Decision No. C02-183

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

DOCKET NO. 99A-577T

IN THE MATTER OF U S WEST COMMUNICATIONS, INC.’S STATEMENT OF GENERALLY AVAILABLE TERMS AND CONDITIONS.
Order Granting Motion For Leave To Exceed Page Limit And Denying Motion To Strike

Mailed Date:  February 27, 2002

Adopted Date:  February 15, 2002

I.
BY THE COMMISSION:

Statement

This matter comes before the Commission for consideration of the Motion for Leave to Exceed Page Limit in Connection with its Application for Rehearing, Reargument, and Reconsideration filed by Qwest Corporation ("Qwest") on January 30, 2002.  AT&T Communications of the Mountain States, Inc. ("AT&T"), on February 6, 2002, filed a response opposing Qwest's motion, and, in addition, a Motion to Strike Qwest's Application for Rehearing.  Good cause having been stated, we grant Qwest's motion to file an application for rehearing, reargument, or reconsideration ("RRR") in excess of the page limit set forth in Commission rules.  Having granted Qwest's motion, we deny AT&T's motion to strike Qwest's application for RRR.

II.
order

A. The Commission Orders That:

1. The Motion for Leave to Exceed Page Limit in Connection with its Application for Rehearing, Reargument, and Reconsideration filed by Qwest Corporation on January 30, 2002 is granted.

2. The Motion to Strike Qwest's Application for Rehearing filed by AT&T Communications of the Mountain States, Inc., on February 6, 2002 is denied.

3. This Order is effective on its Mailed Date.

B. ADOPTED IN COMMISSIONERS’ WEEKLY MEETING
February 15, 2002.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO
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_______________________________
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_______________________________
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_______________________________
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Bruce N. Smith
Director
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� In part, AT&T's motion to strike alleges that Qwest's application for RRR relies on evidence that is not part of the record.  We do not rule on this allegation at this point.  It must be assumed, however, that when the Commission rules on the merits of Qwest's application, we will not rely on evidence which is not part of the record.  Therefore, AT&T's allegation does not compel striking of Qwest's application for RRR.
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