M NUTES OF SEPTEMBER 3, 2002
COVMM SSI ON' CONFERENCE
COVMENCED: 9:30 a. m
ADJ OQURNED: 11: 00 a. m

COW SSI ONERS PARTI Cl PATI NG  Chai rman Jaber
Comm ssi oner Deason
Conm ssi oner Baez
Comm ssi oner Pal ecki
Comm ssi oner Bradl ey

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

1 Approval of M nutes
August 6, 2002 Regul ar Commi ssi on Conference

DECI SION: The m nutes were approved.

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



M nut es of
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
Sept enber 3, 2002

| TEM NO. CASE
2% * Consent Agenda
PAA A) Applications for certificates to provide interexchange
t el ecommuni cati ons servi ce.
DOCKET NO. COVPANY NAME
020428- TI Seanen’s Church Institute of
Fl orida Inc.
020854- TI Budget Phone, Inc.
020851- TI Superior Technol ogi es, Inc.

d/ b/ a Superior Spectrum Inc.
and d/b/a Spectrum LD

020651-TI Hori zon Tel ecom |Inc.
020550-TI Econodi al, LLC
PAA B) Applications for certificates to provide pay tel ephone
servi ce.
DOCKET NO. COVMPANY NAME
020861-TC Roberta Rich d/b/a Street
Phones Co

020874-TC Thomas E. Cantrel

PAA C) DOCKET NO 020454-TX - Request for approval of transfer
of ALEC Certificate No. 7794 from C B. Telecomm 1Inc. to
Bar-Lyn Enterprises Inc d/b/a Sw ftphone.

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

DECI SI ON: The reconmendati on was approved.

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



M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
Sept enber 3, 2002

| TEM NO.

3**

CASE

Docket No. 010908-El - Conpl aint agai nst Florida Power &

Li ght Conmpany regardi ng pl acenment of power poles and

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

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: GCL: C. Keating, MLean
AUS. Mlls
CAF. Raspberry

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion grant FPL’s notion to
dism ss the petitioners’ request for hearing on Order No.
PSC- 02- 0788- PAA- EI ?

RECOVMENDATI ON: Yes. The Commi ssion should grant FPL’s
nmotion to dismss, with prejudice, the petitioners’ request
for hearing on the portion of Order No. PSC- 02-0788-PAA-E

i ssued as final agency action. The Comm ssion should grant
FPL’s notion to dismss, wthout prejudice, the petitioners’
request for hearing on the portion of Order No. PSC 02-0788-
PAA- El issued as proposed agency action.

| SSUE 2: Should the Comm ssion grant the petitioners’
request to have their petition for hearing referred to the
Di vision of Administrative Hearings (“DOAH) for an

adm ni strative hearing?

RECOMVENDATI ON: No. The Conm ssion cannot refer to DOAH
the petitioners’ request for hearing on Part II1 of O der
No. PSC-02-0788- PAA-ElI because that portion of the Order was
i ssued as final agency action upon which a hearing cannot be
granted. It is within the Conm ssion’s discretion to refer
to DOAH the petitioners’ request for hearing on Part |1 of
the Order, but such a decision would be premature at this
time.

| SSUE 3: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOVMENDATI ON: No. This docket should remain open to
allow the petitioners to anmend their request for hearing




M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
Sept enber 3, 2002

| TEM NO.
3**

CASE

Docket No. 010908-El - Conpl ai nt agai nst Florida Power &

Li ght Conpany regardi ng pl acenment of power poles and

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

(Conti nued from previ ous page)

consistent wwth staff’s recomendation in Issue 1. |If the
petitioners do not file an anended petition within 20 days
of the issuance of the order resulting fromthis
recommendation, this docket should be adm nistratively

cl osed.

DECISION: This item was deferred.



M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
Sept enber 3, 2002

| TEM NO.

4**

CASE

Docket No. 020223-WJ - Notice of abandonment of water
services in Alachua County by Santa Fe Hills Water System

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: GCL: Holley
ECR: Peacock

| SSUE 1: Should Santa Fe be ordered to show cause, in
witing, within 21 days, why it should not be fined for
failure to file its annual reports for the years 1993

t hrough 2001 in apparent violation of Rule 25-30.110(3),

Fl ori da Adm nistrative Code?

RECOVMENDATI ON: No. Show cause proceedi ngs shoul d not be
initiated at this time. Staff further reconmmends that the
penalties set forth in Rule 25-30.110(7), Florida

Adm ni strative Code, should not be assessed, as the
information contained in the delinquent reports is no |onger
needed for the ongoing regulation of the utility. 1In
addition, Santa Fe should not be required to file the annual
reports for the years 1993 through 2001.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON: Yes. Because no further action is
necessary, this docket should be closed.

DECI SI ON: The reconmendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
Sept enber 3, 2002

| TEM NO.

5

CASE

Docket No. 020611-TP - Conpl aint of Bell South

Tel ecomruni cations, Inc. regardi ng Supra Tel econmuni cati ons
and Information Systens, Inc.'s inappropriate use of Local
Exchange Navi gation Service (LENS).

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMP. Ileri, Broussard, Bul ecza-Banks, Casey, Kelly,
Mbses, Vinson
GCL: B. Keating

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion grant Supra’s Mdtion to

Di smiss Bell South’s Conpl ai nt?

RECOMVENDATI ON: No. Staff recommends that the Mtion be
denied, but that this matter be set for hearing.

| SSUE 2: Should this Docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON: No. If the Comm ssion approves staff’s

recommendation in Issue 1, this Docket should be set for
heari ng.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
Sept enber 3, 2002

| TEM NO.

6% * PAA

CASE

Docket No. 020665-TI - Conpliance investigation of Tel ecore
Communi cations Corp. for apparent violation of Rule 25-
24.910, F.A. C., Certificate of Public Conveni ence and
Necessity Required, and Rule 25-4.043, F. A C., Response to
Comm ssion Staff Inquiries.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMP:. Buys
GCL: For dham

| SSUE 1: Should the Commi ssion inpose a $25,000 penalty on
Tel ecore Communi cations Corp. for apparent violation of Rule
25-24.910, Florida Adm nistrative Code, Certificate of
Publ i ¢ Conveni ence and Necessity Required?

RECOVVENDATI ON:  Yes. The Commi ssion shoul d i npose a $25, 000
penalty on Tel ecore Communi cations Corp. for apparent
violation of Rule 25-24.910, Florida Adm ni strative Code,
Certificate of Public Conveni ence and Necessity Required.
The penalty should be paid to the Florida Public Service
Comm ssion and forwarded to the Ofice of the Conptroller
for deposit in the General Revenue Fund pursuant to Section
364.285(1), Florida Statutes. If the Commssion’s Order is
not protested and the paynent of the penalty is not received
wi thin fourteen cal endar days after the issuance of the
Consummating Order, the collection of the penalty should be
referred to the Ofice of the Conptroller. Further, if

Tel ecore Comruni cations Corp. fails to tinely protest the
Comm ssion’s Order, and fails to obtain an | XC Certificate
of Public Conveni ence and Necessity, the conpany shoul d be
required to imedi ately cease and desi st providing prepaid
calling services in Florida upon issuance of the
Consummating Order until the conpany obtains an | XC
Certificate of Public Conveni ence and Necessity.




M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
Sept enber 3, 2002

| TEM NO.
6% * PAA

CASE

Docket No. 020665-TI - Conpliance investigation of Tel ecore
Communi cations Corp. for apparent violation of Rule 25-
24.910, F.A.C., Certificate of Public Conveni ence and
Necessity Required, and Rule 25-4.043, F. A C., Response to
Comm ssion Staff Inquiries.

(Continued from previ ous page)

| SSUE 2: Shoul d the Conmi ssion inpose a $10, 000 penalty on
Tel ecore Comuni cations Corp. for apparent violation of Rule
25-4.043, Florida Adm nistrative Code, Response to

Comm ssion Staff Inquiries?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The Conmm ssion should i npose a $10, 000
penalty on Tel ecore Communi cations Corp. for apparent

viol ation of Rule 25-4.043, Florida Adm nistrative Code,
Response to Comm ssion Staff Inquiries. The penalty should
be paid to the Florida Public Service Conm ssion and
forwarded to the O fice of the Conptroller for deposit in

t he General Revenue Fund pursuant to Section 364.285(1),
Florida Statutes. |If the Commssion’s Order is not
protested and the paynent of the penalty is not received

wi thin fourteen cal endar days after the issuance of the
Consummati ng Order, the collection of the penalty should be
referred to the Ofice of the Conptroller.

| SSUE 3: Should this docket be cl osed?

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

unl ess a person whose substantial interests are affected by
the Comm ssion’s decision files a protest within 21 days of
t he i ssuance of the Proposed Agency Action Order. This
docket should then be closed adm nistratively upon either
recei pt of the paynent of the penalties, or upon referral of
the penalties to the Ofice of the Conptroller for
collection if the penalties are not paid within fourteen

cal endar days after issuance of the Consummati ng O der.

DECI SI ON: The reconmendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
Sept enber 3, 2002

| TEM NO.

7** PAA

CASE

Docket No. 020664-Tl - Conpliance investigation of
Bigredwire for apparent violation of Rule 25-24.470, F.A C ,
Certificate of Public Conveni ence and Necessity Required,
and Rule 25-4.043, F.A C., Response to Comm ssion Staff

| nqui ri es.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMP: Buys
GCL: Banks

| SSUE 1: Should the Commi ssion inpose a $25,000 penalty on
Bigredwire for apparent violation of Rule 25-24.470, Florida
Adm ni strative Code, Certificate of Public Conveni ence and
Necessity Required?

RECOVVENDATI ON:  Yes. The Commi ssion shoul d i npose a $25, 000
penalty on Bigredwire for apparent violation of Rule 25-

24. 470, Florida Adm nistrative Code, Certificate of Public
Conveni ence and Necessity Required. The penalty should be
paid to the Florida Public Service Comm ssion and forwarded
to the Ofice of the Conptroller for deposit in the Genera
Revenue Fund pursuant to Section 364.285(1), Florida
Statutes. If the Commssion’s Order is not protested and

t he paynment of the penalty is not received within fourteen
cal endar days after the issuance of the Consunmating O der,
the collection of the penalty should be referred to the
Ofice of the Conptroller. Further, if Bigredwire fails to
timely protest the Conmission’s Order, and fails to obtain
an | XC Certificate of Public Conveni ence and Necessity, the
conpany should be required to i nmedi ately cease and desi st
provi di ng i nterexchange tel ecommuni cati ons services in

Fl ori da upon issuance of the Consummating Order until the
conpany obtains an | XC Certificate of Conveni ence and
Necessi ty.

| SSUE 2: Shoul d the Conmi ssion inpose a $10, 000 penalty on
Bigredwire for apparent violation of Rule 25-4.043, Florida
Adm ni strati ve Code, Response to Conmi ssion Staff Inquiries?
RECOMIVENDATI ON:  Yes. The Comm ssion shoul d i npose a $10, 000
penalty on Bigredwire for apparent violation of Rule 25-

-9 -



M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
Sept enber 3, 2002

| TEM NO.
7% * PAA

CASE

Docket No. 020664-TlI - Conpliance investigation of
Bigredwire for apparent violation of Rule 25-24.470, F.A C. ,
Certificate of Public Conveni ence and Necessity Required,
and Rule 25-4.043, F.A.C., Response to Comm ssion Staff

I nqui ri es.

(Continued from previ ous page)

4.043, Florida Adm nistrative Code, Response to Conm ssion
Staff Inquiries. The penalty should be paid to the Florida
Public Service Conm ssion and forwarded to the Ofice of the
Comptrol ler for deposit in the General Revenue Fund pursuant
to Section 364.285(1), Florida Statutes. |If the

Comm ssion’s Order is not protested and the paynent of the
penalty is not received within fourteen cal endar days after
the i ssuance of the Consummati ng Order, the collection of
the penalty should be referred to the Ofice of the

Conptrol ler.

| SSUE 3: Should this docket be cl osed?

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

unl ess a person whose substantial interests are affected by
the Comm ssion’s decision files a protest within 21 days of
the i ssuance of the Proposed Agency Action Order. This
docket should then be closed adm ni stratively upon either
recei pt of the paynent of the penalties, or upon referral of
the penalties to the Ofice of the Conptroller for
collection if the penalties are not paid within fourteen

cal endar days after issuance of the Consummati ng O der.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
Sept enber 3, 2002

| TEM NO. CASE

8* * PAA Docket No. 020569-TX - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of ALEC Certificate No. 5480 issued to
Axsys, Inc. d/b/a Axsys, Inc./Tel Ptns. for violation of
Rul e 25-4.0161, F.A C, Regul atory Assessnent Fees;
Tel ecommuni cat i ons Conpani es.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CWP; | sl er
GCL: Teitzman

| SSUE 1: Should the Commi ssion inpose a $1,000 penalty or
cancel Axsys, Inc. d/b/a Axsys, Inc./Tel Ptns.’ certificate
for apparent violation of Rule 25-4.0161, Florida

Adm ni strative Code, Regul atory Assessnent Fees;

Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es?

RECOVMENDATI ON: Yes. The Conmi ssion should i npose a $1, 000
penalty or cancel the conmpany’s certificate if the penalty
and the regul atory assessnent fees, including statutory
penalty and interest charges, are not received by the

Comm ssion within fourteen (14) cal endar days after the

i ssuance of the Consummating Order. The penalty should be
paid to the Florida Public Service Comm ssion and forwarded
to the Ofice of the Conptroller for deposit in the State
CGeneral Revenue Fund pursuant to Section 364.285(1), Florida
Statutes. [|If the Commssion’s Order is not protested and
the penalty and regul atory assessnment fees, including
statutory penalty and interest charges, are not received,
the conpany’s Certificate No. 5480 shoul d be cancel |l ed

adm nistratively and the collection of the past due fees
shoul d be referred to the O fice of the Conptroller for
further collection efforts. |If Axsys, Inc. d/b/a Axsys,
Inc./ Tel Ptns.’ certificate is cancelled in accordance with
the Comm ssion’s Order fromthis recomendati on, Axsys, Inc.
d/b/a Axsys, Inc./Tel Ptns. should be required to

i mredi ately cease and desi st providing alternative | ocal
exchange services in Florida.




M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
Sept enber 3, 2002

| TEM NO.
8% * PAA

CASE

Docket No. 020569-TX - Cancellation by Florida Public
Servi ce Conmm ssion of ALEC Certificate No. 5480 issued to
Axsys, Inc. d/b/a Axsys, Inc./Tel Ptns. for violation of
Rul e 25-4.0161, F.A C., Regul atory Assessnent Fees;

Tel ecommuni cat i ons Conpani es.

(Continued from previ ous page)

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

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

unl ess a person whose substantial interests are affected by
the Comm ssion’s decision files a protest within 21 days of
t he i ssuance of the Proposed Agency Action Order. The
docket should then be cl osed upon receipt of the penalty and
fees or cancellation of the certificate.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
Sept enber 3, 2002

| TEM NO.

9% * PAA

CASE

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

Docket No. 020571-TX - 2" Century Conmuni cations, Inc.
Docket No. 020572-TX - Netcon Tel com Inc.

Docket No. 020573-TX - KingTel, Inc.

Docket No. 020574-TX - BlueStar Networks, Inc.

Docket No. 020585-TX - @ulf Coast Comruni cations, Inc.
Docket No. 020591-TX - Metro FiberLink, Inc.

Docket No. 020592-TX - Patriot Com I nc.

Docket No. 020596-TX - | PVoi ce Comuni cations, |nc.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CVP; | sl er
GCL: Dodson, Elliott, Fordham Christensen

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion inpose a $500 penalty or
cancel each conpany’s respective certificate as listed on
Attachnent A of staff's August 22, 2002 nenorandum f or
apparent violation of Rule 25-4.0161, Florida Adm nistrative
Code, Regul atory Assessnent Fees; Tel econmuni cati ons
Conpani es?

RECOVMENDATI ON:  Yes. The Conmi ssion shoul d i npose a $500
penal ty or cancel each conpany’s respective certificate as
listed on Attachnent A if the penalty and the regul atory
assessnment fees, including statutory penalty and interest
charges, are not received by the Conmm ssion within fourteen
(14) cal endar days after the issuance of the Consummati ng
Order. The penalty should be paid to the Florida Public
Service Comm ssion and forwarded to the Ofice of the
Comptroller 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 penalty and
regul atory assessnent fees, including statutory penalty and
i nterest charges, are not received, the certificate nunbers
listed on Attachnent A should be cancelled adm nistratively
and the collection of the past due fees should be referred

- 13 -
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Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
Sept enber 3, 2002

| TEM NO.
9% * PAA

CASE

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

(Conti nued from previ ous page)

to the Ofice of the Conptroller for further collection
efforts. If a conpany’s certificate, as listed on
Attachment A, is cancelled in accordance with the

Comm ssion’s Order fromthis reconmendati on, the respective
conpany should be required to i medi ately cease and desi st
providing alternative | ocal exchange services in Florida.

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

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

unl ess a person whose substantial interests are affected by
the Comm ssion’s decision files a protest within 21 days of
t he i ssuance of the Proposed Agency Action Order. The
dockets shoul d then be cl osed upon receipt of the penalty
and fees or cancellation of each conpany’s respective
certificate. A protest in one docket should not prevent the
action in a separate docket from becom ng final

DECI SI ON: The reconmendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
Sept enber 3, 2002

| TEM NO. CASE

10** PAA Docket No. 020570-TX - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of ALEC Certificate No. 5792 issued to
| &, Inc. for violation of Rules 25-4.0161, F.A C ,
Regul at ory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es,
and 25-24.835, F. A C., Rules Incorporated.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CWP; | sl er
GCL: Dodson

| SSUE 1: Should the Commi ssion inpose a $1,000 penalty or
cancel 1&, Inc.’s ALEC Certificate No. 5792 for apparent
violation of Rule 25-4.0161, Florida Adm nistrative Code,
Regul at ory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecomruni cati ons Conpani es?
RECOVVENDATI ON: Yes. The Conmi ssion shoul d i npose a $1, 000
penalty or cancel the conmpany’s certificate if the penalty
and the regul atory assessnent fees, including statutory
penalty and interest charges, are not received by the

Comm ssion within fourteen (14) cal endar days after the

i ssuance of the Consummating Order. The penalty shoul d be
paid to the Florida Public Service Comm ssion and forwarded
to the Ofice of the Conptroller for deposit in the State
CGeneral Revenue Fund pursuant to Section 364.285(1), Florida
Statutes. If the Commssion’s Order is not protested and
the penalty and regul atory assessnment fees, including
statutory penalty and interest charges, are not received,
the conpany’s Certificate No. 5792 shoul d be cancel |l 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. |If the conpany’s certificate is
cancel l ed in accordance with the Comm ssion’s Order from
this recormendation, I&, Inc. should be required to

i mredi ately cease and desi st providing alternative | ocal
exchange services in Florida.




M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
Sept enber 3, 2002

| TEM NO.
10** PAA

CASE

Docket No. 020570-TX - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of ALEC Certificate No. 5792 issued to
| &, Inc. for violation of Rules 25-4.0161, F. A C ,
Regul at ory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es,
and 25-24.835, F.A C., Rules Incorporat ed.

(Continued from previ ous page)

| SSUE 2: Should the Comm ssion inpose a $500 penalty or
cancel 1&, Inc.’s ALEC Certificate No. 5792 for apparent
violation of Rule 25-24.835, Florida Adm nistrative Code,

Rul es I ncorporated?

RECOMVENDATI ON: Yes. The Conmm ssion should i npose a $500
penalty or cancel I&, Inc.’s certificate if the information
required by Rule 25-24.835, Florida Adm nistrative Code,

Rul es I ncorporated, and penalty are not received by the
Comm ssion within fourteen (14) cal endar days after the

i ssuance of the Consummating Order. The penalty shoul d be
paid to the Florida Public Service Comm ssion and forwarded
to the Ofice of the Conptroller for deposit in the State
Ceneral Revenue Fund pursuant to Section 364.285(1), Florida
Statutes. If the Commssion’s Order is not protested and
the penalty and required information are not received, |Q&2,
Inc.”s ALEC Certificate No. 5792 should be cancel |l ed
admnistratively. [If the conpany’'s certificate is cancelled
in accordance with the Comm ssion’s Order fromthis
recommendation, |I&, Inc. should be required to inmediately
cease and desist providing alternative | ocal exchange
services in Florida.

| SSUE 3: Should this docket be cl osed?

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

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




M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
Sept enber 3, 2002

| TEM NO.
10** PAA

CASE

Docket No. 020570-TX - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of ALEC Certificate No. 5792 issued to
| &, Inc. for violation of Rules 25-4.0161, F. A C ,
Regul at ory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es,
and 25-24.835, F.A C., Rules Incorporat ed.

(Continued from previ ous page)

the i ssuance of the Proposed Agency Action Order. The
docket should then be cl osed upon receipt of the penalty and
fees and updated reporting requirenments, or cancellation of
the certificate.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
Sept enber 3, 2002

| TEM NO.

11**PAA

CASE

Cancel l ation by Florida Public Service Comm ssion of ALEC
certificates for violation of Rules 25-4.0161, F. A C.,
Regul at ory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es,
and 25-24.835, F.A C., Rules Incorporat ed.

Docket No. 020575-TX - PARCOM Conmuni cati ons, |nc.

Docket No. 020576-TX - Fuzion Wrel ess Comruni cations Inc.
Docket No. 020577-TX - CCCFL, Inc. d/b/a Connect!

Docket No. 020586-TX - Tel Net.com Inc.

Docket No. 020590-TX - URJET Backbone Network, Inc.

Docket No. 020593-TX - d obal Telelink Services, Inc.
Docket No. 020597-TX - Bi z-Tel Corporation

Docket No. 020598-TX - ReFl ex Conmuni cations, |nc.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMP:. Isler
GCL: Elliott, Teitzman, Fordham Christensen, Fudge

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion inpose a $500 penalty or
cancel each conpany’s respective certificate as listed on
Attachment A of staff's August 22, 2002 nenorandum f or
apparent violation of Rule 25-4.0161, Florida Adm nistrative
Code, Regul atory Assessnent Fees; Tel econmuni cations
Conpani es?

RECOMWENDATI ON:  Yes. The Conmi ssi on shoul d i npose a $500
penal ty or cancel each conpany’s respective certificate as
listed on Attachnent A if the penalty and the regul atory
assessnment fees, including statutory penalty and interest
charges, are not received by the Comm ssion within fourteen
(14) cal endar days after the issuance of the Consummati ng
Order. The penalty should be paid to the Florida Public
Service Comm ssion and forwarded to the Ofice of the
Comptroller 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 penalty and
regul atory assessnent fees, including statutory penalty and
i nterest charges, are not received, the certificate nunbers
listed on Attachnent A should be cancelled adm nistratively
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CASE

Cancel l ation by Florida Public Service Comm ssion of ALEC
certificates for violation of Rules 25-4.0161, F. A C.,
Regul at ory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es,
and 25-24.835, F. A C., Rules Incorporated.

(Conti nued from previ ous page)

and the collection of the past due fees should be referred
to the Ofice of the Conptroller for further collection
efforts. If a conpany’s certificate, as listed on
Attachnment A, is cancelled in accordance with the

Comm ssion’s Order fromthis recommendati on, the respective
conpany should be required to i nmedi ately cease and desi st
providing alternative | ocal exchange services in Florida.

| SSUE 2: Should the Comm ssion inpose a $500 penalty or
cancel each conpany’s respective certificate as listed on
Attachment A for apparent violation of Rule 25-24. 835,

Fl ori da Adm nistrative Code, Rules Incorporated?
RECOVIVENDATI ON: Yes. The Commi ssion should i npose a $500
penal ty or cancel each conpany’s respective certificate as
listed on Attachnent A if the information required by Rule
25-24.835, Florida Adm nistrative Code, Rules Incorporated,
and penalty are not received by the Conm ssion within
fourteen (14) cal endar days after the issuance of the
Consummating Order. The penalty should be paid to the

Fl orida Public Service Comm ssion and forwarded to the
Ofice of the Conptroller for deposit in the State General
Revenue Fund pursuant to Section 364.285(1), Florida
Statutes. If the Commssion’s Order is not protested and
the penalty and required information are not received, the
certificate nunbers listed on Attachnent A should be
cancell ed adm nistratively. |If a conpany’ s certificate, as
listed on Attachnent A is cancelled in accordance with the
Comm ssion’s Order fromthis reconmendati on, the respective
conpany should be required to i medi ately cease and desi st
providing alternative | ocal exchange services in Florida.

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

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

unl ess a person whose substantial interests are affected by
the Comm ssion’s decision files a protest within 21 days of
t he i ssuance of the Proposed Agency Action Order. The

- 19 -
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CASE

Cancel l ation by Florida Public Service Comm ssion of ALEC
certificates for violation of Rules 25-4.0161, F. A C.,
Regul at ory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es,
and 25-24.835, F. A C., Rules Incorporated.

(Conti nued from previ ous page)

dockets should then be cl osed upon recei pt of the penalties,
fees, and required information or cancellation of each
conpany’s respective 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.

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



M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
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CASE

Docket No. 020587-TX - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of ALEC Certificate No. 7451 issued to
AMAFLA Tel ecom Inc. for violation of Rules 25-4.0161

F.A C., Regul atory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecomruni cations
Conmpani es and 25-24.835, F. A C., Rules Incorporated.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CWP; | sl er
GCL: Dodson

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion accept the settlenment offer
proposed by AMAFLA Tel ecom Inc. to resolve the apparent
violation of Rules 25-4.0161, Florida Adm nistrative Code,
Regul at ory Assessnment Fees; Tel ecomuni cati ons Conpani es and
25-24.835, Florida Adm nistrative Code, Rules Incorporated?
RECOMVENDATI ON: Yes. The Conmi ssion shoul d accept the
conpany’s settlenent proposal. Any contribution should be
recei ved by the Commi ssion within fourteen (14) cal endar
days fromthe date of the Comm ssion Order and shoul d
identify the docket nunmber and conpany nanme. The Conmmi ssion
shoul d forward the contribution to the Ofice of the
Comptroller for deposit in the State General Revenue Fund
pursuant to Section 364.285(1), Florida Statutes. |If the
conpany fails to pay in accordance with the terns of the
Comm ssion Order, Certificate No. 7451 should be cancelled
adm nistratively. [|If AVAFLA Telecom Inc.’s certificate is
cancel led in accordance with the Comm ssion’s Order from
this recommendati on, AVMAFLA Tel ecom Inc. should be required
to imedi ately cease and desist providing alternative |ocal
exchange services in Florida.
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CASE

Docket No. 020587-TX - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of ALEC Certificate No. 7451 issued to
AMAFLA Tel ecom Inc. for violation of Rules 25-4.0161

F.A C., Regulatory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecomruni cations
Conpani es and 25-24.835, F.A C., Rules Incorporated.

(Continued from previ ous page)

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON: I f the Conmi ssion approves staff’s
recommendation in Issue 1, this docket should be cl osed upon
recei pt of the $200 contribution or cancellation of the
certificate.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

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

Docket No. 020589-TP - Bankruptcy cancellation by Florida
Public Service Comm ssion of I XC Certificate No. 7491 and
ALEC Certificate No. 7490 issued to Tel ergy Network
Services, Inc., effective 7/22/02.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CVP; | sl er
GCL: Elliott

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion grant Tel ergy Network
Services, Inc.’s request for cancellation of its |IXC
Certificate No. 7491 and its ALEC Certificate No. 7490 due
to bankruptcy?

RECOVMENDATI ON: Yes. The Commi ssion should grant the
conpany a bankruptcy cancellation of its I XC Certificate No.
7491 and its ALEC Certificate No. 7490 with an effective
date of July 22, 2002. 1In addition, the Division of the
Comm ssion Clerk and Adm nistrative Services will be
notified that the 2001 and 2002 RAFs, including statutory
penalty and interest charges for the year 2001 for each
certificate, should not be sent to the Conptroller’s Ofice
for collection, but that perm ssion for the Comm ssion to
wite off the uncollectible amunt should be requested. |If
the certificate is cancelled in accordance with the

Commi ssion’s Order fromthis recommendati on, the conpany
shoul d be required to i nmmedi ately cease and desi st providi ng
i nt erexchange tel econmuni cations and alternative | oca
exchange services in Florida.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON: The Order issued fromthis reconmendati on
wi |l becone final upon issuance of a Consummati ng O der,
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| TEM NO.
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CASE

Docket No. 020589-TP - Bankruptcy cancellation by Florida
Public Service Comm ssion of | XC Certificate No. 7491 and
ALEC Certificate No. 7490 issued to Tel ergy Network
Services, Inc., effective 7/22/02.

(Conti nued from previ ous page)

unl ess a person whose substantial interests are affected by
the Comm ssion’s decision files a protest within 21 days of
t he i ssuance of the Proposed Agency Action Order. The
docket shoul d then be cl osed.

DECI SI ON: The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Jaber, Deason, Baez, Pal ecki, Bradley
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| TEM NO. CASE

14** PAA Docket No. 020505-TI - Application for certificate to
provi de i nterexchange tel econmuni cations service by North
Ameri can Tel ephone Network, L.L.C.

Critical Date(s): None

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

St af f: cw: WIlIlians
GCL: Dodson

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion grant North American

Tel ephone Network, L.L.C. (NAT) a certificate to provide

i nt erexchange tel econmuni cations services within the state
of Florida?

RECOVMENDATI ON:  Yes. The Conm ssion should grant NAT Fl orida
Public Service Comm ssion Certificate No. 8166,

to provide | XC services within the state of Florida.

| SSUE 2: Shoul d Docket No. 020505-TlI be cl osed?
RECOVMENDATI ON:  Yes. The docket should be cl osed upon

i ssuance of a Consummating Order unless a person whose
substantial interests are affected by the Conmi ssion’s
decision files a protest within 21 days of the issuance of
t he Proposed Agency Action O der.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

Commi ssioners participating: Jaber, Deason, Baez, Pal ecki, Bradley
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| TEM NO.

15** PAA

CASE

Docket No. 020404-EQ - Petition for approval of plan to
share risks of Bay County qualifying facility contract
nodi fication by Fl orida Power Corporation.

Critical Date(s): None

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

St af f: ECR: Har | ow, Bohr nann
GCL: C. Keating

| SSUE 1: Should Florida Power Corporation’s petition for
approval of a plan to share the risks of the Bay County
qualifying facility contract nodification be approved?
RECOMVENDATI ON: No. FPC s proposed sharing plan does not
address the long-termnature of the risk to which ratepayers
are exposed. The sharing plan also appears to favor FPC s
shar ehol ders, because FPC s ratepayers will still be
required to pay all the up-front costs. FPC s sharing plan
wi I | reduce expected ratepayer NPV savings from$4.4 mllion
to $1.9 mllion, leaving |l ess roomfor error that ratepayers
will not be harned by the contract nodification. Further,
due to the unusual nature of the original contract, which
provided for firmenergy with no capacity charges from 2013
t hrough 2022, FPC s shareholders will not be exposed to any
significant risk until 2013.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. If no person whose substanti al
interests are affected by this 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 itemwas deferred to allow further negotiations and
review of participation by the office of Public Counsel.

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

Docket No. 020557-EQ - Petition by Florida Power Corporation
for approval of a negotiated qualifying contract with
Jefferson Power, LLC

Critical Date(s): None

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

St af f: ECR: Haf f, Sickel
GCL: Stern

| SSUE 1: Should the Conmm ssion approve Florida Power
Corporation’s petition for approval of a negotiated contract
for firmcapacity and energy from Jefferson Power, LLC ?
RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. Staff reconmends that the negoti ated
contract shoul d be approved.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON: Yes. This docket should be cl osed upon

i ssuance of a Consummating 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 acti on.

DECI SI ON: The reconmmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Jaber, Deason, Baez, Pal ecki, Bradley
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| TEM NO.
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CASE

Docket No. 020558-EQ - Petition by Florida Power Corporation
for approval of negotiated qualifying facility contract with
Ti mber Energy Resources, Inc.

Critical Date(s): None

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

St af f: ECR: Haf f, Sickel
GCL: Br ubaker

| SSUE 1: Should the Conmm ssion approve Florida Power
Corporation’s petition for approval of a negotiated contract
for firmcapacity and energy from Ti nber Energy Resources,

I nc.?

RECOVMENDATI ON:  Yes. Staff recommends that the negoti ated
contract shoul d be approved.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON: Yes. This docket should be cl osed upon

i ssuance of a Consummating Order unless a person whose
substantial interests are affected by the Conmi ssion’s
decision files a protest within 21 days of the issuance of
t he proposed agency acti on.

DECI SI ON: The reconmendati ons were approved.

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

Docket No. 020725-EQ - Petition of Tanpa El ectric Conpany
for approval of new standard offer contract for qualifying
cogeneration and small power production facilities, and for
wai ver requirenment in Rule 25-17.0832(4)(e)7, F.A C., that
standard offer contracts have a ten-year term

Critical Date(s): 9/13/02 (60-day suspension date)

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

Staff: ECR Haff, Minroe, Springer
GCL: Jaeger

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion suspend Tanpa El ectric
Conmpany’s (TECO) proposed tariff revisions which were filed
as part of TECO s petition for approval of its new Standard
O fer Contract?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The Conmi ssion shoul d suspend TECO s
proposed Standard O fer Contract tariff revisions.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

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

DECI SI ON: The reconmendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
Sept enber 3, 2002
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CASE

Docket No. 020331-SU - Investigation into alleged inproper
billing by Sani bel Bayous Utility Corporation in Lee County
in violation of Section 367.091(4), Florida Statutes.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Conmm ssion
Prehearing O ficer: Br adl ey

Staff: ECR Merta, Rendel
GCL: Jaeger

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion approve the proposed
resolution offered by Sani bel Bayous Uility Corporation?
RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The proposed resol ution shoul d be
approved wth the follow ng nodifications: (1) The proposed
rates, as shown in the analysis portion of staff’'s August
22, 2002 nmenorandum shoul d be approved tenporarily; (2) the
utility should file revised tariff sheets within 20 days of
the date of the Consunmating Order in this docket to reflect
t he Comm ssi on-approved rates; staff should be given

adm nistrative authority to approve the tariff sheets upon
staff verification that the tariffs are consistent with the
Comm ssion’s decision; (3) the utility should hold the

di fference between the proposed tenporary rates and the
current tariff rates ($14 - $12 = $2; $12 - $10 = $2)

subj ect to refund, pursuant to Rule 25.30-360, Florida

Adm ni strative Code, during the pendency of the SARC in
Docket No. 020439-SU; (4) Pursuant to Rule 25-30.360(6),
Florida Adm nistrative Code, the utility shall provide a
report by the 20th day of each nonth indicating the nonthly
and total revenue collected subject to refund; and (5) the
anount of any additional refunds and the appropriate

di sposition and anount of Cl AC should be determned in the
SARC.

DECI SI ON: The reconmmendati on was approved.
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DEC Sl ON:

DEC Sl ON:

CASE

Docket No. 020331-SU - Investigation into alleged inproper
billing by Sani bel Bayous Utility Corporation in Lee County
in violation of Section 367.091(4), Florida Statutes.

(Conti nued from previ ous page)

| SSUE 2: Should the utility be required to provide security
for noney being collected subject to refund?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The utility should be required to file
a bond, letter of credit or escrow agreenment to guarantee
any potential refunds of wastewater revenues collected under
tenporary rates. The letter of credit or bond should be in
t he amount of $4,283. In lieu of a letter of credit or

bond, SBUC nay obtain an escrow agreenent which requires the
utility to deposit the amobunt of revenue subject to refund
wi thin seven days of receipt, until conpletion of the rate
case.

The reconmmendati on was approved.

| SSUE 3: Should SBUC be ordered to show cause, in witing,
within 21 days, why it should not be fined for collecting
charges not approved by the Comm ssion, in apparent

viol ation of Section 367.091(4), Florida Statutes?
RECOVMENDATI ON:  Show cause proceedi ngs shoul d not be
initiated at this tinme. Staff cannot nake a determ nation
as to the appropriateness of a show cause proceeding at this
time. A recommendation will be nmade in SBUC s upcom ng SARC
i n Docket No. 020439-SU

The reconmendati on was approved with the understandi ng that

strong | anguage will be used to indicate to the conpany that show
cause proceedings will be initiated if the conpany does not conply

with the directive concerning charges collected and does not provide

i nformation requested by auditors for the staff-assisted rate case.
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DEC Sl ON:

DEC S| ON:

CASE

Docket No. 020331-SU - Investigation into alleged inproper
billing by Sani bel Bayous Utility Corporation in Lee County
in violation of Section 367.091(4), Florida Statutes.

(Conti nued from previ ous page)

| SSUE 4: Should this docket be consolidated with Docket No.

020439- SU, Sani bel Bayous Utility Corporation’s staff-
assisted rate case?

RECOMVENDATI ON: Yes. Docket No. 020331-SU shoul d be
consolidated with Docket No. 020439- SU

The reconmmendati on was approved.

| SSUE 5: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOVMENDATION:  No. In Issue 4, staff is recommendi ng that
this docket be consolidated with Docket No. 020439-SU. |If

t he Comm ssion deni es consolidation, this docket should
remain open to verify that the refund has been made to SBUC
custoners and al so to address any show cause proceedi ng.

The reconmmendati on was approved.

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

Docket No. 011379-SU - Application for transfer of
Certificate No. 422-Sin Qulf County fromQ@ulf Aire
Properties d/b/a Gulf Aire Wastewater Treatnment Plant to
ESAD Enterprises, Inc. d/b/a Beaches Sewer System
(Deferred from August 20, 2002 conference; revised
recommendation filed.)

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: ECR O app, Bass, Rieger
GCL: Harris

| SSUE 1: Should the transfer of Certificate No. 422-S from
@Qulf Aire to ESAD Enterprises, Inc. be approved?
RECOMVENDATI ON: Yes. The transfer of Certificate No. 422-S
from@ilf Aire to ESAD shoul d be approved. However, ESAD
shoul d be formally put on notice of its obligation to conply
with all of the requirenents of Chapter 367, Florida
Statutes, and Rule 25-30, Florida Adm nistrative Code. The
failure to do so may result in the initiation of show cause
proceedi ngs and the possible inposition of sanctions,

i ncluding penalties, fines, and possible revocation of the
certificate. ESAD should be responsible for all future RAFs
and annual reports. A description of the territory being
transferred is appended to staff's August 22, 2002

menor andum as Attachnment A

| SSUE 2: What is the rate base of Gulf Aire at the tinme of
transfer?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  The rate base, which for transfer purposes
reflects the net book value at the tinme of transfer, is
$7,371 for the wastewater system as of Decenber 1, 2000.

| SSUE 3: Should an acquisition adjustnment be approved?
RECOMVENDATI ON:  No. An acqui sition adjustnment was
request ed; however, an acquisition adjustnment should not be
included in the calculation of rate base for transfer

pur poses.
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CASE

Docket No. 011379-SU - Application for transfer of
Certificate No. 422-Sin Gulf County fromaQ@ulf Aire
Properties d/b/a Gulf Aire Wastewater Treatnment Plant to
ESAD Enterprises, Inc. d/b/a Beaches Sewer System
(Deferred from August 20, 2002 conference; revised
recommendation filed.)

(Continued from previ ous page)

| SSUE 4: Should the rates and charges approved for this
utility be continued?

RECOVMENDATI ON: Yes. ESAD shoul d continue charging the
rates and charges approved for Qulf Aire, with the exception
of AFPI for treatnment facilities, until authorized to change
by the Conmi ssion in a subsequent proceeding. The tariff
pages reflecting the transfer should be effective for

servi ces provided or connections nmade on or after the

st anped approval date on the tariff sheets.

| SSUE 5: Should the utility be required to discontinue
col l ection of Allowance for Funds Prudently |Invested (AFPI)
for treatnment facilities and to refund the overcollection of
AFPI ?

RECOMVENDATI ON: Yes. The utility should be required to

di scontinue collection of AFPI for treatnent facilities and
to refund overcollection of AFPI. The refunds shoul d be
made with interest pursuant to Rule 25-30.360, Florida

Adm ni strative Code, to each custonmer who paid the excess
AFPI .

| SSUE 6: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATION:  No. If no tinmely protest by a
substantially affected person is received to the proposed
agency action issues, a Consummati ng Order shoul d be issued
upon the expiration of the protest period. The docket
shoul d remain open until the utility provides verification
that the refund recormmended in |Issue 5 has been properly
conpl eted, at which tine the docket should be cl osed

adm ni stratively.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

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

Docket No. 020256-WJ - Application for transfer of
Certificate No. 380-WfromA. P. Uilities, Inc. in Marion
County to Sunshine Utilities of Central Florida, Inc.,

hol der of Certificate No. 363-W for amendment of
Certificate No. 363-W and for cancellation of Certificate
No. 380-W

Critical Date(s): None

Commi ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehearing O ficer: Br adl ey

Staff: ECR  Johnson, Wl den, Kaproth
GCL: Crosby, Helton

| SSUE 1: Should the transfer of Certificate No. 380-W from
APU to Sunshine, holder of Certificate No. 363-W be
approved and Water Certificate No. 363-Wbe anended and
Certificate No. 380-Wbe cancel ed?

RECOMVENDATI ON: Yes. The transfer of Certificate No.
380-Wfrom APU to Sunshi ne shoul d be approved, Water
Certificate No. 363-Wshould be anended to include the Quai
Run service area, and Certificate No. 380-Wshould be
canceled. The utility is current on its 2001 regul atory
assessnment fees (RAFs) and annual reports. As of January 1,
2002, Sunshine is responsible for remtting all future RAFs
and annual reports to the Comm ssion. A description of the
territory served by the utility is appended to staff's
August 22, 2002 nmenorandum as Attachnent A

| SSUE 2: What is the rate base of APU at the tine of
transfer?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  The rate base for transfer purposes is
$19,685 for the water systemas of March 15, 2002. Sunshine
shoul d be rem nded of its obligation to maintain the
utility’s books and records in conformance with the Nati onal
Associ ation of Regulatory Utility Comm ssioners' (NARUC)

Uni form System of Accounts (USQA).

| SSUE 3: Should an acquisition adjustnment be included in
the cal cul ation of rate base?

RECOMVENDATI ON: No. Sunshine has not requested an

acqui sition adjustnent and there are no extraordinary
circunstances in this case to warrant the inclusion of an

- 35 -
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CASE

Docket No. 020256-WJ - Application for transfer of
Certificate No. 380-WfromA. P. Uilities, Inc. in Marion
County to Sunshine Utilities of Central Florida, Inc.,

hol der of Certificate No. 363-W for amendment of
Certificate No. 363-W and for cancellation of Certificate
No. 380-W

(Continued from previ ous page)

acqui sition adjustnent. Staff recommends that no
acqui sition adjustnment should be included in the cal cul ation
of rate base.

| SSUE 4: Should the rates and charges approved for this

utility be continued?

RECOMVENDATI ON: Yes. Sunshi ne shoul d continue charging the
rates and charges approved for this utility systemuntil

aut hori zed to change by the Conmm ssion in a subsequent
proceeding. The tariff reflecting the change in ownership
shoul d be effective for services provided or connections
made on or after the stanped approval date on the tariff
sheet s.

| SSUE 5: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON: Yes. If no tinmely protest is received to

t he proposed agency action issues, upon the expiration of
the protest period a Consummati ng Order should be issued and
t he docket shoul d be cl osed.

DECI SI ON: The reconmendati ons were approved. Conm ssioner Deason
di ssented on |Issue 3.

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

Docket No. 020761-WJ - Request for approval of revisions to
water tariff regarding individual nmetering of nulti-famly
and rmulti-unit structures by Florida Water Services

Cor por ati on.

Critical Date(s): 9/14/02 (60-day suspension date)

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Conmm ssion
Prehearing O ficer: Br adl ey

St af f: ECR: Hudson
GCL: Stern

| SSUE 1: Should Florida Water Services Corporation’s
proposed tariff sheets to codify, with respect to new
construction, its longstanding policy for the individual
metering of multi-famly and nulti-unit structures be
suspended?

RECOMVENDATI ON: Yes. Florida Water’s proposed tariff
sheets to codify, with respect to new construction, its

| ongstandi ng policy for the individual nmetering of multi-
famly and nmulti-unit structures should be suspended pendi ng
further investigation by staff. This docket should renmain
open pending the conpletion of staff’s investigation.

DECI SI ON: The reconmmendati on was approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jaber, Deason, Baez, Pal ecki, Bradley
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22A

CASE

Docket No. 990649A-TP - Investigation into pricing of
unbundl ed network el enments (Bell South track).

Critical Date(s): None

Commi ssi oners Assigned: Jaber, Deason, Pal eck
Prehearing O ficer: Jaber

Staff: GCL: Christensen, B. Keating
CvP:  Dowds

| SSUE 1: Should parties be allowed to participate in the

di scussion of this matter?

RECOMVENDATI ON: No. No request for oral argunment has been
filed in accordance with Rule 25-22.058, Florida

Adm ni strati ve Code.

| SSUE 2: Should the Conmm ssion grant AT&T Comruni cati ons of
the Southern States, LLC s Petition for Interim Rates?
RECOMVENDATI ON: No. The Comm ssion shoul d deny AT&T
Comuni cations of the Southern States, LLC s Petition for

I nteri mRat es.

| SSUE 3: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON: No. This docket should remain open pending
further proceedings.

DECI SI ON: The reconmendati ons were approved.

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

Docket No. 971622-SU - Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs
agai nst Landmark Enterprises, Inc. in H ghlands County for
vi ol ation of Rule 25-30.110(3), F.A C., Records and Reports;
Annual Reports, and Rul e 25-30.120, Regul atory Assessnent
Fees.

Critical Date(s): None

Commi ssi oners Assigned: Deason, Baez, Pal eck
Prehearing O ficer: Pal eck

Staff: GCL: Brubaker, Holley
CCA:  Kni ght
ECR  Kaproth, Peacock

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion nodify Order No. PSC 98-
0269- FOF- SU and order that the penalties and interest for
del i nquent annual reports and regul atory assessnent fees be
a lien on the real and personal property of the utility and
its directors?
RECOMVENDATI ON: Yes. Staff recommends that Order No. PSC
98- 0269- FOF- SU be nodified and that pursuant to Section
367.161, Florida Statutes, the penalty for delinquent annual
reports and regul atory assessnent fees assessed in that
Order, as set forth in the body of staff’s recomendati on,
be a lien on the real and personal property of the utility,
enforceabl e by the Comm ssion as a statutory |ien under
Chapter 85, Florida Statutes. Pursuant to Chapter 85, the
proceeds of such lien should be deposited by the Comm ssion
in the General Revenue Fund Unal | ocated Account.

Further, staff reconmmends that Order No. PSC 98-0269- FO--
SU be nodified so that delinquent regul atory assessnent fees
be recorded as a lien on the real and personal property of
the utility and its directors, and should be enforceable as
a lien upon being duly recorded with the Cerk of the County
Court in Hi ghlands County pursuant to Section 55.10, Florida
Statutes. The Comm ssion should provide notice to the
utility and its directors of such lien pursuant to Section
55.10, Florida Statutes. The Conm ssion shoul d pursue
collection efforts as appropriate pursuant to Section
69. 041, Florida Statutes. The proceeds of such lien should
be deposited in the Florida Public Service Conmm ssion
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| TEM NO.
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CASE

Docket No. 971622-SU - Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs
agai nst Landmark Enterprises, Inc. in H ghlands County for
vi ol ation of Rule 25-30.110(3), F.A C., Records and Reports;
Annual Reports, and Rule 25-30.120, Regul atory Assessnent
Fees.

(Continued from previ ous page)

Regul atory Trust Fund, pursuant to Section 350.113, Florida
St at ut es.

| SSUE 2: Should Landmark be ordered to show cause, in
witing, within 20 days, why it should not remt a penalty
in the anmount of $13,296 for violation of Rule 25-30.110,

Fl orida Adm nistrative Code, by failing to file its annua
reports from 1997 to 2001; and penalties and interest in the
amount of $6,157.56 for violation of Rule 25-30.120, Florida
Adm ni strative Code, by failing to pay its regulatory
assessnment fees for 1996 through 20017?

RECOMVENDATI ON: Yes. Staff recommends that Landmark shoul d
be ordered to show cause, in witing, within 20 days, why it
should not remit a penalty in the anmount of $13,296 for
violation of Rule 25-30.110, Florida Adm nistrative Code, by
failing to file its annual reports from 1997 to 2001; and
penalties and interest in the anount of $6,157.56 for

viol ation of Rule 25-30.120, Florida Adm nistrative Code, by
failing to pay its regulatory assessnent fees for 1996

t hrough 2001. The show cause order should incorporate the
conditions stated in the analysis portion of staff's August
22, 2002 nmenorandum  Further, Landmark shoul d i mredi ately
file the annual reports from 1997 to 2001, and pay the

regul atory assessnent fees from 1996 t hrough 2001, and
shoul d be put on notice that further violations of Rules 25-
30. 110 and 25-30.120, Florida Adm nistrative Code, w |
result in further action by the Comm ssion.

| SSUE 3: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOVMENDATI ON: Yes. |If Landmark responds to the show cause
order by paying the penalty and filing the annual reports
for 1997 through 2001, and by paying 1996 through 2001 RAFs
and remtting all associated penalties and interest, this
docket should be closed admnistratively once the

Comm ssion’s Order nodi fying Order No. PSC-98-0269- FOF- SU
has been appropriately filed with the Cerk of the County
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CASE

Docket No. 971622-SU - Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs
agai nst Landmark Enterprises, Inc. in H ghlands County for
vi ol ation of Rule 25-30.110(3), F.A C., Records and Reports;
Annual Reports, and Rule 25-30.120, Regul atory Assessnent
Fees.

(Continued from previ ous page)

Court of Highlands County and the liens recorded. |If
Landmark fails to tinely respond to the show cause order and
fails to respond to Commi ssion staff’s reasonable coll ection
efforts, then this docket should be closed adm nistratively
once the Comm ssion’s order has been appropriately filed
with the derk of the County Court of Hi ghlands County and
the liens recorded with respect to the 1997 through 2001
annual reports and 1996 through 2001 RAFs. |f Landmark
responds to the show cause order and requests a hearing,
this docket should renmain open for final disposition.

DECI SI ON: The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Deason, Baez, Pal eck



