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CONFIDENTIAL 

BEFORE: THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

DOCKET NO. 041269-TP 

BELLSOUTH’S INTERROGATORY NO. 2 4 

Network Telephone Corporation (NTC), pursuant to rule 28.106-206, Fforida 
Administrative Code, rule 1.340, Florida Rules of Civil Procedure, and Order No. PSC-05-0736- 
PCO-TP, hereby responds to BellSouth Telecommunications, Inch (BellSouth) Lnterrogatory 
No. 2. 

INTERROGATORY 

2. Please identify any wire centers in the states of Alabama, Fl~tida, Georgia, Kentucky, 
Louisiana, Mississippi, North Carolina, South CaroIina, and Tennessee in which Network 
Telephone has an active collocation amgement(s) and obtains fiber or fiber capacity 
from another entity that is not BellSouth, whether or nut Network Telephone considers 
such arrangements to qualify as “fiber-based collocation” pursuant to the FCC’s 
definition. Please describe with specificity the manner in which Network Telephone 
obtains fiber. If Network Telephone contends that it is not a fiber based collocator in any 
such wire center, please explain with specificity the basis for this contention. 

SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE: 
The response is confidential and thus has been redacted. 

s/ Vicki Gordon Kaufman 
Vicki Gordon Kaufmn 
MOYLE FLANIGAN KAT2 RAYMOND & 
SHEEHAN, PA 
11 8 North Gadsden Street 
Tallahassee, Florida 32301 
Telephone: 850/681-3828 
Fax: 8501681-8788 
vkaufniatt(ii!moyleInw,con~ 

Attorneys for Network Telephone 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
Docket No. 041 269-TP 

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

Response to BellSouth's Interrogatory No. 2 was served via (*) hand delivery or electronic mail 

and first class United States mail this 2Sth day o f  October, 2005, to the following: 

Adam Teitzman 
Michael Barren 
Ftorida Public Service Commission 
Division of Legal Services 
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Tallahassee FL 32399-0850 
srtei tzina~~sc.statc.fI.us 
m barrett (ill,~sc .state. f l  . II s 

Michael A. Gross 
Florida Cable Telecommunications 

ASSOC., Inc. 
246 E. 6Ih Avenue, Suite 100 

.Tallahassee FL 32303 
m~ross~.~fc  ta .con1 

(*)Nancy White 
c/o Nancy Sims 
BellSouth Telmmmunications, Inc. 
150 S. Monroe Street, Suite 400 
Tallahassee+ FL 32301-1 556 
Naiic wiin s@bell so lit I1 ,coin 
Nai~cv.~~l~ite~!bellsouth ,coni 
Mcredith .mavs@bcl Is0 ut h .coni 

Norman H, Horton, Sr. 
Messer, Caparello & Self, P.A. 
215 South Monroe Street, Suite 701 
P.O. Box 1876 
Tallahassee FL 32302-1 876 
11 hortongi: law f'la.com 

John Heitmann 
Garret R. Hargrave 
Keltey Drye & Warren, LLP 
1200 1 gth Street, N. W., Suite 500 
Washington DC 20036 
j l i e i t m a n n l ~ ~ k e ! l ~ ~ ~ r y ~ . c ~ ~ i i  
argravefikel leydrvc.coti1 

Dana Shaffer 
XO Communications, Znc. 
3 05 Molloy Street, Suite 300 
Nashville TN 37201 
Dana. Shaffer@xo,coni 

Donna Canzano McNuity 
MCI 
3203 Governors Square Blvd. 
Suite 201 
Tallahassee FL 32301 
donna.mcnul~v~.riici ,corn 

De O'Roark 
MCI 
G Concourse Parkway, Suite 600 
Atlanta GA 30328 
De.oroark@nici .coni 

Floyd Self 
Messer, Caparello & Self, P.A. 
215 Soth Monroe Street, Suite 701 
P.0. Box 1876 
Tallahassee FL 32302- t 876 
fsclf@~lawfl a.cotn 

S t ~ v ~ i i  B. Chaikar 
Supra Telecommunications and 

General Counsel 
2901 S.W. 14gth Avenue, Suite 300 
Miramar FL 33027 
s t c v e. c h ai ken(i5s t i s I co 113 

Info. Systems, Inc. 

Matthew Feil 
FDN Communications 
2301 Lucien Way, Suite 200 
Maitland FL 3275 1 
n\ fei 1 @m ai I .  fcl n .coin 
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Nanette Edwards 
1TC"DeltaCom Communications, Inc. 
7037 Old Madison Pike, Suite 400 
Huntsville AL 35806 
nedwards@.i tcdeltaconi .coni 

Susan Masterton 
Sprint Communications Company 
Limited Partnership 
P.0. Box 22 14 
Tallahassee FL 323 16-22 14 
siisa 11, mast e rto II @nini 1. sp i-i nt .c om 

Raymond 0, Manasco, Jr. 
Gainesville Regional "Utilities 
P.O. Box 147117 
Station A- 13 8 
Gainesville FI 32614-7 1 17 
maiiascor@rnr,co in 

Charles A. Guytan 
Steel Hector & Davis LLP 
2 15 S. Monroe Street, Suite 601 
&Tallahassee FL 32301-1 804 
c gti ytoii~..steelhecior.com 

Herb Bomack, CEO 
Orlando Telephone Systems, Inc. 
4558 S.W. 3Sth Street, Suite 100 
Orlando FL 328 f 1 
b@orlandotelco+qet 

Adam Kupetsky 
Regulatory Counsel 
WilTel Communications, LLC 
One Technology Center (TC-I 5 )  
100 South Cincinnati 
Tulsa OK 74103 
adrtin.kupetsky@w i Itel .coni 

Jonathan S. Marashlian 
The Helein Law Group, LLP 
8 1 80 Greensboro Drive, Suite 700 
McLean VA 22102 
j sniG!t hl &w.coni 

Bill Magness 
Casey Law Firm 
98 San Jacinto Blvd,, Suite 1400 
Austin, TX 7870 1 
binagness@phonel aw.co11i 

Charles (Gene) Watkins 
Covad Communications Company 
1230 Peachtree Street NE, Suite 1900 
Atlanta, GA 30309 
G WatkinsfdCovad.com 

C. Everett Boyd, Jr. 
Sutherland Asbill Law Firm 
3600 Maclay BIvd. S,, Suite 202 
Tallahasscc, FL 323 12-1 261 
Everet t .b~~~~~~sc lb~aw.coni  

D. AdelmdC. Jones/F, LoMonte 
Sutherland Law Finn 
999 Peachtree Street, NE 
Atlanta, GA 30309 
David .ade I in an @ab1 aw . coni 

AzulTel, Inc. 
2200 S. Dixie Highway, Suite 506 
Miami, FL 33133-2300 

STS Telecom 
12233 S.W. 55" Street, #8 11 
Cooper City, FL 33330-3303 
jk rut chikfi?ststelecom .corn 
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BEFORE THE FLOMDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMlSSlON 

DOCKETNO. 041269-TP 
consider amendments to interconnection 

NUVOX’S OBJECTIONS AND SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES TO 
BELLXOUTH’S FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORlES (NOS, 1 -a 

NuVox Communications Inc. (“uVox”) hereby provides supplemental responses to 

BeIlSouth’s First Set of Interrogatories to NuVox. The supplemental answers. to these 

interrogatories were provided by Susan 3. Berlin, Vice President, Senior Regulatory Counsel of 

NuVox. 

OBJECTIONS 

NuVox object to each and every Intemgatory to the extent that it seeks production of 1. 

information that is protected fkm disclosure by the attorney work product privilege, 

attorney-client comunication privilege, or other applicable privilege or to the extent it 

requires disclosure of proprietary confidential business infomation exempt from 

discIosure pursuant to Section 364.1 83, Florida Statutes. 

2. NuVox object to each and every Interrogatory to the extent that i t  seeks production of 

information that is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of 

admissible evidence. 

3. NuVox objed to each and every Interrogatory to the extent that it is vague, overly broad, 

or contains undefined terms susceptible to multiple meanings. 

4 NuVox object to each and every Interrogatory to the extent that it seeks production of 

information that is a matter of public record, €or example, documents that have been filed 

with a government agency. 
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5. NuVox object to each and every Interrogatory to the extent that it seeks production of 

information that is not in the possession, custody, or control of  the NuVox. 

NuVox object to each and every Interrogatory to the extent that it seeks information for 

an indeterminate period of time and is thus overly broad and unduly burdensome. 

NuVox will provide nun-privileged infurmation that is responsive to the issue to which 

the Interrogatory responds. 

NuVox object to each and every Interrogatory to the extent that it imposes a burden of 

discovery not required in the Rules of Civil Procedure. 

NuVox object to each and every Interrogatory to the ex tent that it is unduly burdensome, 

expensive, or oppressive to respond to as presently written, particularly where an 

Interrogatory seeks information regarding “all” instances or examples. 

NuVox subsequent responses to Interrogatories shall not be deemed an admission as to 

the relevance or materiality of any of the information sought therein, As discovery is 

ongoing in this matter, NuVox reserve the right to supplement md update these 

rcspomes. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

,INTERROGATORIES AND RESPONSES 

1. Plam identify any wire centers in the s t a h  of Alabama, Flo~ida, Georgia, Kentucky, 
Louisiana, Mississippi, North Carolina, South Carolina, itnd Tennessee wherein NuVox is 
a fiber-based cotlocator that were not previously listed in BellSouth‘s First Request for 
Admissions served upon NuVox in North Carolina. If you have previously h i s h e d  this 
infomation, on an informal basis, it is not necessary to duplicate that response. 

Supplemental Response: 

2. Please identify any wire centas in the states of Alabama, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, 
Louisiana, Mississippi, North Carolina, South Carolina, and Tennessee in which NuVox 
has an active collocation arrangement(s) and obtains fiber or fiber capacity from another 
entity that is not 3ellSouth, whether or not NuVox considers such arrangements to 
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qualify as “fiber-based collocation” pursuant to the FCC’s definition. Please describe 
with specificity the manner in which NuVox obtains fiber. If NuVox contents that it i s  
not a fiber based collocator in any such wire center, please explain with specificity the 
basis for this contention. 

Supplemental Response: 

3. Please identify any wire centers in the states of Alabama, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, 
Louisiana, Mississippi, North Carolina, South Carolina, and Tennessee in which NuVox 
has an active collocation arrangement(s) and obtains access to transport facilities f b m  
another entity that is not BellSouth, whether or not NuVox considers such facilities to 
qualify aa “cQmparab1e traasmission facilities” pursuant to the FCC’s definition. Please 
describe with specificity the manner in which NuVox obtains such facilities or transport 
and the quantity and bandwidth/cxpacity of such facilities, both activated and not 
currently activated. If NuVox contends that it is not B fiber based collocator in any such 
wire center, please explain with specificity the basis for this contention. 
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Supplemeatal Response: 

Respcctfuly submitted this 25& day of October, 2005. 

. 

MESSER, CAPARELLO & S w  
215 South Monroe Street, Suite 701 
Tallahassee, FL 32302 

(850) 224435 1 (f) 
(850) 222-0720 (p) 

and 

Susan J. Berlin 
NuVox Communications, Inc. 
Two North Main Strect 
Grcenville, SC 29601 

sbor~in~&uvox~a~m 
(864) 33 1 *7323 

Attorneys for NuVox Communications, hc. 
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