Decision No. R02-483-I

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

DOCKET NO. 98M-147T

regarding the administration of the colorado high cost fund and the adoption of A PROXY cost model.

interim order of
administrative law judge
ken f. kirkpatrick
setting hearing on the stipulation

Mailed Date:  April 30, 2002

I.
statement

A. On April 12, 2002, Staff of the Public Utilities Commission, Qwest Corporation, AT&T Communications of the Mountain States, Inc., WorldCom, Inc., and the Colorado Office of Consumer Counsel filed their Joint Motion to Vacate Procedural Schedule and to Approve Stipulation and Settlement Agreement.  Attached to the motion was a Stipulation and Settlement Agreement entered into by the movants.  In that motion the movants suggest that should a hearing on the Stipulation be necessary that it be held on June 4, 2002.

On April 26, 2002, the movants filed a supplement to their Joint Motion, indicating a preference for May 20, 2002 at 

1:00 p.m. should a hearing on the Stipulation be necessary.  The Administrative Law Judge has determined that a short hearing should be held.  The movants should address the following issues at the hearing:

(1)
The methodology proposed will result in a shortfall to Qwest in the amount of $12,661,489.  The parties agree not to challenge Qwest’s right to make a revenue neutral filing to recover the shortfall.  Qwest agrees not to propose any increases in wholesale prices in this filing.  Why should Qwest be precluded from proposing any increases in wholesale prices?  Do the parties understand that the Commission is not bound by this recommendation?

(2)
It appears that the numbers in this docket will be used to set residential benchmarks for other Eligible Providers such as Western Wireless.  Did the parties intend for this to be a result of the Stipulation?

(3) Some of the customer location data provided in Confidential Attachment A appears inconsistent with customer location data provided in other Commission dockets.  Can the parties address this discrepancy and propose a plan to reconcile the discrepancy within the next year?

(4) The Commission has adopted a different cost model in Docket No. 99A-577T.  Should the Commission consider re-opening the Stipulation is this docket to consider using that cost model in this proceeding?

II.
order

B. It Is Ordered That:

1. A hearing on the Stipulation will be held as follows:

DATE:
May 20, 2002

TIME:
1:00 p.m.

PLACE:
Commission Hearing Room
 

1580 Logan Street, OL2
 

Denver, Colorado

2. The parties shall address the questions set forth above.

3. This Order shall be effective immediately.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO



KEN F. KIRKPATRICK
_______________________________


Administrative Law Judge
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Bruce N. Smith
Director
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