BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF MISSOURI 

In the Matter of the Second Investigation into the 
)

State of Competition in the Exchanges of 
 
)
Case No. TO-2005-0035
Southwestern Bell Telephone, L.P., d/b/a SBC 
) 

Missouri





)

APPLICATION TO INTERVENE OF 

AT&T COMMUNICATIONS OF THE SOUTHWEST, INC., 

TCG KANSAS CITY, INC. AND TCG ST. LOUIS, INC.

COMES NOW AT&T Communications of Southwest, Inc., TCG Kansas City, Inc., and TCG St. Louis, Inc. (collectively “AT&T”) and respectfully submits its Application to Intervene in this proceeding pursuant to 4 CSR 240-2.075.  In support of its Application, AT&T states as follows:

1. AT&T is a competitive local and interexchange telecommunications company duly incorporated and existing under and by virtue of the laws of the State of Delaware, authorized to do business in the State of Missouri as a foreign corporation.     AT&T has been granted authority to provide local exchange service and basic local exchange service in portions of Missouri.  AT&T is also authorized to provide intrastate interexchange telecommunications services in Missouri under authority granted and tariffs approved by the Commission.  
2. All correspondence, pleadings, orders, decision and communications regarding this proceeding should be sent to:
Rebecca B. DeCook




1875 Lawrence Street, Ste. 1575




Denver, CO  80202




Tel: 303-298-6357




Fax: 303-298-6301




decook@att.com
Mark W. Comley

Newman, Comley & Ruth

601 Monroe St., Suite 301

Jefferson City, MO 65102-0537

Telephone: (573) 634-2266

Fax: (573) 636-3306

comleym@ncrpc.com
3. On July 30, 2004, SBC Missouri filed a Motion to Investigate the State of Competition in SBC Missouri Exchanges. 

4. AT&T seeks to intervene in this proceeding because the Commission’s decision could adversely affect AT&T’s interests as a provider of telecommunications services in Missouri in competition with SBC Missouri.

5. As a provider of telecommunications services, AT&T interests are different than those of the public generally and no other party to this case can adequately protect those interests.  Further, AT&T’s intervention in this proceeding is in the public interest because of its expertise in the telecommunications industry.  
6. AT&T opposes SBC Missouri's Motion because it is too general and unsupported by testimony.  However, AT&T cannot now assess any specific requests that may ultimately be made by SBC and must oppose its general requests. 

WHEREFORE, AT&T respectfully requests the Commission grant this Application to Intervene.   

Respectfully submitted,

/s/ Rebecca B. DeCook

_________________________

Rebecca B. DeCook 

Colorado #14590







1875 Lawrence Street, Ste. 1575







Denver, CO  80202







Tel: 303-845-1961

Fax: 303-298-6301







decook@att.com
Mark W. Comley, MO #28847






Newman, Comley & Ruth






601 Monroe St., Suite 301






Jefferson City, MO 65102-0537






Telephone: (573) 634-2266







Fax: (573) 636-3306







comleym@ncrpc.com
ATTORNEYS FOR AT&T COMMUNICATIONS OF THE

SOUTHWEST, INC., TCG KANSAS CITY, INC. AND TCG ST. LOUIS, INC.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

(Case No. TO-2005-0035)

I certify that AT&T’s Application to Intervene were served on the following by e-mail on August 23, 2004.






/s/ Rebecca B. DeCook
___________________________________
Allegiance Telecom, clumley@lawfirmemail.com, lcurtis@lawfirmemail.com
Fidelity Communications Service, sks@greensfelder.com, jlr@greensfelder.com
General Counsel, gencounsel@psc.state.mo.us
Intermedia Communications, clumley@lawfirmemail.com, lcurtis@lawfirmemail.com
Nuvox, Big River Telephone Co., Socket Telecom, MCI, clumley@lawfirmemail.com, lcurtis@lawfirmemail.com
Office of the Public Counsel, opcservice@ded.state.mo.us
SBC Missouri, leo.bub@sbc.com
XO Missouri, clumley@lawfirmemail.com, lcurtis@lawfirmemail.com
