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NOTICE OF FILING

Comes the Consumer Advocate Division and serves notice of the filing of the attached
redacted version of the Rebuttal Testimony of Archie R. Hickerson, originally filed on February
21, 1997, pursuant to the ruling of the Tennessee Regulatory Authority in the hearing to strike
any references to the testimony of Michael Harper in the above captioned proceeding on March

11, 1997. A copy of said testimony has been provided to the court reporter.

Respectfully submitted,




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing Notice has been mailed
postage prepaid to the parties listed below this /3 ™day of March, 1997.

Richard Tettlebaum, Esq. Val Sanford, Esq.

P.O. Box 770 Gullett, Sanford, Robinson & Martin
300 Bland Street P.O. Box 198888

Bluefield, WV 24701 Nashville, TN 37219-8888

Jim erght, Esq Guy M. HleS, Esq

United Telephone-Southeast, Inc. BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.
14111 Capital Blvd. ’ 333 Commerce St., Suite 2101

Wake Forest, NC 27587 NaSthHe, TN 37201-3300

Aud

Y. Vincent Williams
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What is your name, by whom are you employed. and what is your address?

My name is Archie Hickerson and I am the Director of the Consumer Advocate

Division Staff in the Office of the Attorney General for the State of Tennessee. My

business address is, 2nd Floor, Cordell Hull Building, 425 5th Ave. No., Nashville

Tennessee, 37243-0500.

Have you previously filed testimony in this docket?

Yes. I filed direct testimony in this docket on February 14, 1997.

What is the purpose of this testimony?

I will rebut the prefiled testimony of Mr. Steve Parrott filed on behalf of United

Telephone-Southeast, Inc.;-and

Have you reviewed the testimony of Mr. Parrott?

Yes.

1 Docket 96-01423 Hickerson, Rebuttal
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On page 3 of his prefiled testimony, Mr. Parrott is asked:

Q. “What is the TRA’s authority regarding amendments of terms and
conditions of basic local service?”

He quotes Tenn. Code Ann. Section 65-5-209(f) and (e) and then responds:
“The TRA’s authority is to insure that a price regulated company’s
tariff revisions to rates for basic local exchange telephone service comply

with these statutory parameters.”

Do you agree with Mr. Parrott’s statement?

Yes, but there is more. [ would add that not only does the TRA have the
authority to insure that price regulated company’s tariff revisions to rates for basic local
exchange service comply with the statutory parameters, it also has the responsibility to
insure that such revisions conform to the statutory provisions. In addition, the TRA has
authority and responsibility to insure that revisions to the rates conform to the statute
applies to such a company’s non-basic services rates as well.'

(13

On page 5, Mr. Parrott states: . ... referring to the Tennessee Code, it is clear
that Directory Assistance is not a basic local exchange telephone service.” Do you agree

with Mr. Parrott?

No. In my opinion, Mr. Parrott is incorrect. On June 6, 1995, the service

! Tenn. Code Ann. §§65-1-213, 65-4-122, 65-5-208, 65-5-202.

2 Docket 96-01423 Hickerson, Rebuttal
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purchased when a customer subscribed to either basic residential or business service
included directory assistance usage. The customer paid the tariffed price for basic service
and was provided directory assistance usage at no additional charge.

The Company proposes at this time to exclude directory assistance usage from
basic service and impose a separate directory assistance charge. If this usage is not
included in the service provided when a customer subscribes to either basic residential or
business local service, the quality of the basic local exchange service is reduced from the
level that was provided on June 6, 1995. Such a reduction violates the statute quoted by
Mr. Parrott. Tenn. Code Ann. § 65-5-208(a)(1) requires that basic local service quality

does not diminish.

These services shall, at a minimum, be provided at the
same level of quality as is being provided on June 6, 1995.2

The imposition of a separate directory assistance usage charge is a rate increase in
the price for local basic service that is prohibited by Tenn. Code Ann. § 65-5-209(f).

Nothwithstanding the annual adjustments permitted in
subsection (e), the initial basic local exchange telephone
service rates of an incumbent local exchange telephone
company subject to price regulation shall not increase for
a period of four (4) years from the date the incumbent
local exchange telephone company becomes subject to such
regulation. (Emphasis added.)

2 Tenn. Code Ann. § 65-5-208(a)(1) as quoted by Mr. Parrott on page 5 of his prefiled testiomy in docket
96-01423.
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3 See page 4 of the testimony of Ms. Darlene Standley filed August 3, 1994 in dockets 94-00389 and 93-
04818. Petition of United Telephone-Southeast, Inc. for Conditional Election for Alternative Regulation and

Earnings Investigation.
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* See AT&T’s January 14, 1997 response to item 16, of the Consumer Advocates First Discovery Request

in Tennessee Regulatory Authority docket 96-00918.
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5 While United Telephone-Southeast, Inc. is price regulated in accordance with Tennessee Statute, AT&T
price regulation is under Administrative Rule 1220-4-2-.55 adopted by the Tennessee Public Service Commission.
Rule 1220-4-2-.55 (2)(h) 8. provides: “ If the public interest so warrants, the Commission (now TRA), the [XCs, or
any aggrieved party may recommend or petition for the termination of price cap regulation.
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