BEFORE THE
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION

AT&T Communications of 


:
Pennsylvania, LLC



:



Complainant


:







:



v.



:
Docket No. C-2009-2098380, et al.






:

Armstrong Telephone Company -

:

Pennsylvania, et al.




:



Respondents


:







:







:

TCG New Jersey, Inc.



:



Complainant


:







:



v.



:
Docket No. C-2009-2099805, et al.






:

Armstrong Telephone Company -

:

Pennsylvania, et al.



:


Respondents


:







:







:

TCG Pittsburgh, Inc.



:



Complainant


:







:



v. 



:
Docket No. C-2009-2098735, et al.






:

Armstrong Telephone Company –

:

Pennsylvania, et al.



:



Respondents


:
ORDER


On March 27, 2009, AT&T Communications of Pennsylvania, LLC, TCG New Jersey, Inc. and TCG Pittsburgh, Inc. filed individual complaints against thirty two (32) Pennsylvania rural incumbent local exchange carriers for a total of ninety six (96) complaints.  The Complaints were filed pursuant to 52 Pa Code § 5.21 and 66 Pa. C.S. § 701 and §1309 for alleged violation of 66 Pa. C.S. § 1301 and § 3011(3), (4), (5), (8) and (9).  The issues and the relief requested in each of the ninety-six (96) complaints are identical.  

Section 5.81 of the Pennsylvania Code, 52 Pa. Code § 5.81, provides:

§ 5.81. Consolidation.

(a) The Commission or presiding officer, with or without motion, may order proceedings involving a common question of law or fact to be consolidated.  The Commission or presiding officer may make orders concerning the conduct of the proceeding as may avoid unnecessary costs or delay.
Based upon a review of the complaints filed by AT&T, TCG New Jersey, and TCG Pittsburgh, it is clear that they involve common questions of law and fact.  In addition, it is evident that the processing of the ninety six complaints individually would result in additional processing time and expense for the Commission and, potentially, for the parties.  Since the consolidation of the multiple complaint proceedings will avoid unnecessary costs and delays, I find that consolidation of the ninety six complaints meets the requirements of Section 5.81.  For this reason, all Complaints filed by AT&T against the rural incumbent local exchange carriers, which are listed in the Addendum attached to this Order, will be consolidated with AT&T Communications of Pennsylvania, LLC v. Armstrong Telephone Company – Pennsylvania, C-2009-2098380.  The AT&T v. Armstrong proceeding is designated as the lead case for the AT&T Complaints.  

In addition, all Complaints filed by TCG New Jersey against the rural incumbent local exchange carriers, which are listed in the Addendum attached to this Order, will be consolidated with TCG New Jersey, Inc. v. Armstrong Telephone Company – Pennsylvania, C-2009-2099805.  The TCG New Jersey v. Armstrong proceeding is designated as the lead case for the TCG New Jersey Complaints.  Furthermore, all Complaints filed by TCG Pittsburgh against the rural incumbent local exchange carriers, which are listed in the Addendum attached to this Order, will be consolidated with TCG Pittsburgh v. Armstrong Telephone Company – Pennsylvania, C-2009-2098735.  The TCG Pittsburgh v. Armstrong proceeding is designated as the lead case for the TCG Pittsburgh Complaints.

The attached Addendum, which lists all of the Complaints and their respective docket numbers, will be incorporated into and made part of this Order. 

THEREFORE,

It is ordered:

1. That the Complaints filed by AT&T Communications of Pennsylvania, LLC against the Pennsylvania rural incumbent local exchange carriers listed in the Addendum attached to this order are consolidated with AT&T Communications of Pennsylvania, LLC v. Armstrong Telephone Company – Pennsylvania at Docket No. C-2009-2098380.

2. That the Complaints filed by TCG New Jersey, Inc. against the Pennsylvania rural incumbent local exchange carriers listed in the Addendum attached to this Order are consolidated with TCG New Jersey, Inc. v. Armstrong Telephone Company – Pennsylvania at Docket No. 
C-2009-2099805.
3. That the Complaints filed by TCG Pittsburgh, Inc. against the Pennsylvania rural incumbent local exchange carriers listed in the Addendum attached to this Order are consolidated with TCG Pittsburgh, Inc. v. Armstrong Telephone Company – Pennsylvania at Docket No. 
C-2009-2098735

4. That the attached Addendum is incorporated into and made part of this Order.
5. That a copy of this Order be served upon parties to the proceedings listed in the attached Addendum.

6. That a copy of this Order be served upon the Secretary of the Commission.

7. That the consolidated Complaints referenced in this Order be set for hearing before an Administrative Law Judge.

Dated:
April 16, 2009




______________________________







Veronica A. Smith








Chief Administrative Law Judge

ADDENDUM

The following Complaints are consolidated with AT&T Communications of Pennsylvania, LLC v. Armstrong Telephone Company – Pennsylvania, Docket No. C-2009-2098380:
AT&T Communications of Pennsylvania, LLC v. Armstrong Telephone company – North,
C-2009-2098386

AT&T Communications of Pennsylvania, LLC v. Buffalo Valley Telephone Company, 

C-2009-2098425

AT&T Communications of Pennsylvania, LLC v. Commonwealth Telephone Company, LLC, C-2009-2098428

AT&T Communications of Pennsylvania, LLC v. Frontier Communications of Breezewood, LLC, C-2009-2098474

AT&T Communications of Pennsylvania, LLC v. Bentleyville Telephone Company,

C-2009-2098519

AT&T Communications of Pennsylvania, LLC v. Citizens Telephone Company of New York, C-2009-2098526

AT&T Communications of Pennsylvania, LLC v. Frontier Communications of Canton, LLC, C-2009-2098528

AT&T Communications of Pennsylvania, LLC v. Frontier Communications of Lakewood, LLC, C-2009-2098679

AT&T Communications of Pennsylvania, LLC v. Frontier Communications of Oswayo River, LLC, C-2009-2098769

AT&T Communications of Pennsylvania, LLC v. Citizens Telephone Co. of Kecksburg,

C-2009-2098891

AT&T Communications of Pennsylvania, LLC v. Frontier Communications of Pennsylvania, LLC, C-2009-2099211

AT&T Communications of Pennsylvania, LLC v. Conestoga Telephone and Telegraph Company, C-2009-2099280

AT&T Communications of Pennsylvania, LLC v. Denver & Ephrata Telephone & Telegraph Company, C-2009-2099297

AT&T Communications of Pennsylvania, LLC v. Hickory Telephone Company,

C-2009-2099318

AT&T Communications of Pennsylvania, LLC v. Ironton Telephone Company,
C-2009-2099700

AT&T Communications of Pennsylvania, LLC v. The North-Eastern Pennsylvania Telephone Company, C-2009-2099701

AT&T Communications of Pennsylvania, LLC v. Lackawaxen Telecommunications Services, C-2009-2099703

AT&T Communications of Pennsylvania, LLC v. Laurel Highland Telephone Company,

C-2009-2099704

AT&T Communications of Pennsylvania, LLC v. TDS Telecom/Mahanoy & Mahantango Telephone Company, C-2009-2099706

AT&T Communications of Pennsylvania, LLC v. Marianna and Scenery Hill Telephone Company, C-2009-2099708 
AT&T Communications of Pennsylvania, LLC v. North Penn Telephone Company, 
C-2009-2099732

AT&T Communications of Pennsylvania, LLC v. Consolidated Communications of Pennsylvania Co., C-2009-2099741

AT&T Communications of Pennsylvania, LLC v. Palmerton Telephone Company, 

C-2009-2099762
AT&T Communications of Pennsylvania, LLC v. Pennsylvania Telephone Company,

C-2009-2099763

AT&T Communications of Pennsylvania, LLC v. Pymatuning Independent Telephone Co., C-2009-2099764

AT&T Communications of Pennsylvania, LLC v. South Canaan Telephone Company,

C-2009-2099766

 AT&T Communications of Pennsylvania, LLC v. TDS Telecom/Sugar ValleyTelephone Company, C-2009-2099767

AT&T Communications of Pennsylvania, LLC v. Venus Telephone Corporation, 

C-2009-2099768
AT&T Communications of Pennsylvania, LLC v. Windstream Pennsylvania LLC,
C-2009-2099780

AT&T Communications of Pennsylvania, LLC v. Yukon-Waltz Telephone Company,

C-2009-2099783

AT&T Communications of Pennsylvania, LLC v. Embarq Pennsylvania, C-2009-2099797

The following Complaints are consolidated with TCG New Jersey, Inc. v. Armstrong Telephone Company – Pennsylvania, C-2009-2099805:
TCG New Jersey, Inc. v. Armstrong Telephone Company – North, C-2009-2099833

TCG New Jersey, Inc. v. Bentleyville Telephone Co., C-2009-2099838
TCG New Jersey, Inc. v. Buffalo Valley Telephone Company, C-2009-2099935

TCG New Jersey, Inc. v. Citizens Telephone Company of Kecksburg, C-2009-2099961

TCG New Jersey, Inc. v. Frontier Communications of Breezewood, Inc., C-2009-2099977

TCG New Jersey, Inc. v. Commonwealth Telephone Company, C-2009-2100002
TCG New Jersey, Inc. v. Citizens Telephone Company – New York, C-2009-2100107

TCG New Jersey, Inc. v. Frontier Communications of Oswayo River, LLC, 
C-2009-2100200

TCG New Jersey, Inc. v. Frontier Communications of Canton, Inc., C-2009-2100207

TCG New Jersey, Inc. v. Frontier Communications of Lakewood, Inc., C-2009-2100208
TCG New Jersey, Inc. v. Frontier Communications of Pennsylvania, Inc., 

C-2009-2100209

TCG New Jersey, Inc. v. Conestoga Telephone & Telegraph Co., C-2009-2100210

TCG New Jersey, Inc. v. Denver & Ephrata Telephone & Telegraph Co., 

C-2009-2100211

TCG New Jersey, Inc. v. Hickory Telephone Company, C-2009-2100213
TCG New Jersey, Inc. v. Ironton Telephone Company, C-2009-2100238

TCG New Jersey, Inc. v. Marianna and Scenery Hill Telephone Company, 

C-2009-2100253
TCG New Jersey, Inc. v. Lackawaxen Telecommunications Services, C-2009-2100634
TCG New Jersey, Inc. v. Embarq, C-2009-2100657
TCG New Jersey, Inc. v. Laurel Highland Telephone Company, C-2009-2100658

TCG New Jersey, Inc. v. TDS Telecom/Mahanoy & Mahantango Telephone Company,

C-2009-2100661

TCG New Jersey, Inc. v. North Penn Telephone Company, C-2009-2100679

TCG New Jersey, Inc. v. The North-Eastern Telephone Company, C-2009-2100680
TCG New Jersey, Inc. v. Palmerton Telephone Company, C-2009-2100725

TCG New Jersey, Inc. v. Consolidated Communications of Pennsylvania Company,

C-2009-2100738

TCG New Jersey, Inc. v. Pennsylvania Telephone Company, C-2009-2100860

TCG New Jersey, Inc. v. Pymatuning Independent Telephone Company, C-2009-2100866

TCG New Jersey, Inc. v. Windstream Pennsylvania, LLC, C-2009-2100905
TCG New Jersey, Inc. v. Yukon-Waltz Telephone Company, C-2009-2100908

TCG New Jersey, Inc. v. Venus Telephone Corporation, C-2009-2100915

TCG New Jersey, Inc. v. South Canaan Telephone Company, C-2009-2100917

TCG New Jersey, Inc. v. TDS Telecom/Sugar Valley Telephone Company, 

C-2009-2100943
The following Complaints are consolidated with TCG Pittsburgh, Inc. v. Armstrong Telephone Company – Pennsylvania, C-2009-2098735:
TCG Pittsburgh, Inc. v. Armstrong Telephone Company – North, C-2009-2098760
TCG Pittsburgh, Inc. v. Bentleyville Telephone Company, C-2009-2098936

TCG Pittsburgh, Inc. v. Buffalo Valley Telephone Company, C-2009-2098990

TCG Pittsburgh, Inc. v. Citizens Telephone of Kecksburg, C-2009-2099060

TCG Pittsburgh, Inc. v. Frontier Communications of Breezewood, LLC, C-2009-2099596

TCG Pittsburgh, Inc. v. Frontier Communications of Canton, LLC, C-2009-2099631
TCG Pittsburgh, Inc. v. Frontier Communications of Lakewood, LLC, C-2009-2099834

TCG Pittsburgh, Inc. v. Frontier Communications of Pennsylvania, LLC, 
C-2009-2099935

TCG Pittsburgh, Inc. v. Frontier Communications of Oswayo River, LLC, 

C-2009-2099983

TCG Pittsburgh, Inc. v. North Penn Telephone Company, C-2009-2100011

TCG Pittsburgh, Inc. v. Palmerton Telephone Company, C-2009-2100024
TCG Pittsburgh, Inc. v. Consolidated Communications of Pennsylvania Company,

C-2009-2100036

TCG Pittsburgh, Inc. v. Pennsylvania Telephone Company, C-2009-2100049

TCG Pittsburgh, Inc. v. Pymatuning Independent Telephone Company, C-2009-2100051
TCG Pittsburgh, Inc. v. South Canaan Telephone Company, C-2009-2100109

TCG Pittsburgh, Inc. v. TDS Telecom/Sugar Valley Telephone Company, 

C-2009-2100110
TCG Pittsburgh, Inc. v. Venus Telephone Corporation, C-2009-2100112
TCG Pittsburgh, Inc. v. Windstream Pennsylvania, LLC, C-2009-2100114

TCG Pittsburgh, Inc. v. Yukon-Waltz Telephone Co., C-2009-2100116

TCG Pittsburgh, Inc. v. United Telephone Company of Pa. d/b/a Embarq Pa.,
C-2009-2100117

TCG Pittsburgh, Inc. v. Conestoga Telephone and Telegraph Company, C-2009-2100133

TCG Pittsburgh, Inc. v. Commonwealth Telephone Company, C-2009-2100135

TCG Pittsburgh, Inc. v. Denver & Ephrata Telephone & Telegraph Co., C-2009-2100151

TCG Pittsburgh, Inc. v. Hickory Telephone Co., C-2009-2100152
TCG Pittsburgh, Inc. v. Ironton Telephone Co., C-2009-2100154

TCG Pittsburgh, Inc. v. Lackawaxen Telecommunications SVCS, Inc., C-2009-2100155

TCG Pittsburgh, Inc. v. Laurel Highland Telephone Co., C-2009-2100157

TCG Pittsburgh, Inc. v. TDS Telecom/Mahanoy & Mahantango Telephone Co., 
C-2009-2100159

TCG Pittsburgh, Inc. v. Marianna and Scenery Hill Telephone Co., C-2009-2100215

TCG Pittsburgh, Inc. v. The North-Eastern Pennsylvania Telephone Company, 

C-2009-2100236

TCG Pittsburgh, Inc. v. Citizens Telephone Company of New York, C-2009-2101274
� 	Respondents in each of the Complaints filed by AT&T, TCG New Jersey and TCG Pittsburgh include the thirty two Pennsylvania rural incumbent local exchange carriers listed in the Addendum to this Order.
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