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Thi ~ matter arising upon petition of South Central Bell

Telephone Company {"South Central Bell" ) filed January 22, 1991

pursuant to 807 KAR 5i001, Section 7, and KRS 61,878 for

confidential protection of two cost studies filed in response to
the Commission' reguest no. 9 at the January 7, 1991 informal

conferenoe on the grounds that disclosure of the information is
likely to cause oompetitive in)ury, and it appearing to this
Commission as follows~

In this proceeding, South Central Bell seeks approval of a

"Cellular Interconneotion Letter Agreement" between South Central

Bell and Cellular Mobile Carriers operating in this state. The

information sought to be protected consists of cost data developed

to support the appiicationi is not known outside of 8outh Central

Bell, and is not disseminated within 8outh Central Bell except to
those employees who have a legitimate business need to know and

act upon the information'outh Central Bell seeks to preserve

the confidentiality of the information through all appropriate

means, including the maintenance of security at its offices.



807 MAR 5~001, Section 7, protects information aa

confi.dential when it is established that disoloaure is likely to

cause substantial competitive harm to the party from whom the

information was obtained. In order to satisfy this testi the

party claiming confidentiality must demonstrate aotual competition

and a likelihood of substantial competitive injury if the

information ia disclosed. Competitive injury oocurs when

disclosure oi the information gives competitors an unfair business

advantage.

South Central Bell maintains that the information sought to

be protected would enable its competitors to determine South

Central Bell's capital, operating costs, growth, and contribution

for the service which such competitors could use in prioing and

marketing their own service. In addition, South Central Bell

maintains that cost study no. 890839 contains information that

providers of PBX equipment could use in marketing their
services'he

petition, however, does not identify such competitors or

describe how the information could be used by tham to South

Central Bell's disadvantage. Therefore> the petition cannot be

granted without additional information providing specific examples

of how competitive injury will result from publio disolosure.

This Commission being otherwise sufficiently advised,

IT IS ORDERED thats

l. South Central Bell may, within 20 days of the date of

this Order, file a supplement to its petition identifying its
competitors and describing how such competitors could use the



information «ought to be protected to gain an unfair buaineea

advantage.

2, Zf auoh aupplemental petition ia not filed within 20

daya from the date herein, the petition ahall, without further

Ordera herein, be denied and the material aought to b» protected
ahall be plaoed in the public record.

Done at Frankfort, Kentucky, thia 13th day of Mz'ch, 1991,

Vi'oe Chair~'

gommieei

ATTESTS

ExeDutive Director


