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December 29, 2015

Warren E. Corprew

Illinois Bell Telephone Company
d/b/aa AT&T Illinois
d/b/a AT&T Wholesale

Counsellor James Huttenhower, Esq.
I1linois Bell Telephone Company
d/b/a/AT&T 1llinois d/b/a/ AT&T Wholesale
225 West Randolph Street

Suite 25D

Chicago, Illinois 60606

DOCKET NUMBER: #15~0522 - Request for Information

Dear Counsellor Huttenhower:

In an effort to effectuate the Complainant's surrejoinder's retort
responsiveness; appertaining to the "ANSWER OF AT&T ILLINOIS", through
its Respondent's Counsellor Mr. James A. Huttenhower; in total compliance
with the procedural court rules, as mandated by the recent telephonic
ruling initialization on December 3, 2015 by the Honorable Administrative
Law Judge Stephen Yoder.

Inasmich as the unambiguous true facts asserted heretofore within the
"Original Formal Complaint"; ostensively, was submitted with the notary
sealed affixed thereon with the date of September 8, 2015; NOT as
avouched in the magniloquently "Answer of AT&T Illinois", averring of
September 10, 2015. This inaccuracies conceivably may be explicated
inappropriately as a significant effort towards avoiding any paronomasia
or ambiguousness.

This Complainant's surrejoinder demure dinformation shall not be
construed as the Complainant's Rebuttal Respomnse Testimony, Discovery
Process Procedureg, Direct Testimony nor Evidentiary Hearing requirements
thereof at this present time, '

The Complaint's responsive documents with the attached "Replicated
copies heretofore" represents a laconic description of the wvarious and
innumerable telephonic conversations, of which the representative(s) were
fully mindful. It is asserted in the "Answer of AT&T Illinois that they
will mnot respond to the name and contact information provided by
Complainant or to the information in the documents, Moreover, their
entire defensiveness paramnesia is predicated on the only substantive
issue, pronominal of certain fact that the Complainant raises, within the
knowledgeable and germane telephonic conversations of record, for clarity
and representatives of their committable affirmation.
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If the Complainant prodigiously envision that obtaining a simplistic,
without labyrinthine land-line telephonic service, including all of the
entanglements, "callowness"™ lies with naivete and deceitfulness, which
Complainant NEVER supererogatory in (6) consecutive years with Century
Link telephonic Service,

The word "substantive" is a "Noun" - a word or word group functioning
syntactically as a noun., having or expressing substance.
2. "substantive":

1: being totally independent entity.

2: rteal rather than apparent FIRM [need evidence to prove her quilt].
3 = 7: having substance involving matters of major or practical
importance to all., On page #1 of the Answer of ATS&T Illinois;
Counsellor, for AT&T Illinois has steadfastly maintained a reluctancy
and/or dubieties to respond formally to any of the adrem documented
by the Complainant.

If the Complainant's denunciatory asserted any information which is
not germane, relevant nor apropos throughout the wvarious procurable
issues. It would emerge ratiocinative that the Complainants colloquy with
Mr. John Schaub, Customer Service Representative with the TIllinois
Commerce Commission; that mnothing, on behalf of the Complainant's

physiognomy, comportment, guise mnor wvisage can be construed as

calumniaring effrontery with temerities.

Albeit, my my Lord and Saviour Jesus Christ has granted unto me,
approximately (80) years of unabated longevity; however, the affectation
from "millions of men, women and other" is incontrovertibly specious.

Inasmuch as, it would also seem ratiocination that this voluminous
documentary should have been "FAIT ACCOMPLI"™ along with stultification in
this case. Furthermore, on page #2 of the Answer by AT&T Illinois through
its Counsellor, without comprehensive and supportive specilficity across=-
the-board, Quote... "AT&T Illinois demies the remaining allegations in
this paragraph, to the extent it can understand them?

Also, on page #2 of the Complainant's dissertation, it was
questionably asked; not from the Complaimant, by someone whose name for
some capricious reason has been omitted", to provide a brief description
of his complaint. ASSUREDLY; UNLESS Counsellor for AT&T Illinois has,
(without foreknowledge too Mr. Corprew), ostensively recorded VERBATIM
word-for-word and at this dichotomy has sapiently powers or sagacity,
inasmuch as Counsellor previcusly averred not to respond to anything save
meaningfulness.
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Inasmuch as I; Mr. Warren E. Corprew the Complainant, in this
proemial legal litigation proceedings; sorrowfully, finds it difficult
pietistically to glorify the name of my Lord and Saviour Jesus Christ GOD
ATMIGHTY, with other men, women and children within this nation called
United States of America; which does not know the TRUTH, nor the
undeniable TRUE significance of the ONLY TRUE GOD ALMIGHTY; as did/does

millions of men, women and children within Israel. If I may paraphrase

tersely with this incontestable/undeniable "pronunciamentos" from my Lord

and Saviour Jesus Christ; Quote..."all Israel is not of Israel; but the
seed which is CALLED and counted!",..End Quote. If the time were assent
unto me, with the recipient's which have received this affirmation from
me acceded; Assuredly, as MY Lord and Saviour Jesus Chris lives today, in
whom I serve continually throughout my every awaking breath of 1life, I

WOULD EXPATIATE in unequivocal and COMPREHENSIVE terms, appertaining too

the Abominable, Detestable and Accursed acts, performed by men, women and
children which call themselves Israelites or Jews.

Furthermore, 1 resent immeasurably when my words are paraphrased by
anyone, whosoever flagrantly FAILS to understand the vernacular or
colloquialism within the English Language.

However, on Page #2 of Article #2, within this dissertation, 1 extol
and TRULY give SINCERELY overwhelming thanks and praises, unto my Lord
and Saviour Jesus Christ GOD ALMIGHTY, for the wisdom, steadfastness and

the articulating abilities bestowed beatifically with the pietistically

spirit called through my Lord Jesus Christ. Under Article #2 of the
"Answers of AT&T Illinois" through its Counsellor James A. Huttenhower.

I am not aware that conceivably Counsellor Huttenhower could have
chosen this excerpt for the Answer of AT&T Illinois.

Notwithstanding, 1 am enraptured by which the degree in whom ever it
was, manifested the sagaciousness; especially the AT&T manager who was
imbued with the vanity of her hair.

On page #3 of Article #3 of the Answer of AT&T Illinois. This
paragraphing article is absolutely correct, in its entirety at the
conclusion ending ...AT&T has dncurred, Moreover; I, Mr. Warren E.
Corprew the Complainant against AT&T Illinois; an its responding answer
proceeding article {#3, gives credence to corollaries proffering for
incongruous  acceptabilities....
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... Inasmuch as it would emerge; ratiocinative, upon reviewing the entire

paleographical article under #5 on page #4, whom ever it was, had the
intrepidity; with bravery, to aver the truth, appertaining to the
Complainants desirability to only establish a land line service, as he
effectuated with Century Link under its rules and regulations. The

enumerable AT&T quasi representatives, through its multifarious appalling

duplicitous and reprobated agents. Notwithstanding, the undeniable AT&T
I1linois representative which, "WITHQUT ANY PROVOCATION; IGNORANTLY HUNG-
UP-THE-TELEPHONE". Unquestionably, that ATET Illinois

Agent /Representative would asseverate whatsoever is necessary with

assiduity and VERACIOUSNESS. Assuredly, the complainant as stated in its

answer by AT&T Illinois, between article #3 and #4 within theses
paragraphic documentaries of this vital information which was never

received by the Complainant.

Furthermore; throughout the AT&T Illinois attested inquiries and

their subsequent answers, vregarding various dquestions by which A
VERIDICAL Respondent to apostrophize. After extensive evaluative and
antilogical determination, it seems as a reasoned train of ratiocination
that AT&T 1Illinois has the predisposition to concomitant with the
obtuseness of the truth, as averred within this AT&T excerpt
Quote..."AT&T Illinois is without knowledge sufficient to form an opinion
as to the truth of the remaining allegatiuons, (eg. Paragraph #6), to the

extent it understand them"...End Quote.

FOR~THE~RECORD! Throughout the Complainant's dissertation heretofore,

the Complainant has never at anytime began cogitating that his words,
gspeech nor his overall deportment, would be explicated grammatical din
structure, as too referring to specific laws or utility tariffs which is
asserted within the beginning of page #4. Extrapolating on values or
points of law, are not germane nor does it render acceptability nor

credence to the issue at-hand.
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Buring the complainants preparatory documentary for mailing;
hopefully, before the cessation of GCalendar Year 2015, to Counsellor
Huttenhower for AT&T Illinois and to the Honorable Stephen Yoder for
their ratiocination. The Complainant was mesmerized by Article #6 on page

#4 of the "Answer of ATS&T Tllinois documentary though Counsellor

Huttenhower, I would be remigs if I, the Complainant had foreknowledge of
any form of record, at this present time, averring this avowal statement.

It is my very intent to avail myself for the scheduled, JANUARY 13,
2016, telephonic conference meeting, per the attached notice of December

8, 2015,

However, for sundry an indeterminate number in which AT&T ILLINOIS

has the predisposition to consistently "tergiversation", appertaining to

specify causation issues, points along with additional relevant issues
which can be deterministic following as cause of an effect. This
proclivity is preeminent throughout AT&T Illinois collocation.

Moreover; I, Mr. Warren E. Corprew the Complainant at this present
time of approximately 12:30 P.M. C.S5.T., shall obviate from responding to
the spokeswoman with whom took umbrage, when an inguiry of her official
office occupational title, precipitated her to take umbrage when a clear
unambiguous defining title averring as: (et seq) - (noun) 1880 BRIT: a
telephone switchboard operator) as a telephonist.

The Stamped Word, "Replicated Copies" 1is too, indicated to the

recipients that the copies are not the "Originals", save a duplication.
On Page #6 until the conclusion of this aphoristic treatise. I; Mr.
Warren E. Corprew, the Complainant has assiduously completed in this
exhaustive and intensive thoroughgoing subject matter in detail. However,
I give my overwhelming thanks and praises to my Lord and Saviour Jesus

Christ GOD ALMIGHTY; IRRESPECTIVE, of the final disposition for which I

am not lugubriously mournful for speaking the truth. I, Mr. Warren E.

Corprew, LIE NOT to any living creature on the Planet EARTH.
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The intrepidness without wavering, gives belief that NO man would
spend the time, engaging in telephonic calls, dinnumerable places
throughout this county to seek with incontestable persons, unless the
TRUTH is within them!

Inasmuch as, on Page #6 of this aforementioned documentary that AT&T
I1linois firmly asserts that the Complainant spoke with an AT&T
Representative within Arizona; consequently, by virtue of that very fact

all of the issues without specificity are anomalous, remonstrative and

expostulating.

Moreover on Page #6 of AT&T Illinois avowal, the Complainant seek
only restitution for the appropriate committable cost(s), as averred by
the dinitial along with numerous others AT&T Illinois Representatives,
which were fully cognitively and empirical aware of the recorded
(outgoing) twenty four hours Seven Day a week message system. The
Complainant is benighted of the Public Utility Act dincluding any
Commission Rule or Utility Tariff violation save AT&T knowledge of
Arizona, because AT&T division has installed a recording system

appertaining to incoming telephone calls.

Without sounding redundant, on Page #6 of this closing avowal of AT&T
wherein they affirm that the Complainant telephone system was still

intact. Contrariwise, the Complainant consistently asserted that this

hopeful temporary device, which was something obtained from a division of

the "Dollar General Store" would scon be replaced with a land-line

telephone system.

Furthermore, the Complainant has never been adverse to submit
justifiable UNDISPUTED payment timely for accrued incurred costs.
Regrettably, this amicability has not come to fruition for the
Complainant to proffer any logical sum of money.




CONTINUATION: Docket Number #15-0522 - Request for Information #7

The initial AT&T Illinoisz bill on June 24, 2015 in the amount of
$49.81 with Check Number @1246 was submitted under constraints; however,
"Myran" and AT&T Representative assuage my concerns. It was Complainant's
desirability that subsequent timely payments could be rendered unto AT&T

I1linois, dinasmuch as that which was performed with CENTGRY LINK;

currently, with AMEREN ILLINOLIS ELECTRIC COMPANY. Additionally,is the

$58.02 bill from AT&T Illinois which is much in solicitude since the
inception of this telephone service, notwithstanding the Complainant
adjuration with enumerable AT&T Illinois representative, that the
Calling ranges within the U.8. excluding the province of Canada was
included as the package verbal commitment as with Century Link. The
Complainant also informed AT&T Illinois that the credit for Lifeline was
not a prerequisite by the Complainant to establish service. The
Complainant requested only that which was verbally promiged to him, a
WRITTEN acknowledgement declaration averring EVERYTHING which was

telephonically and in person PROMISED.
CONCLUSTON:

In consideration(s) of the foregoing affirmative attectations; I, Mr,
Warren E, Corprew adjure the Administrative Law Judge to turn over in
one's mind, all that which has been averred heretofore/hereafter, and
propitiocusly render an appropriate commensurable decision that is
justifiable and commensurable.

pintr T

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this 29 day»of December "2015.

i A‘—-""’
~~Warren E. Corprew




PROOF OF SERVICE BY U.S. MAILING/CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE.

I, Mr. Warren E. Corprew; a non-attorny, avouched that T served the
foregoing documentation; alse, "Received a Certificate of Mailing

Receipt", upon:

Mr. James Huttenhower, Esq.

TLLINOIS BELL TELEPHONE COMPANY

d/bfa/ ATSET ILLINOIS d/b/a AT&T WHOLESALE
225 WEST RANDOLPH STREET

SUITE 25D CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60606

HONORABLE STEPHEN YODER
ADMINISTRATOR LAW JUDGE
ILLINOIS COMMERCE COMMISSTION
527 EAST CAPITOL AVENUE
SPRINGFIELD, ILLINOIS 62701

By enclosing copies thereof in a 9" =x 12" Privacy Tint opaque
document envelope, addressing as shown along and with First Class Postage
prepaid thereon; thusly, delivered tec the United States Post Office
located at 303 North Hazel Street within in - Danville, Illinocis.

Certificate of Acknowledgment of Notary Public
State of ELLINOIS

ss
County of ____VERMILLION }

On__TUESDAY DECEMBER 29, 2015 before me, B@ﬂ_\[&’i‘/\iﬂ N) \f\)of'hﬂévf

a notary public in and for said state, personally appeared’ MR. WARREN E. CORPREW
personally known to me (or proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidenee) to be the person whose name
is subscribed to the within instrument, and acknowledged to me that he or she executed the same in his or

her authorized capacity and that by his or her signature on the instrument, the person, or the eritity upon
behalf of which the person acted, execured the instrument.

WITNESS my hand and official seal. é
: i) m,u,m_.m ﬁ e,
S
Nortary Public for the State of ILLINOIS
My commission expires (.0 ! Il ! f%

“OFFICIAL SEAL"
BENJAMIN M. WOCHNER
Notary Public, State of illinais
My Commission Expires: 8/17/2018

{NOTARY SEAL]



