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Ms. Blanca S. Bay6é, Director
Division of Records and Reporting
Florida Public Service Commission
Room 107

101 East Gaines Street
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850

Re: Docket No. GENRENER
Dear Ms. Bayo:

Enclosed for filing on behalf of MCI Telecommunications
Corporation in the above-referenced docket are the original and
fifteen copies of MCI’s Prehearing Statement. Alsc enclosed is a
word perfect disk containing this same filing.

By copy of this letter, this document has been provided to the
parties on the attached service list.
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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMIBSION

In re: Petition for expanded
interconnection for alternate
access vendors within local

exchange company central offices
by INTERMEDIA COMMUNICATIONS OF

FLORIDA, INC.

Docket No. 921074-TP

Filed: July 27, 1994
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MCI TELECOMMUNICATION CORPORATION’S
PREHEARING STATEMENT

MCI Telecommunications Corporation (MCI) hereby submits its
Prehearing Statement in the above-captioned docket.

A. Known Witnesses. MCI will not present any witnesses.

B. Known Exhibits. MCI will not present any exhibits,
other than cross-examination exhibits.

C. Basic Pogition. MCI believes that expanded
interconnection in the intrastate switched access market is in
the public interest.

D. - G. JIgsues. MCI’s position on the certain issues

identified in the Order on Prehearing Procedure is as follows.

MCI takes no position on Issues 12-13, 22-23:

ISSUE 1: How is switched access provisioned and priced
today?

MCI: Switched access is provisioned and priced based on
the type of service requested from the Local
Exchange Carrier (LEC). The LECs provide switched
access service to interexchange cairiers (IXCs).
The local transport rate elements for switched
access are categorized into five (5) rate elements
and are filed in the LEC’s tariff.
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: How is local transport structured and priced
today?

MCI: Switched access local transport are rated based
upon the way traffic is routed; dedicated
transport is flat-rated and common transport is
usage sensitive.

ISSUE 3: Under what circumstances should the Commission
impose the same or different forms and conditions of expanded
interconnection than the FCC?

MCI: Physical collocation is preferred to virtual
collocation under any circumstance.

ISSUE 4: 1Is expanded interconnection for switched access in
the public interest?

MCI: Yes. Expanded interconnection will lead to
increased competition. Increasing competition
will create the possibility of lower prices for
telecommunication services to Florida consumers,
the development of innovative services, increased
service choices to customers and an increase in

the deployment of new technology.

ISSUE 5: 1Is the offering of dedicated and switched services
between non-affiliated entities by non-LECs in the public
interest?

MCI: Yes. The offering of such services by
non-affiliated entities will provide customers
with additional chooses of service providers, as
well as increase competitive forces in this market
to provide increased benefits (lower prices, new
services, etc.) to Florida consumers.

ISSUE 6: Does Chapter 364, Florida statutes allow the
commission to require expanded interconnection for switched
access?

MCI: Yes.

ISSUE 7: Does a physical collocation mandate raise federal
or state constitutional guestions about the taking or
confiscation of LEC property?

MCI: Federal concerns have been raised concerning the
FCC’s authority in this matter.



ISSUE 8: Should the Commission require physical .nd/or
virtual collocation for switched access expanded interconnection?

MCI: Yes. Physical collocation is preferred for
various technical reasons. However, virtual
collocation can be a viable alternative as long as
virtual collocation is comparably efficient as
physical collocation.

ISSUE 9: Which LECs should provide switched access expanded
interconnection?

MCI: Tier 1 LECs which have the ability to provide
expanded interconnection service should provide
switched access service.

: From what LEC facilities should expanded
interconnection for services access be offered? Should expanded
interconnection for switched access be required from all such
facilities?

MCI: Any type of LEC office that can offer intrastate
interconnection for switched access
should be required to provide such services.

ISSUE 11: Which entities should be allowed expanded
interconnection for switched access?

MCI: Any entity requiring expanded interconnection
services for switched access should be offered
such services on a nondiscriminatory basis.

ISSUE 12: Should collocators be required to allow LECs and
other parties to interconnect with their networks?

MCI: MCI has no position at this time.

ISSUE 13: Should the Commission allow switched access
expanded interconnection for non-fiber optic technology?

MCI: MCI has no position at this time.

ISSUE 14: Should all switched access transport providers be
required to file tariffs?

MCI: No. The same tariffing requirements should appily
to switched transport as currently apply to
dedicated transport. Consistent with Order
PSC~94-0285-FOF-TP, AAV and AAV-like
interconnector entities should not be required to
file tariffs, while all companies who are



currently under tariff mandates should continue to
file tariffs.

IS8SUE 15: Should the proposed LEC flexible pricing plans for
private line and special access expanded interconnection tariffs

be approved?

MCI: The Commission should not approve the flexible
pricing plans for private line and special access
expanded interconnection until competition exists.
Implementing flexible pricing plans for LECs will
stop the development of true competition and the
benefits of competition will not be realized.

ISSUE 16: Should the LECs proposed intrastate private line
and special access expanded interconnection tariffs be approved?

MCI1: The proposed tariffs should be approved only to
the extent that the LEC’s intrastate tariffs
reflect their costs. In addition, the Commission
m must review tariffed terms and conditions to
ensure the advancement of competition in this
market.

ISSUE 17: Should the LECs proposed intrastate switched
access interconnection tariffs be approved?

MCI: The proposed tariffs should be approved only to
the extent that the LEC’s intrastate tariffs
reflect their costs. 1In addition, the Commission
must review tariffed terms and conditions to
ensure the advancement of competition in this
market.

ISSUE 18: Should the LECs be granted additional pricing
flexibility? If so, what should it be?

MCI: No. Additional pricing flexibility should not be
granted to LECs until true competition has been
demonstrated.

: Should the Commission modify its pricing and rate
structure regarding switched transport service?

a) With the implementation of switched expanded
interconnection.

MCI: Yes, as long as competition exists in this market
and such modifications do not provide the LECs
with the ability to stifle the development of

competition.



b) Without the implementation of switched
interconnection.

MCI: Yes, as long as competition exists in this market
and such modifications do not provide the LECs
with the ability to stifle the development of

competition.

: If the Commission changes its policy on the
pricing and rate structure of switched transport service, which
of the following should the new policy be based on:

a) The intrastate pricing and rate structure of local
transport should mirror each LEC’s intrastate filing.

b) The intrastate pricing and rate structure of local
transport should be determined by competitive conditions in the
transport market.

c) The intrastate pricing and rate structure of local
transport should reflect the underlying cost based structure.

d) The intrastate pricing and rate structure of local
transport should reflect other methods.

: C. The intrastate pricing and rate structure of local
transport should reflect the underlying cost based structure.

ISSUE 21: Should the LECs’ proposed local transport
restructure tariffs be approved? If not, what changes should be
made to the tariffs?

MCI: Local transport restructure tariffs should only be
approved if the rate structure are based on
underlying costs.

ISSUE 22: Should the modified access based compensation
(MABC) agreement be modified to incorporate a revised transport
structure (if local transport restructure is adopted) for
intralATA toll traffic between LECs?

MCl MCI has no position at this time.

ISSUE 23: How should the Commission’s imputation guidelines
be modified to reflect a revised transport structure (if local
transport restructure is adopted?

MCI: MCI has no position at this time.



ISSUE 24: Should these dockets be closed?

MCI: No.

H. Stipulations. MCI is not aware of any issues that have
been stipulated by the parties.

I. Pending Motions. MCI has no pending motions that
require action by the Prehearing Officer.

J. Reguirements of Order. MCI believes this prehearing
statement is fully responsive to the requirements of the Order on
Prehearing Procedure.




RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this 27th day of July, 1994.

HOPPING BOYD GREEN & SAMS

ay: D ™

Richard D. Melson

Post Office Box 6526

123 South Calhoun Street
Tallahassee, FL 32314
904/222-7500

and

MICMAEL J. HENRY

MCI TELECOMMUNICATIONS CORP.
780 Johnson Ferry Road
Suite 700

Atlanta, GA 30342

404 /843-6373

Attorneys for MCI
Telecommunications Corporation




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing

was sent by U.S. Mail this 27th day of July, 1994.

Donna L. Canzano

Public Service Commission
101 East Gaines Street
Room 212

Tallahassee, FL 32399-0863

Harriet Eudy
ALLTEL Florida, Inc.
P.0. Box 550
Live Oak, FL 32060

Michael W. Tye

106 East College Avenue
Suite 1410

Tallahassee, FL 32301

Lee L. Willis

J. Jeffry Wahlen

Macfarlane, Ausley, Ferguson
& McMullen

P.0O. Box 391

Tallahassee, FL 32302

Cathy Swanson

Sprint United - Florida

P.0. Box 165000, MC 5326
Altamonte Springs, FL 32716

Joseph P. Gillan

J.P. Gillan & Associates
P.O. Box 541038

Orlando, FL 32854-1038

C. Everett Boyd, Jr.
Ervin, Varn, et al.
P.O. Drawer 1170
Tallahassee, FL 32303

Charles Dennis

Indiantown Telephone System
P.0. Box 277

Indiantown, FL 34956

Beverly Menard

c/o Richard Fletcher

GTE Florida, Inc.

106 East College Avenue
Suite 1440

Tallahassee, FL 32301-7704

Rachel Rothstein
Wiley Law Firm

1776 K Street, N.W.
washington, D.C 20006

Vicki Gordon Kaufman
McWhirter, Grandoff & Reeves
315 S. Calhoun Street, Suite
716

Tallahassee, FL 32301

Intermedia Communications
External Affairs, V.P.

9280 Bay Plaza Blvd., Suite 720
Tampa, FL 33619

John A. Carroll, Jr.
Northeast Florida Telephone
P.O. Box 485

Macclenny, FL 32063-0485

Charles J. Beck

Office of Public Counsel
Suite 801

111 East Madison Street
Tallahassee, FL 32399-1440

Daniel V. Gregory

Quincy Telephone Company
P.O. Box 189

Quincy, FL 32351

Laura L. Wilson

Florida Cable Television Assoc.
P.0O. Box 10383

Tallahassee, FL 32302




Harris R. Anthony

J. Phillip Carver

c/o Marshall Criser, III
Southern Bell Telephone Company
150 8. Monroe Street
Tallahassee, FL 32301

Jeff McGehee

Southland Telephone Co.
P.0. Box 37

Atmore, AL 36504

Chanthina R. Bryant
Sprint Communications
3065 Cumberland Circle
Atlanta, GA 30339

Jodie Donovan

Teleport Communications
One Teleport Dr., #301
Staten Island, NY 10311

Janis Stahlhut

Time Warner Cable
Corporate Headquarters
300 First Stamford Place
Stamford, CT 06902-6732

Pat Wiggins

Wiggins & Villacorta
P.O0. Drawer 1657
Tallahassee, FL 32302

Jerry Johns

United Telephone Company
P.0. Box 165000
Altamonte Springs, FL
5000

32716~

Tracy Hatch

Division of Legal Services
Room 226

Public Service Commission
101 East Gaines Strect
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850

Douglas S. Metcalf
Communication Consultants, Inc.
P.O. Box 1148

Winter Park, FL 32790-1148

Kenneth A. Hoffman

Rutledge, Ecenia, Underwood,
Purnell & Hoffman, P.A.

P.O. Box 551

Tallahassee, FL 32303-5551

Peter M. Dunbar
Pennington & Haben, P.A.
P.O. Box 10095
Tallahassee, FL 32302
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