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BErORE THE Fl.OR IOA PUBLIC Sl RVICI· COMl*H SSION 

111 rt: f'eLiLion to inves lig .. tc and 

c I irnln11L or reduce intras tate pri rn,uy 

int rcxc~ange car r ier (PIC ) ch~nge 

Chc r q I by MCl TEf .. ECOMt1UN ICAT IONS 

COnPOIM'l'l ON 

) OOC K I-;T NO . 

) 
) ORIJfo.R NO . 

) 
) I SSUED : 
) 

900037-TI 

23340 

8-9-90 

'J'hP following Conun i ssioners pat i<.:ipdt•cl In th~ disposition 

u t t h i tl rna tt e t : 

MI CHAEL McK. WILSON, Ch lrrn n 

THOt1AS M. Bt-:ARI> 

BETTY EASLt-; Y 

GERALD L. GUNTER 

FRANK S. MESSfo~IH"M I 'I'll 

OR DER APPROVING ST I PULAT r ON ANI> SE'I'TJ,EMf: NT 

AND 

NOT 1 CE OF PROPOSED AGI· IICV ACT 1 ON 

ORDER-ELIMINATING SOUTHERN Hr:J,I. 'J'f;LEPHONE 

AND 'l'ELEGRAPH COMPANY ' S I N'I'HAS'JI\'I'E PH I fotARV 

I NTEREXCHANGE CARR r ER CIIAN<' J C'III\RGE 

IIV '1' 111~ COMt-1 ISSlON: 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN by lht> l• l o 1 I d el Publ ic Secvtce 

Conuninrrlon Lhat lhe eli mination o f soul:lll rn nol l Telephone and 

1'tllqp 11ph Company ' s intrasta te p ri mcl ty lntt rcxchangc carrier 

c hunuc c h arge, discu ssed further h ' r •In , i s preliminary in 

n ~t lurt• nd wi1 1 become final unless " H r M>n whose interests 

rc u ubn lanli a lly affected files ,, JH tit so n Cor a fo r mal 

r.roc•ct,<llnq pur suant to Rule 25-22.0.?9 , !• l o r i da Adrnin i st tat ive 

('oclt~ . AlJ other pro v ision s o f th is 0 1 J, 1 tllt' i sl>ued as final 

HI IH'Y el i on. 

I. Case Backg r o urH1 

Pt otJubscrip ion allows e nd usC'r •w iJ:;c· r ibPr !l Lo accf!ss their 

pr irn ry inlercxchange ca r rier (PIC) by dltlltnq l + o r 0 +. By 

Ordt' l No. 13858 , issued No v ember 1 ~ , 11)114, lh1s Comm1ssion 

tit C'lclc cJ Lo " m1rror", for in trastat' purJHHWR , the FCC-approved 

In r tJ I.dle presubscriplion plan, wh1 c h l nc:-l uded a no11rccur ring 

c:htliU o C $ 5.00 p er line or trunk whon 1111 tncJ user chang~s h is 

07 209 ~ ~G -9 1~rJ 

, ~ .: - ,?~CCfiDS/nE?oRm;c 
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PIC a f t e r the i n i ti a 1 s i x mo n t h s o f 
following equal access conversion. 
t hat : 

ba lloli ng and 
In that Order , 

a 11 oca t: ion 
we stated 

By so mir r oring , we arc implementing a $5.00 
intrastate non-recurri ng charge for a change 
in carriers i n addition to the $5.00 
interstate carrier change charge approved by 
the FCC (as part of the NECA tariff). We 
believe this is more representative of he 
cost of taking t he presubscription chonqe 
order than would be tealtzcd if no intrastate 
charge were assessed . . we do not know the 
exact cost to the companies of preparing and 
executing a presubscnption change order 
because the cost estimates ~ubmitted by the 
companies ranged from $ 5 .72 to $ 31 . 27 per 
l ine . A more precise cost will undoubtedly be 
establi shed during a L EC [local exchange 
carrier] rate case . 

Order No. 13858 , page 6. 

Of the hirteen Florida-based LECs only So uthern Bell 
Telephone and Telegraph Company (SBT), GTE Floc 1du Inco r po ratcd 
(GTEFL), United Telephone Company of Flonda (UTil.), Centra I 
Telephone Company of Florida (Cent~l), AI.LTEl, Flonda, Inc ., 
and Vista-United Telecommunications (Vista Unt t; ~d) offer equ ,d 
access . Each of these have implemrntl.!d the tnlta s t a le PIC 
cha nge cha rgc approved in Order No. 13858 . S i nee we iss ued 
Order No . 13858 , we have not had the oppot tuni y to reeva lu .sle 
t he propriet y of t he intrastate PIC change cha r ge in th~ 

con text o f a formal LEC rate case. However, the interstate PI C 
c hange charges have been cedes i gned, on a LEC-spcc 1 f i c bas 1 !::. , 

to fully recove r the costs of processing a P rc change . The 
interstate charges arc currentl y $ 1.65 for SBT, $4. 14 for 
GTEFL, and $4. 00 fo r Cenlel . The remaining LECs concurring tn 
the i n terstate NECA ta r iff in Florida who offer equal acces:. 
con tinue to collect a $5.00 interstate PIC c h ange charge . 

II . MC I ' s Pe ll t i on 

On January 18 , 1990, MCI Telecommunicatior, .., Corporation 
(MCI ) filed a petition to i nvestigate and elimina t e or reduce 
t he intrastate primary interexchange carrier (PIC) c hange 
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charge for all Flor1da-bascd LECs. In its petition. MCI 

stated : " At the Lime the c harge was eo;tabl ished , the Commission 

believed that a separate i n rastate charge wa s appropriate to 

help defray the cost incur red in connect ion wi lh a cus orne r · s 

change in presubscribed carrier. " MCI also stated that, since 

the intrastate PIC change charge was implemented, "there have 

been a number of changes in the interstate PIC Chdnge charge . 

The interstate charge is now established on a carrier-specific 

basis and is designed to fully recover the cost of processing 

the change in presubscriplion.·· Acco rding to MCI, since all 

LEC PIC c h ange costs are already allocated as interstate costs, 

and are fully recovered through the interstate PIC change 

charge, the intrastate PIC change charge should be elimtnated. 

MCI further staled that "(l)he continued requirement l hal the 

End User pay an inflated. double charge s ands as a substantial 

impediment to interexchangc Loll c ompel1ti o n in the state of 

Florida and docs not appear to be curren ly cJst JUStlfied.-

I 

On February 19, 1990, the Staff of this Conuniss1on (S aff) I 
sent a data r equest to all Florida-based LF:Cs, regarding the 
number of PlC changes which occurred during 1989 and to 

determine if all of the costs of processing a PIC change were 

being assigned as interstate costs and recovered through the 

interstate PIC change c harge. According to the response~ . 

approximately 693 ,000 PIC changes were proce~sed during 1989 ; 

approximately 70 percent of these, or 487,000, "''et "' procC'ssed 

by SBT. The responses also indica cd tha a 11 costs foL PIC 

changes were being assigned as interstate costs and recovered 

through the interstate charge. 

On t1arch 1, 1990, in response to a request by GTEFL , SBT 

filed revised tariffs to eliminate GTE~L· s intrasta e PIC 

change charge. By Order No. 22849, issued April 23, 1990, we 

suspended the proposed GTEFL ariffs pending the resoluUon of 

this docket. 

On Apri 1 2, 1990, in response to 
filed revised tariffs to elimina e 
change charge. By Order No . 23030, 
suspended the proposed Centel tariffs 
this docket. 

a reques by Centcl, SBT 
Centel's intrastate PIC 
issued June 5 , 1990, we 

pending the resolution of 

III . Stipulation and Sett1cmcnJ:. 

On June 6, 1990, 
proposed stipulation to 

Staff held 
eliminate 

a 
the 

workshop to 
intrastate 

d'scuss a 
PIC change I 
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charges. Attending the meeling were representatives for MCI, 

ATC, the Florida Inlercxchange Carrier Association { FIXCA) , the 

Office of Publtc Counsel (OPC), Staff and all of the LECs 

ex cept UTFL. Each of the parties agreed o support a 

stipulated agreement to eliminate the intrastate PIC change 

charge except SBT. Although SBT did not specificall y object to 

t he concept of eliminating the intras ale PIC change charge, il 

noted that the elimination of its PIC change charge '"'ould 

result in a revenue reducti on of approximately $ 2 ,4 36 , 000 . SBT 

stated that it could not sign a stipulated agreement unless it 

was assured that the Commission would offset the revenue 

reduction in either the Private Line/Special Access Reslruclurn 

case (Docket No . 890505-TL) o r the SBT Rate Stabilization case 

(Docket No. 880069-TL). 

On June 27 , 1990, MCI filed a Slipulalion and Settlement 

agreement signed by r epresentatives of MCI, OPC, a nd all the 

LECs e x cept SBT . A copy of the agreement is appended to this 

Order as Attachment A . According Lo the Stipulatior. and 

Settlement, each of the parties agree to "the entry of an Order 

by the Commission d i r ecting Southern Bell T~lephone and 

Telegraph Company to file a ariff on behalf of the undersigned 

l ocal exchange telephone companies ( other than Central 

Telepho ne Company of Florida) to eliminate the intrast a e PIC 

change charge. As for UTFL, Lhe SLipulatton and Sclllcmcnt: 

ag r eement states that " the Commission should recognize Lhc 

elimination for the intrastate PIC change charge and he 

revenues associated therewtlh in th0 conL0xl o f Docket No . 

891239-TL. With regatd to Centel, the Slipulal ~on and 

Settlement agreement slates that " the intrastate PIC change 

c h arge s hould be e 1 imina Led and lhe revenues as soc: i a L •d 

' herewith be considered coincident with the final permanen 

r ates approved by the Commission i n Docket No . 891246-TL ." 

Oul of all t he LECs which s1gned the Sltpulation and 

Settlement, GTEFL, ALLTEL, Vi sta-United do not seck any ktnd o( 

offset for revenue reductions occasioned by the proposed 

elimina t i o n of the PIC change c h arqe . According to GTEFL, 

between December, 1988, and November , 1989 , it processed 

129,917 PIC changes, for a total revenue impact of $ 648,724. 

GTEFL expects the number of PIC changes to dimini ;h 1n 

s u bsequent y ea r s . GT EFL estimated thal 1f the charg,.. ts no t 

eliminate d , intrastate PIC change r evenues for 1"190 would 

decline to approximately $4 54,107. 
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ALLTEL began offering equ al access i n August, 1989 . During 
1989, it processed o nly five PIC changes, which resulted 1n 
o n l y $ 25 .00 of i n trasta t e PIC c hange revenues . As for Vista­
Uni ted , i t o n l y p r ocessed t hree PIC c hanges during 1989 . 

SBT , UTFL, a nd Centel, all believe that t here should be an 
offset t o t he revenue reduction wh ich will be incurred by the 
ellminat i o n of t hei r i nt rastate P IC c hange c harges. Two of 
t hese , UTFL a nd Cen te l, c u rren l y have r ate cases pending 
before t hi s Commission. We note t hat UTFL has filed proposed 
ta r iffs i n Dockel No . 891239-TL to elim1 n ate the PIC change 
c harge . Du ri ng 1989 , UTFL processed 63,064 PIC ch ... nqes , for J 

r evenue effect of approx imately $ 3 15 , 000. for its 1991 test 
year , UTf' L h as projected that elimi nation of the in ra s t ate ""~ IC 

c ha nge charge will result in a revenue reduction o f $260 , 940 . 

We are disappointed that Cer tel 1s unwilling to eliminate 

I 

i ts PIC c hange c h arge until the conclusion of its t ate case. 
Howe ve r , we suspect that it is hesitant to eliminate th so I 
r e v e nues wh ile also pleading thaL its f1nu nc1al situation i , 

such t hat a n interim rate increase 1s requ1red. During 198 0 , 
Ce n tel p t ocessed 12,391 PIC changes, which generated 
approximately $62 , 000 i n intras at~ PIC change charge revenues . 

Based upon our discussion above , we believe Lhat it is 
app ropriate to eliminate the inltastate PIC change charge for 
those Florida-based LECs which signed th Stipulation and 
Settlement, especially since it appears that all of the cos s 
r elated to a PIC c hange are being all ocated Lo and fully 
r ecove r e d by the i n terstale c harges . we bel.ieve that 
e l imi nati ng t h e i n trastate P I C c hange charge will make it 
easier a nd less bu r de nsome for customers dissatisfied wi h 
t hei r rates a nd/or service to change their PIC, which shoulJ 
r esu 1 t i n i nc rea sed compel it 1 on amo ng the 1 n te rexchange 
carrie r s . Accordi ngl y, we hereby approve the Slipulal1on and 
Se t tlement filed by MCI . 

I V. gj_i mi nat ion q_( SBT · s In raL.L_e ~IC Chang~ Cha r_g£ 

SBT was the o n l y Florida-based LEC which did not s1gn he 
S t i pu l a t i o n a nd Settlemen t . As already noted , dunng the Starf 
wo rks ho p i n t hi s case , SBT stated t h at it did not object to the 
co ncept of eliminati ng he P I C c h a nge c harge. Ho\..ever , SBT 
a r g ued t hat its elim tnation of the c harge wou:o teduce its I 
annual r e venues by approx imately $ 2 , 436 , 000 , and hal it could 



I 

I 

I 

ORDER NO . 23340 
DOCKET NO. 900037-TI 
PAGE 6 

not sig n the Stipulalion and Sett Jernent unless 1t wa s assured 
of havi ng the revenue decrease offset etther in the Pr1vate 

Line/Special Access Restructure case (Docket No. 890505-TL) or 

the SBT Rate Stabilization case (Docke No . 880069 TL). 

OPC stated t hat, if we were o give any prior assurance of 

SBT ' s entitlement to an offset for the reduction in revenues 

associated with t he elimi nalion of the intrastate PIC change 

charge , it would demand a hearing. OPC argued Lhat the 

revenues associated wj t h the tntrastalc PIC change c harge were 

not included in SBT's intras ate revenue forecast for Lhe years 

1988, 1989, and 1990, as ptesen ed by SBT in Docket No. 

880069-TL. OPC claims that SBT ' s intrastate PIC change chatge 

revenues were actually booked to tnte rstate o peratt ons and tha 

SBT is not , therefore, entitled t o an intrastate revenue offset. 

For t he same reaso ns gtven tn our dis~ussion o f MCI's 

St1pulation and Se llement, we bel1cve lhd 1 1:> appropnate 

to eliminate SBT's inlrasl<lle PIC change chatge . ~'ie believe 

t hat it is especially apptoprJaLe in light of Lhe fact that, 

during 1989 , SB1 processed approximately 70 perccn o f all of 

the PIC changes . However , we du nol believe that it is 

appropriate to dctcr rnt ne , in this dock L , whether SRT is 

entitled to any offsc for revenue reductior.s occas 1oncd by its 

elimination oC the intrastate PIC change charge . We bcl1eve 

that the matter is mo re appropriate for DcJckel No . 880069-TL, 

the Rate Stabilization Docket. The matlPts addressed under 

this section of t h is Order arc issued as propo~ed agency 

action , but will become final unless an appropria • pet ilion is 

received by t he Division of Records and Repor tng by he close 

of business on the date indicated in th• Notice of fur her 

Proceedings or J udicial Review . 

IL is, t herefore, 

ORDERED by t he Floridd Public s•rv1ce Commission tha the 

Stipula ion and Setllemenl fllcd by MCI Telecorrununicatt ons 

Corpora ion is hereby approv~d. Il 1s lurthcr 

ORDERED that Southern Bell Telepho ne and Telegraph Compd ny 

shall fi l e revised tariffs, o n behalf of each of the Florida­

based loca l e xc hange compa n ies other than Central Telephone 

Company of F l orida and Un ited Te l ephone Company ol Florida, to 

el i minate t heir i n trastate primary inlerexchange carrier change 

charges. It is further 
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ORDERED that United Telephone Company of Florida's 

intrastate primary tnterexchange carrier change chatge shall be 

elimi nated and the revenues associated therew1th cons1dered in 

t he context of Dock e No. 891239-TL. It is fur'her 

ORDERED 
intrJslate 
eliminated 
concurrent 
Dock et No . 

that Central Telephone Comp.Jny o f Flo r ida ' s 

primary interexchange cart1er change charge shall be 
and the revenues assoc1ated therewi h considered 

with our establishing final permaner t rates in 
89 1246-TL. It is further 

ORDERED that the provisions of Section IV of this Order are 

issued as proposed agency act1on and will become f1nal unless 

an appropriate pelitton is received by the Division o f Reco r e:; 

and Rcport1ng, 101 East Gaines Street. Tallahassee Florida 

32399-0870 , by the close of business on the date indicated in 

the Notice o f Further Proceedtngr or Jud1cial Review . It is 

fur' her 

I 

ORDERED that Southern Bell Telephone and Telegraph Company I 
s hall file a revi sed tariff eliminating its 1n rastate primary 

i nterexchange carrier change charge. It is further 

ORDERED that the revenue impacted associated with Southern 

Bell Telephone and Telegraph Company ' s elimination of its 

intrastate primary intetexchange carrier change charge shall be 

conside t ed in Docket No. 880069-TL, the Rate Stabtliza ion 

Docket. IL is further 

OROERED Lht~t, afl r the ex piration o f the protes p£'ciod 

herein , this Commiss1on wi I 1 issue e1ther a nol1c•~ of further 

p r oceedings , or an order indicat1ng thal the proposed agency 

action provisions of this Order h ave become final and effect1ve 

and closi ng th is docket. 

By ORDER of the Florida Public S0rvice Commission 

t his h_h day of _ __._._,U"-'G u_s T --- __ 1990 

( S E A L ) 

RJP 

I 
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NOTlCf 01 ~UNTH~R PROCEEDINGS OR JUDICIAL REVIEW - -- -
Th• FLOtldtl Public Service Commis!'>ion 1.s required by 

section t 70.SIJ(4 ), Florida Statutes, to notify pa ries of any 

admini:;LrdLiv • he lltlfi(J or judicial revjew o( Comm1ssion o rders 

that is av.:Jil .lblP under Seclions 120.57 o r 120 .68, F1onda 

statutes, as wt~ll 11 s the procedures and time llmits that 

apply. This no t ice• should not be construed o mean all 

requ sts for till ncJullnis rative hearing or judicial review wtll 

be g t oJnll'd o r tt•~wlt tn he relief sought. 

As td •n li Cl t d In the body o f t his order, our elimination of 

south•rn Ooll 'l' lcpltone and "'elegraph Company ' s intrastate 

primary Inter •xc hilrHJt' car rier change charge 1s preliminary i., 

natun and will nt)l become effective or final, except as 

prov 1ded by Ru l t~ l!l 22. 029, Florida Admini strative Code. Any 

person who~' !l llhtlloHil ia l 1nterests are affec ed by the action 

propose d by Lhl· order may file a peliti on for a f ormal 

proce~d inq, at pr ovided by Rule 25-22.029(4), Florida 

Admini~Lr,,Liv• t'odP, in the form prov ided by Rule 

25-27.01«J(7)(t~) .t ncl (f), Florida Administr ative Code. This 

pctit 1on mu~ tH• rl'l· ••ived by the Directo r. D1vis1 o n of Reco rds 

and Rt'porlinq t.; ht ... office at 101 Ea~ GHnes Strel!, 

Tallah,, ~,tl t'•'• l•' l o t iCI II 32399-0870 , by the cl ose of bustn(;SS 

o n J\uguol 30 1 1990 In the absence of such a petition , hi s 

ordct s lhlll bl't IIIII' t~fCcclivc on the dale subsc JUCnL to he 

abov, tJ,1lt' , fi pt o v•dcd by Rule 25-2/. .0 29 ( 6) , Flonda 

Admini s , ,,t;iv C.:ocl t• , .nd as reflected i n a s ubsequent order . 

Any o h juc i on o r protest filed in hi s docket b e f ore the 

issuancL' dHtl' o f hl ti order i s conside tcd abando ned unless it 

satistiL'S the t o r PJolng conditions and is renewe d within the 

spccifi cl pr ol 1•rJ I JH'rl od. 

rf h t ll V IIIll portion o f th is o rder becomes final and 

effec iv• o n thtt dntt described above, any party advetsely 

afC'c " d my rl•qui •:J I j udi c ial revi ew by the Florida Supreme 

court in he C'd:t or an ell:!ctric , gas or telepho ne utility o r 

by tho Firs 01 s lr i c l Court oF Appeal in the case of a water or 

sewer uli t ily IJY tiling a notice of appeal with the Directo r. 

Divis1on of Rl•t'O Hl :J and Reporting and filing a copy o f he 

no lic' ol ap(H ell nd the filing fee with the , ppropr iate 

court. This fi I irHJ mus t be completed within t hirty (30 ) days 

of thO (f CtiVIJ doilC" Of this order, pursuant to RLle 9.110, 

F1otid, Rul s o f AppPllate Procedure. The notice of appeal 

36 9 
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must be i n the form specified 
of Appellate Procedure. 

in Rule 9.JOO(a) , Florida Rules 

Any part y adversely affected by the Co~nis&lon's final 
action i n t h is matter ma y request: 1 ) reconsideration of the 
decision by fili ng a motion for reconsidera ion with the 
Director , Division of Records and Reporting within fifteen {15) 
d a y s of t he issuance of this order i n the form prescribed by 
Rule 25-22 . 060, Florida Administrative Code ; or 2) judicial 
rev i ew by t he Florida Su preme Court in the case of an electric, 
gas or telepho ne utility or the First District Court of Appeal 
i n the case of a water or sewer utility by filing a notice o f 
appeal with the Director , Division of Records and Reporting and 
fili ng a copy of the notice of appeal a nd the filing fee w th 
t he appropriate court . Th is filing must be complC'ted within 
t h irty ( 30 ) days after t he issuance of this order, pursuant to 
Rule 9 . 110 , Florida Rules of Appellate Procedure. The notice 
of appeal must be i n the form specified 1n aule 9 . 900(a), 
Florida Ru les of Appellate Procedure. 

I 

I 

I 
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Bl:rOR& TH£ 
FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICC COAAlSSIOU 

I n Re : Pel1t1 on t o lnve~tlgate 

a nd Eliminate o r Reduce Intrastate ) 
Primary lnter exchange Carrier (PIC)) 
Change Charge ) 

DOCK&T NO. 900037 Tl 

______________________________ ) 

STIPULI\TION AND SCTTLEMEUT 

\o/HCRl:AS , on January 17, 1990, MCI filed a Pt!llll on to 

I nvestigate and El1m1nate or Reduce the lntra:ilate Pr1mary 

Interexchange Carrier (PlCl Change Charge; and 

WHER&J.S, the parties to thiS Supulauon agree that, 1n 

a ccordance wi th FCC Dockets No. 78-7 2 and 80-286. al l costs 

involved 1n processing an end user PI C change request are 

recove red by the interstate PIC cloange charge; and 

WHEREAS, the par lles t o th1s ~lipulatlon ag ree that 

el1m1nation o! the Intrastate end user charqe l or PI C 

changeo WI)} enhance the competi ti ve l ntc r exchange 

te lecommunications e nvironment and bene~ it the r atepayerll in 

Florida; a nd, 

WHEREAS, the part1es agree tha t , with respect t o United 

Telephone Company o C Flo rida, t he CommiGDion .ahould 

recogni ze the e limination o f the intrastate PIC change 

charge and the revenues assoc iated therewith 1n the context 

of Docket No . 891239-TL; and, 

WHEREAS, the part1es agree t hat wi t h respect t o Centra l 

Telephone Company of Florida, t he Intrastate PIC change 

charge shou ld be el1m1nated a nd the r evenuell associated 

ATTACHMENT A 
Page 1 of 7 
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Lhere~llh be conLs de red cosncld~nl ~llh th~ Csnal per~ancnt 

r ates appr oved by t he Comms!isl on sn Oockel No. 891 24 6-TL. 

NOW. TH EREfORE , the underssgn~d partse!> o~gree t o the 

e ntry o ! an Order by the Commlsason d1rect1ng S~uthern Bell 

Telephone a nd Telegraph Comp•ny t o ! 1le a t•rstl on b~halt 

o! t he und ra1gned local e xch•nge tel e phone co~panses (other 

than Central Telephone Company o t rlorsda) t o elsmina t e th~ 

intrastate PlC change charge: dsrect1n9 United Telephone 

Company of florsda t o f1.e a tart!! t o el1m1nate the 

Intrastate PlC change c h• rqe; a nd author1z1ng th~ CommiSSIOn 

St a f f t o administ ratively approve such Lar1Cfs ~1thln ~days 

alter the !sling o f sa e. 

~~TT£0, 

CTE fLORIDA INCORPORATED 

CENTRAL TEL£PH0 tlt CO . Of 
FLORIDA 

UIHT£0 TEL£PHOU£ CO. Of 
fLORIDA 

ALLTEL FLORIDA , W C. 

ST. J OSEPH TELEPHONE ANO 
TELEGRAPH COMPANY 

f LOk:.u, TELEPHOIH: COMPAIH, I llC. 

CULf T£L£PH0NE COMPANY 

tl6RTH£AST f LORIDA T£LEPHON£ 
COMPAUY, 11 C. 

OUIIJCY T£LtPHONE COMPANY 

lllO 1 AIJTOWtl TCLI:PHOIIE SYSTEMS, 
INC. 

ATTACHMENT A 
Page 2 of 7 
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there...,lth be cons1derPd colncadt n! '"'l lh th< fln•l permanent 

rates a pproved by the Commat.&lo n an Docket tlo . 891246-Tl. . 

NOW, THERLfOR£ , t he unders 1911Pd pan1es agree t o t he 

entry of an Order by the CommiSSIOn d1rect1n9 S~uthern Be ll 

Telephone and Telpgraph C0111pa ny to Ca le., ta rat f on behalf 

oC he unders1gned local exchang~ telephon~ compan1e10 (Other 

t han Centr a l Telephone Company o f rto r 1da) t o el1m1nate t he 

Intrastate PlC changP chargP: darect1n9 United Telephone 

Company o f florada to file a tarafC t o el1m1nate the 

I ntrastate PIC change charge; and author1z1ng the CommiSSion 

Staff to ad~ lnls tratlvely appr ove such taraf!s '"'lthln ~days 

after the C1l1ng o f &a~e . 

RESPECTfULLY SUB~ITTED, 

GTE fLORIDA INCORPORATED 

CENTRAL TELEPHONC 
FLORIDA 

co) Ot_j 

UNITED TELEPHONE CO. Of 
F'LORJDA 

Al.l.T£1.. fLO~JOA , J!:C. 

ST. J OSEPH TELEPHOtll AtlO 
TEI..EGRAPII COHPAIIY 

fl.ORhlA , I.L U•IIONL COHPAUV . l NC. 

tut.r TELEPHONE COMPAUY 

NORTIICAS1 fLORIDA TELEPHOI E 
COMPAtlY, l tiC. 

ou I NCY TCI..EPIIOIIE: COMf'ANY 

J 1'101 IINTOWtl TCLEPHOtll: SYSTI:HS. 
INC. 
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the rewith be cons1dered COinCid~nl With the C1nol pe r~anent 

r ates approved by Lhe Co~1sslon 1n ooc~et Ho. 891246-TI. 

NOW , TH£RE:fORE , lhl' unders19ned par tl es agree l o l he 

e ntry o C a n Ord r by t he Co~~IS510n d1rect1ng Scuthe rn Be ll 

Telephone and Tele9raph Company t o fi le a tar iff on behalf 

oC the undersi9ned l ocal e xchan9e telephone co~pan1es (other 

than Central Telephone Company o l Florida) t o eliminate t he 

Intras tate PIC change charge; d1rect1n9 Un1tcd Telephone 

Company oC Fl o r1da to Cll e a tariff to el1m1nate t he 

intrastate PIC change char9e: and autho r1 z1n9 t he Comw1aslon 

Sta!! t o adminiStrati vely a pprove such tar1Cfs Within S day~ 

after the C1l1n9 of sa~e. 

RESP£CTFU~LY SUBMITTED, 

CT£ FLORIDA INCORPORATED 

CENTRAL TELEPHONe CO. Of 
FLORIDA 

ALLTEL FLOR I DA, INC. 

ST . J OSEPH TELEPHOIJ£ AtlD 

t>CORALA TELE:PHOHt COl'\ PAt. { . INC. 

CULr TELCPHOIH.: COMPANY 

NORTIIEAST f LOR I DA TE:LEPiiO~ E: 
COMPANY , ltiC. 

QUI NCY TCLEPHONE COMPANY 

I NDIAilTOWtl TLI.EPHOIJ£ SYSTtJOIS, 
'o.~r 

ATTACHMENT A 
Page 4 of 7 

I 

I 

I 



I 

I 

I 

ORDER NO . 
DOCKET NO . 
PAGE 14 

23340 
900037-TI 

therewJth be cons1dered co1nc1 dent with t he !1nbl permanent 

rates approved by lhe CommisSIOn 1n Dockel No . 891246-TL. 

NOW, TH£RCrORE , the under s1gned par tl cs a g ree lo l he 

en t ry o f a n Order by the Col!liii i&SI On d~recllng Sc.ut hcr n 8,.11 

Telephone and Telegraph Company t o ftle a tar1!! on behalf 

o f lhe unders1gned local exchange l elephone comp~n1es ( O her 

than Central Telephone Company o£ Flor ida ) t o el1m1nate the 

intra s tate PIC change cha rge; directing Untted Telephone 

Company of r1 o r1da to f1le a tart !! t o el1m1nate the 

Intrastate PIC change cha rge; and a uthor 1z1 ng the Commtss1on 

Staf! t o a dmln JSt ratlvely appr ove such tar 1f!s Within S days 

after the ftl1ng o f same. 

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED. 

GTE FLOR I DA INCORI ORATED 

CEUTRAL T£L£PHOilC CO. 01 
F'LOR IDA 

UNITED TELEPHOII£ CO. or 
F'LORIDA 

lfl.,"""k ~ ~Wii+tLEI1fN£SYST: 
JIIC. 
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SOUTH LAtJO TELEPHOIIE COMPANY VI STA-UNITCO TCLCCO...,-UtHCAT!OilS 

)2-Jl·o r---- ~+ \:t,'l)\c Cov~t.L 
HCl TELECO~UNICATIONS CORP. l.IC CO NSI.:l. Col;)..\\ 9o 
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