
 

212 East Grand River Avenue 
Lansing, Michigan 48906-4328 

Tel. (517) 318-3100 ▪ Fax (517) 318-3099 
www.clarkhill.com 

 
Leland R. Rosier 
Phone: (517) 318-3021 
E-Mail: lrrosier@clarkhill.com 

December 1, 2004 

 
Ms. Mary Jo Kunkle 
Executive Secretary 
Michigan Public Service Commission 
6545 Mercantile Way 
PO Box 30221 
Lansing, MI  48909 
 

Re: In the matter of the complaint of LUCRE, INC. against MICHIGAN BELL 
TELEPHONE COMPANY d/b/a SBC to resolve a dispute over payment of 
reciprocal compensation. 
MPSC Case No. U-14374 

Dear Ms. Kunkle: 

Enclosed for filing please find an original and four copies of Lucre, Inc.’s Formal 
Complaint in the above-captioned matter.  A Proof of Service upon the Parties of Record is also 
enclosed.  These documents have been filed electronically with the Michigan Public Service 
Commission’s Electronic Case Filing System. 

Sincerely, 
 

CLARK HILL PLC 
 
 
 

Leland R. Rosier 
 
LRR:  met 
Enclosures 

cc: Parties of Record 
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Detroit, Michigan    Birmingham, Michigan    Lansing, Michigan 



 
 

STATE OF MICHIGAN 
 

BEFORE THE MICHIGAN PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 
 

***** 
 
In the matter of the complaint of LUCRE, INC. ) 
against MICHIGAN BELL TELEPHONE  ) 
COMPANY d/b/a SBC to resolve a dispute over ) Case No. U-14374 
payment of reciprocal compensation. ) 
__________________________________________) 
 

PROOF OF SERVICE 
 
STATE OF MICHIGAN ) 

)  SS 
COUNTY OF INGHAM ) 
 

Mary E. Turney, being duly sworn, deposes and says that she is an employee of Clark 
Hill PLC, and that on December 1, 2004, a copy of Lucre, Inc.’s Formal Complaint was served 
upon: 

SEE ATTACHED SERVICE LIST 

Service was accomplished by depositing same in a regular United States Postal Service 
mail depository, enclosed in envelopes bearing postage fully prepaid and addressed properly. 

 
____________________________________ 
Mary E. Turney 

 
Subscribed and sworn to before me 
this 1st day of December 2004. 
 
______________________________ 
Patricia A. Tooker, Notary Public 
State of Michigan, County of Eaton 
Acting in the County of Ingham 
My Commission Expires:  April 5, 2005. 
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SERVICE LIST 
MPSC Case No. U-14374 

Page 1 of 1 
 

AMERITECH MICHIGAN 
 
Ms. Robin Gleason 
VP Regulatory Affairs 
SBC Ameritech 
201 N. Washington Sq Room 920 
Lansing, MI  48933 
(517) 334-3711 
(517) 334-1147 (Fax) 
 
E-Mail: rg1467@sbc.com 
 
Mr. Craig A. Anderson 
General Attorney-State Regulatory & 
Legislative Matters 
SBC Michigan 
444 Michigan Avenue,  Room 1750 
Detroit, MI  48226 
(313) 223-8033 
(313) 496-9326 (Fax) 
 
E-Mail:
 craig.anderson@ameritech.com 
 
LUCRE, INC. 
 
Mr. Roderick S. Coy 
Mr. Leland R. Rosier 
CLARK HILL PLC 
Attorneys for Lucre, Inc. 
212 E. Grand River Ave. 
Lansing, MI  48906 
(517) 318-3100 
(517) 318-3099 (Fax) 
 
E-Mail: rcoy@clarkhill.com 
  lrrosier@clarkhill.com 
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STATE OF MICHIGAN 
 

BEFORE THE MICHIGAN PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 
 

* * * * * 
 

In the matter of the complaint of LUCRE, INC.  ) 
against MICHIGAN BELL TELEPHONE  ) 
COMPANY d/b/a SBC to resolve a dispute over  )  Case No. U-14374 
payment of reciprocal compensation.    )  
        ) 
 
 

FORMAL COMPLAINT 
 

This is a Formal Complaint brought by Lucre, Inc. (“Complainant” or “Lucre”), a 

Michigan corporation, by its attorneys, Clark Hill PLC, pursuant to Sections 203, 204, and 205 

of the Michigan Telecommunications Act, MCL 484.2101 et seq. ("MTA"), and Rules 501 et 

seq. of the Rules of Practice and Procedure Before the Commission, MAC R 460.17501 et seq. 

Despite lengthy correspondence and efforts by Lucre to obtain payment for reciprocal 

compensation from SBC Michigan pursuant to the terms of the parties’ interconnection 

agreement, SBC has refused to pay the proper reciprocal compensation for both local termination 

and intraLATA toll termination. 

Pursuant to Section 203(14) of the MTA, MCL 484.2203(14), this Complaint is subject to 

the mandatory alternative dispute resolution process under Section 203a of the MTA, MCL 

484.2203a. 

In support of its Formal Complaint, Lucre states as follows: 

Identification of Parties And Interest Of Complainant 

1. Complainant Lucre is a Michigan corporation with its registered office and 

principal place of business located at 4011 Plainfield, N.E., Grand Rapids, MI 49525, (616) 543-

1666 (phone), (616) 543-6709 (fax). 
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2. Respondent Michigan Bell Telephone Company d/b/a Ameritech Michigan d/b/a 

SBC (“Respondent” or “SBC” or “SBC Michigan”) is a Michigan corporation with its registered 

office at 615 Griswold, Detroit, MI 48226 and its principal office of operations for 

telecommunications listed with the MPSC as 201 North Washington Square, Room 920, 

Lansing, MI 48933, (517) 334-3704 (phone), (517) 334-3712 (fax), contact name: Robin 

Gleason, VP Regulatory Michigan, robin.m.gleason@ameritech.com.  Service of this Complaint 

is made at the principal office of operations for telecommunications, with a copy sent to SBC 

Michigan’s regulatory attorney’s office. 

3. Lucre holds a license from this Commission as a provider of basic local exchange 

service issued February 9, 1999, in Case No. U-11828.  The geographic area of Lucre’s license 

was expanded under the Commission’s Order of October 28, 1999, in Case No. U-12112. 

4. SBC is a licensed provider of basic local exchange service and other regulated 

telecommunications services in the State of Michigan under the MTA. 

5. Lucre and SBC are parties to a certain interconnection agreement entitled 

“INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT UNDER SECTIONS 251 AND 252 OF THE 

TELECOMMUNICATIONS ACT OF 1996, Dated as of July 17, 1997, by and between 

AMERITECH INFORMATION INDUSTRY SERVICES, a division of Ameritech Services, 

Inc., on behalf of and as agent for Ameritech Michigan, and LUCRE, INC.”  (“Agreement” or 

“Interconnection Agreement”)  The Agreement was approved by the Michigan Public Service 

Commission by Order dated May 27, 1999 in Case No. U-11974. 

6. Pursuant to its license and approved interconnection arrangements, Lucre filed its 

tariff for end user services with the Commission effective November 9, 1999. 
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7. Lucre purchases services from SBC pursuant to the Interconnection Agreement, 

and Lucre and SBC exchange telecommunications traffic pursuant to the terms of the 

Interconnection Agreement.  Said traffic exchanged includes traffic eligible for payment of 

reciprocal compensation pursuant to the Interconnection Agreement. 

Jurisdiction 

8. The MTA provides that the Commission has jurisdiction and authority to 

administer the MTA.  A primary purpose of the MTA under Section 101, MCL 484.2101, is to 

promote fair and effective telecommunications competition in the State of Michigan.  Section 

201 of the MTA, MCL 484.2201, allows the Commission to enforce the MTA as well as relevant 

delegated authority under the Federal Telecommunications Act.  Section 203 of the MTA, MCL 

484.2203, authorizes the Commission, upon receipt of a complaint, to conduct an investigation, 

hold hearings, and issue its findings and order under the contested case provisions of the 

Michigan Administrative Procedures Act of 1969, MCL 24.201 et seq.  Section 203a provides 

for an alternative dispute resolution (“ADR”) process for certain complaints, including 

interconnection disputes.  The ADR process may be administered by the Commission.  Section 

204 of the MTA, MCL 484.2204, provides that if two or more telecommunication providers are 

unable to agree on a regulated matter, then either provider may apply to the Commission for 

resolution of the matter.  Section 205 of the MTA, MCL 484.2205, also authorizes the 

Commission to investigate and resolve complaints.  Section 305 of the MTA provides that a 

provider of basic local exchange service shall not perform any act in violation of the MTA or an 

order of the Commission.  Section 502 of the MTA prohibits providers from making statements 

or representations involving rates or conditions of service that are false, misleading, or deceptive.  
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Section 601 allows the Commission to provide remedies or penalties where a violation of the 

MTA (or one of its orders) is found. 

9. Under Section 203(14) of the MTA, except where there is a request for 

emergency relief, if the complaint involves an interconnection dispute between parties, the 

Commission is to require the parties to utilize the alternative dispute process under Section 203a 

of the MTA. 

Facts and Allegations 
 
1. Lucre Presented Invoices To SBC Pursuant To Its Existing Agreement, But SBC 

Has Refused To Pay Reciprocal Compensation to Lucre 
 

10. Lucre has invoiced SBC for reciprocal compensation for local termination and 

intraLATA toll for each month since July 2000.  The invoices at issue in this complaint involve 

monthly amounts due beginning May 2003 (for disputed minutes of use) and to June 2004 (for 

undisputed amounts).  The invoices and the charges involved are summarized in Exhibit JH-1 

(C-__) to the supporting testimony.  Copies of the Invoices are attached as Exhibit JH-2 (C-__) 

to the supporting testimony. 

11. The charges include reciprocal compensation charges at the agreed upon 

reciprocal compensation rates set forth in the Interconnection Agreement. 

12. Lucre’s network performs functions identical or similar to SBC’s tandem and end 

office switches. 

13. Pursuant to 47 CFR 51.711(a)(3), “Where the switch of a carrier other than an 

incumbent LEC serves a geographic area comparable to the area served by the incumbent LEC’s 

tandem switch, the appropriate rate for the carrier other than an incumbent LEC is the incumbent 

LEC’s tandem interconnection rate.” 
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14. The geographic scope of the common SBC and Lucre service areas are identical, 

and the geographic scope of Lucre’s MSCs and MTSOs are equal to that of SBC’s tandem 

switches.   

15. SBC has repeatedly refused to pay for the invoiced amounts.   

16. SBC has disputed various minutes of use listed in the invoices for calls terminated 

by Lucre.  These calls are for both local termination and intraLATA toll call termination.   

17. SBC has provided no documentation to validate the disputed minutes of use, 

despite the requirement in section 28.2.1 of the interconnection agreement.  SBC has been 

unwilling to even identify the discrepancies between the amounts billed and the amounts paid.  

Copies of the SBC dispute letters are attached as Exhibit JH-3 (C-__) to the supporting 

testimony. 

18. There is no basis for SBC to dispute these minutes of use, and SBC has provided 

no documentation for Lucre to analyze.  Lucre’s own call detail records (“CDRs”) show that all 

of the calls at issue originated from SBC customers. 

19. The amounts invoiced that are related to the minutes of use disputed by SBC total 

$141,613.78, plus late payment and interest charges as set forth in Section 27 of the 

Interconnection agreement which at this time total $14,452.59, for a total of $156,066.37. 

20. SBC has also identified undisputed reciprocal compensation and intraLATA toll 

compensation from the invoices in question. 

21. SBC has not paid the amounts of the invoices that SBC itself classifies as 

undisputed amounts. 

22. When Lucre inquired why the undisputed SBC says it has to do with outstanding 

amounts owed to SBC from Lucre.  When pressed, SBC’s representative has indicated that the 
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amounts SBC claims Lucre owes relates to certain accounts that are part of a 17th Circuit Court 

lawsuit, in which there is a dispute over who is responsible for certain direct trunking between 

Lucre and Verizon that handles traffic that used to transit through SBC, and the proper rates to 

apply. 

23. The interconnection agreement does not provide for SBC to refuse to pay 

undisputed amounts based on a court lawsuit involving entirely separate charges.  In fact, section 

28.2.1 specifically states that the nonpaying party shall pay when due all undisputed amounts. 

24. The amounts invoiced that are related to the minutes of use undisputed by SBC 

total $175,430.33, plus late payment and interest charges as set forth in Section 27 of the 

Interconnection agreement which at this time total $5,989.81, for a total of $181,420.14. 

25. The Commission should require SBC to pay Lucre both the $156,066.37 for the 

disputed invoiced amounts that have not had any documented or valid disputes, and the 

$181,420.14 in undisputed invoiced amounts.   

 
2. Attempts To Resolve The Issues Have Been Made, And Are At An Impasse 

26. Under Section 28.2.2 of the Interconnection Agreement, at least 60 days have 

passed since the objections to the invoices were received.  Designated representatives have met 

via teleconference and have reached an impasse.  At least 45 days have passed since designated 

representatives have conferred, and the parties have been unable to resolve their differences.1  

With regard to the undisputed amounts, at this time SBC representatives have indicated they will 

refuse to even discuss the undisputed amounts, and are even requiring that all communications 

on the issue be handled via the attorneys in the 17th Circuit Court case. 

                                                 
 1 Except for the most recent invoices.  However, for those invoices the issues are exactly the same, and 
there is no indication that Ameritech’s position will change. 
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Demand for Contested Case Hearing 

27. Complainant respectfully demands a contested case hearing on this Complaint, 

subject to the results of the statutorily-required proceedings under Section 203a of the MTA. 

28. This Complaint is supported by the testimony and exhibits of Jon K. Hale, 

Lucre’s CFO and Vice President of Finance. 

 
Initial Hearing 

 
29. Section 203(14) of the MTA requires that this complaint, which involves an 

interconnection dispute, proceed under the alternative dispute resolution procedures contained in 

Section 203a of the MTA.  Only if that process fails will a formal contested case hearing be 

required.  Lucre will defer to the Commission’s procedure to appoint a mediator and set up a 

schedule for the alternative dispute resolution process.  Service of this complaint will be made on 

Respondent. 

Proposed Relief 
 

WHEREFORE, Complainant Lucre respectfully asks that the Commission issue an order 

directing the following: 

1. That a mediator be appointed by the Commission, and that a dispute resolution 

meeting be scheduled. 

2. That SBC shall pay Lucre for both the $156,066.37 for the disputed invoiced 

amounts that have not had any documented or valid disputes, and the $181,420.14 in undisputed 

invoiced amounts. 

3. That SBC cease and desist refusing to pay appropriate invoices of the types 

ordered to be paid herein. 
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4. Award to Lucre its costs and attorney fees for bringing this action. 

5. Assess fines against SBC pursuant to Section 601 of the MTA. 

6. Such other relief as the Commission may deem appropriate. 

      Respectfully submitted, 
 
      CLARK HILL PLC 
 
       
             
      Leland R. Rosier (P33827) 
      212 East Grand River Ave. 
      Lansing, MI 48906 
      (517) 318-3100 
      (517) 318-3099 (fax) 
 
Dated: December 1, 2004   Attorneys for Complainant 
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STATE OF MICHIGAN 
 

BEFORE THE MICHIGAN PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 
 

* * * * * 
 

In the matter of the complaint of LUCRE, INC.  ) 
against MICHIGAN BELL TELEPHONE  ) 
COMPANY d/b/a SBC to resolve a dispute over  )  Case No. U-14374 
payment of reciprocal compensation.    )  
        ) 
 
 
 
 
 

DIRECT TESTIMONY AND EXHIBITS OF 
 

JON K. HALE 
 

ON BEHALF OF 
 

LUCRE, INC. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

December 1, 2004 
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Q. PLEASE STATE YOUR NAME, POSITION, AND BUSINESS ADDRESS. 

A. My name is Jon K. Hale.  I am the Vice President of Finance and Chief Financial Officer 

of the Complainant, Lucre, Inc. (“Lucre” or “the Company”).  My business address is 

4011 Plainfield, N.E., Grand Rapids, Michigan, 49525. 

 

Q. PLEASE BRIEFLY DESCRIBE YOUR POSITION AND RESPONSIBILITIES. 

A. I have been in the financial and accounting business for over fifteen years, including six 

years in public accounting and nine years in private finance and accounting functions.  I 

have been the Chief Financial Officer for Lucre, Inc. since it became operational, and 

have day-to-day responsibility for all intercarrier billing under Lucre’s Interconnection 

Agreements and tariffs.  I have been involved in repeated negotiations over disputed 

amounts under the Interconnection Agreement with SBC Michigan (f/k/a Ameritech) 

since October 2000, and have been Lucre’s designated representative to negotiate 

disputed amounts pursuant to the Interconnection Agreement since November 2000, 

including the present dispute. 

 

Q. WHAT IS THE PURPOSE OF YOUR TESTIMONY? 

A. The purpose of my testimony is to provide the factual support for Lucre’s Formal 

Complaint against SBC, and specifically to support the amounts due for each of the 

elements claimed. 
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Q. WHAT IS THE BASIS FOR LUCRE’S CLAIM FOR RECIPROCAL 

COMPENSATION? 

A. Under the Interconnection Agreement, each party is to pay the other reciprocal 

compensation at the same rates.  In addition, Lucre bills SBC for intraLATA toll 

termination.   

 

Q.  DOES SBC DISPUTE LUCRE’S ABILITY TO CHARGE SBC FOR THESE 

ELEMENTS? 

A. No. 

 

Q. DOES LUCRE’S NETWORK PERFORM FUNCTIONS IDENTICAL OR 

SIMILAR TO SBC’S TANDEM AND END OFFICE SWITCHES? 

A. Yes, it does. 

 

Q. DOES LUCRE’S SWITCH, IN TERMINATING LOCAL TRAFFIC, SERVE A 

GEOGRAPHIC AREA COMPARABLE TO THE AREA SERVED BY SBC’S 

TANDEM SWITCHES? 

A. Yes, it does.  The geographic scope of the SBC and Lucre service areas are identical in 

the areas served by SBC’s tandem switches. 

 

Q. HAS LUCRE INVOICED SBC FOR RECIPROCAL COMPENSATION FOR 

LOCAL TERMINATION AND INTRALATA TOLL? 
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A. Yes.  Lucre has invoiced SBC for these charges for each month since July 2000.  The 

invoices at issue in this complaint involve monthly amounts due beginning May 2003 

(for disputed minutes of use) and to June 2004 (for undisputed amounts).  The invoices 

and the charges involved for the reciprocal compensation at issue are summarized in 

Exhibit JH-1 (C-__).  Copies of the Invoices are attached as Exhibit JH-2 (C-__). 

 

Q. HAS SBC PAID ANY OF THE INVOICED AMOUNTS? 

A. No.   

 

Q. HAS SBC CHALLENGED ANY OF THE INVOICED AMOUNTS? 

A. Yes.  SBC has disputed various minutes of use listed in the invoices for calls terminated 

by Lucre.  These calls are for both local termination and intraLATA toll call termination.   

 

Q. HAS SBC PROVIDED ANY DOCUMENTATION SUPPORTING THE DISPUTE 

OF ANY OF THESE CHALLENGED MINUTES OF USE? 

A. No.  SBC has provided no documentation to validate the disputed minutes of use, despite 

the requirement in section 28.2.1 of the interconnection agreement.  SBC has been 

unwilling to even identify the discrepancies between the amounts billed and the amounts 

paid.  Copies of the SBC dispute letters are attached as Exhibit JH-3 (C-__). 

 

Q. WHAT IS LUCRE’S POSITION AS TO THE DISPUTED MINUTES OF USE? 
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A. Lucre can find no basis to dispute these minutes of use, and SBC has provided no 

documentation for Lucre to analyze.  Lucre’s own call detail records (“CDRs”) show that 

all of the calls at issue originated from SBC customers.  Based on those CDRs, Lucre’s 

billings are accurate. 

 

Q. WHAT AMOUNTS ARE IN DISPUTE? 

A. The amounts invoiced that are related to the minutes of use disputed by SBC total 

$141,613.78, plus late payment and interest charges as set forth in Section 27 of the 

Interconnection agreement which at this time total $14,452.59, for a total of $156,066.37. 

 

Q. WERE ANY MINUTES COVERED BY THE INVOICES UNDISPUTED BY SBC? 

A. Yes.  SBC has identified undisputed reciprocal compensation and intraLATA toll 

compensation from the invoices in question. 

 

Q. HAS SBC PAID ANY OF THE UNDISPUTED AMOUNTS? 

A. No. 

 

Q. HAS SBC GIVEN ANY REASONS FOR REFUSING TO PAY AMOUNTS THAT 

ARE NOT EVEN IN DISPUTE? 

A. SBC says it has to do with outstanding amounts owed to SBC from Lucre.  When 

pressed, SBC’s representative has indicated that the amounts SBC claims Lucre owes 

relates to certain accounts that are part of a 17th Circuit Court lawsuit, in which there is a 
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dispute over who is responsible for certain direct trunking between Lucre and Verizon 

that handles traffic that used to transit through SBC, and the proper rates to apply. 

 

Q. DOES THE INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT PROVIDE FOR SBC TO 

REFUSE TO PAY UNDISPUTED AMOUNTS BASED ON A COURT LAWSUIT 

INVOLVING ENTIRELY SEPARATE CHARGES? 

A. No.  In fact, section 28.2.1 specifically states that the nonpaying party shall pay when due 

all undisputed amounts. 

 

Q. HAS SBC PAID UNDISPUTED AMOUNTS IN THE PAST? 

A. Yes. 

 

Q. PLEASE SUMMARIZE THE AMOUNTS OWED TO LUCRE FOR THE 

UNDISPUTED AMOUNTS. 

A. The amounts invoiced that are related to the minutes of use undisputed by SBC total 

$175,430.33, plus late payment and interest charges as set forth in Section 27 of the 

Interconnection agreement which at this time total $5,989.81, for a total of $181,420.14. 

 

Q. DOES SBC INVOICE LUCRE FOR RECIPROCAL COMPENSATION? 

A. Yes.  SBC has invoiced Lucre for these charges on a monthly basis. 

 

Q. HAS LUCRE PAID SBC FOR THESE CHARGES? 
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A. Yes.  

 

Q. HAVE EFFORTS BEEN MADE TO RESOLVE THESE MATTERS? 

A. Yes.  Representatives have been appointed pursuant to the interconnection agreement, 

and at least 60 days have passed since the objections to the invoices were received.  

Designated representatives have met via teleconference and emails and have reached an 

impasse.  At least 45 days have passed since designated representatives have conferred, 

and the parties have been unable to resolve their differences.  With regard to the 

undisputed amounts, at this time SBC representatives have indicated they will refuse to 

even discuss the undisputed amounts, and are even requiring that all communications on 

the issue be handled via the attorneys in the 17th Circuit Court case. 

 

Q. WHAT RELIEF ARE YOU REQUESTING IN THIS PROCEEDING? 

A. I would respectively request that the Commission order SBC to pay Lucre both the 

disputed amounts and the undisputed amounts for reciprocal compensation and 

intraLATA toll compensation, plus late payment and interest charges as set forth in 

Section 27 of the Interconnection agreement.  The Commission should also assess fines 

against Ameritech and award to Lucre its costs and attorney fees for bringing this action. 

 

Q. DOES THIS CONCLUDE YOUR TESTIMONY? 

A. Yes. 
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722 North Broadway 
Floor 10 
Mlwaukee. WI 53202-4303 

October 14,2003 

Lucre. Inc. 
401 1 Plainfield. N.E. 
Grand Rapids, MI 49525 
ATTN: Steve Hale 

This notice is hereby given pursuant to Section 28.2 of the Interconnection Agreement 
between Michigan Bell Telephone Company 1%. d/b/a SBC M'iigan and Lucre, Inc., that 
SBC Michigan disputes invoice #263 and #264 dated 8/20112003; also invoices #273 and 
#274 dated 9/05/2003. received from Lucre per the Interconnection Agreement for the 
following reasons: 

Per the interconnection agreement. traffic subject to interrarrier compensation is limited 
to SBC Michigan customer-originated local and lntralATA toll traffic passed to Lucre Inc. 
Based on internal traffic recordings. SBC Michigan disputes the amounts, messages, 
and minutes of use (MOU) shown on the attachments as not originating with SBC 
Michigan customers. Traffic not eligible to be billed to SBC Michqsn includes traffic 
originated by CLECs (including ported numbers), Wireless Carriers. Inter-exchange 
Carriers, Independent Local Exchange Carriers (except as cared for under a Primary Toll 
Carrier arrangement) and ULECs (companies utilizing SBC Michigan's Unbundled 
Network Element Platform: UNE-P). 

Lucre lnc was notified, via Accessible Letter. on December 16,2002 of the availability of 
call record detail for ULEC-originated traffic. The ULEC originated traffic can also be 
positively identified by Lucre Inc through the LEM, Item Data Base (LIDB). 

The disputes. payments and invoice amounts are detailed on the attachments. 

Please contact me with any questions regarding these issues. I can be reached at (414) 
226-0494. 

Sincerely, 

Shelvl A. Johnson 
SBC- 
Reciprocal Compensation Operations Manager 

GC: Jon K. Hale 
Lucre, Inc. 

401 1 Plainfield, N.E. 
Grand Rapids, MI 49525 

Paul Dorin. SBC 

Enc. (4) 



bate: 10/14/03 SBC Dispute Detail Page: 1 

;t atejOCU : M I25 18 
:LEG Name: LUCRE, INC. 

Invoice Nunber: Ml2518TCO10263 
3 i t i  Date : 08/20/03 

LOCAL MCNJ $3,291.47 5,440,446 

LOCAL MSG SET UP $1,219.52 646,962 



ate: 10/14/03 SBC Dispute Deta i l  Page: 1 

;tate/oCN: Hi2518 
LEC Name: LUCRE. INC. 

:nvoice NIRber: HI2518TC020264 
3 i l l  Date : 011/20/03 

rou mu $4,067.95 338,996 



SBC Djsplte Detei L Page: 1 

;tate/OCW: H12518 
ZLEC Name: LUCRE, 1NC. 

Invoice Nunber; HI2518TC010273 
B i l l  Date : 09/05/03 

LOCAL nou 51.616.65 2,341,572 

COCAL HSG SET UP W . 5 6  354.673 



ate: 10/14/03 5BC Dispute Oetail Page: 1 

tate/OCM: t412518 
LEC M a w :  LUCRE, INC. 

nvoice NURber: Mf2518ft020274 
. i l l  Date : 09/05/03 



pAJZC 3 7 2 2  Nonh Broadway 
Floor 10 
Milwaukee. WI 53202-4303 

October 14,2003 

Lucre. Inc. 
401 1 Plainfield, N.E. 
Grand Rapids, MI 49525 
ATTN: Steve Hale 

This notice is hereby given pursuant to Section 28.2 of the Interconnection Agreement between 
Michigan Bell Telephone Company Inc. dlbla SBC Michigan and Lucre, Inc., that SBC Michigan 
disputes the following invoices, received from Lucre per the Interconnedion Agreement for the 
following reasons: 

Invoice ## Bill Oate Received Date 

508 
509 
499 
500 
446 
447 
393 
394 
352 
353 
31 2 
313 

01/16/04 
01116/04 
12/15/03 (incorrectly stated as 12/15/04 on invoice) 
121 5/03 
llKnIO3 
11/05/03 
1w2aQ3 
10122/03 
mBM3 
09/26/03 
09/12/03 
0911 2/03 

02/09/04 
02/09104 
02tO3A.M 
m3m 
02/03~ 
02/03/04 
02/03/04 
Ow)3K14  
02/03/04 
02/03/04 
02/03/W 
02/03/04 

+ Per the interconnection agreement, traffic subject to intercamer compensation is limited to SBC 
Michigan customer-originated Iocal and IntralATA tdl traffic passed to Lucre Inc. Based on 
internal traffic recordings, SBC Michigan disputes the amounts, messages (Local MSG Set Up), 
and minutes of use (MOU) shown on the attachments as not wiginating with SBC Michigan 
customers. TraRic not eligible to be billed to SBC Michigan includes traffic originated by CLECs 
(including ported numb=), Wireless Carriers, Inter-exchange Camers. Independent Local 
Exchange Camers (except as cared for under a Primary Toll Carrier arrangement) and ULECs 
(companies utilizing SBC Michigan's Unbundled Network Element Platform: UNE-P). 

Lucre Inc was notified, via Accessible Letter, on December 16, 2002 of the availability of call 
record detail for ULEC-originated traffic. The ULEC originated traffic can aim be positively 
identified by Lucre lnc through the Line Item Data Base (LIDB), 

The disputes, payments and invoice amounts are detailed on Me attachments. 

Please contact me with any questions regarding these issues. 1 can be reached a! (414) 226-0494. 

Sheryl A. Johnson 
SBC 
Reciprocal compensation Operations Manager 

cc: Jon K. Hale 
Lucre, Inc. 

4011 Plainfield. N.E. 
Grand Rapids, MI 49525 

Paul Dorin, SBC 

Enc. (12) 



)ate: 02/13/04 SBC Dispute O e t a i l  Page: 1 

5 tate/OCN : HI 25 '18 
:CEC Name: LUCRE, INC. 

lnvcice Nuher: U12518TC010508 
B i t 1  Date : 01/16/04 

LOCAL mX, $1,171.97 1,937,143 

LOCAL MSG SET UP $469.04 248,830 

TOTAL 01 SWTES 
PAYMENT AMJUMT 
BILLED NUIIJNT 

$1,641 -01 
S38,4%. 26 
S0,136.27 



Date: 02/13/04 SBC Dispute Detajl Page: 1 

State/OCW: I412518 
CLEC Name: LUCRE, INC. 

Invoice Nunber: H12518TC020509 
B i l l  Date : 01/16/04 

TOLL mxl S,t67.04 347,253 



Date: 02/13/04 SBC Dispute Detail 

State/OCI: MI2518 
CLEC W a r e :  LUCRE, IYC. 

Invoice Nurher: M125181CD10499 
B i l l  Date : 12/15/03 

Page: 1 

LOCAL MW SB, 104.20 13,395,368 

LOCAL MSG SET UP $1,988.41 i,a54,893 

TOTAL DISPUTES 
PAYMENT M U W T  
8lLLED AmxlNT 

$1 0,092 -67 
$337,823 -32 
$47,915-95' 



Date: 02/13/04 SBC Dispute Detail  Page: 1 

State/OCN: MI2518 
CLEC Mame: LUCRE, 1NC. 

Invoice N m r :  M12518fC020500 
S i l l  Date : 12/15/03 

TOLL nacl 'L5 ' 777.93 401,494 



Date: 02/13/04 SBC Dispute Oetaii  Page: 1 

State/oCN: MI2516 
CLEC Name: LUCRE, INC. 

Invoice W a r :  MI2518TC010446 
B i l l  Date : 11/05/03 

LOCAL naJ $1,508.89 2,494,032 

LOCAL MSG SET UP $1,120.67 594,519 



Date: 02/13/04 SBC Dispute Detail Page: 1 

State/DCI-. MI2518 
CLEC Wanh?: LUCRE, INC.  

Invoice Nunbet-: M12518TC020447 
B i l l  Date : 11/05/03 

roLi m 53,895.16 324,591 



Date: 02/13/04 s8C Dispute Oeta i l  Page: 1 

state/OCU: Mi2518 
CLEC Name: LUCRE, INC. 

Invoice NUlber:  Hl2518TC010393 
B i l l  Date : 10/22/03 

LOCAL mKI S 1,544.44 2,556,107 

LOUL MSG SET UP S1,530.64 812,013 



Date: 02/13/06 SBC Dispute Detail Page: 1 

State/OCW: MINIS 
CLEC H a m :  LUCRE, [NC. 

Invoice N d r :  U12518TC020394 
B i l l  Date : 10/22/03 

TOLL HW $2,707. & 225,638 



bate: 02/73/04 SBC Disprte Detail Page: 1 

state/OCN: HI2518 
CLEC W a n e :  LUCRE, INC. 

Invoice Nllnber: HI2518TCO20353 
B i l l  Date : 09/26/D3 

TOLL CKU $5,267.40 438,950 



ate:  02f 13/04 SBC Dispute Detail  

.tate/OCtl: MI2518 
:LEC X w e :  LUCRE, f W .  

nvoice Nunber: M12518TCO10312 
l i l t  Date : 09/12/03 

-0CAL WU 

LOCAL MSC SET UP 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - _ - - - - - -  
TOTAL DISPUTES 
PAYrnHT AnWlT 
BILLED W N T  

Page: 1 

$1,894.73 3,131,792 

$554.53 296,179 



)ate: 02/13/04 SBC Dispute Detai l  Page: 1 

itate/OCN: MI2518 
:LEC Name: LUCRE, IWC. 

Invoice Nunber: WI2518TCO20313 
B i L \  Date : 09/12/03 

TOLL M U  63,505.06 292.088 



(sac) 722 North Broadway 
Floor 10th 
Milwaukee, WI 53202-4303 

April 28, 2004 

Lucre, Inc. 
401 1 Plainfid, N.E. 
Grand Rapids, MI 49525 
AlTN: Steve Hale 

This notice is hereby given pursuant to Section 28.2 of the Interconnection Agreement between 
Michigan Bell Telephone Company Inc. d/b/a SBC Michigan and Lucre, Inc., that SBC Michigan 
disputes the following invoices, received from Lucre per the Interconnection Agreement for be 
following reasons: 

Invoice # Bill Date 
550 04/14/2004 
551 04/14/2004 
556 04/1412004 
557 0411 412004 

Per the i n t e r c o n b n  agreement, traffic subject to intercarrier compensation is limited to SBC 
Michigan customerarighated local and IntralATA toll traffic passed to Lucre Inc. Based on 
internal traffic recordings, SBC Michigan disputes the amounts, messages (Local MSG Set Up), 
and minutes of use (MOU) shown on the attachments as not originating with SBC Michigan 
customers. Traffic not eligible to be billed to SBC Michigan indudes traffic originated by CLECs 
(including ported numbers), Wireless Carriers, Inter-f?xchange Carriers. Independent Local 
Exchange Carriers (except as cared for under a Primary Toll Camer arrangement) and ULECs 
(companies utilizing SBC Michigan’s Unbundled Network Element Platform: UNE-P). 

Lucre Inc was notified, via Accessible Letter, on December 16,2002 of the availability of call 
record detail for ULECoriginated traffic. The ULEC originated trafhc can also be positively 
identified by Lucre Inc through the Line Item Data Base (LIDB). 

The disputes, payments and invoice amounts are detailed on the attachments. 

Please contact me with any questions regarding these issues. I can be reached at (414) 226-0494. 

She& A. Johns& 
SBC 
Reciprocal Compensation Operations Manager 

cc: Jon K. Hale 
Lucre, Inc. 
401 1 Plainfield, N.E. 
Grand Rapids, MI 49525 

Paul Dorin. SBC 

Enc. (4) 



Date: 04/27/04 SBC Dispute Detail 

State/OCN: M I 2 5 1 8  
CLEC Name: LUCRE, INC. 

Invoice Nunber: H125181C020550 
B i l l  Date : 04/14/04 

TOLL IGU $5,066.52 

TOTAL DISPUTES 
PAYMENT AmXlNT 
BILLED AWOUNT 

$5.066.52 
$1.912.36 
$6,978.88 

Page : 

422,210 

1 



Date: 04/27/04 SBC Dispute D e t a i l  Page: 

State/OCN: MI2518 
CLEC N a r r r :  LUCRE, IWC. 

Invoice Nunber: MfZ518TC010551 
B i t l  D a t e  : 04/14/04 

LOCAL mu S1,405.46 2,323,073 

LOUL CISG SET UP $602.93 319.857 

TOTAL DISPUTES 
PAYHENT l u l M l w T  
BILLED PSIOUIT 

52,008.39 
538.091 -92 
!M0.1@0.31 

1 



Date: 04/27/04 SBC Dispute Detai l  

State/OCN: HI2518 
CLEC U e :  LUCRE, INC. 

invoice Nunber: 11125181C020556 
B i l l  Date : 04/14/04 

Disputes 

TOLL E(0U 

Page: 

S2,931.43 264 # 286 

1 



Date: 04/27/06 SBC Dispute Detail  

Stete/OCa: MI2518 
CLEC Name: LUCRE, IIIC. 

Invoice Yunber: H1251BfM10557 
B i l l  Date : 04/14/04 

L O U L  mxr 

LOCAL MSG SET UP 

TOTAL DISWTES 
PAYHENT A W T  
BILLED AMOUNT 

Page: 1 

$1,762.09 2,912,538 

u79.50 201,327 

52,141.59 
534,342.81 
t36.484.40 



7 2 2  North Broadway 
Floor 10th 
Milwaukee. WI 53202-4303 

July 20, 2004 

Lucre, Inc. 
401 I Plainfield, N.E. 
Grand Rapids, MI 49525 
ATTN: Steve Hale 

This notice is hereby given pursuant to Section 28.2 of the Interconnection 
Agreement between Michigan Bell Telephone Company Inc. d/b/a SBC Michigan 
and Lucre, Inc., that SBC Michigan disputes the following invoices, received from 
Lucre per the Interconnection Agreement for the following reasons: 

fnvoice # Bill Date 
568 05/05/2004 
569 05/05/2004 
585 05/05/2004 
586 05/05/2004 
587 06/05/2004 
saa 06/05/2004 

0 Per the interconnection agreement, traffic subject to intercamer 
compensation is limited to SBC Michigan customer-originated local and 
IntralATA toll traffic passed to Lucre Inc. Based on internal traffic 
recordings, SBC Michigan disputes the amounts, messages (Local MSG Set 
Up), and minutes of use (MOU) shown on the attachments as not originating 
with SBC Michigan customers. Traffic not eligible to be billed to SBC 
Michigan includes traffic originated by CLECs (induding ported numbers), 
Wireless Carriers, Inter-exchange Carriers, Independent Local Exchange 
Carriers (except as cared for under a Primary Toll Carrier arrangement) and 
UlECs (companies utilizing SBC Michigan’s Unbundled Network Element 
Platform: UNE-P). 

Lucre Inc was notified, via Accessible Letter, on December 16, 2002 of the 
availability of -11 record detail for ULEC-originated traffic. The ULEC originated 
traffic can also be positively identified by Lucre Inc through the Line Item Data 
Base (LIDB). 

9 As you are aware, SBC had invoked the FCC’s Order on Remand and 
Report and Order in CC Dockets No. 96-98 and 99-68, In the Matter of the 
Local Competition Provisions in the Telecommunications Act of 1996; 
Intercarrier Compensation for ISP-bound Traffic (the “ISP Compensation 
Order) in the state of Michigan effective July 6, 2003. SBC disputes ISP 
usage billed by Lucre because it is not in compliance with the rates and 
terms provided for in the ISP Compensation Order. SBC reserves its right to 
seek refund for any payments made to Lucre for ISP-bound traffic that was 
not billed in compliance with that order. 

The disputes, payments and invoice amounts are detailed on the attachments. 



Please contact me with any questions regarding these issues. I can be reached at 
(414) 226-0494. 

Sincerely, 

Sheryl A. Johnson 
SBC 
Reciprocal Compensation Operations Manager 

cc: Jon K. Hale 
Lucre. fnc. 
401 I Plainfield, N.E. 
Grand Rapids, MI 49525 

Paul Dorin, SBC 

Enc. (6) 



Date: 07/20/04 SBC Dispute Detail Page: 

State/OCN: MI2518 
CLEC Mane: LUCRE, INC. 

Invoice Nunber: M12518TC010568 
B i l l  Date : 05/05/04 

LOUL w $976 - 35 1.61 7,111 

LOCAL MSG SET UP $523.59 277.768 

1 



I Date: 07/20/04 

Stote/OUI: MI2518 
CLEC Y-: LUCRE, IWC. 

SBC Oisprte Detail Page: 

Invoice Wcakr: M12518fMZ0569 
B i l l  Date : 05/05/04 

TOLL MW 52.149.25 179,104 

1 



Date: 07/20/04 SBC Dispute D e t a i l  Page: 

StatdmN: HI2518 
C l f C  Naae: LUCRE, INC. 

Invoice M h r :  M125181t010585 
B i l l  Date : 05/05/04 

LOCAL tcu $1 .no. 54 2,860.399 

L O U 1  H!3G SET Up $428.83 227,498 

1 



S8C Dispute Deta i l  Pags: 



Date: 07/20/04 S8C Dispute Derait Page: 

State/OCY: MI2518 
CLEC uarne: LUCRE, IWC. 

Invoice NuAber: HX2518TC010587 
B i t [  Date : 06/05/04 

LOUL na, S1,509.% 2,495.763 

LOCAL MSG SET UP u85. a5 204,693 



Date: 07/20/lk4 S8C Dispute DetaiL 

scote/ocN: UI2516 
CLEC Mane: LUCRE, INC. 

Invoice Nunber: MI25lRTC020588 
B i l l  Date : 06/05/00 

TOLL mx, 53,757.55 

Pege: 

313,129 

1 



722 North Broadway 
F h r  loth 
Milwaukee. WI 53202-4303 

October I, 2004 

Lucre, Inc. 
401 1 Plainfield. N.E. 
Grand Rapids. MI 49525 
ATTN: Steve Hale 

This notice is hereby given pursuant to Section 28.2 of the Interconnection 
Agreement between Michigan Bet1 Telephone Company Inc. d/b/a SBC Michigan 
and Lucre, Inc., that SBC Michigan disputes the following invoices, received from 
Lucre per the Interconnection Agreement for the following reasons: 

tnvoice ## Bill Date Received Date 
908 07/05/2004 09/03/04 
909 07/05/2004 09\03/04 
950 08/05/2004 09/03/04 
1007 09/05/2004 OW1 3/04 

Per the interconnection agreement. traffic subject to intercarrier 
compensation is limited to SBC Michigan customer-originated local and 
IntralATA toti traffic passed to Lucre Inc. Based on internal traffic 
recordings, SBC Michigan disputes the amounts, messages (Local MSG Set 
Up), and minutes of use (MOU) shown on the attachments as not originating 
with SBC Michigan customers. Traffic not eligible to be billed to SBC 
Michigan includes traffic originated by CLECs (including ported numbers), 
Wireless Carriers, Inter-exchange Carriers, Independent Local Exchange 
Carriers {except as cared for under a Primary Toll Carrier arrangement) and 
ULECs (companies utilizing SSC Michigan's Unbundted Network Element 
Platform: UNE-P). 

Lx re  Inc was notified. via Accessible Letter, on December 16,2002 of ihe 
availability of call record detail for ULEC-originated traffic. The ULEC 
originated traffic can also be positively identified by lucre Inc through the 
Line Item Data Base (LIDB). 

As you are aware, SBC had invoked the FCC's Order on Remand and 
Report and Order in CC Dockets No. 96-98 and 99-68, In the Matter of the 
Local Competition Provisions in the Telecommunications Act of 1996; 
Intercarrier Compensation for ISP-bound Traffic (the 'ISP Compensation 
Order") in the state of Michigan effective July 6, 2003. SBC disputes ISP 
usage billed by Lucre because it is not in compliance with the rates and 
terms provided for in the ISP Compensation Order. SBC reserves its right to 
seek refund for any payments made to Lucre for ISP-bound traffic that was 
not billed in compliance with that order. 



SBC Michigan has identified a total of $106,219.19 of undisputed reciprocal 
compensation on invoices 908,909,950, 951.1006. and 1007 (There are no 
disputes related to invoices #951 and #1006). It is SBC Michigan's position that 
when a carrier is past due on undisputed amounts owed to SBC, SBC is not 
obligated to remit payment for undisputed amounts owed to that carrier. 

SBC's records indicate that Lucre, Inc. has significant past due balances owed to 
SBC. Accordingly, SBC will be withholding the undisputed amounts from Lucre, 
Inc.'s invoices until such time as Lucre, Inc. becomes current with past due 
amounts owed to SBC. If you have questions concerning these past due amounts. 
please direct them to Dave Egan at (414) 227-6624. 

The disputes, payments and invoice amounts are detailed on the attachments. 

Please contact me with any questions regarding these issues. I can be reached at 
(414) 226-0494. 

Sincerely, 

Sheryl A. JohLson 
SBC 
Reciprocal Compensation Operations Manager 

cc: Jon K. Hale 
Lucre, Inc. 
401 1 Plainfield, N.E. 
Grand Rapids, MI 49525 

Paul Dorin, SBC 

Enc. (4) 



Date: 09/28/04 SBC Dispute Detait Page: 1 

State/OCN: MI2518 
CLEC Y e :  LUCRE. INC- 

Invoice Uunber: PI125lSTC010908 
B i l l  Date : 07/05/01. 

LOCAL Mou $1,455.74 2,406,177 

LOCAL WSG SET UP $534.04 283,312 



B i l l  Date : 07/05/04 

TOLL MOU $4.268.40 355,700 



Date: 09/28/04 SBC Dispute Detail Page: 1 

State/OCN: HI2518 
CLEC #em: LUCRE, IMC. 

Invoice N h r :  M12518TC010950 
B i  11 Date : 08/05/% 

LOCAL mxr tl,557.33 2,574,007 

LOCAL MSG SET Up 5755.26 400,671 



Date: 09/29/04 SBC Disprtc Detail Page: 1 

State/OCN: MI2518 
CLEC I)ane: LUCRE, IWC. 

lrwoicc Nunber: !41~181C01100? 
8iLl Date : 09/05/04 

LDUL m $13,341 - 16 22,05 1,510 

LOCAL nsti SET UP ti , m . a 2  700,171 

TOTAL DISPUTES 
PAYmWT AMUJUT 
BILLED A l 4 O l M  

ti4.6~1.9a 
L O O  

S44.165.97 



(SAW 3 722 ~ o r t h  Broadway 
Floor 10th 
Milwaukee, W1 53202-4303 

November 18,2004 

Lucre, Inc. 
401 1 Plainfield, N.E. 
Grand Rapids, MI 49525 
AfTN: Steve Hale 

This notice is hereby given pursuant to W o n  28.2 of the Interconnection 
Agreement between Michigan Bell Telephone Company Inc. d/b/a SBC Michigan 
and Lucre, Inc., that SBC Michigan disputes the following invoices. received from 
Lucre per the Interconnection Agrewwnt for the following reasons: 

Invoice # Bill Date Received Date 
1058 10/05/2004 1 011 2/04 
1060 10/05/2004 1011 2/04 
1084 11/05/2004 11/08/04 
1085 1 1 /05/2004 1 1 / o m 4  

0 Per the interconnection agreement, traffic subject to intercarrier 
compensation is limited to S5C Michigan custorner-originated bl and 
IntratATA toll traffic passed to Lucre Inc. Based on internal traffic 
recordings. SBC Michigan disputes the amounts, messages (Local MSG Set 
Up), and minutes of use (MOU) shown on the attachments as not originating 
with SBC Michigan customers. Traffic not eligible to be billed to SBC 
Michigan includes traffic Originated by CLECs (including ported numbers), 
Wireless Camers. Interexchange Camers, Independent Local Exchange 
Carriers (except as cared for under a Primary Toll Carrier arrangement) and 
ULECs (companies utilizing SBC Michigan’s Unbundled Network Element 
Platform: UNE-P). 

Lucre Inc was notified, via Accessible Letter, on December 16,2002 of the 
availability of call record detail for ULEC-originated tmtffic. The WLEC 
originated traffic can also be positively identifed by Lucre Inc through the 
Line Item Data Base (LIDB). 

As you are aware, SBC had invoked the FCC’s Order on Remand and 
Report and Order in CC Dockets No. 96-98 and 99-68, In the Matter of the 
Local Competition Provisions in the Telecommunications Act of 1996; 
Intercamer Compensation for ISP-bound Traffic (the “ISP Compensation 
Order“) in the state of Michigan effective July 6, 2003. SBC reserves its 
right to seek refund for any payments made to Lucre for 1SP-bound traffic 
that was not billed in compliance with that order. 



SBC Michigan has identified a total'of $69.21 1.14 of undisputed reciprocal 
compensation on the invoices named above. There are no disputes related to 
invoices 1058 and 1084. 

SBC's records indicate that Lucre, Inc. has significant past due balances owed to 
SBC. Accordingly, SBC wilt withhold amounts due to Lucre, fnc. until such time as 
Lucre, Inc. becomes current with past due amounts owed to SBC. If you have 
questions concerning these past due amounts, please direct them to Dave Egan at 
(414) 227-6624. 

The disputes, payments and invoice amounts are detailed on the attachments. 

Please contact me with any questions regarding these issues. I can be reached at 
(414) 226-0494. 

Sincerely, 

Sheryl A. Johnson 
SBC 
Reciprocal Compensation Operations Manager 

cc: Jon K. Hale 
Lucre. Inc. 
401 1 Plainfield. N.E. 
Grand Rapids. MI 49525 

Paul Dorin. SBC 

Enc. (2) 



LOCAL nar s12.2D6.02 20,175,234 

LOCAL MSG SET UP s1.24a.43 662,296 



Date: 11/16/04 S8C Dispute Deta i l  Page: I 

State/OCY: HI2518 
CLEC Nan?: LUCRE, INC. 

Invoice Nrmber: ~ r 2 5 f B ~ c o l T 0 8 5  
B i l l  Date : 11/05/04 

LOCAL mxr S13.469.35 22,263,385 

L W L  WSG SET UP $1,677.17 889,745 



MPSC Case No. U-14374 

Exhibit No. JH-4(C- ) 



Jon K. Hale 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
cc: 
Subject: 

DOERFLER, DAN (SBCSI) [ddl256@sbc.corn] 
Wednesday, December 01,2004 1058 AM 
jkhale@trfton.net 
CALILLE, ALBERT (Legal); JOHNSON, SHERI A (SBCSI) 
RE: Remaining Disputed Balances 

Jon : 

Sheri Johnson and I both received your voice-mail messages yesterday 
afternoon. 

I have been advised that due to the lawsuit, any questions that Lucre 
may have regarding potential amounts due from either party to the other 
should go through our  respective lawyers, M r .  Calille and Mr. Hogeboom. 
That would include any serious offers from Lucre for settlement of t h e  
outstanding issues. 

Dan Doerfler 
SBC Industry Markets- Finance 
CLEC Dispute Management 
Office: (414)283-0938 
Fax: (414) 273-8643 

* *  This e-mail and any files transmitted with it are the property of SBC 
Communications and/or its affiliates, are confidential, and are intended 
solely for the use of the individual or  entity to whom this e-mail is 
addressed. If you are not one of the named recipients or otherwise have 
reason to believe that you have received t h i s  message in error, please 
notify the sender at (414) 283-0938 and delete this message immediately 
from your computer. Any other use, retention, dissemination, forwarding, 
printing or copying of this e-mail is strictly prohibited. 

1 
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