
i fll 

. ~ : ~ 
•) 

o · 

_, 
'II 

BEFORE 1HE FLORIDA PUBUC SERVlCE COMMISSION 

In re: E11ablisbmc:nt ofiottutate ) 
implementation requiremenb governing ) 
federally mandated dereauJation oflo<:aJ) 
exchange company payphoDCS ) 

In re: Petition by MCI Tdeoommuni- ) 
wions Corpontioo re Be!!~llh ) 
Telecocnmwlicati lnc:. ) 

In re: Petition by MCI Telecomm.loi· 
Clllonl Corpontioo re GTE Florida 
1nc:orpora1ed 

) 
) 
) 

Dockel No. 970281-n. 

Docket No. 9'101'72-TP 

Docket No. 970173· TP 

Oa~ed· July 17, 1997 

PREHEA.RING STATEMENT 
OF 

FLORAI.A rnr ECQMMlJNICATIONS 
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: •rr. ""' I ( l. f ;_, I 

Florala Tdecommunlc:atioo filet thia Prebearing Swement., punuant to Order No. PSC· 

97~72!-PCO.TP: 

(a) No witnenet wiD be caJled. 

(b) No cxhibiu will be filed. 

(c:) Tbe company' a basic: poaitlon iJ that it iJ UlllleCeiMIY for the company to reduce 

any raua or c:bariea u a retult of rerr.oval of deregulated payphone iavestJneru and 

wodated expense~ from lntrutate operation~ and t.ba.t no fac~uaiiSIUc regarding 

IUCh red•t<:~ioo bu b«<l property and lawfully raised in this doc:ket. Florala 

Telecommunicatio'a position iJ that no intral.A TA 111bsidy exist&. Florala 

TdocollllliUnlc:ationa'a paypbono ra1ca were ...,.,ir.bed In a rate of return, residual 
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Commiuioo were IIOl cost-bued when t.it&blilhed and were never esWllisbed to 

ensure recovery of cost on a ICI"'Iice.-by-tcrVice basis 

(d) Florala Tdecommunications considers that there are no questions of fact at issue 

regarding Florala Tdec:ommunic:atioos Iince the bearing is a result of a Petition on 

PM which wu the result of Petitions by MCI that did not mention and did not 

involve Florala Telec:ommunk:ali by uking for removal of deregulauxl 

paypbone investment and &SIOCialcd expenses from intrutatc: opcralionJ or by 

ukillg for reduction of any riles or charges made by Floral~ Telecommunications 

to MCl. 

(e) F1onla Tdecommunicariocu considers that the questions of law a1 iuuc: are u 

foiJoWJ: 

(I) IJ it propcif and lawful to expand the Petition on PM filed by MCI illlo • 

gc:oeric proceeding7 

(2} Should Florala Tdc:communicatlons be dismiucd from this proceeding? 

( l) Are the tarifti 6lcd by Florala T elecommunicatio reclauifyina pay 

telephone: investment preiUIIIptivdy valid? 

(f) Florala Tdecommunicationa bu no position on ".1 bich pollcy quc:stiona arc a1 iuuc 

(g) Florala TdCCOI1UDIIIicati bu 110( stipulated any issues 

{h) Florala Tclecommunicalio does not have any pendina motiocu, although other 

parties may have. 

(i) Florala T elecoiMUllcations ia IIOl aware of any requlremc:ot of Order No PSC-

97~721-PCQ-TP with vbidl i1 ClliiiOC comply, although the Florala 



Tel~ llhould not be a pany in thiJ doclcet. 

(j) Florala Tdocon• .. mic.tioaa's position with regard to cedi Wuc on the ~L.iJI of 

Issues" auadleclto Order No. PSC-97-072J-PCO-TP II u foUows. 

I . ISSUE: Wba1 ia the amount ofinuuwe payphone subsidy. If any. that noedl to be 

eliminated by eacllloc:&l c:JU:hange company pu11UIIll to Sea ion 2 76(B)( I )(b) of 

the Telocornlmnic:at Acl ofl996? 

POSmON: Nooe. 1'bere Is no intrutale paypbooe subsidy. 

2. ISSUE: If an illuulate paypbonc JUblidy ia identified in luu.: I, do the FCC. 

Payphono Recleuiflatioo Orden roqulre the Florida Public Servlu Commis.sioo 

to IP«ifY wbicb rate danelll(1) abould be reduced to dimlnate such subsidy? 

POSmON: No, but if the FCC's Ofden roquire PSC action. this docltec i1 not the 

proper ooo in wbicb to IICt with rcprd 10 florala T~ 

3 ISSUE: If an intrut&te paypbooe sublidy ia identified in IIIUe I, what ia the 

appropriate rate elemeot(a) to be reduced to eliminate such subsidy? 

POSmON: Wbalever the Florala TdecommunicationJ decca 

4. ISSUE: If nocawy. by what dale abould reYilcd intruute wilfJiha1 eliminate 

any ideot!Bed intruwe payphone subsidy be fi ed? 

POSmON: No positioll 

S. ISSUE· Ia April IS, 1997, the appropriate dfeaive dale fOf reviled inlrutate tariffs 

lha1 eliminate any ldemlfied lrurUUie payphono IIUbsldy? 

POSmON: Ya.. Florala TdecomtrAJnicati bu fi.lod the appropriale wiJf. 

which wu approved llld made dfective on April IS, 1997, 111d no pany hu 
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contested the t •• ;ilf or aDcacd that there ws-e any IUbsidics that nccdcd to be 

removed. 

6 ISSUE: Sbould lhae dockfb be doted? 

POSmON: Ycs, with reprd to Florala Telecommunications 

RapedJWiy IUbmittcd, 

~/..L -
Da-.:id 8 Elwin 
Youns. van Assendcrp & Varnadoe 
22S S. Adami St., Ste. 200 
Ta1lahul«, FL 3230 I 
(ISO) 222· 7206 

Anorncys for 
Flotala TeJocomrnunicati 
P. 0 . Boll 116 
F1orala, AL 36442 

c:eki'IPXQTI OP SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true copy of the foreqoinq 
Prehearinq Stat ... nt o f Florala Teleco-unication• ha• b41en 
furnished by O.S. Hail or by ban4 delivery this 17th day of July, 
1997 to the follovinq: 

WiUCox 
Florida Public Service CommiNion 
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd 
TaJJahassee, FL 32J~BSO 

Tracy :Hatch 
AT&T Communications of the 
Southern States, Inc. 

101 N. Monroe St., Suite 700 
Tallah.uaee, FL 3230 I 

Tony Gilmore 
OTB Florida lncorporalcd 
I 06 faa Co1Jeie Ave.., Ste I «0 
T~ FL3:2l01·1440 

NancyWbite 
Bd!Sooth TcMco«nnunic:ationl, I~ 
I SO S. Monroe St., Suite <400 
TaJJabu-. FL l2301· US6 

Anacla Gf'een Rlchatcl Melton 
Florida Public T elocolllliiUIIieallo Auoc. Hopplna Law Finn 
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125 S. Gld.lden St • 1200 
Talllh.woc, PL 31301-lm 

Charlet Rdrwinbl 
Sprint-Florida, Inc, 

P. 0 . Box 2214 
Tall&haslcc, FL 323 16-221 4 

tlh\prebwing.6or 

P 0 Box 6S26 
T allahauce, FL 3 23 14 

s 


	5-12 No. - 886
	5-12 No. - 887
	5-12 No. - 888
	5-12 No. - 889
	5-12 No. - 890



