ORIGINAL

Tracy Hateh Sutte 700

Attexniey 101 N Monms 51
Tallshasses, FL 32300
GO 4750304

FAX: DO 4258341

September 1o, 1998

Mrs. Blanca S. Bayo, Director
Division of Records and Reporting
Flonda Public Service Commission
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard
Tallahassce, Florida 32399-0850

Re: Docket No, 980696-TP

Decar Mrs. Bayo:

Enclosed for filing please find an original and fifteen (15) copies of AT&T
Communications of the Southern States, Inc.'s Response to RellSouth Telecommunications,
Ine.'s Motion te Compel Answers to Its First Request for Production of Documents; Sprint-

Flonda, Incorporated's Response in Support of BellSouth's Motion to Compel and Motion for
Protective Order.

Copies of the foregoing are being served on the partics of record in accordance with the
attached certificate of service.

ACK Thank you for your assistance with this matter.
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ORiCiivAL

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE s >
DOCKET 9B0696-TP

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing was

furnished via *hand delivery/**Federal Express and U.S. Mail to the

following parties ¢ record on this 16th day of September, 1998:

William Cox

Flerida Public Service
Commission

2540 Shumard OCak Boulevard
Tallahaasee, FL 32399-0830

Richard Melson
Hopping Law Firm

Poat Office Box 6526
Tallahassee, FL 32314

Jack Shreve

Office of Public Counsel
cfo The Florida Leglslature
111 West Madison Street
Room 812

Tallahassee, FL 32399-1400

Kimberly Caswall

GTE Service Incorporated
1 Tampa City Center

201 M. Franklin Street
Tampa, FL 33602

Carclyn Marok

VP of Regulatory Affairs
Southeast Region

Time Warner Communications
Nashville, TH 37221

Joseph A. McGlothlin

Vicki Gordon Kaufman
McWhirter, Reaves,
MeGlothlin, Davidson, Rief &
Bakas, P.A.

117 5, Gadaden Street
Tallahasseae, FL 32301

Floyd R. Self
Messer, Caparello L Self,

P'! A'l
215 5. Monroe Street
Sulite 701

Ta-lahassee, FL 32301-1876

Brian Sulmonetti
WorldCom, Inc.

1515 S. Federal Highway
Suite 400

Boca Raton, FL 33432

*Mancy B. White

Robeart G. Beatty

c/fo Nancy Sims

150 8. Monroe Street
Suite 400

Tallahassee, FL 32301

Worman H. Horton, Jr
Messer, Caparello & Self,

Piﬁl
215 5. Monroe S5treet
Suite 701

Tallahassee, FL 32301-1876

Jamea C. Falvey
e.aplre Communicationsa,
Inc.

133 Hational Business
Parkway

Suite 200

Annapolis Junction, MD
20701
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Laura L. Gallagher

Vice Fresident-Regulatory
Affairs

Florida Cable
Telecommunicaticns
Assocciation

310 M. Monroe Streat
Tallahassee, FL 32301

Harriet Eudy

ALLTELL Fleorida, Inc.
Foat Office Box 550
Live Oak, FL 32060

*John P. Fons

J. Jeffrey Wahlen
Ausley & McHMullen

227 South Calhoun Street
Tallahassee, FL 32302

Cavid B. Erwin
127 Riversink Road
Crawfordville, FL 323217

Robert M. Poat, Jr.
Post Office Box 277
Indiantown, FL 34956

Mark Ellmer

Poat Office Box 220

502 Fifth Street

Port St. Joe, FL 32456

Tom McCabe
Poat Office Box 189
Quinecy, FL 32353-0189

Lynn B, Hall

Vista-United
Telecommunicationsa

Post Office Box 10180

Lake Buena Viata, FL 32830

Lynne G. Brewer

Mortheast Florida Telephone
Co.

PFost Office Box 485
Macclenny, FL 32063-0485

Kelly Goodnight
Frontier Communications
180 5. Clinion Avenue
Rochester, NY 14646

Michael A. Gross

Rssistant Attorney General
Office of the Attorney
General

PL-01, the Caplitol
Tallahassee, FL 323959-1050

Charles J. Rehwinkel
Sprinc-Florida, Inc.
1313 Blalrcstone Rd.
Tallahassee, FL 32301

Kenneth A. Hoffman

J~hn R. Ellis

Rutledge, Ecenla, Underwood
Purnell & Hoffman

Post Offica Box 551
Tallahaasee, FL 32301

Paul Kouroupas

Michael HcRae

Teleport Communicatlons
Group, Inc.

2 Lafayette Centre

1133 21" Streer, MW
Suite 400

Washington, DC 20036

Suzanne F. Summerlin
1311-B Paul Russaell Road
Suite 201

Tallahasseea, FL 232301

Peter M. Dunbar

Barbara D. Auger
Pennington, Moore,
Wilkinaon, Bell & Dunbar
P.0O. Box 10095
Tallahassee, FL 32302
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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

Inre; Determination of the cost of basic )

local telecommunications service pursuant )  Docket No. 980696-TL

to Section 364,025, Florida Statutes ) Filed: September 16, 1998
)

AT&T'S RESPONSE TO BELLSOUTH TELECOMMUNICATIONS, I NC.'S
MOTION TO COMPEL ANSWERS TO ITS
FIRST REQUEST I'0OR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS;
SPRINT-FLORIDA, INCORFORATED'S
RESPONSE IN SUPPORT OF BELLSOUTH'S MOTION TO COMPEL

AND

MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER

AT&T Communications of the Southern States, Inc. (AT&T), pursuant to Rules 25-
22.034 and 25-22.035, Florida Administrative Code, and Rules 1.340, 1.350 and 1.380,
Florida Rules of Civil Procedure, hereby submits the following response and Motion for
Protective Order regarding BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.'s (BellSouth’s) Motion to
Compel Production of its First Request for Production, filed September 4, 1998 and Sprint-
Florida, Incorporated’s (Sprint’s) Response in Support of BellSouth's Motion to Compel, filed
September 11, 1998.

AT&T requests that the Florida Public Service Commission (the Commission) deny
BellSouth's and Sprint's respective motions 1o compel on the grounds that the information
requested is the proprictary commercially valuable property of an independent third party that
is not a party to this proceeding and that the information is not in the possession, custody or
control of AT&T, Pursuant to Rule 1,350(a), Florida Rules of Civil Procedure, any party may

request any other party to produce and to permit the party making the request to inspect and
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copy any designated documents that constitute or contain matters within the scope of Rule

1.280(b) and that are in the possession, custody or control of the party to whom the request is

directed (emphasis supplied). As discussed in greater detail below, the information sought by
BellSouth and Sprint is not in the possession, custody or control of AT&T. Accordingly,
AT&T requests the Commission to deny BellSouth's and Sprint’s motions to compel.
Notwithstanding the tack of s sppropriate basis upon which to compel production, AT&T
continues to offer to armange for BellSuuth and Sprint to visit to the premises of PNR to allow
them to review the requested data. In suppon of its request to deny the motions to compel and
for a protective order, AT&T states as follows:

1. On July 29, 1998, BellSouth served its First Request for Production of
documents on AT&T. BellSouth's document request No. 1 asked that AT&T produce the
DBF file of customer points (geocode information) that is used by PNR to develop the
customer clusters upon which HAI 5.0a models its forward looking network.'

2. On August 4, 1998, AT&T, in accordance with Order No. PSC-98-0813-
PCO-TP, filed its objections to BellSouth’s request. AT&T's objections are incorporated
herein by reference.’ As set forth in its objections, AT&T objected to BellSouth's request on
the basis that the geocode point information was the proprietary business information of an
independent third party, PNR, and that AT&T did not have possession, custody or control of
the information. AT&T further objected 1o the request on the basis that the information

sought is commercially available to BellSouth. Notwithstanding AT&T's lack of possession,

! For n more complete description of the sources and use of PNR's geocoded t0 produce the chuster inputs to the
HAI 5.0a Model, see the Affidavit of Richard N. Clark sttached hereio a3 Altachiment 1.

! For ease of reference, a copy of AT&T"s Objections to BellSouth's First Request for Production is sttached as
Attachmens 2.




custody or control of the geocode information, AT&T offered to arrange for BellSouth to visit
PNR to examine the geocode information.

3. On August 4,1998, Sprint-Florida served its First Request for Production of
Documents No.1 and its First Set of Intermogatorics Nos. | and 2. Sprint's document request
No. | asked for the same intormation as B+/1South’s document request No. 1. Sprint's
Interrogatory No. 1 asked for the peocode information and Interrogatory No. 2 asked for the
Minimum Spanning Tree Analysis (MST). The MST Analysis is the output of a software
program provided by Sprint to PNR from Stopwatch Maps which utilizes the same geocode
information that is used to develop HAI 5.0a"s clusters. AT&T filed the same objections to
Sprint's discovery involving the geocode information. AT&T =iso offered to arrange a visit to
PNR's premises for Sprint to enable it 10 examine the geocode information.

4. OnAugust 11, 1998, Sprint filed a Motion to Compel production of the
information sought in its First Request for Production and its First Set of Interrogatories.
AT&T responded in opposition to Sprint’s motion on August 18, 1998." AT&T's response is
included herein by reference.

5. Within the twenty-day time frame for responding to the discovery requests from
BellSouth and Sprint, counsel for AT&T discussed with counsel for BellSouth and Sprint
AT&T's inability to provide to BellSouth and Sprint the geocode information because such
information was not in the possession or control of AT&T, In addition, ATET forwarded the
request for the MST Analysis to PNR and armanged for PNR to run the MST Analysis and
provide the results to BellSouth and Sprint. PNR provided the MST Analysis electronically
directly to BellSouth and Sprint. PNR billed BellSouth and Sprint directly for the work




required to genemate the MST Analysis. Upon receipt of the MST Analysis, counsel for Sprint
indicated to counsel for AT&T that there were no longer any disputes regarding Sprint’s First
Request for Docurnents or First Set of Interrogatories.  Afler receipt of the MST Analysis,
BellSouth gave no indication that it wished 1o further pursue acquisition of the geocode
information until it filed its medon to compel on September 4, 1998.

6. In suppont of its Motira 1o Compel, BellSouth states that “despite the
representations in AT&T"s filed response, AT&T"s counsel stated that BellSouth can not
obtain the customer location information requested, even if BellSouth goes to the premises of
PNR to obtain this information.” (emphasis in the original) BellSouth argues that AT&T can
not refuse to produce the information on the basis that it is proprietary. It also argues that
ATE&T should not be allowed to avoid discovery by claiming that the information sought to be
discovered belongs to third party vendors. BellSouth further suggests that AT&T has
provided the geocoded information in the state of Washington based on an order to compel
production of the information issued by the Washington Commission. Finally, BellSouth
arpues that denying discovery of the geocoded information belies AT&T s claim that the HAL
model is open and verifiable. As a final note, BellSouth seeks the opportunity to supplement
its rebuttal testimony with the test results it desires from its use of the geocode information on
the basis that, notwithstanding that the time for rebuttal is past, there remains sufficient time
before the hearing to allow for adequate deposition of the additional testimony.

i Rule 1.350 , Florida Rules of Civil Procedure, states that parties are required to
produce documents that are in the possession, custody or control of the person from whom the

documents are sought. BellSouth completely misses the point of this rule. The fundamental

' A copy of ATET s Response to Sprint’s Motion 1o Compel is attached as Atachment 3.
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flaw in BellSouth's arguments that production should be compelled is that it assumes a prion
that AT&T has possession, custody or control over the geocode database information. As set
forth in AT&T's objections, AT&T does not have nor has it ever had possession, custody or
control of the geocode information. AT&T simply can not produce that which it does not
have. See the Affidavit of Richard N. Clarke, paragraph 9. See also Attachment 4.*

& BellSout®. s claim that it will not be permitted to review the requested data
even at PNR's premises is incorrec. As noted in the Affidavit, anyone, including BellSouth
may go to PNR’s premises 1o review the geocode information or obtain the data directly from
the vendors from which PNR obtains the data. More importantly, in an effort to provide
pertics nationwide an opportunity 1o examine the geocode data, PNR has held two “open
house” sessions to allow parties to review the data in the form in which it is put into the HAI
model. BellSouth and Sprint were both invited 1o at least one of the open house sessions.
Representatives of Sprint were in attendance. BellSouth declined to attend on the basis that it
did not have sufficient advance notice in order to be able to send the approprinte persons.
Contrary 1o BellSouth's assertion, AT&T will facilitate a visit to PNR’s premises to allow
BellSouth to view the geocoded data.  As noted in Attachment 4, PNR continues to extend
the invitation to view its proprietary business information to parties in need of such review.

9.  BellSouth’s suggestion that the HAI 5.0a Model violates the requircments that
the model be open and verifiable is also incorrect. As noted above, BellSouth and Sprint are
free 1o go to PNR's premises 1o review the geocode information,

10.  BellSouth correctly notes that the Washington Utilitics and Transportation

Commission (WUTC) has issued an order to compel production of the geocode information.

* Letier from Willlam M. Newman on behalfl of PNR dated September 9, 1998, stiached hereto as Atachment 4,
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However, BellSouth is incorrect in suggesting that the information has been produced. The
information has not been produced and the order granting the motion to compel is subject toa
motion for reconsideration. Attachment 4 is PNR's statement regarding the Washington
Commission's order setting forth the position of PNR rerarding production of the
information. Attachment 4 rei*zrates the fact that AT&T Joes not have possession, custody or
control of the information BellSouth and Sprint seek and that Sprint and BeliSouth can go to
PNR's premises to review the data.

7. Notwithstanding its earlier indication tha' AT&T and Sprint had resolved
Sprint’s discovery dispute, Sprint now argues in its seco: d motion to compel that it was
“forced 1o accept information provided by PNR which is inferior to what Sprint actual! -
requires for its analysis of HA 1" 11 is not clear exactly v hat Sprint was “forced” to accept.
The MST Analysis that was provided to Sprint by PNR was exactly what it asked for in ils
Interrogatory No. 2. As noted above, Sprint indicated tc Counsel for AT&T afler the MST
Analysis was provided to Sprint, that it had no further d'scovery disputes with AT&T,

8. Sprint also decrics as without merit AT¢T"s contention that the geocode
information cannot be produced because it is intellectua. property of another. In support,
Sprint cites to language from a Washington Utilitics an' Transportation Commission order
that requires “AT&T to provide US West acoess to the ;cocoding and clusters data GTE has
requested on the same basis as it provides such access to GTE."  First, Sprint, like BellSouth,
ignores the fundamental prerequisite necessary 1o produce a document — the document must
first be within AT&T"s possession, custody or control in order for it to be produced. As
AT&T has maintained from the beginning of this ordeal, ATAT does not have nor has it ever

had possession, custody or control of the geocode information. See also Attachments land 4.




Without possession, custody or control of the geocode infonuation, AT&T <an not produce
the information. Second, the WUTC order cited by Sprint simply indicates that AT&T is 1o
provide US West thal same access to the geocode information as is being provided 1o GTE. It
is AT&T's understanding that the WUTC has initially ordered the production of the
underlying databases used by PNR to produce the clusters it provides to AT&T. Howcver,
this order is not final and is currently subiect to a motion for reconsideration. 1t appears that
the WUTC may, along with BellSouth and Sprint, fail to grasp the fundamental fact that
AT&T does not have possession, custody or control of the geocode information nor does it
have any legal right to possession, custody or control.  All rights to this information lie with
PNR. Whatever Sprint and BellSouth desire of PNR must be ammanged with PNR.

9. With respect to BellSouth's request to be allowed to file supplemental rebuttal,
BellSouth does not explain why it waited until after rebuttal had been filed to file its motion 10
compel notwithstanding that AT&T had responded to its documnent request by August 18,
1998. BellSouth made no effort 10 indicate that it required any further discovery related to its
document request No. |. Had BellSouth made such indication, it may well be that a solution
could have been worked out in time to file rebuttal on September 2, 1998, BellSouth should
not now be heard to complain that it did not have all it needed to file appropriate rebuttal
testimony. AT&T would support BellSouth's request 1o file supplemental rebuttal if all
parties are allowed an equal opportunity to provide supplemental rebuttal testimony in those
instances where responses to discovery was delayed, thus affecting the parties abilities to
prepare adequate rebuttal testimony.

WHEREFORE, AT&T respectfully requests that the Commission deny BellSouth's

and Sprint's respective motion to compel and entry of a protective order directing that




[_..

discovery not be had consistent with the above. AT&T further requests that the Commission
deny BellSouth's request for leave to file supplemental rebuttal texlimony or in the altemative
grant all parties leave to file supplemental rebuttal testimony.,

Respectfully submitted this 16* day of September, 1998.

Tracy Hatch, ?A
101 N. St
Suite 700

Tallahassee, Florida 32301

(850) 425-6364

ATTORNEY FORAT&T
COMMUN!ICATIONS OF THE
SOUTHERN STATES, INC.




BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

OF THE STATE OF MINNESOTA

Edward Garvey Chalr

Joel Jacobs Commisaloner

Marshall Johnson  Commissloner

Gregory Bcott Commisslioner

Leroy Commissloner

Koppendrayer
IN THE MATTER OF THE STATE )
OF MINNESOTA'S POSSIBLE ) PUC DOCKET NOs. P-390/M-97-509
Egﬁi-ﬁﬂumcﬂmmu:gnm ; OAH DOCKET NO. 12-2800-11242.2
COST STUDY TO DETERMINE THE )
APPROPRIATE LEVEL OF UNIVERSAL )
SERVICE SUPPORT )

AFFIDAVIT OF WITNESS

I, Richard N. Clarke, being first duly swom, depose and say as foliows:

1. My name ls Richard N. Clarke. | am a Division Manager in ATAT's Local
Services and Law and Public Policy Divisions. In this position | am responsible
for AT&AT's economic policies relaled o local telecommu-.zations services and |
have directed AT&T s participation in the development of the Hatfleld Model of
forward looking economic costs of local exchange networks and services. | have
s Bachelor's degres in mathematics and economica from the University of

Attachment 1




Michigan, and Master's and Docloral degrees In ecoromics from Harvard. Prior
10 joining ATAT with Bell Labs in 1088, | was an Assistant Piotessor of
Economics st the University of Wisconsin-Madison, and werked as an sconomist
with the Antitrust Division of the U S. Department of Justice.

2. mmﬂmmmummummmmm
mwuavﬁﬂmihmmdmmmmmmt
and engineering of distribution plant in the Hatfield Mocel 5.0 ("HM 5.07) are
insufficiently open and verifiuble, thus the entire model stould be siricken from
the Commission's consideration.

3 Before addressing the individual U 8 WEST allegations, 1t is useful to
provide a comect description of the baric data used in the HM 5.0, how these
data are developed, and what parties ere responsible for each stage of this
developmant

4. Becausa the HM 5.0 has as its goal the modeling of distribution plant that
1 engineered as precisely and efficiently as possible 1o the locations at which
customers demand telephone service, the HM 5.0 requires as input the best
possible latitude and longltude data on thesa precise customaer locations. Thess
latitude and longitude specifications of customer geographical locations are
calied "geocodes.” There ks widespread agresment that such geocodes are
superior descriplon of customer location to "surrogate® methods such as use of
road locations.' The date sources that the HM 5.0 uses for Ms customer

' This is becauss many roads are devod of lelephone customers: lelephone customers may not
be located along the set of roads entered in certain miled rosd databases; and even when
customers are locsled siong roads, their concentration along roads is typicslly uneven.

2




geocodes are commercially available direct mail address lists from Metromail for
residence locations, and Dun and Bradsteet ("D&B") for business locstions !
These data are obtained by the HM 5.0's independent data vendor, PNR and
Associates, through agreements that PNR has with Metromall and D&B. PNR
hnmuﬂﬂmﬁ&mhﬁkmmmwwmm
hmlmrdllynlfahhmmmmnmm“
m*mmummwnMEMJ PNR continues to use
mhmmc«mmwmmmmwmm
buﬁnnhmhhhpﬂdulddmum. end which identify the Census
Block in which the geocode s located. The remaining less sccurate geocodes
are discarded as being insufficiently precise for current use within the HM 5.0.*

5 Because Meliomad and D&B dala contain only about 80% of all residence
and business addresses, and because PNR discards those address geocodes
m;t-ummummw.uumprm-mwwu
QMHWIMFHMTEHﬂNWHMHHIMIM
business customer locations that are believed to exist. This geocode success
hcﬁmhmwaMMnmmlmmw'mmm-
for @ unit of geography (e.g.. 8 Census Biock, @ county, B state) by an eslimate
of the Nill number of customer locations believed o exist in that unit of

’TMMMNDIBMMHWhmnm S4.1end 542 ol the
Hua.auwmnﬁmmnubmmmnmumm.

* The procadures used by Centrus MHMMWMMmmmmwm
geocodes are described in Section 5.4.3 of the HM 5.0 Madel Description. In addition, the
mmﬁamdh%%ﬂﬂ%wmwwmhu
WINMWWMMATITHME-MMHH-FMHME
sefvice proceeding (CC Did. No. 98-45) on Decamber 23, 1997,

‘ These geocodes mey only have localed en address sccurals to @ Consus Biock Group o @
ZIP or ZIP+d cantroid.

)




geography. These denominator estimates are developed by PNR for residence
and business locations, by Census Block, from PNR's National Access Line
Model.*

6. The raw estimates ;hat PNR develops from its National Access Line
Moddmmuhdhhsunﬂchnmﬁnﬂrmhcﬁmﬂmunm,w
lo add up to the fotal business and residence line counts reporied by LECs for
their study areas through lists f eligible wire centers and study ares line count
lotals provided by ATAT to PNR. These normalized “target” counts, then,
become the denominator for the geocode success rate. | the number of
successful geocodes for a Census Block falls short of PNR's calculeted “target’
number of customer locations for that Census Block, PNR creates an additional
number of "surrogate” geocodes for that Census Block that are latitude and
longitude paire uniformly spaced along the Census Block's periphery. Thus, the
number of "actual® geccodes pius “surrogete” geocodes for each Census Block
will add up to the target number of customer locations that PNR has estimated
for the Census Biock.

T Onca this collection of actual plus surrogats geocodes is compiele. these
geccodes are associnted with a serving wire center through PNR's use of BLR
wire cenler service arwa data.' A complete wire centers coflection of customer
geocodes are then processed by PNR's Spatial Clustering Module to identify
naturally occurring clusters of customer locations that can be served afficiently

'Indesd, U S WEST's sponsored BCPMI Model makes use of buainess fing counte purchased
from PNR and developed from PNR's National Access Line Model.

‘It s my underslanding thal BLR data are also used by the BCPM) for this same purpose.
4




from common distribution and feeder faciites” The location, the area, the
relative NorthVSouth lo East\West dimensions, and the line counts associaled
with each of these clusters are then complied by PNR end retumed to ATAT for
inclusion in the input data that are used directly by the HM 5.0.

8. nummnmw-.wmmuamaT{uw
other Interested party) to sudit each of these stages of the HM 50 data
developmen processas. As & threshold point, U § WEST does not sppesr 1o
pmvmm-nuuutlnyniﬂuudlhdmbpnwmmplhhmﬂr
performed, but, rather, qQuestions the verflability of the geocoding process.
wmmumwnenm.usmmuwmnwm
demonsirate the likely errors and deficiencies in the geocoding process and s
being deprived of cblaining m fak hearing Iin this matter” shall now demonstrate
that each of these stages is verifiable by U S WEST; and to the extent that
U S WEST claims that It is not able to verify thess steps, it Is either bacause
US WEST has: (1) ignored information that has been placed on the public
m;uﬂ}mmmwmmﬂwmmummmnm
used by the HM 5.0; or (3) because U S WEST has falled to make a clear
request for the required information to the party that can appropiiately provide it
to U S WEST,

Claim 1: USWEST claims that the Metromail residentisl dats have
coverage less than that claimed by ATAT.

' The source code for PNR's Spatial Clustering Module was filed with the the FCC in CC D
No. BE-45 on Septembar 30, 1007 and on January 13, 1608,
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Although 1t is difficult to understend how U S WEST can ciaim both that the
M-:rumaudmmmnm.wnm-mmmmtummmm
mwnwd“ﬂﬂhhw.buﬂtlmnﬂﬂhmhm As
mmamwmmmmwmmmrmmmm
23, 1H1.mmmﬂmmd:hMHMwmhubnﬂh
-ppm:hnltmu.znﬂbn-mdmthuuﬂmnmwmmnm
behalf of U S WEST. hmdwamﬂusmﬂmm
ﬂwﬂhﬂl&.lhnﬂﬂwwlthquumuﬂmehtﬁ
nud-hdnrmhrrﬁmmﬂundhqalmmmdhmmndlu-m
to obtain a compiete and sppropriate set of these deta from Metromail.

Claim 2: USWEST claims PNR will not provide them with the actual
geocode poinis from the Metromail and DB data.

9. Whis it is tue that PNR will not provide these geocode points to
U S WEST, nelther does PNR provide these points 1o ATAT. The reason is
straightforward. The eddress information PNR obtaing from Metromail snd Dun
& Bradstreet is commercially valuable and provides revenues to Metromail and
D&B. Thm.PHHhWbyhuMundmhmghhahhdﬂw.
Mr.NMmHmn.EnmmuPruManﬂn,mﬁmmmhm
letter to Mr. Steve G. Parsons, INDETEC, dated January 13, 1998, “Because of
mmnwnmmumhmm,wrdmmmmnmn
responsibly in using their data.® Furthermore thess vendors' concerns are very
real because U § WEST compeles with Metromail and Dun & Bradsuee! in the
mailing fist business. One need only lock at the U S WEST Yeliow Pages In
Denver, Colorado under "Malling Lists * Lerge adverisements sppear for




USWEST Marketing Resources and for Dun & Bradstreet.  Metromail
Corporation also has 2n ad.

10.  These competitive concems eside, the Metromail and DAB databases are
mmmwuumar.musmsrmmmmm
knhuuﬂnmhhhmhmnmﬁhimcmmm“!ﬂMmm
hmmmuﬁnmummmm. Instead,
LISWEETMMIhulﬂmhnbulnumbnhwumuﬁnﬂlmmmﬂ
and the Hatfield Sponsors. These entities do not have a right to distrbute these
dm-whhﬂudluww,ﬂanﬂmnmimm
these raw deta themselves. U S WEST has not alleged that I approached
Metromail and DB 10 obtain the basic information and that Metromall and DAB
hlnu!uudlupmmhhhrmﬂnnlhrumwﬂumlnm
proprietary agreement and pays the requisite sum. Thus, U § WEST has not
made any showing that the information is not svalable from the proper owners of
these dala.

11. Furuurmnu,usmstmlrnmwunmdhmmmnuhnw
data to recsive the information R deems essential. Basad on further processing,
Pﬂnmlnwm-hhhﬂHngm-uhmhﬁuwmwmm
each of the 52 state jurisdictions that the HM 5.0 models.* For Minnesota these
results are:

*mmmmmmmmwuclm&-:ccn:cm.m.mum
February 3, 1098,
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Density Zone Geocode Pet
-5 8%
§=100 44%
100 - 00 7%
200 - 850 %
850 - 850 88%
850 - 2550 1%
2850 - 5000 82%
5000 - 10,000 01%
10,000 + 8%
Average 78%

uusmsrmmmmﬂgw-mummmwmm
mﬁmmmummmwmmmuww
cﬁ:mﬂhﬁ.lmmmnhmﬁhMMIw
business addresses from Melromail and D&B, and the Centrus Desklop
geccoding software from QMS. Wih these data and software in hand,
USWESTuanpﬂmwunuhhmhdﬁonuPﬂﬂ-ornw
request PNR to perform these processes.

2. Similarly. US WEST may develop an appropriate set of “target” location
mmWCmmeuhmuhmmWhhummaf
geocode percents. As PNR indicated in s letter to INDETEC, PNR will sel s
unnormalized National Accsss Line Model outputs 15 any Interested party.
Pur@unm-mmmmmm”mﬂmmm
.mmlwmwmmmmm;uhm
-H-mlﬁu.prw‘hh?ﬂﬂmml“mvlmmmnﬁluhlhlll provided
by ATAT 1o PNR for use in tha HM 5.0 In any avent, f U S WEST ke unsure

'UEMETMMMMMMMHMMMM
on the HM 5.0's CD-ROM. This database containg the list of sligible wire canters used in the
]




how 10 proceed in this regard, the bes! way 1o proceed is to take PNR up its
mhmmmmmmmmamhammusmnmw.
HUS%mmmwmmmm.mmmmmmm
vendors appropriaie use licenses - their data, U S WEST would be able to
mwmm:mﬂhdmmmumm;nmu
ATIT—thIThIﬂIMhmdhmMmlm
D4&B data. mumwmu.umummmmuamrmm
lmwmmrlmdlhmrulmﬂthHH.ﬂﬂmmplwmul
authority fo grant K. U § WEST was misguided in trying to gain access to the
DA&B and Metromaill data through PNR, and similary misguided in trying to gain
access lo the inputs that ATAT provided 1o PNR though PNR. A simple request
1o the party that originated the particular data Rem would have been the moal
avaling.

13. hmw.lhmmdmm.mwummmm
ceriain input data used by U S WEST's BCPM3 model are available. nis my
undernstanding thet the BCPM3 usss temain data from Stopwalch Maps, and
m“nmmmmghmmnhpmmmmm-ww
characleristics assoclated with each wire center. It is also my understanding that
Uﬁﬁﬂﬂnutptwﬂoﬂuudmlmmiummhmht-mhd
party. Rather, should ATAT wish to verify BCPMY's process, it would have to
lwmmumhmhhtHHmm.lndmuh
Mapinfo software 10 process these data - as these data and software programs
are not in the public domain,"

m&hmmmnhmmunwhmmn-m“umw
PNR to nomalize counts 10 HM 5.0 specifications.

* Perhaps less opan 1o potential public view are the Baficors SCIS or U B WEST SCM models
mtﬁ:ﬂ!nﬁumuﬂhmﬂh. Furthermore, ATAT has beaen unabis 1o
9




14, thhuﬂﬁ‘uﬁfﬂl:nmmlvmihﬂwﬂlﬂE.ﬂﬂpumnrl‘hnlmadn
available granular statisticel information about the success of their customer
geocoding over 468 different state/density zone geographical vaits across the
U.S., | am unaware thal BCPM3 has made pubiic any anslogous Information
sbout the success of its customer location process. Mt certalnly would be useful
for BCPM3 to state (a) the 'umber and percent of actual customer locations that
are located mlong the roads thet are mapped in the BCPM3 model: (b) &
statistical measure indicating how evenly these actual customer locations are
dispersed along these roads; (c) the number and percent of sctual customer
locations that are located within the “road-reduced square” where the BCPM3
lays s distribution plant; and (d) the parcent of all road mileage mapped in the
BCPM3 model that falls within the *road-reduced square” where the BCPM3 lays
Rs distribution plant. The provision of these statistics on a national basis, by
state, and by dansity zone within sach state would add usafully to an infomed
debate over the relative merits of sach of the models.

15.  Finally, the use of Metromall and D&B data within the HM 5.0 to detarmine
actual customer geocodes is because the HM 5.0 Sponsors’ believe these 1o be
the best cumrent publicly avallable data. To the extent that the LECs maintain
lists of addresses of the locations to which thay provide lslephone service - or
the actual goecodes of thess locations, the HM 5.0 Sponsors’ would be pleased
to substitle this source of cusiomer geocodes for the sources now used.
indeed, the HM 5.0 Sponsors’ expect that Commissions will order LECs that
Hﬂhhdﬂibﬁhmmlumwppnﬂhmhlﬂhbhiﬂr
data that they might have In this regard to improve the sccuracy of the coat

asceriain any avenue for determining the values of the propristary inpul paramalers tha
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modeling procass. Similarty, to the exten! that the LECs have data superior lo
that developed by tha PNR National Access Line Model on the number of lines
by type that are demanded by customers In each specific Census Block and wire
center, the HM 5.0 Sponsors’ also would expect that Commissions would onder
LECs that seek to be e'igible to receive universal service support 1o make
available any such data to Improve the accuracy of the cost modeling process.

FURTHER AFFIANT SAYETH NOT.
Respectiully submitted this _ 7 ™ day of February, 1998.

By: _ﬁ[—‘('}f CQ-L

Richard N. Clarke

U S WEST and the other BCPM3 sponsors’ have chossn 1o insed inlo thess closed modala.
1




STATE OF NEW JERSEY )
Jos.
COUNTY OF SOMERSET)

SUBCRIBED AND SWORN 1o before me this !tﬁﬂly of February, 1668, the
above named RICHARD N. CLARKE, as an expert witness for ATAT Communications
of the Midwest, Inc., who certifies that the foregoing is true and comect 10 the best of his

NOTARY FUBLIC

My Commission Expires: mmn.“ L REWLY
Wy Commuien E-?.m':m

knowledge and belief.
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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

In re: Determination of the DOCKET NO. 9BOES&-TP
cost of basic local
telecommunications service, DATED: August 4, 1998

pursuant to Section 364.025,
Florida Statutes.

AT&T'S OBJE"TIONS TO BELLSOUTH TELECOMMUNICATIONG, INC.'S
PIRST REQUES” FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS

ATET Communications of the Eouthern States, Inc.
(hereinafter "AT&T"), pursuant to Rules 25-22.034 and 25-22.035,
Florida Administrative Code and Rules 1.350 and 1.280(b), Florida
Rules of Civil Procedure, hereby submits the following CObjections
to BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.'s (hereinafter "BELLSOUTH")
First Request for Production of Documents to AT&T Communications of
the Southern States, Inc.

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-98-0813-PCO-TP issued by the
Plorida Public Service Commission (hereinafter the "Commission®) in
the above-referenced docket on June 19, 1998. Should additional
grounds for objection be discovered as ATALT prepares its Responses
to the above-refersnced set of requests, ATAT reserves the right to
supplement, revise, or modify its objections at the time that it

serves its Responses on BELLSOUTH. Moreover, should ATLT determine

Attachment 2




that a Protective Order is necessary with respect to any of the
material requested by BELLSOUTH, AT&T reserves the right to file a
motion with the Commission seeking such an order at the time that

it serves its Responses on BELLSOUTH.

General Objectigns

ATET makes the following General Objections to BELLSOUTH's
First Set of Requests for Production of Documents which will be
incorporated by reference into ATAT's specific responses when its
Responses are served on BELLSOUTH.

1. ATAT objects to BELLSOUTH's First Set of Requasts for
Production of Documents to the extent that it is overly hroad,
unduly burdensome, oppressive, not permitted by applicable
discovery rules, and would require ATLT to discloss information
which is privileged.

2. AT&T has interpreted BELLSOUTH's requests to apply to
AT&T'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 Commissica, AT&T
cbjects to such request as irrelevant, overly broad, unduly
burdensome, and cppressive.

3. AT&T objects to each and every request and instruction to
the extent that such reguest or instruction calle for information
which is exempt from discovery by virtue of the attorney-client

privilege, work product privilege or other applicable privilege.




4. ATAT cbjects to each and every request insofar as the
request is vague, ambiguous, overly broad, imprecise, or urilizes
terms that are subject to multiple interpretations but are not
properly defined or explained for purpcses of these requests. Any
Responses provided by AT&T in response to BELLSOUTH's requests will
be provided subject to, and without waiver of, the foregoing
objection.

5. ATAT 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. ATE&T will attempt t¢ note sach instance where this
objection applies.

6. ATLT cbjects to BELLSOUTH's general instructions,
definiticons or specific discovery requests inscfar as they seek to
impose obligaticns on ATLT which exceed the requirements of the
Florida Rules of Civil Procedure or Florida law.

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

8. AT&T objects to each and every reguest, general
instruction, or definition inscfar as it is unduly burdensome,
expensive, oppressive, or excessively time consuming as written.

9. AT&T objects to each and every request to the extentc that
the information requested constitutes "trade secrets" which are
privileged pursuant to Section 90.506, Florida Statutes. To the
extent that BELLSOUTH's requests seek proprietary confidential

business information which is not the subject of the "trade




secrets” privilege, ATAT will make such information available to
counsel for BELLSOUTH pursuant to an appropriate Protective
Agreement, subject to any other general ci specific objections
contained herein.

10. AT&T is a large corporation with employees located in
many different locatione in Florida and in other states. In the
course of its business, "T&T creates countless documents that are
not subject to Florida Public Service Commission or FCC retention
of records requirementa. These documents are kept in numercus
locations and are frequently moved from site to site as employees
change jobs or as the business is reorganized. Rather, these
responses will provide all of the {nformat ion obtained by ATET
after a reasonable and diligent search conducted in connectiocn with
this discovery request. AT&T will comply with BELLSOUTH'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, AT&T objects cn the
grounds that compliance would impose an undue burden or expense.

Ohjecrions to Specific Requesats

Subject to, and without waiver of, the foregoing general

objections, AT&T enters the followi j specific objections with

respect to BELLSOUTH's requests:

Regquest Mo. li ATLT objects to Request for Production of Documemnts

No. 1 on the grounds that the information that BellScuth is
requesting is the intellectual property of of third aprty vendora
and is only available from PNR. It is not and never as been in the

prossession of AT&T. This information is “ommercially available to




BellSouth. BellSouth and others were invited previsously to visit
PNR's premesis in Henkintown, Pennsylvania to obtain the data
requested. ATET and MCI assumed the expense at that time when
other parties obtained this data for other states. BellSouth
declined to participate in the PNR site visit but now apparently
seeks to require ATET to provide again for a special viewing of the
information. This .s unduly burdensome on AT&T. ATAT will arrange
& visit to PNR to enable EcllSouth to view this information as long
as BellSouth makes arringements to visit PNR and assume the expense

of obtaining the requested data.

SUBMITTED this 4th day of August, 1398.

Tracy Hatch [

101 N. Menr St.
Suite 700

Tallahassee, FL 32301
(904) 425-6364

ATTORNEY FOR AT&T COMMUNICATIONS
OF THE SOQUTHERN STATES, INC.




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
DOCKET 9BO696-TP
1 HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing
was furnished via *hand delivery/**Federal Express and U.S5. Mail

to the following parties of record on this 4th day of August, 1998:

William Cox

Florida Public Service
Comniaslon

2540 Shumard OCak Boulevard
Tallahassee, FL 32395-0850

Richard Melacn

Hopping Law Firm

Post Office Box 6526
Tallahassee, FL 32314

Jack Shreve

Office of Public Counsel
c/o The Florida Legislature
111 West Madison Strest
Room 812

Tallahassee, FL 32399-1400

Kimberly Caswell

GTE Service Incorporated
1 Tarna City Center

201 N. Franklin Street
Tampa, FL 133602

Carclyn Marek

VP of Regulatory Affairs
Southeast Region

Time Warner Communicatlons
Mashville, TH 37221

Joseph A. MeGlethlin

vicki Gordon Kaufman
McWhirter, Reeves,
McGlothlin, Davidson, Rief &
Bakas, P.A.

117 5. Gadsden Strest
Tallahassee, FL 32301

Floyd R, Self

Messer, Caparello & Self,
F.A.

215 5. Monroe S5treet

Suite 701

Tallahassee, FL 32301-1876

Brian Sulmonetti
WorldCom, Inc.

1515 5. Federal Highway
Suite 400

Boca Raton, FL 33432

*Nancy B. White

Fobert G. Beatty

c/o Hancy Sima

150 5. Monroe Street
Suite 400

Tallahassee, FL 32301

Morman H. Horton, Jr.
Messer, Caparello & Self,
P.A.

215% 8. Monroe Street

Suite 701

Tallahassee, FL 32301-1876

James €. Falvey
#.3pire Communications,
Inc.

133 Mational Buainess
Parkway

Sulte 200

Annapolis Junctien, MD
20701




Laura L. Gallagher

Vice President-Regulatory
Affairs

Florida Cable
Telecommunications
Assoclation

310 N. Monroe Street
Tallahassee, FL 32301

Harriet Eudy

ALLTELL Flor.da, Irz.
Post Office Box 550
Live Oak, FL 32060

J. Juffrey Wahlen
Ausley & McMullen

Fost Office Box 1391
Tallahassee, FL 32302

David B. Ecwin
127 Riversink Road
Crawfordville, FL 32327

Robert M. Post, Jr.
Post Office Box 277
Indiantown, FL 34556

Hark Ellmecr

Fost Office Box 220

502 Fifcth Stcreet

Port St. Joe, FL 32456

Tom McCabe
Post Office Box 189
gnincy, FL 32353-0189

Lynn B. Hall

Vista=United
Telecommunications

Post Office Box 101E0

take Buena Viasta, FL 328230

Lynne G. Brewer

Northeast Florida Telephone
Co.

Post Office Box 485
Macclenny, FL 32063-0485

Kelly Goodnight
Frontier Communications
180 8. Clinton Avenue
Rochester, NY 14646

Patrick Knight Wiggina
Donna L. Canzano

Wiggins & Villacorta, P.A.
Poat QOffire Drawer 1657
Tallahassee, FL 32302

Steve Brown

Intermedia Communications
Inc.

3625 Queen Palm Drive
Tampa, FL 33619-1309

Michael A. Gross

Assistant Attorney General
Office of the Attorney
General

PL-01, the Capitol
Tallahassee, FL 321399-1050

Charlea J. Rehwinkel
Sprint-Florida, Inc.
1313 Blairastone Rd.
Tallahasaee, FL 32301

Kenneth A. Hoffman

John R. Ellisa

Futledge, Ecenia, Underwood
Purnell & Hoffman

Post Qffice Box 551
Tallahasasee, FL 32301

Paul Kouroupas

Michael McRae

Teleport Communications
Group, Inc.

2 Lafayette Centre

1133 21" Street, HW
Suite 400

Washington, DC 20036

Suranne F. Summerlin
1311-p Paul Russell Read
Sulte 201

Tallahassee, FL 132301

Peter M. Dunbar

Barbara D, Auger
Penningten, Moore,
Wilkinson, Bell & Dunbar
P.O. Box 10095
Tallahassee, FL 32302
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August 18, -!*El:'tp :

Mrs. Blanca 5. Bayo

Director, Division ©” Records and Reporting’

Florida Public Service Commission
2%40 Shumard Oak Boulevard
Tallahassee, Florida 232195°¢

RE: Docket Ho. 980696-TP

Dear Mrs. Bayo:

50

W
e e
a2

AT

Sune TOO

101 M. Monroe 51,
Talahasssa, FL 32301
004 A25-8384

FAX: B4 42583481

Enclosed for filing in the above refercnced dockets is AT4T of
the Southern States, Inc.'s (AT4T) Responses to Sprint's Motion to
Ccmpel responses to Sprints First Request for Production of

Documents and First Set of Interrogatories.

Copies of the foregolng are being served on all partiea or record
in accordance with the attached Certificate of Service. Thank

you for your assistance in this matter.

Sincerely,

Tracy H

RECEIVED & __f\u.ED

-

~

FPSC- E?RE@U OF RECORDS
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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

In re: Determination of the DOCKET MJ. 9B0696-TP
cost of basic local
telecommunications service, DATED: BRugust 18, 1998

pursuant to Section 364.025,
Florida Statutes.

AT&T'S RESPONSE TO 5 PRINT FLRODIA INCORPORATED'S
MOTION 10 COMPEL ANSWERS TO ITS
FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES
AND
FIRST REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OFDOCUMENTS

AT4T Communications of the Southern Scates, Inc.
(AT&T), pursuant to Rules 25-22.034, 25-22.035 and 25-
22.037, Florida Administrative Code, hereby responds to
Sprint-Florida, Incorporated’s (Sprint’'s) Motion to Compel
ATET to respond to Sprint's First Request for Production of
Documents, (Mo. 1) and Sprint’s First Set of
Interrogatories, (Nos. 1 and 2). AT&«T requests the Florida
Public Service Commission (Commission) deny Sprint’s motion
for the reasons set forth below.

In support of its request to deny Sprint’s motion to
compel, ATLT states the following:

1. Sprint served its First Request for Production of
Documents (Na. 1) and its First Set of Interrogatories (Nos.

1 and 2) on AT&T on August 4, 1998.




2. ATAT filed its Objections to Sprint’s First
Request for Productiocn of Documents, (No. 1) and Sprint’s
First Set of Interrogatories, (Nos. 1 and 2) on August 10,
1998. ATET incorporates herein by reference its CObjections
to Sprint’s First Reguest for Production and Sprint’s First
Set of Interrocgatories,

3. On August 1i, 1998, Sprint filed its Motion to
Compel responses to its First Request for Production of
Documents (No. 1) and its First Set of Interrogatories (Nos.
1 and 2).

4. Sprint’s document request No. 1 asks AT&T to
provide “all records from the PNR DBF file of customer
points for the entire state of Florida . . .” (hereinafter
“geocode point data”) As ATET stated in its objections, the
geocode point data i{s the intellectual property of a third
party, PNR. The geocode point information is regarded by
PNR as highly sensitive proprietary information. This
information is the commercial property of FNR and is
available to persons other than AT&T on a commercial basis.
PNR does not allow AT4T to remove any of the geocode
informaticon from PHR's premises.

5. In support of its Motion to Compel, Sprint argues
that just because the information is the intellectual
property of another is not a valid objection. Sprint

further arques that because this information i3 at the heart

b




of the HAI model, it is relevant and should be produced.
Notwithstanding Sprint's argumerts, Sprint fails to address
or to even mention the most important point set forth in
AT&T's objections. As noted in AT&T's objections to
document request No. 1, ATLT does not have nor has it ever
had possession custody or control of this information. PNR
retains possession, Ccustedy and control of its geccode
information. AT&” simply can not provide Sprint that which
it does not have. Moreover, this information is commercially
available to Sprint as easily as it is to ATaT. 1t is
patently unreascnable and an abuse of discovery for Sprint
to seek to have ATET compelled to purchase PNR’'s data in
order to provide it to Sprint. In order to accommodate
various parties desires to examine PNR's geocode point data,
AT&T arranged in April 1998, at AT&T’s expense, for an open
visit to PNR's premises. During that visit PNR allowed
interested parties to examine the geocode point information.
Sprint was invited and attended. Sprint has already
examined the information it now seeks. 1In order to be as
responsive as possible and as stated ia its objections, ATLT
has again agreed to make arrangements for Sprint to visit
FNR's premises to examine the geocode point data at Sprint’s
exlpense,

6. Sprint’s Interrogatory No. 1 asks ATLT to provide

the “For all customer locations, the exact geocoded points




that are used as inputs to the clustering algorithm
described in the HAT Model . . .” This interrogatory seeks
the same geacode point information as was sought in Sprint’s
document request No. 1. As ncted above, this information is
not in ATET's possession custody or control. This
information is the intellectual property of PNR and is
commercially available to Sprint just as it is to AT4T.

AT&T incorporates {t response set forth above in paragraphs
4 and 5.

7. Sprint’s Interrogatorv No, 2 asks "For each set of
geocoded points, either actual or surrogate, associated with
each main cluster . ., ." This interrogatory again seeks the
same geocode point information as was sought in Sprint’s
document request No. 1. As noted above, this information is
not in ATLT's possession custedy or control. This
information is the intellectual property of PNR and is
commercially available to Sprint just as it is to AT4T.
Without the geocode data AT4T can not run the program
provided by Stopwatch Maps. Sprint has already provided the
program to PHNR. Sprint can easily obtain what it asks for
by requesting that PNR run the program using its geocode
data base and pay PNR for the cost of such activity.
Attempting to compel AT4T under the guise of discovery to

purchase a third party’s work product is inappropriate and




an abuse of discovery. AT&T incorporates it response set
forth above in paragraphs 4 and 5.

Where, for the reasons stated above, AT4T respectfully
requests the Commission deny Sprint’s motion to compel
responses to Sprint’s First Request for Production of
Documents, (No. 1} anc Sprint’s First Set of
Interrcogatories, (Nos. 1 and 2).

Respectfully submitted, this 18'" day of August, 1998.

J’mﬁfé

Tracy Hatchf

101 N. Hanrne St.
Suite 700

Tallahassee, FL 32301
(904) 425-63164

ATTORNEY FOR AT&T
COMMUNICATIONS OF THE
SOUTHERN STATES, INC.




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
DOCKET 980696-TP

I HEREBRY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing

was furnished via *hand delivery/**Federal Express and U.S5. Mail

to the following parties of record on this 14th day of August, 1998

William Cox

Florida Public Service
Commission

2540 Shumard Oak Bouleva d
Tallahassee, FL 132350-045%0

Richard Melson
Hopping Law Firm

Foat Office Box 652%&
Tallahassee, FL 32314

Jack Shreve

Office of Public Counsel
c/o The Florida Leglslature
111 Wes: Madison Street
Aoom 812

Tallahassee, FL 32399-1400

Kimberly Caswell*"*

GTE Service Incorporated
1 Tampa City Center

201 N, Franklin Street
Tampa, FL 33E02

Carolyn Marek

VP of Regulatory Affalrs
Southeast Region

Time Warner Communications
Nashville, TN 37221

Joseph A. McGlothlin

Vicki Gordon Kaufman
McWhirter, Resves,
McGlothlin,Davidson, Rief &
E-lk".l P.A.

117 5. Gadsden Street
Tallahassee, FL 32301

Floyd R. Selt
Messer, Caparello & Self,

P.A.
21% S. Monroe Street
Suite 701

Tallahassee, FL 32301-1876

Brian Sulmonettli
WorldCom, Inc.

1515 S. Federal Highway
Sulte 400

Boca Paton, FL 33432

Nancy B. White

Rebert G. Beatty

c/o Nancy Sims

150 S, Monroe Street
Sulte 400
Tallahassee, FL 32101

Horman H. Horten, Jr.
Messer, Caparello & Self,
P.A.

215 5. Monrce Street

Suite 701

Tallahassee, FL J2101-1876

James C. Falvey
e.spire Communicaticns,
Inc.

133 National Busl.wess
Farkway

Sulte 200

Annapolis Junction, MD
20701

:




Laura L. Gallagher

Vice President-Requlatory
Affairs

Florida Cable
Telecommunicationa
Association

310 N. Monroe Street
Tallahassee, FL 32301

Harriet Eudy

ALLTELL Florida, Inc.
Post Office Box 550
Live Oak, FL 32060

John P. Fons

J. Jeffrey Wahlen
Ausley & McMullen

227 South Calhoun Street
Tallahassee, FL 32302

David B. Erwin
127 Riversink Road
Crawfordville, FL 12327

Robert M. Post, Jr.
Post Office Box 277
Indiantown, FL 349%¢

HMark Ellmer

Post Office Box 220

502 Fifeh Strest

Port S5t. Joe, FL 22456

Tom McCabe
Post Office Box 189
Quincy, FL 32353-0189

Lynn B. Hall

Viata-United
Telecommunications

Poat Qffice Box 10180

Lake Buena Vista, FL 32830

Lynne G. Brewer

Mortheast Florida Telephone
Co.

Post Office Box 485
HMacclenny, FL 32063-0485

Kelly Goodnlight
Frontier Communicationsa
180 8. Clinton Avenus
Fochester, HY 14646

Fatrick Knight Wiggins
Donna L. Canzanc

Wiggins & Villacorta, P.A.
Foat Office Drawer 1657
Tallahassee, FL 32302

Steve Brown

Intermedia Communications
Ine.

3625 Queen Palm Drive
Tampa, FL 31615-1309

Michael A, Gross

Assistant Attorney General
Office of the Attorney
General

PL-01, the Capitol
Tallahassee, FL 32399-10%0

Charles J, Rehwinkel
Sprint-Florida, Inc.
1313 Blairstone Rd.
Tallahassee, FL 32101

Kenneth A. Hoffman

John R. Ellis

Rutledge, Ecenia, Underwood
Purnell & Hoffman

Poat Office Box 551
Tallahassee, FL 32301

Paul Kouroupas

Michael McRae

Teleport Communicaticns
Group, Inc.

2 Lafayette Cuontie

1133 21" Street, NW
Suite 400

Waahington, DC 20036

Suzanne F. Summerlin
1311-8 Paul Russell Rcad
Sulte 201

Tallahassee, FL 132301

Peter M. Dunbar

Barbara D. Auger
Penningten, Moore,
Wilkinson, Ball & Dunbar
P.O. Box 10095
Tallahassee, FL 321302
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September 9, 1998

AT&T Communications of the Northwest, Inc.
Suwsan D. Proctor

Seqior Atorney

1875 Lawrence Styeet, Suits 1575
Deaver CO 80202

MCI Tel scommunieations Pacific Corporation
En;d:bl‘m “

Attornry
‘m‘-'l?‘lhl.lmm
Denver CO 80202

VIA FACSIMILE (360-586-1150)

Deas Ms. Proctor snd M. Pena,

The purpose of this letier is fo respond to the requests of OTE Northwest
(“GTE™) and U 8 WEST Communications, Inc. (U § WEST™) for the data underl
the HAI Model which has beet submitied 10 the Washington Utilides and
Comunission. OTE snd U S WEST arc requesting elestronic copies of the following:

1. Dua end Bradstreet Natiocal Datsbase

2. Metromail, Inc. Nationr] Detzbase .

3. PNR Nstional Access Line Modal ("NALM™), Version 2.0. along with all associated
imputs used to ran the HAI model for Washingion

4. CENTRUS Geocoding Software

5. Point-Coding Reference Dats for that Software

6. Wire Center Mapinfb Mapping Boundaries

All itcms, with the excoption of item ), we publicly svailsble from thelr respective

owners. PNR has the rights to use sach ilem cither via purchise or special contractoal

srrangements Howwver, this information is propristary to our vendors and cannot be

resold or provided by PNR 10 aoy third party. Item ), PNR's NALM, {5 a custom version

of a commerdially svailable product. This cusentn version is propristary to ATET and

MCL

In the past, other companies have requested this or sumilar information and we bave been
consistent in our response. To sccomumodate these requests without violating the
epreements with our dats vendors, PNR has bosted two opportunities for companies to
comie to our offices and review the above data in the form in which it is input into the
Pw:mdd.m:mmhoﬂrmmwhchmmm.’n aTe
tock advantags of this review opportunity on both occasions (first oa April 16™ and

i

Economic. Sumtnbes! ang Mars! Heran h Congutaniy
131 Greviwood Avetus, Buite 502, Jenmimow. Paringylvany 10048
215-588-9200 + 2V15-B88.-0012 (Fax) = b uslwww parcom
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on May 12° and 13%), snd U S WEST participsted ia jus* *he second meeting. While the
sessions were originally established to examine data for Nevads and Minnesots, other
mwﬂmdmumm&hiupm“

wmmﬂU!memhﬁrzmnhdM
convemuence. If you have any questions ploase call me on (215 §86-9200.

N <o D

William M. Newman
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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC BERVICE COMMIBBION

In re: Detormination of the cosmt of
Basic local telecommunications
Service pursuant to Sectlon 264.025
Florida Statutes

Docket Ho. 98B0696-TP

Filed: Sept.16,1998

=
- -
L -
- "

R0:H HY Llag

MCI's KOTICE OF BERVICE OF
}»IRET REQURBT FOR PRODUCTION .
TO GTE FLORIDA, INCORPORATED s

MCI Telecommunications Corporation (MCI), hereby qit?p

notice of service of MCI's First Request for Production ot~
Documents to GTE Florida, Incorporateld in accordance with the
attached service list.

FILED this lé6th day of Soptember, 19%9B.

«ECEIVED & FILED HOPPING GREEN SAMS & SMITH, P.A.

B (s - |
o EHEAY OF RECORDS ay: 1220 [

Richard D. Melson

N Post Office Box 6526
Tallahassoe, FL 212314
850-425-2311

and

MICHAEL J. HENRY

MCI TELECOMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION
780 Johnson Ferry Road, Suite 700
Atlanta, GA 30342

Attorneys for MCI

TLTILE

DOCUMENT NiMBER-DATE
PO@lely-6EP G R

FRSC-RECORGS/REPORTING
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the foregoing was furnished
to the following parties by U.S. mail or HMand Delivery (*) this

16th day of September, 19%98.

Will Cox

Pivision of Legal Services
Florida Public Serv.ce Commission
2540 Shumard Cak Boulevard
Tallahassee, FL 32399

Charles J. Beck

Deputy Public Counsel
office of Public Counsel
c/o The Florida Legislature
111 West Madison Street
Hoom 812
Tallahassee, Fl1 312399

Tracy Hatch, Esquire

ATET

101 N. Monroe Street, Suite 700
Tallahassee, F1 32301

Joseph A. McGlothlin
Vieki Gordon Kaugman

McWhirter, Reeves, McGlothlin
Davideon, Rief & Bakas, P.A.

117 5. Gadsden Straat

Tallahassee, FL 32301

Floyd R. Self, Esq.

Messer, Caparello & Self, P.A.
215 5. Monroe S5t. S5te 701
Tallahassee, FL 321301

Mr. Brian Sulmonetti

WorldCom, Inc.

1515 S. Federal Hgy, Suite 400
Boca Raton, Florida 33432

Robert G. Beatty

Nancy B. White

cfo Nancy H. Sims

150 S. Monroe St., Suite 400
Tallahassee, FL 32301

Michael A. Gross

Office of The Attorney General
PL=01 The Capitol
Tallahassee, FL 32399-1050
Kimberly Caswell

GTE Florida Incorporated
P.0. Box 110, FLTCO0007
Tampa, FiL. 131601-0110

Prtrick Knight Wiggins
Ponna L. Canzano

Wiggins & Villacorta, P.A.
2145 Delta Boulevard
Sulte 200

P.0. Drawer 1657
Tallahassea, FL 232302

Steve Brown

Intermedia Communicatlions Inc,.
162% Queen Palm Drive

Tampa, FL 331619-1309

David B. Erwin
127 Riversink Road

Crawfordville, FL 321327
Tom McCabe

P.O. Box 189

Quincy, Florida 31235131-0189

Mark Ellmer

P.O. Box 220

502 Fifth Street

Port St. Joe, Flerida 12456

Robert M. Post, Jr.
P.O. Box 227
Indiantown, Florida 34956
Kelly Goodnight

Frontier Communications
180 Scuth Clinton Avenue
Rocheater, NY 14646




Lynn B. Hall

vista-United Telecommunications
P.0O. Box 10180

Lake Buena Vista, FL 12810

J. Jaeffry Wahlen
Ausley & McMullen

P.0. Box 1391
Tallahassee, FL 3132102

Lynna G. Brewer

Northeast Flor'da Telephone Co.
P.O. Box 485

Macclenny, FL 32061-0485

Harriet Eudy
ALLTEL Florida, Inc.
P.O. Box 550
Live Oak, FL 312060

Laura L. Gallagher

Vice President-Regularoty Affairs
Florida Cable Tel. Asso.

310 N. Monroe Street
Tallahassee, FL 32301

Kennaeth A. Hoffman, Esg.

John R. Ellis, Esq.
Rutledge, Ecenia, Underwocod,
Purnell & Hoffman, P.A.
P.O. Box 551

Tallahassee, FL 32101

Paul Kouroupas

Michael McRae, Esqg.

Teleport Com. Group, Inc.

2 Lafayette Centre

1133 Twenty-First Street, N.W.
Suite 400

Washington, DC 20036

Suzanne F. Summerlin, Esaq.
1311-B Paul Russell Rd., S5te.201
Tallahassee, FL 321301

o =t
[R¥ LS ]

Charles J. Rehwinkel
Sprint-Florida, Incorporated
P.O. Box 2214

MS: FLTLHOO107

Tallahassee, FL 12316

Norman H. Horton, Jr.

Messer, Caparello & Self, Esqg.
215 S. Monroe Street

Suite 701

Tallahassee, FL 32301-1876

James C. Falvey, Esq.
e.spire(THM) Communications, Inc.
133 National Business Parkway
Suite 200

Annapolis Junction, MD 20701

Pater M. Dunbar, Esq.

Barbara D. Auger, Esq.

Pennington, Moore, Wilkinson,
Bell & Dunbar, P.A.

P.D. Box 10095

Tallahassee, FL 12302

Carolyn Marek

Vice President of Regulatory Affairs
P.O. Box 210706

Time Warner Communications
Nashville, TN 317221

Charles Murphy

Utilities and Communications
Committee

428 House Office Bullding

402 S. Monroe Street

Tallahassee, FL 3219%-1300

Kimberly Caswell®

GTE Florida Incorporated
106 E. College Avenue
Suite 810

Tallahassee, 12301

T O~

Attorney
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