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through new service treatment under price caps. However, several

commentors raise concerns with new service treatment, fearing

that a per-call charge for a new service would only serve as an

incentive to OSPs to promote the use of access code dialing to

avoid billed party preference charges, thereby increasing the

unit cost still further, causing additional declines in demand

for billed party preference, etc., thus creating a danger of

stranded investment for the LEC industry. Numerous suggestions

were made to solve this potential problem. NYNEX (at 19) pro­

posed that the cost of billed party preference be recovered

through an increase to the end user common line (EUCL) charge.

Others suggested that the billed party preference charge be

imposed on all operator assisted calls, regardless of whether

those calls were dialed 0+ or with an access code. 19

Sprint agrees that the potential for OSPs to refrain from

participating in billed party preference in order to avoid billed

party preference charges exists. One way to mitigate this

problem would be to impose the billed party preference charge on

all operator assisted calls, not just 0+ and 0- calls, but it is

not clear that such a solution is technically feasible. If it is

not, Sprint would instead join those commentors20 proposing that

billed party preference costs be treated as exogenous under price

caps. Specifically, exogenous treatment would result in an

adjustment to the price cap formula such that billed party

19see , ~, GTE at 13; and Bell Atlantic at 6.

20~, Ameritech at 20; Bell Atlantic at 5-6.
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preference costs would be recovered through existing access rate

elements. Although this could be viewed as a step in the oppo­

site direction from other Commission initiatives to unbundle

access into its component parts, exogenous treatment is worthy of

consideration as the best means of achieving an operator services

environment that serves the public interest.

Likewise, the separations effects of billed party preference

need to be addressed. US west and others correctly conclude that

billed party preference investment and expense will be subject to

separations, and it is not clear at this time how separations

will affect the LECs' opportunity to recover their implementation

costs.

III. THE COMMISSION, ON THIS RECORD, SHOULD NOT REQUIRE COMPENSA­
TION FOR PUBLIC PHONE PREMISES OWNERS.

Not surprisingly, the parties who benefit today from commis­

sions paid by presubscribed operator service providers -- includ-

ing airports, convenience stores, hotels and motels, and private

payphone providers -- argue that if the Commission does implement

billed party preference, it should require a form of compensation

similar to the dial-around compensation it recently ordered in

Docket 91-35. 21 The basic claim that is made is that the amounts

received in the form of commission paYments from the presub­

scribed OSP are necessary to defray the costs of installing and

21policies and Rules Concerninq Operator Service Access and
Pay Telephone comyensation, 7 FCC Red 3251 (1992), which ordered
interim compensat on of $6.00 per line per month to private
payphone providers for calls using access codes to dial around
the presubscribed operator service provider.
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maintaining the telephone equipment, and/or to compensate the

premises owner for the value of the space devoted to the phones,

and without these compensation payments, the availability of

public phones is likely to diminish, and/or the costs of provid-

ing such phones would have to be absorbed by other goods or

services sold by the premises owners.

The possible payment of compensation to public phone pre­

mises owners under billed party preference poses a number of

complex issues which have not been fully addressed by the propo­

nents of such compensation. First, while there is some disagree­

ment on the issue in the record, the preponderant view is that

only nominal commission payments were made in the pre-divestiture

era. 22 Thus, the revenue streams here in question reflect in

large measure the market power of the premises owners. Further-

more, many premises owners install public phones for the conve-

nience of their patrons and would find it difficult to attract

customers if they did not do so. A phone in a hotel room, for

example, is as much a standard fixture as a television set or a

bedside lamp. And in many locations, public phones do not occupy

space that is likely to be devoted to other uses. In airports,

payphones are often located along concourse corridors, in baggage

claim side areas, or near passenger gates -- areas that would

likely remain idle if the phones were not there. In short, there

22compare National Association of convenience stores at 13
and Intellicall at 16-17 Cpredivestiture commission levels were
very low), with AHMA at 12 Cpredivestiture commissions were 15%
of revenues).
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is no evidentiary basis -- on this record for a finding that

compensation from OSPs would be necessary as a general rule to

assure continued availability of public phones.

Sprint does not contend that public phones are cost-free,

and does not dispute the need to provide economic incentives so

that payphones are available at all locations where such avail­

ability would serve the public interest. However, it does not

follow that a Commission-mandated system of compensation from

OSPs is needed to accomplish this goal. Premises owners and

private payphone providers should have the right to charge the

public directly for the use of their equipment, for example, by

requiring a coin deposit for every long-distance call from

payphones or, in the case of hotel phones, merely by continuing

the common practice today of adding a per-call fee on the custom­

er's room bill. Recovering such charges up front from the

consumer has a distinct public policy advantage: the consumer

knows, in advance, what he or she would have to pay to use the

public phone in question and thus can make a conscious decision

whether to utilize that phone or instead to place the call from

another location. Under the current system of presubscription,

the commission paYments premises owners impose are folded into

the OSP's charges, and the surcharges some premises owners impose

are not disclosed until the call is billed -- long after the user

may have left the premises. Thus, there is little direct incen­

tive for the premises owners to keep their surcharges at a

moderate level -- indeed, the opposite incentive exists.

Premises owners are more likely to seek to extract monopoly

profits if they can use middlemen, such as OSPs, to hide those
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profits in the rates charged to the end user, than if the premis­

es owners charged the users directly and up-front themselves.

with all the turmoil and public doubt caused by the exorbitant

rates charged by many alternative operator service providers, the

public would probably rather pay a modest up-front charge for the

use of a public phone than to be unpleasantly surprised weeks

later when they are billed for the call.

Furthermore, none of the proponents of compensation for

premises owners or private payphone providers has addressed the

Commission's jurisdiction to require such compensation. What is

involved here is the provision of CPE to end users to enable them

to access operator service providers. The provision of CPE, of

course, is a nonregulated, non-common-carrier activity outside

the scope of the Commission's Title II jurisdiction. In making

their equipment available for interstate calls, the public phone

premises owners and private payphone providers are not providing

a common-carrier transmission service, and thus are not entitled

to receive compensation in the form of either tariffed charges

under section 203 of the Act or divisions of tolls under Section

201. While the provisions in section 226 arguably provide the

commission with jurisdiction to award dial-around compensation to

private payphone providers, there are no analogous provisions in

the statute directing or authorizing the Commission to examine

compensation to equipment owners in any other context. To

prescribe compensation in other than the dial-around context

would be a significant stretch of the Commission's jurisdiction

-- not unlike having the Commission determine the amount of
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compensation payable to employees or provisioners of other goods

and services to the interexchange carriers.

Any such compensation scheme would also place the Commission

in the quagmire of attempting to determine on what basis to set

the compensation. To attempt to maintain the current level of

compensation, as many proponents of compensation advocate, would

not only be very difficult to accomplish, since the level of

compensation may well vary from one premises owner to the next,

but would also permanently build into the operator services rate

structure commission levels that have never been scrutinized by

the Commission nor determined to be consistent with the public

interest. One of the basic premises underlying billed party

preference is the belief that the present system of public phone

presubscription has resulted in burdening the public with commis­

sion payments to premises owners that are simply excessive and

Ultimately anticompetitive. To incorporate those commission

levels into a compensation scheme for premises owners, on top of

the not inconsiderable costs of making the necessary network

modifications to implement billed party preference, could affect

the calculus of whether billed party preference is in the public

interest.

IV. BILLED PARTY PREFERENCE SHOULD BE IMPLEMENTED UNIVERSALLY
AND FOR AS WIDE A VARIETY OF ALTERNATE BILLING ARRANGEMENTS
AS IS FEASIBLE.

The weight of the record in this proceeding demonstrates

that billed party preference can be implemented both in equal
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access areas and non-equal access areas. 23 As sprint discussed

in its initial comments, sprint believes that billed party

preference should be implemented, on a flash-cut, nationwide

basis from all phones including public phones and ordinary

business and residential phones, although somewhat different

technical standards may be appropriate for some period of time

for independent LEes because of the cost to them of offering a

state-of-the-art, user-friendly system of billed party prefer­

ence. without this plenary implementation of billed party

preference, one of the chief purposes of billed party preference

simple, easy to use dialing procedures for consumers -- will

be defeated, if consumers have to use one different dialing

patterns from different types of phones or phones in different

areas.

However, after reviewing the comments of other parties,

Sprint believes an exception can be legitimately made in the case

of inmate-only phones from correctional institutions. A number

of parties representing correctional institutions have argued in

some detail that they need to be able to work with a predeter-

mined operator service provider in order to assure adequate

security measures and restrictions on the identity of persons

whom they permit their inmates to call. sprint believes that the

increasing trend in the industry is towards debit-type systems

for inmate-only phones, in which case the use of multiple oSPs

23
~, !t:..9.:., AIleritech, n. 21 at 7, GTE at 10, and

Southwestern Bell at 18.
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from any particular phone should never occur. However, because

of the unique circumstances of the correctional institutions and

the inmate population, Sprint would not object to exempting these

phones from billed party preference.

Sprint also urges the Commission to include as wide a

variety of cards within the billed party preference system as is

reasonably feasible. In particular, the Commission should order

the LECs to modify their LIDBs to permit 14-digit screening, so

that IXCs can continue to issue proprietary line-number based

cards with their own unique PINs. It is self-evident that line

nUmbering for calling cards is the most convenient and consumer­

friendly numbering system, and there is no reason why all carri­

ers should not have an opportunity to employ this convenient

numbering plan if they wish. Ameritech (at 12) concedes that

14-digit screening is technically feasible, and BellSouth (at 7)

estimates the cost of the necessary software at a modest

$720,000, which could be spread over all LIDB owners.

Both carriers, however, claim that there are numerous

administrative issues in allowing mUltiple 14-digit line-number

based cards for a particUlar customer. One of these tasks is the

need to avoid duplicate number assignments. Assuming random

generation of the 14-digit PIN, an IXC and a LEC will issue the

same PIN once every 9,999 cards. There are a variety of ways

that this problem could be surmounted. One would be simply to

let the end users pick the PINs for each line-number based card,

and clearly instruct the end user to avoid duplication. Another

way to avoid difficulties would be a "first-come-first-served

approach," in which the first carrier to issue a line-number
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based card <whether the carrier is the LEC or the IXC) would load

its PIN into the LEC LIDB. Each subsequent carrier issuing a

card would merely have to check with the LIDB owner to ascertain

whether the PIN it has tentatively assigned is already in use: if

it is, the carrier could assign a different PIN.

Another issue raised is the need to determine under what

criteria and by whom a card would be removed from service. The

LEC, as the owner of the LIDB, would be in a better position to

monitor high usage thresholds that signify potential for fraudu­

lent use of a calling card number, but there is no reason why

adequate, real-time channels of communication could not be

established between the LECs and the IXCs who load their cards

into the LEC database to determine when a particular card should

be pUlled from the database. In short, while there undoubtedly

would be administrative details to be worked out between the IXCs

and the LECs, none of these problems is insurmountable, and

clearly these minor administrative matters should not stand in

the way of making line numbered cards available to all carriers

that wish to issue them.

Sprint also supports, to the extent feasible, the inclusion

of comaercial credit cards in the initial implementation of

billed party preference. certain parties claim that commercial

credit cards raise technical issues which are best left to

resolve in a later phase of implementation. One such problem i.

that commercial calling cards are of variable length. However,

it appears from the comments of MasterCard and Visa <at 8) that

the technical modifications to the LECs' software to permit

acceptance of variable length credit cards are feasible.
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Moreover, they assert (n. 12 at 8) that their card numbering

plans are consistent with the ISO/ANSI plan that the "891"

numbering system is based on, which should make the identity of

the card issuer ascertainable. Therefore, as long as the card

issuers maintain a database that is accessible by normal industry

standards and procedures, and are willing to accept reasonable

fraud control measures, Sprint would welcome the inclusion of

these cards in billed party preference. As the Airports Associa­

tion Council International points out (at 10), this would greatly

convenience those travellers who choose not to carry LEC-issued

or OSP-issued calling cards.

v. CONCLUSION.

While there is need for further exploration of the costs of

billed party preference, the record fully supports a decision to

move forward with ubiquitous deplOYment, albeit with service

standards that differ, at least initially, as between the RBOCs

and other LECs, as recommended in Sprint's initial comments. In

order to gain a more thorough understanding of implementation

costs and to decide how those costs should be recovered, the

Commission should direct the parties to discuss and resolve

service design issues and require the LECs to submit detailed

information on implementation costs (including the extent to
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which those costs would have been incur~ 1n any event) in light

of that resolution.

Respectfully submitted,

SPRINT CORPORATION

nbaum
Jay C. Keit ley
H. Richard Juhnke
1850 M street, N.W., 11th Floor
Washington, D.C. 20036
(202) 857-1030

Craig T. smith
P.O. Box 11315
Kansas City, MO 64112
(913) 624-3065

August 27, 1992



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing "Reply Comments" of
Sprint corporation were sent via first class mail, postage prepaid, on
this the 27th day of August, 1992, to the below-listed parties:

Cheryl Tritt, Chief*
Common Carrier Bureau
Federal communications

commission
1919 M Street, N.W., 1500
Washington, D.C. 20554

James Schlichting*
Chief, Policy & Program

Planning Division
Federal communications

Commission
1919 M Street, N.W., 1544
Washington, D.C. 20554

Gary Phillips*
Policy & Program Planning

Division
Federal Communications

commission
1919 M Street, N.W., 1544
Washington, D.C. 20554

Floyd S. Keene
Larry A. Peck
Attorneys for the Ameritech

Operating Companies
2000 W. Ameritech Center Drive
Room 4H86
Hoffman Estates, IL 60196-1025

Gail L. Polivy
GTE Service Corporation and its

affiliated GTE domestic
telephone operating companies

1850 M Street, N.W.
Suite 1200
Washington, D.C. 20036

William B. Barfield
Richard M. Sbaratta
Helen A. Shockey
Attorneys for BellSouth

Telecommunications, Inc.
suite 1800
1155 Peachtree street, N.E.
Atlanta, Georgia 30367-6000

Kathleen B. Levitz, Deputy
Bureau Chief (Policy)*

Federal Communications
commission

1919 M Street, N.W., 1500
Washington, D.C. 20554

Downtown Copy Center*
1919 M Street, N.W., 1246
Washington, D.C. 20554

John M. Goodman
Charles H. Kennedy
James R. Young
Attorneys for the Bell Atlantic

telephone companies
1710 H Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006

Patrick A. Lee
Edward E. Niehoff
New York Telephone Company

& New England Telephone
& Telegraph Company

120 Bloomingdale Road
White Plains, NY 10605

James P. Tuthill
Nancy C. Woolf
Attorneys for Pacific Bell

& Nevada Bell
140 New Montgomery street
Room 1523
San Francisco, CA 94105



James L. Wurtz
Attorney for Pacific Bell

& Nevada Bell
1275 Pennsylvania Ave., N.W.
washinqton, D.C. 20004

Lawrence E. Sarjeant
Randall S. Coleman
Attorneys for U S West

Communications, Inc.
1020 19th street, N.W.
suite 700
Washinqton, D.C. 20036

Francine J. Berry
Mark C. Rosenblum
Peter H. Jacoby
Richard H. Rubin
Attorneys for American Telephone

& Teleqraph Company
295 North Maple Avenue
Room 3244J1
Baskinq Ridqe, NJ 07920

James R. Monk, Chairman
Indiana utility Requlatory

Commission
302 W. Washinqton street
Suite E306
Indianapolis, IN 46204

Cheryl L. Parrino, Chairman
Public Service Commission of

Wisconsin
4802 Sheboyqan Avenue
P.O. Box 7854
Madison, WI 53707

Ronald G. Choura, Supervisor
Olqa Lozano, Analyst
Telecommunications section
Policy Division
Michiqan Public Service commission
P.o. Box 30221
Lansinq, Michiqan 48909-7721

Stanley F. Bates
Assistant Director
Arizona Department of Corrections
1601 West Jefferson Street
Phoenix, AZ 85007-3003

-2-

Durward D. Dupre
Richard C. Hartqrove
John Paul Walters, Jr.
Attorneys for Southwestern

Bell Telephone Company
1010 Pine Street, Room 2114
st. Louis, Missouri 63101

Mary J. Sisak
Donald J. Elardo
MCI Telecommunications Corp.
1801 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washinqton, D.C. 20006

Darrell S. Townsley
Special Assistant Attorney

General
Illinois Commerce Commission
180 North LaSalle Street
Suite 810
Chicaqo, Illinois 60601

James B. Gainer, section Chief
Ann E. Henkener
Assistant Attorney General
Public utilities section
180 East Broad Street
Columbus, OH 43266

William E. Wyrouqh, Jr.
Associate General Counsel
Florida Public Service

Commission
101 East Gaines Street
Tallahassee, Fla. 32399-0850

Perry R. Eichor, Secretary
S. C. Jail Administrators

Association
P.o. Box 10171
Greenville, SC 29603

Pamela J. Brandon
Division Administrator
Wisconsin Department of

Corrections
P.o. Box 7925
Madison, WI 53707



O. Lane McCotter
Executive Director
Utah Department of Corrections
6100 South 300 East
Murray, utah 84107

Albert H. Kramer
Robert F. Aldrich
Helen M. Hall
Keck, Mahin , Cate
1201 New York Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005-3919
Attorneys for American Public

Communications Council

Colleen M. Dale
Attorney for the Missouri

Public Service commission
301 West High
Jefferson City, Missouri 65102

Roy L. Morris
Deputy General Counsel
Allnet Communication Services, Inc.
1990 M Street, N.W.
suite 500
Washington, D.C. 20036

Debra L. Lagapa
Mary K. O'Connell
Morrison , Foerster
2000 Pennsylvania Ave., N.W.
suite 5500
Washington, D.C. 20006
Attorneys for MasterCard

International Incorporated and
VISA U.S.A., Inc.

Lisa M. Zaina
General Counsel
Organization for the Protection

, Advancement of Small Telephone
Companies

2000 K Street, N.W.
suite 205
Washington, D.C. 20006

-3-

Ellen M. Averett
Veronica A. Smith
John F. Povilaitis
Counsel for the Pennsylvania

Public utility Commission
P.O. Box 3265
G-28, North Office Building
Harrisburg, PA 17105-3265

Brian J. Kinsella
Thomas F. Youngblood
American Hotel , Motel

Association
1201 New York Ave., N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005-3931

Marta Greytok
Robert W. Gee
Karl R. Rabago
Public Utility Commission of

Texas
7800 Shoal Creek Boulevard
suite 400N
Austin, Texas 78759

Douglas E. Neel
Vice President, Regulatory

Affairs
MessagePhone, Inc.
5910 N. Central Expressway
suite 1575
Dallas, Texas 75206

Martin T. McCUe
Linda Kent
United States Telephone

Association
900 19th Street, N.W.
suite 800
Washington, D.C. 20006-2105

Douglas F. Brent
Associate Counsel
Advanced Telecommunications

Corporation
10000 Shelbyville Road
Louisville, Kentucky 40223



Catherine R. Sloan
Vice President, Federal Affairs
LDDS Communications, Inc.
1825 I street, N.W.
suite 400
washington, D.C. 20006

Brad Mutschelknaus
Wiley, Rein' Fielding
1776 K street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006

John F. Dodd
Brad I. Pearson
smith, Gill, Fisher , Butts,

a Professional Corporation
One Kansas City Place
1200 Main street, 35th Floor
Kansas City, MO 64105-2152
Attorneys for American

Telemanagement, Inc.

Ian D. Volner
Cohn , Marks
suite 600
1333 New Hampshire Ave., N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036
Counsel for Airports Association

Counsel International, North
America

Alan J. Thiemann
Taylor, Thiemann & Aitken
908 King street
suite 300
Alexandria, VA 22314
Attorney for the National

Association of Convenience
stores

Martin A. Mattes
Richard L. Goldberg
Graham & James
One Maritime Plaza, suite 300
San Francisco, CA 94111
Attorneys for California

Payphone Association

-4-

Greg Casey
Jane A. Fisher
International Telecharge, Inc.
6707 Democracy Boulevard
Bethesda, MD 20817

American Telemanagement, Inc.
525 N. Lindenwood
Olathe, KS 66062

Barney C. Parrella
Senior Vice President
Economics & International

Affairs
Airports Association Council

International, North America
1220 19th Street, N.W.
suite 200
Washington, D.C. 20036

Josephine S. Trubek
Greg S. Sayre
RCI Long Distance, Inc.
Rochester Tel Center
180 South Clinton Avenue
Rochester, NY 14646-0700

Douglas N. Owens
Northwest Pay Phone Association
4705 16th street, N.E.
Seattle, Washington 98105

Charles P. Miller
General Counsel
Value-Added Communications,

Inc.
1901 South Meyers Road
suite 530
Oakbrook Terrace, IL 60181



William M. Barvick
Midwest Independent Coin

Payphone Association
231 Madison street
Jefferson City, MO 65101

John A. Liqon
Comtel computer Corporation
128 Mount Hebron Avenue
Post Office Box 880
Upper Montclair, NJ 07043

Walter steimel, Jr.
Fish & Richardson
601 13th street N.W.
5th Floor North
Washinqton, D.C. 20005
Attorney for Pilqrim

Telephone, Inc.

John W. Priest
Chairman & Chief Executive

Officer
ComCentral Corp.
2150 Whitfield Industrial Way
Sarasota, Florida 34243-4046

Jerry L. McMichael, A.A.E.
Executive Vice President
Finance and Administration
Memphis-Shelby County Airport

Authority
Memphis International Airport
P.O. Box 30168
Memphis, Tennessee 38130-0168

Georqe A. Christenberry, Jr.
Deputy Commissioner
Department of Administrative

Services
Telecommunications Division
200 Piedmont Avenue
suite 1402, West Tower
Atlanta, Georqia 30334-5540

-5-

Albert H. Kramer
Robert F. Aldrich
Keck, Mahin & Cate
1201 New York Avenue, N.W.
Penthouse suite
Washinqton, D.C. 20005
Attorneys for the North

American Telecommunications
Association

Ellyn Elise Crutcher
Counsel for the Consolidated

Companies
121 s. 17th Street
Mattoon, Illinois 61938

Randolph J. May
Elizabeth C. Buckinqham
Sutherland, Asbill & Brennan
1275 Pennsylvania Ave., N.W.
Washinqton, D.C. 20004-2404
Attorneys for Advanced

Technoloqies Cellular
Telecommunications, Inc.

Krys T. Bart
Assistant Director
City of Fresno
Airports Administration
2401 N. Ashley Way
Fresno, California 93727-1504

Robert N. Broadbent
Director
Department of Aviation
McCarran International Airport
P.O. Box 11005
Las Veqas, Nevada 89111

Vernell sturns
Executive Director
Dallas/Forth Worth

International Airport
East Airfield Drive
P.O. Drawer DFW
Dallas/Forth Worth Airport,
Texas 75261



Group
Industrial Way

34243-4046

John W. Priest
Chairman & Chief

Officer
The Teltronics
2150 Whitfield
Sarasota, Fla.

Executive

-6-

W. Dewey Clower
G. Timothy Leighton
National Association of Truck

stop Operators
1199 North Fairfax Street
suite 801
Alexandria, VA 22314

Robert C. White
Executive Director
Airport Authority of Washoe

County
Reno Cannon International Airport
Reno Stead AirPOrt
Box 12490
Reno, NV 89510

Randall B. Lowe
Charles H.N. Kallenbach
Jones, Day, Reavis & Pogue
1450 G Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005-2088
Attorneys for One Call

Communications, Inc. d/b/a
OPTICOM

W. Audie Long
Senior Vice President
Legal & Regulatory
u.S. Long Distance, Inc.
9311 San Pedro
suite 300
San Antonio, TX 78216

Jean L. Kiddoo
Ann P. Morton
Swidler & Berlin, Chtd.
3000 K Street, N.W.
suite 300
Washington, D.C. 20007
Counsel for Cleartel Communications,

Inc.; Com Systems, Inc.;
International Pacific, Inc.;
TelTrust Communications
services, Inc.

James D. Heflinger
Vice President & General Counsel
LiTel Telecommunications COrPOration
d/b/a LeI International
4650 Lakehurst Court
Dublin, Ohio 43017

Steve Schude
President
Advanced Payphone Systems, Inc.
535 W. Iron Avenue
suite 122
Mesa, Arizona 85210

Randolph J. May
David A. Gross
Elizabeth C. Buckingham
sutherland, Asbill & Brennan
1275 Pennsylvania Ave., N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20004-2404
Attorneys for Capital Network

system, Inc.

Danny E. Adams
Rachel J. Rothstein
Wiley, Rein & Fielding
1776 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006

Amy S. Gross
NYCOM Information Services,

Inc.; American Network
Exchange, Inc.

2701 Summer Street, Suite 200
Stamford, CT 06905

Judith st. Ledger-Roty
Michael R. Wack
Reed, Smith, Shaw & McClay
1200 18th Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036
Attorneys for Intellicall, Inc.



Rochelle D. Jones
Director-Regulatory
The Southern New England

Telephone Company
227 Church Street, 4th Floor
New Haven, Connecticut 06510

Richard E. Wiley
Danny E. Adams
Brad E. Mutschelknaus
wiley, Rein & Fielding
1776 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006
Attorneys for competitive

Telecommunications Association

Hugh J. Macbeth
Manager, Telecommunications
Greater Orlando Aviation Authority
One Airport Boulevard
Orlando, FL 32827-4399

Mitchell F. Brecher
Dow, Lohnes & Albertson
1255 Twenty-third Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C.' 20037
Attorneys for PhoneTel

Technologies, Inc.

Mark W. Kelly
Thomas W. Wilson
Polar Communications corporation
300 Corporate Center Drive
Manalapan, NJ 07726

David J. Sauer
Vice President, Administrative

Services
The Catholic Health Association
4455 Woodson Road
st. Louis, MO 63134-3797

-7-

Genevieve Morelli
Competitive Telecommunications

Association
1140 Connecticut Ave., N.W.
suite 220
Washington, D.C. 20036

Eileen E. Huggard
New York City Department of

Telecommunications & Energy
75 Park Place
sixth Floor
New York, NY 10007

Jean L. Kiddoo
Ann P. Morton
Swidler & Berlin, Chtd.
3000 K Street, N.W.
suite 300
Washington, D.C. 20007
Counsel for the Greater

Orlando Aviation Authority

Charles M. Barclay, A.A.E.
President
American Association of Airport

Executives
4212 King street
Alexandria, VA 22302

H. William Orr, President
Alternate Communications

Technology, Inc.
8802 North Meridian Street
suite 103
Indianapolis, IN 46260

Keith J. Roland
Roland, Fogel, Koblenz & Carr
One Columbia Place
Albany, NY 12207
Attorney for The Independent

Payphone Association of
New York, Inc.



J. Kirk Smith
President
Operator Service Company
1624 Tenth Street
Lubbock, Texas 79401-2607

-8-

Stephen G. Kraskin
Attorney for u.S. Intelco

Networks, Inc.
2120 L Street, N.W.
suite 300
Washinqton, D.C. 20037

August 27, 1992

*BY HAND


