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Staff's Response to Motions to Suspend

COMES NOW the Staff of the Missouri Public Service Commission and for its response states:


1.
On August 13, 2003, Southwestern Bell Telephone, L.P. d/b/a SBC Missouri, Inc. filed tariff revisions to allow SBC Missouri to suspend billing and collection for its customers if a dispute arises between SBC Missouri and its customer.  The proposed effective date was September 12.  
2.
AT&T Communications of the Southwest, Inc. filed a Motion to Reject or Suspend SBC Missouri's tariff on September 4.  AT&T notes that SBC Missouri’s proposed revisions provide neither a dispute resolution process nor any provision for the return of amounts withheld by SBC Missouri. AT&T also notes there is a question whether the tariff revisions would allow SBC Missouri to withhold monies even where the parties have entered into a separate agreement for billing and collection services.

3.
On September 5, 2003, the Commission ordered that Southwestern Bell Telephone, L.P. d/b/a SBC Missouri, Inc. and the Staff of the Commission shall file a pleading responding to AT&T Communications of the Southwest, Inc.’s Motion to Reject or Suspend no later than noon, September 8, 2003.


4.
Also on September 5, 2003, Sprint Communications Company L.P. filed a motion to reject SBC Missouri’s tariff filing.


5.
On September 8, 2003, SBC Missouri extended the proposed effective date of the tariff filing to September 26.  On that date both SBC Missouri and the Staff requested an extension of time until September 18 to respond to AT&T.  The Commission granted the requested extension.


6.
On September 11, 2003, MCI WorldCom Communications, Inc., filed a motion to suspend or reject SBC Missouri’s tariff filing.


7.
On September 18, 2003, SBC Missouri extended the proposed effective date of the tariff filing to October 10, 2003.  SBC Missouri’s Motion for Extension of Time to Respond, also filed on September 18, states that SBC Missouri has been in discussions with AT&T, Sprint and MCI, and requests additional time to allow further discussions.


8.
On September 18, 2003, the Commission extended the filing deadlines for SBC Missouri and Staff to September 29, 2003.


9.
The Staff had previously recommended approval of this tariff filing before it became a case.  AT&T, Sprint and MCI subsequently raised concerns that warrant further consideration.  Consequently, the Staff proposes a suspension of the tariff filing to provide additional time for the parties and the Commission to consider the concerns of AT&T, Sprint and MCI.  


WHEREFORE, the Staff recommends that the Commission suspend SBC Missouri’s tariff filing and schedule a pre-hearing conference to develop a proposed procedural schedule.
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