M NUTES OF

COW SSI ON CONFERENCE, TUESDAY, MAY 29, 2001
COMMENCED: 9:30 a.m

ADJOURNED: 2:45 p. m

COW SSI ONERS PRESENT: 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
April 18, 2001 Special Comm ssion Conference

DECI SI ON: The m nutes were approved.

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

2% * Consent Agenda

A) Request for approval of resale agreenent.

CRI TI CAL
DOCKET NO. COVPANY NAME DATE
010471-TP Bel | Sout h Tel econmuni cati ons, 07/11/01

Inc.; Credit Loans, Inc. d/b/a
Lone Star State Tel ephone Co.

B) Requests for approval of interconnection, unbundling,
resale, and collocation agreenents.

CRI TI CAL
DOCKET NO. COVMPANY NANME DATE
010323-TP Metrolink I nternet Services of 06/11/01
Port Saint Lucie, Inc.; Verizon
Fl orida Inc.
010344-TP Sprint-Florida, Incorporated,; 06/ 18/ 01

Ti me War ner Tel ecom of Fl orida,
L. P.
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(Continued from previ ous page)

CRI TI CAL
DOCKET NO. COVPANY NAME DATE
010520-TP Bel | Sout h Tel econmuni cati ons, 07/ 16/ 01

I nc.; Phone-Link, Inc.

C) Request for approval of renegotiated interconnection,
unbundl i ng, resale, and coll ocation agreenent.

CRI TI CAL
DOCKET NO. COVPANY NAME DATE
010472-TP Bel | Sout h Tel econmuni cati ons, 07/11/01

Inc.; Network Access Sol uti ons
Cor porati on

D) Requests for approval of anmendnents to interconnection,
unbundl i ng, resale, and collocation agreenents.

CRI Tl CAL
DOCKET NO. COMPANY NAME DATE
010436-TP Bel | Sout h Tel econmuni cati ons, 07/ 10/ 01
I nc.; XSPEDI US Cor p.
010456-TP Bel | Sout h Tel econmuni cati ons, 07/ 10/ 01
I nc.; XSPEDI US Cor p.
010470-TP Bel | Sout h Tel econmuni cati ons, 07/11/01
Inc.; Metro FiberLink, Inc.
010489-TP Bel | Sout h Tel econmuni cati ons, 07/12/01
Inc.; Essex Communi cations,
Inc. d/b/a eLEC Communi cati ons
010491-TP Bel | Sout h Tel ecommuni cati ons, 07/ 12/ 01

I nc.; Navigator
Tel econmuni cati ons, LLC.
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E) Request for approval of amendment to adopted
i nterconnecti on, unbundling, and resale agreenent.

CRI Tl CAL
DOCKET NO. COVMPANY NAMNME DATE
010490-TP Bel | Sout h Tel econmuni cati ons, 07/12/01
I nc.; LightSource Telecom,
LLC

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

CRI TI CAL
DOCKET NO. COVMPANY NAMNME DATE
010419-TP Level 3 Communi cations, LLC; 07/ 05/ 01

Verizon Florida Inc.

G Request for approval of amendnent to resale agreenent.

CRI Tl CAL
DOCKET NO. COVPANY NANE DATE
010405-TP Bel | Sout h Tel ecommuni cati ons, 07/ 05/ 01

Inc.; NOW Communi cations, |Inc.
d/ b/ a Tel -Li nk

H) Request for approval of amendment to collocation

agreement .
CRI TI CAL
DOCKET NO. COVMPANY NANME DATE
010404-TP Bel | Sout h Tel ecommuni cati ons, 07/ 05/ 01

Inc.; XO Florida, Inc.

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

- 3 -
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PHONE NO. &
DOCKET NO. COVPANY NAME LOCATI ON
010651-TC Sprint-Florida, 941-337-3754
| ncor por at ed 941-337-3697
941-337-1890
Gas & Snack
2612 Edi son Ave.
Fort Myers
PAA J) Applications for certificates to provide alternative
| ocal exchange tel ecommuni cati ons servi ce.
DOCKET NO. COVPANY NAME
010338-TX Robert E. Jones
010380- TX Host i ng- Net wor k, I nc.
010347-TX Dynegy CLEC Communi cati ons,
I nc.
PAA K) Request for cancell ation of interexchange

t el ecommuni cations certificate.
CERT. EFFECTI VE

DOCKET NO. COMPANY NAME NO. DATE
010567-TI EQuality, Inc. 3195 3/9/01
PAA L) Applications for certificates to provide pay tel ephone
servi ce.

DOCKET NO. COMPANY NANME
010579-TC Sovi cha Corp.
010663-TC Boul evard Hotel, Inc.

010643-TC Hor nbl ower Mari ne Servi ces,
I nc.
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M DOCKET NO. 010376-TlI - Notification of corporate

restructure and reorgani zati on whereby Comruni G- oup, Inc.
(hol der of I XC Certificate No. 5726) is now the hol ding
conpany of its wholly owned operating subsidiary,

Communi Group of Jackson, Inc., and request for approva

of transfer of and name change on Certificate 5726 from
Communi Group, Inc. to Conmuni Group of Jackson, Inc. d/b/a
Communi Gr oup.

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 recommendati on was approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck
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3** DOCKET NO. 990546-TL - Approval of IntraLATA Toll Dialing
Parity Pl ans.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehrg Officer JC

Staff: CMP: Audu

LEG  Banks
PAA | SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion approve the intraLATA toll
dialing parity plan submtted by Urban Media of Florida,

I nc. ?

. Yes. The Conmm ssion shoul d approve the
intraLATA toll dialing parity plan submtted by Urban Medi a
of Florida, Inc.

| SSUE 2: Should the Comm ssion direct staff to

adm ni stratively approve intraLATA toll dialing parity plans
that are consistent with the provisions of Order No. PSC-99-
1255- PAA- TP?

Yes. The Comm ssion should direct staff to
adm ni stratively approve all future intralLATA toll dialing
parity plans filed with the Comm ssion that are consistent
with the Commi ssion’s decision in Oder No. PSC-99-1255-
PAA- TP and approve the amendnent to the Adm nistrative
Procedures Manual shown on Attachnment 2 of staff’'s May 17,
2001 menorandum
I SSUE 3: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes. This docket may be cl osed upon

i ssuance of a Consummating Order if no person whose
substantial interests are affected files a protest to |Issue
1 within 21 days of the issuance date of the PAA Order. |If
atimely protest is filed, the docket should remain open
pendi ng the outcone of further proceedings.

DECI SI ON: The recommendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck
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DOCKET NO. 010565-TL - Petition for expedited review of the
North American Nunmbering Plan Adm nistration s ( NANPA)

deci sion to deny Bell South’s request for use of central

of fice code nunbering resources or NXX codes in Ol ando
exchange or rate center, by Bell South Tel econmuni cati ons,

I nc.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMP: Brown
LEG Christensen

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion overturn NANPA's decision to
deny a growth code for the ORLDFLPCDSO swi tch?

. Yes. The Comm ssion should overturn
NANPA' s decision to deny a growth code, and direct NANPA to
provi de Bell South with a growmh code for the ORLDFLPCDSO
switch as soon as possible. Staff also recommends that once
t he specific custonmer needs are net, Bell South should keep
as many of the remaining bl ocks as possible in the new NXX
uncont am nated for future nunmber pooling.
| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?
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 consummti ng
or der.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

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

DOCKET NO. 000536-TP - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of Interexchange Tel ecomruni cati ons
Certificate No. 2967 and Alternative Local Exchange

Tel ecommuni cations Certificate No. 7156 issued to Cleartel
Communi cations, Inc. For violation of Rule 25-4.0161, FAC,
Regul atory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecomrmuni cati ons Conpani es.

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 grant Cleartel

Communi cations, Inc. a voluntary cancellation of its |IXC
Certificate No. 29677

No. The Comm ssion should not grant the
conpany a voluntary cancellation of its I XC certificate.
The Comm ssion should cancel the conpany’s | XC Certificate
No. 2967 on its own nmotion, effective May 2, 2000. The
collection of the past due fees should be referred to the
O fice of the Conptroller for further collection efforts.

| SSUE 2: Should the Comm ssion grant the conmpany’s request
to keep its ALEC Certificate No. 7156 active?

No. The Comm ssion should deny the
conpany’s request to keep its ALEC certificate active.

| nst ead, the Conm ssion should inpose a $500 fine or cancel
t he conpany’s ALEC 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 ler for deposit in the State General Revenue Fund
pursuant to Section 364.285(1), Florida Statutes. If the
Comm ssion’s Order is not protested and the fine and

regul atory assessnent fees, including statutory penalty and
i nterest charges, are not received, the conpany’s
Certificate No. 7156 should be cancelled adm nistratively
and the collection of the past due fees should be referred

- 8 -
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DOCKET NO. 000536-TP - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of Interexchange Tel econmuni cati ons
Certificate No. 2967 and Alternative Local Exchange

Tel ecomruni cations Certificate No. 7156 issued to Cleartel
Communi cations, Inc. For violation of Rule 25-4.0161, FAC,
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(Continued from previ ous page)

to the OFfice of the Conptroller for further collection
efforts.
| SSUE 3: Should this docket be cl osed?

: Yes. The Order issued fromthis
recommendation will becone final upon issuance of a
consunmmati ng order unless a person whose substanti al
interests are affected by the Conmm 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
certificates.

DECI SI ON: The recommendati ons were approved.

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

DOCKET NO. 010107-El - Request for approval to begin
depreciating Martin Sinple Cycle Expansion Project by use of
Whol e Life Depreciation Rates currently approved for Martin
Power Plant, Unit No. 4 and Common effective with in-service
dates of units, by Florida Power & Light Conpany.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: ECR: P. Lee, Gardner
LEG. Har t
SER: Futrel

| SSUE 1: Shoul d new depreciation rates be approved for

Fl orida Power & Light’'s Martin Sinple Cycle Expansion

Proj ect?

Yes. The whole |life depreciation rates
shown on Attachnment A, page 5 of staff’s nenorandum dated
May 17, 2001, should be approved for the conmbustion turbines
being installed at the Martin site, pending a conprehensive
study in 2002. The rates reflect those underlying the
currently prescribed remaining life rates for Martin Common
and Unit No. 4.

| SSUE 2: What should be the inplenentation date for
depreciation rates for the Martin Sinple Cycle Unit?

Staff recommends approval of FPL's proposal
t hat depreciation rates be inplenented effective with the

i n-service date of June 1, 2001

| SSUE 3: Should this docket be cl osed?

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 consummti ng
order.

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck
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DOCKET NO. 010443-El - Petition for approval of Wreless
Internet Service (WS-1) Rate and Service Agreenment by
Fl ori da Power & Light Conpany.

Critical Date(s): 6/4/01 (60-day suspension)

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehrg Officer ADM

Staff: ECR E. Draper
LEG Hart

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion suspend Florida Power &

Li ght Conpany’s (FPL) proposed Wreless Internet Service
(WS-1) rate?
Yes.

| SSUE 2: Shouid this docket be cl osed?

No. The docket should remai n open pendi ng
a final decision on the tariff.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

Conmi ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck
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DOCKET NO. 010345-TP - Petition by AT&T Conmmuni cati ons of
t he Southern States, Inc., TCG South Florida, and Medi aOne
Fl ori da Tel ecommuni cations, Inc. for structural separation
of Bell South Tel ecommuni cations, Inc. into two distinct
whol esal e and retail corporate subsidiaries.

Critical Date(s): None

Conmmi ssi oners Assigned: Full Conmm ssion
Prehrg OFficer PL

Staff: LEG Fudge
CwP: Logue

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion set this docket for a
Conmm ssi on wor kshop?
Yes. The Commi ssion should set this docket
for a Conm ssion workshop as soon as scheduling permts.
| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?
No. This docket should remain open.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck
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DOCKET NO. 010197-TI - Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs
agai nst Sprint Communications Conpany, Limted Partnership
d/b/a Sprint for apparent violation of Rule 25-22.032(5)(a),
F. A . C., Custonmer Conplaints.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: LEG Christensen
CAF: Lowery
CwP: K. Craig

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion accept the settlenent offer
proposed by Sprint to resolve the show cause proceedi ngs for
its apparent violation of Rule 25-22.032(5)(a), Florida

Adm ni strative Code, Custoner Conplaints?

Yes. Staff recommends that the Conm ssion
accept Sprint’s settlenment proposal of a $12,000 vol untary
contri bution and assurance that the conpany will inplenment
nmeasures to ensure future conpliance. The voluntary
contribution should be received by the Conm ssion within ten
busi ness days of the issuance date of an Order approving the
settl ement offer and should include the docket nunmber and
conpany nane. The Conm ssion should forward the
contribution to the Office of the Conptroller for deposit in
the State of Florida General Revenue Fund.
| SSUE 2: Shoul d this docket be cl osed?

No. |If the Comm ssion approves staff’s
recommendation on |Issue 1, this docket should remain open
pendi ng rem ttance of the $12,000 voluntary contribution.
Upon staff’s verification of receipt of the voluntary
contribution, this docket should be closed adm nistratively.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck
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10** DOCKET NO. 010194-TI - Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs
agai nst Quintelco, Inc. for apparent violation of Rule 25-
22.032(5)(a), F.A. C., Customer Conplaints.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehrg Officer ADM

Staff: LEG Fordham
CAF. Lowery
Cw: K Craig

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion cancel Quintelco’s | XC
Certificate No. 5449 for its apparent violation of Rule 25-
22.032(5)(a), Florida Adm nistrative Code, Custoner
Conpl ai nts?

Yes. Staff recomrends that the Commi ssion
shoul d upon its own notion cancel Quintelco’ s I XC
Certificate No. 5449 for its apparent violation of Rule 25-
22.032(5)(a), Florida Adm nistrative Code, Custoner
Conplaints. Quintelco has waived its right to object to the
i nvoluntary cancellation of its certificate, currently
serves no custonmers in Florida, and has resol ved al
out st andi ng consumer conpl aints. Therefore, Certificate No.
5449 shoul d be cancel ed effective on the issuance date of
the Order.
| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes. If staff’s recomendation in Issue 1 is
approved, Quintelco’'s I XC Certificate No. 5449 wll be
involuntarily cancel ed upon issuance of the Order and this
docket shoul d be cl osed.

DECI SI ON: The recommendati ons were approved.

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

DOCKET NO. 001329-TI - Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs
agai nst Radi ant Tel ecom Inc. for apparent violation of

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

| nquiries, 25-24.480, F. A C., Records & Reports; Rules

| ncor porated, 25-24.915, F.A.C., Tariffs and Price Lists,
25-24.920, F.A.C., Standards for Prepaid Calling Services
and Consuner Disclosure, and 25-4.0161, F.A C., Regul atory
Assessnent Fees; Tel ecomruni cati ons Conpani es.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: LEG Banks
CvMP: M Watts, Trubel horn

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion accept the revised
settlenment offer proposed by Radiant Telecom Inc. to
resol ve the apparent violation of Rules 25-4.043, F.A C.,
Response to Commi ssion Staff Inquiries, 25-24.480, F.A C.,
Records & Reports; Rules Incorporated, 25-24.915, F.A C.,
Tariffs and Price Lists, 25-24.920, F.A C., Standards for
Prepaid Calling Services and Consuner Disclosure, and
25-4.0161, F.A. C., Regulatory Assessnent Fees;

Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es?

Yes. The Comm ssion should accept the
conpany’s settlenment proposal, which includes a $7,500
voluntary contribution to the General Revenue Fund, paid
prematurely on October 2, 2000. The contribution was
forwarded to the O fice of the Conptroller for deposit in
the State of Florida General Revenue Fund. The conpany has
wai ved any objections to the adninistrative cancellation of
Certificate Nunmber 6098 in the event its offer is approved
by the Comm ssion and it fails to conply with the terns of
its settlenment offer.
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CASE

DOCKET NO. 001329-TlI - Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs
agai nst Radi ant Telecom Inc. for apparent violation of

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

| nquiries, 25-24.480, F. A C., Records & Reports; Rules

| ncor porated, 25-24.915, F.A . C., Tariffs and Price Lists,
25-24.920, F.A C., Standards for Prepaid Calling Services
and Consuner Disclosure, and 25-4.0161, F.A. C., Regulatory
Assessnment Fees; Tel ecomruni cati ons Conpani es.

(Conti nued from previous page)

| SSUE 2: Should the Comm ssion accept Radi ant Tel ecom
Inc.”s offer of refund and refund cal cul ati on of $32, 887. 61,
plus interest of $2,492.27, for a total of $35,379.88, for
overcharging custoners for charges not disclosed at the
poi nt of sale between January 1, 1999, and October 31, 20007
:  Yes. The Conm ssion should accept

Radi ant’ s cal cul ati on of $32,887.61, adding interest of
$2,492.27, for a total of $35,379.88, and its proposal to
remt the refund anount by July 31, 2001, to the Conm ssion
to be forwarded to the Conptroller for deposit in the
General Revenue Fund, pursuant to Section 364.285(1),
Florida Statutes, for overcharging customers for charges not
disclosed in its tariff or at the point of sale between
January 1, 1999, and October 31, 2000. The refund should be
forwarded to the Conptroller for deposit in the General
Revenue Fund, since the conpany has no records that woul d
identify its end custoners and therefore cannot refund the
overcharges directly. Radiant should submt a final report
as required by Rule 25-4.114, Florida Adm nistrative Code,
Refunds, by July 31, 2001.

| SSUE 3: Should this docket be cl osed?

No. Wth the approval of Issues 1 and 2,

t hi s docket should remain open pending the conpletion of the
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CASE

DOCKET NO. 001329-TlI - Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs
agai nst Radi ant Telecom Inc. for apparent violation of

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

| nquiries, 25-24.480, F. A C., Records & Reports; Rules

| ncor porated, 25-24.915, F.A . C., Tariffs and Price Lists,
25-24.920, F.A C., Standards for Prepaid Calling Services
and Consuner Disclosure, and 25-4.0161, F.A. C., Regulatory
Assessnment Fees; Tel ecomruni cati ons Conpani es.

(Conti nued from previous page)

refund and receipt of the final report on the refund.
Thereafter, this docket should be closed upon issuance of an
Order consummating Issue 2, if no person whose substanti al
interests are affected files a protest of Issue 2. |If the
conpany fails to conply with the terns of its settl enent

of fer and the Comm ssion Order, Certificate Number 6098
shoul d be canceled adm nistratively, and this docket should
be closed if no person whose substantial interests are
affected files a protest of I|Issue 2.

DECI SI ON: The recommendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck
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12** DOCKET NO. 010131-TX - Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs
agai nst Gol den Harbor of Florida, Inc. d/b/a Honmetown
Tel ephone of Florida, Inc. for apparent violation of Section
364.183(1), FS, Access to Conpany Records.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: LEG Christensen
Cw: K Craig

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion cancel Hometown’s ALEC
Certificate No. 5211 for its apparent violation of Section
364.183(1), Florida Statutes, Access to Conpany Records?

: Yes. Staff recommends that the Comm ssion
shoul d upon its own notion cancel Honmetown’s ALEC
Certificate No. 5211 for its apparent violation of Section
364.183(1), Florida Statutes, Access to Conpany Records.
Homet own has waived its right to object to the cancellation
of its certificate, and currently serves no custonmers in
Fl orida. Therefore, Certificate No. 5211 should be cancel ed
effective on the issuance date of the Order
| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes. |If the Comm ssion approves staff’s
reconmmendati on on Issue 1, Honetown’s ALEC Certificate No.
5211 will be involuntarily cancel ed upon issuance of the

Order and this docket should be cl osed.
DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved.

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

DOCKET NO. 010126-TX - Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs
agai nst Wreless One Network, L.P. d/b/a Cellular One of
Sout hwest Florida 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 B. Keating
Cw: K Craig

| SSUE 1: Shoul d the Conm ssion order Cellular One to show
cause why it should not be fined $10,000 or have its
certificate canceled for apparent violation of Section
364.183(1), Florida Statutes, Access to Conpany Records?

. Yes. The Conmi ssion should order Cellular
One to show cause in witing within 21 days of the issuance
of the Commi ssion’s Order why it should not be fined $10, 000
or have its certificate canceled for apparent failure to
provi de the Comm ssion access to information in accordance
with Section 364.183(1), Florida Statutes, Access to Conpany
Records. The conpany’s response should contain specific
al l egations of fact and law. If Cellular One 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 deened adm tted, the
right to a hearing waived, and the fine shall be deened
assessed. If Cellular One pays the fine, it should be
remtted to the State of Florida General Revenue Fund
pursuant to Section 364.285, Florida Statutes. |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, Certificate
No. 5181 shall be canceled and this docket closed.
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CASE

DOCKET NO. 010126-TX - Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs
agai nst Wreless One Network, L.P. d/b/a Cellular One of
Sout hwest Florida for apparent violation of Section
364.183(1), F.S., Access to Conpany Records.

(Conti nued from previous page)

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

No. |If staff’s recommendation on |Issue 1
is approved and Cellular One tinmely responds to the show
cause order, this docket should remain open pending the
resol uti on of the show cause proceedi ngs.

Staff recommends that if Cellular One fails to respond to
the Order to Show Cause within the 21-day show cause
response period and the fine is not received within ten
busi ness days after the expiration of the show cause
response period, the conpany’'s «certificate should be
cancel ed and this docket may be closed adm nistratively. |If
t he conpany pays the fine recommended in Issue 1, the docket
shoul d be cl osed.

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

May 29, 2001
| TEM NO,

13A**

CASE

DOCKET NO. 001148-El - Review of Florida Power & Light
Conpany’s proposed nerger with Entergy Corporation, the
formation of a Florida transm ssion conpany (“Florida
transco”), and their effect on FPL's retail rates.

DOCKET NO. 010577-El - Review of Tanpa Electric Conpany and
i npact of its participation in GidFlorida, a Florida
Transm ssi on Conpany, on TECO s retail ratepayers.

DOCKET NO. 000824-ElI - Review of Florida Power Corporation’s
earnings, including effects of proposed acquisition of

Fl ori da Power Corporation by Carolina Power & Light.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehrg Officer DS (010577)
Prehrg Officer BZ (000824, 001148)

Staff: PAlI: Shafer, MIller, Trapp
LEG Elias, C Keating, Wl ker
ECR. Mail hot, Devlin
SER: Floyd, Ballinger, Jenkins

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion grant the Joint Mtion to
establish a separate generic docket to determ ne, on an
expedited basis, the prudence of the formation of and the
participation by FPC, FP&L, and TECO in the GidFlorida RTO?
: No, the notion should be denied. VWhile the
formof the RTO was determ ned through a col |l aborative

process, the inpacts on each utility will depend on its
uni que transm ssion use and cost characteristics. Prudence
of each utility s participation in the RTOw Il require

utility specific data, essentially identical to what has
been ordered to be filed in Dockets 000824-El and 001148-El.
A separate docket would neither expedite the process nor
provi de a nmeani ngful forum for assessing individual conpany
i npact on retail ratepayers.

I f, however, the Comm ssion decides to conduct a generic
proceedi ng, the Conm ssion should require each utility (FPC,
FP&L, and TECO) to file a separate petition, along with
direct testinmony and exhibits, specifically addressing the
cost-effectiveness to its ratepayers of its participation in
GidFlorida. Each filing should also include specific

- 21 -



M nut es of

Comm ssi on Conference

May 29, 2001

| TEM NO. CASE

13A** DOCKET NO. 001148-El - Review of Florida Power & Light

Conpany’s proposed nerger with Entergy Corporation, the
formation of a Florida transm ssion conpany (“Florida
transco”), and their effect on FPL's retail rates.

DOCKET NO. 010577-El - Review of Tanpa Electric Conpany and
i npact of its participation in GidFlorida, a Florida
Transm ssi on Conpany, on TECO s retail ratepayers.

DOCKET NO. 000824-El - Review of Florida Power Corporation’s
earni ngs, including effects of proposed acquisition of

Fl ori da Power Corporation by Carolina Power & Light.

(Continued from previ ous page)

requests for affirmative relief. Al work papers,
supporting docunentation, assunptions, and docunents
reviewed in preparation for the filing should be made

avai lable to all parties at the tinme of the filing.

Di scovery should be expedited. The Conm ssion should conmt
to making a decision on the petitions within 90 days of the
filing of conplete testinony and exhibits. The results of

t he Comm ssion’s decision regarding each utility’s
participation in GidFlorida should be incorporated into the
current rate review dockets initiated for FPC and FP&L and
in any rate revi ew docket opened in the future for TECO

DECI SI ON: The Conmmi ssion denied the notion to establish a separate

proceedi ng and granted the notion to expedite a decision on

transm ssion in GidFlorida. Each conpany shall file a specific
request within thirty days of today’'s vote. The conpanies shall file
supporting testinmony and exhibits within sixty days of today’'s vote.
The Comm ssion shall render its decision within ninety days of filing
of the supporting testinony and exhibits.

| SSUE 2: Shoul d these dockets be cl osed?
: No.

DECI SI ON: The recommendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck
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May 29, 2001

| TEM NO

14%*

PAA

PAA

CASE

DOCKET NO. 010382-SU - Application for transfer of
Certificate No. 515-S in Polk County from ABCA, Inc. to West
Lakeland Utilities, Inc.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehrg Officer JB

Staff: RGO  Brady
LEG Crosby, Gervasi

| SSUE 1: Should the transfer of Certificate No. 515-S from
ABCA, Inc. to West Lakeland Utilities, Inc. be approved?
Yes. The transfer should be approved. The
territory being transferred is described in Attachment A of
staff’s May 17, 2001 nmenmorandum  ABCA shoul d be responsible
for 2001 regul atory assessnent fees up to the date of
closing on the sales contract. West Lakel and should be
responsi bl e for annual reports and regul atory assessnment
fees fromthe date of closing forward. Wthin 30 days from
the date of closing, West Lakel and shoul d provide proof that
it owms the | and upon which the utility treatnent facilities
are located or a copy of an agreenment which provides for the
continued use of the | and.

| SSUE 2: \What is the rate base of ABCA, Inc., at the tine
of the transfer?

. Rate base for transfer purposes is $31, 392
as established by Order No. PSC-00-1163-PAA-SU as of June
30, 1999.

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

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

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

DOCKET NO. 010382-SU - Application for transfer of
Certificate No. 515-S in Polk County from ABCA, Inc. to West
Lakeland Utilities, Inc.

(Continued from previ ous page)

No. If no tinely protest is received to

t he proposed agency action issues, upon the expiration of
the protest period a Consummting Order should be issued.
The docket should remain open for receipt of proof that West
Lakel and owns the | and upon which the utility treatnment
facilities are | ocated or a copy of an agreenment which

provi des for the continued use of the |and. Upon recei pt
and verification of such proof, the docket should be

adm ni stratively cl osed.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

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

15**

CASE

DOCKET NO. 991486-WJ - Investigation into retention of
certificated area of Ellis & Conpany, Ltd. (Holiday Mall) by
Fl oralino Properties, Inc. in Pasco County.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehrg Officer PL

Staff: RGO Wl den
LEG  Chri stensen

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion delete certain territory
authorized in Floralino Properties, Inc.’s Certificate No.
153-W enconpassing Holiday Mall?

: Yes. Staff recommends that the Conmm ssion
delete the territory enconpassed by Holiday Mall from
Floralino Properties, Inc.’s Certificate No. 153-W The
effective date of the deletion should be Novenmber 28, 2001,
or 10 days after notice that the interconnection with Pasco
County has been conpl eted, whichever is earlier. The
utility should be required to file the appropriate revised
tariff sheets reflecting the deletion of territory within 30
days of the issuance date of the Order, and the tariffs
shoul d be stanped approved upon staff’s verification that
the interconnection with the County has been conpl et ed.
| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes. The docket should be adm nistratively
cl osed upon staff’s verification that the interconnection
with the County has been conpl et ed.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

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

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 O ficer DS

Staff: CMP: lleri, Casey
LEG B. Keating, Fordham

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

Yes. Staff recommends that the
Comm ssi on approve the industry’ s consensus proposal (Option
two) and establish 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 immediately after receiving a Federal Comrunication
Conmmi 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 (Attachnent A of
staff’s May 17, 2001 nenorandum .

: No. Staff recommends that the

Comm ssi on approve the industry’'s Option one with
nodi fications. In lieu of establishing inplenentation dates
for the 954 NPA, staff recommends that the Comm ssion change
the Broward -> Pal m Beach one-way northbound EAS routes from
7 to 1+10-digit dialing, and the Pal m Beach -> Broward one-
way sout hbound EAS routes from7 to 10-digit dialing to
elimnate the code conflicts between Pal m Beach and Broward
Counties and provi de needed nunbering resources to carriers
and custoners. Staff also recommends that the EAS




M nut es of
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| TEM NO
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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.

(Continued from previ ous page)

perm ssive and mandatory 1+10-digit dialing in Broward
County and that the EAS perm ssive and nandatory 10-digit
dialing in Pal m Beach County should begin 60 days and 120
days, respectively, after the issuance of the Comm ssion’s
order. In addition, once the results of the nunber
conservation neasures are determ ned by the Pooling

Adm ni strator and the North American Nunmbering Pl an

Adm ni stration, staff should file reconmended i npl ementation
dates for the 954 and 754 area codes.

| SSUE 2: Should the Comm ssion establish inplenmentation
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.
| SSUE 3: Shoul d these dockets be cl osed?

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

DECISION: This item was deferred to the June 12, 2001 Comm ssi on
Conf er ence.
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CASE

DOCKET NO. 980992-WS5 - Conplaint by D.R Horton Custom
Homes, Inc. against Southlake Utilities, Inc. in Lake County
regardi ng coll ection of certain AFPI charges.

DOCKET NO. 981609-WS - Energency petition by D.R Horton
Custom Honmes, Inc. to elimnate authority of Southl ake
Uilities, Inc. to collect service availability charges and
AFPI charges in Lake County.

Critical Date(s): 5/31/01 (Settlenment Agreenment becones
null and void unl ess approved with
nodi fication by this date.)

Comm ssi oners Assigned: JC DS PL
Prehrg O ficer DS

Staff: LEG Cibula, Gervasi
ECR: Fl etcher, Merchant

| SSUE 1: Should the parties’ Joint Mtion for Approval and
Adoption of Settlenent Agreenment be granted?

Yes. The Joint Motion for Approval and
Adoption of Settlement Agreenment should be granted and the
Settl ement Agreenent (Agreenent) should be approved in its
entirety. The Agreement states that if the Comm ssion does
not approve Southl ake’s Application for Transfer of

Maj ority Organi zational Control (Transfer Application) filed
in Docket No. 010507-W5, the Agreenent will beconme null and
void. The effective date for the Agreenent should be the

| ast to occur of the following: (1) the date of expiration
of all protests and appeals of the Comm ssion Order
approving the Agreenent; and (2) the date of the expiration
of all protests and appeals of the Comm ssion O der
approving the Transfer Application. Pursuant to the terns
of the Agreenment, the amount of the AFPI refunds shoul d be
set as of the effective date, and interest on the AFPI
refunds shoul d commence accruing 30 days after the effective
date. The rate of the interest should be as set forth in
Rul e 25-30. 360, Florida Adm nistrative Code. Southl ake
shoul d provide the refunds in exchange for and conditioned
upon receipt of releases within 90 days of the effective
date. Moreover, consistent with the final approval of the
Agreenent, Sout hl ake’s water and wastewater AFPlI Tariff
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CASE

DOCKET NO. 980992-Ws - Conplaint by D.R Horton Custom
Honmes, I nc. against Southlake Utilities, Inc. in Lake County
regarding collection of certain AFPlI charges.

DOCKET NO. 981609-W5 - Energency petition by D.R Horton
Custom Hones, Inc. to elimnate authority of Southl ake
Uilities, Inc. to collect service availability charges and
AFPI charges in Lake County.

(Continued from previ ous page)

Sheets Nos. 39 and 36 should be canceled. The appropriate
prospective water plant capacity charge should be $433 per
residential equivalent residential connection (ERC) with a
1.24 per gallon charge for all others, and the appropriate
prospective wastewater plant capacity charge should be $970
per residential ERC with a $3.23 per gallon charge for al
others. The utility’'s water Tariff Sheet No. 31.0 and

wast ewater Tariff Sheet No. 28.0 should be revised as

di scussed in the analysis portion of staff’s May 17, 2001
menorandum  The utility should file the appropriate revised
tariff sheets within 10 days of the effective date of the
Agreenment. Staff should be given adm nistrative authority
to approve the revised tariff sheets upon staff’s
verification that the tariff is consistent with the

Commi ssion’s decision. |If the revised tariff sheets are
filed and approved, the tariff sheets should becone
effective on or after the stanped approval date. Wthin 20
days of the Conmm ssion’s decision nmade at the agenda
conference, the utility should provide notice of the

Comm ssion’s decision to all persons in the service area who
are affected by the prospective water and wastewater plant
capacity charges, the Conm ssion’s decision on the refunds,
and the di scontinuance of Southlake's AFPI charges. The
notice should be approved by Comm ssion staff prior to
distribution. The utility should provide proof that the
appropriate custoners or devel opers have received notice
within ten days of the date of the notice.
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| TEM NO
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CASE

DOCKET NO. 980992-Ws - Conplaint by D.R Horton Custom
Honmes, I nc. against Southlake Utilities, Inc. in Lake County
regarding collection of certain AFPlI charges.

DOCKET NO. 981609-W5 - Energency petition by D.R Horton
Custom Hones, Inc. to elimnate authority of Southl ake
Uilities, Inc. to collect service availability charges and
AFPI charges in Lake County.

(Continued from previ ous page)

| SSUE 2: Should these dockets be cl osed?

: No. These dockets should remain open
pendi ng the Comm ssion’s decision in Docket No. 010507-WS5,
concerni ng Sout hlake’s Transfer Application. Provided the
Transfer Application is approved, staff will verify that
Sout hl ake has filed revised tariff sheets consistent with

t he Comm ssion’s decision and that the utility has made the
proper refunds of AFPI charges. Upon expiration of the
protest period, if no tinely protest is received, the Order
shoul d becone final and effective upon the issuance of a
Consummating Order. Provided the Transfer Application is
approved, upon staff’s verification that the utility’s
revised tariff is consistent with the Conm ssion’s decision
and that the proper refunds have been made, these dockets
shoul d be cl osed adm nistratively.

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved.

Conmi ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Pal ecki
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CASE

DOCKET NO. 000731-TP - Petition by AT&T Conmmuni cati ons of
t he Southern States, Inc. d/b/a AT&T for arbitration of
certain ternms and conditions of a proposed agreenment with
Bel | Sout h Tel ecommuni cations, Inc. pursuant to 47 U S.C.
Section 252. (Deferred from May 15, 2001 Conmi ssion

Conf erence.)

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: JC BZ PL
Prehrg Officer BZ

Staff: LEG Fordham Fudge
CwP: Barrett, Fulwood, Watts, Bloom Audu, Hinton
RGO Vi nson, Broussard, Duffey, Fisher

(Participation is |limted to Comm ssioners and staff.)

| SSUE A: Should AT&T's Motion to Suppl enment Hearing Record
be granted?

Yes. AT&T' s Motion to Suppl ement Hearing
Record shoul d be granted.

| SSUE B: Should AT&T's Motion to Clarify Position and
Suppl ement Post-Hearing Brief be granted?

Yes. AT&T's Motion to Clarify Position and
Suppl enent Post-Hearing Brief should be granted.

| SSUE 4: What does “currently conbi nes” nean as that phrase
is used in 47 CF.R 851.315(b)?

. The phrase “currently conbi nes” pursuant to
FCC Rul e 51.315(b) is |limted to combinations of unbundl ed
network elements that are, in fact, already conbined and
physically connected in Bell South’s network to serve a
specific custonmer or location at the time a requesting
carrier places an order. |In other words, there is no

physi cal work that Bell South nust conplete in order to
effect the conmbination that the requesting

t el ecomruni cati ons carrier requests.

| SSUE 5: Should Bell South be permtted to charge AT&T a
“glue charge” when Bel | South conbi nes network el enments?
Yes. Bell South shoul d be conpensated for
the work it does to physically conmbi ne unbundl ed network

el enments that an ALEC requests when those el enents are not
“currently conbined” within Bell South’s networKk.
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DOCKET NO. 000731-TP - Petition by AT&T Communi cati ons of
the Southern States, Inc. d/b/a AT&T for arbitration of
certain ternms and conditions of a proposed agreenment wth
Bel | Sout h Tel econmuni cati ons, Inc. pursuant to 47 U S.C
Section 252. (Deferred from May 15, 2001 Conmi ssion

Conf erence.)

(Continued from previ ous page)

| SSUE 6: Under what rates, terns, and conditions may AT&T
purchase network el ements or conbinations to replace
services currently purchased from Bell South tariffs?

AT&T should be required to satisfy any and
all contractual obligations with Bell South, including
termnation liability considerations, prior to purchasing
network el ements or conbinations to replace services
currently purchased from Bel |l South tariffs.

| SSUE 7: How shoul d AT&T and Bel | South interconnect their
networks in order to originate and conplete calls to end-
users?

The evidence and testinmony in the record of
this proceedi ng, when wei ghed agai nst the opinions, rules,
and orders of the FCC, dictate that for purposes of this
arbitration, AT&T be permtted to designate a single

i nterconnection point (PO) per LATA for the nutual exchange
of traffic, with both parties assum ng financi al
responsibility for bringing their traffic to the AT&T-

desi gnat ed i nterconnecti on point.

| SSUE 8: What terns and conditions, and what separate rates
i f any, should apply for AT&T to gain access to and use
Bel | South facilities to serve multi-unit installations?

In order for AT&T to gain access to and use
Bel | South facilities to serve nmulti-unit installations, AT&T
should request from Bell South that an “ALEC-access

term nal” be established for it to accommpdate the necessary
connections. Additionally, staff recomends that Bell South
provi sion the “ALEC-access termnal” to AT&T within ten

cal endar days, or in a nmutually agreed upon alternative
timeframe. Bell South should not permt other ALECs to
access the “ALEC-access termnal” installed by it for AT&T,
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DOCKET NO. 000731-TP - Petition by AT&T Communi cati ons of
the Southern States, Inc. d/b/a AT&T for arbitration of
certain ternms and conditions of a proposed agreenment wth
Bel | Sout h Tel econmuni cati ons, Inc. pursuant to 47 U S.C
Section 252. (Deferred from May 15, 2001 Conmi ssion

Conf erence.)

(Continued from previ ous page)

wi t hout AT&T s approval . Consistent with its testinony,
Bel | South should be required to unbundle its I NC and NTW
and relinquish the first NTWpair to AT&T, unless Bell South
is using the first pair to provision service. The
appropriate rates for all of the subloop elenents are the
rates proposed by Bell South in witness Ruscilli’s Attachnment
JAR-1 of Exhibit 17.
| SSUE 11: Should Bell South be allowed to aggregate |ines
provided to multiple |ocations of a single customer to
restrict AT&T' s ability to purchase local circuit sw tching
at UNE rates to serve any of the lines of that custoner?
Yes. Bell South should be allowed to
aggregate lines provided to nultiple locations of a single
custonmer, within the same MSA, to restrict AT&T s ability to
purchase local circuit switching at UNE rates to serve any
of the lines of that custoner.
| SSUE 12: Shoul d AT&T be permtted to charge tandemrate
el ements when its switch serves a geographic area conparabl e
to that served by Bell South’s tandem switch?
Staff recommends that AT&T, based upon the
record in this proceeding, is not entitled to the tandem
rate for the purposes of reciprocal conpensation. Although
the evidence in the record may indicate that geographic
coverage alone may determne eligibility for the tandem
rate, AT&T has failed to show that it neets this criterion
Therefore, staff believes any policy decision regarding the
functionality/geography test is better left to the generic
docket presently addressing this issue.
| SSUE 19: \When AT&T and Bel | South have adjoining facilities
in a building outside Bell South’s central office, should
AT&T be able to purchase cross connect facilities to connect
to Bell South or other ALEC networks w thout having to
collocate in Bell South’s portion of the building?
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Yes. AT&T should be able to purchase cross
connect facilities to connect to Bell South without having to
collocate in Bell South’s portion of the building, but only
in the six “condonm nium arrangenment” buildings in Florida.
In all other circumstances, AT&T should be required to
establish coll ocation arrangenents in order to connect to
Bel | Sout h or other ALEC networKks.

| SSUE 20: |Is conducting a statew de investigation of
crimnal history records for each AT&T enpl oyee or agent
bei ng considered to work on a Bell South prem ses a security
measure that Bell South may i npose on AT&T?

No. The Conm ssion should deny Bell South’s
proposal but should require AT&T to conduct crim nal
background checks on AT&T s enpl oyees and agents who have
been with the conmpany for |less than two years, who will work
on Bel |l South’s pren ses.

| SSUE 23: Has Bel |l South provided sufficient custom zed
routing in accordance with State and Federal lawto allow it
to avoid providing Operator Services/Directory Assistance
(“OS/DA”) as a UNE?

: Yes. Subject to the conditions recommended
in Issue 25, Bell South provides sufficient custom zed
routing in accordance with State and Federal lawto allow it
to avoid providing OS/ DA as a UNE.
| SSUE 25: \What procedure should be established for AT&T to
obtain | oop-port conbinations (UNE-P) using both
| nfrastructure and Customer Specific Provisioning?

The Comm ssion should allow AT&T to
establish a geographic footprint area at either the
regional, state or LATA levels. Also, the Conm ssion should
find that AT&T is entitled to one or nore custom zed routing
options within a chosen geographic footprint. Staff further
recommends that Bell South should be required to either

- 34 -



M nut es of

Comm ssi on Conference

May 29, 2001

| TEM NO
18

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000731-TP - Petition by AT&T Communi cati ons of
the Southern States, Inc. d/b/a AT&T for arbitration of
certain ternms and conditions of a proposed agreenment wth
Bel | Sout h Tel econmuni cati ons, Inc. pursuant to 47 U S.C
Section 252. (Deferred from May 15, 2001 Conmi ssion

Conf erence.)
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accept AT&T' s |ocal service requests (LSRs) with an
i ndi cator denoting a specific routing option when AT&T has
nore than one routing option within a footprint area, or
Bel | Sout h shoul d provide AT&T with access to its |ine class
codes assi gnnment nmodul e (LCCAM through website posting.
This website should be updated as new |line class codes
(LCCs) are added to the database.
| SSUE 27: Should the Commi ssion or a third party comerci al
arbitrator resolve disputes under the Interconnection
Agr eenment ?
The Comm ssion should resol ve di sputes
under the Interconnection Agreemnent.
| SSUE 30: Should the Change Control Process (CCP) be
sufficiently conprehensive to ensure that there are
processes to handle, at a mnimumthe follow ng situations:
a) introduction of new electronic interfaces?
b) retirenment of existing interfaces?
c) exceptions to the process?
d) docunentation, including training?
e) defect correction?
f) emergency changes (defect correction)?
g) an eight step cycle, repeated nonthly?
h) a firmschedule for notifications associated with
changes initiated by Bell Sout h?
1) a process for dispute resolution, including referral
to state utility conmm ssions or courts?
j) a process for the escal ation of changes in process?
Staff’s Recommendations are set forth in the
foll ow ng sub-parts:
a)-d)Settl ed.
e) Yes, the CCP should be sufficiently conprehensive to
ensure that there are processes to handl e defect
corrections. Defect correction should be handl ed
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expeditiously. Staff recomrends that Bell South
response intervals Mediuminpact defects be shortened
fromthose set forth in Version 2.1 of the CCP
manual . See detail ed discussion text in staff’s My
3, 2001 nenmorandum concerni ng recomended intervals.

f) Settled.

g) Yes, the CCP should be sufficiently conprehensive to
ensure that there are processes to handle a nonthly
ei ght-step cycle. The current eight-step cycle is
adequate. However, staff recommends shortening the
time periods within Steps 3 and 7 of the cycle. See
detail ed discussion text in staff’s menorandum
concerni ng recomended intervals. Staff believes
the frequency of current quarterly prioritizations of
Change Requests is adequate.

h) Yes, the CCP should be sufficiently conprehensive to
ensure that there are processes for a firm schedul e
of notifications associated with changes initiated by
Bel | South. Bel | South should follow a firm schedul e of
notifications associated with changes initiated by
Bel | South and others. Moreover, Bell South should be
required to adhere to the CCP manual in its entirety.
The parties now agree on procedure for introduction
of new interfaces. Wth settlenment of sub-issue (a)
above, the disagreenents within sub-issue (h) will be
m tigat ed.

i) Yes, the CCP should be sufficiently conprehensive to
ensure that there are processes for a process for
di spute resolution, including referral to state
utility comm ssions or courts. An adequate dispute
resol ution process exists under Section 8 of the CCP
manual .

j) Settl ed.
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| SSUE 31: What should be the resolution of the follow ng
OSS issues currently pending in the change control process
but not yet provided?

(a) Parsed custonmer service records for pre-ordering?

(b) Ability to submt orders electronically for al
services and el enents?

(c) Electronic processing after electronic ordering,
wi t hout subsequent manual processing by Bell South
personnel ?

Staff’s recomendation is set forth in the
foll owi ng subparts:

(a) Staff recommends: (1) The issue of providing parsed
CSRs continue to be addressed and resolved in the
Change Control Process (CCP); (2) Bell South should
be required to provide parsed pre-ordering
information at the same | evel required for an LSR by
Decenber 31, 2001; and (3) Bell South should be
required to provide field delimters and associ at ed
rul es for parsing CSRs.

(b) Staff recommends the issue of submtting orders
el ectronically for all services and el enents should
continue to be addressed and resol ved through the
CCP.

(c) Staff recommends the issue of providing electronic
processing after electronic ordering, wthout
subsequent manual processi ng by Bell South personnel,
shoul d continue to be addressed and resolved in the
CCP.

| SSUE 32: Shoul d Bell South provide AT&T with the ability to
access, via EBI/ECTA, the full functionality available to
Bel | South from TAFI and WFA?

I f AT&T desires to integrate full TAFI
functionality into ECTA on a non-industry standard basis,
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staff recommends that AT&T present a fornmal BonaFi de Request
to Bell South and pay for the added functionality desired.
Staff further recommends that Bell South be required to
expedite AT&T' s request and inplenment the requested

addi tional functionality within 12 nonths fromthe date of
AT&T' s request.

Staff additionally recommends the Conm ssion order
Bel | South to integrate future TAFI and industry standard MR
functionality into ECTA as industry standards allow, and
make this inmproved functionality available to ALECs within
one year fromthe date the standards becone publicly
avai l abl e.
| SSUE 33: Shoul d AT&T be allowed to share the spectrumon a
| ocal | oop for voice and data when AT&T purchases a
| oop/ port conbination and, if so, under what rates, terns,
and conditions?

Yes. Staff recommends that Bell South
shoul d be required to all ow AT&T access to the spectruns on
a local |oop for voice and data when AT&T purchases a
| oop/ port conbination, alternatively referred to as “line
splitting.” In order to facilitate “line splitting,”
Bel | Sout h shoul d be obligated to provide an unbundl ed
xDSL- capabl e l oop termnated to a collocated splitter and
DSLAM equi pnent, and unbundl ed circuit sw tching conbi ned
with shared transport at TELRIC rates. However, Bell South
shoul d not be required to provide the splitter. Staff also
recommends that Bell South should be obligated to coordinate
with AT&T the follow ng procedures associated with the
tranfer of service: disconnection of the unbundled network
el ement-platform connection of the |loop to AT&T s or the
sharing data provider’s collocation space, connection of the
switch port to AT&T's or the sharing data provider’s
col | ocati on space, and associating the switch port with
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shared transport. Staff notes that Bell South should only be
required to maintain one custonmer of record per |oop; thus,
Bel | Sout h should only be obligated to accept |oop
transactions fromone ALEC per | oop.

| SSUE 34: \What are the appropriate rates and charges for
unbundl ed network el ements and conbi nati ons of network

el ements?

The appropriate rates and charges for
unbundl ed network el enments and conbi nati ons of network

el ements were deferred to Docket No. 990649-TP with the
exception of line sharing. The appropriate rates for line
sharing, for the purposes of this arbitration proceeding,
are those proposed by Bell Sout h.

| SSUE 35: Should this docket be cl osed?

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

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

Al nmo

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved with nodifications to the
follow ng issues:

8:

11:

The recommendati on was nodified to indicate that Bell South
provi sion the “ALEC-access terminal” to AT&T within ten five
cal endar days, or in a mutually agreed upon alternative
timeframne.

The recommendati on was deni ed. Bell South shall be permtted
to aggregate on a per location basis to disparate custoner

| ocati ons.
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The recommendati on was approved with the addition of |anguage
suggested by Chai rman Jacobs at the conference.

The recommendati on was approved as clarified at the

conf erence.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Baez, Pal eck
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Comm ssi oners Assigned: JB BZ
Prehrg Officer JB

Staff: CMP: Hinton
LEG  Banks

(Participation is |limted to Comm ssioners and staff.)
| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion approve the interconnection
agreenent between Bell South and Level 3?
Yes. The Comm ssion shoul d approve the
i nterconnecti on agreenent between Bell South and Level 3.
| SSUE 2: Should the Joint Mtion for Extension of Tine
filed by Bell South and Level 3 be granted?

: Yes. The Joint Mdtion for Extension of Tinme
filed by Bell South and Level 3 should be granted.
| SSUE 3: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes. Docket No. 000907-TP shoul d be cl osed.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jaber, Baez
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