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Ms. Blanca S. Bayo, Director 

Division of Records and Reporting 

Florida Public Service Commission 
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Re: Docket No. 990649·TP 

Dear Ms. Bayo: 

Enclosed for filing in the above docket are the original and fifteen (15) copIes of 
ALL TEL 's Objections to BellSouth's First Set ofInterrogatories. 

Please acknowledge receipt and filing of the above by stamping the duplicate copy of this 
letter and returning the same to this writer. 

Thank you for your assistance in this matter. 
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OR\G\NhL 
BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

In re: Investigation into 1 
pricing of unbundled network 1 
elements 1 

DOCKET NO. 990649-TP 
DATED: June 29,2000 

ALLTEL’S OELJECTIONS TO BELLSOUTH’S 
FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES 

Pursuant to Rule 28-106.206, Florida Administrative Code, ALLTEL Communications, 

Inc. hereby provides, on behalf of ALLTEL Communications Services, Inc., the following 

objections to BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.’s (“BellSouth”) First Set of Interrogatories to 

ALLTEL Communications Services, Inc. 

General Obiections 

1. ALLTEL Communications, Inc. objects to the First Set of Interrogatories in its 

entirety on grounds that ALLTEL Communications Services, Inc. is not a party to this case and 

is not subject to the jurisdiction of the Florida Public Service Commission (“FPSC” or 

“Commission”) as a certificated telecommunications carrier. For purposes of these objections 

and any answers that may be given, ALLTEL Communications, Inc. will assume that BellSouth 

intended to send its First Set of Interrogatories to ALLTEL Communications, Inc., the party to 

this docket and the entity certificated by the FPSC as an alternative local exchange carrier. For 

purposes of these objections and any answer that may be given, the term “ALLTEL” shall mean 

“ALLTEL Communications, Inc.” 

2. ALLTEL objects to BellSouth’s definition of ALLTEL to the extent it requires 

ALLTEL to respond on behalf of its parent, subsidiaries, affiliates, or other persons who are not 
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parties to this case or certificated by the FPSC as a telecommunications carrier on the grounds 

that the definition is overly broad, unduly burdensome, oppressive, and not permitted by 

applicable discovery rules. For purposes of these objections and any answer that may be given, 

each reference to “ALLTEL” in BellSouth’s First Set of Interrogatories will be treated as 

referring exclusively to ALLTEL Communications, Inc., the certificated Alternative Local 

Exchange Telecommunications Company in Florida, and the party to this docket. 

3. ALLTEL objects to BellSouth’s definition of “You” and “your” to the extent the 

definitions require ALLTEL to respond on behalf of its parent, subsidiaries, affiliates, or other 

persons who are not parties to this case on the grounds that the definition is overly broad, unduly 

burdensome, oppressive, and not permitted by applicable discovery rules. For purposes of these 

objections and any answers that may be given, each reference to “ALLTEL” in Bellsouth’s First 

Set of Interrogatories shall be treated as referring exclusively to ALLTEL Communications, Inc., 

a certificated Alternative Local Exchange Telecommunications Company in Florida, and the 

party to this docket. 

4. ALLTEL objects to BellSouth’s general instructions, definitions, or specific 

discovery requests insofar as they seek to impose obligations on ALLTEL which exceed the 

requirements of Florida law or the Florida Rules of Civil Procedure. Specifically, ALLTEL 

objects to paragraph (e) of the Instructions to the First Interrogatories on the basis that it is 

contrary to Rule 1.280, Florida Rules of Civil Procedure, which provides as follows: “A party 

who has responded to a request for discovery with a response that was complete when made is 

under no duty to supplement the response to include information thereafter acquired.” 

5. ALLTEL objects to each and every request to the extent that the information 

requested constitutes “trade secrets” which are privileged pursuant to Section 90.056, Florida 
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Statutes. To the extent BellSouth’s requests seek proprietary confidential business information 

which is not the subject of the “trade secrets” privilege, ALLTEL will make such information 

available to counsel for BellSouth pursuant to an appropriate Protective Agreement, subject to all 

other general or specific objections contained herein. 

6 .  ALLTEL is part of a large corporation with employees located in multiple 

locations in Florida and other states. In the course of business, ALLTEL creates innumerable 

documents that are not subject to Florida Public Service Commission or FCC record retention 

requirements. These documents are kept in numerous locations and frequently moved to other 

locations as deemed appropriate by management. To the extent answers are given, those answers 

will provide information obtained by ALLTEL after a reasonable and diligent search conducted 

in connection with these interrogatories. ALLTEL 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 interrogatory purports to require more, ALLTEL objects on 

the grounds that compliance would impose an undue burden or expense. 

7. ALLTEL objects to each and every interrogatory insofar as the request is vague, 

overbroad, oppressive, ambiguous, imprecise, or utilizes terms that are subject to multiple 

interpretations but are not properly defined or explained for purposes of these interrogatories. 

8. Any answer provided by ALLTEL in response to BellSouth’s First Set of 

Interrogatories is provided subject to, and without waiver of, the foregoing General Objections. 

Saecific Obiections 

In addition to its general objections, which are incorporated into each of its specific 

objections below, ALLTEL objects to the specific interrogatories in the First Set of 

Interrogatories as set forth below: 
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1. Identify all persons participating in the preparation of the answers to these 
Interrogatories or supplying information used in connection therewith and describe 
the extent of each person’s participation, including any information that person 
provided. 

Answer: ALLTEL will answer this interrogatory subject to its general objections. 

2. 

Answer: 

Does ALLTEL provide telephone exchange service in the State of Florida? 

ALLTEL will answer this interrogatory subject to its general objections. 

3. If the answer to the foregoing Interrogatory is in the affirmative, please identify all 
counties in Florida where ALLTEL currently provides telephone exchange service, 
state the date when ALLTEL began providing such service, and describe with 
particularity the network ALLTEL uses to provide such service in Florida. 

Objection: ALLTEL objects to this Interrogatory on the grounds that it seeks information that 

is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and is 

not relevant to the subject matter of this action. 

4. Does ALLTEL own or operate any switches that it uses to provide telephone 
exchange service in the State of Florida? 

Obiection: ALLTEL objects to this Interrogatory on the grounds that it seeks information that 

is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and is 

not relevant to the subject matter of this action. 

5. If the answer to the foregoing Interrogatory is in the afiirmative, for each switch 
owned or operated by ALLTEL to provide telephone exchange service in the State 
of Florida, please: 

(a) 

(b) 

identify the location of each such switch; 

describe the type of switch (e.g., Digital Electronic, ATM); 
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(e) 

(d) 

ALLTEL objects to this Interrogatory on the grounds that it seeks information that 

is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and is 

not relevant to the subject matter of this action. 

state the date when the switch was placed; and 

state the planned retirement date of each such switch 

Obiection: 

6. If the answer to Interrogatory number 4 is in the affirmative, please provide the 
total investment of switches (by type of switch, if available) that ALLTEL owns or 
operates to provide telephone exchange service in the State of Florida. 

Obiection: ALLTEL objects to this Interrogatory on the grounds that it seeks information that 

is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and is 

not relevant to the subject matter of this action. 

7. Please state the economic lives or useful lives used by ALLTEL for depreciation 
purposes for the switches it owns or operates to provide telephone exchange service 
in Florida, including the extent to which such lives vary depending upon the type of 
switch involved (e.g., Digital Electronic, ATM, etc.). In answering this 
Interrogatory, please identify all documents referring or relating to the economic 
lives or useful lives used by ALLTEL for depreciation purposes for the switches it 
owns or operates to provide telephone exchange service in Florida. 

Obiection: ALLTEL objects to this Interrogatory on the grounds that it seeks information that 

is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and is 

not relevant to the subject matter of this action. 

8. Does ALLTEL own or operate any cable that it uses to provide telephone exchange 
service in the State of Florida? 

Obiection: ALLTEL objects to this Interrogatory on the grounds that it seeks information that 

is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and is 

not relevant to the subject matter of this action. 
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9. If the answer to the foregoing Interrogatory is in the affirmative, please: 

state the cable route miles currently in place; 

describe the type of cable in place (e.g., Fiber Cable, Metallic Cable, 
Coaxial Cable, Hybrid Fiher/Coaxial Cable, etc.); 

provide the total investment in cable (by type of cable, if available) 
that ALLTEL owns or operates to provide telephone exchange service 
in the State of Florida. 

(a) 

(b) 

(e) 

Obiection: ALLTEL objects to this Interrogatory on the grounds that it seeks information that 

is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and is 

not relevant to the subject matter of this action, 

10. Please state the economic lives or useful lives used by ALLTEL for depreciation 
purposes for the cable it owns or operates to provide telephone exchange service in 
Florida, including the extent to which such lives vary depending upon the type of 
cable involved (e.g., Fiber Cable, Metallic Cable, Coaxial Cable, Hybrid 
FibedCoaxial Cable, etc.). In answering this Interrogatory, please identify all 
documents referring or relating to the economic lives or useful lives used by 
ALLTEL for depreciation purposes for the cable it owns or operates to provide 
telephone exchange serviee in Florida. 

Obiection: ALLTEL objects to this Interrogatory on the grounds that it seeks information that 

is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and is 

not relevant to the subject matter of this action. 

11. Does ALLTEL own or operate any digital circuit equipment that it uses to provide 
telephone exchange service in the State of Florida? 

Objection: ALLTEL objects to this Interrogatory on the grounds that it seeks information that 

is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and is 

not relevant to the subject matter of this action. 

12. If the answer to the foregoing Interrogatory is in the affirmative, please: 
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(a) describe the type of digital circuit equipment in place (e.g., carrier, 
optical, amplification, signaling); 

provide the total investment in digital circuit equipment (by type of 
equipment, if available) that ALLTEL owns or operates to provide 
telephone exchange service in the State of Florida. 

(b) 

Obiection: ALLTEL objects to this Interrogatory on the grounds that it seeks information that 

is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and is 

not relevant to the subject matter of this action. 

13. Please state the economic lives or useful lives used by ALLTEL for depreciation 
purposes for the digital circuit equipment it owns or operates to provide telephone 
exchange service in Florida, including the extent to which such lives vary depending 
upon the type of digital circuit equipment involved (e.g., carrier, optical, 
amplification, signaling). In answering this Interrogatory, please identify all 
documents referring or relating to the economic lives or useful lives used by 
ALLTEL for depreciation purposes for the digital circuit equipment it owns or 
operates to provide telephone exchange service in Florida. 

Obiection: ALLTEL objects to this Interrogatory on the grounds that it seeks information that 

is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and is 

not relevant to the subject matter of this action. 

14. 

Obiection: 

Does ALLTEL provide interLATA service in the State of Florida? 

ALLTEL objects to this Interrogatory on the grounds that it seeks information that 

is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and is 

not relevant to the subject matter of this action. 

15. If the answer to the foregoing Interrogatory is in the affirmative, please identify all 
counties in Florida where ALLTEL currently provides interLATA service, state the 
date when ALLTEL began providing such service, and describe with particularity 
the network ALLTEL uses to provide such service in Florida. 
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Obiection: ALLTEL objects to this Interrogatory on the grounds that it seeks information that 

is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and is 

not relevant to the subject matter of this action. 

16. Does ALLTEL own or operate any switches that it uses to provide interLATA 
service in the State of Florida? 

Obiection: ALLTEL objects to this Interrogatory on the grounds that it seeks information that 

is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and is 

not relevant to the subject matter of  this action. 

17. If the answer to the foregoing Interrogatory is in the affirmative, for each switch 
owned or operated by ALLTEL to provide interLATA service in the State of 
Florida, please: 

(a) 

(b) 

(c) 

(d) 

ALLTEL objects to this Interrogatory on the grounds that it seeks information that 

is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and is 

not relevant to the subject matter of this action. 

identify the location of each such switch; 

describe the type of switch (e.g., Digital Electronic, ATM); 

state the date when the switch was placed; and 

state the planned retirement date of each such switch 

Obiection: 

18. If the answer to Interrogatory number 16 is in the affirmative, please provide the 
total investment of switches (by type of switch, if available) that ALLTEL owns or 
operates to provide interLATA serviee in the State of Florida. 

Obiection: ALLTEL objects to this Interrogatory on the grounds that it seeks information that 

is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of  admissible evidence and is 

not relevant to the subject matter of this action. 
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19. Please state the economic lives or useful lives used by ALLTEL for depreciation 
purposes for the switches it owns or operates to provide interLATA service in 
Florida, including the extent to which such lives vary depending upon the type of 
switch involved (e.g., Digital Electronic, ATM, etc.). In answering this 
Interrogatory, please identify all documents referring or relating to the economic 
lives or useful lives used by ALLTEL for depreciation purposes for the switches it 
owns or operates to provide interLATA service in Florida. 

Obiection: ALLTEL objects to this Interrogatory on the grounds that it seeks information that 

is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and is 

not relevant to the subject matter of this action. 

20. Does ALLTEL own or operate any cable that it uses to provide interLATA service 
in the State of Florida? 

Obiection: ALLTEL objects to this Interrogatory on the grounds that it seeks information that 

is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and is 

not relevant to the subject matter of this action. 

21. If the answer to the foregoing Interrogatory is in the affirmative, please: 

(a) state the cable route miles currently in place; 

(b) describe the type of cable in place (e.g., Fiber Cable, Metallic Cable, 
Coaxial Cable, Hybrid FibedCoaxial Cable, etc.); 

(c) provide the total investment in cable (by type of cable, if available) 
that ALLTEL owns or operates to provide interLATA service in the 
State of Florida. 

Obiection: ALLTEL objects to this Interrogatory on the grounds that it seeks information that 

is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and is 

not relevant to the subject matter of this action. 

22. Please state the economic lives or useful lives used by ALLTEL for depreciation 
purposes for the cable it owns or operates to provide interLATA service in Florida, 
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including the extent to which such lives vary depending upon the type of cable 
involved (e+, Fiber Cable, Metallic Cable, Coaxial Cable, Hybrid FiberKOaxial 
Cable, etc.). In answering this Interrogatory, please identify all documents referring 
or relating to the economic lives or useful lives used by ALLTEL for depreciation 
purposes for the cable it owns or operates to provide interLATA service in Florida. 

Obiection: ALLTEL objects to this Interrogatory on the grounds that it seeks information that 

is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and is 

not relevant to the subject matter of this action. 

23. Does ALLTEL own or operate any digital circuit equipment that it uses to provide 
interLATA service in the State of Florida? 

Obiection: ALLTEL objects to this Interrogatory on the grounds that it seeks information that 

is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and is 

not relevant to the subject matter of this action. 

24. If the answer to the foregoing Interrogatory is in the affirmative, please: 

(a) describe the type of digital circuit equipment in place (e.g., carrier, 
optical, amplification, signaling); 

(b) provide the total investment in digital circuit equipment (by type of 
equipment, if available) that ALLTEL owns or operates to provide 
interLATA service in the State of Florida. 

Objection: ALLTEL objects to this Interrogatory on the grounds that it seeks information that 

is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and is 

not relevant to the subject matter of this action. 

25. Please state the economic lives or useful lives used by ALLTEL for depreciation 
purposes for the digital circuit equipment it owns or operates to provide interLATA 
service in Florida, including the extent to which such lives vary depending upon the 
type of digital circuit equipment involved. In answering this Interrogatory, please 
identify all documents referring or relating to the economic lives o r  useful lives used 
by ALLTEL for depreciation purposes for the digital circuit equipment it owns or 
operates to provide interLATA service in Florida. 
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Obiection: ALLTEL objects to this Interrogatory on the grounds that it seeks information that 

is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and is 

not relevant to the subject matter of this action. 

26. Does ALLTEL currently offer or plan to offer fixed wireless service to provide 
telephone exchange service or interLATA service in Florida? 

Obiection: ALLTEL objects to this Interrogatory on the grounds that it seeks information that 

is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and is 

not relevant to the subject matter of this action. 

27. If the answer to the foregoing Interrogatory is in the affirmative, please provide the 
economic lives or useful lives of the fixed wireless equipment (based on the 
classification of plant in ALLTEL’s accounting records) which ALLTEL uses or 
expects to use to provide such service in Florida. In answering this Interrogatory, 
please identify all documents referring or relating to such economic lives or useful 
lives. 

Obiection: ALLTEL objects to this Interrogatory on the grounds that it seeks information that 

is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and is 

not relevant to the subject matter of this action. 

28. Does ALLTEL currently provide or plan to provide telephone exchange service or 
interLATA service in Florida using cable television plant or equipment? 

Obiection: ALLTEL objects to this Interrogatory on the grounds that it seeks information that 

is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and is 

not relevant to the subject matter of this action. 

29. If the answer to the foregoing Interrogatory is in the affirmative, please provide the 
economic lives or useful lives of the cable television plant or equipment (based on 
the classification of plant in ALLTEL’s accounting records) which ALLTEL uses or 
expects to use to provide such service in Florida. In answering this Interrogatory, 
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please identify all documents referring or relating to such economic lives or useful 
lives. 

Obiection: ALLTEL objects to this Interrogatory on the grounds that it seeks information that 

is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and is 

not relevant to the subject matter of this action. 

DATED this 29'h day of June, 2000. 

Post Office Box 391 
Tallahassee, Florida 32302 
8501425-5471 

ATTORNEYS FOR ALLTEL 
COMMUNICATIONS, INC. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true copy of the foregoing has been furnished U. S. Mail or hand 
delivery (*) this 29'h day of June 2000, to the following: 

Beth Keating * 
Division of Legal Services 
Florida Public Service Comm. 
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd. 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850 

Karen F. Jusevitch 
AT&T 
101 N. Monroe Street, Suite 700 
Tallahassee, FL 32301-1549 

Mark Rothschild 
Swidler & Berlin Law Firm 
3000 K Street, NW #300 
Washington, DC 20007-5 1 16 

Nancy B. White * 
Bennett L. Ross 
BellSouth Telecommunications 
150 S. Monroe St., Suite 400 
Tallahassee, FL 32301-1556 

Steve BowedJeremy Marcus 
Blumenfeld & Cohen 
1625 Massachusetts Ave., NW 
Suite 300 
Washington, DC 20036 

Jim Lamoureaux 
AT&T Communications 
1200 Peachtree Street, N.E. 
Room 8068 
Atlanta, GA 30309 

Michael A. Gross Joseph McGlothlin 
Florida Cable Telecommunications 

3 10 N. Monroe Street 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 

McWhirter, Reeves, et al. 
117 South Gadsden Street 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 

Assoc., Inc. 

Charles Pellegrini 
Wiggins and Villacorta 
2145 DeltaBlvd., Suite200 
Tallahassee, FL 32303 

Kimberly Caswell 
GTE Florida Incorporated 
P. 0. Box 110, FLTC0007 
Tampa, FL 33601-0110 

Richard Melson 
Hopping Law Firm 
P. 0. Box 6526 
Tallahassee, FL 32314 

Catherine F. Boone 
COVAD 
I O  Glenlake Parkway 
Suite 650 
Atlanta, GA 30328 

Norman H. Horton, Jr. 
Messer, Caparello & Self 
215 S. Monroe St., Suite 701 
Tallahassee. FL 32301 

Scott Sappersteinn 
Intermedia Communications, Inc. 
3625 Queen Palm Drive 
Tampa, FL 33619-1309 
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Mark Buechele 
P. 0. Box 398555 
Miami Beach. FL 33239-8555 

Donna C. McNulty 
MCI WorldCom 
325 John Knox Road, Suite 105 
Tallahassee, FL 32303-4131 

John P. Fons 
Ausley & McMullen 
P. 0. Box 391 
Tallahassee, FL 32302 

Jon Moyle 
Moyle Law Firm 
The Perkins House 
1 18 N. Gadsden Street 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 

Karen Camechis 
Pennington, Moore, et al. 
215 S. Monroe Street 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 

Stephen C. Reilly 
Office of Public Counsel 
c/o The Florida Legislature 
11 1 W. Madison St., Room 812 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-1400 

Rodney L. Joyce 
Shook, Hardy & Bacon 
600 14" St., N.W., Suite 800 
Washington, DC 20005-2004 

Jonathan Canis 
Kelley law Firm 
1200 19" St., N.W., 5" Floor 
Washington, DC 20036 

Charles Rehwinkel 
Sprint-Florida, Inc. 
P. 0. Box 2214 
Tallahassee, FL 32316 

@L 
Attorney 
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