M NUTES OF

COWM SSI ON CONFERENCE,
COWENCED: 9:30 a.m
ADJOURNED: 12 noon

COMM SSI ONERS PRESENT:

Chai rman Garci a
Deason

Conmi ssi oner

Conmm ssi oner

TUESDAY, MARCH 28, 2000

C ark

Conmmi ssi oner Jacobs
Cormmi ssi oner Jaber

1 Appr oval

of M nutes
February 1, 2000 Comm ssi on Conference

DECI SI ON: The mi nutes were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Garcia, Deason,

2 Consent Agenda

Cl ark, Jacobs, Jaber

A) Applications for certificates to provi de pay tel ephone

servic

DOCKET
DOCKET
DOCKET
DOCKET

DOCKET
DOCKET

DOCKET
DOCKET
DOCKET
DOCKET

DOCKET
DOCKET

e.

66 666 & 86 55655

000181-TC
000224-TC
000225-TC
000226-TC

000240-TC
991882-TC

991883-TC
000255-TC
000265-TC
000281-TC

000283-TC
000297-TC

Paras Enterprises, Inc.
LoneStar Tel com I nc.

ZoTel, Inc.

Tyrone Joseph Clinton d/b/a
Cinton Enterprises

TranSt ar Comruni cati ons, Inc.
Pinellas County Call Center
Services, Inc.

Tel ephones Cal ling Services
Cor por ati on

M & B Tel com Inc.

Napl es Di al Tone & Tel ephone Inc.
Vanetta Thonas and David Wlls
d/b/a 1 Accord Investnents

Lei sure Lake Co-Op, Inc.

Jack F. Scharf

B) Applications for certificates to provide alternative
exchange tel ecomruni cati ons service.

| ocal

DOCKET NO. 992034-TX
DOCKET NO. 991439-TX
DOCKET NO. 000077-TX
DOCKET NO. 000182-TX

Cor eComm Fl ori da, Inc.

Sout hern ReConnect, | nc.

MY- TEL | NC.

Lindsey L. Harris d/b/la H& L
Taxhaus Conmmuni cati ons


Item 

Item 
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(Continued from previ ous page)

DOCKET NO. 000212-TX - Allied Riser of Florida, Inc.
DOCKET NO. 000158-TX Fl ori da Consol i dated Multi-Medi a
Services, |Inc.

Genesi s Conmmuni cati ons

I nternational, Inc.

Claricom Networks, Inc. d/b/a

St apl es Comruni cat i ons- Net wor ks
Tel Net.com | nc.

DOCKET NO. 000058- TX

DOCKET NO. 991661- TX

DOCKET NO. 000162- TX

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

DOCKET NO. 000025-TlI - Total Axcess.com | nc.
DOCKET NO. 000132-TlI - Tel eManagenent Systens, |nc.
DOCKET NO. 000057-Tl - Genesis Conmuni cations
I nternational, I|Inc.
DOCKET NO. 991646-Tl - Tel emanagenent Services, Inc.
DOCKET NO. 991904-Tl - Paranpunt | nternational
Tel ecommuni cations, Inc. d/b/a R
Net wor k
DOCKET NO. 000049-TlI - ACN Conmuni cation Services, |Inc.
DOCKET NO. 000071-TlI - Total Call International, Inc.
DOCKET NO. 000196-TlI - USA Digital, Inc.
DOCKET NO. 991543-TlI - United Technol ogi cal Systens, Inc.

D) Requests for cancellation of pay tel ephone certificates.

DOCKET NO. 000193-TC - Darryl Harris

DOCKET NO. 000122-TC - Frank M MHugh

DOCKET NO. 000123-TC - Coi nTel Comruni cations, Inc.
DOCKET NO. 000124-TC - Dintel Conmunications, |nc.

DOCKET NO. 000192-TC - Dandy Enterprises

DOCKET NO. 000207-TC - ol d Coast Phones, |Inc.

DOCKET NO. 000244-TC - Coin Star Comuni cations, Inc.
DOCKET NO. 000274-TC - MIton Fried

DOCKET NO. 000296-TC - Jeff W WI helmd/b/a Gecko Public

Pay Phone
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(Continued from previ ous page)

E)

F)

©)

J)

DOCKET NO. 000187-TX - Request for cancell ation of

Al ternative Local Exchange Tel econmuni cations Certificate
No. 7061 by The John Galt Tel ephone Conpany, effective
February 9, 2000.

Requests for cancellation of interexchange
t el ecommuni cati ons certificates.

DOCKET NO. 000243-TI
DOCKET NO. 000186- Tl
DOCKET NO. 000260- TI

Cendant Com I nc.
LECNet, Inc.
KCl Long Di stance, Inc.

DOCKET NO. 000138-TP - Request by Bell South
Tel econmuni cations, Inc. for approval of collocation
agreenent wi th Avana Conmuni cati ons Corporation d/b/a
AvanaCom

(Critical Date: 5/3/00)

Requests for approval of interconnection agreenents

DOCKET NO. 000059-TP - Bel |l South Tel econmuni cations, Inc.
wi th Al rpagi ng Conmuni cati ons,
I nc.
(Critical Date: 4/19/00)

DOCKET NO. 000093-TP - GIE Florida Incorporated with JATO
Qperating Two Cor p.
(Critical Date: 4/25/00)

DOCKET NO. 000107-TP - Petition by Sprint-Florida,

| ncorporated for approval of anmendnent to interconnection

agreenent with MClnmetro Access Transmi ssion Services LLC.
(Critical Date: 4/27/00)

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

DOCKET NO. 000040-TP - GTE Florida Incorporated with
Prism Florida Operations, LLC
(Critical Date: 4/11/00)
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(Continued from previ ous page)

DOCKET NO 000139-TP - Bel |l South Tel ecommuni cati ons, |nc.

w th Avana Cmuni cati ons
Cor poration d/b/a AvanaCom
(Critical Date: 5/3/00)

K) Requests for approval of renegotiated resal e agreenents.

DOCKET NO. 000097-TP - Bell Sout h Tel ecommuni cati ons, |nc.

wi t h APPLI ANCE & TV RENTALS, | NC.
d/ b/ a Fones-4-U.
(Critical Date: 4/25/00)

DOCKET NO. 000100-TP - Bell Sout h Tel ecommuni cati ons, |nc.

with GQulf Coast Conmuni cati ons,
I nc.
(Critical Date: 4/25/00)

L) DOCKET NO. 000056- TP - Request by Bel | South

Tel econmuni cations, Inc. for approval of interconnection,

unbundl i ng, resale, and collocation agreenment with
Bl ueSt ar Networ ks, 1Inc.
(Critical Date: 4/18/00)

M Requests for approval of anmendnents to interconnection,
unbundl i ng, resale, and collocation agreenents.

DOCKET NO. 000095-TP - Bell Sout h Tel ecommuni cati ons, |nc.

with IntraLEC, Inc.
(Critical Date: 4/25/00)

DOCKET NO 000137-TP - Bel |l South Tel ecommuni cati ons, |nc.

with Metronedi a Fi ber Network
Servi ces, Inc.
(Critical Date: 5/3/00)

DOCKET NO 000144-TP - Bel |l Sout h Tel ecommuni cati ons, |nc.

wi th New Edge Network, Inc. d/b/a
New Edge Networ ks
(Critical Date: 5/4/00)

N) Requests for approval of resale agreenents.

DOCKET NO. 000048-TP - Universal Telecom Inc. and ALLTEL

Florida, Inc.

- 4 -
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0

P)

(Critical Date: 4/17/00)

Sprint-Florida, Incorporated with

Frontier Tel emanagenent, Inc.

(Critical Date: 4/24/00)

DOCKET NO. 000087-TP - Sprint-Florida, Incorporated with
Nexst ar Communi cations, Inc.
(Critical Date: 4/24/00)

DOCKET NO. 000088-TP - Sprint-Florida, Incorporated with
Source One Communi cations, Inc.
(Critical Date: 4/24/00)

DOCKET NO. 000098-TP - Bel |l South Tel econmuni cations, Inc.
with Pre-Cell Solutions/Famly
Phone Service, Inc.
(Critical Date: 4/25/00)

DOCKET NO. 000134-TP - Sprint-Florida, Incorporated with
One Lone Star Conmuni cations, Inc.
(Critical Date: 5/3/00)

DOCKET NO. 000086- TP

Requests for approval of anmendnents to resal e agreenents.

DOCKET NO. 000038-TP - GIE Florida Incorporated with U S
Tel co, Inc.
(Critical Date: 4/11/00)

DOCKET NO. 000039-TP - GIE Florida Incorporated with 1-
800- RECONEX, I nc.
(Critical Date: 4/11/00)

DOCKET NO. 000135-TP - Bel |l Sout h Tel ecomuni cati ons, | nc.
w th Universal Telecom Inc.
(Critical Date: 5/3/00)

DOCKET NO. 000136-TP - Bel |l Sout h Tel ecomuni cati ons, | nc.
wi t h Comm Sout h Conpani es, |nc.
(Critical Date: 5/3/00)

DOCKET NO. 000146-TP - Bel |l Sout h Tel ecomuni cati ons, | nc.
with OmiCall, Inc.
(Critical Date: 5/4/00)

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

DOCKET NO. 000096-TP - Bell Sout h Tel ecommuni cati ons, |nc.
wi th DSLnet Conmmuni cations, LLC
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R)

S)

L)

(Critical Date: 4/25/00)

Bel | Sout h Tel econmuni cati ons, | nc.
wi t h OnePoi nt Conmuni cati ons-
Ceorgia, LLC d/b/a OnePoi nt
Comruni cati ons

(Critical Date: 4/25/00)

Bel | Sout h Tel econmuni cati ons, | nc.
wi th Rhyt hnms Links, Inc.

(Critical Date: 5/4/00)

Bel | Sout h Tel econmuni cati ons, | nc.
wi t h Adel phi a Busi ness Sol uti ons
of Florida, LLC

(Critical Date: 5/4/00)

Bel | Sout h Tel econmuni cati ons, | nc.
with CCCFL, Inc. d/b/a Connect!
(Critical Date: 5/4/00)

DOCKET NO. 000101-TP

DOCKET NO. 000143-TP

DOCKET NO. 000145-TP

DOCKET NO. 000147-TP

DOCKET NO. 000285-TP - Petition of NEXTLINK Florida, Inc.
(hol der of I XC Certificate No. 3505 and ALEC Certificate
No. 5648) for approval of pro forma transfer of control
of NEXTLINK Florida, Inc. from NEXTLI NK Communi cati ons,
Inc. to NM Acqui sition Corp.

DOCKET NO. 000180-TX - Request for approval of asset

pur chase agreenent whereby NOW Communi cations, Inc.

(hol der of ALEC Certificate No. 5652) will purchase, and
Tel -Link, L.L.C. (holder of ALEC Certificate No. 4849)
will sell, all assets of Tel-Link.

DOCKET NO. 000133-TP - Request for approval of nerger of
US WATS, Inc. d/b/a US WATS Enterprises, Inc. (holder of
| XC Certificate No. 2993) into Capsul e Conmuni cati ons,
Inc., and for change in nane on Certificate No. 2993 to
Capsul e Conmuni cations, Inc.

DOCKET NO. 000204- TP - Request for approval of nerger of
Anerica Online, Inc. (AOL) with Tine Warner Inc. (TW)
(hol der of approximately 48% of the outstandi ng stock of
Time Warner Telecom Inc., full owner of AAV/ ALEC
Certificate No. 3167 and I XC Certificate No. 5327 in the
nane Time Warner Tel ecomof Florida, L.P.), whereby ACL

-6 -
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V)

and TW will becone wholly owned subsidiaries of AOL Tine
Warner Inc., a newy fornmed hol di ng conpany.

DOCKET NO. 000185-TlI - Request by PF.Net, LLC (hol der of
| XC Certificate No. 7232) for approval of change in form
of organization fromDelaware limted liability conpany
to Del aware C Corporation, and for change in nane on
certificate to PF. Net Network Services Corp.

DOCKET NO. 000273-TlI - Application for approval of
transfer of control of The Furst Goup, Inc. (holder of
| XC Certificate No. 3171) to Furst Hol ding, Inc.

Recommendat i on: The Conm ssion shoul d approve the action

requested in the dockets referenced above and cl ose these
docket s.

DECI SI ON: The reconmendati on was approved with a nodification that
Docket No. 000138-TP was deferred.

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

DOCKET NO. 960598- TP - Request for subm ssion of proposal
for provision of relay service, beginning in June 1997, for
t he hearing and speech inpaired, and other inplenentation
matters in conpliance with the Florida Tel econmuni cati ons
Access System Act of 1991.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMJ.  King, MDonald, Mses, Tudor
APP:  Brown

| ssue 1: Should the Conm ssion collect |iquidated danmages
fromMI in the anpbunt of $770,000 for failure to nmeet the
answer tinme requirenents of its contract, and $225, 000 for
failure to neet the bl ockage requirenents, from June 1,
1998, through Decenber 31, 19997

. ¥es— The Conm ssion should require MC to
pay |iqui dated damages for answer tine failures by crediting
the Florida Tel ecommuni cations Relay Inc. (FTRI) account
$770,000 for failure to neet the answer tinme requirenents of
the contract, ; i
standard,—for—atotal—of—$995:0606. Liqui dated dammges
should not be collected relating to bl ockage. The |i qui dated
damages shoul d be credited to relay bills beginning with the
FTRI bill for March, 2000.
| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

: No.

The reconmendati ons were approved with a nodification to
1 that the period for |iquidated danages for failure to neet

answer time requirenents will begin with the initiation date of
contract - June 1, 1997; with danmages in the anount of $1,285,000 to
be col | ect ed.

Comm ssioners participating: Garcia, Deason, O ark, Jacobs, Jaber
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DOCKET NO. 981104-EU - Proposed anendnent of Rule 25-6.049,
F.A C., Measuring Custoner Service. (Deferred fromthe
2/ 15/ 00 Comm ssi on Conference.)
Critical Date(s): None
Rul e Status: Adoption
Hearing Date(s): 3/15/99, Talla., Rule Hrg., Staff
5/5/99, Talla., Rule Hrg., Staff
12/2/99, Talla., Rule Hrg., Staff

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

Staff: APP: Hel t on

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion adopt the proposed

anendnents to clarify Rule 25-6.049, Florida Adm nistrative
Code, Measuring Custoner Service?

Yes. The Conmi ssion shoul d adopt the
proposed anmendnents with an additional clarifying change.

| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes. The rule as approved by the
Comm ssion should be filed for adoption with the Secretary
of State and the docket cl osed.

The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Garcia, Deason, Cark, Jacobs, Jaber
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DEC S| ON:

CASE

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: Should the Comm ssion approve the settl enent
agreenent between Ms. Regi na Wal sh and Fl ori da Power
Cor por ati on?

Yes. The Conm ssion shoul d approve the
settl ement agreenent between Ms. Regi na Wal sh and Fl ori da
Power Cor porati on.
| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes. This docket should be closed because
no further action by the Comm ssion is required.

The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Garcia, Deason, O ark, Jacobs, Jaber
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DEC S| ON:

CASE

DOCKET NO. 991789-EG - Approval of denmand-si de nmanagenent
pl an of Fl orida Power Corporation.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: EAG Haff, Gng
LEG Crossnan

I|ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion approve Florida Power
Cor poration's Denmand- Si de Managenent Pl an, including
approval for cost recovery?

Yes. FPC s DSM Pl an shoul d be approved.
| ssue 2: Should Florida Power Corporation be required to
submit detailed program participation standards?

:  Yes. FPC should file program participation
standards within 30 days of the issuance of the order in
this docket. Staff should be allowed to adm nistratively
approve the program participation standards if they conform
to the description of the prograns contained in FPC s DSM
Pl an.
| ssue 3: 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
proposed agency action in Issue 1 files a protest within 21
days of the issuance of the order.

The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Garcia, Deason, O ark, Jacobs, Jaber
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DOCKET NO. 991791-EG - Approval of denmand-si de nmanagenent
pl an of Tanpa El ectric Conpany.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: EAG Colson, G ng
LEG Crossnan

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion approve Tanpa El ectric
Conmpany’ s Demand- Si de Managenent Pl an, including approval
for cost recovery?

Yes. The Conmi ssion shoul d approve TECO s
Demand- Si de Managenent Pl an incl uding cost recovery.
| ssue 2: Should Tanpa El ectric Conpany be required to
submt detailed program participation standards?

: Yes. TECO should file program
participation standards within 30 days of the issuance of
the order in this docket. Staff should be allowed to
adm ni stratively approve the program participation standards
if they conformto the description of the progranms contained
in TECO s DSM pl an
| ssue 3: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes. This docket should be cl osed upon
i ssuance of a Consummating Order unless a person whose
substantial interests are affected by the Conm ssion's
proposed agency action in Issue 1 files a protest within 21
days of the issuance of the order.

The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Garcia, Deason, O ark, Jacobs, Jaber
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DEC S| ON:

CASE

DOCKET NO. 991790-EG - Approval of denmand-si de nmanagenent
pl an of @Gulf Power Conpany.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: EAG (Goad
LEG Crossnan

| ssue 1: Should the Conm ssion approve Gul f Power Conpany’s

(@l f) proposed Denand- Si de Managenent Pl an for 2000-2009,
i ncl udi ng approval for cost recovery?

: Yes. @l f’s proposed prograns are cost-
effective and as projected will allow Gulf to neet its
required conservation goals for 2000-2009.

| ssue 2: Should Gulf Power Conpany be required to submt

detail ed program participation standards?

: Yes. @l f should file program
participation standards within 30 days of the issuance of
the order in this docket. Staff should be allowed to
adm ni stratively approve the program partici pation standards
if they conformto the description of the prograns contained
in Gulf’s DSM Pl an.
| ssue 3: 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
proposed agency action in Issue 1 files a protest within 21
days of the issuance of the order.

The reconmendati ons were approved.

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

DOCKET NO. 000206-El - Request to nodify definition of
residential rate schedule by @Qulf Power Conpany.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: EAG G ng
LEG |saac

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion approve Gulf Power Conpany’s

(GPC) petition to nodify the definition of residential
service?

Yes. The Conm ssion shoul d approve GPC s
petition to nodify the definition of residential service.

| ssue 2: Wiat is the appropriate effective date of the

proposed tariff change?
. The effective date of the tariff should be
May 1, 2000, as requested by the Conpany.

| ssue 3: Should this docket be cl osed?

 Yes, if no protest is filed within 21 days
of the issuance of the order.

The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Garcia, Deason, Cark, Jacobs, Jaber


Item 


M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

March 28, 2000
| TEM NO.

10

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000074-TX - Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs
agai nst First Touch, Inc. for apparent violation of Rule 25-
24.835, F.A. C., Records & Reports; Rules Incorporated, and
Section 364.183(1), F.S., Access to Conpany Records.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: LEG d enons
CMU: M Watts

| ssue 1: Should the Conm ssion order First Touch, Inc. to
show cause why it should not be fined $10,000 or have
certificate nunber 5621 canceled for failure to provide the
Comm ssion access to information in accordance with Section
364.183(1), Florida Statutes, Access to Conpany Records?

Yes. The Conmi ssion should order First
Touch, Inc. to show cause in witing within 21 days of the
i ssuance of the Conmission’s Order why it should not be
fined $10,000 or have certificate nunber 5621 cancel ed for
failure to provide the Comm ssion access to information in
accordance with Section 364.183(1), Florida Statutes, Access
to Conmpany Records. The conpany’s response should contain
specific allegations of fact and law. |If First Touch, Inc.
fails to respond to the show cause order or request a
hearing pursuant to Section 120.57, Florida Statutes within
the 21-day response period and the fine is not paid within
ten busi ness days after the 21-day response period, the
facts should be deened admtted, the right to a hearing
shoul d be deened wai ved and certificate nunber 5621 shoul d
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, Florida Statutes.
| ssue 2: Should the Conm ssion order First Touch, Inc. to
show cause in witing why it should not be fined $500 for
apparent violation of Rule 25-24.835, Florida Adm nistrative
Code, Rul es Incorporated?

Yes. The Conm ssion shoul d order First
Touch, Inc. to show cause in witing within 21 days of the
i ssuance of the Commission’s Order why it should not be
fined $500 for apparent violation of Rule 25-24.835, Florida
Adm ni strative Code, Rules Incorporated. The conpany’s
response should contain specific allegations of fact and

- 15 -
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DOCKET NO. 000074-TX - Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs
agai nst First Touch, Inc. for apparent violation of Rule 25-
24.835, F.A C., Records & Reports; Rules Incorporated, and
Section 364.183(1), F.S., Access to Conpany Records.

(Conti nued from previ ous page)

law. If First Touch, Inc. fails to respond to the show
cause order or request a hearing pursuant to Section 120.57,
Florida Statutes, the facts should be deened admtted, the
right to a hearing should be deened wai ved and the fine
shoul d be deened assessed. |If the fine is not paid within
ten busi ness days after the order becomes final, it should
be forwarded to the Ofice of the Conptroller for
collection. If the fineis paid, it will be remtted by the
Comm ssion to the State of Florida General Revenue Fund
pursuant to Section 364.285, Florida Statutes.

| ssue 3: Should this docket be cl osed?

No. If staff’s reconmendations in |Issues 1
and 2 are approved, this docket will remain open pending the
out cone of the show cause proceedings. |If First Touch, Inc.
tinmely responds to the show cause order, this docket should
remai n open pending resolution of the show cause
pr oceedi ngs.

Staff recommends that if First Touch, Inc. fails to
respond to the Order to Show Cause for Issue 1 within the
21-day show cause response period and the fine is not
received within ten business days after the expiration of
t he show cause response period, certificate nunber 5621
shoul d be cancel ed and this docket may be cl osed

adm nistratively if all other issues are closed. |If First
Touch, Inc. fails to respond to the Order to Show Cause for
| ssue 2, the fine will be deened assessed. |If the fine is

not received within ten business days after the expiration
of the show cause response period, it should be forwarded to
the O fice of the Conptroller for collection and this docket
may be closed adm nistratively if all other issues are
closed. If First Touch, Inc. pays the fines recommended in
| ssues 1 and 2, this docket should be closed.

The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Garcia, Deason, Cark, Jacobs, Jaber
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Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs for apparent violation
of Section 364.183(1), F.S., Access to Conpany Records.

DOCKET NO. 000222-TX - Mnentum Tel ecom | nc.

DOCKET NO. 000223-TX - Mat-Tell Comrunications, |nc.

DOCKET NO. 000227-TX - InternetU, Inc.

DOCKET NO. 000228-TX - Inter-Tel NetSolutions, Inc.

DOCKET NO. 000229-TX - Burno Inc. d/b/a Integra Paging
DOCKET NO. 000230-TX - Onyx Distributing Conmpany, Inc. d/bla

Fl ori da Comm Sout h
DOCKET NO 000231-TX - Ernest Conmuni cations, Inc.
DOCKET NO. 000232-TX - Datacomm I nternati onal Conpany, Ltd.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: LEG Vaccaro, C enpns, Stern, Cal dwell
CMU: M Watts

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion order each of the conpanies
|isted on page 7 of staff’s March 16, 2000 nenorandumto
show cause why it should not be fined $10,000 or its
respective certificate, as listed on page 7, should not be
canceled for failure to provide the Comm ssion access to
information in accordance with Section 364.183(1), Florida
Statutes, Access to Conpany Records?

Yes. The Conmi ssion should order each of
the conpanies |isted on page 7 to show cause in witing
wi thin 21 days of issuance of the Commission’s Order why it
shoul d not be fined $10,000 or have its respective
certificate, as listed on page 7, canceled for failure to
provi de the Comm ssion access to information in accordance
with Section 364.183(1), Florida Statutes, Access to Conpany
Records. Each conpany’s response should contain specific
all egations of fact and law. [If any of the conpanies |isted
on page 7 fails to respond to the show cause order or
request a hearing pursuant to Section 120.57, Florida
Statutes, within the 21-day response period and the fine is
not paid within ten business days after the 21-day response
period, the facts should be deened admtted and the right to
a hearing should be deened wai ved and the conpany’s
respective certificate, as listed on page 7, should be
canceled. If the fine is paid, it should be remtted by the

- 17 -


Item 


M nut es of

Cormmi ssi on Conf er ence

March 28, 2000
| TEM NO.

11

DECI SI ON:

CASE

Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs for apparent violation
of Section 364.183(1), F.S., Access to Conpany Records.

(Conti nued from previ ous page)
Commi ssion to the State of Florida General Revenue Fund

pursuant to Section 364.285, Florida Statutes.
| ssue 2: Shoul d these dockets be cl osed?

: No. |If staff’s recomendation in Issue 1 is
approved, they will renmain open pending the outcone of the
show cause proceedings. |If each of the conmpanies listed on

page 7 tinmely responds to its respective show cause order,
its respective docket should remain open pending resolution
of the show cause proceedi ngs.

Staff recomends that if any of the conpanies listed on
page 7 fails to respond to the Order to Show Cause wi thin
the 21-day show cause response period and the respective
fine is not received within ten busi ness days after the
expiration of the show cause response period, the conpany’s
respective certificate, as listed on page 7, should be
canceled and its respective docket may be cl osed
admnistratively. |If each of the conpanies |isted on page 7
pays the fine reconmended in Issue 1, the conpany’s
respecti ve docket should be closed. A protest in one docket
shoul d not prevent the action in a separate docket from
becom ng fi nal

The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Garcia, Deason, Cark, Jacobs, Jaber



M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

March 28, 2000
| TEM NO.

12

CASE

Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs for apparent violation
of Section 364.183(1), F.S., Access to Conpany Records.

DOCKET NO. 000214-TX
I nc.

DOCKET NO. 000215-TX
DOCKET NO. 000216-TX - Ayesha Roberson d/b/a Tal k Anerica
DOCKET NO. 000217-TX ATl Tel ecom |Inc.

DOCKET NO. 000218-TX - Alternative Tel econmuni cation
Services, Inc. d/b/a Second Chance Phone

DOCKET NO. 000219-TX - Worldlink Long Di stance Corp.

DOCKET NO. 000220-TX - Rehookl, Inc.

DOCKET NO. 000221-TX - Olando Digital Tel ephone Corporation

Di anond Communi cati ons | nternational,

Smart City Networks

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: LEG Caldwell, Vaccaro, C enons, B. Keating,
For dham
CMJ:. M Watts

| ssue 1: Should the Conmm ssion order each of the conpanies
|isted on page 7 of staff’s March 16, 2000 nenorandumto
show cause why it should not be fined $10,000 or its
respective certificate, as listed on page 7, should not be
canceled for failure to provide the Comm ssion access to
information in accordance with Section 364.183(1), Florida
Statutes, Access to Conpany Records?

Yes. The Conmi ssion should order each of
the conpanies |isted on page 7 to show cause in witing
wi thin 21 days of issuance of the Commission’s Order why it
shoul d not be fined $10,000 or have its respective
certificate, as listed on page 7, canceled for failure to
provi de the Comm ssion access to information in accordance
with Section 364.183(1), Florida Statutes, Access to Conpany
Records. Each conpany’s response should contain specific
al l egations of fact and law. [If any of the conpanies |isted
on page 7 fails to respond to the show cause order or
request a hearing pursuant to Section 120.57, Florida
Statutes, within the 21-day response period and the fine is
not paid within ten business days after the 21-day response
period, the facts should be deened admtted and the right to
a hearing should be deened wai ved and the conpany’s
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Item 


M nut es of

Cormmi ssi on Conf er ence

March 28, 2000
| TEM NO.

12

DECI SI ON:

CASE

Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs for apparent violation
of Section 364.183(1), F.S., Access to Conpany Records.

(Conti nued from previ ous page)

respective certificate, as listed on page 7, 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, Florida Statutes.

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

No. |If staff’s recomendation in Issue 1 is
approved, they will renmain open pending the outcone of the
show cause proceedings. |If each of the conmpanies listed on

page 7 tinmely responds to its respective show cause order,
its respective docket should remain open pending resolution
of the show cause proceedi ngs.

Staff recomends that if any of the conpanies listed on
page 7 fails to respond to the Order to Show Cause w thin
the 21-day show cause response period and the respective
fine is not received within ten busi ness days after the
expiration of the show cause response period, the conpany’s
respective certificate, as listed on page 7, should be
canceled and its respective docket may be cl osed
admnistratively. |If each of the conpanies |isted on page 7
pays the fine reconmended in Issue 1, the conpany’s
respecti ve docket should be closed. A protest in one docket
shoul d not prevent the action in a separate docket from
becom ng fi nal

The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Garcia, Deason, Cark, Jacobs, Jaber



M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

March 28, 2000
| TEM NO.

13

CASE

Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs for apparent violation
of Section 364.183(1), F.S., Access to Conpany Records.

DOCKET NO. 000233-TX - Metro Connection, Inc. d/b/a
TransAneri can Tel ephone

DOCKET NO. 000234-TX - USA Tel e Corp.

DOCKET NO. 000235-TX - Total Tel USA Comruni cations, Inc.
DOCKET NO. 000236- TX - Pushbutton Pagi ng & Comruni cati on,
I nc.

DOCKET NO. 000237-TX - Philacom I nc.

DOCKET NO. 000238-TX - Dial - Tone Conmuni cati ons G oup Inc.
DOCKET NO. 000239-TX - Atlantic.Net Broadband, Inc.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: LEG B. Keating
CMJ:. M Watts

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion order each of the conpanies
|isted on page 7 of staff’s March 16, 2000 nenorandumto
show cause why it should not be fined $10,000 or its
respective certificate, as listed on page 7, should not be
canceled for failure to provide the Comm ssion access to
information in accordance with Section 364.183(1), Florida
Statutes, Access to Conpany Records?

Yes. The Conmi ssion should order each of
the conpanies |isted on page 7 to show cause in witing
wi thin 21 days of issuance of the Commission’s Order why it
shoul d not be fined $10,000 or have its respective
certificate, as listed on page 7, canceled for failure to
provi de the Comm ssion access to information in accordance
with Section 364.183(1), Florida Statutes, Access to Conpany
Records. Each conpany’s response should contain specific
all egations of fact and law. [If any of the conpanies |isted
on page 7 fails to respond to the show cause order or
request a hearing pursuant to Section 120.57, Florida
Statutes, within the 21-day response period and the fine is
not paid within ten business days after the 21-day response
period, the facts should be deened admtted and the right to
a hearing should be deened wai ved and the conpany’s
respective certificate, as listed on page 7, should be
canceled. If the fine is paid, it should be remtted by the
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Item 


M nut es of

Cormmi ssi on Conf er ence

March 28, 2000

| TEM NO.

13
DECI SI ON:
Docket No.

CASE

Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs for apparent violation
of Section 364.183(1), F.S., Access to Conpany Records.

(Conti nued from previ ous page)
Commi ssion to the State of Florida General Revenue Fund

pursuant to Section 364.285, Florida Statutes.
| ssue 2: Shoul d these dockets be cl osed?

: No. |If staff’s recomendation in Issue 1 is
approved, they will renmain open pending the outcone of the
show cause proceedings. |If each of the conmpanies listed on

page 7 tinmely responds to its respective show cause order,
its respective docket should remain open pending resolution
of the show cause proceedi ngs.

Staff recomends that if any of the conpanies listed on
page 7 fails to respond to the Order to Show Cause wi thin
the 21-day show cause response period and the respective
fine is not received within ten busi ness days after the
expiration of the show cause response period, the conpany’s
respective certificate, as listed on page 7, should be
canceled and its respective docket may be cl osed
admnistratively. |If each of the conpanies |isted on page 7
pays the fine reconmended in Issue 1, the conpany’s
respecti ve docket should be closed. A protest in one docket
shoul d not prevent the action in a separate docket from
becom ng fi nal

The reconmmendati ons were approved with the nodification that
000235- TX was deferred.

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



M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

March 28, 2000
| TEM NO.

14

DEC S| ON:

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000209-TX - Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs
agai nst TechTel Communi cations, Inc. for apparent violation
of Rule 25-24.835, F.A C., Rules Incorporated.

Critical Date(s): None

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

St af f: LEG For dham
CMU: M Watts

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion order TechTel Communicati ons,
Inc. to show cause in witing why certificate nunber 5259
shoul d not be canceled or a fine of $500 should not be

i nposed for apparent violation of Rule 25-24.835, Florida
Adm ni strative Code, Rules Incorporated?

Yes. The Conm ssion should order TechTel to
show cause in witing within 21 days of the issuance of the
Comm ssion’s Order why it should not have certificate nunber
5259 cancel ed or be fined $500 for apparent violation of
Rul e 25-24.835, Florida Adm nistrative Code, Rules
I ncorporated. The conpany’s response should contain
specific allegations of fact and law. |If TechTel fails to
respond to the Order to Show Cause, and the fine is not paid
within ten business days after the 21-day show cause peri od,
certificate nunber 5259 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 this docket be cl osed?

No. |If staff’s recommendation in Issue 1 is
approved, TechTel will have 21 days fromthe issuance of the
Comm ssion’s show cause order to respond in witing why it
shoul d not be fined in the anmount proposed or have

certificate nunber 5259 canceled. |If TechTel tinely
responds to the show cause order, this docket should renain
open pending resolution of the show cause proceeding. |If

TechTel fails to respond to the show cause order
certificate nunmber 5259 should be cancel ed and this docket
shoul d be closed at that tine.

The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Garcia, Deason, Cark, Jacobs, Jaber


Item 


M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

March 28, 2000
| TEM NO.

15

DEC S| ON:

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000191-TI - Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs
agai nst TechTel Communications, Inc. for violation of Rule
25-24.480, F.A C., Records & Reports; Rules Incorporated.

Critical Date(s): None

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

St af f: LEG Vaccaro
CMU: M Watts

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion order TechTel Communicati ons,
Inc. to show cause in witing why certificate nunber 5657
shoul d not be canceled or a fine of $500 should not be

i nposed for apparent violation of Rule 25-24.480, Florida
Adm ni strative Code, Records & Reports; Rules Incorporated?

Yes. The Conm ssion should order TechTel to
show cause in witing within 21 days of the issuance of the
Comm ssion’s Order why it should not have certificate nunber
5657 cancel ed or be fined $500 for apparent violation of
Rul e 25-24.480, Florida Adm nistrative Code, Records &
Reports; Rules Incorporated. The conpany’s response shoul d
contain specific allegations of fact and law. |f TechTel
fails to respond to the Order to Show Cause, and the fine is
not paid within ten business days after the 21-day show
cause period, certificate nunber 5657 shoul d be cancel ed.

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, Florida Statutes.

| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

No. |If staff’s recommendation in Issue 1 is
approved, TechTel will have 21 days fromthe issuance of the
Comm ssion’s show cause order to respond in witing why it
shoul d not be fined in the anmount proposed or have

certificate nunber 5657 canceled. |If TechTel tinely
responds to the show cause order, this docket should renain
open pending resolution of the show cause proceeding. |If

TechTel fails to respond to the show cause order
certificate nunmber 5657 should be cancel ed and this docket
shoul d be closed at that tine.

The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Garcia, Deason, Cark, Jacobs, Jaber


Item 


M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

March 28, 2000
| TEM NO.

16

DECI SI ON:

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000080-TI - Petition for waiver of rules and
requirenents to allow deposit requirenent in |ong distance
tariff by I TC'Del taCom Conmuni cations, Inc. d/b/a

| TC"Del t aCom

Critical Date(s): 4/24/00 (Statutory Deadline)

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

Staff: CMJ: Pruitt
AFA: Lest er
LEG Fordham

| ssue 1: Should I TC'"Del taCom Comruni cations, Inc. d/b/a
| TC'Del taCom (1 TC) be granted a wai ver of Rule 25-24.490(2),
Fl ori da Adm nistrative Code?
. Yes.

| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes. This docket should be cl osed upon
i ssuance of a Consummating Order unless a person whose
substantial interests are affected by the Conm ssion's
decision files a protest within 21 days of issuance of the
proposed agency action order.

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


Item 


M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

March 28, 2000
| TEM NO.

17

DEC S| ON:

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000063-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 Payphone
Connection, Inc.

Critical Date(s): 4/20/00 (Statutory Deadline)

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

Staff: CMJ | sl er
LEG d enons

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion grant the provider |isted on
page 4 of staff’s nenorandum dated March 16, 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 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.

The reconmendati ons were approved.

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


Item 


M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

March 28, 2000
| TEM NO.

18

DEC S| ON:

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000065-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 ¢ Conmuni cati ons, Inc.

Critical Date(s): 4/20/00 (Statutory Deadline)

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

Staff: CMJ | sl er
LEG Vaccaro

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion grant the provider |isted on
page 4 of staff’s nenorandum dated March 16, 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 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.

The reconmendati ons were approved.

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


Item 


M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

March 28, 2000
| TEM NO.

19

DEC S| ON:

CASE

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. 000064-TC - Bell South Public Conmuni cations, |nc.
DOCKET NO. 000092-TC - Sprint Payphone Services, |Inc.

Critical Date(s): 4/20/00 and 5/1/00 (Statutory Deadli nes)

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

Staff: CMJ | sl er
LEG Stern

|ssue 1: Should the Conm ssion grant each of the providers

|isted on page 5 of staff’s menorandum dated March 16, 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 Conmmi ssion's
decision files a protest within 21 days of issuance of the
proposed agency action order. A protest in one docket
shoul d not prevent the action in a separate docket from
becom ng final

The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Garcia, Deason, Cark, Jacobs, Jaber


Item 


M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

March 28, 2000
| TEM NO.

20

CASE

Cancel l ation by Florida Public Service Comm ssion of
alternative | ocal exchange tel ecommunications certificates
for violation of Rule 25-4.0161, F.A. C., Regulatory
Assessnent Fees; Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es.

DOCKET NO. 991976-TX - Teltrust Communi cati ons Services,

I nc.

DOCKET NO. 991981-TX - Communi cati on Options Sout hern
Region, Inc. d/b/a CO-SR

DOCKET NO. 991988-TX - Tel ecard Communi cati ons

I nternational, Inc.

DOCKET NO. 991999-TX - EasyConm Cor por ati on

DOCKET NO. 992001-TX - The Mbobil e Phone Conpany, Inc.
DOCKET NO. 992005-TX - Dial - Tone Conmuni cati ons G oup Inc.

Critical Date(s): None

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

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

| ssue 1: Should the Conmm ssion inpose a $500 fine or cancel
the alternative | ocal exchange tel ecomrunications’
certificates issued to each conpany |isted on page 5 of
staff’s nmenorandum dated March 16, 2000, for apparent
violation of Rule 25-4.0161, Florida Adm nistrative Code,
Regul at ory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es?
Yes. The Conmi ssion should inpose a $500
fine or cancel each conpany’'s certificate as |isted on page
5if the fine and the regul atory assessnent fees, including
statutory penalty and interest charges, are not received by
the Comm ssion within five business days after issuance of
the Consumuating Order. The fine should be paid to the
Fl orida Public Service Comm ssion and forwarded to the
Ofice of the Conptroller for deposit in the State General
Revenue Fund pursuant to Section 364.285(1), Florida
Statutes. If the Conmission’s Order is not protested and
the fine and regul atory assessnent fees, including statutory
penalty and interest charges, are not received, the
alternative | ocal exchange tel ecommunications certificate
nunbers |listed on page 5 of staff’s nmenorandum dated March
16, 2000 shoul d be cancel ed adm ni stratively.

| ssue 2: Should these dockets be cl osed?

:  Yes. |If the Conm ssion approves or
nodi fies staff's recomendati on on |Issue 1, these dockets
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Item 


M nut es of
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
March 28, 2000

| TEM NO CASE

20 Cancel l ation by Florida Public Service Comm ssion of
alternative | ocal exchange tel ecommunications certificates
for violation of Rule 25-4.0161, F. A C., Regulatory
Assessnent Fees; Tel ecommuni cations Conpani es.

(Conti nued from previ ous page)

shoul d be cl osed upon receipt of the fine and fees or

cancel lation of the certificates, unless a person whose
substantial interests are affected by the Conm ssion's
decision files a protest within 21 days of issuance of the
proposed agency action order. If the Conm ssion denies
staff's reconmmendati on on |Issue 1, these dockets should be
cl osed adm nistratively. A protest in one docket should not
prevent the action in a separate docket from becom ng final.

DECI SI ON: The reconmendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

March 28, 2000
| TEM NO.

21

CASE

Cancel l ation by Florida Public Service Comm ssion of
alternative | ocal exchange tel ecommunications certificates
for violation of Rule 25-4.0161, F.A. C., Regulatory
Assessnent Fees; Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es.

DOCKET NO. 991963-TX
Cor por ati on

DOCKET NO. 991964- TX
| nc.

DOCKET NO. 991965- TX
DOCKET NO. 991969- TX
L.L.C

DOCKET NO. 991970-TX
Inc. d/b/a Tel Com Pl us

DOCKET NO. 991971-TX - New M || enni um Conmmuni cati ons
Cor poration

Eastl and of Ol ando Tel ephone

Worl d Tel ecomuni cati ons Servi ces,

Phi l acom I nc.
Tin Can Conmuni cati ons Conpany,

United States Tel ecommuni cati ons,

Critical Date(s): None

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

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

| ssue 1: Should the Conmm ssion inpose a $500 fine or cancel
the alternative | ocal exchange tel ecomrunications’
certificates issued to each conpany |isted on page 5 of
staff’s menorandum dated March 16, 2000, for apparent
violation of Rule 25-4.0161, Florida Adm nistrative Code,
Regul at ory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es?
Yes. The Conmi ssion should inpose a $500
fine or cancel each conpany’'s certificate as |listed on page
5if the fine and the regul atory assessnent fees, including
statutory penalty and interest charges, are not received by
the Comm ssion within five business days after issuance of
the Consumuating Order. The fine should be paid to the
Fl orida Public Service Comm ssion and forwarded to the
Ofice of the Conptroller for deposit in the State General
Revenue Fund pursuant to Section 364.285(1), Florida
Statutes. If the Conmission’s Order is not protested and
the fine and regul atory assessnent fees, including statutory
penalty and interest charges, are not received, the
alternative | ocal exchange tel ecommunications certificate
nunbers |listed on page 5 should be cancel ed
adm ni stratively.
| ssue 2: Should these dockets be cl osed?
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Item 


M nut es of
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
March 28, 2000

| TEM NO CASE

21 Cancel l ation by Florida Public Service Comm ssion of
alternative | ocal exchange tel ecommunications certificates
for violation of Rule 25-4.0161, F. A C., Regulatory
Assessnent Fees; Tel ecommuni cations Conpani es.

(Conti nued from previ ous page)

: Yes. |If the Conm ssion approves or
nodi fies staff's recommendati on on Issue 1, these dockets
shoul d be cl osed upon receipt of the fine and fees or
cancel lation of the certificates, unless a person whose
substantial interests are affected by the Conm ssion's
decision files a protest within 21 days of issuance of the
proposed agency action order. If the Conm ssion denies
staff's reconmmendati on on |Issue 1, these dockets should be
cl osed adm nistratively. A protest in one docket should not
prevent the action in a separate docket from becom ng final.

DECI SI ON: The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Garcia, Deason, Cark, Jacobs, Jaber



M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

March 28, 2000
| TEM NO.

22

CASE

Cancel l ation by Florida Public Service Comm ssion of
alternative | ocal exchange tel ecommunications certificates
for violation of Rule 25-4.0161, F.A. C., Regulatory
Assessnent Fees; Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es.

DOCKET NO. 991962-TX - OpTel (Florida) Telecom Inc. d/bl/a
QpTel

DOCKET NO. 991966-TX - Omicall, Inc.

DOCKET NO. 991967-TX - North American Tel econmuni cati ons
Cor poration d/b/a Southeast Tel ephone Conpany

DOCKET NO. 991979-TX - Pre-Cell Solutions/Fam |y Phone
Service, Inc.

DOCKET NO. 991991-TX
DOCKET NO. 992000- TX
I nc.

DOCKET NO. 992002- TX
DOCKET NO. 992003-TX
Al abama, Inc.

Sout hNet Tel ecomm Servi ces, |nc.
Pushbut t on Pagi ng & Comruni cati on,

NewSout h Conmruni cat i ons Cor p.
Dial Tone, Inc. d/b/a D al Tone of

Critical Date(s): None

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

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

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion accept the settlenment offer
proposed by each conpany |isted on page 4 of staff’s
menor andum dat ed March 16, 2000, to resol ve the apparent
violation of Rule 25-4.0161, Florida Adm nistrative Code,
Regul at ory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecomruni cati ons Conpani es?
Yes. The Conm ssion should accept the
conpani es’ settlenent proposals. Any contribution should be
recei ved by the Comm ssion within ten business days fromthe
date of the Conm ssion Order and should identify the docket
nunber and conpany nane. The Conmmi 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 any of the conpanies
listed on page 4 fails to pay in accordance with the terns
of the Comm ssion Order, that conpany’s certificate shoul d
be cancel ed adm ni stratively.


Item 


M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

March 28, 2000
| TEM NO.

22

DECI SI ON:

CASE

Cancel l ation by Florida Public Service Comm ssion of
alternative | ocal exchange tel ecommunications certificates
for violation of Rule 25-4.0161, F. A C., Regulatory
Assessnent Fees; Tel ecommuni cations Conpani es.

(Conti nued from previ ous page)

| ssue 2: Should these dockets be cl osed?

Yes. |If the Comm ssion approves staff’s
recommendation in Issue 1, the docket for each conpany
| i sted on page 4 should be cl osed upon recei pt of the $100
contribution or cancellation of the certificate.

The reconmendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

March 28, 2000
| TEM NO.

23

DEC S| ON:

CASE

Cancel l ation by Florida Public Service Comm ssion of

i nt erexchange tel econmuni cations certificates for violation
of Rule 25-4.0161, F.A C, Regul atory Assessnent Fees;

Tel econmuni cati ons Conpani es.

DOCKET NO. 991539-TlI - North Anerican Conmmuni cati ons
Control, Inc.

DOCKET NO. 991580-TlI - QCC, Inc.

DOCKET NO. 991827-TlI - NOW Conmuni cations, |nc.
DOCKET NO. 991847-TI - US P & C Corporation

DOCKET NO. 991848-Tl - Main Street Tel ephone Conpany

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 Comm ssion accept the settlenment offer
proposed by each conpany |isted on page 4 of staff’s March
16, 2000 to resolve the apparent violation of Rule 25-
4.0161, Florida Adm nistrative Code, Regul atory Assessnent
Fees; Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es?

Yes. The Comm ssion should accept the
conpani es’ settlenment proposals. 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 nane. The Comm ssion should forward the
contribution to the Ofice of the Conptroller for deposit in
the State CGeneral Revenue Fund pursuant to Section
364.285(1), Florida Statutes. |If any of the conpanies
|isted on page 4 fails to pay in accordance with the terns
of the Comm ssion Order, that conpany’ s certificate should
be cancel ed adm ni stratively.
| ssue 2: Should these dockets be cl osed?

Yes. |f the Conmm ssion approves staff’s
reconmendation in Issue 1, the docket for each conpany
| i sted on page 4 should be cl osed upon recei pt of the $100
contribution or cancellation of the certificate.

The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Garcia, Deason, Cark, Jacobs, Jaber


Item 


M nut es of
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
March 28, 2000

| TEM NO CASE

24 Cancel l ation by Florida Public Service Comm ssion of
i nt erexchange tel econmuni cations certificates for violation
of Rule 25-4.0161, F.A C, Regul atory Assessnent Fees;
Tel econmuni cati ons Conpani es.

DOCKET NO. 991453-TlI - TransAnerica Communi cati ons, |Inc.
DOCKET NO. 991532-TlI - Anerican Cyber Corporation d/b/a
Di scount Pl us

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 the conpanies |isted
on page 4 of staff’s March 16, 2000 nenorandum a vol untary
cancel l ation of their interexchange tel ecommunications
certificates?

Yes. The Comm ssion should grant each
conpany a voluntary cancellation of its interexchange
t el ecommuni cations certificate to be effective on the date
paynent was made and the request for cancellation was
recei ved.
| ssue 2: Should these dockets be cl osed?

Yes. |f the Conmm ssion approves staff’s
reconmendation in Issue 1, these dockets should be cl osed.

DECI SI ON: The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Garcia, Deason, Cark, Jacobs, Jaber


Item 


M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

March 28, 2000
| TEM NO.

25

DECI SI ON:

CASE

DOCKET NO. 992009-TC - Cancellation by Florida Public
Servi ce Conm ssion of Pay Tel ephone Service Certificate No.
1788 issued to Sunshine Shell for violation of Rule 25-
4.0161, F. A C., Regulatory Assessnent Fees;

Tel econmuni cat i 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
Sunshine Shell’s pay tel ephone certificate for apparent
violation of Rule 25-4.0161, F. A C., Regul atory Assessnent
Fees; Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es?

Yes. The Commi ssion should i npose a $500
fine or cancel the conpany’s certificate if the fine and the
regul atory assessnment fees, including statutory penalty and
i nterest charges, are not received by the Comm ssion within
five business days after the issuance of the Consunmati ng
Order. The fine should be paid to the Florida Public
Servi ce Comm ssion and forwarded to the Ofice of the
Comptroller for deposit in the State General Revenue Fund
pursuant to Section 364.285(1), Florida Statutes. |If the
Commi ssion’s Order is not protested and the fine and
regul atory assessnment fees, including statutory penalty and
i nterest charges, are not received, the conpany’ s Pay
Tel ephone Certificate No. 1788 shoul d be cancel ed
adm ni stratively.
| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

: Yes. |If the Conm ssion approves or
nodi fies staff’s recommendati on on Issue 1, this docket
shoul d be cl osed upon receipt of the fine and fees or
cancel lation of the certificate, unless a person whose
substantial interests are affected by the Conm ssion’s
decision files a protest within 21 days of issuance of the
proposed agency action order. If the Conm ssion denies
staff’s reconmendati on on Issue 1, this docket should be
cl osed adm ni stratively.

The reconmendati ons were approved.

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


M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

March 28, 2000
| TEM NO.

26

DEC S| ON:

CASE

Cancel l ation by Florida Public Service Comm ssion of pay
tel ephone certificates for violation of Rule 25-4.0161,
F. A C., Regulatory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecomruni cations
Conpani es.

DOCKET NO. 991211-TC
DOCKET NO. 991309-TC
DOCKET NO. 991312-TC
DOCKET NO. 991358-TC

Kent Enterprises, Inc.
GCB Communi cations, |Inc.
Tel e Com Cor p.

SM 106 Ltd.

Critical Date(s): None

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

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

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion accept the settlenment offer
proposed by each conpany |isted on page 4 of staff’s March
16, 2000 nenorandumto resol ve the apparent violation of
Rul e 25-4.0161, Florida Adm nistrative Code, Regul atory
Assessnent Fees; Tel econmuni cati ons Conpani es?

Yes. The Comm ssion should accept the
conpani es’ settlenment proposals. 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 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 any of the conpanies
|isted on page 4 fails to pay in accordance with the terns
of the Comm ssion Order, that conpany’ s certificate should
be cancel ed adm ni stratively.
| ssue 2: Should these dockets be cl osed?

Yes. |f the Conmm ssion approves staff’s
reconmendation in Issue 1, the docket for each conpany
| i sted on page 4 should be cl osed upon recei pt of the $100
contribution or cancellation of the certificate.

The reconmendati ons were approved.

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


Item 


M nut es of
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
March 28, 2000

| TEM NO CASE

27 Cancel l ation by Florida Public Service Comm ssion of pay
tel ephone certificates for violation of Rule 25-4.0161,
F. A C., Regulatory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecomruni cations
Conpani es.

DOCKET NO. 991253-TC - Waterline Yachts, Inc.

DOCKET NO. 991300-TC - Nellie Daniel/Valerie Ferris d/bla
Nat i onal Phone Net wor k

DOCKET NO. 991314-TC - K. L. Kinard

DOCKET NO. 991353-TC - Carl Wenger

Critical Date(s): None

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

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

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion grant the conpanies |isted
on page 5 of staff’s March 16, 2000 nenorandum a vol untary
cancel lation of their pay tel ephone certificates?

Yes. The Conmi ssion should grant each
conpany a voluntary cancellation of its pay tel ephone
certificate to be effective on the date paynent was nade and
the request for cancellation was received.
| ssue 2: Should these dockets be cl osed?

Yes. |f the Conmm ssion approves staff’s
reconmendation in Issue 1, these dockets should be cl osed.

DECI SI ON: The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Garcia, Deason, Cark, Jacobs, Jaber


Item 


M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

March 28, 2000
| TEM NO.

28

DECI SI ON:

CASE

DOCKET NO. 991604-Tl - Cancellation by Florida Public
Servi ce Comm ssion of Interexchange Tel econmuni cati ons
Certificate No. 5321 issued to IAS Fil m Corporation d/b/a
. A S. Intercommunication Anerican Systens for violation of
Rul e 25-4.0161, F.A C, Regul atory 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 | sl er
LEG Stern

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion accept the settlenent offer
proposed by I AS Film Corporation d/b/a |I.A S

| nt ercomuni cation Anerican Systens to resol ve the apparent
violation of Rule 25-4.0161, Florida Adm nistrative Code,
Regul at ory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecomruni cati ons Conpani es?

Yes. The Conm ssion should accept the
conpany’s settlenent proposal. Any contribution should be
recei ved by the Comm ssion within ten business days fromthe
date of the Conm ssion Order and should identify the docket
nunber and conpany nane. The Conmmi 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. 5321 shoul d be cancel ed
adm ni stratively.
| 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.

The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Garcia, Deason, Cark, Jacobs, Jaber


Item 


M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

March 28, 2000
| TEM NO.

29

DECI SI ON:

CASE

DOCKET NO. 991613-TlI - Cancellation by Florida Public
Servi ce Comm ssion of Interexchange Tel econmuni cati ons
Certificate No. 5323 issued to Financial Intranet, Inc. for
violation of Rules 25-4.0161, F. A C., Regul atory Assessnent
Fees; Tel ecomuni cati ons Conpani es, and 25-24.480(2)(a) and
(b), F.A C., Records & Reports; Rules Incorporated.

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 accept the settlenent offer
proposed by Financial Intranet, Inc. to resolve the apparent
viol ation of Rules 25-4.0161, Florida Adm nistrative Code,
Regul at ory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecomuni cati ons Conpani es,
and 25-24.480(2)(a) and (b), F. A C., Records & Reports;

Rul es I ncor porated?

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 Conmi 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 $250 contribution or cancellation of the
certificate.

The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Garcia, Deason, Cark, Jacobs, Jaber


Item 


M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

March 28, 2000
| TEM NO.

30

DEC S| ON:

CASE

DOCKET NO. 991826-Tl - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of | XC Certificate No. 5669 issued to
Buyers United International, Inc. for violation of Rule 25-
4.0161, F. A C., Regulatory Assessnent Fees;

Tel econmuni cat i 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
Buyers United International, Inc.’s interexchange

t el econmuni cations certificate for apparent violation of
Rul e 25-4.0161, F.A C., Regul atory Assessnent Fees;

Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es?

Yes. The Conmi ssion should i npose a $500
fine or cancel the conpany’s certificate if the fine and the
regul atory assessnent fees, including statutory penalty and
i nterest charges, are not received by the Comm ssion within
five business days after the issuance of the Consunmating
Order. The fine should be paid to the Florida Public
Servi ce 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), Florida Statutes. |If the
Commi ssion’s Order is not protested and the fine and
regul atory assessnent fees, including statutory penalty and
i nterest charges, are not received, the conpany’s
I nt erexchange Tel ecommuni cations Certificate No. 5669 should
be cancel ed adm ni stratively.
| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes. |If the Comm ssion approves or
nodifies staff’s recommendati on on Issue 1, this docket
shoul d be cl osed upon receipt of the fine and fees or
cancel l ation of the certificate, 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. |[If the Comm ssion denies
staff’s recommendati on on Issue 1, this docket should be
cl osed adm ni stratively.

The reconmendati ons were approved.

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

- 42 -


Item 


M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

March 28, 2000
| TEM NO.

31

DECI SI ON:

CASE

Cancel l ation by Florida Public Service Comm ssion of shared
tenant services certificates for violation of Rule 25-
4.0161, F. A C., Regulatory Assessnent Fees;

Tel econmuni cati ons Conpani es.

DOCKET NO. 991875-TS - TVMAX Tel ecommuni cations, Inc. d/b/a

QpTel
DOCKET NO. 991876-TS - Ti me Warner Connect

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 accept the settlenment offer
proposed by each conpany |isted on page 4 of staff’s March
16, 2000 nenorandumto resol ve the apparent violation of
Rul e 25-4.0161, Florida Adm nistrative Code, Regul atory
Assessnent Fees; Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es?

Yes. The Conm ssion should accept the
conpani es’ settlenent proposals. Any contribution should be
recei ved by the Comm ssion within ten business days fromthe
date of the Conm ssion Order and should identify the docket
nunber and conpany nane. The Commi 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 any of the conpanies
listed on page 4 fails to pay in accordance with the terns
of the Comm ssion Order, that conpany’s certificate shoul d
be cancel ed adm ni stratively.
| ssue 2: Should these dockets be cl osed?

Yes. |If the Comm ssion approves staff’s
recommendation in Issue 1, the docket for each conpany
| i sted on page 4 should be cl osed upon recei pt of the $100
contribution or cancellation of the certificate.

The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Garcia, Deason, Cark, Jacobs, Jaber


Item 


M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

March 28, 2000
| TEM NO.

32

DECI SI ON:

CASE

DOCKET NO. 991874-TS - Cancellation by Florida Public
Servi ce Comm ssion of Shared Tenant Services Certificate No.
4435 issued to Strategic Technol ogies, Inc. for violation of
Rul e 25-4.0161, F.A C., Regul atory Assessment Fees;

Tel econmuni cat i 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 Comm ssion grant Strategic
Technol ogies, Inc. a voluntary cancellation of its Shared
Tenant Services Certificate No. 44357

Yes. The Conm ssion should grant the
conpany a voluntary cancellation of its shared tenant
services certificate with an effective date of February 15,
2000.
| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

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

The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Garcia, Deason, Cark, Jacobs, Jaber


Item 


M nut es of
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
March 28, 2000

| TEM NO CASE

33 Cancel l ation by Florida Public Service Comm ssion of Shared
Tenant Services Certificates for violation of Rule 25-
4.0161, F. A C., Regulatory Assessnent Fees;
Tel econmuni cati ons Conpani es.

DOCKET NO. 991873-TS - 2875 South Ccean Corporation
DOCKET NO. 991877-TS - Rifkin/Narragansett South Florida
CATV Limted Partnership d/b/a Cabl eVision Comruni cati ons

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 Conmmi ssion inpose a $500 fine or cancel
the shared tenant services’ certificates issued to each
conpany |isted on page 4 of staff’s March 16, 2000
menor andum f or apparent violation of Rule 25-4.0161, F. A C,
Regul at ory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecomruni cati ons Conpani es?
Yes. The Commi ssion should i npose a $500
fine or cancel each conpany’ s certificate as |listed 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 the issuance
of the Consummating Order. The fine should be paid to the
Fl orida Public Service Comm ssion and forwarded to the
Ofice of the Conptroller for deposit in the State General
Revenue Fund pursuant to Section 364.285(1), Florida
Statutes. |If the 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 shared
tenant services’ certificates should be cancel ed
adm ni stratively.
| ssue 2: Should these dockets be cl osed?
Yes. |f the Comm ssion approves or
nodi fies staff's recommendati on on Issue 1, these dockets
shoul d be cl osed upon receipt of the fine and fees or
cancel lation of the certificates, unless a person whose
substantial interests are affected by the Conm ssion's
decision files a protest within 21 days of the issuance of
t he proposed agency action order. |[If the Comm ssion denies
staff's reconmmendati on on |Issue 1, these dockets should be
cl osed adm nistratively. A protest in one docket should not
prevent the action in a separate docket from becom ng final.
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Item 


M nut es of
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
March 28, 2000

| TEM NO CASE

33 Cancel l ation by Florida Public Service Comm ssion of Shared
Tenant Services Certificates 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)

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved with a nodification that
Docket No. 991877-TS was deferred to a | ater Conmm ssion Conference.

Comm ssioners participating: Garcia, Deason, Cark, Jacobs, Jaber



M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

March 28, 2000

| TEM NO.

34
DECI SI ON:
approved.

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000153-TlI - Request for name change on

| nt erexchange Tel ecommuni cations Certificate No. 2497 from
Aneri vi si on Communi cations, Inc. to Amerivision

Communi cations, Inc. d/b/a Lifeline Conmunications.

Critical Date(s): None

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

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

| ssue 1: Should Anerivision Communications, Inc.’s request
for a nane change to Anmerivision Comruni cations, Inc. d/b/a
Li feline Communi cati ons be granted?

: Yes. Amerivision Comrunications, Inc.
shoul d be granted a name change to Anerivi sion
Comuni cations, Inc. d/b/a Lifeline Conmunications.
| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

I f no person whose substantial interests
are affected by the Comm ssion's proposed agency action
files a protest within 21 days of the issuance date of the
order, this docket should be closed upon issuance of a
Consunmat i ng Order.

The recomrendati on for |Issue 1 was denied; |ssue 2 was

Conmmi ssi oner Deason di ssent ed.

Comm ssioners participating: Garcia, Deason, Cark, Jacobs, Jaber


Item 


M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

March 28, 2000
| TEM NO.

35

DEC S| ON:

CASE

DOCKET NO. 991821-TC - Application for certificate to
provi de pay tel ephone service by Radi o Comruni cati ons
Cor por at i on.

Critical Date(s): None

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

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

| ssue 1: Shoul d Radi o Communi cati ons Corporation (RCC) be
granted a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity to
provi de Pay Tel ephone Service in Florida?

: Yes. Radi o Communi cati ons Cor poration
(RCC) should be granted Pay Tel ephone Certificate No. 7416.
Certification should be conditioned on RCC providi ng access
to long distance carriers through toll-free nunbers and |ive
operator service. RCC should not be required to provide
access to all locally available | ong distance carriers as
prescribed in Rule 25-24.515(10), F.A C., Pay Tel ephone
Servi ce.
| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

I f no person whose substantial interests
are affected by the Comm ssion's proposed agency action
files a protest within 21 days of the issuance date of the
order, this docket should be closed upon the issuance of a
consunmmat i ng order.

This itemwas deferred to a | ater Conm ssion Conference.


Item 


M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

March 28, 2000
| TEM NO.

36

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000109-TI - 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 International Tel e-Services, Inc.
d/b/a InTel eServ.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMJ. Biegal sk
AFA:  D. Draper
LEG d enons

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion accept International Tele-
Services, Inc. d/b/a InTeleServ’'s offer of refund and refund
cal cul ation of $3,381.00, plus interest of $228.64, for a
total of $3,609.64, for overcharging end users on intrastate
O+ calls nmade from pay tel ephones and in a call aggregator
context from February 1, 1999, through August 19, 19997

. Yes. The Conm ssion should accept
I nTel eServ’ s refund cal cul ati on of $3,381. 00, adding
interest of $228.64, for a total of $3,609.64, and proposal
to credit end user custoners’ |ocal exchange tel ephone bills
begi nni ng June 1, 2000, and ending July 31, 2000, for
overchargi ng end users on intrastate 0+ calls nmade from pay
tel ephones and in a call aggregator context from February 1,
1999, through August 19, 1999. At the end of the refund
period, any unrefunded anmount, including interest, should be
remtted to the Conm ssion by August 10, 2000, and forwarded
to the Conptroller for deposit in the General Revenue Fund,
pursuant to Section 364.285(1), Florida Statutes.
I nTel eServ should submt a final report as required by Rule
25-4.114, Florida Adm nistrative Code, Refunds, by August
10, 2000.
| ssue 2: Should International Tele-Services, Inc. d/b/a
InTel eServ be required to show cause why it should not pay a

fine for overbilling of calls in excess of the rate cap
established in Rule 25-24.630, Florida Adm nistrative Code,
Rate and Billing Requirenents?

: No.


Item 


M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

March 28, 2000
| TEM NO.

36

DECI SI ON:

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000109-TI - 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 International Tel e-Services, Inc.
d/b/a InTel eServ.

(Continued from previ ous page)

| 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 in Issue 1 within the
21-day protest period, the Conmi ssion’s Order will becone
final upon issuance of a Consunmating Order. This docket
shoul d, however, remain open pending the conpletion of the
refund and receipt of the final report on the refund. After
conpl etion of the refund and recei pt of the final refund
report, this docket should be closed adm nistratively.

The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Garcia, Deason, Cark, Jacobs, Jaber



M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

March 28, 2000
| TEM NO.

37

DEC S| ON:

CASE

DOCKET NO. 991751-TP - Conplaint of Sprint-Florida,

I ncorporated regarding the practices of Thrifty Call, Inc.
in the reporting of percent interstate usage for
conpensation for jurisdictional access services.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: LEG B. Keating
AFA:  D. Mailhot, D. Vandiver, K Wlch, R Wight
CMJ: S. Simmons

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion acknow edge Sprint’s Notice
of Voluntary D sm ssal ?

Yes. Staff reconmends that the Conmm ssion
acknowl edge Sprint’s Notice of Voluntary Dismssal of its
Conpl ai nt .
| ssue 2: Should this Docket be cl osed?

Yes. |If the Comm ssion approves staff’s
recommendation in Issue 1, Thrifty Call’s Motion to Dism sSs
will be rendered noot. As such, no further action wll
remain for the Comm ssion to take. Therefore, this Docket
may be cl osed.

The reconmendati ons were approved.

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


Item 


M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

March 28, 2000
| TEM NO.

38

DECI SI ON:

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000094- TP - Request by GTE Florida Incorporated
for approval of adoption of an approved interconnection
agreenent between GIE Fl orida and AT&T Commruni cations of the
Sout hern States, Inc. by Supra Tel econmuni cati ons and

I nformati on Systens, Inc.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMJ Wlfe
LEG Vaccar o

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion approve Supra

Tel econmuni cations and Information Systens, Inc.’s request
to adopt in its entirety an interconnection agreenent
entered into by AT&T Conmuni cations of the Southern States,
Inc. and GTE Fl orida I ncorporated?

Yes. Supra’s adoption of the GIEFL/AT&T
agreenent should be approved in its entirety with the
clarification that GIEFL's letter in no way nodifies the
agreenent. Approval of the adoption should in no way be
construed as agreenent by Supra or the Conm ssion with
GITEFL’ s positions set forth in the letter.
| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

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

The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Garcia, Deason, Cark, Jacobs, Jaber


Item 


M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

March 28, 2000
| TEM NO.

38A

DECI SI ON:

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000031-TL - Request for approval of transfer of
maj ority organi zational control of GIC, Inc. d/b/a GI Com
hol der of Local Exchange Tel econmmuni cations Certificate No.
29, from TPG Communi cations, Inc. and four sharehol ders to
MID Ventures, Inc.

Critical Date(s): None

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

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

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion clarify Order No. Order PSC
00- 0377- PAA-TL, as consummated by Order No. PSC-00-0560- CO
TL, to indicate that an entity other than GIC, Inc. d/b/a GI
Comis involved in the approved corporate transaction?

Yes. The Conmi ssion should clarify O der
No. Order No. PSC-00-0377-PAA-TL, as consunmated by Order
No. PSC-00-0560-CO TL, to indicate that TPG Conmuni cati ons,
Inc., parent conpany of GIC, Inc. d/b/a GI' Com is also
involved in the approved corporate transaction.
| ssue 2: Should this Docket be cl osed?

Yes. If the Conm ssion approves staff's
recommendation in Issue 1, no further action will remain for
the Conm ssion to take. Therefore, this Docket should be
cl osed.

The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Garcia, Deason, Cark, Jacobs, Jaber


Item 


M nut es of
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
March 28, 2000

| TEM NO. CASE

39 DOCKET NO. 990744-SU - Disposition of gross-up on ClAC
col l ections by Fountain Lakes Sewer Corporation in Lee
County.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: WAW Johnson, MCaski l
LEG Jaeger

| ssue 1: Shoul d Fountain Lakes be allowed to credit its
Cl AC account with the amount of unclai med refunds?

Yes. Fountain Lakes should credit $9, 966
to the contributions-in-aid-of-construction (Cl AC) account.
| ssue 2: Shoul d t he docket be cl osed?

Yes, this docket should be cl osed.

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


Item 


M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

March 28, 2000
| TEM NO.

40

CASE

DOCKET NO. 990253-WJ - Application for approval of sale of
I ngl ewood WAater System holder of Certificate No. 428-Win
Levy County, to Lonnie and Royanna Parnell.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssioners Assigned: DS CL JC
Prehrg O ficer DS

Staff: WAW Rehw nkel, Redemann
LEG Crossnan, Croshy

| ssue 1: Should I ngl ewood Water System be ordered to show
cause, in witing wwthin 21 days, why it should not be fined
for its apparent violation of Section 367.071, Florida
St at ut es?

No. A show cause proceedi ng shoul d not be
initiated.
| ssue 2: Should the request for approval of sale of the
utility and transfer of Water Certificate 428-Wfrom
I ngl ewood Water Systemto Lonnie and Royanna Parnell be
approved?

. Yes, the request for approval of sale of

the utility and the transfer of Water Certificate No. 428-W
fromlngl ewood Water Systemto Lonni e and Royanna Par nel
shoul d be approved.
| ssue 3: Wiat is the rate base of Inglewod at the tinme of
transfer?

The rate base of Inglewbod, which for
transfer purposes reflects the net book value, is $25, 238.
| ssue 4: Should an acquisition adjustnment be approved?

: No. An acquisition adjustnment should not

be included in the calculation of rate base for transfer
pur poses.
| ssue 5: Should the rates and charges approved for
I ngl ewood be conti nued?

Yes, the rates and charges approved for
I ngl ewood shoul d be continued. The tariff should be
effective for services rendered or connections nmade on or
after the stanped approval date, in accordance with Rule 25-
30.475, Florida Adm nistrative Code.


Item 


M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

March 28, 2000
| TEM NO.

40

DECI SI ON:

CASE

DOCKET NO. 990253-WJ - Application for approval of sale of
I ngl ewood Water System holder of Certificate No. 428-Win
Levy County, to Lonnie and Royanna Parnell.

(Continued from previ ous page)

| ssue 6: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes. If no tinely protest is received to
t he 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 adm nistratively.

The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oner Deason dissented frommajority vote in |Issue 4.

Comm ssioners participating: Deason, O ark, Jacobs



M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

March 28, 2000
| TEM NO.

41

CASE

DOCKET NO. 991001-WJ - Application for transfer of
facilities and Certificate No. 424-Win H ghlands County
from Lake Josephi ne Water to AquaSource Utility, Inc.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Conmm ssion
Prhrg Oficer CL

Staff: WAW Rehw nkel, Redemann
LEG Van Leuven

| ssue 1: Should Lake Josephine Water be ordered to show
cause, in witing wwthin 21 days, why it should not be fined
for its apparent violation of Section 367.071, Florida
St at ut es?

No. A show cause proceedi ng shoul d not be
initiated.
| ssue 2: Should the transfer of facilities and Water
Certificate 424-Wfrom Lake Josephi ne Water to AguaSource
Uility, Inc. be approved?

: Yes, the transfer of facilities and Water
Certificate 424-Wfrom Lake Josephine to AquaSource Utility,
Inc., should be approved. Further, AguaSource shoul d be
required to file an anmendnent of territory application
wi thin 60 days of the effective date of the order.
| ssue 3: Wiat is the rate base of Lake Josephine at the
time of transfer?

The rate base of Lake Josephi ne, which for
transfer purposes reflects the net book value, is $178, 226.
| ssue 4: Should an acquisition adjustnment be approved?

: No. An acquisition adjustnment should not
be included in the calculation of rate base for transfer
pur poses.
| ssue 5: Should the rates and charges approved for Lake
Josephi ne be conti nued?

Yes. AquaSource shoul d continue charging
the rates and charges approved for Lake Josephine. The
tariff should be effective for services rendered or
connections nmade on or after the stanped approval date, in


Item 


M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

March 28, 2000
| TEM NO.

41

DEC S| ON:

CASE

DOCKET NO.  991001-WJ - Application for transfer of
facilities and Certificate No. 424-Win Hi ghlands County
from Lake Josephine Water to AquaSource Uility, Inc.

(Continued from previ ous page)

accordance with Rule 25-30.475, Florida Adm nistrative Code.
| ssue 6: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes. If notinely protest is received to
t he proposed agency action issues upon the expiration of the
protest period, the order should become final and effective
upon the issuance of a Consunmating Order, which will also
cl ose the docket.

This itemwas deferred to a | ater Conm ssion Conference.



M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

March 28, 2000
| TEM NO.

42

CASE

DOCKET NO. 991056-SU - Application for transfer of
Certificate No. 456-S fromDel Vera Limted Partnership to
Cool i dge-Ft. Myers Realty Limted Partnership d/b/a Heron’s
Gen Uilities in Lee County.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: WAW Brady
AFA:  Vandi ver
LEG Fudge

| ssue 1: Shoul d Del Vera Limted Partnership be ordered to
show cause, in witing, wthin 21 days, why it should not be
fined for its apparent violation of Section 367.071(1),
Fl orida Statutes?
No. A show cause proceedi ng shoul d not be

initiated.
| ssue 2: Shoul d Coolidge-Ft. Myers Realty Limted
Partnership be ordered to show cause, in witing, wthin 21
days, why it should not be fined for its apparent violation
of Sections 367.121(2) and 367.156(1), Florida Statutes?

. No. A show cause proceedi ng should not be
initiated. However, Coolidge-Ft. Myers Realty Limted
Part nershi p should be put on notice that any further
vi ol ations of Sections 367.121(2) or 367.156(1), Florida
Statutes, may result in a show cause proceedi ng bei ng
initiated.
| ssue 3: Should the transfer of Certificate No. 456-S from
Del Vera Limted Partnership to Coolidge-Ft. Myers Realty
Limted Partnership d/b/a Heron"s Gen Uilities be
approved?

Yes, the transfer should be approved. A
description of the territory being transferred i s appended
to staff’s March 16, 2000 nenorandum as Attachment A
| ssue 4: What is the rate base of Del Vera Limted
Partnership at the tinme of transfer?

The rate base is $640,512 as of Decenber
31, 1996.


Item 


M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

March 28, 2000
| TEM NO.

42

DECI SI ON:

CASE

DOCKET NO. 991056-SU - Application for transfer of
Certificate No. 456-S fromDel Vera Limted Partnership to
Coolidge-Ft. Myers Realty Limted Partnership d/b/a Heron’s
Gen Uilities in Lee County.

(Conti nued from previ ous page)

| ssue 5: Should a positive acquisition adjustnent be

approved?
No

| ssue 6: Shouid thé rates and charges approved for Del Vera

Limted Partnership be continued?

Yes. The rates and charges approved for
the utility should be continued except that a previously
approved treated effluent rate of $.05 per 1,000 gallons
shoul d be nade effective. The tariff reflecting the
transfer should be effective for service rendered or
connections nmade on or after the stanped approval date on
the tariff sheets.
| ssue 7: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes. If no tinely protest is received to
t he proposed agency action issues, the order should becone
final and effective upon the issuance of a Consummati ng
Order and the docket should be closed.

The reconmendati ons were approved.

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



M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

March 28, 2000
| TEM NO.

43

DECI SI ON:

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000248-Ws - Tariff revision for paynent of
charges for reconnection, reinbursenent for extra expenses,
and paynment of charges for off-hour service connection in
Martin County by Indi antown Conpany, Inc.

Critical Date(s): 4/11/00 (60-day suspension date)

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

Staff: WAW Kaproth
LEG Christensen

Issue 1: Should the utility’'s proposed tariff to require
paynents be made in person at the service conpany’s business
of fice during regul ar business hours and the deletion of the
prem ses visit charge fromits current tariff be suspended?
Yes. The utility s proposed tariff to
require that paynents be made in person at the service
conpany’s business office during regular business hours
before the disconnection of utility services and the
del etion of the prem ses visit charge (in |lieu of
di sconnection) shoul d be suspended pending further
i nvestigation by staff.
| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?
No. This docket should remain open pending
further investigation and reconmendati on on whet her the
tariff filing should be approved.

The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Garcia, Deason, Cark, Jacobs, Jaber


Item 


M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

March 28, 2000
| TEM NO.

44

DEC S| ON:

CASE

DOCKET NO. 991632-W5 - Application for original certificate
to operate water and wastewater utility in Bay County by
Dana Utility Corporation

Critical Date(s): None

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

St af f: LEG Chri stensen
WAW  Rehwi nkel, Redemann

| ssue 1: Should Dana’s Motion for Extension of Tinme for
filing of the initial rates and charges information al ong
Wi th supporting engi neering, operational, and financial data
be granted?

:  Yes. Dana’'s Mdtion for Extension of Tine
for filing of the initial rates and charges information
al ong wi th supporting engi neering, operational, and
financial data should be granted. Staff further recomrends
that the utility establish at the time of any proposed
transfer that it neets the requirenents for a tenporary
wai ver by filing a petition for tenporary waiver, if
necessary, or filing the information.
| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

No. This docket should remain open pending
the conpletion of the filing requirenents by the utility and
the establishnent of resulting rates and charges for the
utility.

This itemwas deferred to a | ater Conm ssion Conference.


Item 


M nut es of
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
March 28, 2000

| TEM NO CASE

45

DOCKET NO. 991376-TL - Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs
agai nst GTE Florida Incorporated for violation of service
st andar ds.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: LEG  Fordham
CMJ:  Bi egal ski

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion grant OPC s Motion to
Determne that GTEEs WIful Violation of the Conmm ssion’s
Quality of Service Rules since January 1, 1996 will be at
| ssue in this Proceedi ng?

: No. The Conmi ssion should not grant OPC s
Motion to Determne that GIE s WIful Violation of the
Commi ssion’s Quality of Service Rules since January 1, 1996
will be at Issue in this Proceedi ng.
| ssue 2: Should OPC' s First Motion to Conpel Against GIE be
gr ant ed?

: Yes. OPC s First Mtion to Conpel Agai nst
GTE shoul d be granted.
| ssue 3: Should this Docket be cl osed?

No. This Docket should remain open pending

resolution of the remaining issues in the Show Cause Order.

DECI SI ON: The recommendation for Issue 1 was denied. The scope of the
proceeding will be expanded to include the years 1996 and 1997, as
wel | as 1998 and 1999. The recommendations for Issues 2 and 3

wer e approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Garcia, Deason, Jacobs


Item 


M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

March 28, 2000
| TEM NO.

46

DEC S| ON:

CASE

DOCKET NO. 000061-ElI - Conplaint by Allied Universal
Corporation and Chem cal Fornulators, Inc. against Tanpa

El ectric Conpany for violation of Sections 366.03, 366.06(2)
and 366.07, F.S., with respect to rates offered under
comercial/industrial service rider tariff; petition to
exam ne and inspect confidential information; and request
for expedited relief.

Critical Date(s): None

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

St af f: LEG Stern, Elias
EAG  Draper

| ssue 1. Should the Comm ssion grant TECO s Request for
Approval of Proposed Procedures for a Disposition of This
Proceedi ng Wt hout Disclosing Confidential |nformation?

No. The Comm ssion should deny TECO s
Request because it viol ates fundanental principles of due
process, and denies Allied the rights granted to parties to
a formal hearing in Section 120.57(1)(b), Florida Statutes.
| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

No. This docket should not be closed.

This itemwas deferred to the April 18, 2000 Conm ssion

Conference. Panel was reassigned to the full Comm ssion.

Comm ssioners participating: Garcia, Jacobs, Jaber


Item 


M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

March 28, 2000
| TEM NO.

47

DECI SI ON:

CASE

DOCKET NO. 991084-TP - Petition of Sprint Conmunications
Conpany Limted Partnership for arbitration of conplaint
agai nst Bel | South Tel ecomuni cations, Inc. for failure to
conply with interconnection agreenent.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssioners Assigned: DS CL JC
Prehrg O ficer JC

Staff: CMJ.  King
LEG Cal dwel |

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion acknow edge Spri nt
Communi cat i ons Conpany Limted Partnership’s Notice of
Vol untary Di sm ssal ?

. Yes. The Conmi ssion should acknow edge
Sprint Conmuni cations Conpany Limted Partnership’s Notice
of Voluntary Di sm ssal.
| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes. If Issue 1 is approved, the docket

shoul d be cl osed.

The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Deason, O ark, Jacobs


Item 


M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

March 28, 2000
| TEM NO.

48

DECI SI ON:

CASE

DOCKET NO. 991267-TP - Conpl aint and/or petition for
arbitration by dobal NAPS, Inc. for enforcenent of Section
VI(B) of its interconnection agreenent with Bell South

Tel ecomruni cations, Inc., and request for relief.

Critical Date(s): None

Hearing Date(s): 1/10/00, Talla., Prehrg., JC
1/25/00, Talla., DS CL JC

Comm ssioners Assigned: DS CL JC
Prehrg O ficer JC

Staff: CMJ. Marsh
LEG B. Keating

| ssue 1: Under their Florida Partial |nterconnection
Agreenent, are d obal NAPS, Inc. and Bel |l South

Tel econmuni cations, Inc. required to conpensate each ot her
for delivery of traffic to Internet Service Providers
(ISPs)? If so, what action, if any, should be taken?

. Yes. Staff believes that reciprocal
conpensation is due under the agreenent adopted by GNAPS for
all local traffic, including traffic to ISPs, at the rate
set forth in the agreenent.
| ssue 2: |Is the prevailing party entitled to attorney’s fees
under the agreenent?

Yes. The interconnection agreenent provides
that the prevailing parties are entitled to receive
attorney’s fees. Thus, if the Comm ssion approves staff’s
reconmendation in Issue 1, GNAPS would be entitled to
attorney’s fees.
| ssue 3: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes, this docket should be closed.

This itemwas deferred to the April 4, 2000 Conmm ssion

Conf er ence.


Item 


M nut es of
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
March 28, 2000

| TEM NO CASE

49 DOCKET NO. 990149-TP - Petition by Medi aOne Florida
Tel econmuni cations, Inc. for arbitration of an
i nt erconnection agreenent with Bell South Tel ecomruni cati ons,
Inc. pursuant to Section 252(b) of the Tel ecommuni cations
Act of 1996.

Critical Date(s): None

Hearing Date(s): 6/22/99, Talla., Prehrg., JC
7/9/99, Talla., DS CL JC

Comm ssioners Assigned: DS CL JC
Prehrg O ficer JC

Staff: CMJ.  King
LEG  Fordham

| ssue 1: Shoul d the Conm ssion approve the interconnection
agreenent between Bel | Sout h and Medi aCne?
Yes, the Comm ssion should approve the
i nt erconnection agreenent between Bel |l South and Medi aOne.
| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?
Yes. Docket No. 990149- TP shoul d be cl osed.

DECI SI ON: The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Deason, O ark, Jacobs


Item 


M nut es of
Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence
March 28, 2000

| TEM NO CASE

50 DOCKET NO. 980657-W5 - Application for anendnent of
Certificates Nos. 279-Wand 226-S to add territory in
Sem nol e County by Florida Water Services Corporation.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssioners Assigned: DS CL JC
Prehrg O ficer DS

Staf f: WAW  Edwar ds, Messer
LEG  Brubaker

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion acknowl edge the w t hdrawal s
of the protests to Florida Water Services Corporation’s
application for amendnent of Certificates Nos. 279-Wand
226-S to add territory in Sem nole County?

Yes, the Comm ssion should acknow edge the
w thdrawal s of the protests to Florida Water Services
Corporation’s application for anendnment of Certificates Nos.
279-Wand 226-S to add territory in Sem nole County.
| ssue 2: Should Florida Water Services Corporation’s
anended application for anmendnent of Water Certificate No.
279- W and Wastewater Certificate No. 226-S be approved?

Yes. The Comm ssion shoul d approve Florida
Wat er Services Corporation’s anended application for the
additional territory described in Attachnent A of staff’s
March 16, 2000 nmenorandum Florida Water Services
Cor poration should charge these custoners its approved rates
and charges until authorized to change by this Comm ssion in
a subsequent proceedi ng.
| ssue 3: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes. |f the Conmm ssion approves staff’s
reconmendation in Issues 1 and 2, no further action is
necessary and the docket should be cl osed.

DECI SI ON: The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Deason, O ark, Jacobs


Item 


M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

March 28, 2000
| TEM NO.

51

DEC S| ON:

CASE

DOCKET NO. 990696-W5 - Application for original certificates
to operate water and wastewater utility in Duval and St.
Johns Counties by Nocatee Utility Corporation.

DOCKET NO. 992040-W5 - Application for certificates to
operate a water and wastewater utility in Duval and St.
Johns Counties by Intercoastal Utilities, Inc. (Deferred
fromthe 2/29/00 Conm ssion Conference.)

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: DS JC
Prehrg O ficer DS

St af f: LEG Cibula, Van Leuven
WAW  Rehwi nkel, Redemann

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion grant St. Johns County’s
Request for Oral Argunent?

. No. The Comm ssion should deny St. Johns
County’s Request for Oral Argunment because it is not in
conpliance with Rule 25-22.058, Florida Adm nistrative Code.
However, the County should be permtted to address the
Comm ssion during the course of discussion on this item at
t he agenda conference since the matter has not yet been to
heari ng.
| ssue 2: Should DDI, Inc. and Nocatee Utility
Corporation’s Joint Motion to Dismss or, in the
Alternative, to Preclude Re-Litigation of |Issues be granted?

: No. Staff reconmmends that DDI and NUC s
Joint Motion to Dism ss be denied. 1In addition, staff
reconmends that DDI and NUC s alternative request that the
Comm ssion issue an Order precluding the re-litigation of
i ssues be deni ed.
| ssue 3: Shoul d the Conm ssion grant St. Johns County’s
Motion to Dismss Intercoastal Uilities, Inc.’s
application?

No. The Conmi ssion should deny St. Johns
County’s Motion to Dismss Intercoastal Uilities, Inc.’s
appl i cation.
| ssue 4: Shoul d these dockets be cl osed?
No. If the Conm ssion approves staff’s

recommendati ons on |Issues 2 and 3, these dockets should
remain open to allow these matters to proceed to hearing.

This itemwas deferred to a | ater Conm si on Conference.

- 69 -


Item 


M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

March 28, 2000
| TEM NO.

52

DEC S| ON:

CASE

DOCKET NO. 991812-SU - Application for transfer of
Certificate No. 492-S in Franklin County from Resort Village
Uility, Inc. to SA@ Uility, LLC

Critical Date(s): None

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

St af f: LEG Chri stensen
WAW  Johnson

| ssue 1: Should Resort Village's Motion to Dismss the
objection filed by M. Adans be granted?

Yes, Resort Village's Mdtion to Dismss the
objection filed by M. Adans should be granted. Because M.
Adanms has not denonstrated that his substantial interests
wll be affected by this process, his protest should be
di sm ssed for |ack of standing.
| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

No. This docket should remain open pending
final disposition of the application for transfer of
Certificate 492-S from Resort Village to SGA.

The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Deason, Cark, Jaber


Item 


M nut es of

Conmmi ssi on Conf er ence

March 28, 2000
| TEM NO.

53

DECI SI ON:

CASE

DOCKET NO. 991511-TlI - Cancellation by Florida Public
Servi ce Comm ssion of Interexchange Tel econmuni cati ons
Certificate No. 3192 issued to USLD Acquisition Corp. |
d/b/a Omi Communications, 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 ssioners Assigned: DS JC JB
Prehrg O ficer JC

Staff: CMJ | sl er
LEG Stern

| ssue 1: Should the Comm ssion grant USLD Acqui sition Corp.
Il d/b/a Omi Communications, Inc. a voluntary cancellation
of its Interexchange Tel ecommuni cations Certificate No.
31927

Yes. The Conm ssion should grant the
conpany a voluntary cancellation of its interexchange
t el ecommuni cations certificate with an effective date of
March 6, 2000.
| ssue 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

Yes. |If the Comm ssion approves staff’s
recomendation in Issue 1, this docket should be cl osed.

The reconmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssioners participating: Deason, Jacobs, Jaber
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12 Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs for

apparent violation of Section 364.183(1),
F.S., Access to Conpany Records.

DOCKET NO. 000214-TX
I nternational, I|nc.
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Tal k America

DOCKET NO. 000217-TX ATl Tel ecom Inc.
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20
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