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The Office of Ratepayer Advocates (ORA) submits this Motion for a Stay of D.98-11-066 (Motion).  Specifically, ORA requests a stay of Ordering Paragraphs 1 and 2, while the Commission considers ORA’s Application for Rehearing of D.98-11-066, filed concurrently with this Motion.


ORA could not file a timely application for rehearing to invoke the automatic stay provision under Public Utilities Code section 1733(a), because the Commission made D.98-11-066 effective the day it was issued.  However, to date ORA has received two requests for extension of time to comply with D.98-11-066, submitted to the Executive Director by the California Association of Competitive Local Carriers (CALTEL) and Pacific Bell on December 18 and 21, 1998, respectively.  CALTEL requests until at least July 1, 1999, to comply with 


D.98-11-066.  Pacific requests a stay of Ordering Paragraph 1 until April 1, 1999.  Therefore, ORA’s Motion is timely.


Granting ORA’s Motion will not prejudice utilities or customers, because both Pacific and CALTEL (one incumbent local exchange carrier and an association of competitive local carriers) assert that timely compliance with 


D.98-11-066 is impossible.  CALTEL further asserts that compliance with


D.98-11-066 is problematic and will have anti-competitive impacts and states it, or other parties, will seek modification or rehearing of D.98-11-066.  These concerns, along with the allegations of errors and their detrimental impact on consumers, raised by ORA in its accompanying Application for Rehearing, ensure that parties will prevail on the merits of any applications for rehearing and petitions for modification.  Therefore, granting ORA’s Motion would be in the public interest.


Respectfully submitted,





JANICE GRAU


ANDREW ULMER





/s/  JANICE GRAU


				


      Janice Grau


      Staff Counsel





Attorneys for the Office of Ratepayer Advocates





California Public Utilities Commission


505 Van Ness Ave.


San Francisco, CA 94102


Phone: (415) 703-� ASK PhoneNo "Enter the last four digits of the phone number of the staff counsel signing this brief." \* MERGEFORMAT �1960�� REF PhoneNo  \* MERGEFORMAT �1960�       


� DATE \@ "MMMM d, yyyy" \* MERGEFORMAT �December 23, 1998�				Fax:  (415) 703-2262� REF FaxNo  \* MERGEFORMAT �








�





�


(continued from previous page)





(continued on next page)





�PAGE  �2�








�PAGE  �2�








� PAGE �2�





