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MARY K. RETER
Ganeral Attormey

BeliSouth Telscommunications, Inc.
150 South Monros §irest

Tallahasses, Florida 32301
{404) 3250729

October 9, 1998

Mrs. Blanca S. Bayo

Directer, Division of Records and Reporting
Florida Public Service Commission

2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard
Tallahassee, Florida 32368

RE: Docket No. 980686-TF

Dear Mrs, Bayo:

Enclosed are an original and 15 copies of BellCouth Telecommunications,
Inc.'s, updated Exhibits RSB-4, RSB-7, and RSB-8, as requested in the
deposition of Dr. Randall S. Billingsley. These updated exhibits were requested
of Dr. Billingsley to be presented at the hearing next week. Also, enclosed is an
updated Schedule A to Dr. Billingsley's prefiled Rebuttal Testimony. In addition,
enclosed is Exhibit WET-1 to Dr. William E. Taylor's Rebuttal Testimony, which

was inadvertently omitted with his prefiled Rebuttal Testimony. Please file these
documents in the captioned docke:.

A copy of this letter is enclosed. Please mark il to indicate that the
original was filed and return the copy lo me. Copies have been served on the
parties shown on the attached Certificate of Service

crll— ——
CTR —— Sincerely,
FAG ———
L6 L m_ M\
—”m Mary K. Kéyer
__Enclosuies
f ==
cc:  All Parties of Record
o A. M Lombardo QOCUMENT y1manp DATF
- R. G. Beatty '
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BellSouth Telecommunications
& Spnnt-Florida
Docket No, 9R0696-TP
Billingsley Exhibit No. RSB-4-U pdated
Treasury Bond Futures
Interest Rate
Page | of |

CALCULATION OF U. S. TREASURY BOND FUTURES’ IMPLIED
INTEREST RATE

The interest rate implied by the price of a US. Treasury Bond futures contract cannot be directly taken
from The Wall Street Journal Rather, it must be calculated as follows
$40 $40 $40 $1.,000
(Price of Contract) X 10 = + b B + ;
(+a o+ (+a* (Q+)°
where i = the semi-annual rate of retum.

The implied annual rate of retum on UL.S. Treasury bond futures is calculated as:
A nnual Rate of Retumn = (1 +1) * - 1,

The U.S. Treasury Bond futures contract prices shown below are averaged, by contract matunty, using
the Friday settlement prices (or September of 1998,
U.S. TREASURY BOND FUTURES CONTRACT DATA

Contract Average Implied
Maturity  09/04/98 09/11/98 09/18/98  09/25/98 Price Yield

12/98 127.3438 128 4063 129.1563 129 K125 128.6797 S5.68%
0399 127.0625 128.0625 128.8438 1294375 128.3516  5.70%

0999 1267500  127.1563  127.9375 1284063 1274375 5.77%

AVERAGE IMPLIED YIELD £.72%
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Docket No. 980696-TP
Billingsley Exhibit No. RSB-7-Updated
Aaa vs. Treasury Bond Yields
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Aaa vs. Treasury Bond Yields
Moody's Aaa J0-Year US, Ara/lls, Treasury
Public Utility Boand Treasury Bond Bond Spread
10.92% 9.62% 1.30m%
10.43% 9% 52%
10.64% Q.09 1.55%
10.39% KHI% |.58%
9.17% K42 1.3%%
9.70% B.5% 113
10.07% H.9%% 1.0
10.29% 9.26% 1.0%%
10.27% .06 1.21%
10,5074 9.212% 1 28%
166% 9IS 1.29%
16.15% 11% | 4%
S.62% 50 (.7
9.52% D07 0,5(r%
96T 0.01% 10, ti
9.72% B.94% 0. 78%
9.71% 9,00, 0.71%
0.8T% 9. 14% 0.73%
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Billingsley Exhibit No. RSB-7-Updated
Aaa vs. Tressury Bond Yiclds
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Moody's Asa J-Year US. Anu/US. Treawury
Date Public Utitity Boad Treasury Bond Bond Spread
(/R G QHEY 9 6% R
0589 0.60% 5.0 0.7
(wHY 9.13% H.I5% 0. 7H%
07iRe BOR% 1M (LBEY
LAY 9.02% RBll% 0.91%
R o.1r% HITs 91
HVRY 9.01% A L.0l%
1189 BOX% 7. 59 1.03%
1289 R92% 1.0 1.02%
01/%0 0.08% H.24% 0 B4
(2w 9.55% H.4xs 08T
0390 948% 5T 0.91%
(LK) Q.60 £.15% [.H5%
0590 9.55% U L 0.65%
DA 9.38% E.4i% 0.95%
077490 0.36% LR 11 LKA
2% 9.54% K.X5% 0649
0990 9. 73% LR 0.74%
LK) 0.60% B k6% 0 8P
1194 9.43% B.5E% 1L35%

12/ Yy 1% B.21% 0.95%
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J0-Year U, Aaa/US, Treasury
Treawry Bond Hond Spread
L fe | 0.97T%
B.08% 0.E4%
£11% (LE}%
B2X% 1.73%
¥.24% (.69
B8 .62
K.44% 0.6
K.15% ). 6t
7.96% 0.6
T.695% U6,
791% L6l%
T4 1 e
T61% 061%
T.86% 044
LR 039
1.95% D.41%
T.HO 0434
T.83% 0.43%
157 0.53%
1,390, hhse,

T.34% 0,1
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Moody's Aaa J0-Year U5, AU, Treasury
Date Public Utility Bord Treasury Bond Bond Spread
1092 K.06% 1.5 0.56%
1192 B.11% 1.56% 5%%
1292 E.O01% T.46% 0,555,
nla3 T.94% T.34% IR L g
29 1.75% 7.0kt 1.6
0393 7.64% 6.THS 0 K&
0443 1.50%, 6. H5% 0.65%
593 T.44% 6H.92% (0.52%
93 T3 6.82% 0. 55%
07 93 T.25% f.63% fhnld
3 . 94% 6.30%% 6%
1993 6. 76% 6.03% 0.73%
9l 6.75% 5.93% 5%
193 7.06% 6.24% 0.82%
1293 7.06% 6.26% (LK
] 4 1.05% 6.29% 0, 76%
0olad LI 651% 06X
0394 .60 6045, 0 ety
[N K0P T25% 0. 75%
LIRS E11% Til% (. 79%

LGS B.07% 7.38% (1,64
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J0-Year US. Aaa/US, Treasury
Treasury Hond Bond Spread
1.60r% (L61%
T61% 0 54%
T.84% 057
LN 0.63%
BT 060"
191% it
T Ré% 6T
1% 0.67%
1.52% () iyt
1.43% 0.65%
T0d% 16T
f6K% 0.71%
6. 75% 0. 76%
6.97% 0.74%
.44 (1.9%%
6.35% {.85%
6. 298, 0. Kd%%
6.05% 0.5
6.05% 08T
6.25% (1887

662 0.E%
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1.73%
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T.76%
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Docket No. 980696-TP
Billingsley Exhibit No. RSB-7-Updated
Ana vs. Treasury Bond Yields
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J0-Year LLS. AanUS, Treasury
Treasury Boad Boad Spread
6. Tt il K45
B 0,79
H.54% 0.5
T.08% 0.73%
6 KN% 0.71%
ALY 0. 76
6, T8% 0.7
6.55% U1 tutrts
6. 50% 07T
R, ah 0.711%
6. TR 0.T™s
6940, 0.74%
1% 0.75%
h93% (TRl
6. 71% A%
6.53% 0,76
{37 L% H1%
647 0.84%
6.33% RS
6,0%% 1L.01%
5.96% 1.03%




BellSouth Telecommunications
& Spnnt-Flonda
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Billingsley Exhibit No, RSB-7-Updated
Aaa vs, Treasury Bond Yields
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Moody's Aaa 30-Year LS. AsaUS, Treasry
Date Public Utility Bond Treasury Boad Boad Spread
019 6.85% SKI% 1.02%
0208 6.91% 5.59% LO2%
13794 6.96% 5.91% | %
LIS 0 6,94 % 5.8 107
(598 6.94% 5.93% 1.01%
(/9% 6.80% 5.60% L%
079 6.8 5.08% LI12%
(o 6.75% 5.56% 1o
(R 6 6t 519 1.47%
AVERAGE #I3% 1351% 0.81%]

Sources: Moody's Bond Record
The Wall Street Journal

Updated forward-looking cost of debt for BellSouth Telecommunications: (Average 30-year US Treasury hond
yichd from July 1o Seprember of 1998) + (Average Asa3-year US. Treasury bond spread form Oclober of 1987 10
September of [998) = [(5.68% + S.56% + 5. 19%)) + H1% = 5.48% + 1% = 6.29%, Thus, a reasonable updatid
estimate of BellSouth Telecommunications” forward-looking cost of debt 1 6.3,

" Calculated ax the average of the Aaa/ULS. Treasury bond preads rather than as the dilference between the average
Aaa rate and the average 30-year rate.
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“A" vs. Treasury Bond Yields
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“A” vs. Treasury Bond Yields

Moody's A 30-Year US. AJUS. Treasury
Public Utility Bond Treawry Boad Boad Spread
11.34% 9.62% | P o
10.52% K91% 1.91%
10.9%% R .
10.76% 5% 1.95%
1010 LI bad |68
10,05 L1 L &0
10.54% K.9%% 1.56%
10.81% 026% .55%
10.79% 0065 1.73%
11.04% 0.22% 1.82%
1.1 03T 11
10.61% 9114 R11.1
10,01% B9 1.0
9.90% 9.02% 0 85%
10,06% 9.01% 1.0s%
10.08% H94% 1.14%
10,07 9.00M% 107
10.23% Y 1d% 10EP
10.18% 0060 112
TR ERTN (N

D.64% H35% 129
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“A" vs. Treasury Bond Yields

Page2of 7
I-Year U5, ASUS, Treasury
Treawry Bood Bood Spread
B0 | 4if
Kl1% 1.41%
BT j.41%
RO 1.54%
T80 1.62%
7.9 1.54%
B.24% L%
§4HY [.28%
B.57% |.28%
RT5% 11T
H.13% 1.2
LI 1.3
B.50% 1.25%
HES% 1.07%
M, 1,13%
L. o (L
KARY% 1.32%
H.23% 1.5(P
B2 1.51%
KA 139,
B.21% 1.34%
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Billingsley Exhibit No. RSB-8-Updated
“A" vy, Treasury Bond Yiclds
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Moody's A J0-Year US. AUS. Treasury
Date Public Urility Bond Treasury Boad Boad Spread
D641 Q.50 H.4R% L11%
arm) 9.55% R.44% L11%
ox9gl 9.29% B.15% 1.14%
] 9.16% 7.96% 120
19 0.1 2% T.95% L™
1191 9.05% 1.91% 1. 14%
19| HEEY 769 L1V
0w RN 1.61% 1.23%
0292 H.93% 7.86% 1O
0392 HOT% bR 0.97%
492 8.93%, 1.95% 0,95%
0592 BET 7.8 1L 9H%
0697 TR TE% (L95%
0792 BiT 7.59% (1.9%%
(a2 L4 T.39% 1.05%
(1 B.40P% 7.34% 1.
92 B.54% 7.50% 1.0u8%
b2 .63% 1.56% 1.0
|22 B.43% 7.45% 0.97%
a1m3 B.2T% 7.34% (,91%
293 #.04% 7.06%% 11.9H%
0393 .90 6. 7% 1.12%

=93 T.E1% 6. H3% .9
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& Sprint-Flonda
Daocket No. 980696-T1
Billingsley Exhibit No. RSB-8-Updated
“A" vs. Treasury Bond Yields
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J0-Year U5, AUS, Treasur,
6.92% 0%
[ 0.93%
fbl% 0.91%
6.3 1L95%
e (% L%
5.93% 1
6.24% 1.d%
6.20% LM
6.2 1.04%
6.51% 0.96%
G.94% 91%
1.15% 09
1.32% L%
T38% (L91%
1.6 08T
T61% LR TE
T.E4% (LK
X 0, Kd%
H1T% DH1%
T91% 0.85%
T.86% 0.K7%
7.0 0, B
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BellSouth Telecommunications
& Spant-Florida
Docket No. 980696-TP
Billingsley Exhibit No. RSB-8-Updated
“A" vs. Treasury Bond Yields

Page Sof 7
30-Year US. ASUS, Treasury
1 casury Bood Bond Spread
T4 (.84
T.08%, OET
b.64% 0.92%
6,75% (.55,
6.97% 0.91%
b.ad% L Is%
6.35% L1
6.2 1.14%
0 l15% LIg%
b.05% L1
0.25% 112%
6.62% L11%
6.76% 1.13%
RS Y 1.04%
6948, 12
7.08% 0.9
L BKY 0.5%0%
T.0084 1.01%
. THY L5
6.55% 054"
G.56% 1. 03%
M2 n.95%
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Billingsley Exhibit No. RSB-8-Updated
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Maoody"s A 30-Year US. ATUS. Treasury
Date Public Utility Boad Treasury Boad Bond Spread
0397 T8™ 6.96% 091%
H97 E0i% Ti13% 0.9
0597 T.HP% 6.93% 096%,
(497 1.1% 6.713% 0.99%
0197 T4K% 6.53% 0.95%
o897 1.501% 6. 58% 0593%
w97 74T 6407, 10.9%%
197 T.38% 6.33% .02%
1197 1.25% 6.08% 117
1297 7. 16% 5.96% | 2P
) oy T04% S.H3% 1.21%
02 9H T.1% SH 1.21%
398 7.16% .UM | 24%
(KSR Lg% 5.87% 1.2%%%
0553 L16% s.u3% 1.23%
(WwYH T.03% 500 1.34%
(7R 1.03% 5.68% 1.13%%
(9% 7.00% 5.56% 1.44%
(s 6.931% 519 | 74%
AVERAGE B67% 7.51% LIs%]
Sources: Moody's Bond Recond

The Wall Street Journal

I " Calculated as the avarage of the AULS, Treasury bonad soteads rather than as the diffcrence betwoen the average A
rite and the average J0-year rate.




BellSouth Telecommunications
& Sprint-Florida
Docket No. 980696-TP
Billingsley Exhibit No. RSB-8-Updated
"A" vs. Treasury Bond Yields
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Updated forward-looklag cost of debt for Sprint-FL: (Avcrage J0-year U8, Treasury bood yield from July 1o
Seplember of 199%) + (Average A/3-year U S, Treasury bood spread form October of 1987 1o September of 199%) =
[(5.68% + 5.56% + S.19%)3] + 1.16% = 5.48% + L16% = 6.64%. Thus, a reasonahle updated evimate of Sprint-
FL's forward-looking cost of debt is 6.65%.
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Exhibit WET-1
WILLIAM E. TAYLOR

BUSINESS ADDRESS

Nanonal Economc Resgarch Associates, Inc.
Orme Mamn Street

Cambndge, Massachusetts 02142

(617) 621-2615

Dr. Taylor received a B.A. magna cum laude in Economics from Harvard College, an
M_A_ 0 Statistics and 8 PhoD. in Economics from the Umiversity of Califormia at Berkeley. He has
taughl cconomics, statstics, and cconometnes at Comell and the Massachusetts Institute of
lechnology and was a post doctoral Rescarch Fellow ai the Center for Operations Research and
Econometnies at the University of Louvamn, Belguam.

At NERA, Dr. Taylor is a Senior Vice President, heads the Cambridge office and 1s
Inrector of the Telecommunications Practice. He has worked primanly in the field of
telecommunications economics on problems of state and federal regulatory reform, competition
policy, economic issues conceming broadband network architectures, quantitative analyses of state
und federal pnce cap and imcentive regulation proposals, mergers, network inlerconnection,
implementation of the Telecommunications Act of 1996 and antitrust and contract liigation in
telecammunications markets. He has worked on problems of conpetition law as applied 1o
telecommunications in laly, Canada, Australia and New Zealand, He has testified on
lelecommunications economics before numerous state regulatory authonties, the Federal
Communications Commission, the Canadian Radio-Television and Telecommunications
Commission, federal and state congressional commitices and state and federal courts. He has
appeared as a telecommunications commentator on The News Hour with Jim Lehrer

He has published cxtensively in the arcas of telecommunications policy related to
access and i theoretical and apphed econometnics. His articles have appeared in numerous
telecommumnications industry publications as well as Econometrica, the American Economic Review,
the Internanional Economic Review, the Journal of Econometrics, Econometric Reviews, the
Antitrust Law Journal, The Review of Indisirial Organizanion, and The Encyclopedia of Stansiccal
Serences, He has served as o referee for these yjoumals (and others) and the National Science
Foundation and has served as an Associate Editor of the Journal of Economeirics

EDUCATION
UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, BERKELEY
Phr, Eeonomics, 1974

UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, BERKELLEY
M.A., Statistics, 1970

HARVARD COLLEGE

B.AL Economics, 1968
(Magna Cum Laude)

EMPLOYMENT
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NATIONAL ECONOMIC RESEARCH ASSOCIATES, INC. (NERA)

1985- Senior Vice President, Office Head, Telecommunications Practice Dhrgtor. Dr. Taylor
has direcied many studies applying cconomic and statistical reasoning to regulatory,
antitrust and competitive 1ssues in telecommunications maskets. In the arca of
environmental regulation, he has studied stanstical problems assocted with measunng
the level and rate of change of emissions.

BELL COMMUNICATIONS RESEARCH, INC. (Bellrore)

1983-1988 Dyvision Manager. Economic Analysis, formerly Central Services Organization,
formerly Amencan Telephone and Telegraph Company. While at Belloore, D Taylor
performed theoretical and quantitative rescarch focusing on problems raised by the
implementation of access charges, His work included design and implementation of
demand responsc forecasting for interstate access demand, quantification of potential
bypass lability, design of optimal nonhincar price schedules for access charges and
theoretica! and quantitabive analysis of price cap regulation of access charpes

BELL TELEPHONE LABORATORIES

19751983  Membey, Teghnical Staff, Economucs Research Center. Performed basic rescarch on
theoretical and applied econometnes, focusing on small sample theory, panel data and
simultancous equations sysicms.

MASSACHUSETTS INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLUKGY
Fall 1977 Visting Associate Professor. Department of Economies, Taught graduate courses in

CeOnametnes,

CENTER FOR OPERATIONS RESEARCH AND ECONOMETRICS
Umiversité Catholique de Louvain, Belgum.

i974-1975 Rescarch Associate. Performed post-doctora! research on finite sample economstric
theory und on cost function eatimation,

CORNELL UNIVERSITY

1972-1975  Assistant Professor, Department of Economucs. (On leave 1974-1975.) Taught
graduate and undergraduate courses on econometrics, microeconomic theory and
principles

MISCELLANY OUS
1985190y Assogiate Eduor, Jowrnal of Economerries, North-Holland Publishimg Company

19 Board of Directors, National Econorme Research Associates, Inc
19495 Board of Trustees, Treasurer, Episcopal Divimity School, Cambridge. Massachusetts

TESTIMONIES
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Florida Public Service Commussion (Docket No. 820537-TP) on behalf of Southern
Bell Telephone and Telegraph Company: cconomic analysts of premuum intral ATA
sccess chargea. Filed July 22, 1983,

Arkansas Public Service Commussion (Docket No, 83-042-U1) on behall of
Southwestern Bell Telephone Company: economic analysis of non-traffic sensitive
cost recovery proposals. Filed Oztober 7, 1985

Flonda Public Service Commussion (Docket No. 820400-TF) on behalf of Southern
Bell Telephone and Telegraph Company: economic principles underlying a proposed
method for calculating margmal costs for private line services. Filed June 25, 1956

Federal Communications Commussion {Docket No 87-113) an behalf of Hell
Communications Research, Inc.: empinical analysis of the United States Telephone
Association proposal for price cap regulation of interstate access service, entitled “The
Impact of Federal Price Cap Regulation on Interstate Toll Customers.™ Filed March 17,
198K,

Florida Public Service Commussion (Docket No. BB0069-TL) on behall of Southemn
Bell Telephone and Telegraph Company: cconomic incentives for firms under the
praposcd Flonda Raie Stabihzation Plan. Filed June 10, 1988

California Public Unlives Commuission (Case 55-04-029) on behall of Pacilic Bell
commission payment practices, cross-subsidization of pay telephones, and
compensalion payments to competitive pay telephone supphiers. Filed July 11, 1988

Federal Communications Commussion (Docket No, 87-313) on behalf of Bell
Communications Research, Inc.: empincal analysis of the price cap plan proposed in

the FCC Eurther Notice of Proposed Rulemaking. entitled “The Impact of the FOC
Proposed Price Cap Plan on Literstate Consumens.” Filed August 18, 1988

Federal Communications Commussion ([ocket No. 87-3113) on behalf of Bell
Communications Research, Ine.: Rebuttal analysis of intervenor comments on “The
Impact of the FCC Proposed Price Cap Plan on Interstate Consumers.” Filed
November 1K, 198K,

Hiew Hampshire Public Service Commussion (Docket B9-010)) on behalf of New

England Telephone & Telegraph Company: appropriate level and structure of
productivity adjustments in a proposed price regulation plan. Filed March 3, 1989

Federal Communications Commussion ( Docket No, 87-313) on behall of Cinginnati
Bell Telephone Company, “Incentive Regulanon and Estimates of Productivity,” (with
J. Rohlfs), Jur: 9, 1989,
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Delaware Public Service Commussion (Docket No. 86-20, Phase 11) on behalf of The
Diamond State Telephone Company: appropriate costing and prnicing methods for a
regulated firm facing compeniion, n connection with a proposed rate reduction. ifiled
March 31, 1989, Rebunal testimony filed November 17, 1959

Federal Commumications ( ommussion (Docket No. 87-313) on behalf of the United
States Telephone Association: analysis of an AT&T filing and an empincal analyws of
productivity growth under price cap regulation, entitled “Analysis of AT&T s
Companson of Interstate Access Charges Under Incentive Regulation and Rate of
Retumn chulntmﬂ " Filed as Reply Comments regarding the FOU's Report and Order

her Notice of Proposed Rulemaking i CC Docket 87-313, August 3,
1989,

Federal Communications « ommussion (Docket No. 87-113) on behalf of Southwestern
Bzll Telephone Company, “Taxes and Incentive Regulation,” filed as Exhibit 3 to the
Reply Comments of Southwestern Bell regarding the FCC's Repont and Order and

Second Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking in CC Docket 87-313, August 3, 1989

New York State Public Service Commission (Case 28961 - Fifth Stage) on behalf of
New Yaork Telephone Company: appropnate level and structure of productivity
adjustments 1n & proposed price regulation plan. Filed Septermber 15, 1959,

Georgia Public Service Commussion (Docket No. 38E2-11) on behalf of Southern Bell
Telephone and Telegraph Company. analyses of ncentive regulaiion plans. Feled
September 29, 1989,

Public Utility Commussion of Texas {Docket No. 8585) on behalfl of Southwestern Bell
Telephone Company: analysis of Texas intrastate swilched access charges and bypass
of switched access. Filed December 18, 1959,

Federal Commumications Commussion {Docket 87-313) on behall of the United States
Felephone Association: analysis of appropnate productivity offscts for local exchange
carmers in the FOU price cap plan, entitled “Local Exchange Carrier Productivity
Offsets for the FCC Price Cap Plan,” May 1, 1990,

Federal Communications Commussion {Docket B7-313) on behalf of the United States
Telephone Association: avaivsis of approprate productivity oflsels for local eachange
carmicrs in the FCC pnice cap plan, entitled “Productivity Offsets (or LEC Interstale
Access,” June B, 1990.

Federal Communicanons Commission (Docket 87-313) on behalf of the Umited States
Telephone Association: analysis of appropoate productivity offsets Tor nud-size
telephone companies in the FCC price cap plan, entitled “Interstate Aceess Productmaty
O.sets for Mid-Sire Telephone Companses.” June 8, 1990
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State of Mame Public Unlines Commission (Docket Ko §9-397) on behalfl of New
England Telephone & Telegraph Company . theoretical and historical analysis of
ncentive regulanion in telecommumications, entitled “Incentive Regulation in
Telecommunications,™ filed June 15, 1990

Hinois Commerce Commussion {Docket No, RE-0412) on behalf of IMinois Bell
Telephone Company: analysis —f pricing 1ssucs for public lelephone service. Filed
August 3, 1990, Rebuttal testimony filed December 9, 1991,

Delaware Public Service Commisston (Docket No. 89-24T) on behall of The Diamond
State Telephone Company- rebuttal testimony descnibing the approprate costing and
pricing methods for the provision of contract Centrex services by a local exchange
camer. Filed August 17, 1990

Montana Public Service Commuission (Docket Mo, 90.8 46) on behalf of US West
Communications: theoretical and historical analysis of incentive regulation plans in
telecommunications, Filed October 4, 194%)

Arizona State Air Pollution Control Heanny Board (Dogket o A-90-02 ) on behall of
Arizona Public Service Company. A statistical study of S0, emissions entitled,
“Analysis of Cholla Unit 2 SO, Compliance Test Data,” (October 24, 1990) and an
Affidavit (December 7, 1990).

Canadian Radio-Television and Telecommunicanons Commassion ([Docket No. 199(0-
73) on behalf of Bell Canada: “The EfTect of Compettion on U8 Telecommunicanons
Performance,” (with L. Perl). Filed November 30, 1990

New Jerscy Board of Public Utilities (Docket No, TX90050349) on behalf of New
Jersey Bell Telephone Company: theoretical and empinical analysis of the Board's
intralL ATA compensation policy. Filed December &, 1990,

Federal Communications Commussion (Docket 87-313) on behall of the United States
Telephone Associaton: analysis of total factor productivity caleulations, entitled
“Productivity Measurements in the Price Cap Docket,” December 21, 1990

Tennessee Public Service Commussion {fn re: The Promulgation of Agency Statements
o, General Applicability to Telephone Companies That Prescnibe New Policies and
Procedurcs for Their Regulation) on behalf of South Central Bell Telephone Company:
theoretical analysis and appraisal of the proposed Tennessee Reyulatory Relorm Plan,
Filed February 20, 1991,

Flonda Public Service Commussion (Docket No. 90063 1-T1) on behalf of Southern
Bell Telephone and Telegraph Company: alterative measures of cross-subsidization
May 9, 1991,
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Federal Communications Commussion (Docket 87-313) on behalf of BellSouth
Corporation, “The Treatment of New Services under Price Cap Regulation,” (with
Alfred E. Kahn), June 12, 1991

Federal Communications Commussion (Docket 91-141, Expanded Interconnection with
l.ocal Telephone Company Facilitics) on behalf of Bell Atlantic, “Effects of
Competitive Entry in the US. Interstate Toll Markets ™ August 6, 199]

California Public Utiliies Commasion (Phase [l of Case 90-07-017) on behalf of
Pacific Bell: economic analyss of the efTects of FAS 100, (accrual accounting for post-
retirement benelits other than pensions) under state price cap regulation, (with Timotky
). TardifT). Filed August 30, 1991, Supplemental testimony filed January 21, 1992

Federal Communications Commuission ([Docket 91-141, Expanded Interconnection with
Local Telephone Company Facilities) on behalf of Southwestern Bell, "Economue
Effects of the FOC's Tentative Proposal for Interstate Acoess Transport Services.”
Filed September 20, 1991.

Rhode Island Public Utilites Commussion (Docket No. 1997) on behalf of New
England Telephone & Telegraph Company, "Rhode sland Price Regulation Plan *
analysis of proposed price regulation plan and evidence of the elTects of incentive
regulation on prices and infrastructure development. Filed September 30, 1991

Montana Public Sermviice Commussion | Docket No. 9012 B6) on behall of 1S West
Communications: economic analysis of @ proposed incentive regulation plan. Filed
November 4, 1991, Additonal testimony filed Junuary 15, 1992,

Testimony before the Michigun Circuit Count (Case No, 87-709234-CFE and 8§7-709232
CE) on behalfl of Combustion Engineening, Inc., in Her Magesty the Queen, et af | v
Greater Detroit Resource Recovery Authoniry, ef al |, re stalistical analysis of air
pollution data to determmuine emussions limits for the Detrost municipal waste-ta-energy
facility, February, 1992,

Federal Communications Commussion, {Pacific Bell Tanf F.C.C No 128, Transnuttal
No. 1579) on behalf of Pacific Bell, “The Treatment of FAS 106 Accounting Changes
Under FCC Price Cap Regulation.” (with T ), TardifD). Filed Apnl 15, 1992, Reply
comments filed July 31, i992.

Mo York Public Service Commission (Case Mo, 28425) an behalf of New Yotk
lelephone Company, “Costs and Benelits of IntralLATA Presubseniption,” (with T
TardifT). Filed May 1, 1992

Califormia Public Utilives Commission (Docket No. 187-11-051), on behalf of Pacific
Bell, “The New Regulmtory Framewark 1990-1992: An Economic Review,” (with T J
Tardiff). Filed May 1, 1992,
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New Hampshire Public Service Commussion, {Docket DE 90-002), on behalf of New
England Telephone & Telegraph Company: the appropnate relationship between
carrier access and toll pnces. Filed May 1, 1992, Reply testimony filed July 10, 1992
Rebuttal testimony filed August 20, 1992,

Delaware Public Unlities Commmussion, (Docket No. 33}, on behalf of Diamond State
Telephone Company, “Incentive Regulation of Telecommumications Utilities in
Delaware,” filed June 22, 1992,

Federal Communications Commussion, (('C Docket 92-141, In the Matter of 1992
Annual Access TarifT Filings) on behalf of Bell Atlantic, "Effects of Competitive Eatry
in the U.S. Interstate Toll Markets: An Update,” filed July 10, 1992.

Flonida Public Service Commussion (Ducket No. 9203E5-TL) on behalf of Southern
Bell Telephone and Telegraph Company: the economic relationship between
depreciation rates, investment, and infrastructure development. September 3, 1992

Maryland Public Service Commission (Case No. 8462) on behalf of The Chesapeake
and Potomac Telephone Company of Maryland: competition and the appropriate
regulatory treatment of Yellow Pages. Filed October 2, 1992,

Federal Communications Commussion (ET Docket 92-100) on behal! of BellSouth
Corporation, *Assigning PCS Spectrum: An Economic Analysis of Ehgibility
Reguirements and Licensing Mechanismas,” (with Rechard Schmalensee). Filed
MNovember 9, 1992.

Flonda Public Service Commussion (Docket No, 920260-T1L) on behall of Southern
Bell Telephone and Telegraph Company: economic analysis of a propused price cap
regulation plan. December 15, 1992,

Science, Technology and Encrgy Commuttee of the New Hampshire House of
Representatives on behall of New England Telephone Company, “An Economic
Perspective on New Hampshire Senate Bill 77, an analysis of resale of intralL ATA 1oll
services. Apnl 6, 1991

¢ ilifornia Public Utilittes Commuission, { Docket No. LE7+11-033), on behalf of Pacific
Bell, “Pacific Bell's Performance Under the New Regulatory Framework: An
Fconomic Evaluation of the First Three Years,” (with T.J. TardifT). Filed Apnil 8,
1993, reply testimony filed May 7, 1993,

Canadian Radio-Television and Telecommumications Commussion (Docket No. 92-T8)
on behall of Albirta General Telephone: “l.cssons for the Caradian Regulatory
Structure from the U.S. Experience with Incentive Regulation,” and “Performance
Under Alternative Forms of Regulation in the US. Telecommumcations Industry,”
{with TJ. Tardiff). Filed Apuil 13, 1991
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Federal Communications Commission { Petition for Declaratory Ruling and Related
Waivers to Establish a New Regulatory Model for the Ameritech Region) on behall of
Amentech: “Price Cup Regulation and | nhanced Competition for Interstate /fccess
Services,” filed April 16, 1993, Reply Comments, July 12, 1993

Delaware Public Utilities Commussion, (Docket No. 33), on behalf of Dhamond State
Telephane Company, “Reply Comments. June 1, 1993, “Supplementary Statement.”
June 7, 1993, “Second Supplementary Stiement,” June 14, 1993: analysis of
productivity growih and a proposed incentive regulation plan

Federal Communications Commussion { Amendraent of Part 9 of the Commussion’s
Rules to Adopt Regulations for Automatic Vehicle Momtoring Systems) PR Docket
No. 93-61 on behalf of PacTel Teletrac, *1 % Feonomics of Co-Channe! Separation for
Wideband Pulse Ranging Location Monito ing Systems,” (with R Schmalensee), Filed
June 29, 1993,

Vermont Public Service Board, Petition for Price Regulation Plan of New England
Telephone on behalf of New England Teleplione Company, ockets $760°5702:
analysis of appropniate parameters for a pric - regulation plan. Filed September 3,
1993, Rebuttal testimony filed July 5, 1994

Pennsylvania Public Unlity Commussion, (Docket No. P-009350715), on behall of Bell
Atlantic: a study of inflation offscts 1n a proposed price regulation plan. Filed October
1, 1993, Rebunal restimony filed January 15, 1994,

New Jersey Board of Regulatory Commussion rs, (Docket No. TX93060259), Affidavn
analyzing statistical evidence regarding the effect of intral ATA competition on
telephone prices. Filed October 1, 1993,

Federal Commurications Commission {In the Matter of Policy and Rules Concerning
Rates for Competitive Common Camier Service < and Facilimes Authorizauon Therefor)
on behalf of four Regional Bell Holding Compunies, Affidavit “Interstate Long
Distance Competition and AT&T s Motion for Reclassification as a Nondominant
Carmer,” filed November 12, 1993, (with A E. Kahn).

Maryland Public Service Commussion (Case No. K584) on behall of The Chesapeake
and Potomac Telephone Company of Maryland: appropriate pricing and regulatory
treatment of interconnecuon to permut cotupetition for local service. Filed November
19, 1993, {with A.E. Kahn). Rebuttal testimony filed January 10, 1994, surrebuttal
testimony filed January 24, 1994,

Testimony before the Umited States Distnct Court, Eastern Distnict of New York on
behalf of Jancyn Manufactuning Corp., in Juncym Mamyfacturing Corp. v The County
of Suffolk. Commercial damages. Deposibons: September 19, 1991, November 22,
1993; Testimony and Cross-Examnation: January '1, 1994

el
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Affidavit to the ULS. Distret Court for the Distnct of Columbia on behall of Bell
Atlantic Corporation in United States of America v Western Eleciric Company, Ing
and American Telephone and Telegraph Company, e rehief from the interLATA
restrictions of the MFJ in connection with the pending merger wath Tele-
Communications, Inc. and Liberty Media Corporation.  Filed January 14, 1984, (with
AE Kahn).

New Jersey Board of Public Utilities (Docket Nos, TX90050349, TE92111047,
TEY3060211) on behalf of Bell Atlantic-New Jersey: economuc impacts of intral ATA
toll competition and reglatory changes required 1 accommodate competition. Filed
April 7, 1994, Rebuttal testimony filed April 25, 1994, Summary Affidavit and
Technical Affidavit filed Apnl 19, 1994

Massachusetts Department of Public Utilines (Dacket No. D P.UL 94.50), on behalf of
NYNEX: analysis of appropriate parameters for a pnce regulation plan. Filed Apnil 14,
1994. Rebunal tesumony filed October 26, 1994,

Federal Communications Commission (CC Docket 94-1) on behalll of the United States
Telephone Association: “Econamic Performance of the LEC Price Cap Plan,” filed as
Attachment 5 to the Uniled States Telephone Association Comments, May 9, 1994,
“Economic Performance of the LEC Price Cap Plan: Reply Comments,” filed as

Attachment 4 to the United States Telephone Assoctation Reply Comments, June 29,
1994,

Federnl Communications Commussion (CC Docket 94-1) on behall of the United States
Telephone Association: “Comments on the USTA Pricing Flexibility Proposal,” filed
as Attachment 4 to the United States Telephone Association Comments, May 9, 1994,
“Reply Comments: Market Analysis and Pricing Flexibility for Interstate Access
Services,” filed as Attachment 3 to the United States Tslephone Assosiation Reply
Comments, June 29, 1994 (with Richard Schmalensec).

Affidavit to the U.S. District Court {or the Distnct of Columbia on behall of
Southwestern Beli iy United Statex of America v. Western Electric Company., Ine and
American Telephone and Telegraph Compaiy, regarding provision of
telecommunications and information services across LATA boundaries outside the
regions in which its local exchange operations are located. Filed May 13, 1994, (with
A.E. Kahn)

Federal Communications Commission (File Nos. W-P-C 6912 and 6966) on behalf of
Be!! Atlantic Corporation, affidavit supporting Section 214 applications to provide
viuco dialtone services, August 5, 1994,

Affidavit 1o the U.S. Department of Justice on behalf of NYNEX in United States of
America v. Western Electric Company, Inc and American Telephone and Telegraph
Company, regarding provision of ielecommunications services across LATA
boundaries for traffic onginating or terminating in New York State. Filed August 25,
1944,
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Federal Communications Commussion (File Nos. W-P-C 6952 and 6983) on behalfl of
NYNEX: affidavit supporung Section 214 apphecations to provide video dialtone
services in Massachusetts and Rhode Island, September 21, 1994

New York State Public Service Commussion (Case 92-C-0665, Proceeding on Motion
of the Commission to Investigate Performance-Based Incentive Regulatory Plans for
New Yark Telephone Company) on behall of New York Telephone Company.
appropnate level and structure of productivity adjustments and competitive pricing

safeguards in a proposed .acentive regulation plan, Filed as part of panel testimony,
October 3, 1994,

Delaware Public Utilities Cormmuission, { Docket No. 42), on behall of Bell Atlantic -
Delaware, rebuttal testimony concerning the historical effects of equal access
competition in interstate 1oll markets and the likely future effects of competition under
I+ presubscription in Delaware. Filed October 21, 1994

Maryland Public Service Commission (Case No, 8659) on behalf of Bell Atlantic -
Maryland: appropriate pncing of interconnection among competing local exchange
carmers. Filed November 9, 1994,

Pennsylvania Public Utility Commussion, (Docket No. 1-940034) on behalf of Bell
Atlantic: 1ssucs regarding proposed presubscription for intral ATA toll traffic in
Pennsylvania, including the likely demand effects of 1+ presubscription and the mie of
economically efTicient imputation of carner access charges. Filed as pan of pancl
testimony, December 8, 1994, Reply estimony filed Febeuary 21, 1995, Surmebuttal
testimony filed March 16, 1995,

State of Maune Public Utilities Commussion {Docket Nos. 94-123/94-254) on behalf of
New England Telephone & Telegraph Company: analysis of appropriate parameters for
a price regulation plan. Filed December 13, 1994, Rebuttal westimony filed January 13,
1995,

Maryland Public Service Commussion (Case No. 8584, Phase 11) on behalf of Bell
Atlantic - Maryland: geographically deaveraged incremental and embedded costs of
service. Filed December 15, 1994, Additional durect testimony concerming eflicient
rate structures for interconnection pricing filed May 5. 1995 Hebuttal testimony filed
June 30, 1995,

CansJign Radio-Television and Telecommumeations Commission (Apphication of
Teleglobe Canada for Review of the Regulatory Framework of Teleglobe Canada Inc ¥
on behalf of Teleglobe Canada, Inc., structure of a pnice regulation plan for the
franchised supplicr of overscas telecommunications services in Canada. Filed
December 21, 1994,




Exhibit WET-1
Willlam E. Taylor
Page 11 of 2%

Canadian Radio-Television und Telecommunications Commussion, Response 1o
Interrogatory SRCHCRTC) INov94-906, “Eeonomies of Scope in
Telecommunications,” on behalf of Stentor. Filed January 31, 1995

Canadian Radio-Television and Telecommunications Commussion, Implementation of
Regulatory Framework and Related lssues, Telecom Public Notices CRTC 94-52, -
%6 and 94-58, "Economic Welfare Bencefits from Rate Rebalancing.” on behalf of
Stentor. Filed February 20, 1995,

Federal Communications Commussion on behalf of Bell Atlantic Corporation, alfidavit
examining cost suppart for Asymmetne Dhgital Subsenber Loop (ADSL) video
dialtone market tnal. Filed February 21, 1993

Federal Communications Commussion on behalf of Bell Atlantie Corporution, allidasi
examining cost support for Bell Atlantic’s video dusltone tanfl. Filed March 6, 1995

Federal Communications Commussion on behalf of i, United States Telephone
Assoctation, study entitled “Competition in the Interstate Long-Dhstance Markeis
Recent Evidence from ATAT Price Changes,” ex parte filmg in CC Docket No. 94-1,
March 16, 1995,

Public Service Commussion of West Virginia (Case No 94-1103-T-Cil) on behalf of
Bell Atlantic - West Virginia: economic analysis of issues regarding proposed
presubscription for intral ATA toll traffic in West Virgimia, March 24, 1995

Kentucky Public Service Commission on behall of South Central Bell Telephone
Company, lestimony concerming lelecommunications productivity growth and price cap
plans, April 18, 1995.

Federal Communications Commussion (CC Docket No. 79-252) on behalf of Rell
Atlantic, BeliSouth, SBC, and Pacific Telesis, "An Analysis of the State of
Competition in Long-Mistance Telephone Markets,” study attached to ex parse
comments examining the competitiveness of interstate long-distance telephone markets,
(with J. Douglas Zona), Apnl 1995,

California Public Unlities Commussion, (U 1015 C) on behall of Roseville Telephone
Company, testimony regarding productivity measurcs in Roseville's proposed new
regulatory framework. Filed May 15, 1995, Rebuttal testimony filed January 12, 199

Massachuscits Department of Public Unlities {Docket No. DL, 9318350 on behalf of
NYNEX: economic analysis of terms and conditions for efficient local competition
Filed May 19, 1995, Rebuttal iestimony filed Augusi 23, 1995
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Affidavit to the LS. Department of Justice on behalf of SBC Communications Inc. in
United States of America v, Western Electric Company, Ine and Amertcan Telephone
and Telegraph Company, regarding Telefonos de Mexico's (Telmex’s) provision of
interexchange telecommunications services within the Umited States. Filed May 22,
1995.

The Public Unlities Commussion of Ohio (Case No. 94-1695-TP-ACE) on behalf of
Cincinnati Bell Telephone Company: economic analysis of terms and condinions for
efficient local ecompetition. Filed May 24, 1998

Affidavat to the U.S. Deparunent of Justice on behall of SBC Communications Inc. in
United States of America v. Western Electrnic Company, Inc and American Telephone
and Telegraph Company, regarding provision of interexchange telecommunications
services Lo customers with independent access to interexchange carmers. Filed May 30,
1995,

The New Jersey Board of Public Utilities (Docket No. TX94090385) on behalf of el
Atlantic - New Jersey: cconomuc analysis of issues regarding proposed presubscnption
for intraLATA toll traffic in New Jersey, Amended direct testimony filed Apnl 17,
1995, Rebuttal Testimony Niled May 31, 1995,

Vermont Public Service Board, (Open Network Architecture PDocket No. §713) on
behall of New England Telephone Company, economic principles for local
competition, interconnection and unbundhing, direct tesimony filed June 7, 1995,
Rebuttal testimony filed July 12, 1995

State of Connecticut, Department of Public Utility Control, (DPUC Docket No. 95-03-
01) on behalf of Southern New England Telephone Company, lestimony concerming
productivity growth targets in a proposed stale price cap regulation plan. Filed June 19,
1995,

Federal Communications Commussvion (File Nos, W-P-C T074) on behalf of Southermn
New England Telephone Company, affidavit supporting Section 214 applications to
provide video dialtone services, July 6, 1995,

Louisiana Public Service Commussion {Docket No. U-17949, Subdocket k) on behalf
of South Central Bell Telephone Company. rebuttal 1estimony concerning productivty
growth accounting and other aspects of a price regulation plan, July 24, 1995

New York Public Service Commussion ({ase 940001 7) on behalf of New York
Tele .none Company, testimony regarding competition and marke! power i intrastale
ol markets. Filed August |, 1995,

Louisiana Public Service Commussion {Docket No, L2088}, Subdocket A ) on behall
of South Cential Bell Telephoae Company, rebuttal testimony concerning methods for
measunng the cost of providing universal service, August 16, 1955
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Canadian Radio-Television and Telecommunications Commussion, “Imputation T=s1 to
be Applied 1o Competitive Local Exchange Services,” position paper on imputation for
local exchange services filed i response to Telecom Public Notiee CRTC 95-36 on
behalfl of Stentor on August 18, 1995,

LS WATS v. AT&T: Retained by counsel for US WATS, a reseller of AT&T long
distance services, plamntifT in an antitrust suit alleging monopolization and conspiracy
in business long distance markets. Antitrust liability and damages. Confidential Report,
August 22, 1995, Depositions September 30, October 1, October 12, December 3, 1995,
Testimony October 18-20, 25-27, 30, 1995. Rebutial testimony December 4, December
11, 1995

California Public Uulities Commission, (Investigation No. | 95-05-047), on behalf of
Pacific Bell, "Incentive Regulution and Competition: Lssues for the 1995 Incentive
Regulation Review,” (with R.L. Schmalensee and T.J. TardufT). Filed September 8,
1995, reply testimony filed September 18, 1995

Mississippi Public Service Commussion {Docket No. 95:-UA-313) on behalf of
BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. dha South Central Bell Telephone Company.
rebuttal testimony addressing cost issucs, as they pertain W price regulation raised in
the direct testimony by intervenors. Filed October 13, 1995,

Mexican Secretaniat of Communications and Transport on behall of Southwestern Bell
International Holdings Corporation, affidavit on interconnection regulation (with T
Tardiff), Filed October 18, 1995,

AfTidavit 1o the U.S. Distnict Court for the Eastern [hstrict of Virginua (Alexandna
Division) on behalf of United States Telephone Assoctation, United States Telephone
Association, et al., v. Federal Communications Commission, of al., (Civil Action No,
95.513-A) regarding the Section 214 process for local exchange companics providing
cable television services, Filed October 30, 1995, (with A.E. Kahn)

Tennessee Public Service Commusion (Docket No, 95-02459) on behall of BellSouth
Telecommunications, Inc. dba BellSouth Telephone Company, testimony addressing
the definition and measurement of the cost of supplying universal service. (Direct
testimony filed October 20, 1995. Rebuttal testimony filed October 25, 1995)
Additional testimony regarding economie principles underlying the creation of a
competitively-ncutral universal service fund direct testimony filed October 30, 1995,
Rebu' il testimony filed November 3, 1995,

Federal Communications Commussion (CC Docket No. 95:145) on behalf of Hell
Atlantic Corporation, affidavit exanuning cconomuc issues raised in the investigation of
Bell Atlantic’s video dialtone tardl. Filed Octaber 20, 1995, Supplemental Affidavit
Jfled December 21, 1995
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New England Telephone and Telegraph Company, D/B/A NYNLX, State of Rhode
Island (Docket No. 2252). testumony addressing the economic conditions under which
compenition in Lhe local exchange and intral ATA markets will bring benefits to
customers. Direct iestimony, November 17, 1995

Darren B. Swain, Inc. dbva U S Communications v, AT&T Carp,, Unnied Stales
District Court for the Northern Diviniet of Texas, Dallas Davasion, Cival Action J90CV-
10880 Retained by counsel for US. Communications, a rescller of AT&T long
distance services, plamtfl m an antitrust suit alleging monopolization i inbound
business long distance markets, Antitrust liability and damages. Confidential Report,
November 17, 1995,

Louisians Public Service Cummission { Docket No. U-20883 ) on behalf of South
Central Bell Telephone Company, "Price Regulation and Local Competiion i
Louisiana,” affidavit evaluating u framework for local competition and price regulation
in Louisiana, November 21, 1995,

Louisiana Public Service Commussion (Docket No. U-1794%, Subdocket E) on behalf
of South Ceniral Bell Telephone Company, supplemental and rebuttal testimony
concerning economic issues in depreciation accounting in the presence of compeliion
and price cap regulation, November 17, 1995, Surrebuttal testimony, December 13,
1995, further surrebuttal testimony, January 12, 1996,

Federal Communications Commussion (U Docket No. %4-1) on behalf of the United
States Telephone Associstion, “Economuc Evaluation of Selected lssues from ine
Fourth Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking i the LEC Price Cap Performance
Review,” Attachment C to the United States Telephone Assocustion “Comments,” filed
December 15, 1995 (with T. Tardiff and . Zarkadas). Reply Comments filed March 1,
1996,

State Corporation Commission of Virgima (Case No. PUC 950067) on behalf of Bell
Atlantic - Virginia, Inc., rebuttal testimony conceming economic standards for the
clussification of services as competitive for regulatory purposes, January 11, 1996,

Mississippi Public Service Commission (Docket No. 95-UA-158) on behalf of
BellSouth Telecommunicatioss, Inc. d'Wa South Central Bell Telephone Company,
testimony regarding universal service fund 1ssucs. Filed January 17, 1996 Rebuttal
testimony filed February 28, 1996

North Carolina Unlities Commussion (Dockel Mo, P-7, Sub B25; P-10, Sub 4749) on
behalf of Carolina Telephone and Telegraph Company and Central Telephone
Company, direct and rebuttal testimony regarding price cap regulation for small
telephe e companies, February 9, 1996

FreBon Imternational Corp vs. BA Corp. Civil Action, No. 94-324 (GK). regarding
Defendants’ Amended Expert Disclosure Statement. Filed under seal February 15,
1996,
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Rhode Island Public Utilities Commussion (Docket No. 2370), on behalf of New
England Telephone and Telegraph Company, D/B/A NYNEX: economuc review und
revision of the Rhode Island price cap plan. Durect testimony, February 23, 1996,
Rebuttal testimony filed Junc 25, 1996

Federal Communications Commussion (CC Docket No. 95-185) on behall of NYNEX,
“Affidavit Concerning Interconnection Between Local Exchange Camers and
Commercial Mobile Radio Service Providers,” filed March 4, 1996,

Maryland Public Service Commussion (Case No, 8715), on behalf of Hell Atlantic -
Maryland: rebuttal testimony on the economic cnitena for the reclassification of

telecommunications services. Filed March 14, 1996, surrebuttal testimony filed Apnl
1, 1996,

Pennsylvania Public Utility Commussion (Docket Nos. A-3110203F0002, A-
310213F0002, A-310236F0002 and A-310258F0002), on behalf of Bell Atlantic -
Pennsylvania: rebuttal testimony o cvaluate costing and pricing principles and cost
maodels, Filed March 21, 1996.

Federal Communications Commission (CC Docket No, 96-45) on behalf of BellSouth
Corporation, “Comments on Universal Service,” (with Kenneth Gordon) , analysis of
propased rules to implement the universal service requirements of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996, RAled Apnl 12, 1996

Pennsylvania Public Utility Comnussion (Docket No. P-00961024), on behalf of
Commonwcalth Telephone Company: economic appraisal of a price cap regulation
proposal, Direct testimony filed April 15, 1996. Rebutial testimony filed July 19, 1996

Perasylvania Public Unlity Commussion {Docket No. PP 00%63550), on behalf of Bell
Atlantic - Pennsylvania: economic consequences of rate rebalancing, Direct testimony
filed Apn! 26, 1996. Rebutial westimony filed July 5, 1996,

Federal Communications Comumussion (CC Docket No, 96-46), on behall of Bell
Atlantic, BellSouth, GTE, Lincoln, Pacific Bell and SBC Communications, [nc.. ex
parte affidavit on costing principles and cross-subsidization in broadband, joint-use
networks, Apnl 26, 1996,

Federal Communications Commussion (CC Duckel No, 96-98) videotaped presentation
on econ-mic costs for interconnection, FOC Feonomic Open Forum, May 20, 1996,

Te inessee Public Service Commussion (In re: The Avoudable Costs of Providing
Hundled Services for Resale by Local Exchange Telephone Companies) on behalfl of
BellSouth Telecornmunications, Inc. (Dockel No 96-00067 ) cconome costing and
pricing principles for resold and unbundled services. May 24, 1996. Refiled with the
Tennessee Regulatory 2 athonity (Docket No. 96-00067), August 23, [996
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Federal Communications Commussion (CC Docket No. 96-112), on behalf of the
Southern New England Telephoue Company. cost allocation between telephony and
broadband services, Affidavit filed May 31, 1996.

New York Public Service Commussion (Case Nos. 95-C-0657, 94-C-0095, 91-C-1174)
on behalf of New York Telephone Company, costing principles for resold services.
Filed May 31, 1996. Costing and pncing principles for unbundled network elements
Filed June 4, 1996, Rebutial tesumony filed July 15, 1996,

Canadian Radio-Televinon and Telecommumications Commuission, in response to
CRTC Telecom Public Notice CRTC 96-5, “Economic Aspects of Canadian Price Cap
Regulation,” on behalf of the Stentor companies, Filed June 10, 1996,

Cznadian Radio-Televiston and Telecommunications Commission, in response o
CRTC Telecom Public Notice CRTC 96-8, “Economic Aspects of Price Cap
Regulation for MTS NetCom Inc.,” on behalf of MTS Net Cam, Inc. Filed June 10,
1996,

Federal Communications Commission (OO Dockel No, 96-112), on behalf of Bell
Atlantic: reply comments conceming cost allocations between telephony and
broadband services, Affidavit filed June 12, 1996,

AfMidavit to the Supenior Court Department of the Trial Court (Cival Action No. 95-
6363F), on behall of New England Telephone and Telegraph Company, d'b'a NYNEX:
in apposition 1o Planufls’ Moton for Class Ceruficanon, Filed July 1996

Federal Communications Commussion (CC Docket No. 96-26), on behalt of Bell
Atlantic, BellSouth, GTE, Lincoln, I'.cific and SBC, Declaration concerming the use of
efficien! component pncing in open video systems. Filed July §, 1996,

Federal Communications Commission (CC Docket No. 9%6-98), on behalf of the United
Suates Telephone Associntion, Affidavat concerning techmcal qualines of the Stafl
Industry Demand and Supply Stmulation Mode!, Filed July 8, 1996; ex parte letiers
filed July 22, 1996 and July 23, 1996

State of Connecticut, Department of Public Utility Control, (DPUC Docket No, 95-06-
17) 7 behalf of Southem New England Telephone Company: testimony concerming
wsonomic prnciples of costing and cost recovery. Filed July 21, 1996,

New York Public Service Commussion (Case Nos. 93C-045] and 91-4-1249) on
behalfl of New York Telephone Company, statistical issues in the calculation of
damages in the provision of Mass Announcement Services: Rebuttal testimony filed
July 23, 1994




Exhibi WET-1
Willum E. Taylor
Page 170l 29

Federal Commumications Commussion (CC Dockel No. 96-15), on behalf of BellSouth
Corporation, comments concerming the use of proxy cost models for measuning the coat
of universal service. Filed August 9, 1996 (with Anruddha Banerjee)

The New Jersey Board of Public Utlities on behalf of Bell Atlantic - New Jersey:
*Economic Competition in Local Exchange Markets,” position paper on the cconomics
of local exchange competition filed in connection with arbitration proceedings, August
9, 1996 (with Kenneth Gordon and Alfred E. Kahn)

Federal Communications Commission (CC Docket No. 96-149), on behalf of Bell
Atlantic, Affidavit concerning safeguands for in-region supply of intereachange
services by local exchange carmicrs. Filed August 15, 1996,

The New Jerscy Board of Public Utilitics (Docket No, TX95120631) on behall of Bell
Atlantic - New Jersey, incremental costs of residential basic exchange service. Filed
August 15, 1996. Rebuttal testimony filed August 30, 1996,

Pennsylvania Public Utility Commssion (Docket No. R-9635350 C0006), on behalf of
Bell Atlantic - Pennsylvania: econonue consequences of rate rebalancing, Direct
testimony Oled August 30, 1996

Louisiana Public Service Commission (Docket No. U-U-22020) on behall of South
Central Bell Telephone Company, testimony concerming economic principles
determuning wholesale pnices for resold services. Filed August 30 1996 Rebultal
testimony filed September 13, 1996,

Vermont Public Service Board {Docket No 5900) on behalf of NYNEX, testimony
regarding the economic effects of the proposed merger between Hell Atlantic and
NYNEX Filed September 6, 1994

Maine Public Utilities Commizs.on (Docket No. 96-188) on behalf of NYNEX,
lestimony regarding the economic effects of the proposed merger between Bell Atlantic
and NYNEX, Direct Testimony filed September 65, 1996, Hebuttal Testimony filed
October 30, 1996.

Tennessee Regulatory Authority (In re: The Avindable Costs of Providing Bundled
Servir=s for Resale by Local Exchange Telephone Companies) on behalf of BellSouth
Telezommunications, Inc. {Docket No. 96-01331): economic costing and pricing
principles for resold and unbundled sernces. Filed September 10, 1996, Reburtal
testimony filed September 20, 1996

The New Jersey Board of Public Unhnes (Docket No. TO96070519) on behalf of Bell
Atlantic - New Jersey: evaluation of proxy models of the incremental cost of
unbundled networ. clements, testiimony filed September 18, 199




Exhibit WET-1
William E Taylor
Page 18 of 29

Pennsylvania Public Unlity Commussion (Docket No. A-J10258FO00.L -
Interconnection Arbitration, Eastern Telele gic Corporation/Bell Atlanuc) on behalf of
Bell Atlantic-Pennsylvania, direct and rebutial testimony on econome costs of
interconnection and unbundled network elements, September 23, 1996,

Massachusetts Department of Fublic Unlities (Docket Nos. DL 96-73/74, 96-75, 96-
BO/KT, 96-83, 96-94) on behall of NYNEX: economic analysis of costs avoided from
resale of local exchange services. Testimony filed September 27, 1996, Rebuttal
Testimony filed October 16, 1996,

The New Jersey Board of Public Utilits (Docket No. TX95120631) on behalf of Bell
Atlantic - New Jersey: economic analysis of the avoided costs from resale of local
exchange services. Rebuttal testimony filed September 27, 1996,

New Hampshire Public Service Commussion, (Docket DE 96-252) on behalf of
NYNEX: economic analysis of costs avoided from resale of local exchange services
Filed October 1, 1996,

New Hampshire Public Serviee Commussion (Docket DE 96-220) on behalf of
NYNEX, testtmony regarding the economic effects of the proposed merger between
Bell Atlantic and NYNEX. Filed October 10, 1996

Massachusctis Department of Public Unhities {Docket Nos, D.P.U. 96-73774, 9675, 96-
BO/R1, 96-83, 96-94) on behall of NYNEX: Artitration of interconnectuon agreements
under the Telecommunications Act of 1996, Filed October 11, 1996, Rebuttal
Testimony filed October 30, 1996

Federal Commumications Comrmussion (CC Docket No 96-43), on behalfl of the Lnited
States Telephone Association, “Not the Real McCoy: A Compendium of Problems with
the Hatfield Model.” Filed October 15, 199

New Hampshire Public Service Commission, (Docket DE 96-252) on behall of
NYNEX: Arbitration of interconnection agreements under the Telecommunizations Act
of 1996, Filed October 23, 1996

Federal Communications Commussion (Tracking No. 96-0221) on behali of NYNEX
and Bell Atlantic, afMidavit concerning the competiive effects of the proposed
NYNEX-Bell Atlantic merger. Filed October 23, 1996 (with Richard Schmalensec)

New Jersey Board of Public Utilities (Docket No, T096080621: MCLBell Atlanue
Arbitratior j on behall of Bell Atlantic-New Jersey. Rehutlal testimony concerming the
pricing of unbundled network elements, November 7, 1994

ATidavit to the Federal Commumnications Commuission, on behall of SBC
Conmunications, Inc., (Docket No. 96-149), regarding Commassion's proposed rules
and hetr impact on joint marketing Filed November 14, 1996 (with Paul B

Vaungton).
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New York Public $¢rvice Commussion (Case 96.0-0603) on behalt of NYNEX and
Bell Atlantic, Initial Panel Testimony, regarding the economue eflects of the proposed
merger between Bell Atlantic and NYNEX. Filed November 25, 1996, Reply Panel
Testimony filed December 12, 199

Alabama Public Serviee Commussion (Docket No. 25677), on behall of BellSouth

Telecommunications, Inc., direct testimony regarding economuc aspects of avonded
costs of services supplied for resale. Filed November 26, 1996,

Delaware Public Unhites Commssion, on behalf of Bell Atlantic - Delaware, dircct
testimony regarding costs and pricing of interconnection and network clements. Frled
December 16,1996. Rebuttal testimany (proprictary) filed February 11, 1997

State Corporation Commission of Virgimia, on behalf of Bell Atlantic-Virginia, (Case
No, PUC960), direct testimony regarding costing and pricing ol interconnection and
unbundled network elements. Filed December 20,1996, Rebuttal testimony filed June
10, 1997 (Case No. PLIC9TD0OS).

Affidavit to the U.5. Distnict Court, Southern Dhstrict of New York, on behalfl of Mults
Communication Media Inc., Multi Communications Media Tne . v AT&T and Trevor
Fischbach, (96 Civ. 2679 (MBM)) regarding the application of the filed tantl doctrine
to contract tanfTs in welecommunications, Filed December 27, 1996,

Georgia Public Service Commussion (Docket No. 6863-U7) on behall of BellSout!. Long
Distance, Inc., direct testimony concermng benefits from BellSouth participation in
long distance service markets. Filed January 3, 1997, Rebuttal testimony filed

February 24, 1997,

Public Service Commussion of Maryland, on behalf of Bell Atlantic-Maryland, (Case
No. §731-11), staternent regarding costing and pricing of interconnection and unbundled
network clements. Filed January 10, 1997, Rebuttal testimony filed Apri! 4, 1997,

Federal-State Jomnt Board on Universal Service, on behalfl of the United 51.tes
Telephone Association, Remarks on Provy Cast Masdels, CC Docket No, ' 645
(videotape filed in docket). Filed January 14, 1997,

Public Scrvice Commuission of the Dhstnict of Columbia (Case No. 9621, on behalf of
Bell Atlantic - Washington, D.C., direct testimony regarding costing and pricing of
inte eonnection and network clements. Filed January 17, 1997, Rebuttal testimony
filed May 2, 1997.

Connecticut Department of Public Unlities (DPUC Docket No, 96.09-22 ), on behalf of
the Southern New England Telephone Company.  Rebunal iestimony regarding
alternative models of cost. Filed January 24, 1997,
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Federal Communications Commussion (CC Docket No. 96-262 ct. al ). statcment on
behalf of United States Telephone Association, “Economiv Aspects of Access Reform ™
Filed on January 29, 1997 (with Richard Schmalensee)  Rebuttal filed on February 14,
1997,

Permsylvania Public Unhity Comnussion, on behalf of Bell Atlantuc-Pennsylvama,
staternent regarding costs and benefits from Bell Atlantic entry into interLATA
telecommunications markets. Filed Pebruary 10, 1997, Rebuttal testimony filed Mach
21, 1997,

Connecticut Department of Public Utlities (DPUC Docket No. 96-11-03), on behalf of
the Woodbury Telephone Company, statement regarding the effects of resale and the
provision of unbundled network elements on a rural telephone company. Filed

February 11, 1997,

Federa] Communications Comemssion, on behalf of Bell Atlantic: “An Analysis of
Conceptual Issues Regarding Proay Cost Models™, a response 1o FOC Suaff Report on
issues regarding Proxy Cost Models. Filed February 13, 1997

Public Service Commission of West Virginia (Case Nos. 96-1516-T-PC, 96-1561.1-
PC, 96-1009-T-PC, and 96-1533-1-T) on behalf of Bell Atlantic - West Virginia. direct
testimony regarding costing and pricing of interconnection and unbundled network
clements. Filed February 13, 1997, Rebuttal testimony filed February 20, 1997

New York Public Service Commission on behalfl of New York Telephone Company,
“Competitive Effects of Allowing NYNEX To Provide InterLATA Services
Origanating In New York State,” public interest analysis of NYNEX's proposed entry
into in-region long distance service, Filed February 18, 1997 (with Hasold Ware and
Richard Schmalensec).

Public Unilities Commussion of Ohio (Case No. 96-899-TP-ALT) on behalf of
Cincinnati Bell Telephone Company: direct tesumony regarding CBT's proposed rate
rebalancing and price regulation plan. Filed February 19, 1997,

Delaware Public Utilities Commussion, on behalf of Bell Atlantic - Delaware; statement
regarding costs and benefits from Bell Atlantic entry into interlL ATA
telecommunicanions markets. Filed February 26, 1997, Rebutial testimony filed Apnl
28, 1997.

The New ! :rsey Board of Public Unlities on hehalf of Bell Atlantic - New Jersey:
econoemic analysis of costs and benefits from Bell Atlantic provision of inter LATA
seraces, statement filed March 3, 1997, reply affidavit filed May 1§, 1997

Federal Communications Commuission (CC Docket 96-262 et al.), on behalf of USTA
a report entitled, “An Analvsis of the Welfare Litects of Long Disiance Market Entry
by an Intcgrated Access and Long Distance Provider™, ex parte filed March 7, 1997
{with Richard Schmalensee, Doug Zona and Paul Hinton).
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Fublic Service Commussion of Maryland, on behalfl of Bell Atlantic - Maryland:
statement regarding consumer benefits from Bell Atlanue’s provision of iter LATA
service, fled March 14, 1997,

Lowsiann Public Service Commussion, on behalf of BellSouth Long Distance, Inc.
{Docket No, U-22252), direct testimony regardimg the probable economuc benefits 1o
consumers in Lousiana from eniry by BellSouth mio the micrLATA long distance
markel. Filed March 14, 1997, Rebuttal testimony filed May 2, 1997, Supplemental
testimony filed May 27, 1997,

Federal Communications Commission (CC Docket 96-262 et al.), on behalf of the
United Stales Telephone Association: a report enlitled, “An Update of the FCC Shont-
Term Productivity Study (1985-1995)", ex parte filed March 1997.

Public Service Commission of West Virginia on behalf of Bell Atlantic - West
Virginia: economic analyzis of issues regardimg Bell Atlantic™s entry into the
interLATA long distance market. Filed March 31, 1997,

South Carolina Public Service Commussion, on behall of BellSouth Long Dhstance,
Inc.. (Docket No. 97-101-C) : direct iestiimony regarding the probable economic
henefits Wo consumers in South Carolina from eniry by BellSouth mio the interLATA
long distance market. Filed Apnl 1, 1997. Rebutal tesumony filed June 30, 1997,

Public Utihities Commission of Ohio (Case No. 97-152-TP-ARB), on behall of
Cincinnati Bell Telephone Company: direct testimony regarding the application of MCl
Telecommunications Corporation Petition for Arbitration Pursuant to Section 252 (b)
of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. Filed Apnl 2. 1997

Kentucky Public Service Commussion (Admunistrative Case No. 96-608) an behalf of
BellSouth Long Distance, Inc., testimony regarding the economic effects of BellSouth
entry into interLATA services. Filed Apnl 14, 1997, Rebuital testimony filed Apnil
28, 1997, supplemental rebuttal testimony filed August 15, 1997,

Federal Communications Commission (CC Dockel No, 96-149), on behall of Bell
Atlantic, BellSouth, NYNEX, Pacific Beil and SRC alfidavit concerning economic
issues raised by the BOC supply ol interLATA services 1o an affiliate. Filed Apeil 17,
1997,

Maine Public Utilities Commussion {Docket No, 97-505) on behalf of NYNEX: direct
iestimony regarding economic principles for setting prices and estimating costs for
interconnect! sn. Filed Apnil 21, 1997. Rebuttal testimony filed Octaber 21, 1997

State of New York Public Service Commission (Case 94-C-00%95 and 28425), on behalf
of NYNEX, [nitie! Panel Testimony, direct testimony regarding Interl. ATA Access
Charpe Reform, Filed May B, 1997, Rebuiiof Panel Testimony Tiled July 8, 1997




Extubin WET-|
William E. Taylor
Page 22 of 29

Federal Commumcations Commussion (©.C Docket Nos. 93-193, Phase |, Pari 2, 94-
65, on behalf of Bell Atlante: affidayvit concerming allocation of eamings shanng and
refunds in the local exchange camier price cap plan. Filed May 19, 1997,

Maine Public Utilities Commission on behalf of NYNFEX: affidavit regarding
competitive effects of NYNEX entry into interLATA markets. Filed May 27,1997
{with Kenneth Gordon, Richard Schmalensee and Harold Ware),

Alabama Public Service Commussion, on behalf of BellSouth Long Distance, Inc,,
{Docket No, 25835): direct testimoay regarding the probable economie benefits o
consumers in Alabama from entry by BellSouth into the interLATA long distance
market. Filed June 18, 1997, Hebuttal testimony fled August 8, 1997

Pennsylvania Public Utility Comumission { Docket No, 1-00960066), on behall of Bell
Atlantic: direct testimuny providing an economic framework for the intrastate carmier
swilched access rates charged by Bell Atlantic. Filed June 30, 1997, Rebuttal
testimony filed July 29, 1997, Surrcbuital testimony filed August 27, 1997,

Vermont Public Service Board (Docket No. §713), on behalf of Bell Atlanue -
Vermont, direct testimony regarding economic principles for setting prices and
estmating costs for interconnection. Filed July 31, 1997, Rebuttal testimony filed
January 9, 1998, Surrcbuttal testimony filed February 26, 1995,

North Carolina Utihines Commussion (Docket No. P-55, Sub1022) on behalf of
BellSouth Long Distance. Inc.: direct testimony regarding the likely economic benelits
to consumers in North Carolina from entry by BellSouth into the inter LATA long
distance market. Filed August 5, 1997. Rebuttal testimony filed September 15, 1997,

State of Connecticut, Department of Public Utility Control {Docket MNos. $5-03-01,95-
06-17 and 96-09-22), on behalf of Southern New England Telephone Company: direct
testimony discussing economic pnnciples the DPUC should use in evaluating SNET's
jomt and common overhead and network support expenses. Filed August 29, 1997,

Alabama Public Service Commussian, on behalfl of BellSouth Telecommunications,
Inc., (Docket No. 26029): rebuttal lestimony of inlervenor testimonies in BellSouth's
cost and unbundled netwaork element pricing docket in Alabama. Filed September 12,
1997,

Mirassippt Public Service Commussion | Docket No. 97-ADD-0321), on behalf of
tiellSouth Long Distance, Inc., direct teatimony regarding the likely econormic benefita
o consumers in Mississippi from entry by BellSouth into the interlATA long distance
market. Filed September 15, 1997, Rebuital iestimony filed September 29, 1997

The New Jersey Board of Public Utilities (Docket No, TX95120631) on behalf of Bell
Auantic - New Jersey: economic analysis of proposed universal service funds. Dhrect
testimony filed Scptember 24, 1997, Rebuital testimony filed October 1K, 1997,
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State of Connecticut, Department of Publie Utility Control {Docket No. 96-04-07) on
behalf of Southern New England Telephonie Company: direct testimony regarding
cconomic principles guiding access charge reform. Filed October 16, 1997,

Tennessee Regulatory Authonty (In re: Petition to Convene a Contested Case
Proceeding to Establish *Permancnt Prices” for Interconnection and Unbundled
Network Elements) on behall of BellSouth Telecommunications, Ine. (Docket No, 97-
01262): reburtal testimony regarding costing principles on which to base prices of
unbundled network elements. Filed October 17, 1997

Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission (Docket No. 1-00940015), on behall of Bell
Atlzntic: direct testimony regarding the relationship between access charge reform and
universal service funding. Filed Oct-ber 22, 1997,

Flonda Public Service Commussion on behalf of BellSouth, *Local
Telecommunications Competition: An Evaluation of a Proposal by the
Communications Stafl of the Florida Public Service Commission,” liled Novemibwer 21,
1997 (with A. Banerjee).

Rhode Island Public Utilities Commission, on behalfl of Bell Atlanuc - Rhode Island:
direct testimony discussing basic economic principles regarding costs and prices of
interconnection and unbundled network clements. Filed November 25, 1997.

Federal Communications Commussion (File No. SCL-97-003), on behalf of AT Long
Distance: affidavit concermng the economic effects of classifyving a proposed undersea
cable between Alaskn und the lower 48 states as a private carrier. Filed December K,
1997,

Federal Communications Commission (CC Docket No. 8§0-286), on behalf of Bell
Atlantic: affidavil concerning proposed reforms of jurisdictional separations. Filed
December 10, 1997

North Carolina Uulities Commussion {(Docket No. <100, SUB 133d), on behalf of
BellSouth Telecommunications: direct testimony on the proper economic basis for
determining costs and prices of interconnection, unbundled netwark elements, and
operaling support systems. Filed Docember 15, 1997, Rebuttal filed March 9, 1998

Massachuserts Department of Public Uulimes (Docket No. DTE 98-15), on behalf off
Bell Atlantic -~ MA: direct testimony regarding the method used to determine wholesale
{avoided cos1) discount that applics to resold retail services. Filed January 16, 1995,

Vermont Public Service Commussion { Docket po, 6000), on behalfl of Bell Atlanne
direct ir sumony examining the hikely benefits from adopting a price regulation plan
Filod January 19, 1995
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Federal Communications Commussion (ex sarre OO Docket No, 96-262 et al), “The
Need for Carmier Access Pricing Flexibility i Light of Recent Marketplace
Developments: A Pnmer,” research paper prepared on behall of Umited States
Telephone Association. Filed on January 21, 1998 (with Richard Schmalensee)

Colorado Public Unlities Commussion (Docket No. 9TA-340T), on behalf of U &
WEST: testimony conceming the economie effects of a proposed price regulation plan
Direct testimony filed January 30, 1998, Rehuttal testimony filed May 14, 1998

California Public Unlities Commission, on behalf of Pacific Bell: Comments on the
economic principles for updatng Pacific Bell's price cap plan, Filed February 2, 19495,

Massachusetts Department of Public Utilities {Docket No. D P.U/D.T.E. 93-185.0) on
behall of Bell Atlantic: economic analysis of the usefulness of o regulatory price Noor
for wholesale services. Affidavat filed February 6, 1998. Reply Affidavit filed

February 19, 1998,

Pennsylvania Public Utility Commussion (Docket No. P-D0971307), on behalf of Hell
Atlantic: direct testimony concerning the clasuficanon of Hell Atlantic’s business

services in Pennsylvania as competitive and the calculation of an imputation price floor
for those services. Filed February 11, 1995, Rebuttal iled February 18, 1998,

Alabara Public Service Commission (Docket No. 25980}, on behall of BellSouth
Telecommumications: rebutial testimony regarding revenue benchmarke 2nd other
matters in universal service funding Filed February 13, 1998

Worth Carolina Utilities Commussion (Docket No. P-100, SUB 133g), on behalf of
BellSouth Telecommunications: direct testimany on appropriate coonamic prnciples
for sizing the state universal service fund. Filed February 16, 1995, Rebuttal filed Apnl
13, 199§,

Mississippi Public Service Commission (Docket No. 98-ADD-015), on behall of
BellSouth Telecommunications: dire.i testimony regarding unmiversal service funding
and pnce benchmark issues. Filed February 23, 1998, rebuttal testimony filed March 6,
1998.

State of Connecticut, Department of Public Unlity Control (Docket No, 98-02-31), on
behll of Southern New England Telephone Company: direct testimony regarding
reclassification of custom calling services as emerging comaetilive. Filed February 27,
1998,

Federal Communications Commussion, i the Matter of Applications of WarldCuom, fnc
and MCI Communications Corporation for Transfer of Control of MCY
Communications Corporation to WorldCom, Inc. (CC Docket No 97-211), affidavit on
beimll of GTE Corporation analyzing the likely economic ¢llects of the proposed
scquisition of MCI by WorldCom, twith B Schmalensee), March 13 1998
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Mississippr Public Service Comnussion (Docket No. 97-AD-544), on behall of
BellSouth Telecommumications; rebuttal testimony regarding economic 1ssues of
costing and pricing unbundled network clements. Filed March 13, 1998,

New Hampshire Public Service Commussion (Docket Ro. 97-171, Phase 1), on behalf
of Bell Atlantic - New Hampshire: direct testimony discussing the basic economic
principles regarding costs and prices of mterconnection and unbundled network
elements, filed March 13, 1998, Rebuttal filed April 17, 1998

State of New York Public Service Commuission (Cases 950657, 94-C-0095, 9]-C-
1174 and 96-C-0036), on behalf of Bell Atlantie, Panel Testimony of Bell Atlantic
New York on Costs and Rates for Museelluncous Phase 3 Services: panel testimony
regarding statistical samplmg issucs in cost studies for non-recurmng charges. Filed
March 18, 1998, Rebuttal filed June 3, 1998

Federal Communications Commission, In the Matter of Customer Impact of New
Access Charges (CC Docket Nos. 96-262 and 96-45), afTidavit on behalf of the United
States Telephone Association analyzing long distance price reductions stemming from
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