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DOCRET NO. 8%1194~TL - DPROPOBED TARIFF FILINGS BY
BOUTRERN BELL TELEPHONE AND TRLEGRAPH COMPANY CLARIFYING
WEEN A NONPUBLISHED NUMBER CAN BR DISCLOSED HWbh
INTRODUCING CALLER ID T0 TOUCHSTAR BERVICRE

SEIEHDR 8 03f05/9% ~ CONTROVERSIAL ~ PARTIES MAY PARTICIPATE

Pl COMMISRION

CRETPEOATL. DATES ADDITIONAL HEARING SCHEDULED POR MARCH 11, 1991

RISCUBSION OF I8sUEg

Should the Commission accept the parties’® agreement
te into the evidentiawv record of the Caller ID proces 4
souments identified in Order No. 24113 that were received by
Qounsel after the heaving, along with the full bext ul Tlie
"i e of  Southern Bell's witnesses related vo these

ANTON:  Yes, the Commizssion should accept the parties!
. Lo Ljpulmtm Public Counsel's documents and the related
LGN %raww cripts into the evidentiary record.

Grder 23995, lssued January 16, 12 93, ;
Public Counsel's wotion for an additionati
mq in the Caller ID proce dlnqa The limited aearing
introduction of certain documents reguested by
in the course of discovery but not rwuwivmd until

fuled hearing bad heen held. By Order No.
15, 18921 (Attachment A), the Prehearing <

and adimnon:

The numd 3
e aton

s of docunents in guestion
conduat

riher discovery in a spirit of coo




BOSERT NO. 8%14184-TL
FEBRUARY 7. 19%1

with the goal of minimizing the required number of witnesses. At
the prehearing conference held March 1, 1994, to finatize the
procedures for the limited hearing, Public Counsel and Southern
Bell presented their Agreement to the other parties and to the
Prehearing Officer that the documents and the full text of the
depositions tuken regarding those documents be stipulated into the
avidentiary record of the Caller ID proceeding and that the limited
nearing scheduled for March 11, 1991, be cancelled. The other
parties agreed. In addition, the Prehearing Osficer recommends
that the Agreement be accepted by the Commission. If the
commission accepts the Agreement and admits the documents and
depositions into the evidentiary record, the limited heaving should
be cancelled.

18BUE _2: Should this docket be closed?

RUCOMMENDETLON: No, this docket should remain open pending the
commisslen's decision on the issues in this case.

SULEY BNALYEIE: This docket should remain open until the
commission renders its decision on the issues raised at the hearing
held November 28 and 29, 19%0. The special agenda is currently
soheduled for April 18, 1991.
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. FEBRIUARY 4, 1991
DOCKET 10, 8911.94~11, ATTACHMENT A

BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBIC SERVICE COMMISSION

In re: Proposed tariff filing by SOUTHERY ) DOCKET NO. 8931194-7TL
BELL TELEPHONE AND TELEGRAPH COMPANY

w&%x}fyinw whan a non-published pumber can j ORDER WO, 2461173

be disclosed and introducing Caller ID to ) R
Touchstar S@rw;cﬁ g Yes JED: 2/15/91

Pursuant to Notice, a Prehearing Conference was bhald on
Febiruarvy 1, 19%1, in Tallahassee, Florida, before Commissioner
Betty Easley, as Prehearing Officer.

APPEARABNIES:

DAVID M. FALGOUST, Esquire, 675 West Peachtree Street,
N.f£., Suite 4300, Atlanta, CGeorgia 30375, and E. BARLOW
KEENER, Esquire, cfo Marshall M. Criser, III, 150 So.
anr@exétreet, Suite 400, Tallahassee, Florida 32301, on
2ehalf of SOUTHERN BELL TELEPHONE AND TELEGRAPH COMPANY.

KIMBERLY CASWELL, Esquire, GTE Florida Incorporated, Post
DfLice Box 110, MC 7, Tampa, Florida 33601, on behalf ¢

ALAN M. BERG, Esguire, United %Telephone Company of
#lorida, Fost Office Box 50600, Altamonte Springs, Florida
32716-5000, on_behalf of UNITED TELEPHONE COMPANY OF
RREDR, - - - . .

it &

CHARLES J. BECK, Esquire, Office of Public Counsel, /o
The Florida Legislature, 111 West Madison Street, Roowm
812, Tallahassee, Florida 32395-1400, on behalf of the

Rt B R

RICEARD E. DORAN and VIRLINDIA DOSSE, Esqgquires, Department
of Legal Affairs, The Capitol. 7PTallahassee, Florida
323991050, on behalf of the ATTORNEY GENERAL OF FLORIDA.

STEPHEN S. MATHUES, Esguire, Department of Geaeral
Services, Office of General Counsel, Knight Building,
Suite 309, Koger Executive Center, 2737 Centerview Drive,
Tallabassee, Flovida - 3239%-0950, on_ behaif of ithe
DEPARTMENT OF GENERAYL, SERVICES.

AMGELA B, GREBN and TRACY HATCH, Esquires, Florida Fubllic
apywice Commisszicn, 101 East Gaines Street, Tallahassee,
v d ke 323990863, on behal? of the COMMISSION STAFE.
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MARTHA <. BROWN, Esquire, Filorida Pub?iw Servios
Commission, 101 East Gaines Street, Yallahasse Florids
32399~0862, on behalf of the COMMISSIONERS.

This prehearing canference was convened on February 1, 1391,
"as directed in Ofder No. 23995, issued Januvary 16, 1991. Tn that
Qrder, we granted the Office of Publlc Counsel's (OPC““X Motion for
Additional Limited Hearing filed December 20, 1990. The additional
limited hearing has been set for March 11, 1991¢ The parame?ar* of
ah@ dddi?ﬁ@n&l llmlted hearing are set forth in Order No. 239385

o Jamary 28, 1991, OPC filed itz Response to Order No. 23908
.JM”?u” by the Prehearing Officer. Replies to OPC's Response
2 ied by Southern Bell %Telephone and Telegraph :
‘iiqun Bell) on Jannary 31, 19%1, and by GTE
rparatied (GUEFL) on February 1 1991,

COEts U@Spmn @ lists a total of fifteeen (15) deocumoents OF
desires Lo utilize at ihe upcoming limited hearing, along with tr
Leswelal. L@ whlch -each document relates, as well as a statement
hew the dotument ‘relates to the particular issue(s). uOMtthm
Bell's Reply addresses each document listed by OPC and asserits that
mumber of the documents should be stricken because they eithem
> no new information at all or present information not
waly redlated to the issues identified in Ordey HNo. 22791
TEFLY s Reply asserts that while it has not had the oppm&iun1ty to
view the documents listed in OPCs Response, that it is clear
rom OPC's descrintions that all of them: (1) relate to issues
already »hoxmuthy discussed at the hearing; (2) discuss possible
future wiferings for which no tavriff has heen filed; andfor 3%
invwlve Internal Soathern Bell discussion and debate rendered moot

bl company's subseguent policy decisions

he

The Prehearing Officer heard arguments from all wa"fies
regarding which documents OPC should be allowed tc utilize
rpcomiwg limited hearing and which documents
reken frow OPC's list. The Preherving Officer also

g wein of  the Jdocuments., The £ifteen ({15}
by OPC are shown below, along with the
¢ owuling on each docuwent. OPC's detailed just

sl
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for each of these items is filed under Commission Document Ho. 91-
¢0E43. Southern Bell's detailed response to each of the documents
is fijed under Commission Document No. 20-01020. Those arguments
will not e repeated here, but rather, a summary of the ruling on
‘each document will be given.

DOCUMENTS IDENTIFIED BY OPC

X. Memorandum dated August 6, 1990, from sary J. Dennis to
Fom Hankby and Ernest Bush (Issues 5 and 9). ALLOWED - appears to
be relevant without being unduly repetitious; appears to present a
position 1ifferent than that taken during the hearing.

2. Indated memorandum from W.J. Schultz, Staff Mcnager, to
JJR. Monk, General Security Manager, with attached article from the
New York Times dated January, 1990 (Issues 5 and 6}. ALLOWED - not
oppesed by any party.

B Memorandum dated April 25, 1990, from M.E. Cox to Pat
Capey, with attached letter dated Aprll 16, 1990, from Operations
Manager = RS385C to Assistant Vice Preside nt»Publlu Affairs (Issue
e  ALLOWED - nnt epposud by any partyn

' 4. Mlnuteq of Lhe Meetinq of the Tauchstdr Implem@ntatlon
Team deted October 19, 1989 (Issues 5 and 6). ALLOWED -~ not
opposed by any party.

L Letter dated Decenver 12, 1989, from Terry Lane, Manager-
Security, to Janet Bernstein, Staff Manager - LOB Network (Issues
5 and 6;. WITHDRAWN by OPC.

6. Memorandum dated March 20, 1990, from D.A. Wallace,
Manager-Florida C€all Annoyance Center, Southern Bell, to W.J.
Schultz, Managey-Security, BellSouth Corporation (Issue 6).
ALLOWED « appears to he relevant without being unduiy repetitious;
Appears to present u position different than that taken during the

hearing.

) 7. tetter dated June 1, 1990, from J.R. MNonk, General
Security Manager (BSC) to P.H. Cas ey, Vice President and

shrolier (BSC), M.E. Cox, Assistant Vice President~Security

seny, and J.L. Schridt, Assistant Vice President-Security (5B)
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{fssves 6§ and 10). STRICKEN - relates to that part of OPU s Holion
to Compel that was denied.

8. Letter dated June 12, 1990, from P.H. Casey, Vice
Presidsnt and Comptroller, to N.C. Baker, Senior Vice Presideni-
Regulatory and Pricing (BSS), and D.L. Strohmeyer, Vice President-
Marketing (BSS) (Issues 5, &6, and 10). STRICKTN ~ for the same
reason as Item number 7.

o, HMemorandum from M.E. Cox to Mr. Sandexrs and Mr. Casey,
rforwarding a copy of a pregentation made to the C.M.0.C. on June
13, 1990 {Issues 6 and 10). STRICKEN - for the sawe reason as liem
pumber V.

10. Letter dated September 20, 198%, from P.H. Caszy, Vi.e
fresident and Comptroller, BSC, to Don Strohmeyer, Vice President-
Marketing, SCB {Issues 5, 6, and 10). WITHDRAWN by OPC.

11. Letter dated November 7, 1982, from Richard Browne to
onk {(Issue 6). RULING WITHHELD -~ OPC and Southern Bell will
wpt to resolve this independently.

.. i2.. Letter dated April} 23, 1990, from D.L. Stohmeyer, WVice

president-Marketing (B88) to P.H. Casey, Vice President and
Canptreller {BSC), C.J. Sanders, Vice President and Comptrolier
{sCBy, and L.L. Schoolar, Vice President and Comptroller (SB)
{Tmsves 6 and 10). STRICKEN - for the same reuson as Item number
- ,

13. Letter dated September 1, 1989, from J.R. Monk, General
Secuvity Manager, to P.H. Casey, Vice President and Comptroller
{fssues 6 and 10). STRICKEN -~ for the same reason as Item number
7.

i4. AIN Released O Business Case dated Maurch, 1990, pages 50-
51 and 123124 (Issues 5 and 6). STRICKEN -~ relates to thabt part
£ OPCt's Motion to Compel that was denied.

st

TouchStar Inplementation Meeting Hinutes dated Septeuber

Lo, 4w (Tomsue 6). ALLOWED - appears tn be relevant without being
i Ly 2bitions; eppears to present a pesition diffevent than
taken during the hearing.
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WITHESSES TDENTFPIFD BY

Boc. No. Witness

1 Gary J. Dennis
2 W.J. Bchultz
3 M.E. Cox
4 to be identified
6 D.A. Wallace
11 Ruling on document pending
15 to be identified

The P*th&&rlng‘affiver has dlrected that all discovery in this
maﬁt@r be completed by March 1, 1891, = A second prehearing
conference has been scheduled for March 1, 1991, at 8:30 a.m. to
finalize the procedures for the additional limited hearinyg set xov
March 131, 1931, -

Based on the foregoing, it is

ORDERED by Commissioner Betty Easley, as Prehsaring OfFfic
that this - Qr@h@arlng' Order shall govern the conduct of thess
nroceedings ‘as set forth above unless modified by the Commission.

By CEDER of Commissioner Betty Easley, as Prehearing Officer,
this _ 15¢h  day of FEBRUARY , 1991 .

o sz ‘,/(f /f I" {i s /’ -
BETTY EA Y, Commlsgxm aer
s Pl@h aring Officer

vy
b
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The Florida Public Service Commission is requimed by Section
120.5% {4}, Florida Statutes, to notify parties of any
administrative hearing or judicial review of Commission orders that
ig avallable under Sections 120.57 or 120.68, Fl.rida Statutes, as
well an the procedures and time limits that apply. This notice
should not be construed to mean all requests for an administrative
nearing or judicial review will be granted or result in the relief
sought..

Any party adversely affected by this order, whiuh

. Preliminary, procedural ox lntexmedlat@ in natuxe, may. reguest
reconsideration within 10 “days pursuant to Rule 25-32 038(&
Flovida Ldministrative Code, if issued by a Prehearing Officer; =
reconsideration within 15 days pursuant te Rule 25-22.060, Fiorida
Adwinistrative Code, if issued by the Commission; or 3) Jjudicial
raview by the Florida Supreme Court, in the case of an electric,
gas op telephone utility, or the First District Court of Appeal, in
the case of a wacter or sewer utility. A motion forxr reconsideration
#hall be filed with the Director, Division of Records and
feporting, in the form prescrlb@d by hule 25-22.060, Flovida
Adwinistrative Code., Judicial review of a prelmmlnary, pﬁmfwﬁvlﬂ
or intermediate ruling or order is available if review of the final
action will not provide an adeguate remedy. Such review may be
reguasted from the appropriste court, as described above, pursuant
e Rule 9,100, Florida Rules of Appellate Procedure.
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