BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

OF THE STATE OF MISSOURI

In the Matter of SBC Advanced Solutions, Inc.
)

Missouri Intrastate Tariff Revisions

)
Case No. XT‑2003‑0096

ORDER SHORTENING TIME FOR RESPONSE


On September 9, 2002, SBC Advanced Solutions, Inc. filed, under Commission Rules 4 CSR 240‑2.065(2) and 4 CSR 240‑2.080(17), its motion for expedited treatment of its accompanying tariff.  The Commission finds that the pleading substantially complied with both of these rules.


In its pleading, SBC‑ASI noted that it received its Interexchange and Non‑Switched Local Exchange Certificate of Service Authority in Missouri on November 8, 1999, in Commission case number TA‑2000‑260, to operate as a competitive telecommunications carrier in Missouri.  SBC‑ASI said that on September 9, 2002, it filed original and revised tariff pages containing the prescribed 30‑day effective date, and advised the Commission that concurrent with the tariff filing, it was filing its motion for expedited treatment and requesting that the tariffs become effective in fewer than 30 days, i.e., that the tariffs be approved for service rendered on and after September 28, 2002.  


SBC‑ASI filed these original and revised tariff pages:

Missouri P.S.C. Tariff No. 3 – Advanced Services Tariff, consisting of Original Title Page and Original Page Numbers 2 through 73;

P.S.C. Mo.-No. 1 – General Tariff, consisting of 1st Revised Sheet 1, 1st Revised Sheet 35, and 1st Revised Sheet 54; and

P.S.C. Mo.-No. 2 – Access Services Tariff, consisting of Table of Contents 1st Revised Sheet 1, and Section 6 1st Revised Sheet 1.


According to SBC‑ASI, the benefit that will accrue from expedited treatment is that SBC‑ASI is proposing new advanced services to its customers in Missouri and other states under the same rates, terms, and conditions as those proposed in the tariffs, and expedited approval of these tariffs will provide for a more uniform rollout of these new services.  SBC‑ASI alleged that there will be no negative effect on SBC‑ASI’s customers or the general public if the Commission acts by the date requested.  SBC‑ASI said that the motion for expedited treatment was filed as soon as it could have been.


Where an application is filed requesting a specific effective date, the Commission’s Staff must determine whether the requested date can be met.  To make that determination, Staff must evaluate the complexity of the application to establish the amount of information and review time needed to prepare a recommendation, while also considering the time needed for the Commission to prepare and vote an order with a ten‑day effective date.  


Thus, the Commission will shorten the time for all parties to respond to SBC‑ASI’s pleading and will also request that Staff file its pleading stating the earliest date it can file its recommendation.
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED: 

1. That responses to the motion for expedited treatment filed by SBC Advanced Solutions, Inc. must be filed by September 13, 2001.  

2. That the Staff of the Missouri Public Service Commission must file a pleading by September 13, 2001, stating the earliest date it can file its recommendation.
3. That this order will become effective on September 10, 2002. 









BY THE COMMISSION


Dale Hardy Roberts

Secretary/Chief Regulatory Law Judge
( S E A L )

Bill Hopkins, Senior Regulatory Law Judge, 

by delegation of authority under

Section 386.240, RSMo 2000,

as currently supplemented.

Dated at Jefferson City, Missouri,

on this 10th day of September, 2002.
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