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BEfORE THE FLOR I DA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMI SS I ON 

I n 10 : R V Ic..·•~ o f lhc toqui rcmonts 
appropriate t o r alteu1ative operator 
services and public telepho nes 

DOCKET NO. 871394- TP 
ORDER NO. 21396 
I SSUED: 6-16-89 

Tho f o ll owing Conunissi onors partici pated 
dispositio n of this matter: 

MICHAEL Mc K. WILSON, Chairman 
THOMAS M. BEARO 

lli•:TTV I·:J\S t.EV 
GERALU L. GUNTER 
JOHN T. HERNDON 

OROF:R APPROV ING NOT I ('F OF COFlPOili\TF tiNIWilTJ\1< I NG 

BY THE COMMI SSION: 

in the 

On December 2 1 , 1988 . we issued Orde r No . 20 4 89 in t he 
above-refe renced docket, which set fo r t h t h e prov i s i on s and 
lllllliiiOI\It~lll:"' 1\ll tn .tlt Vt.l OpL't .ll .._> l :;;, IVi ' U (AOS ) p t o vid<JtS must 
comply with to provide int ras tate operator serv ices. Unde r the 
ter ms o f the Order the majority of i ts provision:; we r e to go 
into effect within thirty ( 30) days of t he Order 's i ssu ance 
date. Several parties f iled motion s for Reconsid e ra tion of the 
Order that we wi II address sepJratol y . Ou r dec i s i on in t ho 
tn S t<~~tt 0 1dut I s only t nlom.loll t o llllt.ll oss tho Notlco of 
Co rpo rate Undertak ing filed i n t hi s docket on April 25, 1989, 
by International Telecha rge , I nc. (rTI) . 

By Order No. 20469. we directed AOS provide rs to fi l o 
l•l tlffs t Of loc tinq AT&T Couumtnl c Ct tl ons , Inc . (AT'I' - C ) 
time-of-day rates. Our Order prohibited AOS- providers from 
c harging more than ATT-C would c harge for a comparab l e c all . 
In most instances, our decision r esulted in a rat~> reduction 
Cor AOS providers. Not surpris ingl y some of t he p . s sough t 
II ll liiY n( thl r. IHllll n n Il l IIIII n l tl cll , ·~ ld c • h " ' ' \J l :1ll lc>tl In tlltl tll 
No . .!10:> 1, is sued Apri l 1<1, 1') 8\1. IIOI..tvvoa, as p1o viclt:d by Ru l e 
25-22.06 1, Flo r ida Admi ni strative Cod e , we condilionod our stay 
upon tho posting of good and sufficient bond, or the posti ng of 
a co rporate undertaking . we noted t hat whatev er method a 
compon)• chos~ t40uld be s u bjcC' t t o ou t .1pp 10 1111l, pti o t Lo tho 

11 o c ll vu dt1tO o f tho no1..t ralos . 

We have r eviewed t he Not i ce of Corporate Undertak i ng filed 
by ITl in this docket and f ind it to be in compliance with the 
requirements of Orde r No. 2 105 1 and Rule 25-22.061. Florida 
Adminl s lr3live Code. \.Jhile 140 believe ITf' s ca l c ulations are 
somewhat limited , we find t hem sufficient to s uppor t lTI' s 
project i o n of those revenues subject t o t he corporate 
undertaking, which ITI estimates at $ 30, 000.00 per mon t h. It 
appears that I Tl i s fi nanc ially able to set such funds as ide 
and thus t ho publi c int~rosl wilt b adcquJtcly pro tected if we 
tl !)p i OVtJ ITt ' s I O<tliO:Sl t v <.: l l<11 1Jt' t llltJ}l dUO VtJ thO ct ppl icablO 
ATT-C time-o f-day rates plus o perator service c harges , s ubject 
to the Notice o f Corpo t ate Unde rtak i ng. 

Therefo r • based o n t he f o rcq o inq. i t is 

OOCUMEUT NIJI~BEr. -r.A TF. 
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OROFRED by ltll.' Flot :tll Publ i r ~etvi cc C•1tnm t -;:n o n lh.H tho:! 

Not tee o i' Co t po t .:~Le Und.:! t lak tng t i l ed lly 1 n tcr n at ion a 1 

Te l ech a r qe. Inc . o n Apri 1 25 . 19 89, i s he reby app r o v ed a s set 

for th i n t he body o ( th is Or d e r . I t i s f ur t he r 

ORO~REn hat thi s docket s h ~ ll t em~i n op~n. 

By ORDER o t the fl o rida Pub l ic Servtce Commi ss i o n, 
this _16th day of __ ,..u.~1u._______ 1989 

( S E A 1. ) 

ABG 

NOTIC~ O~FURTHER PROCEFIHNGS OR J UO I C' IAI. REVI EI-J 

7 hc Florida Publ ic Se r vice Co~n i s s ion is r equi red by 

Secti o n 120.59 (4). Flo rida Statu tes , to no ti f y par t ies of a ny 

admi n is t r at ive hea ring o r jud i c i a l r e vie w o ( Commi ss ion orders 
t hat i s avail abl e unde r Sec t io n ~; 17. 0 .57 0 1 17. 0 . 68, F l o r i da 
SL..1t u t us , ,1:; wu ll a:> tit• pt v•· elut e s ilnd t i mu l imit s Lh a l 

a pp ly. This no tice s ho uld no t be construed t o mean a ll 

r equests fo r an admi n i strat ive hea ring o r judic ial revi e w wil l 

be g r anted or r esult in the r e l ic( soug h t . 

1\ny P •ll l y OdVl 1 !ll! I y .a I l •·•·t , •d hy l he Cotnm is :; i On' :; f i th tl 

.:tc ti o n in thi s maLLe t ma y t cQuos L: I) r ccons i d c ta Lion o f t he 

d'cls l o n by (i l ing n mo ti o n Co t 1ccon s ldo 1o ti o n wi t h thu 

Dircc t o 1 , Di v ision o f Reco rds and Reporting wi t hin fif t ee n (l 'i ) 

days o f t he i ssuancc 0 1 his o t d<' t i n t h .:l f o t m proscri bed by 
Rulo 25-1.2. 060, Fl o t td..t AdmtntsL t.JLive Code; 0 1 Z ) j ud t ci a l 

rev t ew by t he f l o r ida Sup r eme Cou r t in t he case of an e l ectr i c , 

gas or t e l e pho ne u t il ity o r t he f i r st D istr i c t Court o f Appea l 

i n the case of a wate r o r sewer u ti l i ty by f il i ng a no tice o f 

appeal w i th the Direclo t, Di v i s i o n o f Record=' .1nd Repo tting a nd 
ll l tng J copy o f t he nottcc <J l .tppcJ I <.~nd the tt lt nq tel:! \~ it h 

t he a ppro priate cour t . T h is tili.ng mus l be comp l e t~d within 

thirty ( 3 0) d ay s af t er t he issuance of thi s o r der , pu rsuant to 

Ru l e 9. 110 , Flo r i da Ru les of Appe ll a t e Procedu re . The not i ce 
o f a p pea l must be i n the f o rm spec ifi e d in Ru le 9 . 900 ( a ) , 

Fl o rida Rules o f Appellate Proccdure. 
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