
BEFORE 
THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF OHIO 

 
In the Matter of the Complaint of AT&T Ohio, ) 
       ) 
  Complainant,     ) 
       ) Case No. 08-690-TP-CSS 
 v.      ) 

      ) 
       ) 
Global NAPs Ohio, Inc.,    ) 
       )           
  Respondent.    ) 
 

AT&T Ohio’s Request for Leave to File a Motion to Issue Subpoenas and 
Memorandum in Support In the Alternative 

 
 AT&T Ohio requests leave to file  a motion to issue subpoenas and memorandum 

in support in the alternative to its motion to compel filed on July 9, 2009, in the event that 

the motion to compel is denied.  AT&T Ohio filed a motion to compel Global NAPs 

Ohio, Inc. (“Global”) to produce copies of all responses to the subpoenas previously 

issued by the Commission upon Global’s application in this proceeding.  The 

Commission had previously issued subpoenas to Sage Telecom, Global Crossing, NOS 

Communications, and Qwest.  AT&T Ohio filed the motion to compel on July 9, 2009 

because Global had refused to provide AT&T Ohio with copies of the responses to the 

subpoenas from those carriers.  Global will be filing its response to AT&T Ohio’s motion 

to compel this Friday, July 17, 2009. 

 If, for whatever reason, the attorney examiner would deny AT&T Ohio’s motion 

to compel, AT&T Ohio requests the ability to file for the issuance of Commission 

subpoenas to those carriers so that AT&T can thoroughly prepare for the hearing that is 

scheduled to begin on August 4, 2009.   AT&T Ohio seeks to file such motion as soon as 
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practicable after the examiner’s ruling and will do so in accordance with Procedural Rule 

25.    

 Again, as set forth in AT&T Ohio’s motion to compel, the Commission should 

compel Global to produce all responses, including correspondence, documents, and other 

information it has received to the subpoenas issued by the Commission in this matter.  

However, if deemed appropriate otherwise, the Commission should allow AT&T to file a 

motion for subpoenas to the same four carriers for purposes of obtaining any and all 

information provided to Global.   AT&T Ohio seeks expedited ruling on this request. It 

has not sought Global’s response to such requested expedited timing.  However, AT&T 

Ohio believes that it would be reasonable for Global to respond to this Motion on July 17, 

2009 along with its reponse to the motion to compel. 

 

       Respectfully submitted,   

       AT&T OHIO  

      By: /s/ Mary Ryan Fenlon 

       Mary Ryan Fenlon 

AT&T 
150 E. Gay St., Rm. 4-A 
Columbus, Ohio 43215 
(614) 223-3302 
 
Christian F. Binnig 
Hans J. Germann 
Mayer Brown LLP 
71 S. Wacker Drive 
Chicago, IL 60606 
(312) 782-0600 
 
Attorneys for AT&T Ohio 
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    CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that this Motion was served upon the following by electronic service the 

14th day of July 2009. 

 

       /s/ Mary Ryan Fenlon 

       Mary Ryan Fenlon 
 
Mark S. Yurick, Esq. 
Counsel of Record 
E-Mail: myurick@cwslaw.com 
Direct Dial: (614)334-7197 
Matthew S. White, Esq. 
E-Mail: mwhite@cwslaw.com 
Direct Dial: (614)334-6172 
Chester, Willcox & Saxbe LLP 
65 East State Street, Suite 1000 
Columbus, Ohio 43215-4213 
(614) 221-4000 (Main Number) 
(614) 221-4012 (Facsimile) 
 
Harry M. Davidow 
E-Mail: hmdavidowl@gmail.com 
Direct Dial: (212) 865-7488 
685 West End Avenue 
Apartment 40 
New York, NY 10025 
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