M NUTES OF

COW SSI ON CONFERENCE, TUESDAY, OCTOBER 17, 2000
COMMENCED: 9:30 a.m

ADJOURNED: 4:30 p. m

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

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

1 Approval of M nutes
August 29, 2000 Regul ar Comm ssi on Conference.

DECI SI ON: The m nutes were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber

2% * Consent Agenda
PAA A) Applications for certificates to provide pay tel ephone
servi ce.
DOCKET NO. COVPANY NAME
001366-TC Silver Conmmuni cations, Inc.
001423-TC Kerstin K Krieger d/b/a Al American
Warrior Vendi ng

001449-TC Rahman Food Mart, |Inc.

PAA B) Applications for certificates to provide alternative

| ocal exchange tel ecommuni cati ons servi ce.

DOCKET NO. COVMPANY NAME
001204-TX Wor | dwi de I nternet Services, Inc.
001079-TX Trans Nati onal Communi cati ons

| nternational, Inc.
000952-TX G obal Broadband, Inc.

000804-TX Cbeyond Communi cations, LLC
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DOCKET NO. COMPANY NAME
000819-TX Mai nstream Conmuni cations, L.L.C. d/b/a
Mai nstream New Medi a
000829- TX Uni ted Conmuni cations HUB, |nc.
001035-TX Budget Comm
001034-TX ReFl ex Communi cations, Inc.
PAA C) Applications for certificates to provide interexchange

t el ecommuni cati ons servi ce.

DOCKET NO. COMPANY NAME
000950-TI DanCris Tel ecom LLC
000951-TI G obal Broadband, Inc.
000803-TI Cbeyond Communi cati ons, LLC
000830-TI Uni ted Conmuni cations HUB, Inc.
000831-TI iCall, Inc.
000869-TI Patri ot Com | nc.
000945-TI Uility.com Inc.
001078-TI Dot Com Phone Cards, LLC
000878-TI Spectracom | nc.
PAA D) DOCKET NO. 000992-TS - Application for certificate to
provi de shared tenant service by Wrld Trade Center TPA,
LTD.
PAA E) DOCKET NO. 001326-TlI - Request for cancellation of

I nt erexchange Tel ecommuni cations Certificate No. 4701 by
Cincinnati Bell Long Distance, Inc., effective 8/ 31/00.
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PAA F) Requests for transfer of control of alternative | ocal
exchange tel ecomruni cati ons and/ or interexchange
tel ecommuni cations certificates.

DOCKET NO. 001247-TlI -Platinum Equity Hol di ngs, LLC
(parent corporation) for transfer
of control of Operator Service
Conpany (hol der of I XC Cert 2981)
to BC Holding Il Corporation.

DOCKET NO. 001250-TX - Nort hPoi nt Communi cati ons Group
I nc. (Parent conpany of Nort hPoi nt
Communi cations, Inc. (“NPC),
hol der of ALEC Certificate No.
5641) and Bell Atlantic
Cor poration d/b/a Verizon
Communi cations (“Verizon”) for
transfer of control of NPCto
Veri zon.

DOCKET NO. 001288- TP - OnePoi nt Comruni cati ons
Cor poration (“OnePoint”) and Bel
Atlantic Corporation d/b/a Verizon
Communi cations (“Verizon”) for
transfer of control of OnePoint
Communi cati ons- Georgia, LLC d/b/a
OnePoi nt Communi cati ons (hol der of
ALEC Certificate No. 5250 and | XC
Certificate No. 5251) from
OnePoi nt to Veri zon.

G Requests for approval of resale agreenents.

DOCKET NO. 001096-TP - Bel | South Tel ecommuni cati ons, |nc.
with JTC Communi cations, |nc.
(Critical Date: 11/07/00)

DOCKET NO. 001160-TP - Bel |l South Tel ecommuni cati ons, |nc.
with NU Telecom Inc.
(Critical Date: 11/13/00)
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H)

J)

K)

L)

DOCKET NO. 001161-TP - Bel |l South Tel econmuni cati ons, |nc.

wi t h NOW Communi cati ons, Inc.
(Critical Date: 11/13/00)

DOCKET NO. 001008-TP - Request for approval of anendnent

to existing resal e agreenent between Bell South

Tel ecommuni cati ons, Inc. and Sout hern ReConnect, Inc.
(Critical Date: 10/30/00)

DOCKET NO. 001159-TP - Petition by Sprint-Florida,
I ncorporated for approval of interconnection agreenment

with Priority Communications, Inc.
(Critical Date: 11/13/00)

DOCKET NO. 001081-TP - Petition by Verizon Florida Inc.
(f/k/a GTE Florida Incorporated) for approval of
amendnment to existing interconnection agreenment with GTE
Mobi | net of Tanpa I ncorporated (n/k/a GITE Wreless of the
Sout h I ncor por at ed) .

(Critical Date: 11/06/00)

DOCKET NO. 000994- TP - Request by Bel | Sout h
Tel ecommuni cations, Inc. for approval of interconnection
and unbundling agreenment with Internmedia Comrunicati ons,

I nc.
(Critical Date: 10/29/00)

DOCKET NO. 001162- TP - Request by Bel |l South
Tel ecommuni cati ons, Inc. for approval of interconnection,
unbundl i ng, and resale agreenent with WnStar Wrel ess,

I nc.
(Critical Date: 11/13/00)

Requests for approval of amendnents to interconnection,
unbundl i ng, and resal e agreenents.



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference
Oct ober 17, 2000

| TEM NO. CASE
2% * Consent Agenda

(Continued from previ ous page)

DOCKET NO. 001009-TP - Bel |l South Tel ecommuni cati ons, Inc.
with Concast Tel ephony
Communi cati ons of Florida, |Inc.
(Critical Date: 10/30/00)

DOCKET NO. 001010-TP - Bel |l Sout h Tel ecommuni cati ons, |nc.
PaeTec Communi cations, |nc.
(Critical Date: 10/30/00)

DOCKET NO. 001011-TP -Bell South Tel ecommuni cati ons, |nc.
with CRG International, Inc. d/b/a
Net wor k One.
(Critical Date: 10/30/00)

DOCKET NO. 001032-TP - Bel |l South Tel ecommuni cati ons, |nc.
with Daytona Tel ephone Conpany.
(Critical Date: 10/31/00)

DOCKET NO. 001033-TP - Bel |l South Tel ecommuni cati ons, Inc.
with IDS Long Di stance, Inc.
(Critical Date: 10/31/00)

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

DOCKET NO. 001106-TP - Bel |l South Tel ecommuni cati ons, |nc.
with International Wb
Technol ogi es, Inc.
(Critical Date: 11/09/00)

DOCKET NO. 001107-TP -Bel |l South Tel ecommuni cati ons, Inc.
with DV2, Inc.
(Critical Date: 11/09/00)

DOCKET NO. 001108-TP -Bel |l South Tel ecommuni cati ons, |nc.
with Actel Integrated
Communi cati ons, |nc.
(Critical Date: 11/09/00)

DOCKET NO. 001139-TP -Bell South Tel ecommuni cati ons, |nc.
wi th Lightyear Conmunications,
I nc.
(Critical Date: 11/12/00)
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DOCKET NO. 001174-TP -Verizon Florida Inc. with CPU
Sol utions Hol di ng Cor p.
(Critical Date: 11/14/00)

DOCKET NO. 001012-TP - Request by Bel |l South
Tel ecommuni cati ons, Inc. for approval of paging agreenent

with North American Software Associ ates, LTD.
(Critical Date: 10/30/00)

DOCKET NO. 001013-TP - Request by Bel |l South
Tel ecommuni cations, Inc. for approval of interconnection

agreenent with North Anmerican Software Associ ates, LTD.
(Critical Date: 10/30/00)

DOCKET NO. 000614-Tl - Request for approval of assignnment
of existing Interexchange Tel ecommuni cations Certificate
No. 3567 from BNl Tel ecomruni cations, Inc. to First
Commruni cati ons, LLC.

DOCKET NO. 001409-TS - Request for transfer of and nanme
change on STS Certificate No. 3598 from HQ Boca Raton,
Inc. to Chicago Suites, Inc. d/b/a HQ G obal Workpl aces;
and cancel l ation of HQ Hi dden River, Inc., STS
Certificate No. 3597; Anron, Inc. d/b/a HQ Mam , STS
Certificate No. 2219; Anron, Inc. d/b/a HQ Ol ando, STS
Certificate No. 2221; Ronette, Inc. d/b/a HQ Sand Lake,
STS Certificate No. 2998; and HQ Rocky Point, Inc. d/b/a
HQ Tanpa, STS Certificate No. 2682.

DOCKET NO. 001084-GU - Application by City Gas Conpany of
Florida for authority to issue and sell securities for

t he period beginning October 17, 2000 and ending

Sept enmber 30, 2001. The Conpany seeks approval pursuant
to Chapter 25-8, Florida Adm nistrative Code, and Section
366.04, Florida Statutes, for authority to issue and sel

| ong-term debt and equity securities, as well as short-
term debt. The amount of all |ong-term debt and equity
securities issued will not exceed $125 mllion. The
Conpany al so proposes to issue short-term debt to be sold
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in the comrerci al paper market, the total amount of
comrerci al paper not to exceed $125 mllion.

DOCKET NO. 001249-TX - Request by 1-800- RECONEX, Inc.
(hol der of ALEC Certificate No. 4828) for approval of
acqui sition of 52% of RECONEX' s privately held stock by
Nova Commruni cations, L.L.C

| ssue: The Comm ssion shoul d approve the action requested
in the dockets referenced above and cl ose these dockets,
with the exception of Docket No. 001084-GU, which nust
remai n open for nonitoring purposes.

DECI SI ON: The recomendati on was approved.

Conmi ssi oners participating: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber, Baez
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DOCKET NO. 001502-Ws - Proposed Rul e 25-30.371, Acquisition
Adj ust nent .

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

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehrg Officer ADM

Staff: APP: Mbore
ECR. WIllis, Hewtt
LEG  Brubaker
PAI : Mann

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

:  Yes. The Conm ssion should propose Rule
25-30.0371, F. A C
| ssue 2: |If no requests for hearing or coments are filed,
should the rule as proposed be filed for adoption with the
Secretary of State and the docket closed?

Yes.

DECISION: This item was deferred to a |later Conm ssion Conference.
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DOCKET NO. 980643-El - Proposed anendnents to Rul es 25-
6.135, F.A C., Annual Reports; 25-6.1351, F. A . C, Cost

Al l ocation and Affiliate Transactions; and 25-6.0436,

F.A. C., Depreciation. (Deferred fromthe 9/5/00 Comm ssion
Conf erence.)

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

Hearing Date(s): 8/24/99, Talla., Wrkshop, Helton
6/ 22/ 00, Talla., Rule Hrg., Moore

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehrg Officer JC

Staff: APP: NMbore

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion adopt proposed Rule 25-
6.1351, Florida Adm nistrative Code, Cost Allocation and
Affiliate Transactions; Rule 25-6.135, Annual Reports; and
Rul e 25-6. 0436, Depreciation?

: No. The Commi ssion should adopt changes to
Rul es 25-6.1351, 25-6.135, and 25-6.0436, Florida
Adm ni strative Code, as recomended by the Hearing O ficer.
| ssue 2: Should the rules be filed for adoption with the
Secretary of State and the docket be cl osed?
Yes. The rules with the changes
recommended by the Hearing O ficer should be filed for
adoption with the Secretary of State and the docket should
be cl osed.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

Conmi ssi oners participating: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber, Baez
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5 DOCKET NO. 990994- TP - Proposed anendnents to Rul es 25-
4.003, F.A.C., Definitions; 25-4.110, F.A C., Custoner
Billing for Local Exchange Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpanies; 25-

4.113, F.A C., Refusal or Discontinuance of Service by
Conpany; 25-24.490, F.A.C., Custoner Relations; Rules

| ncor porated; and 25-24.845, F.A.C., Custoner Rel ations;
Rul es I ncor por at ed.

Critical Date(s): None

Rul e Status: Proposed

Hearing Date(s): 8/21/00, Talla., Rule Hearing, DS JC JB

Comm ssi oners Assigned: DS JC JB
Prehrg Officer DS

Staff: APP: Brown
CMP:  Kennedy
ECR: Hewitt

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion adopt the proposed amendnents
to Rul e 25-24.490, Florida Adm nistrative Code, Custoner
Rel ations; Rules Incorporated, and Rul e 25-24.845, Florida
Adm ni strative Code, Custoner Rel ations; Rules Incorporated,
whereby the billing requirenments of Rule 25-4.110(2),
Fl ori da Adni nistrative Code, Custoner Billing for Local
Exchange Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es, would apply to
i nt erexchange tel ecomuni cati ons conpani es (I XCs) and
alternative | ocal exchange conpani es (ALECs)?

No. Staff recommends that at this time the
Comm ssi on should not adopt the proposed anmendnents to Rule
25-24.490, Florida Adm nistrative Code, Custonmer Rel ations;
Rul es I ncorporated, and Rul e 25-24.845, Florida
Adm ni strative Code, Custoner Relations; Rules |ncorporated,
whereby the billing requirenments of Rule 25-4.110(2),

Florida Adm nistrative Code, Custoner Billing for Local
Exchange Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es, would apply to I XCs
and ALECs.

| ssue 2: Should the Comm ssion adopt the proposed amendnents
to Rule 25-24.490, Florida Adm nistrative Code, Custoner

Rel ati ons; Rul es Incorporated, and Rul e 25-24.845, Florida
Adm ni strative Code, Custoner Rel ations; Rules |ncorporated,
whereby the billing restriction requirenents of Rule 25-

- 10 -
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DOCKET NO. 990994-TP - Proposed anendnents to Rul es 25-
4.003, F.A.C., Definitions; 25-4.110, F.A C., Custoner
Billing for Local Exchange Tel econmuni cati ons Conpani es; 25-
4.113, F. A C., Refusal or Discontinuance of Service by
Conpany; 25-24.490, F.A.C., Custoner Relations; Rules

| ncor porated; and 25-24.845, F.A C., Custoner Rel ations;

Rul es | ncor por at ed.

(Continued from previ ous page)

4.110(19), Florida Adm nistrative Code, Customer Billing for
Local Exchange Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es, would apply to
| XCs and ALECs?

: No. Staff recommends that the Conm ssion
shoul d not adopt the proposed anmendnents to Rule 25-24.490,
Fl orida Adm nistrative Code, Custoner Relations; Rules
| ncor porated, and Rule 25-24.845, Florida Adm nistrative
Code, Custoner Relations; Rules Incorporated, whereby the
billing restriction requirenments of Rule 25-4.110(19),
Fl orida Adm nistrative Code, Custoner Billing for Local
Exchange Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpanies, would apply to I XCs
and ALECs at this tine.
| ssue 3: Should the rules be filed for adoption and this
docket cl osed?

No. The rules should not be filed for
adoption, but this docket may be cl osed.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oner Jacobs di ssent ed.

Comm ssi oners participating: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber
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CASE
DOCKET NO. 001411-Tl - Investigation and determ nation of
met hod to credit access flowthrough reductions by Ml
Wor | dCom Communi cations, Inc. and TTlI National, Inc., as

requi red by Section 364.163, F.S.
Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMP: Kennedy, Olila
LEG  Vaccaro
RGO Vandi ver

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion accept the Anended O fer of
Settl ement proposed by the Worl dCom Operati ng Conpani es,
wher eby, (1) MCI WORLDCOM Communi cations, Inc. will reduce
prospectively the rates for its WrldOne service by an
anount necessary to return to custonmers the $741, 328 not
previously flowed through, plus interest, plus an additional
anount necessary to bring the total reduction to $1, 482, 656,
(2) TTI National, Inc. will issue a one-tinme refund to the
af fected custoners of $64,000, plus interest, plus an
addi ti onal anmpunt necessary to bring the total refund to
$128, 000, (3) MCI WORLDCOM Comruni cations, Inc. will issue a
one-time refund to former MClI Tel econmunication Inc.'s
custoners using its Vision and Vnet services of $23, 125,
plus interest, plus an additional amunt necessary to bring
the total refund to $46, 250, and (4) MCl WORLDCOM
Communi cations, Inc. will issue a one-tine refund to forner
MCI Tel econmuni cation Inc.'s custoners using its 1-800
servi ces of approxi mately $150,000 to $175,000 (with a true-
up required), plus interest, plus an additional anpunt
necessary to bring the total refund to approxi mtely
$300, 000 to $350, 0007

: Yes. Staff recommends that the Comm ssion
shoul d accept the Amended Offer of Settlenent proposed by
the Worl dCom Operati ng Conpani es, whereby, (1) MCl WORLDCOM
Communi cations, Inc. will reduce prospectively the rates for
its Wirl dOne service by an anpbunt necessary to return to
custoners the $741, 328 not previously flowed through, plus
interest, plus an additional amount necessary to bring the

- 12 -
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met hod to credit access fl owthrough reductions by M
Wor | dCom Communi cations, Inc. and TTlI National, Inc., as

requi red by Section 364.163, F.S.
(Conti nued from previous page)

total reduction to $1,482,656, (2) TTI National, Inc. wll
issue a one-tinme refund to the affected custoners of

$64, 000, plus interest, plus an additional anount necessary
to bring the total refund to $128, 000, (3) MCl WORLDCOM
Communi cations, Inc. will issue a one-tine refund to forner
MCI Tel econmuni cation Inc."s custonmers using its Vision and
Vnet services of $23,125, plus interest, plus an additional
anount necessary to bring the total refund to $46, 250, and,
(4) MCI WORLDCOM Communi cations, Inc. will issue a one-tine
refund to former MCI Tel econmunication Inc.'s custoners
using its 1-800 services of approximtely $150,000 to
$175,000 (with a true-up required), plus interest, plus an
addi ti onal ampunt necessary to bring the total refund to
approxi mately $300, 000 to $350,000. The rate reductions of
$1, 482, 656 proposed by MCI WORLDCOM Conmmuni cati ons, |nc.
shoul d be conpleted within 15 nonths fromthe date the

Comm ssi on Order approving the stipulation becones final.

MCI WORLDCOM Communi cations, Inc. should be required to
submt quarterly status reports to the Comm ssion begi nning
three nonths fromthe date the Conmm ssion Order approving
the stipulation becones final. The reports should identify
t he nunber of custoners affected and the total dollars in
reductions for the previous three-nonth period. The reports
shoul d be submitted until the proposed rate reduction
equal i ng $1, 482, 656 has been achieved. The one-tine refunds
proposed by TTlI National, Inc. and MCI WORLDCOM

Communi cations, Inc., should be made through credits to
customers’ bills and refund checks mailed to fornmer
customers of each of the conpani es begi nni ng Decenber 1,
2000. Any noni es that cannot be refunded should be remtted
to the Conm ssion for deposit in the General Revenue Fund in
accordance with Section 364.285(1), Florida Statutes.

| ssue 2: Should the Conm ssion authorize staff of the

Di vision of Legal Services and the Division of Conpetitive
Services to approve adm nistratively the “true-up”

- 13 -
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adj ustments of refund amobunts identified in Issue 1, offered
by MCI WORLDCOM Conmuni cations, Inc. to former M

Tel ecomruni cation Inc.'s 1-800 service custonmers of

approxi mately $150,000 to $175, 000, plus interest, plus an
addi ti onal ampunt necessary to double the total refund to
approxi mately $300, 000 to $350,000 to neet the access flow
t hrough rate reductions required by Section 364.163 (6),
Florida Statutes?

: Yes. However, if the final settlenent
anount falls outside the MCI WORLDCOM Conmuni cations, |nc.
projected settlenment w ndow, staff will bring this matter
back to the Conm ssion for resol ution.

| ssue 3: Should MCI WORLDCOM Conmuni cations, Inc. and TTI
National, Inc. be required to show cause why each shoul d not
pay a fine for failing to fully inplenment the flowthrough
of 1998 switched access reductions by interexchange

t el ecomruni cati ons conpani es pursuant to Section 364.163(6),
Florida Statutes?

: No.
| ssue 4: Should this docket be cl osed?
No. If no person whose interests are

substantially affected by the proposed action files a
protest of the Conm ssion’s decision on Issues 1 and 2
within the 21-day protest period, the Comm ssion’s Order

wi || becone final upon issuance of a Consunmating Order.
Thi s docket should remain open pending the conpletion of the
refunds and schedul ed rate reductions, and receipt of the
final reports. After conpletion of the refund, schedul ed
rate reductions, and receipt of the final reports, this
docket may be closed adm nistratively.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber, Baez
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DOCKET NO. 000817-GU - Petition for approval of CTS Gas
Transportation Service Agreenment with Peace River Citrus
Products, Inc., by Florida Division of Chesapeake Utilities
Cor por ati on.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehrg Officer BZ

Staff: CMP: Mkee, Mkin, Bul ecza-Banks
LEG Stern
SER: Mlls

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion approve the Contract
Transportation Service (CTS) Gas Transportation Service
Agreenment between the Florida Division of Chesapeake
Utilities Corporation (Chesapeake) and Peace River Citrus
Products, Inc. (Peace River)?

Yes. The Commi ssion shoul d approve the CTS
Gas Transportation Service Agreenent between Chesapeake and
Peace River, effective the date of the Comm ssion vote.

| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes. This docket should be cl osed upon

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

DECI SI ON: The reconmmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber, Baez
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8** DOCKET NO. 001111-TC - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Conmm ssion of Pay Tel ephone Certificate No. 6038
i ssued to Payphone Communi cations, Inc. for violation of
Rul e 25-4.0161, F. A C., Regul atory Assessnent Fees;
Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMP: Isler
LEG  Banks

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion grant Payphone

Communi cations, Inc. a voluntary cancellation of its Pay
Tel ephone Certificate No. 60387

Yes. The Commi ssion should grant the
conpany a voluntary cancellation of its Pay Tel ephone
Certificate No. 6038 with an effective date of March 22,
2000.

| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

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

DECI SI ON: The reconmmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber, Baez
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DOCKET NO. 001128-TC - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Conmm ssion of Pay Tel ephone Certificate No. 6083
i ssued to Wayne Wckoff for violation of Rule 25-4.0161,
F.A.C., Regul atory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecomruni cations
Conpani es.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMP: Isler
LEG  Banks

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion grant Wayne Wckoff a
voluntary cancell ati on of Pay Tel ephone Certificate No.
60837
: No. The Commi ssion should not grant the
conpany a voluntary cancellation of its PATS certificate.
The Comm ssion should cancel the conpany’s Certificate No.
6083 on its own nmotion, effective on the date of issuance of
t he Consunmati ng Order.
| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes. The Order issued fromthis
recomendation will becone final upon issuance of a
consunmati ng order, unless a person whose substanti al
interests are affected by the Comm ssion’s decision files a
protest within 21 days of 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: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber, Baez



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Oct ober

| TEM NO.

10* * PAA

17,

2000

CASE

DOCKET NO. 001131-TC - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Conmm ssion of Pay Tel ephone Certificate No. 7006
i ssued to M chael Anthony Teese for violation of Rule 25-
4.0161, F. A . C., Regulatory Assessnent Fees;

Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMP: Isler
LEG  Banks

| ssue 1: Should the Conmm ssion grant M chael Anthony Teese
a voluntary cancellation of Pay Tel ephone Certificate No.
70067
: No. The Commi ssion should not grant the
conpany a voluntary cancellation of its PATS certificate.
The Comm ssion should cancel the conpany’s Certificate No.
7006 on its own nmotion, effective on the date of issuance of
t he Consunmati ng Order.
| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes. The Order issued fromthis
recomendation will becone final upon issuance of a
consunmati ng order, unless a person whose substanti al
interests are affected by the Comm ssion’s decision files a
protest within 21 days of 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: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber, Baez



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Oct ober

| TEM NO

11** PAA

17,

2000

CASE

DOCKET NO. 001187-TC - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Conmm ssion of Pay Tel ephone Certificate No. 7276
issued to Tal on Enterprises, Inc. for violation of Rule 25-
4.0161, F. A . C., Regulatory Assessnent Fees;

Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMP: Isler
LEG: Dandel ake

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion inmpose a $500 fine or cancel
Tal on Enterprises, Inc.’ s pay tel ephone service certificate
for apparent violation of Rule 25-4.0161, Florida

Adm ni strative Code, Regul atory Assessnent Fees;

Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es?

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

regul atory assessnent fees, including statutory penalty and
i nterest charges, are not received, the conpany’s
Certificate No. 7276 should be canceled adm nistratively and
the collection of the past due fees should be referred to
the Ofice of the Conptroller for further collection
efforts.




M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Oct ober

| TEM NO

11** PAA

17,

2000

CASE

DOCKET NO. 001187-TC - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of Pay Tel ephone Certificate No. 7276
issued to Tal on Enterprises, Inc. for violation of Rule 25-
4.0161, F.A. C., Regulatory Assessnment Fees;

Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es.

(Continued from previ ous page)

| ssue 2: Should this docket be closed?

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

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Oct ober

| TEM NO

12**

17,

2000

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000913-TC - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Conmm ssion of Pay Tel ephone Certificate No. 3251
i ssued to Hasan Akhtar for violation of Rule 25-4.0161,
F.A.C., Regul atory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecomruni cations
Conpani es.

DOCKET NO. 000938-TC - Cancel lation by Florida Public
Servi ce Commi ssion of Pay Tel ephone Certificate No. 3932
i ssued to Pedro Gonzal ez for violation of Rule No.
25-4.0161, F. A C., Regul atory Assessnent Fees;

Tel ecomruni cati ons Conpani es.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMP: Isler
LEG  Dandel ake

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion accept the settlement offer
proposed by each conpany |isted on page 4 of staff’s October
5, 2000 nmenmorandum to resolve the apparent violation of Rule
25-4.0161, Florida Adm nistrative Code, Regul atory
Assessnment Fees; Tel ecomruni cati ons Conpani es?

Yes. The Comm ssion shoul d accept each
conpany’s respective settlenment proposal. Any contribution
shoul d be received by the Comm ssion within ten business
days fromthe date of the Comm ssion Order and should
identify the docket nunber and conpany nane. The Comm ssion
shoul d forward the contribution to the Ofice of the
Comptrol l er for deposit in the State General Revenue Fund
pursuant to Section 364.285(1), Florida Statutes. |[|f any of
t he conpanies |isted on page 4 fails to pay in accordance
with the terms of the Conmm ssion Order, that conpany’s
respective certificate should be cancel ed adm nistratively.

| ssue 2: Should these dockets be cl osed?

Yes. |If the Comm ssion approves staff’s
recommendati on on Issue 1, the docket for each conpany
|isted on page 4 should be closed upon receipt of the $100
contribution or cancellation of the certificate.




M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference
Oct ober 17, 2000

| TEM NO. CASE

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber, Baez
13** DOCKET NO. 000897-TC - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of Pay Tel ephone Certificate No. 2358
i ssued to Tel al easing Enterprises, Inc. for violation of
Rul e 25-4.0161, F.A C., Regul atory Assessnment Fees;
Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMP: Isler
LEG. Dandel ake

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

Yes. The Comm ssion shoul d accept the
conpany’s settlenment proposal. The Conmm 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.

| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

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

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Oct ober

| TEM NO

14** PAA

17,

2000

CASE

DOCKET NO. 001129-TC - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of Pay Tel ephone Certificate No. 6084
i ssued to BF Goodnman for violation of Rule 25-4.0161,
F.A.C., Regul atory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecomruni cations
Conpani es.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMP: Isler
LEG: Dandel ake

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion grant BF Goodnman a vol untary
cancel l ation of Pay Tel ephone Certificate No. 60847
No. The Conmm ssion should not grant the
conpany a voluntary cancellation of its PATS certificate.
The Comm ssion should cancel the conpany’s Certificate No.
6084 on its own nmotion, effective on the date of issuance of
t he Consunmati ng Order.
| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

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

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference
Oct ober 17, 2000

| TEM NO. CASE

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

DOCKET NO. 001094-TC - Double M Mart, Inc.
DOCKET NO. 001152-TC - Javier Pelletier

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMP: Isler
LEG Dandel ake

| ssue 1: Should the Conmm ssion inpose a $500 fine or cancel
each conpany’s respective pay telephone certificate as
listed on page 4 of staff’s October 5, 2000 nenorandum f or
apparent violation of Rule 25-4.0161, Florida Adm nistrative
Code, Regul atory Assessnent Fees; Tel econmuni cations
Conpani es?
Yes. The Comm ssion should inpose a $500
fine or cancel each conpany’ s respective pay tel ephone
certificate as listed on page 4 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 pay tel ephone
certificates |listed on page 4 should be cancel ed
adm nistratively and the collection of the past due fees
shoul d be referred to the Ofice of the Conptroller for
further collection efforts.
| ssue 2: Should these dockets be cl osed?

Yes. The Order issued fromthis
recommendation will becone final upon issuance of a

- 24 -



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Oct ober

| TEM NO

15** PAA

17,

2000

CASE

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

(Conti nued from previous page)

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

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Oct ober

| TEM NO

16* * PAA

17,

2000

CASE

DOCKET NO. 001090-TC - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of Pay Tel ephone Certificate No. 6004
issued to David Stover Jr. for violation of Rule 25-4.0161,
F.A.C., Regul atory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecomruni cations
Conpani es.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMP: Isler
LEG: Dandel ake

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion grant David Stover Jr. a
voluntary cancell ati on of Pay Tel ephone Certificate No.
60047
: No. The Commi ssion should not grant the
conpany a voluntary cancellation of its PATS certificate.
The Comm ssion should cancel the conpany’s Certificate No.
6004 on its own nmotion, effective on the date of issuance of
t he Consunmati ng Order.
| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes. The Order issued fromthis
recomendation will becone final upon issuance of a
consunmati ng order, unless a person whose substanti al
interests are affected by the Comm ssion’s decision files a
protest within 21 days of 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: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber, Baez



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Oct ober

| TEM NO

17**PAA

17,

2000

CASE

DOCKET NO. 001158-TC - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Conmm ssion of Pay Tel ephone Certificate No. 7121
i ssued to Kosnmo K, Inc. for violation of Rule 25-4.0161,
F.A.C., Regul atory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecommuni cation
Conpani es.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMP: Isler
LEG Elliott

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion grant Kosnmo K, Inc. a
voluntary cancell ati on of Pay Tel ephone Certificate No.
71217
: No. The Commi ssion should not grant the
conpany a voluntary cancellation of its PATS certificate.
The Comm ssion should cancel the conpany’s Certificate No.
7121 on its own nmotion, effective on the date of issuance of
t he Consunmati ng Order.
| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes. The Order issued fromthis
recomendation will becone final upon issuance of a
consunmati ng order, unless a person whose substanti al
interests are affected by the Comm ssion’s decision files a
protest within 21 days of 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: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber, Baez



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Oct ober

| TEM NO.

18* * PAA

17,

2000

CASE

DOCKET NO. 001189-TC - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Conmm ssion of Pay Tel ephone Certificate No. 7187
issued to Alex Levy for violation of Rule 25-4.0161, F. A C.,
Regul atory Assessnent Fees; Tel econmuni cati ons Conpani es.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMP: Isler
LEG Elliott

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion grant Alex Levy a voluntary
cancel | ati on of Pay Tel ephone Certificate No. 71877
No. The Conmm ssion should not grant the
conpany a voluntary cancellation of its PATS certificate.
The Comm ssion should cancel the conpany’s Certificate No.
7187 on its own motion, effective on the date of issuance of
t he Consummating Order
| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes. The Order issued fromthis
recommendation will becone final upon issuance of a
consummati ng order, unless a person whose substanti al
interests are affected by the Comm ssion’s decision files a
protest within 21 days of 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 reconmmendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Oct ober

| TEM NO

19* * PAA

17,

2000

CASE

Cancel |l ation by Florida Public Service Conm ssion of pay

tel ephone certificates for violation of Rule Nos. 25-4.0161,
F.A. C., Regul atory Assessnment Fees; Tel ecomruni cati ons
Conpani es, and 25-24.520, F.A C., Reporting Requirenents.

DOCKET NO. 001039-TC - David G Retherford d/b/a Three
Tui ti ons
DOCKET NO. 001056-TC - Her nando Buenaventura, Jr.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMP: Isler
LEG Banks

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion inmpose a $500 fine or cancel
each pay tel ephone conpany’s respective certificate as
listed on page 6 of staff’s October 5, 2000 nmenorandum for
apparent violation of Rule 25-4.0161, Florida Adm nistrative
Code, Regul atory Assessnent Fees; Tel econmuni cations

Conpani es?

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

- 29 -



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Oct ober

| TEM NO

19** PAA

17,

2000

CASE

Cancel l ation by Florida Public Service Comm ssion of pay

t el ephone certificates for violation of Rule Nos. 25-4.0161,
F.A.C., Regul atory Assessnment Fees; Tel econmuni cati ons
Conpani es, and 25-24.520, F.A C., Reporting Requirenents.

(Conti nued from previous page)

listed on page 6 for apparent violation of Rule 25-24.520,
Fl ori da Adm nistrative Code, Reporting Requirenents?
Yes. The Conmmi ssion should inpose a $500
fine or cancel each conpany’s respective certificate as
listed on page 6 if the information required by Rule 25-
24.520, F.A C., Reporting Requirenents, and fine are not
received by the Comm ssion within five business days after
the i ssuance of the Consunmating 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 Comm ssion’s Order is not protested and
the fine and required informati on are not received, the pay
t el ephone certificates listed on page 6 should be cancel ed
adm ni stratively.
| ssue 3: Should these dockets be cl osed?

Yes. The Order issued fromthis
recomendation will becone final upon issuance of a
consunmmati ng order, unless a person whose substanti al
interests are affected by the Conmm ssion’s decision files a
protest within 21 days of the issuance of the proposed
agency action order. The dockets should then be closed upon
recei pt of the 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.

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



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference
Oct ober 17, 2000

| TEM NO. CASE

20* * PAA Cancel |l ation by Florida Public Service Conm ssion of pay
tel ephone certificates for violation of Rules 25-4.0161,
F.A. C., Regul atory Assessnment Fees; Tel ecomruni cati ons
Conpani es, and 25-24.520, F.A C., Reporting Requirenents.

DOCKET NO. 001057-TC
DOCKET NO. 001077-TC
of Florida

DOCKET NO. 001092-TC
DOCKET NO. 001093-TC
DOCKET NO. 001105-TC
DOCKET NO. 001190-TC

Shane Ant hony Marshal
George Leyva d/ b/a National Payphone

MGPH Managenment Group, |nc.
John Paul Cook

ComPlus, L.L.C. of Texas
PhoneNet, I nc.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMP: Isler
LEG Elliott

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion inmpose a $500 fine or cancel
each pay tel ephone conpany’s respective certificate as
listed on page 6 of staff’s October 5, 2000 nmenorandum for
apparent violation of Rule 25-4.0161, Florida Adm nistrative
Code, Regul atory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecommunications

Conpani es?

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

i ncluding statutory penalty and interest charges, are not
recei ved, the pay tel ephone certificates |isted on page 6
shoul d be canceled adm nistratively and the collection of

- 31 -



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Oct ober

| TEM NO

20** PAA

17,

2000

CASE

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

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

(Conti nued from previous page)

t he past due fees should be referred to the O fice of the
Comptroller for further collection efforts.
| ssue 2: Should the Comm ssion inmpose a $500 fine or cancel
each pay tel ephone conpany’s respective certificate as
listed on page 6 for apparent violation of Rule 25-24.520,
Fl ori da Adm nistrative Code, Reporting Requirenments?
Yes. The Conmi ssion should inpose a $500
fine or cancel each conpany’ s respective certificate as
listed on page 6 if the information required by Rul e 25-
24.520, F.A C., Reporting Requirenments, and fine are not
received by the Comm ssion within five business days after
the i ssuance of the Consunmmating 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
General Revenue Fund pursuant to Section 364.285(1), Florida
Statutes. If the Comm ssion’s Order is not protested and
the fine and required informati on are not received, the pay
t el ephone certificates listed on page 6 should be cancel ed
adm ni stratively.
| ssue 3: Should these dockets be cl osed?

Yes. The Order issued fromthis
recommendation will becone final upon issuance of a
consummati ng order, unless a person whose substanti al
interests are affected by the Conmm ssion’s decision files a
protest within 21 days of 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: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber, Baez



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Oct ober

| TEM NO

21** PAA

17,

2000

CASE

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

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

DOCKET NO. 001058-TC - Donna Marie Smth d/ b/a Next
CGenerati on Pay Phone Services
DOCKET NO. 001104-TC - Johanns Torres

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMP: Isler
LEG. Dandel ake

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion inmpose a $500 fine or cancel
each pay tel ephone conpany’s respective certificate as
listed on page 6 of staff’s October 5, 2000 nmenorandum for
apparent violation of Rule 25-4.0161, Florida Adm nistrative
Code, Regul atory Assessnent Fees; Tel econmuni cations

Conpani es?

Yes. The Conmi ssion should i npose a $500
fine or cancel each conpany’s respective certificate as
listed on page 6 if the fine and the regul atory assessnent
fees, including statutory penalty and interest charges, are
not received by the Comm ssion within five business days
after the issuance of the Consummating Order. The fine
should be paid to the Florida Public Service Conm ssion and
forwarded to the O fice of the Conptroller for deposit in
the State General Revenue Fund pursuant to Section
364.285(1), Florida Statutes. |If the Commi ssion’s Order is
not protested and the fine and regul atory assessnent fees,
including statutory penalty and interest charges, are not
recei ved, the pay tel ephone certificates |listed on page 6
shoul d be canceled adm nistratively and 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 the Comm ssion inmpose a $500 fine or cancel
each pay tel ephone conpany’s respective certificate as
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M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Oct ober

| TEM NO

21** PAA

17,

2000

CASE

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

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

(Conti nued from previous page)

listed on page 6 for apparent violation of Rule 25-24.520,
Fl ori da Adm nistrative Code, Reporting Requirenents?
Yes. The Conmi ssion should inpose a $500
fine or cancel each conpany’s respective certificate as
listed on page 6 if the information required by Rule 25-
24.520, F.A C., Reporting Requirenents, and fine are not
received by the Comm ssion within five business days after
the i ssuance of the Consunmating 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 Comm ssion’s Order is not protested and
the fine and required informati on are not received, the pay
t el ephone certificate nunbers |isted on page 6 should be
cancel ed adm ni stratively.
| ssue 3: Should these dockets be cl osed?

Yes. The Order issued fromthis
recomendation will becone final upon issuance of a
consunmmati ng order, unless a person whose substanti al
interests are affected by the Conmm ssion’s decision files a
protest within 21 days of the issuance of the proposed
agency action order. The dockets should then be closed upon
recei pt of the 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.

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



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Oct ober

| TEM NO

22** PAA

17,

2000

CASE

DOCKET NO. 001136-TC - Request for exenption from

requi renents of Rule 25-24.515(13), F.A. C., that each pay
t el ephone station shall allow incomng calls, by Goran
Dragoslavic d/b/a First American Tel econmuni cati ons

Cor por ati on.

Critical Date(s): 11/13/00 (Statutory Deadli ne)

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

Staff: CMP: Isler
LEG: Chri stensen

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion grant Goran Dragoslavic d/b/a
First Anmerican Tel ecommuni cations Corporation an exenption
fromthe requirement that each tel ephone station shall allow
incomng calls for the pay tel ephone nunbers at the
addresses |isted?

Yes.
| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?
Yes. This docket should be cl osed upon
i ssuance of a Consunmmati ng Order unless a person whose
substantial interests are affected by the Conmm ssion's
decision files a protest within 21 days of the issuance of
t he proposed agency action order.

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Oct ober

| TEM NO

23** PAA

17,

2000

CASE

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

DOCKET NO. 000953-TC - Sout heast Pay Tel ephone, Inc.
DOCKET NO. 001141-TC - Bell South Public Comrmuni cati ons, |nc.

Critical Date(s): 10/24/00 and 11/14/00, respectively
(Statutory Deadlines)

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

Staff: CMP: Isler
LEG Dandel ake

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion grant each of the providers
|isted on page 5 of staff’s October 5, 2000 nenorandum an
exenption fromthe requirenmnent that each tel ephone station
shall allow incomng calls for the pay tel ephone nunbers at
t he addresses |isted?

Yes.
| ssue 2: Should these dockets be cl osed?
Yes. These dockets should be closed upon
i ssuance of a Consummati ng Order unless a person whose
substantial interests are affected by the Conm ssion's
decision files a protest within 21 days of the issuance of
t he proposed agency action order. 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.

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



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Oct ober

| TEM NO

24%* PAA

17,

2000

CASE

DOCKET NO. 001137-TC - Request for exenption from

requi renents of Rule 25-24.515(13), F.A. C., that each pay
t el ephone station shall allow incomng calls, by Bell South
Publ i ¢ Communi cati ons, Inc.

Critical Date(s): 11/13/00 (Statutory Deadli ne)

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

Staff: CMP: Isler
LEG. Vaccaro

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion grant Bell South Public
Conmuni cations, Inc. an exenption fromthe requirenent that
each tel ephone station shall allow incomng calls for the
pay tel ephone nunbers at the addresses |isted?

Yes.
| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?
Yes. This docket should be cl osed upon
i ssuance of a Consummati ng Order unless a person whose
substantial interests are affected by the Comm ssion's
decision files a protest within 21 days of the issuance of
t he proposed agency action order.

DECI SI ON: The reconmmendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference
Oct ober 17, 2000

| TEM NO. CASE

25 DOCKET NO. 000768-GU - Request for rate increase by City Gas
Conmpany of Fl orida.

Critical Date(s): 10/24/00 (60-day suspensi on date)
01/ 25/01 (5-nmonth effective date)

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehrg Officer JC

Staff: ECR Revell, Brinkley, D. Draper, G ng, |yanmu,
Kumrer, Lester, C. Romig, L. Rom g, Stallcup,

Swai n
CVP:  Makin
LEG Stern

| ssue 1: Should the request for a permanent increase in
rates and charges be suspended for City?
Yes. Staff recomends that the requested
permanent increase in rates and charges of $7,181, 988 be
suspended for City.
| ssue 2: Is City s proposed interimtest year rate base of
$94, 745, 493 appropri ate?

: No. The appropriate interimtest year rate
base for City is $94, 453, 293.
| ssue 3: Is City' s proposed interimtest year net operating
i ncome of $5, 460, 721 appropriate?

: No. The appropriate interimtest year net
operating incone for City is $5,589, 933.
| ssue 4: Are City’ s proposed interimreturn on equity of
10. 30% and overall rate of return of 6.99% appropri ate?
Yes. The appropriate interimreturn on
equity is 10.30% and the appropriate overall rate of return
is 6.99%
Issue 5: Is City's proposed interimrevenue expansion
factor of 1.6236 appropriate?

: No. City s proposed interimrevenue
expansi on factor should be 1.6199.
| ssue 6: Should City’s requested interimrevenue increase
of $1, 886, 605 be grant ed?
No. After nmaking the above adjustnents,
t he |nter|n1revenue increase for City should be $1, 640, 777.




M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Oct ober

| TEM NO

25

17,

2000

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000768-GU - Request for rate increase by City
Gas Conpany of Florida.

(Continued from previ ous page)

| ssue 7: How should the interimrevenue increase for City
be distributed anong the rate cl asses?

: Any interimrevenue increase authorized
shoul d be applied evenly across the board to all rate

cl asses based on their base rate revenues, as required by
Rul e 25-7.040, Florida Adm nistrative Code, and should be
coll ected on a cents-per-thermbasis. The interimrates
shoul d be made effective for all meter readings made on or
after thirty days fromthe date of the vote and deci sion
her ei n.

| ssue 8: What is the appropriate security to guarantee the
anmount subject to refund?

. A corporate undertaking in the anount of
$410, 194 guaranteed by City is appropriate. Interimrates
are subject to refund with interest, pending final order in
t he permanent rate relief request.

| ssue 9: Should this docket be cl osed?

No. This docket should remain open to
process the revenue increase request of the conpany.

DECI SI ON: The reconmmendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Oct ober

| TEM NO

26** PAA

17,

2000

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000090-SU - Application for limted proceeding
rate increase in Lee County by Useppa Island Uility, Inc.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: ECR Casey, Rendell, T. Davis, Wetherington
LEG  Brubaker

(ALL | SSUES PROPOSED AGENCY ACTI ON EXCEPT | SSUES NOS. 13 AND
14.)

| ssue 1: |Is the quality of service provided by Useppa

consi dered satisfactory?

The quality of service provided by Useppa
shoul d be considered satisfactory.

| ssue 2: Should the Comm ssion approve a year-end rate base
for Useppa for purposes of this investigation?

Yes. The Commi ssion should approve a
year-end rate base for Useppa to allow it an opportunity to
earn a fair return on the utility investnent nade during the
test year and to insure conpensatory rates on a prospective
basi s.

| ssue 3: Should a growth allowance be included in the

cal cul ati ons of used and useful plant?

No. Staff recommends that no growth be
considered for the water and wastewater systens.

| ssue 4: What portions of water and wastewater systens are
used and useful ?

The water treatnent plant, water

di stribution system wastewater treatnment plant, and

wast ewat er collection system should all be considered 100%
used and useful.

| ssue 5: What is the utility's appropriate anmount of year-
end rate base?

The appropriate anmount of year-end test
year rate base should be $113,559 for the water system and
$199, 389 for the wastewater system The utility should be
required to provide deeds show ng the correct description of
| and owned and used by the utility within 90 days of the

- 40 -



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Oct ober

| TEM NO

26** PAA

17,

2000

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000090-SU - Application for limted proceeding
rate increase in Lee County by Useppa Island Utility, Inc.

(Continued from previ ous page)

effective date of the Conmm ssion order issued in this
mat t er .

| ssue 6: What is the appropriate rate of return on equity
and the appropriate overall rate of return for this utility?
The appropriate rate of return on equity
should be 9.94% with a range of 8.94% to 10.94% and t he
appropriate overall rate of return should be 9.67% with a
range of 9.55% to 9.79%

| ssue 7: What is the appropriate test year revenue for this
utility?

. The appropriate test year revenue should be
$165, 009 for the water system and $80,917 for the wastewater
system

| ssue 8: What is the appropriate anmount of operating
expenses for rate setting purposes?

The appropriate anmount of operating
expenses for rate maki ng purposes should be $133,569 for the
wat er system and $71, 855 for the wastewater system

| ssue 9: What are the appropriate revenue requirenments for
Useppa?

. The appropriate revenue requirenents should
be $144,547 for water and $91, 130 for wastewater.

| ssue 10: Did Useppa earn in excess of its authorized
return on equity on an overall basis for the test year ended
Decenmber 31, 1999, and if so, how should the overearnings be
handl ed on a prospective basis?

:  Yes. Useppa's water system had excess
earni ngs of $20,462 and its wastewater system had $10, 213 in
underearnings for the test year ended Decenber 31, 1999.
Overall, the utility overearned by $10,249 in 1999. For

pur poses of admnistrative efficiency, the utility should be
all owed to defer all overearnings to 2001. Upon issuance of
the final order, the utility should defer 6.21% ($10, 249
over earni ngs/ $165, 009 test year water revenue) of nonthly
water billings and include the deferred revenues as a




M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Oct ober

| TEM NO

26** PAA

17,

2000

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000090-SU - Application for limted proceeding
rate increase in Lee County by Useppa Island Utility, Inc.

(Continued from previ ous page)

separate line itemin its capital structure with a cost rate
equal to the thirty-day commerci al paper rate.
| ssue 11: Should the utility s request for a limted
proceeding for its wastewater system be approved?
Yes. The utility’s request for a limted
proceeding for its wastewater system should be approved.
However, the new wastewater rates should not be effective
until the pro forma water plant has been conpl eted and
verified by staff.
| ssue 12: What are the appropriate wastewater rates for this
limted proceedi ng?

The recommended rates should be as shown in
t he analysis portion of staff’s October 5, 2000 nenorandum
The approved rates should be effective for service rendered
on or after the stanped approval date on the tariff sheet.
The stanped approval date should be the date the water
system pro forma plant has been conpleted and verified by
staff. The rates should not be inplenmented until notice has
been received by the customers. The utility should provide
proof of the date notice was given within 10 days after the
date of the notice. Staff recommends the utility provide
staff with a copy of the new nonthly utility bills within 90
days of the effective date of this order to verify the
utility is conplying with the rule.
| ssue 13: Should the utility be required to show cause, in
witing within 21 days, why it should not be fined up to
$5, 000 per day for its apparent violation of Rule 25-
30.335(1), Florida Adm nistrative Code, for its failure to
i ssue bills showi ng the beginning and ending nmeter readi ngs?
No. A show cause proceedi ng shoul d not be
initiated because the utility has corrected the probl em and
has been in conpliance since becom ng aware of the
vi ol ati on.
| ssue 14: Shoul d Useppa be ordered to show cause, in
witing within 21 days, why it should not be fined up to
$5, 000 per day for failure to maintain its accounts and
records in conformance with the National Association of

- 42 -



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Oct ober

| TEM NO

26** PAA

17,

2000

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000090-SU - Application for limted proceeding
rate increase in Lee County by Useppa Island Utility, Inc.

(Continued from previ ous page)

Regulatory Utility Conmm ssioners (NARUC) Uniform System of
Accounts(USOA), in apparent violation of Rule 25-30.115(1),
Fl ori da Adm nistrative Code?

No. A show cause proceedi ng shoul d not be
initiated. However, the utility should be ordered to

mai ntain its accounts and records in conformance with the
1996 NARUC USOA, and submt a statement fromits accountant
with its 2000 annual report, stating that its books are in
conformance with the NARUC USOA and have been reconcil ed
with the Comm ssion Order.

| ssue 15: Should this docket be closed?

No. If no tinmely protest is received upon
expiration of the protest period, the PAA Order will becone
final upon the issuance of the Consummating Order. However,
this docket should remain open for an additional 18 nonths
fromthe effective date of the Order to verify the utility
has subm tted deeds show ng the correct description of |and
owned and used by the utility within 90 days of the
effective date of the Order; to verify the utility has
submtted its new nonthly bills within 90 days of the
effective date of the Order and is in conpliance with Rule
25-30.335, Florida Adm nistrative Code; to verify that the
utility submtted a statenent fromits accountant with its
2000 annual report stating that its books are in conformance
with the NARUC USOA and have been reconciled with the

Comm ssion Order; to allow staff to verify pro forma water

pl ant has been conpleted within 18 nonths of the effective
date of the Order; and to establish an effective date for
wast ewat er rates based on conpletion of the pro form water
pl ant .

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved as corrected by staff at
t he Conference.

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



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Oct ober

| TEM NO

27**

17,

2000

CASE

DOCKET NO. 001292-W5 - Request for change in billing period
frommnthly to quarterly in Manatee County by Fl oridana
Homeowners, | nc.

Critical Date(s): 10/30/00 (60-day suspensi on date)

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehrg Officer ADM

Staff: ECR Fitch
LEG  Brubaker

| ssue 1: Should Floridana’s proposed tariff to change

billing periods froma nonthly billing period to a quarterly
billing period be approved?

: Yes. The proposed tariff to change billing
periods froma nonthly billing period to a quarterly billing

period should be approved. The tariff should becone
effective for service rendered on or after the stanped
approval date on the tariff sheets, pursuant to Rule 25-
30.475(1), Florida Adm nistrative Code, provided the
customers have received notice.

| ssue 2: Should Floridana Honeowners, Inc., be ordered to
show cause, in witing within 21 days, why it should not be
fined for violation of Rule 25-30.335(1), Florida

Adm ni strative Code?

No. A show cause proceedi ng should not be
initiated. However, the utility should be placed on notice
that it is expected to know and conply with this

Comm ssion’s rules and regul ations.

| ssue 3: Should the docket be cl osed?

If Issue 1 is approved, the tariffs 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. |If a protest is filed, Floridana
shoul d continue billing in accordance with its existing
tariffs pending resolution of the protest, and the docket
should remain open. |If no tinely protest is filed, this

docket shoul d be cl osed upon the issuance of a Consummati ng
Or der.

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved.

- 44 -



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference
Oct ober 17, 2000

| TEM NO. CASE
27** DOCKET NO. 001292-W5 - Request for change in billing period

fromnmonthly to quarterly in Manatee County by Fl oridana
Homeowners, | nc.

(Continued from previ ous page)

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



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference
Oct ober 17, 2000

| TEM NO. CASE

28** DOCKET NO. 001217-El - Petition for authority to nodify
Commerci al /I ndustrial Service Rider Pilot Study by Gulf
Power Conpany.

Critical Date(s): 10/20/00 (60-day suspensi on date)

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehrg Officer ADM

Staff: ECR E. Draper
LEG  Wal ker

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion suspend Gulf Power Conpany’s
(Gul f) proposed revisions to its Comrercial/lndustrial
Service Rider tariff?

Yes. The Comm ssion should suspend Gulf’'s
proposed revisions to its Commercial /lndustrial Service

Ri der tariff.

| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

No. The docket should remain open pending
a final decision on the tariff.

DECI SI ON: The recommendati ons were approved.

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

| TEM NO

29**

17,

2000

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000610-WSs - Application for uniformservice
avai lability charges in Duval, Nassau, and St. Johns
Counties by United Water Florida Inc.

Critical Date(s): 10/30/00 (60-day suspensi on date)

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehrg Officer JC

Staff: ECR  Kyle, Merchant
LEG  Fudge

| ssue 1: Shoul d UWF s proposed tariffs reflecting

i npl ement ati on of the proposed service availability charges
and policies be suspended?

Yes. UWF s proposed tariffs should be

suspended pendi ng further investigation by staff. This
docket should remain open pending final action on the
application.

DECI SI ON: The recomendati on was approved.

Conmi ssi oners participating: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber, Baez
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| TEM NO

30* *

17,

2000

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000399-TI - Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs
agai nst AT&T Comruni cati ons of the Southern States, Inc.

d/ b/ a Connect ‘N Save and d/b/a Lucky Dog Phone Co. and

d/ b/a ACC Busi ness for apparent violation of Rule 25-4.043,
F.A.C., Response to Comm ssion Staff Inquiries.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: LEG Cal dwel |
CAF: DeMello, Lowery
CwP: Buys

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion accept the settlenent offer
proposed by AT&T to resolve the show cause proceedi ngs for
apparent violations of Rule 25-4.043, Florida Adm nistrative
Code, Response to Comm ssion Staff Inquiries?

Yes. The Comm ssion shoul d accept AT&T' s
settlement offer, including a contribution of $246,000 to
the State General Revenue Fund, to resolve apparent
violations of Rule 25-4.043, Florida Adm nistrative Code,
Response to Commi ssion Staff Inquiries. The contribution
shoul d be received by the Comm ssion within ten business
days fromthe issuance date of the Conmm ssion Order and
should identify the docket nunber and conpany nanme. The
Conmmi ssi on 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.

| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

No. |If staff’s recommendation in |Issue 1
is approved, this docket should remain open pending receipt
of the $246, 000 contribution and staff’s verification of the
resolution of all outstanding conplaints. After remttance
of the contribution and resolution of all outstanding
conplaints, this docket nmay be closed adm nistratively.

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conference
Cct ober

| TEM NO

31**

PAA

17, 2000

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000036-TlI - Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs
agai nst USLD Comruni cations, Inc. for apparent violation of
Rul e 25-4.043, F.A C., Response to Conmm ssion Staff

| nquiries; and investigation and determ nati on of
appropriate method for refunding interest and overcharges on
intrastate 0+ calls nmade from pay tel ephones and in a cal
aggr egat or cont ext.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: LEG B. Keating, Vaccaro
CMP:  Buys
ECR:. D. Draper

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion accept USLD Communi cati ons,
Inc.”s offer of refund and refund cal cul ati on of $33, 718. 50,
addi ng interest of $3,094.87, for a total of $36,813.37, as
required by Rule 25-4.114, Florida Adm nistrative Code,
Refunds, for overcharges to end users on intrastate 0+ calls
pl aced from pay tel ephones and made in a call aggregator
context from February 1, 1999, through March 31, 2000?

Yes. The Comm ssion should accept USLD
Communi cations, Inc.’s offer of refund and refund

cal cul ati on of $33,718.50, adding interest of $3,094.87, for
a total of $36,817.37, as required by Rule 25-4.114, Florida
Adm ni strative Code, Refunds, for overcharging end users on
intrastate 0+ calls placed from pay tel ephones and nade in a
call aggregator context from February 1, 1999, through March
31, 2000. Refunds should be credited to the affected end
users’ | ocal exchange tel ephone bill by January 31, 2001.
Any noney not refunded, including interest, should be
remtted to the Comm ssion by July 31, 2001, and forwarded
to the Ofice of the Conptroller for deposit in the General
Revenue Fund, pursuant to Section 364.285(1), Florida
Statutes. USLD should be required to submit a prelimnary
report to the Conmm ssion by April 30, 2001, and a final
report by July 31, 2001

| ssue 2: Should USLD Comruni cations, Inc. be required to
show cause why it should not pay a fine for over billing of
calls in excess of the rate cap established in Rule 25-
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Oct ober 17, 2000

| TEM NO
31**

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000036-TlI - Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs
agai nst USLD Comruni cations, Inc. for apparent violation of
Rul e 25-4.043, F.A C., Response to Commi ssion Staff

| nquiries; and investigation and determ nati on of
appropriate method for refunding interest and overcharges on
intrastate 0+ calls made from pay tel ephones and in a cal
aggregat or cont ext.

(Continued from previ ous page)

24.630, Florida Adnm nistrative Code, Rate and Billing
Requi rement s?

: No.
| ssue 3: Should the Comm ssion accept the $5, 000 settl enment
of fer proposed by USLD Conmuni cations, Inc. to resolve the
apparent violation of Rule 25-4.043, Florida Adm nistrative
Code, Response to Conm ssion Staff Inquiries?
Yes. The Commi ssion shoul d accept the
conpany’s $5,000 settl enment proposal to resolve the apparent
violation of Rule 25-4.043, Florida Adm nistrative Code,
Response to Comm ssion Staff Inquiries. Any contribution
shoul d be received by the Comm ssion within ten business
days fromthe issuance date of the Conmm ssion Order and
should identify the docket nunber and conpany nanme. The
Conmmi ssi on 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
USLD fails to pay in accordance with the terns of the
settlenment offer, the conpany’s certificate should be
cancel ed, and this docket should be closed. The settl enment
proposal is contingent upon the Conmm ssion’s approval of
staff’s recomendation in |Issue 1; therefore, if the
Comm ssion rejects Issue 1, Issue 2 is rendered noot.
| ssue 4: Should this docket be cl osed?
> No. If no person whose interests are
substantially affected by the proposed agency action files a
protest of the Conm ssion’s decision on Issue 1 within the
21-day protest period, the Comm ssion’s Order will becone
final upon issuance of a consummating order. This docket
shoul d, however, remain open pending the conpletion of the
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| TEM NO
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CASE

DOCKET NO. 000036-TlI - Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs
agai nst USLD Comruni cations, Inc. for apparent violation of
Rul e 25-4.043, F.A C., Response to Commi ssion Staff

| nquiries; and investigation and determ nati on of
appropriate method for refunding interest and overcharges on
intrastate 0+ calls made from pay tel ephones and in a cal
aggregat or cont ext.

(Continued from previ ous page)

refund, receipt of the final report on the refund, and

rem ttance of the $5,000 voluntary contribution. After
conpletion of the refund, receipt of the final refund
report, and renmittance of the $5,000 voluntary contribution,
this docket may be cl osed adm nistratively. |f the conpany
fails to conplete the refund or to pay the settl enent
contribution, this docket may be cl osed upon cancell ation of
USLD Commruni cations, Inc.’s certificate.

DECI SI ON: The recommendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Oct ober
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32* *

17,
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CASE

DOCKET NO. 000482-TC - Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs
agai nst Maria E. Del gado d/b/a G obal Communication for
apparent violation of Rule 25-4.043, F. A C., Response to
Conmmi ssion Staff Inquiries.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: LEG Knight
CMP: M Watts

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion accept the settlement offer
proposed by Maria E. Del gado d/b/a d obal Conmmunication to
resol ve the apparent violation of Rule 25-4.043, Florida
Adm ni strative Code, Response to Conm ssion Staff Inquiries?
: No. The Commi ssion should not accept the
conpany’s settlenment proposal. Records indicate that the
conpany did not respond to the Conmm ssion for nearly three
nmont hs, instead of within 15 days as required by Rule 25-
4.043, Florida Adm nistrative Code, Response to Comm ssion
Staff Inquiries, and staff believes that the conpany’s
proposal of $100 is insufficient.

| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

No. If staff’s recommendation in Issue 1
is approved, this docket should remain open pending the
resolution of the show cause proceeding. d obal nust
respond to the original show cause order (PSC-00-1180-SC-TC,
dated June 30, 2000) within 21 days of the issuance of this
Order denying the settlenent. |If Gobal fails to respond to
the Order to Show Cause and the fine is not received within
ten busi ness days after the expiration of the show cause
response period, then Certificate No. 3874 should be
cancel ed and this docket should be closed adm nistratively.

DECI SION: This item was deferred to a | ater Comm ssi on Conference.



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Oct ober

| TEM NO.

33**

17,

2000

CASE

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.
(Deferred fromthe 9/26/00 Conm ssion Conference.)

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: LEG Vaccaro, Dandel ake
CMP:  Audu
RGO: Vandi ver

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion grant Internmedia s Mdtion to
Dismiss or, in the Alternative, to Stay?

No. The Comm ssion should deny Internedia s
Motion to Dismss or, in the Alternative, to Stay.

| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

No. If the Comm ssion approves staff’s
recommendation in Issue 2, this docket should remain open
pendi ng resol ution of Bell South’s conpl aint.

DECI SI ON: The recommendati ons were approved with direction to staff tc
conduct an audit.

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



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Oct ober

| TEM NO

34%*

17,

2000

CASE

DOCKET NO. 990731-WJ - Application for transfer of water
facilities from Sunrise Water Conpany, Inc., hol der of
Certificate No. 584-W to Keen Sales, Rentals and Utilities,
I nc., holder of Certificate No. 582-W in Polk County, for
cancel lation of Certificate No. 584-W and for amendnent of
Certificate No. 582-Wto include additional territory.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehrg Officer BZ

Staff: LEG Crosby, Cervasi
RGO. Cl app, Redenmann

| ssue 1: Should the protest period set forth in Order No.
PSC- 00- 1388- PAA-WJ be reopened to all ow Keen an opportunity
to respond to the findings of the Conmi ssion with regard to
the establishment of rate base for purposes of the transfer?
: No. The protest period should not be
reopened. Rate base was set by Order No. PSC-00-1388- PAA-WJ
for purposes of the transfer only. The calculation did not
i ncl ude the normal ratenmaking adjustnments of working capital
and used and useful adjustnments. Because Keen currently has
a staff-assisted rate case pending (Docket No. 001118-WJ),
staff recommends that Keen’s concerns about rate base be
addressed in that docket.
| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes. |If the Comm ssion detern nes that
Keen’ s request can be addressed in Docket No. 001118-WJ, no
further action is necessary and the docket should be closed.
However, if the Comm ssion denies staff’s recomrendation in
| ssue 1, the docket should remain open to allow Keen 21 days
to respond to the findings in Order No. PSC-00-1388-PAA- W,
with regard to the establishnment of rate base.

DECI SI ON: The recommendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Oct ober

| TEM NO

35** PAA

17,

2000

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000713-TlI - Petition by Southwestern Bel

Communi cati ons Services, Inc. d/b/a Southwestern Bell Long
Di stance d/ b/a Nevada Bell Long Distance d/b/a Pacific Bel
Long Di stance d/b/a SBC Long Di stance for waiver of Rule 25-
24.490(2), F.A.C., which requires an interexchange conpany
to file a bond covering its current deposits and advance
payments for nore than one nonth’s service.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: RGO Hawki ns
ECR. D. Draper
LEG: Dandel ake, Cal dwel |

| ssue 1: Shoul d Sout hwestern Bell Conmuni cations Services,
I nc. d/b/a Southwestern Bell Long Distance d/b/a Nevada Bell
Long Di stance d/b/a Pacific Bell Long Distance d/b/a SBC
Long Di stance be granted a waiver of Rule 25-24.490(2),
Fl ori da Adni nistrative Code?

Yes. Sout hwestern Bell Comrunications
Services, Inc. d/b/a Southwestern Bell Long Di stance d/b/a
Nevada Bell Long Di stance d/b/a Pacific Bell Long Distance
d/ b/a SBC Long Di stance should be granted a waiver of Rule
25-24.490(2), Florida Adm nistrative Code.
| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?
| f no person whose substantial interests are
affected by the Comm ssion’s Proposed Agency Action files a
protest within 21 days of the issuance date of the order
this docket should be cl osed.

DECI SION: This item was deferred to the November 7, 2000 Conm ssi on
Conf er ence.



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Oct ober

| TEM NO

36* * PAA

17,

2000

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000789-Tl - Application for certificate to
provi de interexchange tel econmuni cations service by Verizon
Advanced Data Inc., and request for waiver of bond
requirenment in Rule 25-24.490(2), F.A C

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: RGO Pruitt
ECR: D. Draper
LEG  Banks

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion grant authority to provide
i nt erexchange tel econmuni cations service in Florida to
Veri zon Advanced Data Inc.(Verizon)?
Yes. Verizon should be granted Florida
Public Service Conm ssion Certificate No. 7589 to operate as
an i nterexchange tel ecomunications service provider in
Fl ori da.
| ssue 2: Should Verizon be relieved of the bond requirenent
of Rule 25-24.490(2), Florida Adm nistrative Code, as
provided for in the rule?

Yes.
| ssue 3: Should this docket be cl osed?
I f no person whose substantial interests
are affected by the proposed agency action files a protest
within 21 days of the issuance of the order, this docket
shoul d be cl osed upon the issuance of a consummating order.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference
Oct ober 17, 2000

| TEM NO. CASE

37** DOCKET NO. 000462-TP - Application for transfer of contro
of Florida Digital Network, Inc. (holder of ALEC Certificate
No. 5715 and | XC Certificate No. 7048) to Elantic
Conmmuni cations, Inc., whereby Florida Digital will becone a
direct, wholly owned subsidiary of Elantic.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: RGO T. WIIlians
LEG  Banks

| ssue 1: Should Order No. PSC-00-1246- PAA-TP, issued July
10, 2000, and consummated by Order No. PSC-00-1428-CO TP
i ssued August 3, 2000, be vacated?

Yes.
| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?
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: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber, Baez



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Oct ober

| TEM NO

38**

17,

2000

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000328-TP - Request for approval of transfer of
ultimate control of Concert Communications Sales LLC (“CCS”)
(hol der of ALEC Certificate No. 7253 and pendi ng | XC
Certificate No. 7372) fromBritish Tel econmuni cations plc
(“BT”) to a global joint venture called “Concert” in which
BT and AT&T Corp. each maintain a 50% controlling interest;
and for approval of forthcom ng corporate reorganization
wher eby authority currently held by CCS will be transferred
to Concert USA, an affiliate of CCS, and CCS will be nerged
into Concert USA.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehrg OFficer DS

Staff: RGO T. WIIlians
LEG K. Pefia, Keating

| ssue 1: Should Order No. PSC-00-1028-PAA-TP, issued May 24,
2000, and consummated by Order No. PSC-00-1113-CO TP, issued
June 16, 2000, be vacated?

Yes.
| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?
Yes. This docket should be cl osed upon
i ssuance of the Comm ssion’s vacating order.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference
Oct ober 17, 2000

| TEM NO. CASE

39** DOCKET NO. 000081-TlI - Request by International Exchange
Communi cations, Inc. d/b/a IE COM (holder of I XC Certificate
No. 5798) and NOSVA Limted Partnership (holder of |XC
Certificate No. 3560) for approval of an asset purchase
agreenent whereby IE COM wi || purchase and NOSVA wi Il sel
the international operating division of NOSVA, including all
custoners thereof.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: RGO T. WIIlians
LEG Elliott

| ssue 1: Should Order No. PSC-00-0437-PAA-TP, issued March
2, 2000, and consunmated by Order No. PSC-00-0599-CO TP,
i ssued March 28, 2000, be vacated?
Yes.
| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?
Yes. This docket should be cl osed upon
i ssuance of the Conm ssion’s vacating order.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Oct ober

| TEM NO

40% *

17,

2000

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000758-EQ - Petition for approval of a pilot
program for small photovoltaic systens by Tanpa El ectric
Conpany.

Critical Date(s): 2/22/01 (8-nonth effective date)

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehrg Officer ADM

Staff: SER: Haff, Col son
ECR: Spri nger
LEG Stern

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion approve Tanpa Electric
Conpany’s (TECO) anended petition to approve a pilot program
to interconnect small photovoltaic systens?

Yes. TECO s proposed SPS agreenent is a
reasonabl e attenpt to set out the technical and operational
requi renents for interconnecting custoner-owned SPS systens.
| ssue 2: What is the appropriate effective date for TECO s
proposed agreenment ?

. The appropriate effective date for the
agreenent is October 17, 2000.

| ssue 3: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes. |If no protest is filed within 21 days
of the issuance of the order this docket should be cl osed.

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference
Oct ober 17, 2000

| TEM NO. CASE

41** PAA DOCKET NO. 001186-El - Petition for approval of new
envi ronnental prograns for cost recovery through the
Envi ronment al Cost Recovery Clause by Tanmpa El ectric
Conpany.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehrg Officer JB

Staff: SER: Brenman, D. Lee, MNulty
ECR: E. Draper, P. Lee, Slenkew cz
LEG Stern

| ssue 1: |Is Tanpa Electric Conpany’s Particulate Em ssion
M nim zation and Monitoring Program (PM Program eligible
for cost recovery through the ECRC?
Yes.

| ssue 2: |Is Tanpa Electric Conpany’s Reduction of Nitrogen
Oxi de Emi ssions Programat Big Bend Units 1, 2, and 3 (NOX
Program) eligible for cost recovery through the ECRC?

: Yes.
| ssue 3: Should this docket be cl osed?
Yes. This docket should be cl osed upon
i ssuance of a Consummati ng Order unless a person whose
substantial interests are affected by the proposed agency
action files a protest within 21 days of the issuance of the
proposed agency action order.

DECI SI ON: The reconmmendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Oct ober

| TEM NO

42% * PAA

17,

2000

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000982-El - Petition by Florida Power & Light
Conmpany for approval of conditional settlenent agreenment

whi ch term nates standard offer contracts originally entered
into between FPL and Okeel anta Corporation and FPL and
Osceola Farnms, Co. (Deferred from 9/26/00 Conmi ssion
Conference and revi sed recommendation filed.)

Critical Date(s): 10/19/00 (PAA order required to satisfy
condition of settlenent agreenent.)

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

Staff: SER: Haff, Bohrnmann, Harl ow, Lee
ECR: Lester, Mil hot
LEG C. Keating

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

Li ght Conpany’s Petition for Approval of Agreenent to Buy
Qut the Okeel anta Corporation and Osceol a Farns Standard
O fer Contracts?

Yes. The Agreenent appears to be cost-
effective and in the best interest of FPL's ratepayers. The
Agreement will enable the Okeelanta and Osceola facilities
to beconme nerchant plants on the electric grid, thus
mtigating potential price spikes in the whol esal e
electricity market. |If the Agreement is approved, FPL
shoul d adjust the capital structure in its earnings
surveillance reports to conply with the equity ratio cap
contained in the stipulation approved by the Comnm ssion in
Order No. PSC-99-0519- AS-El

| ssue 2: Should the Comm ssion approve the cost-recovery
net hod for the settlenent paynment as proposed by Florida
Power & Light Conpany in Docket Nunber 000001-El at this
tinme?

. Yes. Pursuant to testinony filed in Docket
No. 000001-El and as discussed at the Septenber 26, 2000
Agenda Conference, FPL has proposed deferring collection of
the settlement paynent until January 1, 2002. Beqgi nni ng on
January 1, 2002, FPL has also proposed to anprtize the
settl enent payment over a period of five years with the
unanortized portion accruing interest at the comnerci al
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M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Oct ober

| TEM NO

42%* PAA

17,

2000

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000982-ElI - Petition by Florida Power & Light
Conpany for approval of conditional settlenent agreenent

whi ch term nates standard offer contracts originally entered
into between FPL and Okeel anta Corporation and FPL and
Osceola Farnms, Co. (Deferred from 9/26/00 Conmi ssion

Conf erence and revised recommendation filed.)

(Continued from previ ous page)

paper rate. FPL's proposal results in approxinmately $29

mllion dollars less in charges through the adjustnent
cl auses.
| ssue 2 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
or der.

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference
Oct ober 17, 2000

| TEM NO. CASE

43 DOCKET NO. 940109-WJ - Petition for interimand permnent
rate increase in Franklin County by St. George Island
Uility Conpany, Ltd.

Critical Date(s): None
Hearing Date(s): Available upon request

Commi ssi oners Assi gned: DS
Prehrg O ficer DS

Staff: RGO Rehw nkel
ECR: Rendell, Crouch, WIlis
LEG Gervasi

| ssue 1: Should the funds in the escrow account be rel eased
to the utility and the escrow account closed?

Yes. The funds in the escrow account shoul d
be released to the utility and the escrow account shoul d be
cl osed.
| ssue 2: Is the utility in conpliance with Order No. PSC-94-
1383- FOF-WJ, issued Novenber 14, 1994, in Docket No. 940109-
WJ?

: Yes. The utility is in conpliance with Order
No. PSC-94-1383-FOF-WJ, issued Novenber 14, 1994, in Docket
No. 940109- WU.

| ssue 3: Should the docket be closed?

Yes. No further action is necessary.
Therefore the docket should be cl osed.

DECISION: This itemwas deferred to a | ater Comm ssi on Conference.



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference
Oct ober 17, 2000

| TEM NO. CASE

44** PAA 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. 990517-TL - Request for review of proposed
nunmbering plan relief for the 904 area code.

Critical Date(s): 10/01/01 (Exhaust date for 305 area
code.)
10/ 01/ 04 (Exhaust date for 305/786 area
codes.)
01/ 01/ 02 (Exhaust date for 904 area
code.)

Hearing Date(s): Avail able upon request

Commi ssi oners Assigned: DS JC
Prehrg O ficer - Pending

Staff: CMP: lleri, Bul ecza-Banks
LEG B. Keating, Vaccaro, Fordham

| ssue 1: What criteria should the Conm ssion establish to
bal l ot custoners in the follow ng areas/regions:

A) Sanford exception area (904 area code)

B) Keys region(305 area code)

C) M ani -Dade area (305/786 area codes)
Staff recommends that the Comm ssion apply
the criteria set forth in Rule 25-4.063, Florida
Adm ni strative Code (F.A.C.), with the exception of
subsection (6) of the Rule.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati on was approved with the nodifications
identified in Issue 2.

| ssue 2: What should be the threshold criteria (pass/fail
rate) in the follow ng areal/regions:

A) Sanford exception area (904 area code)

B) Keys region(305 area code)

C) M am -Dade area (305/786 area codes)
Upon approval of Issue 1, staff recomends
that the Conm ssion require that at |east 60 percent of the
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M nut es of

Comm ssi on Conference
Oct ober 17, 2000

| TEM NO
44** PAA

DECI SI ON:

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. 990517-TL - Request for review of proposed
nunbering plan relief for the 904 area code.

(Continued from previ ous page)

subscri bers balloted nmust respond, and of those responding,
at least a mpjority (50% nmust vote in favor of a tel ephone
nunber change in the Sanford exception area (60/50
criteria). Staff also recommends that the sanme criteria
shoul d be applied for the Keys region and M ani - Dade ar ea.

The recommendati on was approved with the follow ng

nodi fi cations:
A) No threshold response rate is required for Osteen; sinple majority

passes.

B &C A 40%response rate is required; sinple majority passes.

DECI SI ON:

| ssue 3: What rate(s) should be reflected in the ballots for
t he Keys region and M am - Dade area?

Staff recommends that the Comm ssion require
Bel | South to item ze all costs associated with rate center
consol i dation and code sharing for the Keys regi on and
M am - Dade area. Staff also recommends that the Conm ssion
require Bell South to calculate the rates per nonth per I|ine,
which will be used in the balloting process. In addition,
staff recommends that Bell South provide this information to
staff by Novenber 13, 2000.

The recommendati on was approved.

| ssue 4: What is the appropriate time frame and procedures
for balloting the foll owi ng areas/regions:

A) Sanford exception area (904 area code)

B) Keys region (305 area code)

C) M am -Dade area (305/786 area codes)
| f the Conm ssion approves staff’s
recommendation in Issues 1, 2, and 3, staff recommends that
the balloting be conducted as presented in the analysis
portion of staff’s nmenorandum dated October 5, 2000.
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Comm ssi on Conference

Oct ober

| TEM NO

44%* PAA

17,

2000

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. 990517-TL - Request for review of proposed
nunbering plan relief for the 904 area code.

(Continued from previ ous page)

DECI SI ON: The recomendati on was approved with the clarification that
i npl enment ati on dates maybe changed if the PAA order is protested.

| ssue 5: Should these dockets be cl osed?
No. If staff’s recommendation in |ssues 1,

2, 3, and 4 is approved, the resulting order will be a
Proposed Agency Action. |f no person whose substanti al
interests are affected tinely files a protest within 21 days
of the issuance of the Order, the decision will becone final

upon i ssuance of a consunmating order. Staff recomends that
t hese dockets should not be closed pending the
i npl ementati on of various nunber conservation nmeasures in

t hese area codes.

DECI SI ON: The recomendati on was approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Deason, Jacobs



M nut es of
Conmmi ssi on Conference
Oct ober 17, 2000

| TEM NO. CASE

45** DOCKET NO. 980670-W5 - Investigation of possible
overearni ngs by Sanlando Utilities Corporation in Sem nole
County.

DOCKET NO. 971186-SU - Application for approval of reuse
project plan and increase in wastewater rates in Sem nole
County by Sanlando Utilities Corporation.

Critical Date(s): None

Commi ssi oners Assigned: DS JC
Prehrg Officer DS (980670)
Prehrg Officer JC (971186)

Staff: LEG Brubaker
ECR:. WIlis, Rendell

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion grant the Septenber 6, 2000,
Joint Motion to Accept Settlement Agreenment filed by
Sanl ando Utilities Corporation and the Ofice of Public
Counsel ?
Yes. The Comm ssion should grant the
parties’ Motion and approve the settlenment agreenment in its
entirety. The withdrawal of OPC s protest should be
acknowl edged, and PAA Order No. PSC-00-1263-PAA-WS shoul d be
made final as nodified by the settlenment agreenent. The
utility should file revised tariff sheets and a proposed
customer notice to reflect the reduction in its nonthly
wat er base facility charge as provided in the settl enent
agreenent. The approved charge should be effective for
service rendered on or after the stanped approval date of
the revised tariff sheets pursuant to Rule 25-30.475(1),
Fl orida Adm nistrative Code. The charge shoul d not be
i npl emented until staff has approved the proposed custoner
notice, and the notice has been received by the custoners.
The utility should provide proof of the date notice was
given no |less than 10 days after the date of the notice.
| ssue 2: Should these dockets be cl osed?

Yes. These dockets should be cl osed
adm ni stratively upon staff's verification that the revised
tariff sheets and custoner notice have been filed by the
utility and approved by staff.

DECI SI ON: The recommendati ons were approved with a nodification to
staff anal ysis.



M nut es of
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Conmi ssi oners participating: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber, Baez

46 DOCKET NO. 981834-TP - Petition of Conpetitive Carriers for
Comm ssion action to support |ocal conpetition in Bell South
Tel ecommuni cations, Inc.’s service territory.
DOCKET NO. 990321-TP - Petition of ACI Corp. d/b/a
Accel erated Connections, Inc. for generic investigation to
ensure that Bell South Tel ecommuni cati ons, Inc., Sprint-
Fl orida, Incorporated, and GIE Florida I ncorporated conply
with obligation to provide alternative | ocal exchange
carriers with flexible, tinmely, and cost-efficient physical
coll ocation. (lssue 2 deferred fromthe 9/5/00 Comi ssion
Conference. |Issues 1, 3, and 4 were voted on at that tine.)

Critical Date(s): None
Hearing Date(s): Avail able upon request

Comm ssi oners Assigned: DS JC
Prehrg OFficer DS

Staff: CMP: Hinton, Ileri, Fulwod, Dowds, Barrett, Audu
Si mmons
LEG B. Keating

| ssue 2: Should the Comm ssion grant GITEFL's Petition for
Reconsi deration, Bell South’s Mtion for Reconsideration and
Clarification and Sprint’s Mdtion for Reconsideration and
Clarification?
Staff recomrends that the Mdtions for

Reconsi deration and/or Clarification be granted, in part,
and denied, in part, as follows:
| . Copper Entrance Facilities

Staff recommends that Bell South’s request for
clarification regarding the Comm ssion’s determ nation on
copper entrance facilities be granted. The Conm ssion
should clarify that the Comm ssion’s decision only addresses
t he use of copper entrance cabling within the context of
collocation outside a central office (CO, but does not
reach the issue of copper cabling in other situations. The
Comm ssi on should also clarify that only collocation between
an ALEC' s controlled environnmental vault (CEV) on an |ILEC s
property and an |ILEC CO was considered in this decision, not
i nterconnecti on between Bell South’s CO and the ALEC s CO.

- 69 -



M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conference
Oct ober 17, 2000
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CASE

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

DOCKET NO. 990321-TP - Petition of ACI Corp. d/b/a

Accel erated Connections, Inc. for generic investigation to
ensure that Bell South Tel ecommuni cations, Inc., Sprint-

Fl orida, Incorporated, and GIE Florida | ncorporated conply
with obligation to provide alternative |ocal exchange
carriers with flexible, tinmely, and cost-efficient physical
col |l ocati on.

(Continued from previ ous page)

1. Conversion of Virtual to Physical Coll ocation

Staff recommends that Bell South and GTEFL’s Mbtions for
Reconsi deration regardi ng conversion of virtual to physical
coll ocation be granted. 1In view of the fact that a federal
court has now rendered an interpretation of federal |aw that
is directly contrary to this Commission’s interpretation on
this point, staff believes that the Comm ssion’s decision on
this point may be considered in error. In conformance with
the U.S. Court of Appeals for the D.C. Circuit’s ruling (DC
Circuit or Court), the Conm ssion should determ ne that the
| LEC, rather than the ALEC, may determ ne where the ALEC s
physi cal coll ocation equi pment should be placed within a
central office, even in situations where the ALEC is
converting fromvirtual to physical collocation.
I11. Billing for Conversion

Staff recommends that Bell South’s request for
clarification on this point be denied. This issue has been
fully and clearly addressed in the Conm ssion’s Order.
Furthernore, there is no evidence in the record to support
Bel | South’s requested clarification regarding a space
preparati on charge.
I V. Cross-Connects between Col |l ocators

Staff recommends that Bell South’s and GTEFL’s Motions for
Reconsi deration regardi ng the Conm ssion’s decision on
cross-connects between coll ocators be granted. The FCC s
Order 99-48 and the FCC Rul es upon which the Comm ssion
relied for its decision on this point have been vacated by
the DC Circuit. In view of the fact that a federal court
has now rendered an interpretation of federal |law that is
directly contrary to this Commi ssion’s interpretation on
this point, staff believes that the Comm ssion’s decision on
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this point may be considered in error. In conformance with
the Court’s decision, the Comm ssion should find that |LECs
are not required to allow collocators to cross-connect
within a CO Staff recommends, however, that |LECs be
encouraged to consider requests by ALECs for perm ssion to
Cross-connect.
V. Reservation of Space

Staff recommends that Bell South’s and GIEFL’'s Motions for
Reconsi derati on be denied as they pertain to reservation of
space within a CO.  Argunents regarding reservation of space
were fully addressed in the Comm ssion’s Order. Therefore,
Bel | Sout h and GTEFL have failed to identify a m stake of
fact or |law made by the Conm ssion in rendering its
deci si on.
VI. First-Come, First-Served Rule

Staff recommends that the Comm ssion grant Bell South and
Sprint’s Modtions for Reconsideration regarding application
of the FCC s first-come, first-served rule. The notions
for reconsideration denonstrate a m stake nade by the
Comm ssion in rendering its decision on this point. The
Comm ssi on should determ ne that an applicant’s place on the
waiting list for collocation space should be based upon the
date the ILEC received the applicant’s collocation
appl i cati on.
VI1. Inplenentation Date

Staff recommends that Bell South’ s request for
clarification regarding the inplenmentation date of the
Comm ssion’s Order be denied. The inplenentation date of
the Comm ssion’s Order was the issuance date of that Order
May 11, 2000.
VI11. Equipment
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col |l ocati on.

(Continued from previ ous page)

Staff recommends that the Comm ssion grant GIEFL’'s Mbtion
for Reconsi deration regarding the Conm ssion’s decision on
equi pnment that an |ILEC nust allow to be collocated, to the
extent that the decision indicates that parties should rely
upon the portions of FCC Order 99-48 that have now been
vacated by the DC Circuit. The Comm ssion’s decision
shoul d, however, remain in place to the extent that it
relies upon FCC Order 96-325 and the FCC rul es pronul gated
prior to FCC Order 99-48. Staff further recommends that
Sprint’s request for clarification be denied.
| X. Site Preparation Cost Recovery

Staff recommends that the Comm ssion deny GIEFL’s Moti on
for Reconsideration as it pertains to site preparation cost
recovery. GIEFL has not identified any m stake of fact or
| aw made by the Comm ssion in rendering its decision on this
poi nt .

X. Tour for Partial Collocation Space

Staff recommends that the Comm ssion deny Sprint’s Mtion
for Reconsideration regarding CO tours when an | LEC denies
an ALEC part of the collocation space requested. The
arguments presented by Sprint were fully addressed in the
Commi ssion’s Order. Sprint has not identified any m stake
of fact or |law made by the Conmi ssion in rendering its
deci sion on this point.

XlI. Response to Application

Staff recommends that the Conm ssion deny Sprint’s Mtion
for Reconsideration as it applies to the Comm ssion’s
decision on the tinm ng of responses to applications for
col |l ocation space. Sprint has failed to identify any
m st ake of fact or |aw made by the Comm ssion in rendering
its decision on this point. The issue of collocation at
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col |l ocati on.

(Continued from previ ous page)

renote sites was not raised at hearing in addressing this
i ssue, even though it could have been.
Xl'l. Demarcation Point

Staff recommends that the Conm ssion grant Sprint’s
request for clarification regarding the appropriate
demarcation point. The Comm ssion should clarify that POT
bays are perm ssible as demarcation points, but may not be
required.
XIll. Price Quotes

Staff recommends that Sprint’s request for clarification
regardi ng price quotes be denied. There is nothing in the
record to support the requested clarification.

DECI SI ON: The reconmmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Deason, Jacobs



M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conference
Oct ober 17, 2000

| TEM NO.

47

CASE

DOCKET NO. 992018-TP - Petition by Bell South
Tel ecomuni cations, Inc. for arbitration of resal e agreenent
with Atlantic Tel econmuni cation Systens, |nc.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: JC JB
Prehrg Officer JC

Staff: LEG  Fordham
CMP:  Arant, Simons

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion approve the final arbitrated
agreenent between Atlantic and Bell South which was filed on
August 18, 2000?
Yes. The Commi ssion shoul d approve the final
arbitrated agreenent between Atlantic and Bel | Sout h which
was filed on August 18, 2000.
| ssue 2: Should this docket now be cl osed?

Yes. This docket should be cl osed.

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved.

Conmi ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Jaber
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DOCKET NO. 950379-El - Determ nation of regul ated earni ngs
of Tanpa El ectric Conpany pursuant to stipulations for
cal endar years 1995 through 1999.

Critical Date(s): None
Hearing Date(s): 11/30/98, Talla., Prehrg., GR
12/7/98, Talla., JN DS CL GR JC
Conmmi ssi oners Assigned: JC JB BZ
Prehrg Officer BZ

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

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

$2, 116, 831, 729.

| ssue 2: What is the appropriate capital structure for

pur poses of neasuring earnings for 1999?

For the purpose of nmeasuring earnings under
the stipulation, the appropriate capital structure for 1999
is shown on Attachnent B of staff’s October 5, 2000

menor andum

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

. The appropriate net operating incone is
$178, 865, 684 for 1999.
| ssue 4: What is the amount to be refunded?

. The amount to be refunded is $6, 102, 126,
including interest, as of Decenber 31, 2000. Additional
i nterest should be accrued from Decenber 31, 2000 to the
time the actual refund is conpleted.
| ssue 5: Should this docket be cl osed?
I f no person whose substantial interests
are affected by the proposed agency action files a protest
within 21 days of the issuance of the order, this docket
shoul d be cl osed upon the issuance of a consummating order.

DECISION: This item was deferred to a |later Conm ssion Conference.
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CASE

DOCKET NO. 000442-El - Petition for determ nation of need
for the Osprey Energy Center by Cal pine Construction Finance
Conpany, L.P.

Critical Date(s): None

Conmmi ssi oners Assigned: JC JB BZ
Prehrg Officer JB

Staff: LEG Elias, |saac
CMP: Makin
ECR: Lester, Stallcup
SER: Harl ow, Bohrnann, Brenman

( ORAL ARGUMENT REQUESTED. )
| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion grant Cal pine’s Request for

Oral Argunent?
:  Yes. The Comm ssion should grant Cal pine’s

request for oral argunent.

The recommendati on was approved.

| ssue 2: Should the Comm ssion grant FPL’s Emergency Motion
to Hold this Matter in Abeyance?
: No. FPL's Mdtion should be deni ed.

The recommendati on was approved with direction pursuant to

di scussi on.

DECI SI ON:

| ssue 3: Should the Comm ssion grant Cal pine’' s petition for
a determ nation that Rule 25-22.082(2), Florida

Adm ni strative Code, does not apply to Cal pi ne, or grant

Cal pine’s alternative request for waiver of Rule 25-
22.082(2), Florida Adm nistrative Code?

. The Conmm ssion should grant Cal pine’s
petition for a Determ nation that Rule 25-22.082(2), Florida
Adm ni strative Code, does not apply to Cal pine.

This i ssue was deferred.

| ssue 4: Should the Comm ssion grant Florida Power & Light
Conmpany’s (FPL’s) notion to dism ss Calpine’'s Petition for
Determ nation of Need for an Electrical Power Plant?
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No. Calpine's petition for need

determ nation states a cause of action upon which relief can
be granted because it alleges all of the required el enents.
At the tine Calpine files its information concerning
contractual commtnents, it shall file all the information
required by Rule 25-22.081, Florida Adm nistrative Code.
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DECI S| ON:

The recommendati on was approved with direction to staff

that, if at any time, they feel confortable recomendi ng the petition
be dism ssed, they are to do so.

DECI SI ON:

DECI SI ON:

| ssue 5: Should the Comm ssion grant Florida Power
Corporation’s notion to dism ss Cal pine Construction Finance
Conpany L.P.’s petition for determ nation of need for an

el ectrical power plant?

No. Calpine’'s petition states a cause of
action upon which relief can be granted because it alleges
all of the required el enents.

The recommendati on was approved as noted under |ssue 4.

| ssue 6: Should this docket be closed?
No. This docket should remain open for the

heari ng.

The recommendati on was approved.

Conmmi ssi oner Jacobs di ssented on |Issues 4 and 5.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Jaber, Baez
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CASE

DOCKET NO. 000003- QU - Purchased gas adjustnent (PGA) true-
up.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: JC JB Bz
Prehrg Officer JB

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

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion grant Florida Public

Uilities Conpany’s (Florida Public or the Conpany) petition
for an increase in its Purchased Gas Adjustnment (PGA) cap
from 50. 050 cents per thermto 70.384 cents per thern?

. Yes. The Conm ssion should approve the
Conpany’s proposed PGA cap of 70.384 cents per therm
effective Novenber 1, 2000, through the Decenmber 31, 2000
billing cycles.
| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?
No. The purchased gas adjustnment true-up
docket is ongoing and should remain open.

DECI SI ON: The reconmmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Jaber, Baez



M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conference
Oct ober 17, 2000

| TEM NO

51**

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000003- QU - Purchased gas adjustnent (PGA) true-
up.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: JC JB Bz
Prehrg Officer JB

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

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion grant St. Joe Natural Gas
Conpany’s (St. Joe or the Conpany) petition for an increase
inits Purchased Gas Adjustnment (PGA) cap from 44.900 cents
per thermto 86.400 cents per thernf

. Yes. The Conm ssion should approve the
Conpany’s proposed PGA cap of 86.400 cents per therm
effective for all neter readings beginning with the
Conmpany’s COct ober 2000 billing cycle through Decenmber 31,
2000.

| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

No. The purchased gas adjustnment true-up
docket is ongoing and should remai n open.

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Jaber, Baez
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t her eof . T 1<)
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Conpany. C e e e 57
42** PAA  DOCKET NO. 000982-El - Petition by Florida Power &
Li ght Conpany for approval of conditional settlenment
agreenment which term nates standard offer contracts
originally entered into between FPL and Okeel anta
Cor poration and FPL and Osceol a Farnms, Co. . . . b8
43 DOCKET NO. 940109-WJ - Petition for interim and
permanent rate increase in Franklin County by St.
George Island Uility Conpany, Ltd. . . . . . . . 59
44** PAA 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. 990517-TL - Request for review of proposed
nunbering plan relief for the 904 area code. . . 60
45** DOCKET NO. 980670-W5 - Investigation of possible
overearni ngs by Sanlando Utilities Corporation in
Sem nol e County.
DOCKET NO. 971186-SU - Application for approval of
reuse project plan and increase in wastewater rates in
Sem nol e County by Sanlando Utilities Corporation. 61
46 DOCKET NO. 981834-TP - Petition of Conpetitive

Carriers for Comm ssion action to support |ocal
conpetition in Bell South Tel ecommuni cations, Inc.’s
service territory.
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Accel erated Connections, Inc. for generic

i nvestigation to ensure that Bell South

Tel ecomruni cations, Inc., Sprint-Florida,

| ncor porated, and GTE Florida Incorporated conply with
obligation to provide alternative | ocal exchange
carriers with flexible, tinmely, and cost-efficient
physi cal collocation. (lIssue 2 deferred fromthe
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