ISSUED: October 10, 2002

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION

OF OREGON

ARB 1(6), ARB 1(7), ARB 52(5), ARB 96(3), ARB 96(4), ARB 101(9), ARB 105(3),
ARB 142(4), ARB 192(6), ARB 199(13), ARB 302(9), ARB 302(10), ARB 302(11),
ARB 302(12), ARB 314(1), ARB 405(1)

In the Matter of

MCI WORLDCOM COMMUNICATIONS, INC.
and QWEST CORPORATION

Sixth and Seventh Amendments to Interconnection
Agreement, Submitted for Commission Approval
Pursuant to Section 252(e) of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996. ARB 1(6), (7)

In the Matter of

GLOBAL CROSSING LOCAL SERVICES, INC.
and QWEST CORPORATION

Fifth Amendment to Interconnection Agreement,
Submitted for Commission Approval Pursuant to
Section 252(e) of the Telecommunications Act of
1996. ARB 52(5)

In the Matter of

COVAD COMMUNICATIONS COMPANY
and QWEST CORPORATION

Third and Fourth Amendments to Interconnection
Agreement, Submitted for Commission Approval
Pursuant to Section 252(e) of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996. ARB 96(3), (4)

In the Matter of

ADVANCED TELCOM GROUP, INC.
and QWEST CORPORATION

Ninth Amendment to Interconnection Agreement,
Submitted for Commission Approval Pursuant to
Section 252(e) of the Telecommunications Act of
1996. ARB 101(9)
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In the Matter of

ERNEST COMMUNICATIONS, INC.
and QWEST CORPORATION

Third Amendment to Interconnection Agreement,
Submitted for Commission Approval Pursuant to

Section 252(e) of the Telecommunications Act of
1996. ARB 105(3)

In the Matter of
XO OREGON, INC. and QWEST CORPORATION

Fourth Amendment to Interconnection Agreement,
Submitted for Commission Approval Pursuant to
Section 252(e) of the Telecommunications Act of
1996. ARB 142(4)

In the Matter of

FAIRPOINT COMMUNICATIONS SOLUTIONS
CORP. and QWEST CORPORATION

Sixth Amendment to Interconnection Agreement,
Submitted for Commission Approval Pursuant to

Section 252(e) of the Telecommunications Act of
1996. ARB 192(6)

In the Matter of

ESCHELON TELECOM OF OREGON, INC. and
QWEST CORPORATION

Thirteenth Amendment to Interconnection
Agreement, Submitted for Commission Approval
Pursuant to Section 252(e) of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996. ARB 199(13)
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In the Matter of

MCLEODUSA TELECOMMUNICATIONS
SERVICES, INC. and QWEST CORPORATION

Ninth, Tenth, Eleventh, and Twelfth Amendments to
Interconnection Agreement, Submitted for
Commission Approval Pursuant to Section 252(e) of
the Telecommunications Act of 1996.

ARB 302(9), (10), (11), (12) RULING

In the Matter of

DSLNET COMMUNICATIONS, LLC
and QWEST CORPORATION

First Amendment to Interconnection Agreement,
Submitted for Commission Approval Pursuant to
Section 252(e) of the Telecommunications Act of
1996. ARB 314(1)

In the Matter of

SBC TELECOM, INC. and QWEST
CORPORATION

First Amendment to Interconnection Agreement,
Submitted for Commission Approval Pursuant to
Section 252(e) of the Telecommunications Act of
1996. ARB 405(1)
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On October 3, 2002, Qwest Corporation filed requests with the Commission for
expedited treatment of its filings in the above captioned dockets. In each of these dockets,
Qwest had failed to comply with our service requirements, however, and the filings were
considered complete only as of October 3, 2002.

Qwest notes that it had completed its filing in these dockets on September 4, 2002, and
did not learn of deficiencies in its filings until September 24, 2002. Because Qwest did not
receive timely notice of the deficiencies, and because Qwest asserts that the CLECs involved
have received adequate prior notice of Qwest’s filings in other jurisdictions without voicing an
objection, Qwest asks the Commission to establish a 14 day time period for public comment, as
permitted by OAR 860-016-0020(5).
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The Commission has discretion whether to set a time limit for public comment different
from the 21 days provided by OAR 860-016-0020(5). In this case, Qwest has not shown a need
for an expedited schedule for these cases, but has argued only that the schedule should be
expedited because it did not receive timely notice of the deficiencies in its filings. Qwest’s
request is denied. Written comments on these filings will be accepted until October 24, 2002.

Dated this 10th day of October, 2002, in Salem, Oregon.

Ruth Crowley
Arbitrator
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