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GTE Service Corporation

1850 M Street, N.W., Suite 1200
Washington, D.C. 20036-5801

202 463-5200
Fax: 202 463-5298
March 16, 1998

Ms. Magalie R. Salas

Secretary Rh@é’; (74
Federal Communications Commission iy =D
1919 M Street, N.W., Room 222 "R 1 e 199
Washington, DC 20554 %camm 798
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Ex Parte: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service,
CC Docket No. 96-45

Today, representatives of GTE met with Lisa Boehley, Katie King, and Brad
Wimmer of the Common Carrier Bureau’s Universal Service Branch to discuss
certification of local exchange carriers as rural telephone companies under the

Commission’s Universal Service Rules in Part 54. The attached schedule was
used in the discussion.

If there are any questions concerning this filing, please contact me at (202) 463-
5293.

Sincerely,

W. Scott Randolph
Director - Regulatory Matters

cc. Lisa Boehley
Katie King
Brad Wimmer
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A part of GTE Corporation



GTE Operating Companies As of December 31, 1998

Federal
Status: Sec 3(a)(47)
#0f SA  Rural or Rural ETC Arb/UNE Total 1998 1998
Study Areas Per State Non-rural  Definition Designation Status Loops* FED USF DEM

__1,Alabama - Contel L2 Non-rural NA , ooy 111.4945 3,196,894 0
572\Alabama -GTE .2 Non-rural NA 7 ) | 155,205 | 8,953,347 0
| 3/Alaska - GTE R Rural c STUDY AREA [ NN, 289 0 884,788 |
[ 4 Arkansas - Contel {3 Rural | CD 1senv_|cg AREA ! | 83,372 | 8,094,666, 0,
| 5iArkansas - GTE *1 3 Ruraik @ CD  [SERVICE AREA | NN 99,248 | 5,795,876 0l
LG%Arkansas (KSDBAAR) | 3 Rural CD  |SERVICE AREA T NN 1 21 zssl{ B 0 296,965
| 7!California - Contel )3 . Non-rural j NA L { Yy ) 357 932/ 2, 565,580 0’
|8 California - GTE 13 1 Nonmral | Na L ¥y | apse2sti| O 0
B giCalifornia (West Coast) | 3 | Rual |  C STUDY AREA/SVC AREA | YIY 14,067 1 ,215,050 657,395 |
\10\Ca|ifomia (Arizona) 1 | Rural | CD  |SERVICE AREA | NN 7,999 ; 564,576 554,705
|11 |California (Nevada) l 1 | Rural | CD_ ISILENT NN 32,2902 | , 0 1,551,798|
|12|Florida - GTE Lo | Non-rural | NA | LYY 2178281 | 501,176 0
|13 Hawali - GTE I | Non-rural NA LYY 776,571 | | 0 ol
14 |ldaho - GTE . . Rural D WIRE CENTER f NIN 132,410 | 9,733,046 o
\15_Illin0|s - Contel .3 . Rural | D |[EXCHANGE . /) 193,034 | 0 0
16 IMinois - GTE } 3 | Rual D IEXCHANGE | oy 678, aszj} 0 0l
: 17 /inois (GSI) L 3 | Rural | c [EXCHANGE S (A S 43,002 ] 0 1,132,261
18. Indiana Contel A4A 3 Non-ural | NA o [ () SN 184,035) | 0 0
19! Indiana - GTE .3 Non-rural | NA S Loy 753,400 | 0 0
20 Indiana (CS1) 3 Rural |  C IWIRE CENTER f vw o 10,188 | 0 261,088 |
“21:lowa - Contel .3 " Rural | cD 'CPCN -SVC TERRITORY | YIY 82,707 | 0 0
'22'lowa - GTE | 3 ' Rural | D \CPCN - SVC TERRITORY = YIY | 126,064| | 1,580,287 0
23'\lowa (KS DBA 1A) .3 Rural | cD \CPCN -SVC TERRITORY | Y/Y 76,047 || 0 0
24 Kentucky - Contel 2 Rural |  CpD ‘SERVICE AREA POYN 90,40111 9,434,677 0|
.25 Kentucky - GTE |2 Rural | D 'SERVICE AREA | YN 432,205 | 1,089,366 0
26 Michigan - GTE o2 Rural | D ‘EXCHANGE | YIy f 682,703 = 2,058,449 0!
' 27 Michigan (CSl) L2 Rural cD EXCHANGE LYY _ 50,598 0 769,969
: 28 Micronesian Tel. 1 Rural | c INOT KNOWN () 19,188 | 3,605,902 971,641,
‘29 Minnesota - Contel .2 Rural D EXCHANGE R () A 121,587 | | 0 0
30 Minnesota - GTE b2 Rural c,D 'EXCHANGE ow 3,990 | 9,738 326,865
31 Missouri - Contel 4 Non-rural NA Yw . 235543 5,987,329 0
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GTE Operating Companies As of December 31, 1998
' Federal
Status: Sec 3(a)(47)
#of SA Ruralor Rural ETC Arb/UNE Total 1998 1998
Study Areas Per State Non-rural  Definition Designation Status Loops* EED USF DEM

32 Missouri - GTE 4 ' Non-rural NA ; N | Yy | 129675| 1377572] | 0
33|Missouri (C.S.) 4 Rural @ C /STUDY AREA N () 55,2411 3,634,207 | 0
34 Missouri (Eastern) 4 Rural 2 C ISTUDY AREA oYY 4,259, 625681 161,129
a5 |Nebraska - GTE 1 | Ruml . €D  [CBG - | vy __ | eo940] o o
36 |New Mexico - Contel 2 Rural | CD  ISERVICE AREA _ B\ 42,222| 2,704,896 959,632
37 New Mexico - GTE 2 | Rual ' CD  SERVICEAREA Yy | 44889 0| 733944
'38|North Carolina - Contel 2 | Nonrural ©  NA B I () G 119,652 | 7,091,027 i 0l
39 |North Carolina - GTE 2 | Nonrural NA - I Yy | 200,909 | | 01 i 0
40 Ohio - GTE B 1 _ Rural ! D SILENT | viN | 849,183 | 0l 0
'41|Oklahoma - GTE 1 ~ Non-rural NA B YN 108.982| | 1442726 | 0l
42|Oregon - GTE C _ Non-tural NA , , A () 4 462,942 0 0
43|Pennsylvania -Contel | 3 Rural € 120 SVC AREAS /WIRECTE  YIY 64,170 | | 0 0
44 |Pennsylvania - GTE ! 3 Non-rural ~ NA , o S () 545,084 | 0l 0
 45|Pennsylvania (Q. State) | 3 Rural @ € 120 SVC AREAS /WIRECTE  YIY 41,505 | 0 881789,
46/South Carolina-Contel = 2 | Rual =~ C ISERVICE AREA | 21,518/ 0| 634,082
| 47 |South Carolina - GTE 2 | Nonrural - NA A LYY | 178637 958,519 | : 0|
|48 Texas - Contel 2 | Nonrural | NA - O YY | 214950 1,791,301 | | 0|
49|Texas - GTE 2 | Nonrural  NA - Yy | 1568980/ = 52446 0|
'50|Virginia - Contel .2 | Nonrural . NA - . YN | 537539/ 294,591 0
51 |Virginia - GTE 2 | Rural . C_ SERVICE TERRITORY | YN | 35,611 1,592,738 ' | 936,970
| 52 |\Washington - Contel |2 | Rural - c EXCHANGE e 84,956 1,420,510 0l
53 |Washington - GTE 2 | Non-rural NA 7 { Yy 748,022 419,036 | 0
54 Wisconsin - GTE 1 Rural D 'WIRE CENTER  YIN | 497,963| 1 429,192 0

Total 54 18,449,035 88,220,401 11,715,021

Non-Rural Total 20 13,624,090 34,631,544 0

Rural Total 34 4,824,945 53,588,857 11,715,021

% Rural of Total 26.15% 60.74% 100.00%

Fed Designated Rural Study Areas with $0 high cost support until 2001 2,413,040 0 7,146,684

(assuming no material change in 1998 avg cost per loop)
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