M NUTES OF

COW SSI ON CONFERENCE, OCTOBER 2, 2001
COMVENCED: 9:45 a. m

ADJ OURNED: 3:10 p. m

COVWM SSI ONERS PARTI Cl PATI NG Chai rman Jacobs

Comm ssi oner Deason
Comm ssi oner Jaber
Comm ssi oner Baez
Comm ssi oner Pal ecki

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

1

Approval of M nutes
August 14, 2001 Regul ar Comm ssi on Conference
August 29, 2001 Special Comm ssion Conference

DECI SI ON: The m nutes were approved.

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



M nut es

of

Comm ssi on Conference

Oct ober

| TEM NO

2**

PAA

PAA

PAA

PAA

PAA

2, 2001

CASE

Consent Agenda

A)

Application for certificate to provide pay tel ephone
servi ce.

DOCKET NO. COVMPANY NAMNME
011191-TC Donal d Mark Deaton d/ b/ a Deaton

B)

Conmmuni cati ons

Applications for certificates to provide interexchange
t el ecomuni cati ons servi ce.

DOCKET NO. COVPANY NAME

011080-TI Tol edo Area Tel ecommuni cati ons

Services, Inc. d/b/a Buckeye
Tel eSystem

010886- TI I TI Inmate Tel ephone, Inc.

Q)

D)

E)

DOCKET NO. 011170-TlI - Application for approval of
transfer of control whereby Capsul e Communi cations, Inc.
(hol der of IXC Certificate No. 2993) will becone a wholly
owned subsi diary of Covista Comrmuni cations, Inc.

DOCKET NO. 011123-TlI - Request for approval of indirect
transfer of control of Americatel Corporation d/b/a 10
123 Anericatel d/b/a 1010 123 Anericatel (holder of |XC
Certificate No. 5313), whereby Pirelli S.p. A wll
acquire through Oinpia S.r.L. an interest in Oivetti
S.p.A and, indirectly, Telecomltalia S.p.A from Bel
S. A

DOCKET NO. 011187-TlI - Notification of pro forma transfer
of control of Conctast Business Communications, Inc. d/b/a
Contast Long Distance (holder of | XC Certificate No.

3545) from Concast Tel ephony Commruni cations, Inc. to its

affiliate, Concast Business Communi cati ons Hol di ngs, Inc.



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference
Oct ober 2, 2001

| TEM NO. CASE
2% * Consent Agenda

(Continued from previ ous page)

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

DOCKET NO. COMPANY NAME PHONE NO. &
LOCATI ON
011174-TC Bel | Sout h Public 850- 784- 8055
Conmuni cati ons, |nc. 850-913-8731
850-872-8382
G P. Mrt
2007 E. 11th
Street
Panama City
011193-TC Bel | Sout h Public 904-724-5676
Communi cati ons, |nc. 904- 724- 5937

904-721-8620
Gate Petrol eum
Co.

8070 Atlantic
Bl vd.
Jacksonville

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

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati on was approved.

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



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference
Oct ober 2, 2001

| TEM NO. CASE

3**

Docket No. 010982-EU - Proposed Rule 25-6.065, F. A C.,
| nterconnection of Small Photovoltaic Systens. (Deferred
fromthe Septenber 18, 2001 Conm ssion Conference.

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

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

Staff: APP: Mbore
ECR: Hewitt
LEG Stern
PAI : Dean
SER: Col son

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion propose Rule 25-6. 065,

Fl ori da Adm nistrative Code, |Interconnection of Small

Phot ovol tai c Systens?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes.

| SSUE 2: If no request for hearing or comments are fil ed,
shoul d the proposed rule be filed for adoption with the
Secretary of State and the docket be closed?
RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The docket should be closed if no
requests for hearing or comments are filed.

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved. Staff was directed to

nmonitor the rule and provide results to the Comm ssion after 18
nont hs.

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



M nut es of

Comm ssi on Conference

Oct ober

| TEM NO

4**

2,

2001

CASE

Docket No. 010975-0OT - Proposed anendnent to Rule 25-
22.104(2), F.A.C., Nunbering of Orders.

Critical Date(s): None

Rul e Status: Proposed

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

Staff: APP: Cibula
CCA: Flynn
ECR. Hew tt
LEG  Espinoza

| SSUE 1: Shoul d the Comm ssion propose anendnents to Rule
25-22.104, Florida Adm nistrative Code, titled Nunmbering of
Orders, to correct the procedure for the categorization of
proposed agency action orders and to add three new order
categories and one new docket suffix?

RECOMVENDATI ON: Yes. The Conmm ssi on shoul d propose
amendnments to Rule 25-22.104, Florida Adm nistrative Code.
| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON: Yes. If no comments are filed, the rule
amendnments as proposed should be filed for adoption with the
Secretary of State and the docket shoul d be cl osed.

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference
Oct ober 2, 2001

| TEM NO. CASE

5** Docket No. 010940-TL - Request for permanent waiver of
physi cal collocation requirenments in Lake Mary Centr al
Office by Bell South Tel ecomruni cati ons, Inc.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMP: Ful wood
LEG Elliott

| SSUE 1: Shoul d Bell South’s Request for Permanent Waiver of
Physi cal Col |l ocation Requirenents in the current Lake Mary
central office be granted?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. Bell South’s request for permnent
wai ver of physical collocation requirements in the current
Lake Mary central office should be granted.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. |If the Conm ssion approves staff’s
recomendation in Issue 1, this docket should 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

Oct ober

| TEM NO

6% * PAA

2,

2001

CASE

Docket No. 010970-TP - Bankruptcy cancell ation by Florida
Public Service Comm ssion of Alternative Local Exchange

Tel ecomruni cations Certificate No. 7344 and | nterexchange
Tel ecommuni cations Certificate No. 7508 issued to BroadBand
O fice Communications, Inc., effective 5/9/01.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMP: Isler
LEG Elliott

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion grant BroadBand Office
Communi cations, Inc.’s request for cancellation of its |IXC
Certificate No. 7508 and ALEC Certificate No. 73447
RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The Comm ssion should grant the
conpany a bankruptcy cancellation of its I XC Certificate No.
7508 and ALEC Certificate No. 7344 with an effective date of
May 9, 2001. In addition, the Division of Adm nistration
will be notified that the 2001 RAFs should not be sent to
the Conptroller’s Ofice for collection, but that perm ssion
for the Comm ssion to wite off the uncollectible anmunt
shoul d be request ed.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON: Yes. The Order issued fromthis
recommendation will becone final upon issuance of a
Consummating Order, unless a person whose substanti al
interests are affected by the Comm ssion’s decision files a
protest within 21 days of the issuance of the Proposed
Agency Action Order. The docket should then be cl osed.

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

Oct ober

| TEM NO.

7** PAA

2,

2001

CASE

Docket No. 010765-TP - Bankruptcy cancell ation by Florida
Public Service Conmm ssion of I XC Certificate No. 7203 and
ALEC Certificate No. 7204 issued to @i nk Networks, Inc.,
effective 5/8/01.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMP: Isler
LEG Elliott

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion grant @ink Networks, Inc.’s
request for cancellation of its I XC Certificate No. 7203
and ALEC Certificate No. 72047

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The Comm ssion should grant the
conpany a bankruptcy cancellation of its I XC Certificate No.
7203 and ALEC Certificate No. 7204 with an effective date of
May 8, 2001. In addition, the Division of Adm nistration
will be notified that the 2001 RAFs should not be sent to
the Conptroller’s Ofice for collection, but that perm ssion
for the Comm ssion to wite off the uncollectible amunt
shoul d be requested.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON: Yes. The Order issued fromthis
recommendation will becone final upon issuance of a
Consummating Order, unless a person whose substantia
interests are affected by the Comm ssion’s decision files a
protest within 21 days of the issuance of the Proposed
Agency Action Order. The docket should then be cl osed.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of

Comm ssi on Conference

Oct ober

| TEM NO

8* * PAA

2,

2001

CASE

Docket No. 010912-Tl - Bankruptcy cancellation by the
Fl orida Public Service Conm ssion of Interexchange

Tel ecomruni cations Certificate No. 5208 issued to VoCal
Conmmuni cations Corp., effective 7/23/01

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMP: Isler
LEG Pena, B. Keating

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion grant VoCall Communications
Corp.’s request for cancellation of its IXC Certificate No.
52087

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The Comm ssion should grant the
conpany a bankruptcy cancellation of its I XC Certificate No.
5208 with an effective date of July 23, 2001. |In addition,
the Division of Adm nistration will be notified that the

out st andi ng RAFs shoul d not be sent to the Conptroller’s

O fice for collection, but that perm ssion for the

Comm ssion to wite off the uncollectible amunt shoul d be
request ed.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON: Yes. The Order issued fromthis
recommendation will becone final upon issuance of a
Consummating Order, unless a person whose substantia
interests are affected by the Comm ssion’s decision files a
protest within 21 days of the issuance of the Proposed
Agency Action Order. The docket should then be cl osed.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of

Comm ssi on Conference

Oct ober

| TEM NO

9% * PAA

2,

2001

CASE

Docket No. 010860-TlI - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of | XC Certificate No. 2995 issued to
Peopl es Tel ephone Conpany, Inc. d/b/a PTC Services

for violation of Rule 25-4.0161, F.A C., Regulatory
Assessnent Fees; Tel ecomruni cati ons Conpani es.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMP: Isler
LEG Elliott

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion inpose a $1,000 fine or
cancel Peopl es Tel ephone Conpany, Inc. d/b/a PTC Services’
certificate for apparent violation of Rule 25-4.0161,

Fl ori da Adni nistrative Code, Regul atory Assessnment Fees;

Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The Conmi ssion should inpose a $1, 000
fine or cancel the conpany’s certificate if the fine and the
regul atory assessnent fees, including statutory penalty and
i nterest charges, are not received by the Comm ssion within
five business days after the issuance of the Consummating
Order. The fine should be paid to the Florida Public
Service Comm ssion and forwarded to the Office of the
Comptrol ler for deposit in the State General Revenue Fund
pursuant to Section 364.285(1), Florida Statutes. |If the
Comm ssion’s Order is not protested and the fine and

regul atory assessnent fees, including statutory penalty and
i nterest charges, are not received, the conpany’s
Certificate No. 2995 should be cancelled adm nistratively
and the collection of the past due fees should be referred
to the Ofice of the Conptroller for further collection
efforts.




M nut es of

Comm ssi on Conference

Oct ober

| TEM NO

9% * PAA

2,

2001

CASE

Docket No. 010860-TlI - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of |IXC Certificate No. 2995 issued to
Peopl es Tel ephone Conpany, Inc. d/b/a PTC Services

for violation of Rule 25-4.0161, F. A . C., Regulatory
Assessnment Fees; Tel ecomruni cati ons Conpani es.

(Continued from previ ous page)

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be closed?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The Order issued fromthis
recommendation will becone final upon issuance of a
Consummating Order, unless a person whose substantia
interests are affected by the Comm ssion’s decision files a
protest within 21 days of the issuance of the Proposed
Agency Action Order. The docket should then be cl osed upon
recei pt of the fine and fees or cancellation of the
certificate.

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of

Comm ssi on Conference

Oct ober

| TEM NO

10* * PAA

2,

2001

CASE

Cancel |l ation by Florida Public Service Conm ssion of

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

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

Docket No. 010862-TlI - Teltrust Comruni cations Services,
Inc. d/b/a Teltrust and d/b/a TCS

Docket No. 010865-TI - SUMM T Tel eservices, Inc.

Docket No. 010895-TI - PTT Tel ekom I nc.

Docket No. 010915-TlI - Progressive Tel ecomruni cati ons Corp.
Docket No. 010916-TlI - InterCom Network, Inc.

Critical Date(s): None

Conmmi ssi oners Assigned: Full Conmm ssion
Prehearing Officer: Adm ni strative

Staff: CWMP: Isler
LEG Elliott, Pena, B. Keating

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion inmpose a $500 fine or cancel
each tel ecommuni cations conpany’ s respective certificate as
listed on Attachment A of staff’s Septenber 20, 2001

menor andum f or apparent violation of Rule 25-4.0161, Florida
Adm ni strative Code, Regul atory Assessnent Fees;

Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es?

RECOVMENDATI ON: . Yes. The Conm ssion should inpose a $500
fine or cancel each conpany’s respective certificate as
listed on Attachnment A if the fine and the regul atory
assessnment fees, including statutory penalty and interest
charges, are not received by the Conm ssion within five

busi ness days after the issuance of the Consunmating Order.
The fine should be paid to the Florida Public Service

Conmmi ssion and forwarded to the O fice of the Conptroller
for deposit in the State General Revenue Fund pursuant to
Section 364.285(1), Florida Statutes. |If the Conm ssion’s
Order is not protested and the fine and regul atory
assessnent fees, including statutory penalty and interest
charges, are not received, the certificate nunbers listed on
Attachnment A should be cancel ed adm nistratively and the




M nut es of

Comm ssi on Conference

Oct ober

| TEM NO

10** PAA

2,

2001

CASE

Cancel l ation by Florida Public Service Comm ssion of

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

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

(Continued from previ ous page)

coll ection of the past due fees should be referred to the
Office of the Conptroller for further collection efforts.

| SSUE 2: Should the Comm ssion inmpose a $500 fine or cancel
each tel ecommuni cati ons conpany’s respective certificate as
listed on Attachment A for apparent violation of Rule 25-
24.480(2)(a) and (b), Florida Adm nistrative Code, Records &
Reports; Rul es I|ncorporated?

RECOVMENDATI ON: Yes. The Conm ssion should inpose a $500
fine or cancel each conpany’s respective certificate as
listed on Attachnment A if the information required by Rule
25-24.480(2)(a) and (b), F.A.C., and fine are not received
by the Commi ssion within five business days after the

i ssuance of the Consummating Order. The fine should be paid
to the Florida Public Service Comm ssion and forwarded to
the Office of the Conptroller for deposit in the State
CGeneral Revenue Fund pursuant to Section 364.285(1), Florida
Statutes. If the Commi ssion’s Order is not protested and
the fine and required information are not received, the
certificate nunbers listed on Attachnment A should be
cancel ed adm ni stratively.




M nut es of

Comm ssi on Conference

Oct ober

| TEM NO

10** PAA

2,

2001

CASE

Cancel l ation by Florida Public Service Comm ssion of

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

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

(Continued from previ ous page)

| SSUE 3: Should these dockets be cl osed?

RECOVMENDATI ON:  Yes. The Order issued fromthis
recommendation will becone final upon issuance of a
Consummating Order, unless a person whose substantia
interests are affected by the Comm ssion’s decision files a
protest within 21 days of the issuance of the Proposed
Agency Action Order. The dockets should then be closed upon
recei pt of the fines, fees, and required information or
cancellation of the certificate. A protest in one docket
shoul d not prevent the action in a separate docket from
becom ng fi nal

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of

Comm ssi on Conference

Oct ober

| TEM NO

11**

2,

2001

CASE

Docket No. 010897-TlI - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of I XC Certificate No. 4463 issued to
North American Conmuni cations Control, Inc. for violation of
Rul e 25-4.0161, F. A C., Regul atory Assessnent Fees;

Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CWMP: Isler
LEG Pena, B. Keating

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion accept the settlenent offer
proposed by North Anmerican Conmunications Control, Inc. to
resol ve the apparent violation of Rule 25-4.0161, Florida
Adm ni strative Code, Regul atory Assessnent Fees;

Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The Comm ssion shoul d accept the
conpany’s settlenment proposal. Any contribution should be
received by the Conm ssion within ten busi ness days fromthe
date of the Conmm ssion Order and should identify the docket
nunmber and conpany nanme. The Commi ssion should forward the
contribution to the Ofice of the Conptroller for deposit in
the State General Revenue Fund pursuant to Section
364.285(1), Florida Statutes. |[If the conpany fails to pay
in accordance with the ternms of the Conm ssion Order
Certificate No. 4463 should be cancel ed adm nistratively.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. |If the Conm ssion approves staff’s
recomendation in Issue 1, this docket should be cl osed upon
recei pt of the $500 contribution or cancellation of the
certificate.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of

Comm ssi on Conference

Oct ober

| TEM NO

12** PAA

2,

2001

CASE

Cancel |l ation by Florida Public Service Conm ssion of

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

Tel econmmuni cati ons Conpani es.

Docket No. 010861-TlI - Transworld Network, Cornp.

Docket No. 010863-TlI - The Furst G oup, Inc.

Docket No. 010866-TlI - Shared Network Users G oup, Inc.

Docket No. 010896-TI - North Anmerican Tel ephone Network,
LLC.

Docket No. 010899-TlI - Telec, Inc.

Docket No. 010909-TI - Sout hNet Tel ecomm Services, Inc.

Docket No. 010911-TlI - Gal axy Long Di stance, Inc.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CWMP:. Isler
LEG Elliott, Pena, B. Keating

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion inpose a $500 fine or cancel
each conpany’s respective certificate listed on Attachment A
of staff’s Septenber 20, 2001 nenorandum for apparent

viol ation of Rule 25-4.0161, Florida Adm nistrative Code,
Regul atory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es?
RECOVMENDATI ON:  Yes. The Conm ssion should inpose a $500
fine or cancel each conpany’s certificate as listed on
Attachnment A if the fine and the regul atory assessnent fees,
including statutory penalty and interest charges, are not
received by the Comm ssion within five business days after

t he i ssuance of the Consunmmating Order. The fine should be
paid to the Florida Public Service Conmm ssion and forwarded
to the Ofice of the Conptroller for deposit in the State
CGeneral Revenue Fund pursuant to Section 364.285(1), Florida
Statutes. If the Comm ssion’s Order is not protested and
the fine and regul atory assessnent fees, including statutory
penal ty and interest charges, are not received, the
certificate nunbers listed on Attachnment A should be
cancel ed adm nistratively and the collection of the past due

- 16 -



M nut es of

Comm ssi on Conference

Oct ober

| TEM NO

12** PAA

2,

2001

CASE

Cancel l ation by Florida Public Service Comm ssion of

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

Tel ecomruni cati ons Conpani es.

(Conti nued from previous page)

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

| SSUE 2: Should these dockets be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The Order issued fromthis
recommendation will becone final upon issuance of a
Consummating Order, unless a person whose substanti al
interests are affected by the Commi ssion’s decision files a
protest within 21 days of the issuance of the Proposed
Agency Action Order. These dockets should then be cl osed
upon receipt of the fine and fees or cancellation of the
certificate. A protest in one docket should not prevent the
action in a separate docket from becom ng final.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of

Comm ssi on Conference

Oct ober

| TEM NO

13**

2,

2001

CASE

Docket No. 010898-Tl - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of I XC Certificate No. 4749 issued to
Norcom Inc. for violation of Rule 25-4.0161, F. A C.,
Regul atory Assessnent Fees; Tel econmuni cati ons Conpani es.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMP: Isler
LEG Pena, B. Keating

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion accept the settlement offer
proposed by Norcom Inc. to resolve the apparent violation
of Rule 25-4.0161, Florida Adm nistrative Code, Regul atory
Assessnent Fees; Tel ecomuni cati ons Conpani es?
RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The Comm ssion should accept the
conpany’s settlement proposal. Any contribution should be
recei ved by the Comm ssion within ten business days fromthe
date of the Comm ssion Order and should identify the docket
nunmber and conpany name. The Commi ssion should forward the
contribution to the Ofice of the Conptroller for deposit in
the State General Revenue Fund pursuant to Section
364.285(1), Florida Statutes. |If the conpany fails to pay
in accordance with the ternms of the Comm ssion Order,
Certificate No. 4749 should be cancel ed adm nistratively.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. |If the Conm ssion approves staff’s
recommendation in Issue 1, this docket should be closed upon
recei pt of the $150 contribution or cancellation of the
certificate.

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

Oct ober

| TEM NO

14%*

2,

2001

CASE

Docket No. 010867-TlI - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of Interexchange Tel ecomruni cati ons
Certificate No. 3971 issued to United Conmunications
Systens, Inc. d/b/a Florida UCS, Inc. for violation of Rule
25-4.0161, F.A.C., Regulatory Assessnent Fees;

Tel ecomruni cati ons Conpani es.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMP. Isler
LEG Pena, B. Keating

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion accept the settlenment offer
proposed by United Communications Systens, Inc. d/b/a
Florida UCS, Inc. to resolve the apparent violation of Rule
25-4.0161, Florida Adm nistrative Code, Regul atory
Assessnent Fees; Tel ecomuni cati ons Conpani es?
RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The Comm ssion shoul d accept the
conpany’s settlement proposal. Any contribution should be
received by the Conm ssion within ten business days fromthe
date of the Conm ssion Order and should identify the docket
nunber and conpany name. The Commi ssion should forward the
contribution to the Ofice of the Conptroller for deposit in
the State General Revenue Fund pursuant to Section
364.285(1), Florida Statutes. |If the conpany fails to pay
in accordance with the terms of the Comm ssion Order,
Certificate No. 3971 should be canceled adm nistratively.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

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

DECI SI ON: The recommendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck
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Cancel |l ation by Florida Public Service Conm ssion of

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

Tel econmmuni cati ons Conpani es.

Docket No. 010893-Tl - Florida Network, U S.A., Inc. d/b/a
Net wor k USA
Docket No. 010900-TlI - USA d obal Link, Inc.

Critical Date(s): None

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

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

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion grant the conpanies |isted
on Attachnent A of staff’s September 20, 2001 nenorandum a
voluntary cancellation of their respective certificates?
RECOMVENDATI ON: No. The Comm ssi on shoul d cancel each
conpany’s respective certificate on its own notion with an
effective date as listed on Attachment A. The collection of
t he past due fees should be referred to the O fice of the
Comptroller for further collection efforts.

| SSUE 2: Should these dockets be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The Order issued fromthis
recommendation will becone final upon issuance of a
Consummating Order, unless a person whose substanti al
interests are affected by the Comm ssion’s decision files a
protest within 21 days of the issuance of the Proposed
Agency Action Order. These dockets should then be closed
upon receipt of the fine and fees or cancellation of the
certificate. A protest in one docket should not prevent the
action in a separate docket from becom ng final.

DECI SI ON: The recommendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal ecki
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Docket No. 010759-TX - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of Alternative Local Exchange

Tel ecomruni cations Certificate No. 5165 issued to U S.
Telco, Inc. for violation of Rule 25-4.0161, F. A C.,
Regul atory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMP: Isler
LEG Elliott

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion grant U S. Telco, Inc. a
voluntary cancellation of Certificate No. 51657
RECOMVENDATI ON:  No. The Conmm ssi on should not grant the
conpany a voluntary cancellation of its certificate. The
Conmmi ssi on shoul d cancel the conmpany’s Certificate No. 5165
on its own notion, effective April 23, 2001. The collection
of the past due fees should be referred to the Ofice of the
Comptroller for further collection efforts.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOVMVENDATI ON: Yes. The Order issued fromthis
recomendation will becone final upon issuance of a
Consummati ng Order, unless a person whose substanti al
interests are affected by the Comm ssion’s decision files a
protest within 21 days of issuance of the Proposed Agency
Action Order. The docket should then be closed upon receipt
of the fees or cancellation of the certificate.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

Conmi ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck
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Docket No. 010894-Tl - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of I XC Certificate No. 4044 issued to
Tel ecom Network, Inc. for violation of Rule 25-4.0161,
F.A.C., Regul atory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecomruni cations
Conpani es.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMP: Isler
LEG Elliott

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion grant Tel ecom Network, |nc.
a voluntary cancellation of its Certificate No. 40447
RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The Comm ssion should grant the
conpany a voluntary cancellation of its Certificate No. 4044
with an effective date of August 27, 2001.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The Order issued fromthis
recomendation will becone final upon issuance of a
Consummati ng Order, unless a person whose substanti al
interests are affected by the Conmm ssion’s decision files a
protest within 21 days of the issuance of the Proposed
Agency Action Order. The docket should then be closed upon
cancel lation of the certificate.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal ecki
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Docket No. 011034-WS5 - Request for approval of a |late
paynment charge by WP. Uilities, Inc. in PalmBeach County.

Critical Date(s): 10/5/01 (60-day suspensi on date)

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

Staff: ECR Merta, Rendel
LEG Jaeger

| SSUE 1: Should WP. Utilities, Inc.”s proposed tariff to
i mpl emrent a $5 | ate paynent charge be approved?

RECOMVENDATI ON: Yes. Original Tariff Sheet 19.1 to

i npl enent a | ate paynent charge should be approved and
shoul d becone effective for service rendered on or after the
st anped approval date on the tariff sheets, pursuant to Rule
25-30.475(2), Florida Adm nistrative Code, provided the
custoners have received notice.

| SSUE 2: Shoul d t he docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON: If Issue 1 is approved, this tariff should
beconme effective on or after the stanped approval date of
the tariff sheets, pursuant to Rule 25-30.475, Florida

Adm ni strative Code, provided the custoners have received
notice. |If a protest is filed within 21 days of the

i ssuance of the Order, this tariff should remain in effect
with any increase held subject to refund pending resol ution
of the protest, and the docket should remain open. |If no
timely protest is filed, this docket should be cl osed upon

t he i ssuance of a Consummating Order.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

Conmi ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck
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19** Docket No. 011122-W5 - Tariff filing to establish a late
paynment charge in Hi ghlands County by Danon Utilities, Inc.

Critical Date(s): 10/15/01 (60-day suspensi on date)

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

Staff: ECR  Moni z, Rendel
LEG Harris

| SSUE 1: Shoul d Darmon Utilities, Inc.’s proposed tariff to
i mpl erent a $6 | ate paynent charge be approved?
RECOMVENDATI ON: Yes. First Revised Tariff Sheet No. 19.5
and First Revised Tariff Sheet No. 21.4 to inplenment a late
paynment charge shoul d be approved and shoul d becone
effective for service rendered on or after the stanped
approval date on the tariff sheets, pursuant to Rule 25-
30.475(2), Florida Adm nistrative Code, provided the
custoners have received notice.

| SSUE 2: Shoul d the docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON: If Issue 1 is approved, the tariff should
beconme effective on or after the stanped approval date on
the tariff sheets, pursuant to Rule 25-30.475, Florida

Adm ni strative Code. |If a protest is filed within 21 days
of the issuance date of the Order, the tariff should remain

in effect with all |ate paynment charges held subject to
refund pending resolution of the protest, and the docket
should remain open. |If no tinely protest is filed, this
docket should be closed upon the issuance of a Consummati ng
Or der.
DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved with the nodification to
| ssue 1 that the conpany is to send all late notices via certified
mai | . (Commi ssi oner Pal ecki dissented fromthe mapjority vote.)

Conmi ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck
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Docket No. 011188-WS - Investigation of possible
overearni ngs by Sanlando Utilities Corporation in Sem nole
County.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: ECR B. Davis, D. Draper, Merchant
LEG  Brubaker

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion initiate an overearnings

i nvestigation of Sanlando Utilities Corporation?
RECOMVENDATI ON: Yes. The Comm ssion should initiate an
investigation of the utility for possible overearnings. The
test year for the investigation should be the year ended
Decenber 31, 2000. The docket should remai n open pendi ng
the Comm ssion’s conpletion of the investigation.

| SSUE 2: Shoul d any amount of annual water and wastewater
revenue be held subject to refund and, if so, what is the
appropriate amount?

RECOMVENDATI ON: Yes. The utility should hold annual water
revenue of $632,257 and annual wastewater revenue of

$462, 360, for a total annual revenue of $1,094,617, subject
to refund. The follow ng anbunts are recomended:

Wat er WASt ewat er
Revenue Requi r enent $1, 564, 269 $2,543,091
2000 Test Year Revenue $2, 196,526 $3, 005, 451
Amount Subj ect to Refund $632, 257 $462, 360
Percent Subject to Refund 28. 78% 15. 38%

| SSUE 3: What is the appropriate security to guarantee the
anmount subject to refund?

RECOMVENDATI ON: The utility should be required to file a
corporate undertaking to guarantee the anount subject to
refund within 10 days of the effective date of the order
opening this investigation. The corporate undertaking
shoul d be in the amunt of $930,000. Pursuant to Rule 25-
30.360(6), Florida Adm nistrative Code, the utility should

- 25 -
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CASE
Docket No. 011188-W5 - Investigation of possible
overearnings by Sanlando Utilities Corporation in Sem nol e
County.

(Continued from previ ous page)

be required to provide a report by the 20th of each nonth
indicating the nonthly and total revenue coll ected subject
to refund. The utility should be put on notice that failure
to comply in a tinmely manner with these requirenents on a
timely basis will result in the initiation of a show cause
pr oceedi ng.

DECISION: This item was deferred.



M nut es of

Comm ssi on Conference

Oct ober

| TEM NO

21**

2,

2001

CASE

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

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: ECR Davis, D. Draper, Merchant
LEG Harris

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion initiate an overearnings
investigation of Tierre Verde Utilities, Inc.?

RECOMVENDATI ON: Yes. The Comm ssion should initiate an
investigation of the utility for possible overearnings. The
test year for the investigation should be the year ended
Decenber 31, 2000. The docket should remai n open pendi ng
the Comm ssion’s conpletion of the investigation.

| SSUE 2: Shoul d any ampunt of annual wastewater revenues
be held subject to refund, and, if so, what is the
appropriate amount?

RECOMVENDATI ON: Yes. The utility should hold annual

wast ewat er revenues of $29,488, or 5.93% subject to refund,
based on the foll ow ng:

Revenue Requi r enent $467, 557
2000 Test Year Revenue $497, 045
Ampunt Subj ect to Refund $29, 488
Percent Subject to Refund 5.93%
| SSUE 3: What is the appropriate security to guarantee the

anmount subject to refund?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  The utility should be required to file a
corporate undertaking to guarantee the anount subject to
refund within 10 days of the effective date of the order
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CASE

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

(Continued from previ ous page)

opening this investigation. The corporate undertaking
shoul d be in the amunt of $25,000. Pursuant to Rule 25-
30.360(6), Florida Adm nistrative Code, the utility should
be required to provide a report by the 20th of each nmonth
indicating the nonthly and total revenue collected subject
to refund. The utility should be put on notice that failure
to comply in a tinely manner with these requirenents wl|
result in the initiation of a show cause proceeding.

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved.

Conmi ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck
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Docket No. 960786A-TL - Consi deration of Bell South

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

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: LEG B. Keating, Banks, Helton
CwP: Logue, Dowds, Fulwood, King, Marsh
RGO Harvey, Vinson

| SSUE 1: Should the Joint ALECs’ Mdtion for Reconsideration
of Order No. PSC-01-1830-PCO TL be granted?

RECOVMVENDATI ON: No. The Joint ALECs have not identified a
nm stake of fact or lawin the Prehearing Officer’s decision,
nor have they identified anything overl ooked by the
Prehearing Officer in rendering his decision.

| SSUE 2: Shoul d ACCESS s Motion for Reconsideration of Order
No. PSC-01-1830-PCO TL be granted?

RECOMVENDATI ON: No. ACCESS has not identified a m stake of
fact or law in the Prehearing O ficer’s decision, nor has it
identified anything overl ooked by the Prehearing O ficer in
rendering his decision.

| SSUE 3: Shoul d this Docket be cl osed?

RECOVMVENDATI ON: No. Thi s Docket should remain open pending
t he outcone of the hearing and the Third-Party OSS Testi ng
currently ongoing in this Docket.

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved. (Commi ssioner Jaber
di ssented fromthe majority vote.)

Comm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal ecki
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Docket No. 010409-TP - Petition by Citizens of State of
Florida for investigation of Talk America Inc. and its
affiliate, The O her Phone Conpany, Inc. d/b/a Access One
Conmmuni cations, for willful violation of Rule 25-4.118,
F. A C

Docket No. 010564-TX - Investigation of possible violation
of Commi ssion Rules 25-4.118 and 25-24.110, F.A.C., or
Chapter 364, F.S., by The O her Phone Conpany, Inc. d/b/a
Access One Conmmuni cations, hol der of ALEC Certificate No.
4099, and Talk America Inc., holder of ALEC Certificate No.
4692.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: LEG Christensen, Helton
CAF: Durbin
CwWP:  Buys

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion order Talk Anerica Inc.,
hol der of Certificate Nos. 4099, 4100, 4692, and 2985, to
show cause why it should not be fined $10, 000 per apparent
violation, for a total of $5,220,000, for 522 apparent
violations of Rule 25-4.118, Florida Adm nistrative Code,
Local, Local Toll, or Toll Provider Selection?
RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The Comm ssion should order Talk
America Inc. to show cause in witing within 21 days of the
Commi ssion’s order why it should not be fined $10, 000 per
apparent violation, totaling $5,220,000, for 522 apparent
violations of Rule 25-4.118, Florida Adm nistrative Code,

Toll, Local Toll, or Toll Provider Selection. The conpany’s
response should contain specific allegations of fact and
law. If Talk America Inc. fails to respond to the show

cause order or request a hearing pursuant to Section 120.57,
Fl orida Statutes, within the 21-day response period, the
facts should be deened admtted, the right to a hearing

wai ved, and the fine should be deened assessed. |If Talk
America Inc. pays the fine, it should be remtted by the
Comm ssion to the State of Florida General Revenue Fund
pursuant to Section 364.285, Florida Statutes. |If the

- 30 -
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23** Docket No. 010409-TP - Petition by Citizens of State of
Fl orida for investigation of Talk Anerica Inc. and its
affiliate, The O her Phone Conpany, Inc. d/b/a Access One
Comuni cations, for willful violation of Rule 25-4.118,
F. A C
Docket No. 010564-TX - Investigation of possible violation
of Commi ssion Rules 25-4.118 and 25-24.110, F.A C., or
Chapter 364, F.S., by The O her Phone Conpany, Inc. d/b/a
Access One Communi cati ons, hol der of ALEC Certificate No.
4099, and Talk Anmerica Inc., holder of ALEC Certificate No.
4692.

(Continued from previ ous page)

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
Nos. 4099, 4100, 4692, and 2985 shoul d be cancel ed.

| SSUE 2: Shoul d the Conm ssion order Talk America Inc.,

hol der of Certificate Nos. 4099, 4100, 4692, and 2985, to
show cause why it should not be fined $10, 000 per violation,
totaling $1, 050,000, for 105 apparent violations of Section
364. 604, Florida Statutes, Billing Practices?
RECOVMENDATI ON: . Yes. The Conm ssion should order Talk
America Inc. to show cause in witing within 21 days of the
Conmi ssion’s order why it should not be fined $10, 000 per
apparent violation, totaling $1, 050,000, for 105 apparent
viol ations of Section 364.604, Florida Statutes, Billing
Practices. The conpany’s response should contain specific
all egations of fact and law. If Talk America Inc. 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 should be deemed adm tted,
the right to a hearing waived, and the fine should be deened
assessed. |If Talk America Inc. pays the fine, it should be
remtted by the Conm ssion to the State of Florida General
Revenue Fund pursuant to Section 364.285, Florida Statutes.
|f the conpany fails to respond to the Order to Show Cause,
and the fine is not paid within ten business days after the
expiration of the show cause response period, Certificate
Nos. 4099, 4100, 4692, and 2985 shoul d be cancel ed.

- 31 -
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Docket No. 010409-TP - Petition by Citizens of State of

Fl orida for investigation of Talk Anerica Inc. and its
affiliate, The O her Phone Conpany, Inc. d/b/a Access One
Comuni cations, for willful violation of Rule 25-4.118,
F. A C

Docket No. 010564-TX - Investigation of possible violation
of Commi ssion Rules 25-4.118 and 25-24.110, F.A C., or
Chapter 364, F.S., by The O her Phone Conpany, Inc. d/b/a
Access One Communi cati ons, hol der of ALEC Certificate No.
4099, and Talk Anmerica Inc., holder of ALEC Certificate No.
4692.

(Continued from previ ous page)

| SSUE 3: Should the Comm ssion order Talk America Inc.,

hol der of Certificate Nos. 4099, 4100, 4692, and 2985, to
show cause why it should not be fined $10, 000 per viol ation,
for a total of $300,000, for 30 apparent violations of Rule
25-22.032(5)(a), Florida Adm nistrative Code, Custoner
Conpl ai nts?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The Comm ssion should order Talk
America Inc. to show cause in witing within 21 days of the
Commi ssion’s order why it should not be fined $10, 000 per
apparent violation, totaling $300,000, for 30 apparent
violations of Rule 25-22.032(5)(a), Florida Adm nistrative
Code, Custoner Conplaints. The conpany’s response should
contain specific allegations of fact and law. [If Talk
Anerica Inc. 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
shoul d be deened admtted, the right to a hearing waived,
and the fine should be deenmed assessed. |If Talk Anerica
Inc. pays the fine, it should be remtted by the Comm ssion
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 Nos. 4099, 4100, 4692,
and 2985 shoul d be cancel ed.
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Docket No. 010409-TP - Petition by Citizens of State of

Fl orida for investigation of Talk Anerica Inc. and its
affiliate, The O her Phone Conpany, Inc. d/b/a Access One
Comuni cations, for willful violation of Rule 25-4.118,
F. A C

Docket No. 010564-TX - Investigation of possible violation
of Commi ssion Rules 25-4.118 and 25-24.110, F.A C., or
Chapter 364, F.S., by The O her Phone Conpany, Inc. d/b/a
Access One Communi cati ons, hol der of ALEC Certificate No.
4099, and Talk Anmerica Inc., holder of ALEC Certificate No.
4692.

(Continued from previ ous page)

| SSUE 4: Should these dockets be cl osed?

RECOVMENDATI ON: No. If staff’s reconmmendation in |Issues 1,
2, or 3 are approved, Talk Anerica will have 21 days from

t he i ssuance of the Comm ssion’s show cause order to respond
in witing why it should not be fined in the anount proposed
or have its certificates canceled. |[If Talk Anerica tinely
responds to the show cause order, these dockets shoul d
remai n open pending resolution of the show cause
proceedings. |If Talk Anerica fails to respond to the show
cause order or pay the proposed fines within ten business
days after the expiration of the 21-day response period,
Certificate Nos. 4099, 4100, 4692, and 2985 shoul d be
cancel ed and these dockets may be cl osed adm ni stratively.

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck
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24 Docket No. 010089-TP - Conpl aint of Charl ene Hoag agai nst
Verizon Florida Inc. and Sprint Communi cati ons Conpany,
Limted Partnership d/b/a Sprint for alleged inproper
billing. (Deferred fromthe Septenber 18, 2001 Comm ssion
Conf erence.)

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: LEG Fudge
CAF: St okes
RGO McCoy

| SSUE 1: Should the request for oral argunent by Ms.

Char| ene Hoag be granted?

RECOMVENDATI ON: No. Ms. Hoag has not stated why ora
argument would aid the Conm ssion in conprehendi ng and

eval uating the issue before it.

| SSUE 2: Should the Modtion for Reconsideration filed by M.
Charl ene Hoag be granted?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  No. Neither Ms. Hoag's March 12 |letter nor
t he subsequent letters identify any point of fact or |aw

whi ch was overl ooked or the Comm ssion failed to consider in
rendering its Order.

| SSUE 3: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. |If the Conm ssion approves staff’s
recomendation in Issue 2, no further action is required and
t hi s docket should be closed.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of

Comm ssi on Conference

Oct ober

| TEM NO

25

2,

2001

CASE

Docket No. 000824-El - 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
Prehearing O ficer: Baez

Staff: LEG Elias
ECR. Mail hot, Maurey, Revell, Slenkew cz

| SSUE 1: Should the parties be permtted to address the
Comm ssi on concerning the Mdtion for Reconsideration?
RECOMVENDATI ON: No. The parties have extensively and
ably argued the Mdtion for Reconsideration in the pleadings
and at Oral Argunent. G ven the extensive prior argunment on
this Motion, there is no need for further comrent by the
parties.

| SSUE 2: Should Fl orida Power Corporation’s Mtion for
Reconsi deration of the requirenment in Order No. PSC-01-1348-
PCO-EI directing Florida Power Corporation to hold

$113, 894, 794 of annual revenue (beginning July 1, 2001)

subj ect to refund, pending final disposition as part of the
rate proceedi ng, be granted?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  No. FPC has failed to denonstrate any

m st ake of fact or |law which the Comm ssion overl ooked or
failed to consider in rendering its Order. Therefore, the
noti on shoul d be deni ed.

| SSUE 3: Should this docket be cl osed?

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

DECISION: This item was deferred.
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Docket No. 991680-ElI - Conplaint by The Col ony Beach &
Tennis Club, Inc. against Florida Power & Light Conpany
regardi ng rates charged for service between January 1988 and
July 1998, and request for refund.

Critical Date(s): None (90-day period for issuance of Order
wai ved by parties)

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

Staff: LEG Elias
ECR: E. Draper

| SSUE 1: Should Col ony Beach’s request for Oral Argunent be
grant ed?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  No. Col ony Beach has failed to state with
particularity how oral argunment would aid the Comm ssion in
conprehendi ng and eval uating the issues before it.

| SSUE 2: Should Col ony’s exceptions to the Recommended
Order be approved?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  No. Colony has failed to denonstrate that
the factual findings in the Recommended Order are not based
on conpetent substantial evidence. Colony’ s exceptions to

t he Conclusions of Law are predicated on factual findings
contrary to those made by the Adm nistrative Law Judge.

| SSUE 3: Should the Comm ssion adopt the Adm nistrative Law
Judge’ s Recommended Order as its Final Order in this case?
RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The Recommended Order contains

Fi ndi ngs of Fact that are supported by conpetent substanti al
evidence in the record and Concl usions of Law that
accurately apply the applicable law to the facts of this
case.

| SSUE 4: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  The docket should be closed after the tinme
for filing an appeal has run.

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. 010821-EQ - Joint petition for approval of third
amendment to agreenent for purchase of firm capacity and
ener gy between | ndi antown Cogeneration, L.P. and Florida
Power & Light Conpany.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: LEG Elias
SER: Haff, Bohrmnn

| SSUE 1: Should the Commi ssion clarify Order No. PSC-01-
1614- PAA-EQ to include the | anguage requested by Indi ant own
Cogeneration, L.P.?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The requested change is consi stent
with the Comm ssion’s approval of the Third Amendnent to the
Power Purchase Agreenment and could avoid a potentially
incorrect interpretation of the Comm ssion’s order. The
approval of this request renders ICL's protest noot.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOVMENDATI ON:  Yes.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

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

Docket No. 010726-W5 - Conpl ai nt by Baysi de Mbile Home Park
agai nst Bayside Utility Services, Inc. regarding denial of
request for water and wastewater service in Bay County.
(Deferred from Septenber 4, 2001 conference; revised
recommendation filed.)

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: LEG Jaeger
ECR: Rendell, Wal ker

| SSUE 1: Should Bayside Uility Services, Inc. be ordered
to install wastewater collection |lines, manhol es and wat er
distribution lines to supply water and wastewater service to
t he proposed devel opnent of Baysi de Mbile Honme Park?
RECOMVENDATI ON: No. Bayside Utility Services, Inc. should
not be required to install wastewater collection |ines,
manhol es or water distribution |lines throughout the proposed
area of devel opment of Bayside Mbile Hone Park. It is
appropriate for Bayside Mobile Home Park to be responsible
for the installation of the wastewater collection |ines,
manhol es, and water distribution Iines throughout the
proposed developnent if it wishes to receive water and

wast ewat er service from Bayside Utility Services, Inc.

| SSUE 2: Should Bayside Utility Services, Inc. be ordered
to rei mburse Bayside Mbile Hone Park for its engineering
costs incurred to date?

RECOVMENDATI ON:  No. Bayside Utility Services, Inc. should
not be required to repay Baysi de Mbile Home Park for

engi neering costs incurred to date. However, pursuant to
Rul e 25-30.540, Florida Adm nistrative Code, the engineering
pl ans for the devel opment are subject to the utility’s

i nspection and approval. Staff recomends that the utility
be directed to properly review the engi neering plans and
promptly respond in a tinely matter so as not to further
del ay the devel opnment or cause any undue hardship for the
devel oper by del ayi ng approval of submtted pl ans.
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CASE

Docket No. 010726-W5 - Conpl ai nt by Baysi de Mobil e Hone
Park agai nst Bayside Utility Services, Inc. regarding denial
of request for water and wastewater service in Bay County.
(Deferred from Septenber 4, 2001 conference; revised
recomrendation filed.)

(Continued from previ ous page)

| SSUE 3: Should the Commi ssion initiate an investigation as
to whether the portion of Bayside Uility Services, Inc.’s
service territory should be deleted so that water and

wast ewat er services may be provided by the City of Panam
City Beach?

RECOVMENDATI ON:  No. The Conmi ssion should not initiate an
investigation as to whether the portion of Bayside Utility
Services, Inc.’s service area in question should be del eted.
| SSUE 4: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. This docket should be closed upon the
i ssuance of the Consummating Order if no person whose
interests are substantially affected by the proposed actions
files a protest within the 21-day protest period.

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck
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29** Docket No. 010753-TP - Request for cancell ation of
Uni versal Com Inc.’s | XC Certificate No. 3174 and ALEC
Certificate No. 4096 by NewSouth Communi cati ons Corp.,
effective 5/8/01.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: RGO WIlians
LEG Pena, B. Keating

| SSUE 1: Should Order No. PSC-01-1380-FOF- TP, issued June
28, 2001, in Docket No. 010753-TP be vacated?
RECOMVENDATI ON: Yes. Order No. PSC-01-1380-FOF-TP shoul d be
vacated to allow the parties to conplete the transaction

wi thout interruption of service to present custoners.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON: Yes. This docket should be closed upon

i ssuance of the Conm ssion’s vacating order.

DECI SI ON: The recommendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck
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Docket No. 010992-EG - Petition by Florida Public Utilities
Conmpany for approval of conservation plans.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: SER: Harl ow
LEG Elias

| SSUE 1: Should Florida Public Uilities Conpany’'s (FPUC)

demand- si de managenent (DSM plan be approved, including
approval for cost recovery?

RECOMVENDATI ON: Yes. FPUC s DSM Pl an shoul d be approved
because the Plan: 1) neets the objectives of Rule 25-17.001
and FEECA; 2) contains prograns that appear to be cost-
effective and directly nonitorable; and 3) appears to neet
FPUC s nunmeric conservation goals.

| SSUE 2: Should Florida Public Utilities Conmpany (FPUC) be
required to submt detailed program participation standards?
RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. FPUC should file detail ed program
participation standards within 30 days of the issuance of
the order. Staff should admnistratively approve these
standards if they conformto the description of the prograns
contained in FPUC s approved DSM Pl an.

| SSUE 3: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. This docket should be closed upon

i ssuance of a Consummati ng Order unless a person whose
substantial interests are affected by the Conmm ssion’s
proposed agency action files a protest within 21 days of the
i ssuance of the order.

DECI SI ON: The recommendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck
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Docket No. 990649-TP - Investigation into pricing of
unbundl ed network el enments. (Deferred fromthe Septenber 18,
2001 conference; revised recommendation filed.)

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assi gned: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber
Prehearing O ficer: Jacobs

Staff: LEG B. Keating, Knight
CwP: Marsh, Dowds, King, Davis
ECR: P. Lee
PAI: dlila

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion grant Bell South’s Motion for
Reconsi derati on?

RECOMVENDATI ON: The Motion for Reconsideration should be
granted, in part, and denied, in part, as set forth in the
anal ysis portion of staff’s Septenmber 20, 2001 nenorandum
Furthernmore, clarification regarding references to hybrid

fi ber/copper | oops and Bell South’s ability to submt support
for costs, if any, associated with tagging xDSL-capabl e

| oops should be provided as set forth in the staff anal ysis.
| SSUE 2: Should the Comm ssion grant MCl, AT&T, Covad, and
Z-Tel’s Joint Mdtion for Reconsideration?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  The Motion for Reconsideration should be
denied as set forth in the staff analysis.

| SSUE 3: Should the Comm ssion grant Bell South’s Mdtion to
Conform Staff Analysis and Cost Model Run to Order No. PSC-
01-1181- FOF- TP?

RECOMVENDATI ON: No. The Motion is actually an untinely
Moti on for Reconsideration. However, staff does recomend

t hat the Comm ssion should, on its own notion, conformthe
cost nodel runs to its decisions set forth in the Order
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Docket No. 990649-TP - Investigation into pricing of
unbundl ed network elenents. (Deferred fromthe Septenber
18, 2001 conference; revised reconmmendation filed.)

(Continued from previ ous page)

| SSUE 4: Should this Docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  No. This Docket should remain open to
address Bell South’s 120-day filings and Phase Il for
Verizon and Sprint.

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved. (Chairman Jacobs
di ssented on Issue 1.)

Comm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber
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Docket No. 000690- TP - Conpl aint by Bel | Sout h

Tel ecommuni cati ons, Inc. against Internmedia Conmuni cations,
I nc., Phone One, Inc., NTC, Inc., and National Tel ephone of
Fl orida regarding the reporting of percent interstate usage
for conpensation for jurisdictional access services.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assi gned: Jacobs, Jaber, Pal eck
Prehearing O ficer: Pal ecki

Staff: LEG Knight
CMP: Si nmpns
RGO: Vandi ver

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion acknow edge Bel | South’s
voluntary withdrawal, with prejudice, of its Conpl aint
agai nst I nternedia Comruni cations, Inc., Phone One, Inc.,
NTC, Inc. and National Tel ephone of Florida?
RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The Comm ssion shoul d acknow edge
Bel | South’s voluntary withdrawal, with prejudice, of its
Conpl ai nt agai nst I nternedia Comruni cati ons, Inc., Phone
One, Inc., NTC, Inc. and National Tel ephone of Florida.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOVMVENDATI ON:  Yes. Since there are no further issues
requiring action by the Comm ssion, this docket should be
cl osed.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Jaber, Pal ecki
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Docket No. 001097-TP - Request for arbitration concerning
conpl ai nt of Bell South Tel ecommuni cations, Inc. against
Supra Tel econmuni cations and I nformation Systenms, Inc. for
resolution of billing disputes.

Critical Date(s): None

Conmmi ssi oners Assigned: Jaber, Baez, Pal ecki
Prehearing Officer: Jaber

Staff: CMP: Logue
LEG  Fordham

| SSUE 1: Should the Motion for Reconsideration filed by
Supra be granted?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  No. The Motion for Reconsideration filed
by Supra shoul d not be granted.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON: Yes. This docket should be closed

DECISION: This item was deferred.
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Docket No. 010503-WJ - Application for increase in water
rates for Seven Springs Systemin Pasco County by Al oha
Uilities, Inc.

Critical Date(s): 10/9/01 (60-day suspensi on date)

Comm ssi oners Assi gned: Jaber, Baez, Pal ecki
Prehearing O ficer: Pal ecki

Staff: ECR  Fletcher, Jones, Merchant
LEG  Espi nosa, Jaeger

| SSUE 1: Shoul d the utility's proposed final rates be
suspended?

RECOMVENDATI ON: Yes. Aloha's proposed final water rates
shoul d be suspended. The docket should remain open pendi ng
the Comm ssion’s final action on the utility s requested
rate increase.

DECI SI ON: The recomendati on was approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jaber, Baez, Pal eck
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Docket No. 010503-WJ - Application for increase in water
rates for Seven Springs Systemin Pasco County by Al oha
Uilities, Inc.
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