M NUTES OF

COW SSI ON CONFERENCE, TUESDAY, DECEMBER 19, 2000
COMMENCED: 10:15 a. m

ADJOURNED: 3:15 p. m

COVMM SSI ONERS PRESENT: Chai rman Deason
Comm ssi oner Jacobs
Comm ssi oner Jaber
Comm ssi oner Baez
Comm ssi oner Pal ecki

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

The first order of business will be the election of the Chairmn
for the term January 2, 2001 through January 7, 2003.

DECI SION: On the notion of Conm ssioner Jaber and the second of

Commi ssi oner Baez, Conm ssioner E. Leon Jacobs was el ected Chairmn
for the term January 2, 2001 through January 7, 2003.

1 Approval of M nutes
Cct ober 17, 2000 Regul ar Conmm ssi on Conference

DECI SI ON: The m nutes were approved.

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

2% * Consent Agenda
PAA A) Appl@cations for certificates to provide pay tel ephone
service.
DOCKET NO. COVMPANY NAME
001695-TC Siesta Bar/Gill, Inc.
001709-TC Little Charlie Creek R V. Park, Inc.
001708-TC John Lytle
001723-TC Focus Connection, Inc.

001743-TC @Quill ermp Fuentes
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DOCKET NO. COVPANY NAME
001733-TC PSI International, Corp.
001688-TC RD & Company, Inc.

B) Applications for certificates to provide alternative
| ocal exchange tel ecommuni cati ons servi ce.

DOCKET NO. COVMPANY NAME

001462-TX Tal ki ngNet s Hol di ngs, LLC

001545-TX David A. McGuire d/b/a Sinply
Communi cati ons

001444-TX Positive Investnents, Inc. d/b/a
Reconnection Plus, Inc.

001550-TX Br oadband2W rel ess US, Inc.

001679-TX Pacific Centrex Services, Inc.

001692- TX McLeodUSA Tel econmuni cati ons Services, Inc.

C) Applications for certificates to provide interexchange
t el ecommuni cati ons servi ce.

DOCKET NO. COMPANY NAME

001516-TI Tal ki ngNet s Hol di ngs, LLC

001680- TI Enconpass Communi cations, L.L.C
001576-TI Di gi tal Broadband Communi cati ons, Inc.
001517-TI Summt Telco, L.L.C

001627-TI Long Distance Billing Services, Inc.
001628-TI Worl d Busi ness Center, Inc.

001490-TI T-NETI X I nternet Services, Inc.
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DOCKET NO. COVPANY NANME
001451-TI Call Processing, Inc.
001515-TI Zone Tel ecom Inc.
001582-TI Nort hSt ar Communi cations, Inc. d/b/a Snal
Busi ness Anerica

PAA D) DOCKET NO. 001704-TlI - Request for cancellation of |XC
Certificate No. 4076 by Intel net International Corp.,
effective July 24, 2000.

PAA E) Requests for exenption fromrequirement of Rule 25-
24.515(13), F.A C., that each pay tel ephone station shal
all ow i ncomi ng calls.

DOCKET NO. COVPANY NAME PHONE NO. & LOCATI ON
001537-TC Bel | Sout h Public (954) 748-9919
Communi cati ons, Sun Poi nte Springs
I nc. 7629 NW 42nd Pl ace
Sunri se
001561-TC Bel | Sout h Public (305) 949-8722
Communi cat i ons, New Hori zon Master Assnh.
I nc. 1500 NE 199 Street
M am
(561) 878-9781
K- Mar t
1363 NW St. Lucie West
Port St. Lucie
001642-TC Bel | Sout h Public (305) 621-2084

Mont eRey Hones
5416 NW 186 Street
Opa Locka
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F)

G

H)

J)

K)

DOCKET NO. 001591-TlI - Request for approval of nerger
wher eby 360 Long Di stance, Inc. d/b/a ALLTEL/ 360 (hol der
of I XC Certificate No. 4715), a wholly owned subsidiary
of ALLTEL Corporation, Inc., will be nerged into ALLTEL
Communi cations, Inc. (holder of I XC Certificate No.
4467), also a wholly owned subsidiary of ALLTEL

Cor poration, Inc.

DOCKET NO. 001488-TP - Request for approval of asset
purchase agreenment whereby Network Tel ephone Corporation
(hol der of ALEC Certificate No. 7349 and | XC Certificate
No. 7350), a wholly owned subsidiary of NT Corporation,
wi || purchase, and LightNetworks, Inc. (holder of ALEC
Certificate No. 5613 and | XC Certificate No. 5681) wll
sell, all telecommunications assets of LightNetworks,

i ncluding but not limted to custoner records and
custonmer |ist.

DOCKET NO. 001422-TP - Request by Bel |l South
Tel ecommuni cati ons, Inc. for approval of one-way
i nterconnecti on and unbundl i ng agreenment with Powertel,
I nc.
(Critical Date: Parties have
wai ved 90-day requirenent.)

DOCKET NO. 001442-TP - Request by Bel |l South
Tel ecommuni cations, Inc. for approval of unbundling and
col |l ocati on agreenent with DI ECA Communi cations, Inc.
d/ b/ a Covad Communi cati ons Conpany.
(Critical Date: 12/20/00)

DOCKET NO. 001542-TP - Petition of Verizon Florida Inc.

for approval of |ine-sharing amendnment to adopted terns

of interconnection, unbundling, and resale agreenent with

Sprint Comruni cati ons Conpany Limted Partnership.
(Critical Date: 1/7/01)

Requests for approval of interconnection agreenents.
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CRI TI CAL
DOCKET NO. COMPANY NAME DATE
001548-TP Bel | Sout h Tel econmuni cati ons, 01/07/01
I nc.; NewSouth Communi cati ons
Cor p.
001632-TP Sprint-Florida, |Incorporated; 01/ 25/ 01

Weblink Wrel ess, Inc.

L) Requests for approval of amendnents to interconnection,
unbundl i ng and resal e agreenents. (001578-TP al so
i ncl udes col | ocation.)

CRI Tl CAL
DOCKET NO. COMPANY NAME DATE
001578-TP Bel | Sout h Tel econmuni cati ons, 12/ 26/ 00
Inc.; BlueStar Networks, Inc.
001587-TP Bel | Sout h Tel ecommuni cati ons, 12/ 26/ 00
Inc.; DI ECA Communi cati ons,
Inc. d/b/a Covad Conmuni cati ons
Company
001588-TP Bel | Sout h Tel econmuni cati ons, 12/ 26/ 00

I nc.; Daytona Tel ephone Conpany

M DOCKET NO. 001631-TP - Petition for approval of resale

agreenent and anendnent to resal e agreenent between
Sprint-Florida, Incorporated and OSCATEL Communi cati ons.
(Critical Date: 1/25/01)

N) Requests for approval of resale agreenents.
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CRI Tl CAL
DOCKET NO. COVPANY NAME DATE
001616- TP Ganoco, Inc. d/b/a Anmerican 01/ 24/ 01
Di al Tone; Sprint-Florida,
I ncor por at ed
001617-TP Del and Actel, Inc.; Sprint- 01/ 24/ 01
Fl orida, Incorporated
001618-TP Ki ng Comruni cati ons & Servi ces, 01/ 24/ 01
Inc.; Sprint-Florida,
| ncor por at ed
001636- TP Bel | Sout h Tel econmuni cati ons, 01/ 25/ 01
I nc.; Southern
Tel ecommuni cati ons Servi ces,
I nc.
O Requests for approval of anmendnents to resal e agreenents.
CRI Tl CAL
DOCKET NO. COVPANY NANME DATE
001586- TP Bel | Sout h Tel econmuni cati ons, 12/ 26/ 00
Inc.; Gulf Coast
Communi cations, Inc.
001633-TP Bel | Sout h Tel econmuni cati ons, 01/ 25/ 01
Inc.; FLATEL, Inc. d/b/a
Fl ori da Tel ephone Conpany
001634-TP Bel | Sout h Tel econmuni cati ons, 01/ 25/ 01
Inc.; Ciera Network Systens,
I nc.
001635-TP Bel | Sout h Tel econmuni cati ons, 01/ 25/ 01

I nc.; Budget Phone, Inc.

P) DOCKET NO. 001590-TP - Petition by Verizon Florida Inc.
(f/k/a GTE Florida Incorporated) for approval of first
amendnment to adopted terns of interconnection

-6 -
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unbundl i ng, and resale agreenment with Verizon Sel ect
Services Inc. (f/k/a GIE Comuni cati ons Corporation).
(Critical Date: 1/22/01)

Q Requests for approval of interconnection, unbundling,
resal e and collocation agreenents.

CRI Tl CAL
DOCKET NO. COMPANY NANME DATE
001614-TP Bel | Sout h Tel ecommuni cati ons, 01/ 24/ 01
Inc.; Caronet, Inc.
001643-TP Bel | Sout h Tel econmuni cati ons, 01/ 28/ 01

Inc.; Metropolitan
Tel econmmuni cati ons, |nc.
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R) Requests for approval of anmendnents to interconnection,
unbundl i ng, and resal e agreenents.

CRI Tl CAL
DOCKET NO. COVPANY NAME DATE
001553-TP Al | egi ance Tel ecom of Florida, 01/10/01
Inc.; Verizon Florida Inc.
001594-TP Bel | Sout h Tel econmuni cati ons, 01/ 22/01
I nc.; NEXTLINK Florida, |Inc.
001595-TP Bel | Sout h Tel econmuni cati ons, 01/ 22/01
Inc.; Moower Communi cations
Cor p.
001600-TP Bel | Sout h Tel econmuni cati ons, 01/ 22/01
I nc.; NorthPoint
Communi cati ons, |nc.
001604-TP Bel | Sout h Tel econmmuni cati ons, 01/ 22/01
I nc.; OptiLink Conmuni cations,
I nc.
001637-TP Bel | Sout h Tel ecommuni cati ons, 01/ 25/ 01

Inc.; New Edge Network, Inc.

D/ b/ a New Edge Networ ks

S) DOCKET NO. 001573-TP - Petition by Verizon Florida Inc.
for approval of interconnection, unbundling, resale, and
col l ocati on agreenent with Fuzion Wreless Comunications
I nc.

(Critical

Date: 12/26/00)
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T) DOCKET NO. 001652-W5 - Request to correct the territory
description in Order No. PSC-00-1657-PAA-WS i ssued
Sept enber 18, 2000, in Docket No. 000430-W5, by Lake
Groves Utilities, Inc. in Lake County, to renove an extra
word, “of,” fromthe first line of the description shown
on page 9 of the Order. The first line on page 9 of the
descri ption should read: South 1/2 of Southeast 1/4 of
Nort hwest 1/4, South 1/2 of.

Recommendati on: The Comm ssion shoul d approve the action
requested in the dockets referenced above and cl ose these
dockets.

DECI SI ON: The recommendati on was approved with a nodification made by

staff in Docket No. 001442-TP.

The follow ng dockets were deferred: 2K - 001548-TL, 2L - 001578-TP,
001587- TP, 001588-TP, 2N - 001636-TP, 2Q - 001643-TP, 2S - 001573-TP.

Comm ssi oners participating: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck
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DOCKET NO. 000795-GU - Petition by Florida Public Utilities
Conmpany for approval of unbundled transportation service.

Critical Date(s): None (Conpany wai ved 60-day suspensi on
date.)

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehrg Officer JB

Staff: CMP: Mkin, Bul ecza-Banks
LEG C. Keating, K. Walker

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion grant Florida Public
Uilities Conpany’s petition for approval of unbundl ed
transportation service?

: Yes. The Comm ssi on shoul d approve Florida
Public Utilities Conpany’ s petition for approval of unbundl ed
transportation service effective August 1, 2001.

| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

: Yes. If noprotest isfiledby aperson whose
substantial interests are affected within 21 days of the
i ssuance of the Order, this docket shoul d be cl osed upon t he
i ssuance of a Consummati ng Order.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck
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DOCKET NO. 001736-EG - Petition for approval of realigned
conservation cost recovery factors by Florida Division of
Chesapeake Utilities Corporation.

Critical Date(s): 2/5/01 (60-day suspension date)

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehrg Officer ADM

Staff: CWMP. S. Brown, B. Casey, C. Bul ecza-Banks
LEG M Stern

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion approve Chesapeake’s
petition for approval of realigned conservation cost
recovery factors?

Yes, the Conmm ssion should approve
Chesapeake’s anended petition for approval of realigned
conservation cost recovery factors. |f approved, the new
factors to be used are:

GS-1\TS-1= 4.578 cents/therm GS-6\TS-6= . 963 cents/therm
GS-2\TS-2= 1.734 cents/therm GS-7\TS-7= .599 cents/therm
GS-3\TS-3= 1.680 cents/therm GS-8\TS-8= .515 cents/therm
GS-4\TS-4= 1.595 cents/therm GS-9\TS-9= . 471 cents/therm
GS-5\TS-5= 2.061 cents/therm

| ssue 2: \Vhat should be the effective date of the
conservation cost recovery factors for billing purposes?
The factors should be effective begi nning
with the specified conservation cost recovery cycle and
thereafter for the period January 2001 through Decenber
2001. Billing cycles may start before January 1, 2001, and
the | ast cycle may be read after Decenber 31, 2001, so that
each custoner is billed for twelve nonths regardl ess of when
the adjustnment factor becane effective.

| ssue 3: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes. The docket should be cl osed upon the
i ssuance of a Consummating Order if there is no tinely
protest filed by a person whose substantial interests are
af f ect ed.

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved.

- 11 -
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Conmi ssi oners participating: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck
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DOCKET NO. 000904-GU - Filing of proposed rate schedul e
FLTS-1, Firm Local Transportation Service, by Indiantown Gas
Conpany.

Critical Date(s): None (Conpany wai ved 60-day suspensi on
date.)

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehrg Officer BZ

Staff: CMP: Mkin, Bul ecza-Banks
LEG C. Keating, K \Walker

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion grant I|ndiantown Gas

Conpany’s petition for approval of rate schedule FLTS-1,
Firm Local Transportation Service?

. Yes. The Commi ssi on shoul d approve | ndi ant own
Gas Conpany’s petition for approval of rate schedul e FLTS-1,
FirmLocal Transportation Service, effective January 1, 2001.

| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

: Yes. If noprotest isfiledby aperson whose
substantial interests are affected within 21 days of the
i ssuance of the Order, this docket shoul d be cl osed upon the
i ssuance of a Consummati ng Order.

DECI SI ON: The reconmmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck
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DOCKET NO. 981444-TP - Nunber Utilization Study:
| nvestigation into Number Conservation Measures.

Critical Date(s): 1/22/01 (Start date for number pooling in
t he 954 area code.)
2/5/01 (Start date for nunber pooling in
the 561 area code.)
4/ 2/ 01 (Start date for nunber pooling in
t he 904 area code.)

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehrg O ficer - Pending

Staff: CMP: lleri
LEG Cal dwel |

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion grant Bell South’s Mtion for
Vari ance of Nunber Pooling Requirement for its 1AESS
Swi t ches?

: No. Staff recommends that the Comm ssion
deny Bell South’s Motion for Variance of Number Pooling
Requirement for its 1AESS Switches. Staff further
recommends that Bell South be ordered to initiate nunber
pooling in its 1AESS switches, as outlined by a procedure
establi shed by NeuStar, with the caveat that once an 1AESS
switch has at | east 100 assi gned number groups or 25 NPA/ NXX
conbi nati ons (whi chever occurs first), Bell South’s 1AESS
swi tches should be exenpt fromthe pooling requirenent.
| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

No. Any person whose interests are
substantially affected by the proposed agency action nust
file a protest of the Comm ssion’s decision within the 21-
day protest period. |If no tinely protest is filed, a
consunmati ng order shall be issued at the conclusion of the
protest period. However, staff recomrends that this docket
should remain open as other issues remain pending in this
docket .

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved.

Conmi ssi oners participating: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck
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DOCKET NO. 920260-TL - Conprehensive review of the revenue
requi rements and rate stabilization plan of Southern Bel
Tel ephone and Tel egraph Conpany.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehrg Officer DS

Staff: CWMP. Wight, Sinmmons
ECR:  Mai |l hot
LEG Elias

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion approve Bell South’s and the
O fice of Public Counsel’s (OPC) joint notion and
stipul ati on and agreenent?

Yes, the Conm ssion should approve the
joint notion and stipulation and agreenent. In the final
report submtted to staff after the refunds are made,
pursuant to Rule 25-4.114(7), Florida Adm nistrative Code,
Bel | Sout h shoul d i nclude docunentation (in the formof a
priceout) showi ng the cal culations for the actual refund
amount s per type of access |ine.

| 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 Conm ssion’s decision within the 21-day
protest period, the Comm ssion’s order will becone final
upon the issuance of a consunmating order. Docket No.
920260- TL shoul d, however, remain open pending the

conpl etion of the refund and receipt of the final report on
the refund. After conpletion of the refund, the receipt of
the final refund report, and receipt by the State of any
unref unded amounts, Docket No. 920260-TL nay be cl osed
adm ni stratively.

DECI SI ON: The recommendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck
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DOCKET NO. 001729-TC - Energency request for tenporary
exenption fromrequirenment of Rule 25-24.515, F.A C., that
each pay tel ephone station shall allow incomng calls, by
ETS Payphones, Inc.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMP: Isler
LEG. Dandel ake

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion grant ETS Payphones, Inc. a
tenporary exenption fromthe requirenent that each tel ephone
station shall allow incomng calls for the 40 pay tel ephone
nunbers at the Raynond Janmes Stadiumin Tanpa as |isted on
page 4 of staff’s Decenber 7, 2000 menor andunt?

Yes, the Conmm ssion should grant ETS
Payphones a tenporary exenption to block incom ng calls at
t he pay tel ephone nunbers at the Raynond James Stadiumin
Tanpa from 12: 01 a. m, Sunday January 28, 2001, through

12: 01 a. m, Monday, January 29, 2001.

| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes. This docket should be cl osed upon

i ssuance of a Consummati ng Order unless a person whose
substantial interests are affected by the Conm ssion's
decision files a protest within 21 days of the issuance of
t he proposed agency action order.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

Conmi ssi oners participating: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck
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DOCKET NO. 001558-TL - Request for waiver of collocation
requirenments in the Tall ahassee- Thomasvill e Road Central
O fice by Sprint-Florida, I|Incorporated.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehrg Officer ADM

Staff: CMP: T. Watts
LEG  Kni ght

| ssue 1: Should Sprint’s Request for Tenporary Waiver of
Physi cal Col |l ocation Requirenents in the Tall ahassee-
Thomasvill e Road central office be granted?

Yes, Sprint’'s Request for Tenporary Wiiver
of Physical Collocation Requirenents in the Tall ahassee-
Thomasvill e Road central office should be granted until
Decenmber 31, 2001

| ssue 2: Shoul d this docket be cl osed?

Yes. |If the Comm ssion approves staff’s
reconmendation in Issue 1, this docket should be cl osed.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

Conmi ssi oners participating: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck
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DOCKET NO. 000725-TP - Request by Bell South
Tel ecomruni cati ons, Inc. for approval of one-way
i nterconnecti on agreenment with Tidal Conmmunications, |nc.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehrg Officer ADM

Staff: CMP: Arant
LEG  Kni ght

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion vacate Order No. PSC-00-
1745- FOF- TP and approve the one-way interconnection
agreenent as anended by the parties?

: Yes. The Comm ssion should vacate Order No.
PSC- 00- 1745- FOF- TP, issued Septenber 26, 2000, and approve
t he one-way interconnection agreement as anended by the
parties.
| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?
Yes. |If the Conm ssion approves |ssue 1,
this docket should be closed upon issuance of the
Conmm ssion’s Order.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber, Baez, Pal ecki
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DOCKET NO. 000888- TP - Request by Bell South

Tel ecomruni cati ons, Inc. for approval of one-way

i nterconnecti on agreenment with Superbeepers El ectronics,
I nc.

DOCKET NO. 000905-TP - Request by Bell South

Tel ecomruni cati ons, Inc. for approval of one-way

i nterconnecti on agreement with Priority Paging, I|nc.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMP: Arant
LEG. Kni ght

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion reconsider its vote at the
Cct ober 17, 2000, Agenda Conference and approve the one-way
i nterconnection agreenents as anmended by the parties?

Yes. The Comm ssion should reconsider its
vote and approve the one-way interconnection agreenents as
anended by the parties.
| ssue 2: Should these dockets be closed?

Yes. |If the Conm ssion approves |ssue 1,
t hese dockets should be cl osed upon issuance of the
Conmi ssion’s Orders.

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved.

Conmi ssi oners participating: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck
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DOCKET NO. 001012-TP - Request by Bell South

Tel ecomruni cati ons, Inc. for approval of one-way

i nterconnecti on agreenment and name change anmendment with
Action Communi cations, Inc. (f/k/a North American Software
Associ ates, LTD.)

Critical Date(s): None

Conmmi ssi oners Assigned: Full Conmm ssion
Prehrg O ficer ADM

Staff: CMP: Arant
LEG  Kni ght

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion reconsider its vote at the
Cct ober 17, 2000, Agenda Conference and approve the one-way
i nterconnecti on agreenment and name change anmendnent between
Bel | Sout h Tel econmuni cations, Inc. and Action

Communi cations, Inc. (f/k/a North American Software

Associ ates, LTD) as anmended by the parties?

Yes. The Conm ssion should reconsider its
vot e and approve the one-way interconnection agreenment and
name change anmendnent, as anmended by the parties.
| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes. |If the Conm ssion approves |ssue 1,
this docket should be closed upon issuance of the
Conmmi ssion’s Order.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck
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DOCKET NO. 001323-TlI - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of Interexchange Tel ecomruni cati ons
Certificate No. 6095 issued to Satlink 3000, Inc. d/b/a

| ndependent Network Services for violation of Rules 25-
4.0161, F.A C., Regulatory Assessnent Fees;

Tel ecomruni cati ons Conpani es, and 25-24.480(2)(a) and (b),
F.A. C., Records & Reports; Rules Incorporated.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMP: Isler
LEG Dandel ake

| ssue 1: Should the Conmm ssion inpose a $500 fine or cancel
Satlink 3000, Inc. d/b/a Independent Network Services’
certificate for apparent violation of Rule 25-4.0161,

Fl orida Adm nistrative Code, Regul atory Assessnent Fees;

Tel ecomruni cati ons Conpani es?

Yes. The Conmmi ssion should inpose a $500
fine or cancel the conpany’s certificate if the fine and the
regul atory assessnent fees, including statutory penalty and
i nterest charges, are not received by the Comm ssion within
five business days after the issuance of the Consunmati ng
Order. The fine should be paid to the Florida Public
Service Comm ssion and forwarded to the Ofice of the
Comptrol l er for deposit in the State General Revenue Fund
pursuant to Section 364.285(1), Florida Statutes. If the
Comm ssion’s Order is not protested and the fine and

regul atory assessnent fees, including statutory penalty and
i nterest charges, are not received, Certificate No. 6095
shoul d be canceled adm nistratively and the coll ection of

t he past due fees should be referred to the O fice of the
Comptroller for further collection efforts.

| ssue 2: Shoul d t he Conm ssion i npose a $500 fine or
cancel Satlink 3000, Inc. d/b/a Independent Network
Services’ certificate for apparent violation of Rule 25-
24.480(2)(a) and (b), Florida Adm nistrative Code, Records &
Reports; Rules Incorporated?




M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Decenber

| TEM NO

13** PAA

19,

2000

CASE

DOCKET NO. 001323-TlI - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of Interexchange Tel econmuni cati ons
Certificate No. 6095 issued to Satlink 3000, Inc. d/b/a

| ndependent Network Services for violation of Rules 25-
4.0161, F.A C., Regul atory Assessnment Fees;

Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es, and 25-24.480(2)(a) and (b),
F.A.C., Records & Reports; Rules Incorporated.

(Continued from previ ous page)

Yes. The Conmi ssion should inpose a $500
fine or cancel the conpany’'s certificate if the information
required by Rule 25-24.480(2)(a) and (b), Florida
Adm ni strative Code, Records & Reports; Rules I|ncorporated,
and fine are not received by the Conm ssion within five
busi ness days after the issuance of the Consummati ng Order.
The fine should be paid to the Florida Public Service
Commi ssion and forwarded to the O fice of the Conmptroller
for deposit in the State General Revenue Fund pursuant to
Section 364.285(1), Florida Statutes. |If the Comm ssion’s
Order is not protested and the fine and required information
are not received, Certificate No. 6095 should be cancel ed
adm ni stratively.
| ssue 3: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes. The Order issued fromthis
recommendation will becone final upon issuance of a
consunmmati ng order, unless a person whose substanti al
interests are affected by the Comm ssion’s decision files a
protest within 21 days of the issuance of the proposed
agency action order. The docket should then be closed upon
recei pt of the fines, fees, and required information or
cancel lation of the certificate.

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Decenber

| TEM NO

14** PAA

19,

2000

CASE

Cancel |l ation by Florida Public Service Conm ssion of

i nt erexchange tel econmuni cations certificates for violation
of Rule 25-4.0161, F.A C., Regul atory Assessnent Fees;

Tel econmmuni cati ons Conpani es.

DOCKET NO. 001308-TlI - U. S. Network Services, Inc.

DOCKET NO. 001319-TlI - ECI Comruni cations of Oregon, Inc.
DOCKET NO. 001342-TlI - National Data & Commruni cati ons of

Fl orida, LLC

DOCKET NO. 001354-TI - Arc Phone USA Inc.

DOCKET NO. 001357-TI - Contel Network LLC

DOCKET NO. 001360-TI - Spartan Communi cati ons Corporation of
North Carolina

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMP: Isler
LEG  Dandel ake

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion inmpose a $500 fine or cancel
each conpany’s respective certificate |listed on page 5 of
staff’s Decenber 7, 2000 nenorandum for apparent violation
of Rule 25-4.0161, Florida Adm nistrative Code, Regul atory
Assessnent Fees; Tel ecomuni cati ons Conpani es?

Yes. The Conmi ssion should i npose a $500
fine or cancel each conpany’s certificate as |listed on page
5if the fine and the regul atory assessnment fees, including
statutory penalty and interest charges, are not received by
the Comm ssion within five business days after the issuance
of the Consummating Order. The fine should be paid to the
Florida Public Service Comm ssion and forwarded to the

O fice of the Conptroller for deposit in the State General
Revenue Fund pursuant to Section 364.285(1), Florida
Statutes. If the Comm ssion’s Order is not protested and
the fine and regul atory assessnent fees, including statutory
penal ty and interest charges, are not received, the
certificates |listed on page 5 should be cancel ed

adm nistratively and the collection of the past due fees

- 23 -



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Decenber

| TEM NO

14* * PAA

19,

2000

CASE

Cancel l ation by Florida Public Service Comm ssion of

i nt erexchange tel econmuni cations certificates for violation
of Rule 25-4.0161, F. A C., Regul atory Assessnent Fees;

Tel ecomruni cati ons Conpani es.

(Conti nued from previous page)

shoul d be referred to the Ofice of the Conptroller for
further collection efforts.

| ssue 2: Should these dockets be cl osed?

Yes. These dockets should be cl osed upon
recei pt of the fine and fees or cancellation of the
certificate, unless a person whose substantial interests are
af fected by the Conm ssion’s decision files a protest within
21 days of the issuance of the proposed agency action order.
A protest in one docket should not prevent the action in a
separate docket from becom ng final.

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Decenber

| TEM NO

15** PAA

19,

2000

CASE

DOCKET NO. 001314-TlI - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of Interexchange Tel ecomruni cati ons
Certificate No. 5665 issued to Payl ess Comruni cations, Inc.
for violation of Rules 25-4.0161, F. A C., Regul atory
Assessnent Fees; Tel ecomruni cati ons Conpani es, and 25-
24.480(2)(a) and (b), F.A.C., Records & Reports; Rules

| ncor por at ed.

DOCKET NO. 001324-TlI - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of I|nterexchange Tel ecomruni cati ons
Certificate No. 7016 issued to ConPlus, L.L.C. of Texas for
viol ation of Rules 25-4.0161, F.A C., Regul atory Assessnment
Fees; Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es, and 25-24.480(2)(a) and
(b), F.A.C., Records & Reports; Rules Incorporated.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMP: Isler
LEG Elliott

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion inmpose a $500 fine or cancel
each conpany’s respective certificate as |listed on page 6 of
staff’s Decenber 7, 2000 nenorandum for apparent violation
of Rule 25-4.0161, Florida Adm nistrative Code, Regul atory
Assessnent Fees; Tel ecomuni cati ons Conpani es?

Yes. The Conmi ssion should i npose a $500
fine or cancel each conpany’s respective certificate as
listed on page 6 if the fine and the regul atory assessnent
fees, including statutory penalty and interest charges, are
not received by the Conm ssion within five business days
after the issuance of the Consummati ng Order. The fine
should be paid to the Florida Public Service Conm ssion and
forwarded to the O fice of the Conptroller for deposit in
the State General Revenue Fund pursuant to Section
364.285(1), Florida Statutes. |If the Comm ssion’s Order is
not protested and the fine and regul atory assessnent fees,

i ncluding statutory penalty and interest charges, are not
received, the certificates listed on page 6 should be
cancel ed adm nistratively and the collection of the past due

- 25 -



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Decenber

| TEM NO

15** PAA

19,

2000

CASE

DOCKET NO. 001314-TlI - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of Interexchange Tel econmuni cati ons
Certificate No. 5665 issued to Payl ess Comrmuni cations, Inc.
for violation of Rules 25-4.0161, F.A.C., Regulatory
Assessnment Fees; Tel ecomruni cati ons Conpani es, and 25-
24.480(2)(a) and (b), F.A C., Records & Reports; Rules

| ncor por at ed.

DOCKET NO. 001324-Tl - Cancellation by Florida Public
Servi ce Commi ssion of |nterexchange Tel ecomruni cati ons
Certificate No. 7016 issued to ConPlus, L.L.C. of Texas for
violation of Rules 25-4.0161, F.A C., Regul atory Assessnent
Fees; Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es, and 25-24.480(2)(a) and
(b), F.A.C., Records & Reports; Rules Incorporated.

(Continued from previ ous page)

fees should be referred to the Ofice of the Conptroller for
further collection efforts.

| ssue 2: Shoul d the Comm ssion inpose a $500 fine or
cancel each interexchange tel ecomruni cati ons conpany’s
respective certificate as listed on page 6 for apparent
violation of Rule 25-24.480(2)(a) and (b), Florida

Adm ni strative Code, Records & Reports; Rules Incorporated?
Yes. The Conmi ssion should i npose a $500
fine or cancel each conpany’s respective certificate as
listed on page 6 if the information required by Rule 25-
24.480(2)(a) and (b), Florida Adm nistrative Code, Records &
Reports; Rules Incorporated, and fine are not received by

t he Comm ssion within five business days after the issuance
of the Consummating Order. The fine should be paid to the
Florida Public Service Comm ssion and forwarded to the

O fice of the Conptroller for deposit in the State General
Revenue Fund pursuant to Section 364.285(1), Florida
Statutes. If the Comm ssion’s Order is not protested and
the fine and required information are not received, the
certificates |listed on page 6 should be cancel ed

adm ni stratively.




M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference
Decenber 19, 2000

| TEM NO. CASE

15** PAA DOCKET NO. 001314-TlI - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of Interexchange Tel econmuni cati ons
Certificate No. 5665 issued to Payl ess Comrmuni cations, Inc.
for violation of Rules 25-4.0161, F.A.C., Regulatory
Assessnment Fees; Tel ecomruni cati ons Conpani es, and 25-
24.480(2)(a) and (b), F.A C., Records & Reports; Rules
| ncor por at ed.

DOCKET NO. 001324-Tl - Cancellation by Florida Public
Servi ce Commi ssion of |nterexchange Tel ecomruni cati ons
Certificate No. 7016 issued to ConPlus, L.L.C. of Texas for
violation of Rules 25-4.0161, F.A C., Regul atory Assessnent
Fees; Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es, and 25-24.480(2)(a) and
(b), F.A.C., Records & Reports; Rules Incorporated.

(Continued from previ ous page)

| ssue 3: Should these dockets be cl osed?

Yes. The Order issued fromthis
recommendation will becone final upon issuance of a
consummati ng order, unless a person whose substanti al
interests are affected by the Commi ssion’s decision files a
protest within 21 days of the issuance of the proposed
agency action order. The dockets should then be closed upon
recei pt of the fines, fees, and required information or
cancellation of the certificate. A protest in one docket
shoul d not prevent the action in a separate docket from
becom ng fi nal

DECI SI ON: The reconmmendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Decenber

| TEM NO

16**

19,

2000

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000970-TC - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Conmm ssion of Pay Tel ephone Certificate No. 4616
issued to K.C.S. Comruni cations, Inc. for violation of Rule
25-4.0161, F.A C, Regulatory Assessnent Fees;

Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es.

Critical Date(s): None

Conmmi ssi oners Assigned: Full Conmm ssion
Prehrg O ficer ADM

Staff: CMP: Isler
LEG Elliott

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion accept the nodified
settlement offer proposed by K. C.S. Comrunications, Inc. to
resol ve the apparent violation of Rule 25-4.0161, Florida
Adm ni strative Code, Regul atory Assessnent Fees;

Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es?

Yes. The Commi ssion should accept the
conpany’s nodified settlenent proposal. Any contribution
shoul d be received by the Commi ssion within ten business
days fromthe date of the Conmm ssion Order and shoul d
identify the docket nunmber and conpany name. The Comm ssion
shoul d forward the contribution to the Office of the
Conptroller for deposit in the State General Revenue Fund
pursuant to Section 364.285(1), Florida Statutes. |If the
conpany fails to pay in accordance with the ternms of the
Comm ssi on Order, the conpany’s Certificate No. 4616 shoul d
be cancel ed adm nistratively.

| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes. |If the Comm ssion approves staff’s
recomendation in Issue 1, this docket should be cl osed upon
recei pt of the $100 contribution or cancellation of the
certificate.

DECI SI ON: The recommendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Decenber

| TEM NO

17**PAA

19,

2000

CASE

Cancel |l ation by Florida Public Service Conm ssion of

i nt erexchange tel econmuni cations certificates for violation
of Rule 25-4.0161, F.A C., Regul atory Assessnent Fees;

Tel econmmuni cati ons Conpani es.

DOCKET NO. 001316-TlI - U.S. Conmmruni cation Services, |nc.
DOCKET NO. 001356-TlI - United Tel ecom LLC d/b/a UTLC LLC
DOCKET NO. 001359-TlI - Ozark Tel ecom Inc.

DOCKET NO. 001362-TlI - Sterling Time Conpany d/b/a STC

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMP: Isler
LEG Elliott

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion inmpose a $500 fine or cancel
each conpany’s respective certificate |listed on page 5 of
staff’s Decenber 7, 2000 nenorandum for apparent violation
of Rule 25-4.0161, Florida Adnm nistrative Code, Regul atory
Assessnment Fees; Tel ecomruni cati ons Conpani es?

Yes. The Conmi ssion should i npose a $500
fine or cancel each conpany’s certificate as |listed on page
5if the fine and the regul atory assessnent fees, including
statutory penalty and interest charges, are not received by
the Comm ssion within five business days after the issuance
of the Consummating Order. The fine should be paid to the
Fl orida Public Service Conmm ssion and forwarded to the

O fice of the Conptroller for deposit in the State General
Revenue Fund pursuant to Section 364.285(1), Florida
Statutes. If the Commi ssion’s Order is not protested and
the fine and regul atory assessnent fees, including statutory
penal ty and interest charges, are not received, the
certificates |listed on page 5 should be cancel ed

adm nistratively and the collection of the past due fees
shoul d be referred to the Ofice of the Conptroller for
further collection efforts.




M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Decenber

| TEM NO

17** PAA

19,

2000

CASE

Cancel l ation by Florida Public Service Comm ssion of

i nt erexchange tel econmuni cations certificates for violation
of Rule 25-4.0161, F. A C., Regul atory Assessnent Fees;

Tel ecomruni cati ons Conpani es.

(Conti nued from previous page)

| ssue 2: Should these dockets be cl osed?

Yes. These dockets should be closed upon
recei pt of the fine and fees or cancellation of the
certificate, unless a person whose substantial interests are
affected by the Conmm ssion’'s decision files a protest within
21 days of the issuance of the proposed agency action order.
A protest in one docket should not prevent the action in a
separate docket from becom ng fi nal

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Decenber

| TEM NO.

18**

19,

2000

CASE

DOCKET NO. 001386-TlI - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of I XC Certificate No. 7287 issued to
Spraw net.comlInc. for violation of Rule 25-4.0161, F. A C.,
Regul atory Assessnent Fees; Tel econmuni cati ons Conpani es.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMP: Isler
LEG. VanlLeuven

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion accept the settlement offer
proposed by Sprawl net.comlInc. to resolve the apparent
violation of Rule 25-4.0161, Florida Adm nistrative Code,
Regul atory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecomruni cati ons Conpani es?
Yes. The Commi ssion shoul d accept the
conpany’s settlement proposal. Any contribution should be
recei ved by the Comm ssion within ten business days fromthe
date of the Comm ssion Order and should identify the docket
nunmber and conpany name. The Commi ssion should forward the
contribution to the Ofice of the Conptroller for deposit in
the State General Revenue Fund pursuant to Section
364.285(1), Florida Statutes. |If the conpany fails to pay
in accordance with the ternms of the Comm ssion Order,
Certificate No. 7287 should be cancel ed adm nistratively.

| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes. |If the Comm ssion approves staff’s
recommendation in Issue 1, this docket should be closed upon
recei pt of the $100 contribution or cancellation of the
certificate.

DECI SI ON: The recommendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference
Decenber 19, 2000

| TEM NO. CASE

19** DOCKET NO. 001318-TlI - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of Interexchange Tel ecomruni cati ons
Certificate No. 6094 issued to Legends Comruni cations, Inc.
for violation of Rule 25-4.0161, F.A C., Regulatory
Assessnent Fees; Tel ecomruni cati ons Conpani es.

DOCKET NO. 001345-TlI - Cancellation by Florida Public
Servi ce Commi ssion of |nterexchange Tel ecomruni cati ons
Certificate No. 7154 issued to Tel express Conmuni cati ons,
Inc. d/b/a Tel express for violation of Rule 25-4.0161,
F.A. C., Regul atory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecomruni cati ons
Conpani es.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMP: Isler
LEG. VanLeuven

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion accept the settlement offer
proposed by each conpany |isted on page 4 of staff’s
Decenmber 7, 2000 nenorandum to resol ve the apparent
violation of Rule 25-4.0161, Florida Adm nistrative Code,
Regul atory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecomrmuni cati ons Conpani es?
Yes. The Comm ssion shoul d accept each
conpany’s respective settlenment proposal. Any contribution
shoul d be received by the Comm ssion within ten business
days fromthe date of the Comm ssion Order and should
identify the docket nunber and conpany nane. The Comm ssion
shoul d forward the contribution to the Ofice of the
Comptrol l er for deposit in the State General Revenue Fund
pursuant to Section 364.285(1), Florida Statutes. |[|f any of
t he conpanies |isted on page 4 fails to pay in accordance
with the terms of the Conmm ssion Order, that conpany’s
respective certificate should be cancel ed adm nistratively.
| ssue 2: Should these dockets be cl osed?

Yes. |If the Comm ssion approves staff’s
recommendati on on Issue 1, the docket for each conpany
|isted on page 4 should be closed upon receipt of the $250
contribution or cancellation of the certificate.




M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference
Decenber 19, 2000

| TEM NO. CASE

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved.

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

20* * PAA DOCKET NO. 001312-Tl - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of Interexchange Tel ecomruni cati ons
Certificate No. 5778 issued to Special Accounts Billing
Group, Inc. for violation of Rule 25-4.0161, F.A C.,
Regul atory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es.
DOCKET NO. 001340-TlI - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of I|nterexchange Tel ecomruni cati ons
Certificate No. 7095 issued to Worl dNet Fiber, Inc. for
violation of Rule 25-4.0161, F.A.C., Regul atory Assessnent
Fees; Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMP: Isler
LEG. VanlLeuven

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion inmpose a $500 fine or cancel
each conpany’s respective certificate as |listed on page 5 of
staff’s Decenber 7, 2000 nenorandum for apparent violation
of Rule 25-4.0161, Florida Adm nistrative Code, Regul atory
Assessnent Fees; Tel ecomuni cati ons Conpani es?

Yes. The Conmi ssion should i npose a $500
fine or cancel each conpany’s respective certificate as
listed on page 5 if the fine and the regul atory assessnent
fees, including statutory penalty and interest charges, are
not received by the Conm ssion within five business days
after the issuance of the Consummati ng Order. The fine
should be paid to the Florida Public Service Conm ssion and
forwarded to the O fice of the Conptroller for deposit in
the State General Revenue Fund pursuant to Section
364.285(1), Florida Statutes. |If the Comm ssion’s Order is
not protested and the fine and regul atory assessnent fees,

i ncluding statutory penalty and interest charges, are not
received, the certificates listed on page 5 should be
cancel ed adm nistratively and the collection of the past due

- 33 -



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Decenber

| TEM NO

20** PAA

19,

2000

CASE

DOCKET NO. 001312-TlI - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of Interexchange Tel econmuni cati ons
Certificate No. 5778 issued to Special Accounts Billing
Group, Inc. for violation of Rule 25-4.0161, F.A. C
Regul at ory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecomrmuni cati ons Conpani es.
DOCKET NO. 001340-TlI - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of Interexchange Tel ecomruni cati ons
Certificate No. 7095 issued to Worl dNet Fiber, Inc. for
violation of Rule 25-4.0161, F.A C., Regul atory Assessment
Fees; Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es.

(Continued from previ ous page)

fees should be referred to the Ofice of the Conptroller for
further collection efforts.
| ssue 2: Should these dockets be cl osed?

Yes. The Order issued fromthis
recommendation will becone final upon issuance of a
consunmmati ng order, unless a person whose substanti al
interests are affected by the Conmm ssion’s decision files a
protest within 21 days of the issuance of the proposed
agency action order. The dockets should then be closed upon
recei pt of the fine and fees or cancellation of the
certificate. A protest in one docket should not prevent the
action in a separate docket from becom ng final.

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Decenber

| TEM NO

21** PAA

19,

2000

CASE

DOCKET NO. 001344-Tl - Cancellation by Florida Public
Servi ce Comm ssion of Interexchange Tel ecommuni cati ons
Certificate No. 7134 issued to Adeptel, Inc. for violation
of Rule 25-4.0161, F. A C., Regul atory Assessnent Fees;

Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es.

Critical Date(s): None

Conmmi ssi oners Assigned: Full Conmm ssion
Prehrg O ficer ADM

Staff: CMP: Isler
LEG Cibul a

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion inmpose a $500 fine or cancel
Adeptel, Inc.’s interexchange tel econmunications certificate
for apparent violation of Rule 25-4.0161, Florida

Adm ni strative Code, Regul atory Assessnent Fees;

Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es?

Yes. The Conmi ssion should i npose a $500
fine or cancel the conpany’s certificate if the fine and the
regul atory assessnent fees, including statutory penalty and
i nterest charges, are not received by the Comm ssion within
five business days after the issuance of the Consummating
Order. The fine should be paid to the Florida Public
Service Comm ssion and forwarded to the Office of the
Comptrol ler for deposit in the State General Revenue Fund
pursuant to Section 364.285(1), Florida Statutes. |If the
Comm ssion’s Order is not protested and the fine and

regul atory assessnent fees, including statutory penalty and
i nterest charges, are not received, the conpany’s
Certificate No. 7134 should be canceled adm nistratively and
the collection of the past due fees should be referred to
the Ofice of the Conptroller for further collection
efforts.




M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Decenber

| TEM NO

21** PAA

19,

2000

CASE

DOCKET NO. 001344-Tl - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of Interexchange Tel econmuni cati ons
Certificate No. 7134 issued to Adeptel, Inc. for violation
of Rule 25-4.0161, F.A C., Regulatory Assessnent Fees;

Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es.

(Continued from previ ous page)

| ssue 2: Should this docket be closed?

Yes. The Order issued fromthis
recommendation will becone final upon issuance of a
consummati ng order, unless a person whose substanti al
interests are affected by the Comm ssion’s decision files a
protest within 21 days of the issuance of the proposed
agency action order. The docket should then be closed upon
recei pt of the fine and fees or cancellation of the
certificate.

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Decenber

| TEM NO

22** PAA

19,

2000

CASE

Cancel l ations by Florida Public Service Comm ssion of

i nt erexchange tel econmuni cations certificates for violation
of Rule 25-4.0161, F.A C., Regul atory Assessnent Fees;

Tel econmmuni cati ons Conpani es.

DOCKET NO. 001307-TlI - Eagle Telecom 1Inc.

DOCKET NO. 001343-TlI - Direct One, Inc. d/b/a Direct One of
California, Inc.

DOCKET NO. 001363-Tl - InterCept Comruni cations
Technol ogi es, Inc.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehrg Officer ADM

Staff: CMP: Isler
LEG. | saac

| ssue 1: Should the Conmm ssion inpose a $500 fine or cancel
each conpany’s respective certificate as |isted on page 5 of
staff’s Decenber 7, 2000 nenorandum for apparent violation
of Rule 25-4.0161, Florida Adm nistrative Code, Regul atory
Assessnent Fees; Tel ecomuni cati ons Conpani es?

Yes. The Conmi ssion should inpose a $500
fine or cancel each conpany’s respective certificate as
listed on page 5 if the fine and the regul atory assessnent
fees, including statutory penalty and interest charges, are
not received by the Conm ssion within five business days
after the issuance of the Consummating Order. The fine
shoul d be paid to the Florida Public Service Comm ssion and
forwarded to the Office of the Conptroller for deposit in
the State General Revenue Fund pursuant to Section
364.285(1), Florida Statutes. |If the Comm ssion’s Order is
not protested and the fine and regul atory assessnent fees,

i ncluding statutory penalty and interest charges, are not
received, the certificates |listed on page 5 should be
cancel ed adm ni stratively and the collection of the past due
fees should be referred to the Ofice of the Conptroller for
further collection efforts.




M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Decenber

| TEM NO

22** PAA

19,

2000

CASE

Cancel l ations by Florida Public Service Comm ssion of

i nt erexchange tel econmuni cations certificates for violation
of Rule 25-4.0161, F. A C., Regul atory Assessnent Fees;

Tel ecomruni cati ons Conpani es.

(Conti nued from previous page)

| ssue 2: Should these dockets be cl osed?

Yes. The Order issued fromthis
recomendation will becone final upon issuance of a
consunmmati ng order, unless a person whose substanti al
interests are affected by the Comm ssion’s decision files a
protest within 21 days of the issuance of the proposed
agency action order. The dockets should then be closed upon
recei pt of the fine and fees or cancellation of the
certificate. A protest in one docket should not prevent the
action in a separate docket from becom ng final.

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Decenber

| TEM NO

23** PAA

19,

2000

CASE

Cancel |l ation by Florida Public Service Conm ssion of

i nt erexchange tel econmuni cations certificates for violation
of Rule 25-4.0161, F.A C., Regul atory Assessnent Fees;

Tel econmmuni cati ons Conpani es.

DOCKET NO. 001321-TlI - AirTIME Technol ogies, Inc.
DOCKET NO. 001385-TlI - New Edge Network, Inc. d/b/a New Edge
Net wor ks

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMP: Isler
LEG \Wal ker

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion inmpose a $500 fine or cancel
each conpany’s respective certificate as |listed on page 5 of
staff’s Decenmber 7, 2000 nmenorandum for apparent violation
of Rule 25-4.0161, Florida Adm nistrative Code, Regul atory
Assessnent Fees; Tel ecomrmuni cati ons Conpani es?

Yes. The Comm ssion should inpose a $500
fine or cancel each conpany’ s respective certificate as
listed on page 5 if the fine and the regul atory assessnent
fees, including statutory penalty and interest charges, are
not received by the Comm ssion within five business days
after the issuance of the Consummating Order. The fine
shoul d be paid to the Florida Public Service Comm ssion and
forwarded to the O fice of the Conptroller for deposit in
the State General Revenue Fund pursuant to Section
364.285(1), Florida Statutes. |If the Comm ssion’s Order is
not protested and the fine and regul atory assessnment fees,
including statutory penalty and interest charges, are not
received, the certificates listed on page 5 should be
cancel ed adm nistratively and the collection of the past due
fees should be referred to the Ofice of the Conptroller for
further collection efforts.




M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Decenber

| TEM NO

23** PAA

19,

2000

CASE

Cancel l ation by Florida Public Service Comm ssion of

i nt erexchange tel econmuni cations certificates for violation
of Rule 25-4.0161, F. A C., Regul atory Assessnent Fees;

Tel ecomruni cati ons Conpani es.

(Conti nued from previous page)

| ssue 2: Should these dockets be cl osed?

Yes. The Order issued fromthis
recomendation will becone final upon issuance of a
consunmati ng order, unless a person whose substanti al
interests are affected by the Comm ssion’s decision files a
protest within 21 days of the issuance of the proposed
agency action order. The dockets should then be closed upon
recei pt of the fine and fees or cancellation of the
certificate. A protest in one docket should not prevent the
action in a separate docket from becom ng final.

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Decenber

| TEM NO

24%* PAA

19,

2000

CASE

Cancel |l ation by Florida Public Service Conm ssion of

i nt erexchange tel econmuni cations certificates for violation
of Rule 25-4.0161, F.A C., Regul atory Assessnent Fees;

Tel econmmuni cati ons Conpani es.

DOCKET NO. 001320-TlI - Travel ers Tel ecom Cor porati on
DOCKET NO. 001337-TlI - ACG Tel ecom Services |ncorporated
DOCKET NO. 001355-TI - Alliance Network, Inc. d/b/a C2K,
I nc.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMP: Isler
LEG  Banks

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion inmpose a $500 fine or cancel
each conpany’s respective certificate as |listed on page 5 of
staff’s Decenber 7, 2000 nenorandum for apparent violation
of Rule 25-4.0161, Florida Adnm nistrative Code, Regul atory
Assessnment Fees; Tel ecomruni cati ons Conpani es?

Yes. The Conmi ssion should i npose a $500
fine or cancel each conpany’s respective certificate as
listed on page 5 if the fine and the regul atory assessnent
fees, including statutory penalty and interest charges, are
not received by the Comm ssion within five business days
after the issuance of the Consummating Order. The fine
should be paid to the Florida Public Service Conm ssion and
forwarded to the O fice of the Conptroller for deposit in
the State General Revenue Fund pursuant to Section
364.285(1), Florida Statutes. |If the Commi ssion’s Order is
not protested and the fine and regul atory assessnent fees,
including statutory penalty and interest charges, are not
received, the certificates listed on page 5 should be
cancel ed adm nistratively and the collection of the past due
fees should be referred to the Ofice of the Conptroller for
further collection efforts.




M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Decenber

| TEM NO

24%* PAA

19,

2000

CASE

Cancel l ation by Florida Public Service Comm ssion of

i nt erexchange tel econmuni cations certificates for violation
of Rule 25-4.0161, F. A C., Regul atory Assessnent Fees;

Tel ecomruni cati ons Conpani es.

(Conti nued from previous page)

| ssue 2: Should these dockets be cl osed?

Yes. The Order issued fromthis
recomendation will becone final upon issuance of a
consunmati ng order, unless a person whose substanti al
interests are affected by the Comm ssion’s decision files a
protest within 21 days of the issuance of the proposed
agency action order. The dockets should then be closed upon
recei pt of the fine and fees or cancellation of the
certificate. A protest in one docket should not prevent the
action in a separate docket from becom ng final.

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Decenber

| TEM NO

25** PAA

19,

2000

CASE

DOCKET NO. 001339-TlI - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of Interexchange Tel ecomruni cati ons
Certificate No. 7150 issued to New M I I enni um ConQuest
Service Corporation for violation of Rule 25-4.0161, F. A C.,
Regul at ory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es,
and Rul e 25-24.480(2)(a) and (b), F.A C., Records & Reports;
Rul es | ncor por at ed.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMP: Isler
LEG | saac

| ssue 1: Should the Conmm ssion inpose a $500 fine or cancel
New M || enni um ConQuest Service Corporation’s certificate
for apparent violation of Rule 25-4.0161, Florida

Adm ni strative Code, Regul atory Assessnent Fees;

Tel ecomruni cati ons Conpani es?

Yes. The Conmmi ssion should inpose a $500
fine or cancel the conpany’s certificate if the fine and the
regul atory assessnent fees, including statutory penalty and
i nterest charges, are not received by the Comm ssion within
five business days after the issuance of the Consunmati ng
Order. The fine should be paid to the Florida Public
Service Comm ssion and forwarded to the Ofice of the
Comptrol l er for deposit in the State General Revenue Fund
pursuant to Section 364.285(1), Florida Statutes. If the
Comm ssion’s Order is not protested and the fine and

regul atory assessnent fees, including statutory penalty and
i nterest charges, are not received, Certificate No. 7150
shoul d be canceled adm nistratively and the coll ection of

t he past due fees should be referred to the O fice of the
Comptroller for further collection efforts.

| ssue 2: Shoul d t he Conm ssion i npose a $500 fine or
cancel New M || ennium ConQuest Service Corporation’s
certificate for apparent violation of Rule 25-24.480(2)(a)
and (b), Florida Adm nistrative Code, Records & Reports;

Rul es | ncor por at ed?




M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Decenber

| TEM NO

25** PAA

19,

2000

CASE

DOCKET NO. 001339-TlI - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of Interexchange Tel econmuni cati ons
Certificate No. 7150 issued to New M I I enni um ConQuest
Service Corporation for violation of Rule 25-4.0161, F.A C.,
Regul atory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es,
and Rul e 25-24.480(2)(a) and (b), F. A C., Records & Reports;
Rul es I ncor por at ed.

(Continued from previ ous page)

Yes. The Conmi ssion should inpose a $500
fine or cancel the conpany’'s certificate if the information
required by Rule 25-24.480(2)(a) and (b), Florida
Adm ni strative Code, Records & Reports; Rules I|ncorporated,
and fine are not received by the Conm ssion within five
busi ness days after the issuance of the Consummati ng Order.
The fine should be paid to the Florida Public Service
Commi ssion and forwarded to the O fice of the Conmptroller
for deposit in the State General Revenue Fund pursuant to
Section 364.285(1), Florida Statutes. |If the Comm ssion’s
Order is not protested and the fine and required information
are not received, Certificate No. 7150 should be cancel ed
adm ni stratively.
| ssue 3: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes. The Order issued fromthis
recommendation will becone final upon issuance of a
consunmmati ng order, unless a person whose substanti al
interests are affected by the Comm ssion’s decision files a
protest within 21 days of the issuance of the proposed
agency action order. The docket should then be closed upon
recei pt of the fines, fees, and required information or
cancel lation of the certificate.

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Decenber

| TEM NO

26** PAA

19,

2000

CASE

Cancel |l ation by Florida Public Service Conm ssion of

i nt erexchange tel econmuni cations certificates for violation
of Rules 25-4.0161, F. A C., Regulatory Assessnent Fees;

Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es, and 25-24.480(2)(a) and (b),
F.A.C., Records & Reports; Rules Incorporated.

DOCKET NO. 001322-Tl - National Phone Corporation
DOCKET NO. 001387-TlI - Weststar Communi cations, |nc.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMP: Isler
LEG Cibul a

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion inmpose a $500 fine or cancel
each conpany’s respective certificate as |listed on page 6 of
staff’s Decenmber 7, 2000 nmenorandum for apparent violation
of Rule 25-4.0161, Florida Adm nistrative Code, Regul atory
Assessnent Fees; Tel ecomrmuni cati ons Conpani es?

Yes. The Comm ssion should inpose a $500
fine or cancel each conpany’ s respective certificate as
listed on page 6 if the fine and the regul atory assessnent
fees, including statutory penalty and interest charges, are
not received by the Comm ssion within five business days
after the issuance of the Consummating Order. The fine
shoul d be paid to the Florida Public Service Comm ssion and
forwarded to the O fice of the Conptroller for deposit in
the State General Revenue Fund pursuant to Section
364.285(1), Florida Statutes. |If the Comm ssion’s Order is
not protested and the fine and regul atory assessnment fees,
including statutory penalty and interest charges, are not
received, the certificates listed on page 6 should be
cancel ed adm nistratively and the collection of the past due
fees should be referred to the Ofice of the Conptroller for
further collection efforts.

| ssue 2: Shoul d the Conmm ssion inpose a $500 fine or
cancel each interexchange tel ecomruni cati ons conpany’s
respective certificate as |listed on page 6 for apparent




M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Decenber

| TEM NO

26** PAA

19,

2000

CASE

Cancel l ation by Florida Public Service Comm ssion of

i nt erexchange tel econmuni cations certificates for violation
of Rules 25-4.0161, F. A C., Regulatory Assessnent Fees;

Tel ecomruni cati ons Conpani es, and 25-24.480(2)(a) and (b),
F.A. C., Records & Reports; Rules Incorporated.

(Continued from previ ous page)

violation of Rule 25-24.480(2)(a) and (b), Florida
Adm ni strative Code, Records & Reports; Rules Incorporated?

Yes. The Conmi ssion should inpose a $500
fine or cancel each conpany’s respective certificate as
listed on page 6 if the information required by Rule 25-
24.480(2)(a) and (b), Florida Adm nistrative Code, Records &
Reports; Rules Incorporated, and fine are not received by
the Commi ssion within five business days after the issuance
of the Consunmmating Order. The fine should be paid to the
Florida Public Service Comm ssion and forwarded to the
O fice of the Conptroller for deposit in the State General
Revenue Fund pursuant to Section 364.285(1), Florida
Statutes. [If the Comm ssion’s Order is not protested and
the fine and required informati on are not received, the
certificates |listed on page 6 should be cancel ed
adm ni stratively.
| ssue 3: Should these dockets be cl osed?

Yes. The Order issued fromthis
recomendation will becone final upon issuance of a
consunmati ng order, unless a person whose substanti al
interests are affected by the Comm ssion’s decision files a
protest within 21 days of the issuance of the proposed
agency action order. The dockets should then be closed upon
recei pt of the fines, fees, and required informtion or
cancellation of the certificate. A protest in one docket
shoul d not prevent the action in a separate docket from
becom ng fi nal

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Decenber

| TEM NO

27** PAA

19,

2000

CASE

DOCKET NO. 001287-ElI - Petition for approval of a special
contract with I MC Phosphates Conpany for provision of
interruptible electric service by Tanmpa El ectric Conpany.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehrg Officer ADM

Staff: ECR E. Draper, \Wheel er
LEG. Har t
SER: Bohrmann, Breman, Futrell

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion approve Tanpa Electric
Conpany’s Petition for Approval of a Special Contract with
| MC Phosphat es Conpany for the Provision of Interruptible
El ectric Service?

No, the proposed contract should not be

approved.

| ssue 2: Should TECO s request that the special contract be
made effective as of August 31, 2000, be granted?

No. If the Commi ssion approves staff’s
recommendation on Issue 1, this issue is noot. However, if
t he Comm ssion approves the special contract, it should take
effect no earlier than the date of the Conm ssion vote and
shoul d be subject to renewal only with Comm ssion approval.
| ssue 3: Should TECO s energency notion for interim

i npl ementati on of the special contract with I MC for
interruptible service be granted?

No. TECO s notion is noot because the
primary case to which is relates is being heard at this
agenda.
| ssue 4: Should this docket be cl osed?

If no person whose substantial interests
are affected 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 Consunmati ng Order.

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved. There was no vote taken
on | ssue No. 2.

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

- 47 -



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference
Decenber 19, 2000

| TEM NO. CASE

27** DOCKET NO. 001287-ElI - Petition for approval of a specia
contract with | MC Phosphates Conpany for provision of
interruptible electric service by Tanpa El ectric Conpany.

(Continued from previ ous page)



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Decenber

| TEM NO

28* * PAA

19,

2000

CASE

DOCKET NO. 950379-El - Determ nation of regul ated earnings
of Tanpa El ectric Conmpany pursuant to stipulations for

cal endar years 1995 through 1999. (Deferred fromthe

10/ 17/ 00 Conm ssion Conference; revised recomendati on
filed.)

Critical Date(s): None

Conmmi ssi oners Assigned: Full Conmm ssion
Prehrg O ficer BZ

Staff: ECR Merta, P. Lee, D. Draper, C. Romg
LEG Elias

| ssue 1: MWhat is the appropriate rate base for 19997
The appropriate rate base is

$2,116, 831, 729.
| ssue 2: What is the appropriate capital structure for

pur poses of neasuring earnings for 19997

For the purpose of nmeasuring earnings under
the stipulation, the appropriate capital structure for 1999
is shown on Attachnent B of staff’s Decenber 7, 2000

menor andum

| ssue 3: What is the appropriate net operating inconme for
19997

. The appropriate net operating incone is
$178, 865, 684 for 1999.

| ssue 4: \Vhat is the amount to be refunded?

The amount to be refunded is $6, 102, 126,
including interest, as of Decenber 31, 2000. Additional

i nterest should be accrued from Decenber 31, 2000, to the
time the actual refund is conpleted.

| ssue 5: Should this docket be cl osed?

If no person whose substantial interests
are affected 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 consunmati ng order.

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved. The order is to cover
t he argunents heard on retroactive ratenmaking.

Comm ssi oner Pal ecki di ssent ed.

- 49 -



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference
Decenber 19, 2000

| TEM NO. CASE

28* * PAA DOCKET NO. 950379-El - Determ nation of regul ated earni ngs
of Tanpa El ectric Conpany pursuant to stipulations for
cal endar years 1995 through 1999. (Deferred fromthe
10/ 17/ 00 Conmm ssi on Conference, revised recommendation
filed.)

(Continued from previ ous page)

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



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference
Decenber 19, 2000

| TEM NO. CASE

29**

DOCKET NO. 001579-El - Petition for approval of a
performance guaranty agreenment by Florida Power & Light
Conpany.

Critical Date(s): 12/19/00 (60-day suspensi on date)

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehrg Officer ADM

Staff: ECR E. Draper
LEG Stern
SER: Lee

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion approve Florida Power &

Li ght Conpany’s Petition for Approval of a Performance

Guar anty Agreenment?

Yes. The proposed tariff should be
approved, provided FPL files with the Conm ssion nonitoring
reports as described in the analysis portion of staff’s
Decenmber 7, 2000 nmenorandum

| ssue 2: What is the appropriate effective date of the
proposed tariff?

The proposed tariff should becone effective
on Decenmber 19, 2000. In the event that a tinely protest is
filed, the tariff should remain in effect with any increase
hel d subject to refund pending resolution of the protest.

| ssue 3: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes, if no protest is filed within 21 days
of the issuance of the order.

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved with the anendnent t hat
the first nonitoring report is to be filed within six nonths, then
yearly thereafter.

Comm ssi oner Jaber dissented.

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



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Decenber

| TEM NO

30* *

19,

2000

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000902-El - Petition for nodification and
extensi on of Experinmental Real Time Pricing Rate, Rate
Schedul e RTP-GX, by Florida Power & Light Conpany.

Critical Date(s): 3/20/01 (8-nmonth effective date)

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehrg Officer ADM

Staff: ECR  Springer, E. Draper, Wheeler
LEG Hart

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion approve Florida Power &
Li ght Conpany’ s proposed changes to its Real Time Pricing
rate schedul e?

Yes.
| ssue 2: What is the appropriate effective date of FPL s
revised RTP-GX rate schedul e?

The revised RTP-GX rate schedul e shoul d

becone effective on April 1, 2001. 1In the event that a
timely protest is filed, the RTP-GX tariff should not be
effective until after final resolution of the protest. At

the term nation of the experinment, custoners taking service
under the experinmental rate schedule should return to their
st andard ot herw se applicable rate schedul e.

| ssue 3: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes, if no protest is filed within 21 days
of the issuance of the order.

DECI SI ON: The reconmmendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Decenber

| TEM NO

31** PAA

19,

2000

CASE

DOCKET NO. 001758-El - Request for authority to establish a
regulatory liability to defer 2000 earnings for disposition
in 2001 by Florida Power Corporation.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehrg Officer - Pending

Staff: ECR Sl enkew cz
LEG C. Keating

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion approve FPC s request to
establish a regulatory liability to defer 2000 earnings for
di sposition in 2001?
:  Yes. The Comm ssion should approve FPC s
request to establish a regulatory liability to defer 2000
earnings for disposition in 2001.
| ssue 2: Should the Comm ssion approve FPC s request to
file a proposal for the disposition of the 2000 deferred
earnings by April 2, 20017

: Yes. The Commi ssion should approve FPC s
request to file a proposal for the disposition of the 2000
deferred earnings by April 2, 2001. If a proposal is not
filed by that date, FPC should be directed to i nmediately
apply any deferred 2000 earnings, plus interest, against the
Ti ger Bay regul atory asset.
| ssue 3: Should this docket be cl osed?
: No. |If no person whose substanti al
interest are affected by the proposed agency action files a
protest within 21 days of the issuance of the order, the
order will become final upon the issuance of a Consummati ng
Order. This docket should remain open pending the review of
any proposal for the final disposition of any deferred 2000
earni ngs. However, if FPC does not file a proposal by April
2, 2001, this docket should be adm nistratively closed.

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Decenber

| TEM NO

32** PAA

19,

2000

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000467-WJ - Application for staff-assisted rate
case in Pasco County by Gem Estates Utilities, Inc.

Critical Date(s): 9/25/01 (15-nonth effective date.)

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehrg Officer JB

Staff: ECR  Rendell, Butts, Lingo, Ted Davis
LEG  Brubaker

(ALL | SSUES PROPOSED AGENCY ACTI ON EXCEPT | SSUES NOS. 12 AND
13.)

| ssue 1: Is the quality of service provided by Gem Est ates
Uilities, Inc. satisfactory?

Yes. The quality of service provided by
Gem Estates Utilities, Inc. should be considered to be

sati sfactory.

| ssue 2: What portions of Gem Estates’ water treatnent

pl ant and distribution system are used and useful ?

Both the water treatnment plant and the
water distribution system should be considered 100% used
and useful .

| ssue 3: What is the utility s appropriate average anount
of rate base?

. The appropriate average amount of rate base
shoul d be $61,840 for the test year. Pro forma plant, as
outlined in the analysis portion of staff’s December 7, 2000
menor andum shoul d be conpleted within six nonths of the
effective date of the Conmm ssion Order

| ssue 4: What is the appropriate rate of return on equity
and the appropriate overall rate of return for this

utility?

. The appropriate rate of return on equity
should be 9.94% with a range of 8.94% to 10.94% and t he
appropriate overall rate of return should be 10.28% wth a
range of 9.59% to 10.96%

| ssue 5: What is the appropriate test year revenue for this
utility?

The appropriate test year revenue should be

$12, 660.



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference
Decenber 19, 2000

| TEM NO. CASE

32** PAA DOCKET NO. 000467-WJ - Application for staff-assisted rate
case in Pasco County by Gem Estates Utilities, Inc.

(Continued from previ ous page)

| ssue 6: What is the appropriate anmount of operating
expenses for rate setting purposes?

The appropriate anmount of operating
expenses for rate maki ng purposes should be $56, 281.

| ssue 7: What is the appropriate revenue requirenent for
each systenf

. The appropriate revenue requirenment should
be $62,674 for the test year.
| ssue 8: Is a continuation of the utility’ s current fl at
rate structure for its water system appropriate in this
case, and, if not, what is the appropriate rate structure?
: No. A continuation of the utility’s current
flat rate structure for its water systemis not appropriate
in this case. The water systemrate structure should be
changed to a traditional base facility charge
(BFC)/ gal |l onage charge rate structure with a 10%
conservation adjustnment.
| ssue 9: Is an adjustnment to reflect repression of
consunption due to the rate structure and price changes
appropriate in this case, and, if so, what is the
appropriate repression adjustnent?
Yes, a repression adjustnment of 8,913 kgal
is appropriate in this case. |In order to nonitor the
effects of both the change in rate structure and the
recommended revenue increase, the utility should be ordered
to prepare nonthly reports detailing the nunmber of bills
rendered, the consunption billed and the revenue bill ed.
These reports should be provided, by custonmer class and
meter size, on a quarterly basis for a period of two years,

beginning with the first billing period after the increased
rates go into effect.
| ssue 10: What is the appropriate billing period for this
utility?

The utility should convert its custoners
froma Conm ssi on-approved quarterly billing cycle to
nonthly billing. This billing change should be noticed to
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the custoners along with the other rate changes discussed in
| ssue 11.

| ssue 11: VWhat are the appropriate nonthly rates for
service?

The recommended rates should be designed to
produce revenue of $62,674 as shown in the staff analysis.
The approved Step | rates should be effective for service
rendered on or after the stanped approval date on the tariff
sheet, pursuant to Rule 25-30.475(1), Florida Adm nistrative
Code. The Step | rates should not be inplenented until
noti ce has been received by the custoners. The utility
shoul d provide proof of the date notice was given within 10
days after the date of the notice. Staff should be given
adm ni strative authority to approve the Step Il tariff
sheets upon staff’s verification that the water nmeters have
been installed, and that the tariffs are consistent with the
Conmmi ssi on’ s deci si on.
| ssue 12: Should the recommended rates be approved for the
utility on a tenporary basis in the event of a tinely
protest filed by a party other than the utility?
Yes, the recommended rates should be
approved for the utility on a tenporary basis in the event
of atinely protest filed by a party other than the utility.
The utility should be authorized to collect the tenporary
rates after staff’s approval of the security for potenti al
refund, the proposed customer notice, and the revised tariff
sheet s.
| ssue 13: Should the utility be required to show cause, in
witing within 21 days, why it should not be fined up to
$5, 000 per day for its apparent violation of Rule 25-30.115,
Florida Adm nistrative Code, for its failure to maintain its
books and records in conformance with the Nati onal
Associ ati on of Regulatory Utility Comm ssioners ( NARUC)
Uni form System of Accounts (USOA) ?

: No. A show cause proceedi ng should not be
initiated. However, the utility should be ordered to
mai ntain its books and records in conformance with the 1996
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NARUC USOA and submt a statenment fromits accountant by
March 31, 2001, along with its 2000 annual report, stating
that its books are in conformance with the NARUC USOA and
reconciled with the Comm ssion Order.

| ssue 14: Should this docket be closed?

: No. If notinely protest is received upon
expiration of the protest period, the PAA Order will becone
final and effective upon the issuance of a Consummati ng
Order. However, this docket should remain open for an

addi tional 180 days fromthe effective date of the Order to
allow staff to verify that the utility installed water
nmeters for all custoners. Once staff has verified that this
wor k has been conpl eted, the docket should be closed

adm ni stratively.

DECISION: This item was deferred to the January 16, 20001 Conm ssion
Conf erence.
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recover costs of water systeminprovenents in Marion County
by Sunshine Utilities of Central Florida, Inc. (Deferred
fromthe 11/28/ 00 Comm ssion Conference.)

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: ECR: Ted Davis, Wetherington, Crouch, B. Davis,

Mer chant
LEG. VanlLeuven

| ssue 1: As proposed in Alternative No. 1, is the
elimnation of five water treatnment plants, the construction
of a single water treatnment plant, and the proposed

i nterconnection of all five systens by constructing
approximately nine mles of transm ssion nmains for the

pur pose of elimnating contam nation problens and neeting
devel opnent demands prudent and justified?

No. The utility’s proposal to elimnate
five water treatnment plants, construct a single water
treatment plant, and interconnect all five systens by
constructing approximtely nine mles of transn ssion mains
for the purpose of elimnating contam nation problens and
meeti ng devel opnment demands is not prudent or justified.

| ssue 2: Should Alternative No. 1 of this limted
proceedi ng for an increase in rates and charges to all the
custoners of Sunshine be approved?

: No. The proposed expansion will only
create a slight inprovenent to a few of Sunshine’s
custoners, and woul d not benefit all the custonmers of
Sunshine Utilities. Therefore, the |limted proceeding to
approve Alternative No. 1 should be deni ed.
| ssue 3: Should Alternative No. 2 to this limted
proceedi ng, whereby the utility will only elim nate four
wat er treatnment plants, construct a single water treatnent
pl ant, interconnect the four systens with approxi mately six
mles of water mains for the purpose of elimnating
contam nati on problenms and neeting devel opnent demands, with
the rate increase passed on to either all of its custoners,

- B8 -
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or only to the customers of the four affected systens, be
approved?

No. Alternative No. 2 should be deni ed.
The proposal in Alternative No. 2, although |less involved
than Alternative No. 1, has very limted benefit to all of
the existing custonmers of Sunshine Uilities. The mgjor
benefit again appears to be to the utility, which would gain
a greatly enlarged system capable of serving a |larger and a
future custoner base with limted benefit to the custoners
of the four systens involved. However, if the Comm ssion
approves this alternative, staff recomends that a used and
useful analysis be performed and the rates set to collect
the majority of the nodification costs fromthe future

custonmers who the utility will be capable of serving after
t he proposed nodifications and interconnections.
| ssue 4: Shoul d the Conm ssion, on its own notion, update

Sunshi ne's authorized return on equity (ROE)?

: Yes. The utility's authorized RCE should
be lowered from11.89% to 9.38% wth a range of 8.38%to
10.38% in order to establish a nore appropriate return on a
goi ng-forward basi s.

| ssue 5: Shoul d t he annual All owance for Funds Used During
Construction (AFUDC) rate for Sunshine be changed?

: Yes. The annual AFUDC rate for Sunshine
shoul d be changed from 6.50% to 9.04% and t he di scount ed
nonthly rate should be 0.753021% The effective date of the
new AFUDC rate should be January 1, 2000.
| ssue 6: What is the appropriate anmount of rate case
expense for Docket No. 992015- WJ?

Staff recommends that rate case expense
for this |imted proceeding should be disall owed.

| ssue 7: Should this docket be cl osed?

: Yes. If no tinely protest is received upon
the expiration of the 21-day protest period, the PAA Oder
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wi Il become final upon the issuance of the consunmating
order, and this docket should be closed.

DECI SION: This item was deferred to a | ater Comm ssi on Conference.
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DOCKET NO. 001317-TI - Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs
agai nst RIJIM Card Services, Inc. for apparent violation of

Rul es 25-4.043, F.A C., Response to Conm ssion Staff

| nquiries; 25-24.920, F. A C., Standards for Prepaid Calling
Services and Consuner Disclosure; 25-24.915, F.A C., Tariffs
and Price Lists; 25-4.0161, F.A. C., Regul atory Assessnent
Fees; Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es; and 25-24.480(2)(a) and
(b), F.A.C., Records & Reports; Rules Incorporated.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: LEG D. Cal dwell
CMP: Buys, Trubel horn

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion order RIJIM Card Services,
Inc. to show cause why it should not be fined $10, 000 or
have its certificate canceled for apparent violation of Rule
25-4.043, Florida Adm nistrative Code, Response to
Comm ssion Staff Inquiries?

Yes. Staff recommends that Comm ssion
order RIMto show cause in witing within 21 days of the
i ssuance of the Conm ssion’s Order why it should not be
fined $10, 000 or have certificate number 6096 cancel ed for
apparent violation of Rule 25-4.043, Florida Adm nistrative
Code, Response to Commi ssion Staff Inquiries. The conpany’s
response should contain specific allegations of fact and
law. If RIMfails to respond to the show cause order or
request a hearing pursuant to Section 120.57, Florida
Statutes, within the 21-day response period and the fine is
not paid within ten business days after the 21-day response
period, the facts should be deened admtted, the right to a
heari ng should be deenmed wai ved and certificate nunber 6096
shoul d be canceled. |If the fine is paid, it should be
remtted by the Comm ssion to the State of Florida CGeneral
Revenue Fund pursuant to Section 364.285, Florida Statutes.
| ssue 2: Should the Comm ssion order RIMto show cause in
witing within 21 days of the issuance of the Conm ssion’s
Order why it should not be fined $2,000 per violation, for a
total of $6,000, for apparent violations of Rule 25-24.920,
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Florida Adm nistrative Code, Standards for Prepaid Calling
Servi ces and Consuner Discl osure?

Yes. Staff recommends that the Conm ssion
order RIMto show cause in witing within 21 days of the
i ssuance of the Conm ssion’s Order why it should not be
fined $2,000 per violation, for a total of $6,000, for
apparent violations of Rule 25-24.920, Florida
Adm ni strative Code, Standards for Prepaid Calling Services
and Consuner Disclosure. The conmpany’s response shoul d
contain specific allegations of fact and law. If RIMfails
to respond to the show cause order or request a hearing
pursuant to Section 120.57, Florida Statutes, within the 21-
day response period, the facts should be deemed admtted,
the right to a hearing should be deened wai ved, and the fine
shoul d be deemed assessed. |If the fine is not paid within
ten busi ness days after the 21-day response period, it
shoul d be forwarded to the Office of the Conptroller for
collection. |If the fine is paid, it should be remtted by
the Comm ssion to the State of Florida General Revenue Fund
pursuant to Section 364.285, Florida Statutes.
| ssue 3: Should the Comm ssion order RIMto show cause why
it should not be fined $5,000 for apparent violation of Rule
25-24.915, Florida Adm nistrative Code, Tariffs and Price
Li sts?

Yes. Staff recomends that the Conmm ssion
order RIMto show cause in witing within 21 days of the
i ssuance of the Conmm ssion’s Order why it should not be
fined $5, 000 for apparent violation of Rule 25-24.915,
Fl orida Adm nistrative Code, Tariffs and Price Lists. The
conpany’s response should contain specific allegations of
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fact and law. If RIMfails to respond to the show cause
order or request a hearing pursuant to Section 120.57,
Florida Statutes, within the 21-day response period, the
facts should be deened admtted, the right to a hearing
shoul d be deemed wai ved, and the fine should be deened

assessed. |If the fine is not paid within ten business days
after the 21-day response period, it should be forwarded to
the Ofice of the Conptroller for collection. |If the fine

is paid, it should be remtted by the Conm ssion to the
State of Florida General Revenue Fund pursuant to Section
364. 285, Florida Statutes.
| ssue 4: Should the Comm ssion order RIMto show cause why
it should not be fined $500 for apparent violation of Rule
25-4.0161, Florida Adm nistrative Code, Regul atory
Assessnment Fees; Tel ecomuni cati ons Conpani es?

Yes. Staff recommends that the Conm ssion
order RIMto show cause in witing within 21 days of the
i ssuance of the Comm ssion’s Order why it should not be
fined $500 for apparent violation of Rule 25-4.0161, Florida
Adm ni strative Code, Regul atory Assessnent Fees;
Tel ecomruni cati ons Conpani es. The conpany’s response shoul d
contain specific allegations of fact and law. [If RIMfails
to respond to the show cause order or request a hearing
pursuant to Section 120.57, Florida Statutes, within the 21-
day response period, the facts should be deemed admtted,
the right to a hearing should be deened wai ved, and the fine
and the 1999 Regul atory Assessnent Fee, including statutory
penalty and i nterest charges, should be deemed assessed. |If
the fine and the 1999 RAF, including statutory penalty and
i nterest charges, are not paid within ten busi ness days
after the 21-day response period, it should be forwarded to
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the Ofice of the Conptroller for collection. |If the fine
is paid, it should be remtted by the Conm ssion to the
State of Florida General Revenue Fund pursuant to Section
364. 285, Florida Statutes.

| ssue 5: Should the Comm ssion order RIMto show cause why
it should not be fined $500 for apparent violation of Rule
25-24.480, Florida Adm nistrative Code, Records & Reports;
Rul es I ncor porated?

Yes. Staff recommends that the Conm ssion
order RIMto show cause in witing within 21 days of the
i ssuance of the Comm ssion’s Order why it should not be
fined $500 for apparent violation of Rule 25-24.480, Florida
Adm ni strative Code, Records & Reports; Rules Incorporated.
The conpany’s response should contain specific allegations
of fact and law. If RIMfails to respond to the show cause
order or request a hearing pursuant to Section 120.57,
Fl orida Statutes, within the 21-day response period, the
facts should be deened admtted, the right to a hearing
shoul d be deemed wai ved, and the fine should be deened

assessed. If the fine is not paid within ten business days
after the 21-day response period, it should be forwarded to
the OOfice of the Conptroller for collection. |If the fine

is paid, it should be remtted by the Conm ssion to the
State of Florida General Revenue Fund pursuant to Section
364. 285, Florida Statutes.
| ssue 6: Should this docket be cl osed?

> No. |If staff’s recommendation in |Issue 1
is approved, RIMw Il have 21 days fromthe issuance of the
Commi ssion’s show cause order to respond in witing why it
shoul d not be fined in the ambunt proposed or have its
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certificate canceled. If RIMtinely responds to the show
cause order, this docket should remai n open pendi ng
resol ution of the show cause proceeding. |If RIMfails to

respond to the show cause order or pay the fine within ten
busi ness days after the expiration of the 21-day response
period, certificate nunber 6096 should be canceled and this
docket may be closed adm nistratively.

If any of staff’s recomendations in Issues 2, 3, 4 and 5
are approved, RIMw ||l have 21 days fromthe issuance of the
Comm ssion’s show cause order to respond in witing why it
shoul d not be fined in the ambunts proposed. If RIMtinely
responds to the show cause order, this docket should remain
open pendi ng resolution of the show cause proceeding. |If
the conpany fails to respond to the show cause order, and
the fines and fees, including statutory penalties and
interest, are not received within ten business days after
the expiration of the 21-day show cause response peri od,
then the fines should be deened assessed for the violations
cited and forwarded to the Conptroller’s Ofice for
coll ection. This docket may then be closed adm nistratively
if Issue 1 is closed.

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck
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DOCKET NO. 001669-TlI - Joint petition by Bell Atlantic
Conmmuni cations, Inc. d/b/a Verizon Long Di stance and NYNEX
Long Di stance, Inc. d/b/a Verizon Enterprise Solutions for
wai ver of Rule 25-4.118, F.A C., Local, Local Toll, or Tol
Provi der Sel ecti on.

Critical Date(s): None

Conmmi ssi oners Assigned: Full Conmm ssion
Prehrg O ficer ADM

Staff: LEG Cal dwel |
CMP: M WAtts

| ssue 1: Should Bell Atlantic Communications, Inc. d/b/a
Verizon Long Di stance and Nynex Long Distance, Inc. d/b/a
Verizon Enterprise Solutions be relieved in this instance of
the i nterexchange carrier selection requirenents of Rule 25-

4.118, Florida Adm nistrative Code, Local, Local Toll, or
Toll Provider Selection?
Yes.

| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes. This docket should be cl osed upon

i ssuance of a Consummati ng Order unless a person whose
substantial interests are affected by the Conmm ssion's
decision files a protest within 21 days of the issuance of
t he proposed agency action order.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck
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DOCKET NO. 001518-TlI - Request by Zone Telecom Inc.

i ndirect wholly owned subsidiary of e-Kong Goup Limted,
for approval to acquire selected assets of The Furst G oup,
I nc. (holder of I XC Certificate No. 3171), and request for
variance or waiver of rules.

Critical Date(s): None

Conmmi ssi oners Assigned: Full Conmm ssion
Prehrg O ficer BZ

Staff: RGO T. WIIlians
LEG Elliott

| ssue 1: Should Zone Telecom Inc. and The Furst G oup,
Inc.”s request for approval to acquire selected assets from
the Furst G oup, Inc. be approved?
Yes.

| ssue 2: Should Zone Telecom Inc. be relieved in this
instance of the interexchange carrier selection requirenents
of Rule 25-4.118, Florida Adm nistrative Code?

: Yes.
| ssue 3: Should this docket be cl osed?
If no person whose substantial interests
are affected by the Comm ssion's Proposed Agency Action
files a protest within 21 days of the issuance date of the
order, this docket should be cl osed.

DECISION: This item was deferred to a |ater Conm ssion Conference.
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37** DOCKET NO. 000081-TlI - Request by International Exchange
Communi cations, Inc. d/b/a IE COM (holder of I XC Certificate
No. 5798) and NOSVA Limted Partnership (holder of |XC
Certificate No. 3560) for approval of an asset purchase
agreenent whereby IE COMwi || purchase and NOSVA wi Il sell
the international operating division of NOSVA, including all
custoners thereof.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: RGO T. WIIlians
LEG Elliott

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion correct Order No. PSC-00-
2064- FOF-TI that references Orders Nos. PSC-00-0437- PAA-TP
and PSC-00-0599-CO TP and repl ace the reference with Orders
Nos. PSC-00-0437-PAA-TI and PSC-00-0599-CO- Tl ?

. Yes, the Conmmi ssion should correct Order No.
PSC- 00- 2064- FOF-TlI to reference Orders Nos. PSC-00-0437- PAA-
Tl and PSC-00-0599-CO- Tl rather than Orders Nos. PSC-00-
0437- PAA- TP and PSC- 00- 0599- CO- TP?

| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes. This docket should be cl osed upon

i ssuance of the Comm ssion’s Order correcting the O der
references as discussed in Issue 1.

DECI SI ON: The reconmmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber, Baez, Pal ecki
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DOCKET NO. 000263-TP - Request for name change on | XC
Certificate No. 7255 and ALEC Certificate No. 7256 from
Avana Communi cati ons Corporation d/b/a AvanaCom to AVANA
Communi cat i ons.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: RGO T. WIIlians
LEG K. Pefa

| ssue 1: Should Avana Communi cati ons Corporation d/b/a
AvanaCom s request for a nanme change to AVANA Conmmuni cati on,
be granted?

: No. Avana Commruni cati ons Corporation
d/ b/ a AvanaConi s request for a name change to AVANA
Communi cati ons shoul d be deni ed.
| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?
If no person whose substantial interests
are affected by the Comm ssion's Proposed Agency Action
files a protest within 21 days of the issuance date of the
order, this docket should be cl osed upon issuance of a
Consummat i ng Order.

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck
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DOCKET NO. 000462-TP - Application for transfer of control
of Florida Digital Network, Inc. (holder of ALEC Certificate
No. 5715 and | XC Certificate No. 7048) to Elantic

Conmmuni cations, Inc., whereby Florida Digital will becone a
direct, wholly owned subsidiary of Elantic.

Critical Date(s): None

Conmmi ssi oners Assigned: Full Conmm ssion
Prehrg O ficer ADM

Staff: RGO T. WIIlians
LEG  Banks

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion correct the reference in
Order No. PSC-00-2120-FOF-TP to state Consummating Order No.
PSC- 00- 1429-CO- TP is being vacated rather than Order No.
PSC- 00- 1428- CO- TP?

Yes. Staff recomends that the Comm ssion
issue an order to correct the reference in Order No. PSC-00-
2120-FOF-TP to state that Consummati ng Order No. PSC-00-
1429-CO- TP i s being vacated rather than Order No. PSC-00-
1428- CO- TP.
| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes. This docket should be cl osed upon

i ssuance of the Conmm ssion’s order correcting that part of
Order No. PSC-00-2120-FOF-TP, issued Novenber 7, 2000,

di scussed in Issue 1.

DECI SI ON: The reconmmendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Decenber

| TEM NO

40% *

19,

2000

CASE

DOCKET NO. 001388-WJ - Application for transfer of majority
organi zati onal control of Park Water Conpany Inc., hol der of
Certificate No. 583-Win Polk County, from Louis Staiano to
Ant hony St ai ano.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: RGO Johnson, Redemann
LEG Croshy

| ssue 1: Should the transfer of majority organizational
control of Park Water Conpany Inc., fromLouis Staiano to
Ant hony St ai ano be approved?

: Yes, the transfer of majority
organi zational control of Park Water Conpany Inc., from
Louis Staiano to Anthony Staiano should be approved. The
utility is current on its regulatory assessnent fees and
annual reports. M. Anthony Staiano will be responsible for
all future regulatory assessnent fees and annual reports.
| ssue 2: Should the rates and charges approved for this
utility be continued?
Yes. The rates and charges approved for
the utility should be continued until authorized to change
by the Comm ssion in a subsequent proceeding. The tariff
reflecting the change in majority organizational control
shoul d be approved and effective for services rendered or
connections made on or after the stanped approval date on
the tariff sheets.
| ssue 3: Should this docket be cl osed?
Yes, this docket should be cl osed.

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved.

Conmi ssi oners participating: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck
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DOCKET NO. 000973-SU - Application for transfer of
Certificate No. 515-S in Polk County from ABCA, Inc. to West
Lakeland Utilities, Inc.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehrg Officer ADM

Staff: RGO Brady, Rieger
LEG  Croshy

| ssue 1: Should the transfer of Certificate No. 515-S from
ABCA, Inc., to West Lakeland Utilities, Inc., be approved?
. Yes. The transfer shoul d be approved.
ABCA shoul d be responsible for filing the utility’ s 2000
Annual Report and remtting the resulting regulatory
assessnent fees (RAFs) in the time frame and manner

prescri bed by Conmm ssion rules. ABCA should also be
responsi ble for 2001 RAFs up to the closing on the sales
transaction. West Lakel and shoul d be responsi ble for Annual
Reports and RAFs fromthe date of closing forward. Wthin
30 days of the closing, West Lakel and should provide a
recorded warranty deed for the |Iand upon which the utility
facilities are | ocated.

| ssue 2: What is the rate base of ABCA, Inc., at the tinme
of the transfer?

: The rate base for the wastewater system as
of June 30, 1999, was $31, 392, as established by Order No.
PSC- 00- 1163- PAA- SU.

| ssue 3: Should an acquisition adjustnment be approved?
No. An acquisition adjustment should not
be included in the cal culation of rate base for transfer
pur poses.

| ssue 4: Should the rates and charges approved for ABCA,
Inc., be continued?

Yes. The rates and charges approved for
the utility should be continued until authorized to change
by the Comm ssion in a subsequent proceeding. The tariff
reflecting the transfer should be effective for services
rendered or connections nade on or after the stanped
approval date on the tariff sheets.

- 72 -
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19,

2000

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000973-SU - Application for transfer of
Certificate No. 515-S in Polk County from ABCA, Inc. to West
Lakeland Utilities, Inc.

(Continued from previ ous page)

| ssue 5: Should this docket be cl osed?

No. If no tinely protest is received to

t he proposed agency action issues, upon the expiration of
the protest period a Consummati ng Order should be issued and
t he docket should remain open for confirmation of closing
and recei pt of proof of ownership of the |and upon which the
utility facilities are |ocated. Upon receipt of a recorded
warranty deed in the name of West Lakeland Utilities, Inc.,
Certificate No. 515-S should be transferred effective the
date of closing and the docket should be adm nistratively

cl osed.

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck
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19,

2000

CASE

DOCKET NO. 991779-El - Review of the appropriate application
of incentives to whol esal e power sales by investor-owned
electric utilities.

Critical Date(s): None

Hearing Date(s): 5/1/00, Talla., Prehrg., CL
5/10/00, Talla., GR DS CL JC JB

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehrg Officer - Pending

Staff: SER Harl ow, Bohr mann
LEG C. Keating

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion grant the Florida Industri al
Power Users Group’s notion for clarification of parts | and
Il of Order No. PSC-00-1744- PAA-EI?

No. The Florida Industrial Power Users
Group’s notion for clarification does not seek to clarify
any part of Order No. PSC-00-1744-PAA-El. Instead, it is a
request to have the Conmm ssion graft into this order new
substantive restrictions on I OUs’ whol esal e sales, a matter
t hat was never put at issue in this proceeding.
| ssue 2: Should the Comm ssion set for hearing the protests
of the Florida Industrial Power Users G oup and Gulf Power
Conmpany concerning part 11 of Order No. PSC-00-1744-PAA-EI?

:  Yes. The protests of the Florida

| ndustrial Power Users Goup and Gul f Power Conpany
concerning part 111 of Order No. PSC-00-1744-PAA-El should
be set for hearing in Docket No. 000001-El.
| ssue 3: Should this docket be cl osed?

The docket should be closed after the tine
for filing an appeal has run.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners Baez and Pal ecki recused thenselves fromthe vote in

| ssue 1.

Conmi ssi oners participating: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck
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2000

CASE

DOCKET NO. 991643-SU - Application for increase in
wast ewater rates in Seven Springs Systemin Pasco County by
Aloha Utilities, Inc.

Critical Date(s): None

Hearing Date(s): 9/18/00, Talla., Prehrg., JB
10/2 & 3/00, Talla., JC JB Bz
11/ 2/ 00, Talla., JC JB Bz

Comm ssi oners Assigned: JC JB Bz
Prehrg Officer JB

Staff: LEG Fudge, Jaeger
ECR. WlIllis, Fletcher

| ssue 1: Should Aloha’s Modtion for Reconsideration be
grant ed?

No. Aloha's Mdtion for Reconsideration is
premature and shoul d be denied, wi thout prejudice to refile,
in accordance with Rule 25-22.060, Florida Adm nistrative
Code, after rendition of the Final Order menorializing the
Comm ssion’s ruling.
| ssue 2: Should this docket be closed?

No. This docket should remain open pendi ng
a ruling on Aloha's application for an increase in
wast ewat er rates.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Jaber, Baez
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44 DOCKET NO. 001064-El - Petition for determ nation of need
for Hnes Unit 2 Power Plant by Florida Power Corporation.
Critical Date(s): 1/4/01 (Order to be subnmtted to the

Department of Environnent al

Pr ot ecti on

pursuant to Section 403.507(2)(a)2, F.S.)
Hearing Date(s): 10/11/00, Talla,, Prehrg., JB
10/ 26 & 27/00, Talla., JC JB Bz
Comm ssi oners Assigned: JC JB Bz
Prehrg Officer JB
Staff: SER  Futrell, Haff, Wodall, MNulty, Brenan
Bohr mann
CWP: Makin
ECR: Lester, Stallcup, Hew tt
LEG Hart, Wal ker
| ssue 1: |Is Florida Power Corporation an “applicant” within
t he neaning of the Siting Act and Section 403.519, Florida
St atut es?
Stipulated Position: Yes. FPCis an “applicant” within the

meani ng of the Siting Act and Section 403.519,
St at ut es.

Staff recommends approval

sti pul ati on.

Fl ori da

of the

| ssue 2: Is the output of the proposed Hines Unit 2 fully
commtted for use by Florida custoners who purchase
el ectrical power at retail rates?

Stipul ated Position: Yes.
be fully commtted to hel ping FPC neet

The proposed Hi nes

Unit 2 wll

its obligation to

provide reliable electric service to ratepayers at a

reasonabl e cost. Thi s does not

the best interests of FPC s retail
H nes 2 plant will

St af f

rat epayers.

recommends approval

sti pul ati on.
| ssue 3:
taking into account the need for

76 -

precl ude FPC from nmaki ng
whol esal e sal es inside and outside the state when it

is in
The entire

count toward FPC s reserve nmargin.
of the

Is there a need for the proposed Hines Unit 2,
electric systemreliability
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CASE

DOCKET NO. 001064-El - Petition for determ nation of need
for Hines Unit 2 Power Plant by Florida Power Corporation.

(Continued from previ ous page)

and integrity, as this criterion is used in Section 403.519,
Fl ori da Statutes?

Yes. Florida Power Corporation has a need
for additional capacity, but the need for Hnes Unit 2 is
primarily driven by cost-effectiveness as discussed in |Issue
7.

| ssue 4: |Is there a need for the proposed Hines Unit 2,
taking into account the need for adequate electricity at a
reasonabl e cost, as this criterion is used in Section

403. 519, Florida Statutes?

Yes. As discussed in Issue 3, Hines 2 will
contribute to the reliability of FPC s system The cost of
the electricity to be provided by Hines 2 appears to be
reasonabl e based on cost-effectiveness.

| ssue 5: Has Florida Power Corporation nmet the requirenents
of Rule 25-22.0826, Florida Adm nistrative Code, “Selection
of Generating Capacity,” by conducting a fair bid process?

: Yes. FPC s bidding process conplied with
Rul e 25-22.0826, Florida Adm nistrative Code. \Whether the
bid process was fair is subjective.

| ssue 6: Stricken pursuant to Order No. PSC-00-1933-PCO EI

| ssue 7: |Is the proposed H nes Unit 2 the nost cost-
effective alternative available, as this criterion is used
in Section 403.519?

Yes. Hines 2 appears to be the npbst cost-
effective alternative over the 25 years during which FPC s
ratepayers will be obligated for the costs of the unit. FPC
shoul d be responsive to unforeseen changes in its forecasts
for | oad, energy, fuel prices, environnental factors and

ot her changes in regulation which may affect continued cost-
effectiveness of Hines 2. |If the Conm ssion wi shes to
further explore the policy of obligating custoners for the
25-year |ife of a power plant, a rul emaki ng docket nay be
opened.
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44 DOCKET NO. 001064-El - Petition for determ nation of need
for Hines Unit 2 Power Plant by Florida Power Corporation.

(Continued from previ ous page)

| ssue 8: Are there any conservation neasures taken by or
reasonably avail able to Florida Power Corporation which

m ght mtigate the need for the proposed power plant?
Stipulated Position: There are no conservation neasures
taken by or reasonably available to FPC which m ght nmitigate
the need for the proposed power plant.

Staff recommends approval of the

sti pul ati on.
| ssue 9: Based on the resolution of the foregoing issues,
shoul d the Comm ssion grant Florida Power Corporation’s
petition to determ ne the need for the proposed Hines Unit
27?

Yes.
| ssue 10: Have all requests for confidentiality been
addr essed?

Yes.
| ssue 11: Should this docket be cl osed?

The docket should be closed after the tine
for filing an appeal has run.

DECI SI ON: The reconmmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Jaber, Baez
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45** DOCKET NO. 000442-El - Petition for determ nation of need
for the Osprey Energy Center by Cal pine Construction Finance
Conpany, L.P.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: JC JB Bz
Prehrg Officer JB

Staff: SER Harl ow, Breman, Bohr mann

CVMP: Makin
ECR: Lester, Stallcup
LEG | saac, Elias

| ssue 1: Should Cal pine’s Notice of Voluntary Di sm ssal of
its Petition for Determ nation of Need and Request to Cl ose
Docket in Docket 000442-El be acknow edged?

: Yes. The Conm ssion should acknow edge
Cal pine’s Notice of Voluntary Dism ssal of its Petition for
Determ nati on of Need and Request to Cl ose Docket.
| ssue 2: Should the Conm ssion, on its own notion, vacate
its decision on the notions to dism ss and the enmergency
notion to abate the Cal pi ne need determ nation proceedi ng
made at the October 17, 2000, Agenda Conference?
Yes. The Comm ssion should, on its own
notion, vacate its decision on the notions to dism ss and
the emergency notion to abate Cal pine’s need determ nation
proceedi ng made at the October 17, 2000, Agenda Conference.
Further, the pending notions addressed in the analysis
portion of staff’s Decenber 7, 2000 nmenorandum shoul d be
noot .
| ssue 3: Should this docket be cl osed?
Yes. |If the Conm ssion approves staff’s
recommendation in Issue 1, no further action is required.
The pending notions are moot and this docket shoul d be
cl osed.

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Jaber, Baez
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The first order of business will be the election of
the Chairman for the term January 2, 2001 through

January 7, 2003. 2
Approval of Mnutes . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2
Consent Agenda . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... 2
DOCKET NO. 000795-GU - Petition by Florida Public
Uilities Conpany for approval of unbundl ed
transportation service. . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10

DOCKET NO. 001736-EG - Petition for approval of
real i gned conservation cost recovery factors by
Florida Division of Chesapeake Utilities Corporatiohl

DOCKET NO. 000904-G&UJ - Filing of proposed rate
schedul e FLTS-1, Firm Local Transportation Service, by
| ndi antowmn Gas Conpany. . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12

DOCKET NO. 981444-TP - Number Utilization Study:
| nvestigation into Nunber Conservation Measures. 13

DOCKET NO. 920260-TL - Conprehensive review of the
revenue requirenents and rate stabilization plan of
Sout hern Bell Tel ephone and Tel egraph Conpany. . 14

DOCKET NO. 001729-TC - Energency request for tenporary
exenption fromrequirenment of Rule 25-24.515, F.A C

t hat each pay tel ephone station shall allow incom ng
calls, by ETS Payphones, Inc. . . . . . . . . . . 15

DOCKET NO. 001558-TL - Request for waiver of
col l ocation requirenents in the Tall ahassee-
Thomasvill e Road Central Office by Sprint-Florida,

| ncor por at ed. 16

DOCKET NO. 000725-TP - Request by Bel |l South

Tel ecomruni cati ons, Inc. for approval of one-way

i nterconnection agreenent with Tidal Conmunications,

I nc. e
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11** DOCKET NO. 000888- TP - Request by Bell South
Tel ecomruni cati ons, Inc. for approval of one-way
i nterconnection agreenent with Superbeepers
El ectronics, Inc.
DOCKET NO. 000905-TP - Request by Bell South
Tel ecomruni cati ons, Inc. for approval of one-way
i nterconnection agreenent with Priority Paging, |ncl8

12** DOCKET NO. 001012-TP - Request by Bell South
Tel ecomruni cati ons, Inc. for approval of one-way
i nterconnecti on agreenent and name change anmendnment
with Action Communications, Inc. (f/k/a North American
Sof tware Associ ates, LTD.) T

13** PAA DOCKET NO. 001323-TlI - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of Interexchange Tel ecomruni cati ons
Certificate No. 6095 issued to Satlink 3000, Inc.

d/ b/ a I ndependent Network Services for violation of
Rul es 25-4.0161, F. A C., Regulatory Assessnent Fees;
Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es, and 25-24.480(2)(a) and
(b), F.A.C., Records & Reports; Rules Incorporated.20

14**PAA Cancellation by Florida Public Service Comm ssion of
i nt erexchange tel ecomruni cations certificates for
violation of Rule 25-4.0161, F.A C., Regulatory
Assessnent Fees; Tel ecomruni cati ons Conpani es.

DOCKET NO. 001308-TlI - U. S. Network Services, Inc.

DOCKET NO. 001319-TlI - ECI Comuni cations of Oregon, Inc.
DOCKET NO. 001342-TlI - National Data & Communications

of Florida, LLC

DOCKET NO. 001354-TI - Arc Phone USA Inc.

DOCKET NO. 001357-TI - Conmtel Network LLC

DOCKET NO. 001360-TI - Spartan Conmuni cations

Cor poration of North Carolina . . . . . . . . . . 22

15** PAA DOCKET NO. 001314-TlI - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of Interexchange Tel ecomruni cati ons
Certificate No. 5665 issued to Payl ess Communi cati ons,
Inc. for violation of Rules 25-4.0161, F. A C.,
Regul at ory Assessnent Fees; Tel econmmuni cati ons
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Conpani es, and 25-24.480(2)(a) and (b), F. A C.,
Records & Reports; Rules Incorporated.
DOCKET NO. 001324-Tl - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of Interexchange Tel econmuni cati ons
Certificate No. 7016 issued to ConPlus, L.L.C. of
Texas for violation of Rules 25-4.0161, F. A C.,
Regul at ory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecomruni cati ons
Conpani es, and 25-24.480(2)(a) and (b), F. A C.,
Records & Reports; Rules Incorporated. ... .. 24

16** DOCKET NO. 000970-TC - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of Pay Tel ephone Certificate No.
4616 issued to K. C.S. Communi cations, Inc. for
violation of Rule 25-4.0161, F. A . C., Regulatory
Assessnent Fees; Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es. . 26

17**PAA Cancellation by Florida Public Service Comm ssion of
i nt erexchange tel ecomruni cations certificates for
violation of Rule 25-4.0161, F. A C., Regulatory
Assessnent Fees; Tel ecomruni cati ons Conpani es.
DOCKET NO. 001316-TI - U.S. Comruni cation Services, Inc.
DOCKET NO. 001356-TlI - United Tel ecom LLC d/b/a UTLC LLC
DOCKET NO. 001359-TlI - Ozark Telecom 1Inc.
DOCKET NO. 001362-TlI - Sterling Tinme Conpany d/b/a STC

Ce e e Ce e e e 27

18** DOCKET NO. 001386-TlI - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Conm ssion of | XC Certificate No. 7287 issued
to Spraw net.comlnc. for violation of Rule 25-4.0161,
F.A.C., Regul atory Assessnment Fees; Tel econmuni cati ons
Conpani es. A |

19** DOCKET NO. 001318-TlI - Cancellation by Florida Public

Service Comm ssion of Interexchange Tel ecomruni cati ons
Certificate No. 6094 issued to Legends Communi cati ons,
Inc. for violation of Rule 25-4.0161, F.A C.

Regul atory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es.
DOCKET NO. 001345-TI - Cancellation by Florida Public
Servi ce Commi ssion of |nterexchange Tel ecomruni cati ons
Certificate No. 7154 issued to Tel express

Communi cations, Inc. d/b/a Tel express for violation of
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Rul e 25-4.0161, F.A. C., Regulatory Assessment Fees;
Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpanies. . . . . . . . . . . 30
20** PAA DOCKET NO. 001312-TlI - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of Interexchange Tel ecomruni cati ons
Certificate No. 5778 issued to Special Accounts
Billing Goup, Inc. for violation of Rule 25-4.0161,
F.A. C., Regul atory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecommuni cati ons
Conpani es.
DOCKET NO. 001340-TlI - Cancellation by Florida Public
Servi ce Commi ssion of |nterexchange Tel ecomruni cati ons
Certificate No. 7095 issued to Worl dNet Fiber, Inc.
for violation of Rule 25-4.0161, F. A .C., Regulatory
Assessnment Fees; Tel ecomruni cati ons Conpani es. . 31
21**PAA DOCKET NO. 001344-TlI - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of Interexchange Tel ecomruni cati ons
Certificate No. 7134 issued to Adeptel, Inc. for
violation of Rule 25-4.0161, F. A C., Regulatory
Assessnent Fees; Tel ecomruni cati ons Conpani es. . 33
22**PAA Cancel l ations by Florida Public Service Conm ssion of
i nt erexchange tel ecommuni cations certificates for
violation of Rule 25-4.0161, F.A.C., Regulatory
Assessnment Fees; Tel ecomruni cati ons Conpani es.
DOCKET NO. 001307-TlI - Eagle Telecom 1Inc.
DOCKET NO. 001343-TlI - Direct One, Inc. d/b/a Direct
One of California, Inc.
DOCKET NO. 001363-TlI - InterCept Conmmuni cations
Technol ogi es, Inc. Ce e e 34
23**PAA Cancellation by Florida Public Service Conm ssion of

i nt erexchange tel ecommuni cations certificates for
violation of Rule 25-4.0161, F.A.C., Regulatory
Assessnment Fees; Tel ecomruni cati ons Conpani es.

DOCKET NO. 001321-TlI - AirTIME Technol ogies, Inc.
DOCKET NO. 001385-TlI - New Edge Network, Inc. d/b/a
New Edge Net wor ks C e e e 36
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24** PAA Cancel l ation by Florida Public Service Conmm ssion of
i nt erexchange tel econmuni cations certificates for
violation of Rule 25-4.0161, F. A . C., Regulatory
Assessnent Fees; Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es.
DOCKET NO. 001320-TlI - Travel ers Tel ecom Cor porati on
DOCKET NO. 001337-TI - ACG Tel ecom Servi ces
| ncor por at ed
DOCKET NO. 001355-TI - Alliance Network, Inc. d/b/a
C2K, Inc. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 38
25** PAA DOCKET NO. 001339-TlI - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of I|nterexchange Tel ecomruni cati ons
Certificate No. 7150 issued to New M I I enni um ConQuest
Service Corporation for violation of Rule 25-4.0161,
F.A.C., Regul atory Assessnment Fees; Tel econmuni cati ons
Conpani es, and Rule 25-24.480(2)(a) and (b), F.A C.,
Records & Reports; Rules Incorporated. . . . . . 40
26**PAA Cancel l ation by Florida Public Service Conm ssion of
i nt erexchange tel ecomruni cations certificates for
violation of Rules 25-4.0161, F.A C., Regul atory
Assessnment Fees; Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpanies, and 25-
24.480(2)(a) and (b) F.A. C., Records & Reports; Rules
| ncorporated. . . Y 72
27** DOCKET NO. 001287-El - Petition for approval of a
special contract with | MC Phosphates Conpany for
provi sion of interruptible electric service by Tanpa
El ectric Conpany. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 44
28** PAA DOCKET NO. 950379-El - Determ nation of regul ated
earni ngs of Tanpa El ectric Conpany pursuant to
stipulations for cal endar years 1995 t hrough 1999.
(Deferred fromthe 10/17/00 Conm ssi on Conference;
revi sed recomendation filed.) . . . . . . . . . 45
29** DOCKET NO. 001579-El - Petition for approval of a

performance guaranty agreenent by Florida Power &
Li ght Conpany. Co P X o
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32** PAA
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34%
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36* *

DOCKET NO. 000902-El - Petition for nodification and
extensi on of Experinmental Real Time Pricing Rate, Rate
Schedul e RTP-GX, by Florida Power & Light Conpany. 47

DOCKET NO. 001758-El - Request for authority to
establish a regulatory liability to defer 2000
earnings for disposition in 2001 by Florida Power
Cor por ati on. : 48
DOCKET NO. 000467-WJ - Application for staff-assisted
rate case in Pasco County by Gem Estates Utilities,
I nc. Y X

DOCKET NO. 992015-WJ - Application for limted
proceeding to recover costs of water system

i mprovenments in Marion County by Sunshine Utilities of
Central Florida, Inc. (Deferred fromthe 11/28/00
Comm ssi on Conference.) . . . . . . . . . . . . . b3

DOCKET NO. 001317-TlI - Initiation of show cause
proceedi ngs agai nst RIM Card Services, Inc. for
apparent violation of Rules 25-4.043, F.A C., Response
to Comm ssion Staff Inquiries; 25-24.920, F. A C.,

St andards for Prepaid Calling Services and Consumner

Di scl osure; 25-24.915, F.A.C., Tariffs and Price

Li sts; 25-4.0161, F.A C., Regul atory Assessnent Fees;
Tel ecomuni cati ons Conpani es; and 25-24.480(2)(a) and
(b), F.A.C., Records & Reports; Rules Incorporated.55

DOCKET NO. 001669-TlI - Joint petition by Bell Atlantic
Communi cations, Inc. d/b/a Verizon Long Di stance and
NYNEX Long Di stance, Inc. d/b/a Verizon Enterprise

Sol utions for waiver of Rule 25-4.118, F.A C., Local,
Local Toll, or Toll Provider Selection. . . . . . 60

DOCKET NO. 001518-TlI - Request by Zone Tel ecom Inc.

i ndirect wholly owned subsidiary of e-Kong G oup
Limted, for approval to acquire selected assets of
The Furst Group, Inc. (holder of I XC Certificate No.
3171), and request for variance or waiver of rules.61

Vi
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39* *

40%

41%*

42

43

44

DOCKET NO. 000081-TlI - Request by International
Exchange Conmmuni cations, Inc. d/b/a IE COM (hol der of

| XC Certificate No. 5798) and NOSVA Limted
Partnership (holder of I XC Certificate No. 3560) for
approval of an asset purchase agreenent whereby | E COM
wi ||l purchase and NOSVA will sell the international
operating division of NOSVA, including all customers

t her eof . N ¢

DOCKET NO. 000263-TP - Request for name change on | XC
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