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Re: Return of Confidential Document to the Source, Docket No. 060300-TP 

Dear Ms. Rule: 

Commission staff have advised that confidential Document No. 05359-06, filed on behalf of 
GTC Inc. d/b/a GT Com, can be returned to the source. The document is enclosed. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions concerning retum of this 
material. 

Sincerely, 

e 
Ann Cole 
Commission Clerk 
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December 20,2007 

Kenneth A. HoEman, Esquire 
Rutledge, Ecenia, b e l l  & HoEinan, P.A. 
Post Office Box 551 
Tallahassee, Florida 32302 

Re: Return of Confidential Documents to the Source, Docket No. 060300-TL 

Dear Mr. Hoffh” 

Commission staff have advised that confidential Document Nos. 04686-06 and 05809-06, 
filed on behalf of GTC, Inc. d/b/a GT Com, can be  turned to the source. The documents are 
enclosed. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions concerning return of this 
material. 

Sincerely, 

Ann Cole 
Commission Clerk 

AC:mhl 
Enclosure 

cc: Bob Casey, Division of Competitive Markets and Enforcement 
David Smith, Office of the General Counsel 
Adam Teitzman, Office of the General Counsel 
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December 22,2006 

Thomas D. Hall, Clerk 
Supreme Court of Florida 
Supreme Court Building 
Tallahassee, Florida 32301 

Re: Supreme Court Case No. SCO6-1786 - GTC, Inc. d/b/a GT Com vs. 
Lisa Polak Edgar, Chairman, Public Service Commission, et al. 
(Docket No. 060300-TL) 

Dear Mr. Hall: 

The record in the above-referenced case, consisting of two bound volumes, two hearing 
transcripts, two pouches of hearing exhibits, and one sealed envelope marked 
"CONFIDENTIAL" is forwarded for filing in the Court. A copy of the index is enclosed for 
your use. Please initial and date the copy of this letter to indicate receipt. 

Please note that the last two pages of the index contains a description of the confidential 
documents that will be filed with the Supreme Court. It will be the responsibility of the parties 
to ask the Court for continued confidential treatment of these documents. 

Do not hesitate to call me at 413-6744 if you have any questions concerning the contents 
of this record. 

Sincerely, 

Kay F l y ,  
Chief of Records 

Enclosure 

cc: Kenneth A. HofEnan, Esquire 
Marsha E. Rule, Esquire 
Charles J. Beck, Esquire 
Mi-. R. Mark Ellmer 

David E. Smith, Office of the General Counsel 
Christiana T. Moore, Office of the General Counsel 
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Memorandum dated July 7,2006 from Commission’s Division of Competitive Markets and 
Enforcement and Office of the General Counsel to Division of the Commission Clerk and 
Administrative Services, filed July 7, 2006 ................................................................................. 208 

Transcript of agenda conference, Item No. 7, held July 18,2006 in Tallahassee, 
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HEARING TRANSCRIPTS AND EXHIBITS 

Transcript of hearing held June 28,2006, Volume 1 , pages 1 through 107 
(reference court reporter’s original page numbers in this and succeeding volume) 

Transcript of hearing held June 28,2006, Volume 2, pages 108 through 232 

Hearing Exhibits 1 ,2 ,  3 ,4  (confidential), 5, 6, 7, 8,9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, and 15 from 
June 28,2006 Hearing 

DOCUMENTS SUBMITTED IN SEALED ENVELOPE 
MARKED “CONFIDENTIAL” 

Commission working papers for audit verifying 2005 storm costs 
(Audit Control No. 06-123-1-1) , Volume 2 of 2, for GT Com; 

with attached memo and document index (DN 04483-06), filed May 23,2006 
[DN 04484-061 

GT Com’s responses to staffs 1st set of interrogatories (Nos. 2 and 13) 
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response to staff audit requests (Audit No. 06-123-1-l), filed June 13,2006 
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[DN 05125-061 
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GT Com’s information and documents provided in response to staffs 
1 st interrogatories (Nos. 2 and 13), and 1 st request for PODS (No. 2), filed June 2 1,2006 

[Document admitted as Hearing Exhibit No. 41 [Cross-reference DN 04686-061 
[DN 05359-061 

Hearing Exhibit No. 4 from June 28,2006 hearing, filed June 28,2006 
[Cross-reference DNs 04686-06 and 05359-061 

[DN 05809-061 
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COMMISSIONERS: 
LISA POLAK EDGAR, CHAIRMAN 
J. TERRY DEASON 
ISILIO ARRIAGA 
MATTHEW M. CARTER I1 
JSATRMA J. TEW 

STATE OF FLORIDA 
DIVISION OF THE COMMISSION CLERK & 
ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES 
BLANCA S. BAYO 
DIRECTOR 
(850)413-6770 (CLERK) 
(850)413-6330 (ADMIN) 

December 22,2006 

Marsha E. Rule, Esquire 
Rutledge, Ecenia, Punell& Hoffinan, P.A. 
Post Office Box 55 1 
Tallahassee, Florida 32302 

Re: Supreme Court Case No. SCO6-1786 - GTC, Inc. d/b/a GT Com vs. 
Lisa Polak Edgar, Chairman, Public Service Commission, et al. 
(Docket No. 060300-TL) 

Dear Ms. Rule: 

I have enclosed an invoice reflecting charges for preparation of the above-referenced record. 
Please forward a check in the amount indicated, made payable to the Florida Public Service 
Commission, at your earliest convenience. 

Do not hesitate to call if you have any questions concerning this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Kay '+* Flynn, Chief 
Bureau of Records 

KF:mhl 
Enclosure 

CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER 2540 SHUMARD OAKBOULEVARD TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850 
An Affirmative Action / Equal Opportunity Employer 

PSC Website: http://www.floridapsc.cum Internet E-mail: cuntact@psc.statefl.us 
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4 4 1 Date Paid This number must appear on 
all checks or correspondence 
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/-% 
Marsha E. Rule, Esquire 
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4.00 

PO Box 551 
Tallahassee, Florida 32302 

TOTAL 

Check # 
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COMMISSIONERS: 
LISA POLAK EDGAR, CHAIRVIA 
J. TERRY DEASON 
ISILIO ARRIAGA 
MATTHEW M. CARTER I1 
KATRINA J. TEW 

STATE OF FLORIDA 
DIVISION OF THE COMMISSIOS 
ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES 

BLANCA S. BAYO 
DIRECTOR 
(850) 413-6770 (CLERK) 
(850)413-6330 (ADMIN) 

RECEIVED 
December 22,2006 THOMAS D. HALL 

Thomas D. Hall, Clerk 
Supreme Court of Florida 
Supreme Court Building 
Tallahassee, Florida 32301 

K C  2 2 2006 

CLERK, SUPREW COURT 

CLERK & 

Re: Supreme Court Case No. SCO6-1786 - GTC, Inc. d/b/a GT Com vs. 
Lisa Polak Edgar, Chairman, Public Service Commission, et al. 
(Docket No. 060300-TL) 

Dear Mr. Hall: 

The record in the above-referenced case, consisting of two bound volumes, two hearing 
transcripts, two pouches of hearing exhibits, and one sealed envelope marked 
“CONFIDENTIAL” is forwarded for filing in the Court. A copy of the index is enclosed for 
your use. Please initial and date the copy of this letter to indicate receipt. 

Please note that the last two pages of the index contains a description of the confidential 
documents that will be filed with the Supreme Court. It will be the responsibility of the parties 
to ask the Court for continued confidential treatment of these documents. 

Do not hesitate to call me at 413-6744 if you have any questions concerning the contents 
of this record. 

Sincerely, 

Kay Flynn, 
Chief of Records 

KF:mhl 

Enclosure 

cc: Kenneth A. Hofhan ,  Esquire David E. Smith, Office of the General Counsel 
Christiana T. Moore, Office of the General Counsel Marsha E. Rule, Esquire 

Charles J. Beck, Esquire 
Mr. R. Mark Ellmer 

RECEIVED DATE 
CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER 0 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOLXEVARD 0 TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850 

An Affirmative Action /Equal Opportunity Employer 
PSC Website: http://www.floridapsc.com Internet E-mail: contact@psc.statefl.us 



State of Florida 

b CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER 2540 S ~ J M A R D  OAKBOULEVARD 
TALLAHASSEE, RLORIDA 32399-0850 

-M-E-M-0-R-A-N-D-U-M- 

, CLK - CORRESPONDENCE 
DATE: December 5,2006 XZl"t8mVe-Pa*-~ 
TO: 

FROM: 

Beth Salak, Division of Competitive Markets and E n f o r c e ~ u M E ~  ~ 0 . 0 ~ 3  19 - 0 3 

Administrative Services 

Docket No. 060300-TL - Petition for recovery of intrastate costs and expenses 
relating to repair, restoration and replacement of facilities damaged by Hurricane 
Dennis, by GTC, Inc. d/b/a GT Com. 

Kay B. Flynn, Chief of Records, Division of the Commissi&Y@TMMTl~N: f?, c 
6 

RE: 

Permission is requested to copy the following confidential documents from Docket No. 
060300-TL, in order to include them with the record that is being prepared for filing in the 
Florida Supreme Court, Case No. SCO6-1786. The documents are: 

04686-06 - GT Com (Hof€inan) - (CONFIDENTIAL) Responses to staffs 1st set of 
interrogatories (Nos. 2 and 13) and 1st request for production of documents (No. 2). [x-ref. DN 
05359-061 [Hearing Exhibit No. 4 contains DNs 04686-06 and 05359-061 

05359-06 - GT Com (Rule) - (CONFIDENTIAL) Certain information and documents 
provided in response to staffs 1st interrogatories (Nos. 2 and 13), and 1st request for production 
of documents (No. 2). [x-ref. DN 04686-061 [Hearing Exhibit No. 4 contains DNs 04686-06 and 
05359-061 

05809-06 - (CONFIDENTIAL) Hearing Exhibit No. 4 from 6/28/06 hearing. [x-ref. DNs 
04686-06 and 05359-061 

Attachment 
cc: Blanca Bay0 

Michael Cooke 



State of Florida 

C m m a  CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER 2540 S m  OAKBOULEVARD 
TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA 32399-0850 

- M - E - M - o - R ~ R R E S P O N D E N C E  
~Adminklnt)vr_Pl~-~(kr_ConruRI.r 

DOClJMtm-. 
DISTRIBLITION: -G.cL DATE: December 5,2006 

TO: 

FROM: 

Dan Hoppe, Division of Regulatory Compliance and Consumer Assistance 

Kay B. Flynn, Chief of Records, Division of the Commission Clerk & 
Administrative Services 

Docket No. 060300-TL - Petition for recovery of intrastate costs and expenses 
relating to repair, restoration and replacement of facilities damaged by Hurricane 
Dennis, by GTC, Inc. d/b/a GT Com. 

RE: 

Permission is requested to copy the following confidential documents h m  Docket No. 
060300-TL, in order to include them with the record that is being prepared for filing in the 
Florida Supreme Court, Case No. SCO6-1786. The documents are: 

04484-06 - RCANandiver - (CONFIDENTIAL) Working papers, Volume 2 of 2, for GT Com, 
for audit verifying 2005 storm costs (Audit Control No. 06-123-1-1). [See Confidential DN 
5 125-061 

05125-06 - GT Com (Rule) - (CONFIDENTIAL) Attachment A, documents provided in 
response to staff audit requests (Audit No. 06-123-1-1). [See Confidential DN 04484-061 

Attachment 
cc: Blanca Bay0 

Michael Cooke 
Approved: =&pw 



STATE OF FLORIDA 
COMMISSIONERS: 
LISA POLAK EDGAR, CHAIRMAN 
J. TERRY DEASON 
ISILIO ARRLAGA 
MATTHEW M. CARTER I1 
KATRINA J. TEW 

DIVISION OF THE COMMISSION CLERK & 
ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES 
BLANCA S. BAYO 
DIRECTOR 
(850) 413-6770 (CLERK) 
(850)413-6330 (ADMM) 

October 25,2006 

Kenneth A. Hofhan ,  Esquire 
Marsha E. Rule, Esquire 
Rutledge, Ecenia, Pumell & Hofhan ,  P.A. 
Post Office Box 55 1 
Tallahassee, Florida 32302 

Re: GTC, Inc. d/b/a GT Com vs. Lisa Polak Edgar, Chairman, Public Service 
Commission, et al. - Supreme Court of Florida Case No. SCO6-1786 
(FPSC Docket No. 060300-TL) 

Dear Mr. Hofhan:  

Enclosed is the index to the above-referenced docket on appeal. Please look the index over 
and let me know if you have any questions concerning the contents of the record. 

The record will be filed with the Court on or before December 22,2006. 

Sincerely, 

Kay Flynn, Chief 
Bureau of Records 

cc: Charles J. Beck, Esquire 
Christiana T. Moore, Esquire 
David E. Smith, Esquire 
Mr. R. Mark Ellmer 

CAPITAL C~RCLE OFFICE CENTER 0 2540 SHUMARD OAKBOULEVARD 0 TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850 
An Affirmative Action / Equal Opportunity Employer 

PSC Website: http://www.floridapsc.com Internet E-mail: contact@!psc.statefl.us 



I N D E X  

GTC, Inc. d/b/a GT Com 

Lisa Polak Edgar, Chairman, Public Service Commission, et al. 
FPSC Docket No. 060300-TL 

Supreme Court of Florida Case No. SCO6-1786 

vs. 

VOLUME 1 

Progress Docket ............................................................................................................................... 1 

GTC, Inc. d/b/a GT Com’s (“GT Com”) petition for recovery of costs pursuant to Section 
364.051(4), Florida Statutes, filed March 31, 2006 ......................................................................... 6 

Notice of intervention, on behalf of the Citizens of the State of Florida, by and through Harold 
McLean, Public Counsel (“OPC”), filed April 4, 2006 ................................................................. 14 

Order PSC-06-0353-PCO-TL acknowledging intervention of Citizens, issued April 26,2006 ... 17 

Order PSC-06-0362-PCO-TL establishing procedure, issued April 27, 2006 ............................... 18 

GT Com’s unopposed motion for extension of time to file prefiled direct testimony and 
exhibits, filed May 1, 2006 ............................................................................................................ 28 

Letter dated May 3,2006 from Denise N. Vandiver, Florida Public Service Commission 
(“Commission”), to Mark Ellmer, GT Com, advising of forthcoming audit to verify 2005 
storm costs, filed May 4, 2006 ....................................................................................................... 32 

Order PSC-06-0402-PCO-TL on motion for extension of time, issued May 12,2006 ...... . ... . ... .. .34 

Citizens’ motion to compel, by and through OPC, filed May 19, 2006 ........................................ 36 

Commission memorandum dated May 23,2006 from Denise N. Vandiver to Richard J. Wright 
with attached final audit report, filed May 23, 2006 ...................................................................... 43 

Notice of June 19,2006 prehearing issue identification conference for publication in 
June 2, 2006 Florida Administrative Weekly, filed May 24, 2006 ................................................ 53 

GT Com’s response to OPC’s motion to compel and GT Com’s motion for protective order, 
filed May 30, 2006 ......................................................................................................................... 55 

GT Com’s motion for leave to file rebuttal testimony, filed May 3 1, 2006 .................................. 62 

GT Com’s notice of intent to request specified confidential classification, filed May 3 1,2006 ..66 
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filed May 3 1 . 2006 ......................................................................................................................... 69 
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Notice of Commission hearing and prehearing. issued June 1 . 2006 ............................................ 74 
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June 8. 2006 ................................................................................................................................... 95 

GT Com’s unopposed motion to accept prefiled rebuttal testimony and exhibits filed one day 
out of time. filed June 12. 2006 ..................................................................................................... 97 

Letter dated June 13. 2006 from Marsha Rule. GT Com. to Commission claiming 
confidentiality of document. filed June 13. 2006 .......................................................................... 99 

GT Com’s Attachment By redacted version of confidential Document No . 05125.06. 
filed June 13. 2006 ....................................................................................................................... 101 

GT Com’s request for confidential classification. filed June 2 1 . 2006 ....................................... 102 

GT Com’s public Exhibit A to request for confidential classification. which contains redacted 
version of confidential Document No . 05359.06. filed June 21. 2006 ........................................ 109 

Prehearing Order PSC-06-0529-PHO-TLY issued June 22. 2006 ................................................ 150 

Transcript of prehearing conference held June 19. 2006 in Tallahassee. filed June 22. 2006 .... 162 

GT Com’s memorandum of law. filed June 23. 2006 .................................................................. 178 

Citizens’ prehearing memorandum of law. by and through OPC. filed June 23. 2006 ............... 190 

VOLUME 2 

Order PSC-06-0552-CFO-TL granting GT Com’s request for specified confidential 
classification of Document No . 05359.06. issued June 27. 2006 ................................................ 202 

Order PSC-06-0553-PCO-TL granting motion for temporary protective order. issued 
June 27. 2006 ............................................................................................................................... 206 
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Memorandum dated July 7,2006 from Commission’s Division of Competitive Markets and 
Enforcement and Office of the General Counsel to Division of the Commission Clerk and 
Administrative Services, filed July 7, 2006 ........ .... .... ... ... , ......... ............. .. ... ........ ..... ... . ....... .. ... ..208 

Transcript of agenda conference, Item No. 7, held July 18,2006 in Tallahassee, 
filed July 25, 2006 .............................................,..,.....................................................................232 

Order PSC-06-0681-FOF-TL on GT Com storm cost recovery, issued August 7,2006 ............ 260 

Notice of administrative appeal, on behalf of GT Com, filed September 5, 2006 ...................... 280 

Supreme Court of Florida acknowledgment of new case, Case No. SCO6-1786, filed 
September 13, 2006 ........................................................................................................................ 

Supreme Court of Florida acknowledgment of new case (amended), Case No. SCO6-1786, 
filed September 14, 2006 ................................................................................................................ 

Certificate of Director, Division of the Commission Clerk and Administrative Services .,......... 3 10 

HEARING TRANSCRIPTS AND EXHIBITS 

Transcript of hearing held June 28,2006, Volume 1, pages 1 through 107 
(reference court reporter’s original page numbers in this and succeeding volume) 

Transcript of hearing held June 28,2006, Volume 2, pages 108 through 232 

Hearing Exhibits 1 ,2 ,  3 , 4  (confidential), 5 ,6 ,  7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, and 15 from 
June 28,2006 Hearing 

DOCUMENTS SUBMITTED IN SEALED ENVELOPE 
MARKED “CONFIDENTIAL” 

Commission working papers for audit verifying 2005 storm costs 
(Audit Control No. 06-123-1-1) , Volume 2 of 2, for GT Com; 

with attached memo and document index (DN 04483-06), filed May 23,2006 
[DN 04484-061 

GT Com’s responses to staffs 1st set of interrogatories (Nos. 2 and 13) 
and 1st request for PODS (No. 2), filed May 3 1,2006 

[Document admitted as Hearing Exhibit No. 41 [Cross-reference DN 05359-061 
[DN 04686-061 

GT Com’s Attachment A, documents provided in 
response to staff audit requests (Audit No. 06-123-1-l), filed June 13,2006 

[See Confidential DN 04484-061 
[DN 05125-061 
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GT Com’s information and documents provided in response to staffs 
1 st interrogatories (Nos. 2 and 13), and 1 st request for PODS (No. 2), filed June 2 1,2006 

[Document admitted as Hearing Exhibit No. 41 [Cross-reference DN 04686-061 
[DN 05359-061 

Hearing Exhibit No. 4 from June 28,2006 hearing, filed June 28,2006 
[Cross-reference DNs 04686-06 and 05359-061 

[DN 05809-061 
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7 .  . State of Florida 

.,p,Tl /;lt-). ; -  ;:-,-5 

p!!e"kflv98? 1 I : 5 6 

CLERK 

!#btidkS-ad . ~ d  , ?L 

CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER 2540 SHUMARD 
TALLAHASSEE, mORUIA 32399-085 

-M-E-M-O-R-A-N-D-U-M- 0 Ot'4I.I 1 s s 10 1.' 

Administrative Services 

Services 
Cecelia R. Diskerud, Deputy Clerk, Office of the General Counsel 

Wanda L. Terrell, Administrative Assistant, Office of the General Counsel 
FROM: David E. Smith, Attomey Supervisor, Office of the General Counsel 

RE: GTC, Inc. d/b/a GT Com v. Lisa Polak Edgar, etc., et al., Docket No. 060300-TL, 
Florida Supreme Court Case No. SCO6-1786. 

Please note that Chris Moore is handling the above appeal. The Notice of 
Administrative Appeal was filed on September 5,2006. The case schedule is as follows: 

Date - Item 

From day of 
filing: 

10/11/06 

10/25/06 

11/04/06 

11/14/06 

12/01/06 

12/06/06 

12/26/06 

Draft of Index of Record from CCA to Appeals 
Attomey. 

Index of Record served on Parties. 

Copy of Record to Appeals. 

Appellant's Initial Brief Due. 

Draft Commission Answer Brief Due. 

Commission's Answer Brief Due. 

Appellant's Reply Brief Due. 

DES:wt 



DIVISION OF THE COMMISSION CLERK & 
STATE OF FLORIDA 

COMMISSIONERS: 
LISA POLAK EDGAR, CHAIRMAN 
J. TERRY DEASON 
ISILIO ARRIAGA DIRECTOR 
MATTHEW M. CARTER I1 
KATRINA J. TEW 

ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES 
BLANCA S. BAYO 

(850)413-6770 (CLERK) 
(850)413-6330 (ADMM) 

September 6,2006 

Thomas D. Hall, Clerk 
Supreme Court of Florida 
Supreme Court Building 
Tallahassee, Florida 32301 

Re: Petition for recovery of intrastate costs and expenses relating to repair, restoration 
and replacement of facilities damaged by Hurricane Dennis, by GTC, Inc. d/b/a GT 
Com - Docket No. 060300-TL 

Dear Mi. Hall: 

Enclosed is a certified copy of a Notice of Administrative Appeal, filed in this office on 
September 5, 2006, on behalf of GTC, Inc. d/b/a GT Com. Also enclosed is a copy of Order No. 
PSC-06-068 1-FOF-TL, the order on appeal. 

It is our understanding that the index of record is due to be served on the parties to h s  
proceeding on or before October 25,2006. 

Sincerely, 

Kay Flynh, Chief 
Bureau of Records 

Enclosure 

cc: Marsha E. Rule, Esquire 
Kenneth A. Hof ian ,  Esquire 
David Smith, Esquire 
Charles J. Beck, Esquire 



STEPHEN A. ECENIA 

RICHARD M. ELLIS 

KENNETH A. HOFFMAN 

LORENA A. HOLLEY 

MICHAEL G. MAIDA 

MARTIN P. McDONNELL 

J. STEPHEN MENTON 
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PROFESSIONAL ASSOCIATIO~~,~,~;~ ;ik ir: ~ - 1  Jr ;V 
'--*' 

ATTORNEYS AND COUNSELORS MGi+tvL--' 

R DAVID PRESCO'TT POST OFFICE BOX 551, 32302-0551 
215 SOUTH MONROE STREET, SUITE 420 

TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA 32301-1 841 
1 HAROLD F X PURNELL .>.I-( c c-'lb'lr'ii' '" '-' C L ~ R \ (  MARSHA E RULE 

G A W  R RUTLEDGE 

MAGGIE M SCHULTZ TELEPHONE (850) 681-6788 
TELECOPIER (850) 681-6515 

GOVERNMENTAL CONSULTANTS 

September 5,2006 PARSONS B. HEATH 

MARGARET A MENDUNI 

Ms. Blanca Bayo, Director 
Commission Clerk and Administrative Services 
Room 1 10, Easley Building 
Florida Public Service Commission 
2340 Shumard Oak Blvd. 
Tallahassee, FL 32399 

Re: Notice of Administrative Appeal 

Docket No. 060300-TL 
. Order No. PSC-06-0681-FOF-TL 

Dear Ms. Bayo: 

Enclosed is the original Notice of Administrative Appeal in the above matter. Also 
enclosed is an additional copy for you to date stamp and return to me. 

Please contact me if you have any questions. Thank you for your assistance. 

Sincerely, 
A 

Marsha E. Rule 
CMP 
@OM 

CTR 

ECR cc: Thomas D. Hall, Clerk of the Florida Supreme Court 
David Smith 
Adam Teitzman GCL 

OPC Charlie Beck 

RCA 

SCR 
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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

GTC, Inc. d/b/a GT Com 

Appellant, 

V. 

The Florida Public Service Commission, Lisa Polak Edgar, 
in her official capacity as Chairman of the Florida Public 
Service Commission; and J. Terry Deason, Isilio Arriaga, 
Matthew M. Carter 11, and Katrina J. Tew, in their official 
capacities as Commissioners of the Florida Public Service 
Commission 

Appellees. 

In re: Petition for recovery of 
intrastate costs and expenses 
relating to repair, restoration 
and replacement of facilties 
damaged by Hurricane 
Dennis by GTC, Inc. d/b/a 
GT Com 

Docket No. 060300-TL 

Filed: September 5,2006 
I 

NOTICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE APPEAL 

NOTICE IS GIVEN that GTC, Inc. d/b/a GT Com, Appellant, pursuant to Rule 

9.030(a)( l)(B)(ii), Florida Rules of Appellate Procedure and Section 364.381, Florida Statutes, 

appeals to the Florida Supreme Court the Florida Public Service Commission's Order No. PSC- 

06-0681-FOF-TL, rendered on August 7, 2006 in Docket No. 060300-TL, In re; Petition for 

recovery of intrastate costs and expenses relating to repair, restoration and replacement of 

facilities damaged by Hurricane Dennis, by GTC, Inc. d&/a GT Com. This is a final order 

permitting GT Com limited recovery of certain hurricane-related costs and expenses pursuant to 

§364.051(4)(b), Florida Statutes. A copy of the order is attached as Exhibit A. 

A TRUE C 
ATTEST 

Chief Bur& bf R e M s  



Kenneth A. Hoffman, Esq. 
Marsha E. Rule, Esq. 
Rutledge, Ecenia, Pumell & Hoffman, P.A. 
P. 0. Box 551 
Tallahassee, Florida 32302 
Telephone: 850-681-6788 

Attorneys for GTC Inc. d/b/a GT Com 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing Notice of 
Administrative Appeal has been furnished by U.S. mail this 5th day of September, 2006, to the 
following: 

Florida Public Service Commission 
Adam Teitzman, Esq. 
David Smith, Esq. 
2450 Shumard Oak Blvd. 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850 
at eitzmanapsc . state. fl .us 

Office of Public Counsel 
Charles J. Beck, Esq. 
11 1 West Madison St., #8 12 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-1400 
beck.charles@,len.state.fl.us 

,- n 

Attorney 



BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

DOCKET NO. 060300-TL 
ORDER NO. PSC-06-0681 -FOF-TL 
ISSUED: August 7 ,  2006 

The following Commissioners participated in the disposition of this matter: 

LISA POLAK EDGAR, Chairman 
J. TERRY DEASON 
ISILIO ARRIAGA 

MATTHEW M. CARTER I1 
KATRNA J. TEW 

ORDER ON GT COM STORM COST RECOVERY 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

I. CASE BACKGROUND 

On March 31,2006, GTC, Inc. d/b/a GT Com (GT Com or Company) filed a petition for 
approval of storm recovery costs associated with the costs of repairing its lines, plants and 
facilities damaged by Humcane Dennis in 2005. GT Com has initiated this petition pursuant to 
Section 364.05 1 (4)(b), Florida Statutes, which provides that any damage to its lines, plants, or 
facilities as a result of a named tropical storm occurring after June 1, 2005, constitutes a 
compelling showing of changed circumstances and costs may be recoverable through guidelines 
established in the statute. 

The statute, which was signed into law June 2, 2005, provides that we shall verify the 
petitioner’s intrastate costs and expenses and determine whether the intrastate costs and expenses 
are reasonable under the circumstances for the named tropical system. If the company maintains 
a storm-reserve fund, customers can only be charged for costs in excess of any amount available 
in that fund. Any charge we approve cannot exceed 50 cents per month per customer line for a 
period of not more than 12 months. We may order the company to recover the charge from its 
local basic customers, nonbasic customers, and if appropriate, its wholesale loop unbundled 
network element customers. At the end of the collection period, we must verify that the collected 
amotint does not exceed the amount authorized by the order, and if excess collections are found, 
order the company to refbnd that amount. Because GT Com has fewer than 1 million access 
lines, it is not required to meet a minimum damage threshold in order to qualify to file a petition 
for storm cost recovery. However, it may file only one petition for storm cost recovery in any 
12-month period, but the application may cover damages from more than one named tropical 
system. 
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GT Com asserts that the Legislature expressly chose to permit recovery of “costs” and 
“expenses” and to use these words without qualifying terms. According to GT Com, these 
unambiguous terms must be construed in their plain and ordinary sense. As such, GT Com 
believes it is entitled to recover its costs and expenses - not its net costs, tax-adjusted costs, 
depreciated, or costs that are considered “incremental;” the Legislature did not impose 
limitations on costs and expenses eligible for recovery. Throughout the case, GT Com has 
maintained its position regarding its interpretation of the terms “costs and expenses.” GT Com 
has repeated its objection to all inquiries regarding budgeted expenses or revenues, budget 
variances, financial statements, revenues, net operating income or loss, cost of  capital, 
depreciation status, incremental costs or any information not specified in Section 364.04 1 (40(b), 
Florida Statutes. While GT Com has maintained this objection, it has generally complied with 
the discovery requests made in this case. 

The Office of Public Counsel (OPC), takes the position that Section 364.051(4)(b), 
Florida Statutes, provides us with broad discretion, along with the responsibility, to determine 
which costs should be included in storm surcharges. While OPC does not take the position that 
the incremental cost approach is mandated by the statute, it believes we have the authority to use 
an incremental approach and should apply the approach because: 1) the methodology prevents 
customers from being charged twice for the same costs and, 2) the incremental approach has 
been used consistently by this Commission in all recent electric utility cases and in a 
Commission-approved stipulation between Sprint and the Office of Public Counsel. OPC has 
taken the position throughout this case that GT Com has not supported its requested amount of 
storm cost recovery for the reasons that either GT Corn has not provided documentation to 
support a particular cost or it has failed to prove the costs are incremental costs caused by storm 
damage. 

We have an obligation to determine whether the costs and expenses requested by a 
company are reasonable for storm cost recovery. Specifically, Sections 364.051 (4)@)(2) and (3), 
Florida Statutes, sets forth our responsibilities: 

(b)(2) The commission shall verify the intrastate costs and expenses submitted by the 
company in support of its petition. 

(b)(3) The company must show and the commission shall determine whether the 
intrastate costs and expenses are reasonable under the circumstances for the 
named tropical storm. 

The legislative intent of this Statute is to require that a thorough analysis be conducted of 
the costs and expenses included in a company’s request for storm cost recovery so that its 
customers are not obligated to pay for costs that they already pay for through their monthly bills 
or that are not directly attributable to the tropical system.’ Furthermore, we find a reasonable 

’ Senate Staff Analysis and Economic Impact Statement for CSICSISB 2232 states: The committee substitute 
requires that the company show and the commission determine whether costs and expenses are reasonable under the 
circumstances. Traditionally, for rate-base-regulated industries, the commission would apply a “prudent and 
reasonable” test to ensure, for example, that costs are not double recovered, are booked to the appropriate costs 
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interpretation of the statute is to provide for recovery as long as there is not recovery by other 
means. 

On July 10,2005, Humcane Dennis, a Category 3 hurricane with winds between 11 1-130 
miles per hour, made landfall on Santa Rosa Island, Florida. Thereafter, the storm moved across 
the Florida Panhandle bringing tropical storm-force winds to a large part of Northwest Florida. 
In addition to torrential rain, GT Com stated the storm surge associated with Humcane Dennis 
contributed to the damage incurred by GT Com. 

GT Com states that it has incurred a total of $444,192 in costs related to Hurricane 
Dennis. Of that amount, GT Com has apportioned $312,693 to intrastate costs, exclusive of 
carrying costs and taxes. GT Com serves 46,861 lines in 17 exchanges throughout North 
Florida. These exchanges include: Alligator Point, Altha, Apalachicola, Blountstown, Bnstol, 
CarrabelleAIog Island, Chattahoochee, Eastpoint/St. George, Hosford, Keaton Beach, Laurel 
Hill, Mexico Beach, Paxton, Perry, Port St. Joe, Tyndall Air Force Base, and Wewahitchka. 

This is the first petition filed under the storm cost recovery procedures established by 
Section 364.051(4)@), Florida Statutes. 

11. INTRASTATE COSTS AND EXPENSES 

A. Parties’ Arguments 

GT Com contends the total amount of direct company-wide costs and expenses incurred 
to repair, restore and replace lines, plants and facilities damaged by Hurricane Dennis is 
$463,710. GT Com’s work orders appropriately account for these costs and expenses. 

OPC asserts the majority of the cost justification, which appears in witness Ellmer’s 
Exhibit M E - 1 0 ,  page 1 of 1, relates to costs which the Company appears to have capitalized or 
should have capitalized. OPC also believes that a good amount of the remaining costs are either 
costs that should have been capitalized, or cost of removal charged to the Reserve for 
Depreciation, or costs that may not be incremental to the Company’s normal operating and 
maintenance expenses. Additionally, the Company ignored offsetting loop support payments it 
expects to receive on account of the hurricane from high-cost allocations from the Universal 
Service Fund. In addition, the benefit loadings and overhead allocations have not been 
adequately supported and the charges for taxes and carrying costs do not appear to be legitimate. 
Based on these arguments, OPC believes that it is impossible to determine the incremental costs 
incurred by GT Com related to Hurricane Dennis from the Company’s filing. 

B. AnaIysis 

The amount of intrastate costs and expenses that GT Com incurred to repair, restore, or 
This amount replace lines, plants, or facilities damaged by Humcane Dennis is $312,693. 

accounts, and are necessary for the restoration process. The proposed language implies a similar type of review. 
(dated April, 2005, pages 7-8) 
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reflects the costs that GT Com incurred, but is not intended to denote the amount deemed 
appropriate for recovery. This issue sets forth the starting point that will be used to establish the 
amount GT Com should be entitled to recover from its customers. Section 364.051(4)@), 
Florida Statutes, clearly states the we shall determine whether the intrastate costs and expenses 
are reasonable under the circumstances. The determination of reasonableness is addressed 
below. 

While GT Com states in its prehearing statement that it incurred intrastate costs and 
expenses of $463,710 relating to repairing, restoring and replacing its lines, plants and facilities 
damaged by Humcane Dennis, this amount includes intrastate proposed income taxes of 
$129,505 and carrying charges of $21,512. In determining the amount of intrastate costs and 
expenses that GT Com incurred relating to repairing, restoring, or replacing the lines, plants, or 
facilities damaged by Hurricane Dennis, it is appropriate to accept GT Com’s filing of total 
intrastate costs of $463,710, but to remove intrastate taxes and carrying charges of $151,017 
($129,505 of taxes and $21,512 in carrying charges) for a total of $312,693. Taxes and carrying 
costs are not direct costs associated with the storm. However, they are “fall out” items that have 
been requested by the Company. Adjustments for taxes and carrying charges are addressed later 
in this Order. 

Stated another way, GT Com has submitted schedules that include interstate and 
intrastate costs and expenses of $444,193. By applying the intrastate factor of 70.3957% to this 
amount, the resulting figure is $3 12,693. Accordingly, the gross amount of intrastate costs and 
expenses GT Com incurred related to repairing, restoring, or replacing the lines, plants, or 
facilities damaged by Humcane Dennis is $312,693. This amount will be adjusted later in this 
Order. 

111. REASONABLE UNDER THE CIRCUMSTANCES 

A. Parties’ Arguments 

GT Com argues all such costs and expenses are reasonable under the circumstances, 
including GT Com’s use of fiber, a carrier system and smaller copper cable to repair, restore and 
replace its Alligator Point lines, plant and facilities in lieu of an exact replacement of the existing 
lines, plant and facilities. In no event, however, should GT Com’s prudent choice of 
replacement materials cause it to recover less than if it had opted to replace the exact facilities 
damaged by Hurricane Dennis. 

OPC contends the majority of the cost justification, which appears in RME-10, are costs 
which the Company appears to have capitalized or should have capitalized. A good amount of 
the remaining costs are either costs that should have been capitalized, or costs of removal 
charged to the Reserve for Depreciation, or costs that may not be incremental to the Company’s 
normal operating and maintenance expenses. Benefit loadings and overhead allocations are 
inadequately supported, and the charges for taxes and carrying costs do not appear to be 
legitimate. It is impossible to determine the incremental costs incurred by GT Com related to 
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Humcane Dennis from the Company’s filing. Finally, the Company ignored offsetting loop 
support payments it expects to receive on account of the hurricane. 

B. Analysis 

Section 364.05 1 (4)(b), Florida Statutes, establishes a mechanism and provides an 
opportunity and forum whereby telecommunications companies can petition this Commission for 
reimbursement of certain storm related costs. The statute stipulates that the storm must have 
caused damage to the petitioner’s lines, plants or facilities and those damages must be a result of 
a named tropical system (system must be named by the National Hurricane Center) occurring 
after June 1, 2005. We shall verify the intrastate costs and expenses submitted by the company 
in support of its petition. In order to receive reimbursement of the requested intrastate 
costs/expenses, the company is obliged to show that the subject costs are reasonable under the 
circumstances for the named tropical system. Below we have identified five cost categories that 
we believe are not reasonable under the circumstances and shall not be recovered through the 
storm cost recovery mechanism. 

OVERHERD 

GT Com 

The methodology employed by GT Com to allocate costs results in a reasonable level of 
overhead expenses. The overhead expenses are automatically assigned by a software-generated 
entry. An allocation of overhead expense is assigned to each work order based on the percentage 
of total time charged to the order. The assignment methodology fulfills the requirements of FCC 
Part 32 rules, as amended. GT Com’s five step process to allocate costs, as described in witness 
Ellmer’s testimony, along with supporting exhibits, provide f i l l  support for GT Com’s cost 
allocations. 

opc 
GT Com has not provided support to justify the inclusion of costs related to “Other 

Overhead.” GT Com has not shown the specific costs that are being allocated. GT Com’s cost 
allocations summarized on M E - 1 2  does not agree with the “Other Overhead” allocations shown 
on RME-IO. The total of Benefits and Other Overhead charged to Work Order No. 2005838 is 
$75,035. As the total in-house plant labor and engineer labor charged to Work Order No. 
2005838 is $52,187, the allocation of Benefits and Other Overhead is 144%. It is unlikely that 
Benefits and Overhead would be greater than the actual direct labor associated with this work 
order. 

Analysis 

GT Com has identified approximately $28,080 in total company storm-related overhead 
expenditures included in its request for storm cost recovery. The amount of “Other Overhead” 
shown on RME-10 shall not be considered for storm cost recovery purposes. As previously 
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mentioned, the company is obliged to show that the subject costs are reasonable under the 
circumstances fo r  the named tropical system. 

We find that the phrase “reasonable under the circumstances ” allows us great latitude in 
determining the methodology and factors that should be taken into consideration when reviewing 
the petitioner’s request. We also find that this statute was enacted to assist the petitioner in 
defraying additional costs caused by extraordinary circumstances, specifically tropical storms. 

One of the main goals of this statute is to assist the petitioner financially. Accordingly, 
the reasonable clause implicitly ensures that storm related cost recovery should be based on 
expenditures incurred over and above normal operating expenditures. It is highly unlikely that 
the Legislature intended, through Section 364.05 1 (4), Florida Statutes, to reimburse companies 
for costs that they would have incurred regardless of whether a storm had occurred or not. 

We find the overhead costs included by GT Com are part of the Company’s normal 
operating costs and should therefore be removed for storm cost recovery purposes. However, 
even if we were to consider the costs appropriate for humcane cost recovery, the allocated 
overhead costs do not appear reasonable. During witness Ellmer’s deposition, our staff asked 
witness Ellmer why the percentage of overhead costs allocated to Work Order 2005838 (838) 
was 144 percent of the direct plant labor while in Work Order 2005839 (839) the percentage of 
overhead costs allocated was 185 percent of the direct plant labor. Witness Ellmer responded 
that he had not had time to research the variance. At the hearing, witness Ellmer was again 
asked if he was able to come to a resolution about the disparity of overhead percentages applied 
to different work orders. Witness Ellmer stated he had not had time to research the variance. 

Not only is the variance between work orders problematic, the overhead amounts are 
unreasonable. GT Com has not provided support to justify overhead amounts that exceed the 
amount of direct plant labor. Overhead allocation percentages in excess of 100 percent appear 
unreasonable. 

Witness Buckley recommends reducing the overhead costs by the total company amount 
of $28,080. Witness Buckley recommends eliminating this amount because the Company failed 
to provide backup documentation to support the costs and therefore witness Buckley could not 
determine if the overhead amount was appropriate. 

Further, witness Ellmer acknowledged that the allocation of overhead included costs that 
would have been incurred regardless of whether Humcane Dennis occurred. Expenses such as 
vehicle expense, maintenance, fuel, maintenance of tractors, trenchers, tools, minor tools, 
provisioning costs, engineering expenses, plant operation administration, and general and 
administrative costs include overhead costs would have been incurred regardless of whether a 
tropical storm occurred. 

Based on the above discussion, the amount of the overhead costs shall be removed for 
purposes of developing a storm cost recovery amount. The subject costs/expenditures would 
have been incurred by GT Com regardless of whether Humcane Dennis had occurred or not. 
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Further, even if the costs were considered part of GT Com’s humcane costs, GT Com has failed 
to provide support to determine if the overhead amount is appropriate, and could not provide 
justification for the overhead allocations which exceed 100 percent of direct labor costs. 
Without supporting documents, we cannot fulfill our obligation to verify as required by law. 

BENEFITS 

GT Com 

GT Com asserted it has not had time to research the benefit levels contained in M E - 1 0  
and as a result, will accept witness Buckley’s proposed adjustment of $35,921, even though this 
results in a total disallowance of benefit costs. 

OPC believes the benefit costs are not reasonable. The majority of costs for “Benefits” 
and “Other Overhead” are charged to two work orders, 2005838 (838) and 2005839 (839). GT 
Com has not provided an explanation of how the benefits were allocated, but states that overhead 
is automatically allocated by Company software. Benefits in the amount of $49,775 were 
charged to Work Order 838, but does not show how this amount was allocated. Total Benefits 
and Other Overhead for Work Order 838 is $75,035. When compared to plant labor and 
engineering labor charged to this work order of only $52,187, the allocation of “Benefits” and 
“Other Overhead” is 144 percent of plant and engineering labor. It is unlikely that Benefits and 
Overhead would be greater than the actual direct labor associated with this work order. The 
same situation exists for Work Order 839. The relationship between direct labor and benefits 
and overhead is unusual. The benefits and overhead amounts should not be approved for 
recovery unless the Company can provide a full and clear explanation of these costs and their 
allocation and show they are incremental costs caused by storm damage. 

Analysis 

The requested benefits costs shall not be considered for storm cost recovery purposes. 
During the hearing, witness Ellmer was asked if these costs would have been incurred even if 
Hurricane Dennis had not occurred. Witness Ellmer agreed that the costs would have been 
incurred regardless of Hurricane Dennis. As an example, witness Ellmer agreed that GT Com 
has included nonproductive time such as vacations and holidays to the extent that those costs 
were included in GT Com’s books of operation. Those costs have been allocated to the work 
order costs that GT Com seeks to recover. Further, witness Ellmer acknowledged that expenses 
such as provisioning costs, engineering expenses, plant operation administration, and general and 
administrative costs include labor costs and benefits that GT Com would have incurred 
regardless of whether a tropical storm occurred. Yet, GT Com has allocated these costs to the 
work order costs that GT Com seeks to recover in this docket. 

The costs related to Benefits included in GT Com’s storm cost recovery request shall be 
removed because the costs are part of GT Com’s normal business operations and would have 
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been incurred regardless of Humcane Dennis. In addition, there is another reason to consider 
the removal of the Benefit costs from GT Com’s request for storm cost recovery. 

Witness Buckley recommended a reduction of $35,941 (total company) to benefits 
because GT Com could not support the benefit to payroll ratios in work orders 2005838 (838) 
and 2005839 (839). Witness Buckley questioned the benefit to payroll ratio on work orders 838 
(95.4%) and 839 (133.2%). While witness Buckley requested GT Com to provide information to 
support the benefit to payroll ratios, he did not receive sufficient information to justify the 
abnormally high ratios. 

Because the benefit to payroll ratio could not be supported for work orders 838 and 839, 
witness Buckley recommended calculating the average benefit to payroll ratio of four other work 
orders’ of 31.7% and apply it to work orders 838 and 839. Applying the 31.7% ratio to work 
orders 838 and 839 resulted in a recommended combined reduction of $35,941 in benefits for 
these two work orders. 

When asked at hearing if the Company could now support the benefit to payroll ratio, 
witness Ellmer stated that he was unable to find a final resolution to the benefits question. 

As discussed earlier, all normal costs or costs that a company would have incurred 
irrespective of a tropical storm system should be removed for purposes of storm cost recovery. 
The record is clear that the benefit costs included in GT Com’s petition include costs that it 
would have incurred had the Company not encountered a tropical storm. Further, GT Com did 
not provide support to justify the benefits to payroll allocation percentage for Work Orders 838 
and 839. Based on the above analysis, the benefit costs included in RME-10 are not reasonable 
under the circumstances and shall not be recovered in this docket. 

IN-HOUSE LABOR 

GT Com 

GT Com’s rates are established by this Commission to allow GT Com the opportunity 
to recover specific prudently incurred costs and a Commission-established return. GT Com’s 
prices for various services are limited by both statute and market forces. As such, under price- 
cap regulation, there is no revenue requirement established by this Commission which includes 
recovery of in-house labor costs. These costs may or may not be recovered by GT Com through 
GT Com’s local rates in any given year. 

GT Com’s filing does not comport with the incremental cost approach or with any recent 
decision or settlement pertaining to storm damage costs. The incremental cost approach to storm 

The four work orders are 2005796,2005797,2005798, and 2005861. 
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damage recovery allows a company to recover those costs which are incremental to labor and 
expense dollars that would normally be recovered through base rates or rate caps. 

Analysis 

GT Com’s in-house labor costs should be removed for storm cost recovery purposes. GT 
Com’s in-house labor costs should not be included in the amount to be recovered through a storm 
charge as the Company is already recovering this amount through its normal business operations. 
Witness Ellmer agreed during cross examination that its in-house labor costs that were included 
in GT Com’s storm cost recovery request amount, would have been incurred by the Company 
regardless of whether Hurricane Dennis had occurred. The cost included for in-house labor, 
therefore, was not incurred as an extraordinary amount related to Humcane Dennis. Since the 
labor costs would have been incurred by GT Com regardless of whether Humcane Dennis had 
occurred, it is not reasonable for the Company to recover these costs through the storm charge 
recovery mechanism. 

ALLIGATOR POINT FACILITY UPGRADE 

GT Com 

The degree of damage on Alligator Point forced GT Com to make extensive repairs. GT 
Com prudently developed a long-term solution that not only provides more secure facilities with 
less exposure to damage from waves and storm surge, but also permits the use of cost-saving 
fiber optics in lieu of more expensive and less resilient 900-pair copper cable, thus modernizing 
GT Com’s facilities. Given the Company’s past experience with this area, the extent of the 
current damage, the certain prospect of fbture humcane damage, and the Company’s long-term 
plans for modemizing its facilities, GT Com engineers could not justify simply replacing the 
cable and waiting for the next hurricane to wash it away again. GT Com believes it would not 
have been reasonable or prudent to simply replace the old facilities. Fiber provides a more 
reliable network, higher quality service, cuts down on routine repairs and is less prone to noisy 
line issues that we continuously experience along the coast. 

By using prudent management and replacing old technology with new technology, GT 
Com is able to offer new services such as digital subscriber line (DSL). GT Com believes that if 
a PC crashes today and it’s five years old, when you replace it, you don’t replace it with five- 
year-old technology, you replace it with today’s technology. And if GT Com gets additional 
bells and whistles, that’s what it gets. It believes that prudent management requires it to replace 
old facilities with what is the technology of the day. As explained in witness Ellmer’s direct 
testimony, the cost of the three projects at Alligator Point exceeded the cost of simply moving 
and replacing the damaged cable by approximately $40,000. 

GT Com did not replace the damaged copper cable with new copper cable. It replaced 
part of the system with fiber optic cable. Obviously, this is not a repair to a storm damaged 
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. system, but is a new investment which will provide service to ratepayers over a substantial 
period of time. These costs should be capitalized and not recovered as storm damage because 
they are not in the nature of repair. 

Analysis 

Witness Buckley recommended that the storm damage costs be reduced by $40,000 on a 
total company basis because the company chose to upgrade the copper cable with fiber optic 
cable rather than merely replacing it. 

We find that $40,000 of the Alligator Point facility should be removed from GT Com's 
requested storm cost recovery amount. This amount relates to the petitioner's upgrading of its 
facilities from using copper cable to using fiber cable. The additional cost relates to the 
installation of the Alligator Point C X R  System. A CXR or "carrier" system provides voice 
and/or data services over fiber optic lines from the central offices to a location in the field or to 
the customer's premises. The additional expenditure may have been a practical and reasonable 
business decision, however, under the circumstances, the additional costs incurred should not be 
recoverable under the implicit tenets (enhancements and upgrades are above and beyond 
replacement costs) of Section 364.05 1 (4)(b), Florida Statutes. The petitioner's reimbursement 
request should be based on costs relating to restoring or replacing the lines, plants or facilities 
that existed prior to the storm. A reimbursement should not be received for the additional costs 
necessary to enhance or upgrade the petitioners' facilities. We note that the statute does not 
preclude the petitioners from making upgrades or enhancements or similar prudent business 
decisions, however, any costs above or beyond the replacement cost(s) should be borne by GT 
Com's stockholders and not its customers. This is especially true in this case since GT Com 
acknowledged that the upgrade will allow it to expand its services and thus potentially increase 
its revenues. 

CAPITALIZED ASSETS 

GT Com 

All costs incurred to repair, restore, or replace, lines, plants, or facilities damaged by 
Hurricane Dennis should be recovered through the per line charge allowed by Section 
364.051(4)(b), Florida Statutes. GT Com believes that since Section 364.05 1(4)(b), Florida 
Statutes, permits the recovery of costs for replacing lines, and by definition, replacement costs 
are, by definition capital costs, Section 364.051(4)(b), Florida Statutes, allows for the recovery of 
capital costs. As GT Com's rates are capped by statute and not set by this Commission, the 
accounting treatment of an expense is irrelevant to its case. Accounting treatment is important 
only in connection with the Commission's ratemaking authority for monopoly rate base, rate of 
retum utilities. Since GT Com is a price capped carrier, rate of return regulation is not 
applicable, so for purposes of hurricane cost recovery under Section 364.05 1 (4)(b), Florida 
Statutes, it simply does not matter whether a particular cost is capitalized or expensed. 
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OPC 

In Docket No. 041292-EI, Order No. PSC-05-0937-FOF-E1, issued September 21, 2005, 
regarding the 2004 storm damage cost recovery requested by Florida Power and Light, we 
decided that costs associated with capital additions or replacement should not be recovered as 
storm damage cost, nor should the cost of removing the storm damaged property, Le., the cost of 
removal. We disallowed for recovery all cost which would have been capitalized or charged 
against the reserve for depreciation under normal conditions. Further, by Order No. PSC-05- 
0946-FOF-TL, issued October 3, 2005, we accepted a settlement proposal between OPC and 
Sprint-Floyida, Inc. In the settlement proposal, Sprint agreed to recover only the extraordinary 
capital costs associated with the replacement of facilities so that the recovery amount would 
include only capital costs to the extent the cost or reconstruction exceeded the normal material 
and labor cost of construction. 

GT Com’s supporting documentation for its hurricane costs shown on witness Ellmer’s 
Exhibit M E -  10, identified costs that have been capitalized or should have been capitalized. 
Any costs incurred by GT Com which have been capitalized or should legitimately have been 
capitalized, such as the replacement of pedestals and the associated labor, should not be 
recovered through a recovery charge for storm damage. Further, loop support payments from the 
Universal Service Fund should also be considered when reviewing the need for a surcharge. 

Analysis 

GT Com included in its storm cost recovery request $250,838 in total company costs for 
four work orders that related to capital projects. After accounting for the adjustments discussed 
above (Overhead, Benefits, In-House Labor, and Alligator Point Capital Upgrade), the total 
company capital costs remaining in GT Com’s request is $201,080. 

Section 364.051(4)(b)(3), Florida Statutes, requires a company to show and this 
Commission to determine that the intrastate costs and expenses are reasonable under the 
circumstances for the named tropical storm. While GT Com argues that the statute does not 
make a distinction between costs that are expensed and costs that are capitalized, the statute does 
provide the costs are to be reasonable under the circumstances. 

GT Com argues that it is a price-capped telecommunications provider, and therefore, GT 
Com’s revenues and rates are not established by this Commission to allow GT Corn the 
opportunity to recover its prudently incurred costs and a Commission-established return. GT 
Com is not a rate of return, rate base regulated company. As such, we do not establish its rates 
or charges. GT Com cannot petition for a general rate increase unless it can substantiate that 
circumstances have changed substantially to justify an increase in its rates for basic local 
telecommunications services. Rather, a price-capped company has limitations set on its basic 
annual revenue increases. 

Clearly, Humcane Dennis impacted GT Com’s network infrastructure, causing the 
Company to incur costs for repairing, replacing, and restoring its lines, plants, and facilities. 
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Further, GT Com made an informed and thoughtful decision before incurring costs to procure the 
capital assets required to restore service to its customers. GT Com’s decision for choosing the 
replacement assets was based on engineering and economic principles. 

GT Com maintains that the only limitation that Section 364.051(4), Florida Statutes, 
imposes is that if a company had a storm-reserve fund, a company could only recover the storm 
costs in excess of the storm-reserve fund. GT Com further argues that a plain reading of the 
statute would indicate that all capital costs are recoverable through the storm cost recovery 
mechanism. Accepting GT Com’s interpretation and the price-capped arguments above, one 
could arrive at the conclusion that GT Com should be entitled to the recovery of the capital costs 
it incurred to restore its network facilities, 

We question whether it is reasonable to allow the entire capital asset cost to be recovered 
over a one-year period. GT Com has acknowledged that the economic lives of these assets are 
greater than one year as it has established a 15-year depreciable life for the capitalized assets 
addressed in this case. With the exception of 726 feet of cable, all assets that were replaced by 
GT Com as a result of Humcane Dennis, were fully depreciated. Allowing recovery of the 
replacement plant in a one-year period, when GT Com’s current depreciation policy is to use a 
fifteen year life, is not reasonable. Businesses operating in a competitive environment do not 
recoup capital asset costs in a single year - the costs are included in the balance sheet with the 
goal of earning a return on the assets over time. 

Section 364.051(4)(b)(l), Florida Statutes, allows a company to file a petition to recover 
its intrastate costs and expenses relating to repairing, restoring, or replacing the lines, plants, or 
facilities damaged by a named tropical system. The statute, however, does not provide a 
definition of the term “costs.” Costs can logically mean the dollars expended to repair, restore, 
or replace; or, costs can be defined as the incremental increase in total costs. Many other 
definitions exist for the term “costs.” 

We have consistently applied the principle that when an asset exceeds a minimum 
threshold level and has a long term life, that asset should be capitalized. With respect to 
petitions for storm cost recovery, we have consistently applied this capitalization meth~dology.~ 
Capitalization of assets is not limited to regulated utilities - it is used by most businesses. 

’ Docket No. 041291-E1 In re: Petition for authority to recover prudently incurred storm restoration costs 
related to 2004 storm season that exceed storm reserve balance by Florida Power & Light Company, Order No. 
PSC-05-0937-FOF-EI, issued September 2 I ,  2005; Docket No. 041272-E1 In re: Petition for approval of storm cost 
recovery clause for recovery of extraordinary expenditures related to Hurricanes Charley, Frances, Jeanne, and Ivan 
by Progress Energy Florida, Inc., Order No. PSC-05-0748-FOF-E1, issued July 14,2005; Docket No. 050374-TL - 
In re: Petition for approval of storm cost recovery surcharge, and stipulation with Office of Public Counsel, by 
Sprint-Florida, Incorporated, Order No. PSC-05-0946-FOF-TL, issued October 3, 2005. 
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We find it appropriate to remove the costs that are attributable to the four GT Com work 
orders4 that relate to capital assets as shown on RME-10. The amount of this adjustment will be 
addressed below. 

There is another reason to consider the removal of capital costs from GT Com’s request 
for storm cost recovery. Of the four work orders detailing GT Com’s total company capital costs 
of $250,838, three projects, totaling $170,433, will likely be recovered through the Universal 
Service Fund (USF) for High-Cost Loop Support. High-Cost Loop Support provides support for 
the “last mile” of connection for rural companies in service areas where the cost to provide this 
service exceeds 115% of the national average cost per line. For the portion of the company’s 
cost per loop between 115% and 150% of the national average cost, the company would receive 
65% of those costs. For loop costs exceeding 150% of the national average cost per loop, the 
company would receive 75% of those costs. The remaining portion of the costs would be 
recovered through interstate rates. High-Cost Loop Support is an element of the Federal 
Universal Service Program that is administered by the Universal Service Administrative 
Company (USAC). Only a common carrier designated as an Eligible Telecommunications 
Carrier (ETC) may receive money from the USF. GT Com has been designated an ETC in 
Florida. 

Should GT Com’s average per loop cost exceed the national average by 150%, which has 
been the case for at least the past five years, GT Com will be allowed recovery of its capital costs 
over a period of fifteen years. Under the High-Cost Support Mechanism for rural carriers, GT 
Com will be allowed a return on the undepreciated value of the assets along with recovery of 
depreciation expense. As for the likelihood of GT Com receiving fbnding through the USF, 
witness Ellmer acknowledges that GT Com has received finding every year since 1986, when he 
began working for the Company. Assuming GT Com’s average loop costs continues to exceed 
the national average, GT Com will continue to receive a return and depreciation expense over the 
fifteen year period on its investment, 

RME-10 shows that of the $250,838 in total company capitalized assets, $80,405 pertains 
to the Alligator Point CXR System. Costs incurred for this type of equipment are not eligible for 
recovery through the High-Cost Loop Support as it is not part of the local loop. Of the $80,405 
incurred, we have removed $40,000 in costs for the Alligator Point Facility Upgrade and have 
removed $2,751 of Overhead, Benefits, and In-House Labor as addressed in adjustments one 
through four. 

In summary, GT Com should not recover capital assets through the storm cost recovery 
surcharge because the asset lives and benefits will continue for at least 15 years. 

Work Order Nos. 2005797,2005861,2005796, and 2005798. 
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C. Decision 

Of the storm recovery costs included in GT Com’s petition, costs related to Overhead, 
Benefits, In-House Labor, the Alligator Point Fiber Upgrade, and Capital Assets shall be 
disallowed as these costs cannot be considered reasonable under the circumstances. A chart 
detailing our adjustments is included on pagel 8 of this Order. 

IV. APPROPRIATE AMOUNT OF INTRASTATE COSTS AND EXPENSES TO BE 
RECOVERED 

A. Parties’ Arguments 

GT Com argues all costs and expenses it incurred related to repairing, restoring or 
replacing the lines, plants and facilities damaged by Humcane Dennis were reasonable under the 
circumstances, and therefore, the total mount  of $463,7 10 is eligible for recovery. However, 
Section 364.05 1(4)(b)(5) and (8), Florida Statutes, limits recovery to a maximum charge of $0.50 
per customer line for a 12-month period. GT Corn serves approximately 46,861 access lines and 
therefore will be able to recover only approximately $281,166 of this amount. 

OPC asserts GT Com has not provided documents to show that it incurred incremental 
cost as a basis for justifying a surcharge. GT Com did not submit a calculation of incremental 
costs, and therefore, there is no way to verify what level of incremental costs, if any, is 
recoverable from GT Com’s customers under Section 364.051 of the Florida Statutes. 

B. Analysis 

Above, we addressed the reasonableness of five categories of costs which include: 
Overhead, Benefits, In-House Labor, the Alligator Point Upgrade, and Capital Assets. In 
addition, below we address Taxes, Carrying Costs, and Universal Service Fund Reimbursements 
which impact GT Com’s storm cost recovery amount. 

1. Overhead 

Based on our above analysis, GT Com’s incurred costs of $312,693, shall be reduced by 
$19,767 ($28,080 total company multiplied by the intrastate factor of 70.3975%) to remove the 
Other Overhead amounts requested by GT Com. 

2. Benefits 

GT Com did not provide support to justify the benefits to payroll allocation percentages. 
We find that $38,952 ($55,333 times the intrastate allocation factor of 70.3957%) shall be 
deducted from the incurred costs of $3 12,693, we previously identified. 
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3. In-House Labor 

The amounts incurred for In-House Labor shall be removed from GT Com’s filed storm 
recovery costs. GT Com has included total company In-House Labor costs of $61,180. 
Applying GT Com’s intrastate allocation factor or 70.3957% to the total company costs results in 
an adjustment of $43,068, which shall be deducted from the incurred costs of $312,693, we 
previously identified. 

4. Alligator point fiber optic upgrade 

We find it appropriate to reduce the Alligator Point Fiber Upgrade replacement by a total 
company amount of $40,000 or $28,158 on an intrastate basis ($40,000 multiplied by GT Com’s 
intrastate allocation factor of 70.3957%.) 

5. Capital assets 

Based on our analysis above, $141,552 in intrastate costs ($201,080 multiplied by GT 
Com’s intrastate factor of 70.3957%) that relate to monies spent for capitalized assets shall be 
removed from the previously identified incurred cost of $312,693. 

6. Taxes, carrying costs and universal service fund recovery 

To determine the appropriate amount of intrastate storm costs and expenses that GT Com 
shall be allowed to recover, we analyzed the impact of taxes, carrying costs, and reimbursements 
from the Universal Service Fund. A discussion of each of these elements follows. 

i. Taxes 

GT Com argues it must report as income and pay taxes on any and all revenue it 
eventually receives from the customer surcharge sought in this docket. The tax effect must be 
included in the calculation of hurricane costs in order for the Company to h l ly  recover such 
costs. The total company income taxes are $183,967, as shown on Exhibit RME-11, 

OPC contends actual storm damage expenses are deductible for income tax purposes and 
as a result, there would be no income tax due on the repairs associated with storm damage costs. 
Since the costs would be deductible for income tax purposes, the revenues collected by GT 
Com’s customers would exactly offset the cost of repairs so the revenue impact would be zero 
and no income taxes would be due. The Company has calculated a tax on the interest or carrying 
charge. As interest is deductible for Federal and State income taxes, the Company has 
illegitimately calculated a tax on an expense which is deductible. 

We agree with witness Larkin that matching the expenses with the revenues generated if 
GT Com is allowed to recover Humcane costs would result in a complete offset and therefore no 
income taxes would result. Witness Ellmer stated that the Hurricane Dennis expenses of 
$193,354 as shown on Exhibit RME-10 work order numbers 2005838 and 2005839 were 
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deducted in 2005. It is witness Ellmer’s contention that the Company should be able to get the 
benefit of the income tax deduction and recover all of the costs as well, even those that are 
deductible for income taxes. Adding taxes to the amount of storm damage costs approved is 
unreasonable as the company has already received a tax benefit from deducting the storm 
damage expenses incurred in 2005 and will receive a tax benefit in future years as depreciation 
amounts are deducted for tax purposes, 

If the Company is awarded storm damage recovery, the company will pay income taxes 
on the additional revenue received. Any additional taxes generated as a result of storm damage 
recovery needs to be matched against the tax savings that GT Com realized, as a result of storm 
damage tax deductions. We find it appropriate to exclude the tax amount of $183,967 from the 
company’s request on a total company basis or $129,505 on an intrastate basis. 

ii. Carrying costs 

GT Com did not quantify carrying costs and taxes in its original petition because the 
expenses sought by the company, apart from carrying costs and taxes arising from such 
expenses, exceed the amount that is recoverable under Section 364.05 1 (4)(b), Florida Statutes. 
GT Com argues that if we were to make adjustments that reduce such expenses below the cap, 
GT Com’s related intrastate carrying costs and taxes in the amount of $151,018, as shown in 
Exhibit M E - 1  1 should be considered. 

O X  argues there would be little, if any, cost recoverable under the Florida Statutes that 
would require a carrying charge. GT Com’s work orders require substantial adjustment for 
internal labor and allocations of “Benefits” and “Other Overhead.” 

GT Com included $21,512 in intrastate carrying costs in its total request for intrastate 
storm damage recovery of $463,710. As shown on Exhibit RME-11, GT Com applied an interest 
rate of 6.880% to the storm damage expenditures of $444,192. According to Exhibit W E - 1  1, 
the interest rate of 6.880% represents the average short term borrowing rate of the parent 
company for 2005. 

In the Sprint Storm Cost Recovery Docket No. 050374-TL, we approved the use of the 
commercial paper rate as reported in the Wall Street Journal on the first business day of each 
month in determining carrying costs. We apply the commercial paper rate as standard practice 
when calculating refunds to customers. During cross examination, witness Ellmer agreed that 
the commercial paper rate could be used in determining a carrying cost to be applied to a storm 
damage amount approved for GT Com. The current commercial paper rate is 5.29%. 

We find appropriate a storm damage recovery of $987 which represents the unreimbursed 
storm cost recovery expenses. The corresponding carrying cost of $77 reimburses GT Com for 
the time value of money covering the period from when GT Com incurred the expense until 
recovery from its customers, based on the thirty day commercial paper rate. 
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iii. Universal service fund reimbursements 

GT Com contends there are several reasons why we should not offset any increase in 
High- Cost Loop Support against GT Com’s request for storm cost recovery. These reasons can 
be summarized as follows: first, receipt of these funds is speculative, secondly Section 
364.051(4)(b), Florida Statutes, permits GT Com to recover all intrastate costs and expenses 
relating to repairing, restoring or replacing the lines, plants or facilities damaged by Humcane 
Dennis, and lastly, any received support should be attributed to any expenses disallowed for cost 
recovery in this docket. Based on this rational, GT Com made no adjustment to its filing to 
account for future recovery of Universal Service support related to the storm expenses. 

OPC asserts much of the capital investment included in the Company’s request will be 
recovered from Universal Service High-Cost funding, a fact that has been totally ignored in the 
Company’s filing. Loop support payments should also be considered when reviewing the need 
for a surcharge. If the Company receives greater loop support payment as a result of higher plant 
costs and operating expenses, why would a surcharge be necessary? 

We agree with OPC that GT Com has not accounted for the receipt of Universal Service 
finds from the High-Cost Loop Support program as a reduction in its requested storm cost 
recovery. Similar to an insurance recovery that would serve to offset storm costs, any recovery 
from the Universal Service Fund (USF) that can be attributed to additional expenses related to 
Hurricane Dennis, should reduce GT Com’s storm cost recovery, thus, reducing its proposed 
customer surcharge . 

During his deposition, witness Ellmer was asked questions regarding the insurance 
proceeds. Witness Ellmer asserted that he would not include costs that were recovered from 
somewhere else. While his statements related to insurance proceeds, the same philosophy should 
hold true for reimbursements from the USF. Also during his deposition, witness Ellmer was 
asked whether he would agree that the amount of recovery sought in this docket should be offset 
by the amount that GT Com would receive from the High-Cost Fund. Witness Ellmer stated: 

“To the extent that the High-Cost Fund amount is directly 
attributable and can be identified as attributable to the humcane 
costs, I would have a hard time arguing against it. However, I do 
believe because there’s a two-year lag that some form of carrying 
cost should be included in my recovery.” 

We find it appropriate to offset the requested humcane costs with any funds received 
from the USF. While witness Ellmer claims that USF recovery is speculative at this point, and 
that he doesn’t know whether GT Com’s average loop cost will exceed the national average cost 
per loop for 2005, GT Com’s average loop costs have exceeded the national average in excess of 
150%, for the past five years. GT Com has received USF reimbursements since at least 1986, 
Based on past USF receipts, GT Com should once again qualify for the maximum level of 
fimding. 
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GT Com’s Requested Intrastate Storm Recovery - Issue 1 
Staffs Recommended Removal of GT Com’s Reauested Carmine Costs 1 

At the same time, if a reduction is made to GT Com’s storm expense, there should be a 
corresponding reduction to the allocated amount of Universal Service recovery. According to GT 
Com witness Ellmer, GT Com will receive in 2007, approximately $141,449 in additional High- 
Cost Loop Support payments as a result of the 2005 expenses and capital projects related to 
Humcane Dennis. If the full expense request in this docket was approved, $141,449 in 
additional High-Cost Loop Support payments would need to be deducted from the request to 
account for the recovery from the USF. To recover this amount from the ratepayers, the ones 
held responsible for paying into the USF in the first place, would be tantamount to double 
recovery for GT Com. To account for the adjustments made to GT Com’s request, a 
corresponding reduction to the USF reimbursements must also be made. We find a reduction in 
the USF reimbursements of $101,240 is appropriate. In other words, the anticipated net recovery 
from the USF for High-Cost Loop Support in this case is $40,209. Therefore, the storm cost 
recovery, as adjusted, has been lowered by $40,209 to account for additional recovery related to 
storm expense from the USF. 

$463,710 

GT Com will not begin to receive USF payments for its 2005 costs until January 2007. 
Therefore, GT Com shall be entitled to receive the carrying costs from the time the storm 
recovery costs were incurred until it has recouped its costs through the USF reimbursements. 
Using the commercial paper rate, the carrying costs will be $3,886. 

I ”  

C. Decision 

StaffKecommended Incurred Costs - Issue 1 ] $312,693 

Total Deductions 
Intrastate Storm Costs Before USAC Reimbursements 

Less USAC Reimbursements 
Net Storm Costs Allowable 
Plus Carrying Cost - Timing from Customers 

$271,497 
$41,196 
$40,209 

$987 
$77 

3 886 , Timingfor USAC Reimbursements !3 . 
$4,950 Total that may be Recovered from GT Com’s Customers 
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V. APPROPRIATE LINE ITEM CHARGE PER ACCESS LINE 

As the amount of recovery is $4,950 we find GT Com may assess its customers a one- 
time charge of up to $0.11 per access line. This amount is derived by taking the recovery 
amount of $4,950 and dividing this amount by 46,861 access lines. 

The charge may be assessed at GT Com’s earliest convenience, but no earlier than 30 
days from the date of our vote. As this is a one-time charge, there is no need to establish an 
assessment period. GT Com shall provide our staff the wording to be used on its bills regarding 
the storm charge prior to issuance. This docket shall remain open for a period of time to allow us 
to verify the collected amount does not exceed the amount authorized. 

Based on the foregoing, it is 

ORDERED by the Florida Public Service Commission that the specific findings set forth 
in this Order are approved in every respect. It is further 

ORDERED that this docket shall remain open for a period of time to allow us to verify 
the collected amount does not exceed the amount authorized. 

By ORDER of the Florida Public Service Commission this 7th day of August, 2006. 

BLANCA S. BAYO, Director 
Division of the Commission Clerk 
and Administrative Services 

By: ,--. . 
Kay F l d ,  Chief 
Bureau of Records 

( S E A L )  

AJT 
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NOTICE OF FURTHER PROCEEDINGS OR JUDICIAL REVIEW 

The Florida Public Service Commission is required by Section 120.569(1), Florida 
Statutes, to notify parties of any administrative hearing or judicial review of Commission orders 
that is available under Sections 120.57 or 120.68, Florida Statutes, as well as the procedures and 
time limits that apply. This notice should not be construed to mean all requests for an 
administrative hearing or judicial review will be granted or result in the relief sought. 

Any party adversely affected by the Commission’s final action in this matter may request: 
1) reconsideration of the decision by filing a motion for reconsideration with the Director, 
Division of the Commission Clerk and Administrative Services, 2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard, 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0850, within fifteen (15) days of the issuance of this order in the 
form prescribed by Rule 25-22.060, Florida Administrative Code; or 2) judicial review by the 
Florida Supreme Court in the case of an electric, gas or telephone utility or the First District 
Court of Appeal in the case of a water and/or wastewater utility by filing a notice of appeal with 
the Director, Division of the Commission Clerk and Administrative Services and filing a copy of 
the notice of appeal and the filing fee with the appropriate court. This filing must be completed 
within thirty (30) days after the issuance of this order, pursuant to Rule 9.1 10, Florida Rules of 
Appellate Procedure. The notice of appeal must be in the form specified in Rule 9.900(a), 
Florida Rules of Appellate Procedure. 
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TO: Blanca S. Bayo, Director, Division of the Commission Clerk and 
Ad mi n istrative Services 

FROM: Jane Faurot, Chief, Office of Hearing Reporter Services, Division 
of the Commission Clerk and Administrative Services 

RE: DOCKET NO. 060300-TP, AGENDA HELD 07/18/06. 

Re: PETITION FOR RECOVERY OF INTRASTATE COSTS AND EXPENSES 
RELATING TO REPAIR, RESTORATION AND REPLACEMENT OF FACILITIES 
DAMAGED BY HURRICANE DENNIS, BY GTC, INC. D/B/A GT COM. 

DOCUMENT NO.: 06522-06, 07/25/06 

The transcript for the above proceedings has been completed and is  
forwarded for placement in the docket file, including attachments. 

Please note that Staff distribution of this transcript was made to: 
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From: Donna Jones 

Sent: 

To : 

Subject: PSC Cuts GT COM Storm Recovery Request 

Tuesday, July 18, 2006 12:34 PM 

All PSC Staff; Commissioners & Staffs 

A news release was distributed to area newspapers this afternoon, 7/18/06, and is now available on the PSC website: 

hm;!/w. psc. state.fl. us/general/news/pressrelease.cfm?release=lO5 

7/19/2006 
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July 18, 2006 Contact: 850-413-6482 

PSC Cuts GT Com Storm Recovery Request 

TALLAHASSEE - The Florida Public Service Commission (PSC) voted on 
Tuesday to reduce the amount of storm costs and expenses that GT Com will be 
allowed to recover for damage resulting from Hurricane Dennis in 2005. 

GT Com requested recovery of storm costs of $281,166, or fifty cents per 
access line per month for one year, the maximum recovery allowed GT Com 
under Florida law. Commissioners reduced that amount to $4,950, after 
identifying several cost categories requiring adjustments. The Commission- 
approved recovery amount may be assessed as a one-time surcharge of $0.1 1 
per access line. 

GT Com serves approximately 46,861 lines in 17 exchanges throughout 
the Florida Panhandle/Big Bend region. These exchanges include Alligator 
Point, Altha, Apalachicola, Blountstown, Bristol, Carrabelle/Dog Island, 
Chattahoochee, EastpoinVSt. George Island, Hosford, Keaton Beach, Laurel Hill, 
Mexico Beach, Paxton, Perry, Port St. Joe, Tyndall Air Force Base, and 
Wewah itch ka. 

### 

Website - http://www.floridapsc.com 
Kevin Bloom, Director, Office of Public Information 

Additional Press Contact: Todd Brown 
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard, Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0850 

httD ://www.~sc. state. fl .us/seneral/news/txessrelease. cfm?release= 1 05&~rintview=true 7/19/2006 
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From: Donna Jones 

Sent: 

To : 
Subject: Items of Interest at Upcoming Agenda Conference 7/18/2006 

Friday, July 14, 2006 3:14 PM 

Commissioners & Staffs; All PSC Staff 

A news release was distributed to the daily newspapers this afternoon, 7/14/2006, and is now available on the PSC 
website: 

http.//w.psc.state.fl. us/general/news/pressrelease cfm?release=lO2 

Donna Jon es 
Office of Public Information 
Public Service C ommission 
Telephone: 4 13-6656, Intercom 43 1 

/17/2006 
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July 14, 2006 Contact: 850-413-6482 

Items of Interest at Upcoming Agenda Conference 7/18/06 

TALLAHASSEE - The following items are among those scheduled for consideration by the 
Commission at the July 18, 2006, Agenda Conference: 

ITEM NO. 5 DOCKET NO. 060038-El - PETITION FOR ISSUANCE OF A STORM 
RECOVERY FINANCING ORDER, BY FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY - The 
Commission will consider a staff recommendation addressing FPL’s motion for 
reconsideration and clarification of specified portions of the Financing Order. 

ITEM NO. 7 DOCKET NO. 060300-TL - PETITION FOR RECOVERY OF INTRASTATE 
COSTS AND EXPENSES RELATING TO REPAIR, RESTORATION AND 
REPLACEMENT OF FACILITIES DAMAGED BY HURRICANE DENNIS BY GTC, INC. 
D/B/A/ GT COM. - The Commission will take up a staff recommendation on GT Com’s 
cost recovery petition relating to Hurricane Dennis. This is a case of first impression 
concerning a new statute. 

ITEM NO. 8 DOCKET NO. 060077-TL - PROPOSAL TO REQUIRE LOCAL EXCHANGE 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS COMPANIES TO IMPLEMENT TEN-YEAR WOOD POLE 
INSPECTION PROGRAM - The Commission will consider a staff recommendation 
addressing whether or not to approve Verizon’s revised wood pole inspection plan. 

ITEM NO. 9 DOCKET NO. 040604-TL - ADOPTION OF THE NATIONAL SCHOOL 
LUNCH PROGRAM AND AN INCOME-BASED CRITERION AT OR BELOW 135% OF 
THE FEDERAL POVERTY GUIDELINES AS ELIGIBILITY CRITERIA FOR THE 
LIFELINE AND LINK-UP PROGRAMS - The Commission will take up a staff 
recommendation on whether or not a simplified certification process and the National 
School Lunch, Free Lunch Program should be used by all Florida eligible 
telecommunications carriers for the Link-Up Florida and Lifeline programs. 

ITEM NO. 16 DOCKET NO. 060220-EC - PETITION FOR DETERMINATION OF NEED 
FOR SEMINOLE GENERATING STATION UNIT 3 ELECTRICAL POWER PLANT IN 
PUTNAM COUNTY, BY SEMINOLE ELECTRIC COOPERATIVE, INC. - The 
Commission will consider a staff recommendation which addresses a determination of 
need request from Seminole Electric Cooperative, Inc. The request is for the location of a 
750 MW supercritical pulverized coal electrical power plant in Putnam County. 

Website - httD://www,floridapsc.com 
Kevin Bloom, Director, Office of Public Information 

Additional Press Contact: Todd Brown 
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard, Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0850 

ttu://www.usc.state.fl.us/general/news/Dr ?re1 ease= 1 C)?&nrintvi ew-tn I P  



State of Florida b (II 

DATE: July 12, 2006 
TO: Blanca Bayo, Director, Commission Clerk and Administrative 

FROM: Jane FaurOt, Chief, Office of Hearing Reporter Services 
Services 

RE: DOCKET NO. 060300-TP, HEARING HELD 06/28/06. 

Attached for filing are Exhibits 1 through 15 representing a 
complete filing of the exhibits identified and admitted into the record 
during the proceedings held in the above docket. 

Acknowledged BY: 

JF/rlm 



State of Florida 1) 

p&lic$i5&e a- 
-M-E-M-0-R-A-N-D-U-M- 

DATE: July 3, 2006 

TO: Blanca S. Bayo, Director, Division of the Commission Clerk and 

FROM: Jane FaurOt, Chief, Office of Hearing Reporter Services, Division 
Ad mi n istrative Services 

of the Commission Clerk and Administrative Services 
RE: DOCKET NO. 060300-TP, HEARING HELD 06/28/06. 

Re: PETITION FOR RECOVERY OF INTRASTATE COSTS AND EXPENSES 
RELATING TO REPAIR, RESTORATION AND REPLACEMENT OF FACILITIES 
DAMAGED BY HURRICANE DENNIS, BY GTC, INC. D/B/A GT COM. 

DOCUMENT NOS.: 05890-06, 07/03/06, 107 Pages, VOI. 1 
05891-06, 07/03/06, 125 Pages, Vol. 2 

The transcript for the above proceedings has been completed and is 
forwarded for placement in the docket file, including attachments. 

Please note that Staf f  distribution of this transcript was made to: 

LEGAL, CMP 

Acknowledged BY: 

JF/rlm 



State of Florida a 
q p d d k s e  a- 

-M-E-M-0-R-A-N-D-U-M- 

DATE: June 28, 2006 

TO: Blanca S. Bayo, Director, Division of the Commission Clerk and 

FROM: Jane Faurot, Chief, Office of Hearing Reporter Services, Division 
Administrative Services 

of the Commission Clerk and Administrative Services 
RE: DOCKET NO. 060300-TLJ PREHEARING HELD 06/19/06. 

Re: PETITION FOR RECOVERY OF INTRASTATE COSTS AND EXPENSES 
RELATING TO REPAIR, RESTORATION AND REPLACEMENT OF FACILITIES 
DAMAGED BY HURRICANE DENNIS, BY GTC, INC. D/B/A GT COM. 

DOCUMENT NO: 05463-06, 06/22/06 

The transcript for the above proceedings has been completed and is  
forwarded for placement in the docket file, including attachments. 

Please note that Staf f  distribution of this transcript was made to: 

LEGAL, CMP 

Ac kn ow I edg ed BY: 

JF/rlm 



State of Florida 

n 1:34 
CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER 0 2540 SHUMARD O P e p J f 9 m ~ l ~  

TALLAHASSEE, F~0~10~32399-0850 CLERK 
- M - E - M - W P S I J O N D E N C E  

DOCUMENT N0.0L<.3 I q - 0 2 
- Adminbtdw-hrth-co"  

DISTRIBUTION: DATE: June 23,2006 

TO: 

FROM: 

Beth W. Salak, Director, Division of Competitive Markets & Enforcement 

Bob Casey, Supervisor, Division of Competitive Markets & Enforcement 
Cheryl R. Bulecza-Banks, Chief, Division of Competitive Markets & Enforcement 

R T F j s s i o n  to Prepare Copies of Confidential Documents for Staff 
Composite xhbit #4 for Hearing in Docket No. 060300-TL, Petition for Recovery 
of Intrastate Costs and Expenses Relating to Repair, Restoration and Replacement 

RE: 

of Facilities Damaged by Hurricane De&, BYGTC, Inc. dh /a  GT Com 

Per APM 11.04 (C)(6.)(c)(2)(d), I am requesting permission to make 18 copies of GT 
Com's responses to staffs first set of interrogatories, numbers 2 and 13, and production of 
documents number 2. I am requesting permission to make copies for the following: 

Chairman Edgar 
Commissioner Deason 
Commissioner Aniaga 
Commissioner Carter 
Commissioner Tew 
CMP Staff: Bulecza-Banks, Casey, Maduro, Mailhot, Moses, M m ,  Salak, Watts, Wright 
GCL Staff: Teitzman 
Court Reporter 
GT Com 
Office of Public Counsel 

If you have questions, please let me know. 



Mat i IdatSa7,ders 

Page 1 o f2  

From: Marsha Rule [Marsha@reuphlaw.com] 

Sent: 
To : Filings@psc.state.fl.us 

Subject: RE: Dkt. 060300 - GT Com Hurricane Cost Recovery 

Monday, June 12,2006 8:36 AM 

Thanks for your message, Kay. We will be filing hard copies today. 

Marsha 

>>> "Filings@psc.state.fl.us" <Filings@PSC.STATE.FL.US> 6/12/2006 8:16:18 AM >>> 
Marsha, good morning. We received two electronic filings from you Friday afternoon, one at 5:03 p.m., the 
other at 5:04 p.m. They appear almost identical; the latter one differs in that it has a text.htrn attachment. 

Because the filings are testimony, they are not permitted to be filed electronically and thus we cannot 
accept them for filing by electronic means. 

Please see the e-filings requirements linked on the PSC's Website for further information on what 
documents are and are not eligible for e-filing. 

Let me know if any questions. 

Kay Flynn 
413-6744 
kflyn n @ ps e. s t at e. fl .us 

From: Marsha Rule [mailto:Marsha@reuphlaw.com] 
Sent: Friday, June 09, 2006 4:59 PM 
To: Filings@psc.state.fl.us 
Subject: Dkt. 060300 - GT Com Hurricane Cost Recovery 

Filed on behalf of: 
GTC Inc. d/b/a GT Com 
by: 
Marsha E. Rule, Esq. 
Rutledge, Ecenia, Purnell & Hoffman, P.A. 

P.O. Box 551Tallahassee, FL 32302-0551 

850.681.6788 
marsha@reuphlaw.com 

Docket No. 060300-TLPetition for recovery of intrastate costs and expenses relating to repair, restoration and replacement of 
facilities damaged by Hurricane Dennis by GTC, Inc. d/b/a/ GT Com 

Title of Fi1ing:Rebuttal Testimony of R. Mark Ellmer 

Total number of pages:18 

Marsha E. Rule, Esq. 
Rutledge, Ecenia, Purnell & Hoffman, P.A. 
215 South Monroe Street, Suite 420 
Tallahassee, Florida 32301 
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(850) 681-6788 (office) 
(850) 681-6515,Cfax) 
marsha@reuphlaw.com 

Confidentiality Note: This e-mail is intended only for the person or 
entity to which it is addressed and may contain information that is 
priveleged, confidential or otherwise protected from disclosure. 
Dissemination, distribution, or copying of this email or the information 
herein by anyone other than the intended recipient, or an employee or 
agent responsible for delivering the message to the intended recipient, 
is prohibited. If you have received this email in error, please call 
the receptionist at Rutledge, Ecenia, Purnell & Hoffman, P.A. at (850) 
681-6788, and destroy the original message and all copies. 
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Matilda Sanders 

From: ROBERTSBRENDA [ROBERTS.BRENDA@leg.state.fl.us] 

Sent: 
To : Filings@psc.state.fl .us 

Subject: 

Attachments: 060300 notice of service e-filed version.doc 

Tuesday, April 04, 2006 3:13 PM 

FW: e-filing (Docket No. 060300-TL) 

Please disregard this filing as it was filed in error. Thanks 

From : ROBERTS , BREN DA 
Sent: Tuesday, April 04, 2006 2:49 PM 
To: filings@psc.state.fl.us 
Cc: BECK.CHARLES; POUCHER.EARL 
Subject: e-filing (Docket No. 060300-TL) 

Electronic Filing 

a. Person responsible for this electronic filing: 

Charles J. Beck, Deputy Public Counsel 
Office of Public Counsel 
c/o The Florida Legislature 
111 West Madison Street, Room 812 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-1400 

beck.charles@leg.state.fl.us 
(850) 488-9330 

b. Docket No. 060300-TL 

In re: Petition for Recovery of Intrastate Costs and Expenses Relating to Repair, Restoration 
and Replacement of Facilities Damaged by Hurricane Dennis by GTC, Inc. d/b/a GT Com 

c. Document being filed on behalf of Office of Public Counsel 

d. There are a total of 2 pages 

e. The document attached for electronic filing is the Notice of Service 

(See attached file: 060300.notice of service.e-filed version.doc) 

Thank you for your attention and cooperation to this request. CCQ bk ! 
Brenda S. Roberts 
Secretary to Charles J. Beck, Deputy Public Counsel. 
Office of Public Counsel 
Telephone: ( 8 5 0 )  488-9330 
Fax: (850) 488-4491 
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Matilda Sanders 

From: ROBERTSBRENDA [ROBERTS.BRENDA@leg.state.fl.us] 

Sent: Tuesday, April 04, 2006 2:49 PM 

To : Filings@psc.state.fl.us 

cc: Charles Beck; POUCHER.EARL 

Subject: e-filing (Docket No. 060300-TL) 

Attachments: 060300 notice of service e-filed version.doc 

Electronic Filing 

a. Person responsible for this electronic filing: 

Charles J. Beck, Deputy Public Counsel 
Office of Public Counsel 
c/o The Florida Legislature 
111 West Madison Street, Room 812 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-1400 

beck.charles@leg.state.fl.us 
(850) 488-9330 

b. Docket No. 060300-TL 

In re: Petition for Recovery of Intrastate Costs and Expenses Relating to Repair, Restoration 
and Replacement of Facilities Damaged by Hurricane Dennis by GTC, Inc. d/b/a GT Com 

c. Document being filed on behalf of Office of Public Counsel 

d. There are a total of 2 pages 

e. The document attached for electronic filing is the Notice of Service. 

(See attached file: 060300.notice of service.e-filed version.doc) 

Thank you for your attention and cooperation to this request. 

Brenda S. Roberts 
Secretary to Charles J. Beck, Deputy Public Counsel. 
Office of Public Counsel 
Telephone: (850) 488-9330 
Fax: (850) 488-4491 

4/4/2006 
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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

In Re: Petition for Recovery of Intrastate 
Costs and Expenses Relating to Repair, 
Restoration and Replacement of Facilities ) Filed: April 4, 2006 
Damaged by Hurricane Dennis by 
GTC, Inc. d/b/a GT Com 

) 
) 

Docket No. 060300-TL 

1 
) 

NOTICE OF SERVICE 

The Citizens of the State of Florida, by and through Harold McLean, Public 

Counsel, serve this notice that they have served their first set of interrogatories (Nos. 1- 

8) to GTC, Inc. d/b/a GT Com. 

Respectfully submitted, 

s/ Charles J. Beck 
Charles J. Beck 
Deputy Public Counsel 

Office of Public Counsel 
c/o The Florida Legislature 
11 1 W. Madison Street 
Room 812 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-1400 

(850) 488-9330 

Attorney for Florida's Citizens 



DOCKET NOS. 060300-TL 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the foregoing has been furnished by U.S. 

Mail and electronic mail to the following parties on this 4th day of April, 2006. 

sl Charles J. Beck 
Charles J. Beck 

Rosanne Gervasi 
Legal 
Florida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd. 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850 

Kenneth A. Hoffman, Esquire 
Marsha E. Rule, Esquire 
Rutledge, Ecenia, Purnell & 

215 South Monroe St., Suite 420 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 

Hoffman, P.A. 

2 



ecords Procedure Items 

FiIings@psc.state fl us 

i.2 Related (nonfiling) E-mail, 

Docket No. 060300-TP 
ROXANNE LEVINGSTON [ROXANNE@reuphlaw.com] 
E&a t i  breaks $I thts message were re"& 

To: Charles Beck, Adam Teitzman, Filmgs@psc state flus 

Notice of  servlce 2 pdf (198 KB), 

respmsestostaff sfrstinterrogab 

P l e a s e  a c c e p t  f o r  e l e c t r o n i c  f i l i n g  i n  t h e  above  d o c k e t  t h e  a t t a c h e d  documents  on  b e h a l f  of 
Marsha E .  R u l e  and  Kenneth A .  Hoffman. 

C o u n s e l  f o r  a l l  p a r t i e s  h a v e  been  s e r v e d  e l e c t r o n i c a l l y  and  b y  U. S .  
M a i l .  

Wednesdav. Mav 31, 2006 07:02 AM 



COMMISSIONERS: 
LISA POLAK EDGAR, CHAIRMAN 
J. TERRY DEASON 
ISILIO ARRIAGA 
MATTHEW M. CARTER I1 
KATRINA J. TEW 

STATE OF FLORIDA 
DIVISION OF THE COMMISSION CLERK & 
ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES 
BLANCA S. BAYO 
DIRECTOR 
(850) 413-6770 (CLERK) 
(850)413-6330 (ADMIN) 

Marsha E. Rule, Attorney 
Rutledge, Ecenia, Pumell & Hofhan, P.A. 
Post Office Box 551 
Tallahassee, Florida 32302-055 1 

April 3,2006 

Re: Docket No. 060300-TL 

Dear Ms. Rule: 

This will acknowledge receipt of a petition for recovery of intrastate costs and expenses 
relating to repair, restoration and replacement of facilities damaged by Hunicane Dennis, by GTC, 
Inc. d/b/a GT Com, whxh was filed in this office on March 31, 2006, and assigned the above- 
referenced docket number. Appropriate staff members will be advised. 

Mediation may be available to resolve any dispute in this docket. If mediation is conducted, it 
does not affect a substantially interested person’s right to an administrative hearing. For more 
information, contact the Office of General Counsel at (850) 413-6248 or FAX (850) 413-7180. 

Bureau of Records 

! 

a 
1 4  1 

oi 

x 
5 
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CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER 0 2540 SHUMAFU) OAK BOULEVARD 0 TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850 
An Affirmative Action / Equal Opportunity Employer 

PSC Website: http://www.floridapsc.com Internet E-mail: contact@psc.statafl.us 



Case ASSianment and Schedulina Record 

n Section 1 - Bureau o f  Records Cornlete- 

Ful l  Conmission - Cotmission Panel - 
- Staff - Hearing 

Page 1 o f  1 

32. 
33. 
34. 
35.  

Docket No.060300-TL Date Docketed: 03/31/2006 Ti t le :  Pet i t ion for recovery of in t rastate costs and expenses 
re la t ing t o  repair. restoration and replacement o f  f ac i l  
damaged by Hurricane Dennis, by GTC, Inc. d/b/a GT Com. 

Conpany: GTC, Inc. d/b/a Gl C m  

inbwiMOpa(hC0c”a 

Conmissioners 

ED 1 DS I AR I CT ITW 
I I I 

l i t i e s  

ADM 

Of f i c ia l  F i l i n g  Date: 
Last Day t o  Suspend: 

Expi ration: DISTRIBUTION: 

Referred to: CCA (CMP) ECR CCL PIF RCA SCR SGA 
(‘0” indicates OPR) I 1 x 1  1 x 1  I I I I I 

Section 2 - OPR Comletes and returns t o  CCA i n  10 workdays. 
Prwram Modul e A19 

Time Sched u l  e 
WARNING: THIS SQlEWLE I S  AN INTERNAL PLANNING MXUMENT 
I T  IS TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVTSIffl. 

OPR Sta f f  

S ta f f  Counsel 

Q.m 

-1 Current m R  revision leve l  
Due Dates 

Previous Current 

-1 :: 
7. 
8. 
9.  

10. 
11. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
16. - _  
11. 
1s. 
19. 
20. 
21. 
22. 
23. 
24. 
25. 
26. 
27. 
28. 
29. 

Reconmended assignments for hearing 30. 
and/or decidinq t h i s  case: 31. 

Date f i l e d  with CCA: 

t n i t i a l s  OPR 
S ta f f  Counsel 

I I 
~ 

I I 1 

~ 

1- 1 I 

140. I I I 
iection 3 - Chairman Comletes Assignments are as follows: 

Conmissioners 

Where panels are assigned the senior Conmissioner i s  Panel Chain 
the ident ica l  panel decides the case. 
Where one Conmissioner, a Hearing Examiner o r  a S ta f f  M d e r  i s  
assigned the f u l l  Conmission decides the case. 

Approved: 
Date: 

SC/CCAOlS-C (Rev. 01/03) * COMPLETED EVENTS 
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1 r\ Section 1 - Bureau of Records C o m  et- 

Docket No. 060300 -TC Date Docketed: P1/31/2M)h Ti t le :  Pet i t ion for recovery of intrastate costs and expenses 
relat ing t o  repair, restoration and replacement o f  f ac i l i t i es  
damaged by Hurricane Dennis, by GTC, Inc. d/b/a GT Com. 

Conpany: GTC. Inc. d/b/a GT Can 

Proaran W u  l e  A19 

Staff Assi- 

WARNING: THIS KHEWLE IS  AN INTERNAL PLANNING LIKUMENT 
IT IS TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT m aEvmav. 
FOR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION: GZSOJ 413-6770 

QPR Staff 

1. Pet i t ion Fi led 
2. Staff  Recomnendation 

Agenda 
Final Order 
Revised CASR Due 

3 Mann. C Bulecza-Banks 

R Moses. E Salak 
M Watts, R Yright 

m e v .  D Mailhot 
"E 03/31/2006 

07/06/2006 "E 
W E  07/ia/z006 
"E oa/07/2006 
"E 09/07/2006 

Current W R  revision level  
Due Dates 

Previous Current 

8 .  

D Vandiver 11. 

27. 
28. 
29. 

Reconmended assiqnments fo r  hearinq 30. 
and/or decidinq t h i s  case: 31. 

32. 
Ful l  Cmiss ion  Comission Panel - 33. 

34. 
35. 
36. 

Hearing 

Date f i l e d  with CCA: 
17 

I n i t i a l s  OPR 
Staff  Counsel 

I I I 

I I 
I I 

I I 

I I I 

M/&,r Where panels are assigned the senior Conmissioner i s  Panel Chairman: 
the identical panel decides the case. 
Where one Conmissioner, a Hearing Examiner or  a Staff M d e r  i s  
assigned the f u l l  Conmission decides the case. 

Approved : 
Date: 04/13/200$ 

Psc/ccAo1s-c (Rev. 01/03) * COMPLETED EVENTS 
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Docket No.Q.WO0 -TI. Date Docketed:- T i t l e :  Pet i t ion for recovery of intrastate costs and expenses 
re la t ing t o  repair, restoration and replacement o f  f a c i l i t i e s  
damaged by Hurricane Dennis, by GTC, Inc. d/b/a GT C m .  

Conpany: GTC, Inc. d/b/a GT Com 

Prooram A19 

Staff Assionmenu 

Off ic ia l  F i l i ng  Date: 
Last Day t o  Suspend: 

WARNING: mIs SCXEWLE IS AN INTERNAL PLANNING WMENT 
I T  I S  TENTATIVE A M  SUBJECT TO REVISION. 
FOR UPDATES CCWTACT THE RECORDS SECTION:(850) 413-6770 

Expi ration: 

Ful l  Conmission X Conmission Panel- 
Hearing Examiner- Staf f  - 

I n i t i a l s  DPR 

Date f i l e d  with CC4:94/28/2006 

Staff Counsel 

32. 
33.  
34. 
35. 
36. 
37. 

39. 
40. 

3a. 

Due Dates 

Current CASR revision level  Previous Current 

X 

16. 

I I I I 

I I 
I 1 

Reconmended assignments fo r  hearing 
and/or deciding th i s  case: 

- Hearing Officer(s) 
Comni ssioners I Hrg I Staf f  I 

Prehearing Off icer 
Caiwni ssi oners l u m l  



A, h 

Event 

Prehearing Conference 

Hearing 

To: 

Former Date New Date Location Time 

06/19/2006 Tallahassee, Room 148 1:30 p. - 3:OO p. 

06/28/2006 Tallahassee, Room 148 9:30 a. - 5:OO p. 

Case SchedulindReschedulinP A-dvice 

Hearing 
I __ 

Last Revised 05/03/2006 at 8:48 a.m. 

f Commissioners hearing 1 Staff1 II Commissioners IHearing 1 Staff 1 

Economic Regulation 
Clniirt Rennrter 

Deputy Executive Director 
General Counsel 

Commissioner Deason 
Commissioner Aniaga 

Otticers 

ALL IED I D S  IAR Icr ITW 

--I-___ =-~.-- 
Strategic Analysis & Gov. Affairs 
Commission Clerk & ADM Services 
Competitive Markets/Enforcement 
Reg. Compliance/Consumer Asst. 

Staff Contact - Adam 'I 

Public Information Officer 

Commissioner Carte; 
Commissioner Tew 
Executive Director 

Exam. Exam. 

ALL (ED IDS (AR (a ITW 

Page 1 of 1 

Remarks: 

From: Office of Chairman Lisa Edgar 

Docket Number: 060300-TL -- Petition for recovery of intrastate costs and expenses relating to repair, restoration and replacement of 
facilities damaged by Hurricane Dennis, by GTC, Inc. d/b/a GT Com. 

OEP -PSC-06-0362-PCO-TL, 4/21/06 

Officer 

ED DS AR CT TW ADM = Commissioners 

ED IDS I A R  ICT ITW~ADM 

PSC/CHM 8 (09/2005) CCS Form Number: 060300-TL-00001-00 
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Docket No.060300-TL Date Docketed: 03/31/2006 T i t l e :  Pet i t ion for recovery of Sntrastate costs and expenses 
re la t ing t o  repair, restoration and replacement of f a c i l i t i e s  
damaged by Hurricane Dennis. by GTC. Inc. d/b/a GT Com. 

Conpany: GTC. Inc. d/b/a GT C m  

WARNING: THIS SQlEWLE IS  AN INTERNAL PLANNIW DOCUMENT 
I T  IS TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVISION. 
FOR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION:@SOJ 413-6770 

Official F i l i n g  Date: 
Last Day t o  Suspend: 

Expi ra t ion : 

Date f i l e d  with CCA: 06/20/2006 

I n i t i a l s  OPR 
Staf f  Counsel 

35. 
36. 
37. 
38. 
39. 
40. 

OPR Staff 

Staf f  Counsel 

X 

Due Dates 

Current CASR revision level  Previous Current 

I I 

(RCA) D Vandiver 11. 

23. 
24. 
25. 
26. 
27. 
28. 
29. 

Recomnended assignments fo r  hearing 30. 
31. and/or deciding t h i s  case: 
_ . _  
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Ful l  Conmission Conmission Panel - 33. 
Hearing Examiner- Staf f  - 134. _. ! I 
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Conmissioners I Hrg 1 Staff I 

Prehearing Off icer 
I Cotnni ssioners l m l  

PSC/CCAO15-C (Rev. 01/03) * COMPLETED EVENTS . 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Jackie Schindler 
Wednesday, April 26,2006 11:25 AM 
CCA - Orders I Notices; Adam Teitzman; Patrick Wiggins 
Order I Notice Submitted 

Date and Time: 

Filename I Path: opcintewention.doc 

4/26/2006 11 :23:00 AM 
Docket Number: 060300-TL 

An ORDER ACKNOWLEDGING INTERVENTION has been moved to GCOrders for issuance today. Please fax to all parties 
upon issuance. 
Thanks! 
js 



CCA Oftkid w g  
***4la7t2086 1291 PM*** 111. 6 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Jackie Schindler 
Thursday, April 27,2006 12:12 PM 
CCA - Orders / Notices; Adam Teitzman; Patrick Wiggins 
Order I Notice Submitted 

I b 

Date and Time: 

Filename I Path: oep.doc 
Order Type: 

4/27/2006 12:l l :OO PM 
Docket Number: 060300-TL 

Signed I Hand Deliver 

An ORDER ESTABLISHING PROCEDURE has been signed and moved to GC Orders for IMMEDIATE issuance. 

I will be walking the signed order to you shortly. 

Thanks. 



. ~cck.ofk*al .&s 8 h 
***5/11/2006 4:M PM*** -* 

**** r\ 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Date and Time: 
Docket Number: 
Filename / Path: 
Order Type: 

Jackie Schindler 
Thursday, May 11,2006 2:43 PM 
CCA - Orders / Notices; Adam Teikman 
Order / Notice Submitted 

5/11/2006 2:42:00 PM 
060300-tl 3 : o . i .  p,.- 
060300extension.ajt.doc 
Signed / Hand Deliver FPSGCOMMlSSlON CLERK - 

The Order Granting Extension of Time has been re-signed and moved to GCOrders for issuance tomorrow. 
The Order will come on our next delivery. 

Thanks. 
is 



,. CCA- omaal.FUing, 
***5/11/2006 2:16 PM*** *ill n **1 

Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Thursday, May 11,2006 1:39 PM 
Jackie Schindler; CCA - Orders I Notices; Adam Teihman 
RE: Order I Notice Submitted 

. i"ly I I PH 3: 09 

CUMMI S S ION 
CLERK 

Please disregard - I need to get the order re-signed. The commissioner wote in the 
filing date on the signature page. 
I don't know If it will be re-signed today or not. 
Thanks. 
Is 

From: lacbe Schindler 
Sent: 
To: 
Subjea: Order / Notice Submitted 

An ORDER ON MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME has been signed and moved to GC Orders for issuance today. 

Thanks 

Thursday, May 11,2006 10:41 AM 
CCA - Orders I Notices; Adam Teihman 

js 



CCA OffirialFiliag 1 n 
***6/1/2006 ?OS AM*** - h **** *'1 

Matilda Sanders 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Jackie Schindler 
Wednesday, May 31,2006 433  PM 
CCA - Orders / Notices; Adam Teitzman 
Order / Notice Submitted 

z m -  

Date and Time: 

Filename / Path: notice.doc 
Notice Type: PrehearinglHearing 

5/31/2006 4:32:00 PM 
Docket Number: 0603004 

A NOTICE OF COMMISSION HEARING AND PREHEARING has been moved to GC Orders for issuance tomorrow. Thanks. 

js 



CCA Off& Filius 1 

.9*6%3/2006 849  AM*** d*** h. **1 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

3- Jackie Schindler 
Thursday, June 08,2006 8:49 AM 
CCA - Orders / Notices; Adam Teitzman 
Order / Notlce Submitted 

Date and Time: 

Filename / Path: motrebut.ajt.doc 
Order Type: 

6/8/2006 8:48:00 AM 
Docket Number: 060300-TL 

Signed / Hand Deliver 

An ORDER ON MOTION FOR LEAVE TO FILE REBUTTAL TESTIMONY has been SIGNED and moved to GC Orders for 
issuance today. The Order should come to you on the 10:30 run. 
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. A  
CCA Micial, Fiting , 
***6/21/2006 3:bl PM*** **.* n **I 

Matilda Sanders 0 ~ 4 a 9 -  pdo -p 
t+.Ui-l\jEr,.+p P 

.._I S.J 

05 JUH 2 I PH 3: 3 2  
1% 

From: Jackie Schindler 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: Order I Notice Submitted 

Date and lime: 

Filename / Path: phorder.doc 
Order Type: 

Wednesday, June 21,2006 3:03 PM 
CCA - Orders / Notices; Adam Teitzman 

6/21/2006 302:OO PM 
Docket Number: 080300-TL 

Signed I Hand Deliver 

A PREHEARING ORDER has been signed and moved to GC Orders for issuance tomorrow. The signed order should come 
to you shortly. 

PLEASE MAKE 30 COPIES OF ISSUED ORDER AND CALL ME WHEN THEYRE READY FOR PICK UP. 

Thanks. 

is 



/ 

Marguerite Lockard i?~c-ob-osS+ e F 0 - n  
r, rri. From: Jackie Schindler RECE\'$:.l .-I I sc 

Sent: 
06 JUN 27 10: 32 To: 

Subject: Order / Notice Submitted 

Date and Time: 
Docket Number: 060300-TL 
Filename I Path: see below 

Tuesday, June 27,2006 1094 AM 
CCA - Orders / Notices; Adam Teitzman 

6/27/2006 10:03:00 AM 

@ 
Two Orders have been moved to GC Orders for issuance today. The signed copies should come on our 10:30 run. 

Order Granting GT Com's Request for Specified Confidential Classification 
Confl .doc 

Order Granting Motion for Temporary Protective Order 
Tempro.doc 

Thanks, 
is 

1 



From: Jackie Schindler 
Sent: 

Subject: Order / Notice Submitted 

Tuesday, June 27,2006 10:04 AM 
To: CCA - Orders / Notices; Adam Teitzman 05 jUN 21 AH io: 3 2 

COMMISSlOM 
CLERK 

Date and Time: 

Filename I Path: see below 

6/27/2006 10:03:00 AM 
Docket Number: 060300-TL 

Two Orders have been moved to GC Orders for issuance today. The signed copies should come on our 10:30 run 

Order Granting GT Com's Request for Specified Confidential Classification 
Confl .doc 

Order Granting Motion for Temporary Protective Order 
Tempro.doc 

Thanks, 
1s 

I 



CCA Omdd Filing' 
***8/7/2006 1250 PM"* I*** A **l 

- F d F  -% Matilda Sanders Fse- Of0 c 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Jackie Schindler 
Monday, August 07,2006 1251 PM 
CCA - Orders I Notices; Adam Teitzman 
Order I Notice Submitted 

%d 

Date and Time: 

Filename I Path: 060300or.ajtdoc 

81712006 12:50:00 PM 
Docket Number: 060300-TL 

An ORDER ON GT COM STORM COST RECOVERY has been moved to GC Orders for issuance today. 

Thanks. 

is 

, 




