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COMMISSION STAFF'S FIRST INFORMATION
REQUEST TO SPRINT COMMUNICATIONS, L.P.,
SPRINT SPECTRUM L.P., NEXTEL WEST CORP.,

AND NPCR D/B/A NEXTEL PARTNERS

Sprint Communications, L.P., Sprint Spectrum L.P., Nextel West Corp., and

NPCR d/b/a Nextel Partners (collectively, "Sprint Nextel"), pursuant to 807 KAR 5:001,

shall file with the Commission the original and six copies of the information requested

herein on or before April 24, 2009. Responses to requests for information shall be

appropriately bound, tabbed, and indexed. Each response shall include the name of the

witness responsible for responding to the questions related to the information provided.



Each response shall be answered under oath or, for representatives of a public

or private corporation or a partnership or association or a governmental agency, be

accompanied by a signed certification of the preparer or the person supervising the

preparation of the response on behalf of the entity that the response is true and

accurate to the best of that person's knowledge, information, and belief formed after a

reasonable inquiry.

Sprint Nextel shall make timely amendment to any prior response if it obtains

information which indicates that the response was incorrect when made or, though

correct when made, is now incorrect in any material respect. For any request to which

Sprint Nextel fails or refuses to furnish all or part of the requested information, it shall

provide a written explanation of the specific grounds for its failure to completely and

precisely respond.

Careful attention shall be given to copied material to ensure that it is legible.

When the requested information has been previously provided in this proceeding in the

requested format, reference may be made to the specific location of that information in

responding to this request. When applicable, the requested information shall be

separately provided for total company operations and jurisdictional operations.

Discuss the impact of the Defendants'urrent access charges upon Sprint

Nextel's long-distance Kentucky retail customers. Provide cost comparisons to Sprint

Nextel's long-distance retail customers in five other Sprint Nextel Interexchange Carrier

states.
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2. Quantify the effect of Sprint Nextel's proposed reduction of access

charges on the retail long-distance rates of Sprint Nextel and other carriers in the

market.

a. Will a reduction of the Defendants'ccess charges provide a

windfall for long-distance providers, including Sprint Nextel, instead of resulting in a

corresponding reduction in the rates that consumers pay for long-distance?

b. Propose the methodology that should be used by the Commission

to implement a reduction in the Defendants'ccess rates to avoid a windfall to long-

distance providers while simultaneously allowing for reduced tong-distance rates for

consumers.

3. Provide details about the rate of Sprint Nextel's retail subscriber loss in

Kentucky attributed directly to the Defendants'ccess rates for the most recent ten

calendar years.

4. On November 5, 2008, the Federal Communications Commission ("FCC")

released a Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking in In re: Developing a Unified Infer-

carrier Compensation, CC Docket No. 03-92, et al,, that, among other things, proposed

a reform of inter-carrier compensation including access charges on the intrastate level.

a. Did Sprint Nextel provide any comments to the FCC in response to

the petition?

b. If so, please provide copies of those comments.
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c. Is anything proposed by the FCC contradictory to Sprint Nextel's

position in this proceeding before the Kentucky Commission?

Jeff ckefi
Ex ive Director
P li Service Commission
P.O. Box 6"I5
Frankfort, KY 40602

DATED:
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