
BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE CQMMISSION 

In re: Petition by XO Florida, 
Inc. for arbitration of 
Unresolved issues with BellSouth 
Telecommunications, Inc. 

Docket No.: 01 11 19-TP 
Filed: May 28, 2002 

XO FLORIDA, l[NC.’S REQUEST FOR SPECWED CONFIDENTIAL 
CLASSIFICATION AND MOTION FOR PROTECTWE ORDER FOR 

CONFIDENTIAL RESPONSES TO STAFF’S SECOND SET OF INTERROGATORIES 
{No. 10) TO XO FLORIDA, INC. 

XO Florida, Inc. (XO), pursuant to Rule 25-22.006, Florida Administrative Code, files 

this Request for Specified Confidential Classification and Motion for Protective Order for 

Codidential Responses to Staffs Second Set of Interrogatories (No. 10) to X 8  Florida, Inc. 

1. On May 7, 2002, XO filed its Confidential Responses to Staffs Second Set of 

Interrogatories (No. 10) to XO Florida, Inc. On the same day, XO filed its Notice of Intent to 

Request Confidential Classification for those responses. 

2. XO’s response to Interrogatory No. 10 contains information regarding the states 

in whch XO is currently receiving reciprocal compensation at the tandem switching rate. XO 

considers t h s  information to be confidential proprietary business information. Disclosure of this 

idormation could severely harm XO’ s competitive interests in the marketplace. The information 

is governed by a Protective Agreement between the parties. A more specific description of this 

information is contained in Attachment A. 

3. Section 364.183, Florida Statutes, provides an exemption from the disclosure 

requirements of section I 19.07, Florida Statutes, when disclosure of confidential business 

information would “impair the competitive business of the provider of the information.” 

Disclosure of the XO confidential information would harm its business operations by placing 

details of its operations and capabilities in the public domain. Accordingly, the information 

should be exempt fiom the public disclosure requirements of section 119.07, Florida Statutes. 

4. XO treats the information for whch confidential classification is sought as private 



md confidentid. 

5 .  Appended hereto as Attachment B are two copies of the requested documents 

with the confidential information redacted. 

6 .  Appended hereto as Attachment C is a sealed envelope containing one copy of the 

documents including the material which is confidential and proprietary. 

WHEREFORE, based on the foregoing, X O  moves the Commission to enter an order 

declaring the information described above to be confidential, proprietary business information 

that is not subject to public disclosure. 

Dana Shaffer 
XO Comunications, Inc. 
105 Molloy Street, Suite 300 
Nashville, Tennessee 3 720 1-23 1 5 
(6 1 5 )  777-7700 (telephone) 
(615) 345-1564 (fax) 
dana. shafferaxo. com 

John Doyle 
Parker, Poe, Adams & Bernstein 
Post Office Box 389 
1400 First Union Capital Center 
Raleigh NC 27602-0389 
(9 19) 890-4 I73 (telephone) 

j ohnd oyle@p arkerpo e. com 
(919) 835-4541 (fa) 

Vicki Gordon Kaufman 
M cWhirt er, Re eves, Mc Glothlin, David s on, 
Decker, Kaufinan, Arnold & Steen, P.A. 
117 South Gadsden Street 
Tallahassee, Florida 3 23 0 1 
(850) 222-2525 (telephone) 
(850) 222-5606 (fax) 
vkauf"@mac-law. com 

Attorneys for XO Florida, Inc. 
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ATTACHMENT A 

REQUEST FOR CONFIDENTLAL CLASSIFICATION OF 
TESTIMONY OF REX KNOWLES 

DOCKET NO. 01 11 19-TP 

Explanation of Proprietary Inform at io n 

1. XO’ s response to Interrogatory No. 1 0 contains information regarding the states in which 
X Q  is currently receiving reciprocal compensation at the tandem switching rate. This information 
is related to XO’s ongoing business affairs and can be used by XO’s competitors to harm its 
competitive interests. Section 364.183, Florida Statutes, allows for an exemption fiom the 
disclosure requirements of section 1 19.07, Florida Statutes, when disclosure would “impair the 
competitive business of the provider of the information.” Therefore, the information should be 
shielded from disclosure pursuant to section 119.07, Florida Statutes and section 24(a), Art. 1 of 
the State Constitution. 

Interrogatory 
Response No. 

1 QW 
Page 

2 
- Line 
3-5 

Reason 
1 

3 



ATTACHMENT B 
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In l e :  Petition by XO Florida, 
h c .  for arbitration of 
Unresolved issues with BellSouth 
Telecommunications, h c .  1 

/ 

Docket No.: 011119-TP 

I 

X O  FLORIDA, INC.'S RESPONSES TO STmF'S 
SECOND SET OF INTERROGATORIES (NQ. 10) 

Pursuant t o  Rule 28-106.206, Florida Admstrative Code and Rule 1.350, Florida Rules 

of Civil Procedure, XO Florida, Inc. G O )  p r o ~ d e s  t h e  following Responses to S t e s  Second 

Set of Interrogatories and states as fofiows: 

INTERROGATORLES: 

10.  (a) Has XO requested that any other state Comission determine whether XO is 
entitled t o  reciprocal compensation at the tandem interconnection rate? 

Response: Subject to, and without waving its objections to  Interrogatory N o ,  10, XO provides t h e  
following response: XO Georga, Inc. raised the tandem interconnection issue in an arbitration 
currently pendin,. before t h e  Georgia Public Service Commission in Docket No. 14360-U. XO 
filed its petition in that proceeding on August 17, 2001. The Georgia Public Serv ice Cornmission 
has not issued any h a l  m h g  Sn t h e  proceeding. 

No other XO axEkiate has indwidually arbitrated h s  issue. An XO sate did participate with 
several other &ECs Fn a generic proceeding before t h e  Public Utilities Commission of Texas 
addressing the tandem interconnection issue, along with other issues. 

CD) E t h e  response t o  (a) is afhnative, please identify: 

1. each state Co9lmission; - 
2. each proceedmg in whch XO asked the. state Commission to make 

the detemination; 
3.  
4. 

the docket " ib& and E h g  date of each proceeding; and 
my determinations or &gs made in each proceedmg regarding the 
tandem interconnection rate. 

Response: Please see XO's response t o  Interrogatory 1 O(a). 
the Texas proceedlng wiU be provided under separate cover. 

Detailed hformation concaning 

(c) Is XO currently receiving reciprocal cbmpemation at the tandem switching rate in 



I my state? 

k (d) Lfthe response to  (c) is &ative, please iden@: 

7 
8’ 
4 
10 

/ I  
I >  

3. 

4. 

1. The state; 
2. The proceeding in which XO asked the state 

Commission t o  make the determination (if 
applicable); 
t he  docket number and fihg date ofthe proceedmg 
in 2. (If applicable); k d  
any determinations or nrlings made in the proceedmg 
in 2. (If applicable) regarding the tandem 
interconnection rate. 

1 6  
17 following response: 

Response: Subject to, and witbout waving its objections t o  Interrogatory No. 10, X O  provides t h e  

/ 4  Interrogatory lO(d)(l) - See Response t o  Interrogatory 1O(c) above. 

Interrogatory IO(d)(2) through 1 O(d)(4) - Not applicable, except for in Texas. SpecXc 
3 0 information regardmg the  Texas proceedmg will be provided under separate cover. 
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Dana S M e r  
XO Communications, Inc. 
105 Molloy Street, Suite 300 
'Nashville, Tennessee 3720 1-23 15 
(6 1 5 )  7'77-770 0 (telephone) 
(615) 345-1564 (fa) 
dana. shafferrCUo. com 

, 

John Doyle, Jr. 
Parker, Poe, Adam and Bemstein, LLP 
First Union capital center? Suite 1400 
I50 Fayetteville Street Mall 
Raleigh,NC 27802 . 
(919) 890-4173 (telephone) 
(9 19) 83 5-454 1 (fax) 
johndoyle@parkerpoe. com 

Vicki Gordon Kaufinan 
McWhrrter, Reeves, McGlothh, Davidson, 
Decker, Kauhxq Arnold & Steen, P.A. 
117 South Gadsden Street 
Tallahassee, Florida 323 0 1 
(85 0) 222-2525 (telephoae) 
(k 5 0) 222-5 606 (fax) 
vk au fkd i3"c - l  a w  COD 

Attorneys for XO Florida, Inc. 
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1 EEREBY CZRTIFY that a true and correct copy of t h e  
Responses t o  Staff's Second Set of Interrogatories ("0. 10 )has 
delivery or by U. S .  Mail OR this a day of May, 2002, t o  the following: 

(*) Jason Fudge 
Florida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399 

James Meza 
B eUS outh Telecommunications, Inc. 
150 West Flager Street 
suite 1910 
Miami, Florida 33 13 0 

I 

foregoing XO Florida, I d s  
been firmshed by (*.) hand 

Patrick Turner 
BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. 
675 West Peachtree Street, Suite 430 
Atlanta, Georga 3 03 75 
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In re: Petition by XO Florida, 
h c .  for arbitration of 
Umesolved issues with B ellsouth 
Telecommunications, Inc. 

/ 

1 
I 

XO F L O m A ,  INC.’S RESPONSES TO STAFF’S 
SECOND SET OPIlVERROGATORIES (NO. 10) 

Pursuant t o  Rule 28-106.206, Florida -4dchinistrative Code and Rule 1.350, Florida Rules 

of Civil Procedure, XO Florida, Inc. (XO) provides the  following Responses t o  S t a F s  Second 

Set of  Interrogatories and states as follows: 

30. (a) 
entitled t o  reciprocal compensation at t h e  tmdem interconnection rate? 

Has XO requested .that any other state Commission determine whether XO is 

Response: Subject to, and  without way& its objections to Interrogatory No. 10, XO provides t h e  
following response: XO Georgia, Inc. raised t h e  tandem interconnection issue in an arbitration 
currently pendmg before the Georgia Public Semice Cornmission h Docket KO. 14360-U. XO 
filed its petition in that proceedmg on August 17, 2001. The Georgia Public Service Commission 
has not issued any h a l  rulrng in t h e  proceeding. 

No other XO d 3 i a t e  has indrvidually arbitrated h s  issue. An X O  m a t e  did participate with 
several other ALECs in a generic proceeding before t h e  Public Utihties Commission of Texas 
addressing the  tandem interconnection issue, along with other issues. 

(b) If the response t o  (a) is affi-mtive, please iden%?: 

1. each state Commission; 
F. 

A. each proceedlng in wbich XO asked ,the state Commission to  make 
t he  determination: 

3.  
4. 

the docket number and f i g  date of each proceeding; a n d  
any determinations or d g s  made in each proceehg regarding thz 
tandem interconnection rate. 

Response: Please see XO’s response to  Interrogatoq7 lO(a). 
the Texas proceeding will be provided under separate cover. 

Detailed donnation concerning 

(c) Is XO currently receiving reciprocal compensation at the tandem Wtchmg rate in 



I 

a 
3 
4 
5 

6 

7 
g 
4 
IO 

I t  

12 

13 

my state? 

(d) 31f the response to (c) is afkmative, please identrfji: 

1. The state; 
2. The proceeding in which X O  asked the state 

Commission t o  make the determination (if 
applicable); 
the docket number and filine date ofthe p r o c e e h e  
in 2. (E applicable); k d  
any determinations or rulings made in the  proceeding 

3 .  

4. 
I 

in 2. (E applicable) regarding the tandem 
interc omection rat e. 

1 6  
I 7 following response: 

Response: Subject to, and without waving its objections t o  Interrogatory No. 10, XO provides the,  

/ 4 Intersoptory 13(d)( 1) - See Response t o  Interrogatory 1 O(c) above. 

I 9  lnterrogatory IO(d)(2) through 1O(d)(4) - Not applicable, except for in Texas. SpecAc 
3 0 donnat ion regardmg the Texas proceehg will be provided under separate cover. 
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Dana Shaffer 
X O  Communications, Inc. 
105 Molloy Street, Suite 3 00 
Nashville, Tennessee 37201 -23 15 
(6 15) 777-7700 (telephone) 
(615) 345-1564 (fm) 
dana. shaffer@xo. cam 

John Doyle, Jr. 
Parker, Poe, Adam and Bemtem, LLP 
First Union Capital Center, Suite 1400 
150 Fayetteville Street Mall 
Raleigh, NC 27802 
(9 I 9) 8 90-4 173 (telephone) 
(9 19) 83 5-454 I (fax) 
johdoyle@parkerp o e. com 

Vicki Gordon Ka- 
McWhrrter, Reeves, McGlotldin., Davidson, 
Decker, Kauhan, Amold &z Steen, P.A. 
117 South Gadsden Street 
Tallahassee, Florida 3 23 0 1 
(X 5 0) 222-2525 (telephone] 
@SO) 222-5606 (fax) 
vkauhanmtm act-1 a t - .  c om 

Attorneys for XO Florida, h c .  



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

1 HEREBY CERTIFY that a t r u e  and correct couv of t h e  
Responses t o  ~ t e s  Second set  of hterrogatones ~ 0 . ~  ;O )has 
deliveq or by U. S .  Mail on th is  a day of May, 2002, t o  the followmg: 

foregoing XO Florida, Inc.’s 
been b s h e d  by (*) hand 

(*) Jason Fudge 
Florida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Tallahassee, Florida 323 99 

James Meza 
BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. 
150 West Flager Street 
Suite 1910 
Miami, Florida 3 3 13 0 

Patrick Tuner 
BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. 
675 W-est Peachtree Street, Suite 430 
Atlanta, Georgia 3 03 75 

1 

n 

/ 
Vich Gordon JSau&A 
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ATTACHMENT C 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

1 HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing XO Florida, Inc.’s 
Request for Specified Confidential Classification and Motion for Protective Order for Confidential 
Responses to Staff‘s Second Set of Interrogatories (No. 10) to X O  Florida, Inc. has been fizrnished 
by (*) hand delivery or by U. S. Mail on this 28th day of May 2002 to the following: 

(*) Jason Fudge 
Florida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399 

(*)James Meza 
c/o Nancy White 
B ellsouth Telecommunications, Inc. 
150 South Monroe Street 
Suite 400 
Tallahassee, Florida 3 230 1 

Patrick Turner 
B ellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. 
675 West Peachtree Street, Suite 430 
Atlanta, Georgia 3 03 75 

I- Vicki Gordon Kauhan 
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