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• TABLE 2 - SUMMARY OF TWO-PIC SOFTWARE AVAILABILITY/COST BY 
SWITCH TYPE 

a 
Switch Veador 

AOCS 

AlCKTEl , 

AOS 

•AT4T 

KEC 

rni 

SIEMENS 

Switch Type 

OTD-SEAX 

N0.2-EAX-2A 

N0.2-EAX-2B 

1210 

ITS 4/3 

lABSS 

2BESS 

5ESS 

NEAX61E 

DMS-100 

DMS-10 

DCO/RNS 

EWSD 

2-PtC Ococn: 

SVR 1.6.4.1 

SVR 1.4.1.1 

SVR 1.3.3.1 

OSM 303 

U k M C t 

lAEl l 

2BE5 

SE9 

0 2 

BCS35 

405.10 

IS.O 

11.0 

Av«it. I>«l£ 

S a ( l ) 

S « ( l ) 

Seed) 

N O W 0 ) 

N O W p ) 

See (4) 

See (4) 

See (4) 

N&W (3) 

4 thQtr '92 

NOW (3) 

l * Q t t * M 

1995 

Pbnaiof Price 

J6.8M Dcv. •*-
SlOKyute 

J2.»M Dev.(2) 

S^£}50K 

S15QK/uie 

S6.9 - S7.3M 

Dev. Co«t(2) 

SO 

(4Ck/iiie 

S5/wiitd line 
mix of 
J12.5K/»ite 

S16K/uie 

S7.4KiJie 

NoM. CM Tibb 3 

• A T A T k M K t r t w t M <- " -^ • p - • --̂  |- --.-^ J-.— . - . . - . ^ . ^ ^ TW H P H M f i k . fa( *• (»«-riC iMtM far ATATMWAM h K M U C ^ bpnyriMur « 4 i i M 
P R M M b ttii Mpon. W M t e l kml v jhmt^ vM^rm M f M tkaiU i . a M AT*T r t - M * ? » « • . 

<1) A O C S h u JBi i ruM Itut it wiO fatke 15 to 18 Doa th i lo develop Ae two-PIC fectun lAer ibqr have recetved a requeat for developeaait. 

(2) Tbeae developncat cosu t r e aae-4iDe eoeu for all fwiiehea ideottficid by ftit fwiieh veodor. 

(3) M Ibould be Mted that it wiQ take • cenaio aaMuai of time whV-h a u y - tvy by local excbaofe c t a n p n y aod twitch v o k l o r - t o requeat, encioeer 
aod i u t a l l fte a u r a l A T A «qual acceaa feature. 

(4) ATf tT h u iodicated Ihat it will take approximately 18 lo 24 moothi U develop Ote two-FTC feature aae« a loe«I c x d u o f e conpaoy h u coramicnd 
to pufchaae tbe featuiv, 

•ke • I a t n d «taae swiKh or i boat / i tnwie eaopfez 

As re f l ec ted in Table 2, two vendors provided a "development" 

cos t for the intraLATA software fea ture package. Whether any or 

a l l of t h i s development cost appl ies t o Kentucky i s a function of 

when the fea ture i s required in Kentucky and the extent to which 

the fea ture i s used in other s t a t e s or reg ions . With the exception 

of GTE, the loca l exchange companies did not include these 

development costs in their individual cost analyses since there is 

some question as to their applicability. GTE, however, included 

the $6,800,000 development costs from AGCS as they felt this cost 
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TABLE 2 - SUMKAĴ Y OF TWO-PIC SOFTWARE AVAILABILITY/COST BY 
SWITCH TYPE 

Switch Vendor 

AOCS 

ALCATEL 

ADS 

•ATAT 

NEC 

NTI 

SIEMENS 

Horn ^ ftUi J 

SwithType 

OTD-JEAX 

N0.2-EAX-2A 

N0.2-EAX-2B 

1210 

ITS 4/3 

lAESS 

2BESS 

5ES5 

NEAX61E 

DMS-100 

DMS-lO 

DCO/RNS 

EWSD 

2-PIC OmoK 

SVR 1.6.4.1 

SVR 1.4.1.1 

SVR 1.3.3.1 

aSM303 

KeleaaeS 

lAEl l 

2se5 

3E9 

02 

BCS35 

405.10 

18.0 

11.0 

Avail. Date 

Seed) 

Seed) 

SoeCl) 

NOW (3) 

NOW (3) 

See (4) 

See (4) 

See (4) 

NOW (3) 

4lhQtr-92 

NOW {3) 

litQtr*94 

1995 

S6.8MDev. + 
JlOK/ute 

S2.8MOev.<2) 

&5O-S3S0K 

S150K/aiie 

W.9 - $7.3M 

Dev. C o * (2) 

io 

UOk/iite 

tS/witedUne 
max of 
$12.3K/*ite 

il6KJuie 

S7.4KiiK 

' A T A T t M n p w i U W M t e l ^ nriuk p ^ M ^ F ^ M fcr « i (wo-HC kMM. Tk* •a»P*> f ^ br *> tM-PlC kMM fat ATAT VWIMM ia KMudqr )• tRTriKur «ri )• m 
prawUid ki Ata apM. UrrUvd ton! IIIIMHI « W V ^ ' m ^ ^ *•*>" ••'^o ATJtT | 

(1) AOCS haa nA'trme^l that it win take 15 to 18 aoBtba to develop Ac two-PIC fealun after they have received a requeat for dcveiopmeot. 

(2) Tbeae developaeat c o m art ooe-tiHie eoaU for aU fwilchea ideidified by Ihta iwilch veodor. 

(3) It ibouU be Mled that It wiD take a eertain aoowt of tkne-which may vary by hxal excbaote eompasy aod fwilcfa veodor-«o requeat, cuf ioecr 
aod ioatall tbe iotraLATA equal aeeeaa feaoire. 

(4) ATAT hai in-f^atrf Iftat il wtH take apprtniiDalely 18 U 24 moothf io develop the two-PfC featuv n e e a local a e t t t i t c eomptoy haa (•ommittfirf 
to purchaae the feature. 

ajie > a ataad alooe iwjich or a boat/iaaaie cosptex 

As re f l ec t ed in Table 2, two vendors provided a "development" 

cos t for the intraLATA software feature package. Whether any or 

a l l of t h i s development cost appl ies to Kentucky i s a function of 

when the fea ture i s reguired in Kentucky and the extent to which 

the feature i s used in other s t a t e s or regions. With the exception 

of GTE, the loca l exchange companies did not include these 

development cos t s in t h e i r individual cost analyses s ince there i s 

some guestion as to their applicability. GTE, however, included 

the $6,800,000 development costs from AGCS as they felt this cost 
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