers’ termination points through a cross-connect to the providers’collocations either at the ILEC premise or similar arrangement if located at a non-ILEC premise?



Position: Staff has no position at this time.
ISSUE 9: Along what particular routes have three or more competing providers, not affiliated with each other or the ILEC, including intermodal providers of service comparable in quality to that of the ILEC, deployed their own DS-3 level dedicated transport facilities (including leased, purchased or UNE dark fiber with the carrier’s own optronics attached to activate the fiber) and are operationally ready to use those transport facilities?


Position: Staff has no position at this time.
ISSUE 10:  For any particular route where at least three competing providers have self-provisioned DS-3 level dedicated transport facilities, do the competing providers’ facilities terminate in collocation arrangements at an ILEC premise or a similar arrangement in a non-ILEC premise?



Position: Staff has no position at this time.
ISSUE 11: Along what particular routes have two or more competing providers, not affiliated with each other or the ILEC, including intermodal providers of service comparable in quality, to that of the JLEC, deployed their own DS-3 level dedicated transport facilities (including leased, purchased or UNE dark fiber with the carrier’s own optronics attached to activate the fiber), are operationally ,ready to use those transport facilities, and :are willing to provide DS-3 level dedicated transport immediately over their facilities on a widely available wholesale basis to other carriers?


Position: Staff has no position at this time.
ISSUE 12: For any particular route where at least two competing providers will provide wholesale DS-3 level dedicated transport, do both competing providers’ facilities terminate in collocation arrangements at an ILEC premise or a similar arrangement in a non-ILEC premise? If so, can requesting carriers’ obtain reasonable and nondiscriminatory access to those competing providers’ termination points through a cross-connect to the providers’ collocations either at the ILEC premise or similar arrangement if located at a ion-ILEC premise?



Position: Staff has no position at this time.
ISSUE 13: If neither the self-provisioning nor the wholesale triggers for DS-3 level dedicated transport is satisfied along a route, using the potential deployment criteria specified in 55 1.3 19(e)(2)(ii), what evidence of non-impairment for DS-3 level dedicated transport on a specific route exists? Is this evidence sufficient to conclude that there is no impairment along this route?



Position: Staff has no position at this time.
ISSUE 14:  Along what particular routes have three or more competing providers, not affiliated with each other or the ILEC, deployed their own dark fiber transport facilities?



Position: Staff has no position at this time.
ISSUE 15:  For any particular route where at least three competing providers have self-provisioned dark fiber dedicated transport facilities, do the competing providers’ facilities terminate in collocation arrangements at an ILEC premise or a similar arrangement in a non-ILEC premise?



Position: Staff has no position at this time.
ISSUE 16:  Along what particular routes have two or more competing providers, not affiliated with each other or the ILEC, deployed their own dark fiber transport facilities (including dark fiber obtained from an entity other than the ILEC), are operationally ready to lease or sell those transport facilities to provide transport along the route, and are willing to provide dark fiber immediately over their facilities on a widely available wholesale basis to other carriers?



Position: Staff has no position at this time.
ISSUE 17:  For any particular route where at least two competing providers will provide wholesale dark fiber, do both competing providers’ facilities terminate in collocation arrangements at an ILEC premise or a similar arrangement in a non-ILEC premise? If so, can requesting carriers obtain reasonable and nondiscriminatory access to those competing providers' termination points through a cross-connect to the providers' collocations either at the ILEC premise or similar arrangement if located at a non-ILEC premise?



Position: Staff has no position at this time.
ISSUE 18:  For any particular route where at least two competing providers will provide such wholesale dark fiber, do these providers have sufficient quantities of dark fiber available to satisfy current demand along that route? If not, should the wholesale trigger for dark fiber be determined to be satisfied along that route?



Position: Staff has no position at this time.
ISSUE 19:  If neither the self-provisioning or the wholesale triggers for dark fiber transport is satisfied along a route, using the potential deployment criteria specified in

§51.319(e)(3)(ii), what evidence of non-impairment for dark fiber on a specific route

exists? Is this evidence sufficient to conclude that there is no impairment along this route?



Position: Staff has no position at this time.
ISSUE 20:  If unbundling requirements for loops at customer-specific locations or dedicated transport along a specific route are eliminated, what are the appropriate transition period and requirements, if any, after which a CLEC no longer is entitled to these loops or transport under Section 25 1 (c)(3)?


Position: Staff has no position at this time.
e.
Pending Motions

Staff has no pending motions at this time.

f.
Pending Confidentiality Claims or Requests

Staff has no pending confidentiality requests at this time.

g.
Compliance with Order No.         


Staff has complied with all requirements of the Order Establishing Procedure entered in this docket.


Respectfully submitted this________ day of ______________, ________.






_______________________________






ADAM TEITZMAN






Staff Counsel






FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION






2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard






Gerald L. Gunter Building - Room 370






Tallahassee, Florida  32399-0863






(850)413-6199


