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Ms. Matrlene Dortch

Secretary

Federal Communications Comtmssion
445 12th Street, S.W/

Washington, D.C. 20554

Re: Ex Parte Filing - WC Docket No. 04-30

Dear Ms. Dortch.

[ am wnting on behalf of Gemum Networks CT, Inc. (“Geminr”) to respond to the ex
parte letter filed by AT&T Corp on or about April 26, 2004 1n the above captioned docket

Gemunu agrees with AT&T Corp. that there 1s no basis for the Commission to act on
SBC’s preemption petntion at this pomnt. Pursuant to the April 1, 2004 action of the Connecticut
Supenor Court, the matter 1s back before the Connecticut Department of Public Utility Control
(“DPUC”). The DPUC has reinitiated the proceeding to consider one further requirement
(‘technical feasibility”) of the applicable Connecticut law and has set an expeditious procedural
schedule. This could result in modtfications to the DPUC decision that SBC has asked the FCC
to preempt ' Therefore, the SBC petition in effect asks the Commusston to preempt a state action
that may be changed.

Paul C. Besczz1 List

cc’ Richard C. Rowlenson, Esquire
Jennifer D. Janelle, Esquire

' On Apnl 21, 2004, the Supenor Court did confirm that 1t had otherwise determined that the DPUC decision was tn
accordance with Federal law by denying an SBC Motion For Clanficanon of 1ts Apnl 1, 2004 deciston A copy of the
Court’s demal of that Monon 1s atrached
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PLEASE OE ADVISED THAY THE FOLLOWING ORDER HAS
#EEN ENTERED IN COMMECTION WITH THE ABOVE

CAPTIOMED NATTER:

MOTIGH FOR CLARIFICAYION DATED 4/74/04.

DENIED - THE COURT WAS ODLIGATED TO ADDRESS

THE CRITERIA OF SECTION L&-247D IN DETERMINING

WHETHER THE DPUC DECISION WAS IN ACCORDANCE

WITH STATE LAW.

HCWEENY. J.

4721705

DANON GOLODSTEIN, COURT OFFICER
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SUPERIOR COURT

20 FRANILIN SQUARE
NEW BRITAIN, C1 osd51
DATED: APR 21, 2004
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