Decision No. C97-760

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

DOCKET NO. 96A-345T

IN THE MATTER OF INTERCONNECTION CONTRACT NEGOTIATIONS BETWEEN AT&t COMMUNICATIONS OF THE MOUNTAIN STATES, INC. AND U S WEST COMMUNICATIONS INC., PURSUANT TO 47 U.S.C. SECTION 252.

DOCKET NO. 96A-366T

IN THE MATTER OF THE PETITION OF METRO ACCESS TRANSMISSION SERVICES, INC., FOR ARBITRATION PURSUANT TO 47 U.S.C. §252(B) OF THE TELECOMMUNICATIONS ACT OF 1996 TO ESTABLISH AN INTERCONNEC-TION AGREEMENT WITH U S WEST COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

dECISION gRANTING THAT PARTIES MAY
FILE additional written comments

Mailed Date:   July 30, 1997

Adopted Date:  July 29, 1997

I. BY THE COMMISSION

A. Statement

1. In accordance with prior orders of the Commission, AT&T Communications of the Mountain States, Inc. ("AT&T"), and U S WEST Communications, Inc. ("USWC"), submitted their Applica-tion for Approval of Interconnection Agreement on July 22, 1997 (Docket No. 96A-345T).  Similarly, MCIMetro Access Transmission Services, Inc. ("MCIm"), and USWC submitted their Application for Approval of Interconnection Agreement on that same date (Docket No. 96A-366T).  USWC has also filed a Motion to Reject or Modify Arbitrated Interconnection Agreement in both of these dockets.  That motion, in part, suggests that the Commission allow for additional written comments from the parties regarding the pro-posed interconnection agreements in light of the recently released decision by the Eighth Circuit Court of Appeals in Iowa Utilities Board v. Federal Communication Commission.

2. Since the Eighth Circuit Court of Appeals decision was released after our orders directing the parties to submit the agreements filed herein, we will accept USWC's request that the parties be given the opportunity to file additional briefs regarding the effect of the court's decision on issues in this case (i.e., whether the Commission should direct modification of various provisions in the proposed agreements based upon the court's holdings).  Such briefs shall be filed by 12:00 p.m., August 8, 1997 and shall not exceed ten pages.

3. USWC's motion to reject the interconnection agree-ments raises other arguments in support of its request that the Commission modify the submitted agreements.  AT&T and MCI filed their Joint Response in Opposition to USWC's motion to reject on July 28, 1997.  Since the joint response was filed upon less notice than ordinarily allowed under Commission rules, as part of the August 8, 1997 comments, AT&T and MCI will be permitted to submit additional responses to USWC's motion to reject.  In any event, AT&T and MCI's August 8, 1997 comments shall not exceed the ten-page limit referenced above.

II. ORDER

A. The Commission Orders That:

1. The parties to this case may file written comments consistent with the above discussion on or before 12:00 p.m., August 8, 1997.
2. This Order is effective on its Mailed Date.

B. ADOPTED IN Commissioners’ DELIBERATIONS MEETING July 29, 1997.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO
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________________________________
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________________________________
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____________________

Bruce N. Smith

Director
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    �  In that decision, the court ruled upon the legality of the rules adopted by the Federal Communications Commission (“FCC”) in its First Report and Order, CC Docket 96-98, and issued certain interpretations of the Telecommunica-tions Act of 1996.  As explained in prior decisions in this docket, our directives in this case were, in part, based upon the FCC's rules and the Act.
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