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Andrew D. Lipman 
+1.202.373.6033 
andrew.lipman@morganlewis.com 

Morgan, Lewis & Bockius LLP
2020 K Street, NW 
Washington, District of Columbia  20006-1806 
Tel.  202.373.6000 
Fax: 202.373.6001 
www.morganlewis.com 

Almaty   Astana   Beijing   Boston   Brussels   Chicago   Dallas   Dubai   Frankfurt   Harrisburg   Hartford   Houston   London   Los Angeles   Miami   Moscow 
New York   Orange County   Paris   Philadelphia   Pittsburgh   Princeton   San Francisco   Santa Monica   Silicon Valley   Tokyo   Washington   Wilmington 

May 21, 2015 

VIA ELECTRONIC FILING 

Ms. Marlene H. Dortch 
Secretary 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Re: Interstate Inmate Calling Services, WC Docket No. 12-375 

Dear Ms. Dortch: 

Pursuant to 47 CFR § 1.1206(b)(2), this letter is to advise you that the undersigned, and Russell 
M. Blau of Morgan, Lewis & Bockius LLP, made separate oral ex parte presentations relating to 
this docket on May 20, 2015, to (i) Travis Litman, legal advisor to Commissioner Rosenworcel; 
(ii) Nicholas Degani, legal advisor to Commissioner Pai; and (iii) Pamela Arluk, Rhonda Lien, 
Gregory Haledjian (by phone), Thomas Parisi, David Zesiger, and Lynne Engledow of the 
Wireline Competition Bureau and Richard Mallen of the Office of General Counsel. 

The presentation covered the topics addressed in the undersigned’s written comments, reply 
comments, and written ex parte submissions in the above-captioned docket. A written summary 
of the presentation was distributed to the participants (a copy of which is attached). 



Ms. Marlene H. Dortch 
May 21, 2015 
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Sincerely,

s/Andrew D. Lipman 

Andrew D. Lipman 

Attachment:  
 Copy of written presentation 

c: Travis Litman 
 Nicholas Degani 
 Pamela Arluk 
 Rhonda Lien 
 Gregory Haledjian 
 Thomas Parisi 
 David Zesiger 
 Lynne Engledow 
 Richard Mallen 
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