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From: MURPHY, FRANCIS J (SBCSI) 
Sent: Monday, January 28, 2002 12:42 PM 
To: KERBER, MARK A (Legal); MCFADDEN, RUSS (SBCSI); WARD IN, KENT W (SBC-OPS); -__ -_ -__ -_ ---~=~-==-_-::__-::___-_----_-_-__ -_-_ ---"'·W"'-"'I t:"'L-rlA"'Mrr..s-rnM~A~f.l~G~A"'F-!~-E:..-~1.+E"(~.a~B~£\CJS:EY-,IV1ARX8rs!N:EllilJ:rapD.RD.,-:mmlITIC(Al'~J_~.);-_-_-_-_-_ 

_) 

Cc: 
Subject: 

l<enl, 

FENLON, MARYl<AY R (Legal); SLIWA, JOAN M (SBC-OPS); PERDIOU, DENO (ILB); 
TERWILLIGER, CYNTHIA M (SBCSI) 
HARRISON, SHARON ,J (SBCSI); l<LEl<ER, JIM (SBCSI) 
RE: Ohio and Mlcl1igan Dale Stamp 

Thanks for your note. I agree with you lhal we need lo loo!< at \he big picture and what SBC Is trying lo do wlil1in the AIT 
region. II \his is cletrirnenlal lo our corporate plans going forward, I have no problem retreallng. However, I lhlnl< 11 ls 
importanl lo have !he discussion. 

J us\ lo clarify your slalemenl on \he $125 thousand - you didn'I lake inlo account addition al cos ls for DR or opera\lonal 
Issues associated with \his. Our concern leans more on \he operational variance issues than financial. We have an option 
\o incorporate lhe dale within \he s\alernenl and mal<e II much more conducive frorn a production perspective without 
sacrificing the lnforrna\ion lo the customer ~r the PUC. 

Fran Murphy 
Senior MDnc:iger BST 
(916) 376-2155 VM 
(877) 318-0549 PG 

Marl< 

----Orlglnal Message----
Frorn: MCFADDEN, RUSS (SBCSI) 
Sent: Monday, January 28, 2002 7:50 AM 
To: WARDIN, l<ENT W (AITJ: MURPHY, FRANCIS J (SBCSIJ: Wl.LLIAMS, MARGARETE (AITJ: MACKEY, MARYAl~N H (AITJ: 

ZURO, DAVID A (AITJ: FENLON, MARYl<AY R (Legal): SLIWA, JOAN M (AITJ: PERDIOU, DENO (AITJ: l<ERBER, 
MARI< A (Legal); TERWILLIGER, CYNTHIA M (SBCSI) 

Cc: HARRISON, SHARON J (SBCSI): l<LEl<ER, JIM (SBCSI) 
Subject: RE: Ohio and Michigan Date Stamp 

Sorry for my confusion on \his Ken\ bul Iha\ Is why al lhe end or the call, I asl<ed ii anyone had a concern so Iha\ 
we could collectively discuss. My sense on \he call was Iha\ this was a fair\)' minor effort lo produce 11·1e waiver 
and cover with \he commission. If ii genernles value for SBC - lhal ls why \hey said they cou.lcl produce \he waiver 
by \he nexl call. I[ ii is fairly s\raighlforward, no\ sure why we wan\ lo add lo \he process/cos\? 

• 
Russ 

-·--Orlginal Message----
From: WAROIN, !<ENT W (AIT) 
Senl: Monday, January 28, 2002 6:56 AM 
To: MURPHY, FRAl~CIS J (SBCSIJ: WILLIAMS, MARGARETE (AIT); MACl<EY, MARYANN 1-1 (AIT): ZURO, DAVID A (AITJ: 

. FENLON, MARYl<AY R (Legal): SLIWA, JOAN M \AITJ: MCFADDEN, RUSS (SBCSI); PERDIOU, DENO (AITJ: 
KERBER, MARI< A (Legal): TERWILLIGER, CYNTHIA M _(SBCSI) 

ZATTl 



Cc: l·ll\RRISON, SHARON J (SOGSI): l(LEl(ER, JIM (SBGSI) 
Subject: RE: Ohio snci Mlchl"t:1n Dote Stamp 

------11¥-e-leN-B~l-a-few-il<>m&-aboul-U"e-dlscussfon Wp failed la w;.kJlr!lQ1!!.illfilY. has the slli!l§J;§paclty lo worl< on 
· ------·11ils waiveranowliei·e wau1cnnrrrmi-11m·p1·iarlt\rlist.-----· 

SEIC under lhe Ameritech brand has seve1·a/ initiatives for 2002. I would assume It would be close lo the 
bottom of lhe cul'!'enl list of activities. I be//EJve II is not in SBC best lnlerest lo pursue this above any initiative 
greater than $'/ 25,000. I am no/ familiar with lhe waiver process · but I assume it is time to create the 
rnsponse and present ii to a staffer. The 011·1er queslion is how many waivers con i)e sought in a year w//hout 
irrltalin(J lhe Slaff? 

Deno and Margarel can you direcl me lo who has lhe Regula\or11 lisl of Items being pursued in 2002. I 
assume due lo tile personnsl cutG 111 Hegulalory over the last lwo years we do not have Gp are capacity. If this 
was to be pursued when would a body be available lo review and present'/ 

I think we need to look al lhe big picture of wha1 SBC is lrylng lo move forward In the AIT region and soe If this 
lo a distraction for the work that Is being asked lo be completed. The date stamp only lncremenls the per unll 
cosl by $0.00026. We undersland the need for standardization· .1. hope you also U[lrJ.eretanQ .t~~ .. o.tb?L 
regulatory work being pursued may oo of groatBr imporlance lo SBC ond·this· llem .. m<>y·not·ber'P'orstracruntll· 
other priorities are worked. Dino and Margare1 you wlll lel us know If there Is staff time (SBC) available for this 
based on the dollar lmpacl vs. other projecl being worked. 

Thanks for your conslderalion, 

Kent 

-Orlglnal Message-~-
From: MURPHY, FRANCIS J (SBCSI) 
Sant: Frlday, January 25, 2062 5:02 PM 
To: WILLIAMS, MARGARETE (AIT); WARD11;, l<ENT W (AIT); MURPHY, FRANCIS J (SBCSI); MACl<EY, 

MARYANN H tAIT); ZURO, DAVID A IAIT); FENLON, MARYKAY R (legal); SLIWA, JOAN M (AIT); 
MCFADDEN, RUSS (SBCSI): PERDIOU, DENO (AIT); KERBER, MARK A (Legal): TERWILLIGER, CYNTHIA 
M (SBCSI) 

Ge: HARRISON, SHARON J (SBCSI): l<LEKER, JIM (SBCSI) 
Subject: FW: Ohio snd Michigan Dale Stamp 

All, 
Per our discussion this morning, we agreed lo meet lo address the method of Identifying the Senl Dale on 
lhe Illinois and Ohio billing statement as mandated by the commission In the MTSS rules in two weeks. I 
have Included Jon Kelly's summary of lhe Ohio Minimum Telephone standards, Although our discussion 
this morning focused on Ohio, a similar rule is in place in Illinois and I have included Deno Perdiou and 
Marl< Kerber In this note . 

. , 
For Deno and Marl<'s benefit, BST Is r'esponslble for sending 40 million bills and products lhroughoul the 
SBC region. Because of tl1e high volume, BST sencls the slatemenls using a permil imprlnl in order lo 
achieve large postal cliscounls. A permll imprinl uses printed indicia inslead of' an adhesive postage 
stamp or meter stamp. In order lo meel the "postmark" requiremenl in Ohio and Illinois, BST uses an 
inl<jel lo spray the date the mall ls senl to the post office for delivery on the outside of the mailing 
envelope. The metl1od is unique to Ohio and Illinois and is based on language tt1al is in the currenl. 
MTSS. 

As we all strive lo kee[J our cos I under tlghl conll'DI, BST would like lo reduce II material and operational 
costs lhal are assoclaled wlll1 lhls requlremenl. In our discussions today, BST would lihe lo change the 
language al the MTSS so lhal II ls similar lo olher slalea (i.e. Michigan) which would allow us lo forgo lhe 
postmark requiremenl. ·Given lhe challenges II v;ould lake lo elirninale the rnqulremenl by Regulatory, the 
other oplion is to inserl lhe dale above the address on the slalemenl. BST will provide a 111ocl< document 
or the possible change and a decision will be discussed lo delerrnine ir an exceplion or waiver provision 
will be soughl by the company. 
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