
LAW OFFICES 

MESSER, CAPARELLO, MADSEN, GOLDMAN & METZ 
A PROFESSIONAL ASSOCIATION 

SUITE 701 

215 SOUTH MONROE STREET 

PO57 OFFICE B O X  1-75 

TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA 32302-1876 
TELEPHONE: 1904, 2 2 2 ~ 0 7 2 0  

TELECOPIERS: 19041 224-4359 

(9041 425-1942 

January 4, 1996 

Ms. Blanca Bayo, Director 
Division of Records and Reporting 
Florida Public Service Commission 
Room 110, Easley Building 
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd. 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0850 

Re: Docket No. 950984-TP 

Dear Ms. Bayo: 

Enclosed for filing are an original and 15 copies of LDDS 
WorldCom Communications' Responses and Objections to BellSouth 
Telecommunications, Inc.'s First Set of Interrogatories and LDDS 
WorldCom Communications' Responses and Objections to BellSouth 
Telecommunications, Inc.'s First Request for Production of 
Documents in the above-referenced docket. 

Please indicate receipt of this document by 
J enclosed extra copy of this letter. 

Your attention to this filing is appreciated. 
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I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of LDDS Worldcom's Responses 
and Objections to BellSouth's First Set of Interrogatories and LDDS Worldcoin's 
Responses and Objections to BellSouth's First Request for Production of Documents 
in Docket No. 950984-TP has been furnishedby Hand Delivery (*) and/or U. S. Mail 
on this 4th day of January, 1996 to the following parties of record: 

Donna Canzano, E s q . *  
Division of Legal Services 
Florida public service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd. 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850 

Jack Shreve 
office of the Public Counsel 
111 W. Madison St., Room 812 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-1400 

David B. Erwin 
Young Van Assenderp et al. 
225 S. Adams Street, suite 200 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 

Mr. Randolph Fowler 
Alternet 
c/o Hyperion Telecommunications, 
Inc . 

2570 Boyce Plaza Road 
Pittsburg, PA 15241 

City of Lakeland 
501 East Lemon Street 
Lakeland, FL 33801-5079 

Ms. Leslie Carter 
Digital Media Partners 
1 Prestige Place, Suite 255 
2600 McCormick Drive 
Clearwater, FL 34619-1098 

Patricia Kurlin, E s q .  
Intermedia Communications of 
Florida, Inc. 
280 Bay Plaza Blvd., Suit e720 
Xampa , FL 33619-4453 

Mickey Henry 
MCI Metro Access Transmission 

780 Johnson Ferry Road 
Atlanta, GA 30342 

Services, Inc. 

Metropolitan Fiber Systems of 

One Tower Lane, Suite 1600 
oakbrook Terrace, IL 60181-4630 

Mr. Graham A.  Taylor 
TCG South Florida 
1001 W. Cypress Creek Road, Suite 209 
Ft. Lauderdale, FL 33309-1949 

Mr. Richard Gerstemeier 
Time Warner AxS of Florida, L.P. 
2251 Lucien Way, Suite 320 
Maitland, FL 32751-7023 

Mr. Ralph Peluso 
Winstar Wireless of Florida, Inc. 
7799 Leesburg Park South, Suite 401 
Tyson's Corner, VA 22043 

Richard Melson, E s q .  
Hopping Law Firm 
P.O. BOX 6526 
Tallahassee, FL 32314 

Mr. Richard H. Brashear 
ALLTEL Florida, Inc. 
P.O. BOX 550 
Live Oak, FL 32060-0550 

Mr. P. J. Merkle 
Sprint/United - Florida 
P.O. Box 165000 
Altamonte Springs, FL 32716-5000 

Ms. Laurie A.  Maffett 
Frontier Telephone Group 
180 South Clinton Avenue 
Rochester, NY 14646-0400 

MS. Beverly Menard 

c/o Mr. Richard M. Fletcher 
106 E. College Avenue, Suite 1440 
Tallahassee, FL 32301-7704 

Florida, Inc. 

GTE Florida, Inc. 



Mr. A. D. Lanier 
Gulf Telephone Company 
P.O. Box 1120 

Perry, FL 32347-1120 


Mr. Robert M. Post, Jr. 
Indiantown Telephone System, Inc. 
P.O. Box 277 

Indiantown, FL 34956-0277 


Ms. Lynne G. Brewer 
Northeast Florida Telephone 

Company, Inc. 
P.O. Box 485 

Macclenny, FL 32063-0485 


Michael W. Tye, Esq 

AT&T 

101 N. Monroe St., Suite 700 

Tallahassee, Florida 32301 


Robin D. Dunson, Esq. 

1200 Peachtree St., NE 

Promenade I, Room 4038 

Atlanta, Georgia 30309 


Mr. Daniel V. Gregory 
Quincy Telephone Company 
P.O. Box 189 

Quincy, FL 32353-0189 


Ms. Nancy H. Sims* 

Southern Bell Telephone and 


Telegraph Co. 

150 S. Monroe Street, Suite 400 

Tallahassee, FL 32301-1556 


Mr. John Vaughan 
St. Joseph Telephone & Telegraph 

Company 
P.O. Box 220 

Port St. Joe, FL 32456-0220 


Mr. Ferrin Seay 

Florala Telephone Company, Inc. 

P.O. Box 186 

Florala, AL 36442-0186 


MS. Lynn B. Hall 
Vista United Telecommunications 
P.O. Box 10180 

Lake Buena Vista, FL 32830-0180 


Mr. Timothy Devine 

MFS Communications Co., Inc. 

Six Concourse Parway, Suite 2100 

Atlanta, GA 30328 


Richard M. Rindler 

James C. Falvey 

Swidler & Berlin, Chartered 

3000 K St., N.W., Suite 300 

Washington, DC 20007 


Patrick K. Wiggins 

Wiggins & Villacorta, P. A. 

Post Office Drawer 1657 

Tallahassee, Florida 32302 


Laura L. Wilson 
Vice President, Regulatory Affairs 

and Regulatory Counsel 
Florida Cable Telecommunications 
Association 


310 N. Monroe St. 

Tallahassee, FL 32301 


C. Everett Boyd, Jr. 

Ervin , Varn, Jacobs, adom & Ervin 

P.O. Drawer 1170 

Tallahassee, FL 32302 


Benjamin Fincher, Esq. 

Sprint communications Company, L.P. 

3065 Cumberland Circle 

Atlanta, GA 30339 
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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

In re: Resolution of petition(s) ) 
to establish unbundled services, ) 
network features, functions or ) Docket 950984-TP 
capabilities, and local loops 1 Filed: January 4, 1996 
pursuant to Section 364.161, ) 
Florida Statutes ) 

WORLDCOM. INC. d/b/a LDDS WORLDCOM COMMUNICATIONS' 
RESPONSES AND OBJECTIONS TO BELLSOUTH 

TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC.'S 

WorldCom, Inc. d/b/a LDDS WorldCom Communications ( "LDDS 

WorldCom"), pursuant to Rules 25-22.034 and 25-22.035, Florida 

Administrative Code, and Rules 1.280 and 1.340, Florida Rules of 

Civil Procedure, hereby submits the following Responses and 

Objections to the First Set of Interrogatories from BellSouth 

Telecommunications, Inc. ("BellSouth") . 

LDDS WorldCom makes the following General Objections to 

BellSouth's First Set of Interrogatories which are also 

incorporated by reference into specific responses. 

1. LDDS WorldCom objects to any interrogatory that is 

intended to apply to matters other than operations in Florida on 

the basis that such interrogatory is irrelevant, overly broad, 

unduly burdensome, and oppressive. 

2. LDDS WorldCom objects to each interrogatory insofar as 
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the is vague, ambiguous, overly broad, imprecise, or 

utilizes terms that are subject to multiple interpretations but are 

not properly defined or explained for purposes of these 

interrogatories. 

3 .  LDDS WorldCom objects to each interrogatory insofar as 

the request is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery 

of admissible evidence and is not relevant to the subject matter of 

this action. 

4. LDDS WorldCom objects to each discovery request insofar 

as each seeks to impose obligations which exceed the requirements 

of the Florida Rules of Civil Procedure or Florida law. 

5 .  LDDS WorldCom objects to each and every interrogatory, 

insofar as it is unduly burdensome, expensive, oppressive, or 

excessively time consuming as written. - 
1. Has LDDS WorldCom been a party to any unbundling/resale 

dockets in states other than Florida? 

Response: LDDS WorldCom objects to this interrogatory on the basis 

that the request relates to operations in jurisdictions 

other than Florida and that it is, overly broad and 

unduly burdensome. Further the interrogatory does not 

relate to any issue in this docket and is not reasonably 
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calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible 

evidence. 

2 .  If the answer to Interrogatory No. 1 is affirmative, provide 

the following information: 

(i) 

the name(s) of the state(s) or jurisdictions in which 

LDDS WorldCom appeared as a party in such dockets; 

the official name of the proceeding, including any docket 

numbers or other information necessary to fully describe 

the docket; 

the date any order was rendered in such docket; 

if an order was rendered, state whether it was for an 

interim/temporary or permanent resolution of the issues 

addressed therein; 

if an order was rendered, when was it implemented, or if 

not yet implemented, state when it is to be implemented; 

state the financial arrangements ordered; 

state the technical arrangements ordered; 

describe each network element, function, or capability 

ordered to be unbundled and the rate for each such 

element function, or capability, if not provided in 

response to an earlier interrogatory; 

state whether the local exchange company was ordered to 

3 



directly connect the entities (i.e. alternative local 

exchange companies) collocated in the local exchange 

company's office, with each other as opposed to 

connecting through the local exchange company's 

facilities; 

(j) state the total number of access lines in the state; 

(k) state whether the order identified above, if any, has 

been the subject of a judicial appeal and, if so, the 

identity of the court, the case number, the current 

status of the appeal, and the basis of the appeal; 

(1) identify any person who either prepared testimony, 

prepared and filed testimony, or who gave testimony on 

LDDS WorldCom's behalf in the proceedings referred to in 

response to this interrogatory; 

(m) describe, by title or content, or alternatively by date 

and jurisdiction, the testimony, if written, given in the 

dockets identified in this interrogatory by these persons 

identified in (1) above. 

Response: LDDS Worldcom objects to this interrogatory on the basis 

that the request relates to operations in jurisdictions 

other than Florida and are irrelevant, overly broad and 

unduly burdensome. To the extent that Bellsouth was a 
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Party to any dockets or negotiations and to the extent 

this is public information, such information is readily 

available to BellSouth. Further the interrogatory does 

not relate to any issue in this docket and is not 

reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of 

admissible evidence. 

3. Has LDDS WorldCom reached an agreement, either oral or in 

writing, concerning unbundling/resale with any local exchange 

companies in states other than Florida, whether in a formal 

docketed matter or otherwise? 

Response: LDDS WorldCom objects to this interrogatory on the basis 

that the request relates to operations in jurisdictions 

other than Florida and are irrelevant, overly broad and 

unduly burdensome. To the extent that BellSouth was a 

party to any dockets or negotiations and to the extent 

this is public information, such information is readily 

available. Further the interrogatory does not relate to 

any issue in this docket and is not reasonably calculated 

to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. 

4. If your response to Interrogatory Nos. 3 is affirmative. 

provide the following information: 

(a) the identity of the parties to such an agreement: 

5 



Response : 

the date such an agreement was signed, or otherwise 

became effective; 

the date such agreement is to be implemented, or if 

already implemented, the date of implementation; 

a summary of the terms and conditions of such agreement, 

including the rates for any unbundled offerings or for 

any services to be resold; 

a listing of each network function, element or capability 

to be unbundled and the rate therefore, if not previously 

provided; 

if reduced to writing, identify the agreement by either 

a description or title in sufficient detail such that the 

document can be requested for production; 

LDDS WorldCom objects to this interrogatory on the basis 

that the request relates to operations in jurisdictions 

other than Florida and are irrelevant, overly broad and 

unduly burdensome. To the extent that BellSouth was a 

party to any dockets or negotiations and to the extent 

this is public information, such information is readily 

available to BellSouth. Further the interrogatory does 

not relate to any issue in this docket and is not 

reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of 
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admissible evidence. 

5. Has LDDS WorldCom agreed to or been directed to offer for 

resale or unbundling, any of its own facilities to third 

parties for any purpose, including the offering of competitive 

services. 

Response: LDDS WorldCom objects to this interrogatory on the basis 

that the request relates to operations in jurisdictions 

other than Florida and that it is irrelevant, overly 

broad and unduly burdensome. Further, the interrogatory 

does not relate to any issue in this docket and is not 

reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of 

admissible evidence. 

6. If the answer to Interrogatory No. 5 is affirmative, and the 

agreement or order was reduced to writing, please describe 

such agreements or orders with enough detail 80 that the 

writing can be requested for production. 

Response: LDDS WorldCom objects to this interrogatory on the basis 

that the request relates to operations in jurisdictions 

other than Florida and that it is irrelevant, overly 

broad and unduly burdensome. Further the interrogatory 

does not relate to any issue in this docket and is not 

reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of 
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admissible evidence. 

7. Does LDDS WorldCom have any internal policy or position 

concerning the resale or unbundling of its own facilities? 

Response: LDDS WorldCom objects to this interrogatory on the basis 

that the request is vague, overly broad, Unduly 

burdensome, not relevant to the subject matter of this 

case, and not reasonably calculated to lead to discovery 

of admissible evidence. 

0 .  If the answer to Interrogatory No. 7 is affirmative, please 

describe such policy or position in detail and, if such policy 

or position is reduced to writing, please describe the written 

document with sufficient detail to allow it to be requested 

for production. 

Response: LDDS WorldCom objects to this interrogatory on the basis 

that the request is vague, overly broad, unduly 

burdensome, not relevant to the subject matter of this 

case, and not reasonably calculated to lead to discovery 

of admissible evidence. 

9. If not provided in response to an earlier interrogatory, 

please identify every jurisdiction where: 

(a) LDDS WorldCom is authorized to provide local exchange 

services; 
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(b) whether, in such jurisdictions, LDDS WorldCom provides 

service over its own facilities or by using resold or 

unbundled facilities or by using some combination of its 

own and resold or unbundled facilities; 

(c) identify in detail, including rates paid, the types or 

kind of unbundled facilities, or resold services that 

LDDS WorldCom uses, in each jurisdiction, i.e. resold 

residential services, unbundled local loops, etc. 

Response: LDDS WorldCom objects to this interrogatory on the basis 

that the request relates to operations in jurisdictions 

other than Florida and that it is irrelevant, overly 

broad and unduly burdensome. Further the interrogatory 

does not relate to any issue in this docket and is not 

reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of 

admissible evidence. 

10. If LDDS WorldCom uses resold tariffed services in the 

jurisdictions where it provides local service, does it receive 

a discount from the provider of the resold service? 

Response: LDDS WorldCom objects to this interrogatory on the basis 

that the request relates to operations in jurisdictions 

other than Florida and that it is irrelevant, overly 

broad and unduly burdensome. Further the interrogatory 
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does not relate to any issue in this docket and is not 

reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of 

admissible evidence. 

11. If the answer to Interrogatory No. 10 is affirmative, for each 

type or kind of service resold, please: 

(a) state the basis for the discount; 

(b) state whether the discount allows the resale of the 

service on a profitable basis. 

Response: LDDS WorldCom objects to this interrogatory on the basis 

that the request relates to operations in jurisdictions 

other than Florida and that it is irrelevant, overly 

broad and unduly burdensome. Further the interrogatory 

does not relate to any issue in this docket and is not 

reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of 

admissible evidence. 
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Respectfully submitted this 4th day of January, 1996. 

Respectfully submitted, 

MESSER, CAPARELLO, MADSEN, 

Post Office Box 1876 
Tallahassee, FL 32302-1876 

GOLDMAN & METZ, P.A. 

Attorneys for WorldCom, Inc. d/b/a 
LDDS WorldCom Communications 
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