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October 1, 1998 

Ms. Blanco Beyo, Director 
Division of Records and Reporting 
Florida Public Service Commission 
Beny Easley Conference Center 
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Tallahassee, Aorida 32399-0850 
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In Re: 
2.). ::J. 

Docket 9800008 • Undocketed Special Project G> ( ~ 
Acceu by Telecommunications Companies to Customer€ 
In Multi-Tenant Environments. 
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Deer Ms. Bayo: 

The following are the responses to staff's data requests lor Time Werner AxS 
of Florida, L.P. 

1 . Are you aware of any specific Instances during 1997 In which a landlord 
or building owner denied or limited access to an alternative telecommunications 
provider for the installation of telecommunications equipment1 II so, please describe 
these instances • 

Answer: Time Warner AxS of Florida, L.P. ("Time Warner") currently 
NA provides local aervice in the Orlando area and Tampa areas. We have experienced 
APP many inatances in both locations in which the landlord denied access or required 
CN ----~compensation in exceu of the cost justification to support the opportunity. At1ochod 
Ct.: 1 ___ as Exhibit A is a list of the commercial buildings in Tampa that either denied access 

or limited eccess by requiring the ALEC to pay compensation to gain access. ern 
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- - 2. Are you aware of any tenants In multi-tenant envlronmonls, whoro local 
_ _ ...... olecommunications aervlce we• provided through the landlord, who were unable to 
_ _ ..;obtain local service from an alternative provider during 19971 II so, please de1cribo 

these;s instances. 
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Answer; Time Warner does not have any specific knowledge of theses 
Instances but suggests that tha tenants or landlords would be in a better position to 
respond to this data request. 

3. Please provide a copy of any agreements designed to provide 
telecommunications service in multi·tenont environments. including marketing 
agreements, exclusive contracts, end leases. 

Answer; Pleaae find attached as Exhibit ·a·. Time Werner's proposed 
Telecommunications Ucensa Agreement . 

4. Please provide any other information <>r material that you believe would 
be useful to staff in its analysis of access by telecommunicat ions companies to 
customers in multi-tenant environments. 

Answer; Time Werner has been sent letters from the landlords In buildings 
where we ere the tenant In which tho landlords ere offering to negotiate 
telecommunicet ions aervicea with the carriers on behalf of the tenants. A copy of 
those letters are attached aa Exhibit ·c·. The letter states that the tenants will get 
better terms end conditions if they allow the landlord to negotiate the contracts w ith 
the carriers and also warns the tenants not to enter into any binding agreements with 
the carriers until the landlords allow access to the MTEs. This is a blatant attempt to 
exclude competitors from the buildings until the landlords have gained ell the leverage 
to ·negotiate• with the carriers. Behaviors such ea this on th~ part of the landlords 
funher demonstrates the need l or e s tatute allowing telecommunications companlas 
direct access to M TEs. Without atatutes governing diract access to MTEs, third 
parties (I.e. landlorda/building owners) will be in a position to stifle effective 
competition. Such ability on the pan of those third parties is Inconsistent with and 
defeats the pro-competition policy in the State of Florida. 

II you have any questions regarding this matter, please I eel free to contact me. 
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