BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

OF THE STATE OF MISSOURI

In the Matter of the Application of Granite
)

Telecommunications, LLC, for Approval of the
)
Case No. TK-2004-0465

Adoption of the SBC-13 State Interconnection
)

Agreement.
)

NOTICE REGARDING MOTION FOR EXPEDITED TREATMENT 

AND ORDER DIRECTING FILING

On March 15, 2004, Granite Telecommunications, LLC, filed an application for approval of the adoption of the “SBC‑13 State Interconnection Agreement.”  In its application, Granite alleged that it had previously submitted a notice regarding the adoption to the Commission’s Data Center, but that due to a Data Center error, the submission was not officially rejected until March 11, 2004.  Granite Telecommunications attached to its application as Attachment A two signature pages for the agreement.  Granite Telecom​munications did not, however, submit a copy of the agreement or otherwise refer to a specific case where the Commission had approved an identical agreement.  The Commis​sion directed Granite to correct the deficiency in its application by filing either a copy of the agreement or a reference to the Commission’s files where a similar agreement was approved no later than March 29, 2004.

On April 1, 2004, Granite filed a copy of its agreement out of time.  The Commission issued notice of the amended application and set a time for interested parties to request a hearing and for the Commission Staff to file a recommendation.  On April 20, 2004, Granite filed a Motion for Expedited Treatment and Retroactive Effective Date.  Granite requests Commission action by April 23, 2004, but does not allege any imminent harm that will result from a delay, nor any explanation for failing to request such treatment at an earlier date.

The Commission’s rule 4 CSR 240-2.080 allows no more than ten days for parties to respond to any motion unless otherwise ordered by the Commission.  Granite makes no indication in its motion that the Staff of the Commission or the Office of the Public Counsel have acquiesced in its request for expedited treatment.  The time for the Staff recommendation has not yet passed and no recommendation has been filed.  The Commission will direct its Staff to file a response on an expedited basis to determine if it is even possible to accommodate the request for expedited approval of the agreement.  Thus, the Commission puts the company on notice that it should not expect Commission  action prior to the deadline sent out in the Commission’s order setting a time for  interested parties to request a hearing, or before the Staff has filed its recommendation.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED:

1. That no later than 9:00 a.m., Thursday, April 22, 2004, the Staff of the Commission shall file either its recommendation regarding the application, or a response indicating the earliest possible date it will be able to file its recommendation.

That this order shall become effective on April 21, 2004.

BY THE COMMISSION

Dale Hardy Roberts

Secretary/Chief Regulatory Law Judge

( S E A L )

Nancy Dippell, Senior Regulatory Law 

Judge, by delegation of authority pursuant 

to Section 386.240, RSMo 2000.

Dated at Jefferson City, Missouri,

on this 21st day of April, 2004.

1
3

