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On February 8, 2001, Jeb Billet filed a Formal Complaint requesting extended area service (“EAS”) from Sprint’s Carlisle exchange to Verizon’s Mechanicsburg, Enola, Camp Hill and Harrisburg exchanges.  Subsequently 39 letter complaints generally supporting the Billet complaint were received.  These complaints were consolidated, Verizon was joined as an indispensable party, and the matter was assigned to Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) Cocheres.  On August 28, 2002, a Joint Petition for Full Settlement of Formal Complaints (the “Settlement”) was submitted to the ALJ.  Currently before the Commission for consideration are the Exceptions of Verizon, Sprint, Jeb Billet (“Billet”), Lois E. Gleim (“Gleim”), and Martha M. Landis (“Landis”), filed with respect to the Initial Decision (“ID”) of the ALJ,  issued May 6, 2003.  The Office of Special Assistants (“OSA”) recommends that the Commission adopt the ID; deny the exceptions of Verizon, Sprint and Billet; grant the exceptions of Gleim and Landis (the two parties not signatories to the Settlement); and remand the matter to the Office of Administrative Law Judge for such proceedings as may be deemed appropriate.  


I applaud the parties efforts to reach a unanimous settlement in this case, however I cannot ignore that two parties to this case did not join in the settlement.  Accordingly, this is a contested matter, and the Commission must approach it as an adjudication.  

While I agree with the recommendation of Staff, I also believe we need to recognize that EAS policy is not exempt from the effects of the ever-changing telecommunications landscape.  I do not necessarily believe the policy reflected in existing precedent is etched in stone for all time.  In light of increased intermodal competition, including from cable and wireless in many of the top metropolitan areas, I believe we need to keep an open mind on EAS policy.  To this end, I note that the Commission does have an EAS task force presently looking at  this policy and I look forward to a Staff report in January, 2004.
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