Decision No. C96-0867

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

DOCKET NO. 96A-287T 

IN THE MATTER OF THE PETITION OF MFS COMMUNICATIONS COMPANY, INC., FOR ARBITRATION PURSUANT TO 47 U.S.C. § 252(b) OF INTERCONNECTION RATES, TERMS, AND CONDITIONS WITH U S WEST COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

DOCKET NO. 96A-329T

IN THE MATTER OF:  OF TCG COLORADO PETITION FOR ARBITRATION PURSUANT TO §252(B) OF THE TELECOMMUNICATIONS ACT OF 1996 TO ESTABLISH AN INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT WITH US WEST.

DOCKET NO. 96A-345T

IN THE MATTER OF THE 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-356T

IN THE MATTER OF ICG TELECOM GROUP, INC. PETITION FOR ARBITRATION PURSUANT TO SECTION 252(b) OF THE TELECOMMUNICATIONS ACT OF 1996 TO ESTABLISH CERTAIN TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF AN INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT WITH U S WEST COMMUNICATIONS INC.

ORDER REGARDING VARIOUS MOTIONS FILED BY
AT&T COMMUNICATIONS OF THE MOUNTAIN STATES, INC.

Mailed Date:  August 15, 1996

Adopted Date:  August 13, 1996

I.
BY THE COMMISSION:

Statement, Findings, and Conclusions


1.
This matter comes before the Colorado Public Utilities Commission ("Commission") for consideration of various motions filed by AT&T Communications of the Mountain States, Inc. ("AT&T").  These motions request a protective order, a pre-arbitration procedural order, and a variance from Rule 22(d)(1) of the Commission's Rules of Practice and Procedure, 4 Code of Colorado Regulations 723-1.


2.
The motions for a protective order and a pre-arbitration procedural order became moot following the issuance of Decision No. C96-835, effective August 2, 1996.  In Decision No. C96-835, the Commission consolidated AT&T's petition for arbitration (Docket No. 96A-345T) with those of MFS Communications Company, Inc. (Docket No. 96A-287T), and TCG Colorado (Docket No. 96A-329T), set these three dockets for hearing, and established procedural directives including a protective order.


3.
AT&T's motion for variance was not dealt with in Decision No. C96-835.  The Commission will find that the requirement to file all relevant documentation concerning unresolved interconnection issues and the parties' positions with the Commission contained in the Telecommunications Act of 1996 is good cause for granting a waiver of Rule 22(d)(1) as to all parties in this docket filing a petition for arbitration.

II.
ORDER

A.
The Commission Orders That:



1.
The motion for a protective order filed by AT&T Communications of the Mountain States, Inc., is moot in light of Decision No. C96-835.  



2.
The motion for a pre-arbitration procedural order filed by AT&T Communications of the Mountain States, Inc., is moot in light of Decision No. C96-835.



3.
The motion for variance of Rule 22(d)(1) of the Commission's Rules of Practice and Procedure, 4 Code of Colorado Regulations 723-1, filed by AT&T Communications of the Mountain States, Inc., is granted.



4.
To the extent that any other party filed a petition for arbitration in excess of 30 pages, the Commission hereby authorizes a variance of Rule 22(d)(1) of the Commission's Rules of Practice and Procedure, 4 Code of Colorado Regulations 723-1, in this consolidated docket.



5.
This Order is effective on its Mailed Date.

B.
ADOPTED IN OPEN MEETING August 13, 1996.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Commissioners

COMMISSIONER VINCENT MAJKOWSKI

ABSENT BUT CONCURRING.
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