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In the Marter of

ALLTEL TELEPHONE SERVICES CORPORATION’S
REPLY TO AT&T'S PETITION TO SUSPEND

ALLTEL Telepacne Servicas Curporation. on dehalf of the ALLTEL teizphone sompanies identified in
Transmimals 38 and 39° filed on December 17, 1997 and December 24, 1997, respectively ‘hersinaiter

refarrec 10 as “ALLTZL " orthe *“ALLTEL ccmpanies™ sutruts his replv "o the petition of AT&T.

AT&T’s setition on the —ate-of-retum companies’ zccess rescrn w@aniff flings was apparenty subminad to
the ¥CC or. December 23. 1997, bur .t was not served on ne ALLTEL companies at that sime. ALLTEL
only discovered mat the petition 2ad Seen [lad aftar contacting -he Commission’s staff. With respect w0

the pettion itself. wrile there was a request :n the body of the settion that ALLTEL's filing should be
suspendec, the Tansmitai aumber (number 38 was 1ot cited either 1 the text or on the list of parties
servec. On the atemoon of December 24th, ALLTEL reczived service cf the pleacing via facsimile.

Based or this, ALLTEL beiieves tnai AT& T s perition wva2 procezurally Zefsctive  Cur af an abundance of
caution, 1owever, ALLTEL s responding o the issuss -aised in AT& T s cetition se that there s not any
misundarstanding 25 .0 ALLTEL s sosition <hat it has compiied with the Commissior’: recuirements

regarcing its access reform anfd fings.

Transmittal 39 retl2cted final Universal Service Fund contribation factors whizh inveive oniy Carrier

Commear Line rate deveicpment “or he ALLTEL Gecerzia Communicaztions Corp., 2nd Georgiza ALLTEL
Tzlecom, nc. zomparizs.



can demonstrate in 2 more 2fficient and complete manner the reasonableness of the methods and results of
cost stedies.” ALLTEL 3elieves it kas identified the impacts of the various changes ordered by the
Cormmission in its D&J Section. AT&T has not questioned any of the charts included in the D& J orelly or
in a written request 0 ALLTEL. AT&T's main argument is not whether the changes made by ALLTEL
were in acccrdance with the Commission’s changes ror whether “he changes made by ALLTEL appear

reorrest. ATRT s orimary intent appears to be an attempt to raise issues vorslaied w this filing,

ALLTEL suomits, basad on the aforesaid. rtat AT&T's petition, a3 it relates to the ALLTEL companies,

should be denied.

Respeccfully submutted,

ALZTEL Taiepaone Services Cerperation on behaif or the ALLTEL Tziephone Companies:

oot &

R

Carglva C, Hill

83% 13th Street Northwest, Suite 220
Wasamgron, D C.. 200CS

s Altomev

December 26, 1337




Certificate of Service

1, Caralyn C. Hill, hereby certify that copies of ts reply have been served on Decernoer 28, 1997, by
United Stares mail, postage prepaid, or by hanc where indicated, or by facsimile con the followiag:

judy A. Nitsche

Ciief Comperitive Pricing 3ranch
1919 M Street NW

Room £18

Washingren, D.C. (via Hand)

Carl D. Wasserman

Aorney for AT&T

1722 [ Street NW

Washingron, D.C. 20006 (via US mail)

Yolanda Brooks
AT&T (via facsimile)

TS
123! Z0th Seet NW
Washington, D.C.

Carolyn Z. Hiil



