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PUBLIC SERVICE
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Via H a n d I>eliverv
1-1011.Jeff Deroueii
Executive Director
Kentuck y Pu 171i c Service Comm i ssi o n
21 1 SO\\W Blvcl.
I). 0.130s 6 15
Franklbrt, ICY 40601

Re:

111 the rizrrttes of Biillrrsrl R i m 1 Telepliorze Cooperirtive Cosposcrtioii, Iiic.,
et ill., v BellSorrtli Telecoriiriiirriicirtions,Iiic. rl/b/ii A T& T Iri.rituclcJ7 iriiil
Hido FVireless, Ciise No. 2011-001 99

Dear Mr. Dor111an:
With this letter I am enclosing one ( 1 ) original aiid elevcn (1 1) copies of the partics’ joint
status report i n regard to the above matter. This joint status report is being filed in compliance
with the informal conference held 011 February IS, 201 3.
Please retiirn a file stamped copy to o w courier.

Thatik you, aiid if you have any questions, please call me.
Very truly yours,

DINSMORE & SI-101-11, LLP

J Es/b 111t
Emlosure
cc:

All Parties of Iiecord

COMMO
BEFORE THE

TH OF KENTIJCKY
SERVICE COMMISSION
PUE3L.IC SERVICE
COMMlSSlON

IN THE MATTER
OF:
BALLARD
RURALTELEPHONE
COOPERATIVE
CORPORATION,INC., ET AL.
COMPLAINANTS
V.
BELLSOUTH
TELECOMMIJNICATIONS,
INC.D/B/A
AT&T KENTUCKY
DEFENDANT
V.
HALOWIRELESS
DEFENDANT

JOINT STATUS M P O R T
In conipliance with the Commission’s order during tlie informal conference on February

15, 20 13, the parties to tlie above-styled proceedings, Ballard Rural Telephone Cooperative
Corporation, Inc. (“Ballard Rural”), Brandenburg Telephone Company (“BraiideiibUl.g”),Duo
County Telephone Cooperative Corporation, Inc. (“Duo County”), Footliills Rural Telephone
Cooperative, Inc. (“Foothills”), Gearlieart Comiiiunications Co., Inc. (“Gearheart”), Highland
Telephone Cooperative, Inc. (“Highland”), Logan Telephone Cooperative, Inc. (“Logan
Telephone”), Mountain Rural Telephone Cooperative Corporation, Inc. (“Mountain Rural”),
North Central Telephone Cooperative corporation (“North Central”), Peoples Rural Telephone
Cooperative, Inc. (“Peoples”), South Central Rural Telephone Cooperative Corporation, Inc.
(“South Central”), Thacker-Grigsby Telephone Company, Inc. (“Thacker-Grigsby”), and West
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Kentucky Rural Telephone Cooperative Corporation, Inc. (“West Kentucky”) (collectively, tlie
“RLECs“),by couiisel, and BellSouth Telecominuiiicatioiis, Inc. d/b/a AT&T Kentucky (“AT&T
Keiitucky”), by counsel, hereby subiiiit this Joint Status Report to the Public Service
Coiniiiissioii of the Coinmonwealtli of Kentucky (tlie “Commission”).
STATUS =PORT
Representatives of the parties met on March 20, 2013, to discuss the status and potential
resolutioii of this matter. During that conference, tlie parties exchanged some facts regarding the
character of the traffic at issue, and agreed to exchange additional facts witliiii tlie followiiig
weeks in order to attempt a resolution.
The parties also discussed whether to subiiiit a procedural schedule at this time. The
RLECs proposed that tlie pai-ties submit a joint procedural schedule to commence thirty (30)
days after this Joint Status Report. AT&T Kentucky believes it is premature to set a procedural
schedule at this time until the parties have had an oppoi-tuiiity to exchange additioiial information
and engage in discussioiis to narrow the issues and determine if resolution may be possible.
AT&T Kentucky proposes that tlie parties be provided sixty (60) days within which to hold such
discussioiis, after which time the parties are to file a status report arid joint procedural schedule if
deemed appropriate. In tlie alternative, AT&T Kentucky would propose that the parties submit a
joint procedural schedule witliiii thirty (30) days to give tlie parties some time for discussion and

to allow AT&T Kentucky an opportunity to assign replacement couiisel for AT&T Kentucky’s
couiisel who is retiring.
The RLECs do not believe that tlie submission of a procedural schedule is premature.
The parties have already had inore than a year to pursue settlement discussions. And, as is
expected in all Commission matters, tlie parties can and will coiitinue discussing these matters
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even during tlie pendency of a procedural sc1iedi.de. In fact, a procedural scliedule would likely
encourage tliose discussions.
In order to facilitate those discussions, the RLECs have already informed AT&T that tlie
RLECs believe that the proposed procedural scliedule should begin no sooner than thirty (30)
days after tlie filing of this Joint Status Report. The RLECs’ position is that, together with the
time that has elapsed since tlie informal conference, AT&T will have already received more than
sixty (60) days to discuss this matter. The RLECs believe that, altogether, this also provides
AT&T Kentucky sufficient time to make any necessary arrangements to address the retirement
of its present counsel, particularly given that AT&T Kentucky has already involved additional
counsel in discussions regarding the case.
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