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Bf:FOHE THE FLOHIDA PUBLIC SEHVICE <.:0:-:::!SSlO:: 

In rc: Joint petition for 
tempontt·y waiver of a!terni.ltivc 
toll pl <Hl requ i rcmcnt~ in Putn,•m 
cancJ Bnacltord Counties by ALLTEL 

Fl..OHl D/\, ItlC. c1nd CENTRAL 
'l'ELEPHOUE COMPANY Of' FLORIDA . 

DOCKET lW . 920801-TL 
ORDEH HO. PSC-9:?-lllc,_F0!-'-'!1. 
ISSUED: 10/05/~~ 

The tollowing Commissioners pClrticip:lt:cd in the di~;po:.;it:ion v ! 

Uu r: nla t:tcr: 

TII0!11\S M. I3 EARD, Cha i rm<l n 
J. TEHHY DEA50ll 

BETTY £MiLEY 
LUIS J . LAUHEDO 

NOTICt: Of PROPOSED ~~~CY -.llfTIOil 
ORDER REOUI H..lJ~HEf\till:~rO FILE 1 i.!FOHl-lATJ o:: 

REGAHQJ NG lMPJ.El1I~ilTI(l'IO!l _Q£_$ . ~? Pl<J\t~ 

BY 1'111: COMMISSIQt;: 

r:O'riCE IS HEREBY GIVEU by the Floridcl Publ i<..: Service 

Commission that the action dl::>cus:.;ed her·ein is prelirnin.tt'i' u: 

ll(lturo und will become tinal unles!> a person who:.;c intcre!;ts are 

acJvfH"r:cly nttected f iles a petition tor cJ tornal pr·oce.-:-dinq , 

purstHtnt to Rulu 25-~2 . 029 , Floridn Adrninistr.ttl'.'t..:! Coth~ . 

By Order· No. PSC-92-0282-FOF-TL, issued 11.ty 4, 1992, in Dod:et. 

r:o. 910022-Tr., we proposed requiring ALLTEL Florida, Inc . (t\LLTEL), 

Central 'l'clcphonc Company of Florid s (Ccntcl), and Sout:llcrn Hell 

Telephone nnd Telegr<lph Company (Southern Bell) to implement nn 

nltcrnativc toll relief plan known as the $ . ?.5 plc:1n on eleven 

rou~c::; bct:ween Dradford County, Union County , and the Gainc~v1lle 

e>.:dH\OCJC . !Jo protcot was filed to our propos,\!, Lo Order· r:o . PSC-

92-0:'82-FOF-TI. became finn! on Mc.1y 26, 1992 . Stnce several of th(· 

nt fcctcd routes were interl.J\TA 'loc.11 access tr,,nsport: <~reo~), ·.·:r: 

du·ccted Southern Bell to immediately becJin sec}:incJ" o,:o~lV0t' ol the 

1-loditied F i nal Judgment (HIJ} to allow it to carrv tr.ltl.i C" on t:t:e 

i ntcrl..ATA r·outeo it serves. ALL TEL 1nd Ccnt:c 1 ll.tvt s 1 nCL' l 1 l·'d 

tnriffs reflecting n September 12, lt)92 , implencntittion dc1te on the 

x·outeG th<'lt. can be implemented . Order rio . PSC-92-0:?132 - roF-TL 

requires that all o! the routes be implementer! by l~over:JhL' l' :'6 , 

1(}92 . 

• 'l r " - ,.. 

1;:- o , "C' c· ._;).;_ L· I-.; 

t ,, '..: 
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By Order Uo. 2577")., issued FcbrtJd ry 24, 1992, 1n Dod:cts I! 'S . 

9105:!8-TL and 880069-TI , we proposed rcqu ir inq '\LLTEL and South c.> rn 
Bell to impl emcnt the $ . 25 plan on ten routes in Putnnm County. l1o 
proteGt was filed to our propoGal, so Order Uo. 25772 bc~arne tinal 

on M.,r-ch 17, 1992. Southern Bell was again directed to sef•i-: " 

wn i vur· ot the MFJ to a 11 ow it to carry trat ti c on the i ntcri.,\'I A 

routcn that it nerves . All ot the route:; wen.! to be implcm,.ntC'<l IJ•_: 

~P.ptcrnucr 17, 1992 . 

On Augunt 10, 1992, ALLTEL and Ccntcl filed a Jo;nt Pctitl-;:; 
tor temporary w<tivcr of the above Order!; (Petition). 'I'hl · Pet1t1on 
d•:! ln npcci t.t cnlly with tnc following exchi.lnge:~ : bct-..cen h'<lldo dfW 

Lawtey; Wnldo and Star~:e; Interlachen and Melro~c; ond Intcrl.tdwn 
and OrllrH)C Springs . Tnesc are all intcrL.ATA r·outer; not involvir.J 

Southern Bell. However, because the routes arc intcri~TA, 

lllcilitics arc a problem for ALLTEL and Ccntcl. Thc> Petition 1lso 

rcqucGt!i that Centel ' n tari11 tiling of July 10 , 19S':!, be hr>ld in 
{lbC)'MlCf> pending the outcome ot the Pr>tition. f!o·~L>vcr·, o1 t\IH!I:~~::: 

17, 1<•92, a moditication to the Petition was 1 i lL>d n•qut ~ •,q :..!~;~~ 

th0 ti.lritt not be held in abeyance. 

QISCUSSJ..Ql: 

Tlc Joint Petition requests 
lMplemcntation ddtc 1or the $.25 
cxchnnqes in Docket No. 910022-TL : 

<1 temporary 
plan between 

Waldo (ALLTEL) and Lawtey (Cent~l) 

Waldo (ALLTEL) and S t .u·Y.e (Ccnt..!l) 

delay ot the 
th~ tollo· . .:ir1tJ 

Order Ho. PSC-91.-0282-FOI-'-TL d i rcctcd ALLTEL, Centl" 1, <tfl'l 

Souther·n Bell to implement the $ . 25 plan on cl t:ot.t1 ol ''1"'-'0;~ 

roul:cG. Five o1 these routes are scheduled for imple:nentatior, or~ 

Scptc:H'!lh11r 1?., 1992; tour of the routes involve Southcr·n Bell :tnci 

nrc ownitinq the MFJ wa1ver; the remaining l:wo routes, which .1rc 
alno intcrLATA bul: do not involve Southern Bell, arc the pdt'lt.ll 
subject ot l:hc Pcti~ion . 

ALL'fEL and Centel state in the Petition that they do not lluvc 
tacil1tics of their own to carry the intcrLATA tr<1ff1c on the: c two 
routen. 1hc companies contend that: they were planning to lca5c 

t.acilitics 1rom Southern Bell, but on .July 21., l'J9.~. !;out:h~.~rn Bell 
intorrned them t.ha~ it would not be dble to lc<Jsc facilities ctct·o~;s 
l.A'I'A boundaricn . 

According to thl:! Petition, the compan1es h.tve ~cvcral 

alternatives. First, the companies may be able to lease fdcilitics 

tro:n C\n intcrcxchange carrier (IXC). Second, they could build 
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their own f<,.::ilities. Finally, if neither of the first two 
alternatives arc economically feasible, the compan~cs could ask us 
to reconsider our dec is ion to requJ.re the S. 25 plan over the!;e 
routes. 

The Petition requests additional time to allow the companies 
to gnthcr information, prepare engineering estimates , and held 
discuss ions with carrier s . Once the companies have the in f ormu t ion 
needed to make an informed decision , they w11l pr~,;sent the1r 
proposal . The companies estimate it will take sixty days to gJthcr 
the necessary information and make a proposal. 

The Joint Petition also reques t s a temporary delay o! the 
implementation date for the $.25 plan between the tollowing 
exchanges in Dockets Hos. 9 10528- TL and 880069-TL : 

Interlachen (ALLTEL) ~nd Melrose (ALLTEL) 
Interlach e n (ALLTEL) and Orange Springs (l\LLTEL) 

Order No. 25772 directed ALLTEL <.tnd Southern Bell to implement 
the $ . 25 plan o n a tota l of ten routcP. One ot the~e routes is 
scheduled for implementation on September 12, 1992; seven ot the 
routes involve Southern Bell and arc awaiting the MIJ waiver; the 
remaining two routes, which are also i nte rLATA but do not involve 
southern Bell, arn the remaining subject of the Petition. 

ALLTEL states in the Petition that the same cond1tions apply 
to these routes as discussed for the other ro tes . The Company 
contends that it docs not have facili~ies of its own to Cdrry ~he 
i nterLATA traf fie and "Was planning to lease faci 1 i tics from 
Southern Bell . Again, ALLTEL is requesting sixty days to allow 1t 
tim~ to gather information, prepare engineering est imates, and hold 
discussions with carriers . ALLTEL would then file its propc sal . 

In both instances, we are concerned about the de lay in 
implementing these routes. The Orders were issued as Proposed 
Agency Action and then allowed the companies six months to resolve 
any 1ssues regarding implementation . Had the companies timely 
examined huw these routes could be implemented, they would have 
realized at the outset that Southern Bell could not carry the 
traftic . However, after listening to the expla~ations provided at 
our agenda conference, we understand how this situation developed. 
The conpanies have assured us that a ny such future issues will be 
brought to our attention i n a more timely fashion . 

Upon consideration, we find it appropriate to deny each oi the 
requests for a sixty day extension of time. Instead, for the 
routes between the Waldo exchange and the Lawtey and StarJ.:e 
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exchanges, ALLTEL and Centel shall either implement these routes as 
ordered, or by October 15, 1992, provide us with detailed 

informiltion regarding how and when these routes can be implemented. 
As to those routes between the Interlachen exchange and the rclrose 

ztnd Orange Springs exchanges, ALLTEL shall , by October 15, 1992, 

t>rovide us with detailed information regarding how and when these 
routes con ba implemented. 

Ba5ed on the foregoing, it is 

ORDERED by the Florida Public Service Commission t':"lt the 
Joint Petition filed on August 10, 1992, by ALLTEL Florida, Inc . 

and central Telephone Company of Flor1da is hereby denied lor the 

reasons set torth herein. It is further 

OHOERED that ALLTEL Florida, Inc. and Central Telephone 

Company of Florida shall implement the requ1red cdlling p1an 
between the Waldo exchange and the Lnwtey and StarJ.:e exchar.ges as 

directed herein or, by October 15, 1992, file the inforr.~ation 

discussed in the body of this Order . It is further 

ORDERED that ALLTEL Florida, Inc. shall, by October 15, 19~2, 

tile the intormation discussed herein pertaining to the rcquirLd 
calling plan between the Interlachen exchange and the Melrose and 

orange Springs exchanges. It is further 

ORDERED that if no proper protest is filed within the time 

trarne set torth below, our proposed action sh ,ll become final on 

the first working day following the date spec1fied ~clew . It is 
further 

OHDERED that this docket shall remain open . 

By ORDER ot the Florida Public Service Commission this 'Jth dny 

ot OctOQQ(, ~92. 

(SEAL) 

ABC 

STEVE fRIBBLE, Director 
Division of Records and Reporting 

by:_)~~-~
Chief, ~~f ~ds 
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l~OIICE OF FURTHER J?ROCEEDINGLQ.B__J_11D.l<;JAJ.. _IlliVIF;\-1 

The Florida Public Service Commi~sion is required by Section 
120 . 59(4), Florida Statutes, to notify parties of ~ny 

administrative hearing or judicial revi ew of Commission orders that 
is available under Sections 120.57 or 120.68, Florida Statutes, as 
~o.·ell as the procadures and time lici ts that apply. This notice 
should not be construed to nean all requests tor an adr inistrativc 
hearing or judicial review will be granted or result in the relief 
sought . 

The ~ction proposed herein is preliminary in nature and ~ill 
not become e1tective or final, except as provided by Rule 
25-22.029, Florida Administrative Code. Any person whose 
substantial interests arc affected by the action proposed by this 
order rnay file a petition for ~ formal proceeding, as provided by 
Rule 25- 2 . 029(4) , Florida Administrative Code, in the forn 
provided by Rule 25-22.036(7) (a) and (f), Florida Administrative 
Code. This petition must be receivcu by the Director , Division of 
Records and Reporting at his office at 101 East Gaines Street, 
Tallaharscc, Florida 32399-0870, by the close ot business on 
Octohcr ?6 . 1922. 

In the absence of such a petition, this order shall become 
effective on the day subsequent to the above date as provided by 
Rule 25-22.029(6), Florida Admin1strative Code . 

Any objection or protest filed in this dockel before the 
issuance date of thi"> order is considered abandoned unless it 
satisfies the foregoing conditions and is renewed within the 
specified protest period. 

If this order becomes final and effective on the ddt~ 

described above, any party adversely affected may request judicial 
review by the Florida :.upremc Court in the case of an electric, gas 
or telephone utility or by the First District Court of Appeal in 
the case of a water or wastewater utility by filing a notice of 
~ppeal with tho Director, Division of Records and Reportiny and 
tiling a copy of the notiLe of appeal and the filing fcc with the 
appropriate court. This filing nust b · completed within thirty 
(30) days of the effective date of this order, pursuant to Rule 
9.110, Florida Rules of Appellat~ Procedure . The notice of appeal 
must be in the form specified in Rule 9.900(a), Florida Rules of 
Appellate Procedure. 
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