
BBPORB TBB IPLORIDA PUBLIC SBRVICB COteC:SSION 

.In re : Petition of Xntermedia 
COIIII'IUDicationa of Pl.orida, Inc. 
for expanded intercODDection for 
AAVs within LBC central offices. 

Docket No. 921074-TP 

PBBBBA•m STA'tWINT or TBLIPORT cottmNICATIOMS GRQUP INC. 

Teleport C: anicatiou Group Inc. (TCG) hereby aubmita it.s 
preheariDg atat~t punY&Dt to Rule 25-22.038 ( 3) of the 
Commission'• rulea of practice and procedure and the Commission's 
Order Batabliahing Procedure in thia docket. 

(A) Jaul lourOQpa. will teatify on behalf of TOG to respond 
to the liat of issue• identified by the Coamiasion in 
tbia docket. Mr. ltouroupas will address all the issues 
raiaed by the Commiasion an.d TCG. 

(B) '!'OJ doea not cun-ently plan to offer exhibits i nto the 
rec:ol'd. 

(C) TCG'a basic poaition in this proceeding is that the 
Ca.d.aaion ahould grant IntermecUa • s pe.tition for an 
order peradtting AAV provision of apecial access and 
.. itcbed acceaa aervieec through collocation 
ar~~t• in local exchange company central offices . 
BxpaDded interconnection is in the public interest and 
will ~ring significant benefits to consumers in 
Plorida. TCG further aaserts that Chapter 364 of the 
Plorida Statutes authorizes the Coamission to implement 
e~Dded interconnection and TOG wishes to otter 
t.eatimcmy on the details of thia implementation. 

(D) TCG concur• with the CQIIIIlission•s liat of issue• in the 
Order Batabliahing Procedure as the queationa of fact 
wbi.ch are rel evant to t his proceeding. Paul ltouroupas 
ha8 adclres•ecl theae question• in hia direct filed 
teatiJioDy on behalf of TCG . 

(B) "1'aJ cooaidera the relevant question of law in this 
proc.-ding to be whether or not the Commi~sion may 
require expanded interconnection under Chapter 364 of 

- the l'lorida statutes. TCG as•erts that the aect i on 
granta tbe Cammiasion exclusive juriBdiction over 
telecoaa•aicatiODB and direct• the Coamis•ion to 
encourage competition. Collocation and interconnection 
are two essential el~nts of full and effective 
cc:apetition aDd the COIIIIliaaion may implement them in 
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the public interest. 

(F) TCG conaiders the· most significant policy question in 
tbi• proceeding to be whether or not expanded 
intercoanection i,s in the public interest, to which th,e 
anawer ia yea. 

TCG auggests that there is one policy question at issue 
wbich the c~a•.ion has not addressed in the Order 
B8tabli•hing Procedure. The question is whether the 
Cammiasion should institute •freedom of choice• 
policies so that LICs do not impede effective 
cc:apetition by iMtituting unreasonable terms and 
coaditioaa in their collocation tariffs or by charging 
di•crt.iDatory central office reconfiguration rates or 
other practices. TCG further asserts that ·the '·BCe 
abould not be permitted to tmpoee termination 
liabilitiea on cuatomera which have been locked int.o a 
long tera contract but want to switch to a competitive 
access provider when expanded interconnection is in 
place. 

(G) TCG hall not stipulated to any issues. 

(H) 'raJ ~ not c.urrently have any pendL:.'lg mat.ters before 
the ec-!asion. The Commission granted ita petition to 
intervene in thia proceeding on June 24, 1993 in. O.rde·r •o. PSC·93-0948·POO·TP. 

(I) TCG can comply with the all tbe Ccmnission's 
requirements set forth in the Order Batablishing 
Procedure. 

Dat,ec!: July 7, l 993 

Respectfully aubmitt.ed, 

·L~ ~Donovan :;u;:t::ry Counsel 
Teleport Communications Group Inc. 
1 ·Teleport Drive, Suite 301 
Staten Island, New York 10311 
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