BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

OF THE STATE OF MISSOURI

In the Matter of the Petition of New London Telephone
)
Company, Orchard Farm Telephone Company, and
)

Stoutland Telephone Company for Suspension of the
)
Case No. TO-2004-0370
Federal Communications Commission Requirement to
)

Implement Number Portability.
)

ORDER GRANTING MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER

On February 9, 2004, New London Telephone Company, Orchard Farm Telephone Company, and Stoutland Telephone Company filed a Petition for Suspension of Local Number Portability Obligations and Motion for Expedited Treatment.  The Commis​sion Staff filed its recommendation on February 19, 2004, and Petitioners filed a reply to Staff’s recommendation on February 23, 2004.  On April 2, 2004, the Commission issued an order directing Petitioners to file supplemental information.

On April 8, 2004, Petitioners filed a Motion for Protective Order.  In support of the request for a protective order, Petitioners state that they plan to file company-specific information that may include competitive pricing information, employee-specific information, and technical, financial and business information of a confidential or proprietary nature.  Petitioners anticipate that other information that may be requested or utilized in other parties’ filings or testimony may also contain material of a confidential or proprietary nature.  Petitioners further state that none of the information sought to be protected can be found in any other public document, and that public disclosure of the referenced material may tend to harm the interests of the companies, their employees, and their customers.  Petitioners request that the Commission issue its standard-form protective order.

Upon review of the Petitioners’ motion, the Commission finds that there is a need to protect confidential information, and that the request for a protective order is reasonable.  The Commission has previously recognized the need to protect proprietary and confidential information, and the issuance of protective orders has helped to minimize disputes in past cases.  Therefore, Commission concludes that the Motion for Protective Order should be granted.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED:

1. That the Motion for Protective Order filed on April 8, 2004, by New London Telephone Company, Orchard Farm Telephone Company, and Stoutland Telephone Company is granted and the protective order attached to this order (Attach​ment A) is adopted.

2. That this order shall become effective on April 9, 2004.

BY THE COMMISSION

Dale Hardy Roberts

Secretary/Chief Regulatory Law Judge

( S E A L )

Vicky Ruth, Senior Regulatory Law Judge, 

by delegation of authority pursuant 

to Section 386.240, RSMo 2000.

Dated at Jefferson City, Missouri,

on this 9th day of April, 2004.
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