M NUTES OF AUGUST 5, 2003
COVMM SSI ON' CONFERENCE

COVMENCED: 9:35 a. m
ADJ OQURNED: 10: 30 a. m

COW SSI ONERS PARTI Cl PATI NG Chai rman Jaber

Comm ssi oner
Comm ssi oner
Conmm ssi oner
Conmm ssi oner

Deason
Baez

Br adl ey
Davi dson

Parties were allowed to address the Comm ssion on itens designated by

doubl e asterisks (**).

1 Approval of M nutes

June 30, 2003 Special Comm ssion Conference
July 1, 2003 Regul ar Comm ssi on Conference
July 9, 2003 Speci al Comm ssion Conference

DECI SION: The m nutes were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jaber, Deason, Baez, Bradley, Davidson



Agenda for

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

August 5, 2003
| TEM NO.

2**

PAA

PAA

DEC Sl ON:

CASE

Consent Agenda

A) Applications for certificates to provide conpetitive
| ocal exchange tel ecommuni cati ons servi ce.

DOCKET NO. COMPANY NAME

030530- TX Sal uda Net wor ks | ncor por at ed

030531-TX Azul Tel, Inc.

030532-TX I nternational Telnet, Inc.

030599- TX ONS- Tel ecom LLC

030574-TX Camarato Distributing, Inc. d/b/a Nex-Phon
030479-TX Bal dwi n County Internet/DSSI Service, L.L.C

B) Application for certificate to provide pay tel ephone
servi ce.

DOCKET NO. COVPANY NAME

030591-TC The Raynond F. Kravis Center for the
Perform ng Arts, Inc.

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

The reconmmendati on was approved.

Commi ssioners participating: Jaber, Deason, Baez, Bradley, Davidson



Agenda for

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

August 5, 2003
| TEM NO.

3** PAA

DEC S| ON:

CASE

Docket No. 030461-El - Joint petition of Florida Power &

Li ght Company and Progress Energy Florida, Inc. for approval
of amendnent to territorial agreenment to nodify territorial
boundary line in two areas of Volusia County.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staf f: GCL: Rodan
ECR: Br eman, W ndham

| SSUE 1: Shoul d the Conmm ssion grant the joint petition of
FPL and PEFI to amend their territorial boundaries?
RECOMVENDATI ON: Yes. The anended territorial agreenent
shoul d becone effective the date of the Conm ssion’s
consunmati ng order approving the anendnent.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. If no protest is filed, this docket
shoul d be cl osed upon the issuance of a Consunmating O der.
If a protest is filed by a person whose substanti al
interests are affected within 21 days of the Conmm ssion
Order approving this agreenent, the agreenment should remain
in effect pending resolution of the protest and the docket
shoul d remai n open.

The reconmmendati ons were approved.

Commi ssioners participating: Jaber, Deason, Baez, Bradley, Davidson



Agenda for

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

August 5, 2003
| TEM NO.

4**

DECI SI ON:

CASE

Docket No. 030449-W5 - Disposition of delinquent regul atory
assessnent fees for Hunter Creek Uilities, LLCin Charlotte
County.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: GCL: Flemng
CCA: Moore
ECR  Kaproth

| SSUE 1: Should Hunter Creek Utilities, LLC be ordered to
show cause, in witing, within 21 days why it should not be
fined for failure to remt its regulatory assessnent fees as
required by Section 367.145, Florida Statutes, and Rul e 25-
30.120, Florida Adm nistrative Code?

RECOMVENDATI ON: No. A show cause proceedi ng shoul d not be
initiated. Staff further recomrends that the Commi ssion
refer the utility' s unpaid regulatory assessnent fees and
associ ated penalties and interest to the Departnent of

Fi nancial Services for permssion to wite off the accounts
as uncol l ecti bl e.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

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

The recommendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jaber, Deason, Baez, Bradley, Davidson



Agenda for
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
August 5, 2003

| TEM NO. CASE

S5** Docket No. 030041-TX - Application for certificate to
provide alternative | ocal exchange tel ecommuni cations
servi ce by FeroNetworks, Inc.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: GCL: MKay
CVMP: WIIlians

| SSUE 1: Should Order No. PSC-03-0693- PAA-TX, which granted
Fer oNet wor ks, Inc. ALEC Certificate No. 8347, be vacated?
RECOVMENDATI ON:  Yes. The Commi ssion shoul d vacate O der
No. PSC- 03-0693- PAA- TX

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be closed?

RECOVMENDATI ON:  Yes. This docket should be closed upon the
i ssuance of the Conm ssion’s vacating O der.

DECI SI ON: The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jaber, Deason, Baez, Bradley, Davidson



Agenda for

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

August 5, 2003
| TEM NO.

6% * PAA

DEC Sl ON:

CASE

Docket No. 030428-TX - Application for certificate to
provi de conpetitive |ocal exchange tel ecomruni cations
service by Universal Beepers Express, Inc. d/b/a Universa
Wr el ess.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMP: MCoy
CCL: Rojas

| SSUE 1: Should the Conm ssion grant Universal Beepers
Express, Inc. d/b/a Universal Wreless, a certificate to
provi de conpetitive | ocal exchange tel ecommunications
service within the State of Florida as provided by Section
364.337(1), Florida Statutes?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. Universal Beepers Express, Inc. d/b/la
Uni versal Wreless should be granted Florida Public Service
Conmmi ssion Certificate No. 8383.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON: I f no person whose substantial interests
are affected by the proposed agency action files a protest
wi thin 21 days of the issuance of the order, this docket
shoul d be cl osed upon the issuance of a consunmating order.

The reconmmendati ons were approved.

Commi ssioners participating: Jaber, Deason, Baez, Bradley, Davidson



Agenda for

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

August 5, 2003
| TEM NO.

7** PAA

DEC SI ON:

CASE

Docket No. 030483-TlI - Joint application for waiver of
carrier selection requirenents of Rule 25-4.118, F. A C, for
transfer of partial custonmer base from The Free Network,
L.L.C. (Holder of IXC Certificate No. 7090) to Lightyear
Communi cations Inc. (holder of I XC Certificate No. 3500).

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMP: WIIlians
GCL: Harris

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion approve the waiver of the
carrier selection requirenents of Rule 25-4.118, Florida
Adm ni strative Code, in the transfer of |ong distance
custonmers from The Free Network, L.L.C. to Lightyear
Conmuni cations, Inc.?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON: I f no person whose substantial interests
are affected by the proposed agency action files a protest
within 21 days of the issuance of the order, this docket
shoul d be cl osed upon the issuance of a consunmating order.

The reconmmendati ons were approved.

Commi ssioners participating: Jaber, Deason, Baez, Bradley, Davidson



Agenda for
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
August 5, 2003

| TEM NO. CASE

8* * PAA Docket No. 030510-TlI - Request by Network US, Inc. d/b/a CA
Affinity for waiver of carrier selection requirenents of
Rul e 25-4.118, F.A C., for transfer of |ong distance
custoners from Uni versal Broadband Comuni cations, |nc.
d/ b/ a Busi ness Savings Pl an.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMP: WIIlians
GCL: Dodson

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion approve the waiver of the
carrier selection requirenents of Rule 25-4.118, Florida
Adm ni strative Code, in the transfer of |ong distance
custoners from Uni versal Broadband Communi cations, |nc.

d/ b/ a Busi ness Savings Plan to Network US, Inc. d/b/a CA
Affinity?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON: I f no person whose substantial interests
are affected by the proposed agency action files a protest
wi thin 21 days of the issuance of the order, this docket
shoul d be cl osed upon the issuance of a consunmating order.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

Commi ssioners participating: Jaber, Deason, Baez, Bradley, Davidson



Agenda for

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

August 5, 2003
| TEM NO.

9% * PAA

DECI SI ON:

CASE

Docket No. 030513-TP - Request by Essex Acquisition
Corporation for waiver of carrier selection requirenents of
Rul e 25-4.118, F.A C., for transfer of local and |ong

di stance customers from NOW Conmuni cations, Inc.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMP: WIIlians
CCL: Rojas

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion approve the waiver of the
carrier selection requirenents of Rule 25-4.118, Florida
Adm ni strative Code, in the transfer of |local and | ong

di stance custoners from NOW Comruni cations, Inc. to Essex
Acqui sition Corporation d/b/a VeraNet Solutions (VeraNet)?
RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON: I f no person whose substantial interests
are affected by the proposed agency action files a protest
within 21 days of the issuance of the order, this docket
shoul d be cl osed upon the issuance of a consunmating order.

The recommendati ons were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Jaber, Deason, Baez, Bradley, Davidson



Agenda for

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

August 5, 2003
| TEM NO.

10** PAA

CASE

Docket No. 021228-W5 - Application for staff-assisted rate
case in Brevard County by Service Managenent Systens, Inc.

Critical Date(s): None

Commi ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion

Prehearing O ficer: Br adl ey
Staff: ECR  Sargent, Davis, Fitch, Hudson, Lingo
GCL: Jaeger
| SSUE 3: s the quality of service provided by Service

Managenent Systens, Inc. considered satisfactory?
RECOMVENDATI ON: The quality of service provided by Service
Managenment Systens, Inc. should be considered unsatisfactory
until the utility upgrades the fire-flowirrigation punping
pl ant, distribution system hydrants, and associ ated record
keeping in accordance with the “Code” requirenents of the
National Fire Protection Association (NFPA) codebook. The
utility should be granted 180 days fromthe Consunmati ng
Order to neet the NFPA requirenents, and to show a better
attenpt to address custoner satisfaction. A newsletter
shoul d acconmpany each utility bill for the next six nonths
with a copy mailed to staff that infornms custoners of
progress made concerning conplaints, repairs, upgrades, and
if utility service wll be inpacted by new growh in the
community. This newsletter should al so include a correct
address that will insure all correspondence reaches the
utility manager’s desk, along wth a phone nunber that wll
guarantee a response by the utility.

| SSUE 2: What portions of Service Managenent Systens, |nc.
are used and useful ?

RECOVMENDATI ON:  The Servi ce Managenent Systens, |Inc. water
treatnment plant is considered to be 29.7% the water
distribution systemis considered 62.6% the wastewater
treatment plant is considered to be 55.9% and the

wast ewat er collection systemis considered 65.4% used and

useful. The non-potable water plant is considered 53.5%
except for the high service punps required by Brevard County
whi ch are consi dered 100% used and useful. The non-potabl e

wat er distribution systemis considered 100% used and
useful .

- 10 -



Agenda for

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

August 5, 2003

| TEM NO.
10** PAA

CASE

Docket No. 021228-W5 - Application for staff-assisted rate
case in Brevard County by Service Managenent Systens, I|nc.

(Continued from previ ous page)

| SSUE 3: What is the appropriate average test year rate
base for this utility?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  The appropriate average test year rate base
for this utility is $456,364 for water and $141, 970 for
wastewater. The utility should be required to conplete the
pro forma high service punp installation and conmon area
irrigation nmeters installation within 180 days fromthe date
of the Consummating Order. The utility should al so be
required to continue to nmaintain separate records associ ated
wi th the non-potable system

| SSUE 4: What is the appropriate rate of return on equity
and the appropriate overall rate of return for this utility?
RECOMVENDATI ON:  The appropriate rate of return on equity is
9.94% with a range of 8.94% - 10.94% The appropriate
overall rate of return for the utility is 8.94%

| SSUE 5: What are the appropriate test year revenues?
RECOMVENDATI ON:  The appropriate test year revenues for this
utility are $195,470 for water and $95,937 for wastewater.

| SSUE 6: What is the appropriate anmount of operating
expense”?

RECOMVENDATI ON: The appropriate anount of operating expense
for this utility is $182,534 for water and $91, 336 for

wast ewat er .

| SSUE 7: What are the appropriate revenue requirenents?
RECOMVENDATI ON: The appropriate revenue requirenments for
wat er and wastewater are $223, 333 and $104, 028,

respectively.

| SSUE 8: \What are the appropriate anounts of common wat er
systemrevenue requirenment line itens (cost of service)

al l ocabl e to the potabl e and nonpot abl e wat er systens,
respectivel y?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  The appropriate anount of conmon water
system cost of service elenents allocable to the potable
systemis $45, 735, and the correspondi ng anount allocable to
t he nonpotable systemis $19, 021.




Agenda for

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

August 5, 2003

| TEM NO.
10** PAA

CASE

Docket No. 021228-W5 - Application for staff-assisted rate
case in Brevard County by Service Managenent Systens, I|nc.

(Continued from previ ous page)

| SSUE 9: |Is a continuation of the utility's current base
facility charge (BFC)/gall onage charge rate structure
appropriate for this utility?

RECOVMENDATI ON:  Yes. A continuation of the utility’s
current BFC/ gal | onage charge rate structure is appropriate
for this utility. A conservation adjustment of 26.76%
shoul d be made such that the final BFC remains at the
current rate of $16.88, with the entire water systemrevenue
requi renent increase allocated to the gall onage charge.

| SSUE 10: Is an adjustnment to reflect repression of
consunption due to the price changes appropriate in this
case, and, if so, what is the appropriate repression

adj ust nment ?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  No. A repression adjustment is not
appropriate in this case.

| SSUE 11: \What is the appropriate rate structure and rate
for nonpotabl e water service?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  The appropriate rate structure for
nonpot abl e water service is a continuation of the gallonage-
charge only rate structure, and the appropriate rate is

$0. 69 per one thousand gallons (kgal).

| SSUE 12: VWat are the appropriate rates for each systenf
RECOVMENDATI ON:  The rates shoul d be designed to produce
revenue of $223,333 for water and $104, 028 for wastewater
excl uding m scel | aneous service charges, as shown in the
anal ysis portion of staff's July 24, 2003 menorandum The
approved rates should be effective for service rendered on
or after the stanped approval date on the tariff sheets,
pursuant to Rule 25-30.475(1), Florida Adm nistrative Code.
The rates should not be inplenmented until staff has approved
t he proposed custoner notice, the notice has been received
by the custoners, and staff has verified that the tariffs
are consistent with the Comm ssion’s decision. The utility
shoul d provi de proof of the date notice was given no |ess
than 10 days after the date of the notice.

| SSUE 13: \What is the appropriate anmount by which rates
shoul d be reduced four years after the established effective

- 12 -



Agenda for

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

August 5, 2003

| TEM NO.
10** PAA

CASE

Docket No. 021228-W5 - Application for staff-assisted rate
case in Brevard County by Service Managenent Systens, I|nc.

(Continued from previ ous page)

date to reflect the renoval of the anortized rate case
expense as required by Section 367.0816, Florida Statutes?
RECOMVENDATI ON: The water and wastewater rates should be
reduced as shown on Schedule 4 of staff's July 24, 2003
menor andum to renove rate case expense grossed up for

regul atory assessnent fees and anortized over a four-year
period. The decrease in rates should becone effective

i medi ately follow ng the expiration of the four-year rate
case expense recovery period, pursuant to Section 367.0816,
Florida Statutes. The utility should be required to file
revised tariffs and a proposed custoner notice setting forth
the lower rates and the reason for the reduction no |ater
than one nonth prior to the actual date of the required rate
reduction. If the utility files this reduction in
conjunction with a price index or pass-through rate

adj ustnent, separate data should be filed for the price

i ndex and/or pass-through i ncrease or decrease and the
reduction in the rates due to the anortized rate case
expense.

| SSUE 14: What are the appropriate custonmer deposits for
this utility?

RECOMVENDATI ON: The appropriate custonmer deposits should be
as specified in the analysis portion of staff's July 24,
2003 nmenorandum The utility should file revised tariff
sheets and proposed notice which are consistent with the
Comm ssion’s vote. The custoner deposits should becone
effective for connections nmade on or after the stanped
approval date of the revised tariff sheets, if no protest is
filed and provided custoners have been noti ced.

| SSUE 15: Should the utility’'s service availability charges
be revised?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The utility’s existing system capacity
charge shoul d be discontinued and the utility’ s service

avai lability charges should be revised to reflect a plant
capacity charge of $780 for water and a nmmi n extension
charge of $500 for water and $635 for wastewater. The
utility should file revised tariff sheets and proposed

- 13 -



Agenda for

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

August 5, 2003

| TEM NO.
10** PAA

CASE

Docket No. 021228-W5 - Application for staff-assisted rate
case in Brevard County by Service Managenent Systens, I|nc.

(Continued from previ ous page)

notice which are consistent with the Comm ssion’s vote. The
service availability charges should becone effective for
connections nmade on or after the stanped approval date of
the revised tariff sheets, if no protest is filed and

provi ded t hat custonmers have been noti ced.

| SSUE 16: Should the recommended rates be approved for the
utility on a tenporary basis, subject to refund, in the
event of a protest filed by a party other than the utility?
RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. Pursuant to Section 367.0814(7),
Florida Statutes, the reconmmended rates shoul d be approved
for the utility on a tenporary basis, subject to refund, in
the event of a protest filed by a party other than the
utility. Prior to inplenmentation of any tenporary rates,
the utility should provide the appropriate security as
described in the analysis portion of staff's July 24, 2003
menorandum | f the recommended rates are approved on a
tenporary basis, the rates collected by the utility should
be subject to the refund provisions discussed in the staff
analysis. In addition, after the increased rates are in

ef fect, pursuant to Rule 25-30.360(7), Florida

Adm ni strative Code, the utility should file reports with
the Division of Commi ssion Cerk and Adm ni strative Services
no later than 20 days after each nonthly billing. These
reports should indicate the anount of revenue coll ected
under the increased rates subject to refund.




Agenda for

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

August 5, 2003

| TEM NO.
10** PAA

DECI SI ON:

CASE

Docket No. 021228-W5 - Application for staff-assisted rate
case in Brevard County by Service Managenent Systens, I|nc.

(Continued from previ ous page)

| SSUE 17: Shoul d t he docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON: No. If no tinely protest is received upon
expiration of the protest period, the PAA Oder will becone
final upon the issuance of a Consummating Order. However,
this docket should renmain open for an additional 180 days
after the Consummating Order to allow staff tinme to verify
the utility has conpleted the pro forma fire service punp
repl acenent and conmon area irrigation nmeter installations.
Upon verification of the above by staff, the docket may be
adm ni stratively cl osed.

This item was deferred.



Agenda for

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

August 5, 2003
| TEM NO.

11**

DECI SI ON:

CASE

Docket No. 030517-SU - Application for approval of newrate
for bul k wastewater service agreenment with Gty of Cape
Coral in Lee County, by North Fort Myers Utility, Inc.

Critical Date(s): 8/9/03 (60-day suspension date)

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

St af f: ECR: Revel |, Merchant
GCL: C. Keating

| SSUE 1: Should the utility's proposed tariff for a bulk
wast ewat er servi ce agreenent be suspended?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The utility's proposed tariff for a
bul kK wast ewat er service agreenent shoul d be suspended
pendi ng further investigation by staff. This docket should
remai n open pending the Comm ssion’s final action on the
utility' s requested tariff.

The reconmmendati on was approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jaber, Deason, Baez, Bradley, Davidson



Agenda for

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

August 5, 2003
| TEM NO.

12* *

DEC Sl ON:

CASE

Docket No. 030644-SU - Energency application for amendnent
of Certificate No. 422-S to extend wastewater service area
to Seagull Townhouses in Gulf County, by ESAD Enterprises,
Inc. d/b/a Beaches Sewer System

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Conmm ssion
Prehearing O ficer: Davi dson

Staff: ECR Rieger
GCL: Jaeger

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion authorize an interim
energency connection by the utility to Seagull?
RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The Comm ssion shoul d aut horize an
interim enmergency connection by the utility to Seagull.
The utility should charge Seagull its rates and charges as
referred to inits tariff. The utility should be required
to file an application for a quick-take anendnment of its
certificate to include Seagull inits territory within
twenty days of the Conm ssion order.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON: No. This docket should remain open to
process a subsequent anendnment application to anmend the
utility’ s territory.

The reconmmendati ons were approved.

Commi ssioners participating: Jaber, Deason, Baez, Bradley, Davidson



Agenda for

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

August 5, 2003
| TEM NO.

13

CASE

Docket No. 990649B- TP - Investigation into pricing of
unbundl ed network el enments (Sprint/Verizon track).

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Jaber, Deason, Baez, Bradley
Prehearing O ficer: Baez

Staf f: GCL: Chri stensen
CvP: Dowds

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion entertain oral argunent on
this matter?

RECOMMVENDATI ON: No. The parties have not requested oral
argunent. Moreover, staff recommends that the issue before
the Commission is fully set forth in the parties’ pleadings
and additional oral argunment is not likely to |l end any
further clarity to the issue being addressed.

| SSUE 2: During the June 17th Agenda Conference, did the
Comm ssion violate either of Sections 286.012 or 350.01(5),
Fl orida Statutes?

RECOMVENDATI ON: No. Staff recommends that the Conm ssion
find that Section 350.051(5), Florida Statutes, permts only
t hose Conmi ssioners who personally participated in the final
di sposition on the nerits to participate in the

reconsi deration of a notion for reconsideration on the sane
matter. Staff further reconmmends the Conm ssion find that
si nce Comnm ssi oner Davidson was not eligible to vote
pursuant to Section 350.01(5), Florida Statutes, there was
no statutory violation of either Section 286.012 or Section
350. 01(5), Florida Statutes.

| SSUE 3: Should the Comm ssion, based on FDN and KMC s
“suggestion for a new hearing” in its pleading, reconsider
its decision and order a new hearing, or upon its own
notion, reconsider its decision regarding Zone 1?
RECOMVENDATI ON: No. Staff recommrends that since FDN and
KMC s pleading is nerely a thinly-veiled, unauthorized
notion for reconsideration of a decision on reconsideration,
t he Conm ssion should deny FDN and KMC' s requested relief.
Mor eover, consistent with staff’s recomendati on on |Issue 2,
t he Comm ssion should grant in part Sprint’s Mdtion to

- 18 -



Agenda for
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
August 5, 2003

| TEM NO. CASE

13 Docket No. 990649B-TP - Investigation into pricing of
unbundl ed network el enments (Sprint/Verizon track).

(Continued from previ ous page)

Strike regarding FDN and KMC s “suggestion for a new

heari ng.”

| SSUE 4: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOVMENDATI ON:  Staff reconmends that this portion of the
docket remain open until the expiration of the appeals
period. Should no appeal be taken on the Sprint portion of
this docket, staff reconmmends that staff should be granted
adm nistrative authority to close the Sprint portion of this
docket .

DECI SI ON: The reconmendati ons were approved.

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



Agenda for

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

August 5, 2003
| TEM NO.

14

DEC Sl ON:

CASE

Docket No. 010503-WJ - Application for increase in water
rates for Seven Springs Systemin Pasco County by Al oha
Uilities, Inc.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Jaber, Baez
Prehearing O ficer: Baez

St af f: ECR: Fl et cher, Merchant
GCL: Jaeger, Holley

| SSUE 5: Should the Conm ssion grant a partial rel ease of
escrowed funds to the utility?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The partial rel ease of $328, 209
shoul d be rel eased to Aloha. Consistent with the Final
Order, the utility should prospectively deposit 4.87% of any
revenues collected under the interimrate structure.

| SSUE 6: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON: No. This docket should remain open until
staff has verified that the utility has nade the required
interimrefunds pursuant to the Final Order. Once staff has
verified that the refunds have been nmade, the renaining
funds in the escrow account may be rel eased, and the escrow
account and this docket should be cl osed.

This item was deferred.



Agenda for

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

August 5, 2003
| TEM NO.

15**

DECI SI ON:

CASE

Docket No. 020999-TX - Conplaint of Mel G tron against Supra
Tel ecommuni cations and I nformation Systens, Inc. regarding
qual ity of service.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Deason, Baez, Davidson
Prehearing O ficer: Davi dson

St af f: GCL: Banks
CAF: Pl escow
CVP: McDonal d

| SSUE 1: Should this docket be cl osed?
RECOMVENDATI ON: Yes. Staff recommends that this docket be
cl osed as no further Conm ssion action is required.

The reconmmendati on was approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Deason, Baez, Davidson
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Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

August 5, 2003
| TEM NO.

16**

DEC S| ON:

CASE

Docket No. 030349-TP - Conpl aint by Supra Tel econmuni cati ons
and I nformation Systens, Inc. against Bell South

Tel ecommuni cations, Inc. regarding Bell South's all eged use
of carrier to carrier information.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Deason, Bradley, Davidson
Prehearing O ficer: Deason

Staff: GCL: Dodson, Harris
CWP: Casey, Bul ecza-Banks, Illeri, Hallenstein,
Broussard, Gl chri st

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion grant Bell South’s Parti al
Motion to Dismiss Supra’ s Amended Petition?

RECOVMENDATI ON: The Commi ssion should grant in part, and
deny in part, Bell South Tel ecommuni cations, Inc.’s
(Bel |l South) Partial Motion to Dismss. To the extent that
Supra asks the Comm ssion to renmedy Bell South’s all eged
violations of 47 U S.C. Section 222(b), the notion should be
granted. However, to the extent that Supra’s petition asks
t he Conmm ssion to inpose applicable penalties for any anti -
conpetitive inpacts resulting fromalleged violations of
that provision, the Partial Mttion to D sm ss should be
deni ed.

No ruling was made on the Motion to Dismss. At the

conclusion of the hearing the parties will have an opportunity to
brief the Comm ssion on this issue.

DECI SI ON:

| SSUE 2: Shoul d Docket No. 030349-TP be cl osed?
RECOMVENDATI ON: No. If staff’s recommendation in Issue 1 is
approved, Docket No. 030349-TP should remai n open pendi ng
final disposition by the Conm ssion.

No vote was nade on this issue.

Comm ssi oners participating: Deason, Bradley, Davidson



Agenda for
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
August 5, 2003

| TEM NO. CASE

17 Docket No. 010795-TP - Petition by Sprint Communi cations
Conpany Limted Partnership for arbitration with Verizon
Florida Inc. pursuant to Section 251/252 of the
Tel econmuni cati ons Act of 1996.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Baez, Bradley
Prehearing O ficer: Baez

Staff: CVP; Barrett
GCL: Teitzman

| SSUE 1: Shoul d the Comm ssion approve the arbitrated

| nt erconnecti on Agreenent between Verizon and Sprint in

Docket No. 010795-TP?

RECOVMENDATI ON: Yes. The Commi ssion shoul d approve the
arbitrated I nterconnection Agreenent between Verizon and
Sprint in Docket No. 010795-TP.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOVMENDATI ON:  Yes. |If the Comm ssion approves staff's

recommendation in Issue 1, no further action will be
required in this docket. Therefore, this docket nay be
cl osed.

DECI SI ON: The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Baez, Bradley



