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Ms. Blanca S. Bayo, Director HAND DELIVERY 0'(, -"0 -;n~0. ::J:.Division of Records and Reporting -0Zz s::­.­Florida Public Service Commission Q'5 o '5 
....l2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 


Betty Easley Conference Center, Room 110 

Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0850 


Re: Docket No. 000075-TP 

Dear Ms. Bayo: 

Enclosed herewith for filing in the above-referenced docket on behalf of Level 3 
Communications, LLC ("Level 3") are the original and fifteen copies of Level 3's Objections to 
Staffs First Set ofInterrogatories. 

Please acknowledge receipt of these documents by stamping the extra copy of this letter 
"filed" and returning the copy to me. 

Thank you for your assistance with this filing. 

Sincerely, 

\Aa;k<? }.A uGLO 
Martin P. McDonnell 
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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Docket No. 000075-TP 
In re: Investigation into appropriate 
methods to compensate carriers for 

1 
) 

exchange of traffic subject to Section 25 1 
of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. 

) 
) 
) Filed: June 1,2001 

LEVEL, 3 COMMUNICATIONS, LLC'S OBJECTIQNS 
TO STAFF'S FIRST SET OF PNTEFtRQGATORIES 

Level 3 Comunications, LLC ("Level 3'7, pursuant to Order No. PSC-00-2229-PCO-TP 

issued November 22,2000, Order NO. PSC-00-2350-PCO-TP issued December 7,2000, Order No. 

00-2452-PCO-TP issued December 22,2000, and Order No. PSC-01-0632-PCO-TP issued March 

15,2001, and Florida Rule of Civil Procedure I .340, objects to Staffs First Set of Interrogatories 

to Level 3 Communications, LLC dated May 22,2001, and says: 

GENERAL OBJECTIONS 

1. Level 3 objects to each interrogatory to the extent that it is intended to apply to 

matters other than Florida intrastate telecommunications operations subject to the jurisdiction of the 

Florida Public Service Commission. Level 3 objects to such interrogatories as being irrelevant, 

overly broad, unduly burdensome and oppressive. 

2. Level 3 objects to each interrogatory insofar as it is not reasonably calculated to lead 

to the discovery of admissible evidence and not relevant to the subject matter of tlis generic docket. 

3. Level 3 objects to each interrogatory to the extent that it calls for information that is 

exempt froin discovery by virtue of the attomey-client privilege, work product privilege, or other 

applicable privilege. 



4. Level 3 objects to each interrogatory insofar as it is overly broad as written, and 

would be unduly burdensome, oppressive or excessively time consuming for Level 3 to respond. 

5, Level 3 objects to each interrogatory to the extent that the information requested 

eiij oys statutory “trade secrets’’ privilege pursuant to Section 90.506, Florida Statutes. 

6. Level 3 objects to each interrogatory that would require the disclosure of customer 

specific information, the disclosure of which is prohibited by Section 364.24, Florida Statutes. 

Without waiving any general objection or specific objections stated herein, Level 3 will fully 

respond to requests for “proprietary confidential business information” pursuant to Sections 3 50.121, 

364.183, 366.093 and 367.156, Florida Statutes, that are not subject to Section 364.24, Florida 

Statutes, in the event Level 3’s general objections andor specific objections conceming the specific 

requests are denied by the Prehearing Officer of the Commission. Level 3 will make such 

information available to PSC Staff and file with such response a Notice of Intent to Request 

Confidential Information. 

7. Level 3 objects to each interrogatory insofar as it is vague, ambiguous, overly broad, 

imprecise or utilizes terms that are subject to multiple interpretations and not properly defined. Any 

answer provided by Level 3 in response to these interrogatories will be provided subject to and 

without waiver of the foregoing objection. 

8. Level 3 objects to providing information to the extent that such information is already 

in the public record before the Commission. 

SPECIFIC OBJECTIONS 

Interrogatory 1. In the recent FCC Order No. 01-131, the FCC established certain 
interim measures for compensating ISP-bound traffic, as well as 
revisions removing the word “local” from certain rules. 
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(a) 
docket? 

Does FCC Order No. 01-131 impact any issues being addressed in Phase I1 of this 

(b) if the answer to (a) is affirmative, which issues are impacted and how? 

Level 3 objects to Interrogatory No. 1 to the extent that it calls for legal conclusions. Level 

3 intends to address all legal authority that impacts any issue being considered by the Commission 

in Phase I1 of this generic docket in its Posthearing Brief. 

Interrogatory No. 2. Please refer to page 9, lines 5-7 of witness Gates’ direct testimony. 
What companies presently have LATA-wide local calling agreements 
with BellSouth as described in your testimony? 

Level 3 objects to Interrogatory No. 2 to the extent the information requested is in the public 

record before this Commission or any other state commission. Level 3 further objects to 

Interrogatory No. 2 to the extent that Level 3 cannot hlly provide the information requested as Level 

3 is without knowledge as to all companies that may have entered into such agreements with 

B ellSouth. 

Interrogatory No. 3. Please refer to page 10, beginning with line 7 of witness Gates’ 
testimony. 

(a) You state that interstate local calling is relatively common. Are ILECs permitted to carry 
local calls across state lines in these situations? 

(b) Provide examples of this practice. 

Level 3 objects to Interrogatory 3(a) to the extent that the Interrogatory, in asking whether 

ILECs are ‘“permitted” to carry local calls across state lines, refers to whether ILECs are legally 

permitted to cairy such calls. To the extent that the Interrogatory asks whether ILECs are legally 

peimitted to carry such calls, it c a b  for a iegal conclusion and is objectionable. 

1nterroeator-y No. 6 Please refer to page 27, lines 19-21, and page 28, lines 1-2 of Gates’ 
direct testimony . 
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(a) What percentage of Level 3’s virtual NXX arrangements are utilized by CSPs? 

(b) What percentage of Level 3’s virtual NXX arrangements are utilized by types of 
customers other than ISPs? 

(c )  Provide examples of other types of customers that utilize virtual NXX arrangements? 

Level 3 objects to Interrogatory No. 4 on the grounds that the information requested is not 

relevant to the subject matter of Phase I1 of this generic docket, is overly broad and unduly 

burdensome, and is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. 

Interrogatory No. 12. Please refer to pay 30, lines 13-15 of witness Hunt’s direct testimony. 
Explain how “binding statutory definitions” should influence any 
Commission definition of IP Telephony as telecommunications. 

Level 3 objects to Interrogatory No. 12 to the extent that the information sought calls for a 

legal conclusion. Level 3 intends to address all legal authority that impacts any issue being 

considered by the Commission in Phase I1 of this generic docket in its Posthearing Brief, 

WEREI;OF!E, Level 3 respectfully requests that the Commission sustain each of the 

objections set forth herein. 

Respectfully submitted this 1 st day of June, 200 1 .  

Respectfully submitted, 

Kenneth A. Hofhan, Esq. 
Martin P. McDonnell, Esq. 
Rutledge, Ecenia, Pumell & Hoffman, P.A. 
P. 0. Box 551 
Tallahassee, FL 323 02 
(850) 681-6788 (Teiephone) 
(850) 681-6515 (Telecopier) 

and 
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Michael R. Romano, Esq. 
Level 3 Communications, LLC 
1 025 Eldorado Boulevard 
Broomfield, Colorado 8002 1 

Counsel for Level 3 Communications, LLC 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the foregoing was furnished by U. S. Mail to the 
following this ISt  day of June, 2001: 

Felicia Banks, Esq. 
Florida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Room 370 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0850 

Elizabeth Howland 
Allegiance Telecom, Inc. 
1950 Stemmons Freeway, Suite 3026 
Dallas, TX 75207-3 1 18 

Morton Posner, Esq. 
Regulatory Counsel 
Allegiance Telecom, Inc. 
1 150 Connecticut Avenue, N. W. 
Suite 205 
Washington, DC 2003 6 

Ms. Nancy B. White 
c/o Nancy H. Sims 
Bell S outh Telecommunications, Inc. 
150 South Monroe Street, Suite 400 
Tallahassee, Florida 32301-1556 

James Meza, 111, Esq. 
J3 ell S ou th Telecommuilicat ioiis , Inc . 
Legal Department 
Suite 1910 
150 West Flagler Street 
Miami, Florida 33 130 

James C. Falvey, Esq. 
e.spire Communications, Inc. 
13 3 National Business Parkway 
Suite 200 
Annapolis Junction, MD 20701 

Michael A. Gross, Esq. 
Florida Cable Telecommunications, Asso. 
246 East 6fh Avenue 
Tallahassee, FL 32303 

Mr. Paul Rebey 
Focal Conmunications Corporation of Florida 
200 North LaSalle Street, Suite 1100 
Chicago, IL 6060 1 - 19 14 

Global NAPS, Inc. 
10 Merrymount Road 
Quincy, MA 02169 

S cot t S app er s t ein 
Intennedia Communications, Inc. 
3625 Queen Palm Drive 
Tampa, Florida 33619-1309 

Donna Canzano McNulty, Esq. 
MCI WorldCom 
325 John b o x  Road, Suite 105 
Tallahassee, FL 32303-413 1 

Norman Horton, Jr., Esq. 
Messer Law Finn 
2 1 5 S. Monroe Street, Suite 701 
Tallahassee, FL 3230 1 - 1876 

Jon Moyle, Esq. 
Cathy Sellers, Esq. 
The Perkins House 
11 8 North Gadsden Street 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 
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Herb Bomack 
Orlando Telephone Company 
4558 SW 3Sh Street, Suite 100 
Orlando, FL 328 1 1-6541 

Peter Dunbar, Esq. 
Karen Camechis, Esq. 
P. 0. Box 10095 
Tallahassee, FL 32302-2095 

Charles R. Rehwinkel, Esq. 
Susan Masterton, Esq. 
Sprint-Florida, Incorporated 
Post Office Box 2214 
MS: FLTLHOO1.07 
Tallahassee, FL 323 16 

Mark Buechele 
Supra Telecom 
13 11 Executive Center Drive, Suite 200 
Tallahassee, Florida 32301 

Kimberly Caswell, Esq. 
Verizon Select Seivices, Inc. 
P. 0. Box 110, FLTC0007 
Tampa, Florida 33401-01 10 

Charlie Pellegini, Esq. 
Patrick K. Wiggins, Esq. 
P. 0. Drawer 1657 
Tallahassee, Florida 32302 

Robert Scheffel Wright, Esq. 
Johi T. LaVia, 111, Esq. 
P. 0. Box 271 
Tallahassee, FL 32302 

Wanda G. Moiitaiio, Esq. 
US LEC Corporation 
hlorrocroft III 
6801 Morrison Boulevard 
Charlotte, NC 2821 1 

Carolyn Marek 
Time Wamer Telecom of Florida, L.P. 
233 Bramerton Court 
Franklin, TN 37069 

Joseph A. McGlothlin, Esq. 
Vicki Gordon Kaufman, Esq. 
117 South Gadsen Street 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 

Michael R. Romano, Esq. 
Level 3 Communications, LLC 
1025 Eldorado Boulevard 
Broomfield, Colorado 8002 1 

Marsha Rule, Esq. 
AT&T 
101 North Monroe Street, Suite 700 
Tallahassee, FL 32301-1549 

Richard D. Melson, Esq. 
Hopping Green S m s  & Smith, P.A. 
P. 0. Box 6526 
Tallahassee, FL 323 14 

Christopher W. Savage, Esq. 
Coles, Raywid & Braver", LLP 
1919 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W., Ste. 200 
Washington, DC 20006 

MARTIN P. MCDONNELL, ESQ. 

7 


