
Federal Communications Cummission DA 10-1733

r.J!'..~or-r r-I t: "'OPY 0P.1~;;, ~ Before the
~. -_. i~L~ ., ... " ~cderal Communications Commission

Washington, D.C. 20554

In the Matters of )
)

Petition of Intrado Communications of Virginia )
Inc_ Pursuant tQ Section 252(e)(5) cf the )
Communications Act for Preemption of the )
Jorisdicdon of the Virginia State Corporation )
Commission Regarding Arbitration of an )
Interconnection Agreement with Central )
Telephone Company of Virginia and Uniled )
Te]ephone-Southeast, Inc- (coBeclively. Embarq) )

)
Petition of Intrado Communicatioos of Vlrginia )
lnc. Pursuant to Section 252(e)(5) of the )
Communications Act for Preemption of the }
Jurisdiction of Lhe V irgj n ja State Corporation )
Commjssion Regarding Arbitration of an }
lnterconneclion Agreement with Verizon South }
Inc. and Verizon Virginia Inc. (collectively. )
Verizon) )

)

ORDER

we Docket No. 08-33

we Docket No. 08-185

MA'LED

SEP 142010

FCC Mail ~u-I'

Adopted: Seplember 13,2010

By the Chief. WlreHne Competition Bureau:

ReleasOO: September 131 2010

I. On July IS, 2008. lntr-ado Communications of Virginia mc. (Intrndo) filed a petition, pursuant
to section 252(e)(5) of lhe Communications Act of 1934, as amended, I requesting that the Commission
preempt the jurisdiction of the Virginia State Corporation Commission (Virginia Commission) with
respect to the arbitration of an interconnection agreement between Intrado and Velizon South Inc. aod
Verizon Virginja Inc. (~oHectively, Verizon)? On October 16,2008, the Wirdine Competition Bureau
(Buteau) released an order granting Inlrado's petition and preempting the Virginia Commission's
jurisdiction over the IntradoNeri7..on arbitration.J In accordance with that ord.er,lotrado filed a petition

I 47 U.s,C. § 252(e)(5)_

2 See Petition of Tnlrado Communications of Virginia Inc.• we Docket NQ_ 08·18.5 (filed July 18, 20OS), On
Decembe( 9, 2008, the Blll"eau consolidated this proceedlng with an arbitraLion belween lntrado and Embarq (now
CenturyLink) lnvolving substantially similar issues_ See Petition ofintrado Comnumications' of Virginia inc.
Pursuant ro Section 252(eJ(5) o/the Communications ActioI' Preemption. ofthe Jllrisdicliorl oflhe Virginia Suue
Corporation Commission Regarding Arbitration ofan /nrerC011J"l.ecrio1i Agreem~n1 wirh Central Teleplwne Company
a/Virginia and United Tetepfwne-Southeast, bu. (coUectivery, Embarq); Petition of Intr-£UkJ CommUflicatioru of .
Virginia Inc. Pursuant to Section 252(e)(5) ofrhe C,mumurications Act/or Preemption of JUJisdiction of the.
Virginia State Corpomtion Commission Regarding Ar-biJration ofllfl Interconnection Agreement with Veriwtl South
Inc- arld Verizon Virginia Inc. (collectively, Venw7.l), we Dockel Nos. 08-33. 08-)85, Order, 23 FCC Red 11867
(WCB 2(00). The laner proceeding. we Docket No- 08·33, remains pending.

] See Petition of1ntrado Comnu.mications uf Virginia /rI.C. Pursuant to Section 252(e).(5) of the CommunirnJions Act
for Preemption of Ju.risdiction of the Virginia State Corporatw'l Commission ReBarding Arbitration ofan
Interconnection Agreenumt with Ven.um South inc. and Ven'zo/1 Virginia Inc_ (collectively, Verlzon), we Docket
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for arbilralion wilh the Commission on December 15.2008.4 On August 31,2010, Intrado filed a motion
to withdraw its petition for arbitration, explaining that it has negotiated interconnection agreements wilh
Verizon in Virginia that wiU render all issues raised in its petition for arbitration moot::!

2. We grant lntrado's motion to withdraw and dismiss this proceeding wilhout prejudice.6 We
further lenni nate the Commission's jurisdiction Uoder section 252(e)(5) of the Act over the
IntradoNerizon arbitration upon release of this Order.

3. Accordingly. IT IS ORDERED that, pursuant to sections 4(j) and 252 of the Communications
Act of 1934, as amended, 47 U,S.c. §§ 154(j), 252. and sections 0,91,0.291,51.805, and 51.807 of the
Commission's rules, 47 c.P.R. §§ 0.91. 0.291,51.805. and 51.807, lntrado's Motion to Withdraw IS
GRANTED. and this proceeding IS DISMISSED without prejudice, we Docket No. 08-185 is closed.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

Sh~~
Chief
Wireline Competition Bureau

(...oonUlJued from previous page)
No. 08·185, Memomndum Opinion and Order. 23 FCC Red 15008 (WCB 2008) (fnlradoNen'um Preemption
Order)

4 See Petition of lnu-ado Commun.ications of Virg~nia Inc. for Arbitration Purs\lanl W Section 252(b) of ilie
Communications Act of 1934, as Amended. to Establish an Interconnection Agreement with VeDzon Souto Ioc. and
Veri:;r;on VirgiEtia Inc., we Dock.etNo, 08-185 (filed Dec. 1S. 2008).

5 See IotTado Communications of Virginia lnc.'s Motion to Withdraw Petition for Arbitration, we Docket No. 08­
1&5, at 1 (filed Aug. 31. 2010).

6 The Commission has authorized the Chief, Common Carrier Bureau (now Wirdine Competition Bureau) to serve
as the arbitrator in section 252(e)(j) pTl~ceed1ng~. Procedures for Arbitrotion.Y Cond~ted Pursuant to Section
252(e)(5) of rhe Commun ications Act of1934, As Amended, Order, 16 FCC Red 6231. 6233. para, 8 (2001), In the
lntradolVcl'lrpfl Preemption. Order, the Bureau staled that "the Commission retains exclllsive jurisdiction (I'\.'er any
proceeding or maUer over which 1t assumes responsibility under section 252{e)(5)." InrradolVeriZQn Preemption
Order, 23 FCC Red 3.l 1SOW, para. 6,
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