
Joel E. Lubin
Regulatory Vice President
Government Affairs EX PARTt: 0 ..1LATE FILED

Room546OC2
295 North Maple Avenue
Basking Ridge, NJ 07920
908 221-7319
FAX 908 221-4628

Magalie Roman Salas, Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW, Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

Re:
/

Ex parte - CC Docket No. 96-45, Universal Service; CC Docket No. 96-262 and
No. 98-77, Access Reform

Dear Ms. Salas:

On October 15, William Rogerson, Chief Economist for the Federal
Communications Commission, and I met to discuss AT&T's position of record in the
above-referenced dockets. The attached material formed the basis ofthe discussion.

Two copies of this Notice are being submitted to the Secretary of the Commission
in accordance with Section 1.1206(a)(2) of the Commission's rules.

Very truly yours,

~Q f. lk;~tl
cc: Mr. W. Rogerson

No. of Copies roc'd'-----
USIA BCDE



Universal Service Annual Support Requirements @ FCC Benclltnarks of $31 and $51 *
"FCC Unified" Input Values

Current Federal High Cost Fund

Study Area

Larger Between Study Area and Current

Non-Rural Carriers

$341,190,868

$738,976,441

Rural Carriers

$1,382,391,256

\

$2,826,858,146 '

All Carriers

$1,723,582,124

$3,565,834,587
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Serving Wire Center

Larger Between Serving Wire Center and Current

$2,874,520,878 $2,900,573,563 $5,775,094,441
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Percent Lines Density <100 per square mile

Percent Lines Density < 650 per square mile

9.3

23.7

53.8

79.0

'Supporting all Residence and Business Lines Using FCC Unified Inputs

These results are prior to atly jurisdiclioflal allocation (eg. 25175 diVision)



Distribution of Lines by Density Zone by Company Type

Demity Zones· Lines per Square Mile
\

o to 5 5 to 100 100 to 200 200 to 650 650 to 850 850 to 2250 2250 to 5000 5000 to 10000 Ovel'10000 Total

Non Rural 1,112,003 15,497.525 7,228,056 18,4611,443 6,020.270 41,865,105 37,644,790 25,416,359 25.179,755 178.432,306

Percent of NOD-l<umi Lines (1,(12% 8.69% 4.05% 10.35'% 3.37% 23.46% 21.10% 14.24% 14.11% 100%

Rum'· I,OIJ,ISR 4,276.375 1,036,420 1,4/11,291 278,354 1,140,658 470,973 133,K61 36,489 9,827,579

I'clccnlofHural Lilies 1031% -13.51% !O.55% 14.<l7% 2.1\3% 11.61% 4.7 1)0/" 1.36% 0.37% 100%

TnlJ11 Linell 2.125.161 19.773,CJOO 8,2li4,476 19.909,734 6,2911.624 43,005,763 38.115.76J 25,550,220 25,216,244 188.259.!iR5
Percent ofTolnll.inc:s I.]J% 10.50% 4.3 9"10, 10.58% 3.J5% 22.l:!·1% 20.25% 13.57% 13.390/'. 100%

~~r.!1,'i···~'t1mi~\tim~~'!U~4Fftl~:tH;f;-rlM~~:IK..'iljjjo;,:r@i/~~<;'f11,tj4im:·,fJ'W:ffi.'Fjj~4'~&il~,;r!!l··~f~f42~~·¥il[~~r~~~·~~F,'L~!J),;u;:.,~i"M<~.,;;fiji~,~R\P{)~lj~lP"(?,{.=1I\'jl:ra;.·f;~mttwt~~1
i,~.~.!!'~':~1..'ft!.~~ ...,·.. .•w.\"!~ ~:~~~I,,=,~;1f ..l:/.;JI·~J;!V.&:~~1R,,~~_ft.;,.:.; *r:.YL:",,;,:;~~; ...._-:l.';~:~~t7E.~ ..~l.. •.~.~~., ,~" .. >;:~., ..~ •.:;.:..:~;I,;: l~.. ~; ....~..t:Y4~3'&.:~IJi; ....:'if.iYl: .{!...;,·.~;:r",:'iEu;:. ",~1M:"~"'J.:Z;tj:!;m;.~,,.\.:-f.:.."'~~,!:"jtttJ;?~L .../~{ ..::1~,~.t;.:il'a~~.:~~AA~"·Mi~

• Ruml Clutier defined liS providingle\cphone exchange service 10 llny study nrea with fewer thlln 100,000 n~s lines.



ACCESS I~EFORM FOR RO'R LECs

Current FCC Proposed Targeting
Structure Structure Proposal

PICCs (initial caps): \

Pritnary/SLB 0 $0.53 $0.53
Non-primary 0 $1.50 $1.50
Multi-line Business 0 $2.75 $2.75

SI,Cs (initial caps):
Primary/SLB $3.50 $3.50 $3.50
Non-primary $3.50 $S.OO $5.00
fYlulti-line Business $6.00 $9.00 $9.00

Switched A~_cess:

Total $0.0418 $0.0335 $0.0137
CeLC $0.0110 $0.0056 $0.0042
Traffic Sensitive $0.0308 $0.0279 $0.0095

Current LJSF: $] 382 ivl $1382M $1946M


