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Staff’s Response to LEC, LLC’s Motion to Reconsider 

the Commission’s April 1, 2005 Order Regarding Compliance with Subpoenas  
 

COMES NOW the Staff of the Public Service Commission and responds to LEC, LLC’s 

Motion for Reconsideration of April 1, 2005 Order Regarding Compliance with Subpoenas as 

follows: 

1. In its motion for reconsideration of the extension from April 6, 2005 to April 20, 

2005 of the date for production of documents pursuant to the subpoenas issued to Local 

Exchange Company, LLC (“LEC, LLC”), LEC, LLC argues that by extending the date for 

production the Commission has somehow required that LEC, LLC must comply with the 

subpoenas, without the Commission having ruled on LEC, LLC’s motion to quash. 

2. The Staff disagrees with LEC, LLC.  As noted by the Commission in its April 1, 

2005 Order, as issued, the subpoenas, which are Commission orders directing the production of 

documents at a particular time, date and place, required production of the documents described in 

the subpoenas on April 6, 2005.  It is clear from the Commission’s directive to the Staff that by 

no later than April 8, 2005 the Staff is to file a pleading with the Commission stating what 

“discovery disputes with LEC, LLC were resolved by the April 4, 2005 conference call, and 

setting forth its arguments concerning the disputes not resolved,” that the Commission did not 
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intend for its April 1, 2005 Order to effectively deny LEC, LLC’s motion to quash and require 

LEC, LLC to comply with the subpoenas on April 20, 2005. 

3. It is apparent to the Staff that the Commission’s concern was that April 6, 2005 

would, as it has, pass before the Commission rules on the motion to quash and, therefore, unless 

the Commission set a new date for compliance in the event it does not grant the motion to quash 

in its entirety, due to the date for production having already past, LEC, LLC could not comply 

with the production date of April 6, 2005.  

4. Because Commission action on LEC, LLC’s motion to quash is pending, the Staff 

perceives no prejudice suffered by LEC, LLC through the extension from April 6, 2005 to April 

20, 2005 of the production date as ordered by the Commission in its April 1, 2005 Order. 

WHEREFORE, the Staff recommends that the Commission deny Local Exchange 

Company, LLC’s motion for reconsideration of the Commission’s April 1, 2005 Order. 

      
Respectfully submitted, 

DANA K. JOYCE 
General Counsel 

 
 
      /s/ Nathan Williams________________________ 

Nathan Williams 
Senior Counsel  
Missouri Bar No.  35512 
nathan.williams@psc.mo.gov  
 

      Attorney for the Staff of the  
      Missouri Public Service Commission 
      P. O. Box 360 
      Jefferson City, MO 65102 
      (573) 751-8702 (Telephone) 
      (573) 751-9285 (Fax) 
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