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only reason was to disguise.
In my experience --

MR. FRIEDMAN: There's no question.

BY MR. McCOLLOUGH:

Q

Okay. You say in here the only reason was to
disguise, to deceive. 1Isn't it at least possible
that Halo was telling the world, responsible party's
Transcom, here's your billing telephone number?
Isn't that possible?

It seems far-fetched, but I suppose in some world it
might Dbe.

Generally when people are out there trying to
deceive, they're hiding something, aren't they?

I believe that's true.

How is signaling additional information specifically
identifiable to a particular customer hiding
something?

When it's not the original customer, it's some sort
of deception.

That's Halo's customer?

It may or may not be Halo's customer, but it has
nothing to do with the originator of the call.
Granted, granted. Now, you understand Halo took the
position all along, even before the FCC order, based

on our reading of all the rules, we thought Transcom
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was the originating party. You understand we took
that position, right?

I've read that.

Okay. And the FCC disagreed on November 18th?

I've read that, too.

So just in terms of intent, isn't it at least
possible that what Halo was saying is I've got an end
user customer and I'm going to act much like AT&T
does when it has an ISDN PBX customer with PRI and,
you know, if the charge numbers -- I mean, if the CPN
doesn't signify, quote, the people we think to be the
responsible party, we're going to signal it and
charge them?

MR. FRIEDMAN: I'm going to object on two
grounds. One is it was asked, albeit in a slightly
different form, and already answered. Second is
it's cumulative and argumentative. The testimony
says what it says. Counsel has made his point. I'm
not sure how much use it would be to the Commission
to have further debate on this.

EXAMINER NEWMARK: Sustained.

BY MR. McCOLLOUGH:

Q

Page 8 of your direct --
MR. McCOLLOUGH: And by the way, Your

Honor, if we get to a stopping point that's
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adjust down the number. You know, that's what the
witness said. My point, Your Honor, is, you know, I
had to sit here and cross-examine this guy, and he'd
say, okay, well, I can fix that by changing the
number and add to that an amount that supposedly
wireline originated would go down and down and down.
At some point that would get mighty small.

He's acknowledged that even the TDS
numbers that showed up might well have been
originated on a wireless unit using an ESP, Skype,
going to another ESP, we say Transcom and to Halo.
And our contention is that's originating with Halo,
and I don't think no matter how many times you read
those two paragraphs, the FCC said it is not. What
they were talking about is traffic that does
originate on other carriers' networks.

Now, is it true that Halo has said, sure,
some of these calls may have started somewhere else,
but if you read the rebuttal, what Mr. Wiseman said
was we built our business plan reading these FCC
rules and, oh, by the way, not just the FCC, the
Court of Appeals decisions out of the D.C. Circuit
that said ESPs are end users and originate calls.

I just want to make sure that the

Commission understands that you can't always put
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