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10 Citizens Communications Company submits the following response to

11 Midvale Telephone Exchange, Inc.’s post-hearing brief filed on June 29, 2001. Citizens

12| intervened in this docket for the limited purpose of opposing Midvale’s request for authority

13 to provide extended area service (“EAS”) between Midvale’s Cascabel exchange and

14
Qwest’s Benson and San Manuel exchanges. In its post-hearing brief, Midvale did not raise

15
any issues or facts, or cite any law supporting it EAS proposal.

16
Midvale’s failure to address EAS in its post-hearing brief is telling and
17

Midvale’s attorney correctly summarized the EAS issues at the May 21, 2001 hearing: “I
18

19 think the EAS record is clear enough.” See 5/21/01 Hearing Transcript, p. 94. The factual

| 20 record is clear that Midvale’s EAS proposal should be denied because Midvale failed to
r 21| establish any “community of interest” between Cascabel and Benson/San Manuel

22 | warranting EAS. Further, the underlying record establishes that illegal arbitrage through

23| EAS bridging is a substantial problem associated with Midvale’s EAS proposal. Finally,
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1l the record is clear that Midvale’s EAS proposal would force Qwest’s customers (Citizens’

2| future customers) to subsidize the cost of EAS for Cascabel.

3 The Commission should deny Midvale’s EAS proposal for these reasons and
4 the proposed opinion and order in this matter should include language denying Midvale’s

> EAS proposal.

° RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this{/ 2 _day of July, 2001.
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10 Michael M. Grant
Todd C. Wiley

H 2575 East Camelback Road

12 Phoenix, Arizona 85016-9225
Attorneys for Citizens Communications

13 Companies

14{ Original and ten (10) copies

of the foregoing document filed

IS5} this {7¥" day of July, 2001:

16 Dock

ocket Control

17 Arizona Corporation Commission
1200 West Washington

18 || Phoenix, Arizona 85007

19
Copy of the foregoing document hand delivered

20| this iz day of July, 2001 to:

21|l Deborah Scott

Director, Utilities Division
Arizona Corporation Commission
1200 West Washington

Phoenix, Arizona 85007
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1 | Hearing Division

Arizona Corporation Commission
2l 1200 West Washington

Phoenix, Arizona 85007

Copy of the foregoing document
mailed this {7+ day of July, 2001 to:

Conley E. Ward

6|| Givens Pursley, LLP
Suite 200

7| 277 North 6™ Street
Boise, Idaho 83701

Tamara S. Herrera

9 Ryley Carlock & Applewhite
10 Suite 2700

101 North First Avenue

11 Phoenix, Arizona 85003

12| Theresa Dwyer

Fennemore Craig, P.C.

13} Suite 2600

3003 North Central Avenue
14| Phoenix, Arizona 85012
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