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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE C0f111I SSION 

In re: Pet i tion by Racal-Milgo to 
Initiate Rulemaking Revisions to 
Rule 25-4.034 5 (1) (b), F.A.C., the 
Demarcation Rule. 
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The following Commissioners part icipa t e d i n the dis posit i o n of 
this matter: 

MICHAEL MCK. WILSON, Chair man 
THOMAS M. BEARD 

BETTY EASLEY 
GERALD L. GUNTER 

FRANK S . MESSERSMITH 

STATEMENT OF COMMISSION'S REASONS FOR DENIAL 
OF THE PETIT ION TO INITIATE RULEt1AKI NG 

BY THE COMMISSION : 

Racal-Milgo petitions the Commission t o i nitia t e rul emak i ng to 
revise Rule 25-4. 034 5 ( 1) (b) , . F . A. c., whic h s t a t e s, i n rele vant 
part : 

" Demarcation point" is the po i nt of phys i ca l 
interconnection (connecting bloc k, t e rminal 
strips, jack, protector, optical ne twork 
interface, or remote isolation device) be tween 
the telephone network and the cus t ome r 
premises wi ring ... (emphasis s upplied) . 

Racal-Milgo wants the language "optical networ k interface" to 
be changed to "optical network connector. " Ne ither of these 
generic terms has a specific meaning but ins t e ad are intended only 
to indicate that in the new e nvironment of fibe r optic t e chnology 
"demarcation point" wil l at times be define d i n terms of fiber 
optics instead of terminology used in the c opper wire environment . 

The Commission denies this petition. However , in doing so , 
the Commission wishes to provide assurance that the rule changes a t 
issue here in no way affect the Commission ' s ex i sting policy o n 
deregulation of CPE . 

The petition is denied because we belie ve the rule r e vision in 
no way has t he impact Racal-Milgo fears. We als o note that during 
t he r ulemaking hearing, Racal-Milgo ' s primary obj ec ion was to the 
use of the word " standard" in front of " opt i c a l netwv rk inte rface." 
Based on their concerns that no such s t andard exists, we have 
removed that word . 
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Finally, we wis h to emphasize that rulemaking is a quasi
l egis lative process . As long as the e nd r esult is reasona ble , 
complies with section 120. 54, Florida statutes, rulernaking 
requirements, and is with i n the Commission ' s statutory purview, 
such rulernaking is upheld when c hallenged in c ourt . The Commission 
provided an opportunity for a h ear ing , held a hearing, a nd provide d 
further opportunity for comment. The Commis s ion voted to follow 
the hearing officer's recommendation. That dete rmination clearly 
was within the parame ters of the Commission's rul e making authority. 

It is , therefore, 

ORDERED by the Florida Public Service Commiss ion that Racal
Mi l go ' s Petition for Reconsideration be denied . 

By ORDER o f the Florida Pu blic Service Commission this 2J r d 
day of , 1 9 9 a . 

Division of Records and Reporti ng 

( SE AL) 

CBM 

0013G 

NOTICE OF FURTHER PROCEEDINGS OR JUDICIAL REVIEW 

The Florida Public Service Commission is r equired by Sect1o n 
120.59(4), Florida Sta tutes, to notify parties of any 
administrative hearing or judicial review of Co mmi s sion orders that 
is available under Sections 120 . 57 o r 120 . G8 , Florida St atutes , a s 
well as the procedures and time limits that apply . This notice 
should not be construed to mean all request s for an adminis trative 
hearing or judicial review will be grante d or res ult i n the r elief 
sought . 

Any party adversely affected by the Commi ssion ' s final action 

I 

in this matter may request: 1) reconsideration of the decision by 
filing a motion for reconsideration with the Director , Division of I 
Records and Reporting within fifteen (15) da ys of the issuance of 
this order in the form prescribed by Rule 25-22 . 060 , Florida 
Adminis trative Code; or 2) judicial revie w by the Florida Supreme 
Court in the case of an electric , gas or telephone utili ty or the 
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First District Court of Appeal in the case of a water or sewer 
utility by filing a notice of appeal with the Director , Division of 
Records and Reporting and filing a copy of the notice of appeal and 
the filing fee with the a ppropriate court. This filing must be 
completed within thirty (JO) days after the issuance of this o rder, 
pursuant to Rule 9.110 , Florida Rules of Appellate Procedure. The 
notice of appeal must be in the form specified in Rule 9.900 (a), 
Florida Rules of Appellate Procedure. 
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