M NUTES OF

COWM SSI ON CONFERENCE, TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 1, 2000
COWMENCED: 9:30 a.m
ADJOURNED: 11:00 a. m

COMM SSI ONERS PRESENT:

Chai rman Garci a
Deason

Conmi ssi oner
Conmmi ssi oner
Conmmi ssi oner Jacobs

C ark

DEC S| ON:

Comm ssioners participating: Garcia, Deason,

Appr oval

of M nutes

Novenber 30, 1999 Regul ar Comm ssi on Conference

The m nutes were approved.

Consent Agenda

Cl ark, Jacobs

A) DOCKET NO. 000008-TC - Application for certificate to

provi de pay tel ephone service by M chael

Constell ati on Tel ecom

R Spence d/ b/a

B) Applications for certificates to provide alternative

| ocal

DOCKET
DOCKET

DOCKET
DOCKET

DOCKET
DOCKET
DOCKET
DOCKET
DOCKET
DOCKET

DOCKET
DOCKET

& & 66566656 686 55

991432-TX
991676- TX

991735-TX
991860- TX

000015-TX
990651- TX
991702-TX
991739-TX
991767-TX
991898- TX

991935-TX

991752-TX

exchange tel ecomruni cati ons servi ce.

Stornilel, Inc.

Twenty Ei ght Red, Inc. d/b/a Cash
Anerica

Asset Channel s- Tel ecom Inc.

Br oadsl ate Networ ks of Florida,
I nc.

Tel - Phone Conmuni cati ons, |nc.

P.V. Tel of Florida, LLC
CTSl, Inc.
Tel ebeeper, Inc.

essential.com inc.

BroadBand O fi ce Conmuni cati ons,

I nc.

Met ropol i tan Tel ecomruni cati ons of

Fl orida, Inc. d/b/a MtTel
I nternational Tel ephone G oup,
I nc.

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

DOCKET NO. 991654- TI

UKI Communi cati ons, |nc.


Item 

Item 
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(Continued from previ ous page)

D)

E)

F)

DOCKET NO. 990650-TI - P.V. Tel of Florida, LLC
DOCKET NO. 991608-TlI - Prom seVi sion Technol ogy, Inc.
DOCKET NO. 991839-Tl - NetworklP, L.L.C

DOCKET NO. 000010-TI - ezTel Network Service, LLC
DOCKET NO. 991817-TlI - Worldw de Gateway, Inc.

Requests for cancellation of pay tel ephone certificates.

DOCKET NO. 991951-TC - Harold A. Lake

DOCKET NO. 991952-TC - MPTM Cor por ati on

DOCKET NO. 991996-TC - Terry H. Moore d/b/a On Line
Communi cat i ons

DOCKET NO. 992022-TC - Mark Brio

DOCKET NO. 992023-TC - Henry W Lehwal d

DOCKET NO. 992024-TC - John M Iton Kinnecomd/b/a John's
Payphone Service

DOCKET NO. 992025-TC - David C. Marriott

DOCKET NO. 992026- TC - Rubens B. Gonez

DOCKET NO. 000009-TC - Charles Anthony Perritt

Requests for cancellation of interexchange
t el econmuni cations certificates.

DOCKET NO. 991836-TlI - Calls for Less, Inc. d/b/a CfL
DOCKET NO 991974-Tl - Cannect Conmuni cations, |Inc.

Requests for approval of resal e agreenents.

DOCKET NO. 991685-TP Bel | Sout h Tel econmuni cati ons, | nc.
with Bell South BSE, |nc.

(Critical Date: 2/13/00)

GIE Florida Incorporated with
Credit Loans, Inc. d/b/a Lone Star
State Tel ephone Co.

(Critical Date: 2/17/00)

GIE Florida Incorporated with

Al liance Network, Inc. d/bl/la C2K,

I nc.

(Critical

DOCKET NO. 991742-TP

DOCKET NO. 991803- TP

Dat e: 3/1/00)
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(Continued from previ ous page)

©)

DOCKET NO. 000017-TP - Bel |l South Tel econmuni cations, Inc.
w th Tel ebeeper, Inc.
(Critical Date: 4/4/00)
Requests for approval of anmendnents to resal e agreenents.
DOCKET NO. 991741-TP - Bel |l South Tel econmuni cations, Inc.
wi t h Phone Hone, Inc.
(Critical Date: 2/17/00)
Bel | Sout h Tel ecommuni cations, |nc.
wi th Best Pre-Paid Tel ephone
Conpany, Inc.
(Critical Date: 2/25/00)
Bel | Sout h Tel ecommuni cations, Inc.
Wth Access Integrated Networks,
I nc.
(Critical Date: 2/28/00)
Bel | Sout h Tel ecommuni cations, |nc.
wi t h Chapel Services, Inc.
(Critical Date: 2/29/00)
GTE Florida Incorporated with
Ki ngTel , Inc.
(Critical Date: 3/1/00)

DOCKET NO. 991769- TP

DOCKET NO. 991787-TP

DOCKET NO. 991800- TP

DOCKET NO. 991804- TP

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

DOCKET NO. 991722-TP - Bel |l Sout h Tel ecommuni cati ons, | nc.
with Wrld Access Comruni cati ons
Cor p.
(Critical Date: 2/10/00)

DOCKET NO. 991744-TP - GIE Florida Incorporated with
PARCOM Comruni cati ons, |nc.
(Critical Date: 2/17/00)

Requests for approval of interconnection agreenents.

DOCKET NO. 991736-TP - GIE Florida Incorporated with New
Edge Network, Inc. d/b/a New Edge
Net wor ks
(Critical Date: 2/16/00)
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J)

K)

DOCKET NO. 991743-TP - GIE Florida Incorporated with
Sprint Spectrum L. P.
(Critical Date: 2/17/00)

DOCKET NO. 991796-TP - Bel | Sout h Tel ecomuni cati ons, | nc.
with North Anerican Software
Associ ation, Ltd.
(Critical Date: 2/29/00)

DOCKET NO. 991797-TP - Bel |l Sout h Tel ecommuni cati ons, | nc.
wi th Tel ebeeper, Inc.
(Critical Date: 2/29/00)

DOCKET NO. 991802-TP - Bel | Sout h Tel ecomuni cati ons, | nc.
with North Anerican Software
Associ ation, Ltd.
(Critical Date: 3/1/00)

Requests for approval of amendnents to interconnection
agr eenent s.

DOCKET NO. 991749-TP - GIE Florida Incorporated with
Bl ueSt ar Networ ks, 1Inc.
(Critical Date: 2/18/00)

DOCKET NO. 991805-TP - GIE Florida Incorporated with Kexa
Corp d/b/a Capital Exploration
(Critical Date: 3/1/00)

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

DOCKET NO. 991750-TP - GIE Florida Incorporated with

Busi ness Tel ecom Inc. d/b/a BT
(Critical Date: 2/18/00)

Bel | Sout h Tel econmuni cati ons, | nc.
with State Communi cations, |Inc.
(Critical Date: 2/29/00)

Bel | south Tel econmuni cations, with
Conver gence, Inc.

(Critical Date: 2/29/00)

DOCKET NO. 991792-TP

DOCKET NO. 991793-TP
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DOCKET NO. 991794-TP - Bel |l South Tel econmuni cations, Inc.
with US West !nterprise Anrerica,
Inc. d/b/a !nterprise Amrerica,
I nc.
(Critical Date: 2/29/00)

L) Requests for approval of collocation agreenents.

DOCKET NO. 991798-TP - Bel | Sout h Tel ecommuncati ons, | nc.
with MC Wrldcom Network Servi ce,
| nc.

(Critical Date: 2/29/00)

DOCKET NO. 991806- TP - Bel | Sout h Tel ecomuni cati ons, | nc.
wi th DukeNet Conmmunicatios, |nc.
(Critical Date: 3/1/00)

M DOCKET NO. 991795-TP - Request by Bel | Sout h
Tel econmuni cations, Inc. for approval of anmendnent to
exi sting interconnection, unbundling, resale, and
coll ocation agreenment with Florida D gital Network, Inc.
(Critical Date: 2/29/00)

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 recomrendati on was approved with a nodification that
Docket No. 000009-TC be issued as a final order instead of proposed
agency acti on.

Comm ssi soners participating: Garcia, Deason, Cark, Jacobs
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3 DOCKET NO. 990994- TP - Proposed anendnents to Rul es 25-
4.003, F.A. C., Definitions; 25-4.110, F. A C., Custoner
Billing for Local Exchange Tel econmuni cati on Conpani es;

4.113, F. A C., Refusal or D scontinuance of Service by

Conmpany; 25-4.490, F.A C., Custoner Rel ations;
| ncor porated; and 25-24.845, F.A C., Custoner
Rul es | ncor por at ed.

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

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

Staff: LEG Cal dwel |
AFA: Hewitt, Causseaux, Rom g, Wi ght
CAF:  Durbin
EAG  Moses, Simmons, Kennedy

Rel ati ons;

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion propose anendnments to Rul es
25-4.003, Florida Adm nistrative Code, Definitions;
4,110, F.A C., Custoner Billing for Local Exchange

Tel ecomruni cati ons Conpani es; 25-4.113, F. A C,

Rul e 25-

Di sconti nuance of Service by Conpany; 25-24.490, F.A C.,
Custonmer Rel ations; Rules |Incorporated; and 25-24. 845,

F.A C., Custoner Relations; Rules Incorporated?

. Yes. The Conmm ssion shoul d propose
anendnents to Rules 25-4.003, Florida Adm nistrative Code,
Definitions; Rule 25-4.110, F.A C., Custoner Billing for
Local Exchange Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es; 25-4.113,
F. A C., Refusal or Discontinuance of Service by Conpany; 25-
24.490, F.A C., Custoner Rel ations; Rules Incorporated;
25-24.845, F. A C., Custoner Relations; Rules Incorporated.

| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes. |If no requests for hearing or
comments are filed, the rule anendnents as proposed shoul d
filed for adoption with the Secretary of State and the

docket cl osed.

DECISION: This itemwas deferred to the February 29, 2000 Comm ssion

Conf er ence.

Ms. Kim Caswel |, representing GIE Fl orida I ncorporated, addressed the

Conmi ssi on.
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3 DOCKET NO. 990994-TP - Proposed anendnents to Rul es 25-
4.003, F.A. C., Definitions; 25-4.110, F. A C., Custoner
Billing for Local Exchange Tel econmuni cati on Conpanies; 25-

4,113, F. A C., Refusal or Discontinuance of Service by
Conmpany; 25-4.490, F.A C., Custoner Relations; Rules

| ncor porated; and 25-24.845, F.A C., Custoner Relations;
Rul es I ncorporat ed.

(Continued from previ ous page)

Ms. Nancy White, representing Bell South Tel econmuni cations, Inc.,
addressed the Conm ssi on.

M. Charlie Beck, representing the Ofice of Public Counsel, addressed
t he Conmi ssi on.

M. Charl es Rehwi nkel, representing Sprint-Florida, addressed the
Comm ssi on.
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DOCKET NO. 991680-ElI - Conplaint by The Col ony Beach &
Tennis Cub, Inc. against Florida Power & Light Conpany
regardi ng rates charged for service between January 1988 and
July 1998, and request for refund. (Deferred fromthe

1/ 8/ 00 Conm ssion Conference.)

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: LEG Jaye
EAG E. Draper

| ssue 1. Should the civil statute of |limtations operate as
an absolute bar to Colony’'s petition?

: No. The civil statute of limtations does
not bar Colony' s petition, as asserted by Florida Power &
Li ght Company. Colony’s petition for refund does not arise
fromalleged neter error. It should, therefore, be
addressed under Rule 25-6.106(2), Florida Adm nistrative
Code.
| ssue 2: Should the conplaint of Colony Beach & Tennis
Club, Inc. against Florida Power & Light Conpany be set for
heari ng?

Yes. This docket involves disputed issues
of material fact and | aw which staff believes can best be
determ ned through a formal hearing before the Comm ssion.
| ssue 3: Should this docket be cl osed?

No. This docket should remain open until
t he Conm ssion concludes a full evidentiary hearing on the
matter.

DECISION. This natter was deferred to the February 29, 2000 Comm ssion
Conf erence.


Item 
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DOCKET NO. 990913-El - Conpl aint by Regi na Wal sh agai nst
Fl ori da Power Corporation regardi ng backbilling.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: LEG Crossnan
CAF: C. Pefia
EAG G ng

| ssue 1: Shoul d the Comm ssion find that nmeter tanpering

occurred at 11611 Scal lop Drive, Port Richey, Florida 34668?
Yes. FPC s report provides prima facie

evi dence of neter tanpering at 11611 Scallop Drive, Port

Ri chey, Florida 34668.

| ssue 2: Shoul d the Comm ssion find that Ms. Walsh is

responsi ble for the backbilling totaling $2,255. 067

Yes. M. Wal sh was the |ast custoner of
record and present at the residence when the rigged neter
was di scovered. She is the owner of the property, clained a
honest ead exenption for this residence, and naintai ned water
service in her nane during the entire period in question.
Therefore, she is responsible for the backbilling.
| ssue 3: Is the backbilling anount reasonable?

Yes. The backbilling anount of $2, 255. 06,
whi ch includes $64. 13 investigative costs, was cal cul ated by
usi ng the average daily usage nethod.
| ssue 4: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes.

DECISION: This itemwas deferred to a | ater Conmi ssi on Conference.
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DOCKET NO. 991754-GP - Petition by Friends of the Aquifer,
Inc. to adopt rules necessary to establish safety standards
and a safety regulatory programfor intrastate and
interstate natural gas pipelines and pipeline facilities

| ocated in Florida.

Critical Date(s): 2/4/00 (30-day statutory deadline)

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

Staff: APP: Mbor e
EAG Mlls

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion grant the amended petition
by Friends of the Aquifer, Inc., to initiate rulenaking to
adopt rules stating that it will propose further rules
governing safety and environnental standards for intrastate
and interstate natural gas pipelines and pipeline
facilities?

No. The Conmi ssion should deny the anmended
petition. To the extent that the Comm ssion has
jurisdiction and the authority to adopt rules regulating gas
pi pelines, it has done so.
| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes.

DECISION. This itemwas deferred to the February 29, 2000 Conm ssi on
Conf erence.


Item 
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DOCKET NO. 991522-EU - Joint petition for approval of
territorial agreenent between City of Bushnell and Sunter
El ectric Cooperative, Inc.

Critical Date(s): None

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

St af f: EAG Brenan, D. Lee
LEG Jaye

| ssue 1: Should the parties be required to provide a

Fl ori da Departnent of Transportation H ghway County map for
the affected county as required by Rul e 25-6.0440, Florida
Adm ni strative Code?

Yes. The parties did not petition for a
wai ver or variance of Rule 25-6.0440, Florida Adm nistrative
Code, which requires parties filing for Conm ssion approval
of territorial agreenents to file a Florida Departnent of
Transportation General H ghway County map for each affected
county depicting boundary |ines established by the
territorial agreenent. The parties should file the DOT
H ghway County map within thirty days of the Conmm ssion’s
vote on this matter.
| ssue 2: Shoul d t he Comm ssion approve the Joint Petition
for Approval of a Territorial Agreenent between the City of
Bushnel | and Sunter Electric Cooperative, Inc.?

: Yes, the Territorial Agreenent between the
Cty of Bushnell and Sunter Electric Cooperative, Inc., is
in the public interest and shoul d be approved.
| ssue 3: Should this docket be cl osed?

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

DECI SI ON: The reconmendati ons were approved.

Commi ssioners participating: Garcia, Deason, dark, Jacobs
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DOCKET NO. 991758-GUJ - Joint petition for approval of
territorial boundary agreenent by Tanpa El ectric Conpany
d/ b/ a Peoples Gas System and Cl earwater Gas System a
departnent of the City of Clearwater in Pinellas County.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: EAG Brown, Bul ecza-Banks, Mkin
LEG Crossnan

| ssue 1: Should the Conmm ssion approve the joint petition
by Tanpa El ectric Conpany d/b/a Peoples Gas System
(Peoples), and Cl earwater Gas System (Cl earwater), for a
territorial boundary agreenent in Pinellas County?
Yes. The Conm ssion shoul d approve the

joint petition of Peoples and Clearwater Gas for a
territorial boundary agreenent in Pinellas County.
| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

. Yes. |If no person whose substanti al
interests are affected files a request for a Section
120.57(1), Florida Statutes, hearing within 21 days of the

order, the order will becone final and effective upon the
i ssuance of a consunmating order. Because no further action
will be required, this docket should be cl osed.

DECI SI ON: The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Garcia, Deason, O ark, Jacobs


Item 
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DOCKET NO. 992029-Tl - Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs
agai nst Tel econmuni cati ons Cooperative Network, Inc. for
apparent violation of Rule 25-4.043, F.A C., Response to
Comm ssion Staff Inquiries.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: LEG Vaccaro
CMJ.  Bi egal sk

| ssue 1: Shoul d Tel ecomruni cati ons Cooperative Network, Inc.
be ordered to show cause why a fine of $10,000 for apparent
violation of Rule 25-4.043, Florida Adm nistrative Code,
Response to Commi ssion Staff Inquiries, should not be

i nposed or Certificate Nunber 5808 shoul d not be cancel ed?

Yes. The Conmi ssion should order TCN to
show cause in witing wthin 21 days of issuance of the
Comm ssion’s order why it should not have Certificate Nunber
5808 cancel ed or be fined $10,000 for apparent violation of
Rul e 25-4.043, Florida Adm nistrative Code, Response to
Commi ssion Staff Inquiries. The conpany’s response should
contain specific allegations of fact or law. If TCN fails to
respond to the show cause, and the fine is not paid within
10 busi ness days after the 21-day show cause peri od,
Certificate Nunber 5808 should be canceled. |If the fine is
paid, it should be remtted by the Comm ssion to the State
of Florida General Revenue Fund pursuant to Section 364. 285,
Fl ori da Statutes.
| ssue 2: Should the Comm ssion order Tel ecomruni cations
Cooperative Network, Inc. to provide a witten response
addressing the questions in staff’s August 5, 1999,
correspondence within ten business days of issuance of the
Comm ssion’ s order?

Yes. The Conmi ssion should order TCN to
provide a witten response addressing the questions in
staff’s August 5, 1999, correspondence (Attachment A of
staff’s January 20, 2000 nenorandum) w thin ten business days
of issuance of the Conmission’s order. If the information is
not provided in accordance with the Comm ssion order, a show
cause proceeding may be initiated.


Item 
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DOCKET NO. 992029-TI - Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs
agai nst Tel econmruni cati ons Cooperative Network, Inc. for
apparent violation of Rule 25-4.043, F. A C., Response to
Comm ssion Staff Inquiries.

(Conti nued from previ ous page)

| ssue 3: Should this docket be cl osed?

If staff’s reconmendation in Issue 1 is
approved, then TCN wil|l have 21 days fromissuance of the
Comm ssion’s show cause order to respond in witing why it
shoul d not have its certificate canceled or be fined in the
anount proposed. If TCN tinely responds to the show cause
order, this docket should remain open pending resol ution of
t he show cause proceeding. This docket should al so renain
open pending receipt of the information requested in staff’s
August 5, 1999, correspondence within ten business days of
i ssuance of the Conm ssion’s order.

Staff recomrends that if TCN fails to respond to the
order to show cause, and the fine is not received within ten
busi ness days after the expiration of the show cause
response period, the conpany’s certificate should be
canceled. |If the requested information is not provided
W thin ten busi ness days of the issuance of Conm ssion’s
order, this docket should remain open pending the initiation
of further show cause proceedings. |f TCN provides the
requested i nformati on, and pays the fine recommended in
| ssue 1, this docket should be closed.

DECI SI ON: The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Garcia, Deason, dark, Jacobs
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DOCKET NO. 992031-Tl - Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs
against Digital Network Services, Inc. d/b/a Digital Network
Qperator Services, Inc. for apparent violation of Rule 25-
4.043, F.A C., Response to Commi ssion Staff Inquiries.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: LEG Cal dwel |
CMJ.  Bi egal sk

| ssue 1: Should Digital Network Services, Inc. d/b/a Dgital
Net wor k Operator Services, Inc. be ordered to show cause why
a fine of $10,000 for apparent violation of Rule 25-4.043,

Fl ori da Adm nistrative Code, Response to Comm ssion Staff

I nquiries, should not be inposed or Certificate Nunber 4450
shoul d not be cancel ed?

Yes. The Conm ssion should order Digital to
show cause in witing within 21 days of issuance of the
Comm ssion’s order why it should not have Certificate Nunber
4450 cancel ed or be fined $10,000 for apparent violation of
Rul e 25-4.043, Florida Adm nistrative Code, Response to
Comm ssion Staff Inquiries. The conpany’s response should
contain specific allegations of fact or law. If Digital
fails to respond to the show cause, and the fine is not paid
within 10 business days after the 21-day show cause peri od,
Certificate Nunmber 4450 should be canceled. |If the fine is
paid, it should be remtted by the Conmi ssion to the State
of Florida General Revenue Fund pursuant to Section 364. 285,
Fl ori da Statutes.
| ssue 2: Should the Comm ssion order Digital Network
Services, Inc. d/b/a Digital Network Operator Services, Inc.
to provide a witten response addressing the questions in
staff’s July 29, 1999, correspondence (Attachnment A to
staff’s January 20, 2000 nenorandun) within ten business
days of issuance of the Comm ssion’s order?

Yes. The Conmi ssion should order Digital to
provide a witten response addressing the questions in
staff’s July 29, 1999, correspondence (Attachnent A) within
ten busi ness days of issuance of the Comm ssion’s order. |f
the information is not provided in accordance with the
Commi ssion order, a show cause proceeding may be initiated.

- 15 -
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DOCKET NO. 992031-TlI - Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs
against Digital Network Services, Inc. d/b/a Digital Network
Qperator Services, Inc. for apparent violation of Rule 25-
4.043, F.A C., Response to Commission Staff Inquiries.

(Conti nued from previ ous page)

| ssue 3: Should this docket be cl osed?

If staff’s reconmendation in Issue 1 is
approved, then Digital will have 21 days fromissuance of
t he Conm ssion’s show cause order to respond in witing why
it should not have its certificate canceled or be fined in
t he amount proposed. |If Digital tinely responds to the show
cause order, this docket should remain open pending
resolution of the show cause proceeding. This docket should
al so renmai n open pending recei pt of the information
requested in staff’s July 29, 1999, correspondence
(Attachnment A) wthin ten business days of issuance of the
Comm ssion’ s order.

Staff recomends that if Digital fails to respond to the
order to show cause, and the fine is not received within ten
busi ness days after expiration of the show cause response
period, the conpany’s certificate should be canceled. |If
the requested information is not provided wthin ten
busi ness days of issuance of the Comm ssion’s order, this
docket should remain open pending the initiation of further
show cause proceedings. |If Digital provides the requested
i nformation, and pays the fine recommended in Issue 1, this
docket shoul d be cl osed.

DECI SI ON: The reconmmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Garcia, Deason, O ark, Jacobs
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DOCKET NO. 992032-Tl - Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs
agai nst Public Payphone U S. A, Inc. for apparent violation

of Rule 25-4.043, F. A C., Response to Comm ssion Staff
| nquiri es.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: LEG Fordham
CMJ.  Bi egal sk

| ssue 1: Should Public Payphone U.S. A, Inc. be ordered to
show cause why a fine of $10,000 for apparent violation of
Rul e 25-4.043, Florida Adm nistrative Code, Response to
Comm ssion Staff Inquiries, should not be inposed or
Certificate Nunber 5810 should not be cancel ed?
Yes. The Conmi ssion should order Public to
show cause in witing wthin 21 days of issuance of the
Comm ssion’s order why it should not have Certificate Nunber
5810 cancel ed or be fined $10,000 for apparent violation of
Rul e 25-4.043, Florida Adm nistrative Code, Response to
Commi ssion Staff Inquiries. The conpany’s response should
contain specific allegations of fact or law. If Public fails
to respond to the show cause, and the fine is not paid
wi thin 10 busi ness days after the 21-day show cause peri od,
Certificate Nunber 5810 should be canceled. |If the fine is
paid, it should be remtted by the Comm ssion to the State
of Florida General Revenue Fund pursuant to Section 364. 285,
Fl ori da Statutes.
| ssue 2: Should the Comm ssion order Public Payphone
US A, Inc. to provide a witten response addressing the
questions in staff’s August 9, 1999, correspondence
(Attachnment A to staff’s January 20, 2000 nenorandun) within
ten busi ness days of issuance of the Comm ssion’s order?
Yes. The Conmi ssion should order Public to
provide a witten response addressing the questions in
staff’s August 9, 1999, correspondence (Attachnment A) within
ten busi ness days of issuance of the Comm ssion’s order. |f
the information is not provided in accordance with the
Comm ssion order, a show cause proceeding may be initiated.


Item 


M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
February 1, 2000

| TEM NO.

11

CASE
DOCKET NO. 992032-TlI - Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs
agai nst Public Payphone U S. A, Inc. for apparent violation

of Rule 25-4.043, F. A C., Response to Conm ssion Staff
| nquiri es.

(Conti nued from previ ous page)

| ssue 3: Should this docket be cl osed?

If staff’s reconmendation in Issue 1 is
approved, then Public will have 21 days fromissuance of the
Comm ssion’s show cause order to respond in witing why it
shoul d not have its certificate canceled or be fined in the
anount proposed. If Public tinely responds to the show
cause order, this docket should remain open pending
resolution of the show cause proceeding. This docket should
al so renmai n open pending recei pt of the information
requested in staff’s August 9, 1999, correspondence
(Attachnment A) wthin ten business days of issuance of the
Comm ssion’ s order.

Staff recomrends that if Public fails to respond to the
order to show cause, and the fine is not received within ten
busi ness days after expiration of the show cause response
period, the conpany’s certificate should be canceled. |If
the requested information is not provided wthin ten
busi ness days of issuance of the Comm ssion’s order, this
docket should remain open pending the initiation of further
show cause proceedings. |If Public provides the requested
i nformation, and pays the fine recommended in Issue 1, this
docket shoul d be cl osed.

DECI SI ON: The recommendations for this item were w t hdrawn.



M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
February 1, 2000

| TEM NO.

12

CASE

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

| nquiri es.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: LEG B. Keating
CMJ.  Bi egal sk

| ssue 1: Should USLD Communi cations, Inc. be ordered to show
cause why a fine of $10,000 for apparent violation of Rule
25-4.043, Florida Adm nistrative Code, Response to

Comm ssion Staff Inquiries, should not be inposed or
Certificate Nunber 2469 should not be cancel ed?

Yes. The Conm ssion should order USLD to
show cause in witing wthin 21 days of issuance of the
Comm ssion’s order why it should not have Certificate Nunber
2469 cancel ed or be fined $10,000 for apparent violation of
Rul e 25-4.043, Florida Adm nistrative Code, Response to
Commi ssion Staff Inquiries. The conpany’s response should
contain specific allegations of fact or law. If USLD fails
to respond to the show cause, and the fine is not paid
wi thin 10 busi ness days after the 21-day show cause peri od,
Certificate Nunber 2469 should be canceled. |If the fine is
paid, it should be remtted by the Comm ssion to the State
of Florida General Revenue Fund pursuant to Section 364. 285,
Fl ori da Statutes.
| ssue 2: Should the Comm ssion order USLD Communi cati ons,
Inc. to provide a witten response addressing the questions
in staff’s May 25, 1999, correspondence (Attachnment Ato
staff’s January 20, 2000 nenorandun) within ten business
days of issuance of the Comm ssion’s order?

Yes. The Conm ssion should order USLD to
provide a witten response addressing the questions in
staff’s May 25, 1999, correspondence (Attachnment A) within
ten busi ness days of issuance of the Comm ssion’s order. |f
the information is not provided in accordance with the
Comm ssion order, a show cause proceeding may be initiated.


Item 


M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
February 1, 2000

| TEM NO.

12

CASE

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

| nquiri es.

(Conti nued from previ ous page)

| ssue 3: Should this docket be cl osed?

If staff’s reconmendation in Issue 1 is
approved, then USLD wi ||l have 21 days fromissuance of the
Comm ssion’s show cause order to respond in witing why it
shoul d not have its certificate canceled or be fined in the
anount proposed. If USLD tinely responds to the show cause
order, this docket should remain open pending resol ution of
t he show cause proceeding. This docket should al so renain
open pending receipt of the information requested in staff’s
May 25, 1999, correspondence (Attachnment A) within ten
busi ness days of issuance of the Comm ssion’s order.

Staff recomends that if USLD fails to respond to the
order to show cause, and the fine is not received within ten
busi ness days after expiration of the show cause response
period, the conpany’s certificate should be canceled. If
the requested information is not provided within ten
busi ness days of issuance of the Comm ssion’s order, this
docket should renmain open pending the initiation of further
show cause proceedings. |If USLD provides the requested
i nformation, and pays the fine recommended in Issue 1, this
docket shoul d be cl osed.

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



M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
February 1, 2000

| TEM NO.

13

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000034-TlI - Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs
against Carib Comm Limted Partnership for apparent
violation of Rule 25-4.043, F.A C., Response to Conm ssion
Staff Inquiries; and fine assessnent for violation of Rule
25-4.0161, F. A C., Regulatory Assessnent Fees;

Tel econmuni cati ons Conpani es.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMJ. Biegal sk
LEG d enons

|ssue 1: Should Carib Comm Limted Partnership be ordered
to show cause why a fine of $10,000 for apparent violation
of Rule 25-4.043, Florida Adm nistrative Code, Response to
Comm ssion Staff Inquiries, should not be inposed or
Certificate Nunber 3569 should not be cancel ed?

Yes. The Conmi ssion should order Carib to
show cause in witing wthin 21 days of issuance of the
Comm ssion’s order why it should not have Certificate Nunber
3569 cancel ed or be fined $10,000 for apparent violation of
Rul e 25-4.043, Florida Adm nistrative Code, Response to
Commi ssion Staff Inquiries. The conpany’s response should
contain specific allegations of fact or law. If Carib fails
to respond to the show cause, and the fine is not paid
wi thin 10 busi ness days after the 21-day show cause peri od,
Certificate Nunber 3569 should be canceled. |If the fine is
paid, it should be remtted by the Comm ssion to the State
of Florida General Revenue Fund pursuant to Section 364. 285,
Fl ori da Statutes.
| ssue 2: Should the Comm ssion order Carib Comm Limted
Partnership to provide a witten response addressing the
questions in staff’s August 2, 1999, correspondence
(Attachnment A to staff’s January 20, 2000 nenorandun) within
ten busi ness days of issuance of the Comm ssion’s order?

Yes. The Conmi ssion should order Carib to
provide a witten response addressing the questions in
staff’s August 2, 1999, correspondence (Attachnment A) within
ten busi ness days of issuance of the Comm ssion’s order. |f
the information is not provided in accordance with the
Commi ssion order, a show cause proceeding may be initiated.

- 21 -


Item 


M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
February 1, 2000

| TEM NO.

13

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000034-TlI - Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs
against Carib Comm Limted Partnership for apparent
violation of Rule 25-4.043, F. A C., Response to Conm ssion
Staff Inquiries; and fine assessnent for violation of Rule
25-4.0161, F. A C., Regulatory Assessnent Fees;

Tel econmuni cati ons Conpani es.

(Conti nued from previ ous page)

| ssue 3: Should the Comm ssion fine Carib Comm Limted
Partnership $500 for apparent violation of Rule 25-4.0161,
Florida Adm nistrative Code, Regul atory Assessnent Fees;
Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es?

: Yes. The Conmi ssion should inpose a $500
fine for failure to conply with Rule 25-4.0161, Florida
Adm ni strative Code. The fine should be remtted within ten
busi ness days after issuance of the consummating order. The
fine should be paid to the Florida Public Service Conm ssion
and forwarded to the Ofice of the Conptroller for deposit
in the State General Revenue Fund pursuant to Section
364.285(1), Florida Statutes. If the Comm ssion’s order is
not protested and the fine and fees, including statutory
penalty and interest charges, are not received, they—shoutd

the conpany’s certificate should be cancelled

adm ni sstratively.

| ssue 4: Should this docket be cl osed?

Recommendation: If staff’s recomendation in Issue 1 is
approved, then Carib will have 21 days fromissuance of the
Comm ssion’s show cause order to respond in witing why it
shoul d not have its certificate canceled or be fined in the
anount proposed. |If Carib tinely responds to the show cause
order, this docket should remain open pending resol ution of
t he show cause proceeding. This docket should also remain
open pending receipt of the information requested in staff’s
August 2, 1999, correspondence (Attachnment A) within ten
busi ness days of issuance of the Comm ssion’s order and to
process any protest to Issue 3 that may be filed within 21
days of issuance of the order by a person whose substanti al
interests are affected by the Comm ssion’s proposed agency
action.

Staff recommends that if Carib fails to respond to the
order to show cause and the fine is not received within ten
busi ness days after expiration of the show cause response
period, the conpany’s certificate should be canceled. If no

- 22 -



M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
February 1, 2000

| TEM NO.

13

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000034-TlI - Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs
against Carib Comm Limted Partnership for apparent
violation of Rule 25-4.043, F. A C., Response to Conm ssion
Staff Inquiries; and fine assessnent for violation of Rule
25-4.0161, F. A C., Regulatory Assessnent Fees;

Tel econmuni cati ons Conpani es.

(Conti nued from previ ous page)

tinmely protest of Issue 3 is filed, the fine inposed in

| ssue 3 and fees, including statutory penalty and interest
charges, should be forwarded to the Conptroller’s Ofice for
collection, and this docket may be closed admi nistratively
upon i ssuance of a consummati ng order.

DECI SI ON: The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Garcia, Deason, dark, Jacobs



M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
February 1, 2000

| TEM NO.

14

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000035-TlI - Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs
agai nst American Network Exchange, Inc. d/b/a AMNEX for
apparent violation of Rule 25-4.043, F.A C., Response to
Commi ssion Staff Inquiries; and fine assessnent for
violation of Rule 25-4.0161, F.A C., Regul atory Assessnent
Fees; Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMJ. Biegal sk
LEG  Fordham

| ssue 1: Shoul d Anerican Network Exchange, Inc. d/b/a AVNEX
be ordered to show cause why a fine of $10,000 for apparent
violation of Rule 25-4.043, Florida Adm nistrative Code,
Response to Commi ssion Staff Inquiries, should not be

i nposed or Certificate Nunber 1527 shoul d not be cancel ed?

Yes. The Comm ssion should order AMNEX to
show cause in witing wthin 21 days of issuance of the
Comm ssion’s order why it should not have Certificate Nunber
1527 cancel ed or be fined $10,000 for apparent violation of
Rul e 25-4.043, Florida Adm nistrative Code, Response to
Commi ssion Staff Inquiries. The conpany’s response should
contain specific allegations of fact or law. If AWNEX fails
to respond to the show cause, and the fine is not paid
wi thin 10 busi ness days after the 21-day show cause peri od,
Certificate Nunber 1527 should be canceled. |If the fine is
paid, it should be remtted by the Comm ssion to the State
of Florida General Revenue Fund pursuant to Section 364. 285,
Fl orida Statutes.
| ssue 2: Shoul d the Comm ssion order American Network
Exchange, Inc. d/b/a AVMNEX to provide a witten response
addressing the questions in staff’s August 2, 1999,
correspondence (Attachnment A to staff’s January 20, 2000
menor andun) wi thin ten business days of the issuance of
Conmi ssion’s order?

Yes. The Conm ssion should order AMNEX to
provide a witten response addressing the questions in
staff’s August 2, 1999, correspondence (Attachnment A) within
ten busi ness days of issuance of the Conmission’s order. If
the information is not provided in accordance with the
Comm ssi on order, a show cause proceeding nmay be initiated.

- 24 -


Item 


M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
February 1, 2000

| TEM NO.

14

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000035-TlI - Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs
agai nst American Network Exchange, Inc. d/b/a AWNEX for
apparent violation of Rule 25-4.043, F. A C., Response to
Comm ssion Staff Inquiries; and fine assessnent for
violation of Rule 25-4.0161, F. A C., Regul atory Assessnent
Fees; Tel ecomuni cati ons Conpani es.

(Conti nued from previ ous page)

| ssue 3: Should the Comm ssion fine American Network
Exchange, Inc. d/b/a AMNEX $500 for apparent violation of
Rul e 25-4.0161, Florida Adm nistrative Code, Regul atory
Assessnent Fees; Tel econmuni cati ons Conpani es?

: Yes. The Conmi ssion should inpose a $500
fine for failure to conply with Rule 25-4.0161, Florida
Adm ni strative Code. The fine should be remtted within ten
busi ness days after issuance of the consummating order. The
fine should be paid to the Florida Public Service Conm ssion
and forwarded to the Ofice of the Conptroller for deposit
in the State General Revenue Fund pursuant to Section
364.285(1), Florida Statutes. |If the Commssion’s Order is
not protested and the fine and statutory penalty and
i nterest charges are not received, they—shoutdbeforwarded
to—the—oH+ece—-oftheConptrotHHer—for—eottection the
conpany’s certifiate should be cancelled adm nistratively.
| ssue 4: Should this docket be cl osed?

If staff’s reconmmendation in Issue 1 is
approved, then AMNEX wi ||l have 21 days fromissuance of the
Comm ssion’s show cause order to respond in witing why it
shoul d not have its certificate canceled or be fined in the
anount proposed. If AMNEX tinely responds to the show cause
order, this docket should remain open pending resol ution of
t he show cause proceeding. This docket should al so renain
open pending receipt of the information requested in staff’s
August 2, 1999, correspondence (Attachment A) within ten
busi ness days of issuance of the Comm ssion’s order and to
process any protest to Issue 3 that nay be filed within 21
days of issuance of the order by a person whose substanti al
interests are affected by the Comm ssion’s Proposed Agency
Acti on.




M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
February 1, 2000

| TEM NO.

14

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000035-TlI - Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs
agai nst American Network Exchange, Inc. d/b/a AWNEX for
apparent violation of Rule 25-4.043, F. A C., Response to
Comm ssion Staff Inquiries; and fine assessnent for
violation of Rule 25-4.0161, F. A C., Regul atory Assessnent
Fees; Tel ecomuni cati ons Conpani es.

(Conti nued from previ ous page)

Staff recommends that if AMNEX fails to respond to the
order to show cause and the fine is not received within ten
busi ness days after expiration of the show cause response
period, the conpany’s certificate should be canceled. If no
tinmely protest of Issue 3 is filed, the fine inposed in
| ssue 3 and statutory penalty and interest charge, should be
forwarded to the Conptroller’s Ofice for collection, and
this docket may be closed adm nistratively upon issuance of
a consunmati ng order.

DECI SI ON: The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Garcia, Deason, dark, Jacobs



M nut es of
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
February 1, 2000

| TEM NO CASE

15 DOCKET NO. 991565-TlI - Request for cancell ation of
| nt erexchange Tel ecomruni cations Certificate No. 5743 by
PREM O Inc., effective 10/5/99.

Critical Date(s): None

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

St af f: CMJ: T. WIIlians
LEG Stern

| ssue 1: Should Order No. PSC-99-2253-PAA-TI, issued
November 18, 1999, in Docket No. 991565-Tl, be vacated?
:Yes.
| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?
Yes. This docket should be closed upon
i ssuance of the Conm ssion’s vacating order.

DECI SI ON: The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Garcia, Deason, dark, Jacobs


Item 


M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
February 1, 2000

| TEM NO.

16

CASE

DOCKET NO. 991546-Tl - Cancellation by Florida Public
Servi ce Comm ssion of Interexchange Tel econmuni cati ons
Certificate No. 4751 issued to Capital Services of South
Florida, Inc. for violation of Rule 25-4.0161, F. A C ,
Regul at ory Assessnment Fees; Tel ecomuni cati ons Conpani es.
DOCKET NO. 991569-Tl - Cancellation by Florida Public
Servi ce Comm ssion of Interexchange Tel econmuni cati ons
Certificate No. 5180 issued to Bell Hol dings International
Cor poration d/b/a Mbi S Cormuni cations for violation of Rule
25-4.0161, F. A C., Regulatory Assessnent Fees;

Tel econmuni cati ons Conpani es.

Critical Date(s): None

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

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

| ssue 1: Should the Commi ssion inpose a $500 fine or cancel
t he i nterexchange tel ecommunications certificates issued to
each conpany listed on page 4 of staff’s January 20, 2000
menor andum f or apparent violation of Rule 25-4.0161, Florida
Adm ni strative Code, Regul atory Assessnent Fees;
Tel ecommuni cat i ons Conpani es?

Yes. The Commi ssion should i npose a $500
fine or cancel each conpany’ s certificate |isted on page 4
if the fine and the regul atory assessnent fees, including
statutory penalty and interest charges, are not received by
the Conmi ssion within five business days after issuance of
the consummating order. The fine should be paid to the
Fl orida Public Service Conm ssion and forwarded to the
Ofice of the Conptroller for deposit in the State General
Revenue Fund pursuant to Section 364.285(1), Florida
Statutes. |If the Comm ssion’s order is not protested and
the fine and regul atory assessnent fees, including statutory
penalty and interest charges, are not received, the
i nt erexchange tel econmuni cations certificates listed on page
4 shoul d be cancel ed adm ni stratively.


Item 


M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
February 1, 2000

| TEM NO.

16

CASE

DOCKET NO. 991546-TlI - Cancellation by Florida Public
Servi ce Comm ssion of Interexchange Tel econmuni cati ons
Certificate No. 4751 issued to Capital Services of South
Florida, Inc. for violation of Rule 25-4.0161, F.A C,
Regul at ory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecomruni cati ons Conpani es.
DOCKET NO. 991569-Tl - Cancellation by Florida Public
Servi ce Comm ssion of Interexchange Tel econmuni cati ons
Certificate No. 5180 issued to Bell Hol dings International
Corporation d/b/a Mbi S Comruni cations for violation of Rule
25-4.0161, F. A C., Regulatory Assessnent Fees;

Tel econmuni cati ons Conpani es.

(Continued from previ ous page)

| ssue 2: Should these dockets be cl osed?

Yes. These dockets should be cl osed upon
receipt of the fine and fees or cancellation of the
certificate, unless a person whose substantial interests are
affected by the Comm ssion’s decision files a protest within
21 days of issuance of the proposed agency action order.

DECI SI ON: The reconmendati ons were approved.

Commi ssioners participating: Garcia, Deason, dark, Jacobs



M nut es of
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
February 1, 2000

| TEM NO CASE

17 DOCKET NO. 991523-TX - Cancellation by Florida Public
Servi ce Comm ssion of Alternative Local Exchange
Tel econmuni cations Certificate No. 5297 issued to Jerry La
Quiere d/b/a LEC-Link for violation of Rule 25-4.0161,
F. A C., Regulatory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecomruni cations
Conpani es.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMJ. Isler
LEG K Pefla, B. Keating

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion grant Jerry La Quiere d/b/a
LEC-Link a voluntary cancellation of ALEC Certificate No.
52977

No. The Conmi ssion should not grant the
conpany a voluntary cancellation of its ALEC certificate.
The Conmi ssion should cancel the conpany’s certificate on
its own notion, effective on the date of issuance of the
consunmmat i ng order.
| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes. This docket should be closed upon
i ssuance of a consummating order unless a person whose
substantial interests are affected by the Conmmi ssion’s
decision files a protest within 21 days of issuance of the
proposed agency action order.

DECI SI ON: The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Garcia, Deason, O ark, Jacobs


Item 


M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
February 1, 2000

| TEM NO.

18

CASE

DOCKET NO. 991348-TC - Cancellation by Florida Public
Servi ce Conm ssion of Pay Tel ephone Certificate No. 5974
i ssued to Parallel Foundation, Inc. for violation of Rule
25-4.0161, F. A C., Regulatory Assessnent Fees;

Tel econmuni cati ons Conpani es.

Critical Date(s): None

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

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

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion accept the settlenment offer
proposed by Parallel Foundation, Inc. to resolve the
apparent violation of Rule 25-4.0161, Florida Adm nistrative
Code, Regul atory Assessnent Fees; Tel econmuni cati ons

Conpani es?

Yes. The Comm 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 Conm ssion 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 conmpany fails to pay
in accordance with the terns of the Conm ssion order, the
conpany’s certificate should be cancel ed adm nistratively.
| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

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

DECI SI ON: The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Garcia, Deason,

Cl ark, Jacobs


Item 


M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
February 1, 2000

| TEM NO.

19

CASE

DOCKET NO. 990909-TC - Cancellation by Florida Public
Servi ce Conm ssion of Pay Tel ephone Certificate No. 3383
issued to B. and |I. Coffee Shop, Inc. for violation of Rule
25-4.0161, F. A C., Regulatory Assessnent Fees;

Tel econmuni cati ons Conpani es.

Critical Date(s): None

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

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

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion accept the settlenment offer
proposed by B. and I. Coffee Shop, Inc. to resolve the
apparent violation of Rule 25-4.0161, Florida Adm nistrative
Code, Regul atory Assessnent Fees; Tel econmuni cati ons

Conpani es?

Yes. The Comm 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 Conm ssion 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 conmpany fails to pay
in accordance with the terns of the Conm ssion order, the
conpany’s certificate should be cancel ed adm nistratively.
| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

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

DECI SI ON: The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Garcia, Deason, dark, Jacobs


Item 


M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
February 1, 2000

| TEM NO.

20

CASE

DOCKET NO. 980918-TC - Application for certificate to
provi de pay tel ephone service by Florida Billsouth Tel ephone
Conpany.

Critical Date(s): None

Hearing Date(s): 3/5/99, Talla., Prehrg., JN
3/17/99, Talla., GR DS CL JN JC
11/29/99, Talla., GR CL JC

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

Staff: CMJ. WIIlians
LEG B. Keating, K Pefia

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion grant Florida Billsouth
Tel ephone Conpany an application for a certificate to
provi de pay tel ephone service in Florida?

. No. Ganting M. Pelletier’s application
is not in the public interest in accordance with Rule 25-
24.511(4), Florida Adm nistrative Code.
| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes. |f the Conmm ssion approves staff’s

reconmendation in Issue 1, no further action remains to be
taken. This docket nay, therefore, be closed.

DECI SI ON: The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Garcia, Deason, dark, Jacobs


Item 


M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
February 1, 2000

| TEM NO.

21

CASE

DOCKET NO. 991861-Tl - Refund of overcharges by Coast al

Tel ephone Conpany for overtimng intrastate |ong di stance
services, and initiation of show cause proceedi ngs agai nst
C ncinnati Bell Inc. (fornerly Eclipse Tel ecommuni cati ons,
Inc., fornmerly Coastal Tel ephone Conpany) for Coastal’s
violation of Rule 25-4.043, F. A C., Response to Conm ssion
Staff Inquiries.

Critical Date(s): None

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

St af f: LEG For dham
AFA: Samaan
CMJ:  Trubel horn

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion accept Coastal Tel ephone
Conmpany’s offer to refund and refund cal cul ati on of
$4,892.36, plus interest of $410.45, for a total of
$5, 302. 81, for overcharging subscribers by overtim ng
calling card intrastate |ong distance calls from March 1998
t hrough March 1999?
. Yes. The Conm ssion should accept
Coastal’s offer to refund and refund cal cul ati on of
$4,892. 36, adding interest of $410.35, for a total of
$5, 302. 81, for overcharging subscribers by overtim ng
calling card intrastate |long distance calls from March 1998
t hrough March 1999. The refund paynment should be remtted
to the Comm ssion and forwarded to the O fice of the
Comptroller for deposit in the State General Revenue Fund
pursuant to Section 364.285(1), F.S., within 5 business days
after issuance of the consummati ng order.
| ssue 2: Should the Conm ssion accept the conpany’s
settlenment offer to resolve Coastal’s apparent violation of
Rul e 25-4.043, F. A . C., Response to Comm ssion Staff
I nquiries?

Yes. The Conm ssion should accept the
conpany’s settlenment offer of $2,500 for apparent violation
of Rule 25-4.043, Response to Conm ssion Staff Inquiries.
Any contribution should be received by the Conm ssion wthin
ten busi ness days fromthe issuance date of the Conm ssion
order and should identify the docket nunber and conpany
nane. The Conm ssion should forward the contribution to the
Ofice of the Conptroller for deposit in the State General
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Item 


M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
February 1, 2000

| TEM NO.

21

CASE

DOCKET NO. 991861-TlI - Refund of overcharges by Coast al
Tel ephone Conpany for overtimng intrastate |ong di stance
services, and initiation of show cause proceedi ngs agai nst
Cncinnati Bell Inc. (fornerly Eclipse Tel ecomruni cati ons,
Inc., fornerly Coastal Tel ephone Conpany) for Coastal’s
violation of Rule 25-4.043, F.A C., Response to Conm ssion
Staff Inquiries.

(Continued from previ ous page)

Revenue Fund pursuant to Section 364.285(1), Florida
St at ut es.
| ssue 3: Should this docket be cl osed?

: No. This docket should remain open pending
remttance of the refund paynment and resol ution of any
protest of Issue 1 filed within 21 days of issuance of the
order by a person whose substantial interests are affected
by the Comm ssion’s proposed agency action. If Issue 1 is
not protested, it will becone final and effective upon the
i ssuance of a consunmmating order.

Thi s docket should also remain open pending remttance of
the $2,500 voluntary contribution. Upon renittance of the
settl ement paynent, this docket should be closed. If the
conpany fails to pay in accordance with the terns of the
settlenment offer, the nonetary settlenent will be forwarded
to the Conptroller’s office for collection, and this docket
may be cl osed adm nistratively upon issuance of the order
consunmati ng | ssue 1.

DECISION. This itemwas deferred to the February 15, 2000 Conm ssi on
Conf erence.



M nut es of
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
February 1, 2000

| TEM NO CASE

22 DOCKET NO. 990784-Tl - Application for certificate to
provi de i nterexchange tel econmuni cati ons service by Quest
Tel econmuni cati ons, Inc.

Critical Date(s): None

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

St af f: CVJ: WIIlians
LEG K. Pefa

| ssue 1: Should a certificate be granted to Quest
Tel ecommuni cations, Inc. to provide interexchange
t el econmuni cation service within the State of Florida?
- No.

| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes. Tthis docket should be closed upon
i ssuance of a consummating order unless a person whose
substantial interests are affected by the Conmi ssion's
proposed agency action files a witten protest within 21
days of the issuance date of the proposed agency action
order.

DECI SI ON: The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Garcia, Deason, Cark, Jacobs


Item 


M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
February 1, 2000

| TEM NO.

23

CASE

DOCKET NO. 990649-TP - Investigation into pricing of
unbundl ed network el enents.

Critical Date(s): 5/1/00 (conpliance with Order FCC 99-306)

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

Staff: CMJ. dlila, Dowds
LEG Cenons, B. Keating

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion approve the Joint

Stipul ati on Regardi ng I nterim Deaveragi ng?
Yes, the Comm ssion should approve the Joint

Stipul ati on Regardi ng Interim Deaveragi ng.
| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

- No. This docket should renmain open pendi ng
the outconme of the two hearings, scheduled for July and
Sept enber 2000, for the purpose of setting permanent UNE
rates.

DECI SI ON: The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Garcia, Deason, dark, Jacobs


Item 


M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
February 1, 2000

| TEM NO.

24

CASE

DOCKET NO. 981992-W5 - Application for transfer of majority
organi zati onal control of Sandy Creek Uilities, Inc.,

hol der of Certificate Nos. 514-Wand 446-S in Bay County,
from Sandy Creek Properties, Inc. to M. Gary L. Souders.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: WAW O app
LEG Croshy

| ssue 1: Should the Conmm ssion grant M. Gary L. Souders’
request for an extension of time to provide the warranty
deeds required by Order No. PSC 99-1232- FOF- W5?

- Yes. The Conmi ssion should grant M. Gary
L. Souders’ request for an extension of tine in which to
file recorded copies of warranty deeds for the | and upon
which the utility facilities are |ocated, as required by
Order No. PSC-99-1232-FOF-W5. As requested, the utility
shoul d be allowed an additional six nonths to provide copies
of the warranty deeds.
| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

No. This docket should renmain open until

M. Souders files recorded copies of the deeds required by
Order No. PSC-99-1232-FOF-W5. Once the deeds have been
filed, this docket should be closed adm nistratively.

DECI SI ON: The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Garcia, Deason, dark, Jacobs


Item 


M nut es of
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
February 1, 2000

| TEM NO CASE

25 DOCKET NO. 981022-W5 - Disposition of ClAC gross-up funds
collected during the years 12/31/87 through 12/31/96 in
Duval County by Otega Uility Conpany.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: WAW M Caskil |
AFA: Causseaux
LEG Jaeger

|ssue 1: Should Otega Uility Conpany be required to
refund excess gross-up collections for the years ended
Decenber 31, 1987 through Decenber 31, 19967

Yes. The utility over-collected ClI AC
gross-up nonies for 1987 through 1994. However, based on
past stipulations, staff reconmends that the Comm ssion
accept Otega's request that it be allowed to recover 50% of
the |l egal and accounting costs that relate to preparation of
the gross-up refund reports for 1987 through 1994. Due to
an adjustment that was nade in the utility' s |ast rate case,
staff calculated the refunds for 1987 through 1994
differently in this case than in previous gross-up cases.
Staff recomends that the Conm ssion accept staff’s
alternative calculation for 1987 through 1994. If the
Comm ssi on approves staff’s recomendati on, staff cal cul ates
a refund of $11,378 for 1987 through 1994. The utility
under-coll ected Cl AC gross-up for 1995 and 1996. Therefore,
no refund is required for those years.

In accordance with Orders Nos. 16971 and 23541, al
anounts shoul d be refunded on a pro rata basis to those
persons who contributed the taxes. The refunds shoul d be
conpleted within six nonths of the effective date of the
Order. The utility should submt copies of cancel ed checks
or other evidence which verifies that the refunds have been
made, within 30 days fromthe date of the refund. Wthin 30
days fromthe date of the refund, the utility also should
provide a list of unclaimed refunds detailing contributor
and anount, and an explanation of the efforts nmade to nake
the refund. After staff’s verification and review of the
refund process, any unclainmed refunds shall be delivered to
the State of Florida Conptroller’s Ofice.
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Item 


M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
February 1, 2000

| TEM NO.

25

CASE

DOCKET NO. 981022-WS5 - Disposition of Cl AC gross-up funds
collected during the years 12/31/87 through 12/31/96 in
Duval County by Ortega Utility Conpany.

(Continued from previ ous page)

| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

: No. Upon expiration of the protest period,
if atinmely protest is not filed by a substantially affected
person, the Order should becone final and effective upon the
i ssuance of a Consummating Order. The docket should remain
open pending verification of the refund and that any
uncl ai red refunds have been delivered to the State of
Florida Conptroller’s Ofice as abandoned property. Staff
shoul d be granted adm nistrative authority to close the
docket upon verification that the refunds have been nmade in
accordance with the Comm ssion order.

DECI SI ON: The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Garcia, Deason, Cark, Jacobs



M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
February 1, 2000

| TEM NO.

26

CASE

DOCKET NO. 991835-W5 - Application for all owance for funds
prudently invested (AFPI) charge for additional water

i nprovenents and for additional |lines associated with

wast ewat er extension into George Mayo subdivision in Marion
County, by Tradewinds Uilities, Inc.

Critical Date(s): 8/4/00 (8-nonth effective date) (AFPI)

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

Staff: WAW WIlis, Rendell, Butts
LEG  Brubaker

| ssue 1: Should Tradewinds Utilities, Inc. be authorized to
col l ect wastewater AFPI charge, and if so, what are the
appropri ate charges?

:  Yes, Tradewinds Uilities, Inc. should be
authorized to coll ect wastewater AFPI charges. The
appropriate AFPlI charges shoul d be those recommended in the
anal ysis portion of staff’s January 20, 2000 nenorandum
Therefore, Wastewater Original Tariff Sheet No. 16.2 which
was filed by the utility on Decenber 6, 1999 shoul d be
approved as filed. The wastewater AFPI charges shoul d be
effective on or after the stanped approval date of the
tariff sheet, provided future custoners have been noticed
pursuant to Rule 25-30.475(2), Florida Adm nistrative Code.
The begi nning date of the AFPI charges should be January 1,
1999. |If this recommendation is approved by the Conm ssion,
in event of a protest, staff recommends that wastewater
Tariff Sheet No. 16.2 containing AFPI charges for the George
Mayo Subdi vi sion should be placed in effect, subject to
refund, pending resolution of the protest. In no event
should the rates be effective for services rendered prior to
t he stanped approval date.

Issue 2: In the event of a protest, what is the appropriate
formof security to guarantee the revenues associated with
t he wast ewat er AFPI charges?

In the event of a protest, the utility
should be required to file an escrow agreenent to guarantee
any of the wastewater AFPI charges collected subject to
refund. Pursuant to an escrow agreenent, the utility would
be required to deposit the nonthly anount of any AFPI
charges collected. Pursuant to Rule 25-30.360(6), Florida
Adm ni strative Code, the utility should provide a report by
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Item 


M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
February 1, 2000

| TEM NO.

26

CASE

DOCKET NO. 991835-WS5 - Application for allowance for funds
prudently invested (AFPI) charge for additional water

i nprovenents and for additional |ines associated with

wast ewat er extension into George Mayo subdivision in Marion
County, by Tradewinds Utilities, Inc.

(Continued from previ ous page)

the 20th day of each nonth indicating the nonthly revenues
col l ected subject to refund.

| ssue 3: Should the utility s proposed water AFPI charges be
suspended?

Yes. The utility s proposed water AFPI
charges shoul d be suspended pending further investigation by
staff.
| ssue 4: Should this docket be cl osed?

No. This docket should renmain open to
allow staff tinme to require further anplification and
explanation of the utility' s water AFPI proposal.

DECI SI ON: The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Garcia, Deason, Cark, Jacobs



M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
February 1, 2000

| TEM NO.

27

CASE

DOCKET NO. 991693-WJ - Petition for approval of allowance-
for-funds-used-during-construction (AFUDC) rate in Mrion
County by Sunshine Utilities of Central Florida, Inc.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: WAW B. Davis, Merchant
LEG  Brubaker

| ssue 1: Shoul d t he requested annual AFUDC rate for
Sunshi ne be approved?

: No. The requested annual AFUDC rate for
Sunshi ne shoul d be approved at 6.50% in accordance with
Rul e 25-30.116, Florida Adm nistrative Code, effective
October 1, 1999, wth a discounted nonthly AFUDC rate of
. 541505%
| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes. This docket should be closed upon

i ssuance of a consunmating order if there are no protests
filed within 21 days fromthe date of the proposed agency
action order by a person whose substantial interests are
af f ect ed.

DECI SI ON: The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Garcia, Deason, O ark, Jacobs


Item 


M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
February 1, 2000

| TEM NO.

28

CASE

DOCKET NO. 991902-SU - Investigation into the wastewater
rates of Commercial Uilities, Dvision of Gace & Conpany,
Inc., in Duval County.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: WAW B. Davis, Merchant
LEG Fudge

| ssue 1: Should the Commi ssion initiate an overearni ngs
i nvestigation of Cormercial Uilities, D vision of Gace &
Conpany I nc. ?

Yes, the Commi ssion should initiate an
i nvestigation of the conposition and | evel of wastewater
rates to determ ne potential overearnings.
| ssue 2: Should any anpunt of annual wastewater revenue be
hel d subject to refund, and, if so, what is the appropriate
anount ?

Yes, the utility should hold annual
wast ewat er revenues of $53,860 subject to refund. The
foll owm ng amounts are recomended:

1998 Revenue $350, 194
Anmobunt Subj ect to Refund $ 53, 860
Percent Subject to Refund 15. 38%

| ssue 3: What is the appropriate security to guarantee the
anount subject to refund?

The utility should be required to file a
corporate undertaking to guarantee the anmobunt subject to
refund. The corporate undertaking should be in the anount
of $45,000. Pursuant to Rule 25-30.360(6), Florida
Adm ni strative Code, the utility should be required to
provide a report by the 20th of each nonth indicating the
nonthly and total revenue collected subject to refund. The
utility should be put on notice that failure to conply with
these requirenments will result in the initiation of a show
cause proceedi ng.


Item 


M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
February 1, 2000

| TEM NO.

28

CASE

DOCKET NO. 991902-SU - Investigation into the wastewater
rates of Commercial Uilities, Dvision of Gace & Conpany,
Inc., in Duval County.

(Continued from previ ous page)

| ssue 4: Should this docket be cl osed?

: No. This docket should remain open pendi ng
staff’s investigation of the utility's earnings for 1999 and
the results of staff’s investigation and analysis into al
ot her outstanding natters.

DECI SI ON: The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Garcia, Deason, Cark, Jacobs



M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
February 1, 2000

| TEM NO.

28A

CASE

DOCKET NO. 990037-El - Petition of Tanpa El ectric Conpany to
cl ose Rate Schedules IS-3 and | ST-3, and approve new Rate
Schedul es GSLM 2 and GSLM 3.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssioners Assigned: GR DS CL
Prehrg O ficer CL

Staff: EAG G ng, Goad
AFA. Sl enkew cz
LEG C. Keating

Issue 1: Should the Settlenent Stipulation filed by Florida
| ndustrial Power Users Goup, Coronet Industries Inc., and
Tanpa El ectric Conpany be approved?

: Yes, subject to the follow ng
interpretations: (1) that the Comm ssion can close the |IS-3,
| ST-3, and SBI-3 rates in the next rate case based on the
record evidence in that case and (2) the agreenent allows
TECOto rotate interruptions as needed, and does not require
themto interrupt all interruptible custoners. The order
approving the agreenent should reflect these two
interpretations.
| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes. Absent a tinely appeal of the
Comm ssion’s final order, no further Comm ssion action wll
be required and the docket should be cl osed.

DECI SI ON: The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Garcia, Deason, Cark


Item 


M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
February 1, 2000

| TEM NO.

29

CASE

DOCKET NO. 980119-TP - Conpl aint of Supra Tel econmuni cati ons
and I nformation Systens, Inc. against Bell South

Tel econmuni cations, Inc. for violation of the

Tel econmuni cati ons Act of 1996; petition for resolution of

di sputes as to inplenmentation and interpretation of

i nterconnection, resale and coll ocation agreenents; and
petition for energency relief.

Critical Date(s): None

Hearing Date(s): 3/11/98, OA Talla., JC
4/ 17/ 98, Prehrg., Talla., JC
4/ 30/98, Talla., DS GR JC

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

Staff: LEG B. Keating
AFA: Vi nson
CMJ: Favors
PAl: dark-Watts

| ssue 1: Has Bel |l South Tel ecomuni cations, Inc. conplied in
full with Order No. PSC- 98-1001-FOF TP, as clarified by
Order No. PSC-98-1467- FOF- TP?

© No. Bell South has conplied with all
portions of the Conmi ssion’s final decision in this case,
Order No. PSC-98-1001-FOF TP, issued July 22, 1998, as
clarified by Order No. PSC-98-1467-FOF TP, issued Cctober
28, 1998, except for the Conm ssion’s specific requirenents
that Bel | South should provide Supra with on-line edit
checking capability by Decenmber 31, 1998. Staff recommends,
however, that the Conm ssion acknow edge that Bell South has
made significant devel opnents in its OSS since the tine that
the Conm ssion rendered its final decision, including TAG
Robo- TAG and LENS *99. Thus, while it appears that
Bel | South is not literally in conpliance, technol ogy has
been devel oped that may provide on-line edit checking.
Neverthel ess, it would not be appropriate for the Conmmi ssion
to revisit its decision in this case to consider these newy
devel oped alternatives in response to Bell South’s Notice of
Conpl i ance.


Item 


M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
February 1, 2000

| TEM NO.

29

CASE

DOCKET NO. 980119-TP - Conpl ai nt of Supra

Tel econmuni cati ons and Information Systens, |Inc. against
Bel | Sout h Tel ecommuni cations, Inc. for violation of the
Tel econmuni cati ons Act of 1996; petition for resolution of
di sputes as to inplenentation and interpretation of

i nt erconnection, resale and collocation agreenents; and
petition for energency relief.

(Continued from previ ous page)

| ssue 2: Should this Docket be cl osed?

: No. \Whether or not the Comm ssion approves
staff’s reconmmendation in Issue 1, no further determ nations
will remain to be made by the Comm ssion. However, this
Docket shoul d remai n open pending the outcome of the federal
pr oceedi ng.

DECI SI ON: The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Garcia, Deason, Jacobs



M nut es of
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
February 1, 2000

| TEM NO.

CASE

30

DOCKET NO. 981781-SU - Application for anendnent of

Certificate No. 247-S to extend service area by the transfer

of Buccaneer
Uility, Inc.
Critical Date(s):

Hearing Date(s):

Comm ssi oners Assi gned:

Estates in Lee County to North Fort Mers

None
8/30/99, Prehrg., Talla., JC
9/8/99, Prehrg., Talla., JC
10/ 13/99, Ft. Myers, DS CL JC
11/16/99, Talla., DS CL JC

DS CL JC
Prehrg O ficer JC

Staff: LEG Brubaker, C bula
VWAW  Messer, Redemann
| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion grant the requests made by

M. Ludi ngton and Messrs.
respective Mdtions for
No.

respective notions for
Shoul d the Comm ssion grant M.
Reconsi der ati on?

M. Ludington’s Mdtion for
No. PSC-99-2444- AS- SU should be granted in part and
The Mdtion should be granted in part,
No. PSC-99-2444- AS- SU shoul d be anended to clarify
that the Mdtion for
Ludi ngt on was denied by virtue of the fact that the
Comm ssi on approved the NFMJ OPC Agr eenent.

on their
| ssue 2:
f or
of Order
denied in part.
Or der
by M.

found by Order

G 1l and Devine for oral
Reconsi der ati on?
The requests for oral argunent on the

reconsi derati on shoul d be deni ed.

Ludi ngton’s Moti on

ar gument

Reconsi der ati on
and
Di smssal of Settlenment Agreenent filed

The Comm ssi on

No. PSC-99-2444-AS-SU that the NFMJ OPC

Agreenent provided a fair and reasonabl e resolution of the
matter and was persuaded by the fact that the utility and
the representatives of the citizens jointly endorsed the

proposed offer of settlement. M.

Ludi ngton’s Motion for

Reconsi derati on should ot herwi se be deni ed.

| ssue 3: Should the Comm ssion grant M. G|
Devine’s joint Mtion to Reconsider and Rehear?
- No.

and M.

The Conmi ssion should deny M. GII and

M. Devine's joint Mdtion to Reconsider and Rehear.


Item 


M nut es of
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
February 1, 2000

| TEM NO CASE

30

DOCKET NO. 981781-SU - Application for anmendnent of
Certificate No. 247-S to extend service area by the transfer
of Buccaneer Estates in Lee County to North Fort Myers
Uility, Inc.

(Conti nued from previ ous page)

| ssue 4: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes. |If the Comm ssion approves staff's
recommendation in Issues 2 and 3, this docket should be
cl osed.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendation for ItemNo. 1. was denied and the
recommendations for Issues Nos. 2, 3 and 4 were approved with an oral
nodi fication nade by staff, at the conference, to Issue No. 2 that the
Motion to Strike filed by M. GIl was also effectively ruled upon at
t he heari ng.

M. Martin Friedman, representing North Fort Myers Utility, Inc.
addressed the Conm ssi on.

M. Ronald Ludington, M. Donald GIl and M. Joseph Devine,
custoners, addressed the Conm ssi on.

Comm ssioners participating: Deason, O ark, Jacobs



M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
February 1, 2000

| TEM NO.

31

CASE

DOCKET NO. 990975-SU - Application for transfer of
Certificate No. 281-S in Lee County fromBonita Country C ub
Uilities, Inc. to Real Nor Hall andale, Inc.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: DS JC
Prehrg O ficer JC

St af f: LEG  VanlLeuven
WAW  Messer, Johnson, Redenmann

| ssue 1: Should Real nor Hall andal e’s Mdtion for Summary
Final Order be approved?

Yes. Realnor Hallandale' s Mdtion for
Summary Final Order should be approved, and thus the
objection of M. Mceli, President of BCCU should be
di sm ssed.
| ssue 2: I f the Comm ssion denies staff on Issue 1, what
are the appropriate nonthly expenses to be released fromthe
escrow account for the purpose of operating Bonita Country
Club Utilities, pending final resolution of the ownership
interest?

VWhile the issue of ownership is being
determ ned, the terns of the escrow agreenent established in
Order No. PSC-99-2107-PCO SU should be nodified to ensure
the continued operation of the utility. The nodified escrow
agreenent should result in BCCU conpensating Real nor
Hal | andal e in the ampunt of $9,383 each nonth fromthe
escrow account for the nonthly operations of the utility.

In addition, after BCCU has conpensat ed Real nor Hal | andal e
for the nonthly operations of the utility, BCCU shoul d be
conpensated in the amunt of $5,703 each nmonth for the
billing services provided. BCCU should submt the 1998
annual report and regul atory assessnent fee along with the
requi red penalty and interest w thout further del ay.

| ssue 3: I f the Comm ssion denies staff on Issue 1, should
a separate escrow account be established for the purpose of
collecting Contributions In Aid of Construction (Cl AC)?

:  Yes, a separate escrow account shoul d be
established for the purpose of CIAC collections. Al CAC
noni es currently being held in escrow pursuant to Comm ssion
Order No. PSC-99-2107-PCO SU shoul d be deposited in the
Cl AC escrow account to be established. Any other ClIAC
recei ved by BCCU shoul d be deposited within seven days of
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Item 


M nut es of
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
February 1, 2000

| TEM NO.

31

DEC S| ON:

CASE

DOCKET NO. 990975-SU - Application for transfer of
Certificate No. 281-S in Lee County from Bonita Country C ub
Uilities, Inc. to Real Nor Hall andal e, Inc.

(Continued from previ ous page)

its receipt in the Cl AC escrow account to be established.
BCCU shoul d be put on notice that failure to conply with
these requirenments will result in the initiation of a show
cause proceedi ng.
| ssue 4: Should this docket be cl osed?

No. This docket should remain open pending
the final disposition of the transfer application.

The reconmendati ons for |Issues Nos. 1 and 4 were approved.

Based on the decision in Issue No. 1, Issues Nos. 2 and 3 were
rendered noot and no vote was taken.

M. Dave Erwin, representing Real Nor Hallandale, Inc., addressed the
Comm ssi on.

Comm ssioners participating: Deason, Jacobs
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DOCKET NO. 990994- TP - Proposed anendnments to
Rul es 25-4.003, F.A.C., Definitions; 25-
4,110, F.A C., Custoner Billing for Local
Exchange Tel econmuni cati on Conpanies; 25-
4.113, F. A . C., Refusal or Discontinuance of
Servi ce by Conpany; 25-4.490, F. A C,

Custoner Rel ations; Rules Incorporated; and
25-24.845, F. A . C., Custonmer Relations; Rules
| ncor por at ed. C e e e e

DOCKET NO. 991680-El - Conpl aint by The
Col ony Beach & Tennis C ub, Inc. against
Fl ori da Power & Light Conpany regarding rates
charged for service between January 1988 and
July 1998, and request for refund. (Deferred
fromthe 1/8/ 00 Comm ssion Conference.)

DOCKET NO. 990913-El - Conpl aint by Regina
Wal sh agai nst Fl ori da Power Corporation
regardi ng backbilling.

DOCKET NO. 991754-GP - Petition by Friends of
the Aquifer, Inc. to adopt rules necessary to
establish safety standards and a safety

regul atory programfor intrastate and
interstate natural gas pipelines and pipeline
facilities | ocated in Florida. Coe e

DOCKET NO. 991522-EU - Joint petition for
approval of territorial agreenent between
City of Bushnell and Sumter Electric
Cooperative, Inc. Ce e

DOCKET NO. 991758-QJ - Joint petition for
approval of territorial boundary agreenent by
Tanpa El ectric Conpany d/ b/a Peopl es Gas
System and Cl earwater Gas System a
departnment of the Cty of Clearwater in

Pi nell as County. Coe
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DOCKET NO. 992029-Tl - Initiation of show
cause proceedi ngs agai nst Tel ecomruni cati ons
Cooperative Network, Inc. for apparent
violation of Rule 25-4.043, F.A C., Response
to Comm ssion Staff Inquiries. Coe e

DOCKET NO. 992031-Tl - Initiation of show
cause proceedi ngs agai nst Digital Network
Services, Inc. d/b/a Digital Network Operator
Services, Inc. for apparent violation of Rule
25-4.043, F. A C., Response to Comnm ssion
Staff Inquiries. e e e

DOCKET NO. 992032-Tl - Initiation of show
cause proceedi ngs agai nst Public Payphone
US. A, Inc. for apparent violation of Rule
25-4.043, F. A C., Response to Comm ssion
Staff Inquiries. e e e

DOCKET NO. 000036-TlI - Initiation of show
cause proceedi ngs agai nst USLD

Communi cations, Inc. for apparent violation
of Rule 25-4.043, F. A C., Response to

Comm ssion Staff Inquiries. oo

DOCKET NO. 000034-TlI - Initiation of show
cause proceedi ngs against Carib Comm Limted
Partnership for apparent violation of Rule
25-4.043, F. A C., Response to Comm ssion
Staff Inquiries; and fine assessnent for
violation of Rule 25-4.0161, F. A C.,
Regul at ory Assessnent Fees;

Tel econmuni cati ons Conpani es.

DOCKET NO. 000035-TlI - Initiation of show
cause proceedi ngs agai nst Anerican Network
Exchange, Inc. d/b/a AVNEX for apparent
violation of Rule 25-4.043, F. A C., Response
to Comm ssion Staff Inquiries; and fine
assessnent for violation of Rule 25-4.0161,
F. A C., Regulatory Assessnent Fees;

Tel econmuni cati ons Conpani es.
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15

16

17

18
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DOCKET NO. 991565-TlI - Request for
cancel l ati on of Interexchange

Tel ecomruni cations Certificate No. 5743 by
PREM O Inc., effective 10/5/99.

DOCKET NO. 991546- Tl - Cancell ation by

Fl orida Public Service Comm ssion of

| nt erexchange Tel ecomruni cations Certificate
No. 4751 issued to Capital Services of South
Florida, Inc. for violation of Rule 25-
4.0161, F. A C., Regulatory Assessnent Fees;
Tel econmuni cat i ons Conpani es.

DOCKET NO. 991569-TI - Cancell ation by

Fl orida Public Service Comm ssion of

| nt erexchange Tel ecommuni cations Certificate
No. 5180 issued to Bell Hol dings

I nternational Corporation d/b/a MbiS
Communi cations for violation of Rule 25-
4.0161, F. A C., Regulatory Assessnent Fees;
Tel econmuni cati ons Conpani es. Coe

DOCKET NO. 991523-TX - Cancel |l ation by

Fl orida Public Service Comm ssion of

Al ternative Local Exchange Tel ecomruni cati ons
Certificate No. 5297 issued to Jerry La
Quiere d/b/a LEC-Link for violation of Rule
25-4.0161, F. A C., Regulatory Assessnent

Fees; Tel ecomuni cati ons Conpani es.

DOCKET NO. 991348-TC - Cancel |l ation by

Fl orida Public Service Comm ssion of Pay

Tel ephone Certificate No. 5974 issued to
Paral | el Foundation, Inc. for violation of
Rul e 25-4.0161, F.A C., Regul atory Assessnent
Fees; Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es. oo

DOCKET NO. 990909-TC - Cancell ation by

Fl orida Public Service Comm ssion of Pay

Tel ephone Certificate No. 3383 issued to B.
and |. Coffee Shop, Inc. for violation of
Rul e 25-4.0161, F.A. C., Regul atory Assessnent
Fees; Tel ecomuni cati ons Conpani es. oo
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23

24
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DOCKET NO. 980918-TC - Application for
certificate to provide pay tel ephone service
by Florida Billsouth Tel ephone Conpany.

DOCKET NO. 991861-TlI - Refund of overcharges
by Coastal Tel ephone Conpany for overtimng
intrastate | ong di stance services, and
initiation of show cause proceedi ngs agai nst
Cincinnati Bell Inc. (fornerly Eclipse

Tel econmuni cations, Inc., formerly Coastal

Tel ephone Conpany) for Coastal’ s violation of
Rul e 25-4.043, F. A C., Response to Conmm ssion
Staff Inquiries. Ce e e

DOCKET NO. 990784-Tl - Application for
certificate to provide interexchange

t el econmuni cati ons service by Quest
Tel econmmruni cati ons, | nc. S

DOCKET NO. 990649-TP - Investigation into
pricing of unbundl ed network el enents.

DOCKET NO. 981992-W5 - Application for
transfer of mmjority organi zational control
of Sandy Creek Utilities, Inc., holder of
Certificate Nos. 514-Wand 446-S in Bay
County, from Sandy Creek Properties, Inc. to
M. Gary L. Souders. C e e e e

DOCKET NO. 981022-W5 - Disposition of ClAC
gross-up funds col |l ected during the years

12/ 31/ 87 through 12/31/96 in Duval County by
Otega Uility Conpany. Ce e

DOCKET NO. 991835-W5 - Application for

al l omance for funds prudently invested (AFPI)
charge for additional water inprovenents and
for additional |lines associated with

wast ewat er extension into George Mayo

subdi vision in Marion County, by Tradew nds
Uilities, Inc. Ce e e e

DOCKET NO. 991693-WJ - Petition for approval
of all owance-for-funds-used-during-
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29
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construction (AFUDC) rate in Marion County by
Sunshine Uilities of Central Florida, |nc.

DOCKET NO. 991902-SU - Investigation into the
wast ewater rates of Commercial Utilities,

Di vision of Grace & Conpany, Inc., in Duval
County. . . . . . . . . . Lo

DOCKET NO. 990037-El - Petition of Tanpa

El ectric Conpany to close Rate Schedules |S-3
and | ST-3, and approve new Rate Schedul es
GSLM 2 and GSLM 3.

DOCKET NO. 980119-TP - Conplaint of Supra

Tel ecomruni cati ons and I nformati on Systens,

I nc. agai nst Bell South Tel ecomruni cati ons,
Inc. for violation of the Tel econmuni cati ons
Act of 1996; petition for resolution of

di sputes as to inplenentation and
interpretation of interconnection, resale and
col l ocation agreenents; and petition for
energency relief. )

DOCKET NO. 981781-SU - Application for
amendnent of Certificate No. 247-S to extend
service area by the transfer of Buccaneer
Estates in Lee County to North Fort Myers
Uility, Inc. C e e e e e

DOCKET NO. 990975-SU - Application for
transfer of Certificate No. 281-S in Lee
County from Bonita Country Club Utilities,
Inc. to Real Nor Hal |l andal e, | nc. .
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