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August 10, 1996

Ms. Blanca S. Bayo, Director
Division of Records & Reporting
Florida Public Service Commission
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850

Re. Docket No. 980696-TP
Determination of the cost of basic local telecommunications service,
pursuant to Section 364.025, Florida Statutes

Dear Ms, Bayo.

Please find enclosed for filing an original and fifteen copies of GTE Florida

Incorporated’s Objections to AT&T's First Set of Interrogatories in the above matter
Service has been made as indicated on the Cerlificate of Service. If there are any

questions regarding this filing, please contact me at (813) 483-2617.

ACK\\' Very truly yours, RECEIVED & FILED
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In re: Determination of the cost of providing Docket No. 980696-TP

)
basic local telecommunications service, )
)
)

pursuant to Section 364.025, Floriva Statutes Filed: August 10, 1998

GTE FLORIDA INCORPORATED'S OBJECTIONS TO
AT&T'S FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES (1-38)

GTE Florida Incorporated (GTEFL) files its preliminary objections to the First Set of
Interrogatories served upon GTEFL by AT&T Communications of the Southern States, Inc.
(AT&T). GTEFL reserves the right to make additional and/or more complete objections
when it files its responses to AT&T's Firs: Set of Interrogatories.

GENERAL OBJECTIONS

Each of the general objections set forth below is incorporated into each of the specific
responses and objections.

1.  GTE Florida Incorporated (GTEFL) objects to AT&T s definition of “GTE" to the extent
it includes GTEFL's “affiliates,” “parents,” “subsidiaries,” "agents® “representatives,’
and all other entities that are not GTEFL. The purpose of this proceading, as set
forth in Florida Statutes section 364.025(4)(b), is o choose a proxy model to
determine the forward-looking cost of basic local telecommunications service. Only
GTEFL's costs and associated information are relevant lo this purpose. GTEFL will
thus respond to AT&T's discovery only on behalf of GTEFL.

2. GTEFL objects to AT&T's discovery to the extent that it seeks information which is
obtainable from some other source that is more convenient, less burdensome, or less

expensive.

3. GTEFL objects to AT&T's discovery to the extent that it seeks the identification of
documents or portions of documents protected by the attorney-client privilege, the
attorney work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege or immunity. The
inadvertent production of any privileged document shall not be deemed to be a
waiver of any applicable privilege with respect to such document or lo the subject
matter of the document. GTEFL specifically reserves the right to demand the return
of any such privileged documents, without prejudice to any claim of privilege, in the
event any such document is inadvertently produced
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GTE Florida's Objections lo
AT&T's 1st Set of Interrogatories
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1)

2)

6)

GTEFL's later responses to the interrogatories will be made subject to, qualified by,
and made without waiver of uach of the foregoing general objections,

SPECIFIC OBJECTIONS

Please provide the number of GTE's residence and business lines in Florida,
categorized by switched and special lines for each of GTE's wire centers.

OBJECTION:

GTEFL objects 1o this interrogatory because it seeks information that is confidential
and proprietary to GTEFL. Notwithstanding this objection, GTEFL will produce this
information upon AT&T's execution of the previously provided proiective agreement.

Please provide all cost of capital, cost of debl and cost of equity estimates that have
been prepared or used by GTE or any of its divisions, subsidiaries, project teams,
functional groups, consultants or employees, for any purpose over the last 24
months.

QBJECTION:

GTEFL objects to this interrogatory because it does not seek any relevant
information, nor is it calcu ated o lead to the discovery of any relevant and otherwise
admissible information. The requested historical data are nol relevant to the purpose
of this proceeding, which is to choose a cost model to determine the forward-looking
cost of providing basic service. In addition, as noted above in GTE's General
Objections, GTEFL will respond to discovery only on behalf of itself. Responses on
behalf of other entities would not be relevant to this proceeding. Finally, production
of the requested documents would be unduly burdensome. GTEFL refers AT&T to
GTEFL witness Vander Weide's Direct Testimony in this proceeding for cost of
capital, cost of debt, and cost of equity information relevant to this docket.

Provide average loop lengths, by wire center, for your service territory split by feeder
and distribution, 2long with an explanation of how the data were derived
OBJECTION:

GTEFL objects to this Interrogatory because it seeks information that is confidential
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7)

8)

9)

and proprietary to GTEFL. Notwithstanding this objection, GTEFL will produce any
relevant data at the appropriate time, to the extent that it exists, upon AT&T's
axecution of the previously provided protective agreement.

Provide route miles of plant, by wire center, for your service territory split by feeder
and distribution.

OB.JECTION:

GTEFL objects to this Interrogatory because it seeks information that is confidential
and proprietary to GTEFL. Notwithstanding this objection, GTEFL will produce any
relevant data at the appropriate time, to the extent it exists, upon AT&T's execution
of the previously provided protective agreement.

For each year, 1990 through 1897, please provide for each account and subaccount
(e.g. - metallic and non-metallic) and in total the following data for Florida pursuant
to FCC books and separately pursuant to intrastale books.

Beginning-of-year plant in service and depreciation reserve balance
End-of-year plant in service and depreciation reserve balance
Plant additions

Plant retirements

Depreciation accruals

Transfers and adjustments

~eao0om

OBJECTION:

GTEFL objects ‘o this Interrogatory to the extent that it requests information prior to
1997, Such information is irrelevant to this proceeding, which is intended to choose
a model to determine the forward-looking cost of providing basic local service. In
addition, with regard to the request for data from 1990-1995, GTEFL objects to
providing information that is publicly filed and easily oblainable by AT&T, and also

objects to providing FCC data.

Please provide current planning forecast for data in Interrogatory No. B for years
1968 forward.




GTE Florida's Objections to
AT&T's 1st Set of Interrogatories

Page 4

10)

11)

OBJECTION:

GTEFL objects to this Interrogatory because, to the extent GTEFL has any
responsive data, it is proprietary and highly confidential competitive information.
ATAT itself routinely objects to providing its own investment and planning data lo its
competitors on these same grounds. By the same token, GTEFL cannot be expected
to turn over such sensitive data to AT&T. In addition, GTEFL objects to providing
planning iorecast information because it is irrelevant to choosing a cost proxy model
to determine the cost of providing basic local service.

Please provide current planning forecast for provision of cable television services in
Florida, and identify technology (i.e. - wireline or wireless).

OBJECTION:

GTEFL objects to this Interrogatory because, 10 the extent GTEFL has any
responsive data, it is proprietary and highly confidential competitive information.
ATET itself routinely objects to providing its own investment and planning data to its
competitors on these same grounds. By the same token, GTEFL cannot be expected
to turn over such sensitive data to AT&T. In addition, GTEFL objects to providing
planning forecast information because it is irrelevant to choosing a cost proxy model
to determine the cost of providing basic local service and is not relevant to any issue
in the proceeding.

Please provide current planning forecast for provision of ADSL serviuos in Flonda
OBJECTION:

GTEFL objects to this Interrogatory because, to the extent GTEFL has any
responsive data, it is proprietary and highly confidential competitive information.
ATAT itself routinely objects to providing its own investment and planning data to its
competitors on these same grounds. By the same token, GTEFL cannot be expected
to turn over such sensitive data to ATAT. In addition, GTEFL objects to providing
planning forecast information because it is irelevant to choosing a cost proxy model
to determine the cost of providing basic local service.
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13)

14)

15)

Please provide current planning forecast for ATM switch deployment in Florida.
OBJECTION:

GTEFL objects to this Interrogatory because, to the extent GTEFL has any
responsive data, it is proprietary and highly confidential competitive information.
ATA&T itself routinely objects to providing its own investment and planning data to its
competitors on these same grounds. By the same token, GTEFL cannot be expected
to turn over such sensitive data to AT&T. In addition, GTEFL objects to providing
planning forecast information because it is irelevant to choosing a cost proxy model
to determine the cost of providing basic local service.

Please identify whether GTE's ATM deployment will be as an “overlay” network, or
will be part of the basic public switched network.

QBJECTION:

GTEFL objects to this Interrogatory because, to the extent GTEFL has any
responsive data, it is proprietary and highly confidential competitive information.
ATAT itself routinely objects to providing its own investment and planning data to its
competitors on thesa same grounds. By the same token, GTEFL cannot be expected
to turn over such sensitive data to AT&T. In addition, GTEFL objects to providing
planning forecast information because it is irrelevant to choosing a cost proxy model
to determine the cost of providing basic local service. Notwithstanding these
objections, GTEFL responds that ATM deployment is an overlay to existing cwitches.

If GTE anticipates that the deployment of ATM switching will displace any of its
axisting Digital ESS switches please identify those switching locations which will be
displaced and their anticipated replacement date.

OBJECTION:

GTEFL objects to this Interrogatory because, to the extent GTEFL has any
responsive data, it is proprietary and highly confidential competitive information.
ATET itself routinely objects to providing its own investment and planning data to its
competiiors on these same grounds. By the same token, GTEFL cannot be expected
to turn over such sensitive data to AT&T. In addition, GTEFL objects to providing
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16)

17)

19)

planning forecast information because it is irrelevant to choosing a cost proxy model
to determine the cost of providing basic local service.

Please provide current planning forecast for SONET deployment.
OBJECTION:

GTEFL cbjects to this Interrogatory because, to the extent GTEFL has any
responsive data, it is proprietary and highly confidential competitive information.
ATET itself routinely objects to providing its own investment and planning data lo its
competitors on these same grounds. By the same token, GTEFL cannot be expected
to turn over such sensitive data to AT&T, In addition, GTEFL objects to providing
planning forecast information because it is irrelevant to choosing a cost proxy model
to determine the cost of providing basic local service.

Please provide current planning forecast for fiber in the distribution network.
OBJECTION:

GTEFL objects to this Interrogatory because, lo the extent GTEFL has any
responsive data, it is proprietary and highly confidential competitive information
ATAT itself routinely objects to providing its own investment and planning data 1o its
competitors on these same grounds. By the same token, GTEFL cannot be expected
to turn over such sensitive data to AT&T. In addition, GTEFL objects to providing
planning forecast information because it is irrelevant to choosing a cost proxy modal
to determine the cost of providing basic local service.

Please provide the following SCIS model input information for Florida, by swilch type
and location, as utilized in the local switching studies for the proceeding:

Percent utilization of the processors
Percent fill on lines

Percent DLC, by IDLC, by UDLC
CSS per truck

Line to trunk ratio by density

*sapoe
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25)

26)

30)

GTEFL objects to this Interrogatory because it seeks confidential and highly
restricted information, some of which is information proprietary to third party vendors.
ATAT itself routinely objects to providing any price or other information from vendors
because of the negative effects such disciosure could have on these third-party
vendors’ relationships with their customers. Notwithstanding this objection, GTEFL
will provide the requested information, to the extent it exists, upon AT&T's execution
of the standard and third-party protective agreements.

Identify the number and percentage of defective copper feeder and distribution cable
pairs and fiber strands for each of the past ten years

OBJECTION:

GTEFL objects to this interrogatory because producing information for the past ten
years is unduly burdensomu. GTEFL will produce the requested information for
1897, which is the only period relevant to this proceeding.

Describe the utilization of copper and fiber feeder and distribution cables and digital
loop carmier (e.g., percentage of total pairs or strands in use) for each of the past ten
years Please define what is in the numerator and denominator of the utilization data.

OBJECTION:
GTEFL objects to this Interrogatory bacause producing information for the past ten

years is unduly burdensome. GTEFL will produce the requested information for
1897, which is the only period relevant to this proceeding.

What has been the number of residential lines per residence for each of the past five
years? What percentage of residential customers have 1 line, 2 lines, 3 lines, 4 lines
and 5 or more lines?

QBJECTION:

GTEFL objects to this Interrogatory because the information it seeks is confidential
and competitively sensitive to GTEFL. Notwithstanding this objection, GTEFL will
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33)

35)

produce any relevant data at the approgriate time, upon AT&T's execution of the

In regards 1o the clearing of defective cable pairs or fibers:

a. What is the average cost or range of costs to clear a defective copper
pair or fiber strand for feeder and distribution?

b. What has been the guantity and percentage of copper pairs and
fibers to go defective over the past ten years by feeder and
distribution?

c. What has been the quantity and percentage of copper pairs and
fibers cleared over the past ten years by feeder and distribution?

OBJECTION:

GTEFL objects to this Interrogatory because it seeks confidential and highly
restricted information, some of which s information proprietary to third party vendors.
ATAT itself routinely objects to providing any price or other inf>rmation from vendors
because of the negative effects su h disclosure could have on these third-party
vendors' relationships with their customers. GTEFL also objects to this Interrogatory
because it is unduly burdensome to produce data from the pas! ten years.
Notwithstanding these objections, GTEFL will provide the requested information, to
the extent it exists, upon AT&T's execution of the standard and third-party protective

agreements.

In regards to outside plant placement costs for using contractors instead of ILEC
labor, please address the following:

a Describe and quantify the cost differences between OSP conlract
work performed under a General or Master Agreement as opposed lo
work performed under contract awarded by a competitive bid or
directly awarded for a specific project.

b. Describe and provide data to support how the ILEC has determined
the cost for OSP contract work in this docket. Were only General or
Master Agreement costs used? Was the lowest cost used, or were
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QBJECTION:

simple or weighted averages used?

Does the ILEC's General or Master Agreements with OSP contractors
include quantity discounts or lower prices when the quantity of work
(e.g., trench footage or number of poles to be placed) exceeds
specific threshold amounts? Were such quantity discounts used in
determining the OSP contractor costs for the ILEC in this docket, or
were the higher costs for the least quantity of work used? Please
describe the process utilized and provide the data to support the
values used.

What have been the quantities (i.e., dollars) of OSP work performed:
a) under General or Master Agreements, b) under competitively bid
project specific contracts, and c) under direct award contracts for
each of the past five years.

Provide the guidelines on when to use the OSP General or Master
Agreement for contract work and when 1o competitively bid out the
same type of woik that is covered by the OSP General or Master

Agreement

GTEFL objects to this Interrogalory because it seeks confidential and highly
restricted information, some of which is information proprietary to third party vendors.
ATAT itself routinely object= to providing any price or other information from vendors
because of the negative effects such disclosure could have on these third-party
vendors’ relationships with their customers. Notwithstanding this objection, GTEFL
will provide the requested information, to the extent it exists, upon AT&T s execution
of the standard and third-party protective agreements.




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
| HEREBY CERTIFY that copies of GTE Florida Incorporated’'s Objections to

AT&T's First Set of Interrogatories in Docket No. 980696-TP were sent via U.S. mail on
August 10, 1998 to the parties on the attached list,

Ecnty

Kimberly Caswell

L



William P. Cox, Stafi Counsel
Flénda Public Service Commission
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850

David B. Erwin
Altorney-At-Law

127 Riversink Road
Crawfordville, FL 32327

Jeff Wahlen

Ausley & McMullen
227 5. Calhoun Street
Tallahassee, FL 32301

Peter Dunbar/Barbara Auger
Penninglon Law Firm

P. O. Box 10095
Tallahassee, FL 32302

Banjamin Fincher

Sprint

3100 Cumberland Circle
Allanta, GA 30338

Carolyn Marek

Time Warner Comm.
P. O. Box 210706
MNashville, TN 37221

Lynne G. Brewer

MNortheast Florida Tel. Co.
P. O Box 485

Macclenny, FL 32063-0485

Office of Public Counsal
c/o The Florida Legislature
111 W. Madison Street
Room 812

Tallahassee, FL 32369-1400

Charles Rahwinkal
Bprint-Florida Inc.
1313 Blair Stcne Road
MC FLTHOO107
Tallahassee, FL 32301

101 N. Monroe Street, #700
Tallahassee, FL 32301

215 8. Monroa Streel, Suile 701
Tallahassee, FL 32301-1876

James C. Falvey

@.spire™ Communications, Inc
133 National Business Parkway
Suite 200

Annapolis Junction, MD 20701

Harriet Eudy
ALLTEL Florida, Inc.
F. O, Box 550

Live Oak, FL 32060

Michael A. Gross

Assistant Attorney General
Office of the Attorney General
PL-01 The Capitol
Tallahassee, FL 32309-1050

Mancy White

BellSouth Telecomm. Inc.
150 5. Monroe Street

Suile 400

Tallahassee, FL 32301-1556

Richard Melson
Hopping Law Firm

P. Q. Box 6526
Tallahassee, FL 32314

Donna Canzono
Wiggins & Villacorla

P. O. Drawer 1657
Tallahassee, FL 32302

Brian Sulmonetti
WorldCom, Inc

1515 S. Federal Highway
Suite 400

Boca Raton, FL 33432

Laura L. Gallagher
Florida Cable Tele. Assn
310 N. Monroe Streetl
Tallahassee, FL 32301

Lynn B. Hall

Vista-United Telecomm.

P. O. Box 10180

Lake Buena Visla, FL 32830



Rabert M. Post, Jr
P. O. Box 277
Indiantown, FL 34956

Kelly Goodnight

Frontier Communications
180 5. Clinion Avenue
Rochester, NY 14646

Paul Kouroupas/Michael McRaa
Teleport Comm. Group. Inc.

2 Lafayetie Centre, Suite 400
1133 215t Streat, NW.
Washington, DC 20036

Ban Ochshom

Florida Legal Services
2121 Delta Boulevard
Tallahassee, FL 32303

Tom McCabe
P. O. Box 188
Quincy, FL 32353-0180

Steve Brown
intermedia Comm. Inc.
3625 Queen Palm Drive
Tar pa, FL 33619-1309

Suzanna Summertin
1311-B Paul Russell Road
Suite 201

Tallahasses, FL 32301

Rutledge Law Firm
P O. Box 551
Tallahassee, FL 32301

Josaph A. McGlothlin
Vicki Gordon Kaufman
McWhirter Law Firm
117 6. Gadsden Siree!
Tallahassee, FL 32301
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