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1                       BEFORE THE

             ILLINOIS COMMERCE COMMISSION
2

3 COUNTIES OF SOUTHERN ILLINOIS       )   DOCKET NO.

                                    )    12-0094
4                                     )

Petition for Authority to Operate   )
5 a Regional Next Generation 9-1-1    )

Pilot Project System.               )
6

7                       Springfield, Illinois

                      Wednesday, March 6, 2013
8

9     Met, pursuant to notice, at 1:30 p.m.
10 BEFORE:
11     MR. JOHN ALBERS, Administrative Law Judge

    MS. JANIS VON QUALEN, Administrative Law Judge
12

APPEARANCES:
13

    MR. MATTHEW L. HARVEY
14     MS. KELLY A. ARMSTRONG

    MS. MEGAN McNEILL
15     Office of General Counsel

    Illinois Commerce Commission
16     160 North LaSalle Street, Suite C-800

    Chicago, Illinois 60601-3104
17

                     (Appearing via teleconference on
18                      behalf of Staff witnesses of t he

                     Illinois Commerce Commission)
19

20
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1 APPEARANCES: (Continued)
2     MR. JOHN H. KELLY

    OTTOSEN BRITZ KELLY COOPER GILBERT & DINOLFO,
3     LTD.

    1804 North Naper Boulevard, Suite 350
4     Naperville, Illinois 60563
5                      (Appearing via teleconference on

                     behalf of Counties of Southern
6                      Illinois)
7     MR. RICHARD W. HIRD

    PETEFISH IMMEL HEEB & HIRD, LLP
8     842 Louisiana Street

    Lawrence, Kansas 66044
9

                     (Appearing on behalf of the
10                      NG-911, Inc.)
11     MS. NISSA J. IMBROCK

    MAYER BROWN, LLP
12     71 South Wacker Drive

    Chicago, Illinois 60606
13

                     (Appearing via teleconference on
14                      behalf of Illinois Bell

                     Telephone Company)
15

    MR. MATT JOHNSON
16     312 South Fourth Street

    Springfield, Illinois 62701
17

                     (Appearing via teleconference on
18                      behalf of the Illinois

                     Telecommunications Association )
19

20

21

22
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1                      I N D E X
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1                      PROCEEDINGS

2      JUDGE ALBERS:  By the authority vested in me b y

3 the Illinois Commerce Commission, I now call Docket

4 Number 12-0094.  This docket was initiated by the

5 Counties of Southern Illinois and concerns their

6 petition for authority to operate a regional next

7 generation 9-1-1 pilot project system.

8               May we have the appearances for the

9 record, please?

10      MR. KELLY:  On behalf of CSI, John Kelly,

11 Naperville, Illinois.

12      MS. ARMSTRONG:  On behalf of Staff of the

13 Illinois Commerce Commission, Kelly Armstrong, Mega n

14 McNeill and Matthew Harvey.

15      MS. IMBROCK:  On behalf of AT&T, Nissa Imbrock

16 at Mayer Brown, LLP.

17      MR. HIRD:  On behalf of NG-911, Inc., Richard

18 W. Hird, Lawrence, Kansas.

19      MR. JOHNSON:  On behalf of the Illinois

20 Telecommunications Association, Matt Johnson.

21      JUDGE ALBERS:  Any others wishing to enter an

22 appearance?
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1                      (No response.)

2               Let the record show no response.

3               I am not aware of any preliminary

4 matters this afternoon.  When we last met, it is ou r

5 understanding the parties would get together and tr y

6 to determine amongst themselves options for moving

7 this docket along.  So with that, if any of you wou ld

8 like to speak up?

9      MR. KELLY:  Your Honor, John Kelly on behalf o f

10 CSI.  We did have a telephone conference amongst, I

11 believe, all of the parties.  I believe everybody w as

12 represented, both Intervenors and Staff and CSI.  A nd

13 had a discussion relative to two topics I think tha t

14 would be of concern to the court.

15               Number one, first and foremost, the

16 contract much discussed between CSI and Next

17 Generation 9-1-1 has been finalized and has been

18 adopted by, as I know today, eight of the 15 CSI

19 members, and that the process of adoption by each o f

20 the members is in full progress.  The contract is t he

21 same essential document from ETSB to ETSB and is no t

22 varying based on the ETSB.



121

1               Subsequent to our telephone

2 conversation, Staff has issued a data request for a

3 copy of that contract, and I believe we have until

4 like March 22 or something like that to comply, and

5 we will comply, discussing amongst ourselves how be st

6 to file that document.  And we will additionally, a s

7 we get the resolutions of each of the CSI members,

8 supplement our filing with the signature page and

9 resolution from each of the CSI member ETSBs that

10 have adopted the contract.

11               So from the standpoint of the concern

12 over the contract, we are moving on that.  And I

13 think our discussion amongst ourselves is that by n o

14 later than the end of March, all of the CSI members

15 will have adopted that contract and we will have al l

16 of that on file.

17               The second piece of discussion that w e

18 had was some discussion CSI has had amongst CSI and

19 its members relative to an alternate means of seeki ng

20 approval of the Next Generation 9-1-1 system.  I

21 don't know that I should say -- be too free with

22 details at this point in time.  However, I can say
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1 that Staff has asked for a draft of whatever we mig ht

2 be filing relative to this alternative means, and I

3 think CSI agrees that that's fine.  And as soon as we

4 have one draft and we have got one of the members

5 already has a draft, they are just finalizing that,

6 as soon as we get that filed, we will share it with

7 Staff outside of the process here to see if that is  a

8 way that might work to shorten this otherwise lengt hy

9 docket.

10               So from that standpoint that's the

11 discussions we have had.  All of those things are i n

12 progress.

13      MR. HARVEY:  This is Matt Harvey representing

14 the Staff in Chicago.  To be a little more perhaps

15 clear, I wouldn't anticipate necessarily that --

16 well, at the risk of giving perhaps more detail tha n

17 probably is really intended us to give, I think whe n

18 he says file in this context, he means file in

19 perhaps another procedural vehicle.  That, I am sur e,

20 is something that's still being discussed, but I

21 think the Judges should be aware of that.

22               One further note is that Staff has
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1 issued a data request to the carrier parties and to

2 the ITA on behalf of those smaller carriers that

3 would be affected by interconnection obligations in

4 this proceeding to determine what physical faciliti es

5 they have in place and what they view their

6 obligations of interconnection with (a) CSI or its

7 certified 9-1-1 provider as being, if you will

8 forgive that rather regrettable lapse into jargon a nd

9 bad grammar.

10               So that would be, I think, another

11 aspect of modest progress being made.

12      MR. KELLY:  And following up on Matt's

13 comments, Your Honor, John Kelly again, I did not - -

14 I don't want to mislead the Commission.  It would n ot

15 be an additional filing in this proceeding but may be

16 an alternative filings that would either obviate th e

17 necessity of this proceeding or certainly alter the

18 course of this proceeding.

19      JUDGE ALBERS:  Okay.  Well, it appears you

20 don't want to share too many details at this

21 preparatory stage of your efforts, but it sounds li ke

22 you are planning perhaps a different docket or some
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1 other mechanism.

2      MR. KELLY:  Yes, Your Honor.  We are looking

3 at -- we are looking at the aspect of the existing

4 plan certifications that the ETSBs already have fro m

5 the Commission and the potential for perhaps

6 modifying, amending or altering those certification s

7 to accomplish what the aim was in filing the pilot

8 project petition.  We are not -- I don't want to bi nd

9 CSI to any position relative to the current Docket

10 12-0094 with these additional filings and that's wh y

11 I am trying to be careful about how I term what we

12 are looking at, because it is still preliminary.

13      JUDGE ALBERS:  Okay.  The other thing I take

14 from your comment is that you are looking for more

15 time to try to figure that out?

16      MR. KELLY:  Well, I think, I thought based on

17 our discussions in the phone call with everybody la st

18 week that we might approach the Court for an

19 additional 30 days or so for another status date at

20 which time we will certainly answer the data reques t

21 on the NT9-1-1 contract, get that filed, get the

22 remaining ETSBs to approve that contract, get all
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1 that filed, and perhaps have some more clarity

2 relative to the alternative proceeding.

3      MR. HARVEY:  Your Honor, 28 days out would be

4 April 3.

5      JUDGE ALBERS:  We can go off the record and

6 look at our calendars.

7                      (Whereupon there was then had an

8                      off-the-record discussion.)

9      JUDGE ALBERS:  All right.  Back on the record.

10               Judge Von Qualen and I are agreeable

11 to continuing this to April 3 at 1:30.  We would

12 caution everybody, though, to please not file

13 anything in this docket or create any new ones unti l

14 we are absolutely sure what the plan is, and please

15 don't file any DRs or copy us on any DR request or

16 responses.

17               Does anybody have anything else they

18 would like to add?

19      MR. KELLY:  Nothing from CSI.  Thank you.

20      MR. HARVEY:  Nor from Staff.

21      MS. IMBROCK:  Nor from AT&T.

22      MR. HIRD:  Nothing from NG-911, Inc. Thank you .
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1      MR. HARVEY:  Thank you very much, Your Honor o r

2 Your Honors, we apologize.

3      JUDGE ALBERS:  All right.  We'll continue this

4 to April 3 at 1:30.

5                      (Whereupon the hearing in this

6                      matter was continued until Apr il

7                      3, 2013, at 1:30 p.m. in

8                      Springfield, Illinois.)
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