BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

Investigation of Proposed Updates to the Routing

Data Base System (RDBS) and Business Rating Docket No. 010102-TP
Input Database System (BRIDS) Affecting the Filed: March 9, 2001
Tampa Telecommunications Carriers.

TIME WARNER TELECOM OF FLORIDA, L.P.’S
PREHEARING STATEMENT

TIME WARNER TELECOM OF FLORIDA, L.P. (“TWTC”), pursuant to Order No.
PSC-01-0380-PCO-TP, submits the following Prehearing Statement:

A. APPEARANCES

PETER M. DUNBAR, ESQ.

Fla. Bar No. 146594

KAREN M. CAMECHIS, ESAQ.

Fla. Bar No. 0898104

Pennington, Moore, Wilkinson,
Bell & Dunbar, P.A.

Post Office Box 10095

Tallahassee, Florida 32302-2095

(850) 222-3533

(850) 222-2126 (fax)

B. WITNESSES:

Time Warner filed the direct and rebuttal testimony of Craig Tystad, Director of Operations
Planning, Time Warner Telecom, and intends to call Mr. Tystad to offer testimony on all issues.
C. EXHIBITS:

Mr. Tystad is sponsoring Exhibit CT-1, which is Mr. Tystad’s summary of qualifications.
D. STATEMENT OF BASIC POSITION:

Verizon should not be allowed to expand from one to five rate centers in the Tampa market

area, and should be required to undo the changes made prior to August 15, 2000. TWTC believes
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that customers and other telecommunications carriers in the area will be significantly impacted by

Verizon’s changes in the rate center structure, including impacts on local and toll calling scopes,

reciprocal compensation obligations, number portability, customer billing issues, call termination

issues, the applicability of access charges on certain calls, as well as premature exhaustion of the 813

area code.

E. STATEMENT OF ISSUES AND POSITIONS:

ISSUE 1: Should the Tampa Market Area be considered one rate center? If not, what rate
centers should be associated with the Tampa Market Area?

POSITION: Yes, the Tampa Market Area should be considered one rate center to prevent
premature exhaust of the 813 NPA, and to facilitate future numbering
resource optimization efforts. TWTC believes that customers and other
telecommunications carriers in the area will be significantly impacted by
Verizon’s changes in the rate center structure, including impacts on local and
toll calling scopes, reciprocal compensation obligations, number portability,
customer billing issues, call termination issues, the applicability of access
charges on certain calls, as well as premature exhaustion ofthe 813 area code.

ISSUE 2: How would multiple rate centers impact the numbering resources in the Tampa
Market Area?

POSITION: Currently, TWTC has 4 NXX’s that serve the entire Tampa area. In order for
TWTC to serve customers in the five rate centers designated by Verizon,
TWTC would be required to designate the codes we currently have to the rate
center covering the area where the predominate number of our customers
physically reside. TWTC would then have to request initial codes in the other
four rate centers in order to bring customers into alignment with Verizon’s
rate centers, and to allow customers to participate in porting. As a result,
customers may be forced to take a number change to a new area code.

This would be the case with each of the approximately 32 ALEC’s in the
Tampa area. Each ALEC would be required to request a new NXX from
NANPA for four additional rate centers. This instantly increases the amount



of assigned NXX’s to 128, and could contribute to the premature exhaust of
the 813 NPA.

ISSUE 3a:  What effect will Verizon's changes to its Routing Database System (RDBS) and

Business Rating Information Database System (BRIDS) have on other telecommunications

carriers in the Tampa Market Area?

POSITION:

Terminating calling plans from outside the Tampa area may disadvantage
TWTC. For example, a terminating calling plan from the New Port Richey
rate center into the Tampa area must be defined by Verizon for six different
rate centers: Tampa, Tampa Central, Tampa South, Tampa North, Tampa
East, and Tampa West. The Tampa rate center may be designated as a toll
call from New Port Richey, whereas all other rate centers may be designated
as a local call from New Port Richey. TWTC would have no control over the
determination of whether the call is toll or local.

Having more than one rate center will require ALECS to utilize additional
numbering resources which will, in turn, require customers of ALECs to
change their phone numbers, putting ALECs at a competitive disadvantage.
The porting rules state that porting cannot take place outside the rate center.
Therefore, if a TWTC customer in the “Tampa” rate center wants to port to
Verizon in the Tampa Central rate center, the TWTC customer would be
forced to take a number change since the rate center designations do not
match. This would also be the same if a Verizon customer ported to TWTC.
Rate center designations must match in order to follow porting rules.

TWTC believes that customers and other telecommunications carriers in the
area will be significantly impacted by Verizon’s changes in the rate center
structure, including impacts on local and toll calling scopes, reciprocal
compensation obligations, number portability, customer billing issues, call
termination issues, the applicability of access charges on certain calls, as well
as premature exhaustion of the 813 area code.

ISSUE 3b: What effect would one or more rate centers have on telecommunications carriers

in the Tampa Market Area?

POSITION:

Having more than one rate center will require ALECs to utilize additional
numbering resources which will, in turn, require customers of ALECs to
change their phone numbers, putting ALECs at a competitive disadvantage.
Additionally, porting rules state that porting cannot take place outside the rate
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center. Therefore, if a TWTC customer in the “Tampa” rate center wants to
port to Verizon in the Tampa Central rate center, the TWTC customer would
be forced to take a number change since the rate center designations do not
match. This would also be the same if a Verizon customer ported to TWTC.
Rate center designations must match in order to follow porting rules.

ISSUE 4: Should a number pooling trial be implemented in the Tampa Metropolitan

Statistical Area? If so, when should the number pooling trial begin?

POSITION:

Yes, and the trial should be begin July 1, 2001. Number pooling mandates a
separate number pool for each rate center. In the Tampa area, there would
be six separate number pools, one for each rate center. The problem with this
situation is that the ALECs, of which there are approximately 32, would
donate and participate in one number pool for the “Tampa” rate center.
However, Verizon would donate to themselves and be the only service
provider to participate in the other five rate center pools, since the ALEC’s
do not have numbers designated for the five Verizon rate centers. This
process defeats the purpose of number pooling as an optimization method
within the 813 NPA.

ISSUE 5: What other number conservation measures, if any, should the Commission order

in the Tampa Market Area?

POSITION:

Although the situation in Tampa actually involves the expansion of rate
centers from one to five, not rate center consolidation, rate center
consolidation is a conservation measure that should be ordered for the Tampa
market area.

ISSUE Sa:  When should these measures be implemented?

POSITION:

Rate center consolidation should be implemented immediately.

ISSUE 5b:  How should the cost recovery be established?

POSITION:

Each carrier should absorb the costs ofimplementing rate center consolidation.

ISSUE 6: Should Verizon be ordered to implement rate center consolidation in the Tampa

Market Area?

POSITION:

Yes.



ISSUE 6a:  If so, how many ra-te centers should be consolidated? and if so, how should it be
implemented?

POSITION: There should be one rate center for the Tampa area.
ISSUE 6b: If so, when should the rate center consolidation be effective?

POSITION: Rate center consolidation should be ordered immediately with completion as
soon as practicable.

ISSUE 6c:  Should Verizon be allowed to recover its costs upon consolidation of its rate
centers in the Tampa Market Area? If so, how?

POSITION: As stated above, all carriers, including Verizon, should absorb the costs of
implementing rate center consolidation in Tampa.

ISSUE 7: Should Verizon be required to undo changes made prior to August 15,2000, in
its RDBS and BRIDS systems? If so, should Verizon be required to file a revised Tariff
reflecting one Tampa Rate Center?

POSITION: Yes, and Verizon should be required to file a revised tariff reflecting one rate
center for the Tampa market area. Implementation of the proposed
modifications to the RDBS and the BRIDS will result in premature exhaustion
of the 813 NPA. If the Commission does not take immediate action to cease
further updates to the RDBS and the BRIDS, all ALECs in the Tampa area
will be required to obtain NXX codes in all five Tampa rate centers, effective
May 1, 2001. TWTC believes that customers and other telecommunications
carriers in the area will be significantly impacted by Verizon’s changes in the
rate center structure, including impacts on local and toll calling scopes,
reciprocal compensation obligations, number portability, customer billing
issues, call termination issues, the applicability of access charges on certain
calls, as well as premature exhaustion of the 813 area code.

F. PENDING STIPULATIONS:

None. .



PENDING MOTIONS OR OTHER MATTERS:
None.

REQUESTS OR CLAIMS FOR CONFIDENTIALITY:

None.

REQUIREMENTS IN THE ORDER ESTABLISHING PROCEDURE WITH WHICH
TIME WARNER CAN NOT COMPLY:

None.

DECISIONS OF FCC OR COURTS THAT MAY IMPACT PROCEEDING:

FCC Order 99-249

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this 9" day of March 2001.

TIME WARNER TELECOM OF FLORIDA, L.P.

! i Chiedan”

PETER M. DUNBAR, E Q.
Flonda Bar No. 146594
KAREN M. CAMECHIS, ESQ.
Florida Bar No. 0898104
PENNINGTON, MOORE, WILKINSON,
BELL & DUNBAR, P.A.
Post Office Box 10095 (32302)
215 S. Monroe Street, 2nd Floor
Tallahassee, Florida 32301
(850) 222-3533
(850) 222-2126 (facsimile)




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

DOCKET NO. 010102

THEREBY CERTIFY thatatrue and correct copy of the foregoing Time Warner Telecom

of Florida, L.P.’s Prehearing Statement has been served by U.S. Mail on this 9th day of March,

2001, to the following parties of record:

Alltel Florida, Inc.

Ms. Harriet Eudy

206 White Avenue, S.E.
Live Oak, FL 32060-3357

Peggy Arvanitas
P. O. Box 8787
Seminole, FL 33775

AT&T Communications of the Southern
States, Inc.

Rhonda P. Merritt/Marsha Rule

101 North Monroe Street, Suite 700
Tallahassee, FL 32301-1549

FL Cable Telecommunications Assoc.,
Inc.

Michael A. Gross

246 E. 6th Avenue, Suite 100
Tallahassee, FL 32303

Intermedia Communications, inc.
Mr. Scott Sapperstein

3625 Queen Palm Drive

Tampa, FL 33619-1309

MCI WorldCom Communications, Inc.
Ms. Donna C. McNulty

325 John Knox Road, Suite 105
Tallahassee, FL 32303-4131

McWhirter Law Firm
Vicki Kaufman

117 S. Gadsden St.
Tallahassee, FL 32301

Messer Law Firm
Floyd Self

P.O. Box 1876
Tallahassee, FL 32302

NANPA

Tom Foley, Relief Planner
Eastern Region

820 Riverbend Bilvd.
Longwood, FL 32779

Office of Public Counsel
Charles Beck

c/o The Floirda Legislature
111 W. Madison St., #812
Tallahassee, FL 32399-1400

Sprint

Mr. F. B. (Ben) Poag

c/o Sprint-Florida, Incorporated

P. O. Box 2214 (MC FLTLHOO0107)
Tallahassee, FL 32316-2214

Time Warner Telecom of Florida, L.P.
Ms. Carolyn Marek

c/o Time Warner Telecom

233 Bramerton Court

Franklin, TN 37069-4002



Verizon Florida Inc.

Ms. Michelle A. Robinson

c¢/o Mr. David Christian .
106 East College Avenue, Suite 810
Tallahassee, FL 32301-7704

XO Florida, Inc.

Ms. Dana Shaffer

105 Molloy Street, Suite 300
Nashville, TN 37201-2315
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