Time Warner Communications
160 Inverness Drive West
Englewood, Colorado 80112
(303) 799.5513
(303) 799-5591 (facsimile)

URIGiNAL
January 26, 1996 mg QUEI

Ms. Blanca Bayo, Director via Hand Delivery
Division of Records and Reporting

Florida Public Service Commission

2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard

Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0850

Re: Resolution of Petition(s) to establish 1995 rates, terms, and conditions
for interconnection involving local exchange companies and alternative
local exchange companies pursuant to Section 364.162, Florida
Statutes; Docket No. 950985A-TP-Continental/Sprint United and
950985D-Time Warner/Sprint United

Dear Ms. Bayo:

Enclosed for filing please find an original and fifteen copies of Time Warner AxS of
Florida, L.P.’s and Digital Media Partners’ Prehearing Statement for the above-referenced
dockets. You will also find a copy of this letter and a diskette in Word Perfect 5.1 format
enclosed. Please date-stamp the copy of this letter to indicate that the original was filed and
return to me.

et S (i you have any questions regarding this matter, please feel free to contact me.
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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

In Re:

Resclution of Petition(s)

to establish nondiscriminatory

rates, terms,

and conditions for

interconnection involving local
exchange companies and alternative

local exchange companies pursuant
Florida Statutes

to Section 364.162,

Docket Nos.
950985A~-Continental/
Sprint United
950985D-Time Warner/
Sprint United

)
)
)
)
) Filed: January 26,
)

)

PREHEARING STATEME

¥ TIME WARNER

8 OF FLORIDA P.

AND DIGITAL MEDIA PARTNERS

BA. WITNESSES,

Direct Testimony:

Witness Danny G. Engleman

Witness Joan McGrath

Witness Don J. Wood

Rebuttal Testimony:

Witness Danny G. Engleman

Witness Joan McGrath

Witness Don J. Wood

Direct Testimony:
JM-1

JdM-2

DGE-1

DIW~1

Rebuttal Testimony:

None
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C. S8TATEMENT OF BASIC POSITION

Time Warner believes that the best method of interconnection
compensation, especially in a infant local exchange market, is a
bill and keep arrangement. This is the method that local exchange
companies (LECs) use today, is administratively simple, and allows
competitors to choose a network architecture which is most
efficient. 1In addition, bill and keep is most likely to produce
the benefits of competition for consumers. In technical
interconnection arrangements, the alternative local exchange
company should be treated as a co-carrier, utilizing many of the
mechanisms that are in place between LECs today. No issues other

than those identified in this docket should be discussed in this

docket.
D-G. ISBUES AND POSITIONS
ISBUE 1: WHAT ARE THE APPROPRIATE RATE ESTRUCTURES,

INTERCONNECTION RATES, OR OTHER COMPENSATION ARRANGEMENTS FOR THE
EXCHANGE OF LOCAL AND TOLL TRAFFIC BETWEEN THE RESPECTIVE ALECS AND
SPRINT UNITED?

TIME WARNER’S POSITION: The appropriate interconnection

arrangement is bill and keep.

ISBUE 2: IF THE COMMISSION SETS RATES, TERMS, AND CONDITIONS
FOR INTERCONNECTION BETWEEN THE RESPECTIVE ALECS AND SPRINT UNITED,
SHOULD SPRINT UNITED TARIFF THE INTERCONNECTION RATE(8) OR OTHER
ARRANGEMENTS?

TIME WARNER’S POSITION: Yes.
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ISBUE 3: WHAT ARE THE APPROPRIATE TECHNICAL AND FINANCIAL
ARRANGEMENTS WHICH SHOULD GOVERN INTERCONNECTION BETWEEN THE

RESPECTIVE ALECS8 AND SPRINT UNITED FOR THE DELIVERY OF CALLS

ORIGINATED AND/OR TERMINATED FROM CARRIERS NOT DIRECTLY CONNECTED

TO THE RESPECTIVE ALEC’S NETWORK?

ITME WARNER’S POSITION: For intralATA calls (both local and
toll), technically, ALECs should be able to transmit traffic
through the Sprint United tandems to other local service provider
end offices that also subtend the Sprint United tandems.
Financially, bill and keep will apply.

If a LATAwide termination structure is not used, local calls
should terminate under a bill and keep arrangement, and intraLATA
toll calls should use the intralATA Modified Access Based
Compensation (MABC) plan used between LECs in Florida today. The
originating company bills its end user for the toll call, and pays
the terminating company switched access charges. Where one LEC
serves as an intermediary, the intermediary LEC is paid tandem
switching and transport as well.

On interlLATA toll calls, IXC traffic exchanged between the
Sprint United tandem and the ALEC should be handled using industry
Meet Point Billing procedures--dual tariff, dual bill. The ALEC
will bill the IXC for Carrier Common Line, Local Switching, and
Transport from the tandem to its end office; the LEC will bill
Tandem Switching and Transport from the IXC point of presence to

the tandemn.

4
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Mobile interconnect traffic exchanged via the LEC tandem will
look, to both companies like local traffic. Most mobile carriers
have direct connections to the LEC tandem. On originating,
therefore, the ALEC would deliver traffic to the Sprint United
tandem under bill and keep. On terminating, Sprint United would
bill the normal cellular charges to the cellular company, and the
ALEC would terminate the calls under local bill and keep.

Further, Sprint United should allow two collocated ALECs to
direct connect within the Sprint United tandem, without going
through the tandem switch (a “hotel” connection}, charging only for

rates applied for collocation, and not for switched access.

ISBBUE 4: WHAT ARE THE APPROPRIATE TECHNICAL AND FINANCIAL
REQUIREMENTS FOR THE EXCHANGE OF INTRALATA 800 TRAFFIC WHICH
ORIGINATES FROM THE RESPECTIVE ALECS’ CUSTOMER AND TERMINATES TO AN
800 NUMBER SERVED BY OR THROUGH SPRINT UNITED?

TIME WARNER’S POSITION: The company originating the 800 call
will need to send the originating call record to the 800 number
owner in order for them to bill the end user. Technically, for 800
calls originating from the ALEC, the ALEC would route its 800
traffic to its service switching point where a query is launched to
the signal control point (SCP). A bill record will be generated by
the SCP provider which will be sent to Sprint United, so they can
bill the 800 end user customer. the ALEC should bill Sprint United
originating switched access charges, an 800 query charge, and a

record provisioning charge.
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ISSUE 5a): WHAT ARE THE APPROPRIATE TECHNICAI. ARRANGEMENTS
FOR THE INTERCONNECTION OF THE RESPECTIVE ALECS8' NETWORK TO SPRINT
UNITED’S 911 PROVISIONING NETWORK SUCH THAT THE RESPECTIVE ALECS’
CUSTOMERS ARE ENSURED THE SAME LEVEL OF 911 S8ERVICE A8 THEY WOULD
RECEIVE A8 A CUSTOMER OF SPRINT UNITED?

IIME WARNER’S POSITION: Sprint United should interconnect the
ALECs’ facilities to Sprint United’s 911 hub sites. It must
configure its 911 tandem to recognize industry standard 911
signaling for the traffic originating from the ALECs’ switches.
There should be a single point of contact for coordinating
purposes. Sprint United should be required to provide the ALECs
with reference data to assist in the configuration of
interconnected 911 trunks and to ensure that 911 calls are
correctly routed. There must be a cooperative effort between the
ALECs and Sprint United for deployment, routing and alternate

routing and other operational issues.

ISSUE Sb): WHAT PROCEDURES SHOULD BE IN PLACE FOR THE TIMELY
EXCHANGE AND UPDATING OF THE RESPECTIVE ALECS CUSTOMER INFORMATION
FOR INCLUSION IN APPROPRIATE E911 DATABASES?

TIME WARNER'S POSITION: The ALEC will use the existing method
in place today for transfer and update of correctly preformatted
E911 datafiles according to a pre-negotiated protocol and
predetermined schedule. Sprint United should be required to
cooperate with the ALECs to ensure that ALEC customer data is in

the proper format for inclusion in the 911 Automatic Location
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Identification database. Sprint United must either make the master
street address guide (MSAG) available to the ALECs or cooperate in
the editing of the ALECs’ customer data against the MSAG for
inclusion in the ALI database(s). Sprint United should have the
same standards for the ALEC as it does for itself. The ALEC's
record delivery will be transmitted as frequently and as rapidly as

Sprint United.

ISSUE 6: WHAT ARE THE APPROPRIATE TECHNICAL AND FINANCIAL
REQUIREMENTS FOR OPERATOR HANDLED TRAFFIC FLOWING BETWEEN THE
RESPECTIVE ALECE AND SPRINT UNITED INCLUDING BUSY LINE VERIFICATION
AND EMERGENCY INTERRUPT SERVICES?

TIME WARNER'S POSTITION: There are three scenarios for the

ALEC to provide Operator Services. The ALEC could self-provide,
hire a third party vendor, or hire Sprint United. 1In either the
first or second scenarios, the only connection to Sprint United for
the ALEC would be an inward trunk from the ALEC local switch to the
Sprint United Operator Services switch so a ALEC operator could
contact a Sprint United operator when a local ALEC customer
requires busy line verify/interrupt of a Sprint United line.
Conversely, if a Sprint United subscriber has a need for
verify/interrupt of an ALEC line, an inward trunk arrangement needs
to be made available to the ALEC operator provider. The option is
for the ALEC operator to refer or connect to the subscriber’s long
distance company to perform the service. The ALEC’s operator

service provider should be able to verify/interrupt ALEC lines
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without connecting to Sprint United. If the ALEC selects Sprint
United as the provider, operator services trunking would be
required between the ALEC local switch and the Sprint United

operator switch to perform all operator services functions.

ISSBUE 7: WHAT ARE THE APPROPRIATE ARRANGEMENTS FOR THE
PROVISION OF DIRECTORY ASSISTANCE SERVICES AND DATA BETWEEN THE
RESPECTIVE ALECB AND SPRINT UNITED?

TIME WARNER’S POSITION: Having the ALEC’s directory
assistance listings resident in the Sprint United database is to
both parties’ advantage. Sprint United maintains a complete,
accurate database for their subscribers, and world, while the ALEC
is able to make its 1listings universally available as well.
Although Sprint United incurs costs for entering and maintaining
the ALEC data for Directory Assistance (DA) purposes, but the value
of the universal database is priceless. Sprint United should be
required to carry the ALEC listings in its DA database at no charge

to the ALEC for these reasons.

ISSUE 8: UNDER WHAT TERMS AND CONDITIONS SHOULD BPRINT UNITED
BE REQUIRED TO LIST THE RESPECTIVE ALECS8' CUSTOMERS IN IT8 WHITE
AND YELLOW PAGES DIRECTORIES AND TO PUBLISH AND DISTRIBUTE THESE
DIRECTORIES TO THE RESPECTIVE ALEC8’ CUSTOMERS?

TIME WARNER‘S POSITION: Because of the small size of new

entrants and efficiencies (lack thereof) in creating their own

directories, Sprint United should be required to provide certain
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listing services to all end users regardless of their 1local
telephone company. Sprint United should provide a single 1line
white page listing for the ALEC’s customers at no charge to either
the ALEC or the end user. For business customers, Sprint United
should also provide a single line yellow page listing at no charge
as well. Sprint United must ensure accuracy and timeliness in these
listings. Sprint United should provide a user guide/informational
insert to be published in both the white pages information section
and the yellow pages sections, at no charge to the ALEC. Sprint
United should deliver directories to all customers at no charge to
the ALEC. Sprint United would have the opportunity to sell yellow

page ads to the ALEC’s customers.

ISBUE 9: WHAT ARE THE APPROPRIATE ARRANGEMENTS FOR THE
PROVISION OF BILLING AND COLLECTION SERVICES BETWEEN THE RESPECTIVE
ALECS AND SPRINT UNITED, INCLUDING BILLING AND CLEARING CREDIT
CARD, COLLECT, THIRD PARTY AND AUDIOTEXT CALLS?

TIME WARNER’S POSITION: If the LEC has a billing and

collection arrangement with an IXC to bill end user toll traffic on
the local telephone bill and the new entrant also has billing and
collection contracts with that IXC, then the LEC who will receive
the call detail from the IXC when a ported number is involved
should be required to “clear” that traffic to the ALEC, which will

bill the end user. The cost for this should be shared among Sprint

United, the ALEC, and the IXC.
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ISSUE 10: WHAT ARRANGEMENTS ARE NECESSARY TO ENSURE THE
PROVISION OF CLASS/LASS SERVICES BETWEEN THE RESPECTIVE ALECS AND
SPRINT UNITED'S8 NETWORKS?

TIME WARNER'S POSITION: The ALEC network and cluster need to
be translated in all Sprint United end offices that support
CLASS/LASS features. Likewise, the network and cluster of Sprint
United end offices need to be translated in the ALEC’s switch. 1In
addition, both STP pairs (the ALEC’s and Sprint United’s) must be

translated to allow an exchange of messages between end offices.

ISSUE 11: WHAT ARE THE APPROPRIATE ARRANGEMENTS FOR PHYBICAL
INTERCONNECTION BETWEEN THE RESPECTIVE ALECS AND SPRINT UNITED,
INCLUDING TRUNKING AND BIGNALING ARRANGEMENTS?

TIME WARNER’S POSITION: Interconnection should be permitted
wherever reasonably possible, rather than being arbitrarily
limited. In addition, signaling networks need to be interconnected
and need to pass sufficient signaling information so that all of
the services possible with today’s technology can be offered to all

customers.
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ISSUE 12: TO THE EXTENT NOT ADDRESSED IN THE NUMBER
PORTABILITY DOCKET, DOCKET NO. 950737-TP, WHAT ARE THE APPROPRIATE
FINANCIAL AND OPERATIONAL ARRANGEMENTES FOR INTEREXCHANGE CALLS
TERMINATED TO A NUMBER THAT HAS BEEN “PORTED" TO THE RESPECTIVE
ALECS?

TIME WARNER’S POSITION: Sprint United should develop a way to
measure this traffic, or develop a surrogate for estimating it, and
remit the correct switched access charges to Time Warner. If this
cannot be accomplished, an alternative is to reduce the price for
some other element of interconnection to offset Sprint United’s

revenue windfall.

ISSUE 13: WHAT ARRANGEMENTS, IF ANY, ARE NECESSARY TO ADDRESS
OTHER OPERATIONAL ISSUES?

TIME WARNER’S POSITION: As the ALECs and Sprint United work
toward implementation of the numerous issues relating to
interconnection, other issues may arise which could not be
addressed at this point in the process. The companies must agree
to work together toward an early resolution, with the expectation

that additional documents will result.

ISSUE 14: WHAT ARRANGEMENTES, IF ANY ARE APPROPRIATE FOR THE
ASSIGNMENT OF NXX CODES TO THE RESPECTIVE ALECS?

TIME WARNER’S POSITION: To the extent this Commission
requires a usage-based intercompany compensation plan which

maintains the current distinction between local versus toll, this
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Commission should require Sprint United to assist Time Warner
assignment of NXX codes, which the ALECs would legitimately require
for proper tracking of usage for intercompany compensation. Sprint
United should work with the ALECs to determine the number of NXX

codes needed to accommodate the local/toll distinction, and should

actively work to provide the ALECs with the needed codes.

H. STIPULATIONS

Time Warner has proposed no stipulations.

I. PENDING MOTIONS

Time Warner has filed no motions.

J. COMPLIANCE WITH ORDER ON PREHEARING PROCEDURE

Time Warner is aware of no requirements with which it cannot

conply.

JLU Vselef Billes b

SUE E. WEISKE, ES(Q.
Colorado Bar No. 14468
Time Warner Communications
160 Inverness Drive West
Englewood, Coloradc 80112
(303) 799-5513

(303) 799-5591 (facsimile)

Counsel for: Time Warner AxS of
Florida, L.P. and
Digital Media Partners
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

DOCKET NO,

950985-~TP

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the

Prehearing Statement on behalf of Time Warner AxS of Florida, L.P.

and Digital Media Partners has been served by either *Federal

Express or Hand Delivery on this 26th day of January, 1996, to the

following parties of record:

Ms. Jill Butler

Florida Regulatory Director
Time Warner Communications
2773 Red Maple Ridge
Tallahassee, FL 32301

Kenneth A. Hoffman, Esg.

Rutledge, Ecenia, Underwood,
Purnell & Hoffman

215 South Monroe Street

Suite 420

Tallahassee, FL 32301-1841

Bob Elias, staff Counsel
Florida Public Service Comm.
2540 Shumard ©Oak Boulevard
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850

Michael W. Tye, Esqg.
AT&T

101 North Monroe Street
Suite 700

Tallahassee, FL 32301

*Jodie Donovan-May, Esq.

Eastern Region Counsel

Teleport Communications
Greoup, Inc,

2 Lafayette Center

1133 21st Street, N.W.

Suite 400

Washington, D.C. 20036

J. Phillip Carver, Esq.
c/o Nancy H. Sims
Southern Bell Telephone
& Telegraph Company
150 S. Monroe Street, Suite 400
Tallahassee, FL 32301

Anthony P. Gillman
Kimberly Caswell

GTE Florida Incorporated
c¢/o Richard M. Fletcher
106 East College Avenue
Suite 1440

Tallahassee, FL 32301

C. Everett Boyd, Jr.
Ervin, Varn, Jacobs,
Odom & Ervin

305 S. Gadsden Street
Tallahassee, FL 32301
(Sprint Communications)
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Laura L. Wilson, Esqg.
Charles F. Dudley, Esq.

Florida Cable Telecommunications

Association, Inc.
310 N. Monrce Street
Tallahassee, FL 32301

Angela B. Green, Esq.

Florida Public Telecommunications

Association, Inc.
125 S. Gasden Street
Suite 200

Tallahassee, FL 32301

Floyd R. Self, Esqg.

Messer, Vickers, Caparello,
Madsen, Goldman & Metz, P.A.

Post Office Box 1876

215 South Monroe Street

Suite 701

Tallahassee, FIL 33401

*Richard M. Rindler

James C. Falvey

Swidler & Berlin, Chartered
3000 K Street, N.W., Suite 300
Washington, D.C. 20007
(Metropolitan Fiber Systems)

Patrick K. Wiggins

Marsha E. Rule

Wigging & Villacorta, P.A.
501 E. Tennessee Street

Suite B
Post Office Box 1657
Tallahassee, FL 32302

*Donald L. Crosby
Regulatory Counsel

Continental Cablevision, Inc.
Scutheastern Region _
7800 Belfort Parkway, Suite 270

Jacksonville, FL 32256-6925
(904) 731-8810

(904) 281-0342 (fax)

Richard Melson

Hopping, Green, Sams & Smith
123 S. Calhoun Street

Post Office Box 6526
Tallahassee, FL 32301

*Michael J. Henry

MCI Telecommunications Corp.
780 Johnson Ferry Rd., Suite 700
Atlanta, GA 30342

*Timothy Devine

Senior Director, External &
Regulatory Affairs

Southern Region

MFS Communications Company, Inc.

Six concourse Parkway

Suite 2100

Atlanta, GA 30328

*William H. Higgins, Esq.
ATS&T Wirelesg Sexrvices
Suite 900

250 S. Australian Avenue
West Palm Beach, FL 33401

*Robin D. Dunson, Esqg.
1200 Peachtree St., NE
Promenade I, Room 4038
Atlanta, GA 30309

*A.R. "Dick" Schleiden

General Manager

Continental Fiber Technologies,
Inc. d/b/a AlterNet

4455 Baymeadows Road

Jacksonville, FIL 32217

(904) 448-3390

(904) 731-8699  (fax)
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*Bill Wiginton

Hyperion Telecommunications, Inc.
Boyce Plaza III

2570 Boyce Plaza Road
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15241
(412) 221-1888

(412) 221-6642 (fax)

*Benjamin Fincher, Esq.

Sprint Communications Company
Limited Partnership

3065 Cumberland Circle

Atlanta, GA 30339

Lee L. Willis

J. Jeffry Wahlen

Macfarlane, Ausley,
and McMullen

227 South Calhoun Street

Tallahassee, FL 32301

Ferguson

*Sue E. Weiske, Senior Counsel
Law Department

Time Warner Communications

160 Inverness Drive West

Englewood, Colorado 80112

(303) 799-5513 (voice mail)

{303} 799-5591 (facsimile)

(Digital Media Partners)

Patricia Kurlin

Intermedia Communications of
Florida, Inc.

9280 Bay Plaza Boulevard

Suite 720

Tampa, Florida 33619

Jusele sl s

8UE (E. WEISKE, EBD.
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