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I. statement  
1. On September 8, 2006, Qwest Corporation (Qwest) filed a Petition for Arbitration (Petition) seeking Commission arbitration of an interconnection agreement between Qwest and Eschelon Telecom, Inc. (Eschelon).  The filing commenced this docket.  

2. By Decision No. C06-1110, inter alia, the Commission assigned this matter to an Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) for hearing.  The ALJ established the procedural schedule in this proceeding by Decision No. R06-1153-I.  

3. On October 3, 2006, Eschelon filed its Response to the Petition.  As relevant here, on pages 4 through 6 of that filing, Eschelon notes that it and Qwest each have submitted a proposed Interconnection Agreement (ICA) for arbitration; that there are formatting differences between the two versions;
 and that only one version should be used during the arbitration proceeding.  Eschelon asserts that its Exhibit No. 2 is "the document used throughout Qwest-Eschelon negotiations" (Response at 5).  Eschelon states that the word-by-word comparison necessary to determine the accuracy of the version proposed by Qwest would be a time-consuming process which Eschelon has not undertaken.  Eschelon states that, because it does not know "whether Qwest's Exhibit 2 accurately reflects the proposals of the parties, Eschelon does not rely on it for any purpose."  Id.  

4. A review of the filings reveals that the Qwest-proposed ICA does not mark or highlight the areas of disagreement or contain the language proposed by each party and that the Eschelon-proposed ICA identifies and highlights areas of disagreement and contains the language proposed by each party.  

5. The ALJ agrees with Eschelon that, for consistency and ease of reference in testimony, in examination, and in Commission orders, only one version of the ICA being arbitrated should be used in this proceeding.  

6. Having made this determination, the question is:  which version should the Commission use?  

7. Eschelon has already provided its arguments in support of using its Exhibit No. 2.  If it disagrees with Eschelon's position, then Qwest will be ordered to make a filing which provides its arguments in support of using Qwest's Exhibit No. 2 as the ICA being arbitrated.  Because direct testimony and exhibits are to be filed on or before November 8, 2006,
 Qwest's filing will be due on or before close of business on October 12, 2006.  

II. ORDER  
A. It Is Ordered That:  
1. For all purposes, a single version of the interconnection agreement being arbitrated will be used in this proceeding.  

2. If Qwest Corporation believes that the version of the interconnection agreement being arbitrated which should be used in this arbitration is Exhibit No. 2 to the Petition for Arbitration filed on September 8, 2006, then Qwest Corporation shall make a filing, on or before October 12, 2006, which contains its arguments in support of using that exhibit.  

3. This Order is effective immediately.  
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Doug Dean, 
Director
	THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO


MANA L. JENNINGS-FADER
________________________________

Administrative Law Judge
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�  Qwest's proposed ICA is Exhibit No. 2 to the Petition, and Eschelon's proposed ICA is Exhibit No. 2 to the Response.  


�  The parties will need to know in advance of the November 8, 2006 filing date which version of the ICA to reference in their testimony.  
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