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VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS 

Beth O'Do~ulell 
Executive Director 
Kentucky Public Service Comiiiission 
2 1 1 Sower Boulevard 
Frankfort, Ke~ituclcy 40602-06 15 

Re: Case Nos. 2006-00215,2006-00217,2006-00218,2006-00220,2006-00252, 
2006-00255,2006-00288,2006-00292,2006-00294,2006-00296,2006-00298 
and 2006-00300 

Dear Ms.O'Do~u~ell: 

Ellclosed lierewitli for filing wit11 the Commission please find 12 original and 10 copies 
of tlie followi~lg dacu~~ients ill the above-referenced matter: 

Verizon Wireless's Supplemental Respolises to Petitioners' Illten-ogatories and 
Doculne~it Requests; and 

T-Mobile's Supplemental Respo~ises to Petitioners' Intel~ogatories and Document 
Requests. 

Please do not hesitate to coiitact liie if you have ally questions witli regard to this matter. 

V ~ y - t q l y  yours, 

PRS/smo 
Enclosures 
cc: All Coulisel of Record (via erliail and U.S. Mail) 

SAINT PAUL OFFICE m FIRST NATIONAL BANK BUILDING er WWWBRIGGSCOM 

MEMBER - LEX MUNDI A GLOBAL ASSOCIATION OF INDEPENDENT LAW FIRMS 



COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY 
BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

In tlie Matter of: 

Petitioiz of Rallard Rural Telephone Cooperative 
Corporation, Inc. for Arbitratio11 of Certain Teilns 
and Conditions of Proposed lnterco~mectio~z 
Agreenieizt With American Cellular Ellda ACC 
Kentucky License LLC, Pursualzt to the 
Comnzunicatioiis Act of 1934, as Anended by the 
Telecon~muizications Act of 1996 

Petition of Duo Coulzty Telephone Cooperative 
Corporation, Inc. for Arbitration of Certain Teilzis 
and Conditions of Proposed Iiitercoiuiection 
Agreeinent With Cellco Partnership d/b/a Verizon 
Wireless, GTE Wireless of the Midwest 
Incorporated d/b/a Verizoiz Wireless, and 
I<entucky RSA No. 1 Partnersliip d/b/a Verizoiz 
Wireless, P~xrsuant to the Comnzunications Act of 
1934, as Amended by the Telecomizzunicatio~zs Act 
of 1996 

Petition of Logan Teleplzone Cooperative Inc. for 
Arbitration of Certain Temls and Conditions of 
Proposed Intercoimection Agree~~ieizt Witlz 
Amelican Cellular fllda ACC Kentucky License 
LL,C, Pursuaizt to tlze Conlmuizications Act of 
1934, as Anzended by tlie Telecornrnunications Act 
of 1996 

Petition of West I<entucky Rural Telephone 
Cooperative Corporation, hzc. far Arbitration of 
Certain Tenzzs and Conditions of Proposed 
h~tercoimection Agreement with American 
Cellular flWa ACC I<entucky L,icense L,L,C, 
Pursuant to tlie Colnrizuiiications Act of 1934, as 
Amended by tlie Teleco~nnlunications Act of 1996 
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Petition of North Central Teleplio~~e Cooperative 
Coi-poration, For Arbitration of Certain Terms and 
Conditions of Proposed Interconnection 
Agreement with American Cellular Coi-poratiori 
f/lda ACC Kentucky License L,L,C, Pursua~zt To the 
Communications Act of 1934, As Amended by tlie 
Telecommunications Act of 1996 

Petition of Soutli Central Rural Telephone 
Cooperative Co~-poratioii, Inc., For Arbitration of 
Certain Terns and Conditions of Proposed 
Interconnection Agreement With Cellco 
Partnership d/b/a Verizon Wireless, GTE Wireless 
of tlie Midwest Incorporated d/b/a Verizo~i 
Wireless, and Kentucky RSA No. 1 Partnersliip 
d/b/a Verizon Wireless, Pursuant To tlle 
Conimunications Act of 1934, As Amended by tlze 
Telecommuizications Act of 1996 

Petition of Foothills Rural Teleplione Cooperative 
Corporation, Inc., For Arbitration of Certain Tell?-is 
and Conditio~~s of Proposed Interco~mection 
Agreement Witli Cellco Partnership d/b/a Verizon 
Wireless, GTE Wireless of the Midwest 
Incorporated d/b/a Verizo~z Wireless, and 
Kentucky RSA No. 1 Partnership d/b/a Verizoiz 
Wireless, Pursuant To tlie Com~nunications Act of 
1934, As Amended by tlze Telecomnzunications 
Act of 1996 

Petition of Braridellburg Telephone Cornpa~~y For 
Arbitration of Certain Tenns and Coiiditions of 
Proposed Iiiterconnection Agree~zie~it With Cellco 
Partnerslzip d/b/a Verizon Wireless, GTE Wireless 
of tlze Midwest Incorporated d/b/a Verizon 
Wireless, arid Kentucky RSA No. 1 Partnersllip 
d/b/a Verizon Wireless, Pursuant To tlze 
Conimunicatioizs Act of 1934, As Amended by tlze 
Telecoiizizzmiicatians Act of 1 996 
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Petition of Gearheart Communications hic. d/b/a 
Coalfields Teleplione Company, For Arbitration of 
Certain Ten~is and Conditions of Proposed 
Intercolmection Agreernent With Cellco 
Partnersllip d/b/a Verizon Wireless, GTE Wireless 
of the Midwest Incorporated d/b/a Verizon 
Wireless, and Kentucky RSA No. 1 Partnership 
d/b/a Verizoii Wireless, Pursuant To the 
Communications Act of 1934, As Amended by the 
Telecoml~iunications Act of 1996 

Petition of Mountaili Rural Telephone Cooperative 
Col-poration, Inc., For Arbitration of Certain Tenns 
and Conditions of Proposed Interco~lnection 
Agreement With Cellco Partnership d/b/a Verizon 
Wireless, GTE Wireless of tlie Midwest 
Incorporated d/b/a Velizon Wireless, and 
Kentucky RSA No. 1 Partnership d/b/a Verizon 
Wireless, Pursuant To the Conllnunicatio~ls Act of 
1934, As hnended by the Telecornl~lunications 
Act of 1996 

Petition of Peoples Rural Telephone Cooperative 
Corporation, Inc., For Arbitration of Certain Te11-n~ 
and Conditions of Proposed Intercolmection 
Agreement Wit11 Cellco Partnership d/b/a Verizon 
Wireless, GTE Wireless of tlie Midwest 
Incorporated d/b/a Verizon Wireless, and 
Kentucky RSA No. 1 Partnership d/b/a Verizon 
Wireless, Pursuant To the Communications Act of 
1934, As h iended  by the Teleco~nrnunications 
Act of 1996 

Petition of Tl~aclter-Grigsby Telephone Company, 
hlc., For Arbitration of Certain Tellns and 
Conditiolis of Proposed Interconnection 
Agreement With Cellco Partnership d/b/a Verizo~l 
Wireless, GTE Wireless of the Midwest 
Incorporated d/b/a Verizon Wireless, and 
Ke~ltuclty RSA No. 1 Partnership d/b/a Verizon 
Wireless, Pursua~it To tlie Colnlnunications Act of 
1934, As Amended by the Telecommunications 
Act of 1996 
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VERIZON WIRELESS' SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES TO PETITIONERS' 
INTERROGATORIES AND DOCUMENT REQUESTS 

Cellco Partrierslzip d/b/a Verizori Wireless, GTE Wireless of tlle Midwest Incoi-porated, 

arid Kentucky RSA No. 1 Partnership ("Verizon Wireless"), aiid provides these supplei~ieiital 

responses to the Interrogatories and Docuineilts Requests filed by Petitioners: 

1. GENERAL OBJECTIONS 

1. Verizon Wireless objects to these Interrogatories and Docui~lent Requests to tlie 
extent that they seek infonliation tliat is not relevant to any issue in tliis proceeding, nor 
reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. 

2. Verizoii Wireless objects to each Tntewogatory or Document Request that seelts 
infoilnatiori or docuinents (1) subject to tlie attoniey-client privilege, or (2) subject to the 
attoilley work-product privilege. 

3. Verizoil Wireless objects to these Intei~ogatories aiid Docurnent Requests to the 
extent that they seek to impose obligatioils on Verizon Wireless that exceed the requireinents of 
the Kentucky Rules of Civil Procedure or other applicable ICentuclcy law. 

4. Verizoil Wireless objects to each and every one of these Interrogatories and 
Document Requests to the extent that they seek to have Verizoil Wireless create documents or 
infoilnation not in existence at the time of the discovery request. 

Without waiving any of tlle above objectioils and subject to tlie furtlier discovery request 
specific objectioris asserted herein, Verizoii Wireless respoilds as follows: 

11. RESPONSES TO INTERROGATORIES 

2. Identify all persons you intend to call as witnesses at the October 16-18, 2006 
evidentiary hearing in the above styled matter (the "Evidentiary Hearing"). 

SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWER: 

Testiriioiiy of Jolm Clainpitt arid Don Wood has been prefiled in accordarice witli the 
Co~~ziiiission's scl~eduling order. 

3. For each persoil identified in response to Interrogatory No.2 above, state the facts 
lcnown arid substance of hislher expected testimony at the Evidentiary Hearing. 

SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWER: 

See prefiled testimony of John Clanipitt and Doll Wood. 



4. Identify all documelits tliat eaclz person identified in response to Interrogatory 
No.2 above, interids to use, reference, or rely upon during hislher testimony at the Evideiitiary 
Hearing. 

SUPPLEMENTAL, ANSWER: 

The docuineizts each witness will use, reference, or rely on are identified in tlze prefiled 
testiizzony. Witlz regard to tlie testiizlony of John Clainpitt, any suclz doc~~inents are referred to or 
identified in liis testiinony. 

5 .  Identify each person you will or may call as an expei-t or to offer any expert 
testimony at the Evidentiary Hearing in tliis matter. 

SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWER: 

Don Wood has filed testimony as an expert. 

6 .  For eaclz person identified in response to Interrogatory No.5 above, state all facts 
luiown and opinions held by that person with respect to tliis proceeding, identifying all written 
repoi-ts of the expert containing or referring to those facts or opinions. 

SUPPL,EMENTAL, ANSWER: 

Verizon Wireless objects to this request as overbroad. Tlie facts oil whicli Mr. Wood 
relies, aiid tlie opinions he will express in prefiled testimony are contained in liis Direct aiid 
Rebuttal testimony. 

REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS 

1. Produce all documents identified in, referenced, referred to, reviewed, consulted, 
or relied upoii in any way in responding to any of the Interrogatories or Requests for Adiiiissioii 
propounded herein. 

SIJPP1,EMENTAL RESPONSE: 

Verizon Wireless objects to this request as overbroad, burdensonze, aiid to tlze extent it 
seelts information protected by tlie attorney client or work product privileges. Subject to those 
objections and without waiver tlzereof, Verizon Wireless will malte available for inspection at its 
offices tlie business records froizi which Verizon Wireless detemiined tlze minute-of-use 
info~~natioiz on Exhibit 1 hereto. The BellSoutli transit repoi-ts aizd summaries refei-red to in 
Jolm Clainpitt's Direct Testimony are leizgtliy and contain corifideiztial iiifoi~nation. Verizon 
Wireless will make those available for iiispectioiz if requested by Petitioners. Bills sent by West 
Kent~~cky aizd Ballard (refei-red to in Jolui Clainpitt's Direct Testiizzoiiy) are in the possession of 
tlzose Petitioners. 

3. Produce all docurrierits that support the opinion of any expert wlio has been 
identified, aizd attach all documents such expert relied upoii in fanning hislher opinions and all 



docurilents that the expert reviewed, whether or not the documents were relied upon in foi~niiig 
liislher opinions. 

STJPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE: 

Verizon Wireless objects to tliis request as overbroad and beyolid what is allowed by the 
rules of discovery. Subject to that objection and witliout waiver thereof, documerits on which 
Mr. Wood relies are discussed in his testimony. 

5. Produce all documents relied upoii by each expert witness you expect to testify on 
your behalf at the Evideiltiary Hearing. 

SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE: 

See responses to Inten-ogatory No. 4 and Request 5 above. 

6. Produce all docuinerits that refer to, relate to, or evidence any evaluation, 
analyses, studies, or reports made by, tests perforrried by, or conclusions reached by ariy expert 
witriess you expect to testify on your belialf at the Evide~itiary Hearing. 

RESPONSE: 

Verizon Wireless objects to tliis request as overbroad and burdeizsome. Subject to that 
objection, Verizon Wireless relies on documeilts attached to or identified in his Direct arid 
Rebuttal Testimony. 

Dated: October 10,2006 

By: 

BRIGGS AND MORGAN, P.&. 
2200 IDS Center 
Miruieapolis, Miimesota 55402 
(6 12) 977-8400 
(612) 977-8650 (fax) 
pschenkei~berg@briggs.coi~i 

arid 



Kendriclc R. Riggs 
Douglas F. Brent 
STOLL ISEENON OGDEN PL,L,C 
2000 PNC Plaza 
500 West Jefferson Street 
L,ouisville, ICelitucky 40202 
(502) 333-6000 
(502) 627-8722 (fax) 
lte~~drick.riggs@skofi~~n.co~n 

ATTORNEYS FOR CEL,L,CO PARTNERSHIP 
D/B/A VERIZON WIRELESS, GTE WIREL,ESS 
OF THE MIDWEST INCORPORATED, AND 
KENTUCICY RSA NO. 1 PARTNERSHIP 
(VERIZON WIREL,ESS ") 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

The undersigned liereby certifies that a copy of VERIZON WIRELESS'S 
SUPPL,EMENTAL, RESPONSES TO PETITIONERS' INTERROGATORIES AND 
DOCUMENT REQUESTS was on this 10th day of October, 2006 served via electronic and 
United States mail, postage prepaid to the following: 

Jolui E. Seleiit 
DINSMORE & SHOHL,, L,LP 
1400 PNC Plaza 
500 West Jefferson Street 
Louisville, Kentucky 40202 

James Dean Liebinall 
LIEBMAN & L,TEBMAN 
403 West Maill Street 
P.O. Box 478 
Frailkfort, Kentucky 40602 

Willia~ii G. Francis 
FRANCIS, ICENDRICK AND FRANCIS 
First Coinmo~iwealth Balk Building 
3 1 1 North Arnold Avenue, Suite 504 
P.O. Box 268 
Prestonburg, Kentucky 4 1653-0268 

Thoinas Sains 
NTCH, INC. 
1600 Ute Avenue, Suite 10 
Grand Junction, Colorado 8 150 1 

Bliogiii M. Modi NTCH-WEST, INC. 
COMSCAPE COMMUNICATIONS, TNC. 1970 N. Higliland Avenue 
1926 10th Avenue, North Suite E 
Suite 305 Jaclcson, Teixiessee 38305 
West Palm Beach, Florida 3346 1 

"---\ 



COMMONWEA1,TH OF KENTUCKY 
BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

In the Matter of: 
FILED 

Petitioiz of Ballard Rural Teleplzone Cooperative ) 
OCT I I ?or, 

Corporatioiz, Inc. for Arbitration of Certain Tenns )  PUB^^^ S E R V I ~ ~ -  
and Conditions of Proposed Interconlzectioiz ) Case No. 2006-6@Ih?@1~~i(,. 
Agreement Witli American Cellular fllda ACC 
ICentuclcy License L,LC, Pursuant to tlze 

1 
) 

Colnlnullications Act of 1934, as Amended by the ) 
Telecoinizzunications Act of 1996 ) 

Petition of Duo County Teleplzone Cooperative 
Col-poratio~i, Inc. for Arbitratiolz of Certain Ternls 
and Conditio~zs of Proposed Intercolmectioiz 
Agreement With Cellco Partnership d/b/a Verizon 
Wireless, GTE Wireless of the Midwest 
Incorporated d/b/a Verizoiz Wireless, and 
ICentucky RSA No. 1 Partnership d/b/a Verizoiz 
Wireless, Purs~~ant to tlie Communications Act of 
1934, as Anended by the Telecoinlnullicatiol~s Act 
of 1996 

Petition of Logail Telephone Cooperative Inc. for 
Arbitration of Certain Tenlzs and Colzditioizs of 
Proposed Intercoimectio~~ Agreeinerit Wit11 
Aiierican Cellular fllda ACC Kentucky License 
L,LC, Pursuant to the Co~nnriunicatiolls Act of 
1934, as Amended by the Teleconiinu~~icatio~~s Act 
of 1996 
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1 
Petition of West Kentucky Rural Teleplzone ) Case No. 2006-00220 
Cooperative Corporation, hzc. for Arbitratioii of ) 
Certain Terms and Conditions of Proposed 1 
Intercoimection Agreeinelzt with American 1 
Cellular f/k/a ACC Kelitucky License L,LC, ) 
Pursuailt to tlze Colnlliunicatioizs Act of 1934, as ) 
Amended by the Teleco~z~~izulzicatiolis Act of 1996 ) 



Petitioii of Nortli Ceiitral Telephone Cooperative 
Coi-poratioii, For Arbitration of Certain Tei~ns and 
Co~iditio~is of Proposed Iliterconnection 
Agreenient with American Cellular Coi-poratioii 
fllda ACC Kentucky L,iceiise LLC, Pursuant To the 
Coininuriications Act of 1934, As Amended by the 
Telecoi~imuiiications Act of 1996 

Petition of Soutli Ceiitral Rural Teleplioiie 
Cooperative Corporation, hc. ,  For Arbitration of 
Cel-tain Teniis aiid Coiiditioiis of Proposed 
Intercoiuiection Agreeinelit Witli Cellco 
Pa~-tiiersliip d/b/a Veiizo~i Wireless, GTE Wireless 
of tlie Midwest Incoi-porated d/b/a Verizoii 
Wireless, and Kentucky RSA No. 1 Partnership 
d/b/a Verizoii Wireless, Pursuaiit To tlie 
Coi~irnunications Act of 1934, As Anended by the 
Telecoininuiiications Act of 1996 

Petition of Footl-iills Rural Telepllone Cooperative 
Corporation, Inc., For Arbitration of Certaiii Te~lns 
and Coliditioiis of Proposed liiterco~mectioii 
Agreement Witli Cellco Pa~-tnersliip d/b/a Verizoii 
Wireless, GTE Wireless of the Midwest 
Incorporated d/b/a Verizori Wireless, and 
Kentucky RSA No. 1 Partnership d/b/a Verizoii 
Wireless, Pursuaiit To tlie Coiiiiiiuliications Act of 
1934, As Anended by the Telecornrnullicatiolis 
Act of 1996 

Petitioii of Brandenburg Telephone Corripany For 
Arbitration of Certaiii Tenns aiid Coiiditions of 
Proposed Intercoiuiectioli Agreeinelit Witli Cellco 
Partilership d/b/a Verizon Wireless, GTE Wireless 
of tlie Midwest Incoi-porated d/b/a Verizoii 
Wireless, arid ICe~ituclcy RSA No. 1 Partnership 
d/b/a Verizoii Wireless, Pursuant To the 
Comnunicatioiis Act of 1934, As Amelided by the 
Teleco~ninuriicatioiis Act of 1996 
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Petitioii of Gearheart Commuiiicatiol~s h c .  d/b/a 
Coalfields Telephone Coinpainy, For Arbitration of 
Certain Tenns and Conditioiis of Proposed 
Intercomzectioiz Agreement Witlz Cellco 
Partizership d/b/a Verizoiz Wireless, GTE Wireless 
of the Midwest Incorporated d/b/a Verizon 
Wireless, and Kentucky RSA No. 1 Partnerslzip 
d/b/a Verizon Wireless, Pursuant To the 
Coiz~in~~nications Act of 1934, As Aineizded by the 
Telecorninunications Act of 1996 

Petition of Mountain Rural Telephone Cooperative 
Corporation, Inc., For Arbitration of Certain Teims 
and Conditions of Proposed Iiztercoiu.~ection 
Agreement With Cellco Partnership d/b/a Verizoiz 
Wireless, GTE Wireless of the Midwest 
Iilcorporated d/b/a Verizoil Wireless, and 
Kentucky RSA No. 1 Partnership d/b/a Verizon 
Wireless, Pursuant To the Conzmunications Act of 
1934, As Az~ended by tlze Telecoinrnunicatiol~s 
Act of 1996 

Petition of Peoples Rural Telephone Cooperative 
Corporation, Inc., For Arbitration of Certain Ternis 
and Conditions of Proposed Iiztercomection 
Agreement Witlz Cellco Partnerslzip d/b/a Verizoiz 
Wireless, GTE Wireless of tlze Midwest 
Incorporated d/b/a Verizoiz Wireless, and 
Kentucky RSA No. 1 Partnersl~ip d/b/a Verizon 
Wireless, Pursuant To tlze Coinm~~nications Act of 
1934, As Aniended by the Telecon~mulzicatiolzs 
Act of 1996 

Petition of Tlzaclter-Grigsby Telephoiie Compaizy, 
Inc., For Arbitration of Certain Tenns and 
Conditioiis of Proposed Iiitercomiection 
Agreeineizt Witlz Cellco Partnersliip d/b/a Verizon 
Wireless, GTE Wireless of the Midwest 
Incorporated dkla  Verizon Wireless, and 
I<entucky RSA No. 1 Partnership d/b/a Verizon 
Wireless, Pursuailt To tlie Coiriinunicatioi~s Act of 
1934, As Ainended by the Telecolrilnulzicatiolis 
Act of 1996 
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T-MOBILJE'S SUPPLEMENTALJ RESPONSES TO PETITIONERS' 
INTERROGATORIES AND DOCUMENT REQUESTS 

Collie now T-Mobile USA, h c .  Powertel/Mempl~is, hlc. and T-Mobile Central LL,C ("T- 

Mobile") and provides tl.iese s~lpplei~iental responses to the Interrogatories and Docurneilts 

Requests filed by Petitioners: 

I. GENERAL OBJECTIONS 

1. T-Mobile objects to these liitel~ogatories and Docuine~it Requests to tlle extent 
tliat they seelt illfol-matio~l tliat is iiot relevant to any issue in this proceeding, nor reasonably 
calculated to lead to the discovery of adilzissible evidence. 

2. T-Mobile objects to each Interrogatory or Document Request that seelts 
infomlatio~~ or docurnelits (1) subject to t l~e  attorney-client privilege, or (2) subject to the 
attollley work-product privilege. 

3. T-Mobile objects to these htei~ogatories and Docuinelit Requests to the extent 
tliat they seeit to impose obligatiolls on T-Mobile tliat exceed tlie requirements of the Kentucky 
Rules of Civil Procedure or other applicable I<entucky law. 

4. T-Mobile objects to each and every one of these Ii~telrogatories and Doculneilt 
Requests to tlze extent that they seelt to liave T-Mobile create documents or infolmatiol~ iiot ill 
existence at the time of tlie discovery request. 

Witliout waiving any of the above objections and subject to the fu~-tller discovery request 
specific objectioizs asserted herein, T-Mobile responds as follows: 

11. RESPONSES TO INTERROGATORIES 

1. Identify each person who pal-ticipated in the consideratiori and preparation of your 
answers to tlzese Discovery Requests and identify to wl~icll pal-ticular Discovery Request each 
persoil was iilvolved in answering. 

SUPPLEMENTAL, ANSWER: 

T-Mobile objects to providing the llonie pl~one ~imlibers of identified individuals. 
Subject to tlzat objection, T-Mobile provides the followirig supplenlental infolmation: 

David R. Coml 
National Director of State Regulatory and Policy 
12920 S.E. 38t" St. 
Bellevue, WA 98006 
425-378-61 5 1 



2. Identify all persolis you intend to call as witiiesses at the October 16-18, 2006 
evidentiary hearing in the above styled rriatter (the "Evide~itiary Hearing"). 

SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWER: 

Testiinoliy of David R. Co~m and Don Wood lias been prefiled in accordaiice witli the 
Com~~iission's schedulilig order. 

3. For each person identified in respolise to Interrogatory N0.2 above, state the facts 
luiowli arid substarice of hisllier expected testimoiiy at the Eviderltiary Hearing. 

SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWER: 

See prefiled testimony of David R. Conn and Do11 Wood. 

4. Identify all docuineiits tliat each persoii identified in response to Interrogatory 
No.2 above, iiitelids to use, reference, or rely upon during hislher testimony at tlie Evide~itiary 
Hearing. 

SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWER: 

The docunlents each witiiess will use, reference, or rely on are identified iii tlie preiiled 
testimony. With regard to tEie testimony of David Conn, see also Exhibit A hereto. 

5. Identify each persoii you will or inay call as an expert or to offer any expert 
testiiiioiiy at the Evidentiary Hearing in this matter. 

SUPPLEMENTAL, ANSWER: 

Doll Wood lias filed testimoily as ail expert. 

6. For each persoii identified in resporise to Interrogatory No.5 above, state all facts 
luiowii and opiliions held by that person with respect to this proceeding, identifying all written 
reports of the expert coiitainiiig or refei-ring to those facts or opiiiions. 

SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWER: 

T-Mobile objects to this request as overbroad. The facts on wliich Mr. Wood relies, and 
tlie opiliioiis he will express in prefiled testi~noiiy are colitairied ill his Direct and Rebuttal 
testimony. 

111. REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS 

1. Produce all doculneiits identified in, referenced, referred to, reviewed, consulted, 
or relied upon iii aiiy way in respoiidiiig to aiiy of tlie Iriterrogatories or Requests for Adrnissioli 
propo~uided herein. 



S'IJPPLJEMENTAL RESPONSE: 

T-Mobile objects to this request as overbroad, busdensome, and to the extent it seelts 
infoimation protected by tlze attorney client or work product privileges. Subject to those 
objections and witlzout waiver thereof, T-Mobile will make available for inspection at its offices 
tlle business records from which T-Mobile detenniried tlze minute-of-use information on Exhibit 
1 hereto. See also Exhibit A hereto 

3. Produce all docuinellts tliat support the opinion of any expert wlzo has been 
identified, and attach all docunzents such expert relied upon in fonning lzislher opinions aizd all 
docurrients that the expert reviewed, whether or not tlze docurilents were relied upon in foi-nliizg 
hisllzer opiriions. 

SUPPLEMENTAL, RESPONSE: 

T-Mobile objects to this request as overbroad aizd beyond what is allowed by tlze nlles of 
discovery. Subject to that objection and without waiver thereof, docunzeizts on which Mr. Wood 
relies are discussed in his testimony. 

5. Produce all docurneizts relied upon by each expert witness you expect to testify on 
your behalf at the Evideiztiary Hearing. 

SUPPLJEMENTAL RESPONSE: 

See responses to Interrogatory No. 4 and Request 5 above. 

6. Produce all documents that refer to, relate to, or evidence any eval~~ation, 
analyses, studies, or reports inade by, tests perfonried by, or coizclusions reached by ally expert 
witness you expect to testify on your behalf at the Evideiztiary Hearing. 

RESPONSE: 

T-Mobile objects to this request as overbroad and burdensome. Subject to that objection, 
Mr. Wood relies on doc~~izzents attached to or identified iri l ~ i s  Direct aizd Rebuttal Testimony. 

Dated: October 10, 2006 

By: 

BRIGGS AND MORGAN, P.A. \ 
2200 IDS Center 
Miillleapolis, Miruzesota 55402 
(6 12) 977-8400 
(612) 977-8650 (fax) 
pschenkeiiberg@briggs.com 

and 



Kendriclc R. Riggs 
Douglas F. Brent 
STOL,L ICEENON OGDEN PL,L,C 
2000 PNC Plaza 
500 West Jefferson Street 
L,ouisville, ICelituclcy 40202 
(502) 333-6000 
(502) 627-8722 (fax) 
lceiidriclc.riggs@slcofinii.coi~i 

ATTORNEYS FOR T-MOBILE TJSA, INC., 
POWERTELIMEMPKTS, INC. AND T-MOBILZE 
CENTRAL LLC ("T-MOBIL,EV) 



---- - . . . " - - - I _ C - _ " I ~ -  -.----.--_I --- --,-----------.,..-.-- 

From: Kruizinga, Louis 
Sent: Tuesday, September 26,2006 11:19 AM 
To: Gothard, Chris; Kumar, Manoj (Austin); Mathew, Elsamma 
Cc: Chung, Vu; Boyd, Richard; Green, John (Louisville); Tedesco, Greg 
Subjet& RE: Kentucky - Info For Testimony 

OK, I was able to find a business in Kevil, KY. to help us out. The customer's number was 270-462-2146 and he did have to dial 
1-270-243-0000, (our Paducah test SIM) , to reach me . He could not do it any other way. 

EXHIBIT A 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

The undersigned hereby certifies tlnat a copy of T-MOBILE'S STJPPLEMENTAL 
RESPONSES TO PETITIONERS' INTERROGATORIES AND DOCUMENT 
REQUESTS was on this 10th day of October, 2006 seived via electroiiic and United States iinail, 
postage prepaid to the following: 

John E. Selent 
DINSMORE & SHOHL,, L,L,P 
1400 PNC Plaza 
500 West Jefferson Street 
Louisville, K.entucky 40202 

Ja~nies Deain L,iebrnan 
L,IEBMAN & LJEBMAN 
403 West Maill Street 
P.O. Box 478 
Fra~dcfort, ICentuclcy 40602 

Williann G. Francis 
FFUNCIS, IU3NDRICIC AND FRANCIS 
First Commoinwealtln Bade B~~ilding 
3 1 1 North Aniold Aveinue, Suite 504 
P.O. Box 268 
Prestonburg, Kentucky 4 1653-0268 

Thoinas Sains 
NTCH, INC. 
1600 Ute Avenue, Suite 10 
Grand Juinctioin, Colorado 8 1501 

Bhogi~n M. Modi NTCH-WEST, INC. 
COMSCAPE COMMTJNICATIONS, INC. 1970 N. Higlnland Avenue 
1 926 10tli Avenue, Noi-tln Suite E 
Suite 305 Jaclcsoin, Teivnessee 3 8305 
West Palnn Beacln, Florida 3346 1 


