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2 

1 AP~II 

2 LAUD o••·t.IGD•, Flori da <:able 

3 Toloco .. unications Association, Inc . , 310 North Monroe 

4 Str~et, Tall ahassee, Florida 32301, appearing on 

5 behalf of rlo~ida Cable ~eleoa.auaioations 

6 baoaiation. 

7 'l'DCT D'rCII , 101 North Monroe St r eet, Sui to 

8 700, Tallahassee, Florida 32301-154'9, appearl.ng on 

9 beha l f or A~67 eo.auaioations of the southarD statss, 

10 Ino . 

ll l'Bl:LLIP ~a, c;o Nancy Sims, 150 south 

12 Monroe Street, Suite 400, Tallahassee, Florida 32301, 

13 I appearing on behalf o f 8el1Soutb ~elsoa.aunioations, 
14 IDe. 

15 JIPWRY waat.IW, Ausl e y ' McMullen , Post 

16 ottice Box 391, Tallahassee, Florida 32302, appearing 

17 on behalt of ALL~IL , IIOrtbsaat rlor·ida ~slephone 

18 CoapaDy, Incorporated, aDd Vista-united 

19 ~eleoa.aUDioationa. 

20 MI'P'·II J . &lei, Deputy Public Counsel, 

21 Office ot Public Counsel, 111 West Madison Street , 

22 Room 812, Tallahassee, florida 32399-1400, a ppear ing 

23 on behalf of tbe citisena o f tbe ltate of Florida . 

24 

25 
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l AVPI~CB8 COKTX.V.Da 

2 CJIIIR1 .. 8 UDDIDL, P. 0 . Box 2214, 

3 P'lla hasaee, Florida , appearing on be half of 

4 8print--Flori4a Xnoorporate4. 

5 WOIIliDJI B. JIOII'J'OB, JR. , Messer, Caparollo " 

6 Self 215 South Monroe Street, Pos t Offic.e Box 1876, 

7 Tallahassee, Florida 32302, a ppearing on behal f of 

3 

a aaerioan co.av~ioatioDa 8arvioaa, Xno. - Jaotaonvil1e, 

9 4/b/a e.apire ca.auaioationa , Inc. 

10 JOIIPB A. KoGLOTIILU , Mc.Whirter , Reeves, 

11 McGlothlin, Davidson, Ri e f and Bakes, 117 south 

12 Gadsden Street , Ta llahass ee, Florida 32301, a ppearing 

13 on behalf ct Florida coapetitiva carriere association. 

14 DAVID 11. IRWI•,, 127 Ri ver si nk Road , 

15 crawfor dville , Florida 32327, appearing on be half o! 

16 Frontier ca.aunicationa or tbe south, Inc. ; arc, I nc.: 

17 ITB Tele~unioatioDa lyet ... , Iac. 1 aa4 

18 TIHI Telecoa - Quincy "•lapboae coapany. 

19 UJOIIRLY CUWIILL, One Tampa City Center, 

20 Post Office Box 110, FLTC0007, Tampa, Florida 

21 33601- 0110, appea ring on behalf o f OTI Florida 

27. Iaoorporate4. 

23 

24 

25 



1 appaaaa.cll CO~l.u.DI 

2 IUcuaD D. o•r.eo•, Hopping Groen Sams and 

3 Smith, Post Ottice Box 6526 , Tallahassee, Florida 

4 3'314, appearing on behalf of WCI ~eleco.aUDioations 

s eorporatioa. 

6 KICKiaL a . aROIB, Assistant Attorne y 

7 General, Oftice ot the Attorney General, PL-01 The 

4 

8 capitol, Tallahassee, Florida 32399-1050, appearing on 

9 behalf ot the Office of the attorney General . 

10 a•••aaa aUGIR, Pennington, Moore, Wilk inson, 

11 Bel l 'Dunbar, P.A., Post Office Box 10095, 

12 Tallahassee, Florida 32302-2095, appearing on behalf 

13 •' f 'fiae-warner us of Plori4s, L.P. 

14 FLOYD a. IILP, Messer, Caparello' Self 21 5 

15 South Monroe Street, Suite 701, Post Office Box 1876 , 

16 Tallahassee, Florida 32302-1876, appearing on behalf 

17 of worl4Coa, Ino . 

18 WILLIAM cox, Florida Public Service 

19 Commiss ion, Division of Legal Servic es, 2540 Shumard 

20 Oak Boul eva rd, Tallahaasee, Florida 32399- 0870, 

21 appearing on behalf of the Co.aission Staff , 

22 

23 

24 

25 
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1 

2 (BeariD9 coavened at 11 30 p.a.) 

3 

4 order . counsel, read the notice. 

5 Ka. OOZI PUrsuant to notlce, this ti•e and 

6 place have been aet for a prehearinq conference in 

7 Docket No. 980696-TP, dete raination of tho cost oC 

8 basic l ocal telecoaaunicetions service, pursuant to 

9 Section 364.025, Florida Statutes. 

10 OODIIIIOna JAOOUI We' 11 take 

11 appearances. 

12 MR. WAJtLIXI I can start. I'a Jeft Wahlen 

1 3 of the Ausley ' McMullen Law Fino, appearing on behalf 

14 of ALLTEL, Inc., Vista United Teleco .. unlcatlons, and 

15 Northeaat Florida Telephone Coapany. 

16 XJI, lniBI I'm David 8. Erwin, 127 

17 Riveraink Road, Crawfordville, florida, appearinq on 

18 behalf ot Frontier Coldunlcatlons of the South , Inc. , 

19 GTC, Inc., ITS Teleco.aunications systeD&, Inc., and 

20 TDS Telecoa-Qulncy Telephone Coapany. 

21 ... CAJIVIIRI Phillip Carver o n behalf or 

22 BellSouth. J 

2J ... CUDLLI rim Caswell !or GTE. 

24 ... ••Lra Floyd Self ot the Messer, 

25 Caparel lo ' Self Law Pira, appearlnq on behalf or 

FLORIDJ. POIILIC llllVICI OODIIIIOII 



1 WorldCom, Inc. 

2 

3 

4 (Laughter) 

COMXIIIIOKIR Jacoaa : No HCI-WorldCoa yet? 

Ka. I ILra Th ia is the - - never mind. 

5 eoJGiliiiODR .JACOII i 1 1 1ii &orry . 

6 Ka. alTCia Tr acy Hatch appearing on behalf 

7 ot AT' T Couunicationa of t he Southern States, Inc. 

8 Ka. MCOUWilLIIU Joe HcClothlin, florida 

9 Competitive carriers association. 

6 

10 Ka. DI.aOMa Richard Melson and Hickey Henry 

11 on behalf of HCl Telecoaaunications corporation, a 

12 Yholly owned subsidia ry or HCI-WorldCom. (Laughter) 

13 ... GALLIGDR I Laurie Gallagher on behalf 

14 o f the flor i da Cabl e Telecoamunications Associat ion . 

15 X.. AUOIRa Barbara Auger on behalf of 

16 Time-warner . 

17 Ka. aa .. I ... L: Charles J. Rehwinkel and 

18 John P . f'ona on behalf of Sprint-florida, 

19 Incorpora ted. 

20 MR. IICKa Charlie Beck, Office of the 

21 Public Counsel on behalf of the citizens of florida. 

22 Ka . 1101'1'0•: Non>an A. llorton, Jr. of the 

23 Hesser, caparello' Self Law firm on bohall or o . spiro 

24 Coamunlcationa. 

25 COIOUIII')DI JaCGIIa full cast of 

FLORI DA •uaLIC IIRVICI 00 .. 11110• 



1 characters. I mean, gentlemen. I'm sorry. Ladies 

2 and gentle.men. 

Kl. aaoesa Michael Cross, Offic e of the 

4 Atto r ney General. 

5 xa. COXI Will Cox on behalf of the Florida 

6 Public service co .. ission Staff. 

7 CODISSIODI .JACOBSI Are thet·e any 

B preliminary matters? 

9 Kl. COXa Staff has two preliminary matters 

10 that I'd like to mention, and I don't know It the 

11 parties have any others. After that, r would suggest 

12 tha t we proceed through the draft prehearlng order. 

11 The first is ~taft has handed out a copy of 

14 its proposed exhibit list and these exhibits are not 

15 contained in the exhibit list, and these exhibits are 

16 not contained in the exhibit list within tho draft 

17 pre:hearing order. 

18 Staff does not have a witness in this 

19 proceedi ng and would seek, prior to the hearing, a 

20 stipulation rrom the parties on these exhibits. ·rhey 

21 are various discovery responses that have been filed 

22 by the parties in this proceeding, and Staff would 

7 

23 just ask the parties to look this over, and perhaps by 

24 a week f ro• this we~nesday, it you could get back with 

25 us .and let us know if you have a ny spectflc ob j e c tions 

FLORXDA PUBLIC SIIVICI OOMKISSIO. 
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1 to any of these proposed exhlults. 

2 1111. IIULmll ooea IJtd r intend to lno ludo 

J <>~position transcripts in thell co•poslte cuchlbltll, o r 

4 are ycu qoinq to do that slparately? 

5 u. COla Wi do Jntend to lnoludo tho 

6 transcri pts. so there ••lr' bl so11o add It I on• to th h 

7 list, but this is our pr•li•lnary list as or todny nt 

8 the prchear in<, . And we would notity everyone or t hnt 

9 as that came about. And that WAll just 11 qonornl 

10 announcement. 

11 The other topl o 1 hovo l.s a proi i 11 1Mry 

12 matter that I thouqht wo llhOuld tako up n t t ho ntnrt 

1J wa••· the issue ot thesll Introductory oponlnq 

14 prosentations that wtt' ll st11rt tho henr lnq wi t h o n 

15 each of tho two • odol '· 

16 I know WI!' VI d:lscuo,od thIn o n 11ovornl 

17 status conterenoo calls nnd, to my knowledqo, ht1d 

18 never arrived at n t jrm douiol on, nt lonst nq roomont 

19 between the Star r •nd partieD, o n how wo would do 

20 that! and at thia po int J wu wnnt lnq t Q t•o11r back 

21 !rom the partial on what they thouqht nbout t ho 

22 opening preoontat Jon"· 

2J Dasioolly and 1 ' .11 cJonorl lJv whnt s t..rr 

24 onvielonP, 11nd t han I'll nll ow t ho p•r.tlo ll to otfor 

25 t .heir coaaente 1 11nd hopell'ul Jy wo o11n " r rlvo nt 

PLOIIDA POaLtO IIIYIOI OOMMIIIIO• 



I 
1 something here that everyone can agree with. 

2 Basically Staff was looking for an overview 

~ of each ~f the two aodels, the BCPM and the HAl 

4 mod <.' ls, discussing the key modules specifically -- ot 

5 those m~dels specifically in t6ras of how they handle 

9 

6 cus·toaer location, how they utilhe plant to servo the 

7 cus·toaors and the specific modeling techniques. 

8 We envision basically one hour per side on 

9 the present ation, with questions and cross to follow. 

10 We would hope that if t he parties would agree to it, 

11 tha't we could limit the cross at that tiae to just the 

12 Com:mission Staff and the Co11111issioners, and any cross 

11 r<' l .a ted to those presentations would be addressed when 

14 th.st witness came up to testify i n hi s or her nonaal 

15 order in the hearing. 

16 And it would not be a time of any argument: 

17 it would just be cut and dried, nuts and bolts, and 

18 not necessarily adv~ating why one model is bettor 

19 than tho other, but just to give the commissioners 

20 soaewhat of a big picture on eaeh of the models to 

21 start the hearing. 

22 Do any of the parties have any col!llllents? 

23 n. CAJlVIIa& Phil Carver on behalf of 

24 BellSouth. Just a couple of coaments. 

25 We agree that the best way to go about It 



1 would be not to do croas-exaaination after the 

2 presentation; that is, not cross-examination by the 

3 parties. Certainly if coaaission or Staff has 

10 

4 questions, that would be tine, but our concern is that 

5 it the parties croes-exaaine, then wo could 

6 ~ssentially be there all day having cross on short 

7 presentations, and I don't think that would be very 

8 efficie.,t . 

9 The other thing that I wanted to raise i s , 

10 an :hour is kind ot an in-between aaount of t i111e. It's 

11 uy:be a little bit too long to give, you know, a high 

12 level overview, but too short to get into a lot of 

13 detail. 

14 so it what the Coaaission desires is an 

1 5 ovarvi ew and one that would not be advocating one 

\6 ~odel as opposed to the other, perhaps 30 minutes for 

17 eac:h aid& would be aore appropriate; but, otherwise, 

18 we 4gree with Staff ' s proposal. 

19 OOXKI88IO .. R JAOOBBI Does that sound fa i r 

20 to -- who will bo tho proponent of tho other o l do? 

21 XR. aATCBI KCI/AT'T will be the other side, 

22 essentially . We agree with the Statr•a propos al. 

2J How.ever, the way we were constructing our pres entation 

24 it looked like it would be somewhere in the 

25 neiqhborhood of an hour to an hou.r and a half. I '• 

FLORIDA POILIC aaRVICa OOMXIBBIO. 
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1 not sure that 30 minutes woul d do it sufficient 

2 jus·t ice and perhaps provoke more questions than answer 

J tr.~:m. 

4 

5 bet·ter? 

6 

COMXIIIIO .. I JAOOII1 45 minutes; is that 

KR . ~~~ Yes, 4 5 •inutos is better. 

7 Whatever you t all us to do, that's exactly what we'll 

8 do, of course. But t hat's t he way we wore thinking 

9 about how we would be able to structure. 

10 COMXIIIIO .. I JAOOIII My first thought whe n 

1 1 I heard an hou.r, I thought it was a b i t long as we 1 1 , 

12 but I would - - in this instance I want to err on the 

13 oi d e .? f too •uch time rather than too 1 ittle. And 1 

14 don ' t have the wisdom o r -- my thought is, most of the 

IS other Commissioners have probabl y been through 110st of 

16 t hi:s detail once, if not twice, and 1. 'd bo the one --

17 maybe that's why I got th is prehearing. I 'd bo tho 

18 one who is going to need tho time to understand more 

19 tha:n anythi ng else. 

20 I'm leaninq towards not too long of a time, 

21 and I'll say an ·hour, but lr we can cut it Hhort o r an 

22 hour, it would be groat. 

23 D. ~~~ we will not reel compe lled to 

24 use the entire hour. 

25 COMXIIIIO ... JACOUI Okay. 

FLOIIDA POILIC IIRVICI COMXIIIIO• 
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1 u. COZI The no.xt question I had along 

2 those lines was, have the parties concluded which 

3 witnesses they wero going to bring forward to do those 

4 presentations? 

COKKI88IO.ra JAOOB81 Before we move from 

6 ~at, I assume there would be one presenter tor the 

7 BCPM .1 nd one tor the Hatfield. or do you anticipate 

8 having sevscal? 

9 KR. caav.aa For BCPH I anticipate we'll 

10 have one, but I'• not sure we've dete~ined yet wh i ch 

11 one it will 1M . 

12 OOMM188IODa JaOOBII I don't think it 

13 matters, but I was just interested. 

14 IQl, D!'CIII At this point we anticipate 

15 havinq one plus somebody to shuffle the slides or· 

16 whatever it is we end up needing to use, but not a 

17 preaenter per so. 

18 ICJt, 00:11 Okay. We ' ll reflect this in the 

19 prehearing order. 

20 llll. D'l'Clll ours would be Don Wood, H that 

21 makes a difference. 

22 Ka • ...wt ... LI Okay. Yeah. That ' o what 

23 wanted to •ake eu.re: it vas a witness that would be 

24 subject to cross-examination. 

25 OOMM188IO .. a Jaooaea Exactly. That was the 



1 thought l had. 

2 xa. COXa I believe those are all tho 

3 pre.l iJD inary 114ttera Sts t f had. I don't know i t tho 

4 parties have any that they want to discuss betore we 

s go t hrough the draft order. 

6 COIGII68IODR JaCl0881 Any from the parties? 

7 (No response.) That's a good start. It we can move 

8 in that s aLe fashion, great. 

9 We'll go section by section through tho 

10 draft p rehearing order, and we can start with 

11 Sect i on 1. 

12 MR. COli I believe there are some 

13 corrections to the appearances that the parties have 

14 ma~·e me aware of, if they want to do that a t t his 

15 t ime . 

16 

17 

COKK188IO .. R JACOBS: That would be good. 

MR. wax~: Jeff Wahlen. Kr. fons ' 

18 appearance ought to be with Kr. Rehwi nkel when the 

19 final appearance comes out. He's representing Sprint 

20 in ·this oaae, and I a11 not. so if that change could 

21 be ·made, I would apprec iate it. 

22 MR. ani•: This is Dave Erwi n . on tho 

23 first page under the appearances, thoro is a l i sting 

24 of Frontier Communications International. This ought 

25 to be Frontier Co.aunicatlons of tho south, I nc . 

13 
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1 COMMI88IODa JACOUI And not International. 

2 xa. ••wx•: Right. 

COMII88IO ... JACOBII Any other corrections? 

4 (No r e s ponse. ) Okay. 

5 Subatction 1. I aasume no -- that' s 

6 standard. Subsection 2? (No response.) 

7 Subs ectio , 3? (No response.) And 4? 

8 xa. C~VIR: one issue on 4 I wanted to 

9 rais e. The li111itation on the brief is 40 pages. 

10 Given the complexity of the issues here , that may be a 

11 little b it short. I ' d like to propose 50 paqos as an 

12 alternative. 

COMMIIIIO .. R JACOBS : Have we waived it 

14 !Jefore? 

15 xa. COX: Yes, and Sta ff wouldn't ha.ve any 

16 objections to that, i f the part i es are agreeable to 

17 that. 

18 OOMMIIIIO .. R JACOBI : Any concerns? (No 

19 respons e. ) The •ore reading, the bettor. Okay: 50 . 

20 Subsection 5? 

21 u. CA8DLL: Commissioner, I do hav·e a 

22 couple of points . With regard to our Wi tnesses Murphy 

23 and Tardi ff who will be c r itiquing t he Hatfield model , 

24 we'd like them to test i fy as a panel if possible. I 

25 think that 's soaething the co .. i asion haa done before, 

. 
FLORIDA PUBLIC 88RVICI COMMI88IO. 
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1 particularly in the arbitrations. 

2 And it would work out better here becauoe 

3 one is "ore of an economic critique, one io more of an 

4 engi~eering critique, but in practice we really can't 

!> nc~a·tly separate the two. And I think we' ll be having 

6 quu.otions directed to one or the other that should go 

7 to ·tho other witness, and it would juet go more 

8 smoothly if we had them up as a panel . 

9 cogxaaxona Jacoaaa You said that was 

10 Murphy a nd --

11 U. QUDLLI Murphy and Tardiff. The 

12 numbers -- well, there's no numbers hero, but they're 

13 on the second page in t he middle, Page 7. And t hen I 

14 have anot her question wi th regard to thooo wi tnonoos. 

15 COMKI88IODR JAOOBII They wore going to be 

16 neKt in line anyway. Any concerns fro• the par ties? 

17 (No response.) Stoff? 

18 IIJt. COli No . 

19 u. caswKLLI And one more point. Because 

20 of commitments in hearings in other states, those 

21 wi tnesses would be ova l lable for tho f J rst time on 

22 october 14th, which is Wednesday . 

23 It may not be a problem here, becauoe it 

24 looks like we have about two days worth of witnesses 

25 befor e they coma up, but i f we could perhaps ei t her 

•toaxoa PUBLIC aaavxca co•xasxo• 
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1 today move thea farther dovn on the list, or just aake 

2 the co .. i aaion aware at t.hie point t.hat those 

3 :•itnesses 114Y need to be aoved later and see it tho 

4 part l ~s have any objec tions, I'd appreciate that. 

5 OOMXIIIIO .. I 3~0011 1 It MAY bo worthwhile 

6 addressing this as a general issue now. First ot all, 

7 as to the o rganization of the witnesses in general, I 

8 aasuae everybody is in agceoaent to breaking thea out 

9 into subj ect aatter fash ion, and I think that's 

10 probab l y the way we' re going about it, but as always 

11 i s the ca.se, things don' t work out, and ao:aeo ne aay i n 

12 a n unforeseen circuaatance have to come or go 11t an 

l J earlier time. 

14 t ( a party would have to testify at a time 

15 other than when the rest of those wi tness in th&t 

16 subject matter would have testified is my concern, how 

17 would we work that out. Because I would not want tor 

1 8 us to get to the hearing a nd aoaeth ing like that come 

19 up and we find ourselves i n aoao kind ot a procedural 

20 quaqaire. 

21 Ia it a particula rly onoroun thing it 

22 ooa.ebody were to drop down and teat!ty at a ti.me out 

23 of sequence and out of sub ject matter Ia my quest ion? 

24 u . CUWLL& One thing I'd like to point 

25 out Ia that they' re both rebuttal wl tneaaes, so as 

•LOatDa PUBLIC IIAYICB COKM11110. 
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1 lonq as tbey coae aft.er al l the direct witnesses, I 

2 don't think it will be a biq problea even it they coae 

3 in another topic: but I don't think it would prejudice 

4 any.body to have thea coae later. 

s ~IOfiUIO ... • n.~ll l Okay. I quess it 

6 would be kind of on a case-by-case basis, but what 1 

7 >~ould hopl' to do h it those -- 1f you can think 

8 thro~qh that, and it there's soae part icular witness 

9 that you ~ould have a probl .. with , let us knov so 

10 we 'll be at least sens itive to that. Otherwise, I'll 

11 take it that if anyone changes out of subj ect or out 

12 of sequence, te wouldn't havs a aajor issue. 

13 11.8. oar.t.aQIIaJ Coaaiasioner Jacobs, I'd 

14 just liko to aention that FCTA's witness Bill Barta 

15 has a siailar problea. lie had a prior co01itaent to 

16 testJ fy in another st.ate, and that tostiaony was 

17 de: a yed. So he won 't be available until the l4t.h 

18 e ither, but he can t .est1ty anytiao the 14th and 

19 beyond. 

20 COMMIIIIOWIR JACOIII Unless I hear qn~e 

21 particular objections, then I'll proceed that those 

22 revisions would be okr y. 

23 IIJl , ouo•1 coaaissioner .Jacobs, I've got 

24 one, as well . Don Wood i s ava il able Monday, TUesday 

25 and Friday ot that week. flo has a prior coaalt-nt ln 
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1 another hearing on Wednesday and Thursday. It doesn't 

2 appear that that will be a problee for his direct 

3 appearance. It •ay -an that his appeara.nce on 

• rebuttal would need to wait until Friday. !t j us t 

S dep:ands on how thinqa play out. lie is in a panel ror 

6 rebuttal purposes. 

7 COIIIUB8IOUa JaCOBBI Okay. 

8 kl. COlli That is a question that Staff had. 

9 Do you beli eve that he should appear twice i n this 

10 proceedi ng? 

11 D. ar.ao•• Given that the rebuttal. 

12 tos·timony is a panel and, frankly, my undernt&ndinq is 

13 tha·t the bulk ot the panel is Kr. Pitkin, that 

14 Kr . Wood's participation on the panel i s necessary but 

15 1a not it i s mostly Kr. Pitkin's rebuttal, it 

16 see~ed to us to sake sense to keep thos e separat e . 

17 Q , COX• What I was thinking was, i s iC 

18 tha·t• s the case , could'l 't Hr . Pi tk i n j ust IIJJpear at 

19 the hearing and then any questions related to 

20 Mr. Wood's involvecent in the panel testimony bo 

21 addressed when he's -- why would ho have to appear 

22 twi~e is what I'• getting at. 

23 IOl. KBLBOIII Tho concern In t hnt. tho pane l 

24 tenttmony is truly rebuttal, and pu t tlnq it on in 

25 advance of the Bellsouth and GTE testieony doosn•t 
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1 mak.e sense from an understanding point of view. 

2 Q, COZI Okay. 

3 Q , KILIO•s So while ideal l y we ' d like to 

• keep thea together, i n this case we don ' t see a 

5 practical way to do that . 

6 xa. ~•• I'd like t o speak to that 

7 briefly , and then there are one or two other issues 

8 about wi tnesses that I want to bri ng up. 

9 In other states, there was one state in 

10 whi ch Hr. Wood and Pitkin f i led this testimony 

11 j ointly. That vas Tennessee. Hr. Pitkin t ook the 

1 2 s tand on rebuttal and defended it. Hr. Wood d id not . 

1 3 Essentially, the saae analys is has been 

14 I filed in several other states i n our region In 

15 hea.rlngs that we had earlier in the year , ond in each 

16 of those i nstances it was f iled b" Hr . Pitk in . and 

17 Hr. Pitki n was the only one on th" stand. 

18 Given that, I'm not rea l ly s ure what It adds 

19 to have Hr . Wood thoro a s 11n addl t ion11l •oehor o lnco, 

20 again, what lilo •ve seen in other a ·.atos 11 thllt l t' 8 

21 pri ncipally Hr. Pitkin's analysis . He' s r o11 1ly the 

22 one with tho substantive knowledgn to answer any 

23 questions about it. 

2 4 COIDII881t)Dl JAC088t Th i n in profiled, 

25 riqht? Hr. Wood is profi led? 

rLOaiDA PU8LIC aaaVl Ca COIDII88IO. 
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1 xa. KBLIO•r Correct. Mr. Wood has profiled 

2 direct testimony, and then he and Mr. Pitkin have 

3 J~ ! ntly profiled rebuttal testimony. 

4 xa. cunar And my comaants don't 90 to 

5 Hr . Wood's d!r eet, only to the rebuttal; because, 

6 Again, our experience l•as been that that's egaentially 

7 Kr. Pitkin 's Anal ysis. 

8 COIOIIII:.:ona JACOBir !lAving not reviewed 

9 Mr. Wood's rebut tAl, I'm not inclined t o -- if tho 

10 pArty thinks t hat they want to offer the witness, wo 

11 can fight about whether or not to strike tho testimony 

12 at the hearing on if it's rel evant or not. I'm not 

13 inc llnec here to preempt that. 

14 I would caution that the less controversy, 

15 the: better . and I 'm su.re these witnesses wi ll provide 

l6 an ample share ot that. But it just seems t o me like 

17 if they f~el like the witness' testimony i s relevant, 

18 the n I'm not going to preempc thAt, but you have full 

19 lea.ve and rights to challenge that at the heAring. 

20 xa. CUVJIRI I would like to ask one 

21 question about procedure, then . Will we be Able to 

22 direct questions to one member or the other of the 

23 pAnel, or ia each question in ettec t going to be a 

24 jump ball thAt either one of them can answer? 

25 COIOIIIIIODR JACOBII I would hope not. I 
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1 would hope we could have soae identification up front 

2 as ·to who's handlinq what balls. 

3 xa. XILIO•• And, co .. issione.r Jacobs, I 

4 believ~ there are a couple of other panels . And HCI 

5 feels exact.;y the •••• way: we'd like the ability to 

6 direct questions to a particular •saber of the panel. 

21 

7 COXJU:HIODR JACOI81 How will we know that? 

8 Wil l there be sok.e qa•e plan that will be presented 

9 whe.n they co•e t o testify in advance of that? 

10 xa. XILIO•: co .. iasioner Jacobs, I would 

ll thi.nk that. on our cross-exa•ination we'd say, now, the 

12 next l i ne quastions is directed to witness so-and-so 

13 and expect that to be the parson to answer. 

14 xa. CARVIRI If I aay respond in reqards to 

15 our panel. One of the wi tnesses that we have listed 

16 in rebuttal is ceorqotown consulting croup. 

17 COIDII88IODR JACONI 1 had a questic "l on 

18 t .hat. 

19 xa. CAAV.a: They appear on Paqe a. 

20 Actually, thnt's three people, nnd thoy nppoor no n 

21 panel for this reason. The princ i pal of the firm und 

22 the pri iDary witness is a man named 31m Hadddn 

23 (phonetic). He, however, has two other members of the 

24 fir.a who have dono substantial portions of tho 

25 analysis. one of tho• is engineer, another o ne is on 
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1 accountant: and they basically have technical support 

2 in the a11alysis that's done. 

3 What we have done in the past basically to 

22 

4 allow as wide a ranqe of cross-examination as possible 

5 is to put all three up there. Since Mr. Madden is, in 

6 effect, the lead witness and the one who speaks for 

7 the firm, he tries to handle questions to the extent 

8 he can. But if a party wishes, for example, to ask a 

9 speeiti c enqineerinq question, then the enqineerinq 

10 expert who did the analysis is there for that purpose. 

11 So that's what we've done in other states is 

12 we''Ve had one person that's sort of the -- I guess you 

13 rould say the primary point of contact for testifying 

14 purposes with other subject matter experts to fill in 

15 with things that he can't answer. 

16 Now, I mention that because Mr. Melson had 

17 mentioned wanting to direct questions to particular 

18 wit:nesscs. And in general 1 have no objection with 

19 tha·t; I think that •s appropriate. But 1r, tor 

20 exasple, a party asks the engineer on the Georgetown 

21 pan.el exclusively nonengine.ering quesLions, then 

22 that's not goinq to work out very well, because he's 

23 the r e because of a particular type of expertise. 

24 And I th i nk this is 11 little bit d i rrerent 

25 tha:n the Wood-Pitkin situation, because I think t horo 
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1 you have two people who are analysts, and I'• not 

2 really sure what the division is between them. 

3 In the case with Georgetown, I think the 

4 lines are pretty clear as to who can answer what. 

5 COIOliiiiOna JACOIII That sounds like a 

6 reasonal:>le way to proceed. 

23 

7 1101. KRLIO•I co .. issioner Jacobs, I think it 

8 is. My only concern is that the rules be the same for 

9 both of us . 

10 If Mr. Carver intends to direct questions to 

11 particular members of ay panel, I think I should have 

12 tho right to direct ques tions to particular mBmberP of 

13 his panel. Obviously if I'm foolish enough to start 

1 ~ di r ecting a aeries of engineering questions to a 

15 nonengineor, the Commission is going to got frustrated 

16 with me pretty quickly: and, hopefully , I'll have the 

17 good sense to not do that . 

18 1101. CAJtVJIRI I would j ust ask one thing. I 

19 can't real l y tell from looking at the rebuttal 

20 testimony between Mr. Wood and Mr. Pitkin who d i d 

21 what . Again, I've told you about tho exper ience we 've 

22 had in other states. But, I aean, it would cortainly 

23 be helpful it we could have some i nd ication as to how 

24 they worked on this together. 

25 C:OIOliiiiODR JACOUI Let's start with this: 



1 Let's try and co•• up with some kind of -- the 

2 offering party would give everyone else some idea of 

J what -- the ranqe of e.xpertise of the panel, and then 

4 l~t 's see it this will work. 

24 

5 I like the idea of having a principal person 

6 or principal witness of the panel who can hand ott a 

7 que:stion, but then having the party, the questioning 

8 party, reserve the right to question a specific meaber 

9 of the panel it it's clearl y -- I mean, in tho 

10 instance where it's clear that that witness' scope 

11 of -- within his scope of skills as indicated in the 

12 review, the up-front review. 

1 l In other words, that will eliminate tho 

14 whole issue o f going through the lead witneas If you 

15 know that the engi neer is the one that should be 

16 answering that question, that you know that because 

17 that was told to you up front. Does that see• 

18 wor.kable? 

19 

20 D. COXI co .. issioner Jacobs, I would j ust 

21 add that I think the parties could make i t c lear also 

22 in their testimony summaries. When the panel ge ts up 

2.3 to testify, they could make It c lear that 

24 respective roles or the wi tnesses at that t i me. That 

25 would help the Starr and the Commissioners. 
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1 COKKI88IO ... Jacoaa: Either that or in 

2 adv·ance of that would be tine. 

l KR. caavKR: My prefe rence would be in 

4 a..:v·ance so that all the parties can prepare tor 

5 c r oss- examination . 

6 COKMI88IO .. R JAOOBSI Yes, that's what I'm 

7 thinking . You'd probably want to do t ha t . 

8 K1. MoGLOTaLI•: Commissioner, while we're 

25 

9 talking a bout witness availability, I' ve got ono. our 

10 Witness Joseph Gi l l an is available only tho firot two 

11 days, tho 12th and 13th. We're going to lose him 

12 I al't.e r t .hat. He's the firs t one up after the 

l l p resentations , the overviews. 

COMMI88IO .. R JA0088 1 Okay. So that 

15 shouldn't be a real problem . 

16 KR. •ooLOr&LI•: Well, getting him on the 

17 d irect certa i nly would not , if it ' s necessary to have 

18 hi• appear one time in.tead of two In order to have 

19 him sponsor both testimonies on tho firs t two days. I 

20 think unlike soae or the others, his testiaony lends 

21 itself to that, because It ' s narrow in scope. And so 

22 we would 

23 OO .. IIIIO .. a JACOBs : so you would Wftnt t o 

24 have, as listed, direct and rebuttal on the t irot 

25 appearance. 
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1 D. •oaiMIILIWI Yea, sir. 

2 ,.,IIaiODa .JACONI Any objection&? (No 

3 response.) Okay. We' ll follow that. 

4 Now, any other availability probleaa? (No 

S respol'la~c . ) 

6 Okay. Then within each subject matter, it ' s 

7 my underatandinq that we'll proceed 4B listed on the 

8 prehearing order. 

9 KR. ~LKWI J have an item on the witnesses 

10 thltt we maybe can't resolve today, but wanted to j ust 

11 throw it out tor people to start thinking about. 

12 The small LECs are all dealing with an 

1 3 e~eddQd cost study within their testimony, and the 

14 methodology is beinq described by Dennis curry. The 

15 reo'\. of the witnesses are simply explaini ng how that 

16 me thodology was applied to their company and what the 

17 inputs wore and various things like that. 

16 There alao aeems to be a rair. amount of 

19 agreement about the small company issues in this c ltse . 

20 So what r·ct like to do 1e throw out the possibility, 

21 after all the saall company witnesses are deposed next 

22 Wednesday, of having the i nput witnesses, at l east, 

23 stipulated into the record, their testimony, without 

24 cross-examination but with their deposition 

25 transcripts. And if we did that, I think we c ou ld 
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1 k i nd of cut out a substantia l aa.ount ot pooplo getting 

2 up .and down and cut down t he length of the hearing . 

3 It aay be too early to como to a conclusion 

4 ~n that today, but I 'd like people to think about that 

5 as :wtr approach the hearing. 

6 conraaxona JACOI81 So your proposal would 

7 be ·that the cost model input witnesses, which would be 

8 Caldwell, Nor ris, Tucek, Wells and Dickerson -- . 

9 KR . ..aLa~a No. I ' m sorry. I'm on Page 8 

10 with tho small LEC proposal. 

11 COMKII8IODR JACOI81 Oh. So only those 

12 witnesses t hat speak to input tor the small LEC 

1 3 l'r oposal. 

14 KR. I'AIU·D I Yes. I would have Goodn ight, 

15 Ellaer, Weaver, Brewer, Jung, Weaver, Huttenhower at 

16 lea:st stipulated in without cross-examination. 

17 IIR. Jan•• I would like to concur on that, 

18 too, on behalf of thos~ small company witnesses that I 

19 rep resent. 

20 In tact, the only dlftoronce I aiqh t have 

21 with Hr. Wahlen is t.hat I would like for people to 

22 really consider that today so that if it's necessary 

23 for thea to coae down here for the hee ring, that we 

24 could get soae arranqeaenta aado roftson.,bl_y w .. u In 

25 advance of the tiae they had to fly. 
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1 OOKMI88IOna J&0018 t sounds like it would 

2 bo beat to wait at least until depositions are done 

3 before we got to thoae kind ot decisions. 

4 Ka. B .. IWI Well, depositions aren ' t until 

5 tho 7th or oetob41r. 

6 

7 

CO .. IIIIOna J&OOI8t Is that right? 

••· COZI The ti• ing ia rough in this case, 

8 but Staff ian' t prepared to agree to a stipulation at 

9 thia ti••1 at leaat to bless a stipulation. 

28 

10 OOIUCI88IODa J&0088t I '11 be available on a 

11 short not i ce to deal with t hat, and we can try and do 

12 it to t ho boat convenience, given the large number of 

ll p.•rtiea. I would be willing to handle so~:~ething like 

14 thft t n n a conference call. so lot's aee how that 

15 wor k• out. And regarding small LECs , the whole point 

16 or it or which is to try and minimize the expanse. 

17 MR. WAHLKit My sense is that our biggest 

18 issue will be with Staff, a nd we'll just deal with 

19 that . 

20 COOIIIIODR J &COI8 t Any othe r --

2 1 K8 . CA8 .. LLs With regard to sti pulations, 

22 aomo ot the parties have d iscussed potentially 

23 otl puleti ng in the cost oC capital and deprecia tion 

24 wl t neaaes . That would be six w ltnesse~. It's on 

2!1 Pftqe 8. 
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1 I don't think anybody is prepared today to 

2 give a defini tive answer, but we'd likewise like to 

3 have the parties think about that and have the Staft 

4 t hink abOut that so we can deal with that as soon as 

5 po&.s lble. 

6 coaauanona Jacoaa: SiX witnesses. 

7 Kl . CABWILL: Yes: depreciation - -

8 COIOII88IODR JacoBS: Depreciation and 

9 cos·t - -

10 KS. CABWILLI And coat of capital . 

11 COD188IODR JaCOBS: Okay . Now, what I'd 

12 1 ik·e to do, unless there • s anyth i ng else on the Order 

13 II o f ~itnesses, is just confirm on the idea 

1 ~ 1 wit·noss tostity both direc t and r ebuttal . 

ot that a 

15 We've spoken about Hr. Gill an. I guess we 

16 can start j us t at the top with cost ~odel s . 

17 Hr. Gillan, looks like we'll do direct and r ebuttal . 

18 Hr. Barta , and Hr. Bowman, and is that Hr. Meade 

19 Seall4n? 

20 U . CURLLI Yes. 

29 

21 CODI88IODR J•COB81 On Page 7, Hr . Staihr, 

22 direct and rebuttal. Now, it's i nte r esting we 're 

23 going to have wi tnesses who oro going to - - a s wo go 

24 down through the oubj e c t oreas, the rebuttal v itnesses 

25 who haven ' t dono any d irec t will testify In this 



1 order? 

2 KR. OOXr That's the logical order that 

3 Steff thought made the moat sense . 

4 COMXIIIIOKIR JAOOI81 And then down to the 

5 coat modal, Ita. Caldwell will do dire at and rebuttal. 

6 Mr. Tucek and Mr. Dickerson. On Page 8, Mr. Majoros, 

7 Mr. cunningham, Mr. sovereign, Mr. Hiraohloiter, 

8 Mr. we: de, or. Billingsley, Mr. curry. That ' s it. 

9 KR . BATCH• Commissioner Jacoba, I would 

10 rais e issue with respect to Cathy Petzingor, which is 

11 one of AT'T'a rebuttal witnesses. She's more of an 

12 inputs person. She does switching and SCIS, so we 

13 ought to drop her down i n the order to the cost model 

14 input sec tion, probably down, baaed on this, with 

30 

15 either Art Leraa, either before or after Art IArma and 

16 either before or after t ho Georgetown crew. 

17 OOMKIIIIOKIR JA00881 So you want to modify 

18 the order o f witno •aoa to bring her down t here? 

19 

20 

21 

22 

KR. BATCBI Yes . 

COKMIIIIOWBl JAC0881 No objec tions? 

KR. cox• We'll put her after Mr. Lerma ? 

OOMKIIIIOKIR JACOBI I Okay . Done. 

23 Mr. Rehwinkol? 

24 KR . aaxwi•KILI Yea. Sprint filed an 

25 aaonded prehearlng atateaent to cor rect an oversight 
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1 on ·the issues that our witnesses are testifying to. I 

2 can do that now or I can provide that to Mr. cox, 

what~ver is aore convenient. 

4 ~IBBXOXIB JA0088t If you don't t hink 

5 that I don't think it would be problea. wo can 

6 juot do lt. You can file it with Mr. Cox . 

7 Ka, llU1JI.DLt Okay. 

8 KJI. euftal One other thing I just wanted 

9 to •enti on. In teras of the parties filing the 

10 information about the panels that you indicatod, could 

11 we nave a day by wh ich that would be filed by 

1:1. eve ryone? 

13 COIIIUBBXODR JAC088t Well, 1 think what we 

14 said is that you could do it at hearin9, but -- and I 

15 wou ld prefer, since the tiae is so short, maybe a week 

16 before . 

11 Ka. COX• I was thinking maybe a week fro• 

18 thi.s Wednesday. 

19 COIIICXBBXODR JACOB8r You can begin to tile 

20 it ·then, but if you don ' t file it then, I still want 

21 to :hold open the i dea that you could reoervo to do it 

22 at near inqr but l think It would be qood I! you could 

23 fil·e it. 

24 KR. CARV&R1 We would just request the 

25 parties do that by the 7th so everyone can have the 
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1 time to decide how they're going to cross-examine. 

2 COKXI88IO .. a JACOBII I'll tell you what. 

3 Let's move the ambiguity. Let's have it filed in a 

4 week, on the 7th. That would c ause less contusion. 

5 If there • • nothinq else on the Order or 

6 Witn~~sos, we'll going go to Section 7, Positions. 

7 Any revisions? (No response.) Great. Sprint? 

8 xa. UDIIIDLI Yes. Coaaissioner Jlacobs, 

9 on Pago 15 in Sprint's position on tho last full line 

10 of that paragrapl , we will be r evising the nuaber to 

11 read "31.88" instead of "31.78". 

12 COIOtXIIIODa JACOBB I Okay. Any other 

11 revisions? (No response. ) 

s ection 8, Issues and Positions. We' ll 

15 s~ rt wi th Issue 1. Any revisions to the parties' 

16 pos itions~ (No response.) Good. 

17 Is suo 2 -- I 'a sorry. 

18 xa • .aKL&MI Before we leave Issue l, I may 

19 not have road it very c arefully, but it look6 ll ko 

20 everybody aqroos on thot i&&~e. Am 1 wrong? 

21 xa. COXI I don't believe there's c omplete 

22 agreement on that issue. Some people aro siding with 

23 the FCC definition. 

24 

25 

KR. WUL&MI Ok.ay. I'a sorry. 

COMXI88IO .. a JACOBII Okay. Issue 2? (No 
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1 response.) No revisions. 

2 Issue 3? (No response.) Issue 4? (No 

3 response.) This is going very well. 

4 Issue 5? 

5 KR. CAaVIR& Coaaiseioner Jacobs, j ust one 

6 typo on Issue 5. Page 31 at the bottoa where 

7 BellSouth's position is stated, in the last line 

8 there's the word P-R-I-N-T, and there should be an "S" 

9 there. It should be "Sprint". 

10 COMMI88IOD8 JACOUI Good chango. 

ll u. aawx•: With regard to Issue No. 5 , the 

1 ~ tour small coapanies that I represent have indi cated 

13 t ho'Y had no position wi t.h regard to Issue 5 (a) , 

14 b e<;:ause it t:e .. ed to 110 to be clear with respect to 

15 Jssue 6(a) that we were t.a~ing a particular position. 

16 It that's not clear from what we've dono, we 

17 could change 5(a) instead of saying we didn' t have a 

18 position to say "See the position on Issue 6( a) ." 

19 That might be the preferable th i ng. 

~Q KR. COXI That sounds like a good plan to 

21 me. Let's go with "See the position on 6(a). " That 

22 way it's clear that they are taking somewhat oC a 

23 position. 

24 KR. aawx•a So with respect to Frontier, 

25 GTC', ITS and Quincy wi th regard to lssuo S(a), it 
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1 should now soy their position is some as Issue G(a), 

2 or just "See Issue 6(a)." 

3 COIIIli88IOna JAC0881 Okay. Any other 

• chanqes? (No response.) Good. And that's for 5(a) 

5 and (b) . 

6 Hovinq to Issue 6. Any revisions to 6 (o), 

7 (b) or (c)? (No r esponse.) 

8 Now, we hove o substantial exhibit 1 ist. 

9 Are there anJ -- and into Se ction 9, are there any 

10 chanqes? 

11 n ... LIO.I co .. issioner Jacobs, on 

12 Page 39, under Don J. Wood there ore six exhibits 

34 

13 l isted, but numbers only got attached to the first two 

14 o f them. It the reaaining tour could simply be 

15 nu~ered DJW-3, 4, 5 and 6. 

16 COIIIli88IOna JAC088s Yes, we'll not.e that 

17 OJ -- tbat HAl, rather, model input portfolio will be 

18 DJll-3 , and •odel automation will be DJW-4; the cost 

19 per wire will be OJW· S, and tho co ROH will be OJW-6 . 

20 n. DLIO•s Thank you. 

21 COIOII81IOna JAC0881 Are thoro nny other 

22 changes or revisions? 

23 ••· QALLAGBBas Commissioner J acobs , on 

24 Page 46, F'C'I'A's Witness Wi l liam Barta, under 

25 Description, you c 11n i nsert "resume• . 
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1 COIOit88Iona .:racoasz That vas on 40 --

2 U. aar.raanllz I have Page 46 . I t lookn 

3 like now it 's 47, and it's been inserted in there, so 

4 I'~ okay. Sorry. 

5 OOOIUIODa JACOUI Now, what we have for 

6 the others here that don't have descriptions is 

7 that -- wil l we need to get soae descriptions tor 

8 those, or - -

9 n. coxa That would be helpful, or iC the 

10 par·ties could just provide thlla to Staff, we c an get 

11 them plugged in, the descriptions of the various 

12 exh ibits. 

lJ 

14 by? 

15 

COIOII88Iona JACOB8t When do you need that 

Ka . COXa I would say by Wednesday, If 

16 possible. It's the 30th . 

17 COIOII88IODJl JACOB8 t Is that okay? 

18 (Affirmative responses.) Good. 

19 Well, that takes care of exhibits. There 

ZO are no stipulation3 at this time. 

21 We've dealt with the motion-- wol l, the 

22 aotions we will deal wi th by order. 

2J Ka . coxa Based on the pleadings , that's 

24 correct. 
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25 COIOII88IODR JAC088a Baaed on the &rqumonto 
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l and plead1nqs. 

2 

J 

4 

5 

6 

7 

xa. a&C&I Coamissioner, vith reqard to the 

~ndinq •otions, I knov ve have one •otion pend i ng 

"gainst C•TE, cand otbers have pendi ng •otions to 

COipcl. 

It Bay not be possible to comply with 

section J, which require• a seven-day notice to tho 
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8 party it you plan to use any confidential i ntoraatlon. 

9 So I would like to request in tho o rder , ir you grant 

10 it i n full or in part, t .hat it set forth a date Cor 

11 producti on and then a subsequent date for the noti ce. 

12 Becauce we aay not - - de~ndinq on the date when tho 

\J order i s and when they're produced, i t •ay not be 

14 pos.Jible to give a seven-day notice. If that wore s ot 

15 Lor~h i n the o rder, it • i qht be at variance with t he 

16 order, but it would tako care o r it . 

17 xa. coxa I'• sorry. So what are you 

18 suggesting we do? 

19 xa. a•cxa Well , in the order, if you grant 

20 any motions to coapel in whole or in part, t hat you 

21 set forth a date for the product i on of the documents. 

22 

23 

xa. COXI Okay. 

KR. a•cxa And then a date after that for 

24 providing a notice o r usinq confidential l ntor•atlon. 

2S KR. COX I Olc.ay . 



1 COUIOIIOaa JACOU1 And there was one 

2 party who would like to tile revised rebuttal in the 

3 event the aotion is granted as vall. 

l7 

4 a. C&JlftRI Yes, air. I would just suggest 

5 ( ha·t if the aotion ia granted, we're allowed to file 

6 revised rebuttal. Then wa could file tho 

7 confidentiality notice at the aaae tiae we file tho 

8 te.stiaony. 

9 CODIIIIOD& JACOB81 Will you note that? 

10 

11 

a. coxa Yes, wo 'll nota that. 

XI. KIL80•1 coaaissioner Jacobs, I've got a 

12 question about the Staff 's exhibit list. It lists a 

13 nuaber of parties' response to i nterrogatories. 

14 And tor the first tiae in this docket It 

15 appea rs that s oae parties are not serving all of the 

16 o t her partie£ with their interrogatory responses, and 

17 so there are aany of these interrogatory responses 

18 that I don't have copies or. 

19 I'd ask it the parties who have sort or 

20 stopped •erving interrogatories would catch up nnd 

21 send us their responses to other folks ' 

22 interrogatories. That would help us evaluate whether 

23 we have objections to any of those. 

24 COUIIIIODB JltoCOB81 Okay. !low do you know 

25 if they didn't send it? Tho nuabers that you have --
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1 KR ... ~, l don't have any interrogatory 

2 answers from BellSouth to other parties' 

3 interrogatories. So I haven't yet checked any of the 

4 t ·thers, but I know I'm missing all of those. 

5 ... aaJtl•iiLI Yes. Commissioner, due to 

6 the workl oad, I'• one of the guilty parties, and we 

7 will endeavo r to do that . 

8 COIUUIIIO ... J&COUI Okay. So we don't 

9 have any contrlversy on that. 

10 One question I had ot Staff, You have a 
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11 witness t hat you will identify to otter thos e i n wi th, 

12 or are you just going t o offer them --

13 KR. COIJ Wall, we were trying to get a 

14 stipu l ation on them. If we can't got a stipulati on, 

15 l C t here are objections, we'll try t o introduce them 

16 through cro~s-examination. But tho idea was to give 

17 everyone a preliminary l i st now and t ry to roac h d 

18 stipulati on before the onset of tho hearing. 

19 ... ClaWILLJ Just one more thing . As you 

20 probably know, GTE joined in DollSouth's motion to 

21 compel against AT,T, and one of tho thlnqs BeliSouth 

22 asked tor in that motion was leave to file rev i sed 

23 rebuttal or suppleaentary rebuttal. 

24 And it's ay expectation that if the motion 

25 is granted, since GTE joined in we'll be grante d leave 
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l to file that rebuttal as well. I just wanted to aako 

2 clear what our expectations were, and if there aro any 

3 objections, we could deal with thea now. 

4 

6 

7 well? 

8 

9 

~I88IO..a Jaco .. s I realize that, but I 

u. COJ:t And that would apply to Sprint as 

D • ...-.IJIDLt (Noddinq head . ) 

COKMI88IO..a JACO .. t Okay . Nothing else . 

10 Man, this has been ra.ther enjoyable. Can you promise 

11 the same thing for the hearJng? (Laughter) 

12 If there are no other aatters, this 

13 prehearing is adjourned. Thank you. 

14 (Thereupon, the hear i ng conc luded at 

15 7: 20 P• Dlo) 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 
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DO HEREBY CERTIFY that the Prehearing 
$ con!aronce in Docket No. 980696-TP was heard by the 
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6 sta.ted; it is further 
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7 

8 

9 

CERTIFIED that I stenographically reported 
the. said proceedings; that the saae has been 
tra.nscrib•ld under ay direct supervision: and that this 
tra.nscript, consisting of 40 pages, constitutes " true 
transcrip tion of JIY notes of said proceedings .. 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

DATED this 30th d11y of Septeaber, 1998. 

~~ 
H. RUTH£ POTAMI, CSR, RPR 
Official co .. ission Reporter 
650-413-6734 
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