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December 22, 2009

Debra Howland
Executive Director & Secretary
New Hampshire Public Utilities Commission
21 South Fruit Street, Suite 10
Concord, NH MD 0330 1-2429

Re: Docket No. DT 08-028 (Joint Petition of Hollis Telephone Company, Inc.

Dear Ms. Howland,

This responds to the motion of the RLEC intervenors to strike Global’s letter offering a
$6,000 bond and the accompanying affidavit of David Shaw attesting that the application of an
industry rate of $0.00045 to Global’s average mInutes sent to the affected group would amount
to $6,000 over a six month period.

The asserted grounds for the motion are first, that any bond should be in the full amount
of “the judgment”; and second, that the Shaw affidavit does not prove that $0.00045 is a standard
industry rate.

The first point is not correct because the “judgment,” being under reconsideration and not
yet having been confirmed in federal court under 47 U.S.C.~ 252(e)(6) review is really not a
“final judgment.” Even the order setting the $600,000 figure acknowledged uncertainty about
how much of the tariffed traffic was federal and how much was state, a point of considerable
relevance since the state agencies have no jurisdiction to assess carriers for non-payment of
federal tariff charges.

The second point is also not correct, because the bond amount Global offered is
appropriate under the “hold harmless” standard, where the idea is to ensure that the party who is
being forced to continue to terminate traffic during further litigation or negotiation is having its
out-of-pocket costs covered.

As to the RLECs’ contention that Global failed to prove that $0.00045 is the industry
rate, Mr. Shaw never contends in his affidavit that he is the source for the $0.00045 figure, but
only that he applied that figure to Global’s average monthly traffic to the group, a fact which he
does know and which is not challenged in the RLECs’ motion. Global had already submitted to
this Commission as Exhibit F to its Motion to Reconsider the sworn testimony of Mr. Munsell of
Verizon, in the recent MetTel trial, in which he attests that $0.00045 is the unitary rate used by
Verizon in contracts with VoIP carriers.
















