J. Phillip Carver

Southern Bell Telephone
General Attorney

and Telegraph Company
c/o Marshall M. Criser 111
Suite 400

150 So. Monroe Street
Tallahassee, Florida 32301
Phone (305) 530-5558

April 28, 1993

Mr. Steve C. Tribble

Director, Division of Records and Reporting
Florida Public Service Commission

101 East Gaines Street

Tallahassee, Florida 32301

Re: Docket No. 920260-TL - 9G0960-TL - 910163-TL - 910727-TL

Dear Mr. Tribble:

Enclosed please find an original and fifteen copies of
Q~nthern Rell Telephone and Telegraph Company's Notice of
“withdrawal of Motion for Confidential Treatment and Permanant

Protective Order, which we ask that you file in the captioned
locket.

A copy of this letter is enclosed. Please mark it to
.ndicate that the original was filed and return the copy to me.
Copies have been served to the parties shown on the attached
‘ertificate of Service.
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CERTIFICATE
Docket No.
Docket No.
Docket No.
Docket No.

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy

OF S8ERVICE
920260-TL
900960~-TL
910163-TL
910727-TL

of the foregoing has been

furnished by United States Mail this afg day of Ap(ﬁ\ , 1993

to:

Robin Norton

Division of Communications
Florida Public Service
Commission

101 East Gaines Street
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0866

Tracy Hatch

Division of Legal Services
Florida Public Svc. Commission
101 East Gaines Street
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0863

Joseph A. McGlothlin

Vicki Gordon Kaufman

McWhirter, Grandoff & Reeves
315 South Calhoun Street
Suite 716
Tallahassee, FL
atty for FIXCA

32301-1838

Joseph Gillan

J. P. Gillan and Associates
Post Office Box 541038
Orlando, Florida 32854-1038

Patrick K. Wiggins

Wiggins & Vvillacorta, P.A.

Post Office Drawer 1657

Tallahassee, Florida 32302
atty for Intermedia and Cox

Laura L. Wilson, Esdg.
Messer, Vickers, Caparello,
Madsen, Lewis & Metz, PA

Post Office Box 1876
Tallahassee, FL 322302
atty for FPTA

Charles J. Beck

Deputy Public Counsel

Office of the Public Counsel
111 W. Madison Street

Room 812
Tallahassee, FL 32399-1400
Michael J. Henry

MCI Telecommunications Corp.
MCTI Center

Three Ravinia Drive

Atlanta, Georgia 30346-2102

Richard D. Melson

Hopping Boyd Green & Sams

Post Office Box 6526

Tallahassee, Florida
atty for MCI

32314

Rick Wright

Regulatory Analyst

Division of Audit and Finance
Florida Public Svc. Commission
101 East Galnes Street
Tallahassee, FI. 32399-0865

Peter M. Dunbar

Haben, Culpepper, Dunbar
& French, P.A.

306 North Monroe Street

Post Office Box 10095

Tallahassee, FL. 32301
atty for FCTA

Chanthina R. Bryant
Sprint Communications Co.
Limited Partnership
3065 Cumberland Circle
Atlanta, GA 30339



Michael W. Tye
AT&T Communications of the
Southern States, Inc.
106 East College Avenue
Suite 1410
Tallahassee, Florida 32301
Dan B. Hendrickson
Post Office Box 1201
Tallahassee, FL 32302
atty for FCAN

Benjamin H. Dickens, Jr.

Blooston, Mordkofsky,
Jackson & Dickens

2120 L Street, N.W.

Washington, DC 20037
Atty for Fla Ad Hoc

C. Everett Boyd, Jr.
Ervin, Varn, Jacobs, Odom
& Ervin
305 South Gadsen Street
Post Office Drawer 1170
Tallahassee, Florida 32302
atty for Sprint

Florida Pay Telephone
Association, Inc.

c/o Mr., Lance C. Norris
President

Suite 202

8130 Baymeadows Circle, West
Jacksonville, FL 32256

Monte Belote

Florida Consumer Action Network
4100 W. Kennedy Blvd., #1238
Tampa, FL 33609

Bill L. Bryant, Jr., Esqg.

Foley & Lardner

Suite 450

215 South Mconroe Street

Tallahassee, FL 32302-0508
Atty for AARP

Michael B. Twomey
Assistant Attorney General
Department of Legal Affairs
Room 1603, The Capitol
Tallahassee, FL 32399-1050

Mr. Douglas S. Metcalf
Communications Consultants,
Inc.
631 S. Orlando Ave., Suite 250
P, O. Box 1148
Winter Park, FL 32790-1148
Mr. Cecil 0. Simpson, Jr.
General Attorney
Mr. Peter Q. Nyce, Jr.
General Attorney
Regulatory Law Office
Office of the Judge
Advocate General
Department of the Army
201 North Stuart Street
Arlington, VA 22203-1837

Mr. Michael Fannon
Cellular One

2735 Capital Circle, NE
Tallahassee, FL 32308

Floyd R. Self, Esqg.

Messer, Vickers, Caparello,
Madsen, Lewis, Goldman & Metz
Post Office Box 1876
Tallahassee, FL 32302-1876
Attys for McCaw Cellular

Angela Green

Division of Legal Services
Florida Public Svc. Commission
101 East Gaines Street
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0863

Stan Greer

Division of Communications
Florida Public Svc. Commission
101 East Gaines Street
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0863
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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

In re: Petition on behalf of ) Docket No. 910163~-TL
Citizens of the State of Florida )
to initiate investigation into )
integrity of Southern Bell )
Telephone and Telegraph Company's )
repair service activities and )
reports. )
In re: Comprehensive Review of ) Docket No. 920260-TL
the Revenue Requirements and Rate )

Stabilization Plan of Southern )

Bell Telephone & Telegraph Company )

In re: Investigation into Southern ) Docket No. 900960-TL
Bell Telephone and Telegraph )

Company's Non-Contact Sales )
Practices )
In re: Investigation into Docket No. 910727~TL
Southern Bell Telephone and
Telegraph Company's Compliance
with Rule 25-4.110(2) (Rebates)

Filed: April 28, 1993

SOUTHERN BELL TELEPHONE AND TELEGRAPH COMPANY'S
NOTICE OF WITHDRAWAL OF MOTION FOR
CONFIDENTIAL TREATMENT AND PERMANENT PROTECTIVE ORDER

BELLSOUTH TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC., d/b/a SOUTHERN BELL
TELEPHONE AND TELEGRAPH COMPANY ("Southern Bell"), hereby files
its Notice of Withdrawal of Motion for Confidential Treatment and
Permanent Protective Order, and states the following:

1. Southern Bell filed on March 1, 1993, a Meotion for
Confidential Treatment and Permanent Protective Order seeking
confidential classification of a document. That document was
attached to the deposition of Dan King and Etta Martin, which had
been conducted on January 12, 1993. Specifically, Southern Bell
sought confidential treatment for Exhibit No. 9, which was a

BOCUMELT vy

ULy ey o
of ema Al

04653 irnosg

l‘ e o g Swoo ol Soo N B
L A T Y A, Vv

cor



document that described the operation of software that is owned
by AT&T and is known as LMOS JOB2.

2. Throughout the deposition of Mr. King and Ms. Martin,
Ms. Janis Sue Richardson, who appeared on behalf of Public
Counsel, handed to Counsel for Southern Bell and Counsel for the
Florida Public Service Commission Staff what purported to be
copies of the various documents about which the deponents were
gquestioned. In other words, in each instance that a deponent was
given a document, an ostensible duplicate of that document was
given to all counsel in attendance.

3. Under this procedure, Ms. Richardson handed to Phillip
Carver, the attorney representing Southern Bell at this
deposition, a complete copy of the forty-five page document known
as IMOS JOB2 and stated that this would be Exhibit 9 to the
deposition. After the deposition, Southern Bell determined that
the public disclosure of this entire forty-five page document
might allow an unauthorized person who gained access to the
Southern Bell computer system to manipulate that system, and that
for this reason it posed a risk to the security of the systen.
Accordingly, confidential treatment was requested by Southern
Bell in the Motion filed on March 1, 1983.

4. After this motion was filed, Counsel for Southern Bell
was contacted by Ms. Richardson, who stated that this document
was the same as Exhibit 56 to a panel deposition conducted in
June of 1992. She further stated that confidential

classification had not been requested for that document at the




time of the earlier deposition and that the document had,
therefore, been subject to public disclosure since its use as an
exhibit to the June of 1992 deposition. Ms. Richardson ingquired
whether, given these circumstances, Southern Bell wished to
withdraw its pending request for confidential treatment. She
further stated that Southern Bell's answer to this ingquiry would
have to be immediate because Public Counsel's response to
Southern Bell's motion and request for confidential
classification was due imminently.

5. Counsel for Southern Bell stated that he would
investigate the circumstances claimed by Public Counsel and
offered to consent to an open-ended extension for Public Counsel
to file any necessary response until after this investigation was
completed and Public Counsel was informed of whether Southern
Bell intended to maintain its request for confidentiality.
Nevertheless, Public Counsel filed on March 29, 1993, its
Response in opposition to Southern Bell's Motion for Protective
Order. Public Counsel neither waited for an answer from Southern
Bell to its earlier inquiry nor made any subseguent inguiry as to
whether an answer would be forthcoming.

6. After the above-noted conversation with Ms. Richardson,
counsel for Southern Bell had promptly looked into the facts of
this situation. Counsel for Southern Bell compared the exhibits
to the two depositions, and found that the Exhibit No. 56 to the
June panel deposition only contained small portions of the total

document. These small portions of the document would, standing



alone, not provide anyone gaining unauthorized access to Southern
Bell's computer system with knowledge of how to manipulate the
system. Therefore, the public disclosure of these isclated pages
did not pose the same security risk as would disclosure of the
entire document. Confidential treatment was not requested for
Exhibit 56 to the June, 1992 deposition for this reason.

7. At this same time, Counsel for Southern Bell becane
aware for the first time that the document attached to the
transcript of the King/Martin deposition was not the entire
document that was provided by Public Counsel at the time of the
deposition. Instead, it was the same, severely edited version of
the document that was utilized in the June panel deposition.

8. For this reason, counsel for Southern Bell contacted
Ms. Richardson again, this time to attempt to ascertain whether
Public Counsel intended Exhibit No. 9 to the XKing/Martin
deposition to be the entire document or only the portions of the
document utilized in the earlier deposition. Ms. Richardson
stated that the intent was that Exhibit No. 9 to the deposition
of King/Martin would be the same, edited version of that was
utilized during the earlier panel deposition. Accordingly, it
was communicated to Public Counsel that Southern Bell would
withdraw its Request for Confidential Classification as to these
portions of the document.

9. At this time, Ms. Richardson informed Mr. Carver for
the first time that Public Counsel had already filed its response

to the request for confidential treatment without waiting for a




reply from Southern Bell. In this conversation, Ms. Richardson
did not deny that counsel for Southern Bell had been provided
with a different exhibit at the time of the deposition than the
one given to the witness for the purpose of questioning; neither
was any explanation for this procedure offered.

10. On the basis of the foregoing, it is obvious that
Southern Bell does not need confidential classification for the
edited version of the document that had previously been made an
exhibit to the panel deposition of June 19, 1992.

WHEREFORE, Southern Bell respectfully submits its Notice of
Withdrawal of the Motion for Confidential Treatment and Permanent
Protective Order filed March 1, 1993.

Respectfully submitted,

ATTORNEYS FOR SOUTHERN BELL
TELEPHONE AND TELEGRAPH COMPANY

Lbwio 4. e,

HARRIS R. ANTHONY fg/;,
J. PHILLIP CARVER

c/0 Marshall M. Criser III
150 Sco. Monrece Street

Suite 400

Tallahassee, Florida 32301
(305) 530-5555
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R. DOUGLAS ®ACKEY -
NANCY B. WHITE

4300 Southern Bell Center "y
675 W. Peachtree St., NE

Atlanta, Georgia 30375

(404) 529-3862




