June 12, 2001

V1A E-MAIL and U.S. MAIL

AT&T Law Department

AT&T Communications of [llinois
222 W. Adams Street, Suite 1500
Chicago, IL 60606

Ms. Cheryl Hamill e f-)ﬁ;\
. L5 - sit ‘_': \_;,_: l B - - B

Re: Docket Nos. 00-0233 and 00-0335 Cons.

Dear Cheryl:

Enclosed are the IITA's Responses to AT&T's Third Set of Data Requests, which includes Responses to
ATT-1.6, ATT-1.7 and ATT-1.8.

The Response to ATT-1.8 is a preliminary Response that we intend to update,

Very truly yours,

Dennis K. Muncy

DKM:pam

Encs.

ce: Matthew Harvey (all cc's via E-Mail and U.S. Mail)
Jeff Hoagg

John Rooney




ATT-1.6
a.
b.
C.
RESPONSE:

Hlinois Independent Telephone Association

Partial Response to AT&T’s Third Set of Data Requests to IITA

ICC Docket Nos 00-0233/0335

In responses to data requests by Staff (RFK-1) and by
Commissioner Kretschmer (DR-1.04), lITA submitted spreadsheet
responses “ActualPlantType.xls” and "KRDR1.04-Analysis of Cable
Plant.xis,” respectively.

The cable plant investment figures in these two
spreadsheets appear fo differ slightly. Are these differences
due completely to the differences in data vintage (2000 vs.
1998), or are these differences the result of coverage or
methodological differences? Please explain these
differences in detail

For each of the illinois Small Telephone Companies, and for
each of the two years (1998 and 2000), please provide the
investment data from: Account 2411 (poles); and Account
2441 (conduit systems).

For each of the lllinois Small Telephone Companies, and for
each of the two years (1998 and 2000), please provide the
companion expense data from: Account 6411 (poles
expense), Account 6421 (aerial cable expense); Account
6422 (underground cable expense); Account 6423 {(buried
cable expense); and Account 6441 (conduit systems
expense).

(a) The differences between the two spreadsheets are primarily due to the differences in
the vintage of the data (2000 vs. 1998). However, you will note that there are two
companies (Glasford and Leonore) for which 1998 is shown that do not have data for
2000. These companies are mutual companies which are not required to file an annual
report with the ICC. The companies were requested to provide data comparable to the
annual report data for both years. Because of the time constraints in gathering the year
2000 data, data for these two companies was not received for the year 2000.

(b) and (c¢) The requested data is contained in the attached spreadsheet AT&T 1.6 C& WF
Data.




lilinois Small Telephone Companies
Response to ATAT DR #1.6 (b} and (¢)

1998 Data

2411.000 Poles

2441.000 Conduit Systems

6411.000 Poles Expense

6421.000 Aerial Cable Expense

6422.000 Underground Cable Expense

6423.000 Buried Cable Expense

6441.000 Conduit Systems Expense

2000 Data

2411.000 Poles

2441.000 Conduit Systems

6411.000 Poles Expense

6421.000 Aerial Cable Expense

6422.000 Underground Cable Expense

6423.000 Buried Cable Expense

6441.000 Conduit Systems Expense

Adams

16,837

278,781

Adams

16,524

309,081

Alhambra

103,380

Athambra

100,128

Cambridge

17,209
27,975

967
15,394
1,242
56,717
1,844

Cambridge

17,199
35,017

370
14,818
444
60,104
1,006

Cass

21,923

5935

125,941

" Cass

21,923

243,252

C-R Clarksville
0
211,772 0
0
1,402 0
0
241,484 21,640
0
C-R Clarksville
212,797
272170




Hlinois Small Telephone Companies
Response to AT&T DR #1.6 (b} and (c)

1998 Data

2411.000 Poles

2441.000 Conduit Systems

6411.000 Poles Expense

6421.000 Aerial Cable Expense

6422.000 Underground Cable Expense

6423.000 Buried Cable Expense

6441.000 Conduit Systems Expense

2000 Data

2411.000 Poles

2441.000 Conduit Systems

6411.000 Poles Expense

6421.000 Aerial Cable Expense

6422.000 Underground Cable Expense

6423.000 Buried Cable Expense

6441.000 Conduit Systems Expense

Crossville

o

Crossville

<

Egyptian

203,083

Egyptian

389,657

El Paso

102,095

37
100,951
1,480

El Paso

147,727

241,251

Frontier -

Flat Rock Depue
29,572
12,568

7,097
19,279
10,038

Frontier -

Flat Rock Depue

- 29,571
- 12,568

- 9,057

41,628

Frontier -
Inland

20,845
34,902

141
630

210,653

Frontier -
Inland

20,845
34,902

141
114

209,793




lllincis Small Telephone Companies
Response to AT&T DR #1.6 (b) and (c)

1998 Data

2411.000 Poles

2441000 Conduit Systems

6411.000 Poles Expense

6421.000 Aerial Cable Expense

6422.000 Underground Cable Expense

6423.000 Buried Cable Expense

6441.000 Conduit Systems Expense

2000 Data

2411.000 Poles

2441.000 Conduit Systems

6411.000 Poles Expense

6421.000 Aerial Cable Expense

6422.000 Underground Cable Expense

6423.000 Buried Cable Expense

6441.000 Conduit Systems Expense

Frontier -
Lakeside

43,047

Frontier -
Lakeside

Frontier -
Qrion

1,804
21,340

58,835

Frontier -
Orion

1,803
21,340

55

82,908

Frontier - Frontier - Mt.
Prairie Pulaski

4,474

39,364 129,719

Frontier - Frontier - Mt.
Prairie Pulaski

- 4,474

- 181

34,640 143,636

Frontier -
Midiand

11,670

741

251,528

Frontier -
Midland

11,670

9
607

365,000

Frontier -
Schyler

983

118,553

Frontier -
Schyler

983

-

162,802




llinois Small Telephone Companies
Response to AT&T DR #1.6 (b) and (c)

1998 Data

2411.000 Poles

2441.000 Conduit Systems

6411.000 Poles Expense

6421.000 Aerial Cable Expense

6422.000 Underground Cable Expense

6423.000 Buried Cable Expense

6441.000 Conduit Systems Expense

2000 Data

2411.000 Poles

2441.000 Conduit Systems

6411.000 Poles Expense

6421.000 Aerial Cable Expense

6422.000 Underground Cable Expense

6423.000 Buried Cable Expense

6441.000 Conduit Systems Expense

Geneseo

46,918
336,712

4,801
74,502
2,339
203,809
9,850

Geneseo

50,040
386,590

9,756
66,232
25
338,186

Glasford

Glasford

Grandview Grafton

51,214
110,345

1,097
11,353

51,722

Grandview Grafton

51,670
123,632

5,164
16,485

70,069

Gridley

105,783

Gridley

131,088

102,824

ey |

Hamilton

1,945

2,200
218,880

Hamilton

1,945

2,205
293,998




IHincis Small Telephone Companies
Response to AT&T DR #1.6 (b) and (c})

1998 Data

2411.000 Poles

2441.000 Conduit Systems

6411.000 Poles Expense

6421.000 Aerial Cable Expense

6422.000 Underground Cable Expense

6423.000 Buried Cable Expense

6441.000 Conduit Systems Expense

2000 Data

2411.000 Poles

2441.000 Conduit Systems

6411.000 Poles Expense

6421.000 Aerial Cable Expense

6422.000 Underground Cable Expense

6423.000 Buried Cable Expense

6441.000 Conduit Systems Expense

Harrisonville

611,811
3,278,642

30,840
214,385
11,974
577,608
4,265

Harrisonville

669,372
3,923,875

39,708
300,583
25,458
621,182
4,561

Home
1,871,546

148
1,435
183,516

Home

2,666,513

2758697

Kinsman

Kinsman

Henry County

19,507
20,242

2,371
12,256
8
53,072
3,732

Henry County

59,261

2,285
12,931
5
79,305
140

LaHarpe

13,185

128,767

LaHarpe

13,185
17,078

161,358

Leaf River

126,322

29,483

L eaf River

174,216

75,566




llinois Small Telephone Companies
Response to AT&T DR #1.6 (b) and (c)

1998 Data

2411.000 Poles

2441.000 Conduit Systems

6411.000 Poles Expense

6421.000 Aerial Cable Expense

6422.000 Underground Cable Expense

6423.000 Buried Cable Expense

6441.000 Conduit Systems Expense

2000 Data

2411.000 Poles

2441.000 Conduit Systems

6411.000 Poles Expense

6421.000 Aerial Cable Expense

6§422.000 Underground Cable Expense

6423.000 Buried Cable Expense

6441.000 Conduit Systems Expense

Leonore

6,870

11,429

Leonore

Madison

572,740

473,773

Madison

963,967

Metamora

1,646
1,007,989

404
39,241
169,109
3,538

Metamora

1,646
1,043,860

8,958
179,350
32,807

McDonough

25227
299,395

117
9,034

303,518

McDonough

25,227
307,724

132
11,159

358,380

McNabb

1,009

1,553

12,274

McNabb

1,009

Marseilles

33,087
870,339

713
10,754
18,221
68,209

1,804

Marseilles

33,087
1,035,939

1,308
1,438
101,090
14,225




lilincis Small Telephone Companies
Response to AT&T DR #1.6 (b) and (c¢)

1998 Data

2411.000 Poles

2441.000 Conduit Systems

6411.000 Poles Expense

6421.000 Aerial Cable Expense

6422.000 Underground Cable Expense

6423.000 Buried Cable Expense

6441.000 Conduit Systems Expense

2000 Data

2411.000 Poles

2441.000 Conduit Systems

6411.000 Poles Expense

6421.000 Aerial Cable Expense

6422.000 Underground Cable Expense

6423.000 Buried Cable Expense

6441.000 Conduit Systems Expense

Mid-Century

23,566
40,929

240,127

Mid-Century

8,402
1,258

60

328,936

Maontrose Moultrie
33,109
104,633 156,973
Montrose Mouitrie
- 35,589
- 130,564
135,816 -

New Windsor

4,451

8,914

New Windsor

Odin
16,937
39,522

279,734

Odin

16,837
6,583

452
44,647

223,693

Oneida

3,057

12,890

Oneida

3,057




lllinois Small Telephone Companies
Response to AT&T DR #1.6 (b) and (c)

1998 Data

2411.000 Poles

2441.000 Conduit Systems

6411.000 Poles Expense

6421.000 Aerial Cable Expense

6422.000 Underground Cable Expense

6423.000 Buried Cable Expense

6441.000 Conduit Systems Expense

2000 Data

2411.000 Poles

2441.000 Conduit Systems

6411.000 Poles Expense

6421.000 Aerial Cable Expense

6422.000 Underground Cable Expense

6423.000 Buried Cable Expense

6441.000 Conduit Systems Expense

Reynolds
2,441
1,661

21,134

Reynolds

2,441

Shawnee

2,251

537,561

Shawnee

2,251

529,198

Stelle

Stelle

Tonica
9,297

1,384

25,765

Tonica

9,297

1,871

24,367

Viola-Home

10,384
1,276

24,452

Viola-Home

10,384

536

35,306

Wabash
51,706
2672
571

277,328

Wabash

49,788

3,105
7,546

326,166




lllinois Small Telephone Companies
Response to AT&T DR #1.6 (b) and (c)

1998 Data

2411.000 Poles

2441.000 Conduit Systems

6411.000 Poles Expense

6421.000 Aerial Cable Expense

6422.000 Underground Cable Expense

6423.000 Buried Cable Expense

6441.000 Conduit Systems Expense

2000 Data

2411.000 Poles

2441.000 Conduit Systems

6411.000 Poles Expense

6421.000 Aerial Cable Expense

6422.000 Underground Cable Expense

6423.000 Buried Cable Expense

6441.000 Conduit Systems Expense

Woodhui

20,542

Woodhull

Yates

2,171
48,873

856
8,584
83
45,761
14

Yates

2,171
48,873

128,596




