MINUTES OF

COMMISSION CONFERENCE, TUESDAY, AUGUST 29, 2000
COMMENCED: 9:30 a.m

ADJOURNED: 12: 30 p.m

COMMISSIONERS PRESENT: Chai rman Deason
Commi ssi oner Jacobs
Commi ssi oner Jaber

1 Consent Agenda
A) Applications for certificates to provide pay tel ephone
servi ce.
DOCKET NO. COVPANY NAME

001046-TC VEGD, |Inc
000839-TC Tel eVend, | nc.
001065-TC Sam Benny Wesl ey |

B) Applications for certificates to provide alternative
| ocal exchange tel ecomuni cations service.

DOCKET NO COVPANY NAME
000510-TX Enki do, I nc.
000519-TX Wor kNet Conmuni cati ons | nc.

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

DOCKET NO. COVPANY NANME

000736-TI PT-1 Counsel Inc.

000706- TI Nt egrity Tel econtent Services
I nc.

D) Requests for cancellation of interexchange
t el ecommuni cations certificates.

DOCKET NO. COVPANY NAME
000890- TI Thrifty Call, Inc.
000891- TI ATN Conmuni cati ons | ncor porated

E) DOCKET NO. 000918-TX - Request for cancellation of
Al ternative Local Exchange Tel ecomruni cations Certificate
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F)

Q

J)

No. 5286 by Qui ncy Tel ephone Conpany d/b/a TDS
TELECOM Qui ncy Tel ephone, effective 7/21/00.

DOCKET NO. 000923-TP - Request for approval of transfer
of , and change in nane on, | XC Certificate No. 5185 from
Quent el Commruni cations, Inc. to Pal mBeach Tel ephone
Conmpany, and for approval to cancel ALEC Certificate No.
5184 held by Quentel Conmunications, Inc.

DOCKET NO. 000725-TP - Request by Bell South
Tel ecommuni cations, Inc. for approval of pagi ng agreenent
wi th Tidal Communications, Inc.

(Critical Date: 9/18/00)

DOCKET NO. 000886-TP - Petition by Sprint-Florida,
| ncorporated for approval of interconnection agreenent
wth GTE Wreless of the South Incorporated (f/k/a GTE
Mobi | net of Tanpa, Inc.).

(Critical Date: 10/17/00)

Requests for approval of resal e agreenents.

DOCKET NO. 000726-TP - Bel | Sout h Tel econmuni cati ons, |nc.
wth USA Tel ecom Inc.
(Critical Date: 9/18/00)

DOCKET NO. 000771-TP - Bel |l Sout h Tel econmuni cations, |nc.
wi th USA Qui ck Phone, Inc.
(Critical Date: 9/24/00)

Requests for approval of interconnection, unbundling,
resal e, and coll ocation agreenents.

DOCKET NO. 000727-TP - Bell Sout h Tel ecommuni cati ons, | nc.
with BroadBand O fice
Conmuni cati ons, |nc.
(Critical Date: 9/17/00)

DOCKET NO. 000728-TP - Bel |l Sout h Tel ecommuni cati ons, | nc.
with Intercontinental
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K)

L)

Comruni cations Goup, Inc. d/b/a
Fusi on Tel ecom
(Critical Date: 9/17/00)

DOCKET NO. 000729-TP - Bel | Sout h Tel econmuni cati ons, |nc.
w th FairPoint Comrunications
Cor p.
(Critical Date: 9/17/00)

DOCKET NO. 000730-TP - Bel | Sout h Tel econmuni cations, |nc.
Wi th Access Integrated Networks,
I nc.
(Critical Date: 9/17/00)

DOCKET NO. 000772-TP - Petition by Sprint-Florida,
| ncorporated for approval of interconnection and resale
agreenent with Pathnet, Inc. d/b/a Pathnet
Communi cati ons, Inc.

(Critical Date: 9/24/00)

Requests for approval of anmendnments to interconnection
and resal e agreenents.

DOCKET NO. 000754-TP - Sprint-Florida, Incorporated with
Nor t hPoi nt Communi cati ons, | nc.
(Critical Date: 9/18/00)

DOCKET NO. 000755-TP - Sprint-Florida, Incorporated with
Rhyt hms Li nks | nc.
(Critical Date: 9/18/00)
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M Requests for approval of amendnents to interconnection,
unbundl i ng and resal e agreenents.

DOCKET NO. 000884-TP - Bel |l Sout h Tel ecommuni cati ons, | nc.
with KMC Tel ecom Inc.; KMC
Telecom I, Inc.; KMC TelecomllIl,
Inc., and KMC Tel ecom 1V, Inc.
(Critical Date: 10/17/00)

DOCKET NO. 000885-TP - Bel | Sout h Tel econmuni cations, |nc.
w th AT&T Commruni cations of the
Sout hern States, Inc. d/b/a AT&T
(Critical Date: 10/17/00)

Reconmmendat i on: The Conmi ssion shoul d approve the action
requested in the dockets referenced above and cl ose these
docket s.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendation was deferred with the exception of Docket

No. 000890-Tl, Item 1D, which was deferred.

Commi ssioners participating: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber
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2 DOCKET NO. 000816- TP - Request for declaratory statenment
t hat planned service to provide National Directory
Assi stance via an 800 nunber to residential and business
custoners in Florida for a charge does not fall under the
Comm ssion’s regul atory provisions, by eData.com Inc.

Critical Date(s): None

Commi ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehrg O ficer JC

Staff: APP: Hel t on
CVMP: Mbses, Simmons
RGO Gl chri st

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion acknow edge eData. conis
voluntary dism ssal of its request for declaratory
st at enent ?

:  Yes. eData.conis voluntary dism ssa
di vests the Cbnn1SS|on of jurisdiction over this matter.
The only further action the Conm ssion can take is to
acknow edge the dism ssal and cl ose the docket.
| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes.

DECI SI ON: The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber
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DOCKET NO. 000717-GUJ - Petition for authority to inplenent
contract transportation service by Gty Gas Conpany of
Fl ori da.

Critical Date(s): None (Conpany wai ved the suspension
date.)

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Conmm ssion
Prehrg O ficer JB

Staff: CVP; Maki n, Bul ecza- Banks
LEG Stern

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion approve City Gas Conpany of
Florida s petition for authority to inplenment contract
transportation service?

Yes. The Comm ssion should approve Cty Gas
Conpany of Florida's petition for authority to inplenent
contract transportation service, effective thirty days after
t he Conmi ssion vote.

| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes. If no protest is filed within 21 days
of the issuance of the order, this docket should be closed
upon the issuance of a Consummating Order.

The recommendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber
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DOCKET NO. 000721-EG - Petition by Florida Public Uilities
Conmpany for approval of new energy conservation prograns for
natural gas customers.

Critical Date(s): None

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

St af f: C\VP: S. Brown, Bul ecza-Banks
LEG | saac

| ssue 1: Should the Conm ssion approve all of FPUC s
conservation prograns?

No. The Conmi ssion should only approve
Ful | House Residential New Construction Program Residential
Appl i ance Repl acenent Program Residential Appliance
Retention Program Residential Service Reactivation Program
Resi denti al Conservation Service Program Conmmrerci al
Conservation Program Space Conditioni ng Program and
Conservation Education Program Staff believes the

foll owi ng prograns shoul d be deni ed because no cost/benefit
anal yses were conducted to determ ne whether or not the
program woul d be cost-effective for conservation: Comerci al
Equi prent Repl acenent Program On-Site Power Generation
Program Residential Propane Appliance Conservation Program
Commer ci al Propane Equi prent Conversi on Program and Deal er
Program

| ssue 2: Should t his docket be cl osed?

Yes. This docket should be cl osed upon

i ssuance of a Cbnsunnatlng Order unless a person whose
substantial interests are affected by the Conmmi ssion’s
proposed agency action files a protest wthin 21 days of the
i ssuance of the order. |If a protest is filed wwthin the 21
days fromthe issuance of the order, the prograns shoul d not
be inmplenented until after resolution of the protest.

The reconmmendati ons were approved.

ers participating: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber
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DOCKET NO. 000779-TL - Request for tenporary waiver of
physi cal collocation in the Perdido Bay Central Ofice by
Bel | Sout h Tel ecomruni cati ons, Inc.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMP: Ful wood
LEG Banks

| ssue 1: Should Bell South’s Request for Tenporary \Waiver of
Physi cal Col |l ocation Requirements in the Perdido Bay centra
of fice be granted?

Yes. Bell South’s Request for Tenporary

Wai ver of Physical Collocation Requirenents in the Perdido
Bay central office should be granted until Decenber 31,
2002, or until construction of the building addition is
conpl eted, whichever is earlier.

| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes. |If the Conmm ssion approves staff’s
recomrendation in Issue 1, this docket should be closed.

The reconmmendati ons were approved.

ers participating: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber
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DOCKET NO. 000760-TC - Request for exenption from

requi renment of Rule 25-24.515(13), F. A C., that each pay

t el ephone station shall allow incomng calls, by Bell South
Publ i ¢ Commruni cati ons, Inc.

Critical Date(s): 9/20/00 (statutory deadline)

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

Staff: CVP; | sl er
LEG Vaccar o

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion grant the provider |isted on
page 4 of staff’s August 17, 2000 nmenorandum an exenption
fromthe requirenment that each tel ephone station shall allow
incomng calls for the pay tel ephone nunbers at the
addresses |isted?

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

The reconmmendati ons were approved.

Commi ssioners participating: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber



M nut es of
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
August 29, 2000

| TEM NO. CASE

7 DOCKET NO. 000711-TC - Request for exenption from
requi renment of Rule 25-24.515(13), F. A C., that each pay
t el ephone station shall allow incomng calls, by Goran
Dragoslavic d/b/a First American Tel econmuni cati ons
Cor por ati on.

Critical Date(s): 9/11/00 (statutory deadline)

Commi ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehrg O ficer JB

Staff: CWP; | sl er
LEG  Kni ght

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion grant the provider |isted on
page 4 of staff’s nenorandum dated August 17, 2000, an
exenption fromthe requirenent that each tel ephone station
shall allow incomng calls for the pay tel ephone nunber at
the address |isted?

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

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

Commi ssioners participating: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber
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8 Requests for exenption fromrequirenent of Rule 25-
24.515(13), F.A C, that each pay tel ephone station shal
all ow i ncom ng calls.

DOCKET NO. 000745-TC - Sprint Payphone Services, Inc.
DOCKET NO. 000815-TC - Sprint-Florida, Incorporated

Critical Date(s): 9/18/00 and 10/2/00, respectively
(statutory deadlines)

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

St af f: C\VP: | sl er
LEG Dandel ake

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion grant each of the providers
listed on page 5 of staff’s nmenorandum dated August 17,
2000, an exenption fromthe requirenent that each tel ephone
station shall allow incomng calls for the pay tel ephone
nunbers at the addresses |isted?

Yes.
| ssue 2: Should these dockets be cl osed?
. Yes. These dockets should be cl osed upon
i ssuance of a Consummating Order unless a person whose
substantial interests are affected by the Conmi ssion's
decision files a protest within 21 days of the issuance of
t he proposed agency action order. A protest in one docket
shoul d not prevent the action in a separate docket from
becom ng fi nal

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber
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DOCKET NO. 000763-TC - Request for exenption from

requi renment of Rule 25-24.515(13), F. A C., that each pay

t el ephone station shall allow incomng calls, by Bell South
Publ i ¢ Commruni cati ons, Inc.

Critical Date(s): 9/21/00 (statutory deadline)

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

Staff: CVP; | sl er
LEG For dham

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion grant the provider |isted on
page 4 of staff’s nenorandum dated August 17, 2000, an
exenption fromthe requirenment that each tel ephone station
shall allow incomng calls for the pay tel ephone nunbers at
t he addresses |isted?

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

The reconmmendati ons were approved.

Commi ssioners participating: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber
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DOCKET NO. 992038-TX - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of ALEC Certificate No. 4769 issued to
Easy Phone, Inc. d/b/a Easy Tel, Inc. for violation of Rule
25-4.0161, F. A C., Regul atory Assessnent Fees;

Tel ecommuni cat i ons Conpani es.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CWP. Isler
LEG K Pefia, B. Keating

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion accept the settlenment offer
proposed by Easy Phone, Inc. d/b/a Easy Tel, Inc. to resolve
t he apparent violation of Rule 25-4.0161, Florida

Adm ni strative Code, Regul atory Assessnent Fees;

Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es?

Yes. The Conm ssion should accept the
conpany’s settlenent proposal. Any contribution should be
recei ved by the Conm ssion within ten business days fromthe
date of the Conmi ssion Order and should identify the docket
nunber and conpany nanme. The Comm ssion should forward the
contribution to the Ofice of the Conptroller for deposit in
the State General Revenue Fund pursuant to Section
364.285(1), Florida Statutes. |If the conpany fails to pay
in accordance with the terns of the Conm ssion Order, the
conpany’s Certificate No. 4769 shoul d be cancell ed

adm ni stratively.

| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes. |If the Comm ssion approves staff’s
recomendation in Issue 1, this docket should be closed upon
recei pt of the $100 contribution or cancellation of the
certificate.

The recommendati ons were approved.

ers participating: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber
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DOCKET NO. 992039-Tl - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of I XC Certificate No. 4773 issued to
Easy Phone, Inc. d/b/a Easy Tel, Inc. for violation of Rule
25-4.0161, F. A C., Regul atory Assessnent Fees;

Tel ecommuni cat i ons Conpani es.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CWP. Isler
LEG K Pefia, B. Keating

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion accept the settlenment offer
proposed by Easy Phone, Inc. d/b/a Easy Tel, Inc. to resolve
t he apparent violation of Rule 25-4.0161, Florida

Adm ni strative Code, Regul atory Assessnent Fees;

Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es?

Yes. The Conm ssion should accept the
conpany’s settlenent proposal. Any contribution should be
recei ved by the Conm ssion within ten business days fromthe
date of the Conmi ssion Order and should identify the docket
nunber and conpany nanme. The Comm ssion should forward the
contribution to the Ofice of the Conptroller for deposit in
the State General Revenue Fund pursuant to Section
364.285(1), Florida Statutes. |If the conpany fails to pay
in accordance with the terns of the Conm ssion Order, the
conpany’s Certificate No. 4773 should be cancell ed

adm ni stratively.

| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes. |If the Comm ssion approves staff’s
recomendation in Issue 1, this docket should be closed upon
recei pt of the $100 contribution or cancellation of the
certificate.

The recommendati ons were approved.

ers participating: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber
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DOCKET NO. 000218-TX - Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs
agai nst Alternative Tel ecomuni cations Services, Inc. d/b/a
Second Chance Phone for apparent violation of Section
364.183(1), F.S., Access to Conpany Records.

Critical Date(s): None

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

St af f: LEG Cal dwel |
C\VP: M Watts

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion accept ATSI's offer of
settlenment to resolve the apparent violation of Section
364.183(1), Florida Statutes, Access to Conpany Records, in
lieu of cancellation of its certificate, and refer ATSI to
the appropriate authority for disposition of its apparent

vi ol ation of Section 837.06, Florida Statutes?

Yes. The Conm ssion should accept the
conpany’s settlenent proposal and refer the conpany to the
appropriate authority for disposition of the apparent

vi ol ation of Section 837.06, Florida Statutes. Any
contribution should be received by the Comm ssion within ten
busi ness days fromthe i ssuance date of the Conm ssion’s
Order and should identify the docket nunber and conpany
name. The Comm ssion should forward the contribution to the
Ofice of the Conptroller for deposit in the State of

Fl orida General Revenue Fund pursuant to Section 364. 285
(1), Florida Statutes. If the conpany fails to pay in
accordance with the terns of the settlenent offer, the
conpany’s certificate should be cancel ed, and this docket
shoul d be cl osed. Whether or not the conpany neets the
terms of the settlenent offer, or if the Conmm ssion accepts
or rejects the settlenent offer, the Comm ssion should refer
ATSI to the appropriate authority for apparent violation of
Section 837.06, Florida Statutes, within 30 days fromthe

i ssuance date of the Comm ssion’s Order. No precedent wll
be established by the Comm ssion due to acceptance of a
settlenment in this case.
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12 DOCKET NO. 000218-TX - Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs
agai nst Alternative Tel ecomunications Services, Inc. d/b/la
Second Chance Phone for apparent violation of Section
364.183(1), F.S., Access to Conpany Records.

(Conti nued from previ ous page)

| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

: No. Wth the approval of Issue 1, this
docket shoul d renain open pending the remttance of the
$25, 000 voluntary contribution. Upon renittance of the
settl enment paynent, this docket should be closed. If the
conpany fails to pay in accordance with the terns of the
Comm ssion Order, the conpany’s certificate should be
cancel ed, and this docket should be cl osed.

DECI SI ON: The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber
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DOCKET NO. 001146-El - Investigation into 1999 earnings of
Florida Public Uilities Conpany - Marianna D vision.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: ECR Revell, D. Draper, C. Romg
LEG Hart

| ssue 1: Wiat is the appropriate anount of rate base for
Florida Public Uilities Conpany-Mrianna Division for
determ ni ng the anmoun appropt of excess earnings for 1999?

. The riate rate base for the Mrianna
Division for 1999 is $12,551, 895.
| ssue 2: \What is the appropriate overall rate of return for
Florida Public Uilities Conpany-Marianna Division for 1999?
. The appropriate overall rate of return is
8.51% based on the RCE cap of 11.85% and a 13-nonth average
capital structure for the period ending Decenber 31, 1999.
| ssue 3: What is the appropriate net operating inconme for
Florida Public Uilities Conpany-Marianna Division for
determ ning the amount of excess earnings for 19997
The appropriate net operating inconme for
the Marianna Division for 1999 is $1, 073, 368.
| ssue 4: What is the anobunt of excess earnings for Florida
Public Utilities Conmpany-Marianna Division for 19997
. The total anpbunt of excess earnings for the
Marianna Division for 1999 is $8,340 plus interest of $221.
| ssue 5: VWhat is the appropriate disposition of the 1999
excess earnings for Florida Public Uilities Conpany-
Mari anna Divi si on?
. The total anpbunt of 1999 excess earnings of
$8, 561, including interest, should be contributed to
Mari anna’ s Storm Damage Reserve. The booking of this anount
shoul d be effective as of January 1, 2000, for rate making,
earni ngs surveillance, and overearnings review purposes.
| ssue 6: Shoul d t he Conpany’s Storm Danmage Reserve ceiling
of $1, 000, 000 be increased?
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DOCKET NO. 001146-El - Investigation into 1999 earni ngs of
Florida Public Uilities Conpany - Marianna Division.

(Continued from previ ous page)

Yes. The Storm Damage Reserve ceiling for
FPUC- M shoul d be rai sed from $1, 000, 000 to $1, 400, 000.

| ssue 7: Should Florida Public Uilities-Mrianna Division
be allowed the flexibility to increase its annual accrual
above the present $100, 000 yearly accrual until the

accumnul at ed prOV|S|on account bal ance reaches $1, 400, 0007
Yes. Effective January 1, 2000, FPUC-M
shoul d be allomed to increase its annual accrual above the
present $100, 000 yearly accrual until the accunul ated
provi si on account bal ance reaches $1, 400, 000.

| ssue 8: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes. |If no person whose interests are
substantially affected by the proposed action files a
request for a Section 120.57(1), Florida Statutes, hearing
wi thin 21 days of the Order, the Order will becone final and
effective upon the issuance of a consunmating order.

Because no further action will be required, this docket
shoul d be cl osed.

The recommendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber
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DOCKET NO. 001147-El - Investigation into 1999 earnings of
Florida Public Uilities Conpany - Fernandi na Beach
Di vi si on.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: ECR Revell, D. Draper, C. Romg
LEG Hart

| ssue 1: Wiat is the appropriate anount of rate base for
Florida Public Uilities Conpany-Fernandi na Beach D vi sion
for determ ning the anbunt of excess earnings for 19997

The appropriate rate base for FPUC- FB for
determ ning the anmount of excess earnings for 1999 is

$16, 009, 272.

| ssue 2: Wiat is the appropriate overall rate of return for
Florida Public Uilities Conpany-Fernandi na Beach Di vi sion
for 19997

The appropriate overall rate of return is

8. 94% based on the RCE cap of 12.60% and a 13-nonth average

capital structure for the period ending Decenber 31, 1999.

| ssue 3: What is the appropriate net operating inconme (NJO)

for Florida Public UWilities Conpany-Fernandi na Beach

Division for determ ning the amobunt of excess earnings for

19997

The appropriate NO for FPUC FB for

det erm ni ng excess earnings for 1999 is $1, 570, 375.

| ssue 4: Wiat is the ampbunt of excess earnings for Florida

Public Utilities Conmpany-Fernandi na Beach Division for 19997
. The anmpunt of excess earnings for FPUC FB

for 1999 is $223,094 plus interest of $5,6919, for a total of

$229, 012.

| ssue 5: Wiat is the appropriate disposition of the 1999

excess earnings of Florida Public Uilities Conpany-

Fer nandi na Beach D vi sion?

. The total amount of 1999 excess earnings of

$223,094 plus interest of $5,919, should be applied to FPUC

FB's Storm Damage Reserve. The effective date for booking

t he over earnings should be January 1, 2000, for rate

- 19 -
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DOCKET NO. 001147-El - Investigation into 1999 earni ngs of
Florida Public Uilities Conpany - Fernandi na Beach
Di vi si on.

(Conti nued from previ ous page)

maki ng, earnings surveillance, and overearnings review

pur poses.

| ssue 6: Should a ceiling of $1,500,000 be established for
Florida Public Uilities-Fernandi na Beach Division s Storm
Damage Reserve?

Yes. The Storm Danage Reserve ceiling for
FPUC- FB should be established at $1, 500, 000.

| ssue 7: Should Florida Public Uilities-Fernandi na Beach
Division be allowed the flexibility to increase its annual
accrual above the present $21,625 yearly accrual until the
accurrul at ed provi sion account bal ance reaches $1, 500, 000?
Yes. Effective January 1, 2000, FPUC-FB
shoul d be allowed to increase its annual accrual above the
present $21,625 yearly accrual until the accumul at ed
provi si on account bal ance reaches $1, 500, 000.

| ssue 8: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes. |If no person whose interests are
substantially affected by the proposed action files a
request for a Section 120.57(1), Florida Statutes, hearing
within 21 days of the Order, the Order will becone final and
ef fective upon the issuance of a consunmating order.
Because no further action will be required, this docket
shoul d be cl osed.

This itemwas deferred to the Septenber 26, 2000 Conmi ssion

Conf er ence.



M nut es of

Conmi ssi on Conf
August 29, 2000
| TEM NO

15

DECI SI ON:

erence

CASE

DOCKET NO. 991695-El - Request by Florida Power Corporation
for authority to establish a regulatory liability to defer
1999 earnings for disposition in 2000.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Conmm ssion
Prehrg O ficer JB

St af f: ECR. Sl enkewi cz, Kumrer
LEG C. Keating

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion grant Florida Power
Corporation’s notion for an extension of tinme to file a
proposal for the disposition of the deferred 1999 earnings
by Cctober 2, 20007

Yes. The notion for an extension of tine
to file a proposal for the disposition of the deferred 1999
earni ngs by Cctober 2, 2000, should be granted. However, if
a proposal is not filed by that date, FPC should be directed
to imedi ately apply the deferred 1999 earnings, plus
i nterest, against the Tiger Bay regul atory asset.
| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?
No. This docket should remai n open pendi ng
the review of any proposal tinely filed by FPC for the final
di sposition of the deferred 1999 earnings. However, if FPC
does not file a proposal by Cctober 2, 2000, this docket
shoul d be adm nistratively cl osed.

The recommendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber



M nut es of

Conmi ssi on Conf
August 29, 2000
| TEM NO

16

erence

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000715-SU - Investigation of possible
overearnings by North Peninsula Utilities Corporation in
Vol usi a County.

Critical Date(s): 10/29/00 (90-day wai ver received for 15-
mont h refund of index and pass-through
adj ust nment .)

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

Staff: ECR  Casey, Rendel
LEG Fudge

| ssue 1: Wiat is the appropriate average anount of test
year rate base?

The appropriate average anmount of test year
rate base for North Peninsula should be $157, 769.

| ssue 2: What is the appropriate rate of return on equity
and the appropriate overall rate of return for this utility?
The appropriate rate of return on equity
for North Peninsula should be 9.94%with a range of 8.94% -
10. 94% and t he appropriate overall rate of return should be
8.91%

| ssue 3: VWhat is the appropriate test year operating
revenue?

. The appropriate test year operating revenue
shoul d be $161, 195.
| ssue 4: What is the appropriate anmount of operating
expense?

. The appropriate anmount of operating expense
shoul d be $134, 793.
| ssue 5: Wiat is the appropriate test year revenue
requirenent ?

The appropriate test year revenue

requi renment shoul d be $148, 851.

|ssue 6: Did North Peninsula earn in excess of its
authorized rate of return for the test year ended Decenber
31, 19987

. Yes. The Comm ssion should recognize
$12, 344 of 1998 revenue whi ch exceeds North Peninsula' s
recommended authorized rate of return of 8.91%

- 22 -



M nut es of
Conmmi ssi on Conf
August 29, 2000

| TEM NO.
16

erence

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000715-SU - Investigation of possible
overearnings by North Peninsula Utilities Corporation in
Vol usi a County.

(Conti nued from previ ous page)

| ssue 7: Should the utility be ordered to refund the price
i ndex and pass-through rate adjustnents which were

i npl enmented in 1998?

Yes. The index and pass-through rate

adj ust mrent which contributed to utility overearnings in 1998
shoul d be refunded with interest. The refund for 1998 is
$2, 824 before assessnent of interest. This refund should be
made with interest in accordance with Rule 25-30.360 (4),

Fl ori da Adm nistrative Code, within 90 days of the effective
date of the Oder. The utility should be required to submt
the proper refund reports pursuant to Rule 25-30.360 (7),

Fl ori da Adm nistrative Code. The refund should be nmade to
custoners of record as of the date of the Order, pursuant to
Rul e 25-30.360(3), Florida Adm nistrative Code. The utility
shoul d treat any uncl ai ned refunds as Cl AC pursuant to Rule
25-30. 360(8), Florida Adm nistrative Code.

| ssue 8: Should the utility be ordered to show cause, in
witing wwthin 21 days, why it should not be fined up to

$5, 000 per day for collecting charges not approved by the
Comm ssion in apparent violation of Sections 367.081(1) and
367.091(3), Florida Statutes?

. No. Show cause proceedi ngs should not be
initiated. However, the utility should be ordered to refund
$10, 500 of unapproved service availability charges collected
in 1996, and provide proof to the Commr ssion that the
refunds have been conpleted. These refunds should be nmade
with interest in accordance with Rule 25-30.360 (4), Florida
Adm ni strative Code, within 90 days of the effective date of
the Order. The utility should al so be adnoni shed that,
pursuant to Sections 367.081(1) and 367.091(3), Florida
Statutes, it may only charge rates and charges approved by
t he Conmm ssi on.




M nut es of
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
August 29, 2000

| TEM NO. CASE

16

DOCKET NO. 000715-SU - Investigation of possible
overearnings by North Peninsula Utilities Corporation in
Vol usi a County.

(Conti nued from previ ous page)

| ssue 9: Shoul d this docket be cl osed?

No. |If no person whose interests are
substantially affected by the proposed action files a
protest within the 21-day protest period, the Conmm ssion’s
decision will becone final and effective upon the issuance
of a Consunmating Order. However, this docket should remain
open in order for staff to verify that the utility has
conpleted the required refunds, after which tinme, this
docket shoul d be closed adm nistratively.

DECI SI ON: The reconmendati ons were approved with a nodification to

| ssue 8 that a refund will not be required; charges will instead be
credited to CIAC. The portion of Issue No. 8 not related to refund is
not proposed agency action; the remainder of Issue No. 8 is proposed
agency action.

Comm ssi oners participating: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber
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Conmi ssi on Conf
August 29, 2000
| TEM NO

17

erence

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000348-Tl - Investigation and determ nation of
appropriate nethod for refunding interest and overcharges on
intrastate 0+ calls nade from pay tel ephones and in a cal
aggregat or context by Business Telecom Inc. d/b/a BTI

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Conmm ssion
Prehrg O ficer JB

Staff: LEG Kni ght
cw: M Watts

| ssue 1: Should the Conm ssion accept Business Tel ecom
Inc. d/b/a BTlI’'s offer of refund and refund cal cul ati on of
$2,168. 60, plus interest of $184.70, for a total of

$2, 353. 30, for overcharging customers for O+ intrastate tol
calls placed frompay tel ephones and in call aggregator
contexts between February 26, 1999, and January 12, 20007
Yes. The Conm ssion should accept BTI’'s
cal cul ation of $2,168.60, adding interest of $184.70, for a
total of $2,353.30, and proposal to credit custonmer bills
begi nni ng Novenber 1, 2000, and endi ng Novenber 30, 2000,
for overcharging custonmers for O+ intrastate toll calls

pl aced from pay tel ephones and in call aggregator contexts
bet ween February 26, 1999, and January 12, 2000. The
refunds should be nade through credits to custoners’ bills
begi nni ng Novenber 1, 2000. At the end of the refund
period, any amount not refunded, including interest, should
be remtted to the Comm ssion and forwarded to the
Conmptroller for deposit in the General Revenue Fund,
pursuant to Chapter 364.285(1), Florida Statutes. BTI
should submt a final report as required by Rule 25-4.114,
Fl ori da Adm nistrative Code, Refunds, by February 2, 2001.
|f the conpany fails to issue the refunds in accordance with
the ternms of the Conmi ssion’s Order, the conpany’s
certificate should be canceled, and this docket should be
cl osed.

| ssue 2: Shoul d Business Telecom Inc. d/b/a BTl be
required to show cause why it should not pay a fine for over
billing of calls in excess of the rate cap established in

- 25 -



M nut es of
Conmmi ssi on Conf
August 29, 2000

| TEM NO.
17

DEC S| ON:

erence

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000348-TlI - Investigation and determ nation of
appropriate nethod for refunding interest and overcharges on
intrastate 0+ calls made from pay tel ephones and in a cal
aggregat or context by Business Tel ecom Inc. d/b/a BTI

(Conti nued from previ ous page)

Rul e 25-24.630, Florida Adm nistrative Code, Rate and
Billing Requirenents?

: No. Staff does not believe that BTI's
conduct rises to the level that warrants an Order to Show
Cause.
| ssue 3: Should this docket be cl osed?

No. |If no person whose interests are
substantially affected by the proposed action files a
protest of the Comm ssion’s decision on Issue 1 within the
21-day protest period, the Commssions Oder will becone
final upon issuance of a Consummating Order. This docket
shoul d, however, remain open pending the conpletion of the
refund and receipt of the final report on the refund, or
cancel lation of the certificate. After conpletion of the
refund and recei pt of the final report or cancellation of
the conpany’s certificate, this docket may be cl osed

adm ni stratively.

The reconmmendati ons were approved.

Commi ssioners participating: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber



M nut es of

Conmi ssi on Conf
August 29, 2000
| TEM NO

18

DEC SI ON:

erence

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000262-TP - Petition by Bell South
Tel ecomuni cations, Inc. for Section 252(b) arbitration of a
resal e agreenent wi th NOW Communi cati ons, |nc.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Conmm ssion
Prehrg O ficer DS

St af f: LEG Vaccaro
C\VP: Barrett

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion grant Bell South

Tel ecommuni cations, Inc.’s Mdtion for Wthdrawal of Petition
for Arbitration?

. Yes. The Conmi ssion should grant Bell South
Tel ecommuni cations, Inc.’s Mdtion for Wthdrawal of Petition
for Arbitration. Further, Bell South’s notion renders NOW s
not i ons noot .

| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes. If Issue 1 is approved, the docket

shoul d be cl osed.

The reconmmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber



M nut es of

Conmi ssi on Conf
August 29, 2000
| TEM NO

19

DECI SI ON:

erence

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000183-SU - Petition for limted proceeding to
recover increase in cost of neter reading data in H ghlands
County by Highlands Utilities Corporation.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: LEG  Brubaker
ECR  Merchant, Quijano

| ssue 1: Should Highlands Utilities Corporation’s

w thdrawal of its request for a limted proceedi ng be
acknow edged, and should the corresponding filing fee be
ref unded?

:  Yes, Highlands’ w thdrawal of its request
for a limted proceeding should be acknow edged. Furt her,
the corresponding filing fee in the anmobunt of $1, 000 should
be refunded.

| ssue 2: Should the docket be cl osed?

Yes. |If the Conmm ssion votes to approve
staff’s recommendation in Issue 1, then no further action is
requi red and the docket shoul d be cl osed.

The recommendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber



M nut es of

Conmi ssi on Conf
August 29, 2000
| TEM NO

20

erence

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000630-TlI - Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs
agai nst NOS Communi cations, Inc. d/b/a International Plus
d/b/a 011 Conmunications d/b/a The Internet Business
Association for violation of Rules 25-24.485, F.A C.,
Tariffs, and 25-24.490, F.A C, Custoner Relations; Rules

| ncor por at ed.

DOCKET NO. 000631-TlI - Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs
agai nst NOSVA Limted Partnership for violation of Rules 25-
24.485, F.A.C., Tariffs, and 25-24.490, F. A C., Custoner
Rel ati ons; Rul es | ncor por at ed.

DOCKET NO. 000632-TlI - Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs
agai nst Affinity Network, Inc. d/b/a Quantuniink

Communi cations d/b/a Hori zonOne Comruni cations for violation
of Rules 25-24.485, F.A . C., Tariffs, and 25-24.490, F. A C ,
Custoner Rel ations; Rules Incorporated. (Deferred fromthe
July 11, 2000 Comm ssion Conference.)

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: RGO Bates

CAF: C. Pefia
CMP:  Si nmons
LEG  Fordham

| ssue 1: Should the Commr ssion order NOS and its affiliated
conpani es to show cause wthin 21 days of the issuance of
the Comm ssion’s Order why each conpany shoul d not be
required to pay a fine in the anount of $100,000 or have its
respective certificates canceled for violation of Rule 25-
24.485, Florida Adm nistrative Code?

Yes. The Conm ssion should order NOS and
its affiliated conpanies to show cause in witing within 21
days of the issuance of the Comm ssion’s Order why they
shoul d not be required to pay a fine in the anount of
$100, 000 each or have their respective certificates cancel ed
for violation of Rule 25-24.485, Florida Admi nistrative
Code. Each conpany’s response should contain specific
all egations of fact and law. |f any conpany fails to
respond to the show cause order, or request a hearing
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M nut es of
Conmmi ssi on Conf
August 29, 2000

| TEM NO.
20

erence

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000630-TI - Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs
agai nst NOS Conmuni cations, Inc. d/b/a International Plus
d/b/a 011 Conmmuni cations d/b/a The Internet Business
Association for violation of Rules 25-24.485, F. A C ,
Tariffs, and 25-24.490, F.A C, Custoner Relations; Rules

| ncor por at ed.

DOCKET NO. 000631-TlI - Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs
agai nst NOSVA Limted Partnership for violation of Rules 25-
24.485, F.A.C., Tariffs, and 25-24.490, F.A C., Custoner

Rel ations; Rul es I ncorpor at ed.

DOCKET NO. 000632-TlI - Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs
agai nst Affinity Network, Inc. d/b/a QuantunLink

Communi cations d/b/a Hori zonOne Comruni cations for violation
of Rules 25-24.485, F.A C., Tariffs, and 25-24.490, F.A C ,
Custoner Rel ations; Rules Incorporated. (Deferred fromthe
July 11, 2000 Comm ssion Conference.)

(Conti nued from previ ous page)

pursuant to Chapter 120, Florida Statutes, within the 21-day
response period and the fine is not paid wthin 10 business
days after the conclusion of the 21-day period, the facts
shoul d be deenmed admtted, and the right to a hearing

wai ved. Thus, the Conpany’'s respective certificates should
be canceled. |If the fine is paid, it should be remtted by
the Conmission to the State of Florida General Revenue Fund,
pursuant to Section 364.285, Florida Statutes.

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

: If staff’s recomendation in Issue 1 is
approved, NOS and its affiliated conpanies will have 21 days
fromthe i ssuance of the Conm ssion’s show cause order to
respond in witing why they should not be fined in the
anount proposed, or, if the fine is not paid, have their
certificates revoked. If the Conpanies tinely respond to the
show cause order, these dockets should remain open pendi ng
resol ution of the show cause proceeding. |If the Conpanies
do not respond to the Show Cause Order, the fines should be
deened assessed. Staff recommends that if the Conpanies
fail to respond to the Order to Show Cause, and the fines
are not received within 10 business days after the
expiration of the show cause response period, then the
Conpani es’ certificates should be revoked. These dockets can
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DECI SI ON:

erence

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000630-TI - Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs
agai nst NOS Conmuni cations, Inc. d/b/a International Plus
d/b/a 011 Conmmuni cations d/b/a The Internet Business
Association for violation of Rules 25-24.485, F. A C ,
Tariffs, and 25-24.490, F.A C, Custoner Relations; Rules

| ncor por at ed.

DOCKET NO. 000631-TlI - Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs
agai nst NOSVA Limted Partnership for violation of Rules 25-
24.485, F.A.C., Tariffs, and 25-24.490, F.A C., Custoner

Rel ations; Rul es I ncorpor at ed.

DOCKET NO. 000632-TlI - Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs
agai nst Affinity Network, Inc. d/b/a QuantunLink

Communi cations d/b/a Hori zonOne Comruni cations for violation
of Rules 25-24.485, F.A C., Tariffs, and 25-24.490, F.A C ,
Custoner Rel ations; Rules Incorporated. (Deferred fromthe
July 11, 2000 Comm ssion Conference.)

(Conti nued from previ ous page)

then be closed adm nistratively. If after reasonable efforts
the Comm ssion is unable to collect the fine, then it should
be forwarded to the Conptroller’s Ofice for collection.

This itemwas deferred to the Septenber 26, 2000 Comm ssion

Conf er ence.



M nut es of
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
August 29, 2000

| TEM NO. CASE

21 DOCKET NO. 000366-TX - Application for certificate to
provide alternative | ocal exchange tel ecommuni cations
service by Deland Actel, Inc.

Critical Date(s): None

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

St af f: RGO WIlians
LEG Dandel ake

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion acknow edge Actel Integrated
Communi cations, Inc.’s withdrawal of the protest of O der
No. PSC-00-1145- PAA-TX, issued June 23, 20007

. Yes. The Conmi ssion shoul d acknow edge t he
wi t hdrawal of the protest, reinstate Order No. PSC 00-1145-
PAA-TX as a final order effective the date of the

Commmi ssion’s vote on the recomendati on, and cl ose the
docket .

DECI SI ON: The reconmmendati on was approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber



M nut es of
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
August 29, 2000

| TEM NO. CASE

22 DOCKET NO. 000579-TX - Request for approval of capital stock
pur chase of Max-Tel Conmunications, Inc. d/b/a Florida' s
Max- Tel Communi cations, Inc. (holder of ALEC Certificate No.
5292) by Equal net Communi cati ons Cor p.

Critical Date(s): None

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

St af f: RGO T. WIIlians
LEG Banks

| ssue 1: Should Order No. PSC- 00-1248-PAA-TX, issued July
10, 2000, in Docket No. 000579-TX be vacat ed?
Yes.
| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?
Yes. This docket should be cl osed upon
i ssuance of the Conm ssion’s vacating order.

DECI SI ON: The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber
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Conmi ssi on Conf
August 29, 2000
| TEM NO

23

DECI SI ON:

erence

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000363-W5 - Notice of appointnment of Pol k County
as substitute receiver for Skyview Utilities Receivership in
Pol k County and cancellation of Certificates Nos. 596-W and
511-S.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Conmm ssion
Prehrg O ficer DS

Staff: RGO Brady
ECR Tiffany Davis
LEG G bula

| ssue 1: Should Skyview Utilities Receivership be ordered to
show cause in witing, within 21 days, why it should not
remt a penalty of $3.00 per day for its apparent violation
of Rule 25-30.110, Florida Adm nistrative Code, for failure
totimely file its 1996 and 1997 annual reports?

: No. A show cause proceedi ng should not be

initiated.

| ssue 2: Should the Comm ssion acknow edge the appoi nt nent

of Pol k County as substitute receiver for Skyview Utilities

Recei vershi p and cancel Certificates Nos. 596-Wand 511-S?
. Yes. The Comm ssion should acknow edge the

appoi ntnent of Pol k County as the substitute receiver for

Skyview Utilities Receivership effective Cctober 12, 1998.

Certificates Nos. 596-Wand 511-S shoul d be cancel ed.

| ssue 3: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes. |If the Conmm ssion accepts staff’s

recommendation in Issues 1 and 2, no further action is

required and this docket should be cl osed.

The recommendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber
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Conmi ssi on Conf
August 29, 2000
| TEM NO

24

DEC Sl ON:

erence

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000277-W5 - Application for transfer of
facilities and Certificates Nos. 353-Wand 309-S in Lee
County from MHC Systens, Inc. d/b/a FFEC-Six to North Fort
Myers Uility, Inc., holder of Certificate No. 247-S;
amendnent of Certificate No. 247-S; and cancel |l ati on of
Certificate No. 309-S. (Deferred fromthe July 11, 2000
Comm ssi on Conference; revised recommendation filed.)

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Conmm ssion
Prehrg O ficer DS

St af f: RGO. Johnson, Redenmann
LEG VanLeuven

| ssue 1: Should North Fort Myer Uility, Inc.’s Mdtion to
Dismss M. Varga' s objection be granted?

No. Staff recomends that North Fort Myers
Uility, Inc.”s Mdtion to Dismss M. Varga' s objection
shoul d be denied, and that, therefore, this matter should
proceed to hearing.

| ssue 2: Should the Pine Lakes Estates Homeowners’
Association’s (Pine Lakes) objection be dismssed as
untimely?

Yes. Staff recommends that Pine Lakes’
obj ection should be dism ssed as untinely. However, if the
Comm ssion agrees with staff in Issue 1 of this
recommendation, this matter wll proceed to hearing and Pine
Lakes nay petition for intervention.
| ssue 3: Should the docket be cl osed?
No. This docket should renmain open to
process the utility s transfer application.

The reconmmendati ons were approved.

Commi ssioners participating: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber
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Conmi ssi on Conf
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| TEM NO

25

erence

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000334-WJ - Application for transfer of water
facilities in Volusia County from Tonoka Water Wrks, Inc.,
hol der of Certificate No. 81-W to Florida Water Services
Cor poration; for anmendnment of Certificate No. 238-Wheld by
Florida Water Services Corporation; and for cancellation of
Certificate No. 81-W

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: RGO Johnson, Redemann
LEG Crosby, Gervasi

| ssue 1: Should the transfer of water facilities from
Tonoka to FWSC be approved, Tonoka's Certificate No. 81-W
cancel ed, and FWsC s Certificate No. 233-Wanended to
include the additional territory?

Yes. The transfer of the water facilities
from Tonoka to FWSC shoul d be approved. Tonoka’s
Certificate No. 81-Wshould be cancel ed and FWSC s
Certificate No. 238-Wshoul d be amended to include the
additional territory of Tonoka.
| ssue 2: What is the rate base of Tonpka at the tine of
transfer?

. The rate base, which for transfer purposes
reflects the net book value, is $34,543, as of Decenber 21,
1999, for the Tonpka system

| ssue 3: Should a positive acquisition adjustnent be
approved?

: No. Because FWSC has not requested an
acqui sition adjustnent, and there are no extraordinary
circunstances in this case to warrant the inclusion of an
acqui sition adjustment, staff reconmends that no acquisition
adj ust mrent shoul d be included in the calculation of rate
base.

| ssue 4: Shoul d FWEC adopt and use the rates and charges
approved by this Comm ssion for Tonoka?

Yes. FWSC shoul d continue charging the
rates and charges approved for this utility systemuntil
authorized to change in a subsequent proceeding. The tariff

- 36 -



M nut es of
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| TEM NO.
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DECI SI ON:

erence

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000334-WJ - Application for transfer of water
facilities in Volusia County from Tonoka Water Wrks, Inc.,
hol der of Certificate No. 81-W to Florida Water Services
Cor poration; for amendment of Certificate No. 238-Wheld by
Fl ori da Water Services Corporation; and for cancell ation of
Certificate No. 81-W

(Continued from previ ous page)

reflecting the change in ownership should be effective for
servi ces provided or connections nmade on or after the

st anped approval date on the tariff sheets.

| ssue 5: Shoul d this docket be cl osed?

Yes. If notimely protest is received to the
proposed agency action issues, upon the expiration of the
protest period, the Order should becone final and effective
upon the issuance of a Consummating Order and the docket
shoul d be cl osed.

The recommendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber
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Conmi ssi on Conf
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| TEM NO

26

erence

CASE

DOCKET NO. 991984-W5 - Application for transfer of
Certificate Nos. 277-Wand 223-S in Sem nole County from
Al afaya Pal m Val | ey Associates, Ltd. to CA5 Conmunities LP
d/ b/a Pal m Val | ey.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Conmm ssion
Prehrg O ficer JC

St af f: RGO. Johnson, Redenmann
LEG VanLeuven

| ssue 1: Should Al afaya be ordered to show cause, in
witing wwthin 21 days, why it should not be fined for its
failure to obtain Comm ssion approval prior to transferring
its facilities to CA5, in apparent violation of Section
367.071, Florida Statutes?

No. A show cause proceedi ng shoul d not be
initiated, but the utility should be placed on notice that
it is expected to know and conply with the Comm ssion’s

rul es and regul ati ons.

| ssue 2: Should Al afaya be ordered to show cause, in
witing wwthin 21 days, why it should not be fined up to

$5, 000 per day for failure to maintain its accounts and
records in conformance with the National Association of
Regul atory Utility Comm ssioners (NARUC) Uniform System of
Accounts (USQA), in apparent violation of Rule 25-30.115(1),
Fl ori da Adm nistrative Code?

: No. Alafaya should not be ordered to show
cause at this tinme. However, the utility should be ordered
to maintain its books and records in conformance with the
1996 NARUC USOA, and submt a statenent fromits accountant
by March 31, 2001, stating that its books and records are in
conformance w t h NARUC USOA.

| ssue 3: Should the transfer of Certificate Nos. 277-Wand
223-S from Al afaya to CW\5 be approved?

: Yes, the transfer of Certificate Nos. 277-
Wand 223-S from Al afaya to CW5 shoul d be approved. The
utility is current on its regulatory assessnent fees and
annual reports. OCA5 will be responsible for all future
regul atory assessnent fees and annual reports.

- 38 -
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CASE

DOCKET NO. 991984-W5 - Application for transfer of
Certificate Nos. 277-Wand 223-S in Sem nole County from
Al af aya Pal m Val | ey Associates, Ltd. to CA5 Comrunities LP
d/ b/a Pal m Val l ey.

(Conti nued from previ ous page)

| ssue 4: Wiat is the rate base of Al afaya at the tinme of
transfer?

The rate bases, which for transfer purposes
reflect the net book value, are $139,173 for the water
system and $564, 877 for the wastewater system as of August
30, 1999.

| ssue 5: Should an acquisition adjustnent be included in
the cal cul ation of rate base?

: No. Because OW5 has not requested an
acquisition adjustnent, and there are no extraordinary
circunstances in this case to warrant the inclusion of an
acqui sition adjustment, staff reconmends that no acquisition
adj ust nent shoul d be i ncluded in the cal cul ati on of rate base.
| ssue 6: Should the rates and charges approved for this
utility be continued?

Yes. Al afaya should continue charging the
rates and charges approved for this utility system unti
authorized to change by the Commssion in a subsequent
pr oceedi ng. The tariff reflecting the change in ownership
shoul d be effective for services provided or connecti ons nmade
on or after the stanped approval date on the tariff sheets.

| ssue 7: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes. If no tinmely protest is received to
t he proposed agency action issues, the Order should becone
final and effective upon the issuance of a Consunmating O der
and the docket shoul d be cl osed.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved with the understanding in
| ssue 5 that the order will include | anguage indicating this subject

wi |

be addressed by staff in a subsequent rate case.

Comm ssi oners participating: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber
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CASE

DOCKET NO. 000430-W5 - Application for amendnent of
Certificates Nos. 534-Wand 465-S to add territory in Lake
County by Lake Groves Uilities, Inc.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: RGO Redemann
LEG Croshy, Cervasi

| ssue 1: Should Lake G oves’ application for amendnent of
Water Certificate No. 534-Wand Wastewater Certificate No.
465- S be approved?

: Yes. Lake Groves’ application for
amendnent of Water Certificate No. 534-Wand Wast ewat er
Certificate No. 465-S to include the additional territory
described in Attachment A of staff’s August 17, 2000
menor andum shoul d be approved. Lake G oves shoul d be
required to charge the custoners in the territory added
herein the rates and charges contained in its tariff until
authorized to change by this Conmm ssion in a subsequent

pr oceedi ng.

| ssue 2: Should the utility file a wastewater tariff
reflecting the reclainmed water class of service for the
Citrus Highlands residential and Orange Tree reuse
custoners?

Yes. The utility should file a wastewater
tariff reflecting the reclained water class of service at a
zero rate for the Ctrus Hi ghlands and Orange Tree
Subdi vi sions and for the neter installation charges |isted
in the analysis portion of staff’s menorandum Staff should
be given the authority to admnistratively approve the
tariff provided it is consistent with the Commi ssion’s
decision. The tariff should be effective for services
rendered on or after the stanped approval date of the
tariff. The utility should return to the Comm ssion for a
determ nation regarding rates for reclaimed water service
prior to providing that service to any other custoners.
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CASE

DOCKET NO. 000430-Ws - Application for amendnent of
Certificates Nos. 534-Wand 465-S to add territory in Lake
County by Lake Groves Utilities, Inc.

(Conti nued from previ ous page)

| ssue 3: Should this docket be cl osed?

If no tinely protest is received to the
Proposed Agency Action issue, the Order should becone final
and effective upon the issuance of a Consummati ng Order and
t he docket shoul d be cl osed.

The recommendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber
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DECI SI ON:
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CASE

DOCKET NO. 991799-TP - Joint application of MC Wrl dCom
Inc. and Sprint Corporation for acknow edgnent or approval
of nmerger whereby MCI WorldComw || acquire control of
Sprint and its Florida operating subsidiaries, ASC Tel ecom
Inc. d/b/a AlternaTel (holder of IXC Certificate No. 4398),
Sprint Communi cations Conpany Limted Partnership (hol der of
PATS Certificate No. 5359 and ALEC Certificate No. 4732),
Sprint Communi cations Conpany, Limted Partnership d/b/a
Sprint (holder of I XC Certificate No. 83), Sprint Payphone
Services, Inc. (holder of PATS Certificate No. 3822), and
Sprint-Florida, Incorporated (holder of LEC Certificate No.
22 and PATS Certificate No. 5365).

Critical Date(s): None

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

St af f: RGO WIIlians
LEG Banks

| ssue 1: Should Order No. PSC- 00-0421-PAA-TP, issued March
1, 2000, in Docket No. 991799- TP be vacated?
Yes.
| ssue 2: Should this docket be closed?
Yes. This docket should be cl osed upon
i ssuance of the Conm ssion’s vacating order.

The recommendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber
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DECI SI ON:
DECI SI ON:

CASE

DOCKET NO. 991534-TP - Request for arbitration concerning
conpl aint of Intermedia Comruni cations, |Inc. against
Bel | Sout h Tel ecommuni cations, Inc. for breach of ternms of

i nt erconnection agreenent under Sections 251 and 252 of the
Tel ecommuni cati ons Act of 1996, and request for relief.

Critical Date(s): None

Hearing Date(s): 5/18/00, Talla., Prehrg., CL
6/ 13/00, Talla., DS CL

Comm ssi oners Assigned: DS
Prehrg O ficer - Pending

St af f: LEG Stern, Fordham
CMP: T. Watts, Sinmmons

| ssue A: Shoul d the Comm ssion grant Bell South’s Post -
Hearing Motion to Strike?

Yes. The Conm ssion should grant

Bel | South’s Post-Hearing Motion to Stri ke because the
w tness’s summary of her prefiled rebuttal testinony
exceeded the scope of that which was actually filed.

The reconmmendati on was approved.

| ssue B: Should the Forward to Exhibit 20 be stricken from
t he record?

Portions of the Forward should be stricken
because they exceed the scope granted at the hearing.
Specifically, paragraphs 3 and 4 should renmain and
par agr aphs 1-2 and 5-6 should be stricken.

The reconmendati on was approved.

| ssue 1: What is the applicable rate(s) that Internedia and
Bel | South are obligated to use to conpensate each ot her for
transport and termnation of local traffic in Florida
pursuant to the terns of their Interconnection Agreenent
approved by the Conm ssion?
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DEC Sl ON:
DEC Sl ON:
DECI SI ON:

CASE

DOCKET NO. 991534-TP - Request for arbitration concerning
conpl aint of Intermedia Comruni cations, |Inc. against
Bel | Sout h Tel ecommuni cations, Inc. for breach of terns of

i nt erconnection agreenent under Sections 251 and 252 of the
Tel ecommuni cati ons Act of 1996, and request for relief.

(Continued from previ ous page)

: The elenental rates should be
applicable in those LATAs in which Internmedia has ordered
and Bel | South has provisioned MIA. For all other
ci rcunst ances, the conposite rate of $0.01056 per MOU shoul d
be applicabl e.

The recomrendati on was deni ed.

The el enental rates should be
applicable for transport and term nation of all |ocal
traffic, in all LATAs, regardless of whether Internedia has
ordered and Bel | Sout h has provi sioned MIA

The reconmmendati on was approved.

| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes. |If the Conmm ssion approves staff’s
recomendation in Issues A, B, and 1, this docket should be
cl osed.

The reconmmendati on was approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Deason
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30 DOCKET NO. 991220-TP - Petition by dobal NAPS, Inc. for
arbitration of interconnection rates, terns and conditions
and related relief of proposed agreenent wi th Bell South
Tel ecommuni cati ons, |nc.

Critical Date(s): None (Parties have agreed to waive the
statutory tine limt.)

Hearing Date(s): 5/25/00, Talla., Prehrg., JC
6/7/00, Talla., DS JC JB

Comm ssi oners Assigned: DS JC JB
Prehrg O ficer JC

Staff: CMP:. Hinton, Dowds, Fulwood, King, AQlila
LEG B. Keating

| ssue 2: Shoul d di al -up connections to an ISP (or "I SP-
bound traffic") be treated as "local traffic" for purposes
of reciprocal conpensation under the new d obal
NAPS/ Bel | Sout h | nterconnecti on Agreenent or should it be
ot herwi se conpensat ed?

Yes. Staff recommends that dial-up
connections to an ISP (or |SP-bound traffic) should be
treated as local traffic for purposes of reciprocal
conpensati on under the new d obal NAPS/ Bel | Sout h

| nt erconnecti on Agreenment. The rates for |SP-bound traffic
will be addressed in Issue 3 of this Docket.

DECI SI ON: The reconmmendati on was approved.

| ssue 3: | f 1SP-bound traffic should be conpensated, what
conpensation rate should apply?

The conpensation rate for | SP-bound
traffic should be the sane as the reciprocal conpensation
rates recommended in |ssue 4.

DECI SI ON: The reconmmendati on was deni ed.
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| TEM NO. CASE

30 DOCKET NO. 991220-TP - Petition by d obal NAPS, Inc. for
arbitration of interconnection rates, terns and conditions
and related relief of proposed agreenent with Bell South
Tel ecomruni cati ons, Inc.

(Conti nued from previ ous page)

The reci procal conpensation rate
for |1SP-bound traffic should be the sane as the reciprocal
conpensation rates reconmended in Issue 4 except that the
end of fice switching rate should be $0.00128 rather than the
$0. 002 recomended in |ssue 4.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati on was approved.

| ssue 4: What are the appropriate reciprocal conpensation
rates to be included in the new d obal NAPS/ Bel | Sout h

| nt er connecti on Agreenent ?

The appropriate reciprocal conpensation
rates to be included in the new GNAPS/ Bel | Sout h

| nt erconnection Agreenent are the reciprocal conpensation
rates, $0.00125 for tandem switching and $0.002 for end
office termnation, and, if common transport is provided,
common transport rates as ordered by this Conmmission in
Order No. PSC-96-1579- FOF- TP, issued Decenber 31, 1996

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati on was approved.

| ssue 5: VWhat is the appropriate definition of |ocal
traffic to be included in the Interconnection Agreenent?
The appropriate definition is:

Local Traffic is defined as any tel ephone call that
originates in one exchange and termnates in either

t he sane exchange, or other local calling area
associated with the originating exchange as defined
and specified in Section A3 of Bell South’s General
Subscri ber Service Tariff.

DECSI ON: The recommendati on was approved with the clarification that
the definition applies to this agreenent.
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DECI SI ON:
DECI SI ON:
DECI SI ON:

CASE

DOCKET NO. 991220-TP - Petition by d obal NAPS, Inc. for
arbitration of interconnection rates, terns and conditions
and related relief of proposed agreenent with Bell South
Tel ecomruni cati ons, Inc.

(Conti nued from previ ous page)

| ssue 6: VWat are the appropriate UNE rates to be included
in the Interconnection Agreenent?

The appropriate UNE rates to be included in
the Interconnection Agreenment are those found in the
Bel | South Standard Agreenent. In addition, the first ful
sentence of page 4, Attachnent 2, and all of Section
2.6.7.3.4 on page 16 of Bell South’s Standard Agreenent
shoul d be del et ed.

The reconmendati on was approved.

| ssue 7: What are the appropriate collocation provisions
to be included in the Interconnection Agreenment?

Staff recomends that the interconnection
agreenent should contain Bell South’s proposed | anguage for
col | ocati on provisions.

The reconmmendati on was approved.

| ssue 13: What is the appropriate | anguage relating to
| ocal traffic exchange to be included in the Interconnection
Agr eenent ?
Staff recomrends that the appropriate
| anguage relating to local traffic exchange to be included
in the Interconnection Agreenent should be the definition
recomended by staff in Issue 5:
Local Traffic is defined as any tel ephone call that
originates in one exchange and term nates in either
t he sane exchange, or other local calling area
associated wth the originating exchange as defined
and specified in Section A3 of Bell South’s Ceneral
Subscri ber Service Tariff.

The reconmendati on was approved with clarification as set

out in |Issue 5.
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DEC S| ON:

erence

CASE

DOCKET NO. 991220-TP - Petition by d obal NAPS, Inc. for
arbitration of interconnection rates, terns and conditions
and related relief of proposed agreenent with Bell South
Tel ecomruni cati ons, Inc.

(Conti nued from previ ous page)

| ssue 15: Shoul d this docket be cl osed?

No. The parties should be required to
submt a signed agreenent that conplies with the

Comm ssion’s decisions in this docket for approval within 30
days of issuance of the Comm ssion’s Order. This docket
shoul d remai n open pendi ng Conm ssi on approval of the final
arbitration agreenment in accordance with Section 252 of the
Tel ecommuni cati ons Act of 1996.

The reconmmendati on was approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber
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DEC Sl ON:

erence

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000442-El - Petition for determ nation of need
for the Gsprey Energy Center by Cal pi ne Construction Fi nance
Conmpany, L.P. (Deferred fromthe August 15, 2000 Commi ssion
Conf er ence.)

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: JC JB
Prehrg O ficer JB

Staff: SER Har | ow
LEG Eli as, |saac

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion hold Docket No. 000442-El in
abeyance pending the Florida Suprene Court’s final decision
regarding Tanpa Electric Co., et al. v. Garcia, et al., Case
Nos. SC95444, SC95445, SC954467

: Yes. The Petition for need determ nation
in Docket No. 000442-El should be held in abeyance until a
final decision has been issued by the Florida Suprene Court
in Tanpa Electric v. Garcia.
| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?
No. This docket should remain open until a
final decision is reached by the Florida Suprene Court in
Tanpa Electric v. Garcia.

This item was w t hdr awn.
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32

erence

CASE

DOCKET NO. 991459-Tl - Investigation of possible violation
of Comm ssion rules or of Chapter 364, Florida Statutes, by
Excel Tel ecommuni cations, Inc., and inposition of
appropriate penalty.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: JC JB
Prehrg O ficer JB

Staff: LEG  Fordham
CWP: Kennedy, R Mbses

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion accept the settlenment offer
proposed by Excel Tel ecommunications, Inc. to resolve the
apparent violations of Rule 25-4.118, Florida Adm nistrative

Code, Local, Local Toll, or Toll Provider Selection?
Yes. The Conmm ssion shoul d accept the
conpany’s settlenent proposal. The contribution should be

recei ved by the Conmi ssion within ten business days after

i ssuance of the Conm ssion’s Order and should identify the
docket nunber and conpany nane. The Comm ssion should
forward the contribution to the Ofice of the Conptroller
for deposit in the State General Revenue Fund pursuant to
Section 364.285(1), Florida Statutes. |If the conpany fails
to pay in accordance with the ternms of the settlenent offer
the conpany’s certificate should be canceled, and this
docket shoul d be cl osed.

| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

No. Wth the approval of Issue 1, the
prehearing and hearing may be cancel ed, but this docket
shoul d remai n open pending the rem ttance of the $400, 000
vol untary contribution wthin ten business days after

i ssuance of the Comm ssion’s Order. Upon remttance of the
$400, 000 settlenment, this docket should be closed. The
$400, 000 settl enment should be forwarded to the Ofice of the
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DEC Sl ON:

CASE

DOCKET NO. 991459-TlI - Investigation of possible violation
of Conmi ssion rules or of Chapter 364, Florida Statutes, by
Excel Tel ecommuni cations, Inc., and inposition of
appropriate penalty.

(Conti nued from previ ous page)

Comptroller for deposit in the State General Revenue Fund
pursuant to Section 364.285(1), Florida Statutes. |If the
conpany fails to pay in accordance with the terns of the
settlenment offer, the conpany’s certificate should be
cancel ed, and this docket should be closed. |If Issue 1is
not approved, new dates will be established for hearing.

The reconmmendati ons were approved.

Commi ssioners participating: Jacobs, Jaber
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CASE

DOCKET NO. 991643-SU - Application for increase in
wastewater rates in Seven Springs Systemin Pasco County by
Al oha Uilities, Inc.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: JC JB
Prehrg O ficer JB

Staff: LEG Fudge, Jaeger
ECR. Merchant, Fl etcher

| ssue 1: Should Al oha s Request for Oral Argunent be

gr ant ed?

The Request for Oral Argunment shoul d be
denied. Oal argument is not necessary for the Comm ssion
to reach an infornmed decision on the Mtion.

| ssue 2: Should Aloha’s Mtion for Reconsideration be

gr ant ed?

No. The Mdtion should be denied. Aloha
has failed to point out any point of law, fact or policy
whi ch the Conm ssion has overl ooked or m sapprehended.
| ssue 3: Should this docket be cl osed?

No. This docket should remai n open pendi ng
a ruling on Aloha s application for an increase in
wast ewat er rates.

The reconmendati ons were approved with a nodification to

| ssue 2 that on the Comm ssion’s own notion, the procedural order wll
be vacated and a clarifying order will be issued.

Comm ssioners participating: Jacobs, Jaber
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DECI SI ON:

erence

CASE

DOCKET NO. 960545-W5 - Investigation of utility rates of
Al oha Uilities, Inc. in Pasco County.

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

Comm ssi oners Assigned: JC JB
Prehrg O ficer - Pending

Staff: LEG Jaeger, Fudge
ECR  Moniz
RGO  Daniel, Walden

| ssue 1: Should the Motion for Clarification filed by Al oha
Uilities, Inc. be granted?
The notion should be granted in part and
denied in part. The Conm ssion should clarify the Oder to
make it clear that the utility should choose the best
avai l abl e treatnment alternative to renove hydrogen sul fide.
The fifth ordering paragraph should be anended to read as
fol |l ows:

ORDERED that Aloha Utilities, Inc., shall imrediately

i npl enent a pilot project using the best avail able

treatnent alternative to renove the hydrogen sul fide,

t her eby enhancing the water quality and di m nishing

t he tendency of the water to produce copper sulfide in

the custonmers’ hones as set forth in the body of this

O der.
Wi | e packed tower aeration is clearly an acceptabl e nethod,
t he Comm ssion shoul d not designate the specific treatnent
alternative. That choice should be nade by the utility.
| ssue 2: What action, if any, should the Conmm ssion take on
the July 22, 2000, letter fromM. Edward Wod?

The Conmi ssion should take no action on M.

Wod' s letter.
| ssue 3: Should this docket be cl osed?

: No. Pursuant to Order No. PSC-00-1285- FOF-
W5, this docket should remain open until Aloha files its
application to revise its service availability charges.

The recommendati ons were approved.

- B3 -
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34 DOCKET NO. 960545-W5 - Investigation of utility rates of
Al oha Uilities, Inc. in Pasco County.

(Continued from previ ous page)

Comm ssioners participating: Jacobs, Jaber
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CASE

DOCKET NO. 990750-TP - Petition by |ITC'Del taCom

Communi cations, Inc. d/b/a ITC'DeltaCom for arbitration of
certain unresol ved issues in interconnection negotiations
bet ween | TC"Del t aCom and Bel | Sout h Tel ecommuni cati ons, I nc.

Critical Date(s): None

Hearing Date(s): 10/11/99, Talla., Prehrg., JC
10/ 27 - 29/99,Talla., CL JC

Comm ssi oners Assigned: JC
Prehrg O ficer JC

Staf f: C\VP: Olila, Audu, Barrett, Fulwod, Hi nton
LEG Cal dwel |

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion grant Bell South
Tel ecommuni cations, Inc.’s Mtion for Leave to File Reply
Menor andun®

: No. Staff recomends that the Conmmi ssion
deny Bell South’s Mdtion for Leave to File a Reply
Menorandum | f the Conm ssion denies the Motion to File a
Reply Menmorandum DeltaConis Motion to Strike will be noot.
| ssue 2: Should the Comm ssion grant Bell South’s Mdtion for
Reconsi deration of Order No. PSC-00-0537-FO~ TP?
Staff recommends that the Conm ssion deny
in part and grant in part Bell South’s Mdtion for
Reconsi deration. Staff recommends that the Conm ssion deny
Bel | South’s request to reconsider its finding that the rate
for reciprocal conpensation should be $0.009. Staff further
recommends that the Conm ssion delete the statenment that
Bel | South failed to provision unbundl ed network el enents in
such a manner as to provide | TC'"Del taCom Conmuni cati ons,
Inc. wwth a meani ngful opportunity to conpete with Bell South
fromthe Order to correct a scrivener’s error. Finally,
staff recomrends that the Comm ssion grant Bell South’s
request for reconsideration of the application fee for
collocation and set the fee at $3, 248. 00.
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CASE

DOCKET NO. 990750-TP - Petition by | TC'Del taCom

Conmuni cations, Inc. d/b/a | TC'DeltaCom for arbitration of
certain unresol ved issues in interconnection negotiations
bet ween | TC"Del t aCom and Bel | Sout h Tel ecomruni cati ons, Inc.

(Conti nued from previ ous page)

| ssue 3: Should this docket be cl osed?

No. The parties should be required to
submit a signed agreenent that conplies with the

Comm ssion’s decisions in this docket for approval within 20
days of issuance of the Comm ssion’s Order. This docket
shoul d remai n open pendi ng Comm ssi on approval of the final
arbitration agreenment in accordance with Section 252 of the
Tel econmuni cati ons Act of 1996.

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