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Case No. TC-2002-1077

FACTUAL STIPULATION

Complainants,' Respondent Southwestern Bell Telephone Company® and Respondents,

VoiceStream Wireless Corporation (“VoiceStream”) and Western Wireless Corporation

(“Western Wireless™) stipulate as follows:

' The Complainant group is comprised of the following 14 companies: BPS Telephone Company, Cass County
Telephone, Citizens Telephone Company of Higginsville, Mo., Inc., Craw-Kan Telephone Cooperative, Inc.,
Fidelity Communications Services I, Inc., Fidelity Telephone Company, Grand River Mutual Telephone
Corporation, Green Hills Telephone Corporation, Holway Telephone Company, lamo Telephone Company,
Kingdom Telephone Company, K.L.M. Telephone Company, Lathrop Telephone Company and Mark Twain Rural

Telephone Company.

? Southwestern Bell Telephone, L.P., d/b/a Southwestern Bell Telephone Company, will be referred to in this

pleading as “Southwestern Bell” or “SWBT.”



1. On a monthly basis, Complainants have sent invoices to VoiceStream and Western
Wireless specifying the minutes terminated to each Complainant's exchange(s), the applicable
rate, the total amount due, and payments made, if any. All written correspondence and verbal
communications reflecting additional efforts to bill and collect the amounts sought by
Complainants in this case from VoiceStream and Western Wireless for the traffic they originated
are attached to or set forth in the Direct Testimony of each Complainant's witness, filed
August 26, 2002.

2. Complainant BPS Telephone Company has neither asked Southwestern Bell about
the cost of blocking wireless traffic, nor requested, pursuant to the terms of its Wireless
Termination Tariff, that Southwestern Bell block traffic from VoiceStream, Western Wireless or
any other wireless carrier.

3. Complainant Cass County Telephone Company has neither asked Southwestern Bell
about the cost of blocking wireless traffic, nor requested, pursuant to the terms of its Wireless
Termination Tariff, that Southwestern Bell block traffic from VoiceStream, Western Wireless or
any other wireless carrier.

4. Citizens Telephone Company of Higginsville on July 26, 2001, asked Southwestern
Bell for an estimate of the cost to block Southwestern Bell Mobile Systems’, U.S. Cellular’s and
Western Wireless’ traffic from being delivered to Citizens’ exchanges. Southwestern Bell
provided a cost estimate of $4,000 on August 21, 2001 to Citizens. Believing the cost of
blocking may exceed the benefit to be obtained from blocking, Citizens did not ask Southwestern
Bell to block any wireless-originated traffic.

5. Complainant Craw-Kan Telephone Cooperative, Inc. has neither asked Southwestern

Bell about the cost of blocking wireless traffic, nor requested, pursuant to the terms of its



Wireless Termination Tariff, that Southwestern Bell block traffic from VoiceStream, Western
Wireless or any other wireless carrier.

6. Complainant Fidelity Communications Services [, Inc. has neither asked
Southwestern Bell about the cost of blocking wireless traffic, nor requested, pursuant to the
terms of its Wireless Termination Tariff, that Southwestern Bell block traffic from VoiceStream,
Western Wireless or any other wireless carrier.

7. Complainant Fidelity Telephone Company did not ask Southwestern Bell about the
cost of blocking wireless traffic. But based on blocking quotes provided to other companies,
Fidelity believed the cost of blocking would exceed the benefit to be obtained from blocking and
did not ask Southwestern Bell to block any wireless-originated traffic.

8. Complainant Grand River Mutual Telephone Company has neither asked
Southwestern Bell about the cost of blocking wireless traffic, nor requested, pursuant to the
terms of its Wireless Termination Tariff, that Southwestern Bell block traffic from VoiceStream,
Western Wireless or any other wireless carrier.

9. Green Hills Telephone Corporation on August 27, 2001, asked Southwestern Bell
for an estimate of the cost to block Cingular’s and U.S. Cellular’s traffic from being delivered to
Green Hills’ exchanges. Southwestern Bell provided a cost estimate of $700 on October 11,
2001. Believing the cost of blocking may exceed the benefit to be obtained from blocking,
Green Hills did not ask Southwestern Bell to block any wireless-originated traffic.

10. Complainant Holway Telephone Company has neither asked Southwestern Bell
about the cost of blocking wireless traffic, nor requested, pursuant to the terms of its Wireless
Termination Tariff, that Southwestern Bell block traffic from VoiceStream, Western Wireless or

any other wireless carrier.



11. Complainant lamo Telephone Company has neither asked Southwestern Bell about
the cost of blocking wireless traffic, nor requested, pursuant to the terms of its Wireless
Termination Tariff, that Southwestern Bell block traffic from VoiceStream, Western Wireless or
any other wireless carrier.

12. Kingdom Telephone Company on July 26, 2001, asked Southwestern Bell for an
estimate of the cost to block Cingular’s, U.S. Cellular’s and Air Signal/Metro Call’s traffic from
being delivered to Kingdom’s exchanges. Southwestern Bell provided a $1,500 cost estimate on
August 21, 2001. Believing the cost of blocking may exceed the benefit to be obtained from
blocking, Kingdom did not ask Southwestern Bell to block any wireless-originated traffic.

13. Complainant KLM Telephone Company has neither asked Southwestern Bell about
the cost of blocking wireless traffic, nor requested, pursuant to the terms of its Wireless
Termination Tariff, that Southwestern Bell block traffic from VoiceStream, Western Wireless or
any other wireless carrier.

14. Complainant Lathrop Telephone Company has neither asked Southwestern Bell
about the cost of blocking wireless traffic, nor requested, pursuant to the terms of its Wireless
Termination Tariff, that Southwestern Bell block traffic from VoiceStream, Western Wireless or
any other wireless carrier.

15. Mark Twain Rural Telephone on August 31, 2001, asked Southwestern Bell for an
estimate of the cost to block Cingular’s, Sprint’s, U.S. Cellular’s, Air Signal’s and AT&T
Wireless’ traffic from being delivered to Mark Twain’s exchanges. Southwestern Bell provided
a $500 cost estimate on October 11, 2001. Believing the cost of blocking may exceed the benefit
to be obtained from blocking, Mark Twain did not ask Southwestern Bell to block any wireless

traffic.



16. Complainants claim Southwestern Bell has violated its interconnection agreements
with VoiceStream and Western Wireless by allowing them to transit wireless-originated traffic to
Complainants in the absence of a compensation or interconnection agreement. The contractual
provision this claim is based on is Section 3.1.3 of the VoiceStream/Southwestern Bell and
Western Wireless/Southwestern Bell interconnection agreements, both of which are quoted on
page 10 of Complainants’ Complaint.

17. The Staff of the Missouri Public Service Commission does not dispute any of the
facts set out in this Factual Stipulation, nor does it object to the Stipulation.

18. The Office of the Public Counsel does not dispute any of the facts set out in this

Factual Stipulation, nor does it object to the Stipulation.
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