BEFORE THE KENTUCKY
PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

In the matter of

Application of Competitive Carriers of the )
South, Inc. for a Declaratory Order )
Affirming that the Interconnection Regimes ) Case No. 2015-00283
Under KRS 278.530 and 47 U.S.C. § 251 are )
Technologicaly Neutra )

REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR ORAL ARGUMENT

AT&T Kentucky! respectfully submits this reply in support of its request that the
Commission schedule oral argument in this case.

CompSouth does not dispute that the issues in this case are predominantly legal, or that
oral argument could be helpful to the Commission. It contends, however, that the parties have
had “ample opportunity to state their respective positions on the issues of statutory construction”
in this case and that oral argument “will result in additional — and unnecessary — cost and
delay.”?

That contention is not persuasive. A litigant that wantsto avoid oral argument can
always claim that it is unnecessary and will result in cost and delay, but oral argument is
nonethel ess the norm in cases that present primarily legal issues. Moreover, if thereis ever a
case that cries out for oral argument, this is it: The three respondents oppose CompSouth’s
petition for declaratory relief on disparate grounds; CompSouth acknowledges that the questions
presented are questions of statutory construction; and the length of CompSouth’s brief — 62

pages — shows that there is much for the Commission to get its arms around. Furthermore, and
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notwithstanding CompSouth’s claim that the parties have had “ample opportunity” to explain
their positions, the fact isthat each party filed only one brief (rather than aninitial brief and a
response brief) and the parties agreed to dispense with the customary evidentiary hearing with
the understanding that parties could request oral argument.

For the foregoing reasons, AT& T Kentucky respectfully submits that this caseisideally

suited for oral argument.
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