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Lega l Department 
J . PHILLIP CARVER 

General Attorney 


Be l lSouth Telecommunications, Inc. 

150 South Monroe Street 

Room 400 

Tallahassee, ,lorida 32301 

(404) 335 -0710 

August 18, 1997 

Mrs. Blanca S. Bayo 

Director, Division of Records and Reporting 

Florida Publi c Se rvi ce Commission 

2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 

Tallahassee, Florida 323 99 


RE: Docket No. 960786-TL 

Dear Mrs. Bayo: 

Enclosed is an original a nd fifte en copie s of BellSouth's 
Objections to AT&T's First Interroga t ories and Request for Production 
of Documents. We ask that this be filed in the captioned matter. 

A copy of this letter is enclosed. Please mark it to indicate 
that the orig ina l was filed and return the copy to me. Copies have 
been served on the parties shown on the attached Certificate of 
Service . 

S incere l y , 

S Plu-Q(1p Cosufor 
J. Phillip Carver 

En c losures 

CK All Part ies of Record 
A. M. LombardoAFA. 
R. G. Beatty

Af P W. J. Ellenberg 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
DOCKET NO. 960786-TL 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the 

foregoing was served by Federal Express this 18th day of August, 

1997 to the following: 

Mr. Brian Sulmonetti 
LDDS WorldCom Communications 
Suite 400 
1515 S. Federal Highway 
Boca Raton, FL 33432 
(407) 750-2529 

Floyd R. Self, Esq. 
Norman H. Horton, Esq. 
Messer, Caparello, Madsen, 
Goldman & Metz, P.A. 

215 South Monroe Street 
Suite 701 
P.O. Box 1876 
Tallahassee, FL 32302-1876 
Atty. for LDDS WorldCom Comm. 
(904) 222-0720 

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

117 South Gadsden Street 
Tallahassee, Florida 32301 
Atty. for FCCA 
(904) 222-2525 

Thomas K. Bond 
MCI Telecommunications Corp. 
780 Johnson Ferry Road 
Suite 700 
Atlanta, GA 30342 
(404) 267-6315 

Richard D. Melson* 
Hopping Green Sams & Smith 
123 South Calhoun Street 
P.O. Box 6526 
Tallahassee, FL 32314 
(904) 222-7500 

C. Everett Boyd, Jr. 
Ervin, Varn, Jacobs, 
Odom & Ervin 

305 South Gadsden Street 
P.O. Drawer 1170 
Tallahassee, FL 32302 
Atty. for Sprint 
(904) 224-9135 

Benjamin W. Fincher 
3100 Cumberland Circle 
Atlanta, Georgia 30339 
Atty. for Sprint 
(404) 649-5145 

Monica Barone 
Florida Public Service 

Division of Legal Services 
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850 

Commission 

Patrick K. Wiggins, E s q .  
Donna L. Canzano, Esq. 
Wiggins & Villacorta, P.A. 
501 East Tennessee Street 
Suite B 
Post Office Drawer 1657 
Tallahassee, Florida 32302 
Tel. (904) 222-1534 
Fax. (904) 222-1689 
Attys. for Intermedia 

Patricia Kurlin 
Intermedia Comm., Inc. 
3625 Oueen Palm Drive 

I 

Tampa, Florida 33619-1309 
(813) 829-0011 



Peter M. Dunbar, E s q .  
Robert S. Cohen, E s q .  
Pennington, Culpepper, Moore, 
Wilkinson, Dunbar & 
Dunlap, P.A. 

215 South Monroe Street 
2nd Floor 
Post Office Box 10095 
Tallahassee, FL 3 2 3 0 2  
(904) 2 2 2 - 3 5 3 3  

Sue E .  Weiske, E s q .  
Time Warner Communications 
160 Inverness Drive West 
2nd Floor North 
Englewood, Colorado 80112 
(303) 799-5513 

Tracy Hatch, Esq. 
AT&T 
101 North Monroe Street 
Suite 700 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 
(904) 425-6364 

Marsha E. Rule, Esq. 
c/o Doris M. Franklin 
AT &T 
101 North Monroe Street 
Suite 700 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 

Andrew 0. Isar 
Director - Industry Relations 
Telecomm. Resellers Assoc. 
4312 92nd Avenue, N.W. 
P . 0 .  Box 2461 
Gig Harbor, WA 98335-4461 
(206) 265-3910 

Richard M. Rindler 
Swindler & Berlin, Chartered 
3000 K Street, N.W. 
Suite 300 
Washington, D.C. 20007 
Tel. (202) 424-7771 
Fax. ( 2 0 2 )  424-7645 

Kenneth A. Hoffman, Esq. 
William B. Willingham, Esq. 
Rutledge, Ecenia, Underwood, 
Purnell & Hoffman, P.A. 

215 South Monroe Street 
Suite 420 
Tallahassee, FL 32301-1841 
(850) 681-6788 

Mr. Paul Kouroupas 
TCG-Washington 
2 Lafayette Centre 
1133 Twenty First Street, N.W. 
Suite 400 
Washington, D.C. 20036 
(202) 739-0030 

Laura L. Wilson 
Vice President 
Regulatory Affairs 
Florida Cable Telecomm. ASSOC. 
310 North Monroe Street 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 
Tel. (904) 661-1990 
Fax. (904) 681-9676 
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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

In Re: Consideration of ) 

Inc.’s entry into interLATA 1 

Act of 1996 ) 

BellSouth Telecommunications, ) Docket No. 960786-TL 

services pursuant to Section 271 ) Filed: August 18, 1997 
of the Federal Telecommunications ) 

BELLSOUTH’S OBJECTIONS TO AT&T’S FIRST INTERROGATORIES 
AND REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS 

BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. (“BellSouth”), hereby files, pursuant 

to Order No. PSC-97-0703-PCO-TL, and the applicable Florida Rules of Civil 

Procedure, its Objections to AT&T’s First Set of Interrogatories and First Request 

for Production of Documents, and states the following: 

OBJECTIONS 

1. BellSouth objects to the definitions and instructions in both the 

Interrogatories and Request for Production to the extent that they attempt to 

impose upon BellSouth a duty greater than that imposed by the Florida Rules of 

Civil Procedure relating to discovery and the case law interpreting those rules 

2. BellSouth objects to each and every discovery request to the extent 

that it seeks, or would require, the disclosure of information protected by the 

attorney-client privilege 

3. BellSouth objects to the manner of service of the subject discovery. 

Specifically, AT&T has apparently now adopted the routine practice of the Florida 



Competitive Carrier’s Association of serving discovery requests and other 

pleadings after the close of business. In this particular instance, the 

interrogatories and production requests were received in BellSouth’s office by 

hand delivery on the evening of Monday, August 11, 1997. The result of this 

manner of late service is to effectively deprive BellSouth of one day of the 

already extremely short period of time in which it must object and/or respond. 

The effect of this practice is even greater in light of the fact that AT&T has 

propounded upon BellSouth voluminous discovery at the last possible moment 

(the date by which all discovery must be completed in this case is August 22, 

1997). Given this, BellSouth objects to producing responses, and more specific 

objections as set forth below, on August 21, 1997. Instead, BellSouth will 

provide additional responses and objections on August 22, 1997, Le., ten days 

after the date upon which BellSouth effectively received service of the discovery. 

4. Throughout the Interrogatories and Request for Production, AT&T 

has demanded that BellSouth provide information not only for Florida but also for 

the entire BellSouth region. BellSouth objects to this attempt to obtain 

information regarding BellSouth’s operations outside of Florida. First of all, 

BellSouth objects because this overbroad request for non-Florida specific 

information converts what is already a burdensome demand for the production of 

voluminous information into a burden of truly staggering proportion. Secondly, to 

the extent that the primary issue in this case is whether BellSouth has satisfied 

the Competitive Checklist in Florida, information that does not relate to 
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BellSouth's operations in Florida is (in the absence of some specific reason to 

support the consideration of the information) irrelevant. AT&T has, however, not 

attempted to limit its requests in any such manner. Instead, it has made an 

across the board demand for information throughout the BellSouth region in 

almost every interrogatory. Again, this information is irrelevant and its production 

is burdensome. 

5. Moreover, this attempt to obtain information from outside of Florida 

is particularly objectionable because, as this Commission is well aware, 

BellSouth has filed similar cases seeking relief pursuant to Section 271 in each 

of the nine states in its region. The respective Commissions in many of these 

states do not allow parties to propound written discovery. Given this, one can 

not discount the possibility that AT&T has propounded these overly broad 

discovery requests seeking information from other states, for the specific 

purpose of obtaining through this proceeding information about other states that 

it can not obtain in the context of the proceedings in those states. For this 

additional reason, AT&T's attempt is improper and should be rejected. 

6. Finally, BellSouth objects to the Production of Documents, or the 

provision of information in response to Interrogatories to the extent that a 

response to these specific discovery requests is burdensome. Facially, the 

interrogatories appear to attempt to elicit information that either can not possibly 

be developed, or which could only be developed through an incredibly 

burdensome undertaking. Interrogatory No. 1, while scarcely the harshest 
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example, provides an example of the type of burden that AT&T is attempting to 

impose upon BellSouth. In order to answer this interrogatory, BellSouth would 

have to review every order placed by an ALEC in the state of Florida during 

1997, and analyze every order to provide information responsive to four separate 

sub-parts. This interrogatory would then impose upon BellSouth the duty to 

review every order received in the entire BellSouth region from an ALEC to 

perform the same four part analysis. Thus, this single interrogatory has, in 

effect, eight sub parts, which can only be answered by reviewing every ALEC 

Order in the entire BellSouth region. Likewise, the request for production of 

documents, which in many instances follows closely the interrogatories, would 

appear on its face to call for the production of (to use an extremely conservative 

estimate) thousands of documents. 

7. Because BellSouth has only had the effective opportunity to review 

these discovery requests for three and a half days at the time of this writing, it is 

not possible to know the full extent of the burden that AT&T is attempting to 

impose upon BellSouth. For this reason, BellSouth will utilize the remainder of 

the ten day response time to attempt to determine whether any of this discovery 

- can be answered in the timeframe allowed and, if so, to quantify exactly how 

difficult it would be to answer the interrogatories and request for production 

within this timeframe. To the extent that a particular interrogatory or production 

request can be answered without undue burden, BellSouth will do so at the end 

of the ten day period (subject to the other objections set forth above, or any other 
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appropriate objections that cannot be raised until after the subject information is 

reviewed). However, to the extent that any given interrogatory or production 

request proves to be objectionably burdensome, BellSouth will so state on a 

request by request basis on August 22,1997. 

Respectfully submitted this 18th day of August, 1997. 

BELLSOUTH TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC. 

G. W 
BERTG. BEATTY d 

NANCY B. WHITE 
c/o Nancy Sims 
150 South Monroe Street, WOO 
Tallahassee, Florida 32301 
(305) 347-5555 

J. PHILLIP CARVER 
675 West Peachtree Street, W300 
Atlanta, Georgia 30375 
(404) 335-071 0 
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