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Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0850 -~
(850) 413-6770

Re: Supra v. BellSouth, Docket No. 980119-TP

Dear Ms. Bayo:

Please find enclosed for filing an original and fifteen (15) copies of the Petitioner Supra
Telecommunication & Information Systems, Inc.’s Motion To Strike BellSouth’s Reply To Supra
Telecom’s Response And Opposition To BellSouth’s Motion For Reconsideration. Please also
find enclosed an original and fifteen (15) copies of the Petitioner Supra Telecommunication &
Information Systems, Inc.’s Motion To Strike BellSouth’s Motion For Reconsideration. Finally,
please also find enclosed an extra copy of each filing, for which we request that you stamp with
the filing date and return in the enclosed postage pre-paid, self-addressed envelopes.

If you have any questions or comments, please feel free to contact me at (305) 531-5286.

Sincerely,
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Mark E. Buechele
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BEFORE THE ORy GIn AL

FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

In Re: Complaint of Supra Telecommunications
& Information Systems against BellSouth
Telecommunications, Inc. for violation of

the Telecommunications Act of 1996; petition
for resolution of disputes as to implementation
and interpretation of interconnection, resale
and collocation agreements; petition for
emergency relief.

Docket No.: 980119-TP

Dated: July 11, 2000

R T S A N S

)

SUPRA TELECOM’S MOTION TO STRIKE
BELLSOUTH’S REPLY TO SUPRA TELECOM’S
RESPONSE AND OPPOSITION TO BELLSOUTH’S
MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION

SUPRA TELECOMMUNICATIONS & INFORMATION SYSTEMS, INC. ("Supra
Telecom"), by and through its undersigned counsel and pursuant to Rule 28-106.204, Florida

Administrative Code, hereby files and serves this its Motion To Strike BellSouth’s Reply To

Supra Telecom’s Response And Opposition To BellSouth’s Motion For Reconsideration (dated

July 10, 2000), and in support thereof states as follows:

I. PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND

1. In April 1999 BellSouth filed a Notice of Compliance in this cause.

2. On February 11, 2000, this Commission entered an Order on BellSouth’s Notice of
Compliance; finding in part that BellSouth had failed to comply with the on-line edit checking
capability portion of this Commission’s prior Order No. PSC-00-0104-PAA-TP.

3. On April 24, 2000, this Commission entered a final order on BellSouth Notice of
Compliance, denying all motions for reconsideration.

4. On June 8, 2000, approximately six (6) weeks after the order denying all motions for

reconsideration, BellSouth filed its Motion For Reconsideration directed towards the February
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Supra v. BellSouth, Docket No. 980119-TP

11, 2000 and April 24, 2000 Orders. Thereafter, Supra Telecom filed and served its Response

And Opposition To BellSouth’s Motion For Reconsideration And Request For Oral Argument.

5. On or about July 10, 2000, BellSouth filed its Reply To Supra Telecom’s Response
And Opposition To BellSouth’s Motion For Reconsideration And Request For Oral Argument
{("Reply Brief").

6. Rule 25-22.060(3), Florida Administrative Code governs motions for reconsideration
of final orders. Likewise, Rule 25-22.0376(1), Florida Administrative Code, governs motions
for reconsideration of non-final orders. Both rules only permit a motion for reconsideration and
a response. Neither rule allows or authorizes the Reply Brief filed by BellSouth. Moreover,
no reply is allowed or authorized by Rule 28-106.204, Florida Administrative Code.
Accordingly, BellSouth’s Reply Brief, is unauthorized and improper and thus should be stricken.

WHEREFORE, SUPRA TELECOMMUNICATION & INFORMATION SYSTEMS,

INC., respectfully requests that this Commission strike BELLSOUTH
TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC.’s Reply To Supra Telecom’s Response And Opposition To

BellSouth’s Motion For Reconsideration And Request For Oral Argument (dated July 10, 2000).
Respectfully Submitted this __11th  day of July, 2000.

MARK E. BUECHELE, ESQ.

Supra Telecommunications &
Information Systems, Inc.

2620 S.W. 27th Avenue

Miami, FL. 33133

Tel: (305) 476-4212

Fax: (305) 443-1078
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MARK E. BUECHELE
Fla. Bar No. 906700
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Supra v. BellSouth, Docket No. 980119-TP

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY Certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing has been furnished by
U.S. Mail upon NANCY WHITE, ESQ. (Attorney For BellSouth), 150 South Monroe Street,
Suite 400, Tallahassee, Florida 32301; BETH KEATING, ESQ. (FPSC Staff), 2540 Shumard
QOak Boulevard, Tallahassee, Florida; and AMANDA GRANT, BellSouth Telecommunications,
Inc., Regulatory & External Affairs, 675 West Peachtree Street, N.E., Room 38164, Atlanta,
Georgia 30375; this _11th day of July, 2000.

By:\/h‘“g s [ouef I _

MARK E. BUECHELE
Fla. Bar No. 906700
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