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April 11, 2003 

 
 
VIA ELECTRONIC FILING 
 
Marlene H. Dortch 
Secretary 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 - 12th Street, S.W. 
Room TW-A325 
Washington, D.C.  20554 

Re: Notice of Ex Parte Presentation – CC Docket No. 01-92 

Dear Ms. Dortch: 

This is to inform you that, on April 10, 2003, John T. Scott, III, Vice President, Deputy 
General Counsel, Regulatory Law; Charon J. Harris, Regulatory Counsel and the undersigned, 
representing Verizon Wireless, met with the following Wireline Competition Bureau staff:  
William Maher, Chief; Jane Jackson, Deputy Chief; Tamara Preiss, Chief, Pricing Policy 
Division; Jay Atkinson; Steven Morris; and Victoria Schlessinger.  The meeting addressed issues 
in the above-referenced inter-carrier compensation docket affecting Commercial Mobile Radio 
Service (“CMRS”) carriers. 

Verizon Wireless argued that the Commission can and should take action to resolve the 
specific CMRS-related petitions pending in this docket, including T-Mobile USA’s petition 
regarding CMRS termination tariffs (filed September 6, 2002), Sprint’s petition regarding 
carriers’ obligations to load CMRS carriers’ numbering resources with differing rating and 
routing points (filed May 9, 2002), and US LEC’s petition regarding access sharing 
arrangements with CMRS carriers (filed September 18, 2002). 

Verizon Wireless argued that prompt resolution of issues raised in these petitions is 
important because they are pivotal to currently pending interconnection negotiations and state 
proceedings.  Verizon Wireless further argued that resolution of these petitions should clarify the 
Commission’s existing rules that: (1) CMRS carriers may interconnect with other carriers via 
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either direct or indirect means pursuant to section 251(a); (2) compensation for terminating 
mobile traffic on LECs’ networks will be determined through negotiation rather than unilateral 
tariffs or other means; and (3) traffic to or from CMRS carriers is deemed “local” for reciprocal 
compensation purposes if it originates and terminates in the same Major Trading Area (“MTA”), 
unless it is carried by an IXC. 

Please direct any questions regarding this filing to the undersigned. 

Respectfully submitted, 

WILKINSON BARKER KNAUER, LLP 

By:     /s/    
L. Charles Keller 

cc: John T. Scott, III 
 Charon J. Harris 
 William Maher 
 Jane Jackson 
 Tamara Preiss 
 Jay Atkinson 
 Steven Morris 
 Victoria Schlessinger 
 


