Decision No. R00-350-I

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

DOCKET NO. 00B-011T

IN THE MATTER OF THE PETITION OF SPRINT COMMUNICATIONS COMPANY L.P. FOR ARBITRATION PURSUANT TO U.S.C. § 252(b) OF THE TELECOMMUNICATIONS ACT OF 1996 TO ESTABLISH AN INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT WITH U S WEST COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

(Corrected Title)
INTERIM ORDER OF
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE
KEN F. KIRKPATRICK
REQUIRING RESPONSES TO DISCOVERY

Mailed Date:  April 6, 2000

STATEMENT

1. By Decision No. R00-315-I, March 28, 2000, the undersigned Administrative Law Judge (“ALJ”) granted in part and denied in part a motion to compel filed by U S WEST Communications, Inc. (“U S WEST”).  Petitioner Sprint Communications Company, L.P. (“Sprint”) was ordered to respond to certain discovery no later than March 31, 2000.

2. On April 3, 2000, Sprint filed its Notice of Submission of Responses Pursuant to Interim Order and Alternative Motions for the Partial Set Aside of Modifications of Said Order.  By this motion Sprint seeks to have certain of its responses as ordered by Decision No. R00-315-I approved.  A telephone conference was held on April 3 between counsel for U S WEST and counsel for Sprint concerning all of the responses that Sprint served pursuant to Decision No. R00-315-I.  It was determined that Sprint needed to supplement four of its responses.

3. Concerning Data Request 17(b), Sprint did not respond.  Sprint was ordered to respond although it can answer in the aggregate.

4. Concerning Data Request 18, including 18(a), (b), and (c), Sprint’s answer was evasive and non-responsive.  Therefore, Sprint was ordered to answer in the aggregate.

5.  Data Request 21 concerns contracts with internet service providers (“ISPs”).  Sprint had previously responded by attaching generic contracts.  However, these generic contracts contained boilerplate language, but not specific terms, conditions, or prices.  Therefore, Sprint was ordered to provide at least three contracts containing all terms, conditions, and prices, although the names, addresses, and identifying characteristics of the ISPs can be redacted.

6. Concerning 29(a), (b), and (d), Sprint was ordered to provide the information that it does have, even if it is on a national, aggregated basis.

ORDER

It Is Ordered That:

7. Sprint Communications Company, L.P., is ordered to answer Discovery Requests 17(b); 18; 21; and 29(a), (b), and (d) by serving its responses on U S WEST Communications, Inc., no later than noon April 6, 2000.

8. This order shall be effective immediately.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO



KEN F. KIRKPATRICK
________________________________


Administrative Law Judge



( S E A L )
[image: image1.wmf]
ATTEST:  A TRUE COPY

[image: image2.png]éu,‘,?f- péC‘—ZT-';_




____________________

Bruce N. Smith

Director
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