
Case Assigmnent a n d  Schedulinq Record 

(FAR)  Cmletes  
cq 

_I Sec'lnn 1 . Dlv isJon of Records a n d  Report 

k k e t  NO 990455-TL D a t e  Docketed. 04/07/1999 Ti t . le Request for review o f  the proposed numbering r e l i e f  p lan for 

Ccrnpar8y SellSotth Telecommumcatlons. Inc 
the 350 area code (Flor id? Keys) 

Comni 5 5 i  mers 

3 f ' f l c : d l  F i l i n ~  Date 
i a s t  Day t c  Susoend Expiration 

Referred t o  

- S e c t i m  2 - OPF: Completes and returns t o  RAR i n  10 workdays 

ADM AFA APP CAF ICMU) EAG GCL LEG RAR RRR WAW 
X x ( " (  ) "  :ndicaCe: OPR) _ - - - I - - - - - -  

Time Schedule 

ADM 

Proqram/Modul e 

OP9 S t a f f  

R12 

S t a f f  Ass1 qnments 

S t a f f  Counsel 

-- OCRs ( 1 

0 

0 

0 

Recommended assignments f o r  hear ing 
and/or dec id ing t h i s  ca:e. 

F u l l  Commission - Comnission Panel - 
Hearing Examiner - S t a f f  - 

OatF f i l e d  w i t h  P A R :  

I n i t i a l s :  OPR 
S t a f f  Counsel 

IARNING: THIS SCHEDULE IS AN INTERNAL PIANRING DOCUMENT. 
T I S  TEMTATIVE AN0 SUBJECT TO REVISION.  

Current CkSR revision level 
OR UPDATES COYTACT THE RECORDS SECTION: (850) 413-6770 

Due D a t e s  
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sec t ion  3 - Chairman CmDletes 
r- 

., j I 
Assignments are as foll ows: ' ;. . I ,  L 

- Hearing O f f r c e r r s )  

Comni s s 1 oners I Hrs. I S t a f f  I 

Nhere panels a r e  assigned t h e  senior C m r s s i o n e r  i s  Panel C h a r r m a n :  
the i d e n t i c a l  panel decides the case. 
Where one Comrssioner a Hearing Examrner or a S t a f f  Member Is 
assiqned t,he f u l l  Commission decides the case 

PSCIRAR-15 (REV 1/98, COMPLETED EVENTS 

! 

Approved: 

D a t e :  J / 



- Case Assiqnment and Schedulinq Record +. 
k c t i o n  1 - D i v i s lon  o f  Records and Reportlnq (MI Completes 

Docket No 990W-TL  Date Docketed: 04/07/1999 T i t l e :  Request f o r  review of proposed numbering p lan  r e l i e f  f o r  the 
305 area code ( F l o r i d a  Keys). 

Company : Bel 1 South Tel ecomunicati ons. Inc 

Official F i l i n g  Date: 
Last Day t o  Suspeqd: 

Referred t o  ADM AFA APP CAF (CMU) E& GCL LEG RAR RRR WAW 
("0" ind icates OPR) _ - - - - - - - - - - - -  
&tion 2 - QPR Completes and returns t o  RAR i n  10 workdays 

Expi r a t 1  on : 

X X 

Time Schedule 

Proqram/Modul e 

OPR S t a f f  

B12 

S t a f f  & s i  qnments 

L Ileri. M B a r r e t t  

S t a f f  Counsel 

-- OCRs ( 1 

w cox 

E )  

0 

0 

0 

Rmmnended assignments fo r  hearing 
and/or deciding t h i s  case: 

Full Commission X Cornmission Panel - 
Hearing Examiner - S t a f f  - 

Date f i l e d  w i t h  RAR: 05/05/1999 

I n i t i a l s :  OPR 
S t a f f  Counsel 

A W I N G :  THIS SCHEDULE IS AN INTERNAL PLANNING DOCUMENT. 
T IS TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVISION. 
OR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION: (850) 413-6770 
Current CASR revision l e v e l  

E l  
1. Close Docket o r  Revise CASR 
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34.  
35. 
36. 
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38. 
39. 
40. 

Due Dates 

Previous Current 

T 

Section 3 - Chairman Completes 
Assignments a r e  a5 follows: 

- Hearing Officer(s) - Prehearing O f f i c e r  

Where pane ls  are assigned the senior  C m i s s i o n e r  i s  Panel Chairman: 
t h e  identical panel decides the  case. 
Where one Commissioner, a Hear ing Examiner or a S t a f f  Member i s  
assigned t h e  full Commission decides t h e  case. 

Approved: 

Date: 05/05/1999 1 

1 
PSCIRRR-IS (Rev. 1/98) * COMPLETED EVENTS H 



A cc 

New Date Lacation 

07/23/1999 Tallahassee, 152 

To: Commissioner Deason 
&rnrnissioner Clark 
Commissioner Johnson 
Commissioner Jacobs 
Executive Director 
Public Tnfamtion Officer 

Prom: office. o f  Chairman Joe Garcia 

Time 

10:00-13:00 

Case SchedulinglReschedulinP Advice 
1071 II 311 999 

Docket NO, 9911455-TL 

1. Schedule Information 

Deputy Ex, DirectorlTechnical 
Appeals Director 
Legal Director 
Auditing & Financial Analysis Director 
Communications Director 
Consumer Affairs Director 

Event 

Remarks: 111voIv~ docket($ 990455-TL 

2. HearinggllPrehearing Assignment Information: 

Former Assignments 

Title: Request for review of proposed numbering 
plan relief for the 3U51786 area code - 
Dade County and Monroe CountylKeys 
Region. 

Rehearing 

Officer 

Electric & Gas Director 
Records & Reporting Director 
Research Director 
Water & Wastewater Director 
Court Reporter 
Staff Contact - W Cox 

Commissioners 

Hearin2 

New or Changed Assignments 

Commissioners 

II Commissioners II 

Reason for Reassignment: 1 .  Unavailability 2. Good Cause 3. Recused 4, Disqualified 
Comments: Document ID is 99045501 .CCS 

PSC/NAN 8 (01KJ3) FORM KEY IS 0713941 15903 



+ Case A s s i q m n t  and Scheduling Record - 
Section 1 - Diwis ion of  Records and R-, - ..* (RAR)  Comletes 

Docket Bo. 990455-11 Date Docketed: 04/07/7999 T i t l e :  Request for review of proposed mmbering plan relief f o r  the 
305/786 area code - Dade County and Monroe County/Keys 

Cwrpany: BellSouth Telecomrunications, Inc. Region, 

O f f i c i a l  F i l i n g  Date: 
Last Day t o  Suspend: 

Referred to: ADM AFA APP CAF (CMU) ERG GCL LEG RAR PA1 UAU 

section 2 + OPR C m l e t e s  and returns to RAR i n  70 workdays. 

Expi r e t  ion: 

["[ ) I1  i d i c a t e s  OPR) - - - -  x - - x - - - - - -  
T i m e  Schedule 

progran/Module 

PPR S t a f f  

I Bt2 

$tef f  Assigmnts 

L I t e r $ ,  M Barrett 

Sta f f  Counsel CE cox 

R e c m d d  assignments for hearing 
end/or deciding t h i s  case: 

Full C m i s s i o n  - Cumnission P a w l  
Hearing Examiner - S t a f f  - 

Date f i l e d  w i th  RAE: 07/12/1999 

I n i t i a t s :  OPR 
S t a f f  Counsel 

WARNING: T H I S  SCHEDULE IS AN IWTERNAL PLANNING DOCUMENT. 
I T  IS TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO R E V I S I O N .  
FOR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION: (8501 423-6770 1 Current CASR revision level Due Dares 

1 .  
2. 
3. 
4. 
5 .  
6. 
7. 
8. 
9. 

10. 
1 1 .  
12. 
13. 
1 4 .  
15. 
16. 
17. 
18. 
1 0  

Previous Current 

Issue I d e n t i f i c a t i o n  
I Testimony - D i r e c t  
Service Hearing - Miami 
Service Hearing - Key West 
No t i ce  o f  Prehearing & Other Hearings 
Testimony - S ta f f  (If Any) 
Testimony - Rebuttal 
Prehearing Statements 
B e h e a r i n g  Conference 
Techni ca 1 Hearing 
B r i e f s  O f  Evidence 
S t a f f  Recomnendatr'on 
&gcnda - Regular 
S t a n d a r d  Order 
I Close Docket o r  Revise CASR 

- 

- 
- 

I 1 1 
20. 
21.  
22 I 
23. 
24. 
25. 1 26. 
?I 

I --. I I *.. I I I 31. 

I I ~~ 

37. 
38. 
39.  
4 0 .  

Section 3 - Chairman Completes 
Assigtmients are 6s follows: 

- Hearing O f f i c e r l s )  

Where panels m e  assigned the senior C m i s s i o n e r  i s  Panel Chairman; 
the ident ica l  pane[ decides the case. 
Where one Comnissioner, a Hearing Examiner or  a S t a f f  Member i s  
assigned the Full Gmissr'on decides the case. 

PSC/RAR-15 (REV.  1/98) * COMPLETED EVENTS 

- Prehearing Off icer  

Approved : 

Date: 07/14/1W? 



Case SchedulindRescheduling Advice 

Former Date 

0811011999 

To: Commissioner Deason 
Cornmissioner Clark 
Commissioner Johnson 
Commissioner Jacobs 
Executive Director 
Public Information Offcer 

New Date Location Time 

0910 111 999 Miami 1O:OO AM - 12:OO I’M 

09/02/1999 Key West 1O:OO AM - 12:OO PM 

09/29/1999 Tallahassee, Room 152 1O:OO AM - 1:OO PM 

10/04/1999 Tallahassee, Room 148 1130 PM - 5:OO PM 

Printed 0x1 07/14/1399 at 16:45:55 

Deputy Executive DirectorlTechnkal 
Appeals Director 
Legal Director 
Auditing & Financial Analysis Director 
Telecommunications Director 
Consumer Affairs Director 

Page 1 of 1 

Electric & G a s  Director 
Records & Reporting Director 
PAT Director 
Water & Wastewater Director 
Court Reporter 
Staff Contact - Will Cox 

From: Office of Chairman Joe Garcia 

Docket Number: 990455-TL 

Docket TitIe: 

1. Schedule Information 

Request for revicw of proposed numbering plan relief for the 3051786 area code - Dade County and Monrce 
CountyKeys Region. 

~~~~ ~~ 

Event 

Service Hearing 

Service Hearing 

Prehearing Conference 

Hearing 

2, Bearingwrehearing Assignment Tnformation 

Former Assignments Current Assignments 

omrmssioners Il e ari ng 
Officers 

ommissioners 

Prehearing 
Officer 

Reason €or Revision: A. New Assignment 

Former farm number is 061R99135221 Remarks: 

GR DS CL JN JG ADM w 
1 .  Unavailability 2. Gmd Cause 3 .  Rccused 4. Disqualified 5. S e e  Remarks 

PSC/NAN 8 (0611 999) CCS Form Number: 990455-TL-00001 

\ 



- Case Assignment and Scheduling Record rrrr 

Section 1 - D iv i s ion  of Records and R e m  ~ ,ig (RAR) C m l e t e s  

Docket NO. 9 9 0 4 5 5 - T L  

company: BellSouth T e l e c m n i c a t i o n s ,  Inc. Region. 

Date  Docketed: 04/03/1% T i t l e :  Request f o r  review of  proposed nun-kring plan r e l i e f  f o r  the 
305f786 area code Dade County and Monroe County/Keys 

Comnissioners 

O f f i c i a l  F i l i n g  Date: 
Last Day to  Sitspend: Expirat ion: 

Referred to :  ADM AFA APP CAF (CHU) EAG GC1 LEG RAR PA1 UAW 
X X indicstes OPR) _ - - - - - - - - - -  

Section 2 - OPR Completes and returns t o  RAR i n  10 uorkdays. T i m e  Schedule 

ADH 

P rog ram/Modu 1 $ 

OPR s t a f f  

SI2 

S t a f f  Assignments 

1 I l e r i .  M Berre t t  

S t a f f  Counsel u cox 

Recommended e s s i g m n t s  f o r  hearing 
and/or deciding t h i s  case: 

Futl C m i s s i o n  - C m i s s i o n  Panel 
Hearing Examiner - S t a f f  - 

Date f i led u i t h  RAR: 07/19/1999 

I n i t i a l s :  OPR 
S t a f f  Counsel 

IARNING: T H I S  SCHEDULE I $  AN INTERNAL PLANNING DOCUMENT. 
T IS TENTATIVE AH0 SUBJECT TO REVISION. 
OR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION: (850) 413-6770 
Current CIISR rev is ion  leve l  

El 
1 .  Issue i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  
2. Testimony - Direct  
3. Service Hearing - M i a m i  
4. Service Hearing - Key West 
5 .  N o t i c e  of  Prehearing R Other Heerings 
6. Estirnony - Staf f  ( I f  Any) 
7. Testimony - Rebuttal 
8. Prehearing Statements 
9.  Prehearing Conference 

10. B c h n i c a l  Hearing 
11. B r i e f s  O f  Evidcnce 
12. S t a f f  R e c m n d a t i o n  
13. &enda - Regular 
14. Standard Order 
15. g o s c  Docket or Revise CASR 

- 

19. 
20. 
I 4  

25. 
26. 
97 

28. 
?n 

30. 
9. 

32. 
7-  

35 rn 
- .  

37. 
7n 

~~ 

39. 
4 0 .  

Due Dates 

Previous Current 

I I  

T I 
I-- I 

Section 3 - Chairman Completes 
Ass igmnts  are as fnllows: 

- Hearing O f f i c e r ( $ )  

Hrg. S t a f f  
Exam. 

Uhere panels are assigned the senior Conmissioner i s  Panel Chairman; 
the ident ica l  panel decides the case. 
Where o m  C m i s s i o n e r ,  a Hssrihg Examiner or a S t a f f  Member i s  
assigned the f u l l  C o n i s s i o n  decides the case. 

* COMPLETED EVEHTS 



To: 

Prehestrin_g 
OEcer 

Case SchedzrlinglReschedulinrr Advice 
Printed an OSll211999 at 08:58:04 Page 1 of  1 

Commissioners --E GR DS CL JN JC ADM 

Cornmissioner Deason 
Commissioner Clark 
Cammi ssioner Johnson 
Commissioner Jacobs 
Executive Director 
Public Information Oficer 

Deputy Executive DirectorlTechnical 
Appeals Director 
Legal Director 
Auditing & Financial Analysis Director 
Telecommunications Director 
Consumer Affairs Director 

Electric & Gas Director 
Records & Reporting Director 
PAT Director 
Water & Wastewater Director 
Court Reporter 
Staff Contact - Will Cox 

From: Ofice of Chairman Joe Garcia 

Docket Number: 99045 5-TL 

Docket Title: 

1, Schedule Information 

Request fur review of proposed numbering plan relief for the 3051786 area code - Dade County and Monroe 
CountyKeys Region. 

2. RearingSPrehearing Assignment Information 

Former Assignments Current Assignments 
Y 

Cornmi ssi mer s Hearing Staff 
Exam. 

ALL GR DS CL JN JC 

Hearing 
Officers 

Rcason for Revision: A, New Assignment 

Former form number i s  06 18991 3522 1 Remarks: 

PSC/NAN 8 (06/1994) 

Commissioners 

GR DS CL IN JC ADM = 
1. Unavailability 2. Good Cause 3 ,  Recused 4. Disqualified 5. See Remarks 

CCS Form Number: 990455-~~-OOOO 1 

- 



- Case Assigment and Schedulinq Record 

ALL 

I Section 1 - Division o f  Rpcards and Repor. 

Docket No S.90455-TL Date Docketed. 
Company. 8pl lSnutP Te l  ecomin1 cat ions,  Inc. Reg1 on. 

4 (FAR) Completes 

04/07/1999 T j t l e :  Request f o r  review o f  proposed numberlng p l a n  r e l i e f  for t h e  
305/785 area  code - Dade County and Monroe CountylKeys 

GH l lS LL JN JC 
x x  x 

O f f i c i a l  F i l i n g  Calc 
Last  Cay t o  Suspend: 
Kcfcrt,ed t o  ACM AFA APP CAF (CMU) FAG GCL LEG RAR PA1 WAW 
("0" I n d i c a r e s  OPR) I - - - I s _ - - _ _  

Sect inn 7 - nPF, Covpletes and r e t u r i s  t o  RAR i n  10 workdays. 

Expi ra t ion  

X x 
T ime Schedule 

Pr<oqrarn/Module 812 

S t a f f  Rssiqnments 

lI I l e n  , M Ba r i -e t t  --. -- OPR S ta f f  

S t a f f  Counsel C-BedFll, T W a t t s  

OCRs 1 E - 

0 

0 

0 

Recoaaended assignmerts f o r  hearing 
and/or deciding this case: 

Full Commission - Conmissinn Panel X 
Hearing Examiner __ S t a f f  - 

n a t P  f i l ~ d  w i t h  R,4R. 07/19/1999 

I n i t i a l s :  CPR 
S t a f f  Counsel 

IARNING: THIS SCHEDULE IS AN IMTERWL PLANNING DOCUMENT. 
T IS TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVISION. 
OR UPDATES CONTACF THE RECORDS SECTION: (850) 413-6770 
c u r k t  CRSR revision level 

1. 
2 
3.  
4. 
5 .  
6 
7 .  
8 .  
g. 

1 0 .  
11. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
16. 
1 7 ,  
1 8 .  
19. 
20. 
21. 
22. 
23. 
24 
2 5 ,  
26 * 

27. 
28. 
29. 
30. 
31 
3 2 .  
33 
34. 
35 
36. 
3s 
38. 
39 
40 

El 
Close Docket or Revise CASK 

Due Dates 

Previous Current 

1 No 
NE /02/25 /2000 

I 

I I I 
t I I 

I l l  

I l l  
I I 1 ~ - 1 

Section 3 - C h a i r w n  ComplPtes *, -J +Jd, 
Ass:gnnents are a s  follows 

b e h e a n  n5 Officer 

I Conn i s s i  m e r  s I Hrg. I S t a f f  I 

Wherc panels e r e  assigned the  senior Commissioner i s  Panel Chairman; 
the i d e n t i c a l  panel decides t h c  case 
Where one Comnnssioner. a Hearing Examiner or a S t a f f  Member i s  
[!5srgned the f u l l  Commission decides t h e  case. 

PSCJAAR-15 ( R w .  1/98) * COMPLETED EVENTS 



Case SchedulinglRescheduline Advice 
Printed on t0/13/1999 at 16:58:08 Page 1 of 1 

GR DS CL JN JC ADM 

To: Commissioner Deason Deputy Executive DkectodTechnical 
Commissioner Clark Appeals Director 
Commissioner Johnson Legal Director 
Commissioner Jacobs 
Executive Director Telecommunications Director 
Public Information Officer 

Auditing & Financial Analysis Director 

Consumer Affairs Director 

Electric & Gas Director 
Records & Reporting Director 
PAZ Director 
Water & Wastewater Director 
Court Reporter 
Staff Contact - Beth Keating 

From: Ofice of Chairman Joe Garcia 

Docket Number: 990455-TL 

Docket Title: Request for review of proposed numbering plan relief for the 305/786 area code - Dade County and Monroe CountyKeyys 
Region. 

1 Schedule lnformation 

2. Hearingflrehearing Assignment Information 

- Hearing 
0ficei-s -- 

Preh earin4 
Officer /I Commissioners II 

GR DS CL JN JC ADM lid3333 
Reason for Rhsion: A. New Assignment I .  Wnavailability 2. Good Cause 3. Recused 4. Disqualified 5 .  See Remarks 

Former form number is 0713991 15903. A 5/11/99 PH arid 5/18-19/00 Technical hearing will be held for area code dockets 
990455,93045ci,990457, and 9905 17. 

Remarks: 

PSC/NAN 8 (0611949) CCS Form Number: 990455-TL-00005 



--.Lase Assignment and Scheduling Record n 

Section 1 - D i  v i  5 1  on oc Records arid Keporr. I I I L  ,dAR) Completes 

Doc:k?t No o90455-TL b t c  Uocketed. 04/03,'1999 Title Request f o r  review o f  proposed numhenng p l a n  relief for t k  

Conpanv. R ~ l l  South Telecomunlca t loqs ,  Inc Reg1 on ,  
305/786 area code - Dad? County and Monroe CountylKeys 

O f f i r i a ' l  Filitq D$te: 
L a s t  i lay tc k s o c r l d ~  

' ie fer ret  to: AllM AFA APP CAF (CMU) EAG GCL LEG RAR PA1 WAN 
( " ( ) 'I i nd: cates Cil??) 

Secticlr,  2 - CPR Coapletes and r e t u r n s  t o  RAR i n  10 workdays 

E m i  r z t i  on : 

x x 
-- 

Tina Schedule 

ARNING: THIS SCHEDULE IS AN INTERNAL PLANNING DOCUMENT. 
T IS TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO R E V I S I O N .  
OR UPDATES CONTACT T H t  RECORDS SECTION: (8503 413-6770 

ProqranlModulE 

QF'R S t , a f f  

512 

S t a f f  Assiqnments 

1 Iler.1, M Bar rF t t  
Current CASR r e v i s i o n  1 eve1 Due Da tes  

Previous Current 141 
1. S t a f f  Workshop 
2 .  Prehearing 
3 .  T E E h n i l  
4 T r d n s c n p t s  Due 
5. Br ie rs  Due 
6 .  S t a f f  Recommendatian 
7 Agenda 
8. 3Zndard Order 
9. U0;e  Docket o r  Revise CASR 

I n  

- St,a f f Counsel 

OI:Rr;i 1 

1u 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15. 
16. 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 * 
23 
24. - 
25. 
26 
27 

0 

I I  0 

l l  
0 

I I 28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 

Recomwnded as:;igments for  hearing 
ant l / r r  decid;nrg : h i s  case. 

t 111 I Ccrnmi5rion - Comnssion Panel; X 
Hearinq Examiirr - S t a f f  

D a t e  fi led with R A R :  05/r)3/2000 
- 

I w t r a l s :  UPq 
Sta Ff Counse I 40. 

Assignments are  as fellows: 
Stct ion 3 - Cheirrnin Completes 

- Preheari nq O f f 1  c e r  

C o m i  s s i  oners S t a f f  4 
Where panels a~ dssifrned the senior Commissioner i s  Panel Chairman. 
the i d w t i m l  x ~ e l  decides the case. 
Idhere one (.oarnisc,ionw. a Hearing Examiner or a S t a f f  Member 7 s  
a s s i y n ~ r l  tha f J 1  I Commission dpcides t h e  case 

Approved : 

Date: 05/03/'2000 

PSC/RAR-15 (Rev.  2/00) *' COMPLETED EVENTS 



Page 1 of 1 

To: Commissioner Jacobs Deputy Executive DirectoriTech 
Commissioner Saber Appeals Director 
New Commissioner Legal Director 
New Comissioner-SC Economic Rsguiation Director 
Executive Director Competitive Services Director 
Public Information Officer Consumer M a k s  Director 

Safety & Electric Reliability Director 
Records & Reporting Director 
PAI Director 
Regulatory Oversight Director 
Court Reporter 
Staff Contact - Beth Reating 

From: Oflice of Chairman Terry Deason 

Docket Number: 990455-TI, 

Docket 'Title: Request for review of proposed numbeting plan relief for the 305/786 area code - Dade County and Monroe CountyKqs 
Region 

1. Schedule Information 

2. Wearing/Frehearing Assignment Information 

Former Assignments Current Assignments 
Hearing 
om cerx -- 

Cornmi ssi oners 

DS JC JB NC SC~ADM 

Prehearinx Cornmi ssioners m 
Rcason for Revision: A. New Assignmcnt B. Unavailability 2. G o d  Cause 3. Recused 4. Disqualified 5 .  See Remarks 

PSC/JBE 8 (06/1999) CCS Form Number: 990455-TL-00006-001 



- Case Assignment and Schedulinq Record -~ 

Rcff r  rnd ta ACM AFA AD? CRF {CMP) CMU EAG ECR GCL LEG PA1 R4R RGD SET WAW 
("0" 1r;dlcatPs IW.:' - - _ C - - _ C _ - - C - - L  

Secticn 2 - I?VR Ccnoletes a n d  returns t o  RAR 1n 10 workdsys 

X X 
-I..p 

T i a e  Scheaule 

B l i  

S t ? f f  hssiqnment: 

L l l e r ,  , M B a r r e t t  

IARNING: THIS SCHEDULE rs AN INTERNAL PLANNING DOCUMENT. 
T IS TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVISION.  

Current CASR rev1 sion 1 eve1 
OR UPDAlES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION: (850) 413-6770 

Due Da tes  

I 
2 
3.  
4. 
5. 
6 
7. 
E. 
9. 

10 
11 
12. 
13 
14. 
15. 
16 
17 
18. 
l a .  
20 
2;. 
22 
23 
24 .  
2 5 .  
26. 
2 7 .  
28.  
29 
3G 
31, 
3 2 ,  
33 
34. 
35. 
36 

161 
ecial  Agenda (Deferred fi-cm 9/5/00) 4 tandcrLJfT5r- 

CKFOocket or Rev1 se ( X q  

Previous Currcrl t  

I I I 

I l l  

I l l  

i i l  
I I I 
I I I 

I l l  
I I I -  1 - .. 

27 
35 
39 -- - 
- 

- Prpheari ng O T f i  ccr 
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Case SchedulilselaZesckredulinpr Advice 

Commissioner Jacobs Deputy Executive DirectaslTech Safety & Electric Reliability Director 
Commissioner Jaber Appeals Director Records & Reporting Director 
Commissioner Baez Legal Director PA1 Director 
New @emmi ssioner- S C Economic Regulation Director Regulatory Oversight Director 
Executive Director Competitive Services Director Court Reporter 
Public Information Officer Consumer AfTairs D i ~ d o r  Staff Contact - Beth Keatiting 

From: Ofice of Chairman Teny Deason 

Docket Number: 990455-TL 

Docket Title: Request for review of proposed numbmng plan relief for the 305/786 m a  code - Dade County and Monroe CountylKeys 
Region . 

1 a Schedule Information 

2. Hearingm'rehearing Assignment Information 

Current Assignments 

Commissioners Hearing Staff 

ALL DS JC IB BB SC I, Hearing 
Oficers 

Brehearim_g 
Orncer 

DS JC JB. BB SC ADM l!iB€E3 
II Commissioners /I 

DS JC Jl3 BB SC ADM lii€€EH 
Rcason for Kcvision: A. New Assignment 1. Unavailability 2. Good Cause 3. Recused 4. Disqualified 5 .  See Remarks 

RSCJJBE 8 (0611999) CCS Form Number: 990455-TL-00006 

_ _  



ase Assignment and Sehedul inq Record 
-\ 

Sect ion 1 - D i v i s i o n  o f  Records and Repor- ( R A W  Completes 

Docket No 990455-TL Date Docketed: 04/07/1999 T i t l e :  Request for review o f  proposed numbering plan relief f o r  t h e  
305/786 area code - Dade County and Monroe CountyKeys 

Company, Re1 1 Sciuth Tel  ecomuni c a t  i ons , Inc. Reg1 an. 

O f f i c i a l  Filing Date: 
L a s t  Day t o  Suspend. 
Referred t o :  ADM AFA APP CAF (CMP) CMU EAG ECR GCL LEG PA1 RAR RGO SER WAN 
{ " ( ) '' 1 ndi ca tes OPR) 

Section 2 - OPR Completes and returns t o  R4R i n  10 workdays. 

Expt r a t i o n  : 

X X 
_-__-_I-------- - 

Time Schedule 

ProsranVModuF e 

OPR S t a f f  

E12 

S t a f f  Assisnments 

I Ilerl , B Casey 

S t a f f  Counsel 

OCRs I ) - 

T Vaccaro 

0 

Recommended a s  5 i gnments f o r  hea r i  ng 
and/or decid ing t h i s  case- 

Full Comniss-on - Commi ssion Panel X 
Hearing Exam'ncr - S t a f f  - 

Date  f i led w i t h  R4R: 12/06/2000 

I n i t i a l s :  OPR 
Sta"f Counsel 

WINING: THIS SCHEDULE IS AN INTERNAL P M N I N G  DOCUMENT. 
T IS TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVISION. 
OR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION: 1850) 413-6770 
Current CASR revi  s i  or; 1 eve1 

1 Issue Ident i  f i cat7 on 
2.  Drder t s t a b l  i shi nq Procedure 
3. D i r r c t  Testimony 
4 .  Notjce o f  Prehearing and Hearing 
5. Rcbut ta l  Testimony 
6. Prehear ing Statements 
7. Prehearin 
8. PTi;F?arin: Transcr ip ts  
9. Preheari nq Ordw 

IO. Rearing 
11. Transcripts Due 
12. Bricfs Due 
13. StaffFlecomendation 
14 Agenda 
15. Sl.andard Order 
16. €TZe Docket or Revise CASR 
17 I/. 

18. 
19. 
20. 
21 
22 
23.  
24. 
25. 
26. 
27. 
28. 
29. 
30. 
31. 
3 2 .  
33 
34 ~ 

35. 
36. 
37 .  
38. 
39. 
40. 

Due Dates 

Prevjous Current 

l l  
I I  
I I 

- Sectlon 3 - Chairman Completes 
Assignments are as follows: 

- Hearing Of f i cer (s )  

Comi s s i  oners I tira. I S t a f f  1 

QSRPr 

- Prehearing O f f i c e r  

Commissioners I ADM 

DS JC JB BZ X X  : 
Where panels are assigned t h e  sen io r  Comissioner i s  Panel Chairman: 
t h e  i d e n t i c a l  panel decides t h e  case. 
Where one Commissioner, a Hearing Examiner o r  a S t a f f  Member i s  
assigned the  . f u l l  Commission decides the case. Date: 12/08/2000 

Approved : 

P W R A R - 1 5  (Rev. 2/00) * COMPLETE0 EVENTS c, 



Case SchedulingLEtescheduling Advice 
Last Revised d210512000 at 12:40 Page 1 of 1 

Commi ssioness Hearing 
Exam. 

ALE DS JG JB BZ SC 

Printed QII 12/6I/2000 at 16:26 

Staff 

Safety & Electric Reliability Director 
Records & Reporting Director 
P,4I Director 
Kegulatory Oversight Director 
Court Reporter 
S a 4  Contact - Tim Vaccaro 

Commissioner Jacobs Deputy Executive DirectorlTech 
Commissioner M e r  Appeals Director 
Commissioner Baez Lcgal Director 
New Commissioner-SC Economic Regulation Director 
Executive Director Competitive Services Director 
Pulilic Information Officer Consumer Affairs Director 

From: Office of Chairman Terry Dcason 

Docket Number: 990455-TL 

Docket Title: 
I. Schedule Tnfomation 

Request for review of proposed numbering plan relief for the 3051786 area code - Oade County and Monroe CounQKeys Region. 

2. Hcaring/Frehearing Assignment Information 

- Hearing 
Bfi iccrs 

Prchcaring 
Cbfficer 

DS JC JB E2 SC ADM liEEEEl 

Current Assignments 

Commissioners m 
DS JC JR BjI! SC ADM lB3EE3 

Reason for Revision: A. New Assignment 1. Unavailability 2. Good Cause 3. Recased 4. Disqualified 5 .  See Remarks 

Remarks: 

PSClJRE 8 (0611999) CCS Form Number: 990455-TI,-00008-001 



Case Sc~eduline/ZZescheduIine Advice 
Last Revised 03/0812001 at 09:47 
Printed on 03/08/2001 at 17:07 

Event 

'reheating Conference 

To: Comissjones Deason Deputy Executive DirectorSTech Safety & Electric Reliability Director 
Commissioner Jaber Appeals Director Records & Reporting Director 
Commissjoner Baez Legal Director PA1 Director 
Connmissj ones Palecki Economic Regulation Director Regulatory Oversight: Director 
Executive Director Competitive Services Director Court Reporter 
Public lnformation Officer Consumer Affairs Director Staff Contact - Tim Vaccaro 

Farmer Date New Date Location Time 

OY28/2OO 1 Cancelled Tallahassee. Room 1 52 9130 AM - 12:OO PM 

From: Office of Chairman E. Leon Jacobs 

Tearing 

Docket Number: 990455-TL 

04/09/200 1 Cancelled Tallahassee, Room 148 9~30 AM - 5:OO PM 

Docket Title: Request for review of proposed numbering plan relief for the 305/786 area code - Dade County and Monroe CountJIKeys Region. 

1. Schedule Information 

2. Hearinflrehearing Assignment Information 

Former Assignments Current Assignments 

Hearing Staff Hearing 
Officers 

Commissioners 

ALL 1C DS JB BZ PL 
-- 

brehearing 
-- Officer 

JC DS JB BZ PL ADM li33zEa 
Reason for Revision: A, New Assignment 1, Unavailability 2. Good Cause 3, Recused 4, Disqualified 5 .  See Remarks 

Remarks: 

PSC/JBE 8 (06/1999) CCS Form Number: 990455-TL-00008-002 



Case Ass1 gnment and Schedul inq Record 

( RAR 1 Cmpl et es 
n '- 

Section 1 - D iv i s ion  o f  Records and ReG 

Docket No. 990455-TL Date Docketc3: 04/07/1999 T i t l e :  Request f o r  review o f  proposed numbering plan relief for the  

Company. Bel lScuth Telecommunications, Inc.  Reg+on. 
3051786 area code I Dade County and Monroe CountylKeys 

Commi s s l  oners 

JC !IS JB 5Z PL 

x 

O f f i c i d l  F i  11 rig D a t e :  
Last Day t o  Suspend: Expi ra t i on :  

ABM 

ADM AFA APP CAF (CMP) CMU EAG ECR GCL LEG PA1 RAR RGO SER WAW 
X 

Time Schedule 

Referred t o :  

Section 2 ~ OPR Completes and returns t o  RAR In 10 workdays. 

("0" indicates OPR) x 

Proqraln/Modul e 

OPR Staff 

B12 

Staff Assisnments 

L Ileri , B Casey 

Staff Counsel 

g&( 1 

~ ~~ 

T Vaccara 

0 

Recommended assignments for hearing 
andlor decidinri  this case: 

Ful l  Commission - Commission Panel J- 
Hearing Exam-iner - S t a f f  - 

Date  f i l e d  w i t h  RAR: 03/09/2001 

I n i t i a l s :  QPR 
S t a f f  Counsel 

ARNING: THIS SCHEDULE fS AN INTERNAL PUNNING DOCUMENT. 
T IS TEKFATIYE AND SUBJECT TO REVISION. 
OR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION: (850) 413-6770 
Current CAY! rev1 SSOR level 

171 
1. Standard Order 
2 .  Revised CASR D ue 
J. 
4 
5. 
6. 
7. 
8.  
9. 

10. 
11. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
1 C  
L J .  

16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 
21. 
22. 
71 
L O .  

24. 
')c 

26. 
27, 
7Q 
LU. 

29. 
30. 
31. 
3 2 .  
33. 
34. 
35. 
36. 
37. 

39. 
40. 

38. 

Due Dates 
Previous Current 

1 1 
l l  
I I  
I I 
l l  
I 1 
1 -  I 

! I 
I 

I -i 
Section 3 - Chairman Completes 

Assignments are as follows: 

- Hearing O f f i ce r (s1  wi 
Exam. 

JC DS JB BZ PL 

Where panels are assigned the senior Commissioner j s  Panel Chalrman: 
the i den t t ca l  panel decides t h e  case. 
klhere one Commissioner, a Hearing Examiner or a S t a f f  Member IS 
%signed the f u l l  Commission decides the case. 

PSCIMR-15 (Rev. 2/00)  * COMPLETED EVENTS 

Approved : 

Date: 03/12/2001 

h/ 



Case Assiqnment and Schedull ns Record - - 
Section I I D i v i s i o n  o f  Records and Repor (RAR) Completes 

OockPt NO. 990455-TL Date Docketed: 04/07/1999 T i t l e :  Request f o r  rev iew o f  proposed numbering p l a n  r e l i e f  f a r  the 
305/786 area code - Dade County and Monroe CountyJKeys 

Company: E e l  lSnuth Telecomnunications. Inc. Region 

Official F i l i n g  Date: 
l a s t  Day t o  Suspmd : Expj r a t i o n :  

Referred t o .  ADM AFA APP CAF (CMP) CMU EAG ECR GCL LEG PA1 RAR RGO SER MAW 
("0" i nd ica tes  OPR) 

- Ser:t.ion 2 - OPR Comaletes and returns t o  RAR i n  10 workdays. 

X X _ - _ _ - _ - - _ - - _ - - -  
Ti  me Schedul e 

Proqram/Modul 

OPR S t a f f  

B12 

S t a f f  dssiqnments 

L I l e r i ,  C Bulecza-Banks, 
B Cascy 

S t a f f  Counsel 

- OCRs 1 ) 

0 

L Fordham 

0 
.- 

Recommended assignments for hear ing 
and/or  decid ing t h i s  case: 

F u l l  Commission - Commission Panel 
Hearing Examiier I S t a f f  - 

Date f i l e d  w i t h  RAR: 05/02/2001 

I n i t i a l s :  OPR 
S t a f f  Counsel 

ARNING: MIS SCHEQULE IS AN IFmRNAL PLANNING DOCUMEM. 
T IS TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVISION. 
OR UPDATES COmACT WE RECORDS SECTION: (850) 413.6770 
Current CASR revis ion 1 ewe1 

18) 
1. Agenda 
2 .  standard Order 5 .  Rcvisc CASR or Close Docket 
4. 
5. 
C u .  
7 .  

9 <  
10. 
11. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 
21. 
2 2 .  
23. 

a. 

,." L4. 
25 
26. 
27. 
28. 
29. 
30. 
3 1  
32 
33. 
34. 
35. 
36 .  
'17 ", . 
38. 
39. 
40. 

Oue Dates 

Previous Current 

I 

I 1  

Section 3 - Chairman Comaletes 

- Hearing Officer(s1 

Assignments are as follows: 

- Prehearing O f f i c e r  ljLL 1 _ : 1 _ 1 i o j e r ~  I ~ 1 Hrg. 1 S t a f f  
Exam. 

JC DS JR BZ PL 

I Commissioners I ADM I 
JC DS JB E2 PL 1 

Wbere panels are assigned the senior Commissioner i s  Panel Chairman: 
the  i d e n t i c a l  panel decides t h e  case. 
Where one Corm1 ssioner, a Hean ng Examiner or a S t a f f  Member i s  
assigned thP f u l l  Commission decides t h e  case. 

PSCJRAR-15 (Rev. 2/00] * COMPLETED EVENTS d 



Case Assignment and Schedul i nq Record 
\ r 

Sect ior l  1 - D lv i s fon  o f  Records and Report (RARF Completes 

Docket NO. 990455-TL Date Docketed: 04/07/1999 T i t l e :  Request for r e v i e w  o f  proposed numbering plan  r e l l e f  for t h e  

Company: Be1 lSouth Telecommunications. I nc .  Region. 
305/786 area code - Dade County and Monroe County/Keys 

ALL JC DS JB 

x x  

O f i i c i i l l  Filing Date: 
Last Day t o  Suspend: Expi rat ion: 

BZ PL 

X 

R e f e r w d  t o :  ADM AFA APP CAF (CMP) CMU EAG ECR GCL LEG PA1 RAR RGQ SER WAW 
(“0” indicatrls OPR) 

Sert ion 2 - OPR Completes and r e t u r n s  t o  RAR in 10 workdays. 

X x 
_ - - _ I - - - _ _ - _ - - _ I  

Time Schedule 

Prcgram/McduE e_ 

OPH S t a f f  

B12 

Staff Assiqnments 

L I l e r i ,  C Bulecza-Banks. 
B Casey 

Staff Counsel L Fordham 

Recommmded ass-gnments f o r  heari ng 
and/or deciding t h i s  case: 

Full Comission - Commission Panel X 
Iiearing Examirrer - S t a f f  - 

Date f i l e d  w i t h  RAR: 05/03/2001 

I n i t i a l s ,  OPR 
S ta f l -  Counsel 

IARNING: MIS SCHEDULE IS AN IKTERNAL PLANNING DOCUMENT. 
T IS TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVISION. 
OR UPDATES CONTACr THE RECORDS SECTION: 1850) 413-6770 
Current CASR revi  sion level 

Isl 
1. 
2 .  
3. 
4 .  
5. 
6. 
7 

U 

Due Dates 

Previous Current 

, .  
8. 
9. 

1 0 .  
11. 
12. 
. n  LA. 
14. 
15. 
1 C  
LU. 

17. 
18. 
19. 
20 
21. 
22 
2 3 .  
n ”  

I 2 5 .  I 
-<  

I 27. 
^ ^  

29. 
30. 
31. 
3 2 .  
33. 
34. 
25 

I 
-. . 
36. 
97 I 

I I  38. 
39. 
40. 

Section 3 ~ Cha:rman Completes 

- Hearing Officer(s1 

Asslgnments are as follows: 

- Prehear i  ng O f f i c e r  

I Comni ss i oners I Hrg. I S t a f f  I 

Where oanpls arp assigned the senior  Comiss ioner  i s  Panel Chairman; 
t h e  i d e n t i c a l  panel decides the case. 
Where one Cornmixloner. a Hearing Examiner o r  a S t a f f  Member i s  
assigned t h e  f u l l  Commission decides t h e  case. 

1 Commissioners I ADM I 

. .. 

Approved : 

D a t e :  05/03/2El 

PSC/RAR-15 (Rev .  2/00) * COMPLETED EVENTS 



T a s e  AssSgnment and Schedul Ins Record - 
Section 1 I D i v i s i o n  of Records and Reportirlq (RARI  Completes 

Docket No. 990155-Tt Date Docketed: 04/07/1999 Title: Request f o r  review o f  proposed numbering p lan  r e l i e f  for t h e  

Company. Rell5out.h Telecommunications. I nc .  Region. 
305/786 area code - Dade County and Monroe CountyJKeys 

O f f i c i a l  F i l i n g  D a t e :  
Las t  Day t o  Suspend: Expi  r a t i o n  : 

Referred t o :  ADM AFA APP CAF (CMP) CMU EAG ECR GCL LEG PAE RAR RGO SER WAW 
("0" indicates OPR) x X 

--I_-__--I-__-- 

Section 2 ~ OPR CornDletes and returns t o  RAR 1n 10 workdays. T i  me Schedule 

Proqran/Modul e 

OPR S t a f f  

S t a f f  Counsel 

- O C b  1 

812 

S t a f f  As s i  qnments 

L Ileri  , C Bul ecza-Banks , 
B k e y  

I Fordham 

0 

0 

Recommended ass:gnrnents for hear ing 
and/or decld i  ng t h i s  case. 

F u l l  Comnission I Conmission Panel X 
Henring Examiner - S t a f f  - 

Date f i l e d  w i t h  FAR: g5/09/2001. 

I n i t i a l s :  OPR 
Stafl:  Counsel 

JARNING: MIS SCHEDULE IS AN INTERtd4L PMNNING DOCUMENT. 
I T  IS TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVISION.  
'OR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION: (850) 413-6770 
Current CASR r e v i s i o n  level 

1U. 
11. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
16. 
1 7 .  
18. 
19. 
20 .  
21. 
1 2 .  
23 
24.  
25.  
26. 
27 I 
28. 
29.  
30. 
31. 
3 2 .  
33. 
34. 
35.  
36. 
37, 
38. 
39. 
d0 

Due D a t e s  

Previous Current  

I 

I .  

Assignments are as follows: 

- Hearing Of f icer(s)  - Prehearing O f f i c e r  fl 7 
3C DS 38 BZ PC JC DS JB BZ PL 

e* /- Where panels are assigned the senfor Commissioner i s  Panel Chalrmdn: 
the identical panel decides t h e  case Approved : F?-v I , 

Where one Comissioner. a Hearing Examiner o r  a S t a f f  Member i s  
as:;igned t h e  f u l l  Commission dpcides the case. D a t e :  05/10/2001 

PSC/RAR-15 (Rev. 2 /00)  * COMPLETED EVENTS e- 
\ 



D e n t  and Schcdul inq Record 
h 

- Section 1 - D i v i s i o n  o f  Records and Report ina TR) Completes 

Docket No. 990455TC Date Docketed: 04/07/1999 T i t l e :  Request f o r  review o f  proposed numberiing p l a n  relief f o r  the 
305/786 area code - Oade County and Monroe County/Keys 

Compary: Bel lSou th  Telecommunications, I n c .  Region. 

Off] c i  a 1 FI 1 i ng Date. 
Last  Clay t o  Suspend: 

Referred t o  ADM AFA APP CAF (CMP) CMU EAG ECR GCL LEG PA1 RAR RGO SER WAW 
[ '' ( ) '' 1 ndi  cates OPR) 

Section 2 - OPR Completes and returns t o  RAR i n  10 workdays. 

Exp i ra t i on  : 

X X 
--__-_I-_--_--- 

Time Schedule 

ARMING: MIS SCHEDULE IS AN INTERNAL PLANNING DOCUMENT. 
T IS TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVISION. 
OR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION: (850) 413-6770 

ProqramJModul F! 

OPR S t a f f  

812 

Staff A s s i  qnments 

L 1ler.i. C Bulecza-Banks, 
H Casey 

Current CASR revision level 

1. 
2 .  
3.  
4 .  
5. 
6. 
7 

Due Dates 

Prev i ou s Current 

S t a f f  Counsel 

OCRs 1 - 
L Fordham 

I .  

8. 
9, 

10 * 
11. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15 
16. 
1 7 .  
18. 
19. 
20. 
21 * 
22. 
23. 
24. 
25. 
26. 
27 * 

28.  
29. 
30. 
31. 
32. 
33. 
34 * 
35. 
36. 
37. 

39. 
40.  

38. 

. 

0 

Recommended assignments f o r  hearing 
and/or deciding t h i s  case: 

F u l l  Comiss-Ion - Comnrssion Panel J- 
Heari ng Exam1 n w  I S t a f f  - 

Date filed w i t h  RAR: 05/31/2001 

I n i t i a l s .  OPR 
S t a f f  Counsel 

Section 3 - Chdirman CamDletes 
Assignments are as follows: 

- Prehea r i  ng U f f i  cer - Hearjng Officerrs) 

1 Commissioners I Hrq.  I S t a f f  I 1 Commissioners 1 ADM I 

Where panels a re  assigned the senior  Commissioner i s  Panel Chairman: 
toe identicel panel decides t h e  case. 
Where one Commissioner. a Hearing Examiner or a S ta f f  Member I S  
assigned the f.111 Comiss ion  d ~ c i d e s  the caze 

PSC/RAR-15 (Rev. 2/00]  d * COMPLETED EVENTS 



Case Assignment and Schedul inq Record 

(RARE Completes 
& _ _  k 

Sp:ticn 1 - D i v i s i o n  o f  Records and Reporl- 

Docket No. 090455-TL Date Docketed: 04/07/1999 Title:  Request for review o f  proposed numbering p l a n  r e l i e f  f o r  the 

Compary: Bel lSouth Telecommunications, I n c .  Region. 
305/786 area code - Dade County and Monroe CountylKeys 

O f f i c i a l  F i l i n g  Date: 
Last  Clay to  Suspend: Expi ra t ion:  

Referred t o :  
( " ( 1 '' I ndi ca tP5  OPR) 

ADM AFA APP CAF (CMP) CMU EAG ECR GCL LEG PA1 RAR RGO SER WAW 
X X 

--_--_-I__--_-- 

- Section 2 - OPR Completes and returns t o  RAR i n  10 workdays 

Proqram/Modul e 

OPR S t a f f  -- 

S t a f f  Cou 

812 

S t a f f  Ass i  qnments 

L I l e n .  C Bulecza-Banks. 
B Casey 

- C Ferdharn 

Recorninended assignments f o r  hearing 
and/or deciding th rs  case: 

F u l l  Commi 55'1on - Commission Panel X 
Hearing Examiner - S t a f f  - 

D a t e  f i l e d  w i t h  RAR: 06/13/2001 

I n i t i a l s .  OPR 
Sta'f Counsel 

T i  me Schedul e 

ARNING: THIS SCHEDULE IS AN IMERNAL PLANFlING QOCUMENT. 
T IS TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVISION. 
OR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION: (850) 413-6770 
Current CASR rev is ion  1 eve1 

1 .  
2 .  
3 .  
4. 
5 .  
6. 
7 .  
8. 
9 

10.  
I I .  
12. 
13. 
14. 
15 
16 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 
21. 
22. 
23. 
24. 
25. 
26. 
27 
28. 
29. 
30. 
31. 
32. 
33. 
34. 
35.  
36.  
37. 
38 
39 
40 .  

S t a f f  Recomnendation - 305 Implementation 
A enda I 305 I m  l e n y t a t i o n  

Standard i l rder-  305 Irnplementatsn 
Revise CASR or Close Docket 

Area Code R e l i e f  

Due Dates 

Previous Current  

Section 3 - Chairman Completes c305--- 
Assignments are as fo l lows 

- Hearing Off icer(s1 - Prehearing O f f i  cer 

Comlss ioners  

Where panels a re  assigned t h e  sen io r  Commissioner i s  Panel Chairman: 
t h e  i d e n t i c a l  pznel decides t h e  case. 
Where one Cornmi ssioner. a Hearing Examiner o r  a S t a f f  Mpmmber; i 5 
a s s i g n 4  t h e  f i l l 1  CommTssion decides the case Date: 06/13/2001 

Approved : 

PSC/RAR-15 (Rev 7 /00)  * COMPLETED EVENTS d' 



P 

State of Florida 

h 

RE : DOCKET NO. 9 9 0 4 5 5 - T L  - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED 
NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 3 0 5 / 7 8 6  AREA CODES. 

Attached is a memorandum placed in Docket No. 9 8 1 4 4 4 - T P  
( N u m b e r  Utilization Study: Investigation i n t o  Number 
Conservation Measures). 

In orde r  to address area code re l ie f  plans, this 
memorandum - Response to Mr. Gilbert Yablon's fax and 
letter regarding "The Unified Dialing Plans for Overlays" 
- is to be filed on t h e  correspondence side in the  above- 
referenced docket f o r  f u r t h e r  investigation. 

LI 
Attachments 
cc: Division of Legal Services (Vaccaro) 



State of Florida 

CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER E40 SHUMkRo OAK BOULEVARD 
TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA 32399-0850 

DATE : July 22,  1999 

TO : DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING 
c 

FROM : DIVISION OF COMMUNICATIONS (ILER~) R, 
RE : DOCKET NO. 981444-TP - In re: Number Utilization St 

Investigation into Number Conservation Measures. 

Attached is a RESPONSE to Mr. Gilbert Yablon‘s fax and 
letter to be f i l e d  on the  correspondence s i d e  in the  
above-referenced docket. In addition, the  FAX and LETTER 
are also attached. 

LI 
Attachments 
cc: Division of Legal Services (Cox) 
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STATE OF FLORIDA 

C‘ommissioners: 
JOE GARCIA, CHAIRMAN 
J. TERRY DEASON 
SUSAN F. CLARK 
JULIA L. JOHYSON 
E. LEON JACOBS, JR.. 

DIVISION OF COMMUNICATIONS 
WALTER D’HAESELEER 
DIRECTOR 
(850) 413-6600 

July 22, 1999 

Gilbert Yablon 
2 I 9 14 Dumetz Road 
Woodland Hills, CA 4 1364 

R.e: A simplified dialing system for overlaid area codes 

Dear Mr. Yablon: 

Thank you for recommending a new dternative for overIays. We truly appreciate your interest 
and concern with regard to area code reIief plans. 

The Florida Public Service Commission (FPSC), along with other state public utility 
commissions in the nation, faces an enormous bwden in determi~ng when, and in what form, to 
implement area code relief. The FPSC has expanded its resources to convene public service 
hearings and workshops and to plan for different area code relief plans depending upon the 
geographic structure of the region being considered, As the FCC notes in its June 2, 2999, Notice 
of Proposed Rukmaking, all state commissions inevitably bear the brunt of consumer dissatisfaction 
with whatever method of area code relief is chosen. 

CurrentIy, Florida has five area codes which are in extraordinary jeopardy and by the end of 
1999, Florida would double its area codes unless certain number consenration measures are taken. 
The FPSC is working en ways to improve the utiIization of telephone numbers in FIorida. On April 
2., 1999, the FPSC filed a petition before the FCC to get additional jurisdiction over numbering 
issues, 

The FPSC, in its Docket No. 981444-TL (Number Utilization Study: Investigation into 
Number Conservation Measures) is investigating various number conservation measures. We pIaced 

CAPITAL CrRCLE OFFICE CENTER 2540 SHUMMARD OAK BOUtEVARa TALLAHASSEE, 32399-0850 
An Amrmative Actlon/lEqud Opportunity Employer 

PSC Website: wmut.scrl.ncUpsc Internet E-mail: contrct~psc.state.n.us 
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Mr. Yablon 
Page 2 
July 22, 1999 

your simpIified dialing system for overlaid area codes into this docket for further investigation when 
addressing area code relief plans. 

I f  you have any questions, please contact me at (850) 413-6562. 

Sincerely , 

Engineer 

C:'~lLE~CCOUPLA\GYABLON. Li  
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'The Unified Dialing Plan for Overlays' 

A Dialing Plan which Supports the lmplernentation of Overlays for Area Code Relef 
proposed by G i h r t  Yablon 

revised 5/25/97 

The following plm desaibes a dialing system which supports the implementation of 
overlays far area code relief by eliminating the public's fnaifi obptions to them.. The 
plan preserves established dialing patterns to existing numbers, and unifies all levels of 
m overlay area with a consistent abbreviated dialing method. Long term relief is 
provided for exhausted area codes without impacting d m h g  in any other areas of the 
North American Nunibring Plan (NAIW), 

I t  greakly reduc~s  the confusion and mconveruence that 1s associated with havmg 
mulki?le area codes within inchidual mlghborhoads and households. 
Becawx the plan is non--&mptive to existing 7 digit and 1+10 digit dialing patterns: 
> no one is put in jeopardy by a change to their locd dialing plan (especially children), 
> and it ensures that existing auto dialers can complete calls without reprogramming. 

a It reduces the likelihood that the new overlay area code will be B sbgma for new 
businesses. 
It ensures that costs to businesses and disrupon overall will b kept to a m u m .  

Defining these terms will be helpful for the discussions that follow: 
pnrenf lmel of overlay 

child lmel of overlay 

overlay urea 

infru-o.oerlny w e n  calls 

a bbreoiaf ed d in1 ing 

t i m i n g  

the original mea code (in these examples the 818 area 
code). 
a new overlaid area code (in these examples the 626 area 
code is the first child level) .  
a single geographic area which contains the parent level 
and all. of the chifd overlay levels. 
refers to calls where the origin and the destination area 
codes both reside w i t h  the geographic overlay area. 
dialing which requires fewer than 11 digits to complete 
(abbreviated dialing within an area code is typicalIy 7 
digits). 
as used in this UnifiedDinlingPIan: an industry 
determined intend @robably 3 - 4 seconds) invoked after 
the 7th digit of a phone number is dialed. If this interval 
elapses and no further digits have been entered, the 
phone system switch will rzltl an analysis on the 7 digit 
ntlfnber that has been dialed. This technique will allow 
customers to did valid phone numbers of varying 
lengths (7 PT. 8 digits). 

Q 1996 G1 lbert Y a blon PAGE 1 Of 5 PAGE 
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overlay area is facilitated by: 

- -m+fimin~ did1 'ng for intra-overlay area calls directed to the p m t  leve 1 of the 
overlay horn mv kvel of the overlay. This wiU ensure that dialmg pattern to existing 
numbers (parent level numbers) will not be disrupted with the introduction of an 
overlay. 

b 

* '8 digit ' 17 + sum) didin2 for inrra-overlay area calls directed u my level of the 
overlay (parent or child). This w d d  be a '7 + x' system, where the 8-t 1s a suffix 
and acts as an ove rlav I selector. Each area code within the overlay area wiIl be assigned 
a unique identifier, which will then be wed as the '8th diiplt suffix' ~r 'werlay 
selector' in diahg. This feature unifies all levels of the overlay area Wth consistent 
abbreviated dkIing mpdless of the originating of destination overlay area codes. 

- . .  

1+10 digit dialing (permissive not mandatory) throughout the entire overlay area. 

Refer to Fig. 4A at the end of this =port for an illustration of how these three dialing 
methods am integrated in the Unified DiaLing Plan for Overlap. 

This pian is  applicublc fo any area w k e  m m l m j  rnighf need to be 
implemented, but for e n s  of illustration I will describe it hypothetically 
using 818 us the original area code, and 626 as the Frsf new 'azrerlaid' itvel. 

1 
\A, thxri t i e  o v ~ r t a y  area only (exampte: the hypothetical 818/ 426 overlay area): 

4' All 818 numbers would receive a suffix of '0' (representing the parent level). 
a All 626 numbers would receive a suffix of 'I' (representing the bst rMd level). 
* Any future overlay levels would receive a suffix of '2 - 9' in that order. TMs 

framework wiU allow for easy future expansion when mom numbers are needed. 

The su,@es for 1 'ntraloaerlm a tee drrrlitng mu Id be &tennined as fo llows: . .  

For example: 
123.4567-0 = 1-81&l23-4567 
123-4567-1 = 1426.1234567 
1234567-2 = 1-???-1234567 

Within the 818/626 overlay ma,  either style is valid. 
Within the 8181'626 overlay area, either style is y&d. 
Within the 818/626/??? overlay mea, either style will be 
valid (for a third area code). 

- Fu r t he r: 
AU 818 numbers can a h  be readwd from any level of the overlay area Simply by 
dialing the origmd 7 dqgt number + waiting for a short thing delay. This feature Qf 
the Unifwd Dialing Plan makes the introduction of an overlay completely non- 
disruptive to the existing ddmg patterns of the original area code. 

Far example: 
123.4567+.timirtg dehy = 1-818-123-4567 Defaults to 818 + 7 digit number to 

accommodate existing dlalvlg patterns. 

appropriate Iengkh for this t m g d e h y .  
The indust? wo ul d determine the 

01 996 Gilbert Y ablon PAGE 2 of 5 P A 5  



?' diet-. are recei 
wait an adcutional tmmg penod (to be d e t e m e d  by the industry) for a possible 8th 
digt which technically E the 'overlay selector'. 

4 ....... If 8 d i e s  are received, the phone system s w i t c h  witl rurn an analysis on the 

..........*..... If the 8th digit is a '0" the call will be directed to the j3l!3 level of the overlay. 
number, examining the 8th digit first. 

* 

................ If the 8th digit is a 'l', the call will k e  h c t e d  to the 6% level of the overlay. 

....... If the industry determined 'timing delay' elapses before the 8th dqyt is received, 
A suffix of '0' is assumed, and the 7 Qqt call wiIl automatically be directed to the 
81_8 level of the overlay. 

* If an industry determined 'tiaifig delay' elapses and less than 7 wts have been 
received, the call is &dered abandoned, and the standard 'try again' message is given. 

r m a  
code w#hn the ove dud 7 diel 

a Onre the proper overlay 1 eve 1 *  3 dete rmined and t he call is routed to the p p e  
r€sv area. t he & 1s dzscarded, lea- a stan 

n u m b  r to lx routed bv tr aditional7-&gt SwItchmE lo& 
. .  . 

. .  
* .  

To sumnarize, aU 7 d@ + timing' or 7 dlgit + suffix' calls ate converted to 1+10 
ntrmbers ly the phone system, and me then transparently muted to the pmpr 
overlay level. 

Note: 1 + 10 digit dialing f i r  i n t r a a d a y  area cnlls would also be supported, 
i f  that were how pmple preferred to dial, but it would not be mandatoy. 

8181626 overlay a& whethe; it k local or toll. If so&one in the overlay area were to 
accidentally use the '1 + 10 + xi format mause they had becom accustomed to dialing 3 
dipt phone numhrs) it wouldfi't matter bcause in 1 + 10 drasmg, all extra @ts kyond 
1+10 are ignored, ju.sl as it has always keen. 

any numberYinide the 818/ 626 overlay area. If s o m &  from outside the 818 / 626 
overlay area were to accidentally use the '1 + 10 + x' fonnat ( k a m e  they were unclear 
a5 to the correct dialing d e s  in the overlay area) it wouldn't matter because in 1 + 10 
dialifig, all additional digits are ignored. 

818 number 
626 number 
213 number 
626 number 
818 number 
828 number 
818 number 
626 number 
310 number 

994-33604 
956-2200-1 

347-9426-1 
M 2 3 4 - 0  
830-9339-0 
982-7417-0 . 
8894509-1 

213462-2110 out of 'opeday m u '  number 

310-2440177 ouf of 'owwhy mea' number 

3 

01996 Gilbert Yablon PACE 3 of 5 PAGES 



Because no area codes would need to b? listed for intra-overlay area phone numhrs, the 
'new' 626 numbers (which a new business might have) will not stand out as red flags to 
customers l o o h g  for experienced services. Only out of 'overlay area' phone numbers 
would stand out, the same as they aheady do in current directories. 

8 digit dialing supported: 
7 digit phone n&r + 0 = 818 area code 
7 diet phone number + 1 = 626 area code 

* 

To further remind people how the system works, a sticker could be supplied ta 
customers in the 8181 626 area that said: 

:or calIs made from any telephone within the 818/626 overlay area: 

& any phone n u m k  in the ama code overlay level {the level: of the 
overlay area): 
You m y  dial all 818 area code telephone numbers e m d y  a% you dways have in 
the past using just 7 drgits. M e r  a short delay your call will ga through, 
k?!um y avo i d this dehyby&dngthe 7 digit numb? r + 0. 
& any phone n u m k  In the &2$ area cost overlay level (the fjrst child level of t h e  

You must dial a l l  new 626 area code telephone nlLanbere as the 7 digit number + 1. 
fn phone numbers in area codes gutside of the 818/626 overlay area: 
Dial 1 -t area code + 7 digits - the same as you would before the overlay went into 
effect. 

. .  

overlay area): 

;or calls made from area codes outs i& of the 818/626 overJay m a :  
4 

tgt any area code within the 818/626 overlay area: 
Dial 1 + area code + 7 d@ts - the same as you would More the overlay went into 
effect. 

1 
17-.1s plan acidyesses customers' obyxtmns to using overlays whch they fear wcidd 
result m confusion and/or the inconvenknce of having to dial 11 digits just to cal l  
amass the street. 

To ewe the public's transition to overlays, simple 7 digit dialing to all e m  parent 
Ievel numbers is maintained (this is azMl a hmfit for children and automatic dialing 
systems). 
The plan allows for abbreviated '7 d@ + suffix' d d q  from and to my phone within 
t h  entire overlay area, without affecting how 1 + 10 dqpt calls 'gut-of, 'w, or within 
the overlay m a  are handled. It is expandable to 10 levels (0-9) of overlay within a single 
geographzc diahg area, allowing for p d e s s  addition of many new numbers in the 
future, 

Additionally, the new style of directory Listings won't be a disadvantage for new 
hSineSSeS .  
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(Conclusion continue, 
h 

5 

For the public, this plan will have the psychological. appeal of being a new Wgh tech’ 
solution to the challenges presented by splits and standard overlays. It answers d1 of the 
public’s m n e m  about overlays, and will leave citizens and businesses with a feeling 
that something is finally king done to protect them from the expense and disruption 
that traditionally cams with area code exhaust and relief. 
When the advantages of this plan are weighed against the disadvantages of area code 
splits and standard implementations of overlays {expense, disruption, confusion, 
inconvenience, permanent bxpact on the size of geographic dialing areas, etc.), this 
uniform dialing plan for overlays clearly sakes erne as a solution for both the short 
and the long term 

This system can  be applied to any area that is faced with the need to M u c e  an 
overlay. If this system komes  a standard, Over tune large meas of North America 
would be able to locally take advantage of this plan without affecting how any ‘out of 
area’ or ‘into area‘ dding and s w i t h g  is handled. 

R 

Lharg the IS48J1526 area code as an  example, the attaclwd b g m  flustrate how c h k g  
patterns are impacted by various forms of area code relief. 

Figure 1A shows the established dialing patterns in an area code prior tQ 
implementing relief. 
Figure 2A shows haw an 
Figure 3A shows how a -y impacts estabhlwd d i d q  patterns and 
haw its overlay levels are not united by a distinctive di- plan 

established dialing patterns AND unifies all levels of the overlay arcxi with a simple 8 

code SD lit disrupts e s t a b b d  dialing patterns. 

Figure &I shows that J’k LInr * fied Dial I *tfP Plan for overlw is non--ptlve to 

@t dialing system 

Submitted by: 
Gilbert Yablon 
The Unified Dialing Plan for Overlays 
21914 Dumetz Rd. 
Woodland Hills, CA 92364 
81&999-1070-0 - (voice) 
318-9562200-0 - (dt. voice) 
81895632980 - ( f a )  
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QUESTIONS 
ABOUT 

"THE UNIFIED 
G PLAN 

R OVERLAYS" 

Submitted to the INC on 71 13198 by: 
Gilbert Yablan 
The Unified Dialing Plan for Overlays 
21914 Dumetz Rd. 
Woodland Hills, CA 91364 

818-999-1070-0 - (voice) 
818-956-2200-0 - {alt. voice) 
818-956-3298-0 - (fax) 
UNIFEEDdpo@laol.com - email 



FREQUENTLY ASKED QUESTIONS ABOUT 
'THE UNIFIED DTALING PLAN FOR OVERLAYS'' 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 

Page: 

Introduction ....................................................................................................................................... 1 

What prompted development of the Unified Dialing Plan for Overlays? ............................................ 1 

What is the Unified Dialing Plan for Overlays? ................................................................................ 2 

Functionally, how does the UDPFO work? .......................................................................................... 2 

make calls, but people in the overlaid area codes will have to dial 8? 

the overlay - Isn't that a violation of the FCC's mandate for dialing parity in overlays? ..................... 3 

numbers in the original area code - isn't that a clear violation of dialing parity? ................................. 5 

interfering with, or requiring changes to, the rest of the telephone network? ........................................ 6 

have to change equipment to accommodate this pian ........................................................................... 7 

Are you saying that customers in the original area code will be able to dial 7 digits to 

The UDPFO seems to offer a dialing advantage to customers in the "original" area code of 

The UDPFO describes a 7 digit default dialing method which can only reach phone 

How can a plan like this be implemented locally (on a ca5e by case basis) without 

Won't this system cause chaos among CPE manufactures? It seems like everyone would 

Won't an demand features such as Auto Call Return, Busy Number Redial and other 
enhanced features be severely impacted by the need for additional digits? .......................................... 7 

Won't the increase in real time processor delay inherent in this plan have severe impacts 
on the existing public network and possibly have dire impacts in the future? I am 
concerned that any increase in call delay will stress the network and render ineffective 

Won't the non sequential digit analysis of this plan place undue delays in the 

Won't the post digit analysis cause a further increase in the time required to process a 

............................................ 3 

the gains in efficiency the CCSlSS7 Network provides. ...................................................................... 7 

provisioning of Local Number Portability? .......................................................................................... 8 

call? ................................................................................................................................................. ,8 

The Federal Communication Commission and the California Public Utilities Commission 
require 10 digit dialing with an overlay of an area code. Further, the Industry Numbering 
Committee has endorsed 10 digit dialing as a standard, and it is expected that there will 
be a need to move beyond the 10 digit format arrangement in the future to possibly 12 
digits. Doesn't tlus render the Unified Dialing Plan for Overlays unusable and 
unworkable? ..................................................................................................................................... .8 

Wouldn't any dialing plan change of this kind have to be agreed upon by the entire 

What about the elfect of this plan on Computer Telephony Integration (a) products 
such as computer software dialing programs, dial-in/ dial-back security systems and 
credit card validation systems. Won't adaptation by the developer be required to 

Won't the insertion of any delay in the completion of calls cause customer confusion, 
increase trouble reports and increase customer dissatisfaction? ............................................................. 9 

North American Telecommunications Industry? ............................................................... 

accommodate this plan? ..................................................................................................................... 9 

UDPFOfaq.doc Table of Contents - page 1 7/11/9R 

_ _  



h h 

FREQUENTLY ASKED QUESTIONS ABOUT 
'THE UNIFIED DIALING PLAN FOR OVERLAYS" 

Wouldn't this plan prompt a significant increase in wrong numbers? For example: I would 
hate to have the number in the original area code that corresponded to a cab company in 
the new area code. Every night at bar closing time I could get dozens (or hundreds) of calls 
from callers who dial 1 digit every 30 seconds and then slur their request for a cab and 

My Public Utilities Commission has already examined the feasibility of using timing in 
other dialing scenarios, and has rejected it, Is the use of timing in this plan different? If 
so, what distinguishes timing in this plan from other attempts to implement it? .................................. 10 

How wet! would this plan work for long distance calls? Customers would not be used to the 
new overlaid area code since they wouldn't have to dial i t  internally, and instead of 
dialing 1-732-949-1000 to get that number they are lrkely to dial 1-908-949-1000-1, 

Does this plan offer a permissive dialing period? ............................................................................... 12 

Wouldn't a massive reeducation campaign be required and need to be on-going since out-of- 
towners would not know about 8 digit dialing? ..................................................................................... 12 

Haw would the translation be implemented by phone company equipment? Are you asking 

How are things like the Dallas retroactive overlay handled? How about if the 
retroactive overlay was not done, but an overlay over two existing NPAs was done? ............................. 13 

Won't problems arise from the fact that the number the Customer knows is not the number 
that the customer is identified with in the PSAP (911) database? ....................................................... 14 

Switches are set to look at an initial digit string. Wouldn't it be expensive to build the 
features necessary to do what the UDPFO suggests in lookng at the first 3, plus the last 1 
t o  determine the area code? ................................................................................................................ 14 

Things would get very interesting where digits had to be outpulsed to a FBX; this is done 
with a deiete and  prefix. Wouldn't this create a problem in a UDPFO scenario? .................................. 14 

Won't some Interesting (and expensive) recording and billing system changes be required by 
this plan? .......................................................................................................................................... 1 4  

Wouldn't there be lots of problems with getting people to do the timing reliably? It seems 

How does this plan fix the competitive issue? For instance: If I the CLEC get a code in the 
child NFA, folks need ta do samehng special to get to my customers, i.e. dial that funky 
suffix or dial 1+10 digits. Won't this be a competltlve disadvantage for my company? ......................... 15 

won't admit that they dialed a wrong number ..................................................................................... 9 

prompting a wrong number. Won't this be problematic? ....................................................................... 1 3  

carriers to read the 8th digit and prefix, in the switch, to derive the correct area code? ........................ 13 

as though the failure cases would keep the PUC up at night with complaints ...................................... 15 

Why should the industry take the time to give serious consideration to this plan? ............................... 15 

L'DPFO Conclusian ..................................... .......................................................................................... 

How to contact the UDPFO., ............................................................................................................... 16 
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FREQUENTLY ASKED QUESTIONS ABOUT 
'THE UNIFIED DIALING PLAN FOR OVERLAYS" 

Current solutions for area code relief (splits and standard overlays) create, rather than solve, 
problems for customers. Recently, the widespread u5e of these methods has resulted in what can 
readily be described as a "National Area Code Disaster." Our dialing landscape has been damaged, 
and this damage has been expensive and disruptwe for businesses and consumers. Some of the impacts 
from current relief methods are outlined below. 

lmpacts from implementing an area code split: 
An ~ F P B  code split forces half of the customers in she affected area to give up their existing phone 
numbers, cuts abbreviated (7 digit) dialing areas in half, and permanently disrupts established 
dialing patterns both within the affected area and into the affected area from everywhere else In 
the wortd. The overall cost just for mopping up after a single area code split is estimated to be over 
40 million dollars ( h s  includes updating signs and stationary, reprogramming of burglar datrns, 
fire akarms and other auto dialing systems, notifying customers and hends of number changes, 
modifying local phone switches, etc.). This reshuffling of phone numbers creates confusion for 
customers, resulting in numerous missed cd1s and misdialed phone numbers for many years to come. 

Impacts from implementina a standard overlay: 
Using standard overlays for relief also creates hardship for customers. Existing dialing patterns 
are disrupted for aJ custemers in the affected area. Seven (7) digit abbreviated dialing IS 
abandoned for less convetuent (and very unpopuiar and controversial) IO digit dialing. For a 1  calls 
in a standard overlay scenario, the area code must be dialed before the 7 digit number, creating 
difficulty for customers - especially children, handicapped persons and the elderly. Many peopie 
have expressed concern that dialing multiple area codes for calls withm a singfe geographc region 
will create a heeling of disunity for the area. The shift from 7 digit to 10 digit dialing also 
necessitates reprogramming for all burglar alarms, fire alarms and other automatic dialing systems 
which had previously been programmed with 7 digit numbers. IncornpIete calls will occur when 7 
digits are dialed without the area code, and it is Iikely that the wrong area code will often be used 
by mistake (this happens today even where area codes are not overlaid). And, the IikeIihood of 
misdiahg at least one aut of 10 or 11 digits is significantly greater than when only 7 digits are 
dialed (expect an increase of 42% for 10 digits and 57% for 1+10 digits). 

Ry disrupting established dialing patterns, area code splits and standard overIays cause hardship 
and confusion for customers, and prompt numerous rnisdials and wrong numbers. 

It would be desirable if area code relief could be achieved with a minimum of disruption and expense. 
For a solution to be "preferred" it would have to satisfy both the needs of the customer 
and the requirements of the telecommunications indus t ry .  
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FREQUENTLY ASKED QUESTIONS ABOUT 
' T H E  UNIFIED DIALING PLAN FOR OVERLAYSt 

For customers, a preferred 5dUtiOn would: 
1) Be consumer friendly, non-disruptive and competitively neutral. 
2) Allow customers to keep their existing area codes and phone numbers. 
3) Preserve all dialing patterns to established phone numbers (backward compahbility). 
4) Minimize impact on children, handicapped persons,and the elderly. 
5) Avoid costly reprogramming of exishng burglar alarms, fire alarms and other auto-dialers. 
6) Save consumers, businesses and telephone companies money overall. 
7) Provide long term, non-disruptive relief to exhausted area codes. 

For the tdecom industrv, a pte€erred solution must: 
1) Offer benefit to customers. 
2) Be competitively neutral. 
3) Be technically workable. 
4) Be cost effective to mplernent. 
5) Be built on top of the existing network so that past investment is not discarded. 
6) Limit all costs and changes in "dialing, switching and programming" to the geographic area in 

which the solution is implemented. 

It would be hard to argue against an alternative which met these specifications, yet i t  is natural that 
controversy might surround it. 

The Unified Dialing Plan for Overlays (UDPFU) is a non-disruptive solution for area code relief 
which is both Competitively neutral and consumer fnendly. It provides a technically workable 
alternative for area code relief which minimizes hardship tu local business and the public. 

New numbers can be added to a geographic area without changing the way that existing numbers are 
dlaled. Established 7 and 2+10 digit dialing patterns are maintained and a new 8 digit option is 
enabled which allows for abbreviated dialing within and between all area codes in the geographic 
overlay area. 

Further, the plan demonstrates how dialing panty (mandated by the FCC) can be maintained in an 
overlay without requiring the full 10 digit: (or actually 1 + 10 digit) phone number to be dialed. 

Many of the ideas presented in the UDPFO might, at first glance, seem to call upon techques which 
previously (and for good reason) have been rejected by the Telecommunications Industry and Public 
Utilities Commissions. But a closer examination of the plan demonstrates that these techniques, as 
proposed here, solve rather than create problems. 

The "customer concerns" and "competitive issues" which the plan addresses were derived directly 
from transcripts of public hearings on area code reIief. After numerous discussions with 
telecommunications officials, followed by multiple redesigns of the plan, the UDPFO has been 
evaluated as ''technically workable" by severa t industry experts (including a former co-chair of the 
Industry Numbenng Committee). In addition, the cost of implementing the plan toor an affected region 
may well be less than the overall cost (cost to business, cost to public and cost to telecom industry) of an 
area code sptit, 

In brief, the Unified Dialing Plan €or Overlays consists of a dialing system which: 

1) Allows for optional (not mandatory) 1+1Q digit dialing within and between all area codes in the 
geographic overlay area. 
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2) Unifies all area codes in the geographic overlay area with a simple 8 digit (7+suffix) dialing 
system. The suffix represents m e  of ten possible overlaid area codes with '0' being the original 
area code, '1' being the first overlaid area code, '2' being a future second overlaid area code, etc. 
After the phone company's equipment receives the full 8 digits, it translates the number into a 
traditional 10 digit number (3 digit area code + 7 digit phone number) and passes it through the 
network as if the number had been originally dialed as 1+10. 

3) Preserves established '7 digit style' dialing (see explanation below of how this default dialing 
is accomplished by using a 'timing delay') to all phone numbers in the original area code from 
any area code within the geographic overlay area. 

Functionally the network switch will be loolung for either l+lO style numbers or 7t.suffix style 
numbers. With default dialing, if  only 7 digits are diaIed, after an appropriate timing delay the 
switch will assume that '0' is the intended 8th digit and will put the call through to the original 
area code of the overlay area. In this way backward compatibility is achieved for dialing to 'pre- 
relief phone numbers' from any area code in the geographic overlay area, and the system appears 
completely non-disruptive to the customer. 

It should be noted that while numbers in all of the area codes within the geographic overlay area can 
be reached by dialing either '7+suffix' or '1+10', the '7 digit default' dialing option [which always 
requires a timing delay) applies only to numbers in the original area code and only under default 
conditions. On the surface this would seem to offer preferential diaIing to certain numbers, however, 
on closer examination it becomes clear that very few people would intentionally take advantage of 
this option. Because of the timing delay when only 7 digits are dialed, customers will quickly opt far 
dialing the 8th digit (in this case 'W) in order to complete calls in the most expedient way. This 7 
digtt option IS really only provided in order to ease the transition into an overlay scenario, and to act 
as a safety net for old "7 digit style" calls which would otherwise be lost. It provides an extremely 
long permissive dialing penod, ensures that any phone number that had been dialed with 7 digits in 
the past could still be dialed the Same way, and minimizes the need to immediately update auto 
dialers and databases. Mote than likely, (a short time after implementation of the UDPFOJ, 7 digit 
calls will only be initiated by auto diaIers which had been programmed pre-relief (Le. alarm system 
auto dialers) which are typically difficult or costly Lor their owner5 to update. 

. 

No. Everyone can dial every number in the overlay area with 8 digits. Seven digit default dialing is 
also available to all customers for teachng numbers in the original area code. This feature is 
provided as courtesy to customers who already have phones and services in the original area code. It 
provides a way to not have to reprogram pre-relief auto dialers. When only 7 digits are dialed, after 
a significant delay the call will default through to the originaI area code. This is a safety net to 
catch 7 digit. calls that would otherwise be lost. 

7 7 ~  UDPFCO s m z m  ro o&a ldiahhgardvantage to c u s t o m  in the "on@aI" ama code of the overlny - 
isn't that a viola tion of P h e  FCCs mantiat e fur dalihgparity in ovedays? 

While some numbers in the UDPFO can be dialed with only 7 digits, the conclusion that this offers a ' 
dialing advantage and violates parity is in error. Two factors mitigate this: 
1) Everyone in a UDPFO grouping (from any area code in the grouping) can d i d  these same numbers 

with any of the three dialing options (7 digit default, 8 digit or 1+10 digit). 
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2) The timing delay which is aIways part of the 7 digit default option, counteracts any perceived 
dialing advantage. Customers wdl quickly migrate (from this inefficient 7 digit+delay method) 
to the plan's preferred 8 digst option. The 7 digit default is offered so that customers who already 
have an investment tn the established dialing structure won't be disadvantaged by area code 
reIief. Why would customers intentionally dial 7 digits and then waste several seconds, when 
they can simply dial one extra digit to avoid the delay? The default is only provided as a "safety 
net" to keep old style 7 digit calls (Le. from alarm systems, auto dialers, and calls made under 
conditmns of panic, emergency or lingering force of habit) from falling through the cracks. 

A detailed dis-mJion of the 7 didt  vs. 8 dipit issue follows 
Shese questions should be asked: "What counts as a digit?" and/or "What length delay would be 
required before the 7 digit default is not seen as a dialing advantage?" 

Would people really dial 7 digits and then wait 4 or 5 or 8 or 10 seconds just 50 they could avoid 
having to dial that "bothersome" 8th digit? In our fast paced society a 3 or 4 second delay should 
neutralize any perceived (or arguable) advantage that dialing only 7 digits provides. 

In other words, how can a method of dialing which takes longer be considered to be a dialing 
advantage? 

And, since everyone in the entire overlay area ha5 equal access to the same dialing options that are 
available for reaching any specific number, how 1s this a disadvantage to anyone? 

Other variations on overlay implementations which propose 7 digit dialing within individual area 
codes of an overlay but require 10 or 1+10 digits €or dialing between those same area codes, do clearly 
violate of the FCCs mandate for dialing parity. In these scenarios, the dialing options €or reaching 
any specific number are not equally available to all customers in the overlay area. 

The Unified Dialing Plan for Overlays on the other hand, is in accord with the FCC mandate on 
parity, All of the area codes in the UQPFO are equally able to initiate calls with any of the options 
that are available for any specific number. There is no dialing advantage or disadvantage 
associated with either the original area code or any of the overlaid drea codes. Customers from any 
area code within the geographic overlay area can dial the original area code with '7 digit default' 
(which always requires a timing delay) -- but why would they want to, when they can make the call 
more expediently by simply dialing it as an 8 digit number (7digits+'O') and thus avoid the delay? 

The '7 digit default' option is provided so that there is no penalty to people who already have 
phones and services m the original area code; who would otherwise be forced to immediately change 
dialing habits, update auto dialers and reprogram 'alarm type' systems from '7 digit' to '8 digit' or 
'1+10 digit' dialing. 

The preferred dialing method in the UDPFO is the 8 digit method. Any teiephone within the 
overlay area can be dialed from any area code in the overlay grouping with this simple, efficient 
method. Customers in a UDPFO area would quickly migrate to 8 digit dialing in order to avord the 
delay which is always part of 7 digit default. 

It is hard to imagine that someone in the original area code would advise fnends, relahves or 
customers that they should use the 7 digit default method just so that they can enjoy the advantage of 
their calk tahng several seconds longer to connect. If this were the case, a strong argument could be 
made for reissumg rotary dial telephones. 
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The following three examples further illustrate that there is no  advantage to being in any particular 
area code in a WPFO scenario: 

Customer A 
This customer alreadv has a &one in the orivinal area code before the LrDPFO is implemented. 
Because people had called Customer A with 7 digits in the past, there is a likelihood that he 
might still receive calls of this nature in the future because of force of habit after years of people 
knowing and using his 7 digit number, and pre-programmed auto dialers that might not have been 
updated to 8 digit or 1+10 digit lor this number. The W P F O  will keep these types of calls ham . 
falling through the cracks, allowing them to complete after a designated timing delay. 

If the customer already has existing 7 digit numbers entered in his auto dialer, burglar alarm, fire 
alarm or other automated dialing system, the UDPFO offers another advantage over other forms of 
area code relief. Since all pre-relief dialing patterns to existing numbers are maintained by the 
UDPFU, customers will not be forced to lrnrnediately update these systems (although they may 
choose to in order to avoid the timing delay). 

Customer B 
Loohng for new service after bTDPFO-this customer gets a number in the original area code. 
No one has ever used 7 digits to call this customer at this number, so there is no force of habit and no 
preprogrammed auto dialers that need to be updated for this number. This customer will be given 
his new number as (NXX) NXX-XXXX-0, and that is how he wil1 tell people to call him. The 
ability to dial thi's number with 7 digits will not be expected or missed. More than Likely if this 
number were dialed as only 7 digits it would be because it had been intended for a previous owner of 
that number. 

Customer B will enjoy the same advantages as Customer A in terms of his own auto dialers. Any 
previously programmed devices the customer moves to tfus new number (from any area code in the 
grouping) will not need reprogramming. 

customer c: 
Loohng for new service after UDPFO-this customer ?et5 service in the new overlaid area code. 
Same situation a5 Customer B above. This customer's number will be  (NXX) NXX-XXXX-1. NQ one 
will have ever 'tried to dial this number with 7 digits in the past, and there is no reason or logic to 
why anyone would do it now. TQ any person dialing this number, the '1' suffix will be as much a 
part of this number a5 the 7th dig t  of a traditional number is today. 

Customer C will enjoy the Same advantages as Customers A and B in terms of his own auto dialers. 
Any previously programmed devices the customer moves to this new number (horn any area code in 
the grouping) will not need reprogramming. 

Customers A, E and C: 
All: will enioy the same dialiw advantages: 
When calling someone in h e  original area code, they can all use 8 digit, 1+10 digit or 7 digit 
default (which always requires a delay). 

When calling someone in the new overlaid area code, they can all use 8 digit or 1+10 digit. 

The 7 digit default safety net offers an important advantage over other forms of area code relief: 
customers are not penalized or put in jeopardy by a change to their dialing plan. Area code splits 
and standard overlays do not o€fer this advantage. 

Again, the 7 digit default 'safety net' feature oC the  UDPFO does not violate dialing parity. 

UDPFOfaq.doe 5 of 16 71 1 1  / 98 



h h 

FREQUENTLY ASKED QUESTIONS ABOUT 
' T H E  UNIFIED DIALING PLAN FOR OVERLAYS" 

The most efficient method for dialing any number within the overlay grouping is the 8 digit option, 
and this method 1s avaiIabIe to all customers in the overlay area for draiing every number in the 
area.  

The 7 digit default (which always requires a delay) i s  less efficient, but is provided to help 
minimize dismptron to customers who already have phones and ~ervices in the onginal area code, 

Clearly, if  the  less efficient 7 digits + delay method were the only option for reaching customers in 
the original area code (while all other area codes in the overlay group could be reached more 
efficiently by dialing 8 digits), the original area code would have an undeniable dialin3 
disadvantage. 

On the other hand, i f  the 7 digit default method is not provided, people who already have numbers 
in the original area code will suffer more disruption than people who later obtain service in either 
the new area code the original area code. 

I trust regulators WiIl conclude that the intent and function of the 7 digit default is 
to minimize hardship fer peopIe who already have service, and that no "dialing 
advantage", or violation of "dialing parity" is generated by this feature. 

Although there will be a change in the way that numbers may be dialed (7 digits, 8 digits or 
1+10 digits), once in the network all calls are handled as traditional 10 digit numbers, which is 
already the network standard in overlay situations. Because all calls are banslated into 10 digits, 
the UDPFO is able to solve iocal dialing issues without affecting "dialinP to" or "dialing from" any 
outside area codes. It can be adopted on a situation by situation basis, and would have na impact on 
dialing or switching lor the rest of the telephone network. 

TQ the network as a whole, a UDPFO implementation will look like a standard overlay grouping. 
Each of the area codes in the group will have telephone numbers that are known to the network as 
standard 3 digit area codes followed by standard 7 digit telephone numbers. The new suffix digit is 
oniy significant when dialing 7 or 8 digit: numbers within the geographic overlay area. The 8th digit, 
when dialed, functions as an area code selector (or indicator) and is used by telephone company 
equipment to trandate the number into a standard 3 digit area c d e  + 7 digit telephone number. 
Outside of a UDPFO grouping, there will be no impact on the normal functioning of the network 
because all dialing and switching into and out of the grouping will be done with industry standard 10 
digit numbers (the same as the current standard for dialing across area code boundaries). 

HQW to best integrate the UDPFO into the existing telephone network is realIy a matter for the 
industry to resolve, but I would like to suggest that there m a y  be more than one approach wotth 
considering. It was suggested to me (by a Lead Programmer for the Advanced Intelligent Network) 
that it might be relatively easy to implement this system if it were handled as a custom calling 
service. Though custom calling services are normally preceded by "*XX" l " s f m  X X" -- like "s tar  69" 
for caII teturnS, wouldn't applying the following logic be able to automatically trigger the custom 
service without having to first dial the "*XX"? : 

1) Since any calls beginning with a "0" or a "1" would not be of the 7 dinit default or 8 diEit (7tX) 
type. these calls could be released directly to the network without special handling. 

2) The switch could then assume that any call (in a UDPFO area) which begins with "2" - "9", 
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might be a 7 or 8 digit call, and would automabcally trigger the custom service for handling 
these types of calls -- eliminating the need for first dialing "* XX". The service would then 
''watch" as  digits were entered, and "decide" what to do with any given number. Naturally 411, 
911 and other special services would immediately be forwarded along alter only 3 digits are 
entered. Seven (7) digit calls would not be released until after the hmmg delay, and both 7 and 8 
digit calls would be translated into the proper 3 digit area code + 7 digit phone number before 
entenng the network. 

PLEASE NOTE: the above is onIy suggested as one possrble way to implement the UDPFO, based on' 
input from a Lead Programmer of the Advanced Intelligent Network for a major local service 
provider. There may be other, better ways of accomplishing the same thing, and the industry as a 
whole IS welcome to make suggestlons on this. 

No, that will not be the case. One of the main advantages of this plan 15 that i t  minimizes the 
impact on devices such as speed dialers, burglar alarms, and auto dialers because it eliminates the 
need to reprogram them when the numbers they have been set up to dial are split off into a new area 
code, or when 7 digit numbers need converting to 1+10 (as would be the case if a standard overlay were 
Implemented). In most cases, a PBX or telephone key system would be unaffected by the UDPFO since 
the suffix logic IS handled at the network switch level. At worst, a PBX software change might be 
necessary to alIow the release of the 8th digit. This might actually be less disruptive to a PBX than 
the changes that are necessary after a traditional area code split. Any probIems that are caused may 
well be less significant than those created by recent changes that have been made to the NANP, Le, 
PBX problems caused by 2-9 being used for the second digit of an area code and 0-1 being used for the 
second digit of a prefix. 

No. All 7 and 8 digit entries will be translated to 30 digt  numbers before switching begins. Ten digits 
is the same protocol that phone numbers have been know to the network since the 1940s. It seems 
hard to imagine that there would be any impact on services that have already been designed to use 10 
digit numbers. 

Won't the increase in real time processor deiay inherent in th is  plan have severe impacts on the 
existing public network and possibly have dire impacts in the future? I am concerned that my increase 
in call delay will stress the network and render ineffective the gains in efficiency the CCSISS7 
Network provides. 

Any delay that would occur would happen prior to connection to the CCSlSS7 network and wouId 
have no impact on the efficiency of the CCSSSS7 network. The industry needs to define what the 
'severe impacts on the existing public network' would be and provide same examples of 'dire impacts 
iti the fut i rre ' .  

Also, as explained earlier, very few caIIs will actually be intentionally made using the '7 digit 
default' method -- which requires a delay, Most calls within the geographic overlay area will be 
initiated with the  '7+suffix' method which avoids the delay. With traditional relief alternatives, 
a large number of calls that previously only required 7 digit dialing would afterwards require dialing 
I+lQ digits. A better question might be "how much stress IS put on the network by the additional hme 
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required to dial 1+10 digits after a split or a standard overlay is implemented?" It may very we11 be 
that the '/+suffix method of h e  LTBPFO would result in an overall network time savings compared to 
l+10 digit dialing. The network would save the time it takes for dialing those 3 extra digits. 

As stated earlier nothing in what 1 am proposing changes the 10-digit format and therefore should 
have no impact on Local Number Fortability. As currently proposed, Local Number Portability is 
simply intended to allow a customer to change hs lher  camer without requinng a number change. 

Answering this question will require a further analysis (by the industry) which should include the 
timing differences between the various dialing scenarios. 

This plan introduces new ideas which challenge the necessity of using 1+10 digits in order to maintain 
dialing parity in an overlay situation. In the Unified Dialing Plan, dialing parity is provided with 
only 8 digits. 

The INC's work in promohrig uniform 10 digit dialing as a standard i s  to be applauded - it ensures 
that one method of dialng will work for all calls anywhere in the North American Numbering Plan. 
However, it does not exclude other local methods ol dialing from cwxisting with it. The PTDPFO 
does transparently co-exist with 1+10 digit dialing. 

The 12 digit format that is planned for the future does not necessarily render this plan unusable and 
unworkable. In addition. it is my understanding that Local Number Portability and other achons to 
conserve the existing resource should delay expansion until well into the next century. However, even 
with expansion, if thought i s  given to maintaining the same backward compatibility that the 
Unified Dialing Plan offers for overlays, this plan can very likely coexist with a plan requiring any 
new number of dipis. 

Not necessarily. Because the changes that are requited for this plan are isolated within the single 
area where i t  is being implemented, it does not have any eEfect on the industry as a whole. The beauty 
of this pian is that i t  solves local dialing issues and does not affect 'dialine; to' or 'dialing from' any 
'outside' area codes. It could be adopted on a situation by situation basis, and would have no impact on 
dialing or switching for the rest of the telephone network. Universal agreement would be great? but i t  
is unnecessary for implementation of this local solution. 
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There should be no effect on Cn products since all numbers will sti?l be known to the network as 10 
digit numbers and will be still be reported by network Caller ID type systems to telephony equipment 
as  those same 10 digit numbers. Any device on the receiving end of a call would recognize the caller in 
the same way that it always has. 

Call completion delays will not be an issue. As stated bdoore, the 8 digit option would be the 
preferred (or dominant) dialing method in a UDPFO scenario. The '7 digit default' dialing option 
(which does require the timing delay) is really only offered to facilitate transition to an overlay, 
and it eliminates the need to immediately reprogram auto dialers and alarm systems which can be 
extremely time consuming and expenswe to the customer (especially businesses). In a short time 
customers will (on their own) start using the more expedient 8 digit option. 

Wodh' t  fhrs plan p v m p t  a sip'iicant ikmtse in mvng nlmrbers? Fax wampk I woddhate to AI ve . 
f k n m n k i n  theon@Iam coaktht c o m p n & d f o a  cabcompanyimthemwam cook E v e y  
m@t at  bar ciosiq t h e  1 caddget &zm lox hrrn&wW of calls hvm callsrs who d a l  1 dig? may 10 
SCWR& and then slur t&r mpst for a cab ami won? admit tiat they dded a m n g  ~ m k .  

It is interesting that you have cited this particular example. Does this imply that a drunk will 
always dial; correctly unless he is dialing in a D P F O  scenario? In practice, all of the other solutions 
for area code relief will create similar ~t worse problems under the same cunditions. After an area 
code split, will a drunk (or anyone for that matter) always remember which area code he is in, and 
what if any area code he needs to dial for his intended connection? After a standard overhy isn't it 
more likely that a person will have a harder time negotiating 10 or'H digits, compared to only 8 
which would be available for all numbers in a W P F O  grouping? 

What about an emergency situation (after a split or a standard overlay where dialing patterns have 
been completely disrupted), and the emergency call does not go through because the dialer has 
panicked and can't remember the new way to dial a number that used to be valid with just 7 digits? 
The UDPFO provides a '"safety net" for these types of calls, by preserving all existing dialing 
patterns, while the other methods of relief da not. 

The potential for rnisdials exists for aft methods of area code relief, but with the UOPFO there is 
less potential for disaster. 

Yes, there may be a problem with misdials, but likely not any greater a problem than other forms of 
relief currently present, and with some creative problem solving, the likelihood of rnisdials could be 
minimized, Here are some thoughts I offer on how this might be addressed: 

1) When the UQPFO oveday is first implemented, there will not be many numbers in the new area 
code (same as a standard overlay), so the chances of too short of a delay causing a misdial early 
on IS very low. This might justify a relatively short timing delay at first implementation - say 
3 to 4 seconds. As the months go by - i f  warranted by frequent misdials - the delay could be 
gradually increased as the new area code gets more populated. 
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2) Or, a few seconds after 7 digits have been entered, a recorded message could play that would give 
instructions on how to input the 8th digit - "for 818 area code - enter 0, for 626 area code - enter 1 
, I '  etc. After a few more seconds i t  might say "at the tone, your call will default to the 818 area 
code. ... . beep". 

3) Or, if certain numbers were consistently rnisdialed, those numbers might be selectively blocked 
from 7 digit default dialing - or people could request that they never receive any 7 digit default 
caIls. This would not harm the functionality of the plan. These customers would shll be able to 

with 7 digit default (protecting auto diakrs, burglar alarms, fire alarms, etc.), but their . 
Q W ~  number would no Ionger be reachable that way. 

4) Or, it could be that the 7 digit default method will only serve as a transition device during the 
first 6 months to 1 year of implementahon. If misdials do become problematic, it could be 
phased out altogether. Though this would defeat the non-disruptive intent of the UDPFO, it 
would still leave the overlay area with a very functional and efficient 8 digit abbreviated 
dialing plan. 

5 )  Or, on the other hand, there may turn out to be no probIem, so none of these modifications would 
need to be made. 

These are just a few suggestions - they may or may not be easy to implement. The point is that there 
are many ways to dddress this potential problem - if it turns out to be a problem at all. 

Yes, the way that timing is implemented in the UDPFO is different from other dialing scenarios. 

Timing provides a method for dialing telephone numbers of varylng length, but it is usually 
problematic for two main reasons: 

1) A delay khat is too short can increase the number of misdials. This occurs when customers are not 
given enough time to enter the exha digits and the phone company switch assumes dialing to the 
shorter number is complete. 

shorter number to abandon calls, concluding that something is wrong because their call is talung 
unusually long to connect. 

2) A delay khat is long enough to minimize misdials can cause customers who have dialed the 

Clearly misdids must be avoided, but these two opposmg criteria make it difficult or impossible to 
implement the o p ~ m u m  timing delay when the pclmary (or only method) for dialing the shorter 
number depends on timing. 

In a UDPFO implementation, the primary method for dialing all numbers in the overlay area is  the 
longer "8 digit" method. This "8 digit" method is also the preferred - or recommended - dialing 
method €or all calls. This is fortunate because it allows the timing delay to be long enough to avoid 
misdials. The shorter "7 digit" method of dialing 1s a "default" option, which IS triggered only after 
the likelihood of a misdial has been minimized by an appropriately long timing delay. The 
appropriate length for this delay should be determined by the industry, but it will likely be 
somewhere between 3 - 7 seconds. This "7 digit default" option is provided as a "safety net", intended 
to catch calls that, for whatever reason, are not being dialed with the primary (or preferred) "8 
digit'' method. This "safety net" will allow automated dialing systems (such a5 burglar alarms, fire 
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alarms, auto dialers, etc.) to complete calls to pre-relief phone numbers without costly 
reprogramming. The "safety net" is also helpful lor children, the elderly and the handicapped (or 
anyone for that matter), who might find it difficult to always remember to dial oid (established pre- 
relief) numbers in the new way. It also provides a mechanism for an extremely long permissive 
dialing period dunng transition ta the UDPFO's 8 digit ptefemed dialing method. 

To recap: 
kVithin the dialing plans of other scenarios using timing, there is usually only one method for 
correctly dialing a particular long or short number - she long numbers must be entered before the hming 
delay elapses, while the short numbers must wait until after the delay is complete. Implementing 
the ophrnum timing delay to efficiently accommodate these two requirements can be problematic. 

In a UDPFO scenano hmmg issues are mitigated by these factors: 
1) There are multiple methods for customers to dial every number. 
2) All numbers can be dialed quickly with 8 digits (the "prrmary" or "recommended" dialing 

3) All numbers can also be reached with 1+10 or O+lO - also avoiding the delay. 
4) The "7 digit default" option (which does require the delay) is intended to serve as a courtesy to 

people who already have phones and services in h e  original area code, and eliminates the 
expense and hardship of having to quickly conform systems and habits to the new dialing plan. 

default option is not the primary (or preferred) method of dialing. 

to how to use it (if found to be necessary). 

avoid the delay - it wilt still reach the same number: 7 digits + delay = 7 digits + 0. 

a customer prefers to diai. 

method), which avoids waiting for the delay. 

5) The timing delay could be extremely long (if necessary to wold msdials), since the 7 digit 

6 )  Because the delay can be significant, the timing delay could even contain recorded insmctions as 

7) If the delay is too long. a customer can always enter a "0" at the end of the 7 d ig t  number and 

8) The timing mechanism can be avoided altogether by dialing with the 1+ 10 option, if that is how 

The UDPFO offers an evolved dialing system which allows all calls made within the UDPFO 
geographic area to be dialed by using only 8 digits. This would hold true for both local and long 
distance calls. If you choose to dial 2+10 digits for local or long distance calls within the grouping you 
may, but it would not be mandatory. 

When dialing to an area code outside of the UDPFO grouping, it would be necessary to dial 1+10 
digits. This is no different than how the network currently works. Customers must comrmt these 
foreign area codes to memory in any dialing scenario. 

Customers dialing into a UDPFO grouping from a foreign area code would also have to remember the 
vanous area codes, but this is also no different than when dialing into a standard overlay grouping. 

ln tradihonal NPAs with 7 digit internal dialing, people are aware of their own area code even 
though they don't use i t  for day to day calls. When they leave their NPA and call home, they 
typically remember to dial their area code first, followed by their 7 digit number - if  they forget to 
dial the area code a wrong number will result in these cases as well. 
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FREQUENTLY ASKED QWESTIONS ABOUT 
'THE UNIFIED DIALING PLAN FOR OVERLAYS" 

There 1s no reason to believe that people in the new Eevet of a UDPFO overiay would be any less 
aware of their own new area code than people in haditronal 7 digit NPAs. 

This question should be further analyzed in comparison to the effects of area code splits and standard 
overlays. 

After an area code split or a standard overlay implementation, people are also not used 10 the new 
area code, and there are many "wrong numbers" prompted in these cases, for instance: 

After an area code split: 
Because of force of habit, where people have had the same area code for many years: 
a) Customers with the new area code will often attempt to dial into the old area code by dialing 

only 7 digits, while customers in the old area code wiIl make the same mistake for the new area 
code -- this is not a problem in the UDPFO, since area codes are not rearranged, and the 7 dlglt 
default method will accommodate Eorce of hablt for an extended perrod of time. 

b) Even when dialing from outside either of the "split" area codes (with 10 digit or 1 +lo digit 
dialing), force of habit will continue to prompt wrong numbers into both area codes. In fact 
customers from all over the world are likely to make this mistake when calling into an NPA 
that has been split. These mistakes arc far less likely to happen with a LJDPFO or standard 
overlay situation, since the numbers in the original area code remain unchanged. 

c)  Occasional callers of a customer who gels a new "split off' area code will continue to dial the 
customer's old area code for many years, and possibly loose contact with hm altogether because 
of the area code change. Again, this type of mistake is far less Likely to happen with a UDPFO 
or standard overlay situation. 

Also, in a standard overlay implementation, will a person always remember to use the correct area 
code, or by force of habit will they use the orignal area code when mafung Long Distance calls even 
from inside the Q V I Y E ~ Y  area? 

When a standard overlay is implemented, people from each ol the herlay's area codes must always 
remember to dial it, which may or may not happen reliably - especially at first. In the WPFO,  
any number that has ever been dialed will always be dialable in the same manner it always has 
been, and by everybody in the entire overlay area. 

Yes, there E a permissive dialing penod, and it is supported indefinitely by the 7 digit dehult  
feature of the UDPFO. The permissive period for calls originating from outside of the UDPFO 
grouping would be similar to that of a standard overlay. 

The non-disruphve nature of this plan actually simplifies the public education process. The "7 digit 
default" dialing option ensures that all pre-relief phone numbers can still be dialed the same way 
that they always have been from anywhere in the overlay area. All numbers can also be dialed with 
'1+10 digit' diahng, which is also nothing new to learn. The only new option is the '7 digit + X'  suffix 
option, which IS different, but not difficult to understand or learn. Public education is probably less of 
a challenge than in an area code split {where you can no longer reach certain numbers the way you 
have in the past) or in a standard overlay (where every number changes to 2+10, which is also 
different from what customers are accustomed to). 
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FREQUENTLY ASKED QUESTIONS ABOUT 
'THE UNIFIED DIALING PLAN FOR OVERLAYS9 

It is also important to examine the issue of out-of-towners in relation to area code splits and standard 
overlays. 

In standard overlay areas out-of-towners also might not know about mandatory 10 digit or 1+10 digit 
dialing, being accustomed to dialing 7 digits within their own area code. 

In a split situation, out-of-towners calling into the area from out of town might not be able to find the 
people they had always been able to reach before with the old area code. 

A h ,  out-of-towners who came to town after a split and wanted to call someone who was in the new 
area code probably would not realize there was now a new area code, and would just d id  7 hke they 
always had done, getting either a wrong number or a not in service message. 

In the UDPFO, the out-of-towner has the best chance of dialing correctly. Any 7 digit number they 
had diaIed in the past would still be valid (from any phone, regardless of the area code, In the 
LDPFO grouping). If they wanted to call any new number, they could simply dial with 1+10 digit 
dialing -- industry standard stuff. If they were aware of the 8 digit option they could also use that 
method. In the timing delay suggeshons I outlined earlier, a recorded message could possibly act as a 
conhnuing reminder of how the 8 digit plan works. 

How wodd the tramla tion bp irnplmmtted b y p h m  compmy epipmmt? &you a&%g cam'ers to 
read the 8th a%-@ nndprdxt in the swifcb, to derive the c o m t  area cade? 

Exactly how the translation is best accomplished is really a matter for the industry to resolve, and 
the cost of implementation will depend on the choices the industry makes for this deployment. An 
important question is this: How will these costs compare to the overall cost of a split or an overlay in 
terms of total expense and disruption to both the phone companies and the public? A single area code 
split costs local businesses between 20 and 40 millron dollars, and the phone companies spend between 
6 and 10 million per split. Would the cost o€ developing the software and installing switch upgrades 
for a UDPFO implementation be greater than the overall cost of an area code split? It is very 
possible h a t  developmg this technology could quickly pay off as a0 overall savings. So, while it is 
obvlous that there is a cost associated with any change to the network, it IS also obvious that it is not 
the only cost. The full answer to what those costs will be will have to wait until a fair assessment is 
done by the industry. 

f f i w  am things like the Dallas retroactive overlay Itandd? How about ifthe netmarive overlay 
was mt &ne, but an overlay o m  t WQ existi% WAS was &m? 

The UDPFO was designed to deliver the most benefit in situations where the overlay grouping 
consists of one orignal area code and one or more new overlaid area codes, all OC which occupy the 
identical geographic area. However, the  8 digit ''unified dialing" feature of the plan (for dialing 
witlun and between groups of related area codes) could benefit consumes in these other overlay 
scenarios as wetl. In these cases the 7 dlgit default feature would also be employed, but only as a 
short term "transitional" permissive dialing vehicle. 

Where two existing NPAs are overlaid, the transition would take place in two phases. 

Area Code A = either of the existing area codes 
Area Code B = the other existing area code 
Area Code C = the new overlay area code 

Note: to avoid confusion with UDPFO scenarios where there is only one original area code, the '0' 
suffix should not be used in cases where there are two or more original area codes. 
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FREQUENTLY ASKED QUESTIONS ABOUT 
'THE UNIFIED DIALING PLAN FOR OVERLAYS" 

First: 
a) Before implementing the overlay, each of the two existing NPAs would separately migrate from 

7 d ~ g i t  to 8 digit dialing using the 7 digit default as the transition vehicle (1+10 digit dialing 
within each area code would also be an enabled at this time). 

b) Area Code A would migrate to 7 digit+'l' suffix. 
c) Area Code B would migrate to 7 digit+'T suffix. 
d )  In either case, 7 digit calls (with a delay) would default to the area code of origin during the 

permissive period. Remember, in this scenario the two area codes are In separate geographic . 
areas, so 7 digits can default to the area code of origin without confusion. 

e) During this penod it might be possible to dial between the two area codes using either the 8 digit 
option or standard 1+10 digit dialing. 

Second 
a) At  the end of the permissive dialing period, each of the existing area codes would have 

separately migrated to 8 digit or 1+10 digit dialing for all calls, and the 7 digit default method 
wiil no longer be available for either area code. 

b) At this point the 8 digit ophon would definitely be available for dialing between "Area Code A" 
and "Area Code B". 

c) The third area code would now be overlaid and could immediately use 8 digit or l + l D  digit 
dialing for all calls. The 8 digit numbers in this overlaid area code would be 7 digit+'3 suffix. 

d)  Finally, all three area codes are unified with the 8 digit dialing option. Naturally 1+10 digit 
dialing would ais0 be an available dialing method, i f  anyone cared to use it. 

Drawing from my own experience, I have always dialed 7 digits in my local area, but X am still aware 
that my area code IS 818. In a UDPFO scenario, the customer will think of hs number as  a 3 digit area 
code -+ 8 digit number. There is no reason why a person would not be aware of his/ her full 11 digit 
number any mote than people who are used to dialing 7 digits now would be unaware that their full 
numbers have 10 dtRits. 

The plan may or may not be expensive to impternent, but any discussion of costs must take intD 
consideration the overall cost of not implementing this plan. As stated earlier, a single area code 
split costs business, the public and the telephone companies up to an estimated 50 milIion dollars 
each time - is this Current expenditure for area code spiits acceptable now? Would the costs to 
modify one NPA for a UDPFO scenario be greater than that? 

The PBX would receive the outpulsed numbers after they were translated to standard 3t.7 digit 
numbers by the network. Therefore, no changes at all from current procedures would be necessary for 
outpulsing numbers to a PBX. 

No changes to billing systems will be required since all numbers are translated to the same industry 
standard 3+7 digit numbers which the billing systems are already designed to understand. 
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FREQUENTLY ASKED QUESTIONS ABOUT 
' T H E  UNIFIED DIALING PLAN FOR OVERLAYS' 

Poss~bly, but refer to the earlier question on this issue. As mentioned previously, this feature could be 
modified, phased out over time, or even left alone if it works fine as is. Also, make sure to evaluate 
the UDPFO In relation to the other forms of area code relief that are already in use. Splits and 
standard overiays provide new numbess to exhausted areas, but in the process they create many 
problems for customers. The UDPFO also provides new numbers, bu t  minimizes hardship to the 
customer by solving many area code relief related problems. Xf there are some minor problems 
introduced by the bqPF0 ,  they are far outweighed by the benefits it offers over the current area code 
relief methods. 

As pointed out earlier in great detail, people will not intentionaily dial with the 7 digit default 
method (whlch always requires a timmg delay), it is less efficient than dialing 8 digits, and it is 
probably also less efficient than dialing 1+10 digits. it is provided to act as a safety net - to protect 
people who might accidentally forget to dial 8 digits for the numbers they have known for many 
years as 7 digit numbers. It: is also lor use by auto dialers and burgtar and fire alarms which have 
already been programmed, where updahng those programs would be difficult or expensive for the 
customer. There is no competitive advantage or disadvantage to the 7 digit default -- people will 
prefer to dial phone numbers as 8 digits (7+suffix) regardless of area code - it's just simply more 
efficient that way. 

The ideas offered in the UFIPFO are intended to solve the area code crisis with a minimum of 
disruption and hardship for the public. It ha5 been offered in good Faith as a serious solution by a 
crhzen / business owner who has been impacted several times already with the disruption and expense 
of area code relief. It deserves to be evaluated with the same conslderat~on with which it is 
presented. 

W P F O  Cornhiom 
The true purpose of this plan is to eliminate the expenses and hardships that customers have endured 
whenever area code relief has been necessary. By allowing backward compatibility for existing 
dialing patterns to pre-relief phone numbers, the UDPFO simplifies the public's transition to 
overlays and minimizes direct costs, hardships and confusion for the customer. The plan's 8 digit 
dialing option demonstrates how dialing parity cam be maintained in an overlay without requiring 
the full 1 + 10 digit phone number to be dialed. This is a further convenience to the customer, and it 
provides a sen5e of 'unity' (instead of the sense of disunity) in an area where multiple area codes co- 
exist. 

This plan addresses and resolves all of the public policy issues that are presented by splits and 
standard overlays. Given its benefits, if this plan is given a fair evaluatron by the industry in terms 
of "how can w e  make this work instead of proclaiming "why this plan won't work", the industry 
will be providing t ts  customers and our cornmunitles a great service. 
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FREQUENTLY ASKED QUESTIONS ABOUT 
'THE UNIFIED DIALING PLAN FOR OVERLAYS" 

How to contad the UDPFO: 

If you have queshons or commenB regarding this informatron, please contact me at: 

818-999-1070-0 (votcel voice mail) 
818-956-2200-0 (alt. voice) 
818-456-3298-0 (fax) 

UNIFTEDdpoG?AOL.com (email) 

Gilbert Yablon 
The Unified Dialing Plan for Overlays 
21924 Durnetz. Rd. 
Woodland Hills, CA 91364 

UDPFOfaq.doc 16 of 16 7/  1 1  / 98 

. . ~ - 



July 11, 1999 



P. 3 

A SMART Oyeday Solution 

The wwhy has been a source of hardship and frustrution for telephone usen within the 3 1 0 
ion, but the mriay didn't hove to be painhl. In Fact, a consumer-friend1 variation called 

overlay) into 01 painless option for arm code relief. 

S M  provides customen with two tools that make living with medays easier. First, it provides a 
shortcut "&-digit method" far dialin 
calls dialed with only 7-digits from Ling  reiected, 

To make eight-digit dialin 
each arm coda in he 

(Simplified Multi Arm C d e  Region Telephony] cwld fransform ove x ays (including the 31 0 

1 +-I O-digit culls within the region; and second, iF prevents 

&phone companies wuld msi n a onedi it identifier to 
Customers could than dial local$-digik telep 9, one numbers 

example, the 31 0 area code wodd be 
would be identified by "I ". Dialing 1 234567-0 would 

1 234567-1 would direct the call to the 424 area 

But whut happens when a eusbmer or aukdialer ~ I W S  only 7 4  irs? In Q "shndard overluf, 
customers hear on announcement directin them to hang-up and r e t  io\ usin 
huge inconvenience. But wish tbe "SMAR B overlay*, customers wnho furgei a ut [or don't know 
about) the 81h digit would heor an ~nnowneement after a Few seconds to heip hem complete their 
call: 
' T o d c h e 3 1 O a r a r r d ,  dbl"0"now. ToneaCh424~did"~"now." 
Customen would h e  o few more secbnds ta mter the 8th digit, and &r doing so the call m i d  
be routed te tha selected m m  code. 

If for roms reason the "ah digit" is still not entered, the call would deFauft tu the original ana 
d e  of he region {in this case the 31 O orea code . This enhonement reduces the need for 

&er mottended auto-dialen), and minimizes the kind of disruption thot O~NE when "stclndord 
ovedays" ore irnplementd. 

Calk "b" and "fromu arm e& tfmt am outJide of t h m  W T  rngion will continue to require 
1 +lO-digits to be dialed (the same as was q u i d  betore the owriayl. if the new "area code 
identifier" is inadvertently entered at the end of a 1 + 1 @digit call, the identifier is ignored and the 
call completes k h e  1 +IO-digit n u m b  that wa5 dialed. 

Custwnwr w u k l  have ths o of dialing I+I[)-diiits if want to (even SW local calls 

Sarsml tekommunications industy ex- consider the "SMART owday" b be a technical)y 
workable solution Tor area d e  relief, howwer the industry as Q whole has chosen not to pursue 
his option on its m. 

TO k & t  fmm h i s  c o n s d +  w~lvrion the 
Utilities Commission and the telecommunications iXtry k t  hey are inttwesled in this olkmotiw, 
ond that they want it to he considered us an available option for area d e  relief. 

For mum infornrahan ' c o n w  

-+I migitf -- a 

customers IU reprogram or replace au~omated dia I ing devices (such as securiiy entry systems and 

within the mAay region), but the 8- 8"" igit h v t  should make k o l  9 ca s easier b r  most customers. 

blic must tell their legislators, the PuMic 

Gilbert Y ~ b h  
SMART Diulin Systems 

ilk@SMAR 9 werky.com [e-mail) 8 I 8-999- ,070-0 (voiee / Mice mail) 

Gilberf Y a b h  is the devebpr OF he "SMART Diahng System b r  Owwk$. He hm $cera 
in &ammunicorions indushy dialing issues t$r he past hrea pun# and h a s  made numerws 
ccmtribun;ons k indvsw fbrvms on numbering. 
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Rulemaking 98-12-014 
(Filed December 17,1998) 
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMfSSEON OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

ADMtNlSTRATlVE LAW JUDGE'S RULING GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART THE PETITIONS TO INTERVENE FiLfO BY 

( I ]  BILL NEILC, and (2) GILBERT J, YABLON 

This d i n g  grants the petitions to intervene filed by BilI NeiU and 
Gilbert J. Yablon to the extent their participation in this proceeding Is necessary 

to determine if their proposals for novel dialing arrangements should be formally 

considered by the Commission in a future proceeding. In all other respects, their 

petitions to intervene are denied. This ruling also instructs Ned1 and Y a b h  to 

file and serve written comments containing detailed information on their dialing 

proposals so that the Commission can  dekrmine if their proposals merit further 

consideration in a future proceeding. Parti- may also fiIe and Serve c e m e n t s  

on the dialing proposals, 

Ruling on Neill's Petltion to Intervene 

On May 26,1999, BilI Neil1 filed a petition to intewene in this proceeding' 

for the purpose of presenting a "so1ution" to the "extensive proliferation of area 

codes in this state." There was no response to Neill's petition. 

Petifion to I n f e m n e  ofprof BiIZ Mi l l ,  In plvr Per. 1 

48790 -1 - 
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Neill's petition failed to identify any "solution" to proliferation Qf area 

codes. However, in a phone call to the assigned Adminhhative Law Judge (ALJ), 

Neitl stated that his "'solution" to the prolifera'tion of area codes is "hexa-decimal 

dialing." According to Neill, hexa-decimal dialing reduces the need for new area 

codes by expanding the universe of phone numbers within existing area codes by 

using six additional "symbots" that are aheady part of the public 

telecommunications network. For example, the "star" and "pound" symbols that 

can be dialed by touch-tone telephones could be used to create the following 

7-digit phone number within any af the existing area codes: 703-77*#. 

For the l o l l u ~ i n g  reasans, Neill's petition to intenrefie is denied to the 

extent the petition asks the Commission to consider in this proceeding whether to 

require the use of hexa-decimal dialing. First, the petition provided no 
mformation on hexa-decimal dialing. Because of this, it is irnpossibIe to make a 

preliminary determination of whether hexa-decimal dialing is feasible. On the 

other hand, what little information on hexa-decimal d i a h g  that was provided to 

the assigned ALJ in a phone call indicates that hexa-decimal dialing may not be 

feasible. For example, people with rotary phones mightnot be able to dial hexa- 

decimal phone numbers that contain "star" or "pound" symbols. Until there is 

some initial showing that hexa-decimal dialing is feasible - a showing that was 

completely absent from the petition - it is not prudent for the Commission to use 

its scarce resources to consider the merits of hexa-decimal dialing. 

Second, no party had notice of Neill's true purpose for intervening in this 

proceeding shce NeilYs petition faded to mention hexa-decimal dialing. As a 

result, expanding the scope of this proceeding to consider the adaption of 

hexa-decimal dialing c ~ u l d  be prejudicial to those parties who may have 

opposed NdI's petition had they known of Neill's true purpose fur intervening 

h this prQC€'&hg. 
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Finally, in Order instituting Rulemaking 98-12-014, the Commission stated 

that it would not consider in this proceeding any proposals that require changes 

to the North American Numbering Han (NANP)’ since implementation of such 

proposals is beyond the Commission’s j~risdiction.~ Since Neill’s petition is , 

devoid of information 

hexa-decimal dialing c o n f o m  with the NANP, and, therefore, is a matter within 

the scope of this proceeding.4 Consequently, NeiU has failed to meet his burden 

under the Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure (Rules) to demonstrate 

that he seeks to intervene in this proceeding on matters that are reasonably 

pertinent to scope of this proceeding.’ 

hexa-decimal dialing, it is impossible to determine if 

Although News petition to intervene is denied to the extent it asks h e  

Commission to consider in this proceeding whether to implement hexa-decimal 

dialing, Ned1 shall have an opportunity to demonstrate that the Commission 

should consider in a future proceeding whether to implement hexa-decimal 

The NANP is the numbering plan for the public switched network. Telephone 
numbers used by the NANP consist of NXX-NXX-XXX, where “N” is any dipt 2-9, 
and ”X” is any digit lF9. (http://www.nanpa.corn/ nanpa_inlo/index.htd) 

OIR 98-12-014, mimeo., pp. I, 22, Ordering Paragraph 1, and Appendix E?. 
Although Ned seems to suggest in his petition that hexa-d&d dialing would not 
require changes to the NANP, the validly of this suggestion is questionable given that 
telephone numbers in CQITUYIQ~ use under the NANP do not include “symbols.” 

Neilt’s filed his petition pursuant to Rule 53 which states: “petitions to 
intervene.. .shall set forth the grounds of the proposed intervention, [and] the position 
and interest of the petitioner in the proceeding . .Leave will not be granted except on 
averments which are reasonably pertinent to the issues aheady presented, but do not 
unduly broaden them.” Although Rule 53 applies only to complaint proceedings, the 
Commission has often used Rule 53 for guidance in determining whether parties 
should be permitted to intervene in other types of p ~ ~ ~ e e d i n g s .  

2 

3 

4 
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dialing. To this end, N d l  shall file and serve written comments that contain the 

all of the following information: 

a A thorough description of hexa-decimal diaJing. 

A thorough expIanation of how and why hexa-decimal dialing 
would alleviate the proliferation of area codes. 

* A statement of whether hexa-decimaI dialing conforms with the 
NANP. If Neil1 asserts that hexa-decimal dialing conforms with 
the NANP, he musf present evidence and arguments in his 
comments that support this assertion. 
A statement of whether the Commission has authority to 
implement hexa-decimal dialing. If Neil1 asserts that the 
Commission has such authority, he must present evidence and 
arguments in his comments that support this assertion, including 
why the Commission's authority is not preempted by the Federal 
Communications Commission (FCC) pursuant to 5 2511~) of the 
Telecommunications Act: of 1996 (the Act),6 

a A detailed showing that hexa-decimal dialing is a feasible 
sdution to the proliferation of area codes, This showing should 
address the following factors: (I) khe scope of changes to the 
telecommunications network (e.gI switch modifications) that are 
required to implement hexa-decima1 dialing; (2) the cost to 
telephone companies to implement hexa-decimal dialing (3) the 
cost to the public to implement hexa-decimal d&ing; 
(4) customer confusion, customer education, and the cost of 
customer education; (4) cornpa tibility with existing and planned 
"split" and "overlay" area codes; and (5) compatibility with 
existing telephones (e.g., whether rotary phones can dial "hexa- 
symbols," and whether touch-tone phones can dia1 more than 
two of the hexn-symbds). 

5 251{e) of the Act states that the FCC "shall have exclusive jurisdiction over those 
portions of the North American Numbering Plan that pertain to the United States. 
Nothing in this paragraph shall preclude the PCC] from delegating to State 
commissions or other entities all OT any portion of such jurisdiction." 

6 
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A thorough explanation as to whether hexa-decimal dialing is 
compatible with Local number portability. 
A thorough explanation as to whether hexa-decimal dialing is 
compa ti& with number consesva tion measures, such as number 
pooling and rate center consolidation. 

Whether hexa-decimal dialing can be used in donjunction with 
8-digit dialing described later in this ruling. 

Neil1 shall file and serve his written comments on July 23,1999. Parties 

may file and serve reply commen~s on August 6,1999. Neill and the parties may 

file and serve a final round of comments on August 20,1999. n e  Commission 

will use the comments to decide whether, and to what extent, hexa-decimal 

dialing merits consideration in a future proceeding, 

Consis tent with the previous discussion, Neill's petition to intemene is 

granted to the limited extent of allowing him to participate in this proceeding on 

the single matter of whether, and to what extent, the Commission should 

consider hexa-decimal dialing in a future proceeding. 

Ruling on Yablon's Petition to Intervene and Motion to Have the 
Commission Consider 8-Digit Dialing 

On May 4,1999, Gilbert J. Yablm fiIed (1) a petiti& to intervene in this 

proceeding' and (2) a motion to have the Commission consider in this 
proceeding whether 8-digit dialing should be used in Numbering Han Areas 

(NPAs) subject to overlays? The were no responses to YabIon's petition or 

motion (referred to individually and collective hereafter as the "petitiiod'). 

t 

Mntion to Inteweite of Gilbert J. Yablon. 7 

Motion to H m  the Commission Considw "A Sinrplifled Dialing System fir ODPrlaid Arra Codes" 
AKA " 7 h  Uni'd Dinling Pian jbr oOerhy5" filed by Gilbert J. Yablon of SMART W i n g  
Systems. 

8 

- 5 -  



h 

JUL 14 '39 13:34 LUMEN- (;L.ODUCTIONS 
P.9 

R.48-12-014 TIM/ hkr 

I 

Yablon states in his petition that 8-digit dialing would be used in lieu of 

1+10-digit dialing to make calls within an NPA subject to ''ovdays" (Le., NPAs 

senred by two or more area codes). For example, to place caUs within an NPA 

served by two area codes, a caller using &digit dialing would d id  the 7-digit 

phone number plus the suffix digits of "zero'' or "me" (e.g., 7034567-0 or 

7034567-1) fo reach a number in the first or second area code, respectively, 

For the foIlowing reasons# YabEen's petition is denied to the extent the 

petition asks the Commission to consider in this proceeding whether to require 

the use of 8-digit dialing. First, YabIon does not address in his petition whether 

%digit dialing complies with the NANF and, therefare, is a matter within the 

scope of this proceeding.' Consequently, Yablon has failed to meet his burden 

under the Commission's Rules to demonstrate that he seeks to intervene in this 

proceeding on matters that are reasonably pertinent to scope of this proceeding." 

Second, YabIon states that &digit diaIhg has been through two 

"telecommunications industry reviews" in which "[ilndusw experts refuted the 

'need for' and 'value of" 8-digit dialing due to concern about costs, switch 

modifications, and customer education. Yablon dismisses these concerns, but he 

provided no i n f ~ m t i ~ n  that convincingly demonstrakes the concerns are 

unwarranted. Therefore, before the Commission commits its Iimited resources to 

Yablon states in hi5 petition that &digit diding does "not alter the 10-digit structure 
of the North h e r i c a n  Numbering Plan," but this statement does not address the 
issue of whether 8-digit d iahg camplies with the NANP. 

9 

Rule 53 states: "Leave [to intenrene] will not be granted except averments whieh 
are reasonably pertinent. to the issues already presented, but do not unduly broaden 
them." AI though Rule 53 applies only to tompIaint proceedings, the Commission 
has often used RuIe 53 for guidance in determining whether parties should be 
aIlowed to intervene in other types of proceedings. 

10 
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seriously considering the adoption of 8-digit dialing, Yablon needs to make a 

more convincing showing that the concerns about the feasibility of &digit dialing 

are unwarranted. 

Although YabIon’s petition to intervene is denied to the extent the petition 

asks the Commission to consider the adoption of &digit dialing, Yablon shall 

have an opportunity to demonstrate in this proceeding that &digit dialing is 

feasible and worthy of serous consideration by the Conmission in a future 

proceeding. To this end, YabIon shall file and serve written comments t ha t  

contain the all of the following information: 

* A thorough description of &digit dialing. 
A statement of whether &digit dialing confusms with the NANP. 
If YabZon asserts that &-digit dialing conforms with the NANP, he 
must present evidence and arguments in his comments that 
support this assertion. 

A statement of whether the Commission has authority to 
implement &digit didinng. If Y a b h  asserts that the Colrunission 
has such authority, he must present evidence and!argnments in 
his comments that support this assertion, including why the 
Commission‘s authority is not preempted by the FCC pursuant to 
3 =Ice) of the Act.” 

§ 25X(e) of the Act states that the FCC “shall have exclusive jurisdiction over those 
portions of the North American Numbering PIan that pertain to the United States. 
Nothing in this paragraph shalf preclude the [FCC]: from delegating to State 
commissions or other entities all or any portion of such jurisdiction.” 

11 
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A detaikd showing t h a t  8-digit dialing is feasible. This showing 
should address the following factors: {I) the scope of changes ta 
the teleconmunications network (egg, switch modifications) t ha t  
are required tu implement 8-dipt dialing; (2) the cost to telephone 
companies to implement 8-digit dialing; (3) the cost to the public 
to implement 8-digit dialing, (4) customer confusion, customer 
education, and the cost of customer education; and 
(4) compatibility with existing and planned overlays, 
A thorough explanation as to whether &-digit dialing is 
compatible with local number portability. 
A thorough explanation as to whether 8-digit diaIing is 
compatible with number conservation measures, such a5 number 
pooling and rate center consolidation. 
A description of the two telecommunications industry reviews of 
8-digit dialing. Yablon shall append to his commmb a copy of 
any formal reports and/or findings that resulted horn these 
reviews. Yablon may also provide informatian that demonstrates 
why the concern raised in the industry reviews are 
unwaman ted. 

* wether %digit dialing can be used in conjunction with 
haxa-dmhd dialing' described earlier in this ruling. 

Yablon shall file and serve his written comments on July 23,1999. The 
parties may file and serve repIy comments on August 6, i999. Yablon and the 

parties may file and serve a final round sf comments on August 20,1999. The 
C o m i s s i ~ n  will use the cements to decide whether, and to what extent, the 

Commission should consider Wigit dialing in a future proceeding. 

Consistent with the previaus discussion, Yablon's petition is granted to the 

limited extent of allowing him to participate in this proceeding on the single 

matter of whether, and to what extent, the Commission should consider %digit 

dialing in a future proceeding. 

- 8 -  
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IT IS RULED that; 

1. Neil1 may participate in this proceeding on the single matter of whether, 

and to what extent, the C~mmiss i~n  should consider hexa-decimal dialing in a 

future proceeding. 

2. NeiU’s petition to intervene in this proceeding is granted to the extent set 

furth in Ruling Paragraph 1. In aU other respects, NeWs petition is denied. 

3. Yablon may participate in this proceeding CUI the single matter of whether, 

and to what extent, the Commission should consider &digit dialing in a future 

pr0CWdhtg. 

4. Yablon’s petition to intervene in this proceeding and motion to have the 

C~mmission consider 8-digit diaIing in this proceeding are granted to the extent 

set forth in Ruling Paragraph 3. In all other respects, YaMon’s petition and 

motion are denied. 

5. Neil! and Yablon shall each file and sewe written comments an 
JuIy 23,1999, containing the information specified in the body of this ruling. The 
parties may file and serve reply comments on August 6,1999. NeiU, Yablon, and 

the parties may file and sewe a fhal round of comments on August 20,1999. The 
Commission will use these comments to decide whether, and to what extent, 

hexa-decimal dialing andfor $-digit dialing will be considered in a future 

proceeding. 

Dated June 29,1999, at  San Francisco, California. 

Administrative Law Judge 

- 9 -  
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FALrL FL MARCUS 

C e d i t d  Family Mnliatnr 

Levent Ileri, Engineer 
Division of C om m u n j cations 
Florida Pub!ic Service Commission 
Capital Circle Office Center 
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399 

October 27, 1998 

Re: Qade County Telephone Numbersl305 Area Code Relief 

Dear Ms. Zleri: 

Thank ou for your letter of October 23. 1 personally knew of 100 people that hate 
the system. gverybody I talk to hates the system. 1 have had several of my clients ask 
about the possibility of filin suit to change the system. The fact that if a couple of citizen’s 
groups and Chairman of 8 ongress testified did nothing. I have been at meetings where 
the School Board boundary for a high school was on the agenda and hundreds of people 
show up. You have 18 people show up and consider that a mandate! Where was the 
public notice for “John Q Public” to show up? Where is the market survey showing what 
“John Q Public” wants? 

Nothing is set in stone. Nothing can’t be changed. Everything is subject to 
modification. 

I would like you to tel! me exactly 
a change of the present system. I’ll pl 

Please advise. 

PRM/ps r ” “ r ” p J E a >  ’ I.> ** L 
C:\OFFICE\WPWIN\WP DOCS\CLIENTS\PSC.OS 



January 1 1 I999 
Division of Communications 
Florida Public Service Commission 
Capital Circle Office Center 
2540 Shumard Oak 6ioulevard 
Tallahassee. Florida 32399 

Re: Dade County Area Codes 

Gentlepersons: 

Dade County is going nuts. Everybody now has to dial ten digits where before 
seven worked fine. As more new numbers with the new area code are in use, people will 
not remember if somebody’s in (305) area code or in (786). It’s very confusing. More time 
is spent dialing incorrectly. Cell phone are racking up charges for rnrsdialings. It’s going 
to get worse as more and more numbers with (786) come into use. 

There is a simple solution that would cause nobody to have to lose their old 
number: Have all cell phones use a different area code. Thus, when you call somebody 
on a cell phone, you would automatically know to use the new area code (786) 

In the alternative, a simple solution would be tu go to an eight digit number. People 
would not have to learn new phone numbers. Every existing seven digit number can be 
made an eight by merely adding the number 1. The computations and permutations using 
eight digits are staggering. They use eight digits in Hong Kong and it has worked very 
well. 

Peopte don’t care about keeping their “305.” Palm Beach changed to 651 without 
a hitch. We could change all cell phone to “786 without a hitch as well. 

I don’t expect easy answers. I don’t expect the Public Service Commission to make 
any snap decision. 1 do, however, want to know what is the procedure that 1 must follow, 
what petition or lawsuit or the like must be filed in order to force the Public Service 
Commission to change. There must be some way to rectify this situation, There must be 
a procedure. You may not agree with my position, but you must advise as to what 
procedure should be followed to see to change the system. 

Please advise. 
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10Hh $3 FI L 15 

KENhlETH b POFFMAN 

I HOhMS W KONRAD 

MICHAEL 1.1 MAlD4 

I STlif'HEN MENTON 

n DPVln PRESCOTT 

I IA17I i lO F X PIJRNELL 

GAR" R W T I  EDOF 

l . :rrrivA~m~;~, ECENIA, PIJI~NKLT, & HOFFMAN 
PROFESSIONAL ASSOCIATION 

ATTORNEYS AND COUNSELORS AT LAW 

POST OFFICE BOX 551, 32302-0551 
21 5 S O W H  MONROE STREET, SUITE 420 

TALLAHASSEE. FLORIDA 32301 -1 841 

TELEPHONE (850) 681-67RA 
TELECOPIER (8501 681-6515 

April 15, 1999 

Ms. Blanca Bayo, Director 
Division of Records and Reporting 
Florida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Betty Easley Conference Center, Room 1 10 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0850 

OF COUNSEL. 
CHARLES F. DUDLEY 

GOVE RNMENTAC CONSULTANTS 

PATRICK R MACOY 
AMY ,I YOUNG 

Re: Florida PSC Docket Nos. 99045S-TL, 990456-TL and 990457-TL 

Dear Ms. Rayo: 

The undersigned represents the Omnipoint Communications, Inc. ("Omnipoint 'I). Onmipoint 
is interested in the above-referenced dockets, Please provide copies of all notices, CASRS, orders, 
staff recommendations, pleadings and other documents filed, served or issued in the above-referenced 
dockets to the following: 

Kenneth A. Hoffman, Esq. 
John R. Ellis, Esq. 
Rutledge, Ecenia, PurnelI & Hoffman, P.A. 
P. 0. Box 551  
Tallahassee, FL 32302-0551 
(850)  68 1-6788 (phone) 
(850) 68 1-65 15 (fax) 

Thank you for your assistance in this matter. 

Sincerely, 

kenneth A. Hoffman 
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LIW Offices 

315 South Calhoun Streel 

P 0 Drawer 810 (ZIP 32302-08101 
Tallahassee Florida 32301 

sulk 600 ' .'F:.?'/ 12 AE 11: 0 1 

850-224-70M 
FAX 850-224-8832 
www h klaw corn 

May 11, 1999 

Atlanta 
Boston 
Fort Lauderdale 
Jac ksonvilte 
Lakeland 
Melbourne 
Mexico City 
Miami 
New York 

Northern Virginia 
Orlando 
Providence 
San Francisco 
St. Petersburg 
Tallahassee 
Tampa 
Washington, D.C. 
West Palm Beach 

D. BRUCE MAY, dB. 
850-425-5607 

Internet Address: 
dbmay mhklaw .corn 

Ms. BIanca S. Bayo, Director 
Division of Records and Reporting 
Florida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Betty Easley Conference Center, Room 110 
Tallahassee, F1. 32399-0850 

Re: In re: Request for review of proposed numbering d a n  relief for 
the 305 area code (Florida Keys), Docket No. 990455-TL 

In re: Request for review of proposed numbering plan reIief for the 561 
area code, Docket No. 990456-TL 

In re: Request for review of proposed numbering plan relief for the 954 
area code, Docket No. 990457-TL 

In re: Request for review of proposed numbering plan relief for the 904 
-- area code, Docket No. 990517-TL 

Dear Ms. Bayo: 

Xolland & Knight has an ongoing interest in the dockets referenced above. 
Please place the undersigned on the dockets' mailing lists. 

Thank you for your continued consideration. 

Sincerely, 

HOLLAND & KNIGHT LEP 



April. 22 ,  1999 

-_--" VIA FACSIMILE----- 

Rlanca  S ,  Bay6 ,  Di rec tor  
D i v i s i o n  of Records and Reporting 
F l o r i d a  P u b l i c  S ~ r v i c e  ComrrIissioil 
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd. 
'T a 1 3 ah a s 5 e e, Fl o I: i da 3 2 3 9 9 - 0 8 5 0 

He: D o c k e t .  No. 990455-'I'~ D o c k e t  NO. 990456-TL 
Docket NO. 990457-TT4 Docket NO. 990460-TC 
Docket: NO. 9904  68-TP 

The F l o r i d a  P u b l i c  Telecommunications Association, I n c .  
requests that it be included the mailing list as an interested 
m t i t y  in each of the above-referenced dockets. P l e a s F  address  
a l l  correspondence as fo l lows  : 

Angela b .  Green, Gerieral Counsel 
F l o r i d a  Public Telecommunications A s s m r a r i o n ,  inc. 
125 South Gadsden S t r e e t ,  Suite 200 
Tallahassee, Florida 32301 

T h a n k  you for p u r  ass i s tance  with this matter. 

,/ - 

hn4d.a  R. Green 
General Counsel 
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RECEIVED 

May 5, 1999 
MAY 05 1999 

FPSC - RecordsJReporting 

TO Division of Records and Reporting 

FROM Division of Communications (ILERI) ~ 

RE Docket No. 990455 -TL In re: Request for review of 
proposed numbering plan relief for the 305 area code. 

Attached are correspondence letter, fax and e-mail to be filed 
on the correspondence side in the above-referenced dockets. 

LI 
Attachments 



TO : 

FROM : 

RE : 

May 12, 1999 

DIVISION O F  RECORDS AND 

DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (COX) 

DOCKET NO. 9 9 0 4 5 5 - T L  - In re: Request for review of 
t h e  proposed numbering r e l i e €  p l a n  for t h e  3 0 5  area code 
( F l o r i d a  K e y s ) .  

Attached is an ORDER GRANTING INTERVENTION to be 
above-referenced docket. (Number  of pages in order  - 2 )  

issued in the 

WPC/slh 
Attachment 
cc: Division of Communications ( I l e r i )  
1 : \ 9 9 0 4 5 5 0 m .  i r i t  
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TO : 

FROM : 

RE : 

DIVISION OF 

DIVISION OF 

DOCKET NO. 

M E M O R A N D U M  

J u l y  1 6 r  1 9 9 9  

RECORDS AND REPORTING 

LEGAL SERVICES (COX) 

990455-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED 
NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 3 0 5 / 7 8 6  AREA CODE - DADE 
COUNTY AND MONROE COUNTY/KEYS REGION. 

Attached is a n  ORDER ESTABLISHING PROCEDURE, to be issued in 
the above-referenced docke t .  (Number of pages in orde r  - 9) 

WPCJanc 
Attachment 
cc :  Division of Communications 
I: 990455pr.wpc 
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STATE OF FLORIDA 

Commissioners: 
JOE GARCIA, CmmMAN 
J. TERRY DEMON 
Srism F. C W  
JULIA L. JOHNSON 
E. LFDN JACOES, JR. 

DtVlSlON OF -9 & REPORTMC 

BLANCA S.  BAY^ 
DRECTOR 
(850) 4 I 36770 

July 20, 1999 

Ms, Maria Ratcliff 
City Manager's Office 
Key West City Hall 
525 Angela Street 
Key West, F'L 33040 

Re: Docket No. 990455-TL - Request for review of proposed numbering plan relief for the 
305/786 area code - Dade County and Monroe CountylKeys Region 

Dear Ms. Ratcliff: 

This will confirm our reservation of the Old City Hall Commission Chambers for the purpose 
of holding a Public Service Commission hearing on Thursday, September 2, 1999, in the above- 
referenced matter. The hearing will begin at 1O:OO a.m. and we expect approximately 100 people 
to aitend. We will need access to the room by 900 a.m. 

As previously discussed, there is no charge for use of the room. A copy of our insurance 
certificate is enclosed. 

I appreciate the opportunity to use this facility for our hearing. Please call my assistant, Sandy 
Moses, at @SO) 4 13-6728, if you have any questions regarding this matter. 

Sincerely 
A 

Enclosure 

BSBlSkm 

CAPITAL GlRCLE OFFICE CENTER 2540 SHUMARD O M  BOULWARQ TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850 
An ACfimtive ActionEqual Opportunrty Empbyer 

PSC Website: www.scri.netlpx Internat Email: contect@psc.state.R.us 



FLORZDA CASUALIY INSURANCE 
RISK MANAGEMENT TRUST RTND 

Policy N u m k  GL-98-2700 



g M w L  TANEOUS INTERPRE TTNG SERVICE AGWWMEN T 

A m e n t  entered into trctween PROFESSIONAL IXANSLATIJNG SERVICES, INC.. ;I Flr>rid;l 
cmpumtion locatad at 44 West Flagler Sacet, Suite 540, Miami, Florida, 33 130 and the f:I .IIRf UA 
PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION, located at Capital Circle Office Center, 2540 S h u m d  Oak 
Bdcvard. T a l k - .  FL 323994850. 

I. a) Pmfcssional Translating Services, Inc., agrees to provide one cansccutivs 
SpanishEngIish interpteter at a pubIic hearing to be held at thc Embassy Suites 
Hotel in Miami, Florida The schedule for said meeting will be as follows: 

stptemh 1 1o:oo a.m. to 12:w p-m. 

b) The fee for the petsome1 described in Section 5. paragaphs 3, is St50.W. 

c) Gdditional hours will be charged at the rate of $125 an hour, for the one 
W U .  

SSION, cancch afict the 

fodl in the - stipuhtcd. 



I -  

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Wies have executed this agreement as of the date tirst writkn. 

7- 2v-44  



Issue I . D .  - Docket No2 990455-TL 
3 0 5 / 7 8 6  Area Code Relief Plan 

J u l y  2 3 .  1999 
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Issue 1 . D .  - D o c k e t  No: 990455-TL 
3 0 5 / 7 8 6  &rea Code R e l i e f  Plan 

July 2 3 .  1 9 9 9  

NAME (PL3ASE PRINT) 
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Law of&, 
Messer, Capare110 e Self 

A FnofmsionaI Asmocktion 

215 South Monroe S t d ,  Suite '701 
Wet Office Box 1876 

Tallahassee, Florida 32302-1816 
Telephone: (850) 222-0720 

Telecopiers: (850) 2244359; (850) 425-1942 
~nternet: www.lawfla.com 

July 22, 1999 

Ms. Blanca Rayo, Director 
Division of Records and Reporting 
Florida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd. 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0850 

Re: Docket No. 990455-TL - RellSourh 'x Request for Review of Prtiplosed Numbering 
Plun Relicffor the 305 Area Code (Florida Key,s) 

Dear Ms. Bayo: 

Please add this firm to the mailing list for Docket No. 990455-TL directing all orders and 
notices to the undersigned. 

Thank you for your assistance in this matter 

Floyd R. Sdt 

FRSlamh 
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STATE OF FLQRIDA 

Commissionas: 
JOE GARCIA. CHAIRMAN 
J T E ~ Y D E P S O N  
SUSAN F. CLARK 
JULIA L. JOHNSON 
E. LEON JACOBS, JR. 

D[VlS[ON OF RECORDS & REPORTMG 

BLANCA S. R G Y ~  
DIRECTOR 
(850) 4 1 3 -6770 

July 22, 1999 

Ms. Beatrice Lopez 
Embassy Suites Hotel-Mimi International Airport 
3974 S .  River h v e  
Miarm, FL 33 142 

Re: Docket No. 990455-TL - Request for review of proposed numbering plan relief For the 305/786 area code - Dade 
Couniy and Monroe CountylKeys Region 

Ms. Lopez: 

This will confirm our reservation of meeting space at the Embassy Suites Hotel-Miami International. Airport and rental 
of audio equipment for the purpose of holdtng a Public Setvice Commission hearing on Wednesday, September 1, 1999, in 
the above-referenced matter. The hearing is scheduled to b e p  at 1O:OO a.m. and we expect approximately 100 people to be 
present. The wclosed diagram demonstrates the meetmg rwm set-up, the number of microphones required, and location for 
each. Our court reporter’s cassette recorder must be plugged into the audio system and the microphones arranged in 
accordance with the chagram by 9:00 a.m. In addition to the meeting room diagram, certificates of tax exemption and 
insurance me enclosed. 

As previously discussed, the charge for use of the meeting room and audio system is $704.40 ($175.00 r m n  rental, 
$150.00 telephone line activation, and $379.40 audio system rental). Payment will follow once the hearing is held and an 
invoice received. Our purchase order will be fonvarded shortly. To ensure timely payment, please submit your invoice to the 
Bureau of Fiscal Services, 2540 Shwnard Oak Blvd., Tallahassee, FL 32399. 

I appreciate the opportunity to use this facility for our hearing. Please call my assistant, Sandy Moses, at (850) 413-6728 
if yuu have questions regarding this matter. 

s incemly, 

B S B / s h  

Enclosures 

CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFEE CENTER 2540 SHUMARD OAK 8OULWARD TALUHASSEE, FL 323994850 
An Affirmative ActjonlEqual Opportunity Employer 

PSC Websits: www.scri.netEpsc Internel Emmil: contact@p=state.fl.us 
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Florida Publlc Servke CommIssion 
Hearing Roam Configuration for 

Docket No. 990455-TL 
Request for review of propsed numbering plan rellef far the 305l788 are c d e  

September I, $999 
1O:OO a.m. 

Embassy Suites Hatel - Miami International Airport 
3974 S. River Drive 

Miami, FL 

8' Tables 

Podium 

Theater-style Seating for 100 
XXXXXXXXXX XXXW00000(. - WOOOOOOO(X 
XXXXXXXXXX WOOOOOOOOC 

XXW000(. 

__ -- 

6 Table outside entrance of room 

OMce of Publlc l n f m t l o n  

LEGEND: 
X Chairs @ Microphones u Location for telephone line 
E Wastebaskets + Location where court reporter's cassette recorder will be plugged into audio system. 



Policy Numb GL-98-2700 G a d  Liability 

Ctrtifiate of Coverage 

G a d  Liabdity Covcqe prWidcd pursuant to Chapccr 284, Part II, Scction 768.28, 
Florida Statutes, and any m l u  prwmulgatbd hm&. 
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Cedicat0 is OR-14 

Non -tmnsfemle. R. 12197 
Issued Pursuant to Chapter 212, Florida Statutes 

!sue Oatb Expiration Date Certificnte Number Type Qf Organization 

\ 2 /  16/97 

This c4trtsflm mat 
12/16/2002 4 1 - 0 0 - 0 2 S 3 9 8 - 5 2 C  STAT€ GOVERNMENT 

C X 3  13 F;; 2: 05 

-['I: + ' - -. -:'I?. .. 
- I . L.4 FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION "1' - 4  . Y  ' -  - ' 

25140 SHUMARD OAK B L V D  - 1 2 5  GWNTER eLOC -.,- - . . 
T A L L A H A S S E E  FL 32399-0850 . ---_ 

IS Exslmpt From tha Payment of Sdes and U s a  Tax on the Purchase or Laass of Tanglbla Personal Pmoperty, the 
LIWSS csf Tmnilsnt Rental Aceommodatlona or Real Proprty, 

L.H. Fucha 
Executive Director 

Florida DeDartment of Revenue 
1, Important facts 1 

OR-14 
R. 12~97 

Provide all vendors with a m p y  of your Consumer's Certffkate of Exemption belore making tax-exempt purchases. 

Your Consumer's Certificate of Exemption is to be used solely for your organizatian's customar)c nonprofit activities. 

Purchases by the exempt organization are only exempt when the Consumer's Certificate of ExempMn is presented to 
the vendor and the payment is made directly by the organuation. 

Purchases made by an individual on behall of the organizatron are taxable, even if the individual is reimbursed by the 
organ izatton, 

Transactions by an exempt organization such as sales or leases of tangible personal propertyt transient rental or 
steeping acEommodatiOns, real property, or &king spaces are taxable. fhe organization must rqisrer for sales and 
use tax certification, and collect and remit sales tax on those transactions. Note: Churches are exempt from this 
requirement excwt when they are the lessor of real prcpeny (Section 12A-1.070, Flcnda Administrative Code) 

Changes in the! wganiratjotion's purpose, federal exemption status, or address must be repond immediately to the 
Department of Revenue. 

UNDER NO CIRCYMSTAMCES SHOULD THIS EXEMPTION BE USED FOR THE PERSONAL B E N E M  OF ANY 
IENPIVIOUAL. ANY MISUSE OF THIS EXEMPTION WlLL NECESSITATE ITS REVOCA710N. 

If you have any questions or need assistance, please contact: 
Central Registration 
5050 W TENNESSEE S f  
T A W A S S E E  FL 32399-0100 
850-4674 30 
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STATE OF FLORIDA 
n 

Commissioners 
Joe GUCIA, CHAIRMAN 
J. TERRY DEMON 
SUSAN F. CLARK 

E. LEON JACOBS, h. 
JULIA L. JOHNSON 

DIVIRON OF -CORDS 8c REmRTING 

BLANCA 3. BAYd 
D 1 E c T o R 
(850) 4 13-6770 

July 22, 1999 

Ms. Grace Fuentevilla 
Professional Translating Services, Inc. 
44 West Flagler Street, 18th Floor 
Miami, FL 33130 

Re: Docket No, 990455-22 - Request for review of proposed numbering plan relief for the 
3OWS6 area code - Dade County and Monroe CauntyKeys Region 

Bear Ms. Fuentevilla: 

This will confirm out request fur a SpanishlEnglish consecutive interpreter at a Commission 
hearing to be held in the above-referenced matter on Wednesday, September 1, 1999. The hearing 
will be held at the Embassy Suites Hotel - Miami International Airport, 3974 S. Rivet Drive, Miami, 
beginning at 1O:OO a.m. We expect the hearing to last approximately two hours. My assistant, Ms. 
Sandy Moses, will be attending the workshop. Please ensure that the interpreter arrives by 9:30 a.m. 
to discuss seating arrangements, etc. with her. 

I understand the charge for this service is $125.00 per hour with a 2-hour minimum. At the 
conclusion of the hewing, please fornard your invoice to the Florida Public Service Comnission, 
Bureau of Fiscal Services, 2540 Shurnrtrd Oak Boulevard, Tallahassee, FL 32399. 

If  you need additional information regarding this request, please call Ms. Moses at (850) 4 13- 
6728. 

Sincerely, 

L BIanca S. Bay0 A-+J 
B SBJsm 

CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD. TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850 
An AfflmtBve AEtionlEqual Opportunity Employer 

PSC Website: www.!xri.nMpsc Internet Email: contact@psc.state.R.us :. 
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July 20, 1999 

Sandy Moses 
Florida Public Semvices Cammission 
254U Shumsrd Oak Bhd. 
Tallahassee, Fk 32399 

Re: Meeting for Florida Public Services 
Commission on September 1 , 1999, in 
Miami, FL 

In response to your inquiry, 1 am hereby sending you OUT quolation to protide y i w  with 
SpanisWEnglish consecutive interpreting smices. 

It is my understanding that the schedda for the meeting will be Q ~ I  September 1. 1999, 
from 3O:OO ELM. to 12:OQ p.m. 

me fee for ,services is $125 per hour. with a minimum of two hours. This amount 
includes om: consecutive interpmter. 

In addition to having provided language sewices for Florida Public Services Commission 
in the past, our firm provides language services for numerous companies in gnvcrnmeni 
and economics-related fields, such as FTAA, Caribbean Latin American Acmrl. ;rnd 
Florida Partnership of the Americas. We will be happy to provide you with reftrtnces, 
should you 'request them. 

1 look f0wm-J te a prompt confirmation of tcrms in order to start making the 
mmgernents that will ensure a successfull meeting. 
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44 WEST F U G U R  STREEK SUITE 540 
m w r ,  FLORIDA 33130 

(305) 3 71- 7887 
Fa: (305) 371-8366 

FAX TRANSMISSION COVER SHEET 



TO : 

FROM : 

RE : 

M E M O R A N D U M  

August s, 1999 

D I V I ' S I O N  OF RECORDS AND REPORTING 

DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (CALDWELL) 

DOCKET NO. 990455-TL - Reques t  f o r  review of proposed 
numbering plan r e l i e f  for the 3 0 5 / 7 8 6  area code - Dade 
County  and Monroe County/Keys Region 

E 549 - P@ 
Attached is an ORDER ESTABLISHING ZSSUES, to be issued in the 

above-referenced docket .  (Number of pages in orde r  - 3) 

DWC 
Attachment 
c c :  Division of Communications , 

, "-79 f̂: , 
. '  

, r '  ' 
. .- 
. .  r, ;p ' * "  - -  



Date-/-/- 
N u m b r  of Originals 

Requested 8y 

- Agenda fo r  (Date) 

Copies Per Original 

. b m  Resented 
Order No, In Docket No. - ,  



TO : 

FROM : 

RE : 

DIVISION 

D IVI S I ON 

OF 

OF 

DOCKET NO. 

M E M O R A N D U M  

August 10, 1999 
;yJ 13 r:: I :  $7 

RECORDS AND REPORTING 

LEGAL SERVICES CALDWELL~C, 
990455-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED 

NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 3 0 5 / 7 8 6  AREA CODE - DADE 
COUNTY AND MONROE COUWTY/KEYS REGION. 

Attached is an ORDER GFSNTING INTERVENTION, to be issued in 
t he  above-referenced docket. (Number of pages in order - 3) 

DWC/anc 
Attachment 
c c :  Division of Communications 
I. : 9 9 0 4 5 5 s ~ .  dwc 





TO : 

FROM : 

RE : 

August 2, 1 9 9 9  

DIVISION OF RECORDS A N D  REPORTING 

DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (CRLDWELE) 

DOCKET NO. 990455-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED 
N U M B E R I N G  PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 3 0 5 / 7 8 6  AREA CODE - DADE 
COUNTY AND MONROE COUNTY/KEYS REGION 

Attached is an o r i g i n a l  and f o u r  copies of a NOTICE to be 
T A a I s t r a t i v e  WPekl.vv, I ,  

published*-k ~ Z Z - G C  ~f th:c Fls.4p; ' 

DWC 
Attachment 
cc :  Division of Communications (Cutting, I l e r i )  
1:455fawsv.dwc 
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STATE OF n O R I D A  

DIVISION OF RECORDS & REP~R~MG 

BWCA S .   BAY^ 
DIRECTOR 

Commissioners: 
JOE GARCIA, CHAIRMAN 
5. TERRY DEMON 
SUSAN F. CLARK (850) 41 3-6770 
JULIA L. J O ~ S O N  
E. LEON JACOBS, JB. 

Ausst  12, 1999 

Ms. Maria Ratcliff 
City Manager’s Office 
Key West City HalI 
525 Angela Street 
Key West, FL 33040 

Re: Docket No. 990455-TL - Request for review of proposed numbering plan relief for the 
3W786 area code - Dade County and Monroe CountyKeys Region 

Dear Ms. Ratcliff 

This will confirm cancellation of our September 2, 1999, resewation of the Old City Hall 
Commission Chambers. The hearing in this matter has been canceled but may be rescheduled at a 
future date. 

I appreciate your assistance in this matter and look forward to working with you in the future. 
Please call my assistant, Sandy Moses, at (850) 413-6728, if you have any questions regasding this 
matter. 

Sincerely 

jk-6 Blanea S. Bayb % 
BSBlskm 

CAPrrAL OlRCLE OFFICE CENTER 2540 SHUMARD OAK fhULEVARD. TALLAHASSEE, FL 323994850 
An Aff lmtive AdlonlEqwl Opportunity Employnr 

PSC WebsRe: www.serl.netlpsc lnterna Emall: ~ontact@p~,state.fi.us 
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STATE OF FLORIDA 

Commissioners: 

J. TERRY DEMON 
JOE GARCIA, CHRIRMAN 

SUSAN F. CLARK 
J v r u L .  JOHNSON 
E. LEON JACOBS, JR, 

DIVISION OF &CORDS & REPORTWO 

BLANCA S.  BAY^ 
DIRECTOR 
(850) 4 13-6770 

April 15, 1999 

Ms. Sandra Woodall 
Dunedin City Hall 
P. 0. Box 1348 
Dunedin, Fz 34697- 1348 

Re: Docket No. 971065-SU - Application for rate increase in Pinellas County by Mid-County 
Services, Inc. 

Dear Ms. Woodail: 

This will confirm ow reservation of the b e d i n  City Commission Chambers €or the 
purpose of holding a Public Service Commission hearing on June 21-22, 1999, in the above- 
referenced matter. The hearing will begin at 1000 a.m. on June 21 and end by 1O:OO p.m. 
On June 22, the hearing may begin as early as 8:30 a m  and end by 8:OO p.m. We will need 
access to the room by &:30 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. We expect approximately 100 people to 
attend. 

As previously discussed, there is no charge for use of the roam. A copy of OUT 
insurance certificate is enclosed. 

I appreciate the opportunity to use this facility for our hearings. Please call my 
&stant, Sandy Moses, at (850) 413-6728, if you have any questions regarding this matter. 

Sincerely, 
.. .,.. 

lanca S. Bay6 

Enclosure 



FLORIDA CASUALTY INSURANCE 
RlsK MANAG= TRUST RTND 

P O f i q  N u m e  GL-98-2700 

C b d  Liability Coverage pvided pursuant to Chapter 284, part II, Section 768.28, 
Florida smm, a d  any mi# promulgated thtreU*. 
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STATE OF FLORIDA 

Commissioners: DMSrON OF&CORUS & REWR7ING 

JOE GARCIA, CH- BLANCA S.  BAY^ 
J. TERRY D E ~ N  DIRECTOR 
SUSAN F. CLARK (850) 413-6770 
JULIA L. JOOKNSON 
E. LEON JACOBS. JR. 

August 12, 1999 

Ms. &ace Fuentevilh 
Professional Translating Services, Inc. 
44 West Flagler Street, 18th Floor 
Miami, Fz 33 130 

Re: Docket No. 990455TL - Request for review of proposed numbering plan relief for the 
385/78& area code - Dade County and Monroe CountyKeys Region 

Dear Ms. Fuenteda: 

This will confirm cancellation of our request for a SpanishlEnglish consecutive interpreter for 
September 1, 1999. The hearing in this matter has been canceled but may be rescheduled at a future 
date. 

I appreciate your assistance in this matter and look forward to working with you in the future. 
If you need additional information regarding this matter. please call my assistant, Sandy Moses at 
(850) 4134728. 

Sincerely, 

L...% Blanca S. Bay0 

BSBJsm 

CAPITAL qIRCLE OFFICE CENTER 2540 SHUMARD OAK ~ ~ L E V A R D  TALLAHASSEE, FL 323990850 
An Aftlrmative ActionlEqual Opportunity Employer 

PSC Website: www.sd.neVpsE Interne! Email: cantact@psc.&ate.R.us 
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STATE OF FLORIDA 
DMSb3hl OF REcoRW & REPoRTlNo 
BWNCA s. BRYb 
01 RECTOR 
(850) 41 38770 

Corn missioners: 
JULIA L. JOHNSON, CHAIRMAN 
J. TERRY Dmsm 
SUSAN F. ClARK 
JOE GARCIA 
E. LEON JACQBS, JR. 

August 12, 1999 

Ms.Beatrke Lopez - 

Embassy Suites Hotel - Miami International Ahport 
3974 S. ]River Drive 
Miami, FL 33 142 

Re: Docket No. 990455TL - Request for review of proposed numbering plan relief for the 305/786 area code - 
Dade County and Monroe CountylKeys Region 

Dear Ms. Lopez: 

This will confirm cancellation of our September 1, 1999, reservation of meeting space at the Embassy Suites 
Hotd-Miami International mort and rental of audio equipment, The hearing in this matter has been canceled but 
may be rescheduled at a future date. 

I appreciate your assistance in this matter and look forward to working with you on future events. If you have 
any questions, please call my assistant, Sandy Moses, at (850) 413-6728. 

Sincerely, 

\ 

CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD TALLAHASSEE, f L 323990850 
An Amrmatlwe ActionEqual Opportunity Employer 

P X  Wsbrlte: mmR.scrl.netlpse Intmet E-mall: contad@pse.sttstt.n.us 
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M E M O R A N D U M  

TO : DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING 

FROM : DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (CALDWELL) 

# RE : DOCKET NO. 990455-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED 
NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 305/786 AREA CODE - DADE 
COUNTY AND MONROE COUNTYJKEYS REGION. 

Attached is a N O T I C E  OF CANCELLATION OF CUSTOMER SERVICE 
HEARINGS, t o  be issued in t h e  above-referenced docket. (Number of 
pages in order  - 2) 

CBW/anc 
Attachment 
cc :  Division of Communications 
I: 990455ca. d w c  

n / 



M E M O R A N D U M  

I 17'. 
' t  I I l',b 

I. ,I :: { ,: :> ;I t;\IG 
TO : DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING 

FROM : DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (CALDWELL)@ a 
RE : DOCKET NO. 990455-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED 

NUMBERING PLAN l?ELIEF FOR THE 3 0 5 / 7 8 6  AREA CODE - DADE 
COUNTY AND MONROE COUNTY/KEYS REGION. 

Attached is an ORDER GRANTING INTERVENTION, to be issued in 
the  above-referenced docket. (Number of pages in order - 2 )  

DWC/anc 
Attachment 
cc: Division of Communications 
I: 990455at.dwc 





h 

TO : 

FROM : 

RE : 

M E M O R A N D U M  

Augus t  2 0 ,  1 9 9 9  

DIVISION O F  RECORDS AND REPORTING 

DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES IBEDELL/~ATTSJ/ f3ug.l' 
J J  

DOCKET NO. 990455-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED 
NUMBERING PLAN R E L I E F  FOR THE 3 0 5 / 7 8 6  AREA CODE - DADE 
COUNTY AND MONROE COUNTY/KEYS REGION. 

Attached is an ORDER CANCELING HEARINGS AND OTHER CONTROLLING 
DATES, to be issued i n  the above-referenced docke t .  (Number of 
pages i n  order - 3 )  

CBW/anc 
Attachment 
cc: Division of Communications 
I: 990455c2.dwc 



2000 PEN KSY I YAVIA AVENUE. Y W  

WASHING1 ON, D.C. 21XM-1888 

?'T:I.FPHOSE (202) 8A7-1.W 

T~LEMCSIM [ I .E (2n23 887-0753 

Writer'$ Direct Did Numbei 

(202) 887-8739 

August 18, 1999 

Ry L1.S. Mail 

Ms. Blanca S .  Bayo 
Director. Division of Records and Reporting 
Florida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shhumard Oak Boulevard 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0850 

Re: Docket Nos. 990373-TP, 990455-TL, 990456-TLL, 
990457-TL, 9905 1 7-TL 

Dear Ms. Rayo: 

The purpose of this letter is to request that the following name be added to the 
oflicial Commission service list for the dockets listed above. 

Thoinas Foley 
Lockheed Martin IMSmRNPA 
820 Riverbend Boulevard 
Longwood, Florida 32779 
Phone: (407) 389-8929 

E-mail: foleyt@ix.netcom.com 
Fax: (407) 682-1 108 

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact me at the address 
or telephone number listed above. 

b- 8/.4/Pp cc: Torn Foley 

dc-171266 
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Florida Cable Telecommunicatrons Assockiion 

S w e  Wilkemn President 
VIA FACSIMILE 

Ms. Blsnca S .  Bayo, Director 
Division of Records and Reponing 
Florida Public Senice Commkion 
2540 S h w d  Oak Boulevard 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850 

RE: FPSC Docker No. 990455-TL 

Dear Ms. Bapa: 

I am wiring to request h t  rhe Florida Cablz Telecornmuniuiirions Association, Inc. ("FCTA") be 
placed on h e  mailing list of persons interested in monitoring rhc above-referenced dockel. Please 
send all mailings to The following: 

Michael A, GTOSS 
Vice President, Regulatory Alhirs & Kegularory Coumel 
Florida Cable Trleconmunications AssociaTim, lnc. 
3 10 Norrh Momoe Smes 
Tallahassee, FI. 32301 
~ o m i - i 9 9 0  rei 
850/6X 1-9676 FXS 
€-Mail Address: mgros@fcta.com. 

T 1 1 d  you for your assismnce in rhis matfer. Plcasc conrwt me wirh any quesrions. 

Sincerely, 

Michael A. GOSS 
Vice Prpsidcnt, R C E U ~ ~ T O Q  Affairs 
22 Regularory Counsel 

MAG:mj 

310 N o h  Monroe Sneer: * Tdllahassee, Florida 32301 (850) 681-1990 FAX (8.50) 681-9676 a www.E- L ca . c om 
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M E M O R A N D U M  

ab 
A u g u s t  .Q, 1999 

TI3 : DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING 

FROM : DIVISION OF LEGAL S E R V I C E S  (CALDWELL 

RE : DOCKET NO. 990455-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED 
NUMBERING PLAN R E L I E F  FOR THE 305/786 AREA CODE - DADE 
COUNTY AND MONROE COUNTY/KEYS REGION. /J 5 -- pc3 J 

A t t a c h e d  is an ORDER AUTHORIZING QUALIFIED REPRESENTATIVE 
STATUS, to be issued in t h e  above-referenced docket. 

(Number of pages in orde r  - 2) 

DCJALCJdr 

Attachment 

cc: Division of: Communications (Ileri, Barrett) 



M E M O R A N D U M  

TO : DIVISION OF RECORDS E! 

RE : D0CE:ET NO. 990455-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED 
N U M B E R I N G  PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 3 0 5 / 7 8 6  AREA CODE - DADE 
COUNTY AND MONROE COUNTY/KEYS REGION. , -p  !<, I,: 4 72. ---{)'-* "..I 

A t t a c h e d  is a n  ORDER AUTHORIZING QUALIFIED REPRESENTATIVE 
STATUS, to be issued in t h e  above-referenced docket .  

(Number of pages in orde r  - 2) 

DC/ALC/dr 

At tachmen t 

cc: Division of Communications (Ileri, Barrett) 

I: \990455B.ALG 



M E M O R A N D U M  

2 - a  
August w, 1999 

TO: DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING 

FROM : DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (CALDWELL 

RE : DOCKET NO. 9 9 0 4 5 5 - T L  - REQUEST FOR REVIEW O F  PROPOSED 
N U M R E R I N G  PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 3 0 5 / 7 8 6  AREA CODE - DADE 
COUNTY AND MONROE COUNTY/KEYS REGION. 

Attached is a n  ORDER AUTHORIZING QUALIFIED REPRESENTATIVE 
STATUS, to be issued in t h e  above-referenced docket. 

(Number of paaes in orde r  '- 2 )  

DC/ALC/dc 

A ' t  t achmen t 

cc: Division of Communications (Ileri, Barrett) 



TO : 

FROM : 

RE : 

DIVISION 

DIVISION 

OF 

OF 

M E M O R A N D U M  

August 2 5 ,  1999 

RECORDS h l  AND R E P O R T I N G  

K cb LEGAL SERVICES (CALDWELL 

DOCKET NO, 990455-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED 
N U M B E R I N G  PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 305/786 AREA CODE - OADE 
COUNTY AND MONROE COUNTY/KEYS REGION. 

A t t a c h e d  is an ORDER G R A N T I N G  INTERVENTION, to be issued in 
t h e  above-referenced docket. (Number of pages in orde r  - 3 )  

DWC / an c 
At tachmen t  
GC: Division of Communications 
I: 990455op.dwc 



TO : 

FROM : 

RE : 

DIVISION 

DIVISION 

OF 

OF 

DOCKET NO. 

M E M O R A N D U M  

August 25, 1999 

RECORDS AND REPORTING 

LEGAL SERVICES (CALDWELL 
w 

990455-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED 
NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 3 0 5 / 7 8 6  AREA CODE - DRDE 
COUNTY A N D  MONROE COUNTY/KEYS REGION. 

Attached is an  ORDER GRANTING INTERVENTION, to be issued in 
the above-referenced docke t .  (Number of pages in orde r  - 3 )  

D l K  J an  c 
Attachment 
cc:  Division of Communications 
I: 990455mc.dwc 

2. 



TO: 

FROM : 

RE : 

M E M O R A N D U M  

August  25, 1999 

DIVISION OF RECO2DS A N D  REPORTING 

DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (CALDWELL 

DOCKET NO. 990455-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED 
NUMBERING PLAN R E L I E F  FUR THE 3 0 5 J 7 8 6  AREA CODE - DADE 
COUNTY AND MONROE COUNTY/KEYS REGION. 

Attached is an ORDER GRANTING INTERVENTION, to be issued in 
t h e  above-referenced docke t .  (Number of pages i n  orde r  - 3 )  

DWC/anc 
F. t t a c h m e  n t 
cc: Division of Communications 
I: 990455ge.dwc 



TO : 

FROM : 

RE : 

DIVISION 

DIVISION 

O F  

OF 

DOCKET NO. 

M E M O R A N D U M  

August 25, 1999 

RECORDS AND REPORTING 

LEGAL SERVICES (CALDWELL 

9 9 0 4 5 5 - T L  - REQUEST FOR REVIEW O F  PROPOSED 

At tached  i s  an  ORDER GRANTING INTERVENTION, to be issued in 
t h e  above-referenced docke t .  (Number of pages in orde r  - 3 )  

DWCJanc 
A ' t  t a chme n t 
cc: Division of Communications 
I: 990455bs.dwc 

6 d' 
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TO: 

FROM : 

RE : 

DIVISLON 

DIVISION 

OF 

OF 

DOCKET NO. 

M E M O R A N D U M  

A u g u s t  25, 1999 

RECORDS AND REPORTING 1 

LEGAL SERVICES (CALDWELL g Lb 
990455-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED 

NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 3 0 5 / 7 8 6  AREA CODE - DADE 
COUNTY AND MONROIZ COUNTY /KEYS REGION. 

A - t t a c h e d  is an  ORDER GRANTING INTERVENTION, to be issued in 
t h e  above-referenced docket .  (Number of pages in orde r  - 3 )  

DWC/anc 
Attachment 
cc: Division of Communications 
I: 990455bm.d~~ 







TO: 

FROM : DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (E. KEATING) 

D1VISION O F  RECORDS A N D  R E P O R T I N G  

-P 
RE : DOCKET NO, 990455-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED 

N U M R E R J N G  PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 305/786 AREA CODE - DADE 
COUNTY AND MONROE COUNTY/KEYS REGION. 

DOCKET NO. 990456-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED 
NUMBERING PLAN R E L I E F  FOR THE 561 AREA CODE. 

DOCKET NO. 9 9 0 4 5 7 - T L  - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED 
NUMBERING PLAN R E L I E F  FOR THE 954 AREA CODE. 

DOCKET NU. 990517-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED 
NUMElERING PLAN R E L I E F  FOR THE 904 AREA CODE. 

Attached is  a MEMORANIW, to be i s s u e d  in t h e  above-referenced 
docket .  (Number of pages - 1) 

BK/anc 
Attachment 
cc: Division of Communications 
I: 990517ic.bk 



October 13, 1999 ’ 

-14 /< FROM : DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (B. KEATINGJP 

RE : DOCKET NO. 990455-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED 
NUMBERING PLAN HELIEF FOR THE 3 0 5 / 7 8 6  AREA CODE - DADE 
COUNTY AND MONROE COUNTY/KEYS REGION. 

DOCKET NO. 990456-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED 
N U M B E R I N G  PLAN R E L I E F  FOR THE 561 AREA CODE. 

DOCKET NO. 990457-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED 
NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 954 AREA CODE. 

DOCKET NO. 990517-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPUSED 
NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 904 AREA CODE. 

Attached is an ISSUE: IDENTIFICATION MEMORANDurM, to be issued 
in the above-referenced dockets. (Number of pages - 1) 

BK/anc 
Attachment 
cc: Division of Communications 
I: 990517id. bk 



TO : 

FROM : 

RE : 

M E M O R A N D U M  

October 19, 1 9 9 9  CCT I 9  

DIVISION OF RECOR.DS ANI2 REPORTING 

DIVISION OF LEGAL, SERVICES (KEATING) 

DOCKET NO. 990455-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED 
NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 3 0 5 / 7 8 6  AREA CODE - D&.DE 
COIJNTY AND MONROE CQUNTY/WYS REGION. 

DOCKET NO. 990456-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED 
NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 5 6 1  AREA CODE. 

DOCKET NO. 990457-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED 
NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 954  AREA CODE. 

Attached is a M E M O W D I  to be issued via facsimile, where a 
number is available, and otherwise issued by U.S. Mail, in the  
above-referenced docket. (Number of pages - 1) 

BK/anc 
Attachment 
C C :  D ~ V ~ S ~ O ,  Of 
I : 990517is .bk 



J 
M E M O R A N D U M  

October 29, 1999 
. .. ,- , . .. , 

TO : DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING 

FROM : DIVZSZOW OF LEGAL SERVICES ( B .  REATING) 

RE : DOCKET NO. 990455-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED 
NUMBERING PLAW RELIEF FOR THE 3 0 5 / 7 8 6  AREA CODE - DADE 
COUNTY RNI3 MONROE COUNTY/KEYS REGION. 

DOCKET NO. 990456-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED 
NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 561 AREA CODE. 

DOCKET NO. 990457-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED 
NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 954 AREA CODE. 

DOCKET NO. 990517-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED 
NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 9 0 4  AREA CODE. 

Attached is an ORDER ESTABLISHING PROCEDURE, to be issued in 
the above-referenced docket (Number  of pages in order - ,d 

19 
T F p p # e $ -  1 '  B"a- m # q m $ , m w #  

BK/ anc 
Attachment 
cc: Division of Communications 
I: 990455ep.bk  

F 
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Bergr 
Davis & 

December 9, 1999 

VIA F ACSrMILE 

e 

w 

l3lanca Bayo, Director 
Division of Records and Rcporhng 
Public Service Commission 
2540 Shurmard Oaks Blvd. 
Tallahassee, FIorida 32399-6850 

Re: Docket Number 990455- TL 

Dear Ms. %yo: 

This firm represents ADT Secuiity Systems, Tnc. On behalf of ADT, we hereby request that 
AUT be listed as an interested person in the above referenced cases. Please forward copies of 
relevant PSC documents to my attention at thc address listcd above. In addition, by copy of this 
letter I am requesting that the parties of record, on the attached servjce list, scwe copies of their 
pleadings accordingly. 

If there we any problems or concerns with this request, plcase call mc at your carliest 
convenience. Thank you. 

BERGER DAVIS & SINGERMAN n 

cc: Gray Finney 
Diana Cald well 



Parties of Record Report f o r  Docket 990455-Tt 
ds of 12/07/1999 

Comments : None 

AT&T Communications o f  the Southern States,  Inc .  
Address: Tracy Hatch/Marsha Rule 

l n l  N o r t h  Monroe S t r e e t .  Ste  700 
?ailahassee, FL 32301. 

Phone : 850-425-6364 
FAX : 850-425- 6361 
Party o f  record:  Yes 
CASR l i s t :  NO 
Represents: 
Represented by: 

3ell South Mobi 1 i t y  I I nc. 
Address : 

Messer Law F i  rrn 

G1 or i a Johrisun 
1100 Peachtrce St. NE 
Sui te  9iO 
A t 1  anta, GA 30309-4599 

404-249 -11453 
Phone: 
FAX : 
Party of record : YES 
CASR list: N O  
Represents: 
Represented by: 

Address 1 Ms. Nancy B .  White 

Hol 1 and law F i  rm 
8el1 South Tel ecommuni cat ions I Inc . (TL720) 

C/O Nancy 11. Sims 
150 South Monroe St ree t ,  S u i t e  400 
Ta I'lahassee, FL 32301-1556 

Phone: (850) Z s l - 7 7 9 8 ,  (850) 222- 1201 
FAX : 850-222-8640 
Par ty  o f  record: Yes 
CASR 1 i s t :  Yes 
Represents: 
Represented by: 

GTE Florida JncorDorated 
Addres 5 : Kimber ly  Caswell 

P . O .  Box 110, Fll'C0007 
Tampa, Fl. 33601 -0110 

Phone: (813) 483-2617, (813) 483-2530 
FAX : (813 1 223 -4888 
Party of record: YES 
CASR 1 i s t :  Y e5 
Represents: 
Represented by: 

- 1 -  



Parties o f  Record Report f o r  Docket 990455-TL 
As o f  12/07/1999 

Hol 1 and Law Firm 
Address: Bruce May 

P.0. Drabt/er 810 
Tal  1 a’rassee , FL 32302-0810 

Phone : (850) 224-7000 
FAX : 850 - 222 - 8 185 
Party o f  record: Yes 
CASR 1 i s t  : Yes 
Represents : 
Represented by: 

Bel 7 South Mobi 1 i t y  

tackhecd Mart in 1% 
Address : 

P honc : 
FAX : 
Party o f  record: 
CASR 1 i s t :  
Represents: 
Represented by: 

D. Wayne Milby 
Communications Industry Services 
1133 15th  Street, N . W .  
Washington, DC 20005 
(202) 756-5600 

Yes 
No 

Morr ison & Foerster Law F i r m  

Lockheed Mart in  IMSJMRNPR 
Address : Thomas Foley 

820 Riverbend B lvd .  
Longwoocr. FL 32779 

Phone : 407 - 389 -8929 
FAX : 407 -682- 1108 
Party o f  record: Yes 
CASR list: NO 
Represents: 
Represented by: Morr ison 8 Foerster 

Address : Ms. Donna C McNulty 
M C I  War7 dCom 

325 John Knox Road, Sui te  105 
Ta l  1 ahassee, FL 32303-4131 

Phone : (850) 422- 1254 
FAX : 850-422 - 2586 
Party of record: Yes 
CASR list: Yes 
Represents: 
Represented by: 

- 2 -  



Parties o f  Record Report f o r  Docket 990455-TL 
As of 12/07/1999 

M C I  WorldCom, Inc. 
Address: Mr. B r i a n  Sulmwetti  

S i x  Concourse Parkway, S u i t e  3200 
A t l a n t a ,  GA 30328 

Phone: 770-284-5493 

Party a f  record: Yes 
CASR l ist :  NO 
Represents : 
Represented by: 

FAX : 770-284-5488 

Messer Law Firm 
Address : Floyd Self 

215 S .  Monroe Street, Suite 701 
T a l  1 ahassee I FL 32301-1876 

Phone: 850 -222 - 0720 
FAX : 850 - 224 - 4359 
Party o f  record: Yes 
CASR l is t :  Yes 
Represents : AT&T 
Represented by: 

Mar rison & Foers te r  Law F i r m  
Address : K.i mher 1 y D Wheel er 

2000 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20006-1888 

Phone: 202-887- 1500 
FAX : 202-887- 0763 
Party o f  record: Yes 
CASR l ist :  Yes 
Represents: lockheecl Mart in 
Represented by: 

600 Ansin Blvd .  
Hallandale, FL 33009 
951-457-5700 

Qmni po i  n t  Communications 
Address : 

Phone: 
FAX : 954-457-5705 
Party o f  record: Yes 
CASR list: No 
Represents: 
Represented by: Rutledge Law Firm 

- 3 -  



P a r t i e s  of Recard Report for Docket 990455-TL 
As o f  12/07/1999 

Rutledge Law F i r m  
Address : Kenneth tioffman 

P . O .  Box 551 
T i 1  lahassee, FL 323C2 

Phone: 85 o - 681 - 67 88 
FAX : 850-681-6515 
Party of record: Yes 
CASR l i s t :  Yes 
Represents : 
Represented by: 

Omn i poi n t  

Spr in t  PCS 
Address: Joe Assenzo 

Cega 1 Department 
4900 Main S t r e e t .  11th Floor 
Kansas Ci ty .  MO 64112 
816-559-1000 Phonc: 

TAX : 
Party of record: Yes 
CASR l i s t :  Yes 
Represents : 
Represented by: 

Address : Char1 es J . Rehwi nkel /Susan Masterton 
S p r i n t  -F lo r ida .  Incorporated 

P . O .  Box 2214 
Tal  lahassee, FL 32316-2214 

Phone: 847-0244 
FAX : 850-599 - 1458 
Par ty  o f  record: YES 
CASR list: Yes 
Represents : 
Represented by: 

- 4 -  
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STATE OF FLORIDA 
~ ~ D p ~ & R B p o R 7 I N O  

BL4NCA s.  BAY^ 
DIRECTOR 
(850) 4 134770 

Commissioners: 
JOE GARCIA, CHAIRMAN 
J. TERRY D W N  
SUSAN F. C w  
E. LEON IAWBS, JR. 

February 3,2000 

Ms. Alicia Cook 
Key West City Hall 
525 Angela Street 
Key West, FL 33040 

Re: Docket No, 990455TL - Request for review of proposed numbering plan relief for the 
309’786 area code - Dade County and Monroe CountyKeys Region 

Dear Ms. Cook: 

This Will confirm our reservation of the 014 City Hall Commission Chambers for the purpose 
of  holding a Public Service Commission hearing on Tuesday, March 14, 2000, in the above- 
referenced matter. The hearing will bepin at 2:UO p.m. and we expect approximately 100 people to 
attend. We will need access to the room by 1:OO p.m. 

As previously discussed, there i s  no charge for use of the room. A copy of our insurance 
certificate is enclosed. 

I appreciate the opportunity to use this facility for our hearing. Please call my assistant, Sandy 
Moses, at (850) 4 13-6728, if you have any questions regarding this matter. 

Sincerely 
/I 

# 

L 

Enclosure 

BSBlskm 

CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER 2540 S H U M ~  OAK BOULEVARD TALWSEE, FL 3239910850 
An Altirmative ActionEqual OpporlunIty Emplayer 

PSC WebsRe: www.scrl.netlpse Internet Email: contact@psc.state.A.ua 
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TO : 

FROM : 

RE : 

M E M O R A N D U M  

February 2 8 ,  2 0 0 0  
G1: FE3 28 PH 4: 27 

DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING 

DrvrsIoP\T OF LEGAL SERVICES (VACCAR 

DOCKET NO. 990455-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED 
NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 3 0 5 / 7 & 6  AREA CODE - DADE 
COUNTY AND MONROE COUNTY/KEYS REGION. 

Attached is a Notice o f  Service Hearinss to be issued in t h e  
above-referenced docket. (Number of pages in notice - 2 )  

TV/ sa  
Attachment 
cc: Division of Telecommunications (Ileri, Barrett) 
1:990455nh.tv 

J 3J 
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F L O R I D A  P U B L I C  S E R V I C E  C O M M I S S I O N  - R E C O R D S  A N D  R E P O R T I N G  

Dah?- /-/- 
Number of Originals Copies Per Original - . 

Requested By 
Item Presented 

Order No .  In Docket No. 
In Docket No. For (Dote) 

Agenda For (Dote) 
Notice of 
Other 

' 

Special Handling lnstrwctions 

Distri bution/Mailin@' 
Number Distri bution/Msiled To 

1 1 ,  /. . , 
Number Distributed/ Mailed To 

I Commission Offices 
Docket Moiling List - Mailed 
Docket Mailinq List - Faxed 

I *  

.~ - - - - ' 

\I 

Note: Items must be mailed and/or returned within one working day after issue unless specified here: 

Print Shop Verification - /  
.c, Job Number Verified By 

Dote ond Time Completed Job Checked For Correcfness and Quality ( M a l )  - 

Mail Room Verification 

Date Mailed Verified By 

PSC/RAR 12(9/99) 
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March 24,2000 

Commissioner Joe Garcia, Chairman 
Florida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0867 

Dear Chairman Garcia, 

On behalf of the Board of Directors of the Key West Chamber of Commerce, I 
would like to thank you for your commitment to public input on this issue of 
Monroe County retaining the 305 area code and seven digit dialing. This issue is 
critical to maintaining a sense of community and is vita1 to the County. 
Hopefully, the extended authority granted by the FPSC in the fa11 of 1999 will 
facilitate the interests of this community. Such authority, per the PSC news 
release dated 911 6/99 allows state regulators the authority to issue 1,000 number 
blocks and reclaim and redistribute unused numbers. 

To review the history of this issue: after initial warnings about shortages in 1998, 
this community was assured that we would be insulated from any area code 
change, layover, etc. because of our relatively low-growth demand for telephone 
numbers. Demographcally, the Keys have 80,000 residents and 2.5 million 
visitors with significant regulatory limitation that precludes any significant 
growth o f  these populations. Exploding Miami-Dade county has 2 million 
residents and EO million visitors and is the reason for the dangerously low 
depletion of 305 numbers. UnfortunateIy, the continued distribution of 10,000 
number blocks wasn't halted early enough and the 305 numbering options are 
again considered to be at emergency low levels. 

The options 1-13 in the March 2000 Special Report each have this community 
facing a changed, overlaid, or new area code and the potential for ten digit 
dialing. None of these are supported by the Key West Chamber of Commerce, 
which had been assured of 305 maintenance and seven digit dialing. The 
maintenance of the status quo is very important to the tourist industry, which is 
the sole underpinning of our economy. Our office, which takes over 100,000 

,.- 
I he mission of t h e  Greater Key 'Wrst Chamber of Cnmrncrcc is to serve its members 
and maintain a viabtc economy for the businesses and  workinq peclple of Key West." 
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tourist inquiry calls per year, takes more than haIf on 305 lines-the advertising 
for which is distributed globally, 

Representing the business community of Key West, this organization strongly 
urges the PSC to consider one of more of the following steps to maintain the 305 
area code and seven digit dialing in Monroe County: 
a 

a 

Allocate all remaining 305 numbers for Monroe County 
As Miami-Dade faces one or more new area codes, eliminate the 305 area 
code fram Miami-Dade and make it a Monroe-only area code 
Effect toll-free calling by comolidating the Keys' seven rate centers into one 
or two, as long as the required increased cost for basic service is not 
prohibitive 
AggressiveIy pursue the rechimation of unused numbers; if the rate centers are 
combined into two, it would seem logical to reclaim 50,000 blocks from those 
companies which are retaining 70,000 unused numbers-practically one 
additional number for every resident of the Keys. 
Limit new number distribution blocks to 1,000 where possible 

a 

0 

The Key Wesr Chamber of Commerce recognizes that much of your actions are 
governed by the Federal Communications Commission and understands that the 
PSC seeks to fulfill. the preference of t h e  community within the regulatory 
parameters. Our organization urges YOU to implement all measures necessary to 
preserve the 305 -area code and seven digit dialing in Menroe County. I thank you 
for your consideration of our conmtmity. 

S inkerely , 

VI& ln ia A. Panrco 
,Executive Vice-president 

i 

i -  -. 
/- 

i,, 
1 , Y / / / U L < ,  le' ~ 

, &+l-.ixP 

cc: FPSC Commissioners 
FPSC File 
Honorable Mayor and Commissioners, City of Key West 
Honorable Mayor and Commissioners, Monroe County BOCC 
The Honorable Ken Sorenson, FL. House of Representatives 
The Honorable Daryl Jones, Florida Senate 
Key West Chamber of Commerce Board of Directors 



M E M O R A N D U M  

March 15, 2 0 0 0  

/ TO : DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING 

DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (VACCARO)! 
L /  

FROM : 

RE : DOCKET NO. 990455-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED 
NUMBERING PLAN R E L I E F  FOR THE 3 0 5 / 7 8 6  AREA CODE - DADE 
COUNTY AND MONROE CQUNTYJKEYS REGION. 

Please place the  attached in the correspondence side of the  
above-referenced docket.  Thank you. 

T V / s a  
Attachment 



- -I- . - - -- _. -.I - 
We the pcsrple of the Florida Keys are vehemently opposed to any change of 

area cudc or the institution o f  10 digit dialing procedures. 
1 --- -- - -- 

ADDRESS I PHONE 
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We the pcople o f  the Florida Keys are vehemently opposed to any change of 
area code or the institution of 10 digit dialing procedures. 
NAME ADDRESS 
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~ - - - . -I_ I .- L - 

ofthe Florida Keys are vehemently opposed to any change of 1 
of 10 digit dialing - code -I-. or the institution - procedures. 

ADDRESS 

-I - .. . ... ... -._ . 

f 
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- - - - -. . -- - - - .-- - - -  -__I_ --___- 
We the peoplo of the Florida Keys are vehemently opposed to any change of 1 

-I arca code or the institution of 10 digit dialing procedures. 
- - ADDRESS - -7 PHONE NAME 

---- 

I 

I- I--- _- 
I 

! 



- _ _  

NAME 



.7 - ._ -- ,-_ -  - - ~ -  - 

1 We the people of the Florida Kevs d - . -  are vehemently opposed to anv .#- change of 1 



- 
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-- r-- .. 
i We the people of the Florida Keys are vehemently opposed to any change of I 

area code or the institution of 10 digit dialing procedures. 
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1 We the people of the Florida Kcys are vehemently opposed to any change of 1 
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We the people of the Florida Keys are vehemently opposed to any change of 

-- 'T - - " - - - - ----_ --- 
ADDRESS I PHONE 

I 

I 



1 We the people of the Florida Keys are vehemently opposed to any change of 

I - --+- t--- 

area code or the institution of 10 digit dialing procedures. k- NAhE - -r ADDRESS -1 - P H O N E  

- 

t----- I 
~ 

r I I 

-- - 'P 
. .- I- 



State ol’ Florida 

-M-E-M-O-R- A-N-D-U-M- 
DATE: March, 21, 2000 
TO: 
FROM: Jane Faurot, Chief, Bureau of Reporting 

Blanca Bayb, Director, Records and Reporting 

RE: DOCKET NO. 990455-TL, MIAMI SERVICE HEARING, HELD 3-13-00. 

RE : REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF 

COUNTY KEYS REGTON. 
FOR THE 3051781 AREA CODE - DATE COUNTY AND MONROE 

DOCUMENT NO: 035 12, 3-20-00 

The transcript for the above proceedings has been completed and is forwarded for 
placement in the docket file, including attachments. 

Please note that Staff distribution of this transcript was made to: 

LEGAL, AFAD, CMU 

Acknowledged by: 

PSClRAR 28 (Rev7194) 



State of Florida 

-M-E-M-O-R- A-N-ID-U-M- 
DATE: March, 27, 2000 
TO: 
FROM: Jane Faurot, Chief, Bureau of Reporting 
RFI: 

Blanca Bay& Director, Records and Reporting 

DOCKET NO. 990455-TL, KEY WEST SERVICE HEARTNG, HELD 3-14-00. 

RE: REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF 

COUNTYJKEYS REGION, 
FOR 3051781 AREA CODE - DATE COUNTY AND MONROE 

DOCUMENT NO: 03605. 3-22-00 

The transcript for the above proceedings has been completed and is forwarded for 
placement in the docket f k ,  including attachments. 

Please note that Staff distribution of  this transcript was made to: 

LEGAL, AFAD, CMU 

Acknowledged by : 

J KJ pc 

PSClRAR 28 (Rev7/94) 







State of Florida 

-M-E-M-O-~-A-N-D-U-M- 
DATE: APRIL 4, 2000 
TO: 
FROM: Jane Faurot, Chief, Bureau of Reporting 

Blanca Bay& Director, Records and Reporting 

RE:. DOCKET NO, 990456-TL7 SERVICE HEARING HELD IN FORT PIERCE 
ON 3-24-00 AND IN WEST PALM BEACH 3-23-00 

RE: 
THE 561 AREA CODE. 

REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR 

DOClJMENT NO. FORT PIERCE, 04176, 4-5-00; AND 04175, 4-5-00 

The transcript for the above proceedings has been completed and is forwarded for 
placement in the docket file, including attachments. 

Please note that Staff distribution of this transcript was made to: 

LEGAL, AFAD, CMU 

Acknowledged by: 

JKlpc 

PSClRAR 28 (Rev71941 



MOR 

2[1111t PFNNSYT VAN4A AVFh-UF, NW 

WASHINGTUN, 11 r.' 21)110h-IfiP8 

TPLEPHONT (202) 887-1 W 
TF1.FFACSIMtl.E (2U2) 887-0763 

April 25,2000 

By - Overnight Courier 

Ms. Linda Williams 
Florida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shutnard Oak Boulevard 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0850 

HR1J5SFI.S 

Ht IJ I N C  

HCINC; KONG 

SINCAPORE 
TOKYO 

.-. 

Re: Prehearing Statement of NeuStar, Inc. 
Dockei Nos. 990455-TL, 990456-TL, 990457-TL 
and 9905 17-TL 

Dear Ms. Williams: 

Enclosed please find a diskette containing the Prehearjng Statement of NeuStar, 
Tnc., as the North American Numbering Plan Administrator. Pt ease date-stamp the 
enclosed return copy as received and return it in the attached self-addressed stamped 
CllVCl ope. 

Tf you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact the undersigned. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Enclosiire 

lfimberly Wheeler 
Counsel for NeuStar, Inc. 
North American Numbering Plan 
Administrator 

dc-204776 



TO : 

FROM : 

RE : PROPOSED 
NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 3 0 5 / 7 8 6  AREA CODE - DADE 
CYUNTY AND MONROE COUNTY/mYS REGION. 

J U / O C K E T  NO. 990456-TL - REQUEST FUR REVIEW OF PROPOSED 
UMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 5 6 1  AREA CODE. 

DOCKET NO. 990457-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED 
UMBERING PLKbl RELIEF FOR THE 9 5 4  AREA CODE. 

Jr 
/" v DOCKET NO. 990517-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED 
NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 904 AREA CODE. 

At tached is an ORDER GRANTING COMMISSION STAFF'S MOTION FOR 
LEAVE TO FILE DIRECT TESTIMONY AND ESTABLISHING DATE FOR REBUTTAL 
TESTIMONY which is ready f o r  issuance. (Number of pages in order - 

5) 

B K / j  mb 
Attachment 
cc: Division of Communications 
I : 9 9 0 5 1 7 0 ~ .  bk 

I" - , I  
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Ruth McHargue - 

f-ram: Angle Hashisho 

!Sent: 
-To: Ruth McHargue 
CG: Angle Hashisho 
!subject: FW: Florida Keys 305 area code numbers 

Tuesday, March 14,2000 '1239 PM 

Einter in as a protest? 
-----0rig ina I Message----- 
From: Thomas Marks [mailto:toml~pts@email.msn.com] 
Sent: Monday, March 13, 2000 5:03 PM 
To: contact@ psc,state.fl, us 
5ubject: Florida Keys 305 area code numbers 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

This is regard to the situation in the keys with a "shortage" of 305 area code numbers. 1 hope you will find a way 
to order the return of those numbers that are allotted but unused. If this is not possible, forcing a choice 
between ten digit dialing or a new area code, please 

choose ten digit dialing, preservingJhe.305 area code for all numbers 

It is very important to me as a full-time resident and small business owner to keep my phone numbers without 
any changes. Maybe registering my preference will help a little. Thank you for your efforts on our behalf. 

Tom Marks 
PO Box 430679 
l3ig Phe Key FL 33043 

4,'2 7/00 
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TO : 

FROM : 

RE : (/DOCKET NO. 990455-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED 
NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 3 0 5 / 7 8 6  AREA CODE - DADE 
COUNTY AND MONROE COUNTY/KEYS R E G I O N .  

DOCKET NO. 990456-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED 
'NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 5 6 1  AREA CODE. 

DOCKET NO. 990457-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED 
B E R I N G  PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 954 AREA CODE. 

OCKET NO. 990517-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED 
NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 904 AREA CODE. 

Attached i s  a NOTICE O F  PREMEARING AND HEARING to be issued in 
the above-referenced docke t s .  (Number of pages i n  notice - 3 )  

BK/jmb 
At t a chme TI t 
cc: Division of Communications 
I: 990517no .  j m b  
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State of Florida 

-M-E-M-O-R- A-N-D-U-M- 
DATE: May 16, 2000 

TO: 
FROM: Jane Faurot, Chief, Bureau of Reporting 

Blanca Bay6, Director, Records and Reporting 

RE: DOCKET NO. 990455, 456, 457 and 517-TP, PREHEARXNG HELD 5-21-00 

RE: 

DOCUMENT N 6 .  060a5-16-00 _ -  

REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF 
FOR AREA CODES 305, 786 562, 954, 904 

r i- 

The transcript for the above proceedings has been completed and is forwarded for 
placement in the docket file, including attachments. 

Please note that Staff distribution of this transcript was made to: 

LEGAL, AFAD, CMU 

AcknowIedged BY: 

JFlpc 

PSGRAR 28 (Rev1100) 

. . _ _ _  _,,.._. -I 

, , ., - , . /  



Attached is a PREHEARING ORDER signed by Chairman Garcia and 
is ready f o r  issuance. (Number of pages in order - 31) 

B K / j  mb 
Attachment 
c c :  Division of Communications 
I : 9 9 0 5 1 7 ~ 0 .  bk 
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State of Florida 

A 

TO: 
FROM: William B. Berg, Assistant to Cornmissioner Deason b&b 
RE: 

Blanca Bayo, Director, Division of Records and Reporting 

Intercepted Communications Frum an Interested Party Received in Docket No: 
990455-TL, 990456-TL, 990457-TL AND 9905 17-TL 

This office has received .the attached correspondence from Gilbert Yablon, SMART 
Dialing Systems. The correspondence has not been viewed or considered in any way by 
Commissioner Deason. Under the terms of the advisory opinion from the Commission Ethics 
(issued July 24, 1991 as COE 91-31-JULY 19, 19911, the following letter does not constitute 
an ex parte communication by virtue Q€ the fact that it was not shown to the Commissioner. 
Because it is not deemed to be an ex Dark  communication, it does not require dissemination to 
parties pursuant to the provisions of Section 350.042, Florida Statutes. However; in such cases 
Commissioner Deason has requested that a copy of the correspondence and this memo be, as a 
matter of routine, placed in the correspondence side of the file in this docket. 
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SlVlART Dialins Systems - - -914 Dumetx Road - Woodland M i l k  91364 - 
5J 15 IO0 

Commissioner J. Terry Deason 
Florida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd. 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0350 

Re: R - D i ~ t  Dialing in Overlaw and Dockets 990453-TL 990456-TL, 990457-TL and 990517-TL 

Dear Commissioner Deason, 

I am the author of the &Digit Overlay proposal which the Florida PSC has recently been 
investigating. The proposal describes how NPA relief can be provided in a manner that is 
less disruptive than geographic spIits and traditional overlays. 

The 8-Digit Overlay is consumer friendly, competitively neutral and technically workable. It 
does not require any modification to the North American Numbering Plan (NANP), and 
can be implemented locally without having any impact dialing patterns or 
telecommunications systems outside of the region where it would be implemented. 

With this plan, all calls within overlay regions can be dialed using only 8-digits -- providing 
a functionally equivalent alternative to $0-digit dialing which is currently required i n  
overlays. 

Because the proposal merely provides a shortcut method for dialing standard IO-digit 
telephone numbers within overlay regions, and because the proposed &digit dialing system 
maintains competitive neutrality for both users and service providers, the Florida 
Commission has the authority to implement this relief solution independent of national 
regula tory or telecommunication industry consensus. 

I have included a copy of a letter written by the 1996/1997 co-chair of the Industry 
Numbering Committee (INC) supporting the technical feasibility of this proposal. 

Also attached is a brief description of how the 8-Digit Overlay would function. 

More information is available at the website www.SMARToverlay,com, or by contacting me 
directly. 

I respectfully request that the Florida Commission devote the necessary time and resources 
to seriously evaluate this proposal on its merits, so that Florida consumers can benefit from 
the advantages it offers. 

Please include this letter and the attachments in the record for Dockets 990455-TL, 990456-TL, 
990457-TL, 990517-TL, and any other appropriate venues, SO that it can be appropriately 
addressed and considered. 

I am available to answer any questions YOU may have regarding this proposal, and request 
the opportunity to respond to any of your concerns. 

Sincerelv. 

Gilbert Yablon 
SMART Dialing Systems 
818-999-1070 - 24 hour voicemail 
818-956-2200 - M - E; 1O:QO AM - 700 I'M Pacific Time 
888-793-1315 - alpha-numeric pager 
gilbert@SMA RToverlay .corn - email 

ATTACHMENTS 
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July 11, I999 

Re: Technical feasibility of the 8-Digit Dialing .Pia propod by Gilbert J. Yablon 

To Whom It May Concern: 

In July of 1997 I retired as the Exmfhe Director - Operations and Engineering for the United States 
Telephone Association @ETA) after 36 plus years of experience encompassing &verse &sciphes in the 
telecommunications industty. 

the Executive IXredar dthe Technical Disciplines Ikpmnent, I managed n large p h o n  of the 
technical committee activities at USTA associated with m b r i n g  issues. h p r t  of my responsibilities, I 
was required to regularly attend and part iqate  in most of the in- meetings concerning nmbzring 
matters. I mod as Chair or C d h a r r  on a ntrmber dthm various committ~s and w o h g  groups 
indudmg the Industry Numbering Cammittee ONC). 

I have thoroughly shewed Gifbert J, Yablon'a $-Digit Dialing Plan and have found it to be a t~hnically 
feasible plan that sbould be considered whea ackbsing m a  & relief. The plan does conform to tht: 
NANP in that each customer relains a w m  diigzt address (ten digit including m a  cock) and the ei&hth 
digit is used for difmg purpses ody to identify the specific NPA 

As with any plan to provide relief, there will be costs associated with he plan The mst and the extent of 
equipment rndiht ions  tha will iacurmd by the indamy for each of the a l d v ~  consided can only 
b address by the industry. Ihe same is true for the cost to h hmed by the wxlsumer. A cross-section 
of ConsUmcT proups needs to compile this data And no matter what plan is implemented them will be 
customm confusion and education. 

Providing arm code relief is expensive and disruptive to both the industry and the consumer, therefore, dl 
methads available that would case this bwch should be considered in aough detail to minimize the 
impacts. 

Sincerely, 

Dennis J. Bynre 
1925 Rollingwood Drive 
Fairtield, CA 945 3 3 
707-435-8285 
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A SMART Overlay Solution 

r r l  

10 Digit Dialing is a source of hardship and frustration for teIephone users within overlay 
regions, but overlays don't have to be painfuI. In fact, a consumer-friendly variation called SMART (Simptified 
Multi Area Code Region TeIephony) could make overlays a painless option for area code relief. 

SMART provides customers with two toots that make living with overlays easier. First, it provides a shortcut 
"&digit method" for dialing (1t)lO-digit c a b  within overlay regions; and second, it prevents calls dialed with 
onry 7-digits from being rejected, 

To make eight-digit dialing possible, telephone companies would assign a one-digit identifier to each area code in 
the overlay region. Customers could then dial local 7-digit telephone numbers and use an 8th digit to identify the 
area code. Using the repealed California 3 10 overlay region as an example, the 310 area code would be identified 
by "0" and the "424" area code would be identified by "1". DiaIing 1234567-0 would direct the call to the 310 
area code, and dialing 1234567-1 would direct the call to the 424 area code. 

But what happens when a customer or auto-dialer enters only 7-digits? In a "standard overlay", customers hear 
an announcement directing them to hang-up and redial using (l+)lO-digits -- a huge inconvenience. But with the 
"SMART overlay", customers who forget about (or don't know about) the 8th digit would hear an announcement 
after a few seconds to help them complete their call: 

"To reach the 310 area code, diaI "0" now. To reach 424, dial "I" now." 

Customers would have a few seconds to enter the 8th digit, and after doing so the call would be routed to the 
selected area code. 

If for some reason the "8th digit" is still not entered, the call would default to the original area code of the region 
{in this case the 310 area code). This enhancement reduces the need for customers to reprogram or replace 
automated dialing devices (such as security entry systems and other unattended auto-dialers), and minimizes the 
kind of disruption that occurs when "standard overlays" are implemented. 

Calls "to" and area codes that are outside of the SMART region will continue to require (l+)lQ-digits to 
be dialed (the same as was required before the overlay). If the new "area code identifier" is inadvertently entered 
at the end of a (l+)lO-digit call, the identifier is ignored and the caI1 completes to the (l+)lO-digt number that 
was dialed. 

Customers would always have the option of dialing (l+)fO-digits if they want to (even for local calls within the 
overlay region), but the %digit shortcut should make local calls easier for most customers. 

Several telecommunications industry experts consider the "SMART overlay" to be a technically workable 
solution €or area code reIief, however the industry as a whole has chosen not to pursue this option on its own. 

To benefit from this consumer-friendly solution the public must tell their Legidators, Utility Regulators and the 
Telecommunications Industry that they art interested in this aIternative, and that they want it to be considered as 
an available epden for area code relief. 

Gilbert Yablon. is the developer of the "SMART Dialing System for Overlays", He has been active in 
telecommunications industry dialing issues for the past four years, and has made numerous contribtitions to industry 
forum:; on numbering. 



From:: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Beth Keating 
Wednesday, May 24,2000 10:08 AM 
Hong Wang 
RE: 990455,990456, 990457, 990517,981444 

S o r r y ,  I was out yesterday. 

The name of Lockheed Martin IMS should be changed to NeuStar f o r  
purposes of these dockets .  
the name of t he  company has changed. 

- - - -  -Original Message----- 
From: Hong Wang 
Sent: Wednesday, May 24 ,  2 0 0 0  9:33 AM 
To: 3eth Keating 
Subjizct: 990455, 990456, 990457, 990517, 981444 

The same address and counsel apply.  Only 

Beth, as we discussed on Monday, would you please send me an e-mail on 
changing Lockheed Martin IMS to NeuStar, Tnc. in these dockets, so I can 
have a record in t h e  f i l e s .  Thank you so much?! 

1 



A h 

State of Florida 

Susrin F. Clark 
Commissioner 

v, 

M E M O R A N D U M  

May 24 ,  2000  

TO : BLAPJCA BAYO, DIRECTOR OF RECORDS AND REPORTING 

FROM : KAY POSEY, COMMISSIONER CLARK'S OFFIC 

RE : INTERCEPTED COMMCTNICATION FROM INTERESTED PARTY RECEIVED 
I N  DOCKET NOS. 990455-TL, 990456-TL, 990457-TL AND 
9 9 0 517 -TL 

This o f f i c e  has received the  following correspondence. The 
correspondence has not been viewed or considered in any w a y  by 
Commissioner C l a r k .  Under t he  terms of t h e  advisory opinion from 
the  Commission on Ethics (issued J u l y  24, 1991 as CEO 91-31-July 
19, 1991), the following Letter does not constitute an ex Darte 
communication by virtue of the  fact t ha t  it was not shown to the  
Commissioner. Because it is not deemed to be an ex parte 
communication, it does n o t  require dissemination to parties 
pursuant to the  provisions of section 3 5 0 . 0 4 2 ,  Florida S t a t u t e s .  
H o w e v e r ,  in such cases Commissioner Clark has requested that a copy 
of t h e  correspondence and this memo be, as a matter of rou t ine ,  
placed in the correspondence side of the f i l e  in this docket. 

Attachment 

An Affirmative Action / Equal oppwtunity Employer 
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SMART lllalinn asterns - i914 Uumstz Road - Woodfand Hills, -. 91364 - 818-999-1090 

5/15/00 

Commissioner Susan F. Clark 
Florida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd. 
TaIla hassee, FL 32399-0850 

C.C. Chairman Joe Garcia 
C.C. Commissioner J. Terry Deason 
C.C. Commissioner E. Leon Jacobs, Jr. 
c,c. Commissioner Lila A. Jaber 

Re: R-Digit Dialing in Overlavs and Dockets 990455-TL, 990456-TL, 990457-TL and 990517-TL 

Dear Commissioner Clark, 

I am the author of the 8-Digit Overlay proposal which the Florida PSC has recently been 
investigating. The proposal describes how NPA relief can be provided in a manner that is 
less disruptive than geographic splits and traditional overlays. 

The %Digit Overlay is consumer friendly, competitively neutral and technically workable. It 
does not require any modification to the North American Numbering Plan (NANPI, and 
can be implemented locally without having any impact on dialing patterns or 
telecommunications systems outside of  the region where it  would be implemented. 

With this plan, all calls within overlay regions can be dialed using only %digits -- providing 
a functionally equivalent alternative to IO-digit dialing which is currently required i n  
overlays. 

Because the proposal merely provides a shortcut method for dialing standard 10-digit 
telephone numbers within overlay regions, and because the proposed 8-digit dialing system 
maintains competitive neutrality for both users and service providers, the Florida 
Commission has the authority to implement this relief solution independent of national 
regulatory or telecommunication industry consensus. 

1 have included a copy of a letter written by the 1996/1997 co-chair of the Industry 
Numbering Committee (INC) supporting the technical feasibility of this proposal. 

Also attached is a brief description of how the %Digit Overlay would function. 

More information is available at the website www.SMARToverlay.com, or by contacting m e  
directlya 

I respectfully request that the Florida Commission devote the necessary time and resources 
to seriously evaluate this proposal on its merits, SO that Florida consumers can benefit from 
the advantages it offers. 

Please include this letter and the attachments in the record for Dockets 990455-TL, 990456-TL, 
990457-TL, 990517-TL and any other appropriate venues, so that it can be appropriately 
addressed and considered. 

I am available to answer any questions you may have regarding this proposal, and request 
the opportunity to respond to any of your concerns. 

Sincexelv, 

SMART Dialing Systems 
818-999-1070 - 24 hour voicemail 
818-956-2200 - M - F 1O:OO AM - 700 PM Pacific Time 
888-793-1315 - alpha-numeric pager 
gilber@SMARToverlay.com - ernail 

ATTACHMENTS 
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July 11,1999 

ATTACHMENT 1 

Re: Technical feasibility of the %Digit Diating Plan proposed by Gilbert J, Yablon 

To Whom It May Concem: 

In July of I997 T retired as the Executive Director - operations and Engineering for the United States 
Telephwre Association QJSTA) after 36 plus years of experience encompassing diverse disciplines in the 
zelccommwnicatims industry. 

As the Executive Director o€ the Technical fisciplines DeparSmmt, I managed a large p h o n  of the 
techrucat committee activities at USTA assdated with numbering issues. As past of my responsibilities, I 
was required to regularly attend and participate in most of the industry meetings concerning numkmg 
matters. I served as Chair or Co-Charr on a number of these various committees and working group 
including the hduustry Nmkxing CommitteC WC}. 

1 have thoroughly reviewed Gilbert J. Yablon’s S-Digit W n g  Plan and have found it to be a technically 
feasibk plan that should k cohsidered when addresang area c d e  relief. The plan does confom to the 
NANP in that each customer retains a seven dig11 address (ten digit mcludmg area &) and the eighth 
digit is w d  for &ding purposes only to i&ntiQ the specific NPA 

As with any plan to provide relief. there will be c m  associatsd with the plan The cost and the extent of 
equipment m d c a t i o n s  that will in& by the industty for each of the alternatives considered can only 
be addressed by the industry. The same is true for the cost to k incuned by the comauner, A cross-section 
of consumer groups needs to compile this dam And no maner what plan is impIemented there wdl lx 
customer confusion and education. 

Providing area d e  relief is expensive and disruptive to ’both the in- and the consumer, therefore, all  
methods available that wautd ease this burden shouldbe consideml in enough detail to minimize the 
impacts. 

Sincerely, 

D e d s  J. Byrne V 
81 925 R o h g w d  Drive 
Fairfie14 CA 94533 
707435-8285 
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A SMART Overlay Solution 

10 Digit Dialing i s  a source of hardship and frustration for telephone users within overlay 
regions, but overlays don't have to be painful. In fact, a consumer-friendly variation called SMART (Simplified 
Multi Area Code Region Telephony) could make overlays a painless option for area code relief. 

SMART provides customers with two tools that make living with overlays easier. First, it provides a shortcut 
"%digit method" for dialing (l+)IO-digit calls within overlay regions; and second, it prevents calls dialed with 
only 7-digits from being rejected. 

To make eight-digit dialing possible, telephone companies would assign a one-digit identifier to each area code in 
the overlay region. Customers could then dial local 7-digit telephone numbers and use an 8th  digit to identify the 
area code. Using the repealed California 310 overlay region as an example, the 310 area code would be identified 
by ''0" and the "424" area code would he identified by " I  ''. Dialing 1234567-0 would ditect the call to the 310 
area code, and dialing 1234567-1 would direct the call to the 424 area code. 

But what happens when a customer or auto-dialer enters only 7-digits? In a "standard OverIay", customers hear 
an announcement directing them to hang-up and redial using (l+$lO-digits -- a huge inconvenience. But with the 
"SMART overlay", customers who forget about (OT don't know about) the 8th digit would hear an announcement 
after a few seconds to help them complett: their call: 

"Tu reach the 310 area code, dial "0" now. To reach 424, dial "3 " now. " 

Customers would have a few seconds to enter the 8th digit, and after doing so the call would be routed to the 
selected area code. 

If for some reason the "8th digit'' is still not entered, the call would default to the original area code of the region 
(in this case the 310 area code). This enhancement reduces the need for customers to reprogram or replace 
automated dialing devices (such as security entry systems and other unattended auto-dialers), and minimizes the 
kind of disruptioii that occurs when "standard overlays" are implemented. 

Calls "to" and "from" area codes that are outside of the SMART region will continue to require (l+)lO-digits to 
be dialed (the same as was required before the overlay). If the new "area code identifier'' is inadvertently entered 
at the end of a (l+)lO-digit call, the identifier is ignored and the ai! corrpletes te the (l+)lO-digit number that 
was dialed. 

Customers would always have the option of dialing (l+)lO-digits if they want to (even for local calls within the 
overlay region), but the 8-diglt shortcut should make local calls easier for most customers. 

Several telecommunications industry experts consider the "SMART overlay" to be a technically workable 
solution for area code relief, however the industry as a whole has chosen not to pursue this option on its own. 

To benefit from this consumer-friendly solution the public must tell their Legislators, Utility Regulators and the 
Telecommunications Industry that they are interested in this alternative, and that they want it to be considered as 
an available option for area code relief, 

Gilbert Yublon is the developer of the "SMART Dialing System fur Overlays'! He has been active in 
teieco,r?tmunications industry dialing issues for the past four years, and has made numerous contributions to industry 
forum,r on numbering. 

http:/iwww.smartoverlay.com/saIution~ html 



State of Florida 

DATE: May 25, 2000 
TO: 
FROM: Jane Faurot, Chief, Bureau of Reporting 
RE: 

Blanca Bay6, Director, Records and Reporting 

DOCKET NO. 990455, 456, 457 and 0517-I$, HEARING HELD 5-18-00 

RE : REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED NUMBERING PLANT 
RELIEF FOR THE 3061786; 561; 954; AND 904 AREA CODES 

DOCUMENT NO. VOLUME 1, 0644800, 5-25-00; VOLUME 2, 0644900, 5-25-00 

The transcript for the above proceedings has been completed and is forwarded for 
placement in the docket file, including attachments. 

Please note that Staff distribution of this transcript was made to: 

LEGAL, AFAD, CMU 

Acknowledged BY: 

hd 
JFJpc 

PSCJRAR 28 (Rev 1/00) 
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State of Florida 

DATE: June 19,2000 
TO: 
FROM: Jane Faurot, Chief, Bureau of Reporting 
RE: 

Blanca Baye, Director, Records and Reporting 

DOCKET NO. 490455-TP, etc., HEARING HELD 5-1 S-00 

Attached for filing in the docket file of the captioned docket are Exhibits 1 through 16, 
representing a complete filing of all exhibits admitted into the record during the hearing in this 
matter. 

Achowledged by: 



August 29,2000 

Ms. Blanca Bayo, Director 
Records and Reporting 
Florida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd. 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0850 

_. 
h 

1: 

Dear Ms. Bayo: 

It has only just now come to our attention, through published media reports, that 
the Public Service Commission staff is recommending changes to the Area Code 
allocation in northeast Florida that would result in Putnam County being assigned a 
different Area Code than its neighboring counties in the north, northeast, and east. The 
proposed plan is divisive, arbitrary, ill conceived and contributes negatively to the entire 
concept of regionalism and cooperation --- a major planning objective in today's 
environment. 

This proposed plan is NOT in the best interests of Putnam County and northeast 
Florida for many reasons including: 

- Putnam County is a member of the Northeast Florida Regional Planning 
Council and it should continue to have an Area Code in common with its 
geographical partners. 

- Putnam County is a member of northeast Florida Economic Development 
Consortium -- Cornerstone -- and would become the  ONLY member of that 
group to have an Area Code different than the rest of Its partners. 

Putnam County is a member of the Florida First Coast Association of 
Chamber of Commerce's and if assigned a new Area Code would be the only 
member of that promotional group to have a different Area Code. 

, n,. 

- -- - 

. 

P.O. Box 550, Pmletka, Florlda 3P1 ?a-0550 
Phone: (904) J€!&-l?iOJ Fax: (904) 328-70'16 

E-Mail: ehambsr@telty.com 
llhbsltm: http:llurPw.putnamrountycha~bet.o~Q 
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- Putnam County is a member of the northeast Florida regional tourism 
coalition and if the proposed plan is approved would become the only 
member of that group to have a different Area Code. 

These are only a few of the regional alliances and cooperative ventures that 
would be adversely affected by the proposed change in the Area Code for Putnam 
c 0 u n t y . 

The Putnam County Chamber of Commerce urges each member of the Public 
Service Commission to give serious consideration to rejecting the staff recommendation 
to excise Putnam County from the Area Code 904 partnership with its regional trading, 
governmental, planning, and tourism promotion partners. 

Thank you for your favorable consideration of our request. 

Sincere I y, 

C. W. Larson II 
President 
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Xeplv to: 
X 91760 Overseas Highway 

Post Office Box 600 
Tavernrer, FL 33070 
(305) 853-1 947 

I 525 Angela Street 
Key \Vest City Hall 
K e y  West, FL 33040 
(305) 293-1658 

11 02 The Capitol 
402 South Monroe 
Tallanassee, FL 32399-1300 

e-mail sorensen ken@leg.state fl us 
(850) 488-9965 

Corn m ittees : 
Education/ K-72 
Education Appropriations 
Children B Families (Vice Chair) 
Community AffairslMilitary & Veterans Affairs 
Business Regulations tl Consumer Affairs 
Select Committee on Milltary Affairs 

Florida Public Senrloe Comrn. 
Chairman Deason 

Florida House of Representatives 
Ken Smensen, Ph.D. 

State Representative, District 120 

September 1, 2000 

Commissioner J. Terry Deason, Chairman 
Florida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0867 

Dear Mr. Deason: 

I have received numerous calls from concerned citizens, businesses and the various 
chambers of commerce in Monroe County (House District 120) who are facing a 
changed, overlaid, or new area code and the potential for ten digit dialing. 

I would strongly urge the Public Service Commission consider one or more of the 
following steps to maintain the 305 area code and seven digit dialing in Monroe County: 

2. Allocate all remaining 305 numbers for Monroe County 

i As Miami-Dade faces one or more new area cedes, eliminate the 305 area code 
from Miami-Dade and make it a Monroe-only area code 

;r Effect toll-free calling by consolidating the Keys' seven rate centers into one or 
two, as long as the required increased cost for basic service is not prohibitive 

i Aggressively pursue the reclamation of unused numbers; if the rate centers are 
combined into two, it would seem logical to reclaim 50,000 blocks from those 
companies which are retaining 70,000 unused numbers - practically one 
additional number for every resident of the Keys. 

> Limit new number distribution blocks to 1,000 where possible. 



Commissioner S. Terry Deason, Chairman 
Page Two 
September 1, 2000 

I recognize that your actions are governed by the Federal Communications Commission 
and understand that the Public Service Commission seeks to fulfill the preference of the 
community within the regulatory parameters. I urge you to implement all measures 
necessary to preserve the 305 area code and seven digit dialing in Monroe County. 

I would ask that you read this letter into the record at your September 5'h meeting, as I 
understand that you are no longer taking public input. 

On behalf of the citizens and businesses in Monroe County, I thank you for your 
consideration, and ! look fcrvcfard to receiving a responsz f r m  the Commission in the 
very near future. 

State Representative, District 120 

KSllrnt 
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MS. Rlanca Rayo,, Director 
RI-cords and Rcporting 
Florida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850 4 D y 5 5 -11, 

The Public Scrvicc Commission will be addressing the issue of assigning a different Area Code to the 
Putxam County arca 011 their September 5,2000 agenda. 

I am very concerned about this idea and ask that all members give serious consideration to rejecting 
rhe desire to change our current: 904 area code. 

Piitnam Counry is a mcrnbcr of the Norrheasr Florida Regional Planning Council, Northeast Florida 
cconomic development consortium-Corncrstone, the Florida First Coast Association of Chambers of 
Commerce and the Norrheast Florida reginrial tourjsm coalition to name a Few. Being involved with 
thcsc organizations and having the partnerships that we  sharc greatly hcighten the necd to have the 
same area code as our partners for promoting tourism, trade and other vensrures for this area. Being 
part of the First Coast is very  important to us and Iceeying out arca code thc samc as theirs wall 
ccrtainly help with rcgional trading, govcrnmcnral planning and tourism promorions with our 
partners [or rht: Northeast: Florida arca. 

Your consideration on this issuc would he greatly app-eciared. 

- pr" I 
XW Cnnmittees: Tmnspcirtatinn (Chuir) Ecrmmic  Devplopmcnt Council 9 Rules ond Cnbndar 

Tnan.pwratinn C? Bcoiiomic Developmcwt Appmpriations WutPr & Reshource Munagmwnt 
House Sdect  Committee on Mtiitary Afsaairs (Vice-Chair) 



State of Florida 
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2: 1 , - 4, DATE: September 8, 2000 

FROM: 
TO: Blanca Bayo, Director, Division Records and 4 * -  

.. '* 
=- 

William B, Berg, Assistant to Chairman Deason 
RE: Docket NO: 990455-TL 

Chairman Deason has received and read the attached letter. He has requested me 
to insert these letters into the docket file. 



September 21, 2000 

hlr. J. Terry Deason, Chairman 
The Florida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shurnard Oak B h d .  
lallahassee, FL 32399-0850 

Clear Mr. Deason: 

You will shortly be rnahng a final decision on area code changes affecting parts of Florida, most notably in this 
case the Northeast Florida area. We understand that the decision has been made or i s  about to be made to 
maintain the '904' area code for a number of counties surrounding Jacksonville. That is much appreciated. 

A t  the same time, Putnam County seems to be in doubt as to its incliision in the '904' area code. This letter i s  an 
appeal to include Putnam County as part ofthe Jacksonville ared'904' area code. Putnam County is an integral 
part of what we call the 'First Coast' of Florida as well as the Regional Groups Planning Council and other 
groups. The First Coast includes six counties in Northeast Florida who operate very closely together in 
economic. educational, cultural, and other ways. The commuting patterns for the workforce in Putnam County 
are clearly oriented toward the First Coast and JacksonvilIe area and are complimented by the highway system, 
use of the airport in Jacksonville, and even our overall economic development program, which is totally 
integrated with that of Putnam County. 

We recognize the need to add more area codes and provide more numbers to an expanding area. At the same 
t [me, maintaining the integrity of each region is also a very high priority. Putnam County is and will remain an 
integral part of the Jacksonville/Northeast Floridd First Coast region. The adoption of a different area code 
would indicate a separateness and an isolation that can only degrade the interaction and relationships that we 
have worked so long and hard to establish. 

Thank you for your consideration. We appreciate the difficult task you have of providing the communication 
options and numbering systems that allow us to continue our growth and development. 

Sincerely, 

I'ornerstone Regional Economic Initiative 
-_I - c :Y-- rl (.71 - 

: I  

- E- Wrlliarn D. Talbott, Executive Director 
IBlanca Bayo, Director / I _- 

-- - 
' * f b !  _ _  I 
: 7 r  .:- 

A Projtuhlc Experience 

BEACHES CHAMBER P, VISITORS CENTER. 1101 Beach Boulevard J~cksonvrlle Beach, Florida 32250 (804) 249-3R68 Fax (904) 241-7556 

3 independent Drive . Jacksonville, FL 32202 904-366-6600 FX 904-632-0617 www jacksonvillechamberorg 

BUSINESS SERVICES GENTFR 9 5923 Norwood Avenue Jacksonville, Florrda 32208 9 (904) 924-1 100 Fax (904) 924-1 103 
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I.. DATE: October 4, 2000 
TO: Blanca Bayo, Director, Division of Records and Reporting --+!, L3 z .W * * '  C( . ,  

FROM: William B. Berg, Assistant to Commissioner Deason 
RE: 

d l y ~  cj u c d  4 c-! 
Intercepted Communications From an Interested Party Received in Docket No: 
990455 -TL 

This ofice has received the attached correspondence from Jamie Olwell, President, Key 
West Attractions Association. The correspondence has not been viewed ox considered in any 
way by Commissioner Deason. Under the terms of the advisory opinion from the Commission 
on Ethics (issued July 24, 1991 as COE 91-31-JULY 19, 1991), the following letter does not 
constitute an ex parte communication by virtue of the fact that it was not shown to the 
Commissioner. Because it is not deemed to be an ex parte communication, it does not require 
dissemination to parties pursuant to the provisions of Section 350,042, Florida Statutes. 
However, in such cases Commissioner Deason has requested that a copy of the correspondence 
and this ITEIIIQ be, as a matter of routine, placed in the correspondence side of the file in this 
docket. 

WBB:mm 



September 11, 2000 

Commissioner Deason 
Florida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0867 

Dear Chairman Deason: 

On behalf of t h e  Board of Directors of the Key West Attractions 
Association, 1 would like to thank you for your commitment to public input 
on this issue of Monroe County retaining the 305 area code and seven 
digit dialing. This issue is critical to maintaining a sense of community and 
is vital tothe County. Hopefully, the extended authority granted by the 
FPSC in the fall of 1999 will facilitate the interests of this community. 
Such authority, per the PSC news release dated 9/16/99 allows state 
regulators the authority to issue 1,000 number blocks and reclaim and 
redistribute unused numbers. 

To review the history of this issue: after initial warnings about shortages in 
1998, this community was assured that we would be insulated from any 
area code change, layover, etc. because of our relatively lowgrowth 
demand for telephone numbers. Demographically, the Keys have 80,000 
residents and 2.5 million visitors with significant regulatory limitation that 
precludes any significant growth of these populations. Exploding Miami- 
Dade County has 2 million residents and I O  million visitors and is t h e  
reason for the dangerously low depletion of 305 numbers. Unfortunately, 
the continued distribution of 10,000 number blocks wasn’t halted early 
enough and the 305 numbering options are again considered to be at 
emergency tow levels. 

The options 1-13 in the March 2000 Special Report each have this 
community facing a changed, overlaid, or new area code and the potential 
for ten digit dialing. None of these are supported by the Key West 
Attractions Association, which had been assured of 305 maintenance and 
seven digit dialing. The maintenance of the status QUO is very important to 
t h e  tourist industry, which is the sole underpinning of our economy. 

E-mail: kwaa@conch .  net 
P.0.  BOX 4342 - Key West, Florida 33041 
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Our office, which takes over 100,000 tourist inquiry calls per year, takes 
more than half on 305 lines,the advertising far which is distributed globally. 

Representing t h e  attractions community of Key West, this organization 
strongly urges the PSC to consider one or more of the following steps to 
maintain the 305 area code and seven digit dialing in Monroe County: 

Allocate all remaining 305 numbers for Monroe County 

As Miami-Dade faces one or more new area codes, eliminate the 
305 area code for Miami-Dade and make it a Monroe-only area 
code 

Effect tollfree calling by consolidating the Keys' seven rate centers 
into one or two, as long as t h e  required increased cost for basic 
service is not prohibitive 

Aggressively pursue the  reclamation of unused numbers; if t h e  rate 
centers are combined into two, it would seem logical to reclaim 
50,000 blocks for those companies which are retaining 70,000 
unused numbers-practically one additional number for every 
resident of t he  Keys 

Limit new number distribution blocks to 1,000 where possible 

The Key West Attractions Association recognizes that much of your 
actions are governed by the Federal Communications Commission and 
understands that the PSC seeks to fulfill the preference of the community 
within the regulatory parameters. Our organization urges you to 
implement all measures necessary to preserve the 305 area code and 
seven digit dialing in Monroe County. I thank you for your consideration of 
our community. 

Sincerelv. 

Jamie Olwell 
Pres id en t 



State of Florida 

-~-E-~-O-R-A-N-D-U-M- 
DATE: October 5 ,  2000 

TO: 
FROM: Jane Faurot, Chief, Bureau of Reporting 

Blanca Bay6. Director, Records and Reporting 

RE: DOCKET NO. 990455-TP, 990456-TP, 990457-TP and 9905 17-TP, SPECIAL 
AGENDA CONFERENCE HELD 9-29-00 

._ 

RE : REQUEST FOR RELIEF OF NUMBER PLANS FOR AREA CODES, 
305, 786, 561, 954 AND 904. 

DOCUMENT NO. 12720, 10-5-00 

The transcript for the above proceedings has been completed and is forwarded for 
placement in the docket file, including attachments. 

Please note that Staff distribution of this transcript was made to: 

LEGAL, ECR, CMP 

Acknowledged BY 

I 4 W A  
JFlpc 

PSClRAR 28 (RevllOO) 
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TO : DIVISION OF 

FROM : DIVISION OF 

RECORDS AND REPORTING 

LEGAL SERVICES (VACCARO) 

RE : DOCKET NO. 990455-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED 
NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 3 0 5 / 7 8 6  AREA CODE - DADE 
COUNTY AND MONROE COUNTYJKEYS REGION. 

DOCKET NO. 990456-TP - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED 
NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 5 6 1  AREA CODE. 

DOCKET NO. 990457-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED 
NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 9 5 4  AREA CODE. 

DOCKET NO. 990517-TP - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED 
NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 904 AREA CODE. 

Attached is an ORDER DENYING PETITION FOR INTERVENTION to be 
issued in t h e  above-referenced dockets. ( N u m b e r  of pages in order 
- 4 )  

TV/ sa 
Attachment 
cc: Division of Competitive Services (Ileri, Barre ' t t )  
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Florida Cable Tdecommunicarions Association - . .  

Steve U’ilkerson President 

FCTA CHANGE OF ADDRESS 

TO: Vendors 

FROM: Steve E. Wilkerson, President 

DATE: October 10,2000 

m: Move to New FCTA Headquarters 

As of  Monday, October 16, 2000, tl. :lorida Cable Telecommunications Association 
headquarters is moving to a new location. While our phone and fax numbers, as well as e-mail 
and web site address, will remain the same (see below), our mailing address will change. 

Please note this new information below on all correspondence: 

Florida Cable Telecommunications Association 
246 East ath Avenue 
Tallahassee, Florida 32303 
8501681-1990 (tel) 
8581681-9676 (fax) 
fctzl@fcta.com (e-mail) 
www.fcta.com (web site) 

A C 6 

Please also be aware that this move will o over the c o m e  of a few days, beginning Friday, 
October 13, and ending (hopefully) by Wedi. ,sday, October 18, so it is possible that there will be 
interruptions in phone, fax and computer services. If you are unable to reach the office during this 
time. please try either 850/322-3034 or 8501212-9072 as alternatives. 

Thanks for your patience while this transition is underway. Please call with any questions or 
conccms. 

310 North Monroe Street * Tallahassee, Florida 32301 * (850) 68101990 FAX (850) 681-9676 wwwha.com 



Hang Wang 

From: 
Sent: 
TQ : 
Subject: 

Martha J [marthaj@fcta.com] 
Tuesday, October 31, 2000 3:48 PM 
Hong Wang 
Change af address 

FYI 

We have moved, our new address is 

2 4 6  E. 6th Avenue 
Tallahassee, FL 32303 

Please change your records accordingly. 

Thanks 

Martha 
681-1990 

1 
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October 18, 2 0 0 0  

BK/TV/CLF/anc 
Attachment 
cc: Division of Competitive Services (Ileri, Barrett) 
I : 99045501 .bk  



c 
I 

h 

F L O R I D A  P U B L I C  S E R V I C E  C O M M I S S I O N  - R E C O t D S  A N D  R E P O R T I N G  

> Date /-/- '/' ;;< 

Copies Per Original / -  I, 

t J  
INumber of Originals - 

l ieq uested By , ,  i , !  , / A  
i 

I- Rtem Presented 
,' ) I ( < ,  .] 

Agenda for (Date) Order No. I IR Docket No. ','" ' 'l I 

Notice of For (Date) In Docket No. 1 
I 

% -c I :  

DistributionJMailin~' J 

IN u q-rber Distributed/ Mailed To Number DistribuZion/Mailed To 
Commission Offices ~ 

Docket Mailing List - Moiled . /,' J * + < 2  

Docket Mailinq List - Foxed 
-9 , 

t 

Note: Items must be mailed and/or returned within one working day after issue unless specified here: 

I -  
Print Shop Verification 

Verified By 
Job Checked For Correctness and Quality (Initial) A 

---d I I ,  =x< / 7 '+ Job Number 
Date and Time Completed i d  "' 

.Mail Room Verification 
L4.I ,' Date Mailed / / ' , -* -0 Verified By , ,- , '  , 
I 

PSC/RAR 12(9/99) 



h 

Hong Wang - 
From:: 
Sent: 
To: 
CC: 
Su bje!ct: 

Kay Flynn 
Tuesday, October 24, 2000 1 156  AM 
Sharon Allbritton 
Hang Wang 
RE: copy of order 

We'll add them to t he  mailing list for 990455. 

T h a n k s .  

_ - - _ _  Qriginal Message----- 
From: Sharon allbritton 
Sent: Tuesday, October 24,,2000 11:46 AM 
To: K a y  Flynn 
S u b j e c t :  RE:  copy of order 

Kay, I just talked to T i m  and he said r'yes" to put them on the mailing list. Here's the 
lnf 0 : 

V i r g i n i a  A. Panico 
Executive Vice President & Chief Executive Officer 
Key West Chamber of Commerce 
402 Wall Street 
Key W e s t ,  FL 33040 

Fax #3 0 5 - 2 94 - 3 8 06 
phone #305-294-2587 

R i c k  Watson 

P. 0 .  Box 10038 
Tallahassee, FL 32302 
phone # (850) 222-0000 
e - m s . i l :  RWatsonFaol. corn 

Lobbyist  for Key W e s t  

Thanks! (By the way, I've already put the copies of t he  order in t he  mail to them.) 

- - - -  -Original Message----- 
Front: K a y  flynn 
Sent.: Tuesday, October 24, 2000 1 0 ~ 4 2  AM 
To: Sharon ALlbrittan 
Cc: Hong Wang 
Subfect: RE: copy of order 

I checked a l l  the mailing L i s t s .  They aren't on our mailing l is ts  as interested persons, 
meaning they didn't g e t  a copy of the  order, so you can go ahead and send them each a copy 
of the order. 

D i d  Tim receive anything from e i t h e r  of them indicating they wanted to be put on the 
mai l ing  list for 990455? 

O r i g i n a l  Message----- 
From: Sharon Allbritton 
Sent:: Tuesday, October 2 4 ,  2 0 0 0  lor37 AM 
To: K a y  F l p n  
Subject  : copy o f  order 

Hi Kay! T i m  Vaccaxo asked me to send a copy the order that was issued Last week in dkt.  
990455, etc. to the  following persons: Rick Watson, Lobbyist for  K e y  West and Virginia 
Panico, K e y  W e s t  Chamber o f  Commerce as both are in te res ted  persons in this docket. 
B e f o r e  I send them out ,  I wanted to check with you and be sure t h a t  lRAI1 has not sent them 
copies already since they are interested persons. ( O r d e r  No. PSC-00-1937-PAA-TL) 



BWZGER DAVIS & SINGERMAN 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

SUITE: 705 
215 SOUTH MONROE STREET 

TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA 32301 

Tolephone 
850.561,3010 

Facsimile 
a50.561 .a01 3 

MEMORANDUM 
VIA FACSIMILE 

TU: Ruth - PSC 

FROM: Elizabeth Moss 

DATE: October 25,2000 

RE: Address Correction 

Per our conversation this morning please research all records xelEtting t o  the Numbering plan 
relief order of the FloridaPublic Service Commission and make the address correction changing the 
suite from 701 to 705. T h e  one docket number I have is 99O455-TTJ, however I am not sure this is 
the only case on which we are listed as an interested party to receive all pleading and motions. 
correct the mite number as appropriate: 

Please contact me Xyou have any questions or comments at 561-3010. Thanlc YOU fur your 
attention to tlis matter. 
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Official Filing: 
13/31"0o*c'***"**"**'9:32 AM***********Matilda Sanders************l 

Matilcla Sanders -19374  - 
From: Sharon Allbritton 
Sent: 
To: FWR - Orders-Notices 
cc: Susan Howard 
Subject: Amendatory Order 

Friday, November 03,2000 9:35 AM 

1 have copied into gCorders an amendatory order fer Dockets Nos. 990455nTL 990456-TL, 990457- 
TL and 990517-TL (Order No. PSC-OO-1937A-PAA-TL). This document is in wp6.1. It has 
attachments (pages 3,4, 5 and 6), but they are part of the  document. The file name is amendac.tv. 

Sharon 
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Hong Wang 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Tim Vaccaro 
Thursday, November 09, 2000 1127 AM 
Hong Wang 
RE: Dockets 990455,990456, 990457 and 99051 7 

Spr in t  was gran ted  intervention in 990457 and should therefore be listed as a party 

The  other parties are okay j u s t  they w a y  they are .  
purposes of hearing, but  not every par ty  is neccessarily affected by each and every 
docket.  
they will be participating in the  consolidated proceeding. 

_ - - _  -Original Message----- 
From: Hong Wang 
Sent: Thursday, November 09, 2 0 0 0  9:2H AM 
To:  'rim Vaccaro 
SubJect: Dockets 9 9 0 4 5 5 ,  990456, 990457 and 9 9 0 5 1 7  

The dockets are consolidated for  the 

Therefore, to the extent par t ies  have requested to par t i c ipa t e  in the  hearing, 

T i m ,  a Joint Motion fo r  Reconsideration and Request f o r  Hearing on Proposed Agency Action 
was filed by several campanies in 990455, 990456, 990457 and 990517. I have the following 
questions regarding these dockets: 

1. We have ALLTEL and its representative, Ausley Law Firm, listed only in Docket 990517. 
Should 1 enter them in the other three dockets? If so, should they be listed as INPPartiesL7 
since they have requested a hearing? 

2 .  We have BellSouth Mobility only in Docket 990455. Should I enter  it in the other three 
dockets? If so, should it and its representative, Holland Law Firm, be listed as 
I'Parties'' since they have requested a hearing? 

3 .  S p r i n t  is in Docket 990453 ,  b u t ,  it is not listed as a " P a r t y , "  should I change it to a 
"Party1b status, because the request for  a hearing? 

4 .  V C I  is in Docket 990517, but, it is not listed as a should I change it to a 
"Party"  status, because the reguest €or a hearing? 

T h a n k s  ! 

1 
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Commissionm: 
J. TERRY DEMON, CHAIRMAN 
E. W O N  JACOBS, JR. 
LILA k JARER 
BRnULIO L. BAEZ 

---, 
W STATE OF FLOFUDA 

DMSION OF- & REpORTMG 

BMCA 3. BAYO 
DIRECTOR 
(850) 4 13-6770 

RE: Acknowledgment of Receipt o f  Confidential Filing 

~ Y ' 3 9 d - 0 0  
This will acknowledge receipt ofa  CONFIDENTIAL, DOCUMENT filed in Docket No. 

1 - 
1 3 , -  * I - -  

1 -1  - ! I--- or (if filed in an undocketed matter) concerning 

, and 

. The ,-- ',! 2 1 1 7 I l'-, filed on behalf of . I L- . I 

document will be maintained in locked storage. 

Any questions regarding this matter should be directed to Kay FIynn at @SO) 413-6744. 

CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER 0 2540 SIIUMARD OAK BOULEVAR~ TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850 
An Af'fimmtive A c t l o f l q u d  OppoHunity Employer 

P.W Webdic h t t p d a . f k w i d a m m  Internet Krnall: contnct@psc.stato.fl.us 
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- .  DATE: November 13, 2000 -. 

TO: Blanca Bayo, Director, Division of Records and Reporting La.:: -r .. d’L  = 

fig FROM: Melinda Butler, Assistant to Commissioner Jacobs 
RE: Intercepted Communications Prom an Interested Person Received in 

Docket No. 990455-TL 

This office has received the attached letter from Virginia A. Panico, Executive Vice 
President Key West Chamber of Commerce. The correspondence has not been viewed or 
considered in any way by Commissioner Jacobs. Under the terms of the advisory ophion from 
the Commission on Ethics (issued July 24, 1991 as COE 91-33-JULY 19, 19911, the letter does 
not constitute an ex parte communication by virtue. of the fact that it was not shown to the 
Commissioner. Given that it is not an ex P= communication, it does not require dissemination 
to parties pursuant to the provisions of Section 350.042, Florida Statutes. However; in such 
caSes Commissioner Jacobs has requested that a copy of the correspondence and this memo, as 
a matter of routine, be placed in the correspondence side of the file in this docket. 
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October 11,2000 

Tim Vaccaro, Senior Attorney 
Flodda Public Service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Bhd. 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0863 

3 DearMr. Vaccaro: 

On behalf of the Board of Directors of the Key West Chamber of Commerce, I would 
Sike to take this opportunity to thank you for taking t h e  out of your busy schedule to 
meet with me during my trip to Tallahassee. 

We in the Florida Keys and Key West are very concerned about the future direction of 
the area code issue, 7 digit dialing, and one calling rate center for alI ofthe Fhida Keys. 
As YOU are aware, we are a tourist destination and it would be very djf6cult for our 
business economy to have two or three area codes in our small County. The citizens of 
Monroe County as well as the Key West Chamber ofConrmace are committed to the 
resolve of this issue with the outcome of one area code. 

I am available 3t any time to discuss this isme either via phone or in Tallahassee and also 
d SOh&IlS. If1 may be of assistance, please do not hesitate to 

Cc: Mayor and City Commissioners, City of Key West 
Mayor and County Commissioners, Monroe County 
Board of Directors, Key West Chamber of Commerce 
State Rep. Ken Sorensen 
Senator Daryl Jones 
Public Service Commission 

"'The rnissron of the Greater Key West Chamber 0 1  Commerce is to seme its members 
and maintain a vlable economy for the businesses and working people of Key West." 
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October 12,2000 

Beth Keating 
Chief, Bureau of Telecommunications 
Division of Legal Services 
Florida Public Senrice Commission 
2540 Shumaxd Oak BIvd. 
Tallahassee, FL, 32599-0863 

Dear Ms. Keating: 

On behalf ofthe Board of DGectoxs of the Key West Chamber of C o r n a c e ,  I would 
like; ta &hank you for taking time out o f  your busy schedule to meet with me during my 
trip to Tallahassee. 

As you bow, the 305 area code issue: is of the utmost concern to the residents of M m o e  
County as well as local businesses and we are looking forward to the direction the Public 

for Monroe County. 

not hesitate to contact my office. 

VAP:etm 

Cc: Mayor and City Commissioners, Cky of Key West 
Mayor and County Commissioaers, Monroe County 
Board of Directors. Key West Chamber of Commerce 
Tim Vaccaro, Public Service Commission 
State Rep. Ken Sorensw 
Senator D q l  Jones 
Public Service Commission 

“The mission of the  Greater Key West Chamber of Commerce is to serve its rnernbets 
and maintarn a viable economy for the businesses and working people of Key West.” 
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State of lnorida 
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DATE: November 13, 2000 m z - -  c;:; 
U N O  4 TO: 

RE: 

Blanca Bayo, Director, Division of Records and Reportin 

FROM: Melinda Butler, Assistant to Commissioner Jacobs & 
Intercepted Communications From an Interested Person Received in 
Numerous Dockets 

This ofice has received the attached packet from Michael Knapp, Executive Director of 
Telcordia Technologies, Inc. The infomation contained in the packet may apply to Dockets Nos. 
981444, 990455; 9904.56, 990457, and 990517. The correspondence has not been viewed or 
considered in any way by Commissioner Jacobs. Under the terms of the advisory opinion horn 
the Commission on Ethics (issued July 24, 1491 as COE 91-33-SULY 19, 19911, the packet does 
not constitute an ex parte communication by virtue of the fact that it was not shown to the 
Commissioner. Given that it is not an ex parte commamication, it does not require dissemination 
to parties pursuant to the provisions o f  Section 350.042, Florida Statutes. However; in such 
cases Commissioner Jacobs has requested that a copy of the correspondence and this ITEIIIQ, as 
a matter of routine, be placed in the correspondence side of the file in t h i s  docket. 



*- 

State of Florida 

FROM: Melinda Butler, Assistant to Commissioner Jacobs& 
RE: Intercepted Communications From an Interested Person Received in 

Numerous Dockets 

This office has received the attached letter from Gregory Roberts, Vice President, 
Numbering Services, NeuStar. The infomation contained in the letter may apply to Dockets 
Nos. 981444, 9WS5, 990456, !390457, and 990517. The correspondence has not been viewed 
or considered in any way by Commissioner Jacobs. Under the terms of the advisory opinion 
from the Commission on Ethics {issued Jury 24, 1991 as COE 91-33-TULY 19, 19911, the letter 
does not constitute an ex parte comunication by virtue of the €act that it was not shown to the 
Commissioner. Given that it is not an ex ~ a r t e  communication, it does not require dissemination 
to parties pursuant to the provisions of Section 350.042, Flo-rida Statutes. However; in such 
cases Commissioner Jacobs has requested that a copy of the correspondence and this memo, as 
a matter of routine, be placed in the correspondence side of the file in this docket. 



w . n e u s r a r  corn 

September 25,2000 

E. Leon Jacobs, Jr. 
Commissioner 
Florida PSC 
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Gerald Gunter Building 
TalIahassee. FL 32399-0850 

ECEIVED 
OCT 0 9 2000 

Dear Commissioner Jacobs, 

I am writing to assure you personalIy of our continued desire and commitment to be the neutral 
third party administrator for a11 state number pooling initiatives. NeuStar is the only neutral third 
party providing thousand blwk pooling administration in the nation today. We are industry 
pioneers, administering the first thousand block pooIing trials in Illinois' 847 and New York's 
212 NPAs, and our pooling administration services have expanded to encompass pooling trials in 
6 states and 15 W A S .  And, now, we are in the process of turning up additional trials in another 4 
states and 10 W A S .  

Since 1997, NeuStar has been worhng with the states and service providers to create, refine, and 
manage effective processes for thousand block pooling administration. This work has centered 
on building strong ongoing relationships with state regulatory agencies, working directly with 
commissioners and staff members, as well as the service provider community. Out dedicated 
team of personnel has attended literakly hundreds of state and national pooling meetings and 
forums, and we are recognized nationwide for our expertise. No other neutral third party 
administrator has provided this level of commitment to the states and the industry. 

We have dedicated and knowledgeable thousand block pooling administration staff, proven 
systems, and reliable methods and procedures that have been shaped and refined through the daily 
administration of thousand biocks for the last two years. Our position as the nation's only 
thousand block pooling administrator is a testimony to our high quality of service. 

We have. the c a p d t y  ir: place to dninister thccrazd b!mk pm!jrg tr;,zb to ~ e e t  your schedu!icg 
needs, today! You can count om NeuStar to meet your requirements as we have done in every 
other state we are serving. 

We stand ready to serve you. If you would like to l e m  more about NeuStar's pooling 
administration services, 1 would like you to contact Barry Bishop, Director of Number Pooling 
Administration, Tel. 3 12-706-6255 or barry. bishop @neustar.com. 

Gregory Roberts 
Vice President, Numbering Services 

P 



M E M O R A N D U M  

November 16, 2 0 0 0  

/ 
TO : DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING 

DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (VACCAR ) 
FROM : 04 
RE : DOCKET NO. 9 9 0 4 5 5 - T P  - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED 

NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 3 0 5 / 7 8 6  AREA CODE - DADE 
COUNTY AND MONROE COUNTY/KEYS REGION. 

Attached is a letter to be placed i n  the correspondence side 
of t he  docket file for the  above-referenced docket. (Number of 
pages in letter - 1) 

TV/sa 
Attachment 



VISITOF 

CENl  En 
Rpd C ~ ~ O Q S ~  3 t  

MM 132.5, Bayside 
(305'1 664-976'7 

AD MINIS^ :WF 
OFFICE: 

115 IPoTto Salvo Qs. 
(305 I 664-4503 

(8001 FAB-KEYS 
(3051 664-4289 fax 

adniint3iislamorada 
cha mber.com 

MOVTHLV 
MEETIPW; 
SCFI EDUL E- 

BOAF I) MEETING 
530 prn (3 Orice 
Seccind Wednesday 
Busirr~ss 
AFTF: HOURS SOCIAL 

Busi less 
Third Tuesday 

LLWHEON MFFTING 
I 1  143 am @ lulcmber 
Restaurant 
Fowfh WFtdnesday 

530 pm @ Host's 

November 8,2000 

Tim Vaccaro, Senior Attorney 
Florida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd. 
Tallahassee, FI, 32399-0863 

Dear Mr. Vaccaro, 

On behalf of the Islamorada Chamber of Commerce Board of Directors, I 

thank you for meeting with Key West Chamber of Commerce Executive 

Director Virginia Panico to discuss the 305 area code issue. 

We appreciate your assistance in resolving the use of one area code. 

Businesses and residents in the Florida Keys are concerned about the area 

code issue, the seven-digit dialing, and the one-calling-rate center for all 

of the Keys. As we are a tourist destination, two or three area codes in our 

small county would be challenging. 

If the Islamorada Chamber can help in anyway, please let us know. 

Sincerely, 

Carla I,. Bahn 
President 

cc: Mayor and Councilmen, Islamorada Village nf Islands 
Mayor and Commissioners, Monroe County 
Roard of  Directors, Islarnorada Chamber of Commerce 
State Rep. Ken Sorenson 
Senator Daryl Jones 
Public Service Commission 
Virginia Panico 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Tim Vaccaro 
Monday, November 20, 2000 931 AM 
Hong Wang 
RE: 990455 

You can do it now.  Thanks. 

O r i g i n a l  Message----- 
F r o m :  Hong Wang 
Sent, Monday, November 2 0 ,  2 0 0 0  9:lS AM 
To: Y i m  Vaccaro 
Subject: 990455  

T i m ,  OPC filed a limited protest to PAA Order in Docket 990455 .  Would you please l e t  me 
know whether and when 1 can change them to "Party" sta tus?  

Thanks. 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Su b ject : 

Sharon Allbritton 
Tuesday, January 09,2001 2 1 6  PM 
RAR - Orders-Notices 
Notice 

The following notice of issue identification and settlement meeting has been transferred to 
GCOEtDERS to be FAXED. 

DoCk&s NOS. 990455-TL, 990456-TL, 990457-TL, 99051 7-TL 

File name: 990455id.t~ 

Please fax to all pahies of record and interested persons. 
I will send the original memo down to your office. 

Thanks 





MatiEda Sanders 

From: 
Sent: 
To: FWR - Orders-Notices 
cc: Della Fordham 

- 
Dorothy Menasco ' I  
Friday, January 26,200 1 t :42 PM 

Subject: Docket No. 990455-TL 

Sensilivity: Private 
*L< I.!-- in 5: I_ _j 

rt", .A 

rd -- :. 
i G I  --1 

, ! '.. 
rl, -r-. 

m r .  - . ..* f - Y  

L, .J -TI & - & '  

G, C..'/ 

-- , 
&- 

This Order Establishing Procedure has been transferred ta ECOrders for issuande. 

File name:' 990455ep.t~ 
Signed by Commissioner so hard copy will hand delivered before 2 p.m. 

I 1. 
- 

2: - 
-I 

- < - ,  .. x- u Ln 5< 
cx) c-1 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
cc: 
Subject: 

Carolyn Craig 
Monday, February 05,2001 9 5 7  AM 
RAR - Orders-Notices 
Della Fordharn 
Orders 

The following orders have been transferred and are ready to be issued. 

Order Approving Interim Interconnection Agreement 

File Name: 001 60l.wdk 
Docket 001 601-TR 

Order Approving Settlement 

File Name: 001242or,jae 
Docket NO. 001 242-TI 

Order Approving Settlement 

File Name: 001495or.jae 
Docket NO. 001495-TX 

All Consummating Orders: 

Dock:** Nos. 001 31 4-11 001 324rTI 
File Mame: OOIJ'f4eo,jae 

Docket NO. 001 561 -1C 
File Name: 001 56leo.jae 

Dochiet No. 001537-TC 
File Name: 001 537co.frb 

Doehi& NO. QOd 729-TC 
Fife Name: 001 729co.frb 

Docket Nos. 990455-TL, 99051 7-TL 
File Name: 990455co.clf 

5 
43 

I 



Matilda Sanders - 
From: 
Sent: 
To: 
cc: 
Subject: 

Andrea Cowart 
Friday, February 16,2001 9:32 AM 
RAR - Orders-Notices 
Della Fordham 
Orders 

' I  

The following orders have been copied to GCORDERS and are ready to be k s a & .  < -  ' I:' 5 I-' - .  ' .  
rl h:) .-;, r L' 

5 cn 
0 0  001 3:21,004 385 - 001 321 ao.kw 

990455 - acextend.tv* * 

*'This order has been signed by a Comm., will be hand-delivered to you. 



Legd Department 

March 7,2001 

Dear State Public Service Commission: ~ 7 6 1  I ~ ~ 1 ~ 0 3  
< -  

I“(’ c-. 

r-7 . -4 

c + J  

Please note that the Regulatory Affiirs Department of Sprint Spectrum LP. diWi! ( 3 p r i i  
PCS’) a Commercial Mobile Radio Service provider in your State, will change&@ective, 

/; L‘ 5 - 4 7  

02 *’ 0 
Monday, February 26,2001. The new address will be: z-p / - ’0 

Sprint PCS U r , O  
LegallRegu la tory Depart men t 

6160 Sprint Parkway, dh Floor, 
KSOPHi0414, 

Overland Park, Kansas 66251. 

New contact numbers will be: 

Joseph Assenzo- 9 13-762-7728 
Charles McKee- 913-762-7720 

Jeffrey Pfaff- 913-762-7737 
Scott Ereiermu th- 9 1 3-762-7736 

Regulatory Affairs Fax 913-762-0913 

Please direct all pleadings and correspondence to the above listed address. If you have 
any questions, please feel free to contact one of the above listed attorneys. Thank YOU. 



r 



CJ Please F,'MOVE tl~ name noted below from your mailing list. 

o Please CHA,IJGE the mailing address for the person receiving your Billing or other Correspondence. 

o Please CHANGE the mailing address for the person receiving your publication ___---:-:--____-,--,:-:-~--­
\ME OF PUBLICAnON)

":****OLD ADDRESS***** 
SPRINT PCS 

REGULATORY AFFAIRS/ LEGAL DEPT. 
MOKCMMll01 

4900 MAIN, 11TH FLOOR 
KANSAS CITY, MISSOURI 64112 

l,IIYor ,OSt ulIIce 7in 

*'~**NEW ADDRESS**** 
SPRINT PCS 

New Mailstop Only pertinent busines~ REGULATORY AFFAIRS/LEGAL DEPT. 
KSOPHI0414 

NEW ADDRESS (Complete Street Addr 6160 SPRINT PARKWAY, 4TH FLOOR 
OVERLAND PARK, KANSAS 66251 

City or Post Office 

Signature A-FM20-0429 

( -- , . 

II 



h h 

RAR Official Filing: 
3/23/01****** 12:31 PM********Linda Williams***********l 

Linda Wiltiams - 
From: 
Sent: 
To : 
cc:  
Subject: 

Andrea Cowatt 
Friday, March 23, 2001 12:O6 PM 
RAR - Orders-Notices 
Della Fordham 
Orders 

The fallowing orders have been copied to GCORDERS and i s  ready to be issued. 

990517 - 990517fo.bk 

990455 - 990455or.t~ Q3J 

d 3 C  
3r7 

1 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
C C :  
Subject: 

,I .. 

e,- 
_. - .  
.J" i 5,. 
..A, - w -  

/ _--. _ . . I  

Y v T  Dorothy Menasco 
Tuesday, March 27,2001 10:17 AM 
RAR - Orders-Notices 
Della Fordham ',..-T" I? , 

C-ll f!,> .v <? 
Dockets Nos. 990455-TL, 990456-TL, 990457-TL, 99051 7-Tt L' A 

Sensitivity: Private 

The Order Approving OfFer and Settlement and Approving Offer to Initiate Number Pooling in the 
Florida Keys, in the above-referenced numbers, has been transferred to GCOrders for issuance. As 
there are about 25 pages of attachments that are not on-line, a hard copy will be hand-delivered on 
Legall% 10:30 run today. If there are any problems with the order, please call me as Tim will be out 
of the office for the next corrpk of hours. 

File name.: 990455-0.W 

Atty: Tim Vaccaro 

I 

1 



PAGE 91 

Florida House o f  Representatives 
Joe H. Pickens 
Reprcscntnrive. Dlstricl 2 1 

District: 
3841 Reid Street 
Suite 5 
Palatka, Florida 32 173-2509 
(386) 3 12-2272 Phone 

Representative Joe H Pickcns 
District 2 1 

Capitol: 
3 13 House Ofice Building 
402 South Monroe Street 
'l'allahassee, Florida 32399- 1300 
(850) 488.0665 

Commit tees. Education hppropxiaridns Economic k ~ e l o p m c n t  SL International Trade . General Education 
Iudicral Oversight 



DATE: April 30, 2001 
TO: 
FROM: Melinda Butler, Assistant to Chairman Jacobs q* 
RE: 

Blanca Bayo, Director, Division o f  Records and Reporting 

Intercepted Communications From an Interested Person Received in 
Docket No. 990455 

This office has receivd the attached letter from Randall Mearns, Councilman for the City 
o f  Marathon. The letter has not been viewed or considered in any way by Chairman Jacobs. 
(I alerted Staff to the matter and asked Staff to contact Councilman Mearns.) Under the terms 
of the advisory opinion from the Commission QII Ethics (issued July 24, 1991 as COE 91-33- 
JULY 19, 19911, the letter does not constitute ex parte communication by vilhle o f  the fact that 
it was not shown to the Chairman. Given that it is not ex parte communication, dissemination 
to parties is not required pursuant to the provisions of Section 350.042, Florida Statutes. 
However, in such cases Chairman Jacobs has requested that a copy of the letter and this memo, 
as a matter of routine, be placed in the correspondence side of the file in the docket. 



Commissioner J. Terry Deason, Chairman 
Florida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Tallahassee, Ftorida 32399 

De Chairman eason: 

On behalf of the City of Marathon and our many residents, I am requesting 
that the Public Service Commission give sincere consideration to allowing 
Monroe County to keep the 305 area code and seven digit dialing. 

a 
I understand that the ever increasing requests for more phone numbers 
must make your decicion(s) dificult, however I would suggest that by 
allowing Monroe County to keep the 305 area code and adding another 
area code to the Miami-Dade area, you could free up enough numbers to 
keep the Florida Keys in seven digit dialing for many years to come. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely 

Randall Mearns 

RECEIVED 

FLORIDA PbBLIC SE.SV!CE COMMISSION 
Chairman Jacobs 



From: 
Sent: 
To : 
CC: 
Subject: 

Andrea Cowart 
Monday, May 21 I 2001 236 PM 
RAR - Orders-Notices 
Della Fordham 
Order 

The ffollowing order has been copied to GCBRDERS and is ready to be issued. 
/rJ 

990455,990458,990457,99051 T - 9904550a.elf 

1 



Hongi Wang - 
From: Levent lleri Q i r ’  Q o + K  

To: CC: Hong Bob Casey Wang g p o w b  
I; po 9Q7 

Sent: Thursday, June 14n 2001 2-55 PM 

Subject: RE: Docket. NO, 990457-TL 

Thank: you Hong f o r  adding him to t he  list. 
o-m 6oY 

- - - - - O r i g i n a l  Message----- 

Sent: Thursday, June 14, 2001 2:54 PM 
To: Levent Ileri 
Cc:: Linda Williams 
Subject: FW: Docket No. 990457-TL 
Importance : High 

From: Hong Wang u la75L3 

MI-. B o b  Neely has been added to the dockets you listed. Thanks. 

Orig ina l  Message----- 
From : Linda Wil I iams 
SEint: Thursday, June 14, 2001 1 1 ~ 4 6  AM 
To: Hong Wang 
Cc: Levent Ileri 
Subject :  FW: Docket No. 990457-TL 
Iriportance : High 

Ok, Hong will take care of this. 

Original Message----- 
Firom: Levent Ileri 
Sent :  Thursday, June 1 4 ,  2001 11:37 AM 
T o :  Linda Williams 
Cr:: sandy Moses; Bob Casey; Cheryl Bulecza-Banks 
Subject : Docket No. 990457-TL 
Importance: High 

G o o d  morning Linda, 

M:r. B o b  N e e l y ,  Executive Direc to r  of A l a r m  Association of 
F’losida, Xnc., requested the  he be included in the 
interested person category of t he  following area code dockets: 

9’30457 - >  954 area code 
9’30455 - >  305/786 area codes 
9’30456 - >  561 area code 
OLD743 - >  407/321 area codes 
0130604 - >  941 area code 

H i s  contact information is as follows: 

Bnb Neely 
E.Kecutive Director 
F lor ida  Alarm Association of Florida, Inc.  
1502 North University Drive, Suite 3 2 9  
Plantation, PL 33322-4115 
T , ? l  (1): (954) 748-7779 
T a l  ( 2 ) :  ( 8 0 0 )  849-2099 
Fsx: ( 9 5 4 )  748-4749 

Please l e t  me know if you’ve any questions. 

Levent Ileri 

3 



X cingulars" W I R E L E S S  

c 

- * +  
- 

. .. - 
1." , 

1 

June 12,2001 
. ... 

-- .. 

Dear Commissioner: 

Please update your corresponding information for Cingular Wireless LLC, formerly d/b/a 
BellSouth Mobility Inc. Our Corporate Headquarters ofice has moved to the following address: 

Cingular Wireless, LLC 
5565 Glenridge Connector 
Suite 1710 
Atlanta,GA30342 - y.7 1 1 

Headquarters Contact: Susan Israel 
Contact Number: 404-236-5561 

Cingular licensees in the state of Florida are: BellSouth Mobility LLC; FIorida Cellular Service, 
LLC; Florida RSA No. 2B (Indiana River) Limited Partnership; Jacksonville MSA Limited 
Partnership; Orlando CGSA, LLC; Orlando SMSA Limited Partnership; and Florida CelluIar 
Service, LLC. 

Sincerely, 

Associate Director - 
External Affairs 

C i n g u l a r  W i r e l e s s  5 5 6 5  G l e n r i d g P  C o v n e c t o r  1 7 t h  F l o o r  A t l a n t a ,  G A  3 0 3 4 2  



State of Florida 

DATE: June 27, 2001 
TO: 
FROM: Melinda Butler, Assistant to Chairman Jacobs@ 
RE: 

Blanca Bayo, Director, Division. of Records and Reporting 

Intercepted Communications From an Interested Person Received in 
Docket No. 990455-TL 

This office has received the attached letter from State Representative Ken Sorensen. The 
letter Rad not been viewed or considered in any way by Chairman Jacobs until it was read into 
the record (as requested) during the June 25, 2001 Agenda Conference. Under the terns of the 
advisory opinion from the Commission on Ethics (issued July 24, 1991 as COE 91-33-JTJLY 19, 
1991$, the letter does not constitute ex parte communication by virtue of the fact that it was not 
shown to the Chairman in an untimely manner. Given that it is not ex parte communication, 
dissemination to parties is not required pursuant to the provisions of Section 350.042, Florida 
Statutes. However, in such cases Chairman Jacobs has requested that a copy of the letter and 
this memo, as a matter of routine, be placed in the correspondence side of the file in the docket. 

.. -- 

. . .. 



Reply to: 
I 91 7150 Overseas Highway 

Pos Office Box 099 
Tavmier,  FL 33070 
(30 5 )  853-1 947 

525 Angela Streat 
Key West City Hall 
Key West, FL 33040 
(305,) 293-1658 

Corn m ittees: 
Local Gavernment & Veterans Affairs (Chair) 
General Government Appropriations 
Natural Resources & Environmental Protection 
Council for Smarter Government 

I 31 7 House Office Building 
402 South Monroe 
Tallirhassee, FL 32399-1300 

e-marl sorensen ken@leg state fl us 
(85C) 488-9965 

Florida House of Representatives 
Ken Sorensen, Ph.D. 

State Representative, District 120 
June 27,2001 

The Honorable Leon Jacobs, Chairman 
F!oridz PuS!ic Swiice COITIIT~SS~G~~ 
2540 Shurnard Oak Boulevard 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850 

Re: Opposition to Staff Recommendations for 305 Area Code 

Dear Chairman Jacobs: 

I am writing to you as the Representative for House District 720 in Monroe County. The 
citizens of Monroe County oppose the staff recommendation for ten digit dialing with the 
potential overlay for another area code. 

It was OUT distinct impression after the PSC meeting last September that seven digit 
dialing would be maintained and staff would research the impact of strict conservation, 
pooling, and caller rate consolidation. TQ my knowledge, staff has net conducted the 
research or conservation of numbers or pooling. 

I ask that you read this letter into the record on Monday, June Xth, and I urge the 
commission to reject the staff recommendation and keep seven digit diating with no 

State Representative, District 120 

cc: Jack Shreve, Public Counsel 
Virginia Panico, Exec. Dir. Key West Chamber of Commerce 
Richard Watson, Lobbyist for the City of Key West ,SUN 2 5 706; 



Matilda Sanders Ei-ln4 Pco 
From: Andrea Cowart 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject : 

Pate and Time: 

Thursday, June 28,2001 856  AM 
FAR - Orders-Notices; Della Fordham. 
Order I Notice Submitted 

6/28/01 8:53:00 AM 

Agreement Orders 

010737 - 010737.kmp 

01 04013 - 01 0408.kmp 
01071(3 - 01071Q.kmp 
01047!5 - 010475.kmp 
010741 - 010741.kmp 
01071:! - 010712.kmp 

010714 - 010714.kmp 
01071:3 - 010713.kmp 

Order ,Approving Implementation of New Area Code Overlay 

990455, 990456, 990457 - 99045foixlf 
* 

1 



From: 
Sent: 
To : 
Subject: 

Carolyn Craig 
Friday, June 29, 2001 859 AM 
RAR - Orders-Notices; Della Fordham 
Order I Notice Submitted 

Date and Time: 

Filename I Path: M990455ao. bk 

6129101 8:57:00 AM 
Docket Number: 990455-TL, 990456-TL, 990457-TL, 99051 7-TL 

Amendatory Order 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject : 

Andrea Cowart 
Wednesday, July 11,2001 10:27 AM 
CCA - Records 
Order I Notice Submitted 

Date and Time: 

Filename I Path: 990455irn .clf 

711 110 1 I 0:27:0O AM 
Doc;ket N urn her: 990455-TL 

Order son Implementation of New Area Code. 



- 
Filings@psc.state.fl.us lO/l/oi 3:40 PM 

c Fi I i ncp@psc.state.fl.us 

From: 
Sent: 
To : 
Subject: 

Fatool, Vicki [Vicki.Fatool@BellSouth.COM] 
Monday, October 01,2001 3:30 PM 
'filings@psc.slate.fl .us' 
Filing in Docket No. 990455-TL 

Importance: High 

BEK~FOOOPDF 

The attached document is from: 

Vicki@ Fatool 
fo r  Zarnes Meza TIL 
BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc .  
150 Elouth Monroe Street, Suite 400 
Tallahassee, PL 32301 
vicki..fatool@bellsouth.com 

DockE:t No. 990855-TL:  Request fo r  Review of Proposed Nun-ering Plan Re 
Area Code - D a d e  County and Monroe County/Keys Region 

Number of Pages: 7 pages including Bay0 letter, pleading, Certificate of  Service and 
attachment. 

Pleading  e n t i t l e d :  BellSouth Telecommunicatians, Inc.'f3 Withdrawal of Motion f o r  an Order 
D i r e c t i n g  Telcordia to Make the Necessary changes to BRIDS and RDBS in Order to Implement 
R a t e  Center Consolidation in N e w  Exchange IIThe Keys" in the 3 0 5  Area Code 

A paper copy will be filed with t h e  Division of the Commission Clerk and Administrative 
Semi-ces today. 

By flling electronically, BellSouth accepts that t h e  official copy i s  the version printed 
by the Public Service Commission's Division f o r  the Commission Clerk and Administrative 
Servr-ces and filed in the official docket file. 

1 



- 
Filin~ls@psc.state.fl.,us l O / l / O l  3:53 PM 

c Fil inys@psc.state.fI.us 

From: 
Sent: 
To : 
Subject : 

Filings@psc.state.fl.us 
Monday, October 01,2001 353 PM 
'vicki.fatool@belfsouth,com' 
Docket Number 990455-TL 

This will confirm receipt of BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc I s Withdrawal of Motion f o r  an 
Order Directing Telcordia to Make t h e  Necessary changes to BRIDS and RDBS in Order to 
Implement R a t e  Center consolidation in New Exchange "The Keys" in the 305 A r e a  Code. 

Your filing was received on October 1,2001. 

It has been stamped with identifying Document No. 12403-01. 

Division of the Commission Clerk and Administrative Services 
Florida Public Service Commission 



PAGE 61 /92  

1300 I Street, NW - Suite 400 West 
Washtngtan, DC 20005 

Fax: (202) 589-3750 
(202) 589-3740 

F A  C5Y M J LE T R A N S  M I  TTA L SWEET 
-~ 

TO: PUBLIC SERVICE 
COMMTSSJON, STATE OF 
FLOR3DA 

FROM: A W E  HOSKTNS 

COMPANY: DATE1 1/29/01 

FAX NUMBER: 1-850-413-71 18 TOTAL NU. OF PAGES INCLUDING 
COVER: 

SENDER'S REFERENCE NUMBER: 
(202) 589-3770 

RE: YOUR REFERENCE NJMBER: 

D 1;RGEYT 0 FOR REVIEW a PLEASE C@MAIENT PLEASE REPLY P L E A S E  RECYCLE 

PLEASE CHANGE MY FAX NUMBER TO (202) 589-3750. 
FOR REFERIENCE, SEE FAX YOU SENT TO ME. 

nmFx - 
This teltcopy trammiwon contains Verizan Wireless confidential andlor legal pyiideged information 
intcndd only for the ad&essee(s). I f  you are no1 an intended reapzent, do not ~ I S C ~ O S ~ ,  copy, dlstrlbutc, 
or take any BCtiOn in reliance on these documents. M e a d ,  please notify by telephoqe immed~atcly to 
arrnnge for their return at no cost 10 ~ Q U .  



b 
STATE OF F L O D A  F 

PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 
2540 S H U W  OAK BOULEVARD 

'CA LLAHAS S EE, FL 323 59-  0850 

Fote: This fax was generated by the Case Mimgement System. 

Multiple attempts will be ma& to fax this document. If all atrcmpts fail, 
YOU will automatically b sent a copy of t h e  document by U.S. Mail, YOU da 
iiot need to d 1  'to ~prt a tbx failure 
n 



Mar-18-02 03:45pa From-RUTLEDCE ECE’-at a l  
_I 

850681  6 5 1  6 r, T-IT4 P . 0 0 1  F-220 

Date: Karch 18. 2002 F r o m  : Kenneth P,. HafZman 

PLEASE DELIVIER THE FOLLOWING PAGE(S) TO: 

Telecopier Number 1 (413-7118) 

Company : FPSC 

ADDRESS : 

COMMENTS: voicestream Wireless 
8100 S . V .  I O c h  Street  
Building 3 ,  S u i t e  1000 
Plantation, Florida 33324 

WE ARE TRPXSMITT1NG-J- PAGES INCLUDING T’rIIS COVER SHEET. 

THIS FAX WAS SENT EY:  Raxann P_ Levj. nqs t on 



July 11, 2002 

4 Public Service Commission 
2540 Shurmard Oak Blvd. 

y 71 + 7.3 I PJQ~,I  j , L+tkfA 

u u i q  171 2 p p ,  I)Iu7YJ, olv77, % Tallahassee, Fl 32399-0850 

e% 
N * 

Attention: Nonnye Grant 

Dear Ms. Grant: * o a q  4 2!.#.$ccOq!! uu #J 6 rd k J  ,.TT’’ 

Per our telephone conversation today, please make the following changes for t he  
FLORIDA PUBLIC TELECOMMUNICATIONS ASSOCIATION: 

Rick Lubbehusen I’ & c d L  & 27 
E-mail: flck@fpta.com 

Phone: (850) 222-5050 
Fax: (850) 222-1 355 

L-U 

-2 b-- 

Thank you, Nonnye, for your help. If you need any further information, please let 
- 

me know. 

Sincerely, 

Ja R M cB rid e-S m ith 
+pYQ Office Manager 2 

“7 

7 / I I  il;L 



STATE OF FLORIDA 
COMMISSIONERS: 

SIGNED FOR BY DATE 17 

D~VISION OF THE COMMISSION CLERK & 

RLANCA S.  BAY0 
DIRECTOR 
(850) 413-6770 (CLPRK) 
(850) 113-6330 (AIIMIN) 

ADMINIS rRRTIVP SFRVlfFs  

July 15,2002 

Ms. Nancy H. Sirns 
Bell South Telecommunications, Inc. 
150 South Monroe Street. Suite 400 
Tallahassce, Florida 32301 -1 556 

Re: Return of Confidential Document to the Source, Docket Ne. 990455-TL 

Dear Ms. Sims: 

Commission staff have advised that Confidential Document No. 14596-00 filed on behalf of 
BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. can be returned to the source. The document is enclosed. 

Please do not hesitate ZO contact me if you have any questions concerning this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Kay Flynn, Chief 
Bureau of Records and Hearing Services 

KF:mhl 
Enclosure 

cc: Levent IIeri, Division of Competitive Markets and Enforcement 
Rob Cascy, Division of Competitive Markets and Enforcement 
Cheryl Bulecza-Banks, Division o f  Competitive Markets and Enforcement 
Lee Fordham. Office ofthe General Counsel 

CAPITAI, CIRCLE QFFIE‘F, CKNTER 0 2540 Slit MARO OAK BOllLEVARD * TALLAHASSKK, FL 32399-0850 
An Affirmntive ActiodEqual Opportunity F,rnphyw 

PST Wrbritc: Iitt~://wrvrv,floridapPc.coni lntcrnet F.-ma il: m n t n c t r ~ ~ i r . F t a t e . f . u ~  



@ BELLSOUTH 

BsllSouth Telscommuniestions. Inc. 
Regulatory Ralations 
150 South Monroe Street 
Sude 400 
Tallahassee. FL 32301 

Nsncy H. Sims 
Dirsctor 

B50 222 120 1 
Fax B50 222 8640 

nancv.simsObellsouth.com 

?yoV.rb,  6-90 o 18 I & rC-7S,eu0~.36 

Baa760 mdi8, %% 5 5t: 

CTZ r- :- - AT r 
r,:. N Qvo6yy  I m6?0j tpO~73/,m733 m-- ri: u1 

5 -  c nt3051 W7f7 , w / ~ { o  

Ms, Nareen Davis JuIy 25,2001 
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd. 
Tallahassee, FIonda 32399-0850 

Subject: Party of RecordCertificate of Service 
& .. 

c I3  
u3 Dear Ms. Davis, 

This letter is to provide BellSouth‘s Party of RecordCertificate ‘ l rn7/ of 0/Va?7, Service information oIOnf‘8 t d h e  0/0301, persowel in 0 1  ‘03% 
your division. With the changes in personnel handling legal document filings and notices for the Flonda 
Public Service Commission, and with the numerous locations of BellSouth, there is sometimes confusion as 
to which BellSouth address should be used when serving documents or sending notices. Bel1South”s local 
Tallahassee office is the “oficia1 service” location for docketed and undocketed matten. This address is: 

# I  OS& 0/07 
01 0781 OlO; 

_. . . 
_..I, 

Nancy 13. White, Esquire 
BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. 
c/o Ms. Nancy H. Sims 
150 So. Monroe Street 
Suite 400 
Tallahassee, Florida 32301- 1556 

The attorney name may be different depending upon the case invdved, but the Tallahassee address should 
always be used. If this address is not used, then it is difficult to determine h e  proper response timeframe. 

I would appreciate your help in providing this information to your staff as we have recently had filings and 
notices sent directly to Miami and to Atlanta, If you have any questions, please let me know. 

n Thank you, 

Blanca &yo 
Waiter D ‘ Haeseleer 



September 23, 2002 

BY HAND DELIVERY 

Blanca Bay6, Director 
Florida Public Service Commission 
Division of Commission Clerk and 

Administrative 5 ervi ces 
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Tal lahas see, FL 3 23 99-0 8 5 0 

7 ~ 0 7 8 6 ,  9bo?&A, $%?86 13, %833, ?bo8%< 
1190, q7 IYF .~&,  48~q74, ?BOP& $81~-2~, ? 8 j Y  77 

L f A  *PI ,  rn, 

Re: Change of Address 

L) ++s, p p D & $ P ,  9 9 0  &+PA, P P O  6 t f - 1 , 3 F J ? ~  
m I Z /  PJ ~ * &?, mi m3, L q 3 ' :  

Dear Ms. Bayrj, 98/834, P? 
In  compliance with the Commission rules, WoddCok hereby files its change of ,, o ~ .  Ql ~, contact information for the certificated entities listed below. Starting today, September 

23, 2002, I am moving to a new address, and also will have new phone and fax numbers. 0 1  b 6  !-!, !'Li 
T would appreciate it if you could update the Master Commission Directory with the new ~ z ~ p  
information. 

I am the regulatory liaison for the following certificated entities and my new 
information is set forth below: 

UPDATED REGULATORY LIAISON CONTACT INFORMATION: 

Donna Canzano McNuIty 
1203 Governors Square Blvd. 
Suite 201 
Tallahassee, FL 3 23 01 

Phone: (850) 219-1008 
Fax: (850) 219-1018 

UPDATED CONTACT INFORMATION FOR THESE CERTIFICATED 
ENTITIES: 

*I73 1 - MCI WosldCom Network Services, Inc. (SXC) 
v TE644 - MCI WorldCom Communications, Inc. (PI?) 
JTA020 - MCI WorldCom Network Services, Inc. {ALEC) 
.J TA005 - MCJmetro Access Transmission Services, LLC (ALEC) 
v TS1XS - MCT WorldCom Communications, Inc. (STP) 
dTA047 - MCI WorIdCom Communications, Inc. (ALEC) 
J TI724 - TransCall America, hc. d/b/a ATC Long Distance 



r /  TJ032 - MCI WorIdCom Communications, Xnc. @rC) 
J TAO12 - Metropolitan Fiber Systems of Florida, Tnc. (ALEC) 
m 1 6 5  - Telecom*USA, Inc. (PP) 
TI906 - Telecom*US A, Inc. (IXC) 

e1907 - S o u t h e d e t  Systems, Inc. (IXC] 
J TS 173 - Intermedia Communications Xnc. (STP) 
TI857 - Intermedia Communications Inc. (IXC) 

J TAQO 1 - Intermedia Cornrniinications Inc. (ALEC) 
d/TS 17 1 - Access Network Services, Inc. (STP) 

If you have any questions, please contact me at your earliest convenience. 

S in cere I y, 

Donna Canzano McNuIty 

cc: Walter D’Haeselcer 
Harold McLean 
Beth Keating 
Bev DeMello 
Rick Moses 
Roberta Bass 



Hong Wang 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Sandy Moses 
Monday, February 16, 2004 10:21 AM 
Kay Posey; Kathleen Stewart; Veronica Washington; Hong Wang 
Commissioner Reassignments 

Shortly after Commissioner Davidson was sworn in, the following cases previously assigned to former Commissioners 
Jambs and Palecki were globally reassigned in CCS as indicated below, but the reassignment information was never 
transmitted to staff in the Clerk's office for entry into CMS. By copy of this e-rnail, I am requesting that Hong make the 
reassignments as shown (the Prehearing Officer is reflected in BOLD) so that CMS and CCS reflect the same 
Commissioner assignments. 

Please let me know if you have any questions. 

Docket No. 
97 1622-SU 
980876-WS 
990455-TL 
990649A-TP 
000475-TP 
0 0 0 64 9 -T P 
000731 -TP 
01 0283-El 
01 0409-TP 
01044 -EU 
01 0564-TP 
020640-SU 

From 
BZ, DS, PL 
BZ, DS, PL 
82, DS, JC 
DS, JB, PL 
BZ, JC, PL 
BZ, JB, JC 
BZ, JC, PL 
BZ, JB, JC 
BZ, BD, PL 
DS, JB, PC 
BZ, BD, PL 
ALL, PL 

_I To 
BZ, DS, DV 
BZ, QS, DV 
BZ, DS, BD 
DS, JB, DV 
BZ, BD, DV 
BZ, JB, BD 
BZ, BD, DV 
BZ, JB, ED 
BZ, BD, DV 
DS, JB, DV 
BZ, BD, DV 
ALL, DV 

Status 
Active 
Active 
Active 
Litigation 
Active 
Litigation 
Litigation 
Active 
Monitor 
Litigation 
Monitor 
Active 
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-. Kay +.- 1,"***1 FIymn I-l__w___- - p ? o  v . 5 5  _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ~  -79- 
From: Denise Kames 
Sent: 

To: 

Thursday, May 19, 2005 2:42 PM 
Alina Dieguez; Allen Mortham; Beth Salak; Betty Ashby; Eev DeMello; Blanca Bayo; Bob Trapp; Braulio Baez; 
Bridget Hoyle; Carlotta Stauffer; Carol Purvis; Cayce Hinton; Charles Davidson; Chuck Hill; Cindy Miller; Dan 
Hoppe; Della Fordham; Diane Lee; Dorothy Boone; Eileen Patrick; Hurd Reeves; J. Terry Deason; Jane Faurot; 
Janet Brunson; Janet Harrison: Kathleen Stewart; Katrina Tew; Kay Flynn; Kay Posey; Kevin Bloom; Larry Harris; 
Lisa Edgar; Manuel Arisso; Martha Golden; Mary Bane; Mary Macko; Norma Jenkins; Pat Dunbar; Patsy White; 
Rhonda Hicks; Richard Tudor; Rick Melson; Roberta Bass; Rudy Bradley; Sandy Moses; Sharon Allbritton; Steven 
Stolting; Susan Howard; Tim Devlin; Todd Brown; Veronica Washington 

Subject: Number Conservation Staves Off Mandatory 1 0-digit Dialing in Florida Keys 

A news release was faxed to media in South Florida and the Florida Keys this afternoon, 5119105, and is now available on the 
PSC web site: h ttp://www psc. state .fl. uslgeneralhewslpressrelea se.cfm?release= 1 2 

511 912005 

__. - 



A PKE Press Release: May 19,2005 . ‘ P 

I .. . 

State of Florida 

May 19,2005 Contact: 8 5 0 4  3-6482 

Number Conservation Staves Off Mandatory IO-digit Dialing in 
Florida Keys 

TALLAHASSEE - A series of telephone number conservation measures initiated 
by the Florida Public Service Commission may push back to the year 2009 the need 
to impose mandatory IO-digit dialing for local ca!ls in the Florida Keys. 

The Commission will take up a staff recommendation at its May 31 
agenda conference which advocates leaving intact a number of measures 
geared toward saving telephone numbers and staving off IO-digit dialing. 

Projections made in 1999 indicated the availability of phone numbers 
beginning with the area code 305 were dwindling. These projections led the 
telecommunications industv to recommend 1 0-digit dialing for the Keys effective 
August 1,2001. 

The Commission rejected the recommendation and instead undertook a 
series of conservation measures aimed at presewing as many numbers as 
possible. 

“We understand the difficulty consumers have dialing 10 digits to call a 
neighbor across the street,” Commission Chairman Braulio Baez said. “We did 
everything we could to avoid that situation in the Keys and it looks like we can 
spare them that aggravation for a few more years.” 

Measures employed by t h e  Commission included taking back unused 
blocks of numbers from carriers who did not assign the numbers to customers, 
giving out numbers to carriers in blocks of 1,000 instead of 10,000, and a 
number of technical changes. 

Current projections call for mandatory 1O-digit dialing in the middle of 
2009 in the Keys. While 10-digit dialing is not currently required, Keys residents 
can dial local calls using 10 digits during what is called a “permissive dialing” 
period without incurring toll charges. 

Website - http:Ilwww.floridapsc.com 
Kevin Bloom, Director, Office of Public Information 

2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard, Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0850 

11 ttp ://wvw. psc. state. fl .uslgenerallnewslpressrelease. c fm?rekase= 1 2&printview=true 

- _- - - - . . . . - 
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CCA Official Filing 
**618/2005 352 PI#"* 

'4 
*MatiIda Sanders- - "I 

Q30tTh: 
Sent: 
To : 
Subject: 

Jackie Schindler 
Wednesday, June 08,2005 353 PM 
CCA - Orders I Notices; Lee Fordham 
Order I Notice Submitted 

Date and Tlme: 

Filename I Path: 990455close .doc 

81812005 3:52:00 PM 
Docket Number: 990455-tl 

An ORDER CLOSING DOCKET has been moved to GC Orders for issuance on Thursday. Thanks. 


