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i January 2, 1991 e o A

e Mr. Steve . Tribble

e Director, Division of Records and Reporting
i . Florida Public Service Commission

101 East Gaines Street

Tallahassea, Florida 32301

933o4~Thi - Caller ID

Dear Mr. Trioble:

Enclosed please find an original and fifteen copies of
Southern Bell Telephone and Telegraph Company's Response to
Public Counsel's Motion for Additional Limited Hearing and for
ovher Relief and to the Department of General Services' Joinder
o in Public Counsel's Motion, which we ask that you file in the
ACK do...paptionez docket.
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A copy of this letter is enclosed. Please mark it to
———dyidjcate that the original was filed and return the copy to ne.
cAfF ... Copies have been served to the parties shown on the attached

CTR e Sincerely yours,
e (et op &/ o
EAG oo . 7. Godowr Yiewnam
LEG o ¥. Barlow Kecner
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
Docket Moo !

1 HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the foregoing has been
w’ﬂ‘/\'z .
‘. day of m.wm.--i

farpished by United States Mall this |
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Walter D'Haeselesr Michael R. Ranage

nivision of Communications Eﬁﬂﬂtj Gwma Counssl

sida Public Service Commission of Law Fnforcement
Fant Gaines Street 14
Tehosses, Ploride 323990866 wlorida 32302
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Angela Greeng ﬁmbwrt A. Butterworih
Division of Legal Services attorney Genaral

Florida oublic Service Commission Dept. of Legel Affairs
1631 Bazt Galnes Street The Papitni
wallahasses, Florida  32399-0863 Tallahasses, FLoo 32398-1050
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’ 3 L. Cohaen, Zsg. Statewide Prosecubtor

ﬁdﬂ Hedical Associabion Dopt. of Legal Affairs
office Box 2411 T™he Capitol, s O
cksonviltle, Florlda 32203 Tallahosse

L Booth, Diresctor Alan N. Beryg

ja Folice Chic Senior attorney
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Lheryl Phoenix, Director

Flovide Ceoalition Against
peentic Violence

post Office Box H532041

Orlands, PL 32853-2041

. gﬁ :f,»\u/Q,, ¢ v \E-x,_%a:/ Yo by

S

P




COMMTSSTON

BREFORE THE FLORIDN PURBLIC

Ir ver  Proposed tayiff filings Uocket No. B391194-TL
vy Sowthern Bell Telephons and

apl Company clarifying when
a nonprblished nunber can be
digclosed and *ntraduuinm Caller
I toe Teuchstar Service

Fited: January 2, 19931
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SCKTTHERN BRLL TEK&PﬂON& AHD TRLEGHAPHE COMPARYIES RESPOHEE
W“ FUBLIC COUNSEL'S MOTION POR ADUIVIONAL ﬁY%f“ﬂﬁ HEARIHG
ARG FOR OTRER Qﬁh&ﬁw ARG PO OPHE DEPARTHENT OF
GFAERAL SERVICESY JOIKDER YW PURLIC COUMSEL'S MOTIOW

COMES WOW Southern Bell Telephons and Telegraph Company
g suthern BellY oy YCompany®™), pursuant to Rule 28-22.037,

Response to the 0Lfic

Tloridae Asdministrative Code, and filles its

Ceounsel s (YPublic Counsel") Motion for Additionpal

ar Mot iont) o

~edinal

Bearing and For Qther Rellat (he

bt of General Services (PDOSY) Joinder in the Motlon

hdgitional Hearing and for Other Relief.

LY

Publio Counsel's Motion, £iled on Decenber 20, 18940,

PR

that the Compission conduct sddivional limited hearings

producaed

o consider information contained in docume

spber 21, 1990, DS Joined in Public

Ly Ball.  On Do
ioa,  Phe docuwments in guestion were produced by
In & tlwely vesponse Lo the Preheariag gt ficer's

$

ot dned From Bouthern Bell's holding comparny,

rassons set Forth below, Southarn

conporat ion. Foy
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Bel)l doss not belisve additiconal hearings an this docket are
appropriste, necessary or regulired.

e Desplte inferences made Lo the conirary by Public
rounsel at the Calley ID hearings on November 28, 1990, Bouthern
pell has fully complied with the Florida »ules of Civil Procedurse
and the Prehearing Officer's orders throughout the course of the
procesding., With regard to the production of documents discussed
by Publie Counsel in its Motion, Scuthern Bell, in good faith,
vimely obiscted to producing documents that were in the

posseasicn of lts parent in accord with the rula of law

¥

mutablished by the First Distwiet Court of Appeals

488 Lo, 2d
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OCA 19863 . On November 28, 1290, when the

parins Officer rejected Southern Bell's argument and ordered

the documerts produced, Southern Bell immediately compl led with

CYEEAEAT

3. subiic Counsel argues in its Motion that cthe United

and Florida constitutional due process guarentees reguire

itioral hearings.  In support of its wotion Public Counsel

dencribay the contents of four categories of documents which

public Counsel pelieves reguires further investigation in order
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discusring different rates for Call Tracing:

a) A docunent discussing the possibility
ef charging 50¢, 75¢, or $L.00 peyr call
for Call Trace service.

p. 3} The issue regarding the rate structure

weing was thorvoughly considered by the Compission during the

{fr. Simes, pp. 68=69, 7I-73, B9-91, Z23I-238 and 343

A Claarly, different individuasls van and often do have

different opinions as to the rate structure and rates fov var

relees oifered by Scuthern Bell., In order for a company such as

waehn

segthern sell to determing the moszt appropriate rate

diseussion regarding possible rate structure and rotes

poas ls necessary.  However, internal discussion and

aye of no significance once Southern Bell's policy, such s

ing policy for Call Tracing, is decided. Furthermore,

pablic Covnsel subnitted its own evidence wlth reupect to this

e, Houthern Bell balieves that wore than sufficient evidence

Southern Bell's formal position was presented Lo the

during the heesring concerning this lssue and further

fhe Commission in

13 not peeded or reguired by

v

a decision on the lLsaue.

millow 1t Lo ma

Counsel mtates Chat obther dooumoenis
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thae possibility of disciesing a telephons number trappsad
The wse of Call Tracing:

(k) Documents considering plans Lo
provids the calling par :

telephong nunber Lo subs
Call Trace service -- 8 service
which may hawn fmportars
implications foy law enforcenent if
the Commission ghould approve per
gall klocking, mincw rall Trace
will produce the calliling party’s
telephons nunmber evmr 1f the
calling party uwtilizes per call
blocking.

. p. 3)Y  Southern Bell's witness abt the Caller

dlmcussed this issue snd explaiosed that Southern &

K

was not o dlsclose the nusber. (Tr. Simms, p. 226)

P

of Southern Bell's future intentions, the lssue of disclosid

raoorded through Call Tracing was not an  esue in

wighes o providas

oo wddition, 1f Southern Bel

[

P

aumber roecordaed Through Call

e whareby €

will e disclosed, it will be reguired to seek future Commissd

oy tpe Commission to consider in this docket

recorded by Call Pracing.

st Commi

. Public Counsel siso complaing thal

of wsugh. ‘Thus, there is no practical need or legal

@ ridence regarding the disclosing of the oucbey




should comdant an additional hearing to consider documernits
discupsing proposals to provide name and address information:

Y Docupents consgidering plans to
provide names and address
information to subscribers
throughout the BellBouth region.
Combined with Caller 1D, this
servics would allow subseyr
optaln the namne and address of
calling parties.

e
¢

‘Motion, . 43 The ilssue of providing name and address

spmation in condunction with Caller ID was also disoussed by

sovthern Bell's withess st the Caller 1D hearing. She indi~ated

iv her respouse Lo a guestion that Southern Bell dod not have

surrent plans wo offer the service. (Tyr. Simms, pp. 1031-102F In

GEktorn, this matter was pot identified ap an lasue to be d

¢

Cominlasion in the Calley D proceedings. IF Southern

£
e point in the futuvre changes its plang and proposes To

e cubiect to

ha service, such an offer will a

actical need or le

fen approval. Shuas, there is no p

(A ¥

ment For the Commission to consider additional evidence
Phids wather In the Cealler T dochet.
F Public Coungel aiso ceaplaing that the Commisasion

Ability of blocking

g docunent discugsing Yhe pos

b gen s i e W
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A ied calls:

Loky

ooument dissussing the
sibrlity of providing "biock




unidentified calls® - & r&
allowing a Caller ID customer Lo

block the raceipt of is when the
calling party blocks

0

trangmisalion of their nunber.

{Motion, w. 4) During the course of discovery, Southern Bell

provided the Commission Staff with deocusents and information

digeussing this service. See Exhibit 10, Southern Bell's
Response o Item 6 of Staff's Novembar 7, 1990 Interrogatory.
Southern Bell's ﬁitnmwm aluno digsoussed the gservice during her
Lagtisony. {(Tr. Simms, pp. 341-342) Southern Bell believes the

¢ aevidenco regarding this

gived cowmplete and sdegua

Somalasion re

cision and thaet additional

mat ey in ordesr to make an informed e
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that the Comm

B Fimslly, Publlc Counsal suggests

wyr hearings ln ordey Lo cross aexanine other

Fub:lio Counzel had considerable opporbtunity to deposo

crops exanine all of the witnesses llsted in its Motion prior

nearing and, indeed, does not deny that it had this

tunity. Merely because Public Counsel wishes to cross

wammine wpore witnssees is not suftficient rationale to grant

wit heacings in this matter, Such a reguest is frivolous
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Hearing and for Other Relief asnd DGS's Jolnuer in Public Counsel's
Mot o,
Respectiully submitied,

ATTORNEYS FOR SCUTHERN BELL
TELEPHONE ANy TELEGRAPH COMPANY
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HARRIE R. ANTHONY
5. BARIOW BEENBR
¢/ Marshall M. Criser
150 8¢, Honroas Street
. Suilte 400
Tallahasssee, Floridas 32301
{305) 530~5855 .
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4300 Southern Bell "enter
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