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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COf·111I SSION 

In re : Petition for review of rates 
and charges paid by PATS providers 
t o LECs 

) 
) 
) 
) 

DOCKET NO. 860723-TP 
ORDER NO. 2 3 0 7 6 
ISSUED: 6-14-90 

ORDER DENYING MOTIONS TO WITHDRAW FROM DOCKET 

On May 15 , 1990, Central Telepho ne Company of Flor ida 
(Centel) fi l ed a Request to Withdraw from this dockel. As 
grounds for its Request, Centel has cit~d "very limtled 
resources ." On May 24, 1990, Florida Pay Telephone 
Association, Inc. (FPTA) filed a Memorandum in Response o 
Centel ' s Motion to Withdraw as a Party, detailing FPTA's 
opposition to Centel ' s Request to Withdraw. 

On May 23 , 1990, Florala Telepho ne Company, Inc. (Florala) 
filed a Motion to Withdr a"' as a Party in this dockel. As 
grounds for its request, Florala has stated "that aclive 
participation in this dockel wi 11 be exlremely time consuming 
and expens ive and will strain the limited resources o f 
Florala . " Identical motions were also filed on May 23, 1990, 
by Gulf Telephone Company (Gulf), lndianlown Telephone System, 
Inc . (Indiantown), Nor theasl Florida Telephone Comp1ny, Inc. 
( No rtheast ) , Quincy Telepho ne· Company (Quincy), S . Joseph 
Telephon~ and Telegraph Company (St . Joe), and Sou lhl and 
Telepho ne Company (Southland) . Cn June 4, 1990, FPTA f1 lcd a 
Con so lid a ted Memora ndum in Opposition to Lhese seven 1 I':'QUC'S l s 
to withdraw from this dockel. 

Upon review of the arguments conlai ned in the pleadings 
outlined above, I find it appropriate to deny all of hese 
requests to withdraw from the dockel. Each of these compa nies 
possess information that is critical to a proper deLet rn1nalio n 
of the issues that wi 11 be addressed in this proceedi nq. See 
Order on Prehearing Procedure, Order No . 22824, 1ssucd April 
13, 1990, Appendix "A," Absence o f t hese part1es would 
seriously hinder our efforts to Casht o n balanced and complete 
policies and procedures for the pay telephone tndustry, both 
local exchange company (LEC) and nonLEC. Parlictpalion of all 
these parties is essential in lhe upcoming hearing. 
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I n light of my ruling above , I also find iL app r op t iate co 
grant t h e Mo tion f o r Extension o f Time filed on M.1y 7.9 , 1990, 
by F l orala , Gu lf , I ndiantown , Norlheasl, Quincy, St.. Joe and 
Sou thland . Accordi ngly , t he seven listed LECs shall be granted 
ten da y s f rom the is suance dale of this Order to ma kC' Lhe1r 
ob j ections , if any, to Staff ' s First Sel of rntert OCJ.tLorics Lo 
All LECs . 

Fi nally , I wish to make it clear t o all t hf' Jbovc" LI-:Cs, as 
well as to all the other parties in this doc kt>l, h .Jl th1 s 
Commission is keenly aware o f the Cinanct~l and workload 
pressures that many are labori ng under . Such thtngs Js a short 
case schedule and simultaneous involvement in mulLtpl' dockels 

1. 

ta k e t heir t o ll o n this Commission and is sL.tf , c.1s well. I 
believe it is i n the best inte rest o( all parllClpc1nl S lll lhlS 
docket t h at every effo rt be made to r esolve discovcty qu sLion s 
i n formally, amo ng st the parties , in as expedillouc; a ma nne r as 
possib l e . Accord i ngly, par t ies who have submit "d 1nf ormalion 
reques ts to these LECs a re urged Lo review t hem and to gel w1 h I 
t hose LECs i n a good .:aith effort to n a rr ow hP r •qu"SLS Lo 
info rmation t hat is necessary Lo the case and h~.•lpfu l Lo the 
Commission i n reaching a decision. Such coop r il Li o n, r 
be l i eve, can go a long way towa rd easing Lhe st t <tin bt> ing Cel 
by many of t he parties . 

Based o n the foregoing, it is 

ORDERED by Commiss i o ne r Thomas M. BearJ, <ls Pr hear1ng 
Officer , t hat the Request to Withdraw filed on Hay 15 , 1990 , by 
Central Telepho ne Company o f Flor i d a i s d nicd 1s !JCL t o rlh in 
t he bod y o f this Order . It is fur t her 

ORDERED t hat the t1otion s to Withd r aw as a PcHLY filed on 
May 23 , 199 0 , by Florala Telepho ne Company , Inc ., Gulf 
Telepho ne Company , I ndiantown Telepho ne Sy stem, lnr., No r heast 
Florida Telepho ne Company , Inc., Qutncy Te lephonc• Company, St. 
Joseph Telepho ne and Telegraph Company , and Soul hI and 1' 'l ephonc 
Compa ny are denied as set fo rth i n t he body o f Lhts Or d•r . rt 
is f u rt her 

ORDERED Lhat t h e Motion for Exten sion of Tirnl' t i lNl o n Mav 
29, 1990 , by Florala Telephone Company , Inc., GuH T •lcphone 
Company , Indian t own Telephon e Sy stem , I nc., Northeast f l oriJa 
Telephone Company, I nc . , Qu i nc y Telepho ne Compc111Y, SL . Joseph I 
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Telephone and Telegr.:Jph Company, and Southland Telephone 
Company is granted as sel forth in the body of th1s Otder. It 
is furtl.er 

ORDERED hat this docket shall rematn open. 

By ORDER 
Officer , this 

(SEAL) 

ABG 

of Commissioner 
14th day o f 

Thomas M. 
__ ........,J..l'Uli.E_ 

Beard, as 

THOMAS M. BEARD 
and Preheattng 

Prchearing 
_!990 __ 

NOTICE OF FURTHER PROCEEDlNGs_ OR JUOIClAI, R!:.VIE~I 

The Florida Public Service Commiss1on 1s re]uired by 
Section 120 . 59(4 ), F l orida Statutes , to notify parties of any 
administrative hearing or judicial review o f Commtsst o n o rders 
that is available under Sections 120.57 or 120 . 68, Flor1da 
Statutes, as well as the procedures and ime limits Lh1 
apply. This noti ce s hould not be cons rued o mean all 
requests fo r an administrative heattnq or judi c i 11 review wtll 
be granted or result in the reliet sought. 

Any party adverselt aCfected by this orde 1. which is 
preliminary, procedural or i n termediate 1n n atutt?, may 
r equest: 1) reconsideration from the full Conunission wi htn 14 
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days pursuant to Rule 25-22 . 006(3) , Florida Adm1n1s rat1ve 
Code, for rulings on c o nf identiality issued by a Prehearing 
Office r; 2 ) reconsideratio n within 10 days pursuant to Rul e 
25-22 . 038(2), Florida Administrative Code, for any rulings on 
issues ot her than confidenliality if issued by a Prehearing 
Off icer; 3 ) r econsideralion within 15 days pursuant to Rule 
25 -22.060, Florida Admi n istrative Code, if issued by the 
Commission ; o r 4 ) judicial review by the Florida Supreme Court , 
i n the case of a n electric, gas o r telephone utili y , o r the 
First District Court o f Appeal, in the case of a •,•ater or sewe r 
utility. A motio n for reco nsiderati o n s hall be f iled with th~ 

Director, Division o f Records and Reporting , 1n the form 
p r escribed by Rule 25-22 . 060 , Flo rida Adm1n1~tra 1ve Code . 
Judicial review of a preli mi nary , procedural o r i n crmediate 
ruling o r order is available if review of the final act1on w1l l 
not prov ide a n adequate remed y. Such review may be requested 
from the appropriate COULl, as described above, pursuant to 
Rule 9.100 , Florida Rule s o l Appellate Proc'dure. 
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