BEFORE THE
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION


Armstrong Telecommunications, Inc.		:
						:
		v. 				:		C-2010-2216205
						:
Verizon Pennsylvania Inc.			:
						:
						:
Armstrong Telecommunications, Inc.		:
						:
		v. 				:		C-2010-2216311
						:
Verizon North LLC				:
						:
						:
Armstrong Telecommunications, Inc.		:
						:
		v.				:		C-2010-2216325
						:
MCImetro Access Transmission		:
Services LLC d/b/a Verizon Access		:
Transmission Services			:
						:
						:
Armstrong Telecommunications, Inc.		:
						:
		v.				:		C-2010-2216293
						:
MCI Communications Services Inc. 		:
							


ORDER


		This Order is issued pursuant to the authority granted to Presiding Officers under 52 Pa. Code § 5.483(a).

		On December 16, 2010, Armstrong Telecommunications, Inc. (Armstrong) filed formal Complaints against Verizon Pennsylvania Inc., Verizon North LLC, MCImetro Access Transmission Services LLC d/b/a Verizon Access Transmission Services and MCI Communications Services Inc. (collectively, Verizon) alleging that Verizon has not paid for services provided by Armstrong.

		On January 10, 2011, Verizon filed an Answer and New Matter.

		On January 31, 2011, Armstrong filed a Reply to New Matter.

		On February 6, 2012, after hearings and the filing of briefs, the parties to this proceeding filed a letter with the Secretary of the Commission advising that:

The parties have resolved all claims set forth in Armstrong's complaint and Verizon's new matter with respect to traffic exchanged during periods prior to and including December 31,
2011, and all such claims are hereby withdrawn from this case with prejudice and marked satisfied.  The parties have not resolved claims with respect to traffic exchanged from January 1, 2012 forward and accordingly the case remains open as to those issues only.

		On April 23, 2014, a status conference was held with the parties to this proceeding.  The compensation period which remains at issue is limited to approximately the first six months of 2012, and the parties desire to enter into mediation which may resolve this matter.  That may, in turn, reduce further costs and the commitment of resources for all concerned.  It is the Commission’s policy to encourage and support settlements:

In the Commission’s judgment, the results achieved from a negotiated settlement or stipulation, or both, in which the interested parties have had an opportunity to participate are often preferable to those achieved at the conclusion of a fully litigated proceeding. . . .

52 Pa. Code § 69.401 (in pertinent part).

		I note that while an Administrative Law Judge cannot assign a case to mediation, this matter will be referred to the Commission’s Mediation Unit for review and appropriate action.

ORDER

		THEREFORE,

		IT IS ORDERED:

		1.	That the Complaints of Armstrong Telecommunications, Inc., at Docket Nos. C-2010-2216205 et seq., will be referred to the Commission’s Mediation Unit for mediation review.



Date:	April 23, 2014 										
							Dennis J. Buckley
							Administrative Law Judge
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