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BEFORE TilE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

l.n rc: EstabliJhment of i.otruwe ) 
impiCITIC!IlWion rcquiremenu governing ) 
foden.lly mandal.od deregulation of local) 
exdlange oompaay paypbooca ) 

In re: Petition by MCI Tdeeommuni- ) 
cationa Corporation ro BeiiSouth ) 
Telocor ..nunlcatiooJ, Inc. ) 

In rc: Petition by MCI Tdeeommuni- ) 
cationa Corporation rc GTE Florida ) 
lll(;()rporatod ) 

Docket No. 970281-TL 

Docket No. 9701'72-TP 

Docket No 970173-TP 

Deled· July 17. 1997 

PREJli'I..ARING STATEMENT 
OF 

ST JOSEPH If! PCOMMUNICAIIONS 

St. JoJq~h Telocornmunication~ 61e. !hit Prehearins StaJ.emenJ, punuanl to Order No. 

PSC-97~721-PCO-TP: 

(a) No witnellel wiU be ealled 

(b) No exhibits wiU be filed. 
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(c) The~·· buic position iJ th&l it i• Unnoc.t"SUI)' for !he rompany 10 reduu 

any rate~ or clw'set u a retu11 of removal or de egula!od payphone investment and 

such reduction bu been properly and lawfully raiJed in this docket. S!. JoJCP'b 

T docollll'liUJlicati' • poaitlon iJ thai no inlraLA T A tubtidy exiau St Jotepb 
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TeiCCOIIllllUnical' • payphone rate. were aWllisbod in a ra1e or return. ra.idual 

ratemakins envirocwen&. The rate. eJtablilbed by !he Florida Public Service 
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Commission wue not cost-based wbeo esublisbed and wue never esublished to 

ensure recovery ot COlt on a ea vico-by-~ buis. 

(d) St. Joseph Tda:ommunic:atlons conslden t~g there are no qucttioot of fad 11 

issue regarding St. Joseph Tclccommunie&tionl .mcc the hc:atini ili a result of a 

Pc lion on PAA which wu the rault ofPetitionJ by MCI that did not mention 

and dld 001 involve St. Jotq)h Tclccommwlic:ati by ukina for removal of 

dercauWed paypbone invatmeal and IIIOQIIed cxpenltl from inuutate 

operariooa or by uldna for red• action or my ra&a or c:bltsa made by St Jotq)h 

TcJcoommunjcatioN to MCJ 

(e) St. Joseph Tdoc:ommunicatio eoNidcn tha1 the quCitionJ of law at isiUc arc u 

fo11ows: 

(I) Ia it proper and lawiW to expand the Petition on P AA filed by MCJ into 1 

generic proceoding? 

(2) Should S1. Jotq)h Teloc:ommunic:atnJ he diJmiucd from this proccoding? 

(3) Are the tarilfJ filed by St Jotq)h T dcoommunication reclauifying pay 

tdcphonc invatmcnt praumptivdy valid'~ 

(C) St. Joseph Telecommunic:al. h&J no poaitioo o 1 which policy queaionJ arc 11 

u....e. 

(g) St. Joseph Tdecommunication h&J not stipulated any isiUcs. 

(h) St.. Joseph TdC!COiliiDIIIic: docs 001 have my pc:ndina motion., allhough 

ot.bcr partiel ~ have. 

(i) St. Joseph Telec:ommmicatioou iJ 001aware of my nquilemeut of Order No 
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PSC-97-0721-PCO-TP with which it cannot comply, although the St. Joseph 

Telecommunicatio abould DOl be a patty ill this dodccc 

(j) St. Joteph T elocommunkatioo ' a position with reptd to Clcl1 illue on the •l..iJt of 

bsues" anacbcd to Order No. PSC-97-0721-PCO-TP il u folloWJ: 

I. ISSUE: W1w is the IIIDOWil ofinttuwe paypbone tubcidy, if any, that~~ to be 

elir.unaud by each local oxdwlge company punuantto Section 276(BXI)(b) or 

the TelecoDIIDillicatiooa Aa ofl996? 

POSmON: Nooe. Tbc:re il oo inuuwe paypbone IUbsidy 

2. ISSUE: If an iDuuwo paypbooo IUbsidy Ia identified in INUe I, do the FCC a 

Paypbone R,..lmificlltioa Orden require the Florida Public Service~ 

to specify which rate element(•) lbould be reduced to eliminate aucb aubtidy7 

POSITION: No, butlfthc FCC'1 Ofllct1 roquiro PSC ~ion, thiJ dock~ Ia not the 

proper one in which to ICt with reptd to St. Joteph Tclecommunicationa. 

3. ISSUE: If an lntrutato paypbone subsidy Ia Identified in l~a~e I, wlw ia the 

appropriate rate elonent(a) to be reduced to eliminate such subsidy? 

POSmON. Whatever the St. Joseph Telecommunicatioru elecu. 

4. ISSUE: If fV'CUIIry, by what date r.houJd rcvi.aod inl"l.llate wiff1 that climiJUte 

any ldeallifiod intrutate payphone JUblidy be filed? 

POSmON: No position. 

S. ISSUE: 11 Aprill5, 1997, the appropriate effec:tlve date fOf rcvi.aod inuuute tarillJ 

that eliminate any identified lnuuwe payphoae IUbeidy7 

POSmON. Yes, St. Joeepb T~ bu filed the appropriate wilf, 
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which V'3ol approved and made etr'ective on April IS, 1997, and no party hu 

c:onteltod the tariff or alleged thai then were any IUbsidiea that needed to be 

removed. 

6 ISSUE: Should tlae doc:htt be doiCICI? 

POSmON: Yes, wilh reptd to St Jotepb Telec:ommunic:ationJ 

David B. Erwin 
Y ouna. van Assc:nderp .t Varnadoe 
2.2S S. Adams St., Ste. 200 
Tallahuace, FL 3230 I 
(ISO) 222· 7206 

At1omeyl for 
St. Jotepb Tdccommunlc:adons 
SO+ Fifth Street 
Pon SL Joe, FL 32456-7222 

csnrrJctn or suvxa 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true copy of the for~oinq 
Prehearinq stat-ant of St. Joeepb 'l'ele~unication. hae been 
furnished by u.s. Mail or by hand delivery this 17th day or July, 
1997 to the following: 

WiU Cox 
Florida Public Service Commiuioo 
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd 
Tallahwec, FL 323~SO 

Tracy Hatch 
AT&T Communic:ations of !he 
Southern States, loc:. 

I 0 I N. Monroe St.. Suite: 700 
Tallah.uacc, FL 3 230 I 

Tony Gilmore 
GTB Florida Incorporated 
106 Eul CoUep Ave. Ste 1440 
Talbh .. -, FL 32301-1440 

Nan.cy White 
BellSoulh Telocommunlc:ations, Inc:. 
ISO S. Moatoe St, Suite 400 
Tallahuloc, FL 3230 I· m6 
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Angel& Gn:en 
Aorida Public Tdcc:ommunic:alioaJ Asloc:. 
12S S. GadJden St., NlOO 
Tallahassee, FL 3230 1·1 S2S 

Charles Rebwinkd 
Sprint-Aorida, Inc. 
P. 0 . Box 2214 
T allabassce. FL 3 2316-2214 

Ricllard Mdsoo 
Hoppina Law riiTII 
P. 0 . Box 6S26 
Tall&hwec, FL 323 14 


	5-12 No. - 876
	5-12 No. - 877
	5-12 No. - 878
	5-12 No. - 879
	5-12 No. - 880



