
Dinsrnore 
A T T O  R N E Y  S 

John E. Selent 
502-540-23 15 

jolin.selent~dinslaw.com 

March 30, 2010 

VIA HAND DELIVERY 
Hon. Jeff R. Derouen, Executive Director 
Kentucky Public Service Commission 
21 1 Sower Blvd. 
P.O. Box 615 
Frankfort, KY 40602-06 15 

Re: In the Matter o$ Aiz Iizvestigatioiz into the Traffic Dispute Between 
Wiitdstreaiii Kentucky East, LLC, Brarzdeitburg Teleplzorze Company and 
MChet ro  Access Traizsiizissiorz Services, LLC &&/a Verizon Wireless, Case 
NO. 2008-00203 

Dear Mr. Deroueii: 

Enclosed for filing in the above-referenced case, please find one original and eleven (1 1) 
copies of Brandenburg Telephone Company's responses to MCImetro Access Transmission 
Services, L,L,C's supplemental requests for information to Brandenburg Telephone Company and 
requests for production of documents in the above-referenced case. 

Please file-stamp one copy and return to our delivery person. 

Tliank you, and if you have any questions, please call me. 

Very Truly Yours, 

JESIkwi 
Enclosures 
cc: All parties of record 

1400 PNC Plaza, 500 West Jefferson Street Louisville, KY 40202 
502 540 2300 502 585 2207 fax wwwdinslawcom 



In tlze Matter o$ 

AN INVESTIGATION INTO THE TRAFFIC ) 
DISPUTE BETWEEN WINDSTREAM ) Case No. 2008-00203 
KENTUCKU EAST, LLC, BRANDENBURG ) 
TELEPHONE COMPANY AND MCIMETRO ) 
ACCESS TRANSMISSION SERVICES, LAC ) 
D/B/A VERIZON ACCESS 

BRANDENBURG TELEPHONE COMPANY’S RESPONSES TO 
MCIMETRO’S SUPPLEMENTAL REQIJESTS FOR INFORMATION 

TO BRANDENBURG TELEPHONE COMPANY 
AND REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS 

Brandenburg Teleplione Company (“BrandeiibLirg”), by counsel, and pursuant to tlie July 1 1 , 

2008 procedural order entered by tlie Public Service Commission of tlie Conimoiiwealtli of 

IGmtucky (tlie “Cominission”) in this matter, hereby files its responses to MChiietro Access 

Transmission Services, LLC d/b/a Verizoii Access (“MCImetro”) Supplemental Requests for 

Infoiiiiation to Brandenburg Telephone Company. In response to those requests, Brandenburg 

states as follows. 

INTERROGATORIES 

18. Does Brandeliburg claim that MClinetro must iiideinnify it for aiiy amounts Brandeiiburg is 
ordered to pay Wiiidstream Iientucky East L,L,C ( ” Windstream”) in this proceeding? If so: 

a. If the indemnity claim is based on one or more tariff provisions, please identify each 
such provision, tlie basis for Brandeiiburg’s claim that it requires MClinetro to pay 
Brandenburg, tlie amount claimed, and how that amount was calculated. 

b. If the indemnity claim is based on one or more statutory provisions, please identify 
each such provision, the basis for Brandeiiburg’s claim that it requires MCliiietro to 
pay Brandenburg, the amount claimed, and how that ainount was calculated. 

c. If the indemnity claim is based on one or more FCC or Commission rules or 
regulations, please identify each such i-de or regulation, tlie basis for Brandeiiburg’s 



claim that it requires MChrietro to pay Brandeiiburg, the amount claimed, aiid liow 
tliat ainouiit was calculated. 

d. If tlie indeniiiity claim is based on one or inore FCC or Coniinissioii orders, please 
identify each such order, tlie basis for Brandenburg’s claim tliat it requires MCIvnetro 
to pay Brandenburg, tlie ainouiit claimed, and how that amount was calculated. 

e. If tlie indemiiity clairn is based on one or inore contractual provisions, please identify 
each such provision, tlie basis for Brandeiiburg’s claim tliat it requires MClinetro to 
pay Branderilmrg, tlie amount claimed, and liow that amount was calculated. 

f If the iiidemiiity claim is based on any otlier legal theory, please identify each such 
theory, tlie basis for Brandeiiburg’s claim tliat it requires MCIinetro to pay 
Brandeiiburg, tlie amount claimed, and liow tliat amount was calculated. 

Responsible Witness: None. See objection. 

RESPONSE: Braiideiiburg objects to this iiitei-rogatory on the grouiids it requires 
tlie productioii of attorney/work product and, in any evelit, co~iiisel~s tlieory of tlie 
matter may change as ftirtlier facts emerge. Moreover, Brandenburg has fLilly 
explained its legal position to date iii this matter hi its briefs. 

1 9. Does Brandeiiburg assert claiins against MChnetro in this proceeding otlier than for 
indemnification? If SO, please state each sucli claim. 

Responsible Witness: None. This is a legal questioii. 

RESPONSE: As set forth in Brandeiiburg’s Complaint in Kentucky Public Seivice Coiniiiission 
Case No. 2008-00239, in addition to indemnification, Brandenburg seeks tlie 
followiiig forms of injuiictive relief against MCInietro: 

“A. Order MCImetro to, at 110 cost to Brandenburg, establish dedicated trunlciiig 
facilities to an iiitercoiuiection point on Braiideiiburg’s network; 

B. Order MCIrnetro to inaiiitaiii those dedicated iiitercoiuiection facilities unless 
aiid until the volume of traffic exchanged between Brandenburg aiid 
MChnetro falls below a DS-1 level of traffic; [aiid] 

C. Order that MChiietro dial1 not collect reciprocal compensation with respect 
to any traffic originated by Brandenburg’s end-user customers and destined 
for MChiietro’s ISP custorner(s)[.]” 

20. With respect to each claiin stated in response to Interrogatory No. 2 [sic]: 
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a. If the claim is based on one or more tariff provisions, please identify each such 
provision, tlie basis for Brandeliburg's claiiii that it requires MCImetro to pay 
Brandenburg, the amount claimed, and liow that amount was calculated. 

b. If tlie claim is based on oiie or more statutory provisions, please identify each such 
provision, tlie basis for Braiideiiburg's claim that it requires MCIiiietro to pay 
Brandeiiburg, the amount claimed, and how that amount was calculated. 

C. If the claim is based on one or more FCC or Cominissioii rules or regulatioiis, please 
identify each such iule or regulation, tlie basis for Brandenburg's claim that it 
reqnires MCImetro to pay Braiideiiburg, tlie amouiit claimed, and liow that amount 
was calculated. 

d. If tlie claim is based on oiie or FCC or more Coiiiiiiissioii orders, please identify each 
such order, tlie basis for Braiideiiburg's claim that it requires MCImetro to pay 
Braiideiiburg, tlie amount claimed, aiid liow that amount was calculated. 

e. If the claim is based on one or more contractual provisions, please identify each sucli 
provision, the basis for Brandenburg's claim that it requires MCIrnetro to pay 
Brandeliburg, tlie amount claimed, and liow that amouiit was calculated. 

f. If tlie claim is based oii any other legal theory, please identify each such theory, the 
basis for Brandenburg's claim that it requires MChiietro to pay Braiideiiburg, tlie 
amount claimed, and liow that amount was calculated. 

Responsible Witness: None. This is a legal question. 

RESPONSE: This interrogatory (which presumably iiiteiids to refer to Interrogatory No. 19, not 
Interrogatory No. 2) seeks tlie basis of claiiiis for damages, tlie amount of damages 
alleged, and the methods for calculating damages. It is consequently inapplicable to 
tlie claim for injunctive relief detailed in Brandeliburg's response to hitei-rogatory 
No. 19. Nevei-tlieless, in response, tlie bases for Brandenburg's claims for ii?juiictive 
relief have been set foi-tli in its prior filings, including pages 9 tlirough 18 of its Post- 
Hearing Brief filed on September 12, 2008. 

2 1. Please identify any bills Braidenburg has sent MChiietro relating to tlie traffic at issue in 
this proceeding. 

Responsible Witness: Allison T. Willougliby 

RESPONSE: Braiideiiburg has not sent MChnetro any bills relating to tlie traffic at issue in this 
proceeding. 
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DOCUMENT REQUESTS 

1. Please produce all docuineiits supporting or otlieiwise relating to Braiideiiburg's respoiise to 
Iiiteirogatory No. 18. 

Responsible Witness: Allison T. Willougliby 

JXESPONSE: All such documents were produced prior to this request being made. 

2. Please produce all docuineiits supporting or otheiwise relating to Brandeiiburg's response to 
Interrogatory No. 20. 

Responsible Witness: Allisoii T. Willougliby 

JXESPONSE: All such documents were produced prior to this request being made. 

3. Please produce all docurneiits supportiiig or otlieiwise relating to Braiideiiburg's respoiise to 
Iiiteirogatory No. 2 1. 

Responsible Witness: Allison T. Willougliby 

RESPONSE: Not applicable. 

Respectfully subiiiitted, - 

SHOHL, LLP 

Louisville, IC eiitucky 40202 

(502) 585-2207 (fax) 
(502) 540-2300 

Counsel to Bmnden burg Telepliorie Cornpnrzy 
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CERTIFICATION 

I liereby certify that I have supeivised the preparation of Brandeiiburg Telephone Coiiipany’s 
responses to tlie suppleineiital requests for iiifonnatioii aiid docuiiieiits of MCIiiietro aiid that the 
€actual responses coiitaiiied tliereiii (and for wliicli I am designated the responsible witness) are tiue 
aiid accurate to the best of iiiy knowledge, iiifoimation, aiid belief foi-ined after reasonable inquiry. 
(Legal couiisel is responsible for any legal objectioiis.) 

Allison T. Willougliby, 
Assistant General Manager of Braiideiiburg 
Telephoiie Company 

Date: 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify a true aiid accurate copy of the foregoing was served by first-class TJiiited 
States mail, sufficieiit postage prepaid, 011 the followiiig iiidividuals t l i i s s w y  of March, 20 10. 

Bruce F. Clark, Esq. 
Stites & Harbison, PLLC 
421 West Main Street 
P.O. Box 634 
Fraidtfoi-t, ICY 40602-0634 

Counsel IO Windstream 

C. Kent Hatfield, Esq. 
Douglas F. Brent, Esq. 
Stoll Keenon Ogdeii, PLLC 
2000 PNC Plaza 
500 West Jefferson Street 
Louisville, ICY 40202 

1 7527 16-3 
30256-100 
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