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AT&T Communications of the Pacific Northwest, Inc. (“AT&T”), hereby moves the Commission to strike the Rebuttal Testimony of Dr. Timothy J. Tardiff (“Tardiff Rebuttal”) on behalf of Verizon Northwest Inc. (“Verizon”) dated May 12, 2004, or alternatively, to authorize AT&T to file additional testimony in response.  In support of this Motion, AT&T states as follows:

1.
On or about May 12, 2004, Verizon filed its rebuttal testimony, including the Tardiff Rebuttal.  The Tardiff Rebuttal purports to be in response to the testimony of Steven E. Turner.  Mr. Turner’s testimony details many of the problems with Verizon’s proposed cost models.  Acknowledging that “Verizon NW’s Rebuttal Panel responds to the substance of Mr. Turner’s arguments,” Tardiff Rebuttal at 1, n.1, the vast majority of the Tardiff Rebuttal is not in defense of Verizon’s cost models but is directed to repeating or leveling additional criticisms of HM 5.3, AT&T’s proposed cost model.  Mr. Turner is not sponsoring HM 5.3 and provides no testimony on HM 5.3.  Dr. Tardiff nevertheless devotes his rebuttal testimony to criticizing HM 5.3 under the guise of responding to the modeling principles that Mr. Turner uses to evaluate VzCost.  For example, the Tardiff Rebuttal includes an extensive discussion on Dr. Tardiff’s alleged difficulties with tracing the calculations within HM 5.3 – a subject that Mr. Turner’s testimony does not address and that Dr. Tardiff did not include (but could have included) in his earlier reply testimony.  See Tardiff Rebuttal at 11-17 & Ex. TJT-4.  Such testimony is not proper rebuttal testimony and should be stricken.

2.
Alternatively, the Commission should authorize AT&T to submit additional testimony in response to the Tardiff Rebuttal.  The Tardiff Rebuttal raises new issues with HM 5.3 to which AT&T has had no opportunity to respond and which cannot adequately be explored solely on cross examination during the hearings.  Accordingly, AT&T should be granted the opportunity to submit additional testimony to respond to these new issues.

WHEREFORE, AT&T respectfully requests the following relief:


A.
An Order from the Commission striking the Tardiff Rebuttal or alternatively, authorizing AT&T to file additional testimony in response to the HM 5.3 issues in the Tardiff Rebuttal; and


B.
Such other or further relief as the Commission finds fair, just, reasonable, and sufficient.

DATED this 17th day of May, 2004.
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