
Synergies Law Group, PLLC

June 22, 2009

VIA OVERNIGHT DELIVERY

Debra A. Rowland, Executive Director
New Hampshire Public Utility Commission
21 South Fruit Street, Suite 10
Concord, NH 03301-2429

RE: Docket No. 09-048
Supplement To Record

Dear Director Howland:

In the procedural schedule issued on June 16, 2009 by the arbitrator in the above-
captioned docket, the arbitrator requested that the Parties provide additional information with
respect to the threshold issue of whether IDT America, Corp. (“IDT”) is seeking Section 251(c)
interconnection which is not permitted without termination of Union’s rural exemption. The
issue was referred to the arbitrator pursuant to the Commission’s June 15, 2009 letter. In
response to that request and in order to ensure that the record of this proceeding is as complete as
possible, Union Telephone Company (“Union”), by and through undersigned counsel, submits
for the Commission’s review the attached CRC Communications ofMaine, Inc. Decision issued
by the Maine Public Utilities Commission (“MPUC”), on May 5, 2008.’ In the attached case, the
MPUC confronted legal issues virtually identical to those before this Commission in the dispute
at hand. The MPUC, adopting the reasoning of the Brazos Texas PUC case (that was upheld in
District Court) as previously cited by Union in this current docket’s record, unequivocally found
that CRC Communications of Maine, Inc. (“CRC”), a competitive carrier, was not entitled to
interconnection unless.and until the rural carrier’s exemption under Section 251(0(1) was lifted.

In the CRC Decision, CRC demanded interconnection from a number of rural incumbent
carriers operating in Maine. Unitel, Inc. (“Unitel”), one of those carriers, claimed exemption
from “any duty to negotiate, provide services, network elements or interconnection to CRC”
because Unitel was a rural carrier. Unitel also declined to provide interconnection because CRC
did not hold the requisite authority to operate within Unitel’s operating territory.2 CRC also

(RC Communications ofMaine, Inc. Petition/or C~onsohdated Arbitration with Independent
Telephone Companies Towards an Interconnection Agreement Pursuant to 47 U S C. 151, 252, Docket
No. 2007-61 1 (May 5, 2008) (~CRC Decision”),

2 !d.at2.
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