
CONNONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY

BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERUICE CONNISSION

In the Natter of:

AN INQUIRY INTO INTRALATA TOLL )
CONPETITIOW ~ AW APPROPRIATE ) ADNINISTRATIVE
CONPENSATION SCHENE FOR CONPLETION ) CASE NO. 323
OF INTRALATA CALLS BY INTEREXCHANGE )
CARRIERS, AND WATS JURISDICTIONALITY)

0 R D E R

On February 21, 1989, AL!TEL Kentucky, Inc., GTE South

Incorporated ("GTE") and the Independent Telephone Group filed
Notions for extension of time to comply with the Commission's

October 6, 19SS Order.

On February 22, 1989, Contel of Kentucky filed a response

concurring in GTE's Notion for an extension of time to submit

responses to the October 6, 1988 Order.

On February 23, 1989, ATsT of the South Central States, Inc.
filed a motion requesting that the Commission grant GTE's motion

for an extension of time.

On February 24, 1989, AmeriCall Systems of Louisville and

Telcor, Inc. d/b/a TNC of Louisville and Telamarketing

Communications of Evansville, Inc. filed a motion for an extension

of time.

In support of their motions, movants have noted that certain

parties are discussing issues addressed in this proceeding and may

reach agreement on several key items.



The Commission, having considered the motions and being

advised, finds that the motions should be granted to the extent

that all parties of record should have until March 10, 1989 to

file the requested information. The Commission is further of the

opinion that the October 6, 1988 information requests associated

with Phase I of this proceeding shall be answered by March 10,
1989 and, in addition, the Commission shall consider any agreement

which certain parties may adopt. The extension of time

necessitates a revised procedure schedule which is attached

hereto.

BE IT SO ORDERED+

Done at Frankfort, Kentucky this 24th day of February, 1989,

~e Commission

ATTEST:

Executive Director



APPENDIX

APPENDIX TO AN ORDER OF THE KENTUCKY PUBLIC SERVICE
COMMISSION IN ADMINISTRATIVE CASE NO. 323 DATED 2/24/89

PHASE I
Responses to Competition Questions from October 6,
1988 Order Due (Responses will be considered
prefiled testimony. Each response should
identify the witness responsible for it.).........
Data Requests of all parties
to Utilities Due

Responses to Data Requests Due

March 10, 1989

.Narch 24, 1989

.April 21, 1989

Prefiled Testimony of Attorney General
and Other Non-utility Intervenors
and Supplemental Testimony of Utilities Due...........Nay12, 1989

Supplemental Data Requests of all
Parties to Utilities Due.

Responses to Supplemental Data
Requests Due.

.Nay 26, 1989

.June 9, 1989

Bearing to begin at 9i00 a.m. in the
Commission offices in Frankfort, Kentucky....,......August 8, 1989

PBASE II
Responses to Compensation Questions from
October 6, 1988 Order Due (Responses will be
considered prefiled testimony. Each response
should identify the witness responsible for it.).....July 25, 1989

PHASE III
Responses to WATS Jurisdictionality Questions
from October 6, 1988 Order Due (Responses will be
considered prefiled testimony. Each response should
identify the witness responsible for it.)..........August15, 1989


