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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBL IC SERV ICE COMMISS ION 

In re: PROPOSED TARIFF F'li.ING AY AT&T 
COMHUN I CAT!ONS OF THE SOUTHERN STATES, 
INC. TO TEMPORARILY WAIVE NONRECURRING 
CHARGES FOR TELPAK CUSTOMERS 
RECONF!GUR!NG THEIR SERVICES TO ACCUNET 
Tl.5 SERVICE (T- 89-295 , F I LED 6/ 1/89) 

DOCKET NO . 890795-TI 

ORDER NO . 2 1497 
I SSUED: 7-5-89 

The f o llowing Commissioners par t i cipated 
dispositi o n o f th is matte t : 

MICHAEL McK. WILSON, Chairman 
TH01-1AS 11. BEARD 
J OHN T . HERNDON 

ORDER APPROV I NG TAR l l::.t:.....E.!.L.I ~ 

BY THE COMl'll SS 1 ON: 

in the 

Accunet Tl.5 Se r vi c e is a digital. h ig h-capa c i t y, 
inlerLATA, pri vate line service . Wi th t hi s serv i ce , customers 
ma y combine up to 24 voice grade equiva l ent channel~ into a 
si ngle circuit . I t wa s first o ffered by AT&T CommunicaUon s of 
the Southern States , 1 nc . (ATT- C) in No vcmbt. r 1984 . Since 
then, ATT-C h as made a number of c hanges t o the st ructure and 
rates i n an ef for t to make lhe servi ce more " competi tive." 
Accunet wa s touted to be o ne or t he cost effect ive alternatives 
which would be available t o TELPAK c u stomers when t he 
Commission approved t he phased-out withd r awa l of T ELPAK in 1987. 

The first majo r c h ange was in May 1986 when ATT-C 
eliminated mileage b a nds , r edu ced r a tes and added a t hree-yea r 
ra te s tab i l ity plan . The ne x t maj o r c h ange was in 11ay 1988 
when the fixed monthly charge wa s increased, mileage r a t es were 
decreased a nd a (ive- year rate stabi lity opt i o n was added. I n 
September 1988 AT&T l owered i ts Cixed mon t h ly c harges and 
mileage rates and waived t he nonrecurr t ng c h a rges f o r a 
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t emporary time period. The most r ecen t c ha nge a ll owed t he 
Company to wai v e , between May 22 a nd June 30, 1989, t he 
no n recurdng , Pri mary Setvice Function (PSF ) a nd Service Order 
Charges ( SOC) a nd to discount the r espect i ve rec urr ing 
Interoffice Channel fixed, mi !cage Jnd PSF rates fo r Accunet 
Tl.5 . \-JL approved t ha t filing a t ou r May 16, 1989 agenda . 

By Order No . 17873-A, we establi s hed t he schedule for t he 

I 

phased elimi nat ion o f ATT -C"s Se ries 5000 T ELPAK Service. The 
TELPAK C and D . 60 and 240 circuits , respect ive ly, arc to be 
el i minated as of July 1, 1989 and TEI.PAK A a nd B , 12 a nd 24 I 
c ircui t s, respectively , are Lo be eliminated as o f January l, 
1990 . T he p roposed tari ff c hange unde r con s i de r ation here 
would allow .\TT-C t o waive t he Se rvice Order Charge ($98 .52) , 
t he Pri mary Service Function Ch arge ($295 . 57) and the M24 
Th roug h put Op t i o n ($49. 22 ). The waiver would be available fo : 
all TELPAK services being recon figured to Accunnet Tl.S 
Service. The proposed waiver i s limited t o orde r s that are 
made dur i ng the period o f July 1, 1989 through January 1. 
1990. 

Upon considerat i o n, we find it appro priate to appro v e 
ATT-C's pro po sed tariff to waive certain non recurcing c harges 
for those c u stomers changing from TELPAK to Accunel. I l i s not 
uncommon for IXCs t o offe r i ncent i vcs , such as wa ivers o f the 
nonrecurring charges , in a n effort Lo allo w existing c u stomers 
t o u pgrade e x ist ing service o r trans iti o n to n ew services 
without penalty. T he proposed r educt i o n appea ts to be a nothe r 
attempt to improve o r r eta i n ATT-C's 5harc of t he high-capacity 
1. 544 Mgbts . private l i ne market. I t a l so appea rs t o be 
consi stent wi th o u r p rior deci sion to a ll ow ATT-C more 
flexibility in posi ti oning itself in a compe titive market. We 
no t e t hat ATT-C estimates the proposed reduction s to produce a n 
annual net revenue l oss of $ 10,000 ; however , no cos t study wa s 
supplied which would substanttate t hi s est imate. 

Based o n the foreqoing , it is 

ORDERED t h at AT&T Conununtcations of t he Southern Slates, 
Inc.' s proposed c h anges Lo tts Ch anne l Se rvi ces T ar iff whi c h 
wa i ve t he nonrecurri ng, Pt imaty Service Function and Servi ce 
Or der Ch arges and M24 Throughput Opt i o n Charges for TELPAK 
customers reconfiguring thetr se tvi ces Lo Series 5000 TEL PAK 
Service during the peri od of Ju ly 1 , 1989 th r ough January L, 
1990, i :; approved . 

ORDER~D that this d ocket t s closed . 
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By ORDER o f t he 
this 5 th d ay o f 

(SEA!.) 

TH/JSR 

F l o r ida 
July 

Pub I i c Se rvi ce Corrun i ss i on, 
1989 
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NOT I CE OF FURTHER PROCEI~OI NGS OR JUDICIAl, RI:::V I EW 

The F l orid a Pub l ic Service Co~n i ssion i s requ ired by Section 120 . 59 (4), Flotida SLaluLes , Lo noLiCy par t i es o f any adm in ist r at ive hea ring or j ud icia l r evi ew of Commi ssion ord e r s Lha t i s avai l able under Sec tions 120 . 57 o r 1 20 . 68 , Fl o rida Statutes , as we ll as Lhc procedures and Li mo l imi ts t h at apply. T hi s no ti ce s houl d noL be cons trued t o me a n all r eques t s for an admi n is t ratrvc heari ng o r j ud i ci al r e vi ew will be gran t e d o r r esu lt in t he r e li ef sought . 
Any p a r t y adve r se ly afCccLcd by Lhe Commi ssion' s f inal action in th is matter ma y reques t: I ) r econs ide r a ti o n o f t he decis i o n by f iling a mot i o n for rec o n s idera t i o n with the Direc t o r, Di v i s i o n o f Reco r ds a nd Re por ting wi t hin fi fteen (15) day s o( the i ssuance of thrs order i n t he form p rescr i bed by Rule 25-22 . 060 , F l o ri da Admi n isLra ti ve Code ; or 2 ) jud i c i a l r ev iew by t he Fl o Lida Su p r eme Cou r t in t he case o f an e l ect ri c , gas or telephone utility o r lh~ first Dist ri ct Cou r o( Appea l in t he case oC a water o r sewer ut i l ity by filr ng ~notice o f appeal w ith t he Di r ecto r, Divr s i o n o f Reco rds a nd Repo r ti ng a nd filing a copy of the no tice o t appeal and the filinq fee •..1it h the approp r iate court. Thr s filing must be completed wit h i n Lh irty ( 3 0) day s a f L~ r Lhc t sSu il nce of t h i<; ord•t , pursu a n t t o Rule 9 .1 10 , F l oridd Rult>S o r Appe llate Procedure . T he not i ce of appea l must be in Lhe l ll l ttl spet.:ified i n Ru l e <J . 900 ( a ), Florida Rules of Appc ll ,, l,~ Pr orPdu r e . 
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