M NUTES OF

COW SSI ON CONFERENCE, TUESDAY, APRIL 17, 2001
COMMENCED: 9:30 a.m

ADJOURNED: 11:15 a.m

COW SSI ONERS PARTI Cl PATI NG. Chai rman Jacobs
Comm ssi oner Deason
Comm ssi oner Jaber
Comm ssi oner Baez
Commi ssi oner Pal ecki

Parties were allowed to address the Commi ssion on itens designated by double
asterisks (**).

1 Approval of M nutes
March 6, 2001 Regul ar Comm ssion Conference
March 13, 2001 Regul ar Comm ssion Conference
DECI SI ON: The m nutes were approved.

Conm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal ecki

2% * Consent Agenda
PAA A) Applications for certificates to provide pay tel ephone
servi ce.

DOCKET NO. COVMPANY NANE
010355-TC Robert James Durkin
010363-TC Hol i day Gardens, LLC
010246-TC Fl orida NSA, Inc.

PAA B) Application for certificate to provide alternative | ocal
exchange tel ecomruni cati ons service.

DOCKET NO. COVPANY NAME
010270-TX Novus Conmuni cati ons, | nc.

PAA C) Applications for certificates to provide interexchange
t el ecomuni cati ons service.

DOCKET NO. COVPANY NAME
010155-TI QCC, Inc.
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DOCKET NO. COVPANY NANME
010199-TI Local Tel com Hol di ngs, LLC
PAA D) Request for cancell ation of interexchange

tel ecommuni cations certificate and alternative | ocal
exchange certificate.

EFFECTI VE
DOCKET NO. COMPANY NANME DATE
010358-TP Li ght Net wor ks, I nc. 02/ 20/ 01
PAA E) Requests for exenption fromrequirenents of Rule 25-

24.515(13), F.A C., that each pay tel ephone station shal
all ow i ncomi ng calls.

PHONE NO. &
DOCKET NO. COMPANY NANME LOCATI ON
010267-TC Bel | Sout h Public 407-894- 9385
Commruni cati ons, Ol ando Housi ng
I nc. Aut hority
1500 E. South St.
O | ando
010290-TC Bel | Sout h Public 321-254- 9996
Commruni cati ons, Long’s Grocery &
I nc. Trailer Park
2003 Pi neappl e
Ave.
Mel bour ne

305-872-9054
Cast aways RV Park
70 3rd Street
Bi g Pi ne Key
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PHONE NO. &
DOCKET NO. COVPANY NAME LOCATI ON

561-483-9977

Ti nberwal k Assn. ,
I nc.

22546 Vi st awood
Way

Boca Rat on

561-482-9127
Loggers’ Run, Inc.
22489 Oriole
Country Rd.

Boca Raton

561-482-9205
Loggers’ Run, Inc.
21322 Ponderosa
Drive

Boca Rat on

010315-TC Bel | Sout h Public 850-479- 8437
Communi cat i ons, 850-477-9062
I nc. Non- Secur e
Progranms, |nc.
5445- B Duval
Street
Pensacol a
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(Continued from previ ous page)

DOCKET NO. COVPANY NAME

PHONE NO. &

LOCATI ON

010336-TC Bel | Sout h Public
Communi cat i ons,
I nc.

305-688-9327
305-688-9188
305-681-9155

305-687-9915
305-681-9196

Econony

Super mar ket
12615 NW 17 Ave.

M am

F) Requests for approval of resale agreenents.

DOCKET NO. COVPANY NAME
010262-TP Budget Comm Qui ncy Tel ephone
Conpany d/ b/a TDS
Tel ecom Qui ncy Tel ephone
010264- TP Qui ncy Tel ephone Conpany d/b/a
TDS Tel ecom Qui ncy Tel ephone;
Uni versal Tel ecom Inc.
010321-TP Eureka Telecom L.L.C. ;
Verizon Florida Inc.
010331-TP Bel | Sout h Tel econmuni cati ons,

Inc.; Verizon Sel ect Services
| nc.

CRI Tl CAL
DATE

05/ 24/ 01

05/ 24/ 01

06/ 11/ 01

06/ 13/ 01
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G Request for approval of interconnection agreenment.

CRI Tl CAL
DOCKET NO. COVPANY NAME DATE
010255-TP Metrocall, Inc.; Sprint- 05/ 22/ 01

Fl ori da, | ncorporated

H) Request for approval of first anmendnment to adopted terns
of interiminterconnection agreenent.

CRI Tl CAL
DOCKET NO. COMPANY NAME DATE
010251-TP SBC National, Inc. d/b/a SBC 05/ 21/01
Tel ecom Inc.; Verizon Florida
I nc.

| ) Requests for approval of interconnection, unbundling,
resal e and col |l ocati on agreenents.

CRI Tl CAL
DOCKET NO. COMPANY NAME DATE
010296-TP Bel | Sout h Tel econmuni cati ons, 06/ 05/ 01
Inc.; WbrkNet Communi cati ons
I nc.
010319-TP EPI CUS, Inc. d/b/a EPICUS; 06/11/01
Verizon Florida Inc.
010320-TP Essex Conmuni cati ons, |nc. 06/11/01

d/ b/ a eLEC Communi cati ons;
Verizon Florida |Inc.

010324-TP 1- 800- RECONEX, Inc.; Bell South 06/ 11/01
Tel econmuni cati ons, |nc.

010325-TP Bel | Sout h Tel econmuni cati ons, 06/11/01
Inc.; Telicor Inc.
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J) Request for approval of interimtraffic term nation and

billing agreenent.
CRI TI CAL
DOCKET NO. COVPANY NAME DATE
010313-TP Smart City Tel ecomuni cati ons 06/ 11/01
LLC d/b/a Smart City Tel ecom
(f/kla Vista-United
Tel ecomruni cati ons); XO
Fl orida, Inc.
PAA K) DOCKET NO. 010273-TP - Request for approval to transfer

owner ship and control of Conm South Conpanies, Inc. d/b/a
Fl ori da Conm South (ALEC and | XC certificates applied
for) from TracFone Wreless, Inc. to its affiliate, AM
Comm Sol utions, LLC, and from AM Comm t o ARBROS
Communi cati ons, Inc.

DOCKET NO. 010274-TX - Notification of pro form
corporate reorgani zati on whereby all of the stock of
Looki ng G ass Networks, Inc. (holder of ALEC Certificate
No. 7587), was transferred from Looki ng d ass Networks,
LLC, parent conpany, to Looking d ass Networks Hol di ng
Co., Inc., a newmy created holding conpany that is al so
whol | y owned by Looking d ass Networks, LLC.

RECOMVENDATI ON:  The Comm ssi on shoul d approve the action
requested in the dockets referenced above and cl ose these
docket s.

DECI SI ON: The recomendati on was approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck
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DOCKET NO. 001411-Tl - Investigation and determ nation of
met hod to credit access flowthrough reductions by Ml
Wor | dCom Communi cations, Inc. and TTlI National, Inc., as

requi red by Section 364.163, F.S.
Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehrg O ficer ADM

Staff: CMP: Kennedy
LEG  Vaccaro
RGO Vandi ver

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion accept Wbrl dCom Operati ng
Conpani es’ anended proposal, dated March 15, 2001, whereby
MCI Wor| dCom Communi cations, Inc. will reduce the rates for
its Intelenet and Easyanswer products, in addition to the
rate reductions pursuant to Order No. PSC-00-2139-PAA-TI for
its Worl dOne product, by an anobunt necessary to return to
busi ness custoners $1, 446,871, which is the balance of the
amount remaining to be flowed through by February 20027

© Yes. Staff recomends that the Conmm ssion
shoul d accept Worl dCom Operati ng Conpani es’ anended proposal
dated March 15, 2001, whereby MCI Worl dCom Conmuni cati ons,
I nc. would reduce the rates for its Intelenet and Easyanswer
products, in addition to the rate reductions pursuant to
Order No. PSC-00-2139-PAA-TI for its WrldOne product, by an
anount necessary to return to business custoners the
$1, 446,871 remni ning bal ance to be flowed through by
February 2002. All reporting requirenents and conpletion
schedul es should remain the sane as provided in Order No.
PSC- 00- 2139- PAA-TI, dated Novenmber 8, 2000.
| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?
No. |If no person whose interests are
substantially affected by the proposed action files a
protest of the Comm ssion’s decision on Issue 1 within the
21-day protest period, the Commssion’s Order will becone
final upon issuance of a Consummating Order. This docket
shoul d remai n open pending the conpletion of the
requi renments of Order No. PSC-00-2139- PAA-TI.
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DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck

DOCKET NO. 000828-TP - Petition of Sprint Conmunications
Conpany Limted Partnership for arbitration of certain
unresol ved ternms and conditions of a proposed renewal of
current interconnection agreenent with Bell South

Tel ecomuni cati ons, Inc.

Critical Date(s): None (Parties waived statutory tinme limt
in Section 252(b)(4)(c) of the
Tel ecommuni cati ons Act of 1996.)

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehrg O ficer BZ

Staff: CMP: Fulwood, Barrett, T. Watts
LEG. Vaccaro

| SSUE A: VWhat is the Comm ssion’s jurisdiction in this
matter?

Staff believes that the Comm ssion has
jurisdiction pursuant to Chapter 364, Florida Statutes, and
Section 252 of the Federal Tel ecommunication Act of 1996
(Act) to arbitrate interconnection agreenents, and nay
i npl enent the processes and procedures necessary to do so in
accordance with Section 120.80(13)(d), Florida Statutes.
Section 252 states that a State Conm ssion shall resolve
each issue set forth in the petition and response, if any,
by i nposing the appropriate conditions as required.

Further, staff believes that while Section 252(e) of the Act
reserves the state’s authority to inpose additi onal
conditions and terns in an arbitration not inconsistent with
Act and its interpretation by the FCC and the courts, the
Comm ssi on should use discretion in the exercise of such

aut hority.

| SSUE B: Should the Comm ssion grant Bell South

Tel ecommuni cations, Inc.’s Mtion to Suppl enment Post-Hearing
Brief and Second Mdtion for Leave to Suppl enent Post-Hearing
Brief?

. Yes. The Conmm ssion should grant Bell South
Tel ecommuni cations, Inc.’s Mdtion to Suppl ement Post-Hearing

- 8 -
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Brief and Second Mdtion for Leave to Suppl enent Post-Hearing
Brief.
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DOCKET NO. 000828-TP - Petition of Sprint Comrmunications
Conpany Limted Partnership for arbitration of certain
unresol ved terns and conditions of a proposed renewal of
current interconnection agreenent with Bell South

Tel ecomrmuni cati ons, Inc.

(Continued from previ ous page)

| SSUE 3: Shoul d Bel |l South nake its Custom Calling features
avail able for resale on a stand-al one basis?

Yes. Bell South should be required to
make its Custom Calling features available for resale to
Sprint on a stand-al one basis. |f Bell South determ nes that
it is not technically feasible to nake its Custom Calling
features avail able for resale on a stand-al one basi s,
Bel | South may petition the Comm ssion to seek a waiver of
this requirenment of the forthcomng Order in this
arbitration.

| SSUE 4: Pursuant to Federal Conmunications Conmm ssion
("FCC") Rule 51.315(b), should Bell South be required to
provide Sprint at TELRIC rates conbi nati ons of UNEs that
Bel | South typically conbines for its own retail custoners,
whet her or not the specific UNEs have al ready been conbi ned
for the specific end-user custoner in question at the tinme
Sprint places its order?

No. Bell South is not required to provide
conmbi nati ons of unbundl ed network el enments that it
ordinarily or typically combines in its network for Sprint
at TELRIC rates. Pursuant to FCC Rule 51.315(b), Bell South
is required to make avail able at TELRIC rates only those
conmbi nations that are, in fact, already conbi ned and
physically connected in its network at the tine a requesting
carrier places an order.
| SSUE 6: Should Bell South be required to universally
provi de access to EELs that it ordinarily and typically
combines in its network at UNE rates?

No. Bell South is not required to
uni versal ly provide access to enhanced extended |inks
(“EELs”) that it ordinarily or typically conbines in its
network at UNE rates. Pursuant to FCC Order 99-238 and FCC
Rul e 51.315(b), Bell South is required to provide access, at
UNE rates, only to EELs that are, in fact, already conbined

- 10 -
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DOCKET NO. 000828-TP - Petition of Sprint Comrmunications
Conpany Limted Partnership for arbitration of certain
unresol ved terns and conditions of a proposed renewal of
current interconnection agreenent with Bell South

Tel ecomrmuni cati ons, Inc.

(Continued from previ ous page)

and physically connected in its network at the tine a
requesting carrier places an order. In addition, Bell South
is required to conbine EELs at cost-based rates in the
geographi c areas where Bel |l South has elected to be exenpted
from providing access to unbundl ed | ocal sw tching.

| SSUE 7: In situations where an ALEC s end-user custonmer is
served via unbundled switching and is |located in density
zone 1 in one of the top fifty Metropolitan Statistical
Areas (“MSAs”) and who currently has three |lines or |ess,

adds additional lines, should Bell South be able to charge
mar ket - based rates for all of the custoner’s |ines?
Yes. In accordance with the current status

of the applicable rule, staff recommends that in situations
where an ALEC s end-user custoner is served via unbundl ed
switching and is located in density zone 1 in one of the top
fifty MSAs and currently has three lines or |less, and adds
addi tional lines, Bell South should be able to charge market -
based rates for all of the custonmer’s lines, provided the
custonmer has four or nore lines after the addition.
| SSUE 8: Should Bell South be able to designate the network
Poi nt of Interconnection (“PO”) for delivery of Bell South’s
| ocal traffic?

: No. Staff recomrends that Sprint should be
al l owed to designate the network point (or points) of
i nterconnection for both the delivery and receipt of
Bel | South’s local traffic subject to technical feasibility.
| SSUE 9: Should the parties’ Agreement contain | anguage
providing Sprint with the ability to transport multi-
jurisdictional traffic over a single trunk group, including
an access trunk group?

Yes. The parties agree that transporting

multi-jurisdictional traffic over a single trunk group,
i ncludi ng an access trunk group, is technically feasible.
The parties acknow edge that there may be costs associ at ed

- 11 -
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with inmplenenting this capability and have agreed to work
together to identify an accurate estimte of the costs.
Sprint has agreed to pay all reasonabl e devel opnent and
i npl ementation costs. Therefore, the parties’ Agreenment
shoul d contain | anguage providing Sprint with the ability to
transport nulti-jurisdictional traffic over a single trunk
group, including an access trunk group. For 00- traffic
routed over access trunks, the appropriate conpensation
scheme shoul d be preserved for each jurisdiction of traffic
that is conbined, i.e., local and intra/interLATA
| SSUE 22: Should Sprint be required to pay the entire cost
of make-ready work prior to Bell South’s satisfactory
conpl eti on of the work?

Bel | South may require Sprint to pay the
entire cost of make-ready work prior to Bell South’s
sati sfactory conmpletion of the work.
| SSUE 28A: Should Bell South be required to provide Sprint
with two-way trunks upon request?

: Yes. Pursuant to FCC Rule 51.305(f),

Bel | Sout h should be required to provide two-way trunks to
Sprint at Sprint’s request. However, staff recommends that
Bel | Sout h shoul d not be obligated to provide “Super G oup”
i nt erconnection trunks.
| SSUE 28B: Should Bell South be required to use those two-
way trunks for Bell South originated traffic?

Yes. Bell South should be required to use
(put its originating traffic over) the two-way trunks it
provi sions for Sprint at Sprint’s request.
| SSUE 29: Should Bell South be all owed to designate a
virtual point of interconnection in a Bell South | ocal
calling area to which Sprint has assigned a Sprint NPA/ NXX?
| f so, who pays for the transport and nultiplexing, if any,
bet ween Bel | South’s virtual point of interconnection and
Sprint’s point of interconnection?

- 12 -
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No. Staff recommends that Bell South should
not be allowed to designate a virtual point of
i nterconnection. However, staff recomends that for each
exchange in which Sprint has a NPA/NXX “homed” and from
whi ch NPA/NXX it has assigned nunbers, Sprint nust designate
at | east one VPO “within” a Bell South local calling area
t hat enconpasses that exchange. Staff notes that Sprint is
not required to designate multiple VPOs “within” a | ocal
calling area, where Sprint has NPA/ NXXs “homed” to nultiple
exchanges “within” a Bell South |local calling area. For
rati ng purposes, staff recommends that Bell South may require
Sprint to pay TELRIC rates for Interoffice Dedicated
Transport airline m|eage between the Vertical and
Hori zontal (V&H) coordinates of Sprint’s VPO and Sprint’s
PO .
| SSUE 32: Upon denial of a Sprint request for physical
col |l ocation, what justification, if any, should Bell South be
required to provide to Sprint for space that Bell South has
reserved for itself or its affiliates at the requested
prem ses?

Bel | Sout h should not be required to provide
to Sprint any additional justifications regarding space
reservation beyond those detailed in Conm ssion Order No.
PSC- 99- 1744- PAA- TP.
| SSUE 33: Should this docket be cl osed?

: No. The parties should be required to
submt a signed agreenent that conplies with the
Comm ssion's decisions in this docket for approval within 30
days of issuance of the Comm ssion's Order. This docket
shoul d remai n open pendi ng Conm ssi on approval of the final
arbitration agreenment in accordance with Section 252 of the
Tel ecommuni cati ons Act of 1996.
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DOCKET NO. 000828-TP - Petition of Sprint Comrmunications
Conpany Limted Partnership for arbitration of certain
unresol ved terns and conditions of a proposed renewal of
current interconnection agreenent with Bell South

Tel ecomrmuni cati ons, Inc.

(Continued from previ ous page)

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved with the foll ow ng

nodi fi cations:

| ssue 22 Approved with the nodification to encourage the ILEC to be
flexible in negotiating the terns of this issue.

| ssue 28A Approved with exception that the order be neutral on Super
Group interconnection; the order is not to address the
issue. Additionally, the parties are encouraged to
negotiate the terns of this issue.

Conmi ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck
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DOCKET NO. 010275-El - Petition for approval of anmendnment to
cogeneration contract with Pinellas County Resource Recovery
Facility by Florida Power Corporation.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehrg Officer ADM

Staff: SER Wodall, Bohrmann, Haff, Lee
LEG. Har t

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion approve Florida Power
Corporation’s petition for approval of an amendment to its
cogeneration contract with the Pinellas County Resource
Facility?

: Yes. Wiile staff believes that FPC s
petition overstates the savings to its custoners fromthis
agreenent, the agreenent should not cause FPC s custoners to
i ncur any additional costs. Further, the agreenent ensures
that Pinellas County will not schedul e necessary boiler
mai nt enance during high demand summer peak nonths.
| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

I f no person whose substantial interests are
af fected by the proposed agency action files a protest
within 21 days of the issuance of the order, this docket
shoul d be cl osed upon the issuance of a consummati ng order.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck
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5A DOCKET NO. 001305-TP - Petition by Bell South
Tel ecommuni cations, Inc. for arbitration of certain issues
in interconnection agreenent with Supra Tel econmuni cati ons
and I nformation Systens, Inc. (Deferred fromApril 3, 2001
Comm ssi on Conference.)

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: JC BZ PL
Prehrg Officer PL

Staff: LEG Knight
CVMP:  Si nmmons

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion grant Supra’ s Mdtion to
Dism ss The Petition for Arbitration?

No. The Conmm ssion should deny Supra’s
Motion to Dism ss. The Commi ssion has subject matter
jurisdiction over arbitration cases pursuant to Section
252(b) (1) of the Tel econmuni cati ons Act of 1996.

| SSUE 2: Should the Comm ssion, on its own notion, continue
this arbitration until such tine as the parties have
conplied with the termof their agreenent calling for the
conveni ng of an I nter-Conpany Review Board neeting to

di scuss any and all disputed issues?

Yes. The Commi ssion, on its own notion,
shoul d continue this proceeding until the parties have
conplied with the termof their agreenent calling for the
conveni ng of an Inter-Conpany Review Board neeting to

di scuss any and all disputed issues.

| SSUE 3: Should this docket be cl osed?

No. If the Conmm ssion approves staff’'s
recomendation in Issues 1 and 2, the docket should remain
open pending the parties convening an |Inter-Conpany Review
Board nmeeting within 45—days two weeks of the issuance of
the order fromthis recommendation. Wthin 10 days of the
conpletion of the neeting, the parties should notify the
Comm ssion as to any outstandi ng i ssues. The Conmi ssion
should then schedule all matters necessary for the

conpl etion of the docket.

DECI SI ON: The Conm ssioners reconsidered their original vote approving
the recommendati ons. The recommendati ons were approved with the
nodi fication as noted in |Issue 3.

- 16 -
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Comm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Baez, Pal eck
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