BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

OF THE STATE OF MISSOURI
Birch Telecom of Missouri, Inc., AT&T


)

Communications of the Southwest, Inc.,


)

TCG Kansas City, Inc., TCG St. Louis, Inc.,

)

and XO Missouri, Inc.




)








)

Complainants,





)








)

v.






)

Case No. TC-2003-0547








)


(with Consolidated Case
Southwestern Bell Telephone, L.P., d/b/a


)


LC-2003-0570)

SBC Missouri,





)








)

Respondent.





)

JOINT STATUS UPDATE

AT&T Communications of the Southwest, Inc. (“AT&T”), TCG Kansas City, Inc. (“TCG-KC”), TCG St. Louis, Inc. (“TCG-StL”), XO Missouri, Inc. (“XO”) and Southwestern Bell Telephone, L.P., d/b/a
SBC Missouri (“SBC Missouri”), collectively referred to hereafter as “the Remaining Parties,” hereby file this Joint Status Update, in accordance with the Commission’s June 25, 2004, Order Granting Joint Motion to Suspend All Case Proceedings (“Order”).  As described in greater detail below, the Remaining Parties report that each of the complaints now pending has either been dismissed or will shortly be dismissed, with prejudice, thus concluding this case in its entirety.     
1. On June 24, 2004, Birch Telecom of Missouri, Inc. (“Birch”), AT&T, TCG-KC, TCG-StL and SBC Missouri filed a Joint Motion to Suspend All Case Proceedings (“Joint Motion”).  The Joint Motion stated that efforts to settle this matter were ongoing and that all movants would be better served if the procedural schedule were suspended.  The Commission’s Order found the Joint Motion reasonable and granted it.  The Commission’s Order, however, required that a joint status update be filed no later than August 31, 2004.  
2. In accordance with the Commission’s Order, the Remaining Parties hereby submit the following update as to each pending complaint:

· AT&T, TCG-KC and TCG-StL v. SBC Missouri:  Each complainant has reached a full and complete settlement with SBC Missouri of all issues giving rise to its complaint.  As a consequence of the settlement, on August 9, 2004, each separately filed with the Commission an amendment to its interconnection agreement with SBC Missouri meant to effectuate the settlement (denominated as VT-2005-0020, VT-2005-0021 and VT-2005-0022, respectively).  Each complainant shall dismiss its complaint against SBC Missouri with prejudice within five (5) business days after the complainant’s interconnection agreement amendment is either approved or is deemed approved by operation of law. 

· XO v. SBC Missouri: XO has reached a full and complete settlement with SBC Missouri of all issues giving rise to its complaint.  As a consequence of the settlement, on August 13, 2004, an amendment to XO’s interconnection agreement with SBC Missouri meant to effectuate the settlement was filed with the Commission (denominated as VT-2005-0023).  XO shall dismiss its complaint against SBC Missouri with prejudice within ten (10) business days after its interconnection agreement amendment is either approved or is deemed approved by operation of law.    
3.
Pursuant to Section 252(e)(4) of the Communications Act of 1934, as amended (47 U.S.C. Section 252(e)(4)), the above-mentioned amendments will be deemed approved if the Commission has not acted to approve or reject them within ninety days after their filing with the Commission.  The Remaining Parties encourage the Commission to approve the amendments as soon as possible in order to expedite the voluntary dismissals of the remaining complaints in this case.  
4.
Based on the foregoing, the Remaining Parties respectfully propose that the Commission continue to suspend this proceeding.  The Remaining Parties further propose that the Commission direct them to again provide a joint status update on November 30, 2004, unless the remaining complaints in this case have already been dismissed by then, in which event, the Commission may thereafter close this case.  
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE


The undersigned certifies that a copy of this document was served on all counsel of record by electronic mail on August 31, 2004.
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� On January 26, 2004, complainant NuVox Communications of Missouri, Inc. (“NuVox”) dismissed its complaint in this proceeding (Case No. XC-2003-0421), pursuant to 4 CSR 240-2.116(1), and on February 2, 2004, the Commission entered its Notice Severing, Dismissing and Closing Case No.XC-2003-0421.  On July 15, 2004, complainant Birch filed with the Commission its Withdrawal From and Separate Dismissal of Its Complaint.  Birch’s dismissal of its complaint was likewise self-executing, since no prepared testimony had been filed or oral evidence offered. 4 CSR 240-2.116(1).
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