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DOCKET 110. 9111926-TC REQUEST FOR EXEHPTION f"ROf1 
REQUIREMENT or RULE 25- 2 •. 515(8), F. A.C., TkAT ~CH PAY 
TELEPHONE STATION SHALL ALLOW INCOHING CALLS, BY 
TELALEAStNG tNTtRPRISES, INC. 

•QKMI)A: 2/16/99 - REGULAR AGENDA - PROPOSED AGENCY ACTION -
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Telalaaaing Enterpriaea, Inc. haa au.bmitted one or cnore 
requeate to block inooaing calla at their pay telephone& . Each of 
Lhe requeata waa aubmitted on a properly c~pleted Ponm PSC/CMU 2 
(12/94). 

1.1 Docket 1981926-TC ·Telaleaaing Enterpriaea, Inc. - The 
Waiver Petition waa filed on December ~2. 1998. '!'he Notice of 
Petition for Waiver waa aubalitted to the Secretary ot' State for 
publicatioo in tba Florida ~niatrative Weekly January s. 1999. 
The o +nt period ended January ~9. 1999, and no c: enta -re 
aubmitted. The Statutory Deadline for tho Commiaaion•a deciaion 
regardLDg tbia petition ia March 2~. 1999. 

Staff believea the following recommendation is appropriate. 
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DISCUSSIOH OP IBBQ'BB 

ISBQB l; Should the Coc=iaaion granc the provider liaced on page 
J a waiver fro. t he requirement that each telephone atacion ahall 
allow 1ncoe1nq calla tor the pay telephone nUIIIbera at the add.reeaee 
H ated? 

uq IIB'IIllA'UQll; Yea . (McCoy) 

STAPP A'!'J'lS; Rule 25- 24.515 (8), Florida Administrative Code, 
provides in the pertinent part 1 

lach telephone station shall allow incoaing 
calla to be received, with tbe exception of 
thoee located at penal institutions, hoapita l a 
and school. , and at locations specifically 
ex!Mlpt.~ kly the Comnbaion. Thera shall be no 
chaxge tor receiving incoming calla. Rl-qu aat a 
for exea~ptioa:~ frot~~ the requirement that each 
telephone station allow incocDing calla shall 
be ac:o••i>anlad by a COftiPlated PORH PSC/CM0· 2 
(12/94), which ia incorporated into chis rule 
by reference . 

The COIII$)any baa aubalitted a properly COI!Iplecod Request to 
Block In~oming calla fora for eac h of tho inatrumcnto identified on 
pa.ge 3. Staff ~ revie1fed each form and found each to have been 
signed by the owner or officer of the pay telephone company, the 
locati~ owner, an4 tha chief o! the law enforcement agency of the 
j urieuiction in which the pay t elephone ia located. 

By signing PO~ PSC/CM0- 2 (12/94 ), the pay telep~nc company 
has agToed to provide central offic•·b•••d inearcape at no charge 
to the end-WJer and eo prominently dioploy a vriteen notice 
directly above or below the telephone number which states "Incoming 
c alla blocked at the request of law enforcement. • Purthermore, 
there ie language on the fonn -.bove each of tho three partiee 
si:~naturee which states •x am avare that pursuant co Section 
837.06, Florida Statutes, whoever knowingly makes a fal se ~tatement 
in writing with the intent to lllialead a public-servant in the 
performauce of bia official duty aha 11 be guilty of a rlliademeanor 
of the aecond degree.• 

Statf rocoaaenda that the waiver requested in chc docltet 
ehould be ~rranted. The waiver ia being requested in accordance 
with the requi~te ot Chapter llO . 542 (l), Plorida Statutes. The 
o>etitionera have d •••tnted that granting the waiver will n.,t 
impede tha continued provision o f pay telephone service to the 
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• 
using public as intended by the underlying statute, Chapter 
364.345, Florida Statut~s . 

In addition, the petitioner has demonstrated that granting the 
waiver will lift the •eUbstantial hardship• that the rule imposes 
on law enforcement and the locatie>n provider . 

ISSQB 2: Should this dock~t be closed? 

B8CXl!!MI!IHDATCI!: v ... thia docket ahould be closed unless a penon 
whose eublltantial interute are affected by the Commieeion' • 
decision file• a prote•t within 21 days of the issuance of the 
Proposed Agency Action. (Miller) 

STAPP AJOI,LXBISz Wbetb~r staff' e recommendation on Ieeue 1 is 
approved or denied, the reeult will be a yropoaed agency action 
order . If no timely proteet to the proposed agency action ia f i lad 
within 21 daye of the date of ieauance of the Order, this docket 
should be closed. 

QUCAI lfQ. eaqytpp pBqfl HUtsBP ADQBfUII ctn 
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