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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBUC SE.R VICE COMMlS~ION 

In rc: Eaab'idvnmt of intruwe ) 
implemeotalion requlnmcou aovunina > 
federally mandated cSen:suJarioo oflocal) 
exchaQse company paypbones ) 

In rc: Pditioo by MCI Telec:o«MMuni- ) 
calions Corporalion rc BeliSouth ) 
Telecommunlca!ioos, IDe. ) 

'a rc: Petition by MCI Tdecommuni- ) 
..:ations Corporation rc OlE Florida ) 
lncorpora1ed ) 

Dodtet No. 970281-TL 

Doclcet No. 9'70l'7l-TP 

Doclcet No. 970173-TP 

Dated: July 17, 1997 

PREHEARING STATEMENT 
OF 

QUINCY TELEPHONE COMPANY 
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Quincy Telcpbooe Company filea thil Pn:t-rin& St.atcmcnt, purJU&nt to Order No. PSC· 

97.C721-PCO-TP: 

(a) No wltDeuel wiU be caiJed 

(b) No exhiblta will be filed. 

(c) The compaay'a buic position ia tbal it is unnecesusy for !he company to reduce 

any ra1ea or cbarsea u a rCIIUI! of removal ot' dcregulaled paypbone inVCftmc:nt and 

IUGh reducdon hu '-n properly and lawfully raised in this doclcet. Quincy 

Telephone Ccmpany's position is that no intraJ..A TA subsidy exiJIJ Quincy 

Telephone Company's paypbooe 1'11ea were Cllablished in a ra1c of return. residual 
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Commiuie •• were 1101 cost -based when CIUbli.abed and were neva- establllhcd 10 

eruwe recovery of COil on a rervic:o-by-terVic:c: basil. 

(d) Quincy T elcpbooe Company consi.dcn tlw thcte arc no questions of fact at iuuc 

regardina Quincy Telephone Company since the bcarina iJ a reatb of a Pet.ition on 

PAA which wu the rcadt of Petitions by MCI tlw did 1101 mention and did noc 

involve Quincy Tdepbone Company by ulcina for removal of dct'cgulated 

payphone iuvatmeol and "eori••ed o-peoaa &om intrulate operations or by 

aslcina for reduction of Ill)' 1"11es or charges made by Quincy T elcpbooe Company 

to MCI. 

(c) Quincy Telepbone Company consldcrJ tlw the questions of law at iuue arc u 

foUowa: 

{I) 11 it proper and lawful 10 expand the Petition on PAA flied by MCI into a 

generic proceeclina? 

(2) Should Quincy Telephone Company be dismlsaed from 1hi1 proc:oeding? 

{3) Arc the tariffs filed by QuiQC)' Telephone Company rodwil'ying pay 

telephone investment praumptivdy valid? 

{I) Quincy T elepbone Company has 110 potltion on which policy questions are at 

issue. 

{g) Quincy Tdepbooe Company bu not stipulated any iuues 

(h) Quincy Telephone Company does not bavo any pcndina rno1iom, although other 

partic:a may bave.. 

(i) Quincy Tcle,.bone Company is aouwarc of any roquiranenc of Order No PSC-
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97 -0121-·PCO-TP with wbieh it camoc comply, althousb the Quincy T elepllot 1e 

Company abould DOC be a peny in Ibis docket 

(j) Quincy Tdepboae Company's position with reprd to eacb luue on the -llil of 

IAuea" attl.cbcd to Order No. PSC-97-0721-PCO-TP is u follows 

I. ISSUE: What is the amount ofintruwe paypbooc IUbsidy, if any, that .-cia to be 

dimina.ted by eacb kx:al ~company purawlt to Soc:tlon 276(8)( I )(b) of 

the Tdoc:omaa&nicati Al:l. of 1996? 

POSITION: Nooe. There is no intruwe paypbooe IUblidy. 

2. ISSUE: lf 111 iotruta1e J>loypbone subsidy is jdaujfjed in I we I, do ihe FCCs 

Payphooe Roc:lanitlc:ation Orden nquire the Florida Public: Service Commiuion 

to spocifY which rate element( a) abould bo reduced to eliminate such subsidy? 

POSITION: No, but If the FCC'a orden rcqulr~ PSC ~ion, thla docket ia not tho 

proper one in whlc:b 10 act with reprd to Quincy Telephone Company. 

3 ISSUE: lf an intrastate payphone subsidy is identi.ficd in luuo I, wtw is the 

appropriate rate dement(•) to be Allluc:ed 10 eliminate IUCh albsidy? 

POSITION: Whatever the Quincy Telephone Company doc:u 

4. tSSUE: If ""'""'Y• by wba:l dale ahould re-.~ilod inuuwe u.riiTa thai clirninoate 

any identified inuaswe payphone IIUbsidy bo filcd7 

POSITION: No position. 

ISSUE· Ia April 15,1997, the appropriale effective date for reviaod lntruwe uriiT:a 

tlw diminatc IllY ldenti6ed iatrulau paypbooe IUbsidy? 

POSITION: Yea, Quincy Tdepbone Company bu 6lod the appropriate tariff, 
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which wu approved and made effective oa April I S. 1997. and no party bu 

eontt$tcd the tari1f' or alleged that lboro were any lllblicf~e~that necdcd 10 \10! 

removed. 

6 ISSUE: Should these doclceu be doJed? 

POSmON: Yea, with rqwd to Quincy Telephone Company. 

David B. Erwin 
Young. V1L1 AJic:nderp &. Varnadoe 
US S. Adams SL, St.e. 200 
T~FL32301 
(BSO) 222-7206 

Attorneys for 
Quincy Telephone Company 
P. 0 . Box 189 
Quincy, Florida 323S3 

CEBTIPICATE OP SgRVICE 

I HEREBY C!R't'IPY thAt a true copy ot the tore<1oinq 
Prehearing Stat .. ent or Quincy Telephone Coapany haa bean 
turnishod by U.S. Mail or by hand delivery thia 17th day ot July, 
1997 to the following! 

WillCox 
Florida Publj(; s.:rnce CommWioo 
2S40 Shumard Oak Blvd 
Tallahassee, Fl. 32399-0SSO 

Tr~cyHalcb 
AT&T Communic:ati001 of the 
Soulhem States, Inc. 

I 0 I N. Monroe St., Sultc 700 
Tal!abast«, Fl. 32301 

Tooy Gilmore 
GTE Florida lncorpon1cd 
106 Eut College Ave., Sic. 1440 
Tallahasloe, Fl. 3 230 1-1440 

Naoc:y White 
BeiJSouth Telcc:ornmunleatiom, Inc. 
150 S. Monroe St., Sulte 400 
TaJ!ehu-, FL 32301-IS$6 



Angela Gfccn 
Florida Public T dccollliTIIIIiWloos Alloo. 
llS S. Gadsden St, *200 
TallalwJ,ee, FL JlJOI· ISlS 

Charlet Rehwinkd 
Sprin1-Florida. Inc. 
p 0 Boxlll4 
Talla.lwsee. FL Jll 16-lll4 

dh\prehearing_11111 

Richard Mebon 
Hopping Law Yum 
P. 0 . Box 6S26 
Tallahmce, FL 3lJ 14 
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