MINUTES OF MAY 21, 2002
COMMISSION CONFERENCE

COMMENCED : 9:35 a.m
ADJOURNED: 6: 20 p. m

COMMISSIONERS PARTICIPATING: Chairnman Jaber
Comm ssi oner Deason
Conm ssi oner Baez
Comm ssi oner Pal eck
Comm ssi oner Bradl ey

Parties were allowed to address the Comm ssion on itens designated by
doubl e asterisks (**).

1 Approval of M nutes
April 2, 2002 Regul ar Conm ssion Conference

DECI SI ON: The mi nutes were approved.

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



M nutes of May 21, 2002
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

| TEM NO.

2**

PAA

PAA

CASE

Consent Agenda

A) Applications for certificates to provide alternative
| ocal exchange tel ecomuni cati ons service.
DOCKET NO. COVPANY NAME
020270-TX Ri ghtlink USA, Inc.
020292-TX Nat i onal Tel ecom & Broadband Servi ces,

LLC

020243-TX M C Sout hern Conmmuni cations, Inc.

B) Applications for certificates to provide interexchange
t el ecommuni cati ons servi ce.
DOCKET NO. COVPANY NAME
020260- TI Trencom I nternational, Inc.
020269- TI I nfonet Tel ecomuni cati ons Corporation
020144-TI Pan Anerican Tel ecom | ncor porated
020244-TI M C Sout hern Communi cati ons, |nc.
011644-TI ATMC, I nc.
020300- TI Comunitel International, LLC
020320-TI Tel enati onal Communi cations, Inc.
020346- TI Nati onal Directory Assistance, LLC
020182-TI Xt ensi on Services Inc.



Mehtit es of May Ehns2f02Agenda
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

| TEM NO.

PAA

PAA

PAA

PAA

PAA

CASE

(Continued from previ ous page)

C) Applications for certificates to provide pay tel ephone

servi ce.

DOCKET NO. COVPANY NAME

020296- TC Surf Bar and Cocktail Lounge, Inc.

020322-TC JLR Conmuni cati ons, Inc.

020266- TC Crescent Tel ephone Conpany, Inc.

020347-TC Sharon Marie O arke

020377-TC Scott G Melick d/b/a Online Payphone
Syst ens

D) DOCKET NO. 020123-TP - Request for transfer of ALEC
Certificate No. 7448 from Progress Tel ecommuni cati ons
Corporation to Progress Tel ecom Corporation; transfer of
| XC Certificate No. 7058 from Caronet, Inc. to Progress
Tel ecom Cor poration; cancellation of ALEC Certificate No.
7038 held by Caronet, Inc.; and cancellation of AAV
Certificate No. 5764 held by Progress Tel ecomruni cati ons
Cor poration, due to acquisition and nerger of Florida
Progress and Carolina Power & Light.

E) DOCKET NO. 020261- TP - Request for approval of transfer
of and nanme change on | XC Certificate No. 7695 and ALEC
Certificate No. 7696 fromS. F.M&T. Inc. to
Super-Tel . Com Inc.

F) DOCKET NO. 020336-TlI - Request for cancellation of |XC
Certificate No. 7616 by Spectracom Inc., effective
3/ 20/ 02.

G DOCKET NO. 020113-TP - Request for cancellation of |XC

Certificate No. 7995 and ALEC Certificate No. 7334 by
Br oadsl ate Networks of Florida, Inc., effective 3/31/02.



Mehtit es of May Ehns2f02Agenda
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

| TEM NO. CASE

(Continued from previ ous page)

PAA H) Request for exenption fromrequirenment of Rule 25-
24.515(13), F.A C., that each pay tel ephone station shal
all ow i ncom ng call s.

DOCKET NO. COMPANY NAME PHONE NO. & LOCATION
020345-TC Sout heast Pay 561-272-9071
Tel ephone, 1nc. 561-272-9676

561-819- 0819

Bur ns Li nton Shel
380 W Linton Bl vd.
Del ray Beach

561-272-9287
561-819- 0622
Bur ns Li nton/
Congr ess Shel
2100 W Linton Bl vd.
Del ray Beach

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

DECI SI ON: The reconmmendati on was approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Jaber, Deason, Baez, Pal ecki, Bradley



M nutes of May 21, 2002
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

| TEM NO.

3**

CASE

Docket No. 991222-TP - Request for subm ssion of proposals
for relay service, beginning in June 2000, for the hearing
and speech inpaired, and other inplenentation matters in
conpliance with the Florida Tel ecommuni cati ons Access System
Act of 1991.

Critical Date(s): Budget approval is needed for FTRI's

fiscal year which begins July 1, 2002.
Time is al so needed to all ow LECS and
ALECS to effect any surcharge billing
changes by July 1, 2002. In addition,
the FPSC nust notify Sprint of its intent
to exercise the contract extension option
by June 1, 2002.

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Conmm ssion
Prehearing O ficer: Deason

Staff: CMP:. Sal ak, Mses, King, Howard
GCL: Brown

| SSUE 1: Should M. Stephen Hardy, M. Chris Wagner, and
M. Harry Anderson be naned to the TASA Advi sory Comm ttee?
RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. Messrs. Hardy, Wagner, and Anderson
shoul d be nanmed to the TASA Advi sory Conmittee.

| SSUE 2: Shoul d Florida Tel ecommuni cations Relay, Inc.'s
proposed budget for the fiscal year 2002-2003 be approved
effective July 1, 2002, and the TASA surcharge reduced to

$. 08 per access |ine?

RECOVMVENDATI ON: Yes. Florida Tel ecomuni cations Rel ay,
Inc.'s proposed budget (Attachnent A to staff’'s May 9, 2002
menor andunm) for fiscal year 2002-2003 should be approved and
t he surcharge should be reduced to $.08 per access line.

Local exchange tel ephone conpani es and alternative | ocal
exchange conpani es should be ordered to assess an $.08
surcharge begi nning July 1, 2002.

As is the case today, the budget shall be grouped into
five categories. FTRl may nove anobunts between these five
categories not to exceed 10% of the category from which the
funds are being noved; greater novenent would require prior
Conmi ssi on aut hori zati on.
| SSUE 3: Should the Comm ssion extend its current contract
with Sprint for relay services until My 31, 2005?

- 5 -



MBhtit es of May BPack200Ro. 991222-TP - Request for subm ssion of proposals
Comm ssi on Conf erence

| TEM NO. CASE

for relay service, beginning in June 2000, for the hearing
and speech inpaired, and other inplenentation matters in
conpliance with the Florida Tel ecomruni cati ons Access System
Act of 1991.

(Conti nued from previ ous page)

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. Sprint’s relay contract should be
ext ended t hrough May 31, 2005.

| SSUE 4: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  No. This docket should not be cl osed.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

Commi ssioners participating: Jaber, Deason, Baez, Pal ecki, Bradley



M nutes of May 21, 2002
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

| TEM NO.

4**

CASE

Docket No. 001502-W5 - Proposed Rule 25-30.0371, F.A C ,
Acqui sition Adjustrment. (Deferred from 12/4/01 conference;
revi sed recomrendation filed.)

Critical Date(s): None
Rul e Status: Proposed

Commi ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehearing O ficer: Baez

Staff: GCL: Mbor e, Brubaker
ECR WIllis, Daniel, Hew tt

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion propose Rule 25-30.0371
F. A . C., governing acquisition adjustnents for water and
wastewater utilities?

PRI MARY RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The Comm ssion shoul d propose
staff’s primary Rule 25-30.0371, F. A C., which nodifies

exi sting Conm ssion policy.

ALTERNATI VE RECOMMENDATI ON:  Yes. The Comm ssion shoul d
propose staff’s alternative Rule 25-30.0371, F. A C., which
codi fies existing Comm ssion policy.

DECI SION: The primary reconmendati on was approved as clarified at the
conference. The alternative recommendati on was deni ed.

| SSUE 2: Should the rule as proposed by the Conm ssion be
filed for adoption with the Secretary of State and the
docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati on was approved.

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



M nutes of May 21, 2002
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

| TEM NO. CASE

5 Docket No. 011368-GJ - Proposed adoption of Rule 25-7.072,
F.A. C., Codes of Conduct.

Critical Date(s): None
Rul e Status: Adoption

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Commi ssion
Prehearing O ficer: Jaber

Staff: GCL: Bel | ak
CVP: Maki n
ECR: Hewi t t

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion file Rule 25-7.072 for
adopti on despite JAPC s objections?

PRI MARY RECOMIVENDATI ON:  Yes. The rule should be filed for
adopti on.

ALTERNATI VE RECOMVENDATI ON: No. The rul e shoul d not be
proposed at this tine.

|SSUE 2: If the rule is filed for adoption, should this
docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON: Yes. The docket shoul d be cl osed.

Decision: This itemwas deferred.



M nutes of May 21, 2002
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

| TEM NO.

6**

CASE

Docket No. 020398-EQ - Proposed revisions to Rule 25-22.082,
F.A C., Selection of Generating Capacity.

Critical Date(s): None
Rul e Status: Proposed

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Commi ssion
Prehearing O ficer: Adm ni strative

Staff: GCL: Brown, Bellak, C. Keating
CVWP:  Futrell
ECR  Bal |l i nger

| SSUE 1: Should the Conm ssion schedul e a rul e devel opnent
wor kshop to discuss the potential revisions to Rule 25-
22.082, Florida Adm nistrative Code, contained in Attachnment
A of staff’s May 9, 2002 recommendati on?

RECOMVENDATI ON: Yes. The Request For Proposals (RFP)
process is a tool to be used to justify a capacity

sel ection. The proposed revisions are an attenpt to utilize
this tool nore effectively based upon experience gai ned over
t he past several years. Specifically, the revisions woul d:
(1) require investor-owned utilities to issue RFPs for nmjor
(greater than 150 MAN capacity additions; (2) allow
participants to submt, and require investor-owned utilities
to eval uate, proposals for generating facilities that would
be collocated on the utility s existing site; (3) naintain
exi sting regul atory processes for cost recovery approval;
and (4) allow bilateral contracts with terns | ess than three
years to be exenpt fromthe RFP process.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON: No. If the Conmi ssion approves staff’s
recommendation in Issue 1, this docket should remai n open
for rul emaki ng proceedi ngs.

DECI SI ON: The reconmendati ons were approved.

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



M nutes of May 21, 2002
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

| TEM NO.

7**

CASE

Docket No. 020262-El - Petition to determ ne need for an

el ectrical power plant in Martin County by Florida Power &
Li ght Conpany.

Docket No. 020263-El - Petition to determ ne need for an

el ectrical power plant in Manatee County by Florida Power &
Li ght Conpany.

Critical Date(s): 05/29/02 (Enmergency rule waiver petition
deened approved if not granted or denied
wi thin 30 days of receipt.)

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Commi ssion
Prehearing O ficer: Deason

St af f: GCL: Brown, Harris
ECR. Haff

SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion grant Florida Power & Light
Conpany’s energency petition for waiver of Rule 25-
22.080(2), Florida Adm nistrative Code?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. Florida Power & Light Conpany’s
petition satisfies the statutory and rule criteria for an
energency rul e waiver

| SSUE 2: Shoul d these dockets be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON: No. These dockets shoul d remai n open.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

Commi ssioners participating: Jaber, Deason, Baez, Pal ecki, Bradley



M nutes of May 21, 2002
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

| TEM NO.

8% * PAA

CASE

Docket No. 010908-El - Conpl aint against Florida Power &

Li ght Conpany regardi ng pl acenent of power pol es and

transm ssion lines by Any & Jose Gutnman, Teresa Badillo, and
Jeff Lessera.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehearing O ficer: Adm ni strative

Staff: GCL: MLean
AUS: MIls
CAF: Rasberry

|SSUE 1: Are the power poles and other facilities
associated with Florida Power & Light Conpany’s Parkl and
transm ssion |line constructed in conpliance with the
Nat i onal Electric Safety Code?

RECOMVENDATI ON: Yes. The power poles and other facilities
associated with Florida Power & Light Conpany’ s Parkl and
transm ssion line are constructed in conpliance with the
Nat i onal Electric Safety Code.

| SSUE 2: Does the Comm ssion have the authority to require
Fl ori da Power & Light Conpany to relocate its Parkland Line
based on the concerns raised by the conpl ai nants, other than
the safety concerns addressed in |Issue 1?

RECOVMENDATI ON:  No. Based on the concerns raised by the
conpl ai nants, other than concerns related to safety matters
Wi thin the Conmission’s jurisdiction which are addressed in
| ssue 1, the Conm ssion does not have the authority to grant
the requested relief, i.e., to require Florida Power & Light
Conmpany to relocate its Parkland Line. Therefore, the

conpl aints shoul d be di sm ssed.




MBhtiPA&& of May DPack200Ro. 010908-El - Conpl ai nt agai nst Fl orida Power &
Comm ssi on Conf erence

| TEM NO.

CASE

Li ght Conpany regardi ng pl acenment of power poles and
transm ssion lines by Any & Jose Gutman, Teresa Badillo, and
Jeff Lessera.

(Conti nued from previ ous page)

| SSUE 3: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON: I f no person whose substantial interests
are affected by the Conmm ssion’s proposed agency action
files a protest wthin 21 days of issuance of the order,
this docket should be closed upon issuance of a consummati ng
or der.

DECI SI ON: The reconmendati ons were approved with the nodification to
| ssue 2 reflecting that the decision is final agency action.

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



M nutes of May 21, 2002
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

| TEM NO.

8A**

CASE

Docket No. 020413-SU - Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs
agai nst Aloha Utilities, Inc. in Pasco County for failure to
charge approved service availability charges, in violation
of Order No. PSC-01-0326-FCF-SU and Section 367.091, Florida
St at ut es.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehearing Oficer: Deason

Staff: GCL: GCervasi
ECR. Fletcher, Merchant, WIllis

| SSUE 1: Shoul d Al oha be authorized to backbill custoners
for the approved service availability charges that it should
have col |l ected for connections nmade between May 23, 2001 and
April 16, 2002, and, if not, should any such backbill ed
amounts col |l ected be refunded, with interest?
RECOMVENDATI ON: Al oha shoul d not be authorized to backbil
custoners for the approved service availability charges that
it should have collected for connections nmade between My
23, 2001 and April 16, 2002. Al oha should be required to
refund any such backbilled anmounts received and any

i ncreased service availability charges collected prior to
April 16, 2002, calculated with interest in accordance with
Rul e 25-30.360, Florida Adm nistrative Code. The anmount of

i nterest should be based on the thirty-day comrercial paper
rate for the appropriate tine period. The refund should be
made within 30 days of the effective date of the final order
in this docket and the utility should be required to file
refund reports consistent with Rule 25-30.360, Florida

Adm ni strative Code. Wth respect to persons who prepaid
the erroneous charge in order to reserve capacity but who
did not connect to Aloha' s systemprior to April 16, 2002,

Al oha shoul d charge its approved $1, 650 service availability
char ge.




MBAttes of May DPack200Ro. 020413-SU - Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs
Comm ssi on Conf erence

| TEM NO. CASE

agai nst Aloha Utilities, Inc. in Pasco County for failure to
charge approved service availability charges, in violation
of Order No. PSC-01-0326-FOF- SU and Section 367.091, Florida
St at ut es.

(Conti nued from previ ous page)

| SSUE 2: Should Al oha be required to file a repl acenent
tariff sheet reflecting its approved service availability
charges, to be stanped effective for connections nade on or
after April 16, 2002?

RECOVMENDATI ON: Yes. Al oha should be required to file a
repl acenent tariff sheet within 10 days of the effective
date of the order arising fromthis reconmendati on
reflecting its approved service availability charges. The
tariff sheet should be stanped effective for connections
made on or after April 16, 2002. However, no devel oper
shoul d be billed until such tine as proper notice has been
provided to the devel oper. Al oha should also be required to
provi de notice of the Commi ssion’s order arising fromthis
recommendation to all devel opers to whomit has sent a
backbilling letter and to any persons who have either
requested service or inquired about service with the utility
in the past 12 nonths. Al oha should subnit the proposed
notice for staff’s adm nistrative approval within 10 days of
the effective date of the order.

| SSUE 3: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOVMENDATI ON:  The docket should renain open to all ow staff
to file another reconmendation to address Aloha's failure to
timely collect the increased service availability charges
and to address whether the utility should be ordered to show
cause, in witing wwthin 21 days, why it should not be fined
for failure to charge its approved service availability
charges and to tinely file a revised tariff sheet reflecting
t hose charges, in apparent violation of Order No. PSC-01-
0326- FOF- SU and Section 367.091, Florida Statutes.

DECISION: This item was deferred.



M nutes of May 21, 2002
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

| TEM NO. CASE

o* * Docket No. 020325-GU - Petition for approval of tariff
nodi fications relating to paynent of bills for services
rendered and paynent processing arrangenents entered into by
custoners of the Conpany, by Tanpa El ectric Conpany d/b/a
Peopl es Gas System

Critical Date(s): 6/9/02 (60-day suspension date)

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehearing Oficer: Adm ni strative

Staff: CMP: Makin, Bul ecza-Banks
GCL: Jaeger

| SSUE 1: Should the Conmm ssion grant Peoples Gas System s
petition for approval of tariff nodifications relating to
paynment of bills for services and third party paynent
arrangenent s?

RECOVMENDATI ON:  Yes. The Comm ssi on shoul d grant Peopl es’
petition for approval of tariff nodifications relating to
paynment of bills for services and third party paynent
arrangenents, effective May 21, 2002, the date of the
Comm ssion’s vote in this matter.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON: Yes. If no protest is filed within 21 days
of issuance of the Order by a person whose substanti al
interests are affected, the docket should be cl osed upon

i ssuance of a Consummating O der.

DECI SI ON: The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Jaber, Deason, Baez, Pal ecki, Bradley



M nutes of May 21, 2002
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

| TEM NO.

10* * PAA
DECI SI ON:
heari ng.

CASE

Docket No. 020129-TP - Joint petition of US LEC of Fl orida,
Inc., Time Warner Tel ecomof Florida, L.P., and I TC*"Del taCom
Communi cations objecting to and requesting suspensi on of
proposed CCS7 Access Arrangenent tariff filed by Bell South
Tel econmuni cations, Inc. (Deferred fromApril 23, 2002
conference; revised recommendation filed.)

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Conmm ssion
Prehearing Oficer: Baez

Staff: CMP: G lchrist, Fulwod, Sinmmobns
GCL: Teitzman, Fudge

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion grant the Joint Petition of
US LEC of Florida, Inc., Tinme Warner Tel ecom of Florida,
L.P., and I TC"Del t aCom Comruni cati ons requesting suspensi on
of proposed CCS7 Access Arrangenent Tariff filed by
Bel | Sout h Tel ecomrmuni cations, Inc. and requesting a formal
adm nistrative hearing at this tinme?

RECOMVENDATI ON: No. Staff recommends that the Conmm ssion
deny the Joint Petition of US LEC of Florida, Inc., Tine
Warner Tel ecomof Florida, L.P., and I TC*'Del t aCom

Commruni cati ons requesting suspension of the proposed CCS7
Access Arrangenent Tariff filed by Bell South

Tel ecommuni cations, Inc. and requesting a formnal

adm nistrative hearing. Staff believes that the CCS7 Access
Arrangenent Tariff filed by Bell South Tel ecomuni cati ons,
Inc., violates the price cap provisions of Section 364. 163,
Florida Statutes, and is therefore invalid as fil ed.
Consequently, the Comm ssion should order that tariff filing
T-02- 0063 be canceled. If staff’'s recommendation is
approved, a formal adm nistrative hearing is not required on
the matter at this tine.

On the Conmi ssion’'s own notion, the docket is to be set for

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  If no person whose substantial interests
are affected files a protest within 21 days of the issuance
date of the Order, the Order will becone final upon the

- 16 -



WnuPAs of May BPhck200Ro. 020129-TP - Joint petition of US LEC of Florida,
Comm ssi on Conf erence

| TEM NO. CASE

Inc., Tinme Warner Telecomof Florida, L.P., and | TC"Del t aCom
Communi cations objecting to and requesting suspensi on of
proposed CCS7 Access Arrangenent tariff filed by Bell South
Tel econmuni cations, Inc. (Deferred fromApril 23, 2002
conference; revised recommendation filed.)

(Conti nued from previ ous page)

i ssuance of a Consummating Order and the Docket shoul d be
closed. |If BST has collected any revenues pursuant to the
tariff, and the Comm ssion approves staff’s recomrendati on
on Issue 1, then BST should refund wth interest any net

i ncrease in revenues collected in accordance with the
tariff. If atinmely protest is filed, the Docket should
remain open and the tariff should remain in effect with any
net increase in revenues collected in accordance with the
tariff held subject to refund pending the outcone of further
proceedi ngs. Any net increase in revenues should be

cal cul ated on a custoner-specific basis.

DECI SION: The reconmendati on was denied. Consistent with the vote in
| ssue 1, the docket is to remain open for the hearing process.
Additionally, Bell South agreed to hold any revenues col |l ected subject
to refund.

Comm ssioners participating: Jaber, Deason, Baez, Pal ecki, Bradley



M nutes of May 21, 2002
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

| TEM NO.

11**

CASE

Docket No. 020252-TP - Conplaint of Florida Digital Network,
I nc. agai nst Bell South Tel ecomruni cations, Inc. and request
for emergency relief requiring Bell South to process orders
pendi ng resol ution of disputes.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehearing O ficer: Pal ecki

Staff: CMP: Sinmpbns
GCL: For dham

| SSUE 1: Should the Conm ssion acknow edge the Joint Notice
of Voluntary Dism ssal w thout Prejudice?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The Comm ssion shoul d acknow edge the
Joint Voluntary Dismssal, find that the Voluntary D sm ssa
renders any and all outstandi ng notions noot, and close this
Docket .

DECI SI ON: The reconmmendati on was approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Jaber, Deason, Baez, Pal ecki, Bradley



M nutes of May 21, 2002
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

| TEM NO.

12** PAA

CASE

Docket No. 020146-Tl - Application for certificate to
provi de i nterexchange tel ecommuni cations service by
Next el com Cor p.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehearing Oficer: Adm ni strative

Staff: CMP: Pruitt
GCL: Dodson

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion accept the settlenment offer
submtted by Nextelcom Corp. as resolution of the apparent
violation of Section 364.183(1), Florida Statutes?
RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The Conmi ssion shoul d accept the
settlenent offer of $7,500 by Nextelcom Corp. since it is a
reasonabl e resolution of the matters at issue. The
contribution should be received by the Comm ssion within 20
days fromthe issuance date of the Comm ssion Order and
shoul d identify this docket nunber and conpany nanme. The
Comm ssi on should forward the contribution to the Ofice of
the Conptroller for deposit in the State of Florida General
Revenue Fund pursuant to Section 364.285, Florida Statutes.
| SSUE 2: Should the Comm ssion grant Nextel com Corp. a
certificate to provide interexchange tel ecommunications
service within the State of Florida as provided by Section
364.337(3), Florida Statutes?

RECOMVENDATI ON: Yes. Nextel com Corp. should be granted a
certificate to provide interexchange tel ecommuni cations
service after paynment of $7,500 in accordance with the
settlenment offer is received:

Fl orida Public Service Commission Certificate No. 8116.

| f the paynment is not received within 20 days of issuance
of the Comm ssion Order, the application should be deni ed.
| SSUE 3: Should this docket be cl osed?
RECOVMENDATI ON: Upon tinely remttance of the $7, 500
voluntary settlenment offer, if no person whose substanti al
interests are affected by the Comm ssion’s decision in |Issue
2 files a protest within 21 days of issuance of the order,

- 19 -



WhtuPasd of May Pack200Ro. 020146-TI - Application for certificate to
Comm ssi on Conf erence

| TEM NO. CASE

provi de i nterexchange tel ecommuni cations service by
Next el com Cor p.

(Conti nued from previ ous page)

this docket should be closed upon issuance of a Consummati ng
O der.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

Commi ssioners participating: Jaber, Deason, Baez, Pal ecki, Bradley



M nutes of May 21, 2002
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

| TEM NO.

13** PAA

CASE

Docket No. 020090-TlI - Application for transfer of and nanme
change on I XC Certificate No. 3531 from CRG I nternational,
Inc. d/b/a Network One to OneStar Conmmunications, LLC, for
cancel | ati on of OneStar Long Distance, Inc.’s I XC
Certificate No. 6042; and petition for transfer of custoner
bases to OneStar Conmuni cations, LLC and for waiver of |XC
carrier selection requirenents in Rule 25-4.118, F. A C.

Critical Date(s): None

Commi ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehearing Oficer: Adm ni strative

Staff: CW: Pruitt
GCL: Pena, B. Keating

| SSUE 1: Should the transfer of and nane change on | XC
Certificate No. 3531 fromCRG International, Inc. d/b/a
Network One to OneStar Comruni cations, LLC be approved?
RECOVMVENDATI ON:  Yes.

| SSUE 2: Should the Comm ssion approve the transfer of the
custonmer bases of CRG International, Inc. d/b/a Network One
and OneStar Long Distance, Inc. to OneStar Comruni cati ons,
LLC and relieve OneStar Conmuni cations, LLCin this instance
of the interexchange carrier selection requirenents of Rule
25-4.118, Florida Adm nistrative Code?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes.

| SSUE 3: Should the Comm ssion grant the request to cancel

| XC Certificate No. 6042 by OneStar Long D stance, Inc.?
RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes.

| SSUE 4: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. |If no person whose substanti al
interests are affected by the proposed agency action files a
protest within 21 days of issuance of the order, this docket
shoul d be cl osed upon i ssuance of a consumrati ng order.

DECI SI ON: The reconmendati ons were approved.

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



M nutes of May 21, 2002
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

| TEM NO.

14%*

CASE

Docket No. 010914-TlI - Cancellation by Florida Public
Servi ce Comm ssion of Interexchange Tel econmuni cati ons
Certificate No. 2385 issued to World Access Commruni cati ons
Corp. 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
Prehearing Oficer: Adm ni strative

Staff: CwWP. Isler
GCL: Pena, B. Keating

| SSUE 1: Should the Conm ssion vacate, in part, O-der No.
PSC- 01- 2405- PAA-TI and accept the settlenent offer proposed
by World Access Conmuni cations Corp. to resolve the apparent
viol ation of Rule 25-4.0161, Florida Adm nistrative Code,
Regul at ory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es?
RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The Comm ssion should vacate, in
part, Order No. PSC-01-2405-PAA-TC, as it pertains to this
docket. In addition, the Comm ssion should accept the
conpany’s settlenent proposal. Any contribution should be
recei ved by the Commission within fourteen (14) cal endar
days fromthe date of the Comm ssion Order and shoul d
identify the docket nunmber and conpany nane. The Conmmi ssion
shoul d forward the contribution 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
conpany fails to pay in accordance with the terns of the
Conmi ssion Order, Certificate No. 2385 should be cancel ed
adm nistratively. |If Wrld Access Comruni cations Corp.’s
certificate is cancelled in accordance with the Conm ssion’s
Order fromthis recommendati on, Wrld Access Conmuni cati ons
Corp. should be required to i nmedi ately cease and desi st
provi di ng i nterexchange tel ecommuni cati ons services in

Fl ori da.




Wnhtit es of May Pack200Ro. 010914-TI - Cancellation by Florida Public
Comm ssi on Conf erence

| TEM NO. CASE

Servi ce Conm ssion of |nterexchange Tel ecommuni cati ons
Certificate No. 2385 issued to Wrld Access Conmmuni cati ons
Corp. for violation of Rule 25-4.0161, F. A C., Regul atory
Assessnment Fees; Tel ecommuni cations Conpani es.

(Conti nued from previ ous page)

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON: I f the Conmi ssion approves staff’s
recommendati on on Issue 1, this docket should be cl osed upon
recei pt of the $100 contribution or cancellation of the
certificate.

DECI SI ON: The reconmendati ons were approved.

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



M nutes of May 21, 2002
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

| TEM NO.

15** PAA

CASE

Cancel l ation by Florida Public Service Comm ssion of

Al ternative Local Exchange Tel ecomruni cations certificates
for violation of Rule 25-4.0161, F.A.C., Regul atory
Assessnent Fees; Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es.

Docket No. 020286-TX - Kexa Corp d/b/a Capital Exploration
Docket No. 020367-TX - Exario Tel ecom Inc.

Critical Date(s): None

Commi ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehearing Oficer: Adm ni strative

Staff: CMP; | sl er
GCL: Elliott

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion grant the conpanies |isted
on Attachnment A of staff’s May 9, 2002 nenorandum a

vol untary cancel l ation of their respective certificates?
RECOMVENDATI ON: No. The Conm ssion should not grant the
conpani es a voluntary cancellation of their respective
certificates. The Conm ssion should cancel each conpany’s
respective certificate on its own notion with an effective
date as listed on Attachnment A.  The collection of the past
due fees should be referred to the Ofice of the Conptroller
for further collection efforts. |If the certificates for
each conpany as |listed on Attachnent A are cancelled in
accordance with the Comm ssion’s Order fromthis
recommendati on, the respective conpani es should be required
to i medi ately cease and desi st providing alternative | ocal
exchange tel ecomuni cations services in Florida.

| SSUE 2: Shoul d these dockets be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  The Order issued fromthis reconmendati on
wi |l becone final upon issuance of a Consummati ng O der,

unl ess a person whose substantial interests are affected by
the Comm ssion’s decision files a protest within 21 days of
i ssuance of the Proposed Agency Action Order. These dockets




WbhtPas of May Lanc2DDation by Florida Public Service Comm ssion of
Comm ssi on Conf erence

| TEM NO. CASE

Al ternative Local Exchange Tel econmuni cations certificates
for violation of Rule 25-4.0161, F. A C., Regulatory
Assessnent Fees; Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es.

(Conti nued from previ ous page)

shoul d then be cl osed upon issuance of a Consummating Order.

A protest in one docket should not prevent the action in a
separate docket from becom ng fi nal

DECI SION: The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Jaber, Deason, Baez, Pal ecki, Bradley



M nutes of May 21, 2002
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

| TEM NO.

16** PAA

CASE

Cancel l ation by Florida Public Service Comm ssion of |IXC
certificates for violation of Rule 25-4.0161, F. A C.,
Regul at ory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecomuni cati ons Conpani es.

Docket No. 020291-TlI - Enhanced d obal Convergence Services,
Inc. d/b/a eCGCS
Docket No. 020366-TlI - Spraw net.com I nc.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Conmm ssion
Prehearing O ficer: Adm ni strative

Staff: CwWP. Isler
GCL: Elliott, Pena, B. Keating

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion grant the conpanies |isted
on Attachnment A of staff’s May 9, 2002 nenorandum a

vol untary cancel l ation of their respective certificates?
RECOMVENDATI ON: No. The Conm ssion should not grant the
conpani es a voluntary cancellation of their respective
certificates. The Conm ssion should cancel each conpany’s
respective certificate on its own notion with an effective
date as listed on Attachnment A.  The collection of the past
due fees should be referred to the Ofice of the Conptroller
for further collection efforts. |If the certificates for
each conpany as |listed on Attachnent A are cancelled in
accordance with the Comm ssion’s Order fromthis
recommendati on, the respective conpani es should be required
to i medi ately cease and desi st providing interexchange
carrier telecomunications services in Florida.




WbhtPas of May Lanc2DDati on by Florida Public Service Comm ssion of |XC
Comm ssi on Conf erence

| TEM NO. CASE

certificates for violation of Rule 25-4.0161, F. A C.,
Regul at ory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es.

(Conti nued from previ ous page)

| SSUE 2: Should these dockets be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON: The Order issued fromthis reconmendati on
wi |l becone final upon issuance of a Consummati ng O der,

unl ess a person whose substantial interests are affected by
the Comm ssion’s decision files a protest within 21 days of

i ssuance of the Proposed Agency Action Order. These dockets
shoul d then be cl osed upon issuance of a Consummating Order.
A protest in one docket should not prevent the action in a
separate docket from becom ng fi nal

DECI SI ON: The recomrendations for Docket No. 020366-TI were approved.
Docket No. 020291-TI was deferred.

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



M nutes of May 21, 2002
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

| TEM NO.

17** PAA

CASE

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., Regulatory Assessnment Fees; Tel ecomruni cations
Compani es.

Docket No. 020289-TC - Bal ance, Inc.
Docket No. 020361-TC - Branch Associ ates, |nc.
Docket No. 020362-TC - Proline Conmunications Corporation

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Conmm ssion
Prehearing O ficer: Adm ni strative

Staff: Cw: Isler
GCL: Dodson, Teitzman, Pena, B. Keating

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion grant the conpanies |isted
on Attachnent A of staff’s May 9, 2002 nenorandum a
voluntary cancellation of their respective certificates?
RECOMVENDATI ON:© No. The Conm ssion should not grant the
conpani es a voluntary cancellation of their respective
certificates. The Comm ssion should cancel each conpany’s
respective certificate on its own notion with an effective
date as listed on Attachnment A.  The collection of the past
due fees should be referred to the Ofice of the Conptroller
for further collection efforts. |If the certificates for
each conpany as listed on Attachnent A are cancelled in
accordance wth the Comm ssion’s Order fromthis
recommendati on, the respective conpani es should be required
to i mredi ately cease and desi st providing pay tel ephone
services in Florida.

| SSUE 2: Shoul d these dockets be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON: The Order issued fromthis reconmendati on
wi |l becone final upon issuance of a Consummati ng O der,

unl ess a person whose substantial interests are affected by
the Conmi ssion’s decision files a protest wthin 21 days of




Wnutes of May ZancaDDation by Florida Public Service Comm ssion of pay
Comm ssi on Conf erence

| TEM NO. CASE

t el ephone certificates for violation of Rule 25-4.0161
F.A C., Regulatory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecomruni cations
Conpani es.

(Conti nued from previ ous page)

I ssuance of the Proposed Agency Action Order. These dockets
shoul d then be cl osed upon issuance of a Consumating 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: Jaber, Deason, Baez, Pal ecki, Bradley



M nutes of May 21, 2002
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

| TEM NO.

18** PAA

CASE

Cancel l ation by Florida Public Service Comm ssion of |IXC
certificates for violation of Rule 25-4.0161, F. A C.,
Regul at ory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecomuni cati ons Conpani es.

Docket No. 020287-TP
Docket No. 020363-TP
I ncor por at ed

Docket No. 020364-TP
Docket No. 020368-TP
Conpany S.E., LLC

BroadStreet Communi cations, Inc.
Conpass Tel ecommruni cati ons

Met st r eam Comruni cati ons, |nc.
Arbros Comuni cati ons Licensing

Critical Date(s): None

Commi ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehearing Oficer: Adm ni strative

Staff: Cw: Isler
GCL: Teitzman, Dodson, Pena, B. Keating

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion grant the conpanies |isted
on Attachment A of staff’s May 9, 2002 nenorandum a

vol untary cancel l ation of their respective certificates?
RECOVMENDATI ON: No. The Comm ssion should not grant the
conpani es a voluntary cancellation of their respective
certificates. The Comm ssion should cancel each conpany’s
respective certificates onits own notion with an effective
date as listed on Attachnment A. The collection of the past
due fees should be referred to the Ofice of the Conptroller
for further collection efforts. |If the certificates for
each conpany as |listed on Attachnent A are cancelled in
accordance with the Comm ssion’s Order fromthis
recomendati on, the respective conpani es should be required
to imedi ately cease and desi st providing interexchange
carrier and alternative |ocal exchange tel econmunications
services in Florida.

| SSUE 2: Shoul d these dockets be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  The Order issued fromthis reconmendati on
wi |l becone final upon issuance of a Consummati ng O der,

unl ess a person whose substantial interests are affected by
the Comm ssion’s decision files a protest within 21 days of
i ssuance of the Proposed Agency Action Order. These dockets
shoul d then be cl osed upon issuance of a Consummating Order.

- 30 -



IBhtuPas of May Lanc2DDati on by Florida Public Service Comm ssion of |XC
Comm ssi on Conf erence

| TEM NO. CASE

certificates for violation of Rule 25-4.0161, F. A C.,
Regul at ory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es.

(Conti nued from previ ous page)
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.

Commi ssioners participating: Jaber, Deason, Baez, Pal ecki, Bradley



M nutes of May 21, 2002
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

| TEM NO.

19**

CASE

Docket No. 011014-TlI - Cancellation by Florida Public
Servi ce Comm ssion of Interexchange Tel econmuni cati ons
Certificate No. 3505 issued to XO Florida, Inc. for
violation of Rule 25-4.0161, F. A C., Regul atory Assessnent
Fees; Tel ecomuni cati ons Conpani es.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehearing Oficer: Adm ni strative

Staff: CMP; | sl er
GCL: Elliott

| SSUE 1: Should the Conm ssion accept the settlenment offer
proposed by XO Florida, Inc. to resolve the apparent
violation of Rule 25-4.0161, Florida Adm nistrative Code,
Regul at ory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es?
RECOVMENDATI ON: Yes. The Commi ssion shoul d accept the
conpany’s settlenment proposal to work with staff to insure
that future regulatory assessnent fees are tinely and
accurately filed.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON: I f the Conmi ssion approves staff’s
recommendation in Issue 1, this docket should be cl osed.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

Commi ssioners participating: Jaber, Deason, Baez, Pal ecki, Bradley



M nutes of May 21, 2002
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

| TEM NO.

20* * PAA

CASE

Docket No. 020268-TlI - Cancellation by Florida Public
Servi ce Comm ssion of |nterexchange Tel econuni cati ons
Certificate No. 7814 issued to West End Conmuni cations |nc.
for apparent violations of Rules 25-4.0161(1), F. A C,
Regul at ory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecomuni cati ons Conpani es;
25-4.043, F.A. C., Response to Comm ssion Staff Inquiries;
and 25-24.480(2), F.A C., Records and Reports; Rules

| ncor por at ed.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Conmm ssion
Prehearing O ficer: Adm ni strative

Staff: CMP: Fondo
GCL: Teitznan

| SSUE 1: Shoul d the Conmm ssion cancel West End’ s | XC
Certificate No. 7814 for apparent violations of Rule Nos.
25-4.0161(1), Florida Adm nistrative Code, Regul atory
Assessnent Fees; Tel econmuni cati ons Conpani es, 25-4.043,

Fl ori da Adm nistrative Code, Response to Comm ssion Staff

I nquiries, and 25-24.480(2), Florida Adm nistrative Code,
Records and Reports; Rules |Incorporated?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. Staff reconmmends that the Comm ssion
cancel West End’'s I XC Certificate No. 7814 for apparent
violations of Rule Nos. 25-4.0161, Florida Adm nistrative
Code, Regul atory Assessnent Fees; Tel econmuni cations
Conpani es, 25-4.043, Florida Adm nistrative Code, Response
to Comm ssion Staff Inquiries, and 25-24.480(2), Florida
Adm ni strative Code, Records and Reports; Rules

| ncorporated. |If the Proposed Agency Action Order is not
protested within 21 days of issuance, the conpany’s
certificate should be cancel ed adm nistratively upon

i ssuance of the Consummating Order. |If West End' s
certificate is canceled in accordance wth the Comm ssion’s
Order fromthis recommendati on, West End shoul d be required
to i medi ately cease and desist providing | XC

t el ecommuni cations service in Florida. |f the past due
regul atory assessnent fees, including statutory penalty and
interest charges, are not received within fourteen cal endar
days after issuance of the Consummati ng Order, the anount

- 33 -



ROnuPAA of May DPadck200Ro. 020268-Tl - Cancellation by Florida Public
Comm ssi on Conf erence

| TEM NO. CASE

Servi ce Conmm ssion of |nterexchange Tel ecomuni cati ons
Certificate No. 7814 issued to West End Conmuni cations I nc.
for apparent violations of Rules 25-4.0161(1), F. A C.,
Regul at ory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es;
25-4.043, F.A.C., Response to Conmm ssion Staff Inquiries;
and 25-24.480(2), F.A C., Records and Reports; Rules

| ncor por at ed.

(Conti nued from previ ous page)

shall be forwarded to the Ofice of the Conptroller for

col | ection.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  The Order issued fromthis reconmendati on
w Il becone final upon issuance of a Consummati ng O der,

unl ess a person whose substantial interests are affected by
the Comm ssion’s decision files a protest within 21 days of
t he i ssuance of the proposed agency action order. This
docket should then be closed and West End’s | XC Certificate
No. 7814 shoul d be cancel ed.

DECI SI ON: The reconmendati ons were approved.

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



M nutes of May 21, 2002
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

| TEM NO.

21** PAA

CASE

Docket No. 020385-TlI - Cancellation by Florida Public
Servi ce Comm ssion of Interexchange Certificate No. 7233
issued to Sterling Tinme Conpany d/b/a STC for apparent
violation of Rules 25-4.0161, F. A C., Regul atory Assessnent
Fees, 25-4.043, F. A C., Response to Comm ssion Staff

I nquiries, and 25-24.480, F. A C., Records and Reports, Rules
I ncor por at ed.

Critical Date(s): None

Commi ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehearing Oficer: Deason

Staff: CWP. Buys
GCL: Dodson

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion cancel 1 XC Certificate No.
7233 issued to Sterling Tinme Conpany, Inc. d/b/a STC for
apparent violation of Rule Nos. 25-4.0161, Florida

Adm ni strative Code, Regul atory Assessnent Fees;

Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es, 25-4.043, Florida

Adm ni strative Code, Response to Conm ssion Staff Inquiries,
and 25-24.480, Florida Adm nistrative Code, Records and
Reports, Rules Incorporated?

RECOMVENDATI ON: Yes. Staff recommends that the Conm ssion
shoul d cancel |XC Certificate No. 7233 issued to STC for
apparent violation of Rule Nos. 25-4.0161, Florida

Adm ni strative Code, Regul atory Assessnent Fees;

Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es, 25-4.043, Florida

Adm ni strative Code, Response to Conm ssion Staff Inquiries,
and 25-24.480, Florida Adm nistrative Code, Records and
Reports, Rules Incorporated. |If the Proposed Agency Action
Order is not protested within 21 days of issuance, the
conpany’s certificate should be cancell ed adm nistratively
upon i ssuance of the Consummating Order. If STC s
certificate is cancelled in accordance with the Comm ssion’s
Order fromthis recommendation, STC should be required to

i medi atel y cease and desi st providing | XC

t el ecommuni cations services in Florida. |If the past due
regul atory assessnent fees, including statutory penalty and
interest charges, are not received within fourteen cal endar
days after issuance of the Consummati ng Order, the anount

- 35 -



RMinuPad of May DPadck200Ro. 020385-TlI - Cancellation by Florida Public
Comm ssi on Conf erence

| TEM NO. CASE

Servi ce Conmm ssion of Interexchange Certificate No. 7233
issued to Sterling Time Conpany d/b/a STC for apparent
violation of Rules 25-4.0161, F. A C., Regulatory Assessnent
Fees, 25-4.043, F.A C., Response to Comm ssion Staff

I nquiries, and 25-24.480, F. A C., Records and Reports, Rules
| ncor por at ed.

(Conti nued from previ ous page)

shall be forwarded to the Ofice of the Conptroller for

col | ection.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  The Order issued fromthis reconmendati on
wi |l becone final upon issuance of a Consummati ng O der,

unl ess a person whose substantial interests are affected by
the Conmmi ssion’s decision files a protest within 21 days of
t he i ssuance of the proposed agency action order. This
docket should then be closed and | XC Certificate No. 7233
shoul d be cancel | ed.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

Commi ssioners participating: Jaber, Deason, Baez, Pal ecki, Bradley



M nutes of May 21, 2002
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

| TEM NO.

22** PAA

CASE

Bankruptcy cancell ation by the Florida Public Service
Comm ssi on of interexchange tel ecomruni cations certificates.

Docket No. 020328-TP - Network Plus, Inc. d/b/a Hal e and
Fat her, |nc.
Docket No. 020356-TP - Easton Tel ecom Services Inc.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Conmm ssion
Prehearing Oficer: Adm ni strative

Staff: CMP; | sl er
GCCL: Teitzman, Dodson

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion grant the conpanies |isted
on Attachment A of staff’s May 9, 2002 nenorandum a

cancel lation of their respective certificates due to
bankr upt cy?

RECOMVENDATI ON: Yes. The Comm ssion shoul d grant each
conpany listed on Attachnment A a bankruptcy cancell ation of
their respective certificates with an effective date as
listed on Attachnent A In addition, the Division of the
Comm ssion Clerk and Adm nistrative Services will be
notified that the unpaid RAFs, including statutory penalty
and interest charges, should not be sent to the
Conptroller’s Ofice for collection, but that perm ssion for
the Conmission to wite off the uncollectible amunt shoul d
be requested. |If the certificates for each conpany as
listed on Attachnent A are cancelled in accordance with the
Comm ssion’s Order fromthis recommendati on, the respective
conmpani es should be required to i Mmedi ately cease and desi st
provi ding | XC and ALEC t el econmuni cati ons services in

Fl ori da.

| SSUE 2: Shoul d these dockets be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  The Order issued fromthis reconmendati on
wi |l becone final upon issuance of a Consummati ng O der,

unl ess a person whose substantial interests are affected by
the Conmi ssion’s decision files a protest within 21 days of




BPnutes of May BankRQpRcy cancell ation by the Florida Public Service
Conmi ssi on Conference

| TEM NO. CASE

Comm ssi on of interexchange tel ecomruni cations certificates.
(Continued from previ ous page)

t he i ssuance of the Proposed Agency Action Order. The
dockets should then be cl osed upon issuance of a

Consunmating Order. A protest in one docket should not
prevent the action in a separate docket from becom ng final.

DECI SI ON: The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Jaber, Deason, Baez, Pal ecki, Bradley



M nutes of May 21, 2002
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

| TEM NO.

23**

CASE

Docket No. 020295-EQ - Petition for approval of standard

of fer contract based on 2005 conbi ned cycl e avoided unit and
acconpanyi ng Rate Schedul e COG 2, by Florida Power

Cor por at i on.

Critical Date(s): 6/1/02 (60-day suspension date)

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehearing O ficer: Adm ni strative

Staff: ECR  Col son, Springer
GCL: Espinoza

| SSUE 1: Shoul d t he Comm ssi on suspend Fl orida Power
Corporation’s (FPC) proposed tariff revisions which were
filed as part of FPC s petition for approval of its new
Standard O fer Contract?

RECOVMENDATI ON: Yes. The Commi ssion shoul d suspend FPC s
proposed Standard O fer Contract tariff revisions.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON: No. The docket should remai n open pendi ng
a final decision on the petition.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

Commi ssioners participating: Jaber, Deason, Baez, Pal ecki, Bradley



M nutes of May 21, 2002
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

| TEM NO.

24** PAA

CASE

Docket No. 020164-EQ - Petition by Florida Power Corporation
for approval of agreenent with Cedar Brakes IV, LLCto
restructure three existing cogeneration contracts with a
total capacity of 184 negawatts.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehearing O ficer: Pal ecki

Staff: ECR  Harlow, Haff, Bohrnann, Lee
GCL: Gervasi

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion approve the Agreenent

bet ween Fl ori da Power Corporation and Cedar Brakes 1V, LLC,
to restructure three existing cogeneration contracts,

i ncl udi ng approval for cost recovery?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. Capacity paynents will be di scounted
for the termof each contract resulting in ratepayer savings
in excess of $34 million, net present value. Per unit
energy paynents may al so be reduced, and are forecasted to
be no higher than current per unit energy paynents. There
is no up-front paynent associated with this Agreenent.

Addi tional |iquidated damage | anguage is included in the
Agreenment to insure delivery of energy to FPC when called
upon. The costs associated wth this Agreenent, on a goi ng-
forward basis, should be recovered through the Fuel and

Pur chased Power Recovery C ause, and the Capacity Cost
Recovery C ause. Consistent with Order No. PSC-99-1623- PAA-
EQ it is premature for the Conm ssion to nake any
pronouncenent regarding the future treatnent of any stranded
costs associated with this Agreenent.




pMnaPAs of May Pack200Ro. 020164-EQ - Petition by Florida Power
Comm ssi on Conf erence

| TEM NO. CASE

Corporation for approval of agreenent with Cedar Brakes |V,
LLC to restructure three existing cogeneration contracts
with a total capacity of 184 nmegawatts.

(Conti nued from previ ous page)

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. If no person whose substanti al
interests are affected by the proposed agency action files a
protest wthin 21 days of the issuance of the order, this
docket shoul d be cl osed upon the issuance of a consummating
or der.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

Commi ssioners participating: Jaber, Deason, Baez, Pal ecki, Bradley



M nutes of May 21, 2002
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

| TEM NO.

25** PAA

CASE

Docket No. 011605-El - Review of investor-owned electric
utilities’ risk nmanagenent policies and procedures.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Conmm ssion
Prehearing O ficer: Pal ecki

Staff: ECR  MNulty, Bohrnann
GCL: C. Keating

| SSUE 1: For the period March 1999 to March 2001, did FPL
take reasonabl e steps to nmanage the risk associated with
changes in natural gas prices?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. Based upon FPL's expectations of
future changes in natural gas prices and the regulatory
treatment of its fuel procurenent activities, FPL took
reasonabl e steps to nanage the risk associated with changes
in natural gas prices.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON: No. If no person whose substanti al
interests are affected by the Comm ssion’s proposed agency
action on Issue 1 files a protest within 21 days of the

i ssuance of the order, the Conm ssion’s proposed agency
action shall becone final upon issuance of a consummating
order. However, the docket shall renmain open to address the
remai ni ng i ssues established in this docket.

DECI SI ON: The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Jaber, Deason, Baez, Pal ecki, Bradley



M nutes of May 21, 2002
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

| TEM NO.

26* * PAA

CASE

Docket No. 020112-El - Request for waiver of Rule 25-6.1353,
F. A . C., concerning 2002 forecasted earnings surveill ance
report, by Florida Power Corporation.

Critical Date(s): 5/21/02 (Uility granted one-day
extension, so petition will be deened
approved if not granted or denied wthin
91 days of receipt.)

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Conmm ssion
Prehearing Oficer: Baez

Staff: ECR Sl enkew cz
GCL: Jaeger

| SSUE 1: Should Florida Power Corporation s request for a
wai ver of Rule 25-6.1353, Florida Adm nistrative Code, be
gr ant ed?

RECOVMENDATI ON:  Yes. The Comm ssion should grant Florida
Power Corporation’s request for waiver of the requirenent
established by Rule 25-6.1353, Florida Adm nistrative Code,
for it to file a forecasted earnings surveillance report for
cal endar year 2002. Wth this waiver, Florida Power
Corporation will not have to file the 2002 report.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOVMENDATI ON: Yes. A consunmating order shoul d be

i ssued, and this docket should be closed if no person whose
substantial interests are affected by the proposed action
files a protest within the 21-day protest period.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

Commi ssioners participating: Jaber, Deason, Baez, Pal ecki, Bradley



M nutes of May 21, 2002
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

| TEM NO.

27** PAA

CASE

Docket No. 020147-EU - Joint petition of Tanpa Electric
Conmpany and Wthl acoochee River Electric Cooperative, Inc.
for approval of custoner transfers to conformto territorial
boundaries and for other relief.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehearing O ficer: Pal ecki

Staff: GCL: Stern
ECR: Br eman

| SSUE 1: Should the Joint Petition of Tanpa Electric
Conmpany and W thl acoochee River Electric Cooperative, Inc.
for Approval of Custoner Transfers to Conformto Territorial
Boundaries and For Ot her Relief be approved?

RECOVMENDATI ON:  Yes. The Petition should be approved and the
territorial agreenment should be reaffirnmed in all other
respects.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOVMENDATI ON: Yes. This docket should be closed upon

i ssuance of a Consummating Order unless a person whose
substantial interests are affected by the Conmmi ssion’s
decision files a protest within 21 days of the issuance of

t he proposed agency acti on.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

Commi ssioners participating: Jaber, Deason, Baez, Pal ecki, Bradley



M nutes of May 21, 2002
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

| TEM NO.

28**

CASE

Docket No. 020284-El - Petition for approval of 2002

revi sions to underground residential and snal
comercial/industrial distribution tariffs by Florida Power
& Li ght Conpany.

Critical Date(s): 5/31/02 (60-day suspension date)

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehearing O ficer: Adm ni strative

Staff: ECR E. Draper, Breman
CVP:  Yanbor
GCL: Echternacht

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion approve FPL's updated tariff
sheets and charges associated with the installation of
underground residential distribution facilities?
RECOVMENDATI ON: Yes. The Commi ssion shoul d approve FPL’ s
updated tariff sheets and charges associated with the
installation of underground residential distribution
facilities.

| SSUE 2: Should the Comm ssion approve FPL's revised tariff
sheets and charges associated with the installation of

under ground commercial /industrial distribution facilities?
RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The Conmm ssion shoul d approve FPL’'s
revised tariff sheets and charges associated with the
installation of underground comercial /i ndustri al
distribution facilities.

| SSUE 3: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOVMENDATI ON:  Yes. If Issues 1 and 2 are approved, this
tariff should becone effective on May 21, 2002. If a
protest is filed within 21 days of the issuance of the
order, this tariff should remain in effect with any increase
hel d subject to refund pending resolution of the protest.

If no tinely protest is filed, this docket should be cl osed
upon the issuance of a consummating order.

DECI SI ON: The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Jaber, Deason, Baez, Pal ecki, Bradley



M nutes of May 21, 2002
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

| TEM NO.

29**

CASE

Docket No. 970409-SU - Initiation of limted proceeding to
restructure wastewater rates for Florida Water Service
Corporation’s Tropical Isles service area in St. Lucie
County.

Docket No. 011634-SU - Application by Florida Water Services
Corporation for transfer of facilities and attendant assets
of Tropical Isles Wastewater Plant to Tropical Isles
Utilities Corporation, a Florida not-for-profit corporation,
and for cancellation of Certificate No. 482-Sin St. Lucie
County.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehearing O ficer: Baez (970409)
Jaber (011634)

Staff: ECR  Brady, Redemann, Kaproth
GCL: Fudge, GCervasi

| SSUE 1: Should the transfer of facilities and attendant
assets of Florida Water Services Corporation’ s Tropical

I sles Wastewater Plant to Tropical Isles Uilities

Cor porati on be approved?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The transfer to Tropical Isles
Uilities Corporation, an exenpt entity pursuant to Section
367.022(7), Florida Statutes, should be approved and
Certificate No. 482-S should be cancelled effective July 16,
2001. Tropical Isles Uilities Corporation, or any
successors in interest, should be put on notice that if
there is a change in circunstance or nethod of operation
whi ch causes it to no longer qualify for exenption pursuant
to Section 367.022, Florida Statutes, it should informthe
Conmi ssi on.




RPhtit es of May DPdck200Ro. 970409-SU - Initiation of limted proceeding to
Conmi ssi on Conference

| TEM NO. CASE

restructure wastewater rates for Florida Water Service
Corporation’s Tropical Isles service area in St. Lucie
County.

Docket No. 011634-SU - Application by Florida Water Services
Corporation for transfer of facilities and attendant assets
of Tropical Isles Wastewater Plant to Tropical Isles
Uilities Corporation, a Florida not-for-profit corporation,
and for cancellation of Certificate No. 482-Sin St. Lucie
County.

(Continued from previ ous page)

| SSUE 2: Shoul d Docket No. 970409-SU and Docket No. 011634-
SU be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. No further action is required in
Dockets Nos. 970409-SU and 011634-SU. Therefore, Dockets
Nos. 970409- SU and 011634- SU shoul d be cl osed.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

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



M nutes of May 21, 2002
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

| TEM NO.

30* *

CASE

Docket No. 010153-WJ - Petition by Ctizens of the State of
Florida to open investigation into quality of service

provi ded by Florida Water Services Corporation to Deltona
service territory.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehearing O ficer: Baez

Staff: ECR  Wetherington
GCL: Brubaker

| SSUE 1: Should OPC s Notice of Wthdrawal of its Petition
to open an investigation into the quality of service

provi ded to FWSC s Deltona service area be acknow edged?
RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes, OPC s Notice of Wthdrawal should be
acknowl edged. The contam nati on appears to have been very
l[imted in scope, and there has been no recurrence since
remedi al action and testing have been perforned by the
utility. Further, Comm ssion staff, the Departnent of
Environnental Protection and the Volusia County Health
Department will continue to nonitor the matter as necessary.
FWSC shoul d be required to notify staff should a conpl ai nt
of | arval contam nation be brought to FWSC subsequent to
this recommendati on.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON: Yes. If the Comm ssion approves staff’s
recommendation in Issue 1, no further action is necessary
and this docket shoul d be cl osed.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

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



M nutes of May 21, 2002
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

| TEM NO.

31** PAA

CASE

Docket No. 011190-SU - Investigation of possible
overearnings by Tierre Verde UWilities, Inc. in Pinellas
County.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehearing Oficer: Deason

Staff: ECR  Kyle, Merchant
GCL: Harris

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion accept the settlenment offer
proposed by Tierre Verde Uilities, Inc.?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes.

| SSUE 2: Should the utility be released fromits corporate
undertaking in the anmount of $25, 0007

RECOVMENDATI ON:  Yes. The utility should be rel eased from
its corporate undertaking after providing evidence
acceptable to staff that it has issued refunds to custoners
in accordance with the settlenent agreenent.

| SSUE 3: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON: Yes. If no tinely protest is filed by a
substantially affected party, this docket should be cl osed
upon the issuance of a consunmmating order.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

Commi ssioners participating: Jaber, Deason, Baez, Pal ecki, Bradley



M nutes of May 21, 2002
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

| TEM NO. CASE

31A** PAA Docket No. 020414-El - Petition of Tanpa El ectric Conpany
for expedited approval of energy charge treatnent under
optional provision contract with | MC Phosphates MP I nc.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehearing Oficer: Adm ni strative

Staff: ECR  \Weel er, Draper, Bohrmann
GCL: Harris

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion approve the contract between
Tanpa El ectric Conpany and | MC for the facilitation of
optional provision purchases of electric power?
RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati on was approved with the nodification that
par agraphs 6a and 6b were approved based on | MC s assurance that if a
cross-subsidy is found, the ratepayers will be nade whole. TECO will
make an after-the-fact filing denonstrating no harmto the ratepayers.
Additionally, relief is applied prospectively fromthe day of this

vot e.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. |If 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 consummating
order.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati on was denied. The docket is to remain open
pendi ng receipt of TECO s true-up filing.

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



M nutes of May 21, 2002
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

| TEM NO.

32**

CASE

Docket No. 020054-TP - Energency joint application for
approval of assignment of assets and AAV/ ALEC Certificate
No. 4025 and I XC Certificate No. 2699 from Wnstar Wrel ess,
Inc. to Wnstar Comruni cations, LLC.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Deason, Baez, Bradley
Prehearing O ficer: Br adl ey

St af f: Ccw: WIIlians
GCL: For dham

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion grant Wnstar’s Mdtion to
Dism ss Verizon’s Protest of PAA Order No. PSC-02-0321- PAA-
TP?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The Comm ssion should grant Wnstar’s
Motion to Disnmiss Verizon's Protest of PAA Order No. PSC- 02-
0321- PAA- TP and Order No. PSC-02-0321- PAA-TP shoul d be
reinstated as a final order effective as of the date of the
Comm ssion’s vote.

| SSUE 2: Should this Docket be cl osed?

RECOVIVENDATI ON: Yes. |If the Comm ssion accepts staff’s
recomendation in Issue 1, there would be no further action
required on this Docket and it should be cl osed.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Deason, Baez, Bradley



M nutes of May 21, 2002
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

| TEM NO.

33

CASE

Docket No. 010743-TL - Petition for review of proposed
nunbering plan relief for the 407/321 area codes by Neustar,
Inc., as North American Nunbering Plan Adm ni strator
(NANPA), on behal f of Florida tel ecommunications industry.

Critical Date(s): 7/15/02 (The new area code, 689, goes
into effect.)

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Deason, Pal ecki, Bradley
Prehearing Oficer: Deason

Staff: CWP. Ileri, Casey
GCL: Fordham

| SSUE 4: What type of nechani sns, not previously considered,
i f any, should the Conm ssion approve to address Vol usia
County’s area code and |ocal dialing issues, and if so,
when?

RECOMVENDATI ON: Based on the evidence in the record, it
appears that there are no viable nmechani sns to address

Vol usia County’s area code and | ocal dialing issues. Hence,
t he Conmm ssion should take no action at this tinmne.

| SSUE 5: Pursuant to the Florida Statutes, FCC del egated
authority, or both, does the Comm ssion have the authority
to require tel econmunications carriers to place 386 nunbers
in their Sanford exchange to allow custoners in the Osteen
area to get new lines and mgrate their existing services to
t he 386 nunbers?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. Pursuant to the Florida Statutes, FCC
del egated authority, or both, the Comm ssion does have the
authority to require tel ecommuni cations carriers to place
386 nunbers in their Sanford exchange to allow custoners in
the Osteen area to get new lines and mgrate their existing
services to the 386 nunbers.

| SSUE 6: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON: I f staff’s recomendation in Issue 4 is
approved, there would be no remaining issues and t he docket
shoul d be cl osed.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Deason, Pal ecki, Bradley
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M nutes of May 21, 2002
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

| TEM NO.

34+

CASE

Docket No. 010743-TL - Petition for review of proposed
nunbering plan relief for the 407/321 area codes by Neustar,
Inc., as North American Nunbering Plan Adm ni strator
(NANPA), on behal f of Florida tel ecommunications industry.

Critical Date(s): 7/15/02 (The new area code, 689, goes
into effect.)

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Deason, Pal ecki, Bradley
Prehearing Oficer: Deason

Staff: CWP. Ileri, Casey
GCL: Fordham

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion suspend the inplenentation
of the third overlay area code, 689, over the existing

407/ 321 area codes?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. Staff recommends that the Conmm ssion
suspend the inplenentation of the third overlay area code,
689, over the existing 407/ 321 area codes. Staff al so
recommends that the Conmm ssion direct NANPA to officially

i nformthe Comm ssion when the exhaust of avail able 407 NXX
is within one year.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOVMVENDATI ON: Yes. Staff recommends that this docket be

cl osed.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Deason, Pal ecki, Bradley



M nutes of May 21, 2002
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

| TEM NO.

35

CASE

Docket No. 010795-TP - Petition by Sprint Conmunications
Conmpany Limted Partnership for arbitration with Verizon
Florida Inc. pursuant to Section 251/252 of the

Tel ecommuni cations Act of 1996. (Deferred fromApril 2,
2002 conference.)

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Baez, Pal ecki, Bradley
Prehearing Oficer: Baez

Staff: CMP: Fulwood, Barrett
GCL: Teitzman, Banks

LEGAL I SSUE A: What is the Comm ssion's jurisdiction in this
matter?

RECOMVENDATI ON: St aff bel i eves that the Comm ssion has
jurisdiction pursuant to Chapter 364, Florida Statutes, and
Section 252 of the Federal Tel ecommunications Act of 1996
(Act) to arbitrate interconnection agreenents, and may

i npl ement the processes and procedures necessary to do so in
accordance with Section 120.80 (13)(d), Florida Statutes.
Section 252 of the Act states that a State Conmm ssion shal
resol ve each issue set forth in the petition and response,

if any, by inposing the appropriate conditions required.
This section requires this Conmm ssion to conclude the

resol ution of any unresolved issues not |ater than nine
nmont hs after the date on which the ILEC received the request
under this section. 1In this case, however, the parties have
explicitly waived the nine-nonth requirenent set forth in

t he Act.

Further, Section 252(e) of the Act reserves the state's
authority to inpose additional conditions and terns in an
arbitration not inconsistent with the Act and its
interpretation by the FCC and the courts.

ISSUE 1: In the new Sprint/Verizon interconnection
agreenent :
(A For the purposes of reciprocal conpensation,
how shoul d | ocal traffic be defined?
(B) What | anguage shoul d be included to properly
reflect the FCC s recent |SP Renmand Order?
RECOMVENDATI ON:  For the purposes of reciprocal
conpensation, the jurisdiction of calls dialed via 00- or

- 54 -



Bbnutes of May Pack200Ro. 010795-TP - Petition by Sprint Conmunications
Comm ssi on Conf erence

| TEM NO. CASE

Conmpany Limted Partnership for arbitration with Verizon
Florida Inc. pursuant to Section 251/252 of the

Tel ecommuni cati ons Act of 1996. (Deferred fromApril 2, 2002
conf erence.)

(Conti nued from previ ous page)

7/ 10D shoul d be defined based upon the end points of a call.
Thus, calls dialed in this manner, which originate and
termnate in the sane |local calling area, should be defined
as local traffic.

| SSUE 2: For the purposes of the new Sprint/Verizon

I nt erconnecti on agreenent:

(A) Should Sprint be permtted to utilize
mul ti-jurisdictional interconnection trunks?

(B) Should reciprocal conpensation apply to calls from
one Verizon custoner to another Verizon custoner,
that originate and term nate on Verizon's network
within the same local calling area, utilizing
Sprint's "00-" dial around feature?

RECOMVENDATI ON: (A) Until such tinme that Sprint
denonstrates to Verizon or this Conm ssion that its billing
system can separate multi-jurisdictional traffic transported
on the same facility, staff recomends that Sprint should
not be allowed to utilize multi-jurisdictional trunks.

Staff trusts that Sprint will work cooperatively with

Verizon and the Ordering and Billing Forumon its billing
system

(B) Staff recomrends that when Sprint denonstrates to
Verizon or this Commission that its billing system can

separate nmulti-jurisdictional traffic transported on the
same facility, Sprint’s proposal for conpensation should
apply to “00-" calls that originate and term nate on
Verizon's network within the same | ocal calling area.

| SSUE 3: For the purposes of the new Sprint/Verizon

i nt erconnection agreenent, should Verizon be required to
provi de customcalling/vertical features, on a stand-al one
basis, to Sprint at whol esal e di scount rates?
RECOVMENDATI ON:  Yes. Verizon should be required to provide
customcalling/vertical features, on a stand-al one basis, to
Sprint. The provision of these services should be at

- B -



Bbnutes of May Pack200Ro. 010795-TP - Petition by Sprint Conmunications
Comm ssi on Conf erence

| TEM NO.

CASE

Conmpany Limted Partnership for arbitration with Verizon
Florida Inc. pursuant to Section 251/252 of the

Tel ecommuni cati ons Act of 1996. (Deferred fromApril 2, 2002
conf erence.)

(Conti nued from previ ous page)

Verizon's current whol esal e discount rate for all resold
services, 13.04% The current whol esal e discount rate shoul d
apply until such tinme as Verizon may choose to cal cul ate,
and this Comm ssion approves, an avoi ded cost cal cul ation
that specifically addresses stand-al one customcalling
features.

| SSUE 12: Shoul d changes made to Verizon’s Comm ssion-
approved collocation tariffs, made subsequent to the filing
of the new Sprint/Verizon interconnection agreenent,
supercede the ternms set forth at the filing of this

agr eenent ?

RECOVMENDATI ON:  Yes. Staff recommends that changes made to
Verizon’s Conm ssi on-approved collocation tariffs, nmade
subsequent to the filing of the new Sprint/Verizon

i nt erconnection agreenent, should supercede the terns set
forth at the filing of this agreenent. Staff reconmends
that this be acconplished by including specific reference to
the Verizon collocation tariffs in the parties’

i nt erconnection agreenent. However, staff believes that
Sprint shall retain the right, when it deens appropriate, to
contest any future Verizon collocation tariff revisions by
filing a petition with the Conmm ssi on.

| SSUE 15: For the purposes of the new interconnection
agreenent, should Sprint be required to permt Verizon to
col l ocate equipnment in Sprint's central offices?
RECOMVENDATI ON:  Staff recomrends that Sprint should not be
required to allow Verizon to collocate its equipnment in
Sprint central offices when Sprint is not the incunbent

| ocal exchange carrier. However, staff believes that the
parties should negotiate, since Verizon proposes a
reasonabl e neans to reduce the anount of transport involved
in interconnection.

| SSUE 17: Should this docket be cl osed?




Bbnutes of May Pack200Ro. 010795-TP - Petition by Sprint Conmunications
Comm ssi on Conf erence

| TEM NO. CASE

Conmpany Limted Partnership for arbitration with Verizon
Florida Inc. pursuant to Section 251/252 of the

Tel ecommuni cati ons Act of 1996. (Deferred fromApril 2, 2002
conf erence.)

(Conti nued from previ ous page)

RECOMVENDATI ON: No. The parties should be required to
submt a signed agreenent that conplies with the

Conmi ssion's decisions in this docket for approval within 30
days of issuance of the Commi ssion's Order. This docket
shoul d remai n open pendi ng Conm ssi on approval of the final
arbitrated agreenent in accordance with Section 252 of the
Tel econmuni cati ons Act of 1996.

DECISION: This item was deferred.



