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WIRELINE COMPETITION BUREAU SEEKS COMMENT ON
PETITION TO CLARIFY PAYPHONE SERVICE PROVIDERS’ RESPONSIBILITIES WITH
RESPECT TO THE TRANSMISSION OF PAYPHONE-SPECIFIC CODING DIGITS

WC Docket No. 11-141

Comment Date: September 30, 2011
Reply Comment Date: October 17, 2011

The Wireline Competition Bureau seeks comment on a petition for declaratory ruling filed on
August 9, 2011 by GCB Communications, Inc. d/b/a Pacific Communications and Lake Country
Communications, Inc. (collectively, GCB), pursuant to section 1.2 of the Commission’s rules.' In its
petition, GCB requests that the Commission issue a declaratory ruling to respond to a referral from the
United States District Court for the District of Arizona. The district court is presiding over a payphone
compensation dispute involving GCB.?

Section 64.1300 of the Commission’s rules, which implements section 276 of the
Communications Act of 1934, as amended (the Act), provides that “a Completing Carrier that completes a
coinless access code or subscriber toll-free payphone call from a switch that the Completing Carrier either
owns or leases shall compensate the payphone service provider for that call at a rate agreed upon by the
parties by contract” or, in the absence of a contract, “at a per-call rate of $.494.”

In order to resolve a dispute about application of the Commission’s payphone compensation
rules, and at the request of GCB, the district court referred the following question to the Commission for a
declaratory ruling in an order dated July 6, 2011:

! Petition of GCB Communications, Inc. d/b/a Pacific Communications and Lake Country Communications, Inc. for
a Declaratory Ruling to Clarify Payphone Service Providers’ Responsibilities with Respect to the Transmission of
Payphone-Specific Coding Digits in Order to Receive Per-Call Dial-Around Compensation for Completed Calls
(filed Aug. 9, 2011) (Petition), 47 C.F.R. § 1.2. Pursuant to section 1.2, the Commission may “on motion or on its
own motion issue a declaratory ruling terminating a controversy or removing uncertainty.” 47 CF.R. § 1.2,

? GCB filed a lawsuit against U.S. South Communications, Inc. (U.S. South) in federal court in Arizona, captioned
GCB Communications, Inc., d/b/a Pacific Communications,; and Lake Country Communications, Inc. vs. U.S. South
Communications, Inc., Docket No. 2:07-cv-02054-SRB. U.S. South appealed a ruling of the district court to the
U.S. Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit. The Ninth Circuit reversed the district court’s ruling and remanded the
matter. The district court now refers a question to the Commission concerning application of its rules.

’47 C.F.R. § 64.1300.









