
commissions or allow adjustments to inmate calling rates to 

acconunodate payment of unrestricted commissions creates a 

capricious, unpredictable, and possibly confiscatory result 

in violation of the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments of the 

United States Constitution and of Sections Six and Thirteen 

of the Alabama Constitution; and 

(5) The APSC Order exerts regulatory jurisdiction over 

inmate calling -service in a number of areas, including video; 

wireless and internet protocol-based services, which services 

the APSC lacks jurisdiction to regulate under Alabama law. 

Securus further avers that unless the APSC Order is 

stayed or superseded pending final adjudication or 

determination of the issues involved in this proceeding, 

Securus will be required by the APSC Order to charge and 

collect for its services in Alabama an unlawful, inadequate, 

unjust , and unreasonable rate , and will suffer significant 

and irreparable harm. 

Appellant further shows this Honorable Court that no 

injury, loss, or inconvenience will result to the APSC if, 

pending the final determination of this cause on appeal, the 1 

APSC Order is stayed or superseded and Securus is allowed to 

retain its current schedule of rates and charges because, in 

3 



the event of a final determination by this Court that the 

ASPC Order is valid, Securus will refund to any customer any 

overcharge due the customer in accordance with the final 

ruling by this Court . 

Securus estimates that the approximate amount by which 

its gross . revenues would be decreased by the APSC Order for 

a period of six months will be $242,500. 

Accordingly Securus, now tenders to this Honorable Court 

and is ready to make and file a good and sufficient bond, 

conditioned as required by law in double the amount estimated ' 
. 

by which Securus' revenues will be decreased during said 

period by reason of the decreased rates an~ charges ordered 

by APSC Order, and conditioned to pay all such loss or damages 

as any person, firm, or corporation may sustain (including 

all such excess rates, fares or charges as any such person, 

firm, or corporation may have paid during said period of 

time), pending this appeal in the event the APSC Order shall 

be sustained. 

WHEREFORE, Securus prays that said bond be accepted and 

approved and that this Honorable Court direct that the APSC 

Order be stayed or superseded in accordance with Ala. Code 

§37-1-130. 
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2014, 

THOMAS E. WALKER (WAL017) 

LAURA S. GI~N (GIB024) 

Attorneys for Securus Technologies, Inc . . 
WHITE ARNOLD & DOWD P.C. 
2025 Third Avenue North, Ste. 500 
Birmingham, AL 35203 
(205) 323-1888 
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STATE OF TEXAS 

COUNTY OF __..M....__,....;..~---f ~ __ a.s __ _ 
AFFIDAVIT 

Before me a Notary Public, in and for said county and 

state, personally appeared Curtis L. Hopfinger, who being 

duly sworn, deposes and says: That he is the Director-: 

Regulatory and G~vernrnent Affairs of Securus Technologies, 

Inc. and is cognizant of the facts stated in the forgoing 

p.pplication; that he is authorized to make this affidavit 

on behalf of Securus Technologies, Inc.; and that the 

statements contained therein concerning the estimated 

amount by which the gross revenues of Securus Technologies, 

Inc. will be decreased during the period January 8, 2015 

through June 8, 2015, inclusive, by reason of the decreased 

rates and unlimited facility site commissions sought to be 

made effective by the Alabama Public Service Commission 

pursuant to and by virtue of its order of December 9, 2014 

are true and correct to the best of his information, 

knowledge and belief. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me 
this9/I day of December, 2014, as 
witness my hand and official seal. 

2~u!~a~ 
Notary Public 
My cormnission Expires: ~:J.11 ;uJJ> 
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"'°"'•· I ~ DIANEWENOUNG . i 

( ;i MY COMMISSION EXPl.9Es . 
;ti.~ July2f,20f8 . 



··· · ··-·-··- - -----------------.---

Security for Costs 

We hereby acknowledge ourselves for security for costs 

of appeal. For the payment of a11 · costs secured by this 

undertaking, we hereby waive our right of exemption as to 

personal property under the Constitution and the laws of the 

State of Alabama. 

Executed with our seals this /bfk-day of December, 2014 . 

.... .. , 
l~/.i'; : . . 

• •. ·' ••••. Ii 10·.•,. ' I • c. 

.. . (&\:-:;., ~·i( .. ><\63·:-. ~ ' .. . . ' \ ..... { - .. . . . . . ' 
\•, : . \ •• , . 
• , ~ •, ' { : I • 
f .; I ' ·~; ,r f 

: \'\._C...;., :</.{' _.· 
::.- /.ANlTAB.EWSON 

Notary Public 
STATS OF ALABAMA 

Filed and Approved: 

Date: 

By: 

llan - Principa 
. MARK WHITE (WHIOOl) 

As its: Attorney 

Sur et 

ck~,.r Ots .. tJ 
SuretyO 
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J 
E-Filed 

12/19/2014 @ 02:43:S4 PM 
Honorable Julia Jordan Weller 

Clerk Of The Court 

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF Al..ABAM 

GLOBAL TEL*LINK CORPORATION, 
BY AND ON BEHALF OF ITSELF AND 
ITS WHOLLY OWNED 

CASE NO.: ___ _ Filed SUBSIDIARIES, DSI-ITI, LLC; PUBUC 
COMMUNICATIONS SERVICES, INC.; 
and VALUE-ADDED 
COMMUNICATIONS, INC.; 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

ON APPEAL FROM THE 
Al..ABAMA PUBLlC SER CE 

Dec22, 2q14 

Appellants/Petitioners, 

v. 

ALABAMA PUBLlC SERVICE 
COMMISSION, 

Defendant/Appellee. 

COMMISSION, 

Docket 15957 

APPLlCATION FOR SUPERSEDEAS AND ORDER THEREON 

To the Alabama Supreme Court: 

GLOBAL TEL *LINK CORPORATION, by and on behalf of itself arx1 its wholly owned 

subsidiaries, DSI-ITI, LLC; PUBLIC COMMUNICATIONS SERVICES, INC; and VALUE-

ADDED COMMUNICATIONS, INC. (hereafter co&ctively referred to as "GTL"), 

Appeilants/PetiOOners in the above-titled cause, pursuant to Title 37, Chapter 1 of the ALABAMA 

CooE and, m:>re specmily, pursuant to §§ 37-1-140 and 37-1-141, ~lusi:ve, apply to this 

Honorable Court to stay or supersede the order of the Alabama Public Service Conm5sbn (''PSC') 

mule and entered on Deceni>er 9, 2014, in the underlying proceeding, (''PSC order"), from whi'::h 

an appeal is taken to this Court, until the final ~osifun of tlm appeal 

G1L avers that the Conmissi>n erred to the prejudke of G1L's substantial rights in its 

applicaoon of the law, airl that the order is based upon mets contrary to the substantial weight of the 



, 

evKieII;e. 

As further grounds fur this appeai G1L avers that the PSC order is unlawful and von fur the 

fulk>wing reasons: 

1. The PSC order exceeds both the regulatory authority heki by PSC and what is 

otherwise necessary for PSC to achieve its objectives. For exaI11'le: 

a. The PSC order irq:>oses certail reporting and tariff requiremmts on servi:es 

that are not regulated at the state Jevei incbiiog vKleo, wireless and Internet 

Protocol-based services. AJabarna law prohbits the PSC from exercising 

juriscfutim over ''any aspect of broadband servi::e, broadband enabled . 

servees, [Vo£e Over Internet Protocoij services, or infunmti:>n s~es" 

regardless of the entity providing such services and '1n]othwithstandilg any 

provisimoflaw to the contraiy." ALA. CODE§ 37-2A-4(a); 

b. The PSC order regulates billing and collecti>ns services wbi:h are outsi1e the 

PSC's jurndicti>n. See Long Imtance Telephone Li!Wltion, 783 So. 2d 800, 

803 (Ala. 2000) (finding a COIJ1lany ''that merely provKles billing and 

colCctions servi::es" is not a utility as defined under Alabama statutes, and 

is not within the PSC's jurisdicfun). 

2. The PSC order interfures with and regulates contractual relafunships between G1L 

and third parties where PSC Jacks jurisdictim to do so. For example: 

a. The PSC order unlawfully attetl1>ts to extend the PSC's jumdiction over 

financial transactions carrrd out by third parties who are outsne the control 

ofG1L, and are Wld~utably not subject to the PSC's authority. 

2 



3. The PSC order ic; contrary to the substantial weight of the evidence and 5 arbitrary 

and capmhus, especially with respect to the order's new requiretrerts regarding pa~nt limits, 

minimim funding requirements, alhwable calling lists, tariffs, am record keeping and reporting. 

4. The PSC order creates a caprkbus, uapredi::table, and possibly confiscatory result 

in violafun of the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendtmnts of the United States Constitufun and of 

Sectbns Six and Thirteen of the Alabama Constitufun For e:xalll>le: 

a. The PSC order adopts a $0.30 per minute rate cap, but also alhws fur the 

pa~nt by immte calling servi::e providers of un1inited site comn5sbns. 

The PSC's faikJre to cap site co~si>ns or alhw adjustmmts to irnnate 

calling rates to accomrmdate pa~nt of site coru:nissbns resuhs in a 

~due process vblation; 

b. The PSC order's new requirements on the ~suaooe of refuOOs and the 

app1£atbn of the Alabama Unifurm Dispositi:m of Property Act results in a 

due proces~ vblafun 

5. The PSC order operates as an ex post facto law and violates Secfun 22 of the 

AJabama Constituti:m by ·~airing the obligafun of contracts." For exarq>le: 

a. The PSC specified that "agreements between providers and correctbnal 

facilities do not supersede [its] authority over rates aai serv£es." Thus, the 

PSC's new require~nts mu.st be in:l>lemented regardless of whether there 

is a change of law prowbn in any immte calling se~ proWier's contract 

6. The PSC order interferes with GlL's contractual and property rights by requiring 

GlL to ~iately abide by, and co111>ly with, regulations therein regulating and reviiing charges, 

3 
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fees, and costs that are the subject of existing contracts between GTL and third part:Cs, wh& the 

PSC has likew5e observed that the Federal Coll1IWlli:ations Commission may exerc~ pr~el!l>tive 

jurisdictbn and assert federal authorty over all intrastate irnnate calling servi:e matters and 

otherw5e make drarnati: changes across the board app&:abJe to GTL. Consequently, the PSC order -

destroys all finality with regard to GTL's contractual relationships an:l subjects such contractual 

relati:>nships to contirnmg uncertainty ~d of pre-emptive regulatbn by the Federal 

Col.llll1JI1i:afuns Commsbn, all resuhilg in a finm::ial loss and destrucfun of property rights 

behnging to GIL. 

GTL further avers that unless the PSC order is stayed or superseded pending final 

adjudicafun or detennination of the issues involved in tlm proceeding. GTL will be required by the 

PSC order to charge and collect fur its services in Alabama an unlawful, inadequate, uajmt, and 

tmreasonab1e rate, and will suffer signifkant and irreparable hann 

GTL further shows this Honorable Court that no injury, k>ss, or inoonvenieru will result to 

the PSC if; pending the final determination of this came on appeal, the PSC order is stayed or 

superseded, and G1L is allowed to retain its current schedule of rates and charges because, i1 the 

event of a final detennination by tlm Court that the PSC order is valid, G1L will refuIXl to any 

cmtomer any overcharge due the customer in accordance with the final ruling by this Court 

GTL estinntes that the approxinate amnmt by which its gross revenues would be decreased 

by the PSC order fur a pemd of six mmths will be $100,000.00. 

Accordingly, GTL now terxlers to this Honorable Court and is ready to make aid file a good 

and sufficient bond, conditi:>ned as required by law in double the armunt estimated by which GTL's 

revenues will be decreased during said pemd by reason of the decreased rates and charges ordered 

4 
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by PSC order , and conditioned to pay all m:h Joss or damages as any person, firm, or corporatbn 

may s~tain (inchxling all such excess rates, fares or charges as any such person, firm, or corporatbn 

may have pai:l during sai:l peri>d of tine), pending tlm appeal in the event the PSC order shall be 

sustained. 

WHEREFORE, GlL prays that sai:l bond be accepted ani approved and that this Honorable 

Comt direct that the PSC order be stayed or superseded in accordance with ALA. CODE§ 37-1-141. 

Respectfully submitted on Decermer 19, 2014. 

OF COUNSEL: 

Mehon, Espy & Williams, P.C. 
Post Offue Drawer 5130 
Montgomery, AL 36103-5130 
Telepoone: (334) 263-6621 
Facsinule: (334) 263-7252 
jespv@mewlegalcom 
firozjngo@rrewlegalcom 
bespy@mewlegalcom 
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Isl J, Flynn Mozineo 
JOE ESPY, lli (ESP002) 
J. FLYNN MOZINGO (MOZ003) 
BENJAMIN J. ESPY (ESP005) 
Attorneys fur Appellants/Petiti>~rs. 
GLOBAL TEL•LINK CORPORATION 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the i>re~ing bas been ebctronrally fil!d on 
Decerrber 19, 2014, with the Clerk of the Court using the ACIS fili1g system, and that a copy of 
sarre will be seived upon the bek>w Jic;ted party via United States Postal SeMe, properly addressed 
mi postage prepaKi: 

Walter L Thomas, Jr., Secretary 
Alabama Pub~ Servke Conmissim 
Post Office Box 304260 
Montgomery, AL 36130 
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Isl J. Flynn Mozingo 
OF COUNSEL 
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF ALABAMA 

GLOBAL TEL*LINK CORPORATION, ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Plain tiff/ A pp ellant, 

v. 

ALABAMA PUBLIC SERVICE 
COMMISSION, 

Defendant/ AppeUee. 

ST A TE OF Alabama ---
COUNTY OF Mobile ---

AFFIDAVIT 

) 

) 

CASE NO.: ----
ON APPEAL FROM THE 
ALABAMA PUBLIC SERVICE 
COMMISSION, 

Docket 15957 

Before me a Notary Public, in and for said county and state, personally appeared Charles 

Stephen Yow, who being duly sworn, deposes and says: That he is the Chief Financial Officer 

and Treasurer of Global Tel* Link Corporation. In this capacity he is authorized to act on behalf . 

of Global Tel*Link Corporation and its wholly owned subsidiaries that also provide inmate 

calling services, DSI-ITI, LLC, Public Communications Services, Inc., and Value-Added 

Communications, Inc. (collectively, "GTL"); that he is cognizant of the facts stated in the 

forgoing application; that he is authorized to make this affidavit on behalf of GTL; that the 

estimated amount by which the gross revenues of GTL will be decreased during the period 

January 8, 2014 through June 8, 2015, inclusive, by reason of the decreased rates and unli~ted 

site commissions sought to be made effective by the Alabama Public Service Commission 

pursuant to and by virtue of its order of December 9, 2014 will be $100,000; and that the 

statements in the foregoing application are true and correct to the best of his infonnation, 

knowledge and belief. 

. i 



Subscribed and sworn to before me 
this8-""llay of December, 2014, as 
witness my hand and official seal. 
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E-Flled 
I 12119/2014@02:31:51 PM .. . . . .. . . .. 

~~~..::~wu~l~t~~~Court NOTICE OF APPEAL TO THE CChec:kappropriatcblockl CMI Action Number: 

[l] SUPREME COURT OF ALABAMA 
Form ARAP·1 (rront) Rev.1197 

ncoURTOFCIVILAPPEALSOF ALABAMA 

INTHE COURT OF COUNTY, ALABAMA 

APPELLANT Global Tel*Link Corporation, by and on behalf of itself and its wholly owned subsidiaries, 
DSI-ITI. LLC: Public Commuications Services. Inc.: and Value-Added Communications lnc. 

v. APPELLEE 
Alabama Public Service Commission 

TRIAL JUDGE 
NIA 

DATE OF JUDGMENT: December 9, 2014 I DATE OF POST - JUDGMENT ORDER: 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT Global Tel•Link Co~ration, et al. appeal(s) to the above-named 
court from the D Final Judgment [ZIOrder Adopting Revised Inmate Phone Service Rules entered in this cause. 

(deacribing It) 
i 

CHECK THE PROPER DESCRIPTION OF THE APPEALED CASE UNDER THE APPROPRIATE COURT: 

SUPREME COURT COURT OF CML APPEALS 
I 0 Summary Judgment, amount claimed more than S 50,000 I. D Summary Judgment, amount claimed S 50,000 or less 
2QJudgment Amount exceeds $50,000 2. O JudiQ\ent Amount $50,000 or less 
3CJAmount Sought in trial court more than $50,000, 3. 0 Arnount Sought $50,000 or less, judgment for defendant 

I Judgment for defendant 4.QWorkmeo's Compensation 
I 

40 Equitable Relief, except for domestic relations 5.Q Domestic Relations I 

SIZJ Other: aQpcal from Alabama Public Service Commission 6.0 0ther: -

APPELLANT FILES WITH THIS NOTICE OF APPEAL: 
1. IZJ Security fof costs of appeal 4. D la eamplad by llw from gMng wcurity fot cotts of IPP9•1 
2. DA •uperseden bond ln the amount of S by virtue of 
3. O Depo•it9d eHh MCurity In the amount of S 

Filed 12/1912014 Post Office Drawer 5130 
(Date) Address 

{334~ 263-6621 Mon~omm:, AL 36103 I 

J. Flynn Mozingo 
Telephone Number 

CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY 
AppeUant or Altomey fer Appellant 

CiraJit Clerk Email fmozingo@mewlegal.com 

SECURITY FOR COSTS 
'Ne hereby acknowledge ourselves security for costs of appeal. For the payment or all costs seaJred by this undertaking, we hereby waive our 

right of exemption as to personal property under the Constitution and laws of the State of Alabama. 

ExeeWtd wttfl our Mais this 19th day of December 2014 
Global Tel*Link Corporation, et al. -

Filed and approyed: (L.S.) 
(Date) Appellent-principll 

sf Joe Espy, lil (L.S.) 
Sutety 

sf J. Flynn Mozingo (L.S.) 
Circuit Clerk Surety -(Amended Novembcr9, 1976; October I, 1991.) 

SUPERSEDEAS BOND 

'Ne, the undersigned principal and sureties, hereby acknowledge ourselves bound unto 
In the sum of Doi Iara, fer the payment of wtllch we bind 01KSelves, and each other, our heirs, 
executors, [(for amount of bond see Rule 8(a) and adminis~atora, Jointly and severally, and as part of this undertaking we hereby waive our rights of 
exemption as to personal property under the ConstJMion and laws of the State of Alabama. 
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Form ARAP-1 (back) Rev. 1197 I NOTICE OF APPEAL TO THE IZl Supreme Court ot Alabama 0 Court of Civil Appeals of AJa.,.ma I 

WHEREAS, the abov&-named appellee (s) recovered a judgment against appellant (s) for the sum of Dollars : 
(and the further acts or duty \ 

[describing judgment in addition to or ottier than for money only! Dollars, the costs in that behalf expended. I 

NOW, therefore, the conclition d the foregoing obligation is such that, if the appellant shan prosealte this appeal to effect, and satisfy such 

judgment. penalties, arid costs induding costs of appeal as may be rendered in tills case, then the said obligation to be null and void, otherwise to 

remain in full force and effect. 
Executed with our seals this day of 

' 

Filed end approved: (LS.) 
(Date) Appellant-prlncipal 

(LS.) 
SUfelY 

(LS.) 
Circuit Clerk Surety 

EXECUTION OF JUDGMENT STAYED: 
I 

Bond fixed at S (LS.} 
(Not required for money judgment only.) CiR:uit Judge 

DESIGNATION OF RECORD ON APPEAL 
DESIGNATION OF CLERK'S RECORD: Appellant requests the derk to include the following checked materials in the derk's record: 

I. 0 Complaint 9. 0 Entire record (less those items set forth in Rule 10 (1) ' 
2. 0 AnSwer I 0. [)Morion for sumnwy judgment 
3. 0 Counter-claim l I. D Opposition to motion for summaiy jli<llJncnt 
4. CJ Crosf.Qaim 12. 0 Final (Judgment) (Order) 
s.o Third-party Complaint 13.CJ Motion for New Trial 
6. 0 Third-patty~ 14.0 Ruling on Motioo 
1. CJ Morion to dismiss IS. D Others: 
s. D Pmria1 order 16. 0 Exhibit Number: 

TRANSCRIPT STATUS 
[Z}rransaiptwlU not be ordered. [See Rule 10(b), ARAP.) 
OTransaiptwill be ordered. [See Rules 10(b)(2) and 11 (a)(2), ARAP. 

Fonn 1A or 18.) Court reporter(s): 

-
NOTE: If more than one court reporter WH involved in 1111$ ease, you ~t ftle a Tranactlpt Purdlue Order Form in oompllanca with Rules 10(b) and 11(0), 
Form 1A or 18 of the ARAP, for each court reporter. 
(Amended October 1. 1991.} 

CERTIFICATE OF FILING 
I certify that I have this date filed With the derk of the trial court the original and 2 copies of the foregoing notice d appeal (along with 

$ 200 docket fee), and such other instrumera as have been completed and included herein. A true copy of each of these items wm be served by tile 

deitt of the trial court on each of the following: 

1) Cieri< of the appellate court. (the$ 200 docket fee shall be transmitted with this filling) or affidavit of hardship. 
2) Court Reporter. 
3) Counsel for appeUee, or appellee if no counsel. 

Name: ~lll~r L. Ih2m~. J[., ~cretarv; Alablm!A Pul!lic Service Commissi2!l 
Address: ~ast Qfti~ Bax 30~26!l· Man120mcC£ Al 36130 I 

DATEDthis 19th dayof December 2014 

s/ J. Fl~nn Mozingo 
Attorney for Appellant 

(Amended October 1, 1991.) 
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BEFORE THE ALABAMA 
PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

RE: GENERIC PROCEEDINGS ) 
CONSIDERING THE ) 
PROMULGATION OF ) 
TELEPHONE RULES ) 
GOVERNING INMATE PHONE ) 
SERVICE ) 

DOCKET 15957 

SECURITY FOR COSTS 

We hereby acknowledge ourselves for security for costs of appeal. For the payment of all 

costs secured by this undertaking, we hereby waive our right of exemption as to personal property 

under the Constitution and the Jaws of the State of Alabama. 

Executed with our seals this ~ay of December, 2014. 

GLOBAL TEL •LINK CORPORA TJON, by and 
on behalf of itself and its wholly owned 
subsidiaries, DSI~JTJ, LLC; PUBLIC 
COMMUNICATIONS SERVICES, INC; and -
VALUE-ADDED COMMUNJCA TJONS, INC. 

Filed and Approved: 

Date: 

By: 



E-Flled 
i 12/1912014 @ 02:4-0: Jl PM .. . .. . -- .. 

StatCMddQJilllis Court DOCKETING STATEMENT Appellate Case Number 

Unified Judldel System Appeal to the Supreme Court of Alabama 
(to be filled In by appellate court) 

P'onn ARAP-24 (front) 1/97 NOTE:~ Ovil atse OMr Slit!« must be attach«/ 

COUNTY OVIL ACTION NUMBER I TRIAL JUDGE 

I. PARTY/PARTIES ALING Global Tel*Link Corporation, et al. (see attached) APPEAL (Appellant) : 
APPELLANT'S . 
ATTORNEY: J. Flxnn Mozingo ( ll~ l 263-6621 ; 

Post Office Drawer 5130 Mon~omery AL T.ieph-Nunoblr 
36!03 

Adctwss ~ Sl8t8 ZlDCodo 

II. PARTY/ PARTIES APPEALED 
Alabama Public Service Commission APPEAL (Appellee) : 

APPELLEE'S 
ATTORNEY: ( \ -
Post Office Box 304260 MontgomeQ'. AL 

Telepll_ lt_blr 
36130 

Adtt'el& CJN St8l• lloCodo 

Ill. APPELLANT IS THE TRIAL COURT: I !Plaintiff D Defendant LlJOther I IV. IS THIS A CROSS-APPEAL? I JYes llJ No 

v. RELIEF AWARDED/REQUESTED: please check the appropriate block ( s ): 
A.Q Monetary damages were either 50U9ht or awarded, as set out below: 

1. Compensatory damages were: (a)O awarded In the amount of $ 

(b)Onotawarded, but sought in the amou~ of$ 

(c)O sought. but not awarded - the amoi.nt sought was not specified In the complaint. 

2. Punitive damages were: (a0awarded in the amount of$ I 
(b)Q not awarded, but sought In the amount of$ I 
(c)[]sought, but not awarded· the amount sought was not specified in the coml)lalr_'ll- I 

I 

3. A general award of damages ( not (a)0 made in the amount of$ 
differentiating between compensatory (b) 0 not made, but sought in the amount of$ 

and punitive) was: (c)0 sought. but not made - the amount &Ought was not specified in the complaint. 

4. Other monetary damages (Type; (a JO awarded In the amount or$ 

Jwere: 
(b )0 not awarded, but sought in the amount of$ 

(c)D sought, but not awarded - the amount sought was not specified in the complaiirt. 

5. Was there a remitlltur or additur at issue In the trial coutt?O Yes 0 No 
(If yes, please provide the det811s in the "FACTS' s9Ctfon on the back of this form) I 

' 

B. 8 Equitable and/or declaratory rertef was sought In the trial court 

I 
C. ./ Other 

CPleasa orovida in the details of the is.suetsl before the Coult In the ·1ssUES' section on the back of this form.) -
VI. TYPE OF JUDGMENT OR ORDER APPEAllD. (Please check one): 

AO Judgment based on a jury Verdict o[] Older granting a New Trail G0Dismlssal I 
B0Judgment based on a Non-jury Decision E 0 Judgment as a Matter of Law HO Default Judgment 1 

CO .Ndgment Notwithstanding the Vlll'dict (JNOV) FD Sunvnary Judgment 1CZJ Other ! 

I 

VII. IF THE CASE WENT TO TRIAL, HOW MANY DAYS DID THE TRIAL TAKE? NIA -

VIII. FINALITY OF JUDGMENT: Dale of entry of judgment or order appealed from; D~~i:mbet 2 2QH 
Month Day Year 

1. ls the judgment or order appealed from in compliance with rule 58, A.R.Clv.P.? 0Yes 0No 

2. Does the order appealed from constltute a dli;pos!Uon of all claims as to all parties? O ves ONo 

3. If not. did the trial court enter an order intended to make the order final put$U8nt to rule 54{b )? O ves O No . 
4. If the trial court Intended to make the Older appealed from final put$U1nl to nAe 54 (b), did the court in the Rute 54 (b) 

order expressly determine that there was no just reason for delay and expressly direct that final judgment be entered? 0 Yes 0No 
5. If the answer to question 2 ls 'NO' , and the trial court did not make the order final by full compliance with Rule 54(b), 

please explain the basis for seeking appellale review and cite Iha authority fOf this appeal: 
The order is a ruling on rates and ch!!!:,ges b~ th~ Pyblic Servic~ Commj~~iQ!J, Thus, 12art VIII i~ ina1212licable thereto. 

IX. POST-JUDGMENT MOTIONS: Ust all post-Judgment motions by date or filing, type, and date of disposition 
(whether by trial court order or by the provisions of Rule 59.1, A.R.Clv.P.): 

DATE OF FILING TYPE OF POST-JUDGMENT MOTION DATE OF DISPOSmON 
Month Date Year Month Date Year 

NIA 

I 
' 



Form AIW'-25 (back) 1/17 I DOCXITING STAnMlNT Appul to tlle Sllpteme Court ol Alablllq 

X. CONSTITUTIONAL. ISSUES: 1. Ive the provisions of Rule 44, A.R.App.P .. applicable to this appeal? BYaslZJNo 
2. If so, have the provisions been complied with? YasD No 

XI. NATURE OF CASE ON APPEAL: In the left column of boxes proceeding the categories fisted below, check the box fcheck only OQAl that best 
describes or categorizes the basis or theory of the primary issue on appeal. In the right column of boxes, check any secondary theories that are 
applicable to the suit. 

T<a rs· 'I-~~~ 1~-1 ... m """"'·~ ,.,,_ 01 . ""' Bad Faith 11 Wrongful Death {All Types) Pension 45 Injunction (Commercial) 
o: -.. Fraud 1 Wantonness Insurance 46 lnjunctlon {Employment) 
03 ;::; . Legal Malpractice 1 Conversion Employment 47 Injunction (Other) • 
04 ;::; .. Medical Malpractice 1 Wrongful Employ Termination Other. 48 CJD Extraordinary Writ 
05: .. Other Malpractice 1~ Premlses Liability OTHER: 49El3 Pub. Service Comm 
06 .. """ Produets/AEMLD 16 Outrage :m Real Property 50 RR/Seaman{FELA) 
07 ... ... Negligence (Vehicular) 29(I] Other: Civ Rights (Prisoner) 51 RICO 
OaCIJ Negligence (Gen.fother) CONTRACTS 4EB Civil Rights (Other) 99C21J Other: Aooeal oer 
oilJ Personal Property 30CTJ Commercial 4 Wins/Trusts/ Estates Ala. Code§ 37-1-140 

XII. APPEL.LATE REVIEW: Please take notice that your case may be initially reviewed by the Court of Civil Appeal.s. Pursuant to§ 12-2-7. Code of 
Alabama 1975, the Supreme Court has the authority to transfer any clvll case within its jurisdiction to the court of Civil Appeals, except cases 
presenting a substantial queslion of federal or s1ate constitutional law; cases involving a novel legal question, the resolution of which will have 
significant state¥Me impact; utifity rate cases appealed pursuant to§ 31-1-140, Code of Alabama 1975, bond validation cases appealed pursuant 
to§ 6..0-754, Code of Alabama 1975, or Alabama State bar disciplinary proceedings. 

If you belleve this case should not be transferred to the Court of CMI Appeals, please state with specfflctty the reason(e) why ft should Dl2l...ba 
transferred, 111fenfng to pertinent sections off 12-2-7. Reasons should be supported In tile ISSUES and FACTS sections of this docketing statement 

This is an !!Q[!eal of a utili!X rate case direct!~ a[!oealable to the Sum:eme Court under Ala. Code § 37-1-140. 

XIII. ISSUES: Briefly summarize the lssue(s) on appeal. 

See attached. 

XIV. FACTS: without argument. briefly summarize the facts to Inform the court of the nature of the case. 

See attached. 

. 

. . 

December 19, 2014 s/ J. Flynn Mozingo 
Date Signature of Attorney/Party Fllng this Fenn 



Attachment to Docketin& Statement 

Xlll. ISSUES. 

Whether the Public SeIVice CoJ:Dm5sion order regulating rates and charges applCable to Appellant -
is an erroneous applicafun of the law prejud~ial to the Appellant's substantml rights and ecom~ 
interests; is contrary to the substantial weight of the evnence; and is otherwise arbitrary and 
cap~ious; entered wlbout autOOrity or ii excess of authority; constitutes a taking or collfEcafun 
of the Appellant's contractual and property rights in vi>lati>n of the Constilumn of the Unted States 
and the Alabarm Constitut:i>n; arbitrarily and cap~iomly interferes with Appellant's contractual · 
rights with third parties who are not subject to oversight by the Pub~ SeIVice Conmission; and 
regulates imtter pre-erl1>ted by, or within, the excllsive j~ti>n of the Federal Co~afuns 
Cornamsion 

XIV. FACTS. 

On Deceni:>er 9, 2014, the Alabami Pub~ SeIVice Connmsion ~ued a Jengthy order, mnrberiog 
~ty-two pages exchxling appendices, that prolDllgates and regulates rates and charges appbble 
to innate phone services. The order seeks to ir:q>ose new or revised rates; excWe the Appellant 
from charging certain eriiting mes and rates that are currently the subject of contracts with third 
partr!s who are mt subject to oversight by the Pub~ Service Cotnm5shn; will result in a taking 
and comscafun of the Appeilant's contractual~; iaterfure with Appellant's contractual rehtiom 
with third parties; and seeks to regulate activities and conduct already subject to the exchisive 
regulation or oversight of the Federal Conrnmblfuns Comnission 
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STATE OF ALABAMA 
PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

P.O. BOX 304260 
MONTGOMERY, ALABAMA 36130 

TWINKLE ANDRESS CAVANAUGH, PRESIDENT JOHN A. GARNER, EXECUTIVE DIRECT~ 

JEREMY H. ODEN, ASSOCIATE COMMISSIONER 

CHRIS •cH1p• BEEKER, JR., ASSOCIATE COMlollSSJONER 

IN RE: GENERIC PROCEEDING 
CONSIDERING THE PROMULGATION 
OF TELEPHONE RULES GOVERNING 
INMATE PHONE SERVICE 

Century Link's Motion for · i I 
Rehearing, Reconsideration or , 
Modification of the Further 
Order Adopting Revised Inmate 
Payphone Service Rules 

DOCKET 15957 

ORDER STAYING IMPLEMENTATION DATE 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

On January 2, 2015, CenturyLink Public Communications, Inc., d/b/a CenturyLink 

("CenturyLink") filed a Motion. for Rehearing, Reconsideration or Modification of the Further· 

Order Adopting Revised Inmate Payphone Service Rules which was entered by the Commission 

in the above-styled cause on December 9, 2014 (the "Final Order"). CenturyLink's Motion was 

submitted in accordance with ALA. Code § 37-1-105 (1975 as arneqded) and Rules 2 and 21 of 

the Rules of Practice of the Alabama Public Service Commission (the "Commission"). 
' 

As noted in CenturyLink's Motion, the 92-page Final Order entered on December 9, : I 

2014, was, pursuant to its terms, made effective on the date of its entry. However, the Final 

Order had an implementation date of thirty (30) days from its effective date, or January 8, 2015. · 
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The Final Order also provided a timetable for compliance by Inmate Calling Service providers 

with various aspects of the order. 

CenturyLink's Motion pointed out that Securus Technologies, Inc. ("Securus") filed a 

Notice of Appeal from the Final Order with the Alabama Supreme Court and the Montgomery 

Circuit Court on December 16, 2014.1 CenturyLink further noted in its Motion that Global 

Tel*Link Corporation ("GTL") and its subsidiaries followed suit in both the Alabama Supreme 

Court and the Montgomery County Circuit Court on December 19, 2014, but took the additional 

step of filing a Petition for Judicial Review in Montgomery County Circuit Court.2 As pointed 

out by CenturyLink, both Securus and GTL allege, among other things, that the Final Order . 

exceeds the Commission's authority and jurisdiction, has the effect of interfering with 

established third-party contracts, and is confiscatory in nature. 

Pursuant to ALA. CODE § 37-1-141, both Securus and GTL filed Petitions to Stay or 

Supersede the Commission's Final Order in this matter pending final adjudication with the 

applicable courts. On December 30, 2014, the Supreme Court issued orders which accepted and 

approved the Supersedeas Applications of both Securus and GTL. 

Century Link argued in its Motion that the approval of the Supersedeas Bonds of Securus · 

and GTL by the Supreme Court has placed the proceedings in this Docket in a unique procedural 

1 Securus Technologies, Inc. v. Alabama Public Service Commission, In the Supreme Court of Alabama, Case No. 
1140266; Securus Technologies, Inc. v. Alabama Public Service Commission, In the Circuit Court of Montgomery 
County, Alabama, CV-2014-000802. 

2 Global Te/• Link Corporation, by and on behalf of itself and its wholly owned subsidiaries, DSI-ITI, LLC, Public 
Communications Services, Inc. and Value-Added Communications, Inc. v. Alabama Public Service Commission, In 
the Supreme Court of Alabama, Case No. 114-0284; Global Tei• Link Corporation, by and on behalf of itself and its 
wholly owned subsidiaries, DSJ-ITJ, LLC., Public Communications Services, Inc. and Value-Added 
Communications, Inc. v. Alabama Public Service Commission, In the Circuit Court of Montgomery County, 
Alabama, CV-2014-902085. 
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posture due to the fact that Securus and GTL will be operating under a different set of rules than 

other competing Inmate Calling Service providers in Alabama for the duration of their appeals. · 

CenturyLink asserted that the uncertainties created by these circumstances will make uniform 

implementation of the Final Order among the Inmate Calling Service providers in Alabama 

difficult, if not impossible. CenturyLink further argued that the resulting uncertainties could 

impact state and local governmental bodies who may be faced with administering, renewing or 

rebidding Inmate Calling contracts during the pendency of the Securus and GTL appeals. 

Based on the foregoing arguments, CenturyLink urged the Commission to delay the 

implementation of the December 9, 2014, Final Order until October 1, 2015. CenturyLin.lc 

asserted that such action will ensure that all providers of Inmate Calling Service in Alabama are 

operating on a level playing field during the pendency of the appeals of Securus and GTL; will . 

eliminate confusion and unintended impacts on local and governmental bodies in Alabama 

during the remainder of the fiscal year of 2015; will reduce the impact of the December 9, 2014, 

Final Order on existing contracts and will allow additional time for providers of Inmate Calling 

Service to implement necessary programming and billing changes. 

After a consideration of the arguments set forth in Century Link's Motion and the 

recommendations of staff to impose a stay of the implementation date of our December 9, 2014, 

Final Order, we voted unanimously at our January 6, 2015, public meeting to stay the 

implementation of said Order until the earlier of final adjudication of the pending appeals of 

Securus and GTL, or July 1, 2015. We find such action to be most consistent with the public 

interest, convenience and necessity. 



DOCKET 15957 - #4 

We also note that after receiving requests for clarification from interested parties as to 

whether the Commission intended the compliance deadlines established in the Final Order to run 

from the Order's effective date or its implementation date, staff recommended the entry of 

further ordering provisions clarifying that all compliance deadlines set forth in the December 9, 

2014, Order were intended to run from the implementation date of said Order and not its 

effective date of December 9, 2014. The Commission voted unanimously to issue such 

clarification at our January 6, 
1
2015, public meeting and said provisions are addressed in the 

ordering paragraphs below. 

IT lS, THEREFORE, ORDERED BY THE COMMISSION, That the implementation 

date of our Order entered in this cause on December 9, 2014, is hereby stayed until the earlier of 

final adjudication of all pending appeals of said order or July 1, 2015. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED BY THE COMMISSION, That the Commission shall 

expressly reserve jurisdiction in this cause to revisit the nature and/or duration of the stay granted 

herein and shall issue a notice to all interested parties when an implementation date is finally 

determined in order to ensure timely compliance. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED BY THE COMMISSION, That all compliance deadlines 

established in the December 9, 2014, Order entered in this cause shall run from the 

implementation date of said order which will be determined at a later date as discussed herein.· 

The specific compliance deadlines impacted are set forth in Appendix A which is attached to this 

Order. 


