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Executive Director T i i 1133-21st Street, NW.
Federal and State Relations EX PARTE OF LATE FILED Washingtor;, D C. 20036-335°
202 463-4104
Fax: 202 463-4136

EX PARTE
September 29, 1998

Ms. Magalie Roman Salas

Secretary

Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

Re: CC Docket No. 96-45, Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service

Dear Ms. Salas:

On September 25, 1998, and on September 28, 1998, BellSouth submitted the attached
information to the State and Federal staff members of the Federal-State Joint Board (see
attached distribution list). This information describes a USTA consensus plan for federal
universal service support for non-rural companies

In accordance with Commission rules, the original of this response and one copy are
being filed with your office. Acknowledgment and date of receipt are requested. Please
call the undersigned with any questions.
Sincerely,

Tl s

Cynthia K. Cox

cc: Joint Board Staff (w/o attachment)
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USTA Universal Service Fund Proposal

Assumptions Used in Development of
State Specific and Company Specific Numbers

> Revenues used to compute the Federal Universal Service
Compromise Proposal fund size were taken from the July
1998 TRP filings, and include CCL, PICC, Interconnection
Charge (non-service related TIC), per minute revenues
from the Marketing Basket, and PICC revenues from the
Marketing Basket.

> The fund size shown only replaces the current federal
universal service implicit support mechanisms for non-rural
companies. The figures exclude any consideration of
additional federal support that may be required for high
cost areas. Existing explicit support is shown since, in
total, it will represent the floor for the ‘high cost support’
component.

> Where state specific data was not available from the TRP
filing, revenue was apportioned to each state based on the
number of USF loops, as reported by USAC for the
second quarter of 1998.

> Total implicit support is calculated by taking the TRP
revenues as noted in the above paragraph and subtracting
the estimated revenues due to exogenous USF payments.

> For the purposes of this analysis, it was assumed that all
BOC, GTE and Sprint study areas are non-rural.

Note: All numbers were developed by BellSouth from publicily available data. This data is
currently pending attestation by USTA.
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LEC Industry
Access Reform Analysis
USF Compromise Proposal

USF Compromise Effective Date 07/01/99

Ameritech

USF Existing USF Compromise
CcCL* $ 96,561,186 $ -
PiCC* 3 194,374 818 § -
Nonservice-Related TIC  $ - $ -
USF Receipts** $ - § 192,936,004
USF Payments™** $ (98,000,000) na
Total $ 192,936,004 § 192,936,004
Bell Atlantic

USF Existing USF Compromise
ccL* $ 203,088,423 § -
pPiCC* $ 262,794 990 § -
Nonservice-Related TIC  $ 8,977,036 $ -
USF Receipts** $ 2,000,000 $ 375,860,448
USF Payments*™* $ (101,000,000) na
Total 3 375,860,448 $ 375,860,448
BellSouth

USF Existing USF Compromise
ccL $ 438,007,186 $ -
pPICC* 3 293121721 § -
Nonservice-Related TIC  § - 8 -
USF Receipts*™* $ 39,000,000 $ 655,128,907
USF Payments*** $ (115,000,000) na
Total $ 655.128,907 $ 655,128,907
NYNEX

USF Existing USF Compromise
CcCL* $ 251,701,925 § -
pPicc* $ 219,128,776 % -
Nonservice-Related TIC  § 235968,522 § -
USF Receipts** $ 3,000,000 $ 614,799,223
USF Payments*** $ (95,000,000) na
Total $ 614,799,223 §$ 614,799,223
PacTel

USF Existing USF Compromise
ccL* $ 5131859 § -
pPiCcC* $ 89,016,922 % -
Nonservice-Related TIC  § - % -
USF Receipts** $ - $ 22,148,781
USF Payments*** $ (72,000,000) na
Total $ 22148781 § 22,148,781
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LEC Industry

Access Reform Analysis
USF Compromise Proposal

S——

SBC

USF Existing USF Compromise
CCL* $ 11,362,142 $ -
PICC* $ 205,220,194 $ -
Nonservice-Related TIC  § 83,368 $ -
USF Receipts** 3 5,000,000 $ 148,665,704
USF Payments*** $ (73,000,000) na
Total $ 148665704 §$ 148,665,704
US West

USF Existing USF Compromise
ccL* $ 148,630,564 $ -
PICC* $ 205,302,766 $ -
Nonservice-Related TIC $ 104,908,969 $ -
USF Receipts** 3 17,000,000 $ 400,842,299
USF Payments** $ (75,000,000) na
Total $ 400,842,299 3 400,842,299
Citizens

USF Existing USF Compromise
ccL* $ 53,609,575 $ -
picc* $ 10,076,865 $ -
Nonservice-Related TIC  § - 8 -
USF Receipts** $ - § 63,686,440
USF Payments*** 3 - na
Total 5 63,686,440 $ 63,686,440
GTE

USF Existing USF Compromise
CcCcL* 3 754,285,603 $ -
PICC* $ 200,560,238 $ -
Nonservice-Related TIC  § 1,680,163 § -
USF Receipts** $ 100,000,000 $ 968,526,004
USF Payments*** $ (88,000,000) na
Total $ 968,526,004 $ 968,526,004
Frontier

USF Existing USF Compromise
ccL* $ 13,603,176 $ -
PICC* $ 9,456,244 § -
Nonservice-Related TIC § - $ -
USF Receipts** $ $ 23,059,420
USF Payments*** 3 - na
Total $ 23059420 $ 23,059,420
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LEC Industry

Access Reform Analysis
USF Compromise Proposal

T———

SNET

USF Existing USF Compromise
ccL* $ 13,231,734 & -
picc* $ 22,826,764 $ -
Nonservice-Related TIC  $ - § -
USF Receipts** $ - 8 24,058,499
USF Payments*** $ (12,000,000) na
Total 3 24058499 3 24,058,499
Sprint/United

USF Existing USF Compromise
ccL* $ 172,833,290 §$ -
PICC* $ 69,896680 $ -
Nonservice-Related TIC  $ - % -
USF Receipts** $ 50,000,000 % 255,729,970
USF Payments*** $ (37,000,000) na
Total $ 255729970 % 255,729,970
Aliant

USF Existing USF Compromise
ccL $ 280,324 $ -
pPicc* $ 3,059,089 $ -
Nonservice-Related TIC  $ - 3 -
USF Receipts** $ - § 3,339,412
USF Payments*** $ - na
Total $ 3,339412 § 3,339,412
Cincinnati

USF Existing USF Compromise
CCL* $ 6,647,372 $ -
PICC* $ 11,816,739 $ -
Nonservice-Related TIC  § - % -
USF Receipts** $ - $ 11,464,111
USF Payments*** $ (7,000,000) na
Total $ 11,464 111 11,464,111
BOCS

USF Existing USF Compromise
CCL* $ 1,174,362,391 $ -
PiCcC* $ 1,503,603,691 $ -
Nonservice-Related TIC $ 349,937,894 $ -
USF Receipts** $ 66,000,000 $ 2,445 903,976
USF Payments*** $ (648,000,000) na
Total $ 2.445903976 % 2,445,903,976
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LEC Industry

Access Reform Analysis
USF Compromise Proposal

GTE & Sprint

USF Existing USF Compromise
cCL* $ 927,118,893 $ -
picc* $ 270,456,919 $ -
Nonservice-Related TIC  § 1,680,163 $ -
USF Receipts** $ 150,000,000 $ 1,224,255 974
USF Payments*** $ (125,000,000) na
Total $ 1.224,255974 § 1,224,255,974
BOCs, GTE & Sprint

USF Existing USF Compromise
ccL* $ 2,101,481,284 $ -
picc* $ 1,774,060610 $ -
Nonservice-Related TIC  $ 351,618,057 $ -
USF Receipts** $ 216,000,000 $ 3,670,159,950
USF Payments*** 3 (773,000,000) na
Total $ 3.670,159,950 $ 3,670,159,950
Other

USF Existing USF Compromise
ccL* $ 67,493,074 § -
PICC* $ 22592198 § -
Nonservice-Related TIC  $ - % -
USF Receipts** $ $ 90,085,272
USF Payments*™ 3 - na
Total $ 90,085272 $ 90,085,272
Total

USF Existing USF Compromise
ccL* $ 2,168,974 358 $ -
PiCcc* $ 1,796,652,808 $ -
Nonservice-Related TIC $ 351,618,057 $ -
USF Receipts** 3 216,000,000 $ 3,760,245,223
USF Payments*™* $ (773,000,000) na
Total $ 3,760,245223 § 3,760,245,223

* The existing CCL and PICC revenues include the marketing dollars not recovered on a per line basis.

**Existing HCF receipts are shown above for information purposes only and are not indicative of the HCF
receipts that ultimately may result from a new USF plan adopted by the Federal State Joint Board.

“**Under the compromise proposal, USF payments will be recovered dollar-for-dollar by an
end user surcharge and therefore are not reflected in this model.
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USTA Universal Service Fund Proposal for
Replacement of Intra-company Interstate Support (000)

m || @ . & (4) (5)
Existing Current HCF, Low
HCF Income, S&L, and Implicit Support -
Receipts CCL @ PICC  RHC Payments BOCs, GTE, Sprint
AL ‘
AL |BS $ - |$ 368|$ 2468 96 | $ 51.8 |
AL [GTE $ 123 $ 1433 25 % 16| 15.2
AL [SPRINT ‘
AL |OTH NON-RURAL L é
AL |RURAL $ 270 $ 23
AL [Total $ 393 $ 5111$ 271 % 135§ 67.0
AK !
AK IN/A 1 | ‘
AK 6TE _ 's 13 's o07]s 03 3 1.0
AK [SPRINT | ' 4 |
AK |OTHNON-RURAL $ - @
AK RURAL $ 613 ‘ | .
AK [Total $ 626 $ 07 $ 03 '$ -8 1.0
AZ |Usw $ 33| |$ 400[$ 324 § 12 % 612
AZ |GTE $ 13 $ $ 01 $ -8 0.1
AZ [SPRINT |
AZ |OTH NON-RURAL |
AZ |RURAL $ 241 $ 18 A
AZ |[Total $ 287 '$ 400 $ 325 § 130 $ 61.3
AR [SBC $ 52§ 07 $ 125 § 43 § 8.9
AR [GTE $ 148 § 108 § 21 $ 03 $ 12.6
AR SPRINT - ' ' o
AR |OTH NON-RURAL o
AR |RURAL $ 507, | $ 26
AR [Total $ 707 S 115§ 146 $ 723 215
CA i H t
CA [sBc $ - /8 - 3 845 8 702 $ 143
CA [GTE $ 26 $ 1314 § 488 $ 225 % 1577
CA |SPRINT
CA OTHNON-RURAL | § 9.0
CA |[RURAL $ 437 $ 48
CA _|[Total $ 553  's 1314 $ 1333 § 97.5 | $ 1720
09-23-98
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USTA Universal Service Fund Proposal for

Replacement of Intra-company Interstate Support (000)

:
m @ | @ (4) (5)
Existing Current HCF, Low
HCF Income, S&L, and Implicit Support -

Receipts ccL . PIcC RHC Payments BOCs, GTE, Sprint
co ] ! ) o
co |usw i $ 44 |$ 394 f $ 319§ 113 % 60.0
CO |GTE ;
CO [SPRINT 7 : :
CO |OTH NON-RURAL o | ‘
CO |RURAL s 415 7 '8 3.7
CO |Total ] $ 458| |$ 3948 319'S$ 150 | $ 60.0
cT B ? | V N
CT [SNET $ - $ 132]3 228 % 120 $ 240
CT |GTE L
CT [SPRINT |
CT |OTH NON-RURAL a ; | ,
CT | RURAL $ 1.4 ‘ 8 12 -
CT [Total $ 14 s 1323 228 132§ 24.0
oE | | |
DE |BA $ - |$ 93 ' $ 64 % 22]$ 13.5
DE |GTE i
DE [SPRINT ‘
DE |OTH NON-RURAL . |
DE |RURAL - . | o ,
DE [Total ] s - | s 3]s 64 s 223 13.5
DC |BA 5 - $ 166 5 114 43 % 237
DC |GTE ' '
DC |SPRINT
DC OTH NON-RURAL |
DC |RURAL s -
DC [Total s - s 15 s 114 S 43 237
L | L | |
FL |BS 1$ 16 |$ 1162'8 777 § 306 $ 163.3 |
FL [GTE K 06| '$ 681 'S 283 § 109 | $ 85.5 |
FL |SPRINT '$ - | |$ 505 $ 206 $ 95 616 |
FL |OTH NON-RURAL . s ‘ B |
FL |RURAL $ 220 : 0.8
FL |Total '$ 242 3 2348 $ 1266 § 518 | $ 3104
09-23-98
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USTA Universal Service Fund Proposal for

Replacement of intra-company Interstate Support (000)

1 T
] ) (1) @ @ @ 4 (5)
Existing Current HCF, Low
HCF Income, S&L, and Implicit Support -

Receipts | | CCL PICC . RHC Payments BOCs, GTE, Sprint
GA [BS L 84| |$ 7508 502% 186 | $ 106.6
GA [GTE ‘ ;
GA [SPRINT 1B ) o
GA |OTH NON-RURAL $ 28 $ 13
GA |RURAL $ 610 , , $ 87 ]
GA |Total $ 722 $ 750 $ 502 $ 286 | $ 106.6
HI
HE | )
HI |GTE $ - $ 2268 87 $ 35 % 27.8
HI  |SPRINT A
HI |OTHNON-RURAL | B o
Hi  |RURAL 3 0.9 $ 07 o
HI  [Total $ 0.9 $ 226|$ 87!$ 42's 27.8
D ) | -
ID__|Usw $ 07 |8 73$ 598 22 % 1.0
ID [GTE $ 98| '$ 1578 12% 07 $ 162
ID  [SPRINT '
D [OTH NON-RURAL ' ‘ "
D  'RURAL $ 164 $ 0.4
D Total $ 269 s 230§ 7a[$ 33§ 27.2
L TAM § - | |8 37[s 638§ 296 |8 65.9
IL |GTE $ 16 $ 395/8 93§ 388 450
IL  |SPRINT $ - $ 07/$ 09 $ 118 05
IL |OTH NON-RURAL ' ‘
IL |RURAL s 200 ‘ $ 4.0 :
IL [Total $ 216| $ 719§ 740 § 385  $ 1114
IN |AM $ - $ 102 % 206 3 96 $ 212
IN |GTE '3 10, '$§ 497 8 99 § 39§ 557
IN |SPRINT $ -8 708 22's 13§ 79
IN  |OTH NON-RURAL ' ' ’ | f
IN RURAL § 155 $ 2.3
IN [Total $ 165 § 669 $ 327 § 171§ 84.8
IA , 7 P
A |USW $ - s 172.$ 140 $ 50§ 262
A |GTE $ 16, s 161'$ 283 121% 177

09-23-98
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USTA Universal Service Fund Proposal for
Replacement of Intra-company Interstate Support (000)

(1) @ 0 e @4 5
Existing Current HCF, Low
HCF Income, S&L, and Implicit Support -

Receipts | CCL ~ PICC RHC Payments BOCs, GTE, Sprint
IA_|SPRINT
IA. [OTHNON-RURAL | | ' ,
A [RURAL  ~ |$ 259| | } 3 1.1
IA |Total $ 275 |$ 333'$ 168 § 731$ 43.9
KS B - - ; - R
Ks |[sec $ - 1 /$ 10]s 175]s 59% 126
KS [GTE , , -
KS |SPRINT L 77 |$ 42/8 10$ 02'% 5.0
KS |OTH NON-RURAL B
KS |RURAL s 501 $ 1.8 ,
KS [Total $ 578 |$ 52$% 185 $ 79 '$ 17.6
KY )
KY |BS $ 24| |3 225/3 1508 58 $ 31.7
KY |GTE $ 106 $ 276'$ 53|$ 33§ 296
KY |SPRINT ‘ 7
KY |OTH NON-RURAL $ - $ 13]$ 23|% 11§ 25
KY RURAL $ 126 $ 21 B
KY [Total '$ 256§ 514|$ 226 % 123§ 63.8
L | L |
LA [BS ) $ 26 $ 431 $ 288 $ 112§ 60.7 l
LA [GTE |
LA |SPRINT ;
LA |OTH NON-RURAL ' ,
LA |RURAL $ 650| | $ 26
LA |[Total ) '$ 676 $ 431 $ 288 $ 138 § 60.7
ME , ,
ME |BA $ 02 's 1208 82 s 35 § 167
ME |GTE ' N ' -
ME |SPRINT
ME | OTH NON-RURAL
ME RURAL $ 183 | $ 09
ME Total , '$ 165 $§ 120 § 82 § 44 S 16.7
MD - ;
MD |BA s - T ls s13's 423 s 169 | s 86.7 |
MD [GTE ‘ o | |
MD [SPRINT | |
MD |OTHNON-RURAL : |

09-23-98
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USTA Universal Service Fund Proposal for
Replacement of Intra-company Interstate Support (000)

(1) (2 (3) 4) (5)
Existing Current HCF, Low
HCF . Income, S&L, and Implicit Support -
_Receipts | | CCL  PICC |  RHCPayments | BOCs, GTE, Sprint
MD |RURAL $ 06| - '$ 10| R
MD Total  |$ 06 |§ e13's 423$ 1798 86.7
MA
MA BA s - $ 785 % 541§ 228 | $ 109.8
MA [GTE
MA |SPRINT
MA |OTH NON-RURAL B
MA |RURAL $ 04 _  $ 25 .
MA Total $ 0.4 $ 785 $ 541 § 253 | $ 109.8
— e
i A s - $ 2518 506 § 259§ 49.8
M |GTE $ 4.0 $ 219§ 78 § 35| 8% 26.2
MI  |SPRINT
M [OTH NON-RURAL )
M |RURAL $ 296 $ 3.2 i
Ml [Total $ 336 $ 470!$ 584 % 326 | $ 76.0
MN : ‘
MN |USW $ - $ 351|$ 284 $ 10.7 | $ 52.8
MN |GTE $ 0.4 $ 66/$ 1.1% 06| $ 7.1
MN |[SPRINT , $ 37 $ 72|%8 17]% 08 $ 8.1
MN |OTH NON-RURAL ] $ 06
MN_[RURAL $ 333 | $ 1.6
MN [Total '$ 374 $ 489!% 312§ 143§ 68.0
MS ' } ﬁ | -
MS |BS $ 9.0 $ 236 $ 158 § 6.2 $ 332
MS GTE ' ' '
MS |SPRINT ’
MS |OTH NON-RURAL
MS |RURAL $ 191 '$ 2.1 o
MS [Total $ 2841 $ 236 $§ 158 § 83§ 33.2
MO _ ‘
MO |SBC $ - | /s 188 331 % 114 % 235
MO |[GTE $ 122] IS 150(s 443 143 18.0
MO |SPRINT s 18] s 115's 27§ 113 131
MO |[OTH NON-RURAL ol
MO |RURAL $ 35| ‘ $ 32
MO [Total '$ 505 $ 283 $ 402 $ 171§ 54.6
09-23-98
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USTA Universal Service Fund Proposal for
Replacement of Intra-company Interstate Support (000)

| !
(1) 2 e @) (5)
Existing Current HCF, Low
HCF Income, S&L, and Implicit Support -
. Receipts ccL PicC RHC Payments | BOCs, GTE, Sprint |
MT |USW L 1.3 $ 57 % 463 16$ 8.7 |
MT [GTE ;
MT |SPRINT \ \
MT |OTH NON-RURAL , , f )
MT |RURAL $ 428 , $ 09 o
MT |Total $ 441 $ 57 % 46 % 25 $ 8.7
NE Usw $ $ 86 % 703 2513 13.1
INE |GTE $ - $ 27 $ 063 05|$ 2.8
NE [SPRINT $ 1.1 $ 14 % 03'$ 02 $ 15
NE |OTH NON-RURAL ' ' ,
NE |RURAL '$ 186 3 2.9
NE |Total $ 197 $ 1278 79 § 6.18% 17.4
NV |
NV |SBC i s - $ 48[$ 38 § 143 72
NV |GTE $ 1.2 $ 44(8 04 3 02 % 46
NV |SPRINT ) $ - $ - 8 288§ 348 (0.6)
NV |OTH NON-RURAL :
NV |RURAL $ 7.7 '3 02
NV (Total ] $ 8.9 $ 92|$ 70'S$ 52 (% 11.2
NH B ’
NH [BA $ 0.9 $ 133/s 92!$ 38 |$ ' 18.7
NH [GTE ' \ ’ '
NH |SPRINT :
NH |OTH NON-RURAL ‘ ’
NH |RURAL 8 8.2 s 06 |
NH [Total '$ 91l $ 1338 92% 44 s 187
NJ ‘
NS BA $ - '$ 1048 § 722§ 284 | $ 1486
NJ GTE :
NJ |SPRINT $ 21 '$ 17 $ 15§ 09 % 23
NJ |OTH NON-RURAL _ ‘
NJ  |RURAL . $ 12 $ - .
NJ [Total $ 33| [$ 1065 8 737 § 293 [ $ 150.9
NM
09-23-98
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USTA Universal Service Fund Proposal for
Replacement of Intra-company Interstate Support (000)

, (1) @ @ 0 @ )
Existing Current HCF, Low
HCF income, S&L, and Implicit Support -

Receipts | CcCL PIcCC | RHC Payments BOCs, GTE, Sprint
NM jlusw s 33| |8 1248 1008 463 17.8
NM |[GTE $ 60| |$ 443 108 06| $ 48
NM |SPRINT
NM |OTHNON-RURAL | | ;
NM |RURAL $ 260 | N $ 03] -
NM |Total $ 353 $ 168'$ 110 §$ 55 $ 22.6
NY |[BA s - $ 2043 $ 1407 $ 608 $ 284.2 |
NY |[GTE
NY [SPRINT - . ,
NY |OTHNON-RURAL | '3 53
NY |RURAL . $ 378 , | ' o 810 ]
NY [Total $ 378 $ 2043 $ 1407 $ 742 | $ 284.2
NC |BS $ 55| |$ 439'$ 294 § 119]$ 61.4
NC |GTE $ 72| |$ 202 % 35 § 1.7]$ 22.0
NC [SPRINT $ 01| |$ 208§ 149§ 72 375
NC |OTH NON-RURAL $ 51 $ 16
NC |RURAL $ 227 | ‘ $ 16|
NC |[Total $ 406 $ 939 § 478 § 240 | $ 120.9
ND | o
ND USW , $ - $ 41 8 33§ 14 % 6.0
ND |GTE '
ND |SPRINT
ND [OTH NON-RURAL
ND RURAL $ 212 ‘ $ 08 |
ND |[Total ) $ 212 |$ 418 33§ 221§ 6.0
OH
OH |AM 3 $ 190/$ 383 % 233$ 34.0
OH [GTE s - $ 3413 84|$ 4918 376
OH [SPRINT s $ 156|$ 59 % 35|% 18.0
OH |OTH NON-RURAL $ . $ 53/$ 95$ '59% 89
OH |RURAL $ 14.8 $ 28 -
OH [Total $ 148 $ 740'$ 621§ 404 | $ 98.5
OK |SBC $ - $ 12§ 212§ 723 15.2
OK |GTE $ 1.5 $ 51/$ 121% 07]$ 56
09-23-98
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USTA Universal Service Fund Proposal for
Replacement of Intra-company Interstate Support (000)

(1) N - I ) @4 . 5)
Existing Current HCF, Low
HCF Income, S&L, and Implicit Support -
~ Receipts cCL PICC RHC Payments BOCs, GTE, Sprint|

OK _|SPRINT |
OK [OTHNON-RURAL | | | , L
OK |RURAL 1% 584 | ] $ S
OK |[Total s s98| |s e3ls 224 $ 99 % 20.8
OR , L | o
OR |USW 3 09| |$ 209§ 169 9% 5913 31.9
OR |GTE 3 - $ 293'$ 54 § 229 32.5
OR |SPRINT '$ $ 293 08§ 04 % 33
OR |OTH NON-RURAL ' | ‘ ' '
OR |RURAL $ 362 3 14 ,
OR |Total $ 374 $ 531§ 231 § 99 |$ 67.7
PA , ‘ N -
PA [BA '$ - |$ 1095 $ 754 % 290 | $ 155.9 |
PA |GTE $ $ 280 8 65§ 28 % 317
PA |SPRINT $ - $ 33§ 288 18 % 43
PA |OTHNON-RURAL  |$ 8.0 , '8 23
PA__|RURAL $ 175 ‘ |3 161 _
PA Total $ 255| |$ 1408 $ 847 § 375 $ 191.9
PR |
PR | |
PR |GTE
PR |SPRINT
PR |OTHNON-RURAL  [$ 1459
PR |RURAL $ -
PR |Total $ 1459 s - s . s - s .
R B
Rl [BA - $ - $ 115 8% 79§ 34|$ 16.0
Rl |GTE
Rl |SPRINT :
Rl |OTH NON-RURAL ’
Rl |RURAL e -
Rl |Total $ - $ 115§ 79 $ 34$ 16.0
sC 7 |
sC |Bs $ 90| |$ 267 $ 178 $ 82 % 363
SC_|GTE $ 18] [$ 1328 23§ 1208 143
SC |SPRINT $ 30| [$ 228 09§ 065 25
SC__|OTH NON-RURAL

09-23-98
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USTA Universal Service Fund Proposal for
Replacement of Intra-company Interstate Support (000)

) Mm ] @& e @ 6
Existing ‘ Current HCF, Low
HCF Income, S&L, and Implicit Support -
L Receipts | | CCL  PICC RHC Payments | BOCs, GTE, Sprint
SC |RURAL R 1 V. 3 B $ 25 o
SC |Total  |$ 452 |$ 421:$ 210§ . 125($ 53.1
<5 o | ‘ ‘ B :
SD |usw , B - $ 44 8 36 % 15% 6.5
sD |[6GTE
SD |SPRINT
SD |OTHNON-RURAL N ’ '
SD |RURAL 18 168 | ,  $ 07
SD |Total $ 16.8 $ 44’38 36 $ 22$ 6.5
TN |[BS j $ - $ 503 $ 337 $ 129 1§ 711
IN |GTE =~ A o o
TN |SPRINT $ 0.7 $ 57 % 25 % 1418 6.8
TN |OTH NON-RURAL :
TN |RURAL $ 271 | '$ 33|
TN [Total $ 278| |$ 560 $ 362 $ 176 | $ 779
X | i A ‘ o
TX |SBC $ - '$ 67 § 1205 § 446 | $ 82.6 |
TX |GTE $ 20| |$ 666 $ 188§ 88 |$ 766
TX |SPRINT $ 252 $ 169 $ 39§ 16$ 19.2
TX |OTH NON-RURAL 7 ‘
TX |RURAL $ 970 $ 23 ]
TX |[Total $ 1242 $ 902 § 1432 § 573 | $ 1784
ut , -
UT |Usw $ - $ 164 $ 132§ . 46$ 25.0
UT |GTE ' ‘ ' '
UT |SPRINT
UT _|OTH NON-RURAL ]
UT [RURAL $ 84 | '3 0.8 '
UT |Total $ 84| |$ 164 [ $ 132 | $ "54$ - 250
VT ‘ | f
VT |BA $ 200 !s 59|$ 418 17 % 83
VT |GTE ’ ’
VT |SPRINT 7 |
VT |OTH NON-RURAL |
VT |RURAL o (3 9.9 '$ 06,
VT [Total s 19| s sals a1ls 238 8.3
09-23-98
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USTA Universal Service Fund Proposal for
Replacement of Intra-company Interstate Support (000)

, @ e 4 ‘ &
Existing Current HCF, Low |
HCF Income, S&L,and | Implicit Support - |
,,,,,,,,,,,, _Receipts | | CCL | PICC | RHCPayments | BOCs, GTE, Sprint,
vi 'f
Vi
VI |GTE
VI |SPRINT
VI |OTH NON-RURAL
VI |RURAL $ 162 | |
Vi [Total $ 162 $ - /$ - 8 R -
VA
VA |BA $ - $ 583 $ 402 % 157 | $ 82.8
VA |GTE $ 3.3 $ 4798 598 12% 526
VA |SPRINT , $ 14| |$ 86/$ 37|$ 1718 10.6
VA |OTH NON-RURAL |
VA |RURAL $ 90| | $ 30
VA |Total ) $ 137 |$ 1148 |$ 4938 | $ 216 | $ 146.0 |
WA [usw $ - $ 383/$ 3103 109 | $ 58.4
WA |GTE $ 19 |$ 427 '$ 89|$ 37.% 47.9
WA |SPRINT $ 13] |$ 328 09]$ 04 % 3.7
WA |OTH NON-RURAL $ 230 $ 09| ’
WA |[RURAL $ 173 , $ 1.8
WA [Total $ 435 $ 842 $ 408 S 177 | $ 110.0 |
WV |BA . $ 22| |$ 1438 98]|$ 443 19.7
WV |GTE ' '
WV _|SPRINT | j
WV |OTH NON-RURAL |
WV |RURAL $ 190 $ 1.1
WV |Total $ 212 $ 143 |$ 98§ 55'$ 19.7
Wi |AM $ - | /s 105/% 211]$% 96 $ 22.0
Wi |GTE $ 05| |$ 176/% 50|$ 23§ 203
Wl [SPRINT
Wi [OTH NON-RURAL B ’
Wi [RURAL $ 510 $ 41| 1
Wi [Total $ 515 $ 281'$ 261% 16.0 | $ 423 |
WY J b i i #
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USTA Universal Service Fund Proposal for
Replacement of Intra-company Interstate Support (000)

- (1) @ @ @ @) A (5) 4

Existing ‘ Current HCF, Low
HCF : Income, S&L, and Implicit Support -
7 B | Receipts | | CCL | PICC ~ RHC Payments BOCs, GTE, Sprint
WY [USW $ 33| [$ 38|% 318 138 56
WY |GTE R ' L ' ]
WY [SPRINT $ 14 $ 04!$ 018 - s 05 |
WY |OTHNON-RURAL | N . ) N N

WY |RURAL s 166 0.2
WY [Total s 213] |s 42]$ 32 % 15]$ 61
1'$ 17167 |x | $2,45281$17729 § 884.7 | $ 3,452.0

09-23-98
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USTA Universal Service Fund Proposal for
Replacement of Intra-company Interstate Support (000)

[ T : B
{ : _ | { | |
| k m e e @ | ®) l
1 J ‘
| | Existing | | Current HCF, Low
| HCF Income, S&L, and | Implicit Support -
Receipts | CCL ~ PICC ~ RHCPayments | BOCs, GTE, Sprint |
i - ; J
_ i 1
- | |
1AM " s - [ ls 965's 1944’5 980 $ 192.9 |
|BA . 53 % 6996 § 4819 'S 1969 § 9846
BS |$ 385 |$ 4381 5 2930 1 $ 1150 $ 616.1
SBC - $ 52| |$ 162% 29318 1450 | $ 1643 |
Jlusw $ 172 |$ 2536S 2053 S 747 ‘ $ 384.2
) RBOC Subtotal $ 66.2 ‘ $ 1 504 0 $ 14677 $ 6?9.6 x $ 2,342.1
cB s - s 665 1188 7003 114
SNET '$ - |8 1328 228°'% 12.0 { $ 240
~ |BoC Total $ 662 |$1523.8 915023 § 6486 | $ 23775
.GTE s 99.5 | $ 756 2 - $ 200.5 - $ 88.0 | $ 868.7
'SPRINT $ 49.5 A $ 1728 : '$ 701 : $ 3718 205.8 |
_|OTHNON-RURAL  $ 1938 ‘ 3 120
|RURAL 813077 | s 99.0 | .
[Total ) | $ 17167 (x |($24528 $17729 § 884.7 ' $ 3,452.0
'BOCs+GTE+Sprint ~ § 2152 $24528 $17729 § 773.7 1 $ 3,452.0 |
i _ \ Note: CCL includes non-svc related TIC
| | |
f e ‘ RN - t el
Due to round/ng ~ Totals ma may dlffer §[lght/y from those above on company aqalyga’ - ‘
C/tfzens Frontier and Aliant are not included in jfheag@tota/s Ex:st/ng HCEF receipts are showr) fqr /Q@[rrlahpn
purposes only and are not md/cat/ve of the HCF receipts that may result from a new (VJVS_VFWp/an adopted by the |
Federal-State Joint Board. “ ]
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