Legal Department

NANCY B. WHITE
General Attorney

BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.
150 South Monroe Street
Suite 400
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December 18, 1995

Mrs. Blanca S. Bayo

Director, Division of Records and Reporting
Florida Public Service Commission

2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard

Tallahassee, Florida 32399

RE: Docket No. 950985B-TP

Dear Mrs. Bayo:

Enclosed are an original and fifteen copies of BellScuth
Telecommunications, Inc.’s Objections to Metropolitan Fiber
Systems of Florida, Inc.’s First Set of Interrogatories. Please
file these documents in the captioned docket.

A copy of this letter is enclosed. Please mark it to
indicate that the original was filed and return the copy to me.

Copies have been served on the parties shown on the attached
Certificate of Service.

Sincerely,
r\Qantbb \£> uj+ﬁi& &“Aﬂ;)

Nancy B. White

All Parties of Record
A. M. Lombardo

R. G. Beatty

R. D. Lackey

RECEIVED & FILED

RO e -+ — DOCLHENT HUMBER -DATE
SEC Nnm EPSC-BUREAU QE RECORDS

| 2712 RECIBA

WAS —ecsuian
) CQse Ly A RD ST DAL
C\T*{ B o= r?,_n, AR VSN ) ni-; O."T'NG




CERTIFICATE OF S8ERVICE
Docket No. 950985A-TP
Docket No. 950985B-TP
Docket No. 95098SC~TP
Docket No. 950985D-TP

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the foregoing has been

furnished by Federal Express this 18th day of December, 1995 to:

RICHARD H. BRASHEAR JOHN T. MCGLEW
ALLTELL FLORIDA, INC. N.E. FLORIDA TELEPHONE
206 WHITE STREET COMPANY, INC.
LIVE QAK, FL 32060 130 N. 4TH STREET
904-364-2517 MACCLENNY, FL 32063

’ 904-259-2261
F. B. POAG
CENTRAL TELEPHONE COMPANY DANIEL V. GREGORY
OF FLORIDA QUINCY TELEPHONE COMPANY
555 LAKE BORDER DRIVE 107 W. FRANKLIN STREET
APOPKA, FL 32703 QUINCY, FL 32351
407-889-6405 904-875-5214
LAURIE A. MAFFETT JOHN H. VAUGHAN
FRONTIER COMMUNICATIONS OF ST. JOSEPH TELEPHONE AND
THE SOUTH, INC. TELEGRAPH COMPANY
180 SOUTH CLINTON AVENUE 502 5TH STREET
ROCHESTER, NY 14646 PORT ST. JOE, FL 32456
716-777-5125 904-229-7221
BEVERLY Y, MENARD FERRIN SEAY :
GTE FLORIDA, INC. FLORALA TELEPHONE
106 EAST COLLEGE AVENUE COMPANY, INC.
SUITE 1440 522 N. 5TH STREET
TALLAHASSEE, FL 32301 FLORALA, AL 36442
813-224-4825 334-858-3211
A. D. LANIER LYNN B. HALL
GULF TELEPHONE COMPANY VISTA-UNITED
115 W. DREW STREET TELECOMMUNICATIONS
PERRY, FL 32347 P.0. BOX 10180
904-584-0900 LAKE BUENA VISTA, FL 32830

407-827-2210
ROBERT M. POST, JR.

INDIANTOWN TALEPHONE JODIE DONOVAN
SYSTEM, INC. TCG SOUTH FLORIDA
16001 S.W. MARKET STREET 1133 21ST STREET, NW
INDIANTOWN, FL 34956 SUITE 400
407-597-3113 WASHINGTON, DC 20036

202-739-0010




MICHAEL W. TYE

AT&T

101 NORTH MONROE STREET
SUITE 700

TALLAHASSEE, FL 32301
904-425-6360

ROBIN D. DUNSON, ESQ.
1200 PEACHTREE STREET, NE
PROMENADE I, ROOM 4038
ATLANTA, GECRGIA 30309
810-8689

RICHARD D. MELSON
HOPPING GREEN SAM & SMITH
123 S. CALHOUN STREET
TALLAHASSEE, FL 32301
904-222-7500

PATRICK K. WIGGINS

INTERMEDIA COMMUNICATIONS OF
FLORIDA, INC.

WIGGINS & VILLACORTA

501 EAST TENNESSEE STREET, #B

TALLAHASSEE, FL 32308
904-222-1534

FLOYD SELF

MCCAW COMMUNICATIONS

MESSER, VICKERS, CAPARELLO,
MADSEN, LEWIS, GOLDMAN & METZ
215 S§. CALHOUN STREET, #701
TALLAHASSEE, FL 32301
904-222-0720

BOB ELIAS

FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE
COMMISSION

2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD
TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399
904-613-6189

RICHARD M. RINDLER

JAMES C. FALVEY

SWIDLER & BERLIN, CHARTERED
3000 K STREET, NW

SUITE 300

WASHINGTON, DC 20007
202-424-7500

KENNETH A. HOFFMAN, ESQ.
RUTLEDGE, ECENIA, UNDERWOOD,
PURNELL & HOFFMAN

215 SOUTH MONROE STREET
SUITE 420

TALLAHASSEE, FL 32301-1841
904-681-6788

PAUL KOUROUPAS

DIRECTOR, REGULSTORY AFFAIRS
TELEPORT COMM. GROUP INC.
TWO TELEPORT DRIVE

SUITE 300

STATEN ISLAND, NY 10311
718-355-2634

MICHAEL J. HENRY

MCI TELECOMMUNICATIONS CORP.
780 JOHNSON FERRY ROAD
SUITE 700

ATLANTA, GEORGIA 30342
843-6373

PETER M. DUNBAR, ESAQ.
CHARLES W. MURPHY, ESQ.
PENNINGTON & HABEN, P.A.
215 SOUTH MONROE STREET
2ND FLOOR

TALLAHASSEE, FL 32301
904-222-3533

JILL BUTLER

FLORIDA REGULATORY DIRECTOR
TIME WARNER COMMUNICATIONS
2773 RED MAPLE RIDGE
TALLAHASSEE, FL 32301
904-942-1181




LAURA L. WILSON, ESQ. SUE E. WEISKE

CHARLES F. DUDLEY, ESQ. TIME WARNER COMM.
FLORIDA CABLE 160 INVERNESS DRIVE WEST
TELECOMMUNICATTIONS ASSN. ENGLEWQOD, CO 80112
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TALLAHASSEE, FL 32301 \ |
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WILLIAM H. HIGGINS

AT&T WIRELESS SERVICES

SUITE 900

250 S. AUSTRALIAN AVENUE

WEST PALM BEACH, FL 33401
407-655-7447

ANTHONY P. GILLMAN
KIMBERLY CASWELL

GTE FLORIDA, INC.

¢/o RICHARD M. FLETCHER
106 EAST COLLEGE AVENUE
SUITE 1440

TALLAHASSEE, FL 32301
813-228-3087

TIMOTHY DEVINE

MFS COMMUNICATIONS
250 WILLIAMS STREET
SUITE 2200

ATLANTA, GA 30303
404-224-6115

DONALD L. CROSBY
CONTINENTAL CABLEVISION
7800 BELFORT PARKWAY
SUITE 270

JACKSONVILLE, FL 32256
904-731-8810

A. R. SCHLEIDEN

CONTINENTAL FIBER
TECHNOLOGIES D/B/A ALTERNET
4455 BAYMEADOWS ROAD
JACKSONVILLE, FL 32217
904-448-3390

BILL WIGINTON
HYPERION TELECOMM.
BOYCE PLAZA IIT

2570 BOYCE PLAZA ROAD
PITTSBURGH, PA 15241
412-221-1888



BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

In re: Resolution of petition(s)
to establish nondiscriminatory
rates, terms, and conditions for
interconnection invelving local
exchange companies and alternative
local exchange companies pursuant
to Section 364.162, Florida
Statutes

Docket No. 950985B-TP (MFS)

Filed: December 18, 1995
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BELLSOUTH TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC.’S OBJECTIONS TO
METROPOLITAN FIBER SYSTEMS OF FLORIDA, INC.’S
FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES

COMES NOW BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. ("BellSouth" or
"Company"), pursuant to Rules 25-22.034 and 25-22.035, Florida
Administrative Code, and Rules 1.340 and 1.280(b), Florida Rules
of Civil Procedure, hereby submits the following Objections to
Metropolitan Fiber Systems of Florida, Inc. ("MFS") First Set of
Interrogatories to BellSouth.

The Objections stated herein are preliminary in nature and
are made at this time for the purpose of complying with the ten-
day requirement set forth in Order No. PSC-95-1421-PCO-TP issued
by the Florida Public Service Commission (hereinafter the
"Commission") in the abové-referenced docket on November 22,
1995. Should additional grounds for objection be discovered as
BellSouth prepares its Answers to the above-referenced set of
interrogatories, BellSouth reserves the right to supplement,
revise, or modify its objections at the time that it serves its
Answers on MFS. Moreover, should BellSouth determine that a
Protective Order is necessary with respect to any of the material

requested by MFS, BellSouth reserves the right to file a motion
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with the Commission seeking such an order at the time that it
serves its Answers on MFS.
GENERAL OBJECTIONS

BellSouth makes the following General Objections to MFS’s
First Set of Interrogatories which will be incorporated by
reference into BellSouth’s specific responses when its Answers
are served on MFS.

1. BellSouth objects to the interrogatories to the extent
that such interrogatories seek to impose an obligation on
BellSouth to respond on behalf of subsidiaries, affiliates, or
other persons that are not parties to this case on the grounds
that such requests are overly broad, is unduly burdensome,
oppressive, and not permitted by applicable discovery rules.

2. BellSouth has interpreted MFS’s interrogatories to
apply to BellSouth’s regulated intrastate operations in Florida
and will limit its Answers accordingly. To the extent that any
interrogatory is intended to apply to matters other than Florida
intrastate operations subject to the jurisdiction of the
Commission, BellSouth objects to such interrogatory as
irrelevant, overly broad, is unduly burdensome, and oppressive.

3. BellSouth cbjects to each and every interrogatory and
instruction to the extent that such interrogatory or instruction
calls for information which is exempt from discovery by virtue of
the attorney~-client privilege, work product privilege, or other

applicable privilege.

712



4. BellSouth objects to each and every interrogatory
insofar as the request is vague, ambiguous, overly broad,
imprecise, or utilizes terms that are subject to multiple
interpretations but are not properly defined or explained for
purposes of these interrogatories. Any Answers provided by
BellSouth in response to MFS’s ihterrogatories will be provided
subject to, and without waiver of, the foregoing objection.

5. BellSouth objects to each and every interrogatory
insofar as the request is not reascnably calculated to lead to
the discovery of adnmissible evidence and is not relevant to the
subject matter of this action. BellSouth will attempt to note
each instance where this objection applies.

6. BellSouth objects to MFS’s discovery requests insofar
as they seek to impose obligations on BellSouth which exceed the
requirements of the Florida Rules of Civil Procedure or Florida
law.

7. BellSouth objects to providing information to the
extent that such information is already in the public record
before the Florida Public Service Commission.

8. BellSouth objects to each and every interrogatory,
insofar as it is unduly burdensome, expensive, oppressive, or
excessively time consuming as written.

9. BellSouth objects to each and every interrogatory to
the extent that the information requested constitutes "trade
secrets" which are privileged pursuant to Section 90.506, Florida

Statutes. To the extent that MFS’s interrogatories request
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proprietary confidential business information which is not
subject to the "trade secrets" privilege, BellSouth will make
such information available to counsel for MFS pursuant to an
appropriate Protective Agreement, subject to any other general or
specific objections contained herein.

10. BellSouth objects to these interrogatories to the
extent that the number of interrogatories grossly exceeds the
limit of 30, including subparts, imposed by Rule 1.340(a) Florida
Rules of Civil Procedure and Rule 25-22.034, Florida
Administrative Code. MFS has served upon BellSouth over 200
interrogatories, including subparts.

11. BellSouth objects to these interrogatories to the
extent that they seek documents, rather than information, and
are, therefore, not the proper subject for an Interrogatory.

12. BellSouth objects to these interrogatories to the
extent that they week information that is not maintained in the
format requested.

13. BellSouth objects to these interrogatories to the
extent that they seek information in the nature of market
research. BellSouth should not be required to provide to a
competitor information which BellSouth has compiled or which
BellSouth has paid to have compiled and allow a competitor to

have the benefit of such information.
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OBJECTIONS TC SPECIFIC INTERROGATORIES

Subject to, and without waiver of, the foregoing general
objections, BellSouth enters the following specific objections
with respect to MFS’s interrogatories:

Interrpggatory No. 9: Pursuant to the General Objections
stated above, BellSouth specifically objects to this
interrogatory on the grounds that the request is vague, overly
broad, is unduly burdensome, and is not calculated to lead to the
discovery of admissible evidence in that it seeks the last cost
study filed with the Commission, but does not specify for what
servicé. Moreover, BellSouth objects on the basis that the
request seeks highly sensitive competitive business information.

Interrogatory No. 11: Pursuant to the General Objections
stated above, BellSouth specifically objects to this
interrogatory on the grounds that the request seeks specifics
regarding the cost study sought in Interrogatory No. 9.
BellSouth objects on the grounds that the request is vague,
overly broad, is unduly burdensome, is not reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and seeks highly
sensitive competitive business information.

Interrogatory No., 21: Pursuant to the General Objections
stated above, BellSouth specifically objects to this
interrogatory on the grounds that it seeks information pertaining
to Lifeline Telephone Assistance Service, which information is
not relevant to the subject of this docket and is not reasonably

calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.
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Interrogatory No. 24: Pursuant to the General Objections
stated above, BellSouth specifically objects to this
interrogatory on the grounds that the request is not relevant to
the subject of this docket and is not reasonably calculated to
lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.

Interrpogatory No. 25: Pursuant to the General Objections
stated above, BellSouth specifically objects to this
interrogatory on the grounds that the request is not relevant to
the subject of this docket and is not reasonably calculated to
lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.

| Interrogatory No. 26: Pursuant to the General Objections
stated above, BellSouth specifically objects to this
interrogatory on the grounds that the request is not relevant to
the subject of this docket and is not reasonably calculated to
lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.

Interrogatory No. 31: Pursuant to the General Objections
stated above, BellSouth specifically objects to this
interrogatory on the grounds that it seeks information which is

not in the possession, custody, or control of BellSouth.

Interrogatory No. 32: Pursuant to the General Objections

stated above, BellSouth specifically objects to this
interrogatory with respect to directory publishing on the grounds
that it seeks information which is not in the possession, custody
or control of BellSouth.

Interrogatory No. 35: Pursuant to the General Objections

stated above, BellSouth specifically objects to this

-65-

=X
prowach
o




interrogatory on the grounds that the request is not relevant to
the subject of this docket, is unduly burdensome, is oppressive,
is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of
admissible evidence and seeks highly sensitive competitive
business information. Moreover, BellSouth objects on the grounds
that the regquest seeks information that constitutes market
research.

Interrogatory No. 36: Pursuant to the General Objections
stated above, BellSouth specifically objects to this
interrogatory on the grounds that the request is not relevant to
the subject of this docket, is unduly burdensome, is oppressive,
is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of
admissible evidence and seeks highly sensitive competitive
business information. Moreover, BellSouth objects on the grounds
that the request seeks information that constitutes market
research.

Interrogatory No. 37: Pursuant to the General Objections
stated above, BellSocuth specifically objects to this
interrogatory on the grounds that the request is not relevant to
the subject of this docket, is unduly burdensome, is oppressive,
is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of
admissible evidence and seeks highly sensitive competitive
business information. Moreover, BellSouth objects on the grounds
that the request seeks information that constitutes market

research.

ptn W )
17




Interrogatory No. 38: Pursuant to the General Objections
stated above, BellSouth specifically objects to this
interrogatory on the grounds that the request is not relevant to
the subject of this docket, is unduly burdensome, is oppressive,
is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of
admissible evidence and seeks highly sensitive competitive
business information. Moreover, BellSouth objects on the grounds
that the request seeks information that constitutes market
research.

Interrogatory No. 39: Pursuant to the General Objections
stated above, BellSouth specifically objects to this
interrogatory on the grounds that the request is not relevant to
the subject of this docket, is unduly burdensome, is oppressive,
is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of
admissible evidence and seeks highly sensitive competitive
business information. Moreover, BellSouth objects on the grounds
that the request seeks information that constitutes market
research.

Interrogatory No. 40: Pursuant to the General Objections
stated above, BellSouth specifically objects to this
interrogatory on the grounds that the request is not relevant to
the subject of this docket, is unduly burdensome, is oppressive,
is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of
admissible evidence and seeks highly sensitive competitive

business information. Moreover, BellSouth objects on the grounds
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that the request seeks information that constitutes market
research.

Interrogatory No. 40(c): Pursuant to the General Objections
stated above, BellSouth specifically objects to this
interrogatory on the grounds that it is overly broad, unduly
burdensome, and oppressive in that it seeks contracts,
agreements, and guotes, whether or not reduced to writing.
BellSouth enters into a multitude of contracts and agreements,
both concerning Florida operations and its other eight states.
This information is located throughout the nine state region, as
well as at several locations within each state.

Interrogatory No. 41(a): Pursuant to the General Objections
stated above, BellSouth specifically objects to this
interrogatory on the grounds that it is overly broad, unduly
burdensome, and oppressive in that it seeks contracts,
agreements, and gquotes, whether or not reduced to writing.
BellSouth enters into a multitude of contracts and agreements,
both concerning Florida operations and its other eight states.
This information is located throughout the nine state region, as
well as at several locations within each state.

Interrogatory No, 41(d): Pursuant to the General Objections
stated above, BellSouth specifically objects to this
interrogatory on the grounds that it is overly broad, unduly
burdensome, and oppressive in that it seeks contracts,
agreements, and quotes, whether or not reduced to writing.

BellSouth enters into a multitude of contracts and agreements,
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both concerning Florida operations and its other eight states.
This information is located throughout the nine state region, as
well as at several locations within each state.

Interrogatory No. 42(a): Pursuant to the General Objections

stated above, BellSouth specifically objects to this
interrogatory on the grounds that it is overly broad, unduly
burdensome, and oppressive in that it seeks contracts,
agreements, and quotes, whether or not reduced to writing.
BellSouth enters into a multitude of contracts and agreements,
both concerning Florida operations and its other eight states.
This information is located throughout the nine state region, as
well as at several locations within each state.

Interrogatory No. 45(b): Pursuant to the General Objections
stated above, BellSouth specifically objects to this
interrogatory on the grounds that it is overly broad, unduly
burdensome, and oppressive in that it seeks plans or schedules
concerning the replacement of BellSouth’s facilities. Such
documents are maintained in over 15 different locations.
Moreover, BellSouth objects to this interrogatory on the grounds
that the request seeks highly sensitive competitive business
information which BellSouth would be unable to obtain from MFS.

Interrogatory No. 46: Pursuant to the General Objections
stated above, BellSouth specifically objects to this
interrogatory on the grounds that the request seeks information
that constitutes market research and that is not maintained in

the format requested.
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Interrogatory No. 47: Pursuant to the General Objections
stated above, BellSouth specifically objects to this
interrogatory on the grounds that the request is not relevant to
the subject of this docket, is unduly burdensome, is oppressive,
is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of
admissible evidence and seeks highly sensitive competitive
business information.

Interrogatory No. 48: Pursuant to the General Objections

stated above, BellSouth specifically objects to this
interrogatory on the grounds that the request is not relevant to
the subject of this docket, is unduly burdensome, is oppressive,
is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of
admissible evidence and seeks highly sensitive competitive
business information.

Interrogatory No. 49: Pursuant to the General Objections

stated above, BellSouth specifically objects to this
interrogatory on the grounds that it seeks information pertaining
to Lifeline Telephone Assistance Service, which information is
not relevant to the subject of this docket and is not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.
Interrogatory No. 50: Pursuant to the General Objections
stated above, BellSouth specifically objects to this
interrogatory on the grounds that it seeks information pertaining
to Lifeline Telephone Assistance Service, which information is
not relevant to the subject of this docket and is not reasonably

calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.
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Interrogatory No. 51: Pursuant to the General Objections
stated above, BellSouth specifically objects to this
interrogatory on the grounds that it seeks information pertaining
to Lifeline Telephone Assistance Service, which information is
not relevant to the subject of this docket and is not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.

Interrogatory No. 52(b): Pursuant to the General Objections
stated above, BellSouth specifically objects to this
interrogatory on the grounds that the request is not relevant to
the subject of this docket, is unduly burdensome, is oppressive,
is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of
admissible evidence and seeks highly sensitive competitive
business information.

Interrogatory No. 53: Pursuant to the General Objections

stated above, BellSouth specifically objects to this
interrogatory on the grounds that the request is not relevant to -
the subject of this docket, is unduly burdensome, is oppressive,
is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of
admissible evidence and seeks highly sensitive competitive
business information.

Interrogatory No. 55: Pursuant to the General Objections
stated above, BellSouth specifically objects to this
interrogatory on the grounds that the request is not relevant to
the subject.of this docket, is unduly burdensome, is oppressive,
is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of

admissible evidence and seeks highly sensitive competitive
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business information and is not maintained in the format
requested.

Interrogatory No. 58: Pursuant to the General Objections
stated above, BellSouth specifically objects to this
interrogatory on the grounds that the request is not relevant to
the subject of this docket, is unduly burdensome, is oppressive,
is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of
admissible evidence and seeks highly sensitive competitive
business information.

Interrogatory No. 59: Pursuant to the General Objections
stated above, BellSouth specifically objects to this
interrogatory on the grounds that the reguest is not relevant to
the subject of this docket, is unduly burdensome, is oppressive,
is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of
admissible evidence and seeks highly sensitive competitive
business information and is not maintained in the format
requested.

Interrogatory No. 64: Pursuant to the General Objections
stated above, BellSouth specifically objects to this
interrogatory on the grounds that the request is not relevant to
the subject of this docket, is unduly burdensome, is oppressive,
is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of
admissible evidence and seeks highly sensitive competitive
business information.

Interrogatory No. 65: Pursuant to the General Objections

stated above, BellSouth specifically objects to this
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interrogatory on the grounds that the request is not relevant to
the subject of this docket, is unduly burdensome, is oppressive,
is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of
admissible evidence and seeks highly sensitive coﬁpetitive
business information.

Interrogatory No. 69(b): Pursuant to the General Objections
stated above, BellSouth specifically cobjects to this
interrogatory on the grounds that it is overly broad, unduly
burdensome, and oppressive in that it seeks contracts,
agreements, and quotes, whether or not reduced to writing.
BellSouth enters into a multitude of contracts and agreements,
both concerning Florida operations and its other eight states.
This information is located throughout the nine state region, as
well as at several locations within each state.

Interrogatory No. 70: Pursuant to the General Objections
stated above, BellSouth specifically objects to this
interrogatory on the grounds that it seeks information which is
not in the possession, custody, or control of BellSouth.

Interrogatory No. 71: Pursuant to the General Objections

stated above, BellSouth specifically objects to this
interrogatory on the grounds that it is overly broad, unduly
burdensome, and oppressive in that it seeks contracts,
agreements, and quotes, whether or not reduced to writing.
BellSouth enters into a multitude of contracts and agreements,

both concerning Florida operations and its other eight states.




This information is located throughout the nine state region, as
well as at several locations within each state.

Interrogatory No. 74: Pursuant to the General Objections

stated above, BellSouth specifically objects to this
interrogatory on the grounds that the request is not relevant to
the subject of this docket and is not reasonably calculated to

lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.

Interrogatory No. 75: Pursuant to the General Objections
stated above, BellSouth specifically objects to this
interrogatory on the grounds that it is overly broad, unduly
burdensome, and oppressive in that it seeks contracts,
agreements, and quotes, whether or not reduced to writing.
BellSouth enters into a multitude of contracts and agreements,
both concerning Florida operations and its other eight states.
This informaticon is located throughout the nine state region, as
well as at several locations within each state.

Interrpogatory No., 76: Puréuant to the General Objections
stated above, BellScouth specifically objects to this
interrogatory on the grounds that the information sought is not
maintained by BellSouth for the length of time requested.

Interrogatory No. 77: Pursuant to the General Objections

stated above, BellSouth specifically objects to this
interrogatory on the grounds that the request is not relevant to
the subject of this docket and is not reasonably calculated to

lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.

-3

ra

i




Interrogatory No. 78: Pursuant to the General Objections
stated abdve, BellSouth specifically objects to this
interrogatory on the grounds that it seeks information which is
not in the possession, custody, or control of BellSouth.

Interrogatory No. 84: Pursuant to the General Objections

stated above, BellSouth specifically objects to this
interrogatory on the grounds that it is overly broad, unduly
burdensome, and oppressive in that it seeks contracts,
agreements, and quotes, whether or not reduced to writing.
BellSouth enters into a multitude of contracts and agreements,
both concerning Florida operations and its other eight states.
This information is located throughout the nine state region, as
well as at several locations within each state.

Interrogatory No. 87: Pursuant to the General Objections

stated above, BellSouth specifically objects to this
interrogatory on the grounds that it requests Extended Area
Service traffic studies and therefore, the request is overly
broad, unduly burdensome and oppressive. Extended Area Service
traffic studies are voluminous and may be viewed in Atlanta and
Birmingham, the locations at which they are maintained.
Interrogatory No. 89: Pursuant to the General Objections
stated above, BellSouth specifically objects to this
interrogatory on the grounds that it seeks information which is
net in the possession, custody, or centreol of BellSouth.
Interrogatory No. 90: Pursuant to the General Objections

stated above, BellSouth specifically objects to this
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interrogatory on the grounds that it seeks information which is
not in the possession, custody, or control of BellSouth.

Interrogatory No. 91: Pursuant to the General Objections

stated above, BellSouth specifically objects to this
interrogatory on the grounds that the request is not relevant to
the subject of this docket, is unduly burdensome, is oppressive,
is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of
admissible evidence and seeks highly sensitive competitive
business information.

Respectfully submitted this 18th day of December, 1995.

BELLSOUTH TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC.

Qubd . LTty (AL)
ROBERT G. BEATTY i

PHILLIP J. CARVER

c¢/o Nancy Sims

150 South Monroce Street, #400
Tallahassee, Florida 32301

(305) 530-5555
ﬁf.FIDQAAﬁﬁaA_‘ﬁfaLlhﬁ (uﬁds>

R. DOUGLAS-LACKEY i

NANCY B. WHITE

675 West Peachtree St., N.E., #4300
Atlanta, Georgia 30375

(404) 335-0710
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