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PiPORB THE F~RIOA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

In re: 

Determination of the coat of 
basic local telecommunications 
service purauant to Section 
364.025, Florida Statutes 

Docket No. 980696-TL 
Piled: September 8, 1998 

AT6T COMil'CMICAnous or 'liDI aooiDU STATzs, me. • s 
ITOTIC. 01' IDVDIG lTS OliJIICTlONS TO an rLOill.DA, 
IWCOJt»>n'tJm• 8 '1'8XJU) 8ft OP DITDJtOGA'!'OlUIIS AND 

I'O'CmD ~IT I'Oit PllODOCTlON or DOCUIGbl'l'S 

ATwT oo.aunioatione of th• Southern States, Inc. 

(hereinafter "AT6T0 ), by and through its undersigr.ed 

attorney, hereby files this Notice of Serving its Objections 

~o QTB Plorida, 1ncorporatod'e Third Set of Interrogatorieo 

and Fourth Request for Production of Documents on thi8 8th 

day of September, 1998. 

Reapectf~lly submitted. 

Tracy Hatch 
101 North onroe Street 
Suite 700 
Tallah&caae, PL 32301 
(850) 425-6364 (phone) 
(850) 425-6361 (tax) 

ATTORNBY POR AT"T 
CXlfoiMONI CATIONS OP THB 
SOUTHERN STATES, INC. 



oat'l'U'ICA'D 07 S~Clt 
DOCKBT 880686-TP 

I HEREBY CERTrFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing 

was furnished via *hand delivory/••Federal Expreae and u.s. Mail 

to the fol lowing parties of record on this 8th day of September, 1999: 

Willi&~~~ Cox 
Florida Public Service 
Coraa.'ilsaion 
2540 Shumard O.k Boulevard 
Tallahassee, PL 32399-0850 

Richard Melaon 
Hoppin9 Law Fir.a 
Post Office Box 6526 
Tallahas•ee, FL 32314 

Jaclt Shreve 
Office of Public Counsel 
c/o The Florida Le9islature 
111 Wes t Kadiaon Street 
Roo111 812 
Tali.abassee, ll; 323~~·1400 

• •Kimberly Caawell 
GTE service Incorporated 
1 Tampa City Center 
201 N. Franklin Street 
Tampa, FL 33602 

carolyn Marek 
VP of Re90latory Jlffeirs 
Southeast Region 
Time Warner Co111111unicationa 
Nashville, TN 37221 

Joseph Jl. McGlothlin 
Vicki Gordon Kaufm4o 
McWhirter, Reevee, 
HcGlothlin,oavidaon, Rief ' 
Bakaa, P. A. 
117 s. Gadsden Street 
Tallahaasee, Ft 32301 

Floyd R. Selt 
Haaaer, Caparello ' Self, 
P.JI. 
21~ s. Monroe Street 
Suite 701 
Tallahassee, FL 32301-1876 

Brian Sulmonett1 
WorldCOIII, Inc. 
1~15 s. Federal Hi9hway 
suite 400 
Boca Raton, f'L 33432 

Nancy B. llh.i te 
Robert G. Beatty 
c/o Nancy Sims 
150 s. Monroe Street 
Suite 400 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 

N r~n H. HoL.on, Jr. 
Messer, Caparello ' Solt, 
p .I\. 
21 !> S. :-tOn roe Stroot 
suit• 701 
Tallilhassee, FL 32301-1876 

Jame~ -:: . F'olvoy 
e.apire Communications , 
Inc. 
133 National 8u5ineoa 
Parkway 
Suite 200 
J\nnapoli• Junction, HO 
20701 



Laura L. Gallagher 
Vice Preaident•Re;ulatory 
A! fa ira 
Florida cable 
Telecommunication• 
JUsociatioo 
310 N. Monroe Street 
Ta1lahaaa .. , FL 32301 

Harriet !:udy 
ALLT£1.1. Florida, Inc. 
Post Oftice Box 550 
Live 0d k, FL 32060 

John P. Fona 
J. Jeffrey Wahlen 
Ausley ' KdHUllen 
221 South Calhoun Street 
Tallahassee, FL 32302 

David B. Erwin 
127 Riveraink Road 
Crawfordville, FL 32327 

Robert IL Post, 
Post Ottice Box 
Indiantown, FL 

Hark f!llmer 

Jr. 
277 
349~6 

Post Office Box 220 
502 Fifth Streat 
Port St. Joe, FL 32456 

T0<1 McCabe 
Post Office 
Quincy, rL 

Box 189 
32353-0189 

Lynn B. Hall 
Vista-United 
Telecommunication• 
Post Office Box 10180 
~ke Buena Vieta, FL 32830 

Lynne G. Brewer 
Northeast Florida Telephone 
co. 
Post Office Box 485 
Macclenny, FL 32063-048~ 

Kelly Goodnight 
froutlar C0111111unieatione 
180 s. Clinton Avenue 
Rocheater, NY 14646 

Patric k Knight WiQgins 
Donna L. C.nuno 
Wiggins ' Villaco rta, P.A. 
Po4t Office Draver 1651 
Tallahassee, FL 32302 

Steve 3ro~m 
Intenaedia Communications 
Inc . 
3625 Queen Pat. Drive 
T~, FL 33619-1309 

Kichael A. Grou 
JUsiatant Attorney Genera l 
Office o f the Attorney 
General 
PL-01, the Capitol 
Tallahas~ee, tL 32399-1050 

Charles J. Rehwinkel 
Sprint-Florida, Inc . 
1313 Blairatone Rd. 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 

Kenneth A. Hottman 
John R. Ellis 
Rutledge, ecen1a, Underwood 
Purne ~l ' Hoffman 
Post Office Box 551 
Tallahassee, f, 32301 

Paul Kour ~upaa 
Michael ~ cRae 
Teleport <:oeaunication• 
Group, Inc . 
2 Lafayette Centre 
ll33 21" Stre~t. ll1f 
Suite 400 
WaahinQton, DC 20036 

Suzanne F. Summarlin 
1311-B Paul Russell Roa 
Suit" 201 
Tallahasaee, FL 32301 

Pater H . Dunbar 
Barbara o. Aug~r 
Pennington, Moore, 
Wilkinson, Ball ' Dunbar 
P.O. Box 10095 
Tallahaeaee, FL 32302 





BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

In re: Determinat ion of the 
cost of basi c local 
telecommunications service, 
pursuant to Section 364 025, 
florida Statutes. 

DOCKET NO. 980696-TP 

DATED: September 8, 1998 

ATilT'S OBJaCTtoaiS '%0 G'rK rLOJUDA, DlCOilPATJID' 8 
'l"BB1U) SST 01' INT..nutOOATORXSS 

AT•T Communications of the Southern States, Inc. 

(hereinafter "ATMT•), pursuant to Rule• 25-22.034 and 25-

22.035, Florida A4miniotrativc Code and Rules 1 .340 and 

1.280(b), Plorida Rules of Civil Procedure, hereby submits 

the following Objections to GTE Florida, lnoorporatcd's 

(hereinafter •GTRPL" l Third Set of Interrogatories to AT•T 

communicationa of the Southern States. Inc. 

and are -de at thia tiatt for the purpo••• o f complying vith 

the five-6&y raquir ... nt aet forth in Order No. PSC-98-0813 -

PCO•TP iewuad by the Florida Public Service Commiaaic~ 

(hereinafter the •c~aaiOD") in tha abova-referancad 

docket on JUne 1g, 1998. Should additional ground• for 

objection be dieooveza4 •• AT4T pr~rea itu Anawera to the 

above-refez.noed ••t of interrogatoriea, AT4T raaarvaa the 
' • "'\ 'd ;' 

right to • ._.ppl-ent, r.viae, or IDOdify ita objj~'H~n~ at the 
J 9 7 9 4 SEP -6 ~ 
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time that it ••rv•• ita Anavera on OTKn. . Moreover, ahould 

ATaT deter.Dine that a Protec tive Order ie neoeeeary with 

re~eot to any of the •aterial r.queeted by QTB7L, ATaT 

reaervea the right to file a motion with the CC!!!!!Dt ••ion 

oeeking euoh an order at the time that it eerve·• it• An.-re 

on crrmn.. 

General Qb~ectiono 

ATaT makes the followi ng General Objections to GTEPL's 

Third Set of Interrogat ories which will be incorporated by 

r e ference into ATaT'e specific reeponaes when ita Answers 

are served on GTBFL. 

l. ATkT objects to the definitions o f "AT'T" to the 

extent that s uch definieions aeek t o ift1PO•e an obligation on 

AT"T Communication• of ehe Southern States, Inc . to reopond 

on beha lf of eubeidiariee, affi!iatea, or other· persona that 

a re not parties to this cas e on the 9.:ounds that such 

definition is overly broad, unduly burdeneome , oppressive, 

and not permitted by applicable disc~very rules . In 

particular, AT•T objectl to inclu~ing HAl Convulting, lnc. 

within the definition or AT•T. HAI is not related to AT'T 

in any way. Neither is HAl a party to this proceeding. 

QTEFL's attempt to conduct diecovery on an unrelated third 

party that ia not a party to this proceeding io 

inappropriate and not allowed by the ruloe of civil 

procedure. Without waiver of ite general objection, and 



subject to other general and specific objections, Answer~ 

will be provided on behalf of AT&T Communications of tho 

Southern Statea, Inc. which is the entity certificated to 

provide regulated telecommunications aervicea in Florida and 

wr~ch ia a party to this docket. All references to •AT&T• 

in responding to GTEFL's interrogatorioa should be taken to 

mean AT&T. 

~. Unleaa otberwiae indicated, AT&T baa interpreted 

GTEFL's interrogatories to apply to ATlaT' s regulated 

intrastate op4lrationa in Florida a.nd will limit ita Answers 

accordingly. To the extent that any interrogatory is 

intended to apply to matters other t han Florida intrastoto 

operations &ubject to the jurisdiction of the Commioaion. 

AT&T objects to such interrogatory as irrelevant, overly 

broad, unduly burdensocoe, and oppreosive. 

3. AT&T objeota to each and every t nterr~atory and 

inatruction to the ~tent that auch ~nterrogatory o r 

instruction calla for info~tion whl ch is exempt from 

discovery by virtue ot the attorney -client privile~e. work 

product privilege, or other applicable privilege. 

4. AT&T objects to each and every interrogatory 

insofar as the requeat is vague, ambiguous. overly broad, 

imprecise, or utilize• terms that are subject to multiple 

interpretations but are not properly defined or explained 

for purposes ot tbese interrogatories. Any Answero provided 

by ATr.T in re8p0n&e to OTBFL'a interrogatories will be 

' .. .:.ro 



provided subject to, and withou t waiver of, the foregoing 

objection . 

5 . AT&T objects to each and every i nterrogatory 

insofar aa the request i8 not reasonably calculated to lead 

to the discovery of admiasible evidence and is not relevant 

t o the subject matter of this action. AT&T will attempt to 

note each i~tance where this objection applies. 

6. AT&T objeota to OTBrt•s general instructions, 

definitions or specific discovery requests insofar dS they 

seek to impose obligations on AT&T which exceed the 

requiremente of the Florida Rules of Civil Procedure or 

Florida law. 

7. AT&T objects to providing infonnation to tbe exeent 

that such information ie already in tbe public record before 

the Florida Public Service COIIlllliasion . 

8. ATIIr objects to eacb and every interrogatory, 

general inatructi on, or definition insofar as it is unduly 

burdensome, expenei ve, oppressive, o r excessively time 

consuming as written. 

9. AT&T objects to each and every i~terrogatory to the 

extent that the informat ion requested conotituteo •trade 

secreta• which are privileged pursuant to Section 90.50~, 

Florida Statutes. To the extent that GTEFL'o 

interrogatories request proprietary conf identia l buainuss 

informa tion which ia not subject to the •trade secreta • 

privilege, AT&T will make .uch information available t o 

counsel for OTBPL pur6U&nt to an appropriate Protective 
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Agreement, subject to any other gensral or specific 

objecti ons contained herein. 

Ohjecttone t o Specif ic tnrerra;nror i ea 

Subject to, and without waiver of, tlut foregoing 

general objections, AT&T enters the following B'pecific 

objections with respect to GTBFL's interrogatories: 

XNTaRROOATORY NO. 34 a Without waiver, AT&T will provide the 

reques ted ineormation in its possession custody or control 

subject to a determination o f confidentialit y by AT&T and 

the execution of an appropriate protective agreement. 

XNTBRROOATO~Y NO. 35 a AT&T objects to this request on the 

grounds that the information sought is not relevant to the 

scope of this proceeding nor reasonabl/ calculated to lead 

to the discovery of admissible evidence. The scope of the 

instant proceeding is to determine an apptopriate cost ~roxy 

model for the provision of basic local exchange service to 

be recommended to the Florida L~'gislatuce for purposes of 

funding a Oniversal Service Mechanism. AT&T has not yet 

been able to provide more than a token amount ot basic local 

telecommunications service. Further, AT&T's current plant 

is designed and operated to provide interstate and 

intrastate toll service. AT&T's toll service is provided in 

a highly competit:ve toll market with numerous faci l ities 

baned competito:a . The dea19n and operation o! ATiT'o toll 



network is not comrarable to the design and operation o! 

GTEFL's or any other ILEC's local network which continues to 

be operated as a defacto monopoly. The depreciation lives 

that AT&T uses in a competitive toll market for its toll 

network are not relevant or reasona_bly calculated to the 

discovery of admissible evidence. This document request is 

a blatant f ishing expedition by GT£FL having no purpose 

other than to obtain highly confidential business 

information of AT,T. This information is in no way relevant 

to the determination of a USF cost proxy model. 

Xnterrogatory Bo. 361 The depreciation salvage values that 

AT&T currently uses for each category of property, plant, 

and equipment ere not relevant to the scope of this 

proceeding. See objection to Interrogatory No. 35. 

Interrogatory lCo. 37 1 The depreciation ratr:s that AT'T 

currently usee for each category of property . plant, and 

equipment are not relevant to the scope of chis proceeding. 

See also objections to Interrogatory No. 35. 

Int•rrogatory Mo. 381 The plant inveetme1t, accumulated 

reserve, and reserve ratio of AT'T'a toll network are not 

relevant to the scope of thio proceeding. See alae 

objections to Interrogatory No. 35. 



rntarrogatory No. 39 • AT&T objects to this request on the 

grounds that t he information sought is not relevant to the 

scope of this pr oceeding nor reasonably calculated to lead 

to the discovery of admissib le evidence. The scope of the 

instant proceeding is to determine a n appropriat e cost proxy 

model for the provision of basic local exchange servtce to 

be recommended to the Flori da Legislature for purposes of 

funding a Univers a l Service Mechanism. The acquisition ot 

TCI by AT&T i s not yet complete and may never be complete; 

to this e xtent, GTEFL' s request is premat ure . Moreover, 

assumi ng the acquisit ion of TCI by AT'T comes to fruition , 

AT&T ' s plans, if any, to upgrade any cable systems acquired 

is in no way r elevant to the de termination of a cost pr oxy 

model for basic local e xchange s e rvice; n<.ither are any 

plans t o enter the local market via cable facilities or the 

depreciation lives and salvages TCI uses for ir~ property, 

plant, and equipment r elevant to the scope ~C t his 

proceeding . This request for information is ~nother blatant 

fishing e xpedition by CTEFL having no purpose other than to 

obtain highly confidential potential market entry 

information of AT, T. Thia information is in no way relevant 

to t he determination ot a OSF cost proxy u~de!. 

Iotarro tatory No. 4P• AT&T objects to thia request on the 

grounds that the information touqht is not relevant to tne 



scope ot this proceeding nor reasonably calculated to lead 

to the discovery of a~ssible evidence. Th~ scope of :he 

instant proceeding is to dete~ine an appropriate cost proxy 

model for the provision of basic 1~1 exchange service to 

be recommended to the Florida Legislature for purposes of 

funding a Universal Service Mechanism. The locati~ns and 

types of TCG's facilities is not rela·•ant . TCG has not yet 

begun to provide basic local telecommunications service in 

florida. Its network has not been designed or built to 

provide basic local telecommunications service on any wide 

spread scale. This request is another blatant fish~ng 

expedition b; · GTEFL having no purpose other than t o obtain 

highly confidential competitive market information of AT&T. 

This information is in no way relevant to the determination 

of a USF cost proxy ~odel . 

LNTERROQATORY No. 4l a AT'i objects to this request on the 

grounds that the information sought is not re!evant to the 

scope of this proceeding nor reasonably calculated to lead 

t o the discovery of admi.lseible evidence. The scope ot the 

instant proceeding is to determine an appropria t e cost proxy 

model for the provision of basic local exchange ser ice to 

be recommended to the Florida Legislature for purposes of 

f unding a Universal Service Mechanism. In addition , any 

choice o f technolog; for market entry, including "Project 



Angel", is not relevant to the scope of this proceeding. 

The locations and results of any trials of wireless 

technology are not relevant. This document request is yet 

another blatant fishing expedition by GTEFL having no 

purpose other than to obtain highly confidential market 

entr y information of AT&T. This information is in no way 

relevant to the determination of a l'SE' cost proxy model. 

rnterroqato:y Bo. 42 : AT&T objects to this request on the 

grounds that the information sought is not r£levant to the 

scope ot this proceeding nor reasonably calculated to lead 

to the discovery of admissible evidence. The scope of the 

instant proceeding is to determine an appropriate cost proxy 

model for the provision of basic local exchange service to 

be recommended to the Florida Legislat ;re for purposes of 

funding a Universal Service Mechanism. AT•T and Time Warner 

have no agreement to allow AT'T t o provide local service 

over Time Warner's facilities. Moreover, a~.suming Time 

Warner and AT&T conclude some sort ot agreement that w1ll 

allow AT&T to provide local service over Time Warner's cable 

facilitie5, AT&T'S plano, if any, to provide local oorvice 

over cable facilities is in no way relevant to the 

determination of a cost proxy model tor basic local exchange 

service . This request for information is another blatant 

fishin; expeditio!' by GT£E'L having no purpose other t han to 



obtain hi9hly confidential potential market entry 

info rmation of AT,T. This information is in no way relevant 

to the determination of a USF cost proxy model. 

SUBMITTED thie 8th day of September, 19 90. 

~i#J 
101 N. Monroe St. 
Suite 700 
Tallahaeeee, FL 32301 
(904) 425·6364 

ATTORNBY POR ATioT 
COMMUNICATIONS OF 11iE 
SOUTHERN STATES, INC . 



BEFORt THE rLORIOA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

In re: Determination o! the 
cost ot basic local 
telecommunications service, 
pursuant to Section 364.025, 
Florida Stat utes. 

DOC~T NO. 980696-TP 

OATE:I : September 8, 1999 

ATkT Communication• of the Southel n States, Inc. 

(hereinafter "AT~·), pursuant to Rules 25·22.034 and 25-

22.035, Florida Administrative Code and Rulea 1.350 and 

1.280(b), Florida Rules of Civil Proce<ure, hereby submits 

the following Objection& to OTE Florida Incorporated's 

(heretnafter GTBYL) Fourth Request for Production of 

Documents to ATkT communications of the Southern Stateo, 

Inc. 

and are aade at thia tiae for the purpocle of COIIIflying with 

the f i ve-day requir ... nt eat forth in rr~ar No. PSC-98-0813· 

docket on J\me 19, Uil. Sbcnlld achU.ti~m&l lfl"ounda for 

the a.bove-rafarenced eat of requeete, U6T rceervaa the 



right to auppl~t. reviee, or modify it~ objectiooa at the 

tim• tbat i t: ••~• iu h8pOIUJea on aran.. Mor.over, 

~ld AT~T 4eta~ tbat a Prot ective Order ia oeoeaaary 

with reepaot to ~y of the :saterial requa.ated by a1'1fi'L, AT"T 

reeervea the right to file a aotiOD with the Comm.iaaion 

eeeld.ng IN.Ob an orde~ at the tia~ that it earvea ita 

aeeponeee on QTSJL. 

Oftnernl Ohjectiong 

AT"T make• the following General Object ions to GTEPL ' a 

Fourth Set of Request& for Production of Documents which 

will be incorporated by reference into AT"T ' a epecitic 

reaponaea wnen ice Reaponaes are served on GTE~L . 

1 . AT&T object & to GTBPL'a Fourth Set ot Requests f~r 

Production of Document& to the extent that it ia overly 

br oad, unduly burdensome, oppresaf ve, not permitted by 

appl icable diacovery rules, a nd wou ld requ_re AT&T to 

disclose i nformation which is privilesed. 

2. AT&T bas interpreted GTEPL • s :-equesta to apply t o 

AT&T' s regulated tntraatate operations in Florida anJ will 

limit ita Res~ea 3ccordingly. To the extent that any 

request ie intended to apply to matters other than PloLida 

intrastate operationa aubject to tbe jurisdiction of the 

commiaaion, AT"T objecte to such request aa irrelevant, 

overly broad, un4uly burden.ame , and oppressive. 



J, AT&T objects to each and every request and 

instruction to the extent that such r equest or instruction 

cdla for intormatio:1 which ill exempt from discovery by 

virtue of the attorney-client privilege, work product 

privilege or other appl tcable pr ivilege . 

•· AT&T objec ts to each and every request insofar as 

the requ.est ia vague, ambiguc-ua, overly broad, imprecise, or 

utilizes terms t~t are subject t o multiple interpretations 

but are not properly defined or explained for purposes of 

these requests. Any R.eaponaes provided by AT"T in response 

t o GTBPL'a requests will be provided subject to, and without 

waiver of, the foregoing objection. 

5. AT&T objects to each and every request insofar as 

t he requ.eet ia not reasonably calculated to lead to the 

discovery of admissible evidence and is not relevant to the 

subject matter of t ht. action. AT"T will attempt to note 

each instance where this objection a~liee. 

6. AT&T object s to GTBPL'e general instructions, 

definitions or specific discovery requests insofar as they 

seek t o i~e obligations on AT&T which exceed the 

requirements of the Florida Rules of Civil Procedure or 

Florida law. 

7. AT&T objects to providing information to the extent 

t hat such information is already in the public record before 

the Florida Public Service commission. 

8. AT"T objects t o each and every request, general 

instruction, or definition in.ao!er as it is unduly 

... 



burdensome, expe.nsive, oppressive, or excessively time 

consuming .. written. 

9. AT&T objee~- 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 GTBFL's requests aeek 

proprietary confidential buRineas information which is not 

the subject of the •trade secrete• privilege, AT&T will make 

such information available to counsel for GTBPL pursuant to 

an appropriate Protective Agreement, subject to any other 

general or specific objections contained herein . 

10. AT&T is a large corporation •dth employees located 

in many different locations in Florida and in other states. 

In the course of ita business, AT&T creates countless 

documents that are not subject to Florida Public Service 

Commission or PCC retention of recorda requirements. These 

documents are kept in numerous locat iona and are frequently 

moved from site to site as employees change . obs or as the 

business is r ·eorganized. Rather, these responses will 

provide all of the information obtained by AT&T after a 

reasonable and diligent search conducted in connection with 

this discovery requ~t. AT&T will comply with GTEPL's 

request that a search be conducted of those fileo that are 

reasonably expected to contain the requested intormation. 

To the extent that the diecovery request purports to require 

more, AT&T objecte on the grounds that compliance would 

impose an undue burcS.n or expeDse . 
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11. AT&T objecte to the definit i ons of 'AT&T' to tho 

extent that such definitions s eclt t o i mpose an o.bligation on 

AT&T Communications of the Southern States, Inc . to respond 

on behalf of subsidiaries, affiliat:es, or other persons th .. .: 

are not parties to this case on the grounds tha t such 

definition is overly broad, unduly burdensome, oppreaeive, 

and not pe.rmitted by applicable discovery rules. In 

pa~ticular, AT&T objects to including HAl Consulting, I nc. 

within the definition of AT&T. HAI is not related to AT&T 

in any way. Neither is HAI a party to this proceeding. 

GTEFL's attempt to conduct discovery on an unrelated third 

party that is not a party to this proceeding is 

inappropriate and not allowed by the rules ot civil 

procedure. Without waiver of i ts general object:~n . and 

subject to o ther general and specific objections, answers 

will be provided on behaJf of AT&T Co~ unicatione of the 

Sou thern States, Inc. which i s the entity cer~i ficated to 

provide regulated telecOIIImWlications servi,;es in Florida and 

which is a party to this docket. All refertnces to 'AT&T' 

in responding to GTBPL' a requests should be taken to mean 

AT&T Communications of the Southern States, Inc. 

Subject to, and without waiver of, the foregoing 

gene ral objectioa., AT&T enters the following specific 

objections with respect to GTBPL's requests: 

a.queat Bo. 38 : WithoUt waiver, AT&T will produce the 

reque&ted documents i n ita po•se•aion custody or control 



subject to a det~tion of confidentiality by AT~T and 

the execution of an appropriate protective agreement . 

a.queat 40 : AT&T objects to this request on the grounds 

that the 1nfo~tion sought is not relevant to the scope of 

this proceeding nor reasonably calculated to lead to the 

discovery of admio~iblo ovioen~e. Tho 3copo of tho inotont 

proceeding is to determine an appropriate cost ,Proxy model 

for the provision of basic local exchange service t o be 

recommended t o the Florida Le9islature for pu~oaea of 

funding a Universal Service Mechanism. The acquisition of 

TCI by AT&T is not yet complete and may never be complete: 

t o 'this e~tt:ent, GTEn.' s request is premature. ;Moreover, 

assuming the acquiaition of TCI by AT&T comes to fruit ion, 

AT,T'a plana, if any, to upgrade any cable ~ystema acquired 

is in no way relevant to the determina ~ion of a cost proxy 

model for basic local exchange aervice. This document 

request is a blatant fi shing expedition by GTEFL hav1ng no 

purpose other than to obtain highly con fidential market 

entry information of AT6T. This in!ormation is in no way 

relevant to the determination of a uSF cos~ proxy model . 

. ~., 



R!qo••t •o . 42 : See re,ponse to 40. In addition, any 

choice of technology for market entry ia not relevant to 

the scope of this proceeding. This document request is yet 

another blatant fishing expedition by GTEFL having no 

purpose other than to obtain highly confidential market 

entry information of AT,T. This information is in no way 

relevant to the determination of a USF coat proxy model . 

SUBMITTED this 8th day of September, 1~98. 

Tracy Kate 
101 N. Monr 
Suite 700 
Tallahaeeee, PL Jl30l 
(904) 425-6364 

ATTORNEY POR ATr.T 
COMMUWCATIONS OP THE 
SOUTHERN STATES INC. 
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