M NUTES OF

COVM SSI ON CONFERENCE, TUESDAY, JUNE 12, 2001
COMVENCED: 9:30 a.m

ADJOURNED: 2:30 p. m

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

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

1 Approval of M nutes
May 1, 2001 Regul ar Comm ssi on Conference.

DECI SI ON: The m nutes were approved.

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

2% * Consent Agenda

A) Requests for approval of resale agreenents.

CRI Tl CAL
DOCKET NO. COVMPANY NAME DATE
010630-TP Bel | Sout h Tel econmuni cati ons, 07/ 29/ 01
I nc.; Rhythns Links Inc.
010646- TP Verizon Florida Inc.; Quality 07/ 30/ 01

Tel ephone | nc.

B) Request for approval of interconnection, unbundling, and
resal e agreenent.

CRI Tl CAL
DOCKET NO. COVPANY NAME DATE
010675-TP Sprint-Florida, Incorporated,; 08/ 02/ 01

Zephi on Net wor ks
Communi cati ons, |nc.
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C) Requests for approval of interconnection, unbundling,
resal e and collocation agreenents.

CRI TI CAL
DOCKET NO. COVPANY NAME DATE
010631-TP Ameri can Fi ber Systenms, Inc.; 07/ 29/ 01
Bel | Sout h Tel econmuni cati ons,
I nc.
010648-TP Verizon Florida Inc; C. B. 07/ 30/01
Tel ecomm | nc.
D) Request for approval of Amendment No. One to
i nterconnecti on and resal e agreenent.
CRI Tl CAL
DOCKET NO. COVPANY NAME DATE
010474-TP Prem ere Network Services, 07/11/01

Inc.; Sprint-Florida,
| ncor por at ed

E) Request for approval of first amendment to interim
i nterconnection agreenent.

CRI TI CAL
DOCKET NO. COVPANY NAME DATE
010645-TP AT&T Conmmuni cati ons of the 07/ 30/ 01

Sout hern States, Inc. d/b/a
AT&T; Verizon Florida Inc.

F) Request for approval of first amendment to adopted terns
of interconnection, unbundling, and resal e agreenent.

CRI Tl CAL
DOCKET NO. COVPANY NANE DATE
010644-TP Florida Digital Network, Inc.; 07/ 30/ 01

Verizon Florida |Inc.
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G Request for approval of collocation agreenment.

CRI TI CAL
DOCKET NO. COVPANY NAME DATE
010652-TP Bel | Sout h Tel econmuni cati ons, 07/ 30/ 01

Inc.; Powertel, Inc.

H) DOCKET NO. 010519-Tl - Request for approval of
i ntracorporate transfer of control of I|IDT Anerica Corp.
(hol der of I XC Certificate No. 3581) from I DT Corporation
to | DT Tel ecom Inc.

) Applications for certificates to provide pay tel ephone
servi ce.

DOCKET NO. COVPANY NAME

010672-TC Constance L. Caneron d/b/a
Cam Tel e Communi cati ons

010773-TC Advant age Group of Florida
Communi cations, L.L.C

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

DOCKET NO. COMPANY NAME
001176-TX Al'liance Tel -Com I nc.

010469- TX Fast Phones, Inc. of Al abam
010592-TX Advanced Tel, Inc. d/b/a EATEL
010708-TX Phant om Net wor ks, | nc.
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PAA K) Applications for certificates to provide interexchange
t el ecomuni cati ons servi ce.

DOCKET NO. COVPANY NAME
010387-TI Tel ecom New Zeal and

Communi cations (USA) Limted,

I nc.
010337-TI Tot al Com Aneri ca Corporation
010374-TI Tel ephone Associ ates, Inc.
010468-TI Fast Phones, Inc. of Al abama
010642-TI Reduced Rate Long Di stance LLC
010667-TI Fpantunﬁhift Conmmuni cati ons,

nc.

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

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati on was approved with a nodification to Item
A, Docket No. 010630-TP, that the docket is for approval of “interim
resal e agreenent.”

Comm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck
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3** DOCKET NO. 010774-TP - Petition of The Citizens of the State
of Florida to initiate rul emaking which will require

t el ephone conpanies to give customers reasonable notice

bef ore custonmers incur higher charges or change in services,
and allow themto evaluate offers for service from conpeting
alternative providers.

Critical Date(s): 6/21/01 (30-day statutory deadline)

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

Staff: APP: Ci bula, Brown
CMP: Mbses
RGO: Dani el

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion grant OPC' s petition to
initiate rul emaki ng?

Yes. The Comm ssion should grant the
petition and initiate rul emaki ng.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

No. If the Commi ssion approves staff’s
recommendation in Issue 1, this docket should remain open to
proceed with the rul emaki ng process.

DECI SI ON: The reconmmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck
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DOCKET NO. 981834-TP - Petition of Conpetitive Carriers for
Comm ssion action to support | ocal conpetition in Bell South
Tel ecommuni cations, Inc.’s service territory.

DOCKET NO. 960786-TL - Consideration of Bell South

Tel ecomruni cations, Inc.’s entry into interLATA services
pursuant to Section 271 of the Federal Tel econmuni cations
Act of 1996.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion (960786-TL)
JC DS (981834-TP*)
Prehrg O ficer DS

Staff: CMP: Sinmmons
LEG Keating
RGO Harvey, Vinson, Hallenstein

*(These dockets are consolidated for purposes of OSS

Testing. Although a panel is assigned to Docket No. 981834-

TP, the Full Comm ssion should vote on the issues herein

because the dockets have been consolidated for this

pur pose.)

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion approve additional netrics

to be included in the OSS Third-Party Test of Bell South?
Yes. Staff recommends that the additional

metrics be approved by the Conm ssion for purposes of OSS

testing.

DECI SI ON: The recommendati on was approved. Staff was directed to
del ete references to other states fromthe order

| SSUE 2: Should the Comm ssion approve the revisions to the
retail anal ogs and benchmarks for the purpose of OSS
testing?

Yes. If Issue 1 is approved, staff
recommends that the retail anal ogs and benchmarks shown in
Attachment 1 of staff’s nmenorandum be approved by the

Comm ssi on for purposes of OSS testing.

DECI SI ON: The recommendati on was approved with oral nodifications made
to Attachnment 1



M nut es of

Comm ssi on Conference

June 12, 2001

| TEM NO.
4% % PAA

DECI SI ON:

DECI SI ON:

DECI SI ON:

CASE

DOCKET NO. 981834-TP - Petition of Conpetitive Carriers for
Conmi ssion action to support |ocal conpetition in Bell South
Tel ecommuni cations, Inc.’s service territory.

DOCKET NO. 960786-TL - Consideration of Bell South

Tel ecomruni cations, Inc.’s entry into interLATA services
pursuant to Section 271 of the Federal Tel ecommuni cations
Act of 1996.

(Continued from previ ous page)

| SSUE 3: Should the Comm ssion approve additional |evels of
di saggregati on for the purposes of OSS testing?

: Yes. Staff recommends that the proposed
| evel s of disaggregation, as shown in Attachment 2 of
staff’s nmenorandum be approved by the Conm ssion.

The recommendati on was approved.

| SSUE 4: Should the Comm ssion approve corrections made to
the revised interim performance netrics that have resulted
fromthird-party testing in the Bell South regi on?

: Yes. Staff recommends that the corrections
to the revised interimmetrics be approved by the
Conmmi ssi on.

The recommendati on was approved.

| SSUE 5: Should these dockets be cl osed?

No. Whether or not the Comm ssion approves
staff's recomendations in Issues 1, 2, 3, and 4, these
dockets should remain open to address the issues raised in
FCCA's Petition for Conm ssion Action to Support Local
Conpetition in Bell South's Service Territory and Bell South’s
conpliance with Section 271 of the Act. If the Comm ssion
approves staff’s recomendati ons, the Conm ssion’s decision
on these issues will becone final upon issuance of a
consummating order if no person whose substantial interests
are affected files a tinmely protest.

The recommendati on was approved.
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DOCKET NO. 981834-TP - Petition of Conpetitive Carriers for
Conmi ssion action to support |ocal conpetition in Bell South
Tel ecommuni cations, Inc.’s service territory.

DOCKET NO. 960786-TL - Consideration of Bell South

Tel ecomruni cations, Inc.’s entry into interLATA services
pursuant to Section 271 of the Federal Tel ecommuni cations
Act of 1996.

(Continued from previ ous page)

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



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

June 12,

| TEM NO

5% * PAA

2001

CASE

DOCKET NO. 010450-TC - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of Pay Tel ephone Certificate No. 3900
issued to H Cartman for violation of Rule 25-4.0161,
F.A. C., Regul atory Assessnent Fees.

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 inpose a $1,000 fine or
cancel H Cartman’s certificate for apparent violation of
Rul e 25-4.0161, Florida Adm nistrative Code, Regul atory
Assessnent Fees; Tel ecomuni cati ons Conpani es?

Yes. The Conmi ssion should inpose a $1, 000
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 Consummati 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, the conpany’s
Certificate No. 3900 should be cancelled adm nistratively
and the collection of the past due fees should be referred
to the OFfice of the Conptroller for further collection
efforts.
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DOCKET NO. 010450-TC - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of Pay Tel ephone Certificate No. 3900
issued to H Cartman for violation of Rule 25-4.0161,
F.A.C., Regul atory Assessnent Fees.

(Conti nued from previous page)

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes. The Order issued fromthis
recomendation 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 cl osed upon
recei pt of the fine and fees or cancellation of the
certificate.

DECI SI ON: The reconmmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck
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Cancel |l ation by Florida Public Service Conm ssion of pay
tel ephone certificates for violation of Rules 25-4.0161,
F.A. C., Regul atory Assessnment Fees; Tel ecomruni cati ons

Conpani es, and 25-24.520, F.A C., Reporting Requirenents.

DOCKET NO. 010432-TC - Lupton Industries
DOCKET NO. 010445-TC - Creative Engineering Concepts, Inc.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMP: Isler
LEG Elliott

| SSUE 1: Should the Conmm ssion inpose a $500 fine or cancel
each conpany’s respective certificate as |isted on page 6 of
staff’s May 31, 2001 nenorandum for apparent violation of
Rul e 25-4.0161, Florida Adm nistrative Code, Regul atory
Assessnment Fees; Tel ecomruni cati ons Conpani es?

Yes. The Conmmi 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 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 certificate nunmbers 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.
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Cancel l ation by Florida Public Service Comm ssion of pay
t el ephone certificates for violation of Rules 25-4.0161,
F.A.C., Regul atory Assessnment Fees; Tel econmuni cati ons

Conpani es, and 25-24.520, F.A C., Reporting Requirenents.

(Conti nued from previous page)

| SSUE 2: Should the Comm ssion inmpose a $500 fine or cancel
each tel ecommuni cati ons conpany’s respective certificate as
listed on page 6 of staff’s May 31, 2001 nmenorandum f or
apparent violation of Rule 25-24.520, Florida Adm nistrative
Code, Reporting Requirenents?
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-
24,520, Florida Adm nistrative Code, Reporting Requirenents,
and fine are not received by the Conm ssion within five
busi ness days after the issuance of the Consummting Order.
The fine should be paid to the Florida Public Service
Conmmi 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 Conm ssion’s
Order is not protested and the fine and required information
are not received, the certificate nunbers |isted on page 6
shoul d be cancel ed adm nistratively.
| SSUE 3: Should these dockets be cl osed?

Yes. The Order issued fromthese
recomendati ons will beconme 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 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: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck
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Cancel |l ation by Florida Public Service Conm ssion of pay
tel ephone certificates for violation of Rule 25-4.0161,
F.A. C., Regul atory Assessnment Fees; Tel ecomruni cati ons
Conpani es.

DOCKET NO. 010411-TC
DOCKET NO. 010427-TC
Shop

DOCKET NO. 010430-TC
Systens, Conpany
DOCKET NO. 010451-TC
Vendi ng

Ravar, Inc.
John C. Thonms d/b/a El Toro Barber

Al berto J. Susi d/b/a Pro Tel e-

Ronni e Preston WIllianms d/b/a Visions

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMP: Isler
LEG Elliott, 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 May 31, 2001 nenorandum for apparent violation of
Rul e 25-4.0161, Florida Adnm nistrative Code, Regul atory
Assessnment Fees; Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es?

Yes. The Conmi ssion should i npose a $500
fine or cancel each conpany’ s 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 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 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
certificate nunbers |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.

- 13 -
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Cancel l ation by Florida Public Service Comm ssion of pay
t el ephone certificates for violation of Rule 25-4.0161,
F.A.C., Regul atory Assessnment Fees; Tel econmuni 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
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 cl osed 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 beconm ng final.

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck
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DOCKET NO. 010417-TA - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of AAV Certificate No. 7557 issued to
VoDat a Conmuni cati ons Group, 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: CWMP: Isler
LEG K. Pena, B. Keating

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion inmpose a $500 fine or cancel
VoDat a Commruni cati ons Goup, Inc.’s certificate for apparent
viol ati on of Rule 25-4.0161, Florida Adm nistrative Code,
Regul at ory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecomrmuni cati ons Conpani es?
Yes. The Comm 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 Comi ssion within
five business days after the issuance of the Consunmati 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, including statutory penalty and
i nterest charges, are not received, the conpany’s
Certificate No. 7557 should be cancelled adm nistratively
and the collection of the past due fees should be referred
to the OFfice of the Conptroller for further collection
efforts.
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CASE

DOCKET NO. 010417-TA - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of AAV Certificate No. 7557 issued to
VoDat a Conmuni cati ons Group, Inc. for violation of Rule 25-
4.0161, F.A. C., Regulatory Assessnment Fees;

Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es.

(Continued from previ ous page)

| SSUE 2: Should this docket 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 Comm ssion’s decision files a
protest within 21 days of the issuance of the Proposed
Agency Action Order. The docket should then be cl osed 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: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck
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DOCKET NO. 010424-TC - Cancel lation by Florida Public
Service Conmm ssion of Pay Tel ephone Certificate No. 2358
i ssued to Tel al easing Enterprises, Inc. for violation of
Rul e 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 Elliott

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion accept the settlenent offer
proposed by Tel al easing Enterprises, Inc. to resolve the
apparent violation of Rule 25-4.0161, Florida Adm nistrative
Code, Regul atory Assessnent Fees; Tel econmuni cations

Conpani es?

Yes. The Commi ssion should accept the
conpany’s settlenment proposal. Any contribution should be
received by the Conm ssion within ten busi ness days fromthe
date of the Conmm ssion Order and should identify the docket
nunmber and conpany nanme. 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 Conm ssion Order
Certificate No. 2358 should be canceled 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 $2,000 contribution or cancellation of the
certificate.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck
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DOCKET NO. 010416-TA - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of AAV Certificate No. 7246 issued to FPL
Fi berNet, LLC 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 Elliott

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion accept the settlement offer
proposed by FPL Fi berNet, LLC 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. 7246 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 $500 contribution or cancellation of the
certificate.

DECI SI ON: The recommendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck
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DOCKET NO. 010448-TC - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Conmm ssion of Pay Tel ephone Certificate No. 3878

i ssued to G obal Tel *Link Corporation for violation of Rule
25-4.0161, F.A C, Regulatory Assessnent Fees.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMP: Isler
LEG K. Pena, B. Keating

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion accept the settlement offer
proposed by d obal Tel *Li nk Corporation to resolve the
apparent violation of Rule 25-4.0161, Florida Adm nistrative
Code, Regul atory Assessnent Fees; Tel econmuni cations

Conpani es?

Yes. The Comm ssion shoul d accept the
conpany’s settlenment proposal. Any contribution should be
received by the Conm ssion within ten business days fromthe
date of the Comm ssion Order and should identify the docket
nunber and conpany nane. The Comm ssion should 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 terms of the Conmm ssion Order
Certificate No. 3878 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 cl osed upon
recei pt of the $500 contribution or cancellation of the
certificate.

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved.

Conmi ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck
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DOCKET NO. 010431-TC - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Conmm ssion of Pay Tel ephone Certificate No. 3312
issued to The Hair Cuttery for violation of Rule 25-4.0161,
F.A.C., Regul atory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecomruni cations
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 settlenent offer
proposed by The Hair Cuttery to resolve the apparent
violation of Rule 25-4.0161, Florida Adm nistrative Code,
Regul at ory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecomrmuni cati ons Conpani es?
Yes. The Comm ssion shoul d accept the
conpany’s settlenment proposal. Any contribution should be
received by the Conm ssion within ten business days fromthe
date of the Comm ssion Order and should identify the docket
nunber and conpany nane. The Comm ssion should 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 terms of the Conmm ssion Order
Certificate No. 3312 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 cl osed upon
recei pt of the $250 contribution or cancellation of the
certificate.

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

June 12,

| TEM NO

13**

2001

CASE

DOCKET NO. 010415-TA - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Conm ssion of AAV Certificate No. 5495 issued to
Bi t St ream Conmmuni 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: CWMP: Isler
LEG K. Pena, B. Keating

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion accept the settlenent offer
proposed by BitStream Conmmuni cations Inc. to resolve the
apparent violation of Rule 25-4.0161, Florida Adm nistrative
Code, Regul atory Assessnent Fees; Tel econmuni cations

Conpani es?

Yes. The Commi ssion should accept the
conpany’s settlenment proposal. Any contribution should be
received by the Conm ssion within ten busi ness days fromthe
date of the Conmm ssion Order and should identify the docket
nunmber and conpany nanme. 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 Conm ssion Order
Certificate No. 5495 should 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 recomrendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

June 12,

| TEM NO

14%*

2001

CASE

DOCKET NO. 010429-TC - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Conmm ssion of Pay Tel ephone Certificate No. 3201
issued to Atlantic Gulf Enterprises 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: CWMP: Isler
LEG K. Pena, B. Keating

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion accept the settlenent offer
proposed by Atlantic Gulf Enterprises to resolve the
apparent violation of Rule 25-4.0161, Florida Adm nistrative
Code, Regul atory Assessnent Fees; Tel econmuni cations

Conpani es?

Yes. The Commi ssion should accept the
conpany’s settlenment proposal. Any contribution should be
received by the Conm ssion within ten busi ness days fromthe
date of the Conmm ssion Order and should identify the docket
nunmber and conpany nanme. 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 Conm ssion Order
Certificate No. 3201 should be cancel ed adm nistratively.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes. |If the Conm 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 recomrendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

June 12,

| TEM NO

15** PAA

2001

CASE

DOCKET NO. 010433-TC - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Conmm ssion of Pay Tel ephone Certificate No. 3311
issued to Rack-N-Q Billiards for violation of Rules 25-
4.0161, F. A . C., Regulatory Assessnent Fees;

Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es, and 25-24.520, F. A C.,
Reporti ng Requirenents.

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 grant Rack-N-Q Billiards a
voluntary cancell ation of Certificate No. 33117
No. The Conm ssion should not grant the
conpany a voluntary cancellation of its certificate. The
Comm ssi on should cancel the conpany’'s Certificate No. 3311
on its own notion, effective Decenber 31, 2000. The past
due fees should be referred to the Ofice of the Conptroller
for further collection efforts.
| SSUE 2: Should this docket 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 Conmm ssion’s decision files a
protest within 21 days of issuance of the Proposed Agency
Action Order. The docket should then be closed upon
cancel lation of the certificate.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

June 12,

| TEM NO

16**

2001

CASE

DOCKET NO. 010426-TC - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Conmm ssion of Pay Tel ephone Certificate No. 2747
issued to Fred Tosti for violation of Rule 25-4.0161,
F.A.C., Regul atory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecomruni cations
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 grant a voluntary
cancellation of Certificate No. 2747 issued in the nanme of
Fred Tosti ?

:  Yes. The Commi ssion should grant the
conpany a voluntary cancellation of its Certificate No. 2747
with an effective date of Decenber 31, 2000. In addition,
the Division of Adm nistration will be notified that the
past due RAFs shoul d not be sent to the Conptroller’s Ofice
for collection, but that perm ssion for the Comm ssion to
write-off the uncollectible amunt shoul d be requested.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

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

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

June 12,

| TEM NO

17**

2001

CASE

Cancel |l ation by Florida Public Service Conm ssion of pay
tel ephone certificates for violation of Rule 25-4.0161,
F.A. C., Regul atory Assessnment Fees; Tel ecomruni cati ons
Conpani es.

DOCKET NO. 010410-TC
DOCKET NO. 010413-TC
Associ at es

DOCKET NO. 010449-TC - Air and Sea Rent-A-Car, Inc.

DOCKET NO. 010452-TC - The Fairways G oup of Del aware L. P.
d/ b/ a Pebble Creek Country Club

Ritz Bow ing, Inc.
Ant hony M Laurendi d/b/a Laurendi

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMP: Isler
LEG Elliott, K. Pena, Banks

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion grant the conmpanies |isted
on page 5 of staff’s May 31, 2001 nenorandum a vol untary
cancellation of their respective certificates?

Yes. The Commi ssion shoul d grant each
conpany a voluntary cancellation of its tel econmunications
certificate with an effective date as listed on page 5.

| SSUE 2: Should these dockets be cl osed?

Yes. |If the Comm ssion approves staff’s
recomendation in Issue 1, these dockets should be closed.

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

June 12,

| TEM NO

18* * PAA

2001

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000737-W5 - Investigation of rates of Al oha
Utilities, Inc. in Pasco County for possible overearnings
for the Al oha Gardens water and wastewater systens and the
Seven Springs water system

DOCKET NO. 010518-WS5 - Notice of intent to increase water
and wastewater rates in Pasco County, based upon application
of provisions of Section 367.081(4)(a) & (b), F.S., by Aloha
Uilities, Inc.

Critical Date(s): 8/17/01 (last day to order refund of 1999
Price | ndex)

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehrg Officer PL (000737)
Prehrg Officer ADM (010518)

Staff: ECR: Fletcher, Merchant, Mniz, Hicks,
Wet heri ngt on, Crouch
LEG  Jaeger, Gervasi

| SSUE 1: Are any adjustments appropriate for the cost

al l ocations to the Seven Springs water system for the new
bui | di ng and associ ated | and?

. Yes. Plant should be increased by $1, 019,
and | and shoul d be reduced by $970, to be consistent with

t he Conm ssion’s decision at the May 15, 2001 Agenda
Conference. Further, for prospective rate setting purposes,
O&M expenses for the Seven Springs water system should be
reduced by $6,117 to renove non-recurring rent expense.

| SSUE 2: What is the used and useful percentage of the
utility’s Seven Springs water systenf?

The Seven Springs water system plant and

di stribution lines should be considered 100% used and
useful .

| SSUE 3: Should an adjustnment be made to accunul at ed

depreci ation associ ated with new conputer equi pnent and
system sof t ware?

: Yes. The utility used an incorrect
depreciation rate. As such, Seven Springs water accunul at ed
depreci ati on and depreci ation expense should be increased by
$6, 032 and $4, 021, respectively.

- 26 -
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Comm ssi on Conference

June 12,

| TEM NO

18** PAA

2001

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000737-W5 - Investigation of rates of Aloha
Uilities, Inc. in Pasco County for possible overearnings
for the Al oha Gardens water and wastewater systens and the
Seven Springs water system

DOCKET NO. 010518-W5 - Notice of intent to increase water
and wastewater rates in Pasco County, based upon application
of provisions of Section 367.081(4)(a) & (b), F.S., by Aloha
Utilities, Inc.

(Conti nued from previous page)

| SSUE 4: What is the appropriate anortization period and
amount of contributed taxes (CTs) associated with the Seven
Springs water systenf
The appropriate anortization rate is 2.61%
and the appropriate annual anortization anount is $30, 691.
Accordingly, staff recomends that accunul ated anorti zation
of Cl AC shoul d be decreased by $5, 115 and that the annual
anortization of CTs should be decreased by $11, 523.
| SSUE 5: What is the appropriate working capital allowance
for the Seven Springs water systenf
The appropriate working capital allowance is
$343,090 for the Seven Springs water system Accordingly,
wor ki ng capital for this system should be increased by
$124,667. Further, O&M expenses for this system should al so
be increased by $65,735 to recognize one year’'s anortization
of regulatory comm ssion expense associated with Docket No.
960545- W&.
| SSUE 6: MWhat is the appropriate rate base for the Seven
Springs water systenf?

Consi stent with other recommended
adj ustments, the appropriate rate base for the Seven Springs
wat er systemis $1, 222, 488.
| SSUE 7: What is the appropriate cost rate for long-term
debt ?

. The appropriate wei ghted average cost rate
for long-termdebt is 10.28%

| SSUE 8: What is the appropriate Return on Equity (ROE) to
determ ne the overall cost of capital?

The appropriate ROE is 9.93% with a range
of reasonabl eness of 8.93%to 10.93%




M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

June 12,

| TEM NO

18** PAA

2001

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000737-W5 - Investigation of rates of Aloha
Uilities, Inc. in Pasco County for possible overearnings
for the Al oha Gardens water and wastewater systens and the
Seven Springs water system

DOCKET NO. 010518-W5 - Notice of intent to increase water
and wastewater rates in Pasco County, based upon application
of provisions of Section 367.081(4)(a) & (b), F.S., by Aloha
Utilities, Inc.

(Conti nued from previous page)

| SSUE 9: What is the appropriate wei ghted average cost of
capital ?

Consi stent with other recommended
adj ustments, the appropriate wei ghted average cost of
capital for the Seven Springs water is 9.98%
| SSUE 10: Should any adjustnment be nade for related party
purchased water transactions?
Yes. The related party rates for purchased
raw wat er of $0.32 per thousand gal l ons should be reduced to
$0. 10 per thousand gallons. This rate is equal to the rate
charged by Mtchell, a non-related third party. This
results in a $95,070 reduction to O&M expenses for the
utility’s Seven Springs water system Moreover, staff
recommends that the issue regarding the reasonabl eness of
t he purchased raw water rates charged by Mtchell, Tahitian,
and | nterphase should be addressed in the upconm ng rate case
for the Seven Springs water system
| SSUE 11: Should any pro forma O&M expense adj ustnents be
made to determ ne whether the Seven Springs water systenis
present rates should be continued?
Yes. Sal aries and Wages - Enpl oyees shoul d
be increased by $18,938 to recognize the allocated portion
of three additional enployees hired in 2001. Pensions and
Benefits and payroll taxes should also be increased by
$18, 938, $6,496, and $1, 449, respectively. Further, O&M
expenses shoul d be increased by $55,053 to recogni ze the
significant increase of purchased water in 2001.




M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

June 12,

| TEM NO

18** PAA

2001

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000737-W5 - Investigation of rates of Aloha
Uilities, Inc. in Pasco County for possible overearnings
for the Al oha Gardens water and wastewater systens and the
Seven Springs water system

DOCKET NO. 010518-W5 - Notice of intent to increase water
and wastewater rates in Pasco County, based upon application
of provisions of Section 367.081(4)(a) & (b), F.S., by Aloha
Utilities, Inc.

(Conti nued from previous page)

| SSUE 12: \What is the appropriate net operating incone

bef ore any cal culation for an increase or decrease for the
utility’s Seven Springs water systenf

Based on recomended adj ustnents di scussed
in previous issues, the appropriate test year operating
income is $131,276 for refund purposes and $83,988 for the
pur poses of determ ning the appropriateness of existing
rates on a prospective basis.

| SSUE 13: What is the appropriate revenue requirenent for
the utility s Seven Springs water systenf

The appropriate revenue requirenent for the
test year ending Decenber 31, 2000 is $1,779,101. Based on
t he adj usted test year revenues of $1,794,660, the utility
had excess revenues of $15,559 (or 0.87% . The revenue
requi renent for the test year ending Decenber 31, 2000, with
2001 pro forma expense adjustnents, is $1,858,492. This
cal cul ation reflects underearni ngs of $63,832 (or 3.56%
fromthe adjusted test year revenues of $1, 794, 660.

| SSUE 14: Did Al oha have excess earnings for the test year
ended Decenber 31, 2000, and if so, what is the appropriate
regul atory treatnment for these anmpunts?

Yes. Aloha s Seven Springs water system
had excess earnings of $15,559 for the test year ended
Decenmber 31, 2000. However, refunds should not be required
and, instead, the utility should be allowed to defer all
overearnings to 2001. According to Rule 25-30.360, Florida
Adm ni strative Code, interest should be calculated on this
amount based on the 30-day commercial paper rate. As of
June 30, 2001, the ampunt of this liability is $16, 860.
Upon i ssuance of the final order, the utility should defer
$15,559 and include the deferred revenues as a separate |ine
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June 12,

| TEM NO

18** PAA

2001

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000737-W5 - Investigation of rates of Aloha
Uilities, Inc. in Pasco County for possible overearnings
for the Al oha Gardens water and wastewater systens and the
Seven Springs water system

DOCKET NO. 010518-W5 - Notice of intent to increase water
and wastewater rates in Pasco County, based upon application
of provisions of Section 367.081(4)(a) & (b), F.S., by Aloha
Utilities, Inc.

(Conti nued from previous page)

itemin its capital structure with a cost rate equal to the
thirty-day commercial paper rate.

| SSUE 15: Should the present rates for the utility s Seven
Springs water system be conti nued?

: Yes. Based on staff’s analysis, the
prospective 2001 revenue requirenent generates an achieved
return below the mnimumlimt of the overall cost of
capi tal
| SSUE 16: Should the Comm ssion order Aloha Utilities, Inc.,
to refrain fromincreasing its Seven Springs water rates for
t he 2000 price index?

 Yes. Since this system overearned during
t he Decenber 31, 2000 test year, the Comm ssion should order
Aloha Utilities, Inc., torefrain fromincreasing its Seven
Springs water rates pursuant to the provisions of Section
367.081(4)(a), Florida Statutes, for the 2000 price index.
| SSUE 17: Shoul d Docket No. 000737-W5 be cl osed?

: No. This docket should remain open pending
staff’s verification that the required refunds are nade and
the utility s subm ssion of tariff sheets for the Al oha
Gardens water and wastewater systens are consistent with the
Comm ssion’s decision at the May 15, 2001 Agenda Conference.
Upon staff’s verification, this docket should be
adm nistratively closed, if no person whose substanti al
interests are affected by the Commi ssion’s May 15, 2001 PAA
deci sion and this PAA for the Seven Springs water system
files a protest within 21 days of the issuance of the
respective Orders. Accordingly, if no protest is filed, the
corporate undertaking for the Seven Springs water system
shoul d be rel eased.




M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference
June 12, 2001

| TEM NO. CASE
18** PAA DOCKET NO. 000737-W5 - Investigation of rates of Aloha
Uilities, Inc. in Pasco County for possible overearnings

for the Al oha Gardens water and wastewater systens and the
Seven Springs water system

DOCKET NO. 010518-W5 - Notice of intent to increase water
and wastewater rates in Pasco County, based upon application
of provisions of Section 367.081(4)(a) & (b), F.S., by Aloha
Utilities, Inc.

(Conti nued from previous page)

| SSUE 18: Shoul d Docket No. 010518-W5 be cl osed?

: Yes. If the Comm ssion finds that Al oha
overearned by $15,559 and no person whose substanti al
interests are affected by this PAA for the Seven Springs
water systemfiles a protest within 21 days of the issuance

of the Order, the decision will becone final and effective
upon the issuance of a Consummating Order. Docket No.
010518-W5 shoul d be cl osed upon issuance of the Consummati ng
Or der.

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

| ssue 10 was approved as nodified, to accept Aloha s stipulation to
use $.10 per thousand gallons for the purposes of calculating OE -
not to use $.10 per thousand gallons for purposes of interimrate.
Thi s does not preclude the Comm ssion fromfinding that $.10 is
appropriate for final rate calculation in future rate case if the
conpany fails to neet its burden of proof.

| ssue 16 was denied. The Comm ssion exercised its discretion to allov
the 2000 i ndex with the understanding that if there are overearnings
within the 15-nmonth period, refunds will be nmade. Staff was directed
to consi der whether rulemaking is appropriate for the index rule.

Chai rman Jacobs di ssented on |Issue No. 14.

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



M nut es of
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June 12,

| TEM NO

19* *

2001

CASE

DOCKET NO. 010168-WJ - Application for limted proceedi ng
emergency, tenporary, and pernmanent increase in water rates
to custoners in Seven Springs service area in Pasco County,
by Aloha Utilities, Inc.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehrg Officer BZ

Staff: ECR: Fl etcher
LEG  Fudge, Jaeger

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion refund the utility’s filing
fee of $2,2507?

. No. The Conmm ssion should not refund the
utility's filing fee of $2,250.
| SSUE 2: Should this docket be closed?
Yes. No further action is required and
t his docket should be cl osed.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck
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June 12,

| TEM NO

20**

2001

CASE

DOCKET NO. 010618-W5 - Request for approval of tariff filing
by Zellwood Station Co-Op, Inc. in Orange County.

Critical Date(s): 6/27/01 (60-day suspension)

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehrg Officer DS

Staff: ECR B. Davis, Merchant
LEG  Brubaker

| SSUE 1: Should Zellwood’'s proposed tariff revision to
include clarifying | anguage be approved?

: Yes. The First Revised Tariff Sheets Nos.
12.0, 12.1, 13.0, and 13.1 should be approved. Wthin 20
days of the Conm ssion’s decision at the Agenda Conference,
the utility should provide notice of the Conm ssion’s
decision to all custonmers in the service area who are
affected by the tariff revisions. The notice should be
approved by Comm ssion staff prior to distribution. The
utility should provide proof that the appropriate custoners
have received notice within ten days of the date of the
notice. The tariffs should beconme effective on or after the
st anped approval date on the tariff sheets, pursuant to Rule
25-30.475, Florida Adm nistrative Code.
| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes. If Issue 1 is approved and there is
no tinmely protest to the Comm ssion’s Order by a
substantially affected person, no further action will be

necessary and this docket should be closed upon the issuance
of a Consummating Order. Staff should be given

adm ni strative authority to approve the revised tariff
sheets. Upon staff’s verification that the tariff is
consistent with the Comm ssion’s decision, the tariff sheets
shoul d becone effective on or after the stanped approval
date on the tariff sheets.

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved as nodified. The order

be i ssued as proposed agency action with the nodification offerec
by Commi ssioner Palecki. A newtariff should be filed by the company
wi thin 10 wor ki ng days.

wi ||
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| TEM NO. CASE
20** DOCKET NO. 010618-W5 - Request for approval of tariff

filing by Zellwood Station Co-Op, Inc. in Orange County.

(Continued from previ ous page)

Comm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck
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21**
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CASE

DOCKET NO. 010017-TI - Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs
agai nst 1ST Anmerican Telecom Inc. for apparent violation of
Rul e 25-24.910, F.A. C., Certificate of Public Conveni ence
and Necessity Required, and Rule 25-4.043, F.A C., Response
to Conm ssion Staff Inquiries.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: LEG Fudge
CwP: Buys

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion order 1ST Anerican Tel ecom
Inc. to show cause why it should not be fined $25, 000 for
apparent violation of Rule 25-24.910, Florida Adm nistrative
Code, Certificate of Public Conveni ence and Necessity

Requi red?

Yes. The Comm ssion should order 1-AT to
show cause in witing within 21 days of the issuance of the
Commi ssion’s Order why it should not be fined $25, 000 for
apparent violation of Rule 25-24.910, Florida Adm nistrative
Code, Certificate of Public Conveni ence and Necessity
Required. The conpany’s response should contain specific
al l egations of fact and law. |[If 1-AT fails to respond to
t he show cause order or request a hearing pursuant to
Section 120.57, Florida Statutes, within the 21-day response
period, the facts should be deenmed admitted, the right to a

heari ng wai ved, and the fine shall be deened assessed. |If
1- AT pays the fine, it should be remtted to the State of
Fl ori da General Revenue Fund. |f the conpany fails to

respond to the Order to Show Cause, and the fine is not paid
within ten business days after the expiration of the show
cause response period, it should be forwarded to the Ofice
of the Comptroller for collection.
| SSUE 2: Should the Comm ssion order 1-AT to show cause why
it should not be fined $10,000 for apparent violation of
Rul e 25-4.043, Florida Adm nistrative Code, Response to
Comm ssion Staff Inquiries?

Yes. The Comm ssion should order 1-AT to
show cause in witing within 21 days of the issuance of the
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| TEM NO

21**

2001

CASE

DOCKET NO. 010017-TI - Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs
agai nst 1ST Anerican Telecom Inc. for apparent violation of
Rul e 25-24.910, F.A.C., Certificate of Public Convenience
and Necessity Required, and Rule 25-4.043, F.A C., Response
to Comm ssion Staff Inquiries.

(Continued from previ ous page)

Commi ssion’s Order why it should not be fined $10, 000 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 1-AT fails 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 shall
be deemed adm tted, the right to a hearing waived, and the

fine shall be deened assessed. |If 1-AT pays the fine, it
should be remtted to the State of Florida General Revenue
Fund. [If the conpany fails to respond to the Order to Show

Cause, and the fine is not paid within ten business days
after the expiration of the show cause response period, it
shoul d be forwarded to the Office of the Conptroller for
col |l ection.

| SSUE 3: Should this docket be cl osed?

No. |If staff’s recommendations in |Issues 1
and 2 are approved, 1-AT will have 21 days fromthe issuance
of the Conmm ssion’s show cause order to respond in witing
why it should not be fined in the amounts proposed. If 1-AT
timely responds to the show cause order, this docket should
remai n open pendi ng resol ution of the show cause
proceedi ngs. If 1-AT fails 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 shall be deened admtted, the right to a hearing

wai ved, and the fines shall be deemed assessed. |If the
conpany fails to respond to the Order to Show Cause and the
fines are not paid within ten business days after the
expiration of the show cause response period, they should be
forwarded to the Office of the Conptroller for collection
and this docket may be closed adm nistratively.

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved.
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Comm ssi on Conference

June 12,

| TEM NO

21**

2001

CASE

DOCKET NO. 010017-TI - Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs

agai nst 1ST Anerican Telecom Inc. for apparent violation of
Rul e 25-24.910, F.A.C., Certificate of Public Conveni ence
and Necessity Required, and Rule 25-4.043, F. A C., Response

to Comm ssion Staff Inquiries.

(Continued from previ ous page)

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



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

June 12,

| TEM NO

22**

2001

CASE

DOCKET NO. 010212-TX - Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs
agai nst Supra Tel ecommuni cati ons and |Information Systens,

I nc. for apparent violation of Rule 25-22.032(5)(a), F.A C
Cust oner Conpl ai nts.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: LEG Fudge
CAF: Lowery
CMP: M Watts

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion accept the settlenent offer
proposed by Supra Tel ecomuni cati ons and | nformtion
Systens, Inc. to resolve the apparent violation of Rule 25-
22.032(5)(a), Florida Adm nistrative Code, Custoner
Conpl ai nts?
Yes. The Commi ssion should accept the
conpany’s settlenment proposal. Any contribution should be
received by the Conm ssion within thirty business days from
t he i ssuance date of the Comm ssion Order and should
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 of Florida CGeneral
Revenue Fund. If the conpany fails to pay in accordance
with the ternms of the Comm ssion Order, Certificate Number
4861 shoul d be cancel ed adm ni stratively. The conpany has
wai ved any objections to the adm nistrative cancell ation of
Certificate Nunmber 4861 in the event its offer is approved
by the Comm ssion and it fails to conply with the terns of
its settlenment offer.
| SSUE 2: Should this docket be closed?

: No. Wth the approval of Issue 1, this
docket should remain open pending the remttance of the
$9, 000 voluntary contribution. Upon remttance of the
settl ement paynment, this docket should be closed. |If the
conpany fails to pay in accordance with the ternms of the
Commi ssion Order, Certificate Number 4861 should be cancel ed
adm nistratively, and this docket should be cl osed.




M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference
June 12, 2001

| TEM NO. CASE

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck
23** DOCKET NO. 010134-TX - Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs
agai nst Network Multi-Fam |y Security Corporation d/b/a
Priority Link for apparent violation of Section 364.183(1),
F.S., Access to Conpany Records.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: LEG W Knight
CwP: M Watts

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion accept the settlement offer
proposed by Network Multi-Fami|ly Security Corporation d/b/a
Priority Link to resolve the apparent violation of Section

364.183(1), Florida Statutes, Access to Conpany Records?

:  Yes. The Conm ssion should accept the
conpany’s settlement proposal. Any contribution should be
received by the Conm ssion within ten business days fromthe
i ssuance date of the Conm ssion Order and should identify
t he docket number and conpany nane. The Conm ssion should
forward the contribution to the Ofice of the Conptroller
for deposit in the State of Florida General Revenue Fund.

If the conpany fails to pay in accordance with the ternms of
t he Comm ssion Order, Certificate Number 4761 should be
cancel ed adm ni stratively.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

No. Wth the approval of Issue 1, this
docket should remain open pending the remttance of the
$3,500 voluntary contribution. Upon remttance of the
settl ement paynent, this docket should be closed. |If the
conpany fails to pay in accordance with the ternms of the
Comm ssion Order, Certificate Nunmber 4761 shoul d be cancel ed
adm ni stratively, and this docket should be closed.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck
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| TEM NO. CASE

23** DOCKET NO. 010134-TX - Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs
agai nst Network Multi-Fam |y Security Corporation d/b/a
Priority Link for apparent violation of Section 364.183(1),
F.S., Access to Conpany Records.

(Conti nued from previous page)



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

June 12,

| TEM NO

24%* PAA

2001

CASE

DOCKET NO. 010334-El - Petition for approval of new standard
of fer contract for qualifying cogeneration and small power
production facilities by Tanmpa El ectric Conpany.

Critical Date(s): 7/1/01 (60-day suspension date)

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehrg Officer ADM

Staff: SER Harl ow
ECR: \Wheel er
LEG Stern

| SSUE 1: Should Tanpa Electric Conpany’s petition for a
wai ver fromthe ten year m ni num contract termrequired by
Rul e 25-17.0832(4)(e)(7), Florida Adm nistrative Code, be
grant ed?
Yes. TECO has denpnstrated that the purpose
of the underlying statute will be met and that TECO and its
ratepayers will suffer substantial hardship if the variance
i's not granted.
| SSUE 2: Should TECO s petition for approval of a new
Standard Offer Contract, based upon a conbustion turbine
unit with an in-service date of May 1, 2004, be approved?

:  Yes. TECO s new Standard Offer Contract
conplies with Rule 25-17.0832, Florida Adm nistrative Code.
| SSUE 3: On what date should TECO s proposed Standard O fer
Contract beconme effective?
TECO s proposed Standard Offer Contract
shoul d becone effective upon the issuance of a consummti ng
order if there is no tinely protest filed.
| SSUE 4: Should this docket be cl osed?
| f 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 consummating order.

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference
June 12, 2001

| TEM NO. CASE
24** PAA DOCKET NO. 010334-El - Petition for approval of new

standard offer contract for qualifying cogeneration and
smal | power production facilities by Tanpa El ectric Conpany.

(Continued from previ ous page)



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

June 12,

| TEM NO

25** PAA

2001

CASE

DOCKET NO. 010715-El - Petition for nodification of
Phot ovol tai ¢ Research, Devel opnment and Education Project by
Fl ori da Power & Light Conpany.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehrg Officer ADM

Staff: SER: Col son
LEG  wal ker

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion approve Florida Power &
Li ght Conpany’s Petition for Mdification of its
Phot ovol tai ¢ Research, Devel opnent and Education Project?

Yes. The proposed nodification will allow
PV roof top installations for commercial, industrial and
governnmental custoners as well as for residential customers.
This change will not add any additional cost to the program
and will not delay its conpletion.
| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes. |f no person whose substanti al

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 consummti ng
or der.

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

June 12,

| TEM NO

26**

2001

CASE

DOCKET NO. 010561-El - Petition by Florida Power & Light
Conmpany for approval of residential on-call research project
and for waiver of Rule 25-6.0438(4)(c), F.A . C., or for

i ssuance of order stating rule does not apply.

Critical Date(s): 6/19/01 (60-day suspensi on date)

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

Staff: SER: Futrel
ECR: Spri nger
LEG. Har t

| SSUE 1: Should the Conmm ssion suspend Florida Power and
Li ght Conpany’s (FPL) proposed new tariff for its
Residential On Call research project?

: Yes.
| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?
No. The docket should remain open pending
a final decision on the petition.

DECI SI ON: The recommendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

June 12,

| TEM NO

27** PAA

2001

CASE

DOCKET NO. 990455-TL - Request for review of proposed
nunmbering plan relief for the 305/786 area code - Dade
County and Monroe County/ Keys Regi on.

DOCKET NO. 990457-TL - Request for review of proposed
nunmbering plan relief for the 954 area code.

(Deferred from May 29, 2001 Comm ssion conference; this
recomrendati on replaces the one filed on May 15, 2001.)

Critical Date(s): 10/1/01 (exhaust date for the 305 area
code)
10/ 1/ 02 (exhaust date for the 954 area
code)

Comm ssi oners Assigned: JC DS Bz
Prehrg OFficer DS

Staff: CWMP:. Ileri, Casey
LEG B. Keating, Fordham

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion establish inplenmentation
dates for the 954 NPA?

: Yes. Staff recomends Option 2

whi ch establishes inplenmentation dates for the 954 NPA by
initiating permssive 7- or 10-digit dialing in the 954 NPA,
and concurrent mandatory 10-digit dialing in the new 754 NPA
overlay imedi ately after receiving a Federal Conmmunication
Comm ssion (FCC) tenporary waiver of 47 C. F.R
52.19(c)(3)(ii). The Conm ssion should al so approve the
filing of a petition to the FCC for a tenporary wai ver of 47
C.F.R 52.19(c)(3)(ii) in the 954 NPA (Attachnment A of
staff’s May 31, 2001 nenorandum). However, if the FCC fails
to act on the Florida Public Service Comm ssion’s (PSC)
petition by October 1, 2001, the alternative recomendation
shoul d be initiated.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati on was approved with the foll ow ng

nmodi fi cati ons:
- The decision on this itemis procedural instead of proposed agency

acti on.

- Arequest is to be filed with the FCC for a declaratory statenment

or

in the alternative a waiver indicating this is the course of
action the PSC intends to take by 9/1/01.
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Comm ssi on Conference

June 12, 2001

| TEM NO
27** PAA

CASE

DOCKET NO. 990455-TL - Request for review of proposed
nunbering plan relief for the 305/786 area code - Dade
County and Monroe County/ Keys Regi on.

DOCKET NO. 990457-TL - Request for review of proposed
nunbering plan relief for the 954 area code.

(Deferred from May 29, 2001 Comm ssion conference; this
recommendati on replaces the one filed on May 15, 2001.)

(Continued from previ ous page)

- All ow perm ssive dialing by 8/ 1/01.
- Mandatory 10-digit dialing is to begin 4/1/02 with $.75 to be
perm ssive until then.

DECI SI ON:

DECI SI ON:

: No. In lieu of establishing

i mpl enentation dates for the 954 NPA at this tinme, staff
recommends a nodification of Option 1, changing the EAS
dialing patterns of calls nade fromthe 954 NPA into the 561
NPA from7-digit to 1+10-digit dialing to elimnate the code
conflicts between these NPAs and provi de needed nunbering
resources to carriers and customers imediately. Staff also
recommends that the EAS perm ssive and mandatory 1+10-digit
dialing in the 954 NPA should begin 60 days and 120 days,
respectively, after the issuance of the Comm ssion’s order.

I n addition, staff recomrends that Bell South provide
carriers notice of the dialing change at | east 30 days prior
to the perm ssive dialing date to allow sufficient tine to
educate their custoners and make any necessary network
changes.

The recomendati on was deni ed.

| SSUE 2: Should the Comm ssion establish inplementation
dates for the 305/786 NPAs?

Yes. Staff recommends that the Conm ssion
establish the perm ssive dialing period for 7- or 10-digit
| ocal dialing beginning on August 1, 2001, with the
mandatory 10-digit dialing period beginning on February 3,
2002.

This i ssue was deferred to the June 25, 2001 Conm ssion

Conf er ence.



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

June 12,

| TEM NO

27** PAA

2001

CASE

DOCKET NO. 990455-TL - Request for review of proposed
nunbering plan relief for the 305/786 area code - Dade
County and Monroe County/ Keys Regi on.

DOCKET NO. 990457-TL - Request for review of proposed
nunbering plan relief for the 954 area code.

(Deferred from May 29, 2001 Comm ssion conference; this
recommendati on replaces the one filed on May 15, 2001.)

(Continued from previ ous page)

| SSUE 3: Shoul d these dockets be cl osed?

No. Staff recomrends that these dockets
shoul d remai n open pending the inplenmentation of rate center
consol i dati on and number pooling in the Keys, as well the
i npl ementation of overlay relief plans in the 305/786 and
954 NPAs.

DECI SI ON: The recomendati on was approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Baez
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| TEM

27A**
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12, 2001

NO. CASE

DOCKET NO. 001810-TP - Request for arbitration concerning
conpl aint of TCG South Florida and Tel eport Conmuni cations
Group agai nst Bel |l South Tel econmmuni cations, Inc. for breach
of ternms of interconnection agreenent.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: DS JB Bz
Prehrg Officer JB

Staff: LEG Christensen
CMP: Logue

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion grant TCG South Florida and
Tel eport Conmmuni cations Goup’s Mdtion for Partial Sunmary
Fi nal Order?

: Yes. Staff recommends that the Conm ssion
grant TCG s Motion for Partial Summary Final Order. Staff
bel i eves that the | anguage of the Second Bel |l Sout h/ TCG
Agreenent is clear and calls for the paynent of reciprocal
conpensation for local traffic including |ISP-bound traffic.
| SSUE 2: Should the Commi ssion grant TCGs Mdtion to
Bi furcate and Suppl enmental Motion for Continuance?
. Staff recomends denying, in part, and
granting, in part, TCGs Mtion to Bifurcate and
Suppl enental Motion for Continuance. Staff recommends
denying bifurcation of the issues to separate hearing dates,
and granting a continuance of the hearing date until the
first available date on the Comm ssion’s cal endar after the
Cct ober 16, 2001, Agenda Conference.
| SSUE 3: Should this docket be cl osed?
No. This docket should remain open pendi ng
resolution of TCG s conpl aint.

DECI SI ON: The recommendations in |Issue 1 was deni ed. The

recomendation in Issue 2 was denied in part. T.G '’ s notion and
suppl enental notion were denied. The issues will not be bifurcated
and the hearing will not be continued. The parties were directed to
advise if discovery is still outstanding. The recomendation for

| ssue 3 was approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Deason, Jaber, Baez
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27A** DOCKET NO. 001810-TP - Request for arbitration concerning

conpl aint of TCG South Florida and Tel eport Conmuni cati ons
Group agai nst Bell South Tel econmuni cations, Inc. for breach
of ternms of interconnection agreenent.

(Conti nued from previous page)



