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BEPOR~ THE FLORIDA PUBLIC S~RVICE COMMISSI ON 

In re : Investiga ion into Equal Access ) DOCKET NO . 880812- TP 
~xchange Areas , Toll Monopoly Areas , 1+ ) 
Restrictions to he local excha nge ) ORDER NO . 22101-A 
companies and elimina ion of he access ) 
oiscount ) ISSUED: 11-01-89 

---------------------------------------) 
AMENDATORY ORDER 

Subsequen o he issuance of Order No. 2 2101 , he 
Prehearing Order in his proceeding , certain errors were 
discove r ed . The posi ions of Sou hland Sys ems , Inc . were 
inadvertan ly in"ertea as he positions of Southland Telephone 
Company . A tached o his Order as Appendix A lS he lis of 
issues and the posi ions of southland Telephone Company . 
Accordingly , Order No . 22101 is hereby amended o include 
Southland Telephone Company • s posi ion se fo r h in Appendix 
A. The posi ions curren ly lis ed for Sou hland Telephone 
Company are redesigna ed as hose of Southland Sys ems , Inc . 

I is , therefore 

ORV~RhD ha Order No . 22101 is amended as se forrh 
above . I is fur her 

ORDERED hat Oraer No . 22101 is reaffirn.eo in all other 
respects . 

By ORDER of Chairman MICHAEL McK . wiLSON , and Prehearing 
Office r, his lsr day Of NO~EB ~lu9w8~9----

(SEAL) 

TH 

)~~.0 ~ 
MICHEAL McK . WILSON , Cha1 rman 

and Prehearing Office r 

1 0 7 7 2 tW ~· -1 CBJ 
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APPEND! X "A • 

LIST OF ISSUES 

Issue 1 : Do current ctrcumstance and conditions warrant the 

abolition of the toll transmission monopoly area (TMAs )? 

(Issue i ncludes but is not limited to the original 

obJectives for the TMAs, how tho se obJectives have been 

met, whether those obJectives r emai n vtable fer the 

future , any preexisting criteria governing the 

eliminat ion of the TMAs, and whethe r the preexistil"'g 

criteria or other factors justif ies cont1nuation o r 

el1mination of the TMAs) . 

Response : No. 

Issue 2 : If continued o r eliminated, wha t policy changes o r othe r 

regulato ry actions are appropriate? 

Response : If TMAs are retained, the Commission should continue to 

weigh the same • public interest" considerations as 

ackno wledged and accepted by the Florida Supreme Court . 

The Commission should continue to look at things such as 

the effect on local ra tes . 

I 

If TMAs are el imina ted , the Commission may need to 

readdress its policies on equal access and develop 

policies on stranded investment , lost economies of scale , 

dupl icate facilities and keeping LEC ' s whole . 

I 
Issue 3 : Do current circumstances and conditions warran t 

elimination of the Equal Access Exchange Areas (EAEAs )? 

(Issue includes but is not lim i ted to the o r iginal 

obJectives for the EAEAs, how those obJectives have been 

met, whether those obJectives r emain viable for the 

future , and the effect of those objectives on the 

configuration of telecommunications networks ) . 

Response : No . 

Issue 4: If continued or eliminated , what policy changes , EAEA 

boundary changes , or othPr r egulato r y actions are 

appropriate? 

Response : Ci"'cumstances have ·.not changed enough t o warrant 

elimination of TMAG/ EAEAs . No regulatory actions or 

boundary modifications should be made . 

Issue 5 : What are the potential benefits and detrimen ts, incl uding 

but not 1 im i ted to economic f actor s , result i:ng f r om I 
i ntraEAEA transmission competition to the following : 

IXCs , LECs , and consumer s? 
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Appendix "A" 
L.i st o f Issues 

Response: A potential detriment to SOuthland's customers in the 

event of elim i nation "f TMA ' s wo uld be t nc reased local 

rates . 

Issue 6 
a nd 

I s sue 7 : Wha t polic y char ges or modifications to existing 

intrar.ATA 1+ and 0+ dialing patterns are approprtate? 

Response: None. 

I ssue 8: Should the current pol icy regard i.ng the phase out o f the 

discount for less than equal access be r e tained? 

Response: Yes . 

Issue 9: Should the LSl and Wi2 access differential be 

retained? 

II Response: No . 

I 

Issue 10 : Should the curr ent "byoass " restr iction be cont inued o r 

eliminated? 

Response: Contil"ued . 

Iss ue 11 : Should the Commission now implement its dec1sion i n Or de r 

No . 12765 to charge rese11ers FGA acce s s charg es i nstead 

of PBX trunk rates? 

Response : No position . 

Issue 12 : Should the Commission now implement its decision in Or der 

No. 15481 to implement time of day discounts to LEC 

terminating access charges in those EAEAs fully (all end 

off ices with in the EAEA) converted to equal access? 

Response : No . 

Issue 13 : What tariff ftling s , rule amendmen ts, time frames , 

other procedures are appropriate to implement 

decisions r eached i n th is docket? 

Response : No position . 

and 
the 
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