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13 NOTICE OF SUBMISSION
OF LATE FILED EXHIBITS
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15 Pursuant to the direction of the Administrative Law Judge (*ALJ”) and as
16 | discussed at the conclusion of the hearing on September 14, 2005, Verizon
17 | Communications, Inc. (“Verizon”) hereby submits the attached late-filed exhibits in this
18 | docket: Exhibit 1 - Synergies Analysis, and Exhibit 2 — Verizon’s Position on Federal
19 | Preemption of State Consumer Protection Rules. Exhibit 1 contains highly confidential
20 | information, and, as such, is being provided under seal pursuant to the protective
21 | agreement in this docket.
20 Additionally, at the hearing, the ALJ requested that Verizon and MCI explain
23 | what the consequences would be if the Commission were to reject the proposed merger.
24 | One of the conditions precedent in Article VII, Section 7.1(d) of the Merger Agreement
25 | is the absence of a “decision, opinion or decree issued by a court or other Governmental
26 | Entity of competent jurisdiction having the effect of making the Mérger illegal or
27 | otherwise prohibiting consummation of the Merger[.]” If such an order or decree were
| 28 || final and unappealable, it could constitute the failure of a condition precedent that would
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permit the termination of the transaction under Article VIII, Section 8.1(b)(ii) of the

Merger Agreement.

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this 21st day of September 2005.

A redacted original and 13
redacted copies of the fore-
going filed 09/21/05 with:

Docket Control

Arizona Corporation Commission
1200 West Washington

Phoenix, AZ 85007

Unredacted copies have been
Hand-delivered 09/21/05 to:

Comm. Jeff Hatch-Miller, Chairman
Comm. William A. Mundell

Comm. Marc Spitzer

Comm. Mike Gleason

Comm. Kristin K. Mayes

ALJ Dwight Nodes

ACC Legal Director

ACC Utility Director
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Deborah R. Scott
Kimberly A. Grouse
Attorneys For Verizon Communications, Inc.




Exhibit 1 -- Highly Confidential
(Redacted)




6£20-50-A9¥810-L "ON L3XO0A NI INFWIFHOV IAILOT10Hd ¥3d dILIIYLSTY 3SN IVILNIAIINOD ATHOIH

w,on._uwn\mma [eRUSIPIUOD UOZLBA * .
SX'BSOP0Z0 AIBWWING Ssuadxg puads Jopusp ' ; MalADY Jodxg Jeyep Josiqng 03 Jaefgng pue Areunuaid

500z ‘v Azenige Jo se paysesaio
Runuoddp pusdg J0pUdA JOYIO puE HodsueI] 8910A JO Arewwing




fenuapyuc?) Alybiy Nd Z€'8 5002/8L/6
£29 %007-0Y Gz Jdv ‘qeL SIX'LAG00RS Jdv)PL0Z- 9007 ISBda104 X3deD 1) 31l

6420-50-A9¥8L0-L "ON L13aXD0Ad NI LNIFWIFHOV IAILOTLOHd H¥3d AILIIHLSTH ISN VILNIAIINOD ATHOIH




[enuapyuon AlybiH . :
: Wd /€8 S00Z/81/6
gz suoldwinssy %007-8y Gz Jdv (G L S ZA(I0oi8! 1Y) L0Z- 900T 18899J04 X3de) 1| Bjid

6.20-50-Q9¥810-1L ‘ON L3XNO0A NI INFWITFHOV IAILOTLOYd H3d dILIHLSTY SN AVILNIAIINOD ATHOIH

SNOILLdNNSSY
(G0 4dy o07-9Y) LI 73
NOLLVYYOILNI / ADMINAS




lenuspyuod AybiH

6.¢0-G0-A9¥8L0-L "ON L3¥00Q NI INFWIFHOV IAILOTLOYd ¥3d AILOIHLSTIY ISN TIVILNIAIINOD ATHOIH

sishfeuy |ejdeD 113




| ebed : S002/81L/6 [eRUSPYUOY UCZUBA

6.¢0-G0-A9¥810-1L "ON 13XD0A NI ._.zw,_\,_mmmo<‘m_>_._.0m.r0mn_ d3d d310141S3d 38N “IVILNIAIANOD ATHOIH



HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL: USE RESTRICTED PER
PROTECTIVE AGREEMENT IN DOCKET NO. T-01846D-05-0279

Verizon Confidential 9/18/2005

Page 2




HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL: USE RESTRICTED PER
PROTECTIVE AGREEMENT IN DOCKET NO. T-01846D-05-0279

Verizon Confidential 9/18/2005 Page 3




HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL: USE RESTRICTED PER
PROTECTIVE AGREEMENT IN DOCKET NO. T-01846D-05-0279

Verizon Confidential 9/18/2005 Page 4




HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL: USE RESTRICTED PER :
PROTECTIVE AGREEMENT IN DOCKET NO. T-01846D-05-0279

Verizon Confidential 9/18/2005 Page 5




HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL: USE RESTRICTED PER
PROTECTIVE AGREEMENT IN DOCKET NO. T-01846D-05-0279

Verizon Confidential 9/18/2006 Page 6




|

!

% HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL: USE RESTRICTED PER
PROTECTIVE AGREEMENT IN DOCKET NO. T-01846D-05-0279
|
|
|
|
|

Verizon Confidential 9/18/2005 Page 7




HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL: USE RESTRICTED PER -
PROTECTIVE AGREEMENT IN DOCKET NO. T-01846D-05-0279

\
|
|
| Verizon Confidential - 9/18/2005 Page 8
\
|




HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL: USE RESTRICTED PER
PROTECTIVE AGREEMENT IN DOCKET NO. T-01846D-05-0279

Verizon Confidential 9/18/2005 . Page 9




[enuspyuog uoziiep

6.20-50-09¥810-L 'ON L3X00a NI INFW3THOV IAILOFLOYd ¥3d G3LO/¥1STY ISN - TVILNIAIINOD ATHOIH



[ERUSPYUOD UOZUAA

6220-50-Q9¥810-L "ON LIMI0A NI LNIWIFHOV ANILOILOYd ¥3d GILOH¥LSTIY ISN IVILNIAIINOD >._IO_I




‘aagEIuUB) JO Aseuiusead Bug UBIBY PAUIRILOD SUOY deJ pue
By o IPUON o} 19sfgns uof ) SURWoD
“voissiuuad usiim Joud JNOLIM SIIURIWCD LOZBBA SPISING PESOPSIP aq JoN
ABVL3RIdOUd ANV IVELNIAIEINDD - L4vya

Arewwng ABisufg Junoopesy
3 3%sfoad

6.20-50-09¥810-L "ON 13%000 NI LNIWIFUOV IAILOTLONd ¥3d GILOMELSIYH ISN “TVILNAQIANOD ATHOIH




{BRUSPYUOD UOZUBA

SMO[3 ySe) PejUNGISIPUON

(Ng) AMrewwing AGiaufg
73 y09foid

6.20-G0-Q9¥810-L "ON 13XJ00 NI ANIWIFHOV JAILO10¥d ¥3d 310I{LS3Y ISN “IVILNIAIINOD ATHOIH




JeUBPYUOT) UOZUSA

$AOjJ GSES PajUnoISIPUON

(Wg) Aewwung ABiauAg
{13 0aloid

6.¢0-G0-a9v¥810-1 'ON 13%000 NI INIWITHOV JAILOILOYC ¥3d Q3101183 3SN “TVILNIAIINOD ATHOIH




{ERUSPYUOD) UOZUSA

SMO[d YS€D PAIUN0ISIPUON
(n$) Aewwung ABiaufg

B | 113 y09foud
mmmo-mo-omvmvo-.r .02._.m_v_oooz_._.zmﬁmmmw<m>_5w_bmn_mmn_om._.o_m.rmwmmw:“._<_.._.zmo_“_zoo>.=._o=._




. HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL: USE RESTRICTED PER
PROTECTIVE AGREEMENT IN DOCKET NO. T-01846D-05-0279
|
1
|
|

HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL: USE RESTRICTED PER
PROTECTIVE AGREEMENT IN DOCKET NO. T-01846D-05-0279

Verizon Confidential




[eauspyue) vozusp

anjep ABisulg

6£¢0-50-Q9%810-L "ON LIXD0A NI INFJWIFHOV IALLOTLON ¥3d G3LO1MLSTY ISN “TVILNIAIANOD ATHOIH




leluapyucg uoziiep

64¢0-G0-09¥810-1L "ON L3®O0A NI LINIWIFHOV FAILDILOYd ¥3d n_m_._.o,_m_._.wm_m wm: “IVILN3QAIANOD ATHOIH




Exhibit2




The Position of Verizon and Verizon Wireless on Federal
Preemption of State Consumer Protection Rules

A. Slamming

Verizon and Verizon Wireless recognize that, in enacting Section 258 of the Act,
Congress intended to promote a state-federal partnership to deter slamming and
authorized state enforcement of slamming violations for intrastate service. Accordingly,
Verizon and Verizon Wireless agree that state slamming rules should not be preempted
unless they conflict with or frustrate federal slamming rules.

B.  Truth-in-Billing

The FCC’s truth-in-billing rules prohibit, among other things, the practice known
as “cramming,” i.e., the placement of unauthorized or deceptive charges on telephone
bills. Verizon and Verizon Wireless maintain that enforcement of the FCC’s truth-in-
billing rules should remain with that Commission in order to maintain a uniform federal
interpretation. But federal truth-in-billing rules do not affect a state’s ability to enforce
its own generally applicable contract and consumer protection laws. Likewise, any state
billing regulations should be preempted. Wireless line item bill regulation is already
preempted.

C. CPNI

In Verizon and Verizon Wireless’ view, states should not adopt state-specific
CPNI rules because the FCC's rules adequately protect consumers’ privacy interests. In
the Arizona Commission’s proceeding on CPNI, Verizon Wireless and other wireless
carriers demonstrated that there was no record of Arizona-specific complaints or
concerns that would justify Arizona CPNI rules. The FCC has stated that states must
present evidence of the need for additional rules, and there has been no evidence
presented in the Arizona proceeding.

D. Do Not Call

The position of Verizon and Verizon Wireless is that Congress granted the federal
government exclusive jurisdiction over all interstate telemarketing and that any attempt
by states to regulate interstate telemarketing is preempted.




