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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

In re: Request for approval of) 
tariff filing to implement the ) 
$.25 plan between Mt. Dora and ) 
Apopka, Mt. Dora and Winter ) 
Park, and one way between ) 
Mt. Dora and Orlando by UNITED ) 
TELEPHONE COM.PANY OF FLORIDA. ) 

----------------------------> 

DOCKET NO. 920866-TL 
ORDER NO. PSC-92-1072-FOF-TL 
ISSUED: 09/28/92 

The following Commissioners participated in the disposition of 
t his matter: · 

THOMAS M. BEARD, Chairman 
J. TERRY DEASON 

BETTY EASLEY 
LUIS J. LAUREDO 

ORQER PENXING TARIFF ANP QIRECTING 
COMPANY TO REFILE TARIFF TO BE 

APPROVED AQMINISTBATIVELY 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

By Order No. 24992, issued August 29, 1991, in Docket No. 
9000 39-TL, we proposed requiring BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. 
d/b/a Southern Bell Telephone and Telegraph company (Southern Be l l } 
and United Telephone Company of Florida (United} to implement the 
a lternative toll relief plan known as the $.2 5 plan on c erta i n 
r outes, under terms and conditions specified in the Or der . No 
protest wa s filed to our proposal, so Order No. 24992 ~ecame final 
on September 20 , 1991. 

On July 16, 1992, United filed a tariff proposal to implement 
the $.25 plan be tween Mt. Dora and Apopka, Mt. Dora and Winte r 
Park, a nd Mt. Dora and Orlando . The Mt. Dora, Apopka, and Winter 
Park exchanges are served by United, while the Orlando exchange i s 
s e rved by Southern Bell. All three of these routes are interLATA 
( local access transport area) routes, but only one of the routes 
(Mt. Dora to Orlando) involves Southern Bell. Southern Bell must 
obtain a waiver of the Modified Final Judgment (MFJ) before it can 
carry traffic on an interLATA route. The Mt. Do~a/Apopka a nd Mt. 
Dora /Winter Park routes involve only United e xchanges and, 
the refore, do not implicate the HFJ. United has stated that should 
we prefer that the Mt. Dora to Orlando route not be implemented on 
a one-way basis, it would refile its tariff excluding that route. 

Initially we note that there are a number of routes around the 
s t a te where we have ordered the $.25 plan to be impleme nted , but it 
has not been, pending the outcome of MFJ waiver reque sts by 
Southern Bell. In the meantime, we constantly receive letters and 
cal ls from citizens in areas where routes have not been 
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implemented. Subscribers do not understand why some rou tes in a 
specific docket have been implemented and others have not. They 
a re confused when we say we have no control over the s itua t ion, and 
u pset that promised toll relief has not bee n de live r e d o n rou tes 
indicating a sufficient c ommunity of i nterest a nd a need f o r t o l l 
r e lie f. Because of MFJ requirements, these cus t omers are s t ill 
p a ying toll rates. 

Upon consideration, we find i t a ppropriate to d eny Uni t ed ' s 
t a riff proposal a s filed. The intent of the $.25 plan is t o allo w 
two- way , seven-digit local calling. We have not ordered r outes to 
be implemented on a one-way basis i n other docket s a nd do no t 
i nte nd to do so here. Accordingly, United shall be r e quired t o 
refile its t ariff to implement only the Mt. Dora/Apopka a nd the Mt. 
Dor a/Winte r Park routes. For the Mt. Dora/Orlando r oute , we s hall 
wa ive the i mpleme ntation date establis hed in Orde r No . 24992 until 
s uch t ime as Southern Bell can carry the traf f ic on its port ion of 
the r oute . The tariff to be refiled by Unite d s hal l be approved 
a dmi nis tra t i ve ly, with an effec t i ve date of Septe mbe r 19 , 1992 . 

Based on the foregoi ng, i t is 

ORDERED by the Florida Public Serv i c e Commission that the 
t a riff proposal filed on July 16, 1992, by Un ited Tele phone Company 
of Florida to implement the $.25 plan on cert ain routes (T-92 - 435) 
is h e r e by d e n ied as filed f or the r eason s s e t forth he r ein . It is 
further 

ORDERED that United Telephone Co mpany of Fl o r ida shall r efi l e 
i t s t ariff in accordance with the directives conta i ne d her ein , 
a fte r which the tariff shall be approved a dm i ni s tra ti ve ly with an 
e ffective date of September 19 , 1992. It i s furthe r 

ORDERED tha t if a timely protest is filed, this tariff shall 
remain in effect, with any increase in revenues held s ub ject t o 
r e fund pending resolution of the protest. If no timely protest is 
filed , this docket shall be closed. 

By ORDER of the Florida Public Service Commission t h i s ~h 
d a y of September , ~· 

( S EAL) 
Repo r t . .,g 

ABG 
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NOTICE Of fURTHER PROCEEDINGS OR JUDICIAL REVI EW 

The Florida Public Service Commission is required by Sectio n 
120.59(4} , Florida Statutes, to notify parties o f n ny 
administrative hearing or judicial review of Commission o rde r s tha ~ 

i s available under Sections 120.57 or 120.68 , Flo rida St a t utes , a s 
well as the procedures and time limits that apply. This no tice 
s hould not be construed to mean all requests for an admini s trat ive 
he aring or judicia l review will be granted or result in the r elief 
s ought. 

The Commission's decision on this tariff is interim in na ture 

a nd will become final, unless a person whose substantial i nte r est s 

are affected by the action proposed files a petition f or a fo r ma l 
proce eding, as provided by Rule 25-22.03 6 (4}, Florida 

Adminis trative Code, in the form provided by Rul e 

25 - 22 . 0 36 (7 } (a) (d) and (e), Florida Administr a tive Code . Th i s 

petition must be received by th6 Director, Division o f Records a nd 
Reporting at his office at 101 East Gaines Street, Ta llahassee , 

Florida 32 399 - 087 0 , by the close of business o n Oc t ober 19 . l 9~ . 

In the absenc e of such a petition, this orde r s ha ll become 
final o n the day subsequent to the above date . 

Any objection or protest filed in this doc ket before the 

i ssuanc e date of this Order i s considered a bando ne d unless it 

satis fies the foregoing conditions and i s rene wed wi th i n t he 

s pe cifie d protest period. 

If this Order becomes final on the date d e scribe d abo ve , any 
pa rty adversely affected may request judicial r e view by the florida 
Supreme Cou rt in the case of an elec tric, gas or te leph~ne ut ility 

o r by the First District Court of Appeal in the c a se o f a wa t er o r 
was t e water utility by filing a notice of appea l with the Di rec t o r, 
Divis i o n of Records nnd Reporting and filing a c o py of the notice 
o f a ppeal and the filing fee with the appropriate court. Th is 
fil i ng must be completed within thirty (JO} days of the date this 
Orde r becomes final, pursuant to Rule 9. 110, Florida Rules of 
Appe llate Procedure. The notice of appeal must be in the form 

s pe c ifie d in Rule 9.900(a} , Florida Rules of Appe llate Pr ocedure . 
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