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Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.
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Re: we Docket No. 07-282, In the Matter of the Joint Application of Anschutz
Company and LightEdge Solutions. Inc., for Grant of Authority Pursuant to Section 214
oithe Communications Act of 1934 and Section 63.04 ofthe Commission's Rules to
Complete an Indirect Transfer of Control of a Domestic Communications Common
Carrier

Dear Ms. Dortch:

This letter is a response to a request from the Wireline Bureau, Competition Division,
regarding the above-captioned Joint Application ofAnschutz Company ("Anschutz") and
LightEdge Solutions, Inc. ("LightEdge") (collectively, "Applicants"). The infonnation in
this letter is intended to supplement the information contained in the Joint Application
filed on November 21,2007.

States in Which Applicants and Their Affiliates Provide Service

LightEdge provides Voice-over-Internet Protocol (VoIP) service in the states of Arizona,
illinois, Iowa, Nebraska, Minnesota, and Missouri. LH Telecom, Inc. ("LH Telecom"), a
subsidiary ofLightEdge, provides intrastate and interstate telecommunications services in
the states of Illinois, Iowa, Minnesota and Nebraska. The Joint Application seeks
authorization to transfer control ofLH Telecom, and, to the extent applicable, LightEdge,
only in connection with their provision of domestic interstate service under Section 214
of the Communications Act, 47 U.S.c. § 214. Neither Anschutz nor any of its affiliates
provides telecommunications services. As such, Anschutz does not hold any
authorizations at a state or federal level to provide telecommunications services.

Presumptive Streamlined Categories

The Joint Application complies with multiple Presumptive Streamlined Categories set
forth in 47 C.F.R. § 63.03(b). Specifically, Applicants satisfy the requirements of
sections 63.03(b)(I )(i), 63.03(b)(1)(ii), and 63.03(b)(2)(i).
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With respect to section 63.03(b)(l)(i), neither Applicant is a facilities~based camero With
respect to section 63.03(b)(1)(ii), Anschutz, the transferee, is not a telecommunications
provider. Finally, with respect to section 63.03(b)(2)(i), neither Applicant is dominant
with respect to any service and Applicants and their affiliates will have a market share in
the interstate, interexchange market of less than 10 percent, and the transferee would
provide competitive telephone exchange services or exchange access services exclusively
in geographic areas served by a dominant local exchange carrier that is not a party to the
transaction.

Types of Services Offered

As previously noted, LightEdge provides VoIP services. LH Telecom provides regulated
intrastate and interstate telecommunications services. Anschutz does not provide
telecommunications services and is not certified by any state or federal regulator to
provide telecommunications services. Applicants neither hold a license to provide nor do
they provide international telecommunications service.

Please contact the undersigned should you have any questions concerning this
submission.

Respectfully submitted,
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Thomas H. Rowland
Rowland & Moore
200 West Superior Street, Suite 400
Chicago,IL 60610
Tel; (312) 803-1000, ext. 31
E-mail: torn@telecomreg.com

Its attorney

ANSCHUTZ CORPORATION

<_Varon Dori
Hogan & Hartson LLP
555 13th Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20004
Tel: (202) 637-5600
E~mail: ydori@hhlaw.com

Its attorney


