
BEFORE THE 

,Onhi~•:AL 
(B.E COPY 

FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

In tbe matter of 

MFS COMMUNICATIONS COMPANY, 
INC. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Petltioo for AJtritnlion Pursuant 10 ) 
47 U.S.C. § 2S2(b) oflmcrconncetion Rates, ) 
Terms, end Conditions with ) 

) 
SPRINT UNJTED..CENTEL OF ) 
FLORIDA. INC. (abo known as ) 
CENTRAL TELEPHONE COMPANY OF ) 
FLORIDA AND UNlTED TELEPHONE ) 
.;;;.CO.;;..MP~ANY..;;;.....;_O;;...F_FLO..;....;.;;...RJD..;;;._A.:...) --------') 

MFS COMMUNICATIONS COMPANY, INC'S MOTION TO COMPEL DISCOVERY 
AND OPPOSmON TO 

SPIUNT'S MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER 

Pwsuant 10 Rule 25·22.034, Florida Administrttive Codt, and Florida Rule of 

Civil Proeedure 1.380, MFS Communications Company, Inc:. ("MFS") moves for an order 

compelUna Sprint United-Centel of Florida, Inc. ("Sprint") 10 (I) respond 10 MFS's First Set of 

lnterrop!Ories 10 Sprint' ("First IRR"); (2) respond 10 MFS's First Request for Production of 

Documents 10 Sprint and produce the requested documentsl ("First POD") (togethet "discovery 

requests"); end (3) deny Sprint ' 1 Motion for Protective Order, 

1 Auw:hed bneto u cthibit A. 

a Au.cbcd bm:to as exhibit B. 
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Such responses and production of documents are necessary nnd required under the 

rules of discovery. Sprint's responses and production would enable MFS to narrow and clarify 

tbe basic issues, claims, and contentions betwl:en Sprint and MFS and ensure an efficient 

presentation of relevant evidence to the Florida Public Service Commission ("Commission"). 

'lhe rdev~Dt ~ llld argument supporting this motion arc set forth herein below. 

NATQRE OF CASE AND FACI S 

0o July 17, 1996, MFS filed its Petitlo.n to determine rates, terms nnd coDditions for 

int.crconncction md rdatcd mmgements with Sprint puiSUIIDtto § 2S2(b) of the 

Communicatioos Act of 1934,as lmeOdcd by tbe Telecommunications Act of 1996, Pub.L.No. 

104-104 § lOl(a). 110 Stat. 70, to be codtfltd aJ 41 U.S.C. § 2S2(b). 

Oo July 311, 1996, MFS Ja"Ved Sprint with its discovery requests to which responses 

were due within 20 days. Oenetally, thete discovery requests sought the identification and 

production of documems that~ Sprint's contentions and positions regarding, both 

unresolved and unidendficd. issues and documents tbat Sprint intended to rely upon in the 

arbitndion hearina-J Furthermore the dbcoverv requests plainly stated at the outset that: "(t]o the 

extent Sprint has IUIY objection, concern, or need for clarification regarding any of these requests, 

in order that MFS may attempt to provide any necessary clarification or otherwise malc11 

necessary arrangements to Insure prompt and timely c:ompUance with this request." First IRR 1 2 

IDd First POD, l. Wrtb eomplet.e d.iJreaard to thiJ PfOvl.siOft, Sprint filed itt response to MFS's 

cl.iJc:overy requests oo August 12, 1996 ("Response").• Uling identical objectlons. Sprint 

objected to. intenoptorics I, 2, 3, aru! S. Then, using eynct!y the same objections used in its 

1 Please SI::C exhibits A and B for the exact discovery requests. 

• Auacbcd hcmo as exhibit C. 
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JelpOniCilO the intc:rropsoriei Sprim objected to document requests I, 2, 3, 6, and 13.s Lastly, 

Sprint abo requested dial the Commission constroe its objections to MFS's discovery requests as 

a Motion for Protective Order. 

The objcc:tion tbat Sprint states for all of illS responses to MFS 's interrogatories and 

document request~, in relevant part, is as follows: 

(TJhe Comp.nics object lO this intenoptory on grounds that it Is 
waue, O'Jabco.d and ambiguous, l8lld docs not dcsc:ribe the 
doc:urnents lO be ideotifled with the specificity required by the 
Federal and Florida Rules of Civil Prc.c:ed:Jre. As noted in J..!.aimi 
Stet= y. Amc:rifdlll OJific;al Co .. 2 F.R.O. 534, 536 (D.C.N. Y 1942) 
[sic). the description of a doc:umeot that is subject to a discovery 
request must be sufficiently precile lO allow the disc:overee to ao lO 
his or bet files and, without difficulty, pick up the document or 
other item and Ill)': "Here it Is." 2 F.R.D. at 536. This request is 
simillr to the request for "all pcni.nent books and record" that was 
coudcanntd in City ofMieml y . J?Jgrida PubUc; Service 
r,pmmjaion 226 So. 2d 217, 219 (Fla. 1969), and is improper ln 
this c:asc. 

ABGVMENT 

Tbere is nothil)g mystifying or confusing about MFS 's document requests. MFS 

merely seeks lO discover what it is rightfully entitJed lO discover. By identifying and producing 

the documents that suppon its positions and contentions and those documents that it intends to 

rely upon during the arbitration hearing. Sprint would enable MFS to clariJY the basic issues, 

claims. and contentions between Sprint and MFS. No one but Sprint bas the ability to determine 

• lt is patently obvious that Sprint has not objected lO each ofMFS's individual 
doc;lj!IW!IIt requests in good faith, but instead cut and pasted its objcc:t.ioos lO interrogatories onto 
its objcct:ionl to MFS'a doctunent requests. ln to doing, Sprint did not even bother to change the 
lanJUieC in tbe objection lO reflect the fact that it was responding lO a document request and not 
ID interrop!or)•. Consequently the objcc:t.ions lO the document requcsu Jtatc: "[Sprint) object[s) 
lO the fntlrrogfiiOf'Y on the grounds .•• and does not describe the documents lObe Identified . . .• 
" Spri.at abo rcpeatcdly provides erroneous citation for the primary case on whlc:b it relies in 
cacb of Its objections. 
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and identify which documents meet the descripticns contained in the document requests. 

Consequently, Sprint's objections to MFS's discovery requests are groundless. 

L Sprint's Rc)iMg; on United StatM y. Amcricon Qgtjcal eo. 

Spr:illt's reliaDce upon Amc:riGM Optical for each and every one of its objections 

is Oawed. The facts in AmcriGM Qptica! are inapposite to the facts and cimunstances involved 

in this discovery dispute. First. in American Qptical the coun o.nly considm:d a Rule 34 

®omncnt request (not interrogatories) that was made, and consequently denied, a:fter the trial hgd 

Zmm and after the party seeklna discovery had rdready bad a chance to prepare for trial. The 

court staled that .. (IJt seems clear that [the party seeking discovery] may not prepare for trial 

ap.in, aftc.r l-avina such opportunities to avail iuelf to all of the pre-trial weapons in tl1e 

proccdW'IllllltDail furniJhcd to it by the new Fedcnll Rules of Procedure." United States y. 

AmeriSM <4Jdql Co .. 2 F.R.D. 534, S36 (S.O.N.Y. 1942). 

Clearly MFS's comcsted discovery WM served well in advance of any trial or 

bearina to rao.lvc this matter. In fact these are the first request.s for discovery served by MFS on 

Sprint and were served on Sprint within two weeks ofMFS filing its petition. 

Alilotber case involvina a discovery dispute, relying on American Optical. upheld 

the requirement of Rule 346 that the documents sought must be specifically designated. lllll.l.G!;l 

SWcs y. Nlljonal' Stcc;l Cmp., 26 F.R.D. 607 (1960 S.D. Tex.). This case, bowev.er, more fully 

explained that the panicularity or preciseness of designation required by Rule 34 depends on the 

circ!lmstances of each case. Tbe case delineates two views on the spec.iticity requiired under Rule 

1 This case was decided before the "reasonable panicularity" standard was 
effectuated i.n llule 34. 
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34: (1) the liberal view requiring the adequate designation of categories and (2) the stringent 

(American OJXic;al> view requiring a more specific designation. The court in Natlona) Steel beld 

that in order for a party seeking 10 diJcov~ particular documents by use of Rule 34 he or she 

must reson 10 Rule 33 in order to discov~ through interrogatories the identity of the relevant 

documenll. 1biJ <lcruion clevly rcj~?Ctl Sprint's n:litm" upon Alncrican OJ!t!cal in objecting 

10 MFS's ia1erroptories. If Any:rlgm Opdql is still applicable at all today, 11 is only applicable 

10 requests for productioo of documents. Otherwise, MFS would be required desi&nate each 

particular piece of paper tbat it desires, which presupposes an accurate knowledge of such papers, 

which MFS does not and could not have. 

Jn,a more recent cue decided by the United States District Court for the Southern 

Dislriet of Florida, a court denied a Motion for Proll ctive Ord~ holding tbat a request for 

production of"alll recotds, :harts, recorda, correspondence, memoranda, etc. pertAining 10 [two 

parties)" wa sufficient 10 meet the "'reuooable particularity" standard "at that staae of discovery 

(pre-aial)." Taylor y FloridA Atlantic Unjy .. 132 F .R.D. 304, 305 (1990 S.D. Fla.). 

b. Bcroneble Partiptladty 

All Sprint's objections Stale that "[t]bls request is similar to the request for 'all 

pertinent boob and rec:otds' that wu condemned in City oj Miwj y. Florida Public Service 

C.qpmjaiM. 2U So. 2d 217, 219 (Fla. 1969), and is improper in this case." Sprint failed to 

swe two impo11111t facts. First, tbe dispule in the ref~ we again only Involved a 

c!onmeot productioo and 1101 inten'OptOries. Secood. the cue required "that the documents and 

piped [be) IIP"'ified with reasonable pertleularity." ld. at 217. 

MFS submits tha1 none of its in1moptories or document reqUCIIS is similar 10 a 

requctt for "all perti.oel:lt boob and recorda"- but rather describes the documents that it seeks to 
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have Sprint identifY ADd/or produce with reasonable particularity. Generally, MFS's requests 

seek to have Sprint identify end produce those documents which suppon its contentions and 

positions with respect to various issues. For Sprint to maintain that the requests do not describe 

the documents to be identifi.ed and/or produced is preposterous. After all, at this stage of 

discovery no one is in a better position to determine what documents that Sprint is going to rely 

upon to suppon its positions than Sprint. It is bard to imagine bow MFS would team the identity 

of the relevant docwnents if not from Sprint tbrougb discovery. It is obvious that Sprint, through 

its groUDdless objections, seeks to delay and hinder MFS's discovery for no good reason. 

Lastly, with regard to Sprint's reliance on Cjtv ofMjamj y, Florida Public 

Service Comrpjwon. In that case, as in AIDeriCM ~cal. the dispute was over a document 

request IIOd not interrogatories. Consequently, insofar as Sprint cites this case to suppon its 

objection to MFS's intetrogatorics it is unjustified. 

c. Sprint•s Motion for a Protective Order 

The patty moving for a Protective Order bas the burden of showing that it is 

entitled to this order. Sprint bas clearly failed to make this required showing here and 

consequently its Motion for Protective order should be denied by th.e Commi.;sion .. 

For these reasons, MFS asks the Corrunission to order Sprint to (I ) provide 

responses to all ofMFS's First Set of Interrogatories to Sprint within ten (10) days of the 

Commission's order; (2) provide responses to MFS's First Request for Production of Documents 

within ten ( I 0) days, and produce responsive documents for inspection and copying within 

fifteen (15) days of the Commission's order, and (3) deny Sprint's Motion for Protective Order; 
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MPS respectfully requests a hearing on this matter. 

Dated: August 19, 1996 

COSftlO. !I 

-7. 

Respectfully submitted, 

ti&l~ 
Andrew D. Lipman 
Rus~U M. Blau 
MlcbaelD.Brc:cn 
SWIDLER &. BERLIN, Cbartm:d 
3000 K Street, N. W., Suite 300 
Washington, D.C. 20007 
(202) 424-7500 (Tel.) 
(202) 424-7657 (Fax) 

Attorneys for MFS COMMUNICATIONS 
COMPANY, INC. 



• ;:ile SlilllD ana Returr. 

BEFORE THE 
FLORIDA PUBIJC SERVICE CO~USSN; 

1a ae: Peddca b1 MIS Coatmm ••• 
C..J!MJ, IDe. tor aa l*zaduu or c:enaiD 
..... _. ..., M ola '*" aed 
... zm wMil Spriat tlrdtecU"mtee or 
Plal1da. IDe. cwceaab:a& IDCa• Oilteettlon 
ad l'tlllll _... tbe Tell c c uL •Mww 
ActtiUM 

) 

) Docket MS~EPORTING 
) 
) Deed: Auust 1, 1996 
) 
) 
) 

MIS COMMUNJCA110NS COMPANY, INC.'S 
NO'I1CE OF SERVICE OF ITS FIRST SET OF 

JNDIIOOA'OOI!P8 m SPRINT 1'1NITIID£PHI'E· Ol DDBIDA. INC. 

c'""•l. berdly fDIIIDl~erW:S Nodce datil bu acrved its Flnt Set oflula'roproriea to 

Sprial Unl!ecU"'ciftl of Florida, IDe. on 1. Jdl'tey Wahka. Esquire and Jotm P. Pons, 

Plodda 32302 by OYerDipt dc!ivay dda 31st day ot July, 1996. 

r.z.::· ·' ....... ... . .. .. .. 

- . 
' 

Rcapecttully submiaed. 

RDsse1l M. Blau 
Law1ewe R. Freedman 
SWIDLER &: BERLIN. Cbartered 
3000 K Street. N. W., SuiiC 300 
WuhJDaton. D.C . 20007·S116 
(202) 424-7500 (Td.) 
(20l) 424-764S (Pax) 

Attorncya for MPS COMMUNICATIONS 
COMPANY, INC. 



BEFORE THE 
FLORIDA PUBUC SERVICE COMMISSION 

lD Re: ....... bJ MPS c I ucnJA ....... 
CciiDpny, lat. far arbtiladuu or c:auJD 
.._ ... cmC'I!•wola 1*1»11-t ...-1 ' willa Sprt.t U""eM"entd ol 
....... &c.~ ......... ........ 
1111111 nail ..... tile T 'I = 1 sL ••• 
Actol19M 

) 
) Docket No. 960833-TP 
) 
) o.ted: Aupstl, 1996 
) 
) 
) 

MJS COMMUNICATIONS COMPANY,INC.'S FIRST SET OF 
INT£1180GAmJI'E8 m SPRINT I!N!'I'BJH"'EN'J. OF FLQBIDA. INC. 

COMIS NOW, MFS Commnnic:ati0111 Company, IDe. (•MFS•), and propounda the 

followml hetoplbilei t.o Spdm UJiiled.Oad of Florida,lnc. (•Sprim•). Punuaut10 

Rille 1.340, Florida Rulca of Civil Procedure, MFS bereby serves iu F'!m Set of 

Lanopwrlei (Nos. 1 t.o 7) 10 Sprim. l'bcle ixllaTopr.oriea shall be answered under oath by 

you or your qctll wbo Is qual1&d 10 amwer, wid1 aid answers beiDa seriCd on counsel for 

MFS witbln twally (20) daya or receipt or tbia request. 

INSIRUC'IlONS 

1. Pro•ido tbe name, addrcu, and n:lltionship 10 Sprim of each person provkliD& 

IDIWUI t.o tbe followina imaToplorica and ideuify which question each person answered. 

2. To the ex~ tbe Sprim baa any objccdon. concern, or need for c.larif'atlon 

n:prding Ill)' ofdlae requcm, Sprim Is bereby requested to conw:t counsel for MFS 

'mrned'•rrly, 1111 prior 10 tbe date for a espouse for this request. in order thal MFS may 



• 

llllempllO provide any necesmy cJari6c:adon or odlerwise make any nccnury arrangemeus 

lO iDsure prompt and timely complia.oce wilh this request. 

DBf1NillONS 

1. •you•, "Your", or •Sprtut• u UICid berein means SpriDI Unbed-Cemd of 

florida. 1&., its pr.ac and former of'6cc:ra, directors, employees, aaenu. represenwives, 

amu..,, lllblidJariel, pvaa, and all brmdles, depanmc:ua. or divisions thereof, and all 

ocbcr pa10111 or t"''lea ac.tiQa wilh. for or on bcba1t of Sprint and iDch"'cs consuiii.DU, 

advllon, IIIIIDile)i, and 1M pcM""' COIIIr'ICU)f1, put or prCICill, or any penon or C1ldty 

~Cdr~~ iD a ,.,.,,.., or advisory capac lry. 

1. YPS u 1Jied bereiD rra111 MPS '~''*''"'* tdnos Compnry. lac.. ita ptCM:Ill 

1111 former ofllceaa, dlrcculra, c:mployece, qcma, rcpre•u••rives, •'"!!""• sublid.iaries, 

.-eaa. 11111 all braada, cicplnmalb, or diviliona cbereor. and all otbcr pcnona or ~ltitl 

ICdrll widl. for or oa bcbllf ofMPS 11111 brlncSa corwuham, ldvisora. IUOI'Deyl. and 

il)ic JlC Menr CCdlw:aca, put or prCICill, or any pa100 or cmity ICdzla in a COftll•ldog or 

ldviloiJ , ... iry. 

3. • Am" and "or• u Uled bcrcin arc 1c:rm1 of Inclusion 11111 DOC exdullon. and 

lball be COGIUM cidler dlsjuDr::dvely or c:oqjuDcdvely u DCCCSS'ry to briDg within the scope 

of die lanopiDly any I'CipOdle lhat mJabl otbcr:wilc be c:oasttucc1 to be ouuld.e Its scope. 

4. "Pedduu" u Uled bcrcin me~~~~ MPS'a Petldoa for Altrilradon PuliUIDl to 47 

U.S.C. Se 1kli12$.'.(b) of lurt:t• c•MM• r!nn Rara, Terms 11111 Cood.ltions with Sprint filed on 

July 17, 1996 wtda die florida PubUc Service CommisaioD. 

2 
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S. •Cowprebeuiive l.olm:.ouDcction Ag:remv:ax• u UJCd betein means the 

propoeed CWipic:bt:iaiM: inla'cQnnccrioa agreerocm scm by MFS 10 Sprim on July 3, 1996 and 

IUICbcd 10 tbe Petition U Bxhlbit C. 

6. •uaraolved Issues• u used henrln means unresolved issue$ set fonh in the 

Pcddon, hrb"'IDI pbyslcaJ b:uiwanccuon. information aervtces uatrlc. DIDOber resoun:ea 

ma,. FE 14J. rapm snlwm1Dw IDd JDCCt-poim bill.iDat tedpttcal tomp':MI'i<m 

Ill'"'* "<'•¥. pric:cl for unhmtllcd loopl, tmhmct1ed liz*l, &ad sripJiettd ~clause~ 

7. •unH •lllcd Uaraolved ~uues• u used berein means any issue in addition 10 

the UaraoJved Iuues wblcb SpriDl believes ia WIJ'eSOlved. 

1. v '''1 all dtt> • '*''' tbal support your podioa with 1espcct to e:dl 

Umaolved laue IDd each UDHI •lficd Ua:raoJved 1a1 e. 

2. ldeudt) any COlt aud.lea dill support your podtion with respect 10 each 

Unraolved Iuue IDd each U!Udemifkd Unn:aolved Issue. 

3. ldcuify any COil audJes dill support any comcntion you immS to raise in 

opposldoo to me CooiptebeuiiYe bmwmo doa Apu:ment. 

4. Deec:ribe tbe ltqJI, if any, you have lakm to comply With the Uabmxhing Order 

IDd me IJ:mcoom •loa Order {U IUCh tenDs are defined in the Petition). 

S. Jdeudfy all dmmrnts dill you IDICDd to introduce or otherwise rely on in the 

~ beariJ:1a on chia maaer. 

6. ldcuify any i.alacoiJIIeoCtion agree IDI 1111 you bave readied with alternative local 

Cli ht& • . curien. 

3 
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7. To the exttlll tbat you are nqotiating, but have not finaliz.ed , agreemenu with 

Dlled: July ;a:. 1996 

• 

~0r= 6fb ) 
PnNM'IJ M . Bllu 
l..awrcuce R. Freedman 

. :1WJI)LJ3ll & BER.UN. Cbua;:aed 
1000 K Street. N. W., Suite 300 
Wllbblpm, D.C. 20007-S116 
(2.02) 42.4-7~ (Tel.) 
(2.02) 42A-764S (Fax) 

Aauite)'1 for MFS COMMUNICATIONS 
COMPANY. INC. 
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CEllTIFICA TE OF SERVICE 

l bcrcby certify dw on this 31st day or July, 1996. a copy of MFS Comnnmie~tions 
CwlpiDy,lDc.'s Nodce ot Service for Ia F1m Set of lurcrropu>rics lDd Its Fim Set of 
hauopiUia 10 Sprim Uobcd-Ceord of Florida. lDc .. wu served via federal Expn:u (nexx 
day ddivay) 10 J. Jdrrey Wllllcr, Esq. lDd Jolm P. fons, Esq. , Mcfarlane. Ausley, 
Fcqulaa. ~MaBea. z:n Soum C•Dwm Stteet. T a!lahu;ce , Florida 32302. and ~ics 
were .enas oa diD followiDa: 

Scoa fArreed•, Esq. 
Slaffewz-1 
Florida Public Scnice Commlu\on 
2540 $bmnerd Oak Blvd. 
TaDabepee, FL 32399-0SSO 

Lawte&a R. Freedwm 
La) 
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file £tamp aoo Return 

BEFORE THE 

fWRmAftmUCSIR~CE~O~~!' 
Ia Re: ,..._ bJ MPS C '"elc••lcw ) 
C '''IM),IDc. for aWbMdw of c:auiD ) [)ocket No ~TP .._ad g• •'o- of a IN"ffOId ) ): RECORDS/REPORTING 
• m wt111 s,rtm Valle d C 1 I of ) JWed· AUIIJil 1, 1996 
l'lllllda. lac. c..- I 1 lat.-c • e :doll ) 
ad r-.. ...... die T1' ' elhre ) 
Adof!JM ) 

MJS COMMUNICATIONS COMPANY,JNC.'S NOTICE OF 
SillVICE OP rrs FJRS'l' JlBQtJEST JOil PRODvcnoN 

or DOCIIM!'Nili m SPRINT 11NtiJ3'K'EN'I'I oF FLQBIDA. INC. 

COUIIICI, bcnOy ftlelllld ICrWa Nodcc tbat It biiiCI'ved 111 Flllt Request for Production of 

Dr•' '*'" 1D Sprial Uallecl-Ctael of Florida, I&. 011J. Jeffrey Wllhlco. Elqu.lre I.Dil Joba P. 

Peal,~. McPadiDc, Aullcy, Fezoauson A: McMniJen, 1:1.7 Soulb C•lhnlm Street, 

TaDabe e. Plartda 32302 by ow:mJahl delivery lhia 31st day or July, 1996 . 

. t/ 
,. - ·--- ­. -.. ~ -. ·. . ADdrew D. Lipman 

Ruuel1 M. B.lau 
Lawtwr:e R. Frerdm•n 
SWIDI.:£R &. BERLIN, Chartered 
3000 K Street. N. W., Suite 300 
Waahlnama. D.C. 20007-!5116 
Q02) 42.4-7500 (fd.) 
(202) 42.4-764!5 (Fax) 

AsloJIIC)'I for MFS COMMUNICATIONS 
c:m.IPANY, INC. 
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BEFORE THE 
noRIDA PUBUC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Ia Jlc ....... bJ MJ& C 'uh lfhPII 
C 5 ,, IIIC. IGraWb-..alcatllba 
...__.,. M JalljWtioeed 
..... 

2 wtlll Sprt.t u ., l}t=enftl of 
n." • IIIC. , I.._ zct'ao 
............... Tzhc Ler"n 
AdaiiJM 

) 
) Dockec No. HCII38-TP 
) 
) Daud: Aupst 1, 1.996 
) 
) 
) 

MIS COMMUNICA'nONS COMPANY, INC.'S FIRST 
JIIIIQ(JIST POll PROD1JC'I10N OF DOCUMENTS TO 

IPRINTI1N!]1!!H INJ4BI, O!'FLQBIDA.JNC. 

followilll Rllfille&a for prcdlttlr-• of doc • ,, • •• • to SpriDl Uu.ilecS.ceaa:l of Plorida. IDe. 

('Sprial~. Jl'b'F ,,. to RuJea 2,5.22.034 mll,S.2l.035(3), Florida A.dminiJtmive Code, ml 

Rale 1.340, Florida Ru1a ofCivU Proc:cdurc, MFS br::reby submiu its FU1t Request for 

ProctrnloD of Don!I!IC!!!J to Sprlut (Nos. 1 to 13). 

MPS rcqucaa lhal the docnmcmrs soup below be produced for inspec:Uon and copyiDa 
ll the oftk:e ofMFS C«mniDirltioaa Compauy, Inc., 6 Concowx Patkway, Suite 2100, 

JNmJJC]]ONS 

I . To die cmur die Sprilll bu aay objecdoa. coocem. or need for cl&rifiC&tion 

reprdiDa aay ofdlele &equesu, Sprlm is~ requested to comct counsel for MFS 



immediardy, IDd prior 10 die dale for response for this request, in order that MFS may 

'""'"P 10 provide any M"""'Y c:Jarificadoo or otberwiso make any nece111ry a.rran;ancms 

10 iDsute PIOIIIPl IDd timely complim:e with this request. 

2. If ID objecdoo b IDidc 10 any request CODII.i.ocd herein. for each hem or 

talqOi y objec:led 10: 

a. St.- die lpO[ ific pound fOf' each objec:tion; 

b. lde:adty ach such cb ill!«< by giviJia its dale, die name of each IUUor 

(ml eiiCb recipiall, if 4itrm:al), IDd by liviD& any adler information nc:ttsnry 

t1) ideuify such do ¥11" " or pan tbereof: IDd 

c. PnMde 1 dea:a lpdooD of die IUbjec:c maaer of each doc:urnmt or item. 

3. If I leqDCil Ia Dillie for die prodDci Joo of doomym which m: DO lonpr in 

your ponaaloa, CUI1Ddy or c:oattol, .we wbeD IUCh don'"'""' were most recently in your 

pclttenloa, allllldy or c:oattol, wbat dilpocilioo you made of diem. the penon c:urrenLiy In 

Jleltle"ion. allliDdy or c:oa:rol of such f1oonnems, a die idcmity of any persons or 

doo'"'Mitl aefened 10 In die c.tOC''"'MI' or IC11t 1 copy of die document or doc:umeniS. If the 

do ""*'h line been desao1"'4. ldmdty die penon wbo daUoycd die dOC''mt1'!1S and die 

penon wbo clirec:r.ed that die doo'"'Mitl be daUoycd, swe when they wen: dellroyed, and the 

reuoas for die deslnacdon. 

4 . lfdae:re are DO doomym In existenc:c. tba1 are requcs~ in 1 particular 

peraarapb of lhia RQUeSt. your respoiiiC muat Include 1 l1ltM!lCDt to that etfec:t. 
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PEFJNIJlONS 

1. "Dra•••cor• u wed bcrein nam any primed. wriuen. typed. recorded. 

ttmiCribecl, aped, pbocopaphk: or grapbk maucr, ho~cr produced or reproduced, 

inchwtq but DOt limited to: any leaer. coc•espcnxt,... c or C('I1!1Dl!llradon oC any son; film. 

prim or neptlw or pbotoarapb: IOUDd n:c:ordina. video n:c:ordlng: noce. noW!oolc, diary, 

calrndv, '''if'''", IDIIitN"nclmn, cowu, apeemeu or ameodmcm lbereto; ~'- telegram. 

cable: Slllh"*"Y· report or record oftclcpboDe coaversuion. penonal converw:ioo. 

dltn11sioa. hanlew, IMC'"'I· c:oa!cn:....,, iJ:m:sription. netOdadon. act or ac:Uvity; 

pcC'jecma. work J11111U or draft; • • *''"''" oarpac or iDpul. dala compilation., dala pro:euJna 

c:ard ad all elcal'*!k •lty or elec:aiM!•prrically aored dala from which lnformadon c:an be 

otca!mtl cllbcr ciJnc:dy or by trme"tion dJroaP deWrinn dcvic:el. readers, CClll?"" 

pkopawi, or- decaoulc: iaden.l, ad tbc doc:cm *""'iml ncc:eal8ry and auftlcieDl to ICCell tbc 

cilia ad to ~ tbc dala iiiiD a reedaNe ft~ opinion or report of consulcam; request. 

order. hsYoice or bill of lldJDa: malym, dllpun. m~p, index, skeccb. drawin&, plan. chan, 

mmt!JI , btoc:lme. pempbkf. ad¥elli"''lk .. c:ircular, DCWipiPCr or maprine clipping, press 

rdeuc. ru:eipt. journal, Jcdau. srncdu 1e, bill or voucber; financ:ial sauemrm. mr.c:mem of 

ea:• euw t.Dk .......-111M!!, c:bect book, sn&bl or teals=. c:aucelcd c:bect. deposit sl.ip, char&e 

lllp, requiJidoa. rue. ICUdy, &J'IPh, '"'"" etjm; and any and all other wr11iDaJ and n:c:ordingl 

of wbalner llllllrt, wbecber liped or unsill""d or IJ'IDICribed. "Do"'mc:m' abo means 

(a) tbc orlaiDal &Deller- any ,y,.,.. !raJ ori&fDaJ or copy i.nc:Jud.lna lboec: with any marginal 

DOlle or"*"'*" .. or abowiDa aMttlot.ls, deledocll or JUbstitutlons: (b) drafts; (c) IIIVhmc:all 

10 or ar,._.. wtlb 1DJ cl«•' '*'•: Uld (d) every do+ ••••• "' tefetted to iD aay other 
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doon•w:ot. 

2. "You•, •your•, or "Sprint• as used bcrein means Sprint United-Centel of 

Florida, Inc., iu prCielllllll1 former officers, diJectora, employees, agentS. repracnwives. 

aftili•ra, subddiaric:s, paraa, 11111 all brm::bcs. dcputmems. or divisions thereof, IDd all 

ocbcr pcnoas or endtiet ICdDa wllh. for or on beha1t of Sprint 11111 includes consultams. 

advilors, IIIIOiile)'l, 11111 fn.1cpeideot COIIIIICtOrl, pul or prucut. or 1ay penon or emity 

ICiiziC iD 1 CW!K!'dn& or adviaory capeclry. 

3. MPS u ued berdn meaDS MPS QMIM'PIIIict!lons Company, Inc .. ita prescn! 

IIIII fonDa' omcaa. d.ileciOII, employees, qaa, •• • ••tfvca .. afftUttt', subaidlariea, 

t*leuti, llld all bcacbea, depulmela, or dlvilioollbeftof, 11111 all otbcr pera001 or eDlilica 

acdDc wldl, far 01' ae beba1f of MPS aod la:luda ...,.,.,Jsaru, ldvisorl, aamueya, 11111 

iJI':kJ'CiO 'f CCOlkiOrl, pul or prciCDl, or Ill)' penon or euUry aaDJa in I consuhhiJ or 

.tYiaory caper::ily. 

4. "Aad"llld •or• u used berdn are cenns of iDc.lusion aod not eu:lwloo. IDd 

sbiJl be COiiiUued ~ diljww::tively or c:oa;juucdvdy u orcesury to brina withln tbc scope 

of tbe do iii iN request Ill)' docurnenr tbat milbl ocbl:nrise be CODSilUCd to be outaide liS 

ICOpe. 

S. •P«iduu• u uaed berdn mcam MPS'a Peddon for Arblttatian PuriiWil co 47 

U.S.C. S«:doo 2.52(b) oflalltlec"'l«tioa Rata, Termallll1 Condidons with Sprint tucd on 

July 17, 1996 wida die Florida Publk Service Commiuion. 

6. "Compada:oaive Ioa=twnoeaien Aat«> ucus• u used bercln meaDS tbc 

pc~ CXiiipiebemhe b:trwwnie:lloa lllf"''i' aeut by MFS co Sprim oo. July 3, 19961Dd 
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•mrhed co tbc PeWion as Exhibit C. 

7. "Uaresolved Issues" as used bcmn lDC&IIS unresolved Issues set fonb in the 

Peririnn, inchxlina ptrysicallmaconncction, information services ttaflic, llWDber resoun::es 

UJ!In& I h , tandem sub«mdina and mcet-poiat bU1.iJ:Ia, rccip10c:al CCIIDp!DSitiOD 

un•c 1• •b, prices for uobmxl'rd loopl, unbmxlltd Links, interim DUmber portability, 

stiptl•red d ..... .,. clause. 

8. ·uDk'eDrific:d Uaresolved 1s1ue1· u used herein means IllY issue, in addition co 

tbe Umaolved luua, wbich SpriDl belieYet il umaolved. 

RfDUFSIS FOR PBOWJCDON 

You are hereby J:CICII*IIrd co produce tbe followioa doc:umc:m: 

1. AD do-""*'" ldalr:ifled in r ..-co MFS'a First Set of Imerroplories. 

2. AD cb " " C'h tblt auppon Spriut'a podtioD on ea.c:b Umaolved Iaaue and each 

Unit •ifled Uraaolwd lime. 

3. AU coat aoxllea whlch c:oncem or relate co each Unresolved Issue and eacb 

UnJdenrifled UDR~C~lved Jaauc, iDcJudina eac:b cost 11Udy you inteDd to rely upon in oppo$llion 

co tbc Cowpu:bewlvc lDierc:omcdion Aarc< ""'"' 

4. AU "'-'' '* "• reflccrina loop priccl tor otr·prcmise Ceulrex lerVices. 

'· AD coat IOidlea tblt Sprint provided co tbc Florida Public: Service Commilllon 

01' Ill)' odc:r a. qea:y co IUppOCt lu Cem:rex pric:a. 

6. AD doemntotl you IDiald co iDttOduc:e or odletwise rely on in tbc ubi!J1Jion 

Iarina 00 tbia IDIIIU. 

s 
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7. Copies of IDY ~on agreemenrs. whether partial or comprehensive, 

wilhiD)' oche:r a1lenJWve local exch•nae cauiers or celephonc comp~nies . rcgardin& 

inlaconnecdon In tbc Swe of Aorlda or ellcwbere. 

8. IJIIIIInlll amor&Dda IDd coucspondence reprd.lDa Sprint's ncgotia.tions wilh 

lfl! all.enlldve local ,..,..., .. c:micr In Florida otbcr t.baD MFS for an lnten:oliDCClion 

att"• • or apa•a• • 

9. "*mel memotaDdll or cauespoudcox reprd.lDa tbc tecbnlc:al feasibility for 

unhmciJ .. 01' UJY 10 ,,,,;. '' CCI"f'IA rcladDa to ttnt.mdJcd loops. 

10. A1l,y tari1f provisiaaa dw SpriDt rel.lca on to auert tbc availability or IDY 

11. 

CI'G1"ilnce wilb the U!!bomctlq Order IDd tbc lmm:om:lecdon Order (u such tenn1 are 

M•ed iD tbc hddao). 

12. IDicrnal Memoranda or conespolll:lence reOecting or concemiog Sprint' s policy 

reprdina inlt:ammo tkm wid! a1la'Didve local u chlnv carriers. 

6 



' 

13. Aay otber docu!DM!t which suppous any conu:Dtion. response. or allegation 

which Sprint may maR in respoDSC or oppodtion 10 tbe Petition or any position a.dvocw:d by 

Dared: July 31 ' 1996 

7 

RuaeU M. Blau 
Lawrence R. freedm•n 
SWIDLER & BElUJN, Cbane:ed 
3000 K Street. N .W .• ~ 300 
Wllhizllcon, D.C. 20007-.5116 
(202) 424-7.500 (Tel.) 
(202) 424-764.5 (Fax) 

AUomeya for MPS COMMUNlCA TIONS 
COMPANY. INC. 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I bereby ccnify dJat oo dlia 3lat day of 1\lly, 1996, a copy of MFS Crunmunicatioc.s 
041CGY. IDe.'• Nodce of Service for ill Ftrst R.eqlacat for Production ofi)V'!nnem llld its 
Firat Peqnesr for Pre i'• t!.oa o!DcxW!• 111 to Sprillt U~l of Florida. Inc., wu 
ICmld via Fedaa1 Elpaa (tal day delivery) to J . Jeffrey Wahlen. Esq. ud John P. Fons, 
Elq., Mcfarta:s, Aalley, Ferp:ib A McMulJCD. 227 South Ctlbcw.m Street. T•llahusee, 
F1arida 32302. IIIII c:opia were teneel OD dll: followiDr: 

Scau &ln•..t•. Elq. 
SlldfO'gwe! 

2540 $hpnnl Oak Blvd. 
M•t.e t , PL 32399-4850 

ll 

I _ t='.,.oq_I.MA.I') ~) 
Lawteuce R.. F1ecdman 
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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COHHISSION 

In the matter of 

MPS COt9COlfiCATIONS COMPANY, 
INC. 

l 
l 
l 
l 
l 

Petition for Arbitration l 
Purauant to 47 u.s .c. S 252 (bl l 
of Interconnection R&tea, l 
TeX'IU, and Condition. with l 

SPRINT ONlTED-CENTEL OF 
FLORIDA, INC . (alao lcnown aa 
CENTRAL TELEPHONE COMPANY OF 
FLORIDA AND UNITED TBLBPHONE 
COHPANY OP FLORIDA) 

l 
l 
l 
l 
l 
) _____________ ) 

DOCKET NO. 960838-TP 
Piled: August 12, 1996 

CD'l'JtAL 'l'ZLDJIOIIQ COIG'iUJY OJ' I'LORmA AND 
Ulllf&D 'l'ZLDJIOD COla UI'Y OJ' PLoRIDA' S 

OBJZC'l'l:OWS TO Ill'' ' 8 J'I:lB'\' Sft 
OJ' lJifCRP()IATORIU UID I'IllBT UQ'!JKBT TO PJtODUCJ! ' 

OBDQ. 

United Telephone Company o f Florida ( • sprint/United•) and 

Central Telephone COCDpany of Florida ( "Sprint/Centel• i (collective­
ly •sprint• o r the "Companies•), pursuant to Rule 25-22.034, 
Florida Administrative Code, Florida Rule of Civil Procedure 1. 3 50 , 

and Order No. PSC-96- 0964-PCO-TP, i saued on July 26, 1996, hereby 

submit the following Objections and Motion for Protective Order 
with respect to MFS Communications Company, Inc.'s ( "MFS") First 

Set of Interrogatories ("Firat IRR" ) and First Request to Produc e 
("Firat POD") to Sprint served on July 31, · 1996 (together, "MFS's 
First Set•). 



• 
• 

I . 

Prtfagt 

The objection• are beins made f o:: the purpose o f complying 
with the order .on Pre.hearing Procedure in this docket. The 
Companies have mad.e a good faith effort to identify any and all . 
objectiona they ~~~ay have to MPS ' s Pint Set, but reserve the right 
to raiae additional objections up to t he t~me of their answers or 
reaponae if the need t or additional: objection• becOC\es apparent 

If it becomes necessary to raise 
addi.t:ional objectiona, the Companies will proa!ptly file those 
objectiona and notUy counael for MPS o f the basis for the 
objection . 

XI. 

Qeptral Qb1tgtiqpa 

The Canpaniea make the tollcwing general object i ons t o MFS's 
Firat Set. These general objectioua apply to each of the individu­
al inte.rrogatoriea and document requesto i n MFS' s Fi rst Set, 
whether or not a specific object ion i s rai~ed, and to MFS's First 
Set in ita entirety, and are i ncorporated in the specific objec­
tion• below as though fully set forth therein. 

1 . The Co~iea have interpreted MPS's First Set to apply 
t o the Companies' intrastate oper ations in Florida and will limit 
their res~es accordingly. To tb.e extent that any interrogatory 
or document request is intended to apply to matters other than the 
Florida i ntrastate operations subject t o the jurisdiction of the 
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Coaaiaaion, t:he Companies r.~bj ect: on th~ basis chat: s uch are 
irrelevant, overly broad, unduly burdensome and oppresaive . 

2. The COmpanies object: to each and every i nt:errogatory and 
document request: to the extent that: such requeaes call for 
intor~Mtion which is exempt froa discovery by virtue o f the 
attorney-client privilege, work produce privilege or other 
applicable privilege. To the extent: that: ehe Companies i deneify 
pri vileged informacion during ~e preparat:ion of the answer• and 
re~es eo MPS'a Firat Set, t:hey will, wit:hout waiving any 
applicable privilege, discloae the nature of t:be information and 
the basis for t:he claim of privilege to counsel for MPS. 

3. The Coaq>anj ea obj ect t o each and every inten"'gat:ory and 
document request i nsofar aa they are vague, ambiguous, overly 
broad, duplicat:ive , imprecise c r utilize terms that are subj ect to 
multiple interpretations but are not properly defined or explained 
for purpoaea of the interrogatoriea or document request . Any 
answer or response provided by the Companiee will be provided 
subject: eo, and without waiver of, the forego i ng objecti on. 

• . The Companies object to each and every int:errogaeory and 
document request: insofar as they are not r easonably calculat:ed t o 
lead eo the discovery of admissible evidence , are no t relevant to 
t:he subject matt:er of t:hia action, and are beyond t he s cope of 
diecovery •• described in Flor ida Rule of Civil Procedure 1. 280 . 
The COmpalliea will attempt to note each inat:ance where chis 
objection •ppliea. 
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5. The Companies o.bjec t to producing answers, documents, 
recorc:W and information to the extent that such information is 
already in the public record before the Florida Public Service 
COIIIIIisaion, or is equally available to MFS from some other source . 

6. Tbe ccxapanies object to each and every interrogatory and 
doc:ulllent r equest, and all of t!le interrogatories and document 
requests taken together, insofar as they ·are unduly burdensome, 
expensive, oppressive , or e~saively time-consuming t o answer o r 
respond to - written . 

7 . The Cc:xapanies obje.ct to each and every interrogatory and 
doc:ulllent to the extent that the information requested constitutes 
•trade secreta• which are privileged pursuant to Section 90.506 , 
Florida Statu tea . To the ~ent t hat the i nterrog 11tor ies or 
document requests seek propri••tary confidential business informa­
tion which ia not subject to the • trade secrets• privilege, the 
Companies will make such inf ormation available to counsel for MFS 
pursuant to a mutually acceptable Protective Agreement, subject to 
any other gen.eral or apecific objections .contained herein. The 
Companies have at~mpted to identify all instances where confiden­
tial information has been requested, but reserve t he right to claim 
additional information as confidential if the need to do so becomes 
apparent while preparing t he answers or responses to MFS's First 
Set. 

8. The Companies obj ect to the definition of •you," •your• 
and •Sprint• on ground.& that the definition of these terms is 

4 
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overbroad and would cause the Compa.nies' to search for the 
information requested to be burdensome. 

10. Tbe Companies object to each of the interrogatories to 
the extent that they are presented as a request for production of 
documents, not an interrogatory, and cannot be answered under oath 
as required by Florid& Rule of Cb:il Procedure 1.3'0. 

11 . The Companies object to the place designated for 
inspection and copying in the Firat POD on grour.da that producing 
dOCUJDents at tbe place designated would be burdensome. To the 
extent tbe Companies will be producing documents, they will do so 
for inspection and copying at the offices of Aualey " McMullen , 227 
South CAlhoun Street, Tallahassee, Florida. 32301. 

III. 

lp•ci(ie Ob1egt .gp•• lDt:•rroqat-ori•• 

1 . IdeDtify all doaumants that support your position with rew,pect to eaoh unresolved Issue and Bach Unidentified unresolved Issue. 

Obie;t;ion: In addition to the general objection•, whi ch are 
incorporated herein by reference, the Companies ob)..:<:t to this 
interrogatl)ry on grounds that it is vague, overbroad and a~olbiguous, 
and does not describe the documents to be ideutified with the 
speciticity required by the Federal and Florida Rules of Civil 
Procedure. A8 noted in United States y. Alnuican Optical Co., 2 
P.R.D. 534 , 536 (D.C.N.Y. 1942), the description of a document that . is aubject to a discovery request must be sufficiently precise to 
allow the discoveree to go to his or her files and, without 
difficulty, pick up the document or o ther item and say: •Here it 
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is.• 2 F.R.D. at 536. Thia request is similar to the request for 
"all pertinent booX. and records" thst was condemned in City of 
Miami y. Florida Public Seryicc Commission, 226 So. 2d 217, 219 

(Fla. 1969) , and is improper in this case. 

2, Xc!e:Dtify any cost stwHes that support your position with respect to .. ch Unresolved Issue and each Onidantified Unresol ved Xssue. 

Ob1oction; In addition to the genaral objections, which are 
incorporated herein by referance, the Compan;.es object to this 
interrogatory on grounds that it is vague, overbroad and ambiguous, 
and does not describe the doculllOnts to be idantified w~th the 
specificity required by the Federal and Florida Rules of Civil 
Procedure. As noted in United States y . American Optical Co., 2 
P.R.D. 53C, 536 (D.C. N. Y. 1942), the description of a document that 
is aub)ect to a discovery request must be sufficiently precise to 
allow the discoveree to go to his or her files and, without 
difficulty, pick up the document or other item and say: "Here it 
i s.• 2 F.R.D. at 536. This request is similar to the request for 
"all pertinent books and records" that was condemned in City o f 
Miami y. Florida Public Seryicc eommission, 226 So. 2d 217, 219 
(Fla. 196!11), and is improper in this case. Notwi::hstanding this 
objection, the COIIIpanies will work with MPS to identify and produce 
relevant cost information . 

3 . Xc!e:Dtify any cost stwHes that support any contantion you intend to raise in opposition to the COJIIPrehensive lDt&rcODDection Agre&a«Dt. 

Ob1octign: In addition to the general objections , which are 
incorporated herein by reference, the Companies object to this 
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interrogacory on grounds that it is vague, overbroad and ambiguous, 
and does not describe the documents to be identified with the 
specificity required by the Federal and Florida Rules of Civil 
Procedure . ~noted in United States y. American Optical Co., 2 
P.R.D. 534, 536 (D.C.N.Y. 1942 ), the description of a document that 
ia aubjeot to a diacovery request mwJt be sufficiently precise to 
allow tbe discoveree to go to his o r her files and, without 
difficulty, pick up the document or other item and say : "Here it 
ie.• 2 P .R . D. at 536 . This request is similar to the requeat for 
•all pertinent boolta and recorda• that was condemned in City of 
Miami y. ptpride public Seryico Commission, 226 So. 2d 217 , 219 

(Fla. 1969), and ia improper in tbis case . Notwithstanding this 
objection, tbe Cocapanies will work with HFS to identify and produce 
relevant coat information. 

5. Idcatify all d.oouaanta that you intend to introduce or otherwise rely on in the arbitration hearing on this -tter. 

Qb1tstiAD: In addition to t:he general objections, which are 
incorporated herein by refertuce, the Companies object to this 
interrogatory on grounds that i t ia vague, overbroad and ambiguous , 
and does not describe the d.ocumenta to be i dentified wi t h the 
apecificity required by the Federal and Flo rida Rules o f Civil 
Procedure . As noted in Qnited Stetoa y. American Optical Co . , 2 
P . R.D . 534, 5 36 (D.C. N.Y. 1942) , the deacription o f a document that 
is subject to a discovery request must be sufficiently precise to 
allow the diacoveree to go to hia or her files and, without 
d.ifficulty, piclt up the document o r o ther item and aay: "Here it 
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ia.• 2 P .R.D. at 536. Thie request is similar to the requeet for 

•all pertinent book• and recorda• that was condemned in City of 

Miami y. Florida public Soryice Commission, 226 So. 2d 217, 219 

(Fla . 1969), and ia improper in this case. 

IV. 

tptqiCiq Qb1•gtigp•• Doeuaent B•qu••t• 

1. All docUIMOte icleDtified in re~onae to us• • Pirat Set 
of XDterrogatoriee . 

Ob1ection, In addition to the general objection& aet forth above, 

which are incorporated herein by reference, Sprint-United/Centel 

object• to tbia requeat for the reaaona set forth in the apecific 

objectiou. to Interrogatory number 1, 2, 3 and 5, which apacific 

objection• are hereby i ncorporated hereln by reference. 

2. All dooUIMOte th&t au,pport Sprint' • poeitioo on each 
!Jalz'eeolvad Ieeue and aaoh Unidentified Onreeolvad Iaeue . 

Obiestion : In addition to the general objection• , which are 

incorporated herein by ref11·ence , t he Companiea object to thia 

interrogatory on ground• that it ia vague, C?"erbroad and ambiguous, 

and doe• not d .. criba the documents to be identified with the 

apeoiticity required by the Federal and Florida Rulee of Civil 

Procedure . AI noted in United States y. American Optical Co., 2 

F .R. D. 534, 536 (D .C. N.Y . 1942), the deacription of a document that 

ia aubject to a diaoovery requeat muat be suffici ently precise to 

allow the ducoveree to go to hie or her tilee and, without 

difficulty, piclc up t he dOCUIIIInt or other item and say : "Here lt 

ia.• 2 P. R.D. at 536 . Tbia requeet is similar to the requeat for 

•all pertinent book• and recorda• that w- condemned in City pf 
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Miami y. Florida Pllblic Seryice Commission, 226 So. 2d 217, 219 
(Fla . 1969), and i a impr oper in thia c a se. 

3. Ul coat atudiea which conc ern or relata to '"ch Onra­aolved Iaaue and kch t7nidcltifie4 Onra1olvad Iaaua, iDoluding •*ch coat atwSy you intend to rely upon in oppoaition to tha C~rahan•iva Interconnection Agraa­IMIDt. 

Ob1cs;t;ien: I.n addition to the general objections, which are 
incorporated herein by reference, the Companiea object t o t h i s 
interrogatory on groundJI that it ia vague , overbroad and ambiguous, 
and doea not deacribe the docualenta to be identified wi th the 
apacificity required by the Federal and Florida Rulea of Civil 
Procedure . Aa noted in Qnited Statea y . American Optical Co., 2 
P . R.D. 53t, 536 (D. C. N. Y. l9t2>. the description o f a document that 
ia aubject to a diacovery request muat be aufficiently precise to 
allow tb.e diacoveree to go t, hia or her filea and, wi thout 
difficulty, pick up the documeut or other item and say : "Here it 
ia.• 2 P .R. D. at 536 . Thia requeat is similar to the request for 
•all pertillent booka and recordJI• that w .. condemned in City of 
Miami y. Plgri4a Pllbl ic Seryice Cgmmission, 226 So. 2d 217, 219 
(Fla . 1969) , and is improper in thia caae. Notwithstanding this 

deciaion, the Companiea will work with MPS t o identify and produce 
coat i nformation . 

6 . All cSocn.eDta you intand to introdw::a or othaz:viaa rely on in tho arbitration bearing o~ tbia matter . 
Ob1ostion : In addition co the general objections , which are 
incorporated herein by reference, che Companiea object co this 
interrogatory on grounda that it ia vague, overbroad and ambiguous, 
and doea not deacribe the document• to be identified with the 
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~citiciey required by ehe Federal and Florida Rules o f Civil 
Procedure. As noeed in pniecd States y. American Optical Co . , 2 
P . R.O. 534, 536 (D.C. N.Y. 1942), the dcscripeion of a document that 

is subject to a discovery request must be su.fficicntly precise to 
allow the discovereo to go to his or her files and, without 
difficulty, pick up the document or other · item and say : " He re ie 
ia . • 2 r.R .D. at 536 . This requeat i s aimilar eo the request for 
"all pertinant boolttl and roco"rda" that was condemned in City o f 
Miami y. Florida Public Seryice Qpmi11ion, 226 So. 2d 217, 219 
(Pla. 1969) , and is i~roper in this caae. 

13. Ally other 4oc!uaent which aupporta ADY cont.nti.on, re&pODSe, or allegation which Sprint -y make in relrJ)Onae or opposition to the Petition or any position advocated by D8 in thb Petition. 

Ob1oction : In addition to :he general objections, which are 
incorpoTaeed herein by refere:nce, the Companies object to this 
interrogato ry on grounda that it is vague, overbroad and ambiguous, 
ADd does not describe the doc:umcnes to be identified wi eh the 
~citicity required by the Pe:ieral and Florida Rules of Civil 
Procedure . As noted in United States y. American Optical Co., 2 
F.R.D. 534, 536 (D.C.N.Y. 1942), the description of a document thae 
is subject to a discovery requese must be sufficiently precise to 
allow tbe discovoree to go to his or her files and, without 
difficulty, pick up the document or ocher item and say: "Here it 
i•.• 2 P.R.D. at 536. Thia request is similar to ehe requese for 
•all pertinent books and records• that waa condemned in City of 
Miami y. Florida P\lblic Seryice Cpmi11ion, 226 So. 2d 217, 219 
(Fla . 196~) , and is improper in chi• case . 
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v. 
Nptign for Prpttgtiyt Qrdtr 

The Companies submit their objections to MFS's First Set 
purauant to the authorit y contained in Slatnik y . Leadership 
Houaing Syltoma of Plori4A. Inc., 368 So.2d 79 (Fla. 3d DCA 
1979). To tbe extent that a Motion for Protective Order i s 
required, the objections set forth herein a.re to be construed as 
a request for protective order. 

Dated this 12th day 

s 
PONS 

\mmy WAHLEN 
Aua ey ~ McMullen 
P. 0. Box 391 
Tal \ ahaasee, Florida 
(90·.) 224-9115 

32302 

AT'l'ORNBYS FOR CENTRAL TELEPHONE 
COMPANY OF FLORIDA AND UNITED 
TELEPHONE COMPANY OF FLORIDA 
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c;pnr:t(;ATI Ol Sgy:ICI 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the forego­
ing baa been furnished by 0. S. Mail, hand deli very ( • ) or 
overnight expreaa !•• ) this 12th day of August, 1996, to the 
following: 

Michael Bill .. ier • 
Diviaioo of Legal Services 
Florida Public Service COCIIII. 
2540 ShUII&rd O&lc Blvd. 
Tallahaa .. e, PL 32399- 0850 

. . 

12 

J<.ndrew D. Lipman • • 
Ruasell M. Blau 
Lawrence R. Freedman 
Swidler & Berlin , Charte r ed 
3000 K Street , N.W., Suite 300 
waa.hington, DC 20007- 5116 

4 ,; 



.. ' 

Ctrtiftcate of Servi« 

I hereby cert!JY that on this 19th day of August, 1996 a copy of the foregoing Opposition 
to Spriot's Modoo to Di.ml.iss Pottions ofMFS's Arbitration Petition and MFS Communicatio.n.s 
Compllll)', IDe. 's Motion To Compel Dilcovery lllld Opposition To Sprint's Motion For 
Protecdve Order were served, via Federal Express. on the following: 

J. Jeffiey Wahlen, Esq. 
John P. Fom, &q. 
Aualey & McMullen 
227 South Calhoun Street 
TaJiaba-ee,. Florida 32302 

Michael Billmcicr 
DlyJsion of Legal Scrvite~ 
Florida PubUc Service Comm. 
2S40 Shwnard Oak Blvd. 
Tallahassee, Florida 323~850 
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