BEFORE THE MISSOURI PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISISON

OF THE STATE OF MISSOURI

In the Matter of a Request for Expansion of

 )

the Kansas City Metropolitan Calling Area Plan
 ) 
Case No. TO-2005-0142

to Include the Exchange of Lexington as Part of 
 )

Tier 5.



  


 )

OFFICE OF THE PUBLIC COUNSEL’S RESPONSE TO SBC MISSOURI’S

MOTION TO DISMISS REQUEST FOR EXPANSION OF THE KC MCA

The Office of the Public Counsel asks the Public Service Commission to overrule SBC Missouri’s Motion to Dismiss Public Counsel’s Request for the Expansion of
the Kansas City Metropolitan Calling Area Plan to Include the Exchange of Lexington as part of Tier 5 because the motion only serves to create unnecessary procedural barriers that delay and obstruct any progress toward resolving a the calling scope problem for customers in the Lexington area. Contrary to SBC’s claim that the request is premature, the request is over four years old and is long overdue for PSC consideration.  It was the intent and purpose of the MCA Task Force Report that this long standing customer request for relief be given immediate consideration and not remain in limbo while awaiting formal rulemaking for a new process recommended by the Task Force.  Continued delay in commencing the initial discussion of the proposed modification is unwarranted and unreasonable.


Public Counsel’s request for expansion in this case is based on the Task Force’s report and recommended process. Public Counsel’s intent was to use the new process as the procedural vehicle to take up the long-standing requests for public hearings and relief made in In the Matter of a Further Investigation of the Metropolitan Calling Area Service After the Passage and Implementation of the Telecommunications Act of 1996, Case No. TO-2001-391 and In the Matter of a Commission Inquiry into the Metropolitan Calling Area Plan and Calling Scopes in Missouri, Case No. TW-2004-0471.   SBC asks for dismissal of this proposal to finally respond to the customers and the communities as “not appropriate” because  “this same issue” is under consideration in “multiple concurrent proceedings.”  That is not grounds for dismissal, but instead seems like grounds for quick action.  Public Counsel suggests that the requests and the supporting information in the two prior cases can be transferred to or consolidated in this case to overcome any perceived procedural technicalities. 


SBC’s motion to dismiss is a harsh and unreasonable reaction. If the Commission wants to await the formal adoption or acceptance of the Task Force’s report and recommendation or wants to await formal rule-making to create a rule to govern the proposed process, that is within the Commission’s discretion.  But Public Counsel asks the Commission not to further delay consideration, but rather to set the wheels in motion now to give the Lexington area customers a forum for relief, a forum that has been denied to them for years.  

For these reasons, Public Counsel requests the PSC to (1) deny SBC’s motion to dismiss the request (2) post the notice of the filing of this request on its website and (3) schedule the initial conference of interested parties.  
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