
S T A T E   O F   M I C H I G A N 
 

BEFORE THE MICHIGAN PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 
 

* * * * * 
 

In the matter, on the Commission’s own motion, ) 
to consider revisions to the procedures designed  ) 
to prohibit switching an end user of a telecommuni- ) Case No. U-11900 
cations provider to another provider without the ) 
authorization of the end user. ) 
                                                                                         ) 

) 
In the matter, on the Commission’s own motion, ) 
requesting comments on adopting the changes ) 
to 47 CFR Part 64 as part of the Commission’s ) Case No. U-15782 
procedures for changing telecommunications ) 
service providers. ) 
                                                                                         ) 
 
 
 At the April 16, 2009 meeting of the Michigan Public Service Commission in Lansing, 

Michigan. 

 
PRESENT: Hon. Orjiakor N. Isiogu, Chairman  

Hon. Monica Martinez, Commissioner 
Hon. Steven A. Transeth, Commissioner 

 
OPINION AND ORDER

 
 On March 5, 2009, the Commission issued an order in these cases requesting comments from 

interested parties concerning the effect of the final rule issued by the Federal Communications 

Commission (FCC), which revised the federal requirements concerning verification of a 

customer’s intent to switch providers.  See, 47 CFR 64.1120.  Those requirements now include 

documenting the date of verification and completing procedures designed to ensure that customers 

know that they are authorizing a change in service providers at the conclusion of the third party 

verification.   



 By April 3, 2009, the Commission had received comments from Verizon North Inc., Contel of 

the South, Inc., d/b/a Verizon North Systems, and MCImetro Access Transmission Services LLC, 

d/b/a Verizon Access Transmission Services (collectively, Verizon), AT&T Michigan, and the 

Commission Staff (Staff). 

 Verizon supports amending the Commission’s current procedures for switching service 

providers to include these changes.  It notes that Section 505(2) of the Michigan Telecommunica-

tions Act (MTA), MCL 484.2505(2), provides that Commission anti-slamming procedures shall 

require providers to comply with federal regulations concerning verification procedures.   

 Verizon states that it already requires third-party verifiers to electronically date-stamp 

verification tapes, as it is more reliable than having the verifier state the date in the course of the 

conversation with the end user. Verizon believes that this procedure makes the date readily 

identifiable by other parties that review the verification at a later date. Verizon also recommends 

that the Commission update its existing anti-slamming procedures to reflect the FCC’s changes 

regarding confirmation that the customer understands that a carrier change rather than an upgrade 

to existing service, bill consolidation, or any other description of the transaction is being 

authorized. 

 AT&T Michigan does not object to the FCC rule changes, and states that generally, the 

industry has been following these new requirements for more than a year.  AT&T Michigan 

suggests language that it states would synchronize the Commission’s third-party verification 

procedures with the FCC’s rules.  It suggests amending Section 1(c) and Section 2.1(a)(1) to 

incorporate by reference the FCC third party verification rules in 47 CFR 64.1120(c)(3). It states 

that the suggested changes would bring the Commission’s procedures into compliance with 

MCL 484.2505(2), as well as eliminate the need for periodically revisiting the Commission’s 
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procedures as the FCC rules evolve.  AT&T Michigan states that it would like a further 

opportunity to review and comment upon specific proposed language before any final changes are 

made.  

 The Staff recommends that the language in the Commission’s anti-slamming procedures be 

amended to adopt the FCC’s final rule, and to add language to the Commission’s procedures 

adopting any future anti-slamming modifications made by the FCC. The Staff supports these 

changes because it believes that they provide specific guidance and information to protect 

consumers and because amendment would help facilitate the Staff’s complaint processing. 

 The Commission finds that it should adopt the language proposed by AT&T Michigan for 

incorporation into the Commission’s “Procedures for Changing Telecommunications Service 

Providers.”  That language adds “and must comply with the rules of the Federal Communications 

Commission set forth at 47 CFR 64.1120(c)(3)” to Section 1(c) and adds “and in the rules of the 

Federal Communications Commission set forth at 47 CFR 64.1120(c)(3)” to Section 2.1(a)(1).  

The modified language appears in Exhibit A attached to this order.   

 Further, the Commission finds that it should modify the language in Section 2.1(a)(4), 

Section 4(c), and Section 4(e)(3)(ii)(2) to match their federal counterparts in 47 CFR 64.1120, 

64.1190 and 64.1130.  This requires only minor modification to these sections, deleting references 

to “intrastate toll” and “interstate toll” and changing “international toll service” to “international 

interexchange service,”  as reflected on Exhibit A attached to this order. 

 THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that telecommunications service providers shall follow the 

“Procedures for Changing Telecommunications Service Providers” attached to this order as 

Exhibit A. 

 The Commission reserves jurisdiction and may issue further orders as necessary. 
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 Any party desiring to appeal this order must do so by the filing of a claim of appeal in the 

Michigan Court of Appeals within 30 days of the issuance of this order, under MCL 484.2203(12). 

MICHIGAN PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION   
                                                                          
 
                                                                                      

________________________________________                     
              Orjiakor N. Isiogu, Chairman    
 
          
 

 ________________________________________                     
               Monica Martinez, Commissioner  
  
 
 

________________________________________                     
               Steven A. Transeth, Commissioner  
  
By its action of April 16, 2009. 
 
 
 
________________________________                                                                 
Mary Jo Kunkle, Executive Secretary 
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 Exhibit  A 
 
 PROCEDURES FOR CHANGING TELECOMMUNICATIONS SERVICE PROVIDERS 
 
 
Section 1.  Verification of Orders for Telecommunications Service. 

No telecommunications service provider, whether operating as an interexchange carrier 
(IXC), a local exchange carrier (LEC), or a reseller of either interexchange or local exchange 
service, shall submit to an LEC, or implement by itself, a primary interexchange carrier (PIC) or 
LEC change order unless and until the order has first been confirmed in accordance with the 
following procedures: 
 

(a)  The prospective IXC or LEC has obtained the customer’s written authorization in a 
form that meets the requirements of Section 2 of these procedures; or  
 

(b)  The prospective IXC or LEC has obtained the customer’s electronic authorization, 
placed from the telephone number(s) on which the PIC or LEC is to be changed, to submit the 
order that confirms the information described in Section 2(e) of these procedures to confirm the 
authorization.  IXCs or LECs electing to confirm sales electronically shall establish one or more 
toll-free telephone numbers exclusively for that purpose.  Calls to the number(s) will connect a 
customer to a voice response unit, or similar mechanism, that records the required information 
regarding the PIC or LEC change, including automatically recording the originating automatic 
number identification; or 
 

(c)  An appropriately qualified independent third party has obtained the customer’s oral 
authorization to submit the PIC or LEC change order that confirms and includes appropriate 
verification data (e.g., the customer’s date of birth or social security number).  The independent 
third party must (1) not be owned, managed, controlled, or directed by the prospective IXC or 
LEC, or by the marketing agent for the prospective IXC or LEC; (2) must not have any financial 
incentive to confirm the PIC or LEC change order for the prospective IXC or LEC, or for the 
marketing agent of the prospective IXC or LEC; and (3) must operate in a location physically 
separate from the prospective IXC or LEC, or from the marketing agent for the prospective IXC 
or LEC.  The content of the verification must include clear and conspicuous confirmation that 
the customer has authorized a PIC or LEC change and must comply with the rules of the Federal 
Communications Commission set forth at 47 C.F.R Section 64.1120(c)(3); or  
 

(d)  A three-way call, initiated by a customer’s prospective service provider, has been 
undertaken by the LEC, the customer, and that prospective service provider, in which the 
customer affirmatively states a desire to change intrastate service providers.  A separate 
affirmation must be specifically expressed for each type of service for which the customer seeks 
to change providers.  In the course of the three-way call: 

(1) Neither service provider shall disclose confidential or proprietary informa-
tion; 

(2) The current service provider shall not attempt to persuade the customer 
not to switch service providers; and  

(3) The current service provider shall not be allowed to market other telecom-
munications services to the customer. 
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Section 2.  Letter of Agency Form and Content. 
(a)  An IXC or LEC shall obtain any necessary written authorization from a subscriber 

for a PIC or LEC change by using a letter of agency (LOA) as specified in this section.  Any 
LOA that does not conform with this section is invalid. 
 

(b)  The LOA shall be a separate document (or an easily separable document) containing 
only the authorizing language described in Section 2(e) of these procedures and whose sole 
purpose is to authorize an IXC or LEC to initiate a PIC or LEC change.  The LOA must be 
signed and dated by the subscriber to the telephone lines(s) requesting the PIC or LEC change. 
 

(c)  The LOA shall not be combined with inducements of any kind on the same 
document. 
 

(d)  Notwithstanding paragraphs (b) and (c) of this Section, the LOA may be combined 
with checks that contain only the required letter of agency language prescribed in Section 2(e) of 
these procedures and the necessary information to make the check a negotiable instrument.  The 
LOA check shall not contain any promotional language or material.  The LOA check shall 
contain, in easily readable, bold-face type on the front of the check, a notice that the consumer is 
authorizing a PIC or LEC change by signing the check.  The LOA language also shall be placed 
near the signature line on the back of the check. 
 

(e)  At a minimum, the LOA must be printed in a type of sufficient size and readability to 
be clearly legible, and must contain clear and unambiguous language that confirms: 

(1) The subscriber’s billing name and address and each telephone number to 
be covered by the PIC or LEC change order; 

(2) The decision to change the customer’s preferred service provider from the 
current IXC or LEC to the prospective IXC or LEC; 

(3) That the subscriber designates the prospective IXC or LEC to act as the 
subscriber’s agent for the PIC or LEC change; 

(4) That the subscriber understands that only one telecommunications service 
provider may be designated as the subscriber’s interLATA PIC for any 
one telephone number.  To the extent that the law allows the selection of 
additional preferred service providers (e.g., for local, intraLATA, or 
international calling), the LOA must contain separate statements regarding 
each of those choices.  Any carrier designated as the customer’s PIC or 
LEC must be the carrier directly setting the rates for the subscriber.  One 
service provider can be a subscriber’s interLATA PIC, the subscriber’s 
intraLATA PIC, and the subscriber’s local service provider; and  

(5) That the subscriber understands that any PIC or LEC selection the 
subscriber makes may involve a charge to the subscriber for changing the 
subscriber’s PIC or LEC. 

 
(f)  Letters of agency shall not suggest or require that a subscriber take some action in 

order to retain the subscriber’s current IXC or LEC. 
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(g)  If any portion of an LOA is translated into another language, then all portions of the 
LOA must be translated into that language.  Every LOA must be translated into the same 
language as any promotional materials, oral descriptions, or instructions provided with the LOA. 
 
Section 2.1  Changes in Subscriber Carrier Selections. 

(a)  The following provisions, requirements, and exceptions apply to telecommunications 
service providers that submit or execute PIC or LEC change orders on the behalf of customers 
located in Michigan, and shall apply equally to situations in which the change orders arise from 
in-bound or out-bound sales calls where the execution of the change order would result in the 
provision of service to those customers by the recipient of the in-bound call, an affiliate of the 
recipient, or a carrier for which the recipient serves as an agent or marketer. 

(1) No submitting carrier shall submit a change order on the behalf of a 
subscriber prior to obtaining: (A) authorization from the subscriber, and 
(B) verification of that authorization in accordance with the procedures 
prescribed in Section 1 of these procedures, and in the rules of the Federal 
Communications Commission set forth at 47 C.F.R Section 64.1120(c)(3). 
For a submitting carrier, compliance with the verification procedures 
prescribed in these procedures shall be defined as compliance with, at a 
minimum, subsections (a) and (b) of this Section, as well as with 
Section 1.  The submitting carrier shall maintain and preserve records of 
verification of subscriber authorization for a minimum period of two years 
after obtaining such verification. 

(2) An executing carrier shall not verify the submission of a change in a 
subscriber’s PIC or LEC service provider upon receipt of a change order 
from a submitting carrier.  For an executing carrier, compliance with these 
procedures shall be defined, at a minimum, as prompt execution, without 
any unreasonable delay, of change orders that have been verified by a 
submitting carrier, as well as adherence to the subscriber notification 
provisions set forth in Section 8 of these procedures. 

(3) Commercial mobile radio services (CMRS) providers shall be excluded 
from the verification requirements of these procedures as long as they are 
not required to provide equal access to common carriers for the provision 
of telephone toll services, in accordance with 47 USC §332(c)(8). 

(4) An executing carrier shall, for every PIC or LEC change, notify the 
submitting carrier and the carrier whose service is being replaced of the 
effective date of the addition or cancellation of that service.  This notice 
may take place through an electronic notification over the Customer 
Account Records Exchange (CARE) system.  Other acceptable forms of 
notice include use of an Internet-based site hosted by the replaced IXC or 
LEC, sending a FAX, mailing a letter, or placing a telephone call to a 
telephone number designated by the submitting carrier or carrier whose 
service is being replaced and notifying that carrier of the customer name 
and of the specific line for which the service has been added or canceled 
by the customer.  This notification must take place within 7 days of the 
change of service, shall include the date upon which the service was added 
or canceled, and shall identify the service (i.e., basic local exchange 
service, intraLATA toll, and or interLATA toll) which has been added or 
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canceled.  After receipt and processing of this notice of cancellation, the 
former carrier shall discontinue billing the customer for the discontinued 
service, except that the carrier may continue to collect all rates and 
charges due and owing prior to the discontinuance of service.   

 
(b)  Where a telecommunications service provider is selling more than one type of 

telecommunications service (e.g., local exchange, intraLATA toll and interLATA toll) that 
service provider must obtain separate authorization from the subscriber for each service sold, 
although the authorizations may be made within the same solicitation.  Each authorization must 
be verified separately from any other authorizations obtained in the same solicitation.  Each 
authorization must be verified in accordance with the verification procedures prescribed in these 
procedures. 
 

(c)  Definitions.  For the purposes of these procedures, the following definitions are 
applicable: 
 

(1) Submitting carrier:  a submitting carrier is generally any telecommunica-
tions service provider that:  (A) requests on the behalf of a subscriber that 
the subscriber’s telecommunications carrier be changed, and (B) seeks to 
provide retail services to the end user subscriber.  A carrier may be treated 
as a submitting carrier, however, if it is responsible for any unreasonable 
carrier change requests, including fraudulent authorizations. 

(2) Executing carrier:  an executing carrier is generally any telecommunica-
tions service provider that puts into effect a request that a subscriber’s 
telecommunications carrier be changed.  A carrier may be treated as an 
executing carrier, however, if it is responsible for any unreasonable delays 
in the execution of carrier changes or for the execution of unauthorized 
carrier changes, including fraudulent authorizations. 

(3) Authorized carrier:  an authorized carrier is generally any telecommunica-
tions service provider that is currently providing authorized service to a 
subscriber or that submits a change order, on behalf of that subscriber, in 
the subscriber’s selection of a provider of telecommunications service 
with the subscriber’s authorization verified in accordance with these 
procedures. 

(4) Unauthorized carrier:  an unauthorized carrier is generally any 
telecommunications service provider that submits a change order, on 
behalf of a subscriber, in the subscriber’s selection of a provider of 
telecommunications service but fails to obtain the subscriber’s 
authorization verified in accordance with these procedures. 

(5) Unauthorized change: an unauthorized change is a change in a 
subscriber’s selection of a provider of telecommunications service that 
was made without authorization verified in accordance with these 
procedures.  

 
Section 3.  Violation of PIC or LEC Change Verification Procedures. 

(a)  No telecommunications service provider shall submit, or execute on its own behalf, a 
change in a customer’s selection of a service provider except in accordance with the verification 
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procedures prescribed in Section 505 of the Michigan Telecommunications Act (the Act), 
MCL 484.2505; MSA 22.1469(505), and as further defined in these procedures or Commission 
orders issued pursuant to Section 505. 
 

(b) Any individual, corporation, partnership, association, governmental entity, or other 
legal entity, including the Commission, having knowledge of a violation of Section 3(a) of these 
procedures may initiate an action against a telecommunications service provider for failure to 
adhere to the PIC or LEC change verification procedures prescribed in Section 505 of the Act. 
Any such action will be treated as a complaint case under Section 203 of the Act, MCL 
484.2203; MSA 22.1469(203), and will be processed in accordance with the Administrative 
Procedures Act and the Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure. 
 

(c) If a hearing is necessary to resolve a complaint filed pursuant to Section 3(b) of these 
procedures and alleging a violation of Section 505 of the Act, the Commission shall have 180 
days from the date the complaint was filed to issue its final order.  However, if the principal 
parties of record agree that the complexity of issues involved requires additional time, the 
Commission may have up to 210 days from the date of the complaint’s filing to issue its final 
order. 
 

(d) If a telecommunications provider is found by the Commission to have violated the 
verification requirements of Section 505 of the Act, the procedures set forth in Sections 1, 2, 2.1, 
or 3(a) above, or an order issued by the Commission under Section 505, the Commission shall 
order remedies and penalties to protect and make whole end users and other persons who have 
suffered damages as a result of the violation, including, but not limited to, 1 or more of the 
following: 

(1) Order the person to pay a fine for the first offense of not less than $10,000 
nor more than $20,000.  For any subsequent offense, the Commission shall 
order the person to pay a fine of not less than $25,000 nor more than 
$40,000.  If the Commission finds that the second or any subsequent 
offenses were knowingly made in violation of Section 505 of the Act, 
these procedures, or a Commission order issued under Section 505, the 
Commission shall order the person to pay a fine of not more than $50,000. 
 Each unauthorized or unverified change in a customer’s telecommunica-
tions service provider or providers shall be a separate offense under this 
subsection. 

(2) Order an unauthorized service provider to refund to the customer any 
monies received from the customer that are greater than what the customer 
would have paid for taking the same service from its authorized provider. 

(3) Order an unauthorized service provider to reimburse the authorized 
provider in an amount equal to the revenues that the authorized provider 
would have received had it been allowed to provide service to the cus-
tomer. 

(4) If the person is licensed under the Act, revoke the license if the 
Commission finds a pattern of violations of Section 505 of the Act. 

(5) Issue cease and desist orders. 
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(e) Although all other remedies and penalties may be ordered whether or not a violation 
is intentional, the fines authorized in Section 506(2)(a) of the Act, MCL 484.2506(2)(a); 
MSA 22.1469(2)(a), and restated in Section 3(d)(1) of these procedures, may not be imposed if 
the telecommunications provider that committed the violation shows that it has otherwise fully 
complied with Section 505 of the Act and further persuades the Commission that the violation 
was an unintentional and bona fide error that occurred despite the provider’s maintenance of 
procedures reasonably adopted to avoid the error.  Examples of a bona fide error include clerical, 
calculation, computer malfunction, programming, or printing errors.  An error in legal judgment 
with respect to a person’s obligation under Section 505 of the Act is not a bona fide error.  
 

(f) The telecommunications provider that committed the violation bears the burden of 
proving that the violation was an unintentional and bona fide error. 
 

(g) If the Commission finds that a party’s complaint or defense filed under Section 505 of 
the Act is frivolous, the Commission shall assess costs, including reasonable attorney fees, 
against the nonprevailing party and its attorneys, and in favor of the prevailing party. 
 
Section 4.  PIC or LEC Protection Programs. 

(a)  An LEC shall offer, and a customer may request enrollment in, a PIC or LEC 
protection program under which the LEC cannot execute a PIC or LEC change order submitted 
by or on behalf of the customer until the LEC receives adequate proof that the customer 
authorized that change or the customer suspends its PIC or LEC protection. 
 

(b)  Adequate proof of a customer’s authorization to change the customer’s PIC or LEC 
despite the customer’s enrollment in a PIC or LEC protection program shall be defined as receipt 
by the executing LEC of proof of verification of the change order by way of either an LOA or a 
three-way call initiated by the customer’s prospective service provider (and undertaken by the 
executing LEC, the customer, and the prospective service provider), including an acknowledge-
ment that the customer is waiving his or her PIC or LEC protection, if it is in effect. 
 

(c)  PIC or LEC protection programs, including all solicitations for membership in those 
programs, must clearly distinguish among telecommunications services (e.g., local exchange, 
intraLATA toll and interLATA toll) that are subject to PIC or LEC protection.  A separate 
request shall be made, and separately verified authorization received by the executing LEC, for 
each type of telecommunications service to which a customer seeks to apply PIC or LEC 
protection. 
 

(d)  An LEC’s PIC or LEC protection program shall be available under the same terms 
and conditions to all customers, including those taking service from a telecommunications 
service provider other than that LEC. 
 

(e)  Solicitation and imposition of PIC or LEC protection programs. 
(1) All carrier-provided solicitation and other materials regarding PIC or LEC 

protection programs must include: 
(i) An explanation, in clear and neutral language, of what a 

PIC or LEC protection program is and what services may 
be subject to protection; 
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(ii) A description of the specific procedures necessary to lift a 
customer’s PIC or LEC protection, and an explanation that 
the subscriber will be unable to make a change in carrier 
selection unless he or she either suspends the protection or 
has the customer’s prospective service provider supply the 
executing LEC with adequate proof of authority for the 
change, as defined in Section 4(b), above; and  

(iii) An explanation of any charges associated with the PIC or 
LEC protection program. 

(2) No LEC shall implement PIC or LEC protection unless the subscriber’s 
request to impose that protection has first been confirmed in accordance 
with one of the following procedures: 

(i) The LEC has obtained the subscriber’s written and signed 
authorization in a form that meets the requirements of 
Section 4(e)(3) of these procedures; or  

(ii) The LEC has obtained the subscriber’s electronic 
authorization, placed from the telephone number(s) on 
which the PIC or LEC protection is to be imposed, to 
impose that protection.  The electronic authorization should 
confirm appropriate verification data (e.g., the subscriber’s 
date of birth or social security number) and the information 
required in Section 4(e)(3)(ii)(1)-(4) of these procedures.  
Telecommunications carriers electing to confirm PIC or 
LEC protection orders electronically shall establish one or 
more toll-free telephone numbers exclusively for that 
purpose.  Calls to the number(s) will connect a subscriber 
to a voice response unit or similar mechanism that records 
the required information regarding the PIC or LEC 
protection request, including automatically recording the 
originating automatic numbering identification; or 

(iii) An appropriately qualified independent third party has 
obtained the subscriber’s oral authorization to initiate the 
PIC or LEC protection and confirmed the appropriate veri-
fication data (e.g., the subscriber’s date of birth or social 
security number) and the information required in 
Section 4(e)(3)(ii)(1)-(4) of these procedures.  The 
independent third party must (1) not be owned, managed, 
or directly controlled by the LEC or that LEC’s marketing 
agent; (2) must not have any financial incentive to confirm 
PIC or LEC protection enrollment requests for the LEC or 
that LEC’s marketing agent; and (3) must operate in a 
location physically separate from the LEC or that LEC’s 
marketing agent.  The content of the verification must 
include clear and conspicuous confirmation that the 
subscriber has authorized the implementation of PIC or 
LEC protection. 
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(3) Written authorization to impose PIC or LEC protection.  An LEC may 
accept a subscriber’s written and signed authorization to implement PIC or 
LEC protection.  Written authorization that does not conform with this 
Section is invalid and may not be used to impose PIC or LEC protection. 

(i) The written authorization shall comply with Section 2(b), 
(c), and (g) of the Commission’s procedures concerning the 
form and content for LOAs. 

(ii) At a minimum, the written authorization must be printed 
with a readable type, of sufficient size to be clearly legible, 
and must contain clear and unambiguous language that 
confirms: 

(1) The subscriber’s billing name and address 
and the telephone number(s) to be covered 
by the PIC or LEC protection; 

(2) The decision to place PIC or LEC protection 
on the telephone number(s) and particular 
service(s).  To the extent that a jurisdiction 
allows the imposition of PIC or LEC protec-
tion on additional preferred carrier service 
selections (e.g., for local exchange, intra-
LATA toll, interLATA toll, and 
international interexchange), the authoriza-
tion must contain separate statements 
regarding the particular selections to be 
protected; 

(3) That the subscriber understands that she or 
he will be unable to make a change in carrier 
selection unless she or he either suspends 
the protection or has the customer’s 
prospective service provider supply the 
executing LEC with adequate proof of 
authority for the change, as defined in 
Section 4(b), above; and  

(4) That the subscriber understands that any PIC 
or LEC protection may involve a charge to 
the subscriber. 

(iii) The LEC shall maintain and preserve records of 
verification of the subscriber’s authorization to implement 
LEC or PIC protection for as long as that protection is 
being provided for the customer’s service or services. 

 
(f)  Procedures for Suspending PIC or LEC protection.  All LECs that offer PIC or LEC 

protection must, at a minimum, offer subscribers the following procedures for suspending PIC or 
LEC protection. 
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(1) An LEC administering a PIC or LEC protection program must accept a 
subscriber’s written and signed authorization stating her or his intent to 
suspend its PIC or LEC protection; and 

(2) An LEC administering a PIC or LEC protection program must accept a 
subscriber’s oral authorization stating her or his intent to suspend its PIC 
or LEC protection and must offer a mechanism that allows a submitting 
carrier to initiate and conduct a three-way conference call with the LEC 
providing the protection, the subscriber, and the subscriber’s prospective 
or potential service provider in order to suspend the protection.  When 
engaged in oral authorization to suspend PIC or LEC protection, the LEC 
providing the protection shall confirm appropriate verification data (e.g., 
the subscriber’s date of birth or social security number) and the 
subscriber’s intent to suspend its PIC or LEC protection. 

 
(g)  Upon receipt of a PIC or LEC change order involving a customer with PIC or LEC 

protection, the LEC receiving that request shall promptly notify the person submitting the change 
order of the existence of the customer’s PIC or LEC protection, and shall request adequate proof 
of verification of the change order as defined in Section 4(b), above.  Following the LEC’s 
receipt of adequate proof of verification, the LEC shall process and implement that change order 
promptly and without unreasonable delay. 
 

(h)  Any failure of a telecommunications service provider to adhere to the terms of this 
Section may be found to be a violation of Sections 205(2) and 502 of the Act, MCL 484.2205(2); 
MSA 22.1469(205)(2) and MCL 484.2502; MSA 22.1469(502), respectively, and may give rise 
to the imposition of penalties authorized under Section 601 of the Act, MCL 484.2601;  
MSA 22.1469(601). 
 

(i)  Any LEC that uses the CARE system, or a similar electronic data transfer system, to 
exchange information with other service providers must indicate, on a continuous basis and as 
part of its electronic postings, which customer lines are being provided with PIC or LEC 
protection.  Any information provided by that LEC regarding which customer lines have PIC or 
LEC protection: 

(1) May not be duplicated or sold by any other telecommunications service 
provider or that service provider’s agents, affiliates, officers or employees; 

(2) May not be used for marketing purposes by any other telecommunications 
service provider or that service provider’s agents, affiliates, officers, or 
employees; and 

(3) May be used exclusively in connection with a pending sale of telecom-
munications services to an end-use customer and for the purpose of 
determining whether the customer has PIC or LEC protection on the line 
or lines involved in the pending sale. 

 
Section 5.  Registration Requirement. 

(a) Applicability.  A telecommunications service provider shall not begin to provide 
intrastate telecommunications service unless it has filed a registration with the Commission in 
accordance with subsection (b) of this Section and has had such registration approved by the 
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Commission.  Any telecommunications service provider already providing service on the 
effective date of these rules shall comply with the registration requirements of subsection (b) 
within 90 days of the effective date of these rules.  The provision of service by a previously-
operating telecommunications service provider shall not be affected by the filing of the 
registration. 
 

(b) Contents of Registration.  The registration shall contain the following information: 
(1) the service provider’s business address and telephone number, as well as a 

list of each d/b/a or other names under which the service provider bills 
customers or offers service; 

(2) the names and addresses of all officers and other principals; 
(3) the name, address, location, and telephone number of at least one agent 

authorized to receive service on behalf of the service provider; 
(4) a statement of the service provider’s financial viability; and 
(5) a verification that the service provider, its officers, and other principals 

have no prior history of committing fraud on the public. 
 

(c) Approval or Rejection of Registration.  Any registration shall be deemed approved by 
the Commission 30 days after filing unless the Commission issues an order rejecting or 
suspending such registration.  The Commission may reject or suspend such registration for any 
of the reasons identified in subsection (d) of this Section. 
 

(d) Revocation or Suspension of Operating Authority.  Following a contested case 
proceeding, the Commission may revoke or suspend the authorization or license, if such authori-
zation or license exists, of any telecommunications carrier to provide service upon any of the 
following grounds: 

(1)  the carrier fails to file the registration in accordance with subsection (a) of 
this Section or fails to reflect, within 30 days, any subsequent changes to 
its registration; or 

(2) the carrier provides materially false or incomplete information in the 
course of obtaining the registration required by subsection (a) of this 
Section; or 

(3) the carrier, any predecessor in interest, or any of its officers or other 
principals has failed to pay a forfeiture or fine imposed for violations of 
Section 505 of the Act, Section 258 of the FTA, these procedures, or an 
order issued under Section 505 of the Act; or 

(4) the carrier is found responsible by the Commission for any violations of 
these procedures, Section 505 of the Act, or Commission orders issued 
under Section 505 of the Act. 

 
(e) Duty of an LEC.  An LEC shall not record as a customer’s presubscribed carrier any 

telecommunications service provider that does not possess an approved registration. 
 

(f) Updating a Registration.  The registration shall be updated on an annual basis.  Also, 
if the telecommunications service provider files for bankruptcy or otherwise terminates its opera-
tions, it must notify the Commission of that fact within 30 days. 
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Section 6.  Bills and Billing Agents. 
(a) Bill Organization.  All customer bills issued by a telecommunications service 

provider, whether arising from service provided by that carrier or some other service provider, 
shall satisfy the truth-in-billing and billing format requirements adopted by the Federal 
Communications Commission in CC Docket No. 98-170.  All such bills shall be clearly 
organized and must comply with the following requirements: 

(1) The name of the service provider associated with each charge must be 
clearly identified on the telephone bill. 

(2) Where charges for two or more carriers appear on the same telephone bill, 
the charges must be separated by service provider and the telephone bill 
must provide clear and conspicuous notification of any change in service 
provider, including notification to the customer that a new provider has 
begun providing service. 
(i) “Clear and conspicuous notification” means notice that would be 

apparent to a reasonable consumer. 
(ii) “New provider” is any provider that did not bill for services on the 

previous billing statement.  The notification should describe the 
nature of the relationship with the customer, including a 
description of whether the new provider is the presubscribed local 
exchange or interexchange carrier. 

 
(b) Descriptions of Billed Charges.  Charges contained on telephone bills must be 

accompanied by a brief, clear, non-misleading, plain language description of the service or 
services rendered.  The description must be sufficiently clear in presentation and specific enough 
in content so that customers can accurately assess that the services for which they are billed 
correspond to those that they have requested and received, and that the costs assessed for those 
services conform to their understanding of the price charged. 
 

(c) “Deniable” and “Non-Deniable” Charges.  Where a bill contains charges for basic 
local exchange service, in addition to other charges, the bill must distinguish between charges for 
which non-payment will result in disconnection of basic local exchange service and charges for 
which non-payment will not result in such disconnection.  The service provider must explain this 
distinction to the customer and must clearly and conspicuously identify on the bill those charges 
for which non-payment will not result in disconnection of basic local exchange service. Service 
providers may also elect to devise other methods of informing consumers on the bill that they 
may contest charges prior to payment. 
 

(d) Clear and Conspicuous Disclosure on Inquiry Contacts.  Telephone bills must contain 
clear and conspicuous disclosure of any information that the customer may need to make 
inquiries about, or contest charges on, the bill.  Service providers must prominently display on 
each bill a toll-free number or numbers by which customers may inquire or dispute any charges 
contained on the bill.  A service provider may list a toll-free number for a billing agent, 
clearinghouse, or other third party, provided that such party possesses sufficient information to 
answer questions concerning the customer’s account and is fully authorized to resolve consumer 
complaints on the service provider’s behalf.  Each service provider must make its business 
address available upon request to consumers through its toll-free number. 
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(e) No telecommunications service provider shall serve as a billing agent or provide bill 
collection services for any other service provider if that other service provider does not possess 
an approved registration as specified in Section 5 of these procedures. 
 

(f)  No telecommunications service provider shall attempt to collect from an end-use 
customer any charges arising from unauthorized service.  In addition, no such provider shall 
impose or attempt to collect from an end-use customer any fees for switching that customer to 
the unauthorized service provider or for subsequently switching the customer back to its autho-
rized provider.  Nevertheless, no penalties shall be imposed on a provider for violating this sub-
section of the Commission’s procedures if that provider shows that it took all reasonable steps to 
avoid imposing or attempting to collect charges or fees on behalf of, or arising from the actions 
of, an unauthorized service provider.  The provider that violates this subsection bears the burden 
of proving that it took all reasonable steps to avoid acting on behalf of the unauthorized service 
provider. 
 
Section 7.  Subscriber Notification of Change in Service Providers. 

(a) The submitting carrier and the executing carrier, as defined in Sections 2.1(c)(1) and 
2.1(c)(2) of these procedures, respectively, each shall notify the end-use customer of any change 
in the customer’s service provider(s).  Any such notice must be provided to the customer within 
10 days of the effective date of the change in the customer’s service provider(s).  This provision 
shall apply to the executing carrier only where the name and address of the end-use customer is 
either known to, or readily discernable by, the executing carrier. 
 

(b) The notification required by Section 7(a) of these procedures shall only indicate: 
(1) the type or types of telecommunications service that will be provided by a 

different carrier; 
(2) the effective date of the change in the customer’s service provider(s); 
(3) the identity of the customer’s prior telecommunications service provider 

for each type of service that was changed; and 
(4) the identity, including the address and phone number, of each 

telecommunications provider to whom the customer’s service has now 
been changed. 

 
(c)  To the extent that any of the information described in Section 7(b) is neither known 

to, nor readily discernible by, the submitting or executing carrier, that portion of the carrier’s 
notice may be left blank. 
 

(d) The executing carrier is forbidden from using this notification process for marketing 
purposes or to implement a “win-back” strategy on behalf of itself or any other telecommunica-
tions service provider. 
 

(e) Each violation of the prohibitions established by Section 7(d) of these procedures 
shall constitute a separate violation of Sections 205(2) and 502 of the Act, MCL 484.2205(2); 
MSA 22.1469(205)(2) and MCL 484.2502; MSA 22.1469(502), respectively, and may give rise 
to the imposition of penalties authorized under Section 601 of the Act, MCL 484.2601; 
MSA 22.1469(601).   
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(f) The submitting and executing carriers each shall maintain and preserve, for a 
minimum period of two years, records showing the dates upon which each notice required 
pursuant to Section 7(a) of these procedures was issued to the customer. 



 P R O O F   O F   S E R V I C E  
 

 
   STATE OF MICHIGAN )         
          
         Case No. U-11900 
 
          
          

      County of Ingham  ) 
 

 
 

Mignon Middlebrook being duly sworn, deposes and says that on April 16, 2009 A.D. she 

served a copy of the attached Commission orders by first class mail, postage prepaid, or by 

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

 
 
 
         
     
       _______________________________________ 

         Mignon Middlebrook 
 
  Subscribed and sworn to before me  
  this 16th day of April 2009  

 
   
 
    _____________________________________ 

Sharron A. Allen 
Notary Public, Ingham County, MI 
My Commission Expires August 16, 2011 
 



Service List U-11900 

 
Telecommunications Association of Michigan 
600 W. Shiawassee Street 
Lansing MI 48933 
 

 
Albert  Ernst 
Dykema Gossett PLLC 
201 Townsend Street, Suite 900 
Lansing MI 48933 
 

 
Gary L. Field 
Field Law Group PLLC 
915 N. Washington Avenue  
Lansing MI 48906 
 

 
Frontier Communications Of Michigan, Inc. 
Scott Bohler 
2378 Wilshire Blvd. 
Mound MN 55364 
 

 
Robin  Gleason 
AT&T Michigan 
221 N. Washington Square, Ground Floor 
Lansing MI 48933 
 

 
GTE North Incorporated 
455 E. Ellis Road 
Muskegon MI 49443 
 

 
Long Distance of Michigan, Inc. 
712 Abbot Road 
East Lansing MI 48823 
 

 
Mcimetro Access Transmission Services L.L.C. 
124 W. Allegan , Suite 1100 
Lansing MI 48933 
 

 
McLeodUSA Telecommunications Services, Inc. 
One Martha's Way 
P.O. Box 3177 
Hiawatha IA 52233-3177 
 

 
Michael A. Nickerson 
Michigan Dept. of Attorney General 
Public Service Division 
6545 Mercantile Way, Suite 15 
Lansing MI 48911 
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Qwest Communications Corporation 
1801 California Street 
47th Floor 
Denver CO 80202 
 

 
Haran C. Rashes 
Clark Hill PLC 
212 E. Grand River Avenue 
Lansing MI 48906 
 

 
John J. Reidy III 
AT&T Corp., 225 W. Randolph Street 
Fl 25D 
Chicago IL 60606 
 

 
Leland R. Rosier 
Clark Hill PLC 
212 E. Grand River Avenue 
Lansing MI 48906 
 

 
Sprint Communications Company, L.P. 
6540 Sprint Parkway 
KSOPHN0212 
Overland Park KS 66251 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 



 P R O O F   O F   S E R V I C E  
 

 
   STATE OF MICHIGAN )         
          
         Case No. U-11900 
 
          
          

      County of Ingham  ) 
 

 
 

Lisa Felice being duly sworn, deposes and says that on April 16, 2009 A.D. she served a 

copy of the attached Commission Order (Commission’s Own Motion) via e-mail 

transmission, to the persons as shown on the attached service list (Listserv Distribution 

List). 

 
 
 
         
     
       _______________________________________ 

                        Lisa Felice 
 
  Subscribed and sworn to before me  
  this 16th day of April 2009  

 
   
 
    _____________________________________ 

Sharron A. Allen 
Notary Public, Ingham County, MI 
My Commission Expires August 16, 2011 
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1-800-Reconex, Inc., dba USTel Bill.Braun@Reconex.com 
360networks (USA) inc. charles.forst@360.net 
A.R.C. Networks, Inc. sbogdan@broadviewnet.com 
AboveNet Communications, Inc. jsanford@above.net 
Access One, Inc. markj@accessoneinc.com 
Access Point, Inc. jason.brown@accesspointinc.com 
AccuTel of Texas, Inc. sharonl@accutel.net 
ACD Telecom of the North, LLC schoen.kevin@acd.net 
ACD Telecom, Inc. schoen.kevin@acd.net 
Ace Telephone Company of Michigan, Inc. truskowski@acecomgroup.com 
ACN Communication Services, Inc. kkuder@acninc.com 
Advanced Integrated Technologies, Inc. gregl@goait.com 
Affordable Voice Communications, Inc. mpsc@avcinc.com 
Airdis, LLC, dba Airdis Telecom ssinclair@airdis.com 
Allband Communications Cooperative ron.siegel@allband.org 
Allendale Telephone Company mike.osborne@allcom.net 
American Broadband and Telecommunications Company jsa@ambt.net 
American Fiber Network, Inc. rob.heath@afnltd.com 
Arialink Telecom, LLC jason@arialink.com 
AT&T Communications of Michigan, Inc. clglover@att.com 
AT&T Michigan (fka SBC Michigan) rg1467@att.com 
ATI Networks, Inc. matt-schultz@comcast.net 
B&S Telecom, Inc. byuille@800goquick.com 
Bandwidth.com CLEC, LLC dmorken@bandwidth.com 
Baraga Telephone Company pwstark@up.net 
Barry County Telephone Company refisher@mei.net 
BCN Telecom, Inc. rnacchio@bcntele.com 
BCR Network Services, Inc., dba The Data Warehouse bseely@bcrnsi.com 
Bell South Long Distance, Inc., dba AT&T Long Distance Service tm5886@att.com 
Birch Telecom of the Great Lakes, Inc. tjackson@birch.com 
Blanchard Telephone Association, Inc. dbronson@blanchardtel.com 
Blanchard Telephone Co. dbronson@blanchardtel.com 
Bloomingdale Telephone Company, Inc. jsnyder@btc-bci.com 
Borderland Communications, LLC leen@borderlandnet.net 
Bright House Networks Information Services (Michigan), LLC marva.johnson@bhnis.com 
Broadview Networks, Inc. sbogdan@broadviewnet.com 
Broadvox-CLEC, LLC eblumin@broadvox.net 
Broadwing Communications, LLC rogelio.pena@level3.com 
BT Communications Sales LLC linda.cicco@bt.com 
Buckeye Telesystem, Inc. askus@buckeye-telesystem.com 
Budget PrePay, Inc., dba Budget Phone lakishat@budgetprepay.com 
Building Communications Inc. ludwick-j@bcinetworks.net 
BullsEye Telecom, Inc. sloney@bullseyetelecom.com 
Call Giant, Inc. mpsc-itsp@callgiant.com 
Campus Communications Group, Inc. robin.brown@fusionbroadband.com 
Carr Telephone Company teri@carrinter.net 
Castle Wire, Inc. chris@castlewire.com 
CAT Communications International, Inc. dwaller@ccitelecom.com 
Cbeyond Communications, LLC william.weber@cbeyond.net 
Celerity Telecom, Inc. jjames@iti.net 
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CenturyTel Acquisition LLC ron.p.johnson@centurytel.com 
CenturyTel Midwest -- Michigan, Inc. vickie.norris@centurytel.com 
CenturyTel of Michigan, Inc. vickie.norris@centurytel.com 
CenturyTel of Northern Michigan, Inc. vickie.norris@centurytel.com 
CenturyTel of Upper Michigan, Inc. vickie.norris@centurytel.com 
CenturyTel Solutions, LLC ron.p.johnson@centurytel.com 
Chapin Telephone Company chapintel@power-net.net 
Charter Fiberlink - Michigan, LLC CFL.Regulatory@chartercom.com 
Chippewa County Telephone Company jbrogan@jamadots.net 
CI2 Inc. bjackson@ci2.com 
CIMCO Communications, Inc. bcapraro@cimco.net 
Clear Rate Communications, Inc. tnamy@clearrate.com 
Cleartel Telecommunications, Inc. regulatory@cleartel.com 
Climax Telephone Company jburnham@ctstelecom.com 
CloseCall America, Inc. cschroeder@closecall.com 
CMC Telecom, Inc. cchamp@cmctelecom.net 
Coldwater Telecommunications Utility jroyer@muni.cbpu.com 
Comcast Business Communications, LLC stacey_parker@cable.comcast.com 
Comcast Phone of Michigan, LLC stacey_parker@cable.comcast.com 
Comlink, L.L.C. jsummersett@comlink.biz 
CommPartners, LLC ktwomey@commpartners.us 
Communication Lines Inc. contact@cli-inc.com 
ComTech21, LLC magli@comtech21.com 
Comtel Telcom Assets LP, dba VarTec, Excel becky.gipson@excel.com 
Contel of the South, Inc., d/b/a Verizon North Systems paul.fuglie@verizon.com 
Cordia Communications Corp. mabbagnaro@cordiacorp.com 
Covista, Inc. PUC@covista.com 
CynergyComm.Net, Inc., dba UTMI.net sb1015@cynergycomm.net 
Cypress Communications Operating Company, Inc. fkirby@cypresscom.net 
Cypress Telecommunications Corporation, d/b/a Cytel lingle@cytelcom.com 
DayStarr, LLC, d/b/a DayStarr Communications cjr@daystarr.net 
Deerfield Farmers Telephone Company dave@cass.net 
DIECA Communications, Inc. dba Covad Communications Company kmudge@covad.com 
dPi Teleconnect, L.L.C. toroark@dpiteleconnect.com 
Drenthe Telephone Company mike.osborne@allcom.net 
DSLNet Communications, LLC shobbs@dsl.net 
EagleNet, Inc. toddg@iserv.net 
Easton Telecom Services, L.L.C. bstewart@eastontelecom.com 
Elantic Telecom, Inc. sperkins@cavtel.com 
Empire One Telecommunications, Inc. butler@eot.net 
Ernest Communications, Inc. pmasters@ernestgroup.com 
FairPoint Carrier Services, Inc. pmorse@fairpoint.com 
FiberNet of Michigan, LLC shamula@wvfibernet.net 
First Communications, LLC mcegelski@firstcomm.com 
France Telecom Corporate Solutions L.L.C. joe.topel@orange-ftgroup.com 
Frontier Communications of America, Inc. sbohler@czn.com 
Frontier Communications of Michigan, Inc. sbohler@czn.com 
Global Connection Inc. of America abriggs@globalc-inc.com 
Global Crossing Telemanagement, Inc. diane.peters@globalcrossing.com 
Global Teldata II, LLC edward.oreilly@globalteldata.com 
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Globalcom Inc., dba First Communications of Illinois mcegelski@firstcomm.com 
Grid 4 Communications, Inc. chopkins@grid4.com 
GVC Networks, LLC kbradley@gvcwinstar.net 
Hiawatha Telephone Company jbrogan@jamadots.net 
Huron Mountain Communications Co. pwstark@up.net 
Hypercube Telecom, LLC James.Mertz@hypercube-llc.com 
IBFA Acquisition Company, LLC, dba The Farm Bureau Connection, 
Country Connect caseyw@countryconnect.us 
IDT America, Corp. carl.billek@corp.idt.net 
iNetworks Group, Inc. info@inetworksgroup.com 
Infotelecom, LLC agertsburg@infotelecom.us 
Intrado Communications Inc. regulatory@intrado.com 
JAS Networks, Inc. toddg@iserv.net 
Kaleva Telephone Company jcribbs@kaltelnet.net 
Kentucky Data Link, Inc. chuang@cinergycom.com 
LDMI Telecommunications, Inc., d/b/a Cavalier Telephone mhring@cavtel.com 
Lennon Telephone Company rfletcher@power-net.net 
Level 3 Communications, LLC rogelio.pena@level3.com 
Lightyear Network Solutions, LLC john.greive@lightyear.net 
Local Exchange Carriers of Michigan, Inc. jkk@lecmi.com 
Lucre, Inc. steve@lucre.net 
Markur Communications, LLC mattv@markur.com 
Masscomm Inc., dba Mass Communications mgold@masscommgroup.com 
Matrix Telecom, Inc., dba Trinsic Communications regulatory@matrixbt.com 
McGraw Communications, Inc. smendez@mcgrawcom.net 
MCImetro Access Transmission Services LLC, dba Verizon Access 
Transmission Services paul.fuglie@verizon.com 
McLeodUSA Telecommunications Services, Inc., dba Paetec Business 
Services jredman-carter@mcleodusa.com 
MediaGate Communications, Inc. mark@nomadinter.net 
MetroNet-Telecom, Inc. djc@metronet.cc 
Metropolitan Telecommunications of Michigan, Inc., dba MetTel aeconomou@mettel.net 
Michigan Access, Inc. glenn@m33access.com 
Michigan Central Broadband Company, LLC. david.thomas@alphacomm.net 
MichTel Communications, LLC dthomas@michtel.com 
Midway Telephone Company jbrogan@jamadots.net 
Midwestern Telecommunications, Inc. jerry.holt@midwestern.net 
Mitel NetSolutions, Inc. jon_brinton@inter-tel.com 
Momentum Telecom, Inc. thennington@momentumtelecom.com 
National Grid Communications, Inc. mike.cooper@us.ngridwireless.com 
NationsLine Michigan, Inc. sathanson@nationsline.com 
Navigator Telecommunications, LLC mike@navtel.com 
Net Express, Inc., dba Advent Telecom dave@tuz.net 
Neutral Tandem-Michigan, LLC rgavillet@neutraltandem.com 
New Edge Network Inc. kschotsky@newedgeworks.com 
New Horizons Communications Corp. sgibbs@nhcgrp.com 
New Rochelle Telephone Corp. mabbagnaro@newroctel.com 
Nextlink Wireless, Inc. kelly.faul@xo.com 
Nexus Communications, Inc. sfenker1@earthlink.net 
Nii Communications, Ltd. regulatory@cleartel.com 
Norlight Telecommunications, Inc. chuang@cinergycom.com 
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Norlight, Inc., dba Cinergy Communications chuang@cinergycom.com 
NOS Communications, Inc. jrenneker@nos.com 
Ogden Telephone Company corie@ogdentel.com 
Ontonagon County Telephone Company jbrogan@jamadots.net 
Onvoy, Inc., dba Onvoy Voice Services mary.buley@onvoy.com 
Osirus Communications, Inc. sm1024@cynergycomm.net 
Pacific Centrex Services, Inc. psclregulatory@gmail.com 
Pac-West Telecomm, Inc. lmartin@pacwest.com 
PaeTec Communications, Inc. judy.messenger@paetec.com 
Pelzer Communications Corporation gpelzer@pelzercom.com 
Peninsula Fiber Network, LLC jbrogan@jamadots.net 
Peninsula Telephone Company jack@pentel.net 
Phone Express Michigan Inc. eyad@phoneexpress.com 
PhoneCo, L.P. sharonl@accutel.net 
Pigeon Telephone Company ehe@avci.net 
PNG Telecommunications, Inc. dba PowerNet Global Communications dpacker@pngmail.com 
Primus Telecommunications, Inc. klawrence@primustel.com 
Quality Telephone, Inc. FXM@qtelephone.com 
QuantumShift Communications, Inc. jbrown@vcomsolutions.com 
Quick Communications, Inc. byuille@800goquick.com 
Qwest Communications Company, LLC jeff.wirtzfeld@qwest.com 
RACC Enterprises, LLC rick@racc2000.com 
Range Corporation admin@rangetele.com 
Sage Spectrum, LLC rmccausland@sagetelecom.net 
Sage Telecom, Inc. sflatt@sagetelecom.net 
Sand Creek Telephone Company souders@sandcreektelco.com 
Sigecom, LLC, dba WOW! Internet, Cable and Phone cmartin@wideopenwest.com 
Solarity Communications LLC neal@solaritytelecom.com 
South American Communications, LLC. braymor@si-2.com 
Southwest Michigan Communications, Inc. jsnyder@btc-bci.com 
Specialized Services, Inc., dba SSI Affinity sbranch@spsy-inc.com 
Spectrotel, Inc. vanessa.leon@spectrotel.com 
Springport Telephone Company janet@springcom.com 
Sprint Communications Company, L.P. kenneth.schifman@sprint.com 
Superior Spectrum Telephone and Data, L.L.C. mark.iannuzzi@telnetww.com 
Talk America Inc., d/b/a Cavalier Telephone mhring@cavtel.com 
TC3 Telecom Inc. joe@tc3telecom.com 
TCG Detroit Holdings I, Inc. clglover@att.com 
TDS Metrocom, LLC paul.pederson@tdstelecom.com 
TDS Telecom/Chatham Telephone Co. paul.pederson@tdstelecom.com 
TDS Telecom/Communications Corp. of MI (CCM) paul.pederson@tdstelecom.com 
TDS Telecom/Island Telephone Company (MI) paul.pederson@tdstelecom.com 
TDS Telecom/Shiawassee Telephone Co. paul.pederson@tdstelecom.com 
TDS Telecom/Wolverine Telephone Co. paul.pederson@tdstelecom.com 
TelCove Operations, Inc. rogelio.pena@level3.com 
Telecom Management, Inc., dba Pioneer Long Distance regulatory@pioneertelephone.com 
Tele-Reconnect Inc. ejohnston@telereconnect.com 
Telnet Worldwide, Inc. mark.iannuzzi@telnetww.com 
Telrite Corporation michael.geoffroy@telrite.com 
The Winn Telephone Company ljenkins@power-net.net 
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Three Rivers Telecom, Inc. joe@tc3telecom.com 
TouchTone Communications Inc. gcglodeck@touchtone.net 
Trans National Communications International, Inc. sgnepp@tncii.com 
Trophy Technologies, Inc., dba Rural Communications bonkowski-r@bcinetworks.net 
TruComm Corporation mvitale1@dnsys.com 
UCN, Inc. kimm.partridge@ucn.net 
United Communications Systems, Inc., d/b/a Call One cfoster@callone.net 
Universal Telecom, Inc. sgray@universaltelecom.com 
Upper Peninsula Telephone Company bdcobra@alphacomm.net 
US Signal Company, L.L.C. bboshoven@ussignalcom.com 
US Xchange of Michigan, L.L.C., d/b/a One Communications mwhiting@onecommunications.com 
Verizon North Inc. paul.fuglie@verizon.com 
Verizon Select Services, Inc. matthew.kelley@verizon.com 
VOIP Telecom, LLC pcrocker@earlylennon.com 
Vota Telephone LLC, dba Votatel obadawi@hotmail.com 
Waldron Telephone Company mark@waldrontel.com 
Waypoint Fiber Networks, LLC ictpete@aol.com 
Westphalia Broadband, Inc. dfox@power-net.net 
Westphalia Telephone Company dfox@power-net.net 
Wholesale Carrier Services, Inc. cbarton@wcs.com 
Winn Telephone Company ljenkins@power-net.net 
Winstar Communications, LLC kbradley@gvcwinstar.net 
XO Communications Services, Inc. john.ivanuska@xo.com 
Ygnition Networks, Inc. rsullivan@ygnition.com 
YMax Communications Corp. russop@magicjack.com 
Zayo Bandwidth, LLC sbeer@zayo.com 
Zenk Group, Ltd., d/b/a Planet Access mzengerle@planetaccess.tv 
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