
ORDER NO. 09-197
ENTERED 06/08/09

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION

OF OREGON

UM 1431

In the Matter of

VERIZON COMMUNICATIONS INC., and
FRONTIER COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION

Joint Application for an Order Declining to Assert
Jurisdiction, or, in the alternative, to Approve the
Indirect Transfer of Control of
VERIZON NORTHWEST INC.

GENERAL
PROTECTIVE

ORDER

DISPOSITION: MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER GRANTED

On May 29, 2009, Verizon Communications Inc. (Verizon), and Frontier
Communications Corporation (Frontier) filed a Joint Application with the Public Utility
Commission of Oregon (Commission) for an Order Declining to Asset Jurisdiction Over,
or, in the alternative, approving the Indirect Transfer of Control of Verizon Northwest
Inc. In their application, Verizon and Frontier request the Commission issue a General
Protective Order in this docket. The joint parties state that good cause exists for the
issuance of such an order to govern the review of confidential information considered in
this docket and to protect Verizon and Frontier and their customers. Specifically,
Verizon and Frontier state that certain exhibits submitted with their joint application
contain confidential information, and further anticipate that responses to data requests in
this docket will contain confidential business plans and strategies, or customer
information. The public release of such information could prejudice Verizon or Frontier
or the companies’ customers.

I find that good cause exists to issue a General Protective Order, attached as
Appendix A. The order permits the broadest possible discovery consistent with the need to
protect confidential information. It shields no specific documents and makes no judgment as
to whether any particular document is a trade secret or contains commercially sensitive
information. Rather, the order adopts a process through which parties shall resolve discovery
disputes that include sensitive information.

Under the terms of the order, any party may designate, as confidential, any
information that it reasonably believes falls within the scope of ORCP 36(C)(7). Any
such designation must be made in good faith, and be limited to only those portions of
the document that qualify as a protected trade secret or other confidential research,
development, or commercial information. Any other party may challenge the designation
















