Before the Public Service Commission

Of the State of Missouri
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	In the Matter of the Petition of Cass County Telephone Company for Suspension and Modification of the FCC`s Requirement to Implement Number Portability
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	Case No. TO-2004-0504

	
	
	

	In the Matter of the Petition of Craw-Kan Telephone Cooperative, Inc. for Suspension and Modification of the FCC`s Requirement to Implement Number Portability
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	Case No. TO-2004-0505

	
	
	


Amended Proposed Procedural Schedule


COME NOW the undersigned parties, and amend their Proposed Procedural Schedule pursuant to Commission Rule 4 CSR 240-2.080(20).
  This pleading supplants the Proposed Procedural Schedule filed on May 13, 2004 as well as the pleadings encaptioned Amendment to Proposed Procedural Schedule filed by Staff on the same date in Case Nos. TO-2004-0401 and TO-2004-0504.  None of the proposed dates for events in this procedural schedule have changed from the previous filings.  For their proposed procedural schedule, the parties state:


1.
On May 11, 2004, the Commission conducted a prehearing in the above cases and directed the parties to notify the Commission of their suggestions on how to best supply the Commission with the evidence it needs to reach a determination on the merits of the Petitioners’ respective petitions.  
2.
The parties propose the following procedural schedule in this matter.  Preliminarily, as KLM Telephone Company’s petition was filed on February 17, 2004, the Commission may suspend the compliance requirements with the Federal Communications Commission’s Local Number Portability requirements at issue in the case for that company in Case No. TO-2004-0401 until August 15, 2004, as permitted by Section 251(f)(2) of the Telecommunications Act of 1996 (47 U.S.C. 251(f)(2)).
  Cass County Telephone Company and Craw-Kan Telephone Cooperative, Inc. filed their petitions on April 5, 2004 and April 6, 2004 respectively, and the Commission may suspend those compliance requirements to early October under the same legal authority.  To accommodate a discovery process that has already commenced as well as the testimony filing cycle and a July hearing date, the parties recognize that a further temporary suspension of the petitioners’ local number portability requirements may be necessary to address the merits of the suspension requests prior to implementation of local number portability.  The parties anticipate each providing witnesses, including separate witnesses for each petitioner, and that the proceedings will require this time frame to take place and be heard.

3.
The procedural schedule is the same for all three cases, although the issues raised in the hearing in Case No. TO-2004-0401 may be distinct from those in hearings in Case Nos. TO-2004-0504 and TO-2004-0505.  The parties acknowledge that the cases should be separately maintained and will be consolidated only for hearing, and that consolidated hearing may ultimately only be appropriate for Case Nos. TO-2004-0504 and TO-2004-0505.  Nevertheless, the parties propose to have the hearings conducted in succession and accordingly, the parties 
propose the following procedural schedule:

	June 3, 2004


	Filing of Direct Testimony in all cases

	July 1, 2004


	Filing of Rebuttal Testimony in all cases

	July 16, 2004


	Filing of Surrebuttal Testimony; Filing of List of Issues, Order of Opening Statements, Witnesses, and Cross-Examination in all cases



	July 19, 2004
	Filing of Statement of Positions in all cases



	July 21-22, 2004
	Hearings (cases consolidated for hearing only)




WHEREFORE, the parties acknowledge that the Commission would need to further temporarily suspend the Federal Communications Commission’s Local Number Portability requirements at issue in these cases to accommodate the procedural schedule as set out above in these cases; and consequently, the parties agree to establish the procedural schedule as set forth above in the above-encaptioned cases.
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Certificate of Service

I hereby certify that copies of the foregoing have been mailed, hand-delivered, transmitted by facsimile or electronically mailed to all counsel of record this 17th day of May 2004.

/s/ David A. Meyer








                                
� “Any pleading may be amended within ten (10) days of filing, unless a responsive pleading has already been filed, or at any time by leave of the commission.”


� “The State commission shall act upon any petition filed under this paragraph within 180 days after receiving such petition.  Pending such action, the State commission may suspend enforcement of the requirement or requirements to which the petition applies with respect to the petitioning carrier or carriers.” 
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