M NUTES OF

COWM SS| ON CONFERENCE NOVEMBER 19, 2001
COVIVENCED: 9:30 a. m

ADJ OURNED: 9:45 a. m

COW SSI ONERS PARTI Cl PATI NG. Chai rman Jacobs
Comm ssi oner Deason
Comm ssi oner Jaber
Comm ssi oner Baez
Commi ssi oner Pal ecki

Parties were allowed to address the Conm ssion on itens designhated by
doubl e asterisks (**).

1 Approval of M nutes
Cct ober 16, 2001 Regul ar Conmm ssi on Conference

DECI SI ON: The m nutes were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference
Novenmber 19, 2001

| TEM NO. CASE
2% * Consent Agenda
PAA A) Applications for certificates to provide alternative
| ocal exchange tel econmuni cations servi ce.

DOCKET NO. COVPANY NAME
011284-TX CGeorgia Public Wb, Inc.

011209-TX Cal vin Hardge d/ b/a CAL-TEC
Conmuni cat i ons

011238-TX Exari o Tel ecom I nc.

PAA B) Applications for certificates to provide interexchange
t el econmuni cati ons servi ce.
DOCKET NO. COMPANY NAME
010216-TI USA Tel ephone I nc.
011127-TI Tel egeni us, Inc.
011230-TI Map Masters, I|nc.
011283-TI Georgia Public Wb, Inc.
011372-TI Sout heastern Services, |nc.
010979-TI Circl enet. Conmuni cati ons, Inc.
011432-TI Resort Network Services LLC
PAA @) Appl!cations for certificates to provide pay tel ephone
servi ce.
DOCKET NO. COVMPANY NANE
011353-TC Live Wre Systens, Inc.
010998-TC Toll Call, Inc.

011452-TC Prot ocall Communi cations, |nc.

PAA D) DOCKET NO. 011176-TX - Application for transfer of ALEC
Certificate No. 4867 fromHIR & L Enterprises, Inc. d/b/a
Hart Commruni cations to Tel West Comuni cations, LLC



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference
Novenmber 19, 2001

| TEM NO. CASE

2% * Consent Agenda

(Continued from previ ous page)

PAA E) DOCKET NO. 011337-TP - Joint application for approval of
transfer of control whereby VarTec Tel ecom Inc. d/b/a
Var Tec Tel ecom and Cl ear Choi ce Conmuni cati ons (hol der of
ALEC Certificate No. 5687 and | XC Certificate No. 2963),
t hrough its wholly owned subsidiary, VarTec Tel ecom
Hol di ng Conpany, will acquire control of affiliated
t el ecomuni cati ons conpani es Excel Tel ecomruni cati ons,
Inc. (holder of IXC Certificate No. 2440 and ALEC
Certificate No. 4695), eMeritus Conmunications, Inc.

(hol der of ALEC Certificate No. 4699 and | XC Certificate
No. 3496), and Long Di stance Whol esale Club, Inc. (hol der
of I XC Certificate No. 3596).

RECOMVENDATI ON: The Conm ssi on shoul d approve the action

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

DECI SI ON: The recommendati on was approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Novenmber

| TEM NO

3** PAA

19,

2001

CASE

Docket No. 981444-TP - Nunber Utilization Study:
| nvestigation into Number Conservation Measures.

Critical Date(s): 3/2002 (FCC s number pooling roll-out
schedul e is inplenmented.)

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehearing O ficer: Pal ecki

Staff: CWMP:. Ileri, Casey
LEG  Chri stensen

| SSUE 1: Should a number pooling trial be inplenmented in
the 941 area code, and if so, when should the nunber pooling
trial be inplenented?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. A nunber pooling trial should be

i mpl enrented in the 941 area code by all |ocal nunber
portability-capable wireline carriers. Staff recommends

t hat the nunber pooling trial be inplenmented by Monday,
February 11, 2002. The first inplenentation neeting,
forecast report date, block protection date, block donation
identification date, pooling adm nistrator’s assessnent of

i ndustry inventory surplus/deficiency, block donation date,
pool start/allocation date, should all occur prior to the
mandat ed i npl ement ati on date of February 11, 2002.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be closed?

RECOVMENDATI ON:  No. Staff recommends that this docket
shoul d not be closed as other issues remain. However, any
person whose substantial interests are affected by the
proposed agency action nmay file a protest within 21 days of

t he i ssuance of the Comm ssion’s Order. If no tinely
protest of Issue 1 is filed, the Order will becone final
upon the issuance of a Consunmating Order. |If a protest is

filed by a person whose substantial interests are affected,
if possible, a (any) proceeding should be conducted pursuant
to Section 120.57(2), Florida Statutes, or by other
appropri ate expedited process.

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved.

Conmi ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Novenmber

| TEM NO

4**

19,

2001

CASE

Docket No. 000733-TL - Investigation to determ ne whether
Bel | Sout h Tel econmuni cations, Inc.’ s tariff filing to
restructure its | ate paynment charge is in violation of
Section 364.051, F.S.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehearing Officer: Jaber

Staff: CMP: Sinmpns
LEG: Chri stensen

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion grant Bell South’s Mtion for
Stay of Order Pending Judicial Review?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. Bell South’s Mtion for Stay of Order
Pendi ng Judi ci al Review shoul d be granted conditioned upon
Bel | Sout h posting a corporate undertaking for noneys subject
to the refund addressed by Order No. PSC-00-1357- PAA-TL.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  No. This docket should remain open pending
judicial review

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

Conmi ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal ecki



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference
Novenmber 19, 2001

| TEM NO. CASE

5** PAA Docket No. 010787-TL - Investigation into tel ephone exchange
boundary issues in Sarasota County.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehearing Oficer: Baez

Staff: CWMP:. Ileri, Casey
LEG Helton

| SSUE 1: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOVMENDATI ON:  Yes. This docket should be cl osed because
Ms. Janet Rowe Dugan’s concerns have been resolved to her
satisfaction. However, any person whose substanti al
interests are affected by the proposed agency action may
file a protest within 21 days of the issuance of the

Comm ssion’s Order. If no tinely protest is filed, the
Order will becone final upon the issuance of a Consummati ng
Or der.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati on was approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Novenmber

| TEM NO

6% * PAA

19,

2001

CASE

Docket No. 011381-TL - Investigation into Bell South

Tel ecommuni cations, Inc.’s tariff filing (T-01786) to
establish the Keys Exchange. (Deferred from Novenber 6,
2001 conference; revised recomendation filed.)

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehearing Officer: Baez

Staff: CMP: Simons, Casey
LEG B. Keating, Christensen
RGO Dani el

| SSUE 1: Should Bell South’s tariff filing of July 16, 2001
(T-010786) to establish the new Keys exchange be cancel ed?
RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. Bell South's tariff filing of July 16,
2001 (T-010786) to establish the new Keys exchange shoul d be
cancel ed. Bell South should be required to make a new tariff
filing which sets basic rates for the Keys exchange at the
present wei ghted average nonthly rates cal cul ated across the
exi sting seven exchanges, using access |lines as

wei ghts. Bel | Sout h should be strongly encouraged to nake this
tariff filing within 15 days of the Comm ssion’s order.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  If the Comm ssion approves staff’s
recommendation in Issue 1, the resulting decision should be
i ssued as a Proposed Agency Action. The docket shoul d,
however, remain open in order for Bell South to make a new
tariff filing. Comm ssion staff should be given

adm ni strative authority to close the docket if the new
tariff filing is consistent with the Comm ssion’s decision
and if no person whose substantial interests are affected
timely files a protest of the Conm ssion’s decision within
21 days of the issuance of the Comm ssion’s Proposed Agency
Action Order.




M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Novenmber

| TEM NO

6% * PAA

19,

2001

CASE

Docket No. 011381-TL - Investigation into Bell South

Tel ecomuni cations, Inc.’s tariff filing (T-01786) to
establish the Keys Exchange. (Deferred from Novenber 6,
2001 conference; revised recomendation filed.)

(Conti nued from previous page)

If the Comm ssion denies staff’s recomendation in |Issue
1 and Bell South’s tariff is not cancelled, the Comm ssion
need only close this docket as a procedural matter, since
t he Conm ssion would have found the tariff consistent with
the | aw.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Novenmber

| TEM NO

7** PAA

19,

2001

CASE

Docket No. 011142-TX - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of Alternative Local Exchange

Tel ecomruni cations Certificate No. 5710 issued to Sout hNet
Tel ecomm Services, Inc. for violation of Rules 25-4.0161,
F.A.C., Regul atory Assessnment Fees; Tel econmuni cati ons
Conpani es, and 25-24.835, F.A C., Rules Incorporated.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehearing Oficer: Deason

Staff: CMP: Isler
LEG Elliott

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion inmpose a $1,000 fine or
cancel Sout hNet Tel ecomm Services, Inc.’s certificate for
apparent violation of Rule 25-4.0161, Florida Adm nistrative
Code, Regul atory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecommunications

Conpani es?

RECOVMENDATI ON:  Yes. The Conm ssion should inpose a $1, 000
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 Consummati ng
Order. The fine should be paid to the Florida Public
Service Comm ssion and forwarded to the Ofice of the
Comptrol ler for deposit in the State General Revenue Fund
pursuant to Section 364.285(1), Florida Statutes. |If the
Conmi ssion’s Order is not protested and the fine and

regul atory assessnent fees, including statutory penalty and
i nterest charges, are not received, Certificate No. 5710
shoul d be cancel ed adm nistratively and the coll ection of

t he past due fees should be referred to the Ofice of the
Comptroller for further collection efforts.

| SSUE 2: Should the Conmm ssion inmpose a $500 fine or cancel
Sout hNet Tel ecomm Services, Inc.’s certificate for apparent
violation of Rule 25-24.835, Florida Adm nistrative Code,

Rul es I ncorporated?

RECOMVENDATI ON: Yes. The Commi ssion should inpose a $500
fine or cancel the conpany’'s certificate if the information
requi red by Rul e 25-24.835, Florida Adm nistrative Code,

-9 -



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference
Novenmber 19, 2001

| TEM NO. CASE

7** PAA Docket No. 011142-TX - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Conmm ssion of Alternative Local Exchange
Tel ecomuni cations Certificate No. 5710 issued to Sout hNet
Tel ecomm Services, Inc. for violation of Rules 25-4.0161,
F.A. C., Regul atory Assessnment Fees; Tel ecomruni cati ons
Conpani es, and 25-24.835, F.A C., Rules Incorporated.

(Continued from previ ous page)

Rul es I ncorporated, and fine are not received by the

Conmmi ssion within five business days after the issuance of
t he Consummating Order. The fine should be paid to the
Florida Public Service Comm ssion and forwarded to the

O fice 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 required information are not received,
Certificate No. 5710 should be cancel ed adm nistratively.

| SSUE 3: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOVMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The Order issued fromthis
recomendation will becone final upon issuance of a
Consunmmati ng Order unless a person whose substanti al
interests are affected by the Comm ssion’s decision files a
protest within 21 days of the issuance of the Proposed
Agency Action Order. The docket should then be cl osed upon
recei pt of the fines, fees, and required informtion or
cancel lation of the certificate.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Novenmber

| TEM NO

8* * PAA

19,

2001

CASE

Cancel |l ation by Florida Public Service Conm ssion of

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

Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es, and 25-24.480(2)(a) and (b),
F.A.C., Records & Reports; Rules Incorporated.

Docket No. 011095-TI - Orvex/CSlI Consortium Inc. d/b/a
OneAmeri ca
Docket No. 011102-TI - Nationnet Communi cati ons Corporation

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehearing O ficer: Jaber

Staff: CWMP: Isler
LEG K. Pena, B. Keating, Elliott

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion inmpose a $500 fine or cancel
each tel ecommuni cati ons conpany’s respective certificate as
listed on Attachment A of staff’s Novenber 7, 2001

menor andum f or apparent violation of Rule 25-4.0161, Florida
Adm ni strative Code, Regul atory Assessnent Fees;

Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The Conmi ssion shoul d i npose a $500
fine or cancel each conpany’s respective certificate as
listed on Attachnment A if the fine and the regul atory
assessnment fees, including statutory penalty and interest
charges, are not received by the Conmi ssion within five

busi ness days after the issuance of the Consummting Order.
The fine should be paid to the Florida Public Service

Conmmi ssion and forwarded to the O fice of the Conptroller
for deposit in the State General Revenue Fund pursuant to
Section 364.285(1), Florida Statutes. |If the Conm ssion’s
Order is not protested and the fine and regul atory
assessnment fees, including statutory penalty and interest
charges, are not received, the certificate nunbers listed on
Attachment A should be cancel ed adm nistratively and the
coll ection of the past due fees should be referred to the

O fice of the Conptroller for further collection efforts.




M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Novenmber

| TEM NO

8* * PAA

19,

2001

CASE

Cancel l ation by Florida Public Service Comm ssion of

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

Tel ecomruni cati ons Conpani es, and 25-24.480(2)(a) and (b),
F.A. C., Records & Reports; Rules Incorporated.

(Continued from previ ous page)

| SSUE 2: Should the Comm ssion inpose a $500 fine or cancel
each tel ecommuni cati ons conpany’s respective certificate as
listed on Attachnment A for apparent violation of Rule 25-
24.480(2)(a) and (b), Florida Adm nistrative Code, Records &
Reports; Rul es Incorporated?

RECOMVENDATI ON: Yes. The Commi ssion should i npose a $500
fine or cancel each conpany’s respective certificate as
listed on Attachment A if the information required by Rule
25-24.480(2)(a) and (b), F.A.C., and fine are not received
by the Comm ssion within five business days after the

i ssuance of the Consummating Order. The fine should be paid
to the Florida Public Service Comm ssion and forwarded to
the OOfice of the Conptroller for deposit in the State
CGeneral Revenue Fund pursuant to Section 364.285(1), Florida
Statutes. If the Comm ssion’s Order is not protested and
the fine and required informati on are not received, the
certificate nunbers listed on Attachnment A should be
cancel ed adm ni stratively.

| SSUE 3: Should these dockets be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The Order issued fromthis
recomendation will becone final upon issuance of a
Consummati ng Order unless a person whose substanti al
interests are affected by the Conmm ssion’s decision files a
protest within 21 days of the issuance of the Proposed
Agency Action Order. The dockets should then be closed upon
recei pt of the fines, fees, and required information or
cancellation of the certificate. A protest in one docket
shoul d not prevent the action in a separate docket from
becom ng fi nal

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

Conmi ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Novenmber

| TEM NO

9% * PAA

19,

2001

CASE

Cancel |l ation by Florida Public Service Conm 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. 011130-TX - Easy Phone, Inc. d/b/a Easy Tel, Inc.
Docket No. 011143-TX - EasyComm Cor poration
Docket No. 011145-TX - All Kinds Cashed, Inc.

Critical Date(s): None

Conmmi ssi oners Assigned: Full Conmm ssion
Prehearing O ficer: Deason (011143)
Prehearing O ficer: Jaber (011130, 011145)

Staff: CMP: Isler
LEG Elliott, K Pena, B. Keating

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion inpose a $1,000 fine or
cancel the certificates issued to the conpanies |listed on
Attachment A of staff’s November 7, 2001 nmenorandum f or
apparent violation of Rule 25-4.0161, Florida Adm nistrative
Code, Regul atory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecommunications

Conpani es?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The Conmi ssion should inpose a $1, 000
fine or cancel each conpany’s respective certificate as
listed on Attachnment A if the fine and the regul atory
assessnment fees, including statutory penalty and interest
charges, are not received by the Conmi ssion within five

busi ness days after the issuance of the Consummting Order.
The fine should be paid to the Florida Public Service

Conmmi ssion and forwarded to the O fice of the Conptroller
for deposit in the State General Revenue Fund pursuant to
Section 364.285(1), Florida Statutes. |If the Conm ssion’s
Order is not protested and the fine and regul atory
assessnment fees, including statutory penalty and interest
charges, are not received, the certificate nunbers listed on
Attachment A should be cancel ed adm nistratively.

| SSUE 2: Should these dockets be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The Order issued fromthis
recommendation will becone final upon issuance of a
Consummati ng Order unless a person whose substanti al

- 13 -



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Novenmber

| TEM NO

9% * PAA

19,

2001

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 ecomruni cati ons Conpani es.

(Conti nued from previous page)

interests are affected by the Comm ssion’s decision files a
protest within 21 days of the issuance of the Proposed
Agency Action Order. These dockets should then be closed
upon receipt of the fine and fees or cancellation of the
certificate. A protest in one docket should not prevent the
action in a separate docket from becom ng final.

DECI SION: This item was deferred.



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Novenmber

| TEM NO

10* * PAA

19,

2001

CASE

Cancel l ation by Florida Public Service Comm ssion of shared
tenant services tel ecommuni cations certificates for
violation of Rule 25-4.0161, F. A . C., Regul atory Assessnent
Fees; Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es.

Docket No. 011100-TS - Apex Professional Services, Inc.
Docket No. 011101-TS - Gaedeke Hol di ngs Ltd.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehearing O ficer: Jaber

Staff: CWMP:. Isler
LEG K. Pena, B. Keating, Elliott

| SSUE 1: Should the Conmm ssion inpose a $500 fine or cancel
each conpany’s respective certificate listed on Attachment A
of staff’s Novenmber 7, 2001 nenorandum for apparent
violation of Rule 25-4.0161, Florida Adm nistrative Code,
Regul atory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es?
RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The Comm ssion should inpose a $500
fine or cancel each conpany’s certificate as |isted on
Attachment A if the fine and the regul atory assessnent fees,
i ncluding statutory penalty and interest charges, are not
received by the Comm ssion within five business days after

t he i ssuance of the Consummating Order. The fine should be
paid to the Florida Public Service Comm ssion and forwarded
to the OFfice of the Conptroller for deposit in the State
CGeneral 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
certificate nunbers |listed on Attachnent A should be
cancel ed adm nistratively and the collection of the past due
fees should be referred to the Ofice of the Conptroller for
further collection efforts.

| SSUE 2: Should these dockets be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The Order issued fromthis
recomendation will becone final upon issuance of a
Consunmmati ng Order unless a person whose substanti al
interests are affected by the Comm ssion’s decision files a

- 15 -



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Novenmber

| TEM NO

10** PAA

19,

2001

CASE

Cancel l ation by Florida Public Service Comm ssion of shared
tenant services tel ecommunications certificates for
violation of Rule 25-4.0161, F. A . C., Regul atory Assessnent
Fees; Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es.

(Conti nued from previous page)

protest within 21 days of the issuance of the Proposed
Agency Action Order. These dockets should then be cl osed
upon receipt of the fine and fees or cancellation of the
certificate. A protest in one docket should not prevent the
action in a separate docket from becom ng final.

DECISION: This item was deferred.



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference
Novenmber 19, 2001

| TEM NO

11** PAA

CASE

Cancel |l ation by Florida Public Service Conm ssion of

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

Tel econmmuni cati ons Conpani es.

Docket No. 010729-TlI - Direct Net Tel econmuni cati ons
Docket No. 011096-Tl - Dot Com Phone Cards, LLC
Docket No. 011097-TlI - Telera Communi cations, Inc.
Critical Date(s): None

Conmmi ssi oners Assigned: Full Conmm ssion

Prehearing O ficer: Jaber (011096, 011097)

Prehearing O ficer: Deason (010729)

Staff: CWMP: Isler
LEG K. Pena, B. Keating, Elliott
| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion inmpose a $500 fine or cancel

each conpany’s respective certificate listed on Attachment A
of staff’s Novenmber 7, 2001 nmenorandum for apparent
violation of Rule 25-4.0161, Florida Adm nistrative Code,
Regul atory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es?
RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The Conmi ssion should i npose a $500
fine or cancel each conpany’ s certificate as listed on
Attachment A if the fine and the regul atory assessnent fees,
including statutory penalty and interest charges, are not
recei ved by the Comm ssion within five business days after

t he i ssuance of the Consunmmating Order. The fine should be
paid to the Florida Public Service Conm ssion and forwarded
to the Ofice of the Conptroller for deposit in the State
CGeneral 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
penal ty and interest charges, are not received, the
certificate nunbers listed on Attachnment A should be
cancel ed adm nistratively and the collection of the past due
fees should be referred to the Ofice of the Conptroller for
further collection efforts.




M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference
Novenmber 19, 2001

| TEM NO. CASE

11** PAA 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 ecomruni cati ons Conpani es.

(Conti nued from previous page)

| SSUE 2: Should these dockets be cl osed?

RECOVMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The Order issued fromthis
recomendation will becone final upon issuance of a
Consunmati ng Order unless a person whose substanti al
interests are affected by the Comm ssion’s decision files a
protest within 21 days of the issuance of the Proposed
Agency Action Order. These dockets should then be closed
upon receipt of the fine and fees or cancellation of the
certificate. A protest in one docket should not prevent the
action in a separate docket from becom ng final.

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Novenmber

| TEM NO

12** PAA

19,

2001

CASE

Docket No. 011148-TX - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of Alternative Local Exchange

Tel ecomruni cations Certificate No. 5773 issued to

Sout heastern Tel econmmuni cati ons Service Inc. for violation
of Rules 25-4.0161, F. A C., Regulatory Assessnent Fees;

Tel ecomruni cati ons Conpani es, and 25-24.835, F.A C., Records
& Reports; Rules Incorporated.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehearing O ficer: Jaber

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

| SSUE 1: Should the Conmm ssion inpose a $500 fine or cancel
Sout heastern Tel ecommuni cations Service Inc.’s certificate
for apparent violation of Rule 25-4.0161, Florida

Adm ni strative Code, Regul atory Assessnent Fees;

Tel ecomruni cati ons Conpani es?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The Comm ssion should inpose 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 Consummati ng
Order. The fine should be paid to the Florida Public
Service Comm ssion and forwarded to the Ofice of the
Comptrol l er 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
i nterest charges, are not received, Certificate No. 5773
shoul d be canceled adm nistratively and the coll ection of

t he past due fees should be referred to the O fice of the
Comptroller for further collection efforts.




M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference
Novenmber 19, 2001

| TEM NO. CASE

12** PAA Docket No. 011148-TX - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Conmm ssion of Alternative Local Exchange
Tel ecommuni cations Certificate No. 5773 issued to
Sout heastern Tel econmuni cati ons Service Inc. for violation
of Rules 25-4.0161, F. A C., Regulatory Assessnent Fees;
Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es, and 25-24.835, F.A C., Records
& Reports; Rules Incorporated.

(Continued from previ ous page)

| SSUE 2: Should the Comm ssion inmpose a $500 fine or cancel
Sout heastern Tel ecomruni cations Service Inc.’'s certificate
for apparent violation of Rule 25-24.835, Florida

Adm ni strative Code, Rules Incorporated?

RECOVIVENDATI| ON: Yes. The Comm ssion should inpose a $500
fine or cancel the conpany’'s certificate if the information
required by Rule 25-24.835, Florida Adm nistrative Code,

Rul es I ncorporated, and fine are not received by the

Comm ssion within five business days after the issuance of
t he Consummating Order. The fine should be paid to the
Florida Public Service 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 Comm ssion’s Order is not protested and
the fine and required information are not received,
Certificate No. 5773 should be canceled adm nistratively.

| SSUE 3: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The Order issued fromthis
recomendation will becone final upon issuance of a
Consummati ng Order unless a person whose substanti al
interests are affected by the Conmm ssion’s decision files a
protest within 21 days of the issuance of the Proposed
Agency Action Order. The docket should then be closed upon
recei pt of the fines, fees, and required information or
cancel lation of the certificate.

DECI SI ON: The recommendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Novenmber

| TEM NO

13** PAA

19,

2001

CASE

Docket No. 010868-TlI - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of Interexchange Tel ecomruni cati ons
Certificate No. 3562 issued to Rapid Link USA, Inc. for
violation of Rule 25-4.0161, F.A C., Regul atory Assessnent
Fees; Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es.

Critical Date(s): None

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

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

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion inmpose a $500 fine or cancel
Rapid Link USA, Inc.’s certificate for apparent violation of
Rul e 25-4.0161, Florida Adm nistrative Code, Regul atory
Assessnment Fees; Tel ecomrmuni cati ons Conpani es?
RECOVMENDATI ON:  Yes. The Conm ssion should i npose a $500
fine or cancel the conpany’'s certificate if the fine is not
recei ved by the Comm ssion within five business days after

t he i ssuance of the Consunmating Order. The fine should be
paid to the Florida Public Service Comm ssion and forwarded
to the Ofice of the Conptroller for deposit in the State
CGeneral Revenue Fund pursuant to Section 364.285(1), Florida
Statutes. If the Commi ssion’s Order is not protested and
the fine is not received, the conpany’s Certificate No. 3562
shoul d be cancelled adm nistratively.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The Order issued fromthis
recommendation will becone final upon issuance of a
Consummating Order unless a person whose substanti al
interests are affected by the Conmm ssion’s decision files a
protest within 21 days of the issuance of the Proposed
Agency Action Order. The docket should then be cl osed upon
recei pt of the fine or cancellation of the certificate.

DECI SI ON: The recommendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Novenmber

| TEM NO

14** PAA

19,

2001

CASE

Docket No. 010724-Tl - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of Interexchange Tel ecomruni cati ons
Certificate No. 4694 issued to Cash Back Rebates LD. COM
Inc. for violation of Rule 25-4.0161, F. A C., Regul atory
Assessnent Fees; Tel ecomruni cati ons Conpani es.

Critical Date(s): None

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

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

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion inmpose a $500 fine or cancel
Cash Back Rebates LD.COM Inc.’s certificate for apparent
violation of Rule 25-4.0161, Florida Adm nistrative Code,
Regul atory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es,
and Section 350.113, Florida Statutes?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The Conmi ssion should i npose a $500
fine or cancel the conmpany’s certificate if the fine and
statutory penalty and interest charges are not received by

t he Comm ssion within five business days after the issuance
of the Consummating Order. The fine should be paid to the
Florida Public Service Comm ssion and forwarded to the

O fice 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 statutory penalty and interest charges are not
received, the conpany’s Certificate No. 4694 should be
cancell ed adm nistratively and the collection of the past
due fees should be referred to the O fice of the Conptroller
for further collection efforts.




M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Novenmber

| TEM NO

14* * PAA

19,

2001

CASE

Docket No. 010724-Tl - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of Interexchange Tel econmuni cati ons
Certificate No. 4694 issued to Cash Back Rebates LD. COM
Inc. for violation of Rule 25-4.0161, F. A C., Regulatory
Assessnment Fees; Tel ecomruni cati ons Conpani es.

(Continued from previ ous page)

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOVVENDATI ON:  Yes. The Order issued fromthis
recommendation will becone final upon issuance of a
Consummati ng Order unless a person whose substanti al
interests are affected by the Comm ssion’s decision files a
protest within 21 days of the issuance of the Proposed
Agency Action Order. The docket should then be cl osed upon
recei pt of the fine and fees or cancellation of the
certificate.

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Novenmber

| TEM NO

15** PAA

19,

2001

CASE

Cancel |l ation by Florida Public Service Conm 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. 011134-TX
Docket No. 011136-TX
Docket No. 011137-TX
Docket No. 011141-TX

U.S. Dial Tone, Inc.

Progressi ve Tel ecommuni cati ons Cor p.
USA Qui ck Phone, Inc.

Qui ck-Tel Communi cations, Inc.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehearing O ficer: Deason (011141)
Prehearing Oficer: Jaber (011134, 011136, 011137)

Staff: CWMP:. Isler
LEG K. Pena, B. Keating, Elliott

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion inmpose a $500 fine or cancel
each conpany’s respective certificate listed on Attachment A
of staff’s November 7, 2001 nmenorandum for apparent
violation of Rule 25-4.0161, Florida Adm nistrative Code,
Regul atory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es?
RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The Conmi ssion shoul d i npose a $500
fine or cancel each conpany’s certificate as listed on
Attachnment A if the fine and the regul atory assessnent fees,
i ncluding statutory penalty and interest charges, are not
received by the Comm ssion within five business days after

t he i ssuance of the Consummating Order. The fine should be
paid to the Florida Public Service Conm ssion and forwarded
to the Office 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
certificate nunbers listed on Attachnment A should be
cancel ed adm nistratively and the collection of the past due
fees should be referred to the Ofice of the Conptroller for
further collection efforts.




M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference
Novenmber 19, 2001

| TEM NO. CASE

15** PAA 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 ecomruni cati ons Conpani es.

(Conti nued from previous page)

| SSUE 2: Should these dockets be cl osed?

RECOVMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The Order issued fromthis
recomendation will becone final upon issuance of a
Consunmati ng Order unless a person whose substanti al
interests are affected by the Comm ssion’s decision files a
protest within 21 days of the issuance of the Proposed
Agency Action Order. These dockets should then be closed
upon receipt of the fine and fees or cancellation of the
certificate. A protest in one docket should not prevent the
action in a separate docket from becom ng final.

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Novenmber

| TEM NO

16**

19,

2001

CASE

Docket No. 011146-TX - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of Alternative Local Exchange

Tel ecomruni cations Certificate No. 5742 issued to The Mobile
Phone Conmpany, Inc. for violation of Rule 25-4.0161, F.A. C.,
Regul atory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecommuni cati ons Conpani es.

Critical Date(s): None

Conmmi ssi oners Assigned: Full Conmm ssion
Prehearing O ficer: Jaber

Staff: CMP: Isler
LEG K. Pena, B. Keat i ng

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion accept the settlement offer
proposed by The Mobil e Phone Conpany, Inc. to resolve the
apparent violation of Rule 25-4.0161, Florida Adm nistrative
Code, Regul atory Assessnent Fees; Tel econmuni cations

Conpani es?
RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The Comm ssion should accept the
conpany’s settlenment proposal. Any contribution should be

received by the Conm ssion within ten busi ness days fromthe
date of the Conmm ssion Order and should identify the docket
nunmber and conpany name. The Comm ssion should forward the
contribution to the Ofice of the Conptroller for deposit in
the State General Revenue Fund pursuant to Section
364.285(1), Florida Statutes. |If the conpany fails to pay
in accordance with the ternms of the Conm ssion Order
Certificate No. 5742 should be cancel ed adm nistratively.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be closed?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. |If the Conm ssion approves staff’s
recommendation in Issue 1, this docket should be cl osed upon
recei pt of the $500 contribution or cancellation of the
certificate.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

Conmi ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Novenmber

| TEM NO

17**

19,

2001

CASE

Docket No. 011144-TX - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of Alternative Local Exchange

Tel ecomruni cations Certificate No. 5718 issued to Public
Tel ephone Network, Inc. for violation of Rule 25-4.0161,
F.A.C., Regul atory Assessnment Fees; Tel econmuni cati ons
Conpani es.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehearing Oficer: Jaber

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

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion accept the settlenment offer
proposed by Public Tel ephone Network, Inc. to resolve the
apparent violation of Rule 25-4.0161, Florida Adm nistrative
Code, Regul atory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecommunications

Conpani es?
RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The Comm ssion shoul d accept the
conpany’s settlement proposal. Any contribution should be

received by the Conm ssion within ten business days fromthe
date of the Conm ssion Order and should identify the docket
nunmber and conpany name. 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 the conpany fails to pay
in accordance with the terms of the Comm ssion Order,
Certificate No. 5718 should be cancel ed adm nistratively.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be closed?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. |If the Conm ssion approves staff’s
recomendation in Issue 1, this docket should be cl osed upon
recei pt of the $250 contribution or cancellation of the
certificate.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Novenmber

| TEM NO

18**

19,

2001

CASE

Docket No. 011098-Tl - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of Interexchange Tel ecomruni cati ons
Certificate No. 7669 issued to Futur Tel ecom America, Inc.
for violation of Rule 25-4.0161, F.A C., Regulatory
Assessnent Fees; Tel ecomruni cati ons Conpani es.

Critical Date(s): None

Conmmi ssi oners Assigned: Full Conmm ssion
Prehearing O ficer: Jaber

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

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion accept the settlement offer
proposed by Futur Telecom America, Inc. to resolve the
apparent violation of Rule 25-4.0161, Florida Adm nistrative
Code, Regul atory Assessnent Fees; Tel econmuni cations

Conpani es?
RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The Comm ssion should accept the
conpany’s settlenment proposal. Any contribution should be

received by the Conm ssion within ten busi ness days fromthe
date of the Conmm ssion Order and should identify the docket
nunmber and conpany name. The Comm ssion should forward the
contribution to the Ofice of the Conptroller for deposit in
the State General Revenue Fund pursuant to Section
364.285(1), Florida Statutes. |If the conpany fails to pay
in accordance with the ternms of the Conm ssion Order
Certificate No. 7669 should be cancel ed adm nistratively.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be closed?

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

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

Conmi ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Novenmber

| TEM NO

19* *

19,

2001

CASE

Docket No. 010576-TC - Cancell ation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of PATS Certificate No. 7069 issued to
USA Communi cations, Inc. for violation of Rule 25-4.0161,
F.A.C., Regul atory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecomruni cations
Conpani es.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: CMP: Isler
LEG Elliott

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion accept the settlement offer
proposed by USA Conmuni cations, Inc. to resolve the apparent
violation of Rule 25-4.0161, Florida Adm nistrative Code,
Regul at ory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecomrmuni cati ons Conpani es?
RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The Conmm ssion should accept the
conpany’s settlenment proposal. Any contribution should be
recei ved by the Comm ssion within ten business days fromthe
date of the Comm ssion Order and should identify the docket
nunber and conpany nane. The Comm ssion should forward the
contribution to the Office of the Conptroller for deposit in
the State General Revenue Fund pursuant to Section
364.285(1), Florida Statutes. |If the conpany fails to pay
in accordance with the ternms of the Comm ssion Order
Certificate No. 7069 should be cancel ed adm nistratively.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

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

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference
Novenmber 19, 2001

| 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 cati ons Conpani es.

Docket No. 011129-TX
Conpany

Docket No. 011132-TX
Communi cati ons
Docket No. 011135-TX
Docket No. 011147-TX

Tal | ahassee Menorial Tel ephone

HTR & L Enterprises, Inc. d/b/a Hart

USA Tel ephone I nc.
| G2, Inc.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehearing Officer: Jaber

Staff: CMP: Isler
LEG Elliott, K Pena, B. Keating

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion accept the settlenment offer
proposed by each conpany listed on Attachment A of staff’s
November 7, 2001 nmenorandum to resolve the apparent
violation of Rule 25-4.0161, Florida Adm nistrative Code,
Regul atory Assessnent Fees; Tel ecomrmuni cati ons Conpani es?
RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The Comm ssion should accept each
conpany’s respective settlenment proposal. Any contribution
shoul d be received by the Comm ssion within ten business
days fromthe date of the Comm ssion Order and should
identify the docket nunber and conpany nane. The Conmm ssion
should forward the contribution to the Ofice of the
Comptrol ler for deposit in the State General Revenue Fund
pursuant to Section 364.285(1), Florida Statutes. |[|f any of
the conpanies listed on Attachment A fails to pay in
accordance with the terms of the Comm ssion Order, that
conpany’s respective certificate should be cancel ed

adm ni stratively.




M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Novenmber

| TEM NO

20* *

19,

2001

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 ecomruni cati ons Conpani es.

(Conti nued from previous page)

| SSUE 2: Should these dockets be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. |If the Conm ssion approves staff’s
recomrendati on on Issue 1, the docket for each conpany
listed on Attachnment A should be closed upon receipt of the
$100 contribution or cancellation of the certificate.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference
Novenmber 19, 2001

| TEM NO. CASE

21** PAA Docket No. 011150-TX - Cancellation by Florida Public
Service Comm ssion of Alternative Local Exchange
Tel ecomruni cations Certificate No. 5802 issued to Ripple
Communi cations, Inc. for violation of Rules 25-4.0161,
F.A.C., Regul atory Assessnment Fees; Tel econmuni cati ons
Conpani es, and 25-24.835, F.A C., Records & Reports; Rules
| ncor por at ed.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehearing O ficer: Jaber

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

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion grant Ri pple Conmmuni cations,
Inc. a voluntary cancellation of Alternative Local Exchange
Tel ecommuni cations Certificate No. 5802?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The Comm ssion should grant the
conpany a voluntary cancellation of its certificate with an
effective date of Septenber 21, 2001.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON: Yes. The Order issued fromthis
recomendation will becone final upon issuance of a
Consummating Order unless a person whose substanti al
interests are affected by the Comm ssion’s decision files a
protest within 21 days of issuance of the Proposed Agency
Action Order. The docket should then be cl osed upon

cancel lation of the certificate.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

Conmi ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Novenmber

| TEM NO

22** PAA

19,

2001

CASE

Docket No. 011133-TX - Bankruptcy cancell ation by Florida
Public Service Comm ssion of Alternative Local Exchange
Tel ecomruni cations Certificate No. 5333 issued to American
MetroUtilities Corporation/Florida, effective 9/7/01.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehearing Officer: Adm ni strative

Staff: CMP: Isler
LEG Elliott

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion grant Anmerican
MetroUtilities Corporation/Florida s request for

cancel lation of its ALEC Certificate No. 53337
RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The Comm ssion should grant the
conpany a bankruptcy cancellation of its ALEC Certificate
No. 5333 with an effective date of Septenber 7, 2001. In
addition, the Division of the Conm ssion Clerk and

Adm ni strative Services will be notified that the 2000 and
2001 RAFs, plus statutory penalty and interest charges,
shoul d not be sent to the Conptroller’s O fice for

col l ection, but that perm ssion for the Comm ssion to wite
of f the uncoll ectible amunt shoul d be requested.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON: Yes. The Order issued fromthis
recommendation will becone final upon issuance of a
Consummating Order unless a person whose substanti al
interests are affected by the Comm ssion’s decision files a
protest within 21 days of the issuance of the Proposed
Agency Action Order. The docket should then be cl osed.

DECI SI ON: The recommendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference
Novenmber 19, 2001

| TEM NO. CASE

23** PAA Docket No. 010031-ElI - 2000 Fossil Dismantlenent Cost Study
by Fl orida Power Corporation.

Critical Date(s): None

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

Staff: ECR P. Lee, D. Draper, Lester
LEG Elias
SER: Col son

| SSUE 1: Should FPC s currently approved annual

di smant | ement provision be revised?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. This dismantl enent study indicates a
need to revise the annual dismantl enment provision to
recogni ze updated base cost estimates of di smantl enent,
inflation, and contingency. Staff recommends that FPC s
annual di smantl enment accruals be revised, effective July 1,
2001.

| SSUE 2: Should any reserve allocations be nade?
RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The staff recommended reserve

al l ocati ons are shown on Attachnment, page 7, of staff’s
Novenmber 7, 2001 nenorandum These all ocations are
reflective of FPC s recomended al |l ocati on method to correct
identified reserve inmbal ances based on current di smantl enent
estimates updated to reflect the | atest Data Resources, Inc.
(DRI') inflation forecasts.

| SSUE 3: What is the appropriate annual provision for

di smant | enent ?

RECOVMVENDATI ON:  The appropriate annual accrual is

$8, 813,128 and represents a decrease of about $8.2 mllion
fromthe 1994 approved annual accrual. Attachnment B, page 8
shows the staff recommended di smantl| ement accruals. These
accruals reflect current estimtes of dismantlenment costs on
a site-specific basis using the latest DRI inflation
forecasts and a 15% conti ngency factor.

| SSUE 4: Should this docket be cl osed?

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

- 34 -



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference
Novenmber 19, 2001

| TEM NO. CASE

23** PAA Docket No. 010031-ElI - 2000 Fossil Dismantl ement Cost Study
by Fl ori da Power Corporation.

(Continued from previ ous page)

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved with an oral nodification,
to strike the reference to Turner Units 3 and 4 on page 4 of the staff
recommendati on, made by staff at the conference.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Novenmber

| TEM NO

24%* PAA

19,

2001

CASE

Docket No. 010668-ElI - Petition for approval of recovery
schedul e for three generating units, effective January 1,
2001, by Tanpa El ectric Conpany.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehearing Oficer: Deason

Staff: ECR: P. Lee, Gardner
LEG Elias
SER: Col son

| SSUE 1: Should Tanpa El ectric Conpany be allowed to

i npl enment its proposed recovery schedul es for Hookers
Point, Dinner Lake, and the conbustion turbine at the Gannon
Station?

RECOVIVENDATI| ON: Yes. Staff recomrends that TECO be
allowed to inplenment the recovery schedul es shown on
Attachment A, page 6, of staff’s Novenber 7, 2001 nmenorandum
addressing the unrecovered investnents associated with the
net planned retirenment of Hookers Point, Dinner Lake, and
the conbustion turbine unit at the Gannon Station. The
resulting estimted expenses reflect an increase of about
$666, 000, as shown on Attachnment B, page 7.

| SSUE 2: Should the fossil dismantl enent provision for
Hookers Point, Di nner Lake, and the Gannon Conbusti on
Tur bi ne be revised to recognize TECO s revised retirenent

pl ans?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The revised fossil dismantl enment

provi sion for each station is shown on Attachnent C, page 8.
| SSUE 3: What should be the inplenentation date for the new
recovery schedul es and revised di smantl enent accrual s?
RECOMVENDATI ON: A January 1, 2001, inplenentation date is
recommended for the recovery schedul es and rel ated

di smant | ement accruals to reflect TECO s current planning
for the retirement of Hookers Point, Dinner Lake, and the
Gannon conbusti on turbine.




M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Novenmber

| TEM NO

24%* PAA

19,

2001

CASE

Docket No. 010668-ElI - Petition for approval of recovery
schedul e for three generating units, effective January 1,
2001, by Tanpa Electric Conpany.

(Continued from previ ous page)

| SSUE 4: Should this docket be cl osed?

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

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

Conmi ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck
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19,

2001

CASE

Docket No. 011298-El - Petition by Florida Power & Light
Conpany to increase the Annual Storm Fund accrual .

Critical Date(s): None

Conmmi ssi oners Assigned: Full Conmm ssion
Prehearing O ficer: Baez

Staff: ECR:  Brinkley
LEG. Stern
SER: Br eman

| SSUE 1: Should FPL's petition for an increase to its storm

damage fund accrual be considered in the rate proceeding in
Docket No. 001148-El established through Order No. PSC-01-
1346- PCO- EI ?

RECOVIVENDATI ON:  Yes. FPL's petition for an increase to its
st orm damage fund accrual should be considered in the rate
proceedi ng in Docket No. 001148-El.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOVMENDATI ON:  Yes. This docket should be closed. |If the
Comm ssi on approves staff’s recommendation in Issue 1, the
subject matter of the petition filed in this docket will be
addressed in Docket No. 001148-El and nothing will remain to
be addressed in this docket.

DECI SI ON: The reconmmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck
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19,

2001

CASE

Docket No. 010403-WJ - Application for staff-assisted rate
case in Highlands County by Holnmes Utilities, Inc.

Critical Date(s): 9/4/02 (15-nonth effective date)

Conmmi ssi oners Assigned: Full Conmm ssion
Prehearing O ficer: Jaber

Staff: ECR Biggins, Fitch, Lingo, Minroe
LEG  Espi noza

| SSUE 1: Is the quality of service provided by Hol nes
Utility considered satisfactory?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. The quality of service provided by
Holmes Utility should be considered satisfactory.

| SSUE 2: Shoul d the conpany have any excessive unaccounted
for water recognized in the used and useful cal cul ation?
RECOMVENDATI ON: No. Any ampount over 10% of the water
punped and unaccounted for shoul d be consi dered excessive.
Holmes Utility’ s unaccounted for water was below this

t hreshol d.

| SSUE 3: What portions of water plant, transm ssion and

di stribution systens are used and useful ?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  The water treatnent plant should be

consi dered 100% used and useful. The water transm ssion and
di stribution system should be considered 90% used and
useful .

| SSUE 4: Should an acquisition adjustnment be approved in
the determi nation of the utility’s rate base?
RECOMVENDATI ON:  No. An acqui sition adjustnment shoul d not
be approved in the determ nation of the utility s rate base.
| SSUE 5: What is the appropriate average test year rate base
for the utility?

RECOMVENDATI ON: The appropri ate average test year rate base
for Holmes Utility is $24,135 for water. The utility should
be required to conplete all pro forma additions, as

di scussed in the analysis portion of staff’s Novenber 7,
2001 nmenorandum w thin nine nonths of the effective date of
t he Comm ssion Order.
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19,

2001

CASE

Docket No. 010403-WJ - Application for staff-assisted rate
case in Hi ghlands County by Holmes Utilities, Inc.

(Continued from previ ous page)

| SSUE 6: What is the appropriate rate of return on equity
and the appropriate overall rate of return for this utility?
RECOMVENDATI ON:  The appropriate return on equity is 9.94%
with a range of 8.94% - 10.94% The appropriate overall
rate of return is 8.50%

| SSUE 7: What are the appropriate test year revenues?
RECOVMENDATI ON:  The appropriate test year revenues for the
utility are $10,522 for water.

| SSUE 8: What is the appropriate amount of operating
expense?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  The appropri ate anount of operating
expenses for this utility is $22,113.

| SSUE 9: What is the appropriate revenue requirenment?
RECOVMVENDATI ON:  The appropriate revenue requirenent is
$24,164 for water.

| SSUE 10: Is a revision to the utility’ s current inclining-
bl ock rate structure for its water system appropriate in
this case, and, if so, what is the appropriate conservation
adj ustment, and what are the appropriate nunber of usage

bl ocks and usage bl ock rate factors?

RECOMVENDATI ON: Yes. A revision to the utility’ s current
rate structure for its water systemis appropriate. No
conservation adjustnent is recomended. The rate structure
shoul d be changed to a two-tier inclining-block rate
structure. The recomended usage bl ocks are for nonthly
consunption of: 1) 0-10,000 gallons; and 2) in excess of

10, 000 gallons (10 kgal), with usage block rate factors of
1.0 and 1. 25, respectively.

| SSUE 11: |Is an adjustnent to reflect repression of
consunpti on appropriate in this case, and, if so, what is

t he appropriate repression adjustnment?

RECOMVENDATI ON: Yes. A repression adjustnent of 117 kgal to
consunption is appropriate. In order to nonitor the effects
of both the change in rate structure and the recomrended
revenue increase, the utility should be ordered to prepare
mont hly reports detailing the nunber of bills rendered, the
consunption billed and the revenue billed. These reports
shoul d be provided, by customer class and neter size, on a

- 40 -
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2001

CASE

Docket No. 010403-WJ - Application for staff-assisted rate
case in Hi ghlands County by Holmes Utilities, Inc.

(Continued from previ ous page)

quarterly basis for a period of two years, beginning with
the first billing period after the increased rates go into
ef fect.

| SSUE 12: What are the appropriate nonthly rates for
service?

RECOMVENDATI ON: The appropriate nonthly rates shoul d be

desi gned to produce revenues of $24, 164, excl uding

m scel | aneous service charge revenues. The utility shoul d
file revised tariff sheets and a proposed custoner notice to
reflect the Comm ssion-approved rates. The approved rates
shoul d be effective for service rendered on or after the

st anped approval date of the revised tariff sheets pursuant
to Rule 25-30.475(1), Florida Adm nistrative Code. The
rates should not be inplenented until staff has approved the
proposed custoner notice, and the notice has been received
by the custoners. The utility should provide proof of the
date notice was given no | ess than 10 days after the date of
t he notice.

| SSUE 13: \What is the appropriate anount by which rates
shoul d be reduced four years after the established effective
date to reflect the renoval of the anortized rate case
expense as required by Section 367.0816, Florida Statutes?
RECOMVENDATI ON:  The water rates should be reduced as shown
on Schedule 4 of staff’s menorandum to renove rate case
expense grossed up for regulatory assessnent fees and

anorti zed over a four-year period. The decrease in rates
shoul d beconme effective immediately follow ng the expiration
of the four-year rate case expense recovery period, pursuant
to Section 367.0816, Florida Statutes. The utility should
be required to file revised tariffs and a proposed custoner
notice setting forth the lower rates and the reason for the
reduction no |later than one nmonth prior to the actual date
of the required rate reduction. If the utility files this
reduction in conjunction with a price index or pass-through
rate adjustnment, separate data should be filed for the price
i ndex and/or pass-through increase or decrease and the
reduction in the rates due to the anortized rate case
expense.

- 41 -
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CASE

Docket No. 010403-WJ - Application for staff-assisted rate
case in Hi ghlands County by Holmes Utilities, Inc.

(Continued from previ ous page)

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

RECOVMVENDATI ON: The appropriate custoner deposits should be
the recommended charges as specified in the staff anal ysis.
The utility should file revised tariff sheets which are
consistent with the Comm ssion’s vote. Staff should be
given adm nistrative authority to approve the revised tariff
sheets upon staff’s verification that the tariffs are
consistent with the Comm ssion’s decision. |If revised
tariff sheets are filed and approved, the custoner deposits
shoul d becone effective for connections nmade on or after the
st anped approval date of the revised tariff sheets, if no
protest is filed.

| SSUE 15: Should the utility's service availability charges
be revised to include a tap in fee and a neter installation
charge, and if so, what are the appropriate charges?
RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes, the utility's current service

avai lability charges should be revised to include a tap in
fee of $150 and a neter installation charge of $100. The
utility should file revised tariff sheets which are
consistent with the Comm ssion’s vote. Staff should be
given adm nistrative authority to approve the revised tariff
sheets upon staff’s verification that the tariffs are
consistent with the Comm ssion’s decision. |If revised
tariff sheets are filed and approved, the service
availability charges shoul d becone effective for connections
made on or after the stanped approval date of the revised
tariff sheets, if no protest is filed.

| SSUE 16: Should the recommended rates be approved for the
utility on a tenporary basis, subject to refund, in the
event of a protest filed by a party other than the utility?
RECOMVENDATI ON: Yes. Pursuant to Section 367.0814(7),

Fl ori da Statues, the recommended rates should be approved
for the utility on a tenporary basis, subject to refund, in
the event of a protest filed by a party other than the
utility. Prior to inplenentation of any tenporary rates,
the utility should provide appropriate security. |If the
recommended rates are approved on a tenporary basis, the

- 42 -



M nut es of
Comm ssi on Conference

Novenmber

| TEM NO

26** PAA

19,

2001

CASE

Docket No. 010403-WJ - Application for staff-assisted rate
case in Hi ghlands County by Holmes Utilities, Inc.

(Continued from previ ous page)

rates collected by the utility should be subject to the
refund provisions discussed in the staff analysis. In
addition, after the increased rates are in effect, pursuant
to Rule 25-30.360(6), Florida Adm nistrative Code, the
utility should file reports with the Conm ssion’s Division
of Econom ¢ Regul ation no |ater than the 20th of each nonth
indicating the nonthly and total anount of noney subject to
refund at the end of the preceding nonth. The report filed
shoul d al so indicate the status of the security being used
to guarantee repaynent of any potential refund.

| SSUE 17: Should Holmes Utilities, Inc. be ordered to show
cause, in witing, within 21 days, why it should not be
fined for failure to conply with its tariff, in apparent

viol ation of Sections 367.081(1), and 367.091(3), Florida

St at ut es?

RECOMVENDATI ON: No. Show cause proceedi ngs should not be
initiated at this tinme. The utility should hereby be put on
notice that it nust continue to conply with its tariff and
bill accordingly in the future.

| SSUE 18: Should this docket be closed?

RECOMVENDATI ON: No. If no tinely protest is received upon
expiration of the protest period, the PAA Order will becone
final upon the issuance of a Consummating Order. However,
this docket should remain open for an additional nine nonths
fromthe effective date of the Order to allow staff to
verify conpletion of pro forma plant described in |Issue No.
5. Once staff has verified that this work has been

conpl eted, the docket should be closed adm nistratively.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

Conmi ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck
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19,

2001

CASE

Docket No. 960786B-TL - Consi deration of Bell South

Tel ecomruni cations, Inc.’s entry into interLATA services
pursuant to Section 271 of the Federal Tel econmuni cations
Act of 1996. (Third Party OSS Testi ng)

Docket No. 981834-TP - Petition of Conpetitive Carriers for
Comm ssion action to support | ocal conpetition in Bell South
Tel ecommuni cations, Inc.’s service territory.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assi gned: Jacobs, Deason (981834-TP)
Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion (960786B-TL)
Prehearing Officer: Deason

Staff: LEG B. Keating, Banks, Helton
CWP: Si mmons
RGO Harvey, Vinson

| SSUE 1: Should AT&T's Motion to Investigate Bell South’s
Conduct in the OSS Testing (Mtion) be granted?
RECOMVENDATI ON:  No. Staff believes that AT&T' s Mtion to

| nvestigate Bell South’s Conduct in the OSS Testing should be
denied. Staff has investigated AT&T s all egati on that

Bel | South’s preferential treatnment of certain LSRs had an
adverse inpact on the Florida OSS test. Staff has concl uded
that the inpact on the Florida test is nonexistent. In
addition, staff believes that Bell South is clearly required
to notify ALECs of ALEC-affecting changes relating to LENS,
EDI, TAG TAFI, ECFA and CSOTS. However, none of these
systens have been retired. Therefore, staff believes that
there is no reason for concern that the results of the
Florida OSS test may |lack integrity or be tainted.

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

RECOMVENDATI ON: No. These dockets should remain open
pendi ng the outcone of the Third-Party OSS Testing.

DECI SI ON: The reconmmendati ons were approved.

Conm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal ecki
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28** Docket No. 980498-TP - Petition by GIC, Inc. d/b/a GI Comto
term nate interLATA access subsidy and convert to paynent of
access charge revenue directly to GIC, Inc. d/b/a GI' Com

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehearing Oficer: Baez

Staff: LEG B. Keating
CwP: Wi ght

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion, on its own notion, dismss
GIC s Petition and cl ose Docket No. 980498- TP?

PRI MARY RECOMIVENDATI ON: Yes. Staff recommends that the
subject of GIC s Petition has been rendered noot by the
Comm ssion’s decision in Docket No. 970808-TL and the
Suprenme Court’s affirmance of that decision as it pertained
to GIC. Therefore, this Petition should be dism ssed with
prej udi ce.

DECI SI ON: The primary reconmendati on was approved.

ALTERNATI VE RECOMMENDATI ON: In the alternative, the

Commi ssi on should, on its own notion, dismss this Petition
wi t hout prejudice, and close the docket because there has
been no activity in the case for over one year.

DECI SION: The alternati ve reconmendati on was deni ed.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be closed?

RECOMVENDATI ON: Yes. If the Conmm ssion approves either of
staff’s recommendations in Issue 1, this docket should be
cl osed.

DECI SI ON: The recomendati on was approved.

Conmi ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck
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2001

CASE

Docket No. 001551-WS - Application for transfer of
Certificate Nos. 544-Wand 474-S in Hi ghlands County from
Hi ghl ands Ri dge Associ ates, Inc. to Highlands Ri dge
Uilities, LLC

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assigned: Full Comm ssion
Prehearing O ficer: Pal ecki

Staff: LEG Crosby, Gervasi
RGO. Johnson, Redenmann

| SSUE 1: Should HRU s request for an extension of tinme to
file proof of ownership of the |and upon which the utility’s
facilities are | ocated be granted?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. HRU s request for an extension of
time to file proof of ownership of the |Iand upon which the
utility's facilities are | ocated should be granted. HRU
should be required to file proof that it owns or has
continued use of the land within 30 days of closing of the
transfer.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOVMENDATI ON: No. The docket should remain open pending
recei pt of proof that HRU owns the | and upon which the
utility's facilities are located or that the utility has
continued use of the land. Upon receipt and verification of
such proof, the docket should be adm nistratively cl osed.

DECI SI ON: The reconmmendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck
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19,

2001

CASE

Docket No. 010887-W5 - Application for approval of nerger of
Utilities, Inc. and Nuon Acquisition Sub, Inc., an Illinois
corporation, for determ nation of Comm ssion’s jurisdiction
of such nerger, and for the transfer of mpjority

organi zational control to nvNuon, a Netherlands corporation.

Critical Date(s): None

Conmmi ssi oners Assigned: Full Conmm ssion
Prehearing O ficer: Jaber

Staff: RGO  Brady
LEG Harris

| SSUE 1: Should the transfer of majority organizational
control of Utilities, Inc. to nvNuon be approved?
RECOMVENDATI ON: Yes. The transfer of mapjority

organi zational control of Utilities, Inc. to nvNuon is in
the public interest and should be approved. The rates and
charges approved for Utilities, Inc.’s Florida utility
subsi di ari es should be continued until authorized to change
by the Commi ssion in a subsequent proceeding.

| SSUE 2: Should the docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON:  Yes. There are no issues remaining and the
docket shoul d be cl osed upon the issuance of the Final

Or der.

DECI SI ON: The recomendati ons were approved.

Conmi ssi oners participating: Jacobs, Deason, Jaber, Baez, Pal eck
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19,

2001

CASE

Docket No. 010302-TP - Petition by ALLTEL Conmuni cati ons,
Inc. for arbitration of certain open issues in existing

i nterconnecti on agreenment with Bell South Tel ecomruni cati ons,
I nc.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assi gned: Deason, Jaber, Pal eck
Prehearing O ficer: Pal ecki

Staff: CMP: Cater, Wight
LEG  Fudge

| SSUE 1: Should Bell South’s Products and Services Interval
Gui de be incorporated into the interconnection agreenent?
RECOVVENDATI ON: No. Bel | South's Products and Services

| nterval Guide should not be incorporated into the

i nterconnecti on agreenment. However, whenever Bell South

| engt hens a products and services interval it should notify
ALLTEL 30 days prior to the effective date of the change so
that ALLTEL can change its internal processes. In addition,
the new intervals should only apply to orders placed with
Bel | South on or after the effective date of the revised

i nterval s.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

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

Commi ssion's decisions in this docket for approval wi thin 30
days of the issuance of the Conmm ssion's Order. This docket
shoul d remai n open pendi ng the Comm ssion approval of the
final arbitration agreenment in accordance with Section 252
of the Tel ecommuni cati ons Act of 1996.

DECI SI ON: The recommendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Deason, Jaber, Pal ecki
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19,

2001

CASE

Docket No. 001109-TI - Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs
agai nst WebNet Communi cations, Inc. for apparent violation
of Rule 25-4.118, F.A C., Local, Local Toll, and Toll

Provi der Sel ecti on.

Critical Date(s): None

Comm ssi oners Assi gned: Jaber, Baez, Pal ecki
Prehearing Officer: Baez

Staff: LEG Knight
CMP: M Watts

| SSUE 1: Should the Comm ssion accept the settlement offer
proposed by WebNet Communications, Inc. to resolve the
apparent violation of Rule 25-4.118, Florida Adm nistrative
Code, Local, Local Toll, or Toll Provider Selection?
RECOVMENDATI ON:  Yes. Staff reconmmends that the Comm ssion
accept the conpany’s settlenent offer to resolve the
apparent violation of Rule 25-4.118, Florida Adm nistrative
Code, Local, Local Toll, or Toll Provider Selection. WbNet
should be required to file a report with the Conm ssion
within 90 days of the issuance of the Comm ssion’s Order
expoundi ng how WebNet has conplied with the provisions of
its settlement offer and resolved all of the conplaints
filed against the conpany, up to and including the date of

i ssuance of the Conm ssion’s Order. According to its
settlement offer, WebNet’'s Certificate No. 7220 shoul d be
cancel ed, effective February 8, 2002. If WebNet fails to
file a report with the Comm ssion within 90 days of the

i ssuance of the Comm ssion’s Order, and denonstrate that it
has conplied with its settlenent offer and resolved all of
the conplaints filed against the conpany up to and i ncl uding
the date of issuance of the Conm ssion’s Order, further
proceedi ngs should be initiated.

| SSUE 2: Should this docket be cl osed?

RECOMVENDATI ON: I f no person whose substantial interests
are affected by the proposed actions files a protest of the
Comm ssion’s decision on Issue 1 within the 21-day protest
period, the Commi ssion’s Order will becone final upon

i ssuance of a Consunmating Order. If the Comm ssion’s Order
is not protested and WebNet conplies with its settl enent

- 49 -
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2001

CASE

Docket No. 001109-TI - Initiation of show cause proceedi ngs
agai nst WebNet Communi cations, Inc. for apparent violation
of Rule 25-4.118, F.A C., Local, Local Toll, and Toll

Provi der Sel ecti on.

(Conti nued from previous page)

of fer, this docket should be closed adm nistratively. |If
WebNet fails to show that it has conplied with its
settlenment offer within 90 days of the issuance of the
Conmmi ssion’s Order, this docket should remain open pending
further proceedings.

DECI SI ON: The recomrendati ons were approved.

Comm ssi oners participating: Jaber, Baez, Pal eck



