BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

OF THE STATE OF MISSOURI

In the Matter of the Tariff Filing of Sprint Missouri, Inc.,
)

d/b/a Sprint, to Modify Rates in Accordance with Sprint’s
)
Case No. IT-2003-0166

Price Cap Regulation Pursuant to Section 392.245,
)

RSMo 2000.




)

In the Matter of the Tariff Filing of Sprint Missouri, Inc.,
)

d/b/a Sprint, to Modify Rates in Accordance with Sprint’s
)
Case No. IT-2003-0167

Price Cap Regulation Pursuant to Section 392.245,
)

RSMo 2000.




)

In the Matter of the Tariff Filing of Sprint Missouri, Inc.,
)

d/b/a Sprint, to Modify Rates in Accordance with Sprint’s
)
Case No. IT-2003-0168

Price Cap Regulation Pursuant to Section 392.245,
)

RSMo 2000.




)

In the Matter of the Tariff Filing of Sprint Missouri, Inc.,
)

d/b/a Sprint, to Modify Rates in Accordance with Sprint’s
)
Case No. IT-2003-0169

Price Cap Regulation Pursuant to Section 392.245,
)

RSMo 2000.




)

In the Matter of the Tariff Filing of Sprint Missouri, Inc.,
)

d/b/a Sprint, to Modify Rates in Accordance with Sprint’s
)
Case No. IT-2003-0170

Price Cap Regulation Pursuant to Section 392.245,
)

RSMo 2000.




)

ORDER REOPENING AND CONSOLIDATING CASES
On October 25, 2002, Sprint Missouri, Inc., issued tariffs revisions to modify its General Exchange tariff (Case No. IT‑2003‑0166), its Message Telecommunications Service tariff (Case No. IT-2003-0167), its Private Line Service tariff (Case No. IT‑2003‑0168), its WATS tariff (Case No. IT-2003-0169), and its Access Services tariff (Case No. IT‑2003‑0170).  On November 5, 2002, the Office of the Public Counsel filed identical motions in each case, asking the Commission to suspend the tariffs.  The Commission issued orders approving the tariffs in each of the five cases on December 10, 2002.   Public Counsel appealed the Commission’s decisions to the Circuit Court of Cole County.  On October 20, 2004, the Circuit Court of Cole County remanded the cases to the Commission to make additional findings of fact and conclusions of law (order attached).
Commission rule 4 CSR 240‑2.110(3) provides that the Commission may act to consolidate pending actions involving related questions of law or fact.  Clearly the issues in IT‑2003‑0166, IT‑2003‑0167, IT‑2003‑0168, IT‑2003‑0169, and IT‑2003‑0170 are closely related.  Keeping the cases separate will only require duplicate filings of every pleading and order.  Therefore, the Commission finds that the cases should be consolidated for all purposes.  Case No. IT‑2003‑0166 will be designated as the lead case and hereafter all pleadings filed in the consolidated case will be filed only in IT‑2003‑0166.
The Commission also notes that these cases have been designated as “closed” in the Commission’s Electronic Filing and Information System.  The Commission will officially reopen the cases.
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED:

1. Case Nos. IT‑2003‑0166, IT‑2003‑0167, IT‑2003‑0168, IT‑2003‑0169, and IT‑2003‑0170 are reopened.

2. That Case Nos. IT‑2003‑0167, IT‑2003‑0168, IT‑2003‑0169, and IT‑2003‑0170 are consolidated with Case No. IT‑2003‑0166.  Case No. IT‑2003‑0166 is designated as the lead case.
3. That this order shall become effective on February 24, 2005.

BY THE COMMISSION

Dale Hardy Roberts

Secretary/Chief Regulatory Law Judge

( S E A L )

Vicky Ruth, Senior Regulatory Law Judge, 

by delegation of authority pursuant 

to Section 386.240, RSMo 2000.

Dated at Jefferson City, Missouri,

on this 24th day of February, 2005.
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