BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF MISSOURI

In the Matter of a Further Investigation of )
the Metropolitan Calling Area Service )
after the Passage and Implementation of ) Case No. TO-2001-391
the Telecommunications Act of 1996. )
POSITION STATEMENT OF

SPECTRA COMMUNICATIONS GROUP, LL.C dba CENTURYTEL
AND CENTURYTEL OF MISSOURI LI.C

COMES NOW Spectra Communications Group, LLC d/b/a CenturyTel (“Spectra™) and
CenturyTel of Missouri, LLC (“CenturyTel of Missouri”) (collectively referred to herein as
“CenturyTel””) and submits the following Position Statement regarding the Proposed List of Issues
submitted by the parties in this case on May 6, 2003:

1. On April 7, 2003, Regulatory Law Judge Vickie Ruth issued an Order Directing
Filing in which the parties were directed to file a List of Issues that are ripe for decision in this
proceeding. The parties were also directed to file position statements addressing their respective
positions regarding the List of Issues.

2. On May 6, 2003, the parties submitted and identified the following list of issues,
although not all agree every identified issue is ripe for decision by the Commission in this case.

CenturyTel will indicate its position on these issues in the same order submitted to the Commission.



POSITION OF CENTURYTEL ON LIST OF ISSUES

Based on the instant record, is it necessary or appropriate to modify or alter the existing
MCA plan?

CENTURYTEL POSITION: No. Asdiscussed in the on-the-record presentation
held in this matter on July 15,2002, CenturyTel believes that it is not necessary or
appropriate to modify or alter the existing MCA plan.

If so, what specific modifications or alterations are necessary or appropriate given the
record in this case?

a.

Does the Commission have the authority to modify the MCA Plan?

CENTURYTEL POSITION: CenturyTel believes that the Commission
has the authority to review and modify the existing MCA Plan. However, any
changes made to the existing MCA Plan must be implemented consistent with
the Commission's existing statutory authority. In particular, CenturyTel
strongly believes that the Commission is required to maintain revenue
neutrality for CenturyTel in the event that any changes are ordered for the
existing MCA Plan.

L.

If the Commission has the authority to modify the MCA Plan, is it
necessary or appropriate to do so?

CENTURYTEL POSITION: As stated above, CenturyTel
does not believe that it is necessary or appropriate to modify the
existing MCA Plan. In addition, there is no competent and
substantial evidence in context of this proceeding (Case No. TO-
2001-391) to support changes to the MCA Plan at this time.

If the Commission has the authority to modify the MCA Plan and it is
necessary and appropriate to do so, should the Commission order
implementation of MCA-2?

CENTURYTEL POSITION: As stated above, CenturyTel
does not believe that it is necessary or appropriate to modify the
existing MCA Plan. As aresult, CenturyTel does not believe it is
necessary and appropriate to order the implementation of MCA-
2 at this time.

[f the Commission orders implementation of MCA-2, what carriers
would be subject to the Commission’s order?
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CENTURYTEL POSITION: There is no competent and
substantial evidence in the record of this case to support the
implementation of MCA-2 at this time.

b. Ifthe Commission orders implementation of MCA-2, what are the appropriate rates?

CENTURYTEL POSITION: CenturyTel believes that there is no competent
and substantial evidence in the record to determine the appropriate rates for
MCA-2 in the event that the Commission believes it would be in the public
interest to implement MCA-2 in the future. Additional investigation and
meetings of the parties would be required to develop "just and reasonable"
rates for an MCA Plan that included MCA-2 service.

c. Isrevenue neutrality required or appropriate for all carriers (i.e. price cap carriers,
rate of return regulated carriers, competitive carriers, etc.) if the Commission
implements revenue impacting changes to the MCA, such as MCA-2?

CENTURYTEL POSITION: CenturyTel strongly believes that the Commission
is required to maintain revenue neutrality for price cap carriers such as
CenturyTel and rate of return regulated carriers, if any changes are ordered for
the existing MCA Plan. CenturyTel takes no position on whether revenue
neutrality is required or appropriate for competitive carriers.

1. Ifrevenue neutrality is required or appropriate, how should revenue
neutrality be implemented?

CENTURYTEL POSITION: There is no competent and
substantial evidence in the record of this proceeding to support
any particular methodology for implementing revenue neutrality.
The implementation process for achieving revenue neutrality
should be determined after additional work by the parties of this

proceeding.

2. Are implementation costs required or appropriately included as a part
of revenue neutrality?

CENTURYTEL POSITION: Yes. CenturyTel's implementation
costs are required and appropriately included as a part of any
revenue neutrality calculation.

d. Are there additional financial impacts to consider if the MCA is modified?

CENTURYTEL POSITION: Yes. However, there is no competent and
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substantial evidence in the record to specifically identify such financial impacts.
Should wireless carriers be allowed to fully participate in the MCA plan?

CENTURYTEL POSITION: No. As the original MCA Order has already
found, the MCA Plan should not be expanded to include wireless carriers. (See
Final Status Report of MCA Task Force, p. 18). CMRS already provide
expanded calling scopes that are greater than the MCA calling scopes used by
wireline carriers, and it is therefore unnecessary for wireless carriers to
participate in the MCA Plan.

1. Is revenue neutrality required or appropriate for all carriers (i.e.
pricecap carriers, rate of return carriers, competitive carriers, etc.) if
wireless carriers are allowed to fully participate in the MCA plan?

CENTURYTEL POSITION: CenturyTel strongly believes that
the Commission is required to maintain revenue neutrality for
price cap carriers such as CenturyTel and rate of return
regulated carriers if any changes are ordered for the existing
MCA Plan, including the expansion of the MCA Plan to include
wireless carriers.

Should MCA be available to pay phones, resellers, and aggregators?

CENTURYTEL POSITION: No. As the original MCA Order has already
found, the MCA Plan should not be expanded to include pay phones, resellers,
and aggregators. (See Final Status Report of MCA Task Force, p. 19).

1. Isrevenue neutrality required or appropriate for all carriers (i.c. price
cap carriers, rate of return carriers, competitive carriers, etc.) if MCA
service 1s made available to pay phones, resellers, and aggregators?

CENTURYTEL POSITION: CenturyTel strongly believes that
the Commission is required to maintain revenue neutrality for
price cap carriers such as CenturyTel and rate of return
regulated carriers if any changes are ordered for the existing
MCA Plan, including the expansion of the MCA Plan to include
pay phones, resellers, and aggregators.



g. Does the Commission have the authority to make tier 3 (or any optional tier) of the
current MCA mandatory?

1. If so, should tier 3 of the current MCA be made mandatory?

CENTURYTEL POSITION: CenturyTel believes that the
Commission has the authority to review and modify the existing
MCA Plan. However, any changes made to the existing MCA Plan
must be implemented consistent with the Commission's existing
statutory authority. In particular, CenturyTel strongly believes that
the Commission is required to maintain revenue neutrality for
CenturyTel in the event that any changes are ordered for the existing
MCA Plan. CenturyTel does not believe that there is competent and
substantial evidence in this proceeding to support the expansion of
the existing MCA Plan by making tier 3 mandatory.

h.  Should MCA subscribers in the optional MCA tiers be allowed to call all telephone
numbers in the mandatory MCA areas, regardless of the type of service offered in the
mandatory tier?

CENTURYTEL POSITION: No. CenturyTel does not believe that MCA
subscribers in the optional MCA tiers should be allowed to call all telephone
numbers in the mandatory MCA areas, regardless of the type of service offered
in the mandatory tier. There is no competent and substantial evidence in the
record to support an expansion of the MCA Plan at this time.

i.  Should the current MCA be expanded to include a tier 6 MCA area (or tier 3 in
Springfield)?

CENTURYTEL POSITION: No. CenturyTel does not believe that the current
MCA should be expanded to include a tier 6 MCA area (or tier 3 in
Springfield). There is no competent and substantial evidence in the record to
support an expansion of the MCA Plan at this time.

3. Is the LERG an appropriate mechanism to identify the MCA NXX codes in the future?

a. Should LERG “J” codes be used as the proper optional MCA NXX identifier?



b. Should LERG *J” codes be used to designate NXX codes in the mandatory MCA
areas?

CENTURYTEL POSITION: The parties represented on the Industry Task
Force have not come to a consensus on this issue. (See Final Status Report, p.
14). CenturyTel believes that this issue requires more investigation before a
final decision is made on this issue.

If the Commission does not change the way NXX codes are currently allocated for MCA
service, what if any action should the Commission take regarding the NANPA s denial of
MCA NXX codes to local exchange carriers?

CENTURYTEL POSITION: CenturyTel believes that the Commission may
address NANPA's denial of MCA NXX codes to local exchange carriers on a case-
by-case basis, and it is unnecessary to address this issue in this proceeding.

Should MCA traffic be carried on separate trunk groups?

CENTURYTEL POSITION: CenturyTel believes that establishing dedicated
trunks for MCA traffic would be expensive and not cost-effective. CenturyTel
therefore recommends that common trunks continue to be used for MCA traffic at

this time.



At present, OPC has requests for public hearings pending in response to requests to
expand or modify MCA for (A) Lee’s Summit/Greenwood, (B) Wright City/Innsbrook,
(C) Lexington, and (D) Ozark/Christian County. Should the Commission schedule
public hearings for these areas to obtain current customer sentiment for MCA?

CENTURYTEL POSITION: No. CenturyTel believes that it would be premature
to hold public hearings at this time.

Respectfully submitted,

James M. Fischer, Esq. MBN 27543
9imai1: ifischerfaol.com

Larry W. Dority, Esq. MBN 25617

" e-mail: Iwdority@sprintmail.com
FISCHER & DORITY, P.C.
101 Madison Street, Suite 400
Jefferson City, Missouri 65101
Telephone:  (573) 636-6758
Facsimile: (573) 636-0383

Attorneys for
Spectra Communications Group, LLC d/b/a
CenturyTel and CenturyTel of Missouri, LLC



Certificate of Service

[ hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing was emailed, mailed or hand
delivered this 19" day of May, 2003 to the following service list:

General Counsel

Missouri Public Service Commission
P.O. Box 360

Jefferson City, MO 65102

Stephen Morris

MCI Telecommunications Corporation
701 Brazos, Suite 600

Austin, TX 78701

Bradley Kruse

McLeodUSA Telecommunications Services
6400 C Street, SW, P.O. Box 3177

Cedar Rapids, A 52406-3177

Rebecca DeCook

AT&T Communications

1875 Lawrence Street, Suite 1575
Denver, CO 80202

Edward Cadieux/Carol Keith

Gabriel Communications, Inc.

16090 Swingley Ridge Rd., Suite 500
Chesterfield, MO 63006

MCI Telecommunications Corporation
100 South Fourth Street
St. Louis, MO 63102

C. Brent Stewart

Stewart & Keevil, LLC

1001 Cherry Street, Suite 302
Columbia, MO 65201

Larry W. Dority

Fischer & Dority, P.C.

101 Madison, Suite 400
Jefferson City, MO 65101

Carol Pomponio

Nextlink Missouri, Inc,

2020 Waterport Center Drive
Maryland Heights, MO 63146

Michael Dandino

Office of Public Counsel
P.O. Box 7800

Jefferson City, MO 65102

Carl Lumley/Leland Curtis

Curtis, Oetting, Heinz, Garrett & Soule
130 S. Bemiston, Suite 200

St. Louis, MO 63105

Craig Johnson

Andereck, Evans, Milne, Peace & Baumbhoer
P.O. Box 1438

Jefferson City, MO 65102

Charles McKee

Sprint PCS

Legal/Regulatory Department
6391 Sprint Parkway

Overland Park KS 66251-6100

Lisa Creighton Hendricks
Sprint Missouri, Inc.

6450 Sprint Parkway, Bldg. 14
Mailstop: KSOPPH0212-2A253
Overland Park, KS 66251

Paul Lane/Leo Bub/Anthony Conroy
Southwestern Bell Telephone Company
One Bell Center, Room 3520

St. Louis, MO 63101

Peter Mirakian, 111
1000 Walnut Street, Suite 1400
Kansas City, MO 64106-2140

Mark Comley

Newman Comley & Ruth

P.O. Box 537

Jefferson City, MO 65102-0537

Mary Ann Young

2031 Tower Drive

P.O. Box 104595

Jefferson City, MO 65102-4395



Scott Sapperstein, Esq.

Intermedia Communications, Inc.

3625 Queen Palm Drive
Tampa, FL 33619

Thomas Pulliam

Ottsen Mauze Leggat & Belz LC
112 S. Hanley

St. Louis, MO 63105-3418

J. Steve Weber

AT&T Communications
101 W. McCarty, Suite 216
Jefferson City, MO 65101

W.R. England, III

Brydon, Swearengen, & England
312 East Capitol

P.O. Box 456

Jefferson City, MO 65101

Nancy Krabill

XO Missouri, Inc.

1300 W. Mockingbird Lane, Suite 200
Dallas, TX 75247

St 2t ;o ;

James M. Fischer



