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CMB BACmBOOHD 

The provider listed on page 3 has submitted one or more 
requests to blook incoming calls at their pay telephones. Each of 
the requests was submitted on a properly completed Porm PSC/CMU 2 
(12/94). 

1.) Docket #980690-TC- BellSouth Public Communications, Inc. 
- The Waiver Petition was f i led on May 27, 1998. The Notice of 
Petition for Waiver was submitted to the Secretary of State for 
publication in the Florida Administrative Weekly June 9, 1998. Tbe 
comment period ended July 3, 1998, and no comments were submitted. 
The Statutory Deadline for the Commission's decision regarding this 
petition is August 25, 1998. 

Staff believes the following recommendation is appropriate . 
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DISCUS§ IOH OP ISSQBS 

ISSQB 1; Should the Commisaion grant the provider liatod on page 
3 a waiver from the requirement that each telephone station shall 
allow incoming calla for the pay telephone numbere at the addresses 
listed? 

BBCOMMBNDATXOB; Yes . I McCoy) 

STAPf ASALXSIS; Rule 25 - 24.515(8), Florida Adminiatrative Code, 
provides in the pertinent part1 

Bach telephone atation shall allow incoming 
ca lla to be received, with the exception of 
tboae located at penal institutions, hospital• 
and echoola, and at locations specifically 
exempted b)r the Comniaaion. There a hall be no 
charge for receiving incoming calla . Requeeta 
for exemption from the requirement that each 
telephone station allow incoming calla ahall 
be accompanied by a completed FORM PSC/CMU-2 
(12/94), which ia incorporated into this rule 
by r8ference. 

The company haa aubcaitted a properly completed Request to 
Block Incoming calla form for each of the instrument• identified on 
page 3 . Staff has reviewed each form and found each to have been 
signed by the owner or officer of the pay telephone company, the 
location owner, and the chief of the law enforcement agency of the 
jurisdiction i n which the pay telephone is l ocated . 

By signing PORH PSC/CMU-2 (12/94), the pay t elephone company 
has agreed to provide central office-baaed intercept at no charge 
to the end-user and to prominently display a written notice 
directly above or below the telephone number which states •Incoming 
calla blocked at the request of law enforcement.• Furthermore, 
there ie language on the form above each of the threo parties 
signatures which atatea •I am aware that purauant to Section 
837.06, Florida Statutes, whoever knowingly makes a false etatement 
in writing with the intent to mhlead a public-eervant in the 
performance of hie official duty shall be guilty o f a miedemeanor 
of the aecond degree.• 

Staff recommend• that the waiver requeeted in the docket 
should be granted. The waiver ie being requeeted in accordance 
with the requirements of Chapter 120.542(2), Florida Statutes . The 
petitioners have demonstrated that granting the waiver will not 
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impede the continued provision of pay telephone service to the 
using public as int-ended by the underlying sta.tute, Chapter 
364.345, Florida Statutes. 

ln addit ion, tba petitionar has demonat rated that granting the 
~aiver will lift t he ~substantial hardship- t hat the rule imposes 
on law enforcement and the locatio.n provider. 

ISSYB a; Should this docket be closed? 

:RBCXltti!ijjDATiql: Yes, this docket should be closed unless a person 
whose substantial interests are affected by the Commission's 
decision files a protest within 21 days of the issuance of the 
Proposed Agency Acti on. (Ottinotl 

,STAPP ANAIJSI S; Whether s taff's recommendation on Issue l is 
approved or denied, t ha result will be a proposed agency action 
order. I f no timely P'rotest to the proposed agency act ion is filed 
within 21 days of the date of issuance of the Order, this docket 
should be closed. A protest in one doc~et should not prevent the 
action in a separate docket from becoming final. 

DOCEB% NO. PROVIDQ PHQH! !IIJ(J!gB ADDB£B9 

980UO- TC 8oll8outh Pul:>lic 
Coaamiut ione. I nc. 5U/337 · U02 9200 8. Podoral H..y. 

980690- TC Boll&outh Pui:>Hc 
COOOI!Wiicet i one. Inc. SU/331· "Ol 9200 8 0 Federal H..y . 

910UO- TC 8e118outh Pui:>Uc 
C~l.ut lorut , Inc . 5U/ll1· U04 9200 s. Pederal Hvy . 
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