STATE OF MICHIGAN
BEFORE THE MICHIGAN PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

* Kk kK k

In the matter, on the Commission’s own motion, to )
commence a collaborative proceeding to monitor and )

facilitate implementation of Accessible Letters issued ) Case No. U-14447
by SBC MICHIGAN and VERIZON. )
)

At the December 20, 2005 meeting of the Michigan Public Service Commission in Lansing,

Michigan.

PRESENT: Hon. J. Peter Lark, Chairman
Hon. Laura Chappelle, Commissioner
Hon. Monica Martinez, Commissioner

ORDER DENYING MOTION

On September 20, 2005, the Commission issued an order (the Covad Order) resolving a
dispute between AT&T Michigan, f/k/a SBC Michigan, (AT&T Michigan) and Covad
Communications Company (Covad), regarding whether Covad was entitled to unbundled DS1*
loops pursuant to 47 USC 251(c)(3) at the Dearborn Fairborn wire center, a wire center that AT&T
Michigan had declared unimpaired under the provisions adopted by the Federal Communications
Commission (FCC) in the Triennial Review Remand Order (TRRO)? and implementing rules. In
that order, the Commission determined that AT&T Michigan had improperly declared the wire

center to be unimpaired. Among other things, the Commission found that AT&T Michigan had

!Digital Signal Level 1.

’In the Matter of Unbundled Access to Network Elements, WC Docket No. 04-313 and Review
of the Section 251 Unbundling Obligations of Incumbent Local Exchange Carriers, CC Docket
No. 01-338, rel’d February 4, 2005.



not correctly counted the number of fiber-based collocators and the number of business lines in the
wire center.

On October 20, 2005, Talk America Inc., XO Communications Services, Inc., and TDS
Metrocom, LLC (collectively, the CLECs®) filed a motion “to fully implement the Commission’s
findings in its September 20, 2005 order, or in the alternative motion to reopen or petition for
rehearing.” In its motion, the CLECs assert that the Commission should require that AT&T
Michigan file supporting data for each wire center that it alleges is unimpaired. In the CLECs’
view, only requiring AT&T Michigan to file its list and supporting data will permit ensuring
proper implementation of the TRRO. The CLECs acknowledge that, in the March 29, 2005 order
in Case No. U-14447, the Commission adopted an approach to resolving disputes between AT&T
Michigan and the CLECs concerning whether a particular wire center is impaired. They assert that
they do not want to dispose of that dispute resolution process, but rather, request an additional
mechanism to review AT&T Michigan’s claims that particular wire centers are not impaired.

The CLECs further state that the Commission should make the underlying data for all wire
centers available for inspection in this proceeding. They complain that AT&T Michigan has
placed significant limitations on the access to data that the incumbent relies upon in determining
that a wire center is not impaired. Without access to the underlying data, the CLECs complain,
they cannot make the reasonably diligent inquiry required by the TRRO, 1240, before ordering
unbundled network elements (UNEs). The lack of access to data, they argue, increases litigation
necessary to test AT&T Michigan’s determinations.

The CLECs further argue that AT&T Michigan’s listing a wire center as not being impaired

for high-capacity loops or transport has a chilling effect on competition. They state that on

*Competitive local exchange carriers.
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September 9, 2005, the incumbent submitted a letter to the FCC announcing that AT&T Michigan
had “re-surveyed” a number of wire centers and conducted a “more recent review” as to which
wire centers meet the TRRO’s impairment tests as of February 2005. The CLECs assert that
AT&T Michigan added to the list of wire centers it claims are not impaired. They allege that in
doing so, AT&T Michigan relied upon its own interpretation of the TRRO and ignored the
Commission’s previous determinations with regard to counting fiber-based collocators and
business lines.

On October 31, 2005, AT&T Michigan filed a response to the CLECs’ motion, arguing that it
should be treated as a petition for rehearing or reopening, and found to be untimely. AT&T
Michigan argues that the CLECs actually seek to substantially revise the procedures the Commis-
sion established for self-certification challenges in the March 29, 2005 order. AT&T Michigan
states that the September 20 order did not alter the dispute resolution process previously estab-
lished, although it did reject certain data AT&T Michigan used in determining whether one wire
center was impaired. Because the October 20 motion was filed more than 30 days after the
March 29, 2005 order, it should be denied as untimely under R 460.17401 and R 460.17403.

AT&T Michigan states that the data supporting its list of wire centers that are not impaired is
on file with the FCC, and is available pursuant to a federal protective order for review either in
Washington D.C. or in Michigan. It argues that the CLECs’ complaints about the restrictions on
the federal protective order are rehashed arguments rejected by the Commission in the March 29,
2005 order. In any event, AT&T Michigan states, once a CLEC self-certifies and AT&T
Michigan challenges that self-certification, the data that AT&T Michigan relies upon is available

for review pursuant to the terms of the protective order in this docket.
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AT&T Michigan acknowledges that “Absent vacatur of the Covad Order, it would likely be

required to submit data consistent with the Commission’s determinations in the Covad Order in

order to prevail when or if it challenges any CLEC self-certifications in the future.” AT&T

Michigan’s response, p. 5. However, AT&T Michigan argues, there is no basis to require the

incumbent to gather the revised data in the absence of any indication that a CLEC intends to self-

certify for a particular wire center. It argues that this is the sort of pre-dispute inquiry rejected by

the Commission in the March 29, 2005 order.

However, AT&T Michigan states, if the Commission is inclined to modify its self-certification

challenge procedures, it should do so in a manner that would benefit all parties. AT&T Michigan

suggests that the Commission might replace the current process with the following:

1.

Page 4
U-14447

At the time AT&T Michigan notifies CLECs through an Accessible Letter that a wire
center meets relevant non-impairment criteria, AT&T Michigan would agree to file
with the Commission, under seal, the information upon which it relied in making this
determination. . . . AT&T Michigan would file information consistent with that filed
with the FCC, as well as data consistent with the requirements of the Covad Order, to
the extent the different requirements imposed under that order remain in effect.

The data filed by AT&T Michigan would be made available to CLECs under the terms
of the protective order in this proceeding.

Consistent with the current process, CLECs would have sixty days to review the data
and determine whether or not they believe it would be appropriate to dispute the listing
of any wire center by self-certifying. As with the current process, AT&T Michigan
would honor CLEC orders for affected network elements following self-certification.

During the sixty-day period, [the Commission] Staff would also have the ability to
review the relevant data and, if deemed appropriate, to physically inspect the central
office of any listed wire center where fiber-based collocation arrangements were relied
upon in meeting the impairment criteria. To the extent that the Staff disagrees with an
AT&T Michigan non-impairment determination, the Staff could object to the listing of
that wire center as well.

In the absence of any CLEC self-certification, or Staff objection within sixty (60) days,
the listed wire centers would be deemed non-impaired by Commission determination.



6. Inthe event of a Staff objection or a CLEC self-certification within sixty days, the
procedure set forth in the March 29, 2005 order would govern the resolution of the
dispute.

See, AT&T Michigan response, pp. 6-7. (emphasis in original)

On November 8, 2005, the CLECs filed a reply opposing AT&T Michigan’s proposal to
modify the challenge procedures adopted in the March 29, 2005 order.* In essence, the CLECs
argue that AT&T Michigan’s proposal takes away important gains the CLECs made in the
March 29, 2005 order, the most important perhaps being the Commission’s refusal to limit the
time period in which a CLEC may challenge the incumbent’s designation of a wire center as
unimpaired.

The Commission finds that it should use a one-time modified process, described below, to
clearly identify those wire centers that are currently not impaired pursuant to 47 CFR 53.319. The
CLECs raise reasonable objections to the lack of information from which they can reasonably
determine whether they should be permitted to obtain certain UNEs from AT&T Michigan. As
demonstrated by the challenge involving Covad and reasonable inferences made from AT&T
Michigan’s response, it appears that AT&T Michigan may not be analyzing wire center
impairment consistent with the findings the Commission made in resolving the Covad dispute.’

AT&T Michigan’s proposal provides a reasonable basis upon which to fashion a remedy for

the deficiencies complained about by the CLECS, but needs certain modifications. Therefore, the

Commission finds that the one-time process should include the following: First, AT&T Michigan

“The Commission notes that its rules do not contemplate replies to responses to a motion.
However, in this instance, AT&T Michigan included a new proposal in its response. Therefore,
the Commission will consider the reply to AT&T’s response.

>The Commission affirmatively states that AT&T Michigan is to abide by the Commission’s
determinations unless and until there is a contrary finding by an appropriate court. The incumbent
is not free to act as if the Commission’s orders are not valid until after the company appeal is
completed. Violation of Commission orders may subject a party to sanctions provided by law.
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shall file no later than January 5, 2006, a list of Michigan wire centers that it contends are not
impaired pursuant to 47 CFR 52.319. That list must be made consistent with the requirements in
the Commission’s September 20, 2005 order resolving the Covad dispute and any FCC orders.
For example, as a condition of approving a merger between AT&T Michigan and AT&T
Communications, Inc., (AT&T), the FCC required that SBC/AT&T exclude AT&T as a fiber-
based collocator when AT&T Michigan identifies wire centers in which it believes there is no
impairment pursuant to 47 CFR 53.319(a) and (e). See, FCC 05-183, In the matter of SBC
Communications Inc. and AT&T Corp. applications for approval of transfer of control, WC
Docket No. 05-65, issued October 31, 2005. Therefore, the Commission concludes that AT&T
must no longer be considered a fiber-based collocator for determining impaired wire centers
placed on the filed list. Along with the list, AT&T Michigan is to file, under seal, the underlying
data upon which it made its determinations that those wire centers are not impaired, including the
identification of all claimed fiber-based collocators in the wire centers. This information will be
made available to the Commission Staff (Staff) and to the CLECs that are subject to the protective
order already established in this proceeding.

Second, within 60 days of AT&T Michigan’s complete filing, the Staff and interested CLECs
may physically inspect the listed wire centers for accuracy of the claimed data, and compliance
with the TRRO and the Commission’s previous determinations. Third, within 30 days following
the 60-day period, the Staff or any CLEC may file an objection to AT&T Michigan’s designation
of a wire center or centers as not impaired. Fourth, AT&T Michigan will have 15 days to file its
response to any objections. Fifth, the Commission will issue an order determining the status of the

challenged wire centers.
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After this process has been followed, wire centers listed as unimpaired, but for which no
objection has been filed, will be considered as determined by the Commission to be unimpaired,
and will not be subject to further or future challenge. For wire centers not determined to be
unimpaired, the process outlined in the March 29, 2005 order for challenging those determinations

will apply. Hopefully, this process will provide some finality to wire center determinations.

The Commission FINDS that:

a. Jurisdiction is pursuant to 1991 PA 179, as amended, MCL 484.2101 et seq.; the
Communications Act of 1934, as amended by the Telecommunications Act of 1996, 47 USC 151
et seq.; 1969 PA 306, as amended, MCL 24.201 et seq.; and the Commission’s Rules of Practice
and Procedure, as amended, 1999 AC, R 460.17101 et seq.

b. By January 5, 2006, AT&T Michigan should file a list of Michigan wire centers that it
believes are not impaired, and, under seal, the underlying data to support that determination,
including the identity of each claimed fiber-based collocator.

c. The Staff and interested CLECs should have 60 days from the date of AT&T Michigan’s
filing to physically inspect the listed wire centers as provided in this order.

d. Any objections to AT&T Michigan’s determinations must be filed within 30 days after the
60-day inspection period.

e. AT&T Michigan should have 15 days to respond to any objections.

THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that:
A. By January 5, 2006, AT&T Michigan shall file a list of Michigan wire centers that it
believes are not impaired, and, under seal, the underlying data to support that determination,

including the identity of each claimed fiber-based collocator.
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B. The Commission Staff and interested competitive local exchange carriers shall have 60
days from the date of AT&T Michigan’s filing to physically inspect the listed wire centers as

provided in this order.

C. Any objections to the determinations must be filed within 30 days following the 60-day

period.

D. AT&T Michigan may respond within 15 days of the date any objection is filed.
The Commission reserves jurisdiction and may issue further orders as necessary.

Any party desiring to appeal this order must do so in the appropriate court within 30 days after

issuance and notice of this order, pursuant to MCL 462.26.

MICHIGAN PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

/sl J. Peter Lark
Chairman

(SEAL)

/s/ Laura Chappelle
Commissioner

/s Monica Martinez
Commissioner

By its action of December 20, 2005.

/sl Mary Jo Kunkle
Its Executive Secretary
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B. The Commission Staff and interested competitive local exchange carriers shall have 60
days from the date of AT&T Michigan’s filing to physically inspect the listed wire centers as
provided in this order.

C. Any objections to the determinations must be filed within 30 days following the 60-day
period.

D. AT&T Michigan may respond within 15 days of the date any objection is filed.
The Commission reserves jurisdiction and may issue further orders as necessary.

Any party desiring to appeal this order must do so in the appropriate court within 30 days after
issuance and notice of this order, pursuant to MCL 462.26.

MICHIGAN PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

%ﬁ%@—-

Chairman
%@J—M—- W

Ccommiss’

L,[L”,:,“' U’fL P 2723

Commissioner

By its action of December 20, 2005.
§ 77‘%4? 2;%”%

Its Executive Secretary
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PROOF OF SERVICE

STATE OF MICHIGAN )

Case No. U-14447
Wire Centers

County of Ingham )

Patricia A. Fronta being duly sworn, deposes and says that on December 20" 2005, A.D.
she served a copy of the attached Commission order by first class mail, postage prepaid, or

by inter-departmental mail, to the persons as shown on the attached service list.

Digitally signed by Debra Berry
Reason: On Behalf of Patricia Fronta
Date: 2005.12.28 14:45:03 -05'00"

Patricia Fronta

Subscribed and sworn to before me
this 20" day of December 200

Digitally signed by Gloria Pearl

G I Orl a Pearl %%eéN = Gloria Pearl Jones, C =

US, O = DLEG/MPSC, OU =
J O n e S Executive Secretary
Date: 2005.12.27 15:46:59 -05'00'

Notary Public, Eaton County, Michigan
Acting in Ingham, County, Michigan
My Commission expires June 5, 2007




SERVICE LIST FOR DOCKET #U —-14447 - CASE #
DATE OF PREPARATION: 12/21/2005

TRINSIC COMMUNICATIONS, INC. X0 COMMUNICATIONS SERVICES, INC.

30600 TELEGRAPH ROAD
BINGHAM FARMS MI 48025

MR. C. CHRISTOPHER HOPKINS
GRID4 COMMUNICATIONS, INC.
2755 BUCKINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM M| 48009

MR. DAVID PUSKALA
SUPERIOR TECHNOLOGIES, INC.
1010 W. WASHINGTON STREET
MARQUETTE MI 49855

MR. GILBERT COLLVER
CLIMAX TELEPHONE COMPANY
110 NORTH MAIN STREET
CLIMAX MI 49034

MR. JERRY FINEFROCK

LDMI TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC.
27777 FRANKLIN ROAD, SUITE 500
SOUTHFIELD MI 48034

MR. LARRY SEAB

NOW COMMUNICATIONS, INC.
1375 S. SEMORAN BLVD.
SUITE 1348, BLDG. 5

WINTER PARK FL 32792

MR. MICHAEL ZENGERLE
ZENK GROUOP, LTD.
D/B/A PLANET ACCESS
13137 LOG CABIN POINT
FENTON MI 48430

MR. PAUL FUGLIE
VERIZON NORTH, INC
124 W. ALLEGAN STREET
SUITE 602

LANSING MI 48933

MR. SHANE KAATZ

TDS METROCOM, LLC

525 JUNCTION ROAD, SUITE 6000
MADISON  WI 53717

601 ABBOTT ROAD
EAST LANSING MI 48823

MR. CRAIG CHAMPAGNE
CMC TELECOM, INC.
50481 PONTIAC TRAIL
WIXOM MI 48393

MR. DENNIS PACKER

PNG TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC.
100 COMMERCIAL DRIVE
FAIRFIELD OH 45014

MR. JAMES DENNISTON
MCIMETRO ACCESS TRANSMISSION
SERVICES

205 NORTH MICHIGAN AVENUE
SUITE 1100

CHICAGO IL 60601

MR. JOSEPH MATTAUSCH

TC3 TELECOM INC.

1114-F SOUTH WINTER STREET
ADRIAN Ml 49221

MR. MARK IANNUZZI
TELNET WORLDWIDE, INC.
1017 NAUGHTON ROAD
TROY MI 48083

MR. NORMAN C. WITTE
119 W. KALAMAZOO STREET
LANSING MI 48933

MR. RON GAVILLET

NEUTRAL TANDEM-MICHIGAN, LLC
TWO NORTH LASALLE STREET
SUITE 1645

CHICAGO IL 60602

MS. AMY HARRIS

QUICK COMMUNICATIONS, INC.
5850 DIXIE HIGHWAY
CLARKSTON MI 48346



SERVICE LIST FOR DOCKET #U —-14447 -

DATE OF PREPARATION: 12/21/2005

MS. BETH STEWART

EASTON TELECOM SERVICES, LLC
3046 BRECKSVILLE ROAD SUMMIT I
RICHFIELD OH 44286

MS. KATHERINE MUDGE

COVAD COMMUNICATIONS COMPANY
DIECA COMMUNICATIONS

100 CONGRESS AVENUE, SUITE 2000
AUSTIN TX 78701

MS. ROBIN MCVEIGH
MCLEODUSA TELECOMMUNICATIONS
SERVICES

6400 C STREET SW

P.O. BOX 3177
CEDAR RAPIDS IA 52406 3177
MR. STEVEN D. HUGHEY
ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL
6545 MERCANTILE WAY, 2"° FLOOR
LANSING MI 48910 ID MAIL

MR. JOHN J. REIDY Il

AT&T COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

222 WEST ADAMS STREET, SUITE 1500
CHICAGO IL 60606

MR. GARY L. FIELD

GARY L. FIELD, PLLC
ATTORNEYS-AT-LAW

119 EAST KALAMAZOO STREET
LANSING MI 48933 1525

MR. CRAIG A. ANDERSON

SBC MICHIGAN

444 MICHIGAN AVENUE, ROOM 1750
DETROIT MI 48226 2517

MS. FRANCES BROWN

AT&T COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

215 S. WASHINGTON SQUARE, SUITE 230
LANSING Ml 48933

MS. ROBIN GLEASON

SBC MICHIGAN

201 N. WASHINGTON SQUARE, ROOM 920
LANSING Ml 48933

MS. SHARON THOMAS

TALK AMERICA, INC.

12001 SCIENCE DRIVE, SUITE 130
ORLANDO FL 32828

MS. NANCY B. PRIDGEN
ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL
525 W. OTTAWA; 6™ FLOOR

G. MENNEN WILLIAMS BLDG.
LANSING MI 48933 ID MAIL

MR. MICHAEL S. ASHTON
FRASER TREBILCOCK DAVIS &
DUNLAP, PC

124 WEST ALLEGAN, SUITE 1000
LANSING MI 48933 1742

MR. STEWART BINKE

HOWARD & HOWARD

222 WASHINGTON SQUARE, SUITE 500
LANSING MI 48933 1817

MR. A RANDALL VOGELZANG
VERIZON NORTH, INC

600 HIDDEN RIDGE

HQEO03J43

IRVING TX 75038



SUBSCRIPTION LIST
ALL COMMUNICATION ORDERS

MR. DON EITNIEAR MR. MICHAEL BYRNE

DIT - TELECOMMUNICATIONS DIV. SENATE DEMOCRATIC STAFF
HANNA BUILDING, FIRST FLOOR ROMNEY BUILDING

LANSING Ml ID MAIL LANSING Ml ID MAIL

MR. JOHN PESTLE

VARNUM, RIDDERING, SCHMIDT & HOWLETT
BRIDGEWATER PLACE

P.O. BOX 352

GRAND RAPIDS Ml 49501-0352



PROOF OF SERVICE

STATE OF MICHIGAN )

Case No. U-14447
(Wire Center Impairment)

County of Ingham )

April M. Arman being duly sworn, deposes and says that on December 20, 2005 A.D. she
served a copy of the attached Commission orders via E-Mail, to the persons as shown on

the attached service list.

Digitally signed by April M. Arman

Aprll M Arman DN: CN = April M. Arman, C = US, O =

Michigan Public Service Commission
Date: 2005.12.28 14:02:38 -05'00'

April M. Arman

Subscribed and sworn to before me
this 20th day of December 2005

Digitally signed by Gloria Pearl

G IO ri a P earl éol\ieéN = Gloria Pearl Jones, C =

US, O = DLEG/MPSC, OU =
J O n e S Executive Secretary
Date: 2005.12.27 15:46:39 -05'00"
Gloria Pearl Jones
Notary Public, Eaton County, Ml

Acting in Ingham County, Mi
My Commission Expires June 5, 2007




Communications

cforst@360.NET
bshires@LDMI.COM
ifinefro@LDMI.COM
bkerkes@PLANETACCESS.TV
kkaiser@PLANETACCESS.TV
mzengerle@PLANETACCESS.TV
jim.cornblatt@ALTICOMM.COM
dbronson@BLANCHARDTEL.COM
francesbrown@ATT.COM
mburzych@FOSTERSWIFT.COM
isnyder@BTC-BCI.COM
tholeman@CASS.NET
bboshoven@USSIGNALCOM.COM
tnamy@CLEARRATE.COM
idelahanty@TELEPACIFIC.COM
sclayoNEWACCESS.CC

borderoNETNET.NET
emcdonald@CHOICEONECOM.COM

cir@DAYSTARR.NET
bcobb@COVAD.COM
imorris@FIRSTCOMM.COM
mcegelski@FIRSTCOMM.COM
stalley@FOCAL.COM
prebey@FOCAL.NET
clockett@INTRADO.COM
lindah@LIGHTYEARCOM.COM
mark@NOMADINTER.NET
sfenkerl@EARTHLINK.NET
Rvalle@NOS.COM
wwright@NOS.COM
judy.messeng@PAETEC.COM
JBrown@QUANTUMSHIFT.COM
aharris@800GOQUICK.COM
erobinson@TNCII.COM
tseat@Z-TEL.COM
springle@COMMSOUTH.NET
abenderoMETROTELCO.COM
ealiceawMETROTELCO.COM
teregson@METROTELCO.COM
mike.osborne@ALLCOM.CC
pwstark@UP.NET
refisher@MEIL.NET
teri@CARRINTER.NET
chapintel@WPOWER-NET.NET
jbrogan3@JAMADOTS.COM
gcollver@CTSTELECOM.COM

cforst - 360networks (USA), Inc.
Ldmi -

Ldmi -

Planet Access

Planet Access

Planet Access

Alticomm, Inc.

Blanchard Telephone Association, Inc.
AT&T Communications of MI
Mark Burzych

Bloomingdale Telephone Co., Inc.
Deerfield Farmers Telephone Co.
US Signal Co., LLC

Clear Rate Comm, Inc.
Telepacific Comm

Emergent Communications LLC and New

Access Comm.

Borderland Communications
Choice One Communications
DayStarr Communications
DIECA Communications, Inc.
First Communications, LCC
First Communications, LCC
Focal Communications

Focal Communications

Intrado Communications, Inc.
Lightyear Communications, Inc.
Media Gate Communications, Inc.
Nexus Communications

NOS Communications

NOS Communications

PaeTec Communications, Inc.
Quantum Shift Communications
Quick Communications
TransNational Communications
Z-Tel Communications, Inc.
Comm South Companies, Inc.
Metro Teleconnect Companies
Metro Teleconnect Companies
Metro Teleconnect Companies
Allendale Telephone Company
Baraga Telephone Company
Barry County Telephone Company
Carr Telephone Company
Chapin Telephone Company
Chippewa County Telephone Company
Climax Telephone Company



pubsercomm@CTSTELECOM.COM
drenthe@DRENTHE.NET
wayne@DRENTHE.NET
jcribbs@KALTELNET.NET
pbowman@POWER-NET.NET
linda@CASS.NET
jack@PENTEL.NET

ehe@AVCI.NET

marge@CASS.NET
Janet@SPRINGCOM.COM
wih@SPRINGCOM.COM
bdcobra@wALPHACOMM.NET
mark@WALDRONTEL.COM
dfox@POWER-NET.NET
lienkins@POWER-NET.NET
wminella@NEWROCTEL.COM
crystal.herbertson@QWEST.COM
patioRANGETELE.COM
edkilb@TRUCOMM.NET
dchoover@CORVUSINC.COM
diane.peters@GLOBALCROSSING.COM
dave@NETEXP.COM
reg@ONESTARLD.COM
dave@CASS.NET
lkfelicwMICHIGAN.GOV
chopkins@GRID4.COM
regulatory@GRID4.COM
prountree@DUNDEE.NET
regulatory@BULLSEYETELECOM.COM
slondon@BULLSEYETELECOM.COM
puc@CIMCO.NET
bruce.bennett@w)CORECOMM.COM
regulatory@INTRADO.COM
imertzoKMCTELECOM.COM

klawrence@PRIMUSTEL.COM
sthomas@TALK.COM
tweiksnar@UNIVERSALACCESS.NET
Gregg.diamond@VERIZON.COM
iswift@CI2.COM
bfillinger@BIRCH.COM
oreg.rogers@LEVEL3.COM
ron.p.johnson@CENTURYTEL.COM
shobbs@DSL.NET
mduke@KMCTELECOM.COM
byuille@800GOQUICK.COM
anne.lynch@RECONEX.COM
dan.meldazis@BROADWING.COM
mitchell.proctor@TDSTELECOM.COM
info@COGENTCO.COM

Richard Wolfe@CABLE.COMCAST.COM

Climax Telephone Company
Drenthe Telephone Company
Drenthe Telephone Company
Kaleva Telephone Company
Lennon Telephone Company
Ogden Telephone Company
Peninsula Telephone Company
Pigeon Telephone Company
Sand Creek Telephone Company
Springport Telephone Company
Springport Telephone Company

Upper Peninsula Telephone Company

Waldron Telephone Company
Westphalia Telephone Company
Winn Telephone Company

New Rochelle Telephone Corp.
Qwest Communications Corp.
Range Corporation

Tru Comm Corporation

Corvus, Inc.

Global Crossing

Net Express d/b/a Advent Telecom
OneStar Long Distance, Inc.
Deerfield Farmers' Telephone Co.
Lisa Felice

Grid4 Communications Inc.
Grid4 Communications, Inc.
Bilan Communications Inc.

Bulls Eye Telecom Inc.

Bulls Eye Telecom Inc.

CIMCO Communications Inc.
CoreComm Michigan Inc.

Intrado Communications Inc.
KMC Telecom II Inc.

Primus Telecommunications Inc.
Talk America Inc.

Universl Access Inc.

Verizon North Inc.

Computer Intelligence 2 Inc. (CI2)
Birch Telecom of the Great Lakes
Level 3

Century Tel Solutions LLC
DSLnet Communications LLC
KMC Data LLC

Atlas Communications LTD.
Anne lynch 1-800-Reconex
Broadwing Meldazis

TDS MetroCom, Inc.

Cogent Comm of MI

Comcast Telecommunications of MI



ron.williams@FRONTIERCORP.COM Frontier Comm. of MI, Inc.

glen@LECMI.COM Local Exchange Carriers of MI
aeconomou@METTEL.NET Metropolitan Telecomm of MI
daronow@METTEL.NET Metropolitan Telecomm of MI
dschroeder@ACEGROUP.CC Ace Telephone Company of Michigan, Inc.
stephanie.kurlan@ALGX.COM Allegiance Telecom of Michigan
vickie.norris@CENTURYTEL.COM Century Tel of Michigan, Inc.
shamula@WVFIBERNET.NET Fivernet of Michigan
rel467wSBC.COM SBC Ameritech Michigan
tpowell@XO.COM XO Michigan, Inc.
amarman@MICHIGAN.GOV April Arman - MPSC
mijkunkl@MICHIGAN.GOV Mary Jo Kunkle - MPSC
camurray@ESCHELON.COM Catherine Murray
toddg@ISERV.NET Eagle Net, Inc.
bob.baranek@AFNLTD.COM American Fiber Network, Inc.
rob.heath@AFNLTD.COM American Fiber Network, Inc.
kathy.hough@WILTEL.COM WilTel Local Network, LLC
pbullock@INFOHIGHWAY.COM A.R.C. Networks, Inc.
sbogdan@BROADVIEWNET.COM Broadview Networks
bseely@JASNETWORKS.NET JAS Networks, Inc.
david.vehslage@VERIZON.COM Verizon North
nelson.patty@VERIZON.COM Verizon North
Paul.fuglie@VERIZON.COM Verizon North, Inc.
markj@ACCESSONEINC.COM Access One, Inc.
cfostert@CALLONE.NET Call One
rlambert@CALLONE.NET Call One
amagee@BUDGETPHONE.COM Budget Phone, Inc.
amvEZPHONEUSA.COM EZ Phone
jason@ARIALINK.COM Jason Schreiber
dgonos@ACNINC.COM AVN Comm. Services, Inc.
ikolezynski@wEASTONTELECOM.COM Easton Telecom Services, Inc.
james.denniston@MCI.COM MCI Metro Access Services, Inc.
dana.fassbinder@ONFIBER.COM OnFiber Carrier Services
ibooth@ONFIBER.COM OnFiber Carrier Services
alex.valencia@PHONESFORALL.COM Perferred Carriers Services
jennifer. martin@TELEGENT.COM Teligent Services, Inc.
terry.romine@TELCOVE.COM Adelphia Business Solutions
charles.hartman@FTNA.COM France Telecom Corp. Solutions, LLC
dpuskala@SUPERIORSPECTRUM.COM  Superior Spectrum, Inc.
tiriley@SURETEL.NET Suretel, Inc.
iet@T2COMM.NET T2 Communications, LLC
joe@TC3TELECOM.COM TC3 Telecom Inc.
schoen.kevin@ ACDTELECOM.NET ACD Telecom, Inc.
Djoseph@SSI-INC.COM Affinity Telecom

allen dole@DOM.COM Dominion Telecom, Inc.
amercer@SAGETELECOM.NET Sage Telecom, Inc.
scott@UNITEDTELECOM.ORG United Telecom, Inc.
jenniferh@UNIVERSALTELECOM.COM Universal Telecom, Inc.
ecbolles@VARTEC.NET VarTec Telecom, Inc.

arlee . holt@MIDWESTERN.NET Midwestern Telecommunications, Inc.




mikem@NAVTEL.COM Navigator Telecommunications

ranthony@JAMADOTS.COM Chippewa County Telephone
sctelco@CASS.NET Sand Creek Telephone
askus@BUCKEYE-TELESYSTEM.COM Buckeye Telesystem, Inc.
kitm@ACCUTEL.NET Accu Tel of Texas, Inc.
whaas@MCLEODUSA.COM McLeod USA
lcox@MUNI.CBPU.COM Coldwater Telecomm Utility
*

* Total number of users subscribed to the list: 153
* Total number of local host users on the list: 0
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