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LAW OFFICES

DYKEMA GOSSETT
PROFEaSIONAl LIMITED LIA8111TY COMPANY

ANN ARBOR, MICHIGAN

BLOOMFIELD HILLS, MICHIGAN

CHICA~O, ILLINOIS

ALBERT ERNST

800 MICHIGAN NATIONAL TOWER

LANSINO,MICHIOAN 48033-1707

TELEPHONE (517) 374-9100
TELECOPIER (517) 374-9191

October 4, 1996

DETROIT, MICHIGAN

GRAND RAPIDS, M,CH'GAN

WASHINGTON, D C

DlREcrDIAL
(517) 374-9155

Ms. Dorothy Wideman
Executive Secretary
Michigan Public Service Commission
P.O. Box 30221
Lansing, MI 48909

Re: Case No. U-lll04
Ameritech Filing of Statement of Generally Available Terms

Dear Ms. Wideman:

CTION REQUIRED

I am in receipt ofAmeritech Michigan ("Ameritech") Counsel Craig Anderson's September
30, 1996 letter which purports to file Ameritech's statement of generally available terms and
conditions under Section 252 of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. This letter raises several
procedural questions which have caused some confusion.

My initial reaction is that a Case No. U-I1104 filing by Ameritech would trigger the time
lines set forth at page 3, ~4 of the Commission's August 28, 1996 order in that docket, i.e.,
"[i]nterested parties will have 14 business days to file replies or comments related to Ameritech's
filing". However, having preliminarily reviewed Ameritech's September 30, 1996 filing, I have the
following questions:

1. When does the fourteen days start to run? I note that page 3, ~2 ofthe Commission's
August 28, 1996 order in Case No. U-III04 requires Ameritech "to file with the
Commission and serve on the interested parties a notice of intent to file information five
business days prior to the actual filing". Was such a notice ofintent filed "five business
days prior to the actual filing"? If not, has the fourteen day time period incorporated in
page 3, ~4 of the Commission's August 28,1996 order in Case No. U-I1104 started?

2. Has Ameritech sati~fied the protective arran~ements prior to filin~ the information?
I note that page 3,~3 of the Commission's August 28, 1996 order in Case No. U-Ill 04
requires Ameritech to "complete necessary protective arrangements prior to filing":



Ms. Dorothy Wideman
October 4, 1996
Page 2

" In the event Ameritech Michigan believes that the
infonnation required to support its position is ofa confidential nature,
the company shall complete the necessary protective arrangements
prior to filing the information." (emphasis added).

Has Ameritech completed "the necessary protective arrangements prior to filing"? If not, has the
fourteen day time period incorporated in page 3,'4 of the Commission's August 28, 1996 order in
Case No. U-11104 started?

Until advised to the contrary, I am assuming that the fourteen day period incorporated on
page 3,'4 of the Commission's August 28, 1996 order in Case No. U-l 1104 has not started.

By copy of this letter, I am advising the parties on the service list of my questions and
concerns. I would appreciate your thoughts on this matter. Thank you.

Very truly yours,

DYKEfeETIPLLe

Albert Ernst

cc: Service List
Bill Celio

LA\ 12944
ID\AE



STATE OF MICHIGAN

BEFORE THE MICHIGAN PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

* * • * *

In the matter, on the Commission's own motion,
~ to consider Ameritech Michigan's compliance
~ with the competitive checklist in 271 of Section
~ the Telecommunications Act of 1996.
ell
't
Z -----------------.......~)
0(
Cl
i:
~ STATE OF MICHIGAN )
o ) ss.
~ COUNTY OF INGHAM )
0(
..l

M. Baker, Notary Public
Ing County, Michigan
My commission expires: 6/19/01

Sara C. Devine, being first duly sworn, deposes and says that on the 4th day of

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 4th day of October, 1996.
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:J. October, 1996, she caused to be served upon the persons listed in the attached Service List, a copy of
z
o
~ the letter addressed to Ms. Dorothy Wideman, from Mr. Albert Ernst of Dykema Gossett on behalf
z
~ ofMCI Telecommunications Corporation, dated October 4, 1996, in the above-referenced matter, by
1:
U

~ placing said copies in envelopes addressed to each person listed on the Service List and, with postage
o
00

• fully prepaid thereon, deposited said envelopes in a United States mail receptacle.

! L2&u1-- f!, lJ Qhx~ 5U
~ Sara C. Devine•:;
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SERVICE LIST FOR DOCKET # U - 11104
DATE OF PREPARATION: 09/30/96

CASE #

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------
MR. NORMAN C. WITTE
115 WEST ALLEGAN AVENUE
TENTH FLOOR
LANSING MI 48933 1712

MR. LARRY SALUSTRO
AT&T COMMUNICATIONS, INC.
4660 S. HAGADORN ROAD
6TH FLOOR
EAST LANSING MI 48823

MR. STEWART BINKE
CLARK HILL PLC
200 NORTH CAPITOL AVENUE SUITE 600
LANSING MI 48933

MR. ORJIAKOR N. ISIOGU
DEPT. OF ATTORNEY GENERAL
SPECIAL LITIGATION DIVISION
630 LAW BUILDING
LANSING MI 48933
ID MAIL

MR. MARK J. BURZYCH
FOSTER, SWIFT, COLLINS & SMITH, PC
313 SOUTH WASHINGTON SQUARE
LANSING MI 48933

MS. LINDA L. OLIVER
HOGAN & HARTSON
555 13TH ST. NW
WASHINGTON DC 20004

MR. RICHARD D. GAMBER, JR.
MICHIGAN CONSUMER FEDERATION
115 WEST ALLEGAN
SUITE 500
LANSING MI 48933

MR. ANDREW ISAR
TELECOMMUNICATIONS RESELLERS
ASSOCIATION
P.O. BOX 2461
GIG HARBOR WA 98335 4461

MR. CRAIG A. ANDERSON
AMERITECH
444 MICHIGAN AVENUE, ROOM 1750
DETROIT MI 48226 2517

MR. TODD J. STEIN
BROOKS FIBER COMMUNICATIONS
2855 OAK INDUSTRIAL DRIVE, NE
GRAND RAPIDS MI 49506 1277

MR. TIMOTHY P. COLLINS
CLARK HILL PLC
255 S WOODWARD AVENUE, SUITE 301
BIRMINGHAM MI 48009 6185

MR. ALBERT G. ERNST
DYKEMA GOSSETT PLLC
800 MICHIGAN NATIONAL TOWER
LANSING MI 48933

MR. DAVID E. MARVIN
FRASER, TREBILCOCK, DAVIS AND FOSTER
P.C.
1000 MICHIGAN NATIONAL TOWER
LANSING MI 48933

MS. SHERRI A. WELLMAN
LOOMIS, EWERT, PARSLEY, DAVIS
& GOTTING, P.C.
232 SOUTH CAPITOL AVENUE
SUITE 1000
LANSING MI 48933

MR. RICHARD P. KOWALEWSKI
SPRINT COMMUNICATIONS COMPANY L.P
8140 WARD PARKWAY, 5-E
KANSAS CITY MO 64114 8417
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OEOROE 11000. JR.
WILLIAM I. OLDANI
FRANCIS E. BENTLEY
PAT D. CONNER
WILLIAM V. LEWIS
ARTHUR I. LeVASSEUR
SIDNEY M. BERMAN
DANIEL W. EOELER
LAUREN I. IIAMMETI

FISCHER, FRANKLIN & FORD
Attorneys and Counsellors

3500 GUARDIAN BUILDING
DETROIT. MICHIGAN 48226-3801

TELEPHONE (313) 962·5210
FACSIMILE (313) 962-4559

October 4, 1996

HARVEY A. FISCHER
(I9Q().1977j

LEO I. FRANKUN
(1904'1980)

RICHARD FORD
(190)·19113)

320 N. MAIN, SUITE 300
ANN ARBOR, "'I 48104-1192

(313) 662·3159

VIA BAND DELIVERY

Ms~ Dorothy Wideman
Executive Secretary
Michigan Public Service Commission
6545 Mercantile Way
P.O. Box 30221
Lansing, MI 48909

Re: MPSC Case No. U-ll104

Dear Ms. Wideman:

Enclosed is an original and fifteen (15) copies
of AT&T Communications of Michigan, Inc. I s Procedural
Objections to Application of Ameritech Michigan for
Approval of a Statement of Generally Available Terms and
Conditions.

Very truly yours,

Arthur J. LeVasseur

AJL:aav
Encs.

cc (w/enc):
Cheryl L. Urbanski



Case No. V-I1104

STATE OF MICHIGAN

BEFORE THE MICHIGAN PUBLIC SERVICE COMM~~l

In the matter, on the Commission's own motion, )
to consider Ameritech Michigan's compliance )
with the competitive checklist in Section 271 of )
the Telecommunications Act of 1996. )

----------------)

AT&T COMMUNICATION OF MICHIGAN INC.'S
PROCEDURAL OBJECTIONS TO AMERITECH'S

APPLICATION FOR APPROVAL OF A STATEMENT
OF GENERALLY AVAILABLE TERMS AND CONDITIONS

AT&T Communications of Michigan, Inc. submits these procedural objections to the

documents Ameritech Michigan has filed in this matter under cover letter dated September 30,

1996 including the Application of Ameritech for Approval of a Statement of Generally Available

Terms and Conditions and supporting material for the following reasons:

1. On August 28, 1996 the Michigan Public Service Commission entered its Order

in Case No. V-11104 establishing procedures to create a public record to be used to analyze

Ameritech Michigan's compliance with the competitive checklist under § 271(c) (2)(B) of the

Telecommunications Act of 1996.

2. The August 28, 1996 Order required Ameritech Michigan to provide five business

days advance notice prior to filing information regarding Ameritech Michigan's satisfaction of

a particular item on the competitive checklist.

3. The MPSC's Order further provided that to the extent a filing includes confidential

information, Ameritech Michigan was required to complete the necessary protective

arrangements prior to filing.

4. The Order further gives interested parties 14 days to file responses or comments

related to Ameritech Michigan's filing.



·5. The flling submitted by Ameritech Michigan was made without giving AT&T, an

interested party, five business days advance notice.

6. The filing made by Ameritech Michigan was made without making prior

arrangements for necessary protective arrangements.

7. The filing does not purport to contain any information regarding Ameritech

Michigan's satisfaction of any item on the competitive checklist under 47 USC § 271(c)(2)(B),
,.\c<

and iSf\within the scope of Case No. U-11104.

WHEREFORE, AT&T Communications of Michigan, Inc. requests the Commission

reject the filing submitted September 30, 1996 by Ameritech Michigan for the reason that

Ameritech Michigan failed to satisfy the prerequisites to a filing in Case No. U-I1104 and the

Application addresses issues outside the scope of the Commission's Order establishing Case No.

U-1l104. In the. alternative, AT&T Communications of Michigan, Inc. requests the

Commission order the Application to be given a new case number and a schedule to be

established to permit confidential materials to be reviewed by interested parties under appropriate

protection and adequate time be given to all interested parties to respond.

DATED: October 4, 1996

Cheryl L. Urbanski (P55005)
AT&T Communications of

Michigan, Inc.
4660 S. Hagadorn Rd., Ste. 640
East Lansing, MI 48823
(517) 332-9608

AT&T COMMUNICATIONS OF MICHIGAN, INC.

BY:~-
George Hogg, Jr. (P15055)
Arthur J. LeVasseur (P29394)
Sidney M. Berman (P30701)

Fischer, Franklin & Ford
3500 Guardian Building
Detroit, MI 48226
(313) 962-5210

Attorneys for Petitioner

- 2 -



STATE OF MICHIGAN

BEORE THE MICHIGAN PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

In the Matter of:

In the Matter, on the Commission's
own motion, to consider Ameritech
Michigan's compliance with the
competitive checklist in Section
271 of the Telecommunications
Act of 1996.

---------------_/

PROOF OF SERVICE

STATE OF MICHIGAN
SSe

COUNTY OF WAYNE

Case No. U-11104

ANITA ANNE VACHON, being first duly sworn, deposes and

says that on October 4, 1996, she served a copy of AT&T

Communications of Michigan Inc.'s Procedural Objections to

Application of Ameritech Michigan in the above entitled matter by

depositing the same in the U.S. Mails, enclosed in a sealed

envelope with first-class postage fully prepaid, in accordance with

the attached Service List.

Subscribed and sworn to before me
this 4th day of October, 1996.
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STATE OF MICHIGAN

BEFORE THE ~CHIGAN PUBLIC SERVICE CO~SION

In the matter, on the Commission's own motion,
to consider AMERITECH MICHIGAN's compliance
with the competitive checklist in Section 271 of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996. /

Case No. U·III04

APPEARANCE OF THE
MICHIGAN PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION STAFF

I appear on behalf of the Michigan Public Service Commission Staff and

request copies of all papers filed in this case.

Respectfully submitted,

MICHIGAN PUBUC SERVICE COMMISSION
STAFF

~/~

DATED: October 9, 1996
tb/96531S1

OCT 14 199&



STATE OF MICffiGAN

BEFORE THE MICHIGAN PUBUC SERVICE COr-AMISSION

In the matter, on the Commission's own motion,
to consider AMERITECH MICHIGAN's compliance
with the competitive checklist in Section 271 of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996. /

PROOf OF SERVICE

STATE OF MICHIGAN )
) ss

COUNTY OF INGHAM )

Case No. U·I1104

TINA 1. BIBBS, being first duly sworn, deposes and says that on October 10,
1996, she served a true copy of APPEARANCE OF THE MICHIGAN PUBLIC
SERVICE COMMISSION STAFF upon the following parties by depositing the same
in a United States postal depository enclosed in an envelope bearing postage fully
prepaid, plainly addressed as follows:

CRAIG A. ANDERSON
MICHAEL A. HOLMES
Ameritech Michigan
444 Michigan Avenue
Room 1750
Detroit, MI 48226-2517

RODERICK S. COY
STEWART A. BINI<E
Clark Hill p.Le.
200 N. Capitol Ave., Ste. 600
Lansing, MI 48933

NORMAN C. WITrE
115 W. Allegan Ave., 10th Floor
Lansing, M1 48933-1712

DAVID E.S. MARVIN
MICHAEL S. ASHTON
1000 Michigan National Tower
Lansing, Ml 48933

DOUGLAS W. TRABARIS
233 S. Wacker Drive, Ste. 2100
Clticago,IL 60606

LINDA L. OLIVER
Hogan &t Hartson, L.L.P.
555 Thirteenth Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20004

-1-
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STATE OF MICmGAN

BEFORE THE MICHIGAN PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

In the matter, on the Commission's own motion, )
. to consider Ameritech Michigan's complian~~~!Q.iUi~Case~No. U·III04
with the competitive checklist in Section ~

of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. f;

Pursuant to the Commission's August 28, 19~6 order establishing

procedures in this docket, Ameritech Michiganl hereby submits its notice ofintent

to file information concerning compliance with the competitive checklist.

Ameritech Michigan anticipates that it will file such information on or

after October 18, 1996.

..
CBAIGjA. ANDEBSON (P28968)
444 Mithigan Avenue, Room 1750
Detroit, Michigan 48226
(313) 223-8033

DATED: October 11, 1996

1Michigan Bell Telephone Company...a Michigan corporation, i. a whoIJy owned sab.idiary of
Ameritech Corporation, which own. the former Bell operatiDr compaDiea in the .tate. orMicbipn,
DUnois, Wisconsin, Indiana, and Ohio. Michigan Bell offen telecommunications ..mea and
operate. under the names -Ameriteeh- aDd -Ameritech Michigan- (used interchangeably herein),
purlUaDt to UIUJIled name tUinp with the state ofldichipn.
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/, FRUER TREBIL.COCK DAVIS & FOSTER, P. C.
LAWYERS

.......00I'l W, lUll
CAVIl) I) WIlOOt~
MICHACl. Co ~CY1NC
TMO"lAS,J, wATtttS.._ ... ,0.••
NANCY ~ ~ITTL.E
......1I01i A. '.UIIIIl
MICHAel. S, ASHTON
MI"",£1. ,"" 1lC\l.I.Y...c..Cl.Y.. &. ......TCIlII
..TIIlICIl IC. ""0It1f'TO'"
CHAI"I'N IC. HAlIi
........ D. "C.""0"0,,·
D<Wl0 C. ,-=ItCY_"C'l'''. "'CVC"
WCN~ M. GUh.lCYU:
O KA..... ' .....'.E£
1'1 D. MI'TTINCiU
"lItl.INDA,.. _IN~

1000 MICNIGAII NATlC_L TOWIIII

L.ANSING. MICHIGAN •••33
TCl.C.-..oNI: (1tl71 .....oo
rACS'MU 11117).".0."

October 11, 1996

0' COlIIIIICl.
AItC"'[ Co 'IlASt.

CV£ItCTT It 11lEaII.'OCll
",A..[S II. DAVIS

CONAl.O A. NINts

'ALSO UCCNIUlIN lLOIIoDA
.~ LlCtllsn III DtITKT l)r ,"oIOIןס=

....... WCI....... _ ...

.~Cltl!'1'ICO "".UC IICCCUIIY.... '
- ..\.SO uctlfnO III COLO_

Ms. Dorothy Wideman
Executive Secretary
Michigan Public Service Commission
6545 Mercantile Way
P. O. Box 30221
Lansing, MI 48909

Re: MPSC Case No. U·11104

Dear Ms. Wideman:

Enclosed for filine in the ilbove-eaptioned maUer, are an original and IS copies of
Michigan Cable Telecommunications Association's Motion to Reject Ameritech Michigan's
A.pplication, R.e-Doeket the Application in a Separate Doeket and Allow the Parties a Reasonable
Opportunity to Comment wirh Proof of Servicc for same.

Very tnJly yours.

Fraser Trebilcock Davis" Foster, P.C,

;(l;iIJ.
Michael S. Ashton

MSAlcsp
Encl.

cc: All Counsel of Record (w/Bnc1.)

OCT 14 19~

OCT 14 '96 15:41 313 496 9326 PAGE.e1



BEFORE THE MICHIGAN PUBUC SERVICE COMMISSION

STATB OF MICHIGAN

Case No. U·1l104
)
)
)
)
)

In the matter, on the Commissiun's own motion,
to consider Ameritech Michigan's compliance
with the competitive checJcljst in Section 271
of the Telecommunications Act of 1996.

;[-;4-9603:43PM FROM MiCH. B~L~ LI.\V ~Er~'!'j. ...'"1 'C" " ""~~',I It.. _- 1\., l\,) nA!I: l:v:n'}.ll

PROOF or SDVICE

STATB OF MIClDGAN )
) 5S

COUNTY OF INGHYAM )

The undersigned, being fltSt duly sworn, deposes and states that he served papers as
foUows:

1. Document(s) IleNed: Michigan Cable Telecommunications Association's
Motion to Reject Ameriteeh Michigan's Application, Re·
Docket the Application in a Separate Docket and Allow
the Patties a Reasonable Opportunity to Comment with
Proof of Service for same

2. Served upon: See Attached Ust

3. Method of service: U.S. First Class Mail, unless noted as Hand Delivery
and!or Federal Express

4. Date served:

FLUU
n.aIUo."'OC1

D,,"'IS&
Forrla. ,.C.

.....WVSU
LulliNG.

MICKIGAH
4'933

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 11th
of OctIIfie

Ca y. I

&ton ac in Ingham County.
My Commission Expires: 1/12/97

OCT 14 '96 15:~1
313 496 ~6
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SERVICE UST FOR U-I1104

Counsel for MPSC Staff
(hand delivery)
David Voges
Assistant Attorney General
6545 Mercantile Way, Suite 15
Lansing, MI 48911

Couasel for Michipa AttoMley General
Mr. OJjiakor N. lsiogu
Assistant Attorney General
Special Litigation Division
630 Law Building
P.O. Box 30212
Lansing, Ml 48909

Couruel tor Brooks Fiber CommunicatinM
Todd ]. Stein
Brooks Fiber Communications of Mich., Inc.
2855 Oak Industrial Drive, N.B.
Grand Rapids, MI 49506-1277

Counsel for Amerttech
Craig A. Andenon
Ameritech
444 Michigan Ave., Room 1750
Detroit, MI 48226-2517

Counsel for Telepon
Roderick S. Coy
Stewart A. Bi.nIce
Clark Hill, P.L.C.
200 No Capitol Ave., Suite 600
Lansing, Ml 48933

fllAIIa
TdIf~k

DAVIS.
PosTn. '.C.

U-WVlU
I..UCIINCl o

MICHIO"",
41933

2

Counsel for MECA
Glen A. SChmiege
Mark J. Bunycb
Foster, Swift, Collins & Smith
313 S. Washington Square
Lansing, MI 48933

COUDSeI for MCI
Albert Bmst
Dykema Gossett
800 Michigan National Tower
Lansing, MJ 48933

Couuet for WorldCom
Norman Wine
liS W. Allepn
Lansing, MI 48933

Counsel for cUm." Telephone Co.
Harvey J. Messing
Shcrri A. WeUmlln
Loomis, Ewert, Parsley, Davis &.
Gotting, p.e.
232 S. Capitol Avenue, Suite 1000
Lansing, MI 48933

Counsel for Michigan Consumer Federation
Richard D. Gamber, Jr.
Michigan Consumer Federation
115 W. Allegan, Suite 500
Lansing, MI 48933

Counsel for AT&T
La.rry Salustro
AT&T Communications, Inc.
4660 S. Hagadorn Road, 6th Floor
fl.JlI,t Lanliing, MI 48823

OCT 14 '96 15:42 313 496 9326 PAGE. 83
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l

I

Counsel tor Continental
Telecommunications
Timothy P. Collins
Clark Hill, P.L.C.
2SS S. Woodward Avenue, Suite 301
Binningham, MI 48009

Counsel for Sprillt
(by Federal Express)
Richard P. Kowalewski
Sprint Communications Company, L.P.
8140 Wud Parkway, S-E
Kansas City, MO 64114-8417

Counsel for Telecom. ReseUers
(by Federal Express)
Andrew O. Isar
Telecommunications Resellers Assn.
4312 92nd Ave.. N.W.
P.O. Box 2461
Gig Harbor, WA 98335-4461

Counsel for U.S. Department of Justiee
(by Federal Express)
Katherine E. Brown
U.S. Dept. of Justice
Antitrust Division
S55 4th Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20001

Counsel tor FCC
(by Federal Bxpress)
Gayle Teicher
Federal Communications Commission
Policy DivisioD, Common Carrier Bureau
1919 M Street. N.W., Room 544
Washington, DC 205S4

P""4 ,f' , ". UU lUi')

FaASb
1"UI1I..c:oc:1t

DAvilA
FolTa. P.C.

LAwvlU
LA_,
MICMIOAM

4m3

Ms. Linda L. Oliver
(by Federal Express)
Hogan & Hartson
SSS 13th Street. N.W.
Washington, DC 20004

3

OCT 14 '96 15:42 313 496 9326 PAGE. 04
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FROM MiCa BELL LAW [EFT. TO CHAR H8FFMAN

STATB O'F MICHIGAN

BEFORE THE MICHIGAN PUBUC SERVICE COMMISSION

In the matter, on the Commission's own motion,
to consider Ameriteeh Michipn's compliance
with the competitive chtddist in Section 271
or the Telecommunicationa Act of 1996.

)
)
)
)
)

Case No. U-lll04

MICMGAN CABLE TELECOMM.'UNlCATlONS ASSOCIATION'S MOTION
TO REJECT AMERITECB MICHIGAN'S APPLICATION,

RE-DOCKET TIlE APPLICATION IN It. SEPARATE DOCKET
AND ALLOW 'mE PARTIES A REASONABLE OPPORTUNITY TO COMMENT

Fraser Trebilcock Davis & Foster, P.C.
Attorneys for MictUgan Cable
Telecommunications Association

fIaAaIa
TanlLoCOClC

PAm"
Fosr., P.C.

t..t.-vw
LoA""N(; •
MteHlOAN

419" Date: October 11, 1996

David E.S. Marvin (P26S64)
Michael S. Ashton (P40474)

Business address:
1000 Michieln National Tower
Lansing, MI 48933
(517) 482·5800

OCT 14 '96 15:42 """lI .. _ .. _
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TABLE OF CONTENTS
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!..AM...e,
MleNlOAN

cI"J3

1. ~ODUC110N

On or about September 30, 1996, Ameritech Michigan rued an appUc&tion for

approval of a Statement of Generally Available Terms and Conditions. The Statement of

Generally Available Terms and Conditions with its attached achedules and exhibits consist!

of several hundreds of pages. In addition, Ameriteeh Michigan filed eight affidavits together

comprising nearly 200 pagel in support of its application. Also, Amcriteeh Miehipn, under

a separate cover, fJkd othor information witb the CommissiOD claimiDg it WI! confidential

and Dot subject to public dilclol1l1~ punuant to Section 210 of the Michigan

Telecommunie.ations Ad.. being MeL 484.2210; MSA 22.1469(210). This purportedly

confidential infonnation has not been made available to other parties.

Ameritech Michigan rued its application and is seeking approval from the Michigan

Public Service Commission of its Statement of Generally Available Tenns and Conditions

pursuant to Section 252(f) of the Telecommunications Ad. of 1996 rtbe fedeta1 Act"). In

filing its application, Ameriteeb Michigan docketed ita nqueet for approval in the

Commission's competitive ehecklist case. MPSC Case No. U-l1104. The competitive

chec1clist case was established to allow orderly consideration of whether Ameritecb Michigan

has satisfied the criteria set forth in Section 271(c)(2)(B) of the fedeal Act, which must be

met before Ameriteeh Michigan will be allowed to provide in-region interLATA service.

The filing of this application in the competitive cbecJdist case is defective for several

reasons. In riling its application, Ameritech Wholly ignored the scheduling requirements

established by the Commission in this case. Par example, Ameri*h Michigan failed to

provide notice to the parties fiye businecs days prior to the filing. Also, Ameriteeh failed to

complete.. the necessary protective arrangements prior to Ameritech Michigan's filing.
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Moreover, Ameritech has continuod to deny the parties access to the supposedly confidential

infonnation which wac filed in support of its application.

Further, Ameriteeh Michigan's filing is defective because an application seeking

approval of a Statement of Generally Available Tenns and Conditions is not a checklist item

underSection 271 (c)(2)(B). Ameriteeh'$ application seeks approval uDder Section 252(f) ~d,

therefore, there is no reason to consider the application iD a docket eattbIished to delermtne

if Ameriteeh Michigan has met the criteria of I aeparate and diJ'fcmnt section of ,the feden!

Act, i.e., Section 271(c)(2)(B). Considc.atioo of whMher the terms of a Statement of

Generally Avai1able Tonns and Conditions arc justlDd reasonable under Section 252(f)

should be decided in a separate docket, where parties ,will have an opportUnity to more funy

address the reasonableness of the proposal.

Finally I if providers have sought to interconnect with Amel'iteeh Michigan as

described in Section 271 (c)(1)(A), then approval of this Statement of Generally Available

Terms and Conditions will have no bearing on whether Ameriteeh Miehip.a has satisr10d the

competitive checklist items SCI fonh in Section 271(c)(2)(B). Section 271(c)(l)(B) of the

federal Act provides that oaly where no provider has sougbt such interconnection with

Ameriteeh Michipn. an approved Statement of Generally Available Tennsand Conditions

may be used to detennine if Ameriteeb Michigan has complied with each competitive

chec1clist item. Thus, even if it is eventually approved in a separate proceeding, the

Statement of Generally Available Terms and Conditions may have no bearing on the.
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competitive checklist case.

2

OCT 14 '96 15:43
313 496 932;::;6:::------::P~AG~E~.21~8~---


