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----Orlglnal Me5sagc----· 
f'1-oni: MURPHY, FRANClS .1 (SBCSI) 
Sent: WadnesdiJ\'1 May Z2, 2002 lO;tJG AM · 
TOI ·~E~.~.!QL!;, ~.ENO (Afl;J;· 1;~~0ER,;MARI( '/)' (tegal);'.cPNROW, .KNfHY (AIT)).'H~~rusoN; SHARON J '\SlltSI) 
CCI MCfAIJDEN, riuss (SBCS!); SLIWA, JOAN M (Alf); KLEKER, JIM (SBCSI); KELLY, JON (legal) 
Subject: RE: Ohio ancl IHlnoJs date stamp 

FW: FW: Ohio ond 
Illinois date ... 

Atlached Is a response from Randy Holl of \he USPS. Thank-you Sharon for providing \he lnformallon. Essonlially, Randy 
s\a\as the following: 

"with respect to hav:l.ng mailer information .in the keyline of the ma.J.lpiece 
(permitted l:o the right. .of the postage paid informa.t:lon, hut not 
interfering with readability) and th:l.s information being a date 1 I don 1 t 
see a problem, but it wouldn 1 t be recogni~ed by the Postal Service as an 
actl\al mail.lng dal:e ~ not like a postmark or .meter date mark would, 11 

Again, I have lo emphasize whal wa are doing Joday (placing \he dale on \he outside of Iha envelope) will bo no dlffernnl 
than what we are proposing from a Poslal Sarvlco view. There Is no official USPS rncognllion of thal dale on \he envelope 
today, There will be no official USPS recognl\lon of \he dale within \ho key line of \he slatemenl wllh our proposal. Thll 
change Is somelhlng that will help lmprnve lhe efficiency of ow Qperallons and save company dollars. In my opinion, the 
change enhances \he produo\ lo the cuslomsr by providing the dato on \he ec\ual s\a\emonl and nol on lho ou\slde of he 
envelope w which the cuslon1er has a Lendency lo U1row away once received. 

Dano, lei ma lmow whel additional Information you may need for us to move fo1ward. 

Thanks, 

Francis ,James Murphy 
91G·376·2155 Volca M11ll 
016·801·7003 Clnuular Batvlc:u 

·····Orlglnal Messoge-···· 
From: PERDIOU, DEN 
Sant: f=rJday, May 17, 2002 9:35 AM 
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I 

'f'tlf•' 
CCI 
Sullject; 

MURPHY, FRANCtS J (Sl3CSI); !<mH1BR, MARK A (Lerial); GONHOW, l<ATHY (An'); HA!~RJSON1 SHAl~ON J (SIJCSl) 
MCFADDUN, RUSS (SBCS!); SUWA, .10AN M (AIT); KLEKER, JIM (S13CSr); KELLY, JON (Leual) 
l~E: Ohio ~nd 111/noJs d11te stamp 

. ____ _ 1::ra11 1 _________ ··-·-·-··· _ 

Would the u SPS uoncu 1· tlilil Ello ffliinlfiisrnnXllllif!Clirte-cumrn pcrn ct s-to·lh.,·ma lled-o LI eel oto-we.placr.. o 11-lb "----- . 
···-· . ... blWI -------------··--·---... 

t>eno Pr<rdlou 
Ainer•l·t"ch Illinois Regulafory 
(217) 789-5174 of-flee 
(217) ?B9·t>223 fox 
(217) 971-2269 cell 

·-··Orlgl1ml Merumg0----
F1·om: MURPH\', FRANCIS J (SBCSI) 
8011l: Thursday, May 16, 2002 6:10 PM 
To: PERDIOU, DENO (AITI: l(ERBER, MARI< A (Le11oll: CONROW, l<ATHY (AIT); HARRISON, SHARON ,I (SBCBI) 
Cc: MCFADDEN, RUSS (Sl3CSI); SLIWA, JOAN M (AIT); !(LEl<ER, JIM (SBCSI); !(ELLY, ,ION (Leuell 
Suhjact: RE: Ohio and Jlllnolll elate slump 

Deno1 
Thanks Im !he lnform'allon. I wan! lo c.lso rnspond lo your slatcJJnenl and lei you lmow th11t getting lhe post office 
lo r·ecognlzF.l our stamp as a post marl~ w!ll not happen. Sheron Harrison, our expert on postal lsGUGB, wlihln BST 
can conflnn rny concern when she returns fro1n vacaUon nsxl week, 

Because of !he volume of mall we send out, we aro authorized lo mall wlt!Joul affixing postage and any postmarlc 
Our responsibility Is thal we must bear a pormll lmprln\ lndlcla showing Iha! that postage Is paid. The system we 
use Is a rnanlfesl malling. With !he manifest tl1al we provide lh• poslal service, the USPS wllt accepl ancl verffy 
the malling dale. There aro no requlromenls from the USPS lo pul lhe month, day, and year on each envelope as 
would be necessary If we warn to meter or use stamps for our mall. 

Currently, we are providing the 111nal/ed oul'1 date on the outside of the envelope as El convenience to our 
customers. It Is not a post marl< thal ls auU10rlzed by the USPS. Our proposal ls lhat we move the "mailed oul' 
date from the outside of t110 envelope lo !he slolement and will satisfy !he cUJ'l'ent convenience. 

In my opinion, the terlff Is flawed because It assumes each piece of moll hes on authorized postmarlc Thal 
probably was true six to eight years ago when the malling practices roqulred a postmark. 

Sh0ron1 

Ploose confirm or elaborate on \he Issue when you return from vacallon on Monday. 

Fran 

Francis Janms Murpt1y 
9·16·37fl·2i65 Volo(! Motl 
U'10-00·l·760:1 ClngUlflt' Sarvlca 

---··Ol'lglm1I Messrige-.. ---
From: PERDLDU, DENO (An) 
Se11tJ ·nnirsdayl MEIY 16, 2002 2:06 PM 
To: MUllPl-fY, Fl<ANC!S J (SBCSI); KEl\BEll, MARK A (Legal); CIJNl\OW, l<ATMY (AIT) 
Cc: MCFADDEN, RUSS (SBCSI); SLIWA, JOAN M (Arr); KLEKER, JIM (SBCS!); KELLY, JON (l.ogal) 
Subject: RE: 01110 rincl Jlllnots elate stamp 

frf'ln. 
I tnat with ICC ,staff and tbey are suppol'tlve of tho .date stamp ,chan£)e. However, the Con11nlss!o11 staff 
wants written confirmation from t11e post office that the date stamp on the bill will be rocogni>.ed as 
the post marl< date, The Cornmlsslon rule ciof1110s tho date stamp es tho posl mark date, so stuff 
wants to make sure that moving tho date stamp to th" bill page will not chango what tho post office 
considers the pqst mar-k date. 
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rho Co1nn1lsslon stE1ff also thuugllt It would b& a good Idea to put out a blll pfigo 111ess'1~Jo to our 
custo1ri0rs doocrlb\ng the ciE1te starnp change, 

. ---·--· -·--·Jl.rtllO...E.odii.>.ll_ .. ·-·------······-· 
----.Amer•l1'eoh-:Gll1Rol&-R•gula:t.of'.y 

(217) 789··5174 office 
(217)'°189-5223 fax 
(21'7) 97.\ .. 2269 coll 

-·-··Orlgln~1I MDllBe!Qfi···--
Frnrn: MUHl'HY, FHANOIS J (88CSI) 

·--·-·--·-··· ----

Sonl: Friday, April 05, :!002 3~111 PM 
To: ill'RBEH, MAHI< A (Logal); CONROW, l<ATHY (Al'r); PFHDIOU, DENO (Al'I') 
C<:: MCFADDEN, l~USS (SBCSI): SLIWA, ,JOAN M (AIT); l<LEl<El1, JIM (SllCSI); l(ELLY, JON (Legul) 
SubJcrnl: FW: Ohio cmd Ullno!a dfJle nlHmp 

Mark, l\alhy, and Dono, 
II looks lll<e wo aro nml<lng h<Jodwoy In Ohio, Whal aro the prospects lor getting Iha chnn\JO In Illinois? 

<<- Fiie: one only.pp!» 

Fran Murphy 
Senlr;r M<inage( BGT 
(910) 370.2·155 VM 
{911~) 601-7663 Clnoular Wlro!ess 

·-···Orlglnal Message .. •••• 
From: KELLY, JON (Legal) 
Sant:: Wednesday, Aprll 03, 2002 5:35 AM 
Toi MURPHY, FRANCIS J (SBCSI); WAHDIN, l<ENTW (All); WILLIAMS, MARGARETE (An'); MACKEY, MARYANN H 

(AIT) . 
Co: KERBeR, MARI( A (1£gal); MCFADDSN, RUSS (SBCSI); HARRISON, SHARON .1 (SBCSI); VCNl.OS, WILLIAM C 

(AIT); TERWILLIGER, CYNTHIA M (SBCSI) 
subject: RE: Ohio mid l111nols date stamp · 

Fran, 

Thanks for lhe quick response, Here Is lhe response lo Iha attorney examiner's questions 1.hal I senl \o 
hlrnU1ls morning. 

«Message: Amerllech Ohio poslmarl< waiver appllcallon » 

Jon F. l<elly 
Counsel - Stale Regulatory and Government Relallons 
SBC Amerltocl1 
150 E. Gay Street, Room 4-A 
Columbus, Ohio 432'15 
Telephone: 6'14 223 7928 
Fax: 6'/4 223 5955" 
)on.l<elly@ameritech.com 

Th!a 1:i.i11aJI, and ~111y alluchrnenls llerulo, 1H lnlenclcHI for use only by lhe addrc~11s0G(ll) rwm0d llaroln ~Jnci 1rwy coi1lal11 conrtdenllEJI 
lnformnllon aubjacl lo Ille a\lorm:iyvollanl prlvllege, !he worl< produol dactrlna, snd o1her appllcDblr~ prlvllegas, If you are nol lhe 
lnlendod reclplenl of lhls fl·lllflll, you ora hereby nollllluJ lh~1l any dlssamlna!lon, dlstrlbuUon, or c:opylng.o/ lhlo a .. mall, 1:1ncJ-any ;·· ·'" · 
tlllm::hrnen!s h<'lrelo, Is sl11r.Uy prol1lblled, If you lwva raoelved lhls o-rnnu In armr, pkrnna noUfy rne by !alaphono al G'l4 223 792fl 
1:1ncl parmanantly delala Iha orlglnul and 11ny copy or lhls r:i-rnall Elnd any prlnlout !hereof, Tllnnl~ you, 
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