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May 30, 2007

Mr. Michael M. Grant

Gallagher & Kennedy Law Offices
2575 East Camelback Road
Phoenix, Arizona 85016-9225

RE: AT&T Communications of the Mountain States, Inc. (“AT&T”), Revised Tariff, Docket
No. T-02428A-07-0067

Dear Mr. Grant:
Please treat this as Staff’s Second Set of Data Requests to AT&T in the above matter.

For purposes of this data request set, the words “AT&T,” “Company,” “you,” and “your”
refer to AT&T Communications of the Mountain States, Inc. and any representative, including
every person and/or entity acting with, under the control of, or on behalf of AT&T. For each

answer, please identify by name, title, and address each person providing information that forms
the basis for the response provided.
These data requests are continuing, and your answers or any documents supplied in

response to these data requests should be supplemented with any additional information or
documents that come to your attention after you have provided your initial responses.

Please provide Docket Control with the information being requested by the attached data
request within 10 days of the date of this letter. Mail an original plus 13 copies to Docket Control,
Arizona Corporation Commission, 1200 W. Washington Street, Phoenix, AZ 85007-2927. Any
information designated as confidential will not be accepted by Docket Control. If AT&T needs to
provide confidential information, please contact me directly at (602) 542-0664. Thank you for your

prompt response to this request.
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STAFF’S SECOND SET OF DATA REQUESTS FOR
AT&T COMMUNICATIONS OF THE MOUNTAIN STATES, INC.
DOCKET NO. T-02428A-07-0067

Please make sure all information you provide in response to item(s) concerning this Application,
including Staff’s data requests, is updated and current. If you need to update your response to any
item(s)/request(s), please reference the item(s)/request(s) and provide your current response(s).
Please make sure each numbered item and each part of the item is answered completely. In order for
Staff to continue with its review of this Application, the following information must be submitted:

PJG2-1

PIG2-2

PIG2-3

PIG2-4

PJG2-5

PIG2-6

PIG2-7

PIG2-8

Please explain and provide calculations how AT&T arrived at the initial proposed rate
for the Arizona In-State Connection Fee of $1.49 per month.

Please explain and provide calculations how AT&T arrived at the proposed
maximum rate for the Arizona In-State Connection Fee of $4.50 per month.

In AT&T’s response to PJG1-12, AT&T indicated that the consumer In-State
Connection Fee has been implemented in 29 states. Please confirm whether this Fee
is on an intrastate basis.

As a supplement to AT&T’s response to PJG1-12, please provide the applicable tanff
pages and copies of Orders approving the In-State Connection Fee in the following
States:

a. Colorado

b. New Mexico
c. Oklahoma
d. Texas

e. Utah

Has AT&T’s In-State Connection Fee been denied approval in any States? If so,
please identify those States and provide documentation indicating the reason(s) why
the In-State Connection Fee was denied in each of those States.

Please identify and provide detailed information of any customer complaints or
Orders to Show Cause that AT&T has received in other States regarding the In-State
Connection Fee.

As a result of the In-State Connection Fee, what other Proceedings have been held in
other States? Please provide specifics and detailed information for each State.

Please identify and provide supporting documentation of all nationwide competitors
of AT&T that have a similar In-State or Intrastate Connection Fee implemented




STAFF’S SECOND SET OF DATA REQUESTS FOR
AT&T COMMUNICATIONS OF THE MOUNTAIN STATES, INC.
DOCKET NO. T-02428A-07-0067

PJG2-9  Other than MCI as specified in AT&T’s response to PJG1-6, please identify and
provide supporting documentation of all competitors of AT&T within Arizona that
have a similar In-State or Intrastate Connection Fee implemented.




