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Frontier Communications Corporation, 
Verizon Communications Inc.,
Verizon North Inc., Verizon South Inc., 
New Communications of the Carolinas Inc.

Joint Application for the approval of a Reorganization 
pursuant to Section 7-204 of the Public Utilities Act 
the Issuance of Certificates of Exchange Service 
Authority Pursuant to Section 13-405 to New 
Communications of the Carolinas, Inc.; the 
Discontinuance of Service for Verizon South Inc. 
pursuant to Section 13-406; the Issuance of an Order 
Approving Designation of New Communications of 
the Carolinas, Inc. as an Eligible Telecommunications 
Carrier Covering the Service Area Consisting of the 
Exchanges to be Acquired from Verizon South Inc. 
Upon the Closing of the Proposed Transaction and the 
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MOTION FOR ORAL ARGUMENT

Frontier Communications Corporation (“Frontier”) and Verizon Communications Inc., Verizon 

North Inc., Verizon South Inc. and New Communications of the Carolinas Inc. (collectively “Verizon”) 

(jointly referred to as “Joint Applicants”), pursuant to the Illinois Commerce Commission’s 

(“Commission”) Rules of Practice, 83 Ill. Admin. Code 200.190 and 200.850, hereby moves the 

Commission to grant oral argument in response to the Administrative Law Judge’s Proposed Order 

(“Proposed Order”) issued on March 9, 2010.  In support of this Motion, Joint Applicants state as follows:

1. The Joint Applicants initiated this proceeding to seek Commission approval of a 

reorganization that would result in Frontier acquiring and operating Verizon’s wireline operations in 

Illinois (the “Transaction”).  The Proposed Order’s conclusion stands in stark contrast to the findings of 

six other state utility commissions (Arizona, California, Nevada, South Carolina, Ohio and Oregon) –

each which have unanimously approved the Transaction subject to conditions substantially similar to 

those proposed in this proceeding.  If the proposed order stands, the citizens of Illinois will not receive the 
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numerous benefits associated with the transaction.  These include, among other items, specific, 

enforceable commitments by Frontier to deploy broadband to at least 85% of the households in its newly 

acquired service area – an increase of 100,000 unserved and underserved households – and to expend at 

least $40 million to expand broadband services in Illinois, as well as a strong and locally focused business 

with innovative service offerings that will benefit consumers.  And the record is absolutely clear that 

consumers in Illinois will not receive these benefits if the Transaction is denied.  See Joint Applicants’ 

Brief on Exceptions (filed March 19, 2010) at 3-5, 18-21.  

2. Consistent with the Commission’s long-standing policy of encouraging parties to resolve 

issues, Frontier agreed to a series of conditions on the Transaction, as proposed by the Commission Staff, 

the Illinois Attorney General (“AG”) and the Citizens Utility Board (“CUB”) – parties who statutorily 

represent the public interest in Illinois.  Frontier also resolved issues with competitive 

telecommunications carriers, such as Comcast Phone of Illinois, Level 3 Communications, Inc. and the 

Illinois Public Telecommunications Association, and the United States Department of Defense and 

Federal Executive Agencies (“DOD-FEA”).  Based on these conditions, these parties had no objection to 

finding that the Transaction meets the requirements of Section 7-204(b) of the Public Utilities Act 

(“Act”).  Only the IBEW opposes the Transaction.

3. The Proposed Order erroneously recommends that the Commission reject the 

Transaction.  Its conclusions misapply the law, are contrary to the record, and reject with virtually no 

analysis the numerous significant conditions to which Joint Applicants have agreed.  In rejecting the types 

of conditions that this Commission has imposed and relied upon in similar transactions, the Proposed 

Order is inconsistent with numerous prior Commission orders.  See, Joint Applicants Brief on Exceptions 

(filed March 19, 2010).  In addition, the Proposed Order disregards the positions of Staff, AG and CUB, 

each which find the proposed conditions to the Transaction sufficient to protect customers, and meet the 

Act’s requirements. Id.  

4. Given that the record overwhelmingly demonstrates that the Transaction will benefit 

Illinois consumers and should be approved, Joint Applicants are confident the Commission will correct 
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