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Michael W. Tye Suite 700
Sr. Attorney

101 N. Monroe Street
Tallahassee, FL 32301

904 425-6360
February 6, 1996 FAX: 804 425-6361

Mrs. Blanca S. Bayo, Director e L
Division of Records and Reporting R
Florida Public Service Commission

2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard

Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0850

Re: Docket No. 950985-TP
MFS/SPRINT UNITED/CENTEL

Dear Mrs. Bayo:

Enclosed for filing in the above referenced docket
are an original and fifteen (15) copies of the Direct
Testimony of Mike Guedel on behalf of AT&T.

Copies of the foregoing are being served on all parties

of record in accordance with the attached Certificate of
Service.

Yours truly,
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
DOCKET NO. S950985-TP
I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true copy of the foregoing has been

furnished by next day express mail, U. S. Mail or hand-delivery

to the following parties of record this é; day of fgéégwhvﬁ 6

1996,

Rocbert V. Elias, Esqg. Donna L. Canzano, Esq.
Florida Public Service Comm. Florida Public Service Comm.
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850 Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850
Floyd R. Self, Esqg. Richard D. Melson, Esq.
Messer Vickers et al Hopping Green Sams & Smith
215 S. Monroe St., Sulite 701 123 8. Calhoun Street
Tallahassee, FL 32301 Tallahassee, FL 32301

Lee Willis, Esd. Patrick Wiggins, Esqg.

Jeffry Wahlen, Esg. Marsha Rule, Esq.

Macfarlane Ausley et al. Wiggins & Villacorta, P.A.
227 S. Calhoun Street 501 E. Tennessee St., Suite B
Tallahassee, FL 32301 Tallahassee, FL 32301

Anthony P. Gillman, Esg.

Kimberly Caswell, Esg. Jodie Donovan-May, Esq.

GTE Florida, Incorporated Teleport Communications

201 N. Franklin St. 1133 21st St., NW, #400
Tampa, FL 33601 Washington, DC 20036

Nancy H. Sims Michael J. Henry, Esqg.
BellSouth Telecommunications MCI Telecommunications

150 5. Monroe St., Ste. 400 780 Johnson Ferry Road #700

Tallahassee, FL 32301 Atlanta, GA 30342




Donald Crosby, Esg.
Continental Cablevisgion
7800 Belfort Parkway #270
Jacksonville, FL 32256-6925

Kenneth Hoffman, Esqg.
Rutledge Ecenia et al
215 S. Monroe St., Suite 420
Tallahassee, FL 32301

Charlesgs Beck, Esqg.

Office of the Public Counsel
¢/o The Florida Legislature
111 West Madison St., Room 812
Tallahassee, FL 3239%-1400

Peter M. Dunbar, Esq.
Pennington Law Firm

215 8. Monroe St., Suite 200
Tallahassee, FL 32302

Patricia Kurlin, Esqg.
Intermedia Communications
9280 Bay Plaza Blvd.
Suite 720

Tampa, FL 33619-4453

Timothy Devine

MFS Communications Company, Inc.

Six Concourse Pkwy., Suite 2100

Atlanta, GA 30328

Benjamin Fincher, Esq.
Sprint Communications Co.
3065 Cumberland Circle
Atlanta, GA 30339

C. Everett Boyd, Jr., Esd.
Ervin Varn Jaccbs & Odom
305 S. Gadsden Street
Tallahassee, FL 32301

James C. Falvey, Esqg.
Richard M. Rindler, Esqg.
Swidler & Berlin

3000 K St., NW, Suite 300
Washington, D.C. 20007

bavid B. Erwin, E=sq.

Young, VanAssenderp, Varnadoe
225 8. Adams St., Suite 200
Tallahassee, FL 32301

Laura Wilscn, Esqg.
Florida Cable

310 N. Monroe Street
Tallahassee, FL 32301

Jill Butler
2773 Red Maple Ridge
Tallahasgee, FL 32301

Lynn B. Hall
Vista-United
3100 Bonnett Creek Parkway
Lake Buena Vista, FL 32830

Angela Green, Esqg.

FPTA

125 8. Gadsden St., Suite 200
Tallahassee, FL 32301

Sue E. Weiske, Esqg.

Time Warner Communications
160 Inverness Drive West
Englewood, Colorado 80112

,/%//M/M/Jp

Michael W. Tye




BEFORE THE

FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

IN RE: RESOLUTION OF PETITION(S) DOCKET NO. 950985-TP
TO ESTABLISH (MFS/UNITED PORTION)
NONDISCRIMINATORY RATES,

TERMS, AND CONDITIONS
FOR INTERCONNECTION
INVOLVING LOCAL EXCHANGE
COMEANIES AND ALTERNATE
LOCAL EXCHANGE COMPANIES
PURSUANT TCO SECTION
364.162, FLORIDA STATUTES

DIRECT TESTIMONY OF
MIKE GUEDEL
ON BEHALF OF AT&T COMMUNICATIONS
OF THE SOUTHERN STATES, INC.

FEBRUARY 6, 1995

DOCUMERT MIMBYQ-DATE
01320 FeEB-68
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WILL YOU PLEASE IDENTIFY YOQURSELF?

My name is Mike Guedel and my business address
is AT&T, 1200 Peachtree Street, NE, Atlanta,
Georgia, 30309. I am employed by AT&T as

Manager-Network Services Division.

HAVE YOU PREVIOUSLY FILED TESTIMONY IN THIS

DOCKET?

Yes. I filed testimony in this docket on

January 5, 1996.

WHAT IS THE PURPOSE OF YOUR TESTIMONY?

The purpose of my testimony is to ensure that
the positions of AT&T are fully represented in
this portion of the docket regardless of how

its procedural course unfolds.
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WHAT ARE YOUR POSITIONS ON THE ISSUES THAT HAVE
BEEN RAISED BY METROPOLITAN FIBER SYSTEMS OF

FLORIDA (MFS) IN ITS PETITION AND TESTIMONY?

Essentially MFS has offered testimony
addressing many of the issues previously
identified through the testimony of another
petitioner (i.e., Time Warner) in an earlier
portion of this docket. AT&T’'s positions on
these issues, particularly with respect to
“Bill and Keep” and mutual compensation
arrangements, are the same as expressed in
previously filed AT&T testimony. Therefore, in
the interests of avoiding repetition, and of
potentially saving some trees, I would like to
adopt the testimony that I had filed on January

5, 1996 in an earlier portion of this docket.

ARE THERE ANY ADDITIONAL ISSUES DIRECTLY RAISED
THROUGH THE PETITION AND/OR TESTIMONY OF MFS
THAT AT&T DID NOT HAVE THE OPPORTUNITY TO

ADDRESS IN THE EARLIER PCRTION OF THIS DOCKET?
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Yes. MFS Specifically discusses the
appropriate billing of the residual
interconnection charge (RIC) in an access
situation where an incumbent LEC provides
tandem switching and MFS (or other ALEC)
provides the end office switching. This issue
was not specifically raised in the earlier

portion of this docket.

SPRINT/UNITED HAS APPARENTLY TAKEN THE POSITION
THAT IF IT PROVIDES THE TANDEM SWITCHING IN A
MEET-POINT SWITCHED ACCESS ARRANGEMENT (I.E., A
SITUATION WHERE MFS SUBTENDS A SPRINT/UNITED
TANDEM) THAT IT (SPRINT/UNITED) SHOULD BILL AND
KEEP ITS RESIDUAL INTERCONNECTION CHARGE (RIC).

DO YOU SUPPORT THAT POSITION?

No. The RIC has been purposefully dissociated
from the local transport function and
associated with end office switching in the
Local Transport Restructure (LTR) environment.
Sprint/United has traditionally supported this

arrangement. In a situation where a company
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(CAP, LEC, etc.) provides local transport and
Sprint/United provides the end office
switching, it would likely be Sprint/United’s
position that it (Sprint/United) should be
entitled to bill the RIC. The same rules
should apply to ALECs. In a meet point
arrangement where an ALEC provides the end
office switching, Sprint/United should not be

entitled to RIC revenue.

Of course the optimal solution would be to
eliminate the billing of the RIC altogether.
There is no underlying direct cost associated
with the RIC and even with its elimination,
Sprint/United’s switched access charges would

still be many hundred percent above cost.

DOES THIS CONCLUDE YOUR TESTIMONY?

Yes.



