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BErORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERV lCE C0~1 1SSfON 

ln re: Request by Escambia Board of 
County Commtssioners f o r extended 
area service between all Escamb ia 
County communities 

DOCKET NO. 871268-TL 

ORDER NO . 21588 

1 SSUEO : 7- 20- 89 

ORDER GRANTING ESCAMBIA COUNTY ' S 
MOTION fOR EXTENSION Of T I ME . 

Thi s dock et was initiated u pon a r equest fo r coun t yw i d e 
Ex t ended Are a Se rvice ( EAS ) fi l ed by the Escamb ia So a r d o f 

I 

County Commissio ne rs o n December 1, 1987 . The exc h anges I 
invo l v ed in t hi s request are se rved by ei ther So u t hl and 
Te l epho ne Company ( Southl and) or Sout hern Bell Telephone a nd 
Teleg r aph Company (Southern Bell ) . In addition to involv ing 
intercomp any r o u tes , t h is r equest d l so invo l v e s i n t erLATA 
( Local Access T r ansport Area) routes . 

Orde r No . 18615, i ssued December 29, 1987 , di r ected 
Sou t h land and Sou t hern Bell to complete t ra ffic studi es o n t he 
a ffected r o u t e s . Subsequen t ly, Or der No . 19000 , i ssued t~a rch 
21. 1988 , gran ted the compa n ies an e x lension of time to 
complete and submit the traffic data due to t he comp l e x it i es 
i n heren t in comp l eting an interLATA traffic sludy . 

By Order No . 20605 , issued January 17 , 1989 , t he 
Commission proposed granti ng count ywide EAS in Escambi a Coun l y 
upo n terms s pecified within the Order . On Febr•ra r y 2 , 1989 , 
be fo re t he pro posed agency ar.Lion became fi n a l, Southl and f iled 
its Pet i t i o n protcsli nq t he action proposed by t he Comrn i •sion 
in Or der No . 20605 . 

On Ma r ch 31 , 1989, an order o n ?rehearing Procedure , Order 
No . 20970 was issued. Th i s order iden tified the issues to be 
add r essed in the hearing scheduled for May 23 , 1989 , ar:d set 
out a time frame to be fo l lowed by the parlies for k ey 
activities i n t he proceeding . 

On April 12. 1989, South<'rn Bell filed a ~lotion for 
Extension of Time seeking addiLional time in which to submit 
its prefiled testimo ny. Southern Bell as!'erted that such an 
extensi o n of time wa s necessary in o rder Lo c omp lete a n 
accurate and proper eco nomic s tudy and updated traffic studies , 
both o f which Southern Bell c o nsidered essential to its 
testi mony in t h is docke t. In s upport of its request fo r 
addtti o nal time , Southern Be ll cited Rule 25-4.060(1), flo r ida 
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Administ r at ive Code, whi ch a ll ows a compa ny up t o :; ix t y (60) 
days to comp let e tr 1 f fic studies . a nd Rul e 25-4. 061 ( 2), Flo rida 
Admi n ist r at i v e Code, which provides up to ni ne ty ( 90 ) d ays fo r 
comple t i ng a n economi c impact study. 

By Order No . 21 2 14, i ssu ed May 9, 198 9 , we grant ed 
Southe rn Be ll' s Mot i o n of Ex tens i o n of Time . Sou t he r n Bel l was 
granted sixty (60) days t o comp l e t e and s u bm i t curre n t traffic 
s t udie s and ninety ( 90) day s to complete and submi t a n upda t ed 
economic i mpact ana lysis , with both of t hese time limi ts 
measured from March 31, 19 89 , t he issu a nce date o r the Order o n 
Pr ehearing Procedure. 

At t he Prehea ring Confe r e nce he ld i n this Dock et o n May 
10, 198 9 , it wa s d e te r mined t h at the u pdated traff i c study and 
updated e conomi c i mpact a na lysis to be fi l ed by So u t he rn Bell 
would no t be avail ab l e un t il a fte r the Publi c He aring scheduled 
f o r May 23 , 1989 . Al t ho ugh not requi red to do so , counsel f o r 
Es c ambia County sta t ed o n the r eco rd that he was s pecifical ly 
r eserving t he ri ght 'to object t o t hese la t e ·fil e d exhibits, 
including t he righ t t o c r oss e x ami ne t hose who prepare d the 
e xhibi ts . 

On June 7 , 1989 , a Mot i o n Hea ring wa s he l d f o r the limited 
pu rpose o f cons ideri ng the confi denti a li t y i ssues in t hi s 
Docket . As a r esu l t o f t hat Hea ring, t he Commi ss i o n i s sued 
Orde r No . 21484 wh ich granted con fiden t ial s t atu s to the 
i nte r LATA t r a ffic d ata filed by bo th Sou t he rn Be 1 1 and 
So u t h l a nd in t h is Dock et . T he Preheari ng Of fi cer rul ed that 
exi st ing Ord e r s No . 19769 , 199 78 , a nd 20057 we r e b r o ad enough 
by t heir t erms to e ncomp ass t he upd ated vers i o ns of the s ame 
data fil ed and due to be f i led by both Southern Oel l a nd 
Sou thland . 

Sou t hern Bell filed i t s updated t r affic study data o n t·1ay 
30 , 1989 , and its u pdated economi c i mpacL sLudy on June 29 , 
1989 . 

On J uly ll , 1989 . Escambia Coun ty filed a Mo lion fo r 
Ex tension of Time , request ing addition al t i me in which to f il e 
its b r ief i n this Docket. As gtou nds Cor i ts request . Escambia 
County cites the importance o C Lhe traffic studies and t he 
economic impact data in this Docket . a l o ng with Escarnb i a 
County ' s desire to ct oss examtne h<? individuals l.tho prepared 
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both o f these documents . Addi ti o nally, Escambia Coun t y notes t hat it did not receive i ts copy of Southern Be ll" s economic impact fi ling until J uly 3, 1989 , a nd thereafter did not receive protective agreements a nd confidenti al data unti l J u ly 10, 1989 , although briefs o f t he parties were scnedulcd to be fi led on or befo r e Jul y 111 , 1989 . Escarnbia Coun t y asse rts that it wou ld be di fficult. if nol impossible, t o conduct disco very and file a brief under suc h time c o nstrai n ts. Counsel for Escambia County represents that none of the par t ies hiiVe any objections to granting a reaso nabl e extension of time. 

Upo n cons iderat i <'n, I f ind it appro priate Lo gran t Escambia Coun ty • s Mo ti o n for Extens ion o f Time . Brief s f o r a ll par t ies s hal l be filed o n o r before August 4, 19 89 . This change in the filing date for briefs necess itates a cha nge i n the date o f the Agenda Confere nce at whlch we will make a final decision in thi s Docke t . Th is Docket shall be reschedu led from the Age nda Conference of August 29 , 19 89 , t o the ne x t regularly scheduled Agenda Conference , which i s September 19, 1989 . The due date for a recommenda ti on frorn our staff is to be adjus ted accordingl y. 

Therefore, based on the fo regoi ng , it i s 

ORDERED by Corrun i ss i oner John T. Her ndon, as Prehearing Officer , that the lototion for Ex tensi o n o f Time filed on July 11, 1989, by Escamb i a Coun t y is gran led t o t he e xtent out I i.ned in t h e bod y of this Orde r. IL is further 

ORDERED t h at the brief s of t he parties to thi s Docket shall be f i led o n o r be fore August 4, 1989 . It i s f urther 

ORDERED that t he final decision in this Docket sha ll be r escheduled to our Agenda Confere nce of September 19, 198'J, for the reasons set forth in the bo dy o f t hi s Order . 

By ORDER o f Commis:.ionc r John T . Herndon , as Prehea r ing 
1989 Off i cer , this 20 th day of -~-Y- ---·---

( 5 E A L ) 

_j~-tL~-
JOHN T . HERNDON, Commissioner 

Jnd Pcehearing OLficet 
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NOT£CE OF FURTHER PROCE~D IN~S OR JUDICIAL REVI EW 
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The Flo rida Public Se rvice Commiss i o n i s r equi r e d by Sectio n 12 0. 59 (4). Florida Statutes , to not ify pa1ti es o f any ad mi ni strative hearing o r judic i a l r ev iew o f Commiss ion o rders t hat i s avai l able under Sections 120 . 57 or 120.68, F l o rida Statutes, as well a s the p rocedures and time limits t hat a pply. This no tice should not be construed to mean all requests fo r an admir.ist r ative heari ng o r judicial review wi 11 be g ran ted o r r esult in thP relief sough t . 

Any party adversety affected by the Co~ni ss i o n' z fi nal action in this matter may request : l) reconside ra tion of the decision by f i ling a moti o n for r econs ide rati o n wi th the Director , Div i sion of Records a nd Repo r t ing wi t hin f ifteen (1 5 ) days o f the issuance of thi s o rder in the form p r esc1 i b ed by Rule 25-22 . 060, Flo rida Administ rative Co de; or 2 ) judicial review by the Florida Supreme Cou tt i n the case of an e l ectr ic, gas o r te l ephone utility or the First Dist ri ct Court o f Appea l in the case o f a water or sewer utility by fili ng a notice of appeal with the Direc t o r, Divi s i o n of Reco rds a nd Repo r ti ng a nd filing a copy o f the no tice o f appea L and the f iling fee with the a pp r o priate court . Th is fili ng mu s t be completed withi n t h i r t y ( 30 ) dayz a f ter the i ssuance of t hi s o rder, pu rs u a n t to Rul e 9 .110 , Flo rida Ru les of Appel l ate Procedu r e . The n o tice of appeal must be in t he f o r m speci fied in Rt• l e 9 . 90 0 ( a ), Flo rida Ru l es o f Appell ate P• o cedu r e . 
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