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RLECS' MOTION FOR INFORMAL CONFERENCE

In response to the March 10, 2011 Order (the “Order”) of the P 8#ivice Commission
of the Commonwealth of Kentucky (the “Commission”) in the abovedicapd case (the
“Intrastate Access Case”), the RLEQsspectfully request that the Commission schedule an
informal conference for all participants in the Intrastatecédgs Case priaio the May 2, 2011
deadline for filing the first round of data requests. In suppothefr motion, the RLECs state as
follows.

l. Grounds for Informal Conference.

807 KAR 5:001(4)(b)(4) provides that "[ijn order to provide opportunity fotleatent of

a proceeding or any of the issugrein, an informal conference with the commission staff may
be arranged through the secretary of the commission either fariasr during the course of
hearings in any proceeding, at the request of any partg.”"(emphasis added). The RLECs
believe that an informal conference will help all participamalved resolve potential confusion

regarding aspects of the AT&T Plan and focus the issues ®pthceeding going forward. As
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AT&T ? itself stated when it recommended the AT&T Plan to the Commission, it hopeabsist
the Commission in investigating the[] issues . . . [and] tolitate discussions among the Parties
participating in this proceeding.” Comments of AT&T, Filed Reaber 17, 2010. An informal
conference would provide the perfect opportunity to accomplish this goal.

In particular, an informal conference would provide an opportunity for thiégsain this
case to ask questions regarding the AT&T Plan, to seek clardicéitom AT&T regarding their
understanding of it, or to address any other issues involved in thieedoty. Prior to the
exertion of significant time, effort, and resources to issue datgests and testimony in this
proceeding, an informal conference will allow the parties to resahd narrow the issues going
forward. The Commission has customarily held informal confereatelse inception of cases
for these same purposes. Due to the significance of the issualsed and their wide-reaching
effects, the RLECs believe an informal conference under the agspidke Commission and its
expert staff would be in the best interest of all parties pguditing in this case by ensuring that
the issues are clear and that the ultimate outcome of this @uoug whatever it may be, is truly
to the benefit of the citizens of the Commonwealth.

Finally, the RLECs’ request for an informal conference would reiise a procedural
delay in this case as it would fall in between the filing @intments on April 15, 2011 and the
first round of data requests, which are scheduled to be filed by2a911. The RLECs believe
that an informal conference would best serve the partiesa€durred prior to the deadline for
filing the first round of data requests because it will provide the partiesiaddltinformation for

the purpose of focusing their data requests and, subsequently, their direct tgstimon

2 BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. d/b/a AT&T Kenky, AT&T Communications of the South Central 8t
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Il. Conclusion.

For all of the reasons stated above, and pursuant to 807 KAR 5:001#))(thle RLECs
request that the Commission schedule an informal conference foarditipants in the Intrastate
Access Case prido the May 2, 2011 deadline for filing the first round of data requests.

The RLECs encourage all other participants in this proceeding to join in this motion.

Respectfully submitted,

John E. Selent

Edward T. Depp

Stephen D. Thompson
DINSMORE & SHOHL LLP
1400 PNC Plaza

500 West Jefferson Street
Louisville, Kentucky 40202
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Counsel to the RLECs



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

In accordance with Ordering Paragraph No. 5 of the Commissiddsch 10, 2011
Order, this is to certify that the RLECs’ April 15, 2011 elextic filing is a true and accurate
copy of the documents to be filed in paper medium; that the electronic filing&as transmitted
to the Commission on April 15, 2011; that an original and one copyhef filing will be
delivered to the Commission on April 15, 2011; and that, on April 15, 201 Ltreleic mail
notification of the electronic filing will be provided through the Coission’s electronic filing
system.

Counsel to the RLECs

842771vl



