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DISPOSITION: MOTION TO AMEND ORDER NO. 07-161 DENIED

Procedural Background. On April 26, 2007, the Commission entered
Order No. 07-161 (Order) in the above-captioned proceeding. The Order set forth the
procedural history regarding the abandonment of service to Qwest Corporation (Qwest)
customers in the Beavercreek exchange and granted Qwest a brief extension of time until
May 23, 2007, to discontinue service to the ten remaining customers. The Order noted that
the brief extension was necessary in order to avoid abandoning service prior to receiving
FCC approval to do so.

On May 1, 2007, Beaver Creek Cooperative Telephone Company (BCT)
filed a Reply to Qwest’s Motion for a Brief Extension of Time. Due to the fact that the
Order had already been issued, by Ruling of the Administrative Law Judge on May 1, 2007,
BCT’s submission is treated as a Motion to Amend Order No. 07-161 (Motion).

Positions of the Parties. BCT notes that the Qwest customers in the
Beavercreek exchange have had their numbers ported to CLECs using Oregon City
exchange numbers. BCT asserts that those CLECs do not wish to serve the Beavercreek
exchange and therefore these customers will have to go through yet another transition.1

BCT asserts that these difficulties are of Qwest’s own making and that the Commission
should therefore condition the extension upon “Qwest holding BCT harmless from all
additional costs and lost revenues that have resulted from Qwest’s extension of time.”2

Qwest filed a Response to BCT’s Motion to Amend Order No. 07-161
(Response) on March 17, 2007. Qwest asserts that BCT does not cite to any authority for
the proposition that the Commission can award BCT any damages or otherwise require
Qwest to “‘hold BCT harmless’ from ‘all additional costs and lost revenues’ that may have
allegedly resulted from the extension of time. Indeed, the Commission does not have any
authority to award damages to BCT, whether for ‘costs’ or ‘lost revenues.’ For that reason
alone, there is no basis for the Commission to grant BCT’s motion….”3 Qwest also states

1 Motion, p. 2.
2 Id.
3 Response, p. 2.




