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CASB BACKGROUND 

Rule 25-4 .0041, florida Administrat:ivl'! Code, Proviu1on of 
Shared Service for Hire, allows for t:he provision o{ share1 rPnant 
service (STS) upon a finding by the Commission that aucn oerv1ce Ib 

1n the public interest. rhe rule also proh1bita th~ provision of 
shared wide area t:elephone service (WATSl for hi rc without a 
certificate of public convenience and necessity from th~ 

Commission. In 1995, the Florida Legislature found ST~ to be 1n 
the public interest. and the resulting changes t.o Chnpter )64. 

Florida Statuces, eliminated the need for the Commission ~o make 
ouch a determination. 

QISC'QSBIO!I OP ISSUES 

ISS•JB 1: Should the Commission repeal Rule 25-4 .0041, Flonda 
Administrative Code, Provision of Shared Service !or Hire? 

&BOQMMRND6TIQH: Yea. Rule 25-4.0041, F.A.C. , Provloion of Share 
Service for Hire, should be repealed. 

STAPP AH&LX8IB: In Docket No. 951522-TS, t:he Commission rev.sed 
ito ruleo relating to the prov1aion of Shared Tenant Services tc 
incorporate the changes of the Telecommunicat:iona Act of 1~95. In 
that docket, all provi•ion• relating to the regulation 9! .t.he 

oocur•r '-' • • "' 1 D"n: 
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provision of STS were consolidated under Chapter 25 · 2~. Part X1J 
rendering this rule obsolete. 

Economic Impact: 

A determination of the regulatory i~ct was made. The repeal 
of the rule was not expected to result in ar.y significant costs o r 
adverse effects. The Florida Statutes do not require a Statem~nl 
of Estimated Regulatory Coats (SERC) to be prepared when no lower 
coat regul.atory alternative hao been submitted. None has been 
submitted and staff is not aware of any reasonable alternative that 
would achieve the purpose of eliminating an obsolete rulP . 
Finally, no significant additional coats or adverse impacts have 
1::-een identified. 

ISSUE 2: If no requests fox hearing or comments dre filed, should 
the rule amendments as proposed be filed for adoption wJtL thP 
Secretary of State and the docket be closed? 

Yes. 

STAFf AftAL'(SIS: Unless Cotliill!nts or requests for he .. rlng are f l! Pd, 
the rules as proposed may be filed Wlth the Secretary o f State 
without further Comm1ssion action. The docket may then be clos ed . 
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2 25-4.0041 Proviaion of Shared Service for Hire. 

3 

4 (1) Tile previeien fer hire ef eharefl t:elef'hefte aerviee ratthtts a 

5 l~eal eallift! ••ea hy e~her ~han the eert:fteate~ leeol eMehange 

6 es:apany i:e prehihileel eteeept ift tsheae: eaaea in whteh the Cettaaieeie" 

9 (MI) l'fte pre ,.,ieteB fer hi!'e ef aharefl Ul\TS Ser , iee ehall be 

1~ peR~itee~ eftly wheft the p•evider hae Been !I'Dftted a eertifieete of 

14 uerviee or who he• plaord ordere fer ehere~ telepkone ae~iee eft er 

15 hefezee tleveiMer e, 1985 Ny eentiftwe to reeetv,., that aerviee . 

1£ Peraane affeeeeel e~· thie rttl e ehall .,e ftee 1ft eei h) the l eea 1 

18 the effeeaive Sate ef thie Pttle. 

19 

20 Specific Authority 350.127(21. 364.19 PS. 

21 Law Implemented 364.02, 364.33, 364.335, 364.337, 364.345 PS. 

22 History--New 12-22-85, Po~rly 25-4.041, Amended 11 2 - 86. repealed 

23 

24 

25 

CODING: Worda underlined are additions; worde in 
e~t"Uell ~~~·~~'h type ar., deletions from existing law. 
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MEMORANQ U M 

October IS, 1997 

TO: DMSION OF APPEALS (CALDWELL) 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

DMSlON OF RESEARCH AND REOULA TORY REVIEW (1.1~ WISl \~ (\ ~ 
STATEMENT GF ESTIMATED RI!OlJLATORY COSl'S J:OR PROPOSED 
REPEAL OF RULE2s-4.0041, F.AC., PROVlSION OF SIIARED SERVICE FOR 
HlRE 

Rule 25-4.0041, F.A.C., allows for the provision of shared tenant servace (S fS) upon a 

findina by the CoiD.IIlission that such xrvic:e ia in the public intuut In 1995, the Florida 

l..egj5J.ature found STS lr be in the public intctest, and the leSIIlting changes to Ch:spter 364. Flonda 

Sunutes, eliminnred the need for the Commission to make such a detenninauon In llddition. the 

existing rule has minimal effect on the rqulation of shared tenant service, u the provision of STS 

has been regulated under Chapter 25-24, Part XD, F.A.C .. Iince 1991. 

The existina rule abo prohibitJ the provision of shared wide area telephone ~~ervacc (WA TS) 

for latrc without a certificate of public convenience and nc:c:cssity from tl-ais Commission. 

Eliminnting this rule will not e1imina1e the requirement that providen of WA TS servacc must obwn 

a certificate, u that requirement is preserved in Chapte:r 25-24, Part Xll Furthennore. !h.. STS 

rules coow.oed in C'blpccr 25-24, fart XII, v.~ recently amended after an evsdenllllt) heanng 

before the full ConuniJ.sion on JaniW)' 14. 1997. During those proceedings no anterested person 

took assuc with the repeal of Rule 25-4.0041, F.A.C 

Repeal of the rule should not leSIIlt in any si!Plificant cosu or adverse dfectJ. ll1c: Florida 

Statutes do not requm, 11 Stattment of Elt.lmatcd R.eauJatory Costs (SERC) to be prcpiii'Cd when no 

lower cost regulatory alternative has been submitted. No such llltemativc has been submined. nnd 

staff is not aware of aoy reasonable alternative that would 11ehacve the pwpose of ehminnung an 

obsolete rule. Sinc:c DO li&nificam additional cosu or adverse impacu have been adentified. there 

is no need for preparation of a SERC for the propoted rule: repeal. 

Plcue keep my oame on the CA.SR. 

KDL:tl7e-memo97 
cc· Mary Andrews Bane 

Richard Tudor, CMU 
Ann Shelfer, CMU 
Hurd Reeves., RAA 
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