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Mr. Dale Hardy Roberts 3
Secretary/Chief Regulatory Law Judge F \ L E D
Missouri Public Service Commission

P. O. Box 360 FEB 0 2 2001

Jefferson City, MO 65102

our Public
RE: Case No. TO-2001-371 sg%llgg ommiasion

Dear Mr. Roberts:

Enclosed for filing in the above-captioned case are an original and eight (8) conformed
copies of a STAFF RECOMMENDATION.

This filing has been mailed or hand-delivered this date to all counsel of record.

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Sincerely yours,

Marc D. Poston

Senior Counsel
(573) 751-8701
(573) 751-9285 (Fax)

MP/1b
Enclosure

cc: Counsel of Record
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FILED:
BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION D

OF THE STATE OF MISSOURI FEB g 2 2001

Serh\ﬂggcgg Public

In the Matter of the Application of GTE Mmigg ion

Midwest, Inc., d/b/a Verizon Midwest, for
Appproval of an Interconnection
Agreement with Preferred Services, Inc.,
Pursuant to Section 252(e) of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996.

Case No. TO-2001-371

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

COMES NOW the Staff of the Missouri Public Service Commission (Staff) and for its
recommendation states:

1. In the attached Memorandum, which is labeled Appendix A, the Staff
recommends that the Missouri Public Service Commission approve the Interconnection
Agreement of GTE Midwest, Inc. d/b/a Verizon Midwest with Preferred Services, Inc.

2. The Commission’s authority to approve or reject this interconnection agreement is
pursuant to 47 U.S.C. § 252(e) of the Telecommunications Act of 1996.

3. The Staff concludes that the Interconnection Agreement does not appear to
discriminate against telecommunications carriers not a party to the agreement and the Agreement
does not appear to be against the public interest, convenience or necessity.

WHEREFORE, the Staff recommends approval of the Interconnection Agreement.




Respectfully submitted,

DANA K. JOYCE
General Counsel

M =

Marc D. Poston”
Senior Counsel
Missouri Bar No. 45722

Attorney for the Staff of the
Missouri Public Service Commission
P. Q. Box 360

Jefferson City, MO 65102

(573) 751-8701 (Telephone)

(573) 751-9285 (Fax)

Certificate of Service

I hereby certify that copies of the foregoing have been mailed or hand-delivered to all counsel of
record as shown on the attached service list this 2™ day of February 2001.
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To: Missouri Public Service Commission Official Case File
Case No.: TO-2001-371

Parties: GTE Midwest Inc. d/b/a Verizon Midwest; and
Preferred Carrier Services, Inc.

From: A. P. Kuss W

Telecommunications Department

YA W Joo— 2200

MEMORANDUM

Utility Qperations Division/Date General Counsel's Office/Date
Subject: Staff Recommendation for Approval of Interconnection Agreement
Date: January 30, 2001

Date Filed: December 22, 2000
Staff Deadline: February 13, 2001

The Telecommunications Department Staff (Staff) recommends the Parties be granted approval of
the submitted (may check more than one):

X Interconnection Agreement
] Facilities-based Interconnection Agreement
L] Wireless Interconnection Agreement

The Parties submitted the proposed Agreement to the Missouri Public Service Commission

(Commission) pursuant to the terms of the Telecommunications Act of 1996 (Act). Staff has

reviewed the proposed Agreement and believes it meets the limited requirements of the Act.

Specifically, the Agreement;

1) does not appear to discriminate against telecommunications carriers not party to the Agreement
and

2) does not appear to be against the public interest, convenience or necessity.

Is there an attachment to this recommendation indicating any recommendations or special
considerations? [_] Yes No

From Initials Date Revised
Mr. Kuss “ APK 01/30/01
Wmveigat U L TND el

Mr. VanEschen

Mr. Henderson

Legal

02-01-01P04:13 REF:\‘m

Appendix A



Case No. T0-2001-374) @

Page 2 of 2

Interconnection Agreement Review Items
No applications to intervene filed (Intervention Deadline 01-24-2001).

X

PX)  Terms and rates in Agreement are similar to those contained in an approved Interconnection
Agreement; e.g. Case TO-2001-247: GTE Midwest Inc. d/b/a Verizon Midwest; and
ServiSense.com, Inc.

DA Agreement signed by both Parties

» Staff recommends that the Commission direct the Parties to submit any modifications or
amendments to the Commission for approval.

|Attachment N 0tes:||

1) The copy of the executed Agreement submitted with the Application by the Parties has the
pages numbered seriatim.

2) The format of the Agreement is rearranged from that of the reference example listed above,
but all terms and conditions are similar.

3) The new format displays an Effective Date of December 16, 2000, on the Title Page, and
adds a definition of "Effective Date" in the Definitions section.




Service List for
Case No. TO-2001-371
February 2, 2001 (Ib)

Office of the Public Counsel
P.O. Box 7800
Jefferson City, MO 65102

Thomas R. Parker

GTE Midwest Incorporated
d/b/a Verizon Midwest

601 Monroe Street, Suite 304
Jefferson City, MO 65101-3202

Preferred Carrier Services, Inc.
Attention: Mr. Alex Valencia
14681 Midway Road, Suite 145
Addison, TX 75001




