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BEfo"ORF. THF FLORIDA PUBIJIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

In re: Petition for review of rates ) 
and charges pa1d by PATS provtders to ) 
LECs ) 

DOCKET NO. 860723-TP 
ORDER NO. 22764 
ISSUED: 4-3-90 

) 

The follow1ng Commtssioners parlicipat d 
d1~position of this matter : 

MI CHAEL McK . WILSON, Cha1rman 
TH0t-1AS M. BEARD 

BETTY EASLEY 
GERALD L. GUNTER 
JOHN T. HERNDON 

ORDE~ GRANTING MOTION FOR ADDITIONAL 
EXTENSIONOF TIME TO COMPLY WITH ORDER NO. 211Jlil 

AY THf: COI>U., ISSION: 

in t~e 

By Order No. 2 1614, issued July 27, 1989, •.4e proposed 
requiring all local exchange compan1es (LECs) to bill. collec, 
and remi l t o no raLEC pay telephone (PATS) providers the up to 
$ 1.00 su rcharg e on 0- and 0-t intra LATA LEC-hand led calls p 1 aced 
from nonLFC pay telephonC's. Additionally, we stated that the 
LECs should separately idt.'n iCy nonLEC pay telephone caJ ls on 
cus omcr bllls as part o( their billing and collection 
service . Finully, we requited the LECs to file Lhe necessary 
tariffs to tmplcmcnL the .. e new reqtJl reml;nts as soon as 
posstble, bul no la er han January l , 1990. No protest was 
filed to our proposal, so Order No . 21614 became ftnal on 
August; 18, 1989, as reflected in Otder No. 21761 , issued August 
21, 1989. 

Vi., a-United Telecommunications (V1sta-Uni led or tht.! 
Company) filed a tariff ptoposa1 1n response to Order No. 21614 
that tncluded a recurr1ng charge of $ . 11 per message and a 
nonrecurr1ng charge of $ 2068 . 00, pa y able at the time the 
s rv1ce is established. At o ur December 19, 1989, Agenda 
Contcrcncc, we d1rected V1s a-Un1ted to refile its taoff no 
later han December 22, 1989, to reflec a nonrecurnng charge 
of $30.00 . Order No. 22385 , tssued January 9, 1990 , reflects 
the deCl!)ions we made at our December 19, 1989, Agenda 
Conference , includ1ng the requHemcnt that all LECs hold the 
nonrecurring charges sub)t:Ct lo refund , effective January l , 
1990, pend1ng our further 1nvesllgation i n to the matter of the 
non recurring charges. 
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Vt sta-United subsequently refiled its tariff to reflect 
the reduc 10n in the amount of ils nonrecurring charge. 
Addilionally, o n December 22 , 1989, the Company filed a Motion 
foe Extens1on of Time to comply wi th Order No. 21614 . 
Specifically, Vi sta-Un tted requested that it be allowed untll 
March 1, 1990, to ma ke the required changes to its billing 
s y stem to perform he func ions required by Or der No . 21614. 
As grounds for its request, Vista-United slated that because of 
the h1gh costs involved in making the necessary programming 
changes , coupled with the fact that it has onl y two nonLEC PATS 
prov1ders operating w1th1n its territory , it delayed 1nitiation 
ot the programming changes until after we had ruled o n the 
appcopr1aleness of its no nrecurring charge. By Order No . 
22514 , issued February 8, 1990, we granted VJ.sla-United ' s 
Mot10n. Ho wever , as a condi tion of being granted t he e xtens i o n 
of time, we required the <.:ompany to determine '"h~ number of 
calls to which t he surcha cge applies and t o remit the same to 
the no nLEC PATS prov1der, effective January l, 1990 , for any 
nonLEC PATS provider enter1ng into a wntten agret"'ment with I 
V1sta-Uni ed to subscribe to the service when il becomes 
available. 

On February 27. 1990 , Vi sta-United filed a Motion f or 
Addttional Ex ension of Time to comp ly with Otder No. 21614. 
Vt sta-Unt <'d has now requested that it be allowed until J une l, 
1990, o make .. he required changes to its billing s y stem to 
perro cm the functions requ1red by Order No . 21614. The Company 
sta es that such an additional extension of time is warranted 
because the ~ r1ginal pro)ecLions for complet1on did not account 
for every step 1n ini iating the necessary programm ing 
changes. Spec1fically, while the programming for the software 
release w1ll be complet~d by March , the upgrade needed to 
accommodate Lhis r elease w1ll not be sent to the Company until 
the end of April or the beginning o f May. rt will then require 
insta llalton and testing internall y at Vista-United , befo r e it 
can be made available to customers . 

Upon considerat1on . we find it appropriate to grant 
V1sta-United's Mot ion for Additional Extension of Time. The 
Company sha 11 comp le e a 11 of the act ions neces s ry to comp 1 y 
wtlh t he requirements of Order No . 21614 no later than June l. 
1 ~9 0. Unttl such act1on is completed, the Company shall 
continue to be required ~o determine t he number of calls to 
wh tch the surcharge applies and to remit the same to the nonLEC I 
PATS provtdec. effect1ve January 1, 1990, for any no nLEC PATS 
pro v1der e n ering inlo a wr1tten agreement with Vi sta-United t o 
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subscr1be to the service when it becomes available. 
AddtllOnally , by Aprtl l, 1990, Vista-United shall pro vide o ur 
s aff •..tith a prOJected time schedule for the remaining events 
needed to complete 1mplementation of its new s y stem. Fi nally, 
the Company shall file monthly progress repo r ts for our staff ' s 
revtew by the ftfth o f each month, detailing he status of its 
implementation efforts . 

Based on the foregoing , i. t is 

ORDERED by the Florida Public Service Conumssion that the 
Motion for Additional Ex tension o f Time fi led o n February 27 , 
1990 , by V1sta-United Telecommunications is appro·,ed to the 
extent outlined i n the bod y o f this Or der . It t s furth r 

ORDERED tha Vista-United Telecommuntcat.on s shal l 
complete all o f the actions necessary to comp l y w1Lh Orde r No . 
21614 on or befo re June 1, 1990 . It is further 

ORDERED that until V ista-Un i ted Telecommun1caLtons can 
fully c omply w1th the requirements of Order No. 2lol4 , it s ha ll 
conll nue to utilize an alternative metho d that complies w1th 

he terms and condi ions set forth here i n. It i~ t urthe t 

ORDERED hat 
cur ain repor s, 
sc forth heretn. 

Vi sta-United Te1ecommun 1caL1ons 
in accordance with the Lerms and 
rt is further 

sha ll fil e 
conditi o n s 

ORDERED h~t thi s docket shall remain o pen. 

By OROrR o f the Florida Publ ic Se rv ice Commission , 
lhLS ~ ........... - day ') ( __ APRIL 1990 

Lt:C. ~ £/f __ 
T'EVE TRIBB~ltei-!far 

Divis1on o Records nd Reporting 

(;:iEAL) 
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NOTICE OF FURTHER~ROCEEDINGS OR JUDICIAL REVIEW 

The Flortda Public Service Commission is required by 
Sec ion 120.59(.; ), Florida Statutes , to notify parties of any 
admtntstrative heartng or judicial revi ew of Commtsston o rder s 
hat is wailable under Sections 120. 5 7 or 120 . 68, Florida 

Statutes, as well as Lhe procedures and time limits that 
apply. Th1s nolice should not be construed to mea n all 
requc.sts Cor an admtnis rat1ve hea ri ng or judicial review will 
ue granted o r result in the relief sought. 

Any pacly adversely affected by Lhe Commtssion ' s final 
actton tn Lhls matter may request : 1) reconsidention of the 
d~ctston by ftl1ng a motion for r econstde ta tion Nith the 
Dtr•cLoc, Divtsion of Records and Reporting wilhi-"1 r tfteen {15 ) 
days o f he issuance of this o rder in the Corm prescr ibed by 
Rule 25-22.060, Flooda Admin istrati ve Code; Ot ?. ) judicial 
review by he Florida Supreme Court in the case o f an e lectric , 

I 

gds or telephone utility or the First Dislrict Co urt of Appeal I 
1n lhe case ol.' a w.Jtec or sewer utility by filing a notice of 
appeal with the Director, Division of Records and Reporling and 
tiling a copy o f the notice of appeal and the f i ling fee wi th 
the appro pr1a e court. Thts filing must be c cmpleted w1thin 
htt y (30) days af er the issuance of this o rder, pursuant o 

Rule 9.110, Fl o nda Rules of Appellate Procedure. The noLice 
o f 1ppet1 mu s t be tn the form specified in Rule 9 . 900(a), 
rl o t ida Rul~s o f Appellate Procedure. 
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