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BEFORE THE fl.OR l ilA PUB I. I C SERVI CE CO~\t-11 SS ! ON 

In r e : Rev i ew of t he r ~qu i ceme n ts DOCKET NO . 87139 4 - TP 
appropriate for alternative op~tato r 
services and public telephones 

The follo11i ng Conuni ss ioners 
disposition of t hi s mattet : 

ORDER NO . 
I SSUEO : 

pa tt i cip<.~tcd 

MICHAEl. Mc K. WI LSON, Chairman 
THO!·\AS M. BEARD 

BETTY EASLEY 
GERAW I. . GUNTER 
JOHN T . HERNDON 

ORDER GRANTI NG MOTIONS FOR EXTENS I ON OF TU1E 

BY THE COMMISS ION: 

2! Sll 
7- 5- 89 

i n the 

On December 21. 1988 , we issued Order No . 20489 in thi s 
d ocket, whi ch set f o rLh the provisions a nd requirement s wh i c.t 
Al ternati v e Ope t a t o r Service {AOS ) pt o vidc t s mus L comply wi t h 
in o r der to pro vide intrastate oper ator services in florida. 
Under the terms of the Order , the maj o r i ty of its pro vi sions 
wr.: re to go into effec t wi t hin U . i1ty days of the Orde r' s 
iss uance da te . Seve r a l parties Ci l ed Mo ti o n s f o r 
Recon sideta tio n o f the Or der t ha t we wi 11 address sepa r ate ly. 
Our decision in the ins tant Order i s only i ntend ed to address 
certain Mot ions f or Exte nsion of T i me as deta iled be l ow. 

By Orde r No . 201189, we d irected al l l ocal e x c hange 
companies { LECs ) t o o ffer bil l i ng valida t i o n service to AOS 
companies , subject t o terms and c ond i t i ons further s pecified in 
that Order . Southern Bell Telephone and Telegraph Company 
(Southern Bell) was ordeted t o comp l y with ou r bi l ling 
validati o n se r vice req u iremen t s sho r t ly af t e r the iss u a nce of 
Ord e r No . 20489. All othe r l.ECs were given the f o ll owing 
directive : 

All other l oca l e xc ha nge c ompani es s h al l c omp l y 
with our po licy to provide billing va l i dati o n service 
and data . The LF:C~ may pro v ide their own da ta base , 
ma ke a rrangements with ano thtH LEC , or wi th c1 third 
pa r ty vendo r . Th 1s sha ll be comp leted by J anuary 1, 
1990 , un l ess a company makes an appt o priate s howing 
to the Commissio n no t a l er than June l. 19R9 , thal 
this r equirement i s o vetly burdensome . 
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On May 12, 1989, our staff sent a reminder no tice to all LECs, other than Southern Bell , advi s ing them that any s h owing of undue burden in i mp l ementat t on was to be fi l eri no l ater- than June 1, 1989. Shortly theteafter , on May 17 , 1989 , lndianLo1o~n Telephone Sy stem , Inc . Ci led a Motion for Exte nsion of Time to the June 1st deadline f o r making this s howing . Substantia lly s i milar Motions were filed o n May 22 , 1989 , by The florala Telephone Company and Gulf Telepho ne Company; on May 23 , 1989 , by ALLTEL Florida , Inc. , Quincy T e l ephone Company and St . Joseph Telephone and Telegraph Company ; and on May 2S , 1989 , by Northeas t Florida Telepho ne Company and Vi sta-United Telecommunicati ons. 

Each Motion reques ts thal the deadline for making a showing of undue burden be e x tended th r o ugh July 14 , 1989. Each company asse r ts that such additiona l Lime is needed to allow t he c ompany t o de t erm ine if the b i I ling validation requirement s can be met and, if so . how to best d o this . Each company fu rt her e x plains tha t whether our bi IIi ng va I ida lion service r equi r ement i s Lo be m~L by Lhe I.EC iLse1C or thtough arrangements wi t h ano ther l.EC 01 a third party v endor . addit i ona l time is needed Co r adequate schedu ling and planning. Finally, each c ompany argues Lh a l granting such an exte nsion will not adversely affect any par t y. 

Upon conside r ation . we find i t appropriate to grant the requested extension of Li me. Inas much as the implemen tation date for billing validat.ion service Cor a l l LECs o ther Lhan Southern Bell is not until January l , 1990, w£' do not believe any party wi 11 be prejudiced by our •' x tension of th is i n terim deadline. While thi s do~s result in affording t he compani es additional time to galh£'r evidence of burde nsomen css . it can also be us ed by the c ompanies Lo mo re adequately develop an appropriate i mplementati o n plan . Accordingly, July 14, 1989 , will be the deadline f o r making a showi ng of undue burden in meeting our btlling val i d a t ion servi c e requirement f o r the eight abov e -named LECs t h at specifical l y r eques ted such an extensi o n th r o ugh th~ir mo ti o n s . 

Based o n t he f o r ego i ng . i t i '> 

ORDERED by the F l o r1 d 1 Pub li c Service Comm i ss i o n that the t1o tions f o r Exte n s i o n o f Ti r1 1'~ filed by AL LT EL F loridd, Inc ., The Florala Telephon~ Company, Gulf Telepho ne Company , Indiantown Tel e pho ne Sy s tem, Inc .• No rthea s l Florida Te l epho ne Company, Quincy Te l ep hon~ Company. St . J o seph Telepho ne and 
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Telegraph Company and V ista-United T elecommun lc ... tion s are 
granted as set fort h i n the body of this Order . It is fur t he r 

ORDERED that thi s docket s hall rema in open. 

By ORDER o f 
this -2.!!•- day of 

the fl o rida Pub l ic Serv ice Commi ss i o n, 
JULY 1989 

I 

£iJDi<e~Lo< I 
Division of Reco rds and Re po rting 

( S E A L ) 

ABG 

NOTICE Of fURTHER PROCEEDINGS OR JUD I CIAL REVI EW 

The florida Public Servi ce Commission is required by 
Sectio n 120.5'J (<l), florida Statutes , to not ify parties of any 
admini strati v e heari ng o r judicial review of Commi ss i o n orders 
t h at is ava i lable under Sections 1 20 . 57 o r 1 20 . 66 , Fl o rida 
Statutes , a s we l l a s the procedures and time l imits tha t I apply. Thi s no tice s houl d not be construed to mean all 
r equests fo r an admini s r ati ve hea ring o r jud i cial review will 
be granted or r esu l t in Lhe re lie( sought . 

Any party adversel y af t ected by t he Comm i ss i o n· s f i na l 
actio n in t hi s matter may reques t: 1) reconsiderat i o n o f the 
dec ision b y fil1ng a motion fo r reco n s ide rati o n with the 
Di r ecto r, Divi sion of Reco r ds and Repo r ting wiLhi'l fifteen (15 ) 
days of the i sscance of thi s o rder 1n the form ptescribed by 
Rul e 25-22.060 , florida Admin i s trative Code ; or 2 ) jud i c ial 
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review by the Flo rida Supreme Court in thu case of an elec t ri c , 
gas or telephone utility or t he Fit st Di str i c t Court of Appeal 
in the case of a water o r sewer utility by filin9 a not i ce o f 
appeal with the Direc t or , Divisi o n of Reco 1ds and Repo r t i ng anrl 
fil ing a copy of the notice o f appea l and the filing fee with 
the appro priate court . Thi s filing mu s t be com,lleted wi t hi n 
thi r ty ( 30 ) days after the i ssuance o f this o rder , pursuant t o 
Rule 9 .11 0 , Fl o rida Rul es o f Appellate Procedu re . The notice 
o f appeal must be in t he fo 1m s peci fi ed in Rule 9 . 900(a), 
F l o ri da Rules of Appel late Procedure . 
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