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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

In re: Petition by subscribers ) bocket No. 941281-TL
of the Groveland exchange for )
extended area service (EAS) to )
the Orlando, Winter Garden, and )
Windermere exchanges. )
) Filed: June 7, 1996

BELLSOUTH TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC.'S NOTICE OF
CORRECTED POST HEARING STATEMENT OF ISSUES AND POSITIONS

BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. ("BellScuth or Company"),
hereby files its Notice of Corrected Post Hearing Statement of
Issues and Positions and states the following:

Page two of BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.'’'s Post Hearing
Statement of Issues and Positions, filed May 28, 1996, contains an
error. Specifically, the statement of BellSouth’s position on
Issue 1 includes a sentence that states, "If the Commission orders
an alternative plan, the MECS Plan is the most appropriate.” That
sentence should have referred to the ECS Plan, not to the MECS
pPlan. Accordingly, BellSouth hereby files a corrected page two of
the Post Hearing Brief (attached hereto), which deletes the above
referenced sentence and replaces it with the sentence "If the
Commission orders an alternative plan, the ECS Plan is the most
appropriate.”

Respectfully submitted this 7th day of June, 1996.

BELLSCUTH TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC.

Reobit I Leats, CEA)

ROBERT G. BEATTY

J. PHILLIP CARVER

c/o Nancy H. Sims

150 South Monroe St., Room 400
Tallahassee, FL 32301
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best alternative. Further, customers should be surveyed regarding
any plan that is proposed.

In addition to the foregoing, BellSouth states, pursuant to
Rule 25-22,056(3)(a), the following as its specific positions on

the issues that have been identified for resclution in this docket.

BELLSOUTH'S P 8 1F 8 8

Issue 1: Is there a sufficient community of interest from the
Groveland exchange to the Orlando, Winter Garden, and Windermere
exchanges to justify surveying for nonoptional extended area
service as currently defined in the Commission rules, or
implementing an alternative interLATA toll plan?

Position: BellS»uth has no pertinent traffic data and can,
therefore, take no position as to whether a community of interest
exists to justify surveying for non-optional flat rate EAS. If the
Commission orders an alternative plan, the ECS Plan is the most

appropriate.

Issue 2: What other community of interest factors should be
considered in determining if either an optional or nonoptional toll
alternative should be implemented on these routes?

Position: BellSouth has no position.

Issue 3: If a sufficient community of interest is found on
any of these routes, what is the economic impact of each plan on
the customer and the company (summarize in chart form and discuss
in detail)?

a) EAS with 25/25 plan and regrouping;

2



