Before the Public Service Commission

Of the State of Missouri

	BPS Telephone Company, Cass County Telephone Company, Citizens Telephone Company of Higginsville, Missouri, Craw-Kan Telephone Cooperative, Inc., Fidelity Communications Services I, Inc., Fidelity Telephone Company, Grand River Mutual Telephone Corporation, Green Hills Telephone Corporation, Holway Telephone Company, IAMO Telephone Company, Kingdom Telephone Company, K.L.M. Telephone Company, Lathrop Telephone Company, and Mark Twain Rural Telephone Company,

                                  Complainants, 

v. 

VoiceStream Wireless Corporation,
 Western Wireless Corporation, and Southwestern Bell Telephone Company,

                                  Respondents.


	)))))))))))))))))))))))))
	Case No. TC-2002-1077



	
	
	


PROPOSED LIST OF ISSUES, LIST OF WITNESSES, ORDER OF CROSS-EXAMINATION, AND ORDER OF OPENING STATEMENTS

COMES NOW the Staff of the Missouri Public Service Commission (“Staff” and “Commission”), on behalf of all other parties to this case, BPS Telephone Company, Cass County Telephone Company, Citizens Telephone Company of Higginsville, Missouri, Craw-Kan Telephone Cooperative, Inc., Fidelity Communications Services I, Inc., Fidelity Telephone Company, Grand River Mutual Telephone Corporation, Green Hills Telephone Corporation, Holway Telephone Company, IAMO Telephone Company, Kingdom Telephone Company, K.L.M. Telephone Company, Lathrop Telephone Company, and Mark Twain Rural Telephone Company (“Complainants”), T-Mobile f/k/a VoiceStream Wireless Corporation and Western Wireless Corporation, (“Wireless Carriers”), Southwestern Bell Telephone Company (“SBC”), and the Office of the Public Counsel (“OPC”), and submits the following Proposed List of Issues, List of Witnesses, Order of Cross-Examination, and Order of Opening Statements in this matter:

1.
On September 3, 2003, the Commission issued an Order Adopting Procedural Schedule.  In that order, the Commission directed the parties to file a proposed list of issues, position statements, list of witnesses, order of cross-examination, and order of opening statements by October 29, 2003.  The parties hereby submit the following for the Commission’s approval.  (The parties will submit their positions statements to the Commission separately.)

LIST OF ISSUES 

I. Unopposed InterMTA Factors  The interMTA factors listed below were negotiated between eleven (11) Complainants and Respondent wireless carriers, and are not opposed by any party.  Should the Commission adopt these factors for the purpose of determining interMTA traffic in this complaint case?

(a) Cass County Telephone Company interMTA factor - 0%

(b) Citizens Telephone Company interMTA factor - 0%

(c) Fidelity Communications Services I, Inc. interMTA factor - 5%

(d) Fidelity Telephone Company interMTA factor - 5%

(e) Grand River Mutual Telephone Corporation interMTA factor - 6%

(f) Green Hills Telephone Corporation interMTA factor - 0%

(g) Holway Telephone Company interMTA factor - 0%

(h) IAMO Telephone Company interMTA factor - 0%

(i) Kingdom Telephone Company interMTA factor - 0%

(j) K.L.M. Telephone Company interMTA factor - 0%

(k) Lathrop Telephone Company interMTA factor - 0%

II. Contested InterMTA Factors  The interMTA factors listed below were negotiated between three (3) Complainants and Respondent wireless carriers, and are opposed by SBC Missouri.  Should the Commission adopt these factors for the purpose of determining interMTA traffic in this complaint case?

(a) BPS Telephone Company interMTA factor - 52%

(b) Craw-Kan Telephone Cooperative, Inc. interMTA factor - 53%

(c) Mark Twain Rural Telephone Company interMTA factor - 53%

III. Burden of Proof  Who has the burden of proof on the interMTA factors that will be used for the purpose of determining interMTA traffic in this complaint case?

LIST OF WITNESSES AND ORDER OF CROSS-EXAMINATION

1. 
Schoonmaker (Wireless, OPC, Staff, SBC)

2.
Williams (Complainants, OPC, Staff, SBC)

3.
Scheperle (Complainants, Wireless, OPC, SBC)

4.
Kern (Complainants, Wireless, OPC, Staff)

ORDER OF OPENING STATEMENTS 

1.
Complainants

2.
Wireless Carriers

3.
OPC

4.
Staff

5.
SBC

(The parties respectfully suggest to the Commission a limit of ten minutes for each party’s opening statement.)

WHEREFORE, the parties pray that the Commission accept their Proposed List of Issues, List of Witnesses, Order of Cross-Examination, and Order of Opening Statements in this matter.
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