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ATTORNEYS AT LAW

20 November 2006

Ex Parte

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

Re: Petition of ACS of Anchorage, Inc. Pursuant to Section 10 of the
Communications Act of 1934, as amended, for Forbearance from Sections
251(c)(3) and 252(d)(1) in the Anchorage LEC Study Area, WC Docket No. 05-
281.

Dear Ms. Dortch:

On November 17, 2006, Tina Pidgeon of General Communication, Inc. (“GCI”), John
Nakahata of this firm, and undersigned counsel met with Sam Feder, FCC General
Counsel, Matthew Berry, FCC Deputy General Counsel, and Christopher Killion, Deputy
Associate General Counsel of the Office of General Counsel’s Administrative Law
Division. In that meeting, GCI discussed points summarized in previous filings in this
proceeding and in the attachments to this ex parte.

Sincerely yours,

Brita D. Strandberg
Counsel to General Communication, Inc.

cc: Sam Feder
Matthew Berry
Christopher Killion



THE COMMISSION’S COMMITMENT TO FACT-BASED FORBEARANCE

In its Qwest Forbearance Order, the Commission rightfully acknowledged that its
decision was driven by the facts before it. The Commission asserted:

 “[E]ach case must be judged on its own merits.” Qwest ¶ 2.

 “[W]e adopt herein no rules of general applicability.” Qwest ¶ 2.

 “This proceeding considers factors unique to the Omaha MSA. It does not
consider and does not reach the situation where the incumbent LEC’s primary
competitor uses unbundled network elements (UNEs), particularly unbundled
loops, as the primary vehicle for serving and acquiring customers in the relevant
market. Such a situation necessarily raises different issues with respect to our
section 10 analysis. We do not consider or address them here.” Qwest ¶ 2 n.4.

 “We stress that our decision today is based on the totality of the record evidence
particular to the Omaha MSA.” Qwest ¶ 14 n.46.

 “[I]n undertaking this [forbearance] analysis, we do not issue any declaratory
rulings, promulgate any new rules, or otherwise make any general determinations
of the sort we would properly make in a rulemaking proceeding on a fuller
record.” Qwest ¶ 14.

 “[I]n today’s Order, we do not craft any new tests for impairment or incumbent
LEC status, or any other generally applicable tests we might fashion were a
different category of petition before us.” Qwest ¶ 14 n.47.

 “In today’s Order, rather than making national impairment findings, we are
applying the statutory standards of section 10 in a specific geographic market.”
Qwest ¶ 67 n.177.

 “We emphasize that because our analysis relies on the extent to which facilities-
based competition has taken root in the Omaha MSA and the specific nature of
that competition, the appropriate coverage threshold for forbearance relief – if any
– may differ in other geographic markets exhibiting different characteristics.”
Qwest ¶ 69 n.189.



















REDACTED FOR PUBLIC INSPECTION

Coverage in Small Business Markets

Wirecenter
Total

Locations

% of Small Business
Locations Passed by
Telephony-Upgraded

Cable Plant - Projected
End of 2006

% of Passed Locations
Expected to Be Served

% of Covered Small
Business Locations

Based on End of 2006
Upgrades (Excluding

Transition Time)

North 824 78% 25% 20%
Central 423 56% 25% 14%
East 72 75% 25% 19%
West 104 51% 25% 13%
South 415 45% 25% 11%
O'Malley 2 0% 25% 0%
Rabbit Creek 28 68% 25% 17%
Indian 6 0% 25% 0%
Girdwood 20 0% 25% 0%
Elmendorf N/A N/A 25% N/A
Ft. Richardson N/A N/A 25% N/A
Hope+ N/A 0% 25% 0%

Coverage in Enterprise Business Markets

Wirecenter
Total

Locations

% of Enterprise
Business Locations

Passed by GCI Fiber
Plant

% of Passed Locations
that Are Expected to be

Economically Feasible to
Serve

% of Covered
Enterprise Business

Locations (Excluding
Transition Time)

North 432 31% 30% 9%
Central 496 38% 30% 11%
East 86 34% 30% 10%
West 90 27% 30% 8%
South 318 16% 30% 5%
O'Malley 1 0% 30% 0%
Rabbit Creek 25 32% 30% 10%
Indian 2 0% 30% 0%
Girdwood 2 0% 30% 0%
Elmendorf N/A* N/A 30% N/A
Ft. Richardson N/A* N/A 30% N/A
Hope+ N/A* 0% 30% 0%

* GCI has no DS1 customers in these wire centers.
+ Hope is served on ACS’s network by a DLC served from the South wire center, but
lies entirely outside the GCI cable franchise area.

Source: GCI Ex Parte, November 14, 2006



REDACTED FOR PUBLIC INSPECTION

Coverage in Residential Markets

% of Residential
Locations Passed By

% of Residential
Locations Covered By

Wirecenter
Total

Locations

Telephony-
Upgraded

Cable Plant -
End of 2005

Construction
Season

Telephony-
Upgraded

Cable Plant
- Projected
End of 2006

% of
Residences
Able to be

Served
Within

Two Years

Telephony-
Upgraded

Cable Plant -
End of 2005

Construction
Season

(customers
transitioned
as of end of

2006)

Telephony-
Upgraded

Cable Plant
- Projected
End of 2006
(customers

transitioned
as of end of

2007)
North 6992 52% 98% 85% 44% 83%
Central 3743 42% 98% 85% 36% 83%
East 10959 98% 98% 85% 83% 83%
West 9176 55% 94% 85% 47% 80%
South 13594 59% 88% 85% 50% 75%
O'Malley 1401 0% 0% 85% 0% 0%
Rabbit Creek 6390 5% 47% 85% 4% 40%
Indian 101 0% 0% 85% 0% 0%
Girdwood 811 0% 0% 85% 0% 0%
Elmendorf N/A N/A N/A 85% N/A N/A
Ft. Richardson N/A N/A N/A 85% N/A N/A
Hope+ N/A 0% 0% 85% 0% 0%

+ Hope is served on ACS’s network by a DLC served from the South wire center, but
lies entirely outside the GCI cable franchise area.

Source: GCI Ex Parte, November 14, 2006


