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FORMAL COMPLAINT |

- South Central Telcorn LLC (“South Central Telcom™ and South Central Rural
Telephono Cooperative Corporation, Ine. {*SCRTC™), by counsel, for thewr complaint purcuant to
KRS 278.2600 a.g’nnst Verizon South Inc. (“Verizon”}, state as follows.

1. The full name and addresﬂ of South Cent:{al Telcom i South Central 'lelcom-
LLC, 1414 Happy Valley Road, P.O. Drawer 159, Glasgow, Kentucky 42142_—0_159. The Pub_lic
Service Commission of the (-f;ommonwcalth. for Kontucky (the “Commiasion”) gronted South
Central Telcom authority to provide competitive local exchange camer (“CLEC”) services on
Apnril 2 2, 2001, South Ceniral Teleom intonds to gorve the City of Glasgow, Kentu.ok}'..

2. The full name and address of SCRTIC is Socuth Central _Rura} Telephone .
Cooperative Corporation, Inc., 1399 Happy Valley Road, P.O. Drawer 159, Gla;go.w, Kentuéky,
42142-0159. SCRTC is, and at all relevant times has been, an'“in_Curr_l’nent' local exchange
carrier” (“ILEC™) undsr the torms_o;ftho Tclcccmnmnioatio;la Aot of 1996 (the “Act’ ’) SCRTC
serves the rural areas surrounding the City of }as.gow, Kentucky.-

3 'Thc: full name and address of Vorizon is Verizon South Ine., 1255 Corporato

Drive, Floor 4, SVCO4A43, Irving, Texas 75038, Verizon provides local exchange and other



services within its franchised areas in Kentucky. Verizon 18, and at all relevant times has been,
an ILEC under the terms of the Act.

4. The facts upon which this complaint are based are set forth more fﬁlly in the body
of the gompla&nt and the exhibits hereto. Briéﬂy, South Centra: Telcom and SCRTC’s complaimnt
against Verlizon céncems two issues: {1} South Central Telcom’s right 1o transport its cxt_ended
ared Service (”EAS"j traffic between Glasgow and Park City, Kentucky, via an existing SCRTC-
awned facility: and (2) Verizon's attempt to coerce SCRTC and So_uth Central Telcom Into
paying higher cwmulative monthly rates for operator services/directory assistance ("OS/DA")
services.under the threat of discontinuing OSﬁDA sc-rvic.es on June 22, 2402 -

Issue ] :
Park City EAS Traffic Issue

5. SCRTC currently has facilities by which it interconnects with Verizon for the
exchange of EAS traffic between Park City, Kentucky and SCR.TC’S. service territory
suirounding, Glasgow. Under that arangement, SCRTC customers ave able 1o cail Park City
residents (who have Verizon sér\:ice),_ and w‘.ce versa, on a -1ocai_'oasis,

6. Pursuant to that intercomléczion arrangément between SCRTC and Vertzon,
SCRTC has established faciiities that connect an SCRTC switch in Glasgow with a Verizon
switch in Glasgow. .

7.  SCRTC has also estéblishcd facilities that cornect the Verizon-Glasgow swﬁkh
with the Verizon-Park .City switch, which is .Iocatec? in a different LATA than the Veriz'on-‘
Glasgow switch. _

s SCRTC’s facility between the Verizon-Glasgow switch and the \r’erizdn-Park
| City switch i3 ﬁaid for entirsly by SCRTC. Verizon does not own any of this facility. See
.Supplemlent No. 76F to Extended Area Service Agreement and Supplement No. 87 to Extended
Area Service Agreement, dated March 21, 1968, both attached hereto as Exhibit A.

-8, Pursuant to these arrangements, when an SCRTC customer cails Park City, the

'SCRTC traffic travels to SCRTC’s Glasgow switch, where it is connested to the nearby Verizon-



Glasgow switeh. Verizon then routes and transports the traffie, via SCRT(Cs facility, to the
Verizon-Park City switch. |

10, SCRTC dose not use all of the available trunks on its facility betwesn the
Verizon-Glasgow switch and the Verizon-Park City switch.

[i. - Rather than ict those unused tmnk;'; eit dermeoent, SCRTC has contr.a».:ted with
South Central Teleom for use of those dormant trunks.

12, S.outh Contral Teloom, which 16 ¢ subcidio-.ry of SCRTC, has recently entered an
intarcoméction agreement with Verizon. Pursuant to that imerconnéctio_n- agréement, South
Central Tclcom #ill compete directly against Verizon as a LEC n the. city of Glasgow.

13, Like SCRTC, South Czn'.tral Telcom will have an EAS .plau whereby its Giasg'ow
customers can sall Verzon’s Dark City customeora.- Scuth Central Telcom intends (o uee the
trunks it will lease from SCRTC’s existing facility between Gilasgow and Park City to tfans’p‘ort-
e wwil DAS teaffic.

14, Sputh Central Telcom’s EAS traffic will never be comnmingled with SCRTC’s

EAS wraffic, despite the fact that. both companics’ EAS traffic ;avill travel across the same facility.

This is true bevause, despite the shared use of the facility, SCRTC.'a'rid South Central Telcém
will avlually uss 1ol vwi sopatate, dedivated trunks within the seme facility.

15. . In order to establish the necessary hunking m‘raﬁgement’s to begin competition
with Verizou in Glasgow, Suutl: Coutial Telovm (on May 3, 2002) submitted a truf;king c).rdsri

~ to Verizon for the twelv.le trunks (within SCRTC’s existing facility) necessary to transport South
Ceutial Telooi’s EAS traffic between Glasgo‘w and Park City.
16, The week after South Central Telcom’s order was susmitted and p:ocesséd by .
Verteull, Verisul unilatoially vanvellod the b uulxiug urclc.r.
1;;', Since that time, Verizon has insisted that South Central Telcom must purchase its

uwi, sopatale (GGility betweon Glasgow aud Pak City to transport South Central Teleom’s ZAS

L PO SCTC-030302-001; ASR #0212300162. Copiss are azached as Exhidii B.



traffic. In ather wnrds, Verizon refuses to allow South Central Telcom to transport its oﬁn EAS
traffic through dedicated trunks in the existing SCRTC facility between the Verizon-Glasgow
switch and the Verizon-Park City switch, despite the fact that SCRTC actually owns that facility.

18,  1In addition, Verizon is relying on South Central Telcom's lack of EAS trﬁ.nking
between Glazgow and Park City ta hlock deplayment nf 1 RC servicas ta South Clentral Telcom
in Glasgow. Thus, this issue addresses not just the narrow concemn of EAS transﬁort, but the
broad con'dazns of competition in the LEC marketplace.

Verizon should immgdiatelv process South Central Telcom’s EAS tr'tmking ASR

12, Se;tion 2.1.2.4 of the interconmnection 9tt;_u:h1nenr to- the interconnection
agreement between South Central Telcom and Verizon provides that South Ceniral ;Telcom nlla};
apooify intcrconnectioq wwith Verizpn at “any teclmicaily feagible point.” Id.

20.  Similarly, section 251(c}(2)(B) of the Act provides that Verizon (as the ILEC) has

the duty to provids “interconnection with [ite] network at any techmeaily feagihle paint within

the carrier’s network[.]” 47 U.8.C. §251(c)(2)(B).

21, Because SCRTC interconnects with V erizgn in the very ma:m.er that South
Central Telcom proposes to interconnect with Verizon, South Central Telcom’s proposed method
of Interconncction wi.th Verizen must bo “technically feasible” under both the interconnection
agreement and the Act,

22. In fact, because SCRTC owna the entire focility between Glaggow and Park City,
Verizon has no valid basis to exsrcise control over SCRTC's facility and ref_usé to “turn up” the
trunks South Central Teleom has ordcféd. |

23, The are only two discernible reasons for Verizon's refusal to “turn-up”-the
speeified twales for South Central Teloom; both are anticompetitive.

24. First, by refusing to turn up the ordered trunks, Verizon intends to inflict the

fnancial liavm of requiring South Central Teloom te purchaosc its own, separate (and reduwndant) .

© facility between Glasgow and Park City, despite the fact that South Central Telcom has secured a



mote uctwulk-cfficient and cost-offoetive ‘means of transporting ite EAS traffic between
Glasgow and Park City.

25. Second, and more importantly, Yerlzon is using its own refusal to tum up the
trunks as. an sxcuse to refuse deployment of CLEC services to South Central Te.‘:com in Glasgow.

26. . These actious vuislilute a blatant oxcreisc of Vcrizc-.n’s monopoly power 1o -

forest.ali competition in Glasgow by injuring its competitor, South Cernral Telcom, before it can
EVEen COmence operatiuna

27, Verizon's unjustified refusal to process Soﬁth Central Telcom's trunking order

cannot, however, be consideisd vuly ﬁndcr the magnifying glass of just this particular case. Thie

case 1‘ep'résems nmiersly ong more instance in a long series of Verizon's attempts to impose‘ its
own will on would-be vorpeilius and e Cowmission. Trom itz (1) refusal to nc‘gotiato.
interconrection agreemenis in good faith; {o 1ts (2) reﬁisa?to sign mterconnection agreements
impiementing e Commissicn’s wbikealivn devisious; to its {3} request for outrageous
extensions of ti.me to file an mterconnection agreement consistent with _t'he.Co_nmisison’s
arbitration orders; 10 iis (4) refusal W provide a CLEC with dialing parity; to its (5) ﬂégrsnt
disobedience of a Commission order requiring dialing parity; to this (6) refusal to allow a CLEC
to iaterconnect in a contractually valid, legully piopel, uchmh-cfﬁuim:t; coonemically-scund
manner, Verizon has repeatedly exhibited its intent to crush i_tsl would-be competitors with the
legal expense of contesting Verizon's every bascless dolouse Lo is vumpstitive vhligations,

_28. That attitude of unniitigated defiance is mappropriate  from- éﬁy regulated
company. much less one that has chbsen o ab_'c_mdon Kenlucky for other “more profitablc”
locations. ‘

L9 Ii is no secrel hat Glasgow Itzsidclzts e c-;wllcd abuut the prospoet of a
competizive alternative to Verizon. In faci, given the utter baselessness in Verizon’s refusal to
“tumn up” the 1‘equestéd FrurKs, this excitement can almost be (e vily teasou e Yeaicou has

stonewalled South Central Teleom's competitive efforts.



30. Theicfute, cach day boyond May 3, 2002, that & oa;th Central Telecom hae been
foreed to wait fo'r Verizon 1o “turn up” the requested trunks, South Central Teleom has suffered
greater competilive injury. |

31, South Central Telcom respectfully requests that the Commis‘si_o'n order Verizon fo
immediately process South Ceniral Telowin's May 3, 2902, urder for twelve trunks in the cxis;ting
SCRTC-owned facility between the Verizon-Glasgow switch and the Verizon-Park City switch.

‘Verizon's refusal to process the EAS trunking order
justifies the imposition of statutory penalties

32, In order to halt Verizon's continuing pattern of abuse of Kentucky CLEC's, the
Commission should use its statutory power to. impose 'penaities_ on Verizon.
13, KRS 278.990(1) provides as follows.
Penalties.

I any utlity willfully violates any of the provisions of thig
chapter or any regulation promulgated pursuant to this chapter, or
does any act thersin probibized, or fails to perform any duty
imposed upon it under those sections for which no penalty has
been provided by iaw, or fails to cbey any order of the commission
from which all rights of appeal have been exhausted, the utility

. shail be subjecs 1o civil poualty w Lo assessed by the commission

for each offense not less than twenty-five dollars ($23.00) nor

more than two thousand five hundred dollars ($2,500).
Id

34.  South Central Telecom's interconuection agreement with Verizon was the product

of an arbitration between Verizon and Brandenburg Telecom LLC. In that arbitration, the
Commissian ardarad that Verizon must allow 2 CLEC to intercomnect with it at the statutory
standard of "any technically feasible point.” See November 15, 2001, Order of the Commission

1n Case No. 2001-224 at [5-16.



35, Not only was the Comm'ission's order that Verizon allow a CLEC to interconnest
at "any technjcal‘.:y fzasible point" clear in Case No. 2001-224, 1t is a fundamental component of
the competitive obligations the Act imposes on an ILEC like Verizon.

36. .Thus, it is somewhat astounding that Verizon continues to refuse to allow South
Central Telcom 10 inierconnect &l the technically feasibie po‘mf of SCRTC's existng facilities.”

37. Mbreover, for Verizon to hold up its own unjustified refusal to allow South

Cemiral Telcom to interconnect via shared SCRTC facilities constitetes nothing more than

gross exercise of its monopoty power to batier the competition by delaying the South Central’

Telopm's market eniry,

iR Verizon ;c,hollld have promptly processed Santh Ceantral Telanm's QSP. for RAR
trunking between Glasgow and Park City. Had it done so, South Central Telcom qould have
been compeiing agamst Venizon for some time now. Due to Verizon's unjustitied cancellafion of
the trunking orders, however, South Central Telcom is still unable to commence competition
against Verizon in (Glasgow.

39, This is just one more in the long string of Verizon's anticompetitive anties as it
1ea{:es Kenmcky, and it seems cfysta’: clear that Verizon 1s of the 1mpression that .it is
"untouchable” with the Commission. Without Comumission action, the incidences of o-ompeti.ti.ve

injary will continue to pileup in Verizon's wake.

40.  Thus, in order to put an inunediate stop to Verizor's anticompetitive tyranny,

South Central Telcom respectfully requests that the Conunission impose the maximum statutory

penalties on Verizon.

? This statement is true with respect to both the EAS issue and the OS/DA issue (1o be discassed in the next section).



41, - South Central felcom respectfully requests that thal Commission fine Verizon
$2,500 per bour {since May 3, 2002) that Verizon does not complete South Central Telcom's
prder for twelve frunks in the existing SCRTC-owned facilifyl between (lasgow and Park Ci-tyl.
At the same time, South Centrai Telcém respectfully requests that the Commission order Verizou
A lunnediately conunenes deployment of CLEC scrvices to South Contral Teloom.

Issue?2 .
OS/DA Issue

42. | Verizon has a.Iso taken an_anticompgtitive position 'with respect to SCRTC and
South Ceniral Telcom's use of Vcti@uu O3/DA services. There are two auiﬁ—issucs mvolved .y_vitlz.
this OS/DA issue: {A) whether Verizon can discontinue SCRTC's OSEDAI on June 22, 2002, i
SCRTC does 'ne.t su?:qm_it to Verizon's demands -that .it pay .al.z additional $3200/month for
facilities to transport O‘S!DA traffic between SCRTCs Glasgow end-office &nd. Veri-zon'.s_
Lexington OS/DA .facikitics‘x; and (B) whether Souﬂ1 Central Telcom can share f#cilities with
SCRTC in transporting OS/DA traffic L‘S Verizon. |

: .Sub-issue_ A _
June 22, 2002, shut-off of Verizon OS/DA services

43, As the Conunission is no doub{ aware, Verizon s not selling its Lsxingfon_ .
QOS/DA center to ALLTEL.
44.  SCRTC and .South Central Telcom use Verizon OS/DA services. Under the
current arrangement, SCRTC and Soutl;i Central Telcom OS/DA calls ;11‘6 routed to the Vér‘.i"zon-_.
Elizabethtown tandem, where_they are subsequcntiy routed, via Verizon facilities, to Verizon's

Lexington OS/DA center.

? The reason this is an "additional" $3200/month {s that the existing CS/DA rate between SCRTC and Verizon
already includes transport of the traffic from Glasgow to Lexiagton. '



45. SCRTC c_":nc_] Soqth Central Telcom pay a "per call” fee for Veﬁzon‘s OS/DA
'_ SETVICES. Theré are o .additional transpert costs mmposed upen SCRTC and South Central
Telcom fof the use of Verizon's OS/DA services.

46. | On Auvgust 1, 2002, Verizon will no longer own the facilities between Giasgbu’"
aﬁd Lexingron, although Verizen will stifl own the Lexingion CG3/DA Cenier.

| 47, As a result of the impending August 1, 2002, transfer of a;sse.ts to. ALLTEL,
" Verizon sent a _lc.ttcr to SCRTC wath a notification of prolp_osed network reconfiguration.® As
noted in Verizon's letter, this network reconfiguration 1s designed to address thc fact that Verizon
will, as‘of August 1, 2002, no longer own facilifies to transport OS/DA traffic between Glasé'ow
-ar_-d Lexington.

43 [n that letter, Verizon proposed that, in order to reconfigure the network in
accordance with ALLTEL's impending acquisition ot the Yenzon-Kentucky properfies, SCRIC
- should purchase (from Verizon's tariff) OS/DA transport facilities from Giésgow ali the way to
Lexington. T ho'se factlities @'ill cost about $3200/month.

49. - In that same letter, Verizon further stated .that if SCRTC did not agreel to purchase
~ those dedicated OS/DA faciiities between Glasgow and Léxington, Verizon would termunate its
provision of O8/D A services te SCRTC <.m. June 22, 2002,

50.  South Central Telcom did not receive a similar ietter from Verizon.®

* Attached hereto as Exhibit L.

¥ Only SCRTC received sueh a letter.” Accordingly, South Central Telcom assumes that Verizon will not discontinue
its OS/DA services on Juns 22, 2002, '



Verizen's proposed "alternative' OS/DA arrangements

31, As an "alternative” to purchasing dedicated OS/DA transport facilities between ..
Glasgow and Lexington for $3200/month, Verizen has suggested that SCRTC negotiate with
“ ALLTEL for the transpoﬁ of OS/DA traffic Eetween Glasgow and Verizon in Lexington.

52. This i1z not a wiable alternstive becauge ALL'i‘EL .wil] not be .a'ble to provide
transport between Glasgow and Lexington until the acquisition of the properties is complete on
Augusf; i, 2002,

53. With Verizon intending to tem_jinate OS/DA service to SCRTC on June 22, 2002,
if SCRTC were to choose shis Verizon "alterative,” SCRTC would be fofced to endure over a
month during which its custormers could not receive OS/DA services.

54.  Verizon has also. proposed that SCRTC can seek another OS/DA provider.
Huwever, given s goucial uphcaval visatod Ly the £1m1§it1011 fow Vesizon w ALLTEL, l-t i
unreasonable for Verizon to expect that SCRTC car sécure altemative OS/DA services by June
22,2002 |

35 Evenim the- avsence of complicating circumstances such as the current transition
to ALLTEL, SCRTC would have found it extraordinarity difficult fo find and impleme_nl.
repiacemeljt OSIDA services within the sixt.y {60) days provided by .VerizonA Esta&ishing
trunking arrangements with an alternate OS/DA provider would, alone, take at least six (&)
weeks. Thus, during ihe ransition to .ALLTEL, fmding and implementmg replacement OS@A |
services within sixty (60) dayé 18 impossible. Verizon knows this. |

36.  Verizon hopes to use the futility of SCRTC's "ai'temativés," aloﬁg W'iﬂl the
impending June 22, 2002, "drop dead" .date, to coerce SCRTC into purchasing facili.ties from

Glasgow to Lexington at a cost of $3200/month. -

10



Verizon should continue providing OS/DA
PUISUADL £0 The current arvangement until August |, 2007

57, If \-’érizon. were not discontinﬁing OS/DA until the August 1, 2002, .tran-si.ti.ora
date, SCRTC's "alternatives” would likely_becomc true alternatives. Against a June 22, 2002,
"drép dead” date, however, these “aiternatives” constitute nothing more than "'iib service” to thé_
noion of a free marketplace. | |

59, In any event, the network reconfiguration that has prompted Verizon's attempt to
"renegotiate” its OS/DA agreemment with SCRTC will not materialize until Auguét 1, 2002, wheﬁ
Verizon no Jonger OW‘HE the facilities between (lasgow and Le};ingtnn.

59, Thus, 1f Venzen 15 allowed to continue on its path o & June 22, 2002, termination
of OS:’DA‘ services, SCRTC wiil have no cho.ilce but to bear the substantial, unj_u_stiﬂeé
$3200/month ircrease in OS/DA cost.®

60, Accordingly, SCRTC respectfully requests that the Commuassion order Verizon to
continue providing OE/DA services u11cier the existing arraﬁgcmcnt“. until the August 1, 200‘2,
transition date, by which time the parties may have reselved their OS/DA trunking issues.”

.  Sub-Issue B
.The Shared-Facilities OS/DA lssue

6. "SCRTC and South Central Toleom also have a dispuic witli Yoricuil tegaiding thie

sharing of OS/DA transport facilities.

® As mentioned in 2 previous note, there is no justification for Verizon's impositign {on SCRTC) of an additional
$3200/month in transport charges because the current 5.29 per call O5/DA charge ihat SCRTC pays already
inchudes transport from Glasgow to Verizon's Lexington OS/DA fucility.

" South Central Telcom also requesis that Verizon continue providing it with OS/DA services until August 1, 2002,
however, because Verizon did not send South Central Telcom a notice of network reconfiguration ot a notice of
termination, South Centzal Telcom assumes that its OS/DA services wili continue uninterrupted watil further notice
from Verizon, i

-

11



62.  Verizon has claimed that SCRTC and South Central Telcom may share facilities

only if SCRTC purcheses a dedicated OS/DA transport factlity betwaen Glas gow and Lexington..

{See Sub-Issue A, supra.)

63.  Regardless of whether SCRTC and/or South Central Telcom agree to purchase a

- decicated O3/DA wansport facility betwest Glasgow aud Lexinglon, L‘qcrc shouid be no dispute
that South Central Telcom may share whatéver facilizy SCRTC uses to trans?ort OSXDA traffic
o Verzorn.

64, Section 5.C of the South Central Telcom’s Operator Services Agreement with
Verizon does not requiré South Central Telcom to ﬁurchase its own facility for the ufanSpoff of
OS/DA tea fFP to Verizan, ingtaad, that .QF‘..(‘,Tir'\ﬂ provides only that "South Centrsl Teloam ahall
ari'ange for and eétablish the trunking and other transport. . . as required to provide Services to
South Central Telcom(.]" /d. That section continues, "}\Il‘\_’. trunks or other franspert that South
Central Telcom obtains from Verizon to deliver South Central Telcom's cails to and from
V_erizon shall be provided pursuant 'fo the appiicable. tariffs, Interconnection Agreemém, or oz};er.
contractual arrangemenis, and not undef this-Agreemeﬁi:." Id (embhasis adde&).

63, | Under the Interconhection Agreenlent, South .Central. Telcom is épeciﬁcally

authorized to interconnoot with Verizon through o third party (SCRTC) or af eny . technically

feasible location, See Sections 2.1.2.2 and 2.“1.2.’4'0{ the Interconnection Attachment to the ..

Interconnection Agreement.
66. - Likewise, the Operator Services Agreement gives South Central Telcom the
authority to transport its traffic to Verizon in accordance with "other contractual arrangements.”

See Section $.C of the Operator Services Avreernent.

e -



67. Vérizon itself even admits that a thivd-party may transport OS/DA traffic to
Verizon when it writes that SCRTC can "negotiate with [ALLTEL] to provide transport" to the
Veriz.on OS/DA center. April 22, 2002, letter from Thomas F. Moran {'Verizo.n) to Daryl Wyatt
(SCRTC). |

58.  If SCRIC §a11 use Ilﬂrd-pany “acilities 1o transport 1S traffic to Verizon, there is
1o justiflable reason that South Central Telcom should not, likew:se, be atlowed to do the samé.

£9.  Thus, there s absolutely no reason that South Central Telcom must purchase or
construct its own, separate facilities to transport its OS/DA traffic to Verizon in Lex_irigion.
South bentra'l Telcom can tran.sp-ort its OS/DA traffic to Verizon 1 Lexington via sepéfaté
Ctnuniang within SC RT(I:"Q fa r_'..i..]iti_eg__.

70.  South Central Telcom respectfully requests that the C§1111nission‘ order that Scuth
Cenfral Teicom can transport its OS/DA trattic to Verizon via separate trunking within SCRTC's
facilities. | B |

IWHEREFORE, South Céntral Tclcoﬁ and SCRTC request that the Commis_s,_ion take
the following actions:

a. Order Verizon to immediately process South Central

- Telcom’s May 3, 2002, order for EAS trunking (PON
SCTC 050302 001, ASR #02123 OO_L 62);

D. Fine Verizon $2500 pcr-'hour {since May 3, 2002) that
Verizon does not complete South Central Telcom's order

- for EAS trunking;
c. Order Verizon to immediately commence deployment of

CLEC scrvices te South Central Teloom;

d. Order Verizon to continue providing SCRTC and South
Central Telcom with OS/DA services under the existing
arrangement until the August 1, 2002, transition date;



Order Verizon to allow South Central Teicom to transport
ite OS/DA traffic to Verizon via geparate trunking within

SCRTC's facilities; and

Delay the transfer of Verizon assets to ALLTEL until such
time as Verizon indicates, by its compliance with these
orders, its willingness to comply with its competitive

obligations under the Act.
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Respectfully submitted,

E&J @ﬁf\/

John E. Seient

- Bdward T. Depp (

DINSMORE & SHOHL LLP
2000 Meidinger Tower
Louisviile. Kenzucky 40202
(502)540-2300 {tel.)

COUNSEL TO SOUTH CENTRAL
TELCONM LLC and SUUTH CENTKAL
RURAL TELEPHONE COOPERA-
TIVE CORPORATION, INC.



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

It is hereby certified that the foregoing was served by sending a true and accurate copy of
ihe foregoig to the mdmdaals on the attached service list via first class United States Mail,

-postage prepaid, this lL day of June, 2007,
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RURAI TELEPHONE COOPE
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SERVICE LI3T

Larry D. Callison

State Manger - Regulatory Affairs
Verizon South Inc.

P.O. Box 1650 _
Lexington, KY 4U0258-105U

Director - Contract Performance &
Adminictration

Verizon Wholesale Markets

600 Hidden Ridge
HQEWMNOTICES

Trving, TX 75038

Yice President & Assoc. General Counsel
Verizon Wholecale Markete
1320 N, Courthouse Road
8th Floor
Arlingtor, VA 22201

David K. Hall

Verizon Services Corporation

1220 North Court House Road, Stk Fleor
Ar‘mgton VA 22201

Bruce F. Clark

Mark R. Overstreet

Stites & Harbison

421 W. Man Sireet
Traukloiy, KY 40002-0034

Thomas C. Singher

Hunton & Willlarms

200 Park Avenue, 42rd Floor -
New York, NY 10166

Kuubeily A Nowiian

Hunton & Williams, Suiie l”uﬂ
1900 K Street, NW
Washineton, D.C. 20006

7133242
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Ann Louise Cheuvront
Assistant Attomey General
1024 Capital Center Drive
Frankfort, KY 40601

Theresa L. Holmes

Acting Director of Litigation

I axington-Fayatte Llrhan Connry
Government

Depariment of Law

200 E. Main Street .

Lexington, KY 40507 .

Kyle T. Thompson
Lisbman & Lizbman
403 W, Main Street .
P.O. Box 478
Frankfort, XY 40602

. Georgs Page

Regional President :
ALLTEL Commumcatmns, Ine. .

. 17500C Rockside Road
_ Bc':f_lford, OH 44_‘146

Stephen: B. Rowell

TeteSpectrum, Inc.
clo Alltel Communications.

Omne Allicd Drive
P.O. Box 2177
Little Rock, AR 72203-2177

Christopher Sanders

340: Democrat Drive

Frankfort, KY 40601

Fobert M. Weaver

Landmark Center, Suite 300
2100 First Avenue North-
Birmingham, AL 35203-4226
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SUPPLEMENT NO. __76F .
TO EXTENDED AREA SERVICR AGRBEMENT

Dated
Betwzen
SOUTH CENTRAL RURAL TBLEPHONE COOPERATIVE, CORP,, INC
' And
GTR SOUTH INCORPORATED -
SETYTLEMENT FOR CIRCINTS

following exchanges, effective __ Aprit 1, 1990
SQlIIHIIPﬂIRALEIC GIESQUTH

?ark City {Contzl) : _ ~ Glwgow

The uwm:mhip of interexchange BAS bunke (rots milzege) providod for this sorvice S which mﬂmﬂt 15
: bcinx made, if 85 follows:

o {a) - (b} (®) d - {8} - {h {8
GLSG lo GLSR Hoat 138 144 4.82 20 36 0 Q
GLSR Hast to PKCY 21358 27 6.3%6 }3.30 8177 o . 0
PRCY 10 GLSR Hont D4 N 633 - 13ED  BT.36 H $
GL3SR Host 1o GLSG 112 s 412 20 20 0 ]

’ : 176,99 [\
Grand Total eircyit milegge {o+g) . : 176.99
Midpolnt (1T6.56/2) £8.50
Cirenlt mileage owed (o South Central RTC (£8.50-0) : H3.50
Monthly amauw‘. owed (38, 5{3 % $3.00) _ ©SAE5 A%

Owned by SCRTC Ownad by Cener!
- Cirogts TotCht =~ ToClt
Percent Okt In  Reguired Rowtc Milkagc Rouws - Milvage

.

Thix t‘npplmml medif‘e‘ the idontified Catspded Arca Service agmcment only E mmd end, when executod
by both pastics, will be atiached to and made part thoret{,
This supplement cancele Supplement No. _78E . .

Broowtad thix _A0th. day of _July ., ¥9._80. |
Wimess: | GTE SOUTH INCORPORATED
B : By;rca vivt Prosident .
Regulatory and Governmental Aﬂam
Witness: SOUTH CENTRAL RTC, CORP., INC.
B)’L{_}cnml Munager
TIN-BS-2002  12:33 i
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and
- GENERAL TELEPMUNE CUMPANY OF KENI{JC&Y

SETTLEFENT FOR CIRCUITS ~ NON-~ CONTICUUUS EXCHANGES

C iR
:

Thic fupplomant iz issuved ve covor thc p;uvthDn of EX'E.BT‘IGE r\a' cr'}j_cc(' 3
between the following non-contiguous exchangns, effective 23S AT

-

Covneeting Company ' Ganeral Camganzx
Patk Clry . . - Glasgow

The ouncrship of intavexchange EAS trunks (route leeage) providcd for thi setvice 4 ‘
Ior vhich gettlement 18 being made, {3 as foilous ¥ L

Oxmcd by on_nec_t:it\g Company Oum:d by General ConEan

' 14,00 . : ‘ -0-
Settlement will be qun on rhe Fallauing bacis:

Y. Trunks provided, as developed By traffic studies:
i 4

4. Frow the Glagrow. Exchange of the General Company ro the Park Giry .
Exchanre of the fonnacting f‘ﬁmp'\ny 1,72 exunle .

b. From the Perk City - Exchaage of the Connecting Goupany to the Glasgng
Exchange of the General Company 2.75 trunks,

2. Clreulr HMileage .
3+ TFrom the Glasgow Exchange of the General Company to the  Park Cirv
Exchznge of the Coanecting Company 24.08 miles,
b. From the_ Park City  Exchaage of the Connecting Company to the Clasgow
Exchange of the fieneral fompany ___ 38,80  milec.
¢. Total clrcult wilepge to be accounted for (3 + b) 62,58

3. Cireuic mileage provided by each company

a. Gezneral Company : _ =h-
b. Connacttng Gompany - 62,58

L, & toral of 26,08 circulc milcs is to be provxded by the (Ceneral Company,’
vith  .p- circuit miles actually owned, wirh a halance of 24 (R _@iics to be
pa2id to the South Centratl Company at thc rate of 32, 50 per circu‘t uile per
wonth, or a toral monthly payment of § 60,20 .

This Supplemenz modLlfies the fdentifled Extended Ares Service Agreament anly ac crared
,nnd when executed by both parties, will be attached to and wade a part thereof.

Exescuted thie Z day of ,Z??W/_/ , 19 4/? -

WITNESS: | - | GENERAL TELEPHONE COMPANY ‘OF KENTUCKY _
' BY ' /ﬁﬂwﬂ -

3Uﬁicrppn ﬁﬁing_{}ce rcsld%?c .

4

|J

WITHESS;

Coarecting Ccmpdhy

ey  Fleesrre i ?ﬂaéz::ﬁxﬁ it
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~Access Service Request Forms

Administrative Section
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Page 1of

CCRA PON VER ASR NO ICSC
OUE SCTC-050302-001 C 0212300152 GTi
SPA CC | UNE D/TSENT Qa | cBp . DDD FDT
[ fe20 | [0 0s-03- 2002- 1242em {1V 1| fo5]-feol-pdoz: | [T
~ PROJECT CNO PPTD " PFPTD |
[GLSGXRPRCYXA | | S E L - 7] ¢
NOR - LUP BSA - REQTYP | ACT- wst | tata 1 Rim
[ tof[ (1] [ (VSR N el O I OO -0 B N
SUP AFO QNAI TQ . EXP AENG " ALBR _ AGAUTH
i e I 20 Il O i O e B

DATED

CUST

ISOUT?-{ CENTRAL TELCOM |

b5 -fos_ -[eccz.
LADATED LANM . FBa T PN
S RS e - L
CFNI ' PSL : - PSLY
| T [
) CKR
 [GLSGKYXRDSI-SMGVKYXADS1 001012
UNIT FiU LU L1y ECUKL
Ic_ {fooo_ | froo: | [N I | .
OTY QTY2  BAN ASG BIC ' BIC TEL
fosoooia. | W _ I -l
: . .
BIC ID TsC WSTN
[ -1 -l

Chttmer e atasiina el Al mta amen i b
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el
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1= B
Lyt

[

]

h

<’”/A’CTL7 \ PBT " Al APOT v
i I - .
./ IGLSGKYXAZ | b E l: ] 1
S S ~—— _
"RORD .. RPON ' CCVYN ASCEC+ _ TSP

| | I s O Y e B

‘,

: SAN ' AFG SPEC
I | | -
| REMARKS
INSTANL NZW TGRP AND 12 S$S~7 TRKS CGLSGKYXRDS1-SMGVXYXANS! TR RE iR
USED  FOR GL3G-PRCY EARZ. RE-USE FACILITIES 103/13~24 THAT WAS
VACATED FROM OLD GLSG-PRCY 81/72 i
1
- %.\
\ % : \g_‘tiP - bmﬁﬂ
. : A
Bill Section ¢ £ ) \
f‘/f 2V Pc 0/\ / ¥ of / Yoyt
BILLMNMN - _ snlu{mm A(.NA TE EBP
[DOuG JONES .| [SOUTHCENTRAUTELCOM] - | Joug: ([N 1| [
. STREET FLOOR ROOM CITY STATE
{1399 HAPPY VALLEY ROA | P | : jGLAGn f KY
i b
S ) " it
Z1P CODE  BILLCON SATIT - AR e Ne
[2141 _ [CHRIS LAWRENG. Az ;y;,‘, i c-fgaso |
VTA , of \ . IWBAN
[ : : V’/i\"/_b_::agh ¥5 ¥ |
_ e —— ceer 7 e
Contact Section
INIT : | TELNO _ _ FAX NO
IDOUG JONES | [270 :.Je78 .gesz i [ S S
. EMAIL
IRDJGNES@SCRTC.COM :
STREET
|1399 HAPSY VALLEY ROA |
FLOOR ROOM | cITY s l STATE I ZIP CODE -

https://appgateway 1.bdi.gte.com/webstar/temp/ 14684 htm! ' fiS/00N
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. . J ! Page 3 of
[ ‘ ] g | [ceascow ! | v | I_ [42141 |
DSGCON _ 1TEL NU FAXNO :
{D.QUESENBERR | [270 ;-l678 :-|g262 || | [270 ;-[678 7 -[3040 1
EMAIL
[DAVIDQ@SCRTC.COM- '1
STREET

{1399 HAPPY VALLEY ROA |

DRC FDRC | FLOOR ROOM . . CITY STATE 2IP CODE
[ : (1] : ': [GLASGOW ! KY | 42141
MTCE IMPCON _ TEL NO
ID.QUESENBERR i je7o t.je7s s2s2 ]

D/TREC
05 - 03- 2002

TEL NO
270 1 .[678 | _[s262 "

™ Save Billing Data I Save Contact Data

B - Save/Valt

hittnsffarneatewav ]l kdi ota camboahetar/tamn /1 ALGA Laaa}

Fa Tl Tate I o ¥a¥yat
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WIRELESS r:j
Administrative Section
CCNA _ ~ PON VER ASR NO 108
ousr ' SCTC-050302-081 _ CG2RI2300162 GTI1I

Service Deotails
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_____ - {L03/T1713.24/GLSGKYXRDS1/SMGVKYXA [ N
F  MUXLOC . CSL ~ ' ST CSPC -
e BASEE s sy [Ewsp [y -[een - [icz
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03037200
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verizon

Thorpas F. Moran
Director ~ Wholesale Marketing
Operator Sarvives : 1095 Avenue of the Americas
PR : o Ni:w York, N.Y. 10036
: . . Phone 212-395-5673
Fax 212-221-8398

- | T _ Thomas.f moran@verizon. com ED
Apfi 22,2002 o - | RECEBV
- Saith Central Rural Telepheno _ _ APR ? e PN
Mr. Daryl Wyatt, General Manager .
. P.O. Box 159 _ ' SOUTH CENTRAL RURAL
Glasgow, KY 42142 ' TELEPHON

_ sm:mws DEFT.
~Re: Verizon Property Sale in State of Kentucky L

As you know, Verizon has announced is. proposal for the sale of its local exchange properties in
the State of Kentucky to another company. This will renuire your pragont Operator Sorvices
-arrangernent to be changed. Per the cuirent contract, Verizon is 10 provide a minimum 60-day
notice that a network reconfiguration is required. Therefore this is to advise you that transition off
the Lexington kocat exchange and toll switches must be completed by June 22, 2002, and that an
altemative service configuration must be established by that time § you wish te cnntinue to have
Yerlzon provide yolu opefator sefvices,

“Should your wmpany require a conﬁnuaﬁm of Operator Services we are prov'd:ng the foilomng
oplicns: .

Direct Connection o Verizon's Operator Services TOPS located in Lexington. KY according to
contracted technical requirements. This option requires you to esiablish a new contractual

arangement with Verizon,. Please contact your Vertznn Account Manager - Mr. Pat Riley at 859-
?7?-&138 to initiate tho contrect proeess. )

This option also reqmres you {o establish and provide a new RAQ {if curently provided by
Verizon) and your own methods for managing end user toll billing currenrtiy processed through
CMDS by Verizan nn ynur behatf. ‘ . .

'Negotiate with the property purchaser to prawde transport access or choose and alternate service
provider.

Please review the above information and s_hou_l;l you have any'qtjestibns', please contact Ms.
Ruby Peterson at 301-282-5698,

Sincerely,



