Before the Public Service Commission

Of the State of Missouri

	In Re: The Commercial Mobile Radio Services (CMRS) Interconnection Agreement Between SBC Missouri and Sprint Spectrum L.P. Under Sections 251 and 252 of the Telecommunications Act of 1996.
	)))))
	Case No. TK-2004-0180

	
	
	


Proposed Procedural Schedule


COME NOW the Staff of the Missouri Public Service Commission, Sprint Spectrum L.P d/b/a Sprint PCS, Southwestern Bell Telephone, L.P. d/b/a SBC Missouri, the Missouri Independent Telephone Company Group, and the Office of the Public Counsel, and respectfully state as follows: 

On December 1, 2003, the Commission held a prehearing conference in this matter, and, as directed by the Commission in its November 21, 2003 Order Canceling and Rescheduling Prehearing Conference, the parties have prepared and hereby file with the Commission for their Proposed Procedural Schedule, the following dates:

	December 9, 2003


	Filing of Direct Testimony (by MITG).

	December 17, 2003


	Filing of Rebuttal Testimony (by all other parties).

Filing of List of Issues.



	December 18, 2003
	Filing of Statement of Positions, Order of Opening Statements, Witnesses, and Cross-Examination.



	December 22, 2003
	Hearing/Oral Argument.
, 



	January 12, 2003


	Last date for Commission action before the Interconnection Agreement is deemed approved.


The Office of Public Counsel signs this Proposed Procedural Schedule solely to represent that it has no objection to its contents.

WHEREFORE, the parties request the Commission to order the procedural schedule as set out above in this case.

Jointly submitted:

Staff of the Missouri Public Service Commission

/s/ David A. Meyer                                

David A. Meyer

Associate General Counsel

Missouri Bar No. 46620

Missouri Public Service Commission

P. O. Box 360

Jefferson City, MO 65102

(573) 751-8706

(573) 751-9285 (fax)

davidmeyer@psc.state.mo.us
MITG Group

/s/ Craig S. Johnson                            

Craig S. Johnson, Mo. Bar No.  28179

Lisa Cole Chase, Mo. Bar No. 51502

Andereck, Evans, Milne, Peace &

Johnson, L.L.C

700 East Capitol Avenue

Jefferson City, MO  65101

(573) 634-3422

(573) 634-7822 (fax)

cjohnson@aempb.com
Office of Public Counsel

/s/ Michael F. Dandino                           

Michael F. Dandino

Senior Public Counsel

Missouri Public Bar No. 24590

Office of the Public Counsel

P. O. Box 7800

Jefferson City, MO 65102

(573) 751-5559

(573) 751-5562 (fax)

mdandino@ded.state.gov
Southwestern Bell Telephone, L.P., d/b/a/ SBC Missouri 

/s/ Leo J. Bub                                
Paul G. Lane, 
#27011

Leo J. Bub, 
#34326 

Robert J. Gryzmala  #32454

Mimi B. MacDonald #37606

Attorneys for Southwestern Bell Telephone, L.P. d/b/a SBC Missouri

One SBC Center, Room 3518

St. Louis, Missouri  63101

(314) 235-2508

(314) 247-0014 (Fax)

leo.bub@sbc.com
Sprint Spectrum, d/b/a Sprint PCS 

/s/ Lisa C. Hendricks                             

Lisa Creighton Hendricks

Missouri Bar No. 42194

Sprint Spectrum, L.P., d b/a Sprint PCS

6450 Sprint Parkway, Bldg. 14

Mail Stop KSOPHN212-2A253

Overland Park, KS 66211

(913) 315-9363

(913) 315-0760 (FAX)

lisa.c.creightonhendricks@

mail.sprint.com

Certificate of Service

I hereby certify that copies of the foregoing have been mailed, hand-delivered, transmitted by facsimile or electronically mailed to all counsel of record this 2nd of December 2003.







/s/ David A. Meyer                            

� The parties are aware that the Commission currently has matters set on its calendar for all days between the date of this filing and January 12, 2003.  If necessary, the parties can present this case to the Commission on December 29, 2003, one of the two dates (the other is December 24, 2003) that is currently vacant on the Commission’s schedule.  However, the parties respectfully request the Commission to consider scheduling this proceeding on December 22 or December 23, as either of these dates are significantly more convenient for certain attorneys and potential witnesses.


� There is a dispute among the parties on whether the Commission need hold a hearing.  If the Commission should decide that it would prefer to conduct a question-and-answer session on the record, or other form of oral argument in lieu of an evidentiary hearing, the parties also suggest this date for that proceeding.
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