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BEFORE THE WASHINGTON UTILITIES AND TRANSPORATION 
COMMISSION 

 
 
 
In the Matter of the Petition for Arbitration of an   ) 
Interconnection Agreement Between           ) 
               )   
LEVEL 3 COMMUNICATIONS, LLC.          ) 
               )  DOCKET NO. UT-023043 
and               ) 
               ) 
CENTURYTEL OF WASHINGTON, INC.,          ) 
               ) 
Pursuant to 47 U.S.C. Section 252           )   
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