COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY
BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

In the Matter of:

AN INVESTIGATION INTO THE ) ADMINISTRATIVE
INTRASTATE SWITCHED ACCESS RATES ) CASE NO.
OF ALL KENTUCKY INCUMBENT AND ) 2010-00398

)

COMPETITIVE LOCAL EXCHANGE
CARRIERS

RLECS' MOTION TO AMEND THE PROCEDURAL SCHEDULE
TO ALLOW FOR SUPPLEMENTAL COMMENTS

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 abovediocapd case (the
“Intrastate Access Case”), the RLEQ®spectfully request that the Commission amend the
procedural schedule to allow for the filing of supplemental commemt AT&T’'s? proposed
plan (the “AT&T Plan”) following the close of the comment periodthé federal level on May
23, 2011. In support of their motion, the RLECs state as follows.

l. Grounds for Amending Procedural Schedule to Allow for Supplemeatal Comments.

As the Commission is aware, parallel proceedings are undeawv#tye federal level to
address intercarrier compensation issueshose proceedings are currently in a comment and
review period that will close on May 23, 2011. The Federal CommuicatCommission
(“FCC”) has requested comments on, among other issues, interstassareform as well as

different approaches for states to follow in implementing istiige access reform. On both
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counts, the direction of the parallel federal proceedings will hawdéopnd implications for the
participants in this case and will provide essential contextHerdeneral import of the AT&T
Plan.

In particular, the treatment of int&ate access rates will have a direct effect on cost
recovery at the state level. A decrease in interstats raibserve to increase the financial strain
on the RLECs and other carriers as cost recovery is furthiéed to local and intrastate rates.
Moreover, the FCC has requested comments on such essential assthes proper sequencing
(whether_intestate and_intrstate reform should occur at the same time or sequentially) and
timing (whether a shorter or a longer glide path will be usedrémsition from per-minute
intercarrier charges) for reform.

Due to the symbiotic nature of interstate and intrastate rateshey relate to cost
recovery, the comments submitted to the FCC on these issuesuvtiier illuminate the path
forward in this proceeding. The RLECSs, as well as the other participantssiptbceeding, need
to know what the rules of the game are likely to be — or, at |eslsat others are advocating they
should be — at the federal level before they can adequately ajdr@sment on, or propose
alternatives to the AT&T Plan. Likewise, the Commission shouldkeneertain that it is, itself,
fully aware of the degree to which whatever action it takeshis proceeding may be further
exacerbated by the FCC’s pending reform.

In order for the participants in this proceeding to comment fullg avith confidence on
the AT&T Plan, and to ensure the Commission is fully apprisedhefpotential impact of the
present proceeding, the RLECs respectfully request the Conemissnend the procedural
schedule to allow for supplemental comments once the federal conpragatl is closed on May

23, 2011. Allowing for a supplemental comment period in this proceedingwilcause further



delay in the Commission’s current procedural schedule, as ibeatheduled for a time prior to
the August 5, 2011 due date for the second round of data requests. Thaloullthe parties
time to incorporate information gleaned from the federal commeméstheir second round of
data requests. It will also serve to ensure that whateveisida the Commission makes in this
proceeding is one that accounts for the full-range of variablesatetat play in intercarrier
compensation reform.

Il. Conclusion.

For the reasons stated above, the RLECs request that the Coomasend the
procedural schedule to allow for filing supplemental comments on AB&Iroposed plan (the
“AT&T Plan”) after the close of the comment period at the feddevel on May 23, 2011 and
prior to the August 5, 2011 deadline for serving supplemental data requests.

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

Respectfully submitted,
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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, 201Ltreleic mail
notification of the electronic filing will be provided through the Coission’s electronic filing
system.
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