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Commission BEFORE THE ARIZOB&:@ ION COMM 

200b KlV - 3  P 2: 20 
ZOMMISSIONERS TED 
rEFF HATCH-MILLER, Chairman NQV - 3  2006 

,iiZ CORP COMMISSIOEQ WILLIAM A. MUNDELL 
VIIKE GLEASON ~ ~ ~ U ~ € ~ T  CONTROL WSTIN K. MAYES 
3ARRY WONG 

N THE MATTER OF QWEST CORPORATION’S 
4PPLICATION FOR ARBITRATION 
PROCEDURE AND APPROVAL OF 
[NTERCONNECTION AGREEMENTS WITH 
HANDY PAGE AND PURSUANT TO SECTION 
252(B) OF THE COMMUNICATIONS ACT OF 
1934, AS AMENDED BY THE 
rELECOMMUNICATIONS ACT OF 1996, AND 
THE APPLICABLE STATE LAWS. 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

DOCKET NO. T-0 105 1 B-06-0175 
DOCKET NO. T-02556A-06-0175 
DOCKET NO. T-03693A-06-0175 

PROCEDURAL ORDER 

On March 17, 2006, Qwest Corporation (“Qwest”) filed with the Arizona Corporation 

Zommission (“Commission”) an Application for Arbitration Procedure and Approval of 

[nterconnection Agreement pursuant to Section 252(b) of the Communications Act of 1934 as 

mended by the Telecommunications Act of 1996 (the “Act”) for approval of an interconnection 

lgreement between Qwest and each of eleven named wireless and paging carriers’ to implement the 

ruling of the Federal Communications Commission (“FCC”) In the Matter of Developing a UniJied 

lntercarrier Compensation Regime, T-Mobile et al. Petition for Declaratory Ruling Regarding 

lncumbent LEC Wireless Termination Tar@, CC Docket 01-92, FCC 05-42 (Rel. Feb. 24, 2006) 

(“T-Mobile Order”). 

After filing its petition in this docket, Qwest continued negotiations with the eleven named 

non-petitioning carriers, and as a result, entered into interconnection agreements with many of the 

carriers or discovered that interconnection was not possible. Qwest, therefore, moved periodically to 

dismiss each party with which it either executed an agreement or discovered it could not interconnect. 

On May 9, 2006, Qwest filed its Third Amendment to its Application for Arbitration 

Qwest’s Application for Arbitration Procedure and Approval of Interconnection Agreement originally named eleven 
non-petitioning parties: Azcom Paging, Inc.; Smith Bagley, Inc.; Interstate Wireless, Inc. dba Handy Page; Answerphone, 
Inc.; Star Page, Inc.; Glen Canyon Communications, Inc.; Nextel West Corp.; Western Wireless Corporation; Tele-Page, 
Inc.; Westsky Wireless, LLC; and Pac-West Telecomm, Inc. 
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DOCKET NO. T-01051B-06-0175 et al. 

’rocedure and Approval of Interconnection Agreement, Deleting Nextel West Corp. and 

Snswerphone, Inc., stating that “Nextel and Answerphone have discontinued their Type 1 Paging 

acilities in Arizona.” Accordingly, by Procedural Order issued on May 24, 2006, Nextel and 

Snswerphone were dismissed from this proceeding and the caption was amended accordingly. 

On October 20, 2006, the Commission issued Decision No. 68993, resolving the only 

nemaining issue between the sole remaining parties to the docket, Qwest and Handy Page. 

On October 25, 2006, Qwest filed its Motion to Re-Open Arbitration with Respect to 

hswerphone, Inc. Qwest stated that since the dismissal of Answerphone fiom this proceeding, 

‘Qwest has discovered that Answerphone continues to operate as a wireless provider of paging 

iervices, and has continuously been interconnected with Qwest throughout the relevant time periods 

if this proceeding.” 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that Answerphone shall file a response to Qwest’s Motion to 

%e-Open Arbitration with Respect to Answerphone, Inc. no later than November 16, 2006. If 

4nswerphone fails to file a response by November 16, 2006, Qwest’s Motion shall be considered 

yanted and the arbitration for interconnection agreement shall be re-opened. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Arbitrator may rescind, alter, amend, or waive any 

portion of this Procedural Order either by subsequent Procedural Order or by ruling at hearing. 

,*-) 
Dated this ,? day of November, 2006 

maileddelivered 
day of November, 2006 to: 

Norman Curtright 
Qwest Corporation 
20 E. Thomas Rd., 16th Floor 
Phoenix, AZ 85012 

2 

Answerphone Inc. 
ATTN: D. Nady 
1009 W. 16” St. 
Yuma AZ 85364 
SENT CERTIFIED, RETURN RECEIPT 
REQUESTED 
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DOCKET NO. T-0105 1 B-06-0175 et al. 

ierard R. O'Meara 
iUST ROSENFELD 
)ne S .  Church Avenue, #1900 
-ucson, AZ 85701 
ittorneys for Azcom Paging 

jlen Canyon Communications, Inc. 
126 Vista Ave. 
'0 Box 356 
'age AZ 86040 

jandra K. Outlaw, President 
3len Canyon Communications, Inc. 
I380 Redwing 
htioch IL 60002 

"Jorge F. Hutton, Secretary 
ilen Canyon Communications, Inc. 
'0 Box 1403 
'age AZ 86040 

' o h  C. Stallings 
125 Grove Avenue 
'rescott, AZ 86301 
rele-Page, Inc. 

VIelody Markis 
Wayne Markis 
341 W. Fairmont, Ste. 5 
rempe, AZ 85282 
Handy Page 

Michael L. Higgs, Jr. 
Higgs Law Group, LLC 
1028 Brice Rd. 
Rockville MD 20852-1201 
Attorney for Handy Page 

Christopher Kempley, Chief Counsel 
Legal Division 
ARIZONA CORPORATION COMMISSION 
1200 West Washington Street 
Phoenix, AZ 85007 

Ernest G. Johnson, Director 
Utilities Division 
ARIZONA CORPORATION COMMISSION 
1200 West Washington 
Phoenix, AZ 85007 

By: 

Secretary to Amy Bjelland 
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