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Blanca S. Bayo, Director 
Division of Records and Reporting 
Betty Easley Conference Center 
4075 Esplanade Way 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0870 

Re: Docket No, : 98 1834-TP and 99032 1 -TP 

Dear Ms. Bayo: 

On behalf of DIECA Communications, h c .  d/b/a Covad Communications Company 
(Covad), enclosed for filing and distribution are the original and 15 copies of the following: 

b DIECA Communications, Inc. d/b/a Covad Communications Company's 
Preliminary Objections to Verizon Florida, Inc.'s Fkst Set of 
Interrogatories (Nos. 1-17). 

Please acknowledge receipt of the above on the extra copy of each and return the 
stamped copies to me. Thank you for your assistance. 

Sincerely, 

Vicki Gordon Kaufman 
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BEFOm THE FLORlDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Docket No, 981834-TP 
In re: Petition of Competitive Carriers for 
Commission action to support local competition 
in BellSouth Telecomunkations, Inch service 

) 
>’ 

territory . ) 

Petition of ACI Corp. d/b/a Accelerated ) 
Connections, Inc. for generic investigation to ) 

Florida Incorporated comply with obligation ) 
provide alternative local exchange ) 
carriers with flexible, timely, and cost-efficient ) 
physical collocation 1 

ensure that BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc., 
Sprint-Florida, Incorporated, and GTE ) Docket No. 990321-TP 

) 

Filed: May 27, 2003 

DECA COMMUNICATIONS, INC. D/B/A 
COVAD COMMUNICATIONS COMPANY’S 

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS TO VERIZON FLORIDA, INC.’S 
FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES (NOS. 1 - 17) 

DlECA Communications, Inc. d/b/a Covad Communications Company (Covad), 

pursuant to Rules 1.340 and 1.2SO(b), Florida Rules of Civil Procedure and Rule 28- 

106.206, Florida Administrative Code hereby submits the following Preliminary 

Objections to Verizon Florida, Inc. ’s (Verizon) First Set of Interrogatories to Covad. 

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- 

02- 15 13-PCO-TP, issued in this docket on November 4, 2002, by the Florida Public 

Service Commission (hereinafter the Commission) in the above-referenced dockets. 

Should additional grounds for objection be discovered as Covad prepares its Responses to 

the above-referenced set of requests, Covad reserves the right to supplement, revise, or 
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modi@ its objections at the time that it serves its Responses on Verizon. Moreover, 

should Covad determine that a Protective Order is necessary with respect to any of the 

material requested by Verizon, Covad reserves the _ .  right to file a motion with the 

Commission seeking such an order at the time that it serves its Responses on Verizon. 

General Obiections 

Covad makes the following General Objections to Verizon's First Set of 

Interrogatories which will be incorporated by reference into Covad's Responses when its 

Responses are served on Verizon. 

1. Covad objects to Verizon's First Set of Interrogatories to the extent that it 

is overly broad, unduly burdensome, oppressive, not permitted by applicable discovery 

rules, and would require Covad to disclose idormation that is privileged. 

2 .  Covad has interpreted Verizon's requests to apply to Covad's regulated 

intrastate operations in Florida and will limit its Responses accordingly. To the extent 

that any request is intended to apply to matters other than Florida intrastate operations 

subject to the jurisdiction of the Commission, Covad objects to such request as irrelevant, 

overly broad, unduly burdensome, and oppressive. 

3 .  Covad objects to each and every request and instruction to the extent that 

such request or instruction calls for information, which is exempt from discovery by 

virtue of the attorney-client privilege, work product privilege or other applicable 

privilege. 

2 



4. Covad objects to each and every request 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 requests. 

Any Responses provided by Covad in response to Vexizonls requests will be provided 

subject to, and without waiver of, the foregoing objection. 

5. Covad objects to each and every request insofar as the request is not 

reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and is not relevant 

to the subject matter of this action. Covad will attempt to note each instance where this 

objection applies. 

4. Covad objects to Verizon's general instructions, definitions or specific 

discovery requests insofar as they seek to impose obligations ox1 Covad which exceed the 

requirements of the Florida Rules of Civil Procedure or Florida law. 

7. Covad objects to providing idormation to the extent that such illformation 

is already in the public record before the Florida Public Service Commission. 

8. Covad's objects to each and every request, general instruction, or 

definition insofar as it is unduly burdensome, expensive, oppressive, or excessively time 

consuming as written. 

9. Covad objects to each and every request to the extent that the information 

requested constitutes "trade secrets" which are privileged pursuant to Section 90.506, 

Florida Statutes. To the extent that Verizon's requests seek proprietary confidential 
4 

business information which is not the subject of the "trade secrets" privilege, Covad will 
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make such information available to counsel for Verizon pursuant to an appropriate 

Protective Agreement, subject to any other general or specific objections contained 

herein. 

10. Covad is a large corporation with employees located in many different 

locations in Florida and in other states. In the course of its business, Covad creates 

countless documents that are not subject to Florida Public Service Commission or FCC 

retention of records requirements. These documents are kept in numerous locations and 

are frequently moved from site to site as employees change jobs or as the business is 

reorganized. These responses will provide all of the information obtained by Covad after 

a reasonable and diligent search conducted in connection with this discovery request. 

Covad will comply with Verizon’s request that a search be conducted of those files that 

are reasonably expected to contain the requested information. To the extent that the 

discovery request purports to require more, Covad objects on the grounds that 

compliance would impose an undue burden or expense. 

11, Covad objects to the definitions of “Covad”, ‘ L Y ~ ~ ’ 7  and “Company” to the 

extent that such definitions seek to impose an obligation on Covad to respond on behalf 

of subsidiaries, affiliates, or other persons that are not parties to this case on the grounds 

that such definition is overly broad, unduly burdensome, oppressive, and not permitted by 

applicable discovery rules. Without waiver of its general objection, and subject to other 

general and specific objections, Answers will be provided on behalf of Covad, which is 
b 
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the entity certificated to provide regulated telecommunications services in Florida and 

which is a party to this docket. 

12. Covad further objects to these interrogatories on the grounds that the 

information sought is not relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of 

admissible evidence. Information related to Covad collocation arrangements or other 

telecommunications facilities is not in any way probative of the appropriate costs to be 

used in establishing the appropriate TELRIC price to be charged by Verizon-Florida for 

unbundled network elements including collocation. Covad, as a competitive CLEC 

attempting to enter the local telecommunications service market, bears no resemblance to 

the least cost forward looking company serving all customers in the Verizon-Florida 

territory on a wholesale only basis. 

Specific Obiections 

In addition to the foregoing general objections, Covad makes the following 

Specific Objections to Verizon’s First Set of Interrogatories which will be incorporated 

by reference into Covad’s responses when its Responses are served on Verizon: 

Interrogatory 1 (9) and (h); 2(h) through 2(k): 

Covad objects to Verizon’s request for Covad’s monthly recurring and non- 

recurring costs associated with ILEC collocation on the grounds that the information 

sought is in the public record before this Commission. Covad hrther objects to 

Verizon’s request for Covad’s non-ILEC collocation costs on the grounds that the 

information sought is proprietary and not relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the 
4 
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discovery of admissible evidence. Covad hrther objects to these interrogatories on the 

grounds that information related to Covad collocation arrangements or other 

telecommunications facilities is not in any way probative of the appropriate costs to be 

used in establishing the appropriate TELRIC price to be charged by Verizon-Florida for 

unbundled network elements including collocation. Covad, as a competitive CLEC 

attempting to enter the local telecommunications service market, bears no resemblance to 

the least cost forward loolung company serving all customers in the Verizon-Florida 

territory on a wholesale only basis. 

Interrogatory 11 (a) through ( f ) :  

Covad objects to Verizon’s request for Covad’s collocation cable rackmg costs on 

the grounds that the information sought is proprietary and not relevant nor reasonably 

calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Idormation related to Covad 

collocation arrangements or other telecomunciatioas facilities is not in any way 

probative of the appropriate costs to be used in establishing the appropriate TELRIC 

price to be charged by Verizon-Florida for unbundled network elements including 

collocation. Covad, as a competitive CLEC attempting to enter the local 

telecommunications service market, bears no resemblance to the least cost forward 

looking company serving all customers in the Verizon-Florida territory on a wholesale 

only basis. 

h 

6 



Interrogatories 12 through 17: 

Covad objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that the information sought is 

not relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. 

The depreciation rates, lives and cost of capital for any CLEC are not in any way 

probative of the appropriate cost of capital to be used in establishing the appropriate 

TELRIC price to be charged by Verizon-Florida for unbundled network elements, 

including collocation. Covad as a competitive CLEC attempting to enter the local 

telecommunications service market, bears no resemblance to the least cost forward 

looking company serving all customers in the Verizon-Florida territory on a wholesale 

only basis. 

Charles E. (Gene) WatkinsV 
Covad Communications Company 
123 0 Peachtree Street, N.E. 
Atlanta, Georgia 3 03 09 
(404) 942-3492 Telephone 
(404) 942-3495 Facsimile 

Vicki Gordon Kaufman 
McWhirter Reeves McGlothlin Davidson 
Decker Kaufman & Arnold, P.A. 
117 South Gadsden Street 
Tallahassee, FL 3 23 0 1 
(850) 222-2525 Telephone 
(850) 222-5605 Facsimile 

Attorneys for Covad Communications 
Company 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing DlECA 
Communications Inc. d/b/a Covad Communications Company’s Preliminary Objections 
to Verizon Florida, I d s  First Set of Interrogatories (Nos. 1 - 17) has been furnished by 
(*) hand delivery, (**) electronic mail and U.S. Mail this 27fh day of May, 2003, to the 
following: 

(*) Beth Keating 
Florida Public Service Commission 
Division of Legal Services 
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Tallahassee, Florida 323 99-0850 

(* *) Jeff Wahlen 
Ausley Law Firm 
Post Office Box 3 9 1 
Tallahassee, Florida 3 23 02 

(* *) Nancy B. White 
c/o Nancy H. Sims 
BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. 
150 South Monroe Street, Suite 400 
Tallahassee, Florida 3 23 0 I - 1 5 5 6 

(* *) Terry MonrodGenevieve Morelli 
CompTel 
1900 M Street, NW 
Sutie 800 
Washington, DC 20036 

(* *) Michael A. Gross 
Florida Cable Telecommunications 

246 East 6th Avenue, Suite 100 
Tallahassee, Florida 3 23 03 

Association, Inc. 

(* *) Richard Melson 
Hopping Law Firm 
Post Office Box 6526 
Tallahassee, Florida 3 23 14 

(**) Nanette S. Edwards 
ITC DeltaCom 
4092 South Memorial Parkway 
Huntsville, AL 3 5 802-4343 

(**) Donna C. McNulty 
1203 Governors Square Boulevard 
Suite 201 
Tallahassee, Florida 323 0 1 

(* *) Laura L. Gallagher 
MediaOne 
101 E. College Avenue, Suite 302 
Tallahassee, Florida 323 0 1 

(**) Don Sussman 
Network Access Solutions Corporation 
Three Dulles Tech Center 
13 65 0 Dulles Technology Drive 
Herndon, VA 20 17 1-4602 

(**) Peter Dunbar 
Pennington Law Firm 
Post Office Box 10095 
Tallahassee, Florida 323 0 1 

(* *) Susan Masterton 
Charles Rehwinkel 
Sprint Communications Company 
Post Office Box 2214 
MC: FLTLHOO107 
Tallahassee, Florida 3 23 16-22 14 
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(* *) Ann Shelfer 
Supra Telecommunications 
13 11 Executive Center Drive, Suite 200 
Tallahassee, Florida 323 0 1 

(* *) Andrew Isar 
Telecommunications Resellers Assoc. 
7901 Skansie Avenue 
Suite 240 
Gig Harbor, WA 983 3 5 

(* *) Floyd Self 
Messer Caparello & Self 
21 5 S I  Monroe Street, Suite 70 1 
Tallahassee, FL 32302-1876 

(* *) Virginia Tate 
AT&T Communications 
1200 Peachtree Street, N.E. 
Suite 8 100 
Atlanta, GA 30309 

(* *) Matthew Peil 
Florida Digital Network, Inc. 
390 North Orange Avenue, Suite 2000 
Orlando, Florida 3280 1 

(**) Rodney Joyce 
Shook, Hardy & Bacon LLP 
600 14th Street, NW 
Suite 800 
Washington, DC 20005 

(* *) Kimberly Caswell 
Verizon Select Services, Inc. 
Post Office Box 110 
FLTC0007 
Tampa, Florida 33601-01 10 

(**) C. RonisD. McCuaig/J. Frankel 
Wilmer Law Firm 
2445 M. Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20037 

(* *) Tracy Hatch 
AT&T Communications of the 
Southern States, Inc. 
101 North Monroe Street, Suite 700 
Tallahassee, Florida 3 23 0 1 - 1549 

(**) Nanette S. Edwards 
ITC*DeltaCom 
4092 South Memorial Parkway 
Huntsville, Alabama 3 5802-4342 

(* *) Robert Waldschmidt 
Howell & Fisher 
Court Square Building 
300 James Robertson Parkway 
Nashville, TN 37201 

(* *) Richard Heatter 
Mpower Communications Corp. 
175 Sully’s Trail, Suite 300 
Pittsford, N Y  14534 

Il Vicki Gordon Kaufman 
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