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CMRS INTERCONNECTION WITH LOCAL EXCHANGE CARRIERS (LECs)

Negotiated interconnection arrangements will not result in discrimination
- Has worked to this point.
- SBMS has more POPS/Customers out of SWBT territory than in.

SBMS has been able to obtain satisfactory interconnection with lllinois Bell,
C&P and New England Telephone through negotiations.

- Negotiation allows CMRS providers flexibility.

Wireless providers have sufficient bargaining power to obtain appropriate
interconnection.

- Wireless providers are among the LEC’s largest customers.
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- As reciprocal access charges evolve, customers who generate a high volume

of calls terminating to the LEC network will be even more valuable LEC
customers.

- Wireless carriers can, and do, utilize multiple points of interconnection to

minimize their access charges. SBMS’ Dallas system interconnection is shown
on Attachment A.

¢ In many markets, there are multiple access tandems available to which CMRS calls
may be terminated.

- This enhances the bargaining power of CMRS providers.

- There are alternative access tandems in most markets where both SBMS and
SWBT operate. See Affidavit of Gary Mann-Attachment B, which shows

Most LECs with alternative tandems provide service under contract.

Any minutes received from a CMRS provider will be incremental.
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Both the LEC and the CMRS provider can benefit from negotiated access
charges.

- SBMS sends traffic to both SWBT and GTE access tandem in the Dallas/Ft.
Worth MSA.

In addition, traffic can be sent directly to a LEC end office.

SBMS’ Boston system has Type 2 connections to six NET access tandems and
Type 1 connections to 48 different end offices to minimize its access charges.

e The Commission proposed Negotiation Safeguards will prevent unreasonable
discrimination.

- Most favorable terms, conditions and rates provided by a LEC to one carrier
must be provided to all carriers.

- All interconnection agreements must be available for public inspection so that
terms and conditions may be compared.
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® The combination of the Commission’s safeguards, the relative size of wireless
providers (as customers of LECs), and the availability of alternative points of
interconnection with the LEC provide ample assurance of nondiscrimination.
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INTERCONNECTION BETWEEN CMRS PROVIDERS

LECs must allow CMRS providers to interconnect to the Public Switched Telephone
Network (PSTN).
This ensures that calls can be completed between all networks.
Interconnection between CMRS providers should be allowed, not mandated.
- CMRS providers do not control a bottleneck.
- As Commissioner Barrett noted in his separate statement, "where there is no
issue of interconnection to bottleneck facilities”, there should be "a higher

burden to meet to justify such regulatory requirements between CMRS
providers”.
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As Attachments C and D depict, as the number of CMRS providers increases,

mandated interconnection would result in complex and inefficient network
arrangements.

Where CMRS to CMRS interconnection makes sense, it will be implemented
without FCC mandate.

SBMS has attempted to negotiate a direct connect between its Dallas
MTSO and MetroCel’s Dallas MTSO.

At the current volume of calls and LEC switched access charges, the

savings which would have been recognized were too small to justify the
direct connection.

- Trunk charges.
- Administrative expense.
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As mobile-to-mobile call volume increase, these types of arrangements wiill
arise where it makes sense economically.

In an environment of mandated access, uneconomic connections could
occur.
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WHAT DOES CMRS TO CMRS INTERCONNECTION REALLY MEAN?

® In light of evolving nature of CMRS service, providers and technology, any
attempted mandate would fail due to its complexity.

- Would new standards need to be developed to allow PCS provider to deliver
traffic directly to a cellular provider?

- Would mandatory interconnection be to all points in a network?

SBMS’ Chicago system has seven MTSOs located in five different
buildings.

Would a CMRS provider have to connect to all five locations or just one?

If only connects to one MTSO, who pays for the trunks to carry traffic
between MTSOs?
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How many ports and trunks would be needed if al CMRS providers
(Cellular, PCS, ESMR, Paging, etc.) want to connect to each switch? Who
would be responsible for the cost of adding ports?

If the Commission attempts to mandate CMRS to CMRS interconnection, it
must establish rules to deal with these and many other issues which are better
handled by carrier to carrier negotiation.

The Commission should pre-empt state mandated CMRS to CMRS
interconnection to avoid inconsistent rules and the potential for variant
technical standards.



SBMS'

DALLAS SYSTEM

ATTACHMENT A
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ATTIDAVIT OF GARY L. MANN

My name is Gary L. Man I am an Attcorney at Law in private
practice. My nus;ness acc* ss i1s 5905 Rickerhill Lane, Post
Office Box 90367, Austin, Texas 78709-0367. ?Prior to entering

private law practice I was employed by Southwestern Bell

Telephone Company as District Manager-Rate Administration in

Austin, Texas. I worked for Southwestern Bell continuously for
5 years from Jupe 1968 :n‘cugh Octone* 1993 except for two

While working for Southwestern Bell, I held positions i
engineering aeoartment related to tbe ordering and inst
of central office sw1tchzng machines and interoiffice £faci
the transmission design oif interoffice facilities; and, n‘
for squipment and facility growth. I have also held varlous
positions in the Revenues and Public Affairs Department from
1875 to 1993 relating to rate development, cost development and
tariff administration. As a District Manager for Southwestern
Bell I testified before the Kansas, Oklahoma and Texas utility
commissions as an expert on telecommunications costing, pricing
and tariffs. I also testified in the civil courts as an expert
witness on telecommunications tariffs. Attachment 1 is a
summary of my education, work experience and witness
appearances.
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At the request of Southwestern Bell Mobile Systems, I studied
the avallablllty of tandem facilities in the Southwestern United
States for cellular carriers to connect to the public switched
network. Such connections are used for the completion of
telephone calls between cellular mobile customers and landline
customers.

My general approach was to first examine state maps showing the
Southwestern Bell Mobile Systems’ cellular geographic service
areas for the Standard Metropolitan Statistical Areas (MSAs) in
these states. Next, I identified the Southwestern Bell
Telephone Company and the non-Bell exchange company tandems in
these MSAs. I obtained copies of tariffs, and contracts, for



the connection of cellular services to local exchange access. I
calculated (1) the rates to connect the mobile telephone
switching office to the local exchange company tandem and (2)
the rates to terminate mobile-to-landline calls on the local
exchange network. I also examined the local calling scopes for
the tandems.

5. Attachment 2 is the results of my study which was preparasd by me
and is to the best of my knowledge true and correct. It
contains a narrative description of the results of my st udy, a
list of tandem serving options for the MSAs, charts comparinc
rates and calling scopes of Southwestern Bell Telephone Compan 1y
and other local exchange telephone companies and supporting
documentation.

6. From my analysis I conclude that most MSAs in Kansas, Missouri,
Oklahoma and Texas have more than one option for originating and
terminating cellular usage on the local exchange network. Non-
Bell exchange companies typically provide these interconnections
under contract. This gives them the flexibility to negotiate
volume discounts and give the best deal to the cellular
providers. Since the present rates are significantly above
costs, the non-Bell exchange companies have room to negotiate
lower access rates (including rates at least as low as those
charged by Southwestern Bell Telephone Company). Accordingly,
they could provide such services at rates below the Southwestern
Bell Telephone Company tariffed rates while still making a
profit. Where a company can provide a service at a rate above
its incremental cost, it has the incentive to do so.

S
7L Mann

STATE OF TEXAS
COUNTY OF TRAVIS

Before me, the undersigned authority, on this Eleventh day of
January, 1994, personally appeared Gary L. Mann, who being first
duly swprn, avers that this affidavit is true and correct to the best
of his knowledge.
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SUMMARY OF EDUCATION ANZ WORX EXPERIEZINCE

3.S. in Appliec Mathematics, University of Missouri-Rollia, 1958

Jaris Doctor, Oklahoma City University, 1989

Work =xperience

Centinuously employed by Southwestern Bell Telephone Company (SWBT)
from June 1968 to October 1993, except for the periods from
December 19568 through August 1871 and January 1991 through March
1591 when on active duty with the U.S. Army. Eeld various positions
in the engineering department related ¢to the ordering and
installation of central office switching machines and interoffice
facilities; the transmission design of interoffice facilities;
and, planning for equipment and facility growth. Held wvarious
positions in the Revenues and Public Affairs Department from 1975
up to my retirement from SWBT in 1953 relating to rate develorment,
cost development and tariff administration.

Witness Appearances

1883 Harned v. Southwestern Bell Telephone Co., Cause No. %1-
575982, County Court at Law No. 1, uubbock County, Texas.

Expert witness on tariff matters.

1993 Haigler v. So western Bell Telephone Co., Cause No.
19,326, District Court of Taylor County Texas, 104th
Judicial District. Expert witness on tariff matters.

1892 Pankau v. Southwestern Bell Telephone Co., Civil Action
No. H-91-1173, U.S. District Court, Southern District of

Texas. Expert witness on tariff matcters.

1931 Application of Southwestern Bell Telephone Companv to
Revise Tariff in Compliance with Substantive Ru 23.34,
Texas Docket No. 10389. Testified on the blocking of
international direct dialed calls from coin-operated
customer owned pay telephones.
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ancg;g-dc the Devg'onnent of Intrastate Access Charges,

Oklahoma Cause No 28309. Testified to restructure of
the intrastate access service tarifi.

In re: Inguirv of ! issi
Concerning the Develooment of Intrastate Access Charages,
Oklahoma Cause No. 283089. Testified to changes in

Foreign Exchange, Foreign Serving Office and reature
Group A Switched Access services.

C nc hapolh nc the Development of Intrastate Access Charages,
Oklahoma Cause No. 28308. Testified to the establishment
of the intrastate access service tariiff.

In e Matter of the 14 ca ion of Sou hw st Bell
e anv_¢£ Order Ad-H in S astat

a*gg, Charges, Servic gg and Practices, Oklahoma Cause

No. 28002. Testified to rate and tariff matters

regarding Private Line Services and to changes in rates
for those services.

Permigssion and Agtho; tv _to Establish New Intrastate

Rates, Tolls and Charges A icable to Communications
Services Furnished in the State of Kansas, Kansas Docket
No. 128-811U. Testified to rate, tariff and cost matters
regarding Privats Line Services and to change rates for
those services.

Application of Scuthwestern Bell Telephone Companv for
Authoritv  to Increase Rates, Texas Docket 3920.
Testified to rate and tariff matters regarding Privats
Line Service.
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AVAILABILITY of TANDEM FACILITIES
for
E:ELLULAR CARRIERS to CONNECT
to the

PUBLIC SWITCHED NETWORK



ALTERNATIVES FOR CELLULAR CONNECTIONS

2URPOSE

This study’s purpose is to evaluate alterrnatives for Mcbils
Telephone Switching Office (MTSO) connesctions to local exchange
company tandems for the interchance c¢f mobile-to-landline and
~andline-to-mobilse trafiic. The study concentrates on tha
Standard Metrcpelizan Statistical Ar=szs (MSAs) in Kansas,
Missouri, Oklanhoma znd Texas

DISCUSSION

My general approach was to first examine state maps showing the

Southwestern Bell Mobile Systems (S3MS) cellular geog*anh’c
service areas for the MSAs in these states. Next I idencified
the Southwestern Bell Telephone Co. (Southwestern Bell) and che
nen-Bell exchange company (N3EC) tandems in these MSAs. I
obtained copies of tariffs, and contracts, for the connection of
cellular services to local exchange access. I calculated (1) the
rates to connect the MTSO to the local exchange company tandem
and (2) the rates to terminate mobile-to-landline calls on the
local exchange network. I also examined the local calling sccpes

for the tandems.

The study is concerned with tandem alternatives, including
connections Zor originating (landline-to-mobile) traffic and Type
2A terminating (mobile-to-landline) usage.* Only Pioneer
Telephone Cooperative of Kingfisher, Oklahoma, and Southwestern
3ell provide such connections under tariff. The remaining NBECs
connect with cellular companies on a contract basis. Gene*ally,
a contract lists the rates for terminating usage, then references
the company’s access service tariff for dedicated connections.?

There are technical and economically feasible alternatives
available in most MSAs. Contractual interconnections give the
NBECs significant advantages over Southwestern Bell. For
example, the NBEC can be more responsive to its customers. It
can avoid tariffs and the lengthy hearing process reguired to
change tariffs. The NBEC can negotiate rates with its customers.
This gives the NBEC the ability to bargain for the increased
network usage by lowering rates. Most economists agree that the
relevant costs for pricing are marginal costs (sometimes called
incremental costs). If the NBEC sets rates above its marginal
costs, the NBEC will make money.

My Exhibit A lists certain Southwestern 3ell tandems for each MSA
and some of the NBEC options. An asterisk indicates those NBECs
that have the same, or equivalent, local calling scope as the
Southwestern Bell tandem. The list is not all-inclusive as other
N2EC tandems exist in most of the MSAs. My Exhibit B shows the

Page 1



tes Zor Soutnwestarn Bell tandem cornections and fcor N3IEC
em connections in each MSA.

The 3rownsville MSA includes thres larges sxchanges: 3rownsvills,
Zarlincen and McAllsn. The alternative tandem conneccticn Zcr
this MSA is :the Valley Telephone Co. switch in Raymendvills,
Texas.” Ths Vzlley Telephone Co. does not have cellular
providers connacting to its tandem Howevar, it is willing o
crovide such connections on a contract basis; and, expects o <S¢
so when Southwestern Bell implements the area wide calling clan
in the Rio Grande Valley.! Valley Telephone Company’'s cifices
are dicital and connectad with fiber optic cablza.® RAccordingly,
it ls prepared Ior area wide calling

CORDPUS CTHRISTI MSA

GTEZ's :tsrminating usage rates are similar to Southwestern Bell'’s
rates within the local calling scope. The GTE tandem in Port

Lavaca, Texas is not presently in the Corpus Christi local
calling area. However, in the near future, Southwestern Be2ll an
the NBECs will pbe filing a LATA-wide =x;ended local calling plan
th the Texas Public Utility Commission. This plan will
include the entire Rio Grande Valley.

Outside the local calling scope, GTE prefers to charge its
tariffed long distance (toll) rates. Nonetheless, GTE will
provide such connections at tariffed feature group A (FGA)
switched access rates for the entire LATA.” The LATA-wide FGA
rates are much cheaper than toll. GTE's FGA rates include $.0705
per minute for carrier common line and Texas interexchange
carrier charges. Neither of these rates are supported by costs;
rather they are both pure subsidies to residential local =xchange
service. Even the remaining $.0179356 per minute rats exceeds
GTE's cost.

Since CTE’s tsrminating usage rates are under contract, they are
negotiable. Volume discounts would benefit both the cellular
company and GTE.

DALIAS - =T WORTH MSA

To obtain the local calling scope of both Dallas and Ft. Worth a
cellular company may connect to the Southwestern Bell tandems in
both Dallas and Ft. Worth. The cellular carrier then hauls the
traffic between those metropolitan areas on its own facilities or
leases Zacilities from an lnte*exchanga carrier. Altermnatively
the cellular company may connect to the GTE of the Southwest
tandem in Irving. The Irving tandem has access to both the
Dallas and the Ft. Worth local calling areas.®

Page 2
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rates within the local calling scope. * Cutside the local calling
scope, GTE wants to charge its tariffed long distance (toll)
rates. GCTE will also provide such ccnnecticns at cariffed FGA
switchad access rates for the entirs LATA. The LATA-wide FGA
rates are much cheapsr than toll Evern so, CTE could lcocwsr ths
FGA rztes 1in establisning volume discounts (such as fcr a
2ilular carrier), yst retalin a profi:
Since GTE's terminating usage ratss ars undar contract, thay ars
negotiable As long as GTZ's rates sxceed i1ts costs, GTE has ths
incentive to lower thoss ratss TO atiraCt MOrYs n2Iweork usags.
Volume discounts would benei:it both the cslilular company and GT:
ZOUSTON_ Msa*®

As discussed above, GTE ccnnects under contract fcr terminating
usage within the local calling scope znd using switched access
LATA-wide FGA under tariff. 1Its rates for termination in the
local calling scope are comparable to those of Southwestern Bell.
GTE’s Baytown and Dickinson tandems have the entire Houston
net*opolitan area as a part of their local calling scope.

Thus, GTE supplies two alternatives in the Houston MSA.

Sugar Land Telephone Co. also has a tancdem in Sugar Land which is
in the Houston metropolitan calling sccpe.** Although Sugar Land
is not presently interchanging cellular traffic, it is willing to
develop contract rates for this service.®

Ft. Bend Telephone Co. owns a tandem in Katy, Texas, within th
Houston metropolitan calling scooe 4 Ft. Bend is not
lnberchanglng traffic wv_q a cellular company; but, it may do so
under contract or under its access service tar1_r.5

KANSAS CITV MSA

The Kansas City metropolitan calling scope encompasses parts of
both Missouri and Kansas.*® The United Telephone Company of
Missouri’s Harrisonville exchange is within the combined Kansas
City, Kansas/Missouri metropolitan calling area.'’ Formerly a
tandem, United downgraded the Harrisonville office to class five.
Harrisonville now homes on United’s Warrensburg tandem.?®
Although Warrensburg is not in the local calling scope for the
Kansas City metropolitan area, a cellular carrier could connect
to the Warrensburg tandem and benefit just the same. The
connector could designate the Harrisonville office for
determining its local calling scope, and as its rate center.-?
This alternative is just as cost effective as if the tandem
itself were in the local calling scope.
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In the Oklahoma City MSA the alternatives sxist, but ths N3EC's
current rates ars higher than Southwestern 3ell’s ratss. Ths
Picnesr Telephone Cocperative provides cellular interconnecticn
under its Tariff 0.C.C. No. 1. ?iconesr patzerned this tarifs
aiter the original access tarififs the Ckiazcma Rural Tsalaphons
Coaiiticn (CRTC) Iiled in the mid-1980s. The rates and structurs
ars the sam2 as Ior access ssrvices undsr th2 ORTC's Intras:tzts
Access Service TariZi. The ORTC did nc: sst rates bas=d upon
2ConOMic COSts. IZxc2pt for th2 carrisr common line rate, acssss
rates ware filed equal to the then effsctive interstats accsss
rates The carrisr common line rats was a make-whole rate for =
ravenue neutral filing. Only the carrisr common lins ra:e
appears to have changed since 1887

Because the Oklahoma City me:ropo’zta“ calling area is very largs
(encompassing over 40 exchanges), the Fioneer Telephone
Cooperative is in a unique positicn to capture more cellular
usage. The etropolltan calling area iIncliudes Pioneex’s Calumet,
Crescent, Kingfisher and Okarche exchanges. Pionesr could
increase network usage by lowering its cellular connecticn rates.
The current rates are significantly above the marginal costs of

switched access. This is a significant incentive for Pioneer.
Pioneer, i it chose to lower its ratss for cellular connections,
could profit from the added business as long as its ratss excee
costs.

D:

ST. LOUIS MSA

A St. Louis MSA alternative is GTE’'s Wentzville, Missouri tandem,
formerly owned by Contel of Missouri, Inc. GTE’'s current
terminating usage rates greatly exceed costs. GCTE’s costs should
be less than $.03 per minute; but it charges more than $.05 per
minucte.®® Accordingly, GTE has the ability to significantly
lower its rates and still make a profit. It is likely that GTE
would, if approached by a cellular carrier, significantly lower
its rates for cellular connections.

SAN ANTONIQO MSA

The altermative tandem connection for the San Antonio MSA is the
Guadalupe Valley Telephone Cooperative switch in Bulverde, Texas.
Guadalupe Valley Telephone Cooperative does not have cellular
providers connecting to its tandem. It is technically capable of
providing such connections if ordered by a cellular carrier, such
as McCaw. This could be done under contract. Bulverde is in the
San Antonio local calling scope.?"



=QOPZKA MSA

The closest N3:=C he Uriteé Telephone Cecmpany
of Kansas tandam The Unitsd exchancses ci
Mexidern and Perry es from Topeka. A cslliulzar
company could cesi Xchanges as the "2nd ¢

o datermine the n service’'s lgcal ¢z

SCODe and ratg Cel

United’'s contrac: rates ars currsntly higher than Southwester:n
3ell’'s rates. United could increase Its revenues by lowsring i:ts
cellular connection rates, if approached by a cellular provider
such &s McCaw, to interchange trafifiic with its tandems United’'s
current rates ars significantly above the marginal costs ol
switched access Like GTZ, Uni:z=sd nhas the nagetiacting rcom tc
significantly lower ics rates and still make a proific

The Southwestern RBell rates for terminating access are among the
lowest in the Southwest. In J:nua*y 1994 Southwestern Bell will
reduce the FGA LATA-wide access rate to $.0163823.% By January

1995 the total FGA LATA-wide access rate for cellular terminatc
usage will only be $.010283 for a 25 mile call.?® TFirst assume
these rates exceed costs, and second, they approximate the
switched access costs in Kansas, Missouri, Oklahoma and Texas fox
Southwestern Bell and for the NB3ECs. 1If true, then it follows
that the terminating usage rates are very p*ofitable;
accordingly, the NBECs have much negotiating room for thei
contract rates.

ing
=

CONCIUSTON

Most MSAs in Kansas, Missouri, Oklahoma and Texas have mors than
one optlon for criginating and terminating cellular usage on the
local exchange network.?® NBECs typically provide these
interconnections under contract. This gives them the flexibility
to negotiate the best deal with the cellular providers. Since
the present rates are significantly above cost, the NBECs have
room to negotiate.

There are other advantages for using NBEC tandems for
interchanging traffic. For example, in Irving, Texas the local
calling scopes for both the Dallas and the Ft. Worth metropolitan
exchanges are available by connecting to the GTE tandem and
subscribing to Ft. Worth Zxtended Metropolitan Service.

As LATA wide calling plans are implemented in Texas, then all
Texas MSAs will have technical and economically viable options
for interchanging. traffic. Where a cellular provider owns
network facilities, then that provider may furnish itcs own
transport between the MTSO and a tandam at its marginal cost.



- A cellular provider can also order ccnnections between tha
cellular company’'s MTSO and its radio-transmittars from ths
access service tariifs; however, ths cellular company usually
furnishes these connections itsels. Consegquently, I did nc:
inciuce radio-transmiczer lizks in my inguiry.

° Cellular providers use dedicated coanections for criginmazinc

* The Raymondville Exchange is owned by GTE of the Southwest,

Inc. The excnanges surrounding Raynoncv1lle are owned by Vallesj
Telephone Co. which 1is neadqna*terec in Raymondville. Vallsy
Telephone Co. also has a tandem in Raymondville.
* Per December 8, 1993 telephone conversation with

epr esent tives of the Valley Telephcne Company, a plan will be
sunmltted to provide extendecd local zrea calling to the Rio
Crande Valley. See infra note 6. Valley Telephone Co. has all
digital swzeches connected with fiber optic cable. It is willing
to provide cellular connections under contract.
> Id.

® Per telephone conversation on December 1, 1993 with a
management representative, Southwestern Bell plans to file an
area-wide extended local calling plan for the Rio Grande Valle
in the not too distant future.

'Feature group A (FGA) switched access service is a line side
connection to the central ofiice switch for transmission wichin
the voice freguency bandwidth. FGA is provided with a telephone
numper and appears to be like any other local exchange business
Oor residence telephone number; however, for FGA, the entire LATA
is available to terminate calls to the public switched network at
a per minute rate.

!® The GTE Southwest exchange of Irving is a part of the local
calling scope of the Dallas Metropolitan Exchange. Irving
customers may also subscribe to Ft. Worth Extended Metropolitan
Service. See Southwestern Bell Texas Local Exchange Tariff at
paragraphs 5.3 and 5.4. The Dallas and Ft. Wort.. tandems also
have access to both local calling scopes via optional Extended
Metropolitan Service, but cellular companies have typically
chosen to terminate in them separately.

’ Moreover, GTE will provide terminating usage at the lower
(within the local calling scope) contracted rate for any
subtending office of one of its tandems. For example, GTE rates
terminating usage to all of the class five offices homing on the
Sherman tandem at the local calling scope rate. This rating
applies regardless of wnether that end office is in the Sherman
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extended calling area. Avoiding the hicher toll and switched
access charges is a distinct advantags
- Zven though SBMS does not provide cellular service in
Houston, I was asked to study the existence of alternative accsess
arrangements in this market dus to ths size ¢ ths marke:
- See Southwestern Bell Texas Local EZxchange Tariff at
paragrapn 3.5 which provides the local calling area oI the
Houston Metropolitan ZIxchange Sugar Land is in the lccal
ca1;_-g area of the Houston Mstropolitan Exchange. Baytown, Xaivy
and Dickinson may be included in the local calling axsa by
subscribing to Extended Mstropolitan Service
** Ses Southwestern Bell Texas Local Exchange Tariff at
caragrapn 5.5 which provides the local calling area of the
Houston Matropolitan Exchange.
3 Per letter dated Decamber 7, 1553, [correct date should be
December 9, 1993] from Alltel :ervzce Corporation, it will

velon contract rates for dedicated connecting circuits and for

e
erminating usage for the Sugar dana tandem.

-4 See Southwestern Bell Texas Local Exchange Tariff at
paragraph 5.5 which provides the local calling area of the
Houston Metropolitan Exchange. Katy customers may be included in
the local calling scope of the Houston Metropolitan EZxchange by
subscribing to Extended Metrop01 tan Service.

> Per telephone conversations with representatives of Ft. Bend
Telephone Co. on December 8, 1993. Ft. Bend Telephone Co.
concurs in the Texas Statewide Telephone Cooperative, Inc.
tariffs.

** See Southwestern Bell Local :xchange Tariff at paragraph
A.2. which lists the exchanges in t“- Kansas City local
g scope.

-7 See Southwestern Bell Local Exchange Tariff at paragraph
1.8.3 A.2.

¥ Per telephone conversation on December 10, 1993, with Product
Manager for United Telephone Company, Inc.

9 See Southwestern Bell’s Missouri Cellular Mobile Telephone
Interconnection Tariff at paragraph 4.2 B which states " ({t]andem
(Type 2A) interconnections require the carrier to designate an
end office to determine the tandem interconnection service’s
local calling scope and rate center." See also Pioneer Telerphone
Cooperative’'s Oklahoma Tariff 0.C.C. No. 1 which contains similar
wording.

?®  Consider GTE's switched access rates: $.0852720 per minute is
for carrier common line access. Since the carrier common line
rate element is a pure subsidy to residential local exchange
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