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VERIFIED STATEMENT IN SUPPORT OF 

JOINT PETITION SUBMITTING ARBITRATED 
INTERCONNETION AGREEMENT 

 
STATE OF ILLINOIS ) 
    ) SS 
COUNTY OF WOODFORD ) 
 
 The undersigned, Ann E. Dickerson, being duly sworn on my oath, provides the 

following statements in support of the Joint Petition Submitting Arbitrated Interconnection 

Agreement. 

1. I am the Chief Financial Officer for Metamora Telephone Company 

(“Metamora”).  I have knowledge of the Interconnection Agreement executed between 

Metamora and Verizon Wireless.   

2. On or about February 23, 2006, Metamora and Verizon Wireless reached a 

conforming Interconnection Agreement in accordance with the Illinois Commerce Commission’s 

(“Commission”) Arbitration Decision in Docket Nos. 05-0644, 05-0645, 05-0646, 05-0647, 05-
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0648, 05-0649 and 05-0657 Consolidated (“05-0644 et al” or the “Consolidated Arbitration”).  

The Agreement has been executed by both parties and is being submitted to the Commission 

pursuant to the Commission’s direction that Metamora and Verizon Wireless file “their complete 

interconnection agreement for Commission approval pursuant to Section 252(e) of the Federal 

Act.”  (05-0644 et al Arbitration Decision at 56).   

3. I hereby state on behalf of Metamora that all the terms of the Agreement are 

consistent with the Parties’ negotiations, and the reciprocal compensation rate set forth on 

Attachment 1 to the Agreement is consistent with the Commission’s rulings in the Arbitration 

Decision in Docket 05-0644 et al. 

4. For the reasons previously advanced in its written filings in Dockets 05-0644 et 

al, Metamora continues to take the position that the Commission’s conclusions in its Arbitration 

Decision in Docket No. 05-0644 setting the input to the model for recovery of switching costs at 

0% and thereby denying Metamora any recovery for Verizon Wireless’ use of its switch were 

made in error and that such conclusions cause the Agreement and the reciprocal compensation 

rate therein to be inconsistent with the public interest, convenience and necessity.  Specifically, 

Metamora hereby incorporates into this proceeding by this reference the arguments set forth at 

pages 7-26 of the Petitioners’ Brief on Exceptions filed in Docket 05-0644 et al on January 9, 

2006 by Hamilton County Telephone Co-Op, LaHarpe Telephone Company, Inc., McDonough 

Telephone Cooperative, Inc., Mid-Century Telephone Cooperative, Inc., Marseilles Telephone 

Company, Metamora Telephone Company and Grafton Telephone Company and the arguments 

set forth in the entire Petition to Reopen on the Commission’s Own Motion filed in Docket 05-

0644 et al on February 24, 2006 by Marseilles Telephone Company, Metamora Telephone 

Company and Grafton Telephone Company. 
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