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RE: IN THE MATTER OF THE PETITION OF VENTURE COMMUNICATIONS
COOPERATNE FOR SUSPENSION OR MODIFICATION OF LOCAL DIALING
PARITY RECIPROCAL COMPENSATION OBLIGATIONS
SDPUC Docket File Number TC 06-181 (pUC07-01)
GPGN File No. 5925.060651

Dear Ms. Johnson:

Enclosed for filing please find the original Affidavit of Sean R. Simpson in support of Allters
Response to Venture's Motion to Compel in the above-entitled matter. This document was filed
on May 2,2007, at which time a copy of the Affidavit was provided to you and all parties.

Sincerely,

TJW:klw
Enclosure
c: wlo enclosure: Patricia Van Gerpen via email

Kara Van BockemlHarlan BestiRolayne Wiest via email
Darla Rogers via email
Mary Sisak/Ben Dickens via email
Rich Coit via email
Steve Rowell via email
Sean Simpson via email
Elizabeth Kohler via email
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In the Matter of the Petition of Venture )
Communications Cooperative for suspension or )
modification of local dialing parity and reciprocal )
compensation obligations. )

PUC 7-01
Docket No. TC06-181

AFFIDAVIT OF SEAN R. SIMPSON

STATE OF MINNESOTA )
) SS

COUNTY OF BLUE EARTH)

Sean R. Simpson, being first duly sworn, states as follows:

1. I am cUlTently the Senior Counsel for Alltel Communications, Inc. ("Alltel").

2. I submit this Affidavit on behalf of Allte1 in support of its Response to Venture
Communications' Motion to Compel.

3. I was involved in and have personallmowledge with respect to the
negotiations/discussions regarding the Scheduling Order in this proceeding as well as the
discovery issues between the parties.

4. On April 2, 2007, the parties (Venture and Allte!) agreed to the Scheduling Order which
included a deadline for submission of Motions to Compel by April 13, 2006.

5. Subsequent to the parties' agreement to the Scheduling Order, Commission staff
requested that the final ruling be moved to late October. The parties' agreement to move
the date for final ruling to November I, 2007. The other dates previously agreed to
remain the same.

6. Attached as Exhibit I, is a true and correct copy of an email string beginning on April 2,
2007, that demonstrates the parties agreement on the Scheduling Order.

7. On April 3, 2007, Venture counsel sent a copy of the revised Scheduling Order to me for
execution and ultimate filing with the OHE.

8. Local counsel Talbot Wieczorek executed the Scheduling Order on behalf of Alltel, and
sent to Venture for filing with the OHE.

9. On April 9, 2007, I contacted counsel for Venture inquhing on whether or not it was
more efficient to have the hemings on the Motion to Compel and Motion for Dismissal

I



on one day rather than 2 days, as provided for in the agreed upon Scheduling Order. I did
not revoke my prior agreement on the dates identified in the Scheduling Order. I simply
inquired as to the need for one hearing date instead of two separate dates.

10. Consistent with the pmiies' agreement on the Scheduling Order, Venture served and filed
its Response to the Antel Motion to Dismiss on April 6, 2007.

11. At no point in time prior to the April 13,2007, deadline for Motions to Compel, did
Venture identify the specific discovery requests that it sought additional information on
over the previously stated Antel objections.

12. Venture did not identify the specific discovery requests it sought additional information
on until April 14, 2007 - one day after the agreed upon deadline for the filing of a Motion
to Compel.

13. Attached as Exhibit 2, is a true and correct copy ofthe email string on April 13,2007,
between myself and Venture counsel on the issue of adhering to the previously agreed
upon Scheduling Order.

14. Prior to the Motion to Compel deadline of April13, 2007, 1made several inquiries on
behalf of Antel attempting to gain additional discovery responses from Venture. At no
time during those conversations did Venture seek similar information with respect to the
Antel responses.

FURTHER YOUR AFFIANT SAITH NAUGHT.

Subscribed and sworn to before me

thi~J!!. ,2007.

Notary u lic
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"'~~~ JOY R. HANSEN
J Notary Public-Minnesota

••'I...·."*~~ My Commis~lon Expires Jan 31, 2010I
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