BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

OF THE STATE OF MISSOURI

In the Matter of the Traffic Termination Agreement by and
)

Between Sprint Communications Company, L.P. d/b/a
)

Sprint and Southwestern Bell Telephone, L.P., d/b/a
)
Case No. CK-2004-0031

Southwestern Bell Telephone Company, Pursuant to
)

Sections 251 and 252 of the Telecommunications Act of
)

1996.



)

ORDER ADOPTING PROCEDURAL SCHEDULE

On July 11, 2003, Sprint Communications Company L.P., d/b/a Sprint, filed an application for approval of an interconnection agreement between Sprint and Southwestern Bell Telephone, L.P., d/b/a Southwestern Bell Telephone Company.  On July 30, 2003, the Missouri Independent Telephone Company Group (MITG)
 filed an application to intervene and a request for hearing.  On August 1, 2003, the Small Telephone Company Group (STCG)
 filed an application to intervene and a request for a hearing.  Both the MITG and the STCG oppose the interconnection agreement.  

On August 22, 2003, the Staff of the Commission filed, on behalf of all of the parties, a proposed procedural schedule.  In addition to recommending dates for the hearing and for the filing of testimony and other documents, the parties propose the following hearing procedures:

(1) Each intervenor should be given the opportunity to elicit surrebuttal testimony from its witnesses prior to tendering the witnesses for cross‑examination, provided that the total time for such surrebuttal should be limited to a total of 15 minutes for all of that intervenor’s witnesses; 

(2) Each party’s initial cross-examination of each witness should be limited to a maximum of ten minutes;

(3) Each party’s further cross-examination of each witness, based upon questions from the bench, should be limited to a maximum of five minutes;

(4) Each party’s redirect examination of each of its witnesses should be limited to a maximum of 15 minutes;

(5) That in order to complete submission of this case to the Commission by September 17, 2003, the parties should be directed to present oral argument at the conclusion of the hearing, in lieu of filing written briefs.  

The parties also propose that all testimony, together with any supporting work papers, should be delivered to all other parties, either by personal delivery of hard copies or by electronic transmission, on the same day that it is filed.

The Commission has reviewed the parties’ proposed procedural schedule and suggested hearing procedures and finds them to be generally acceptable.  The proposed procedural schedule does not, however, include a date for the filing of position statements.  The Commission will modify the proposed schedule slightly in order to incorporate a date for the filing of the position statements.  The Commission will also require the filing of proposed findings of fact and conclusions of law.
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED:
1. That the following procedural schedule is adopted:

Direct Testimony by Intervenors
September 5, 2003

List of Issues
September 10, 2003

Rebuttal Testimony by Sprint, 
September 15, 2003

Southwestern Bell, OPC, and Staff

List of Witnesses, Order of
September 16, 2003

Witnesses and Cross-examination,

Order of Opening Statements, and 

Position Statements 

Evidentiary Hearing
September 17, 2003



8:30 a.m.

Expedited Transcript Filed 
September 18, 2003

Proposed Findings of Fact and
September 19, 2003

Conclusions of Law, and Briefs

2. That the evidentiary hearing will be held in the offices of the Missouri Public Service Commission in the Governor Office Building, 200 Madison Street, Jefferson City, Missouri, Room 310.  The Governor Office Building is a facility that meets the accessibility requirements of the Americans with Disabilities Act.  Any person who needs additional accommodations to participate in the hearing should call the Public Service Commission's Hotline at 1‑800‑392‑4211 (voice) or Relay Missouri at 711 prior to the hearing.

3. That the following conditions shall apply to this proceeding and the parties are directed to comply with them:

(A) The Commission will require the prefiling of direct and rebuttal testimony as defined in 4 CSR 240‑2.130.  All parties shall comply with this rule, including the requirement that testimony be filed on line‑numbered pages. The practice of prefiling testimony is designed to give parties notice of the claims, contentions and evidence in issue and to avoid unnecessary objections and delays caused by allegations of unfair surprise at the hearing. 

(B) The parties shall agree on and file a list of issues to be determined herein by the Commission.  Staff shall be responsible for actually drafting and filing the list of issues and the other parties shall cooperate with Staff in the development thereof.  Any issue not included in the issues list will be presumed to not require deter​mination by the Commission.

(C) Each party shall file a list of the witnesses to appear on each day of the hearing and the order in which they shall be called.  The parties shall establish the order of cross‑examination and file a joint pleading indicating the same.

(D) Each party shall file a statement of its position on each disputed issue, including a summary of the factual and legal points relied on by the party.  Such statement shall be simple and concise, shall follow the issues set out in the issues list, and shall not contain argument about why the party believes its position to be the correct one.  

(E) That the parties shall adhere to the time restraints, proposed by the parties and noted in the order above, for surrebuttal testimony, cross-examination, cross-examination after questions from the bench, and redirect examination. 

(F) The transcript will be expedited and must be delivered to the Commission via paper copy and on ASCII disk one business day following the conclusion of the hearing. 

(G) The Commission will allow oral arguments in lieu of briefs as requested by the parties.  The oral arguments will be presented at the close of testimony and shall be no longer than 30 minutes in length unless otherwise ordered.

(H) All parties are required to bring an adequate number of copies of exhibits that they intend to offer into evidence at the hearing.  If an exhibit has been prefiled, only one copy of the exhibit is necessary for the court reporter.  If an exhibit has not been prefiled, the party offering it should bring, in addition to the one copy for the court reporter, copies for the five Commissioners, the judge, and all counsel. 

(I) All parties must file proposed findings of fact and conclusions of law, including citations to prefiled testimony and other evidence.
That this order shall become effective on September 4, 2003.

BY THE COMMISSION

Dale Hardy Roberts

Secretary/Chief Regulatory Law Judge

( S E A L )

Vicky Ruth, Senior Regulatory Law 

Judge, by delegation of authority 

pursuant to Section 386.240, RSMo 2000.

Dated at Jefferson City, Missouri,

on this 29th day of August, 2003.

� The member of the MITG are: Alma Communications, Co., Chariton Valley Telephone Corp., Choctaw Telephone Co., Mid-Missouri Telephone Company, MoKan Dial Inc., and Northeast Missouri Rural Telephone Co.


� The members of the STCG are: BPS Telephone Company, Cass County Telephone Company, Citizens Telephone Company, Craw-Kan Telephone Cooperative, Inc., Ellington Telephone Company, Farber Telephone Company, Goodman Telephone Company, Inc., Granby Telephone Company, Grand River Mutual Telephone Corporation, Green Hills Telephone Corp., Holway Telephone Company, lamo Telephone Company, Kingdom Telephone Company, KLM Telephone Company, Lathrop Telephone Company, Le-Ru Telephone Company, McDonald County Telephone Company, Mark Twain Rural Telephone Company, Miller Telephone Company, New Florence Telephone Company, New London Telephone Company, Orchard Farm Telephone Company, Oregon Farmers Mutual Telephone Company, Ozark Telephone Company, Peace Valley Telephone Company, Rock Port Telephone Company, Seneca Telephone Company, Steelville Telephone Exchange, Inc., Stoutland Telephone Company.
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