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Florida Raglon Counwl • • 
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M. Eric EdgingtOn 
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August 28, 1998 

Ms Blanca S Bayo, Director 
D1v1s1on of Recocds & Reporting 
FIO(Ida Public Setvice Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Tall&hosaee, FL 323~ 

Re Docket No. 980696-TP 

GTE S~ COAPOMTION 

One r...,.,. C.tv c-.. 
201 Hontl Franklin SttMt C33CI02J 
Poat Offlee Box 11 0, Fl TC0007 
T...,.,., Florida 331101-<)110 
81 ~83-21100 
813-204-8870 CFac11mllel 

DetermlnaUon or lhe cost of basic local telecommunications setvlce. 
pursuant to Section 364.025, Florida Statutes 

Dear M:. Bayo 

These are GTE Flonda lncorponrted'a (GTE) preliminary objeaions to lhe Comm11sion 
Stalfs Second Set of Interrogatories. These objed1ons came to light as GTE was 
preparing to reapood to the lnlerrogatones GTE reserves lhe right to make add11Jonal 
obfoc11ona when it filet its reaponsea to Staff's d1scovery. 

AFA GTE objects to lnterrogatorlea 20.2<4 because they are not relevant to GTE'a filing in 
th1s case or 1ts depreciation predlcaa Tht queslloos ask about Fisher/Pry analysis. 

API" ---,GTE does not use the Fisher/Pry analysis In developing Its economic lives ior 
CAF depreclallon purposes and did not use it for any purpose in this dOCket. Thus. GTE 
CMU _,_ _ _ ca.nnot answer these questions. If GTE hired a consultant to answer the Fisher/Pry 
CTR conceptual quesllons, it would cost an estimated $600-$1000 GTE thus objects to 

these Interrogatories on lhe edd1tlonal ground chat they are unduly burdensome and 
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GTE also objects to lnterrogatoty 39, ~ alks ror completion or a schedule to show 
DCF results and other information. GTE objects to this que$tlon because 11 Ia not 
relevant to GTE's tlling. The type of analyala sought In the question was not relied 
upon by GTE witness Vander Weide In det ... rmlnlng the appropriate coat or capital to be 
Input 1nto the cost model in this proceeding, nor Is it relevant in any way to Or. Vander 
Weida's testimony or any other aspect of GTE's filing In this docket. 

If you have any questions, please contect mo. 

S1ncerely, 

~~}f 
K1mberly Caswell 

KC.tas 

c Part1es or Record 
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