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Case Scheduling/Rescheduling Advice

07/13/1999
To: Commissioner Deason x| Deputy Ex. Director/Technical Electric & Gas Director
Commissioner Clark X | Appeals Director X | Records & Reporting Director
Commissioner Johnson x | Legal Director x | Research Director
Commissioner Jacobs X | Auditing & Financial Analysis Director Water & Wastewater Director
x | Executive Director X | Communications Director x | Court Reporter
X | Public Information Officer x | Consumer Affairs Director X | Staff Contact - W Cox
From: Office of Chairman Joe Garcia
Docket No. 990455-TIL Title: Request for review of proposed numbering
plan relief for the 305/786 area code -
Dade County and Monroe County/Keys
Region.
1. Schedule Information
Event Former Date New Date Location Time
Issue Identification 07/23/1999 Tallahassee, 152 10:00-13:00
Remarks: Involves docket(s) 990455-TL
2. Hearing/Prehearing Assignment Information:
Former Assignments New or Changed Assignments
Commissioners Hrg. Commissioners Hrg.
Exam. | Staff Exam. | Staff
Hearin ALL|GR|DS|CL| IN |IC ALL|GR|DS|CL|IN |JC
X
Prehearing Commissioners " Commissioners
Officer GR|Ds | cL| N [ 1c |ADM| GR[DS|CL| IN | IC |ADM

Reason for Reassignment: 1. Unavailability 2. Good Cause 3. Recused 4. Disqualified
Comments: Document ID is 99045501.CCS
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.. Case Assignment and Schedul ing Record s

Section 1 - Division of Records and Re, __ ... (RAR) Completes
- z /07/ Title: Request for review of proposed numbering plan relief for the
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staff Assignments FOR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION: (850) 413-6770
Current CASR revision level Due Dates
OPR_Staff L [leri, M Barrett )
1 Previous Current
1. Issue Identification NONE 0772371999
2. Testimony - Direct NONE 08/24/1999
3. Service Hearing - Miami NONE 09/01/1999
Staff Counsel W Cox 4. Service Hearing - Key West NONE 09/02/1999
5. Notice of Prehearing & Other Hearings NONE 09/10/1999
OCRs () 6. Testimony - Staff (If Any) NONE 09/13/1999
7. Testimony - Rebuttal NONE 09/24/1999
8. Prehearing Statements NONE 09/24/1999
9. Prehearing Conference NONE 09/29/1999
10. Technical Hearing NONE 10/04/1999
t ) 11. Briefs Of Evidence NONE 0/25/1999
12. Staff Recommendation NONE /24/1999
13. Agenda - Regular NONE 2/07/1999
14. Standard Order NONE 1272871999
15. Close Docket or Revise CASR NONE 01/28/2000
¢ 16.
17
18.
19.
20.
| 21.
22.
23.
24.
25
¢ 26.
27,
28.
29.
30.
Recommended assignments for hearing 3.
and/or deciding this case: 2.
33.
Full Commission _ Commission Panel _X | 34.
Hearing Examiner ___ Staff o 35.
36.
Date filed with RAR: 07/12/1999 37.
38.
Initials: OPR 39.
Staff Counsel 40,

Section 3 - Chairman Completes

Assignments are as follows:

- Hearing Officer(s) - Prehearing Officer
Commissioners Hrg. | Staff Commissioners ADM
Exam.
ALL GR | DS | CL | JN | JC GR | DS | CL | JN | JC
X X X X

Where panels are assigned the senior Commissioner is Panel Chairman;

the identical panel decides the case, Approved: _#mﬁ/ dm
Where one Commissioner, a Hearing Examiner or a Staff Member is

assigned the full Commission decides the case. Date: 07/14/1999
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Case Scheduling/Rescheduling Advice

Printed on 07/14/1999 at 16:45:55 Page 1 of 1
To: Commissioner Deason Deputy Executive Director/Technical Electric & Gas Director
Commissioner Clark Appeals Director Records & Reporting Director
Commissioner Johnson Legal Director - PAI Director '
Commissioner Jacobs Auditing & Financial Analysis Director Water & Wastewater Director
Executive Director Telecommunications Director Court Reporter
Public Information Officer Consumer Affairs Director Staff Contact ~ Will Cox
From: Office 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
County/Keys Region.
1. Schedule Information
Event Former Date| New Date Location Time
Service Hearing 09/01/1999 |Miami 10:00 AM - 12:00 PM
Service Hearing 09/02/1999 |Key West 10:00 AM - 12:00 PM
Prehearing Conference 08/10/1999 |09/29/1999 |Tallahassee, Room 152 10:00 AM - 1:00 PM
Hearing 10/04/1999 |Tallahassee, Room 148 1:30 PM - 5:00 PM

2. Hearing/Prehearing Assignment Information

Former Assignments Current Assignments
Hearing Commissioners Hearing | Staff Commissioners Hearing | Staff
Officers Exam. Exam.
ALL |GR|[DS|CL|IN|IC ALL |GR|[DS|CL]|IN |IC
X1 X X
Prehearin - ..
E)Lf;—cf;ﬂ—g Commussioners Commissioners
GR|DS|CL|JN | JC |[ADM GR|DS|CL|JN | IC |ADM
X

Reason for Revision: A. New Assignment 1. Unavailability 2. Good Cause 3. Recused 4. Disqualified 5. See Remarks
Remarks:  Former form number is 061899135221

PSC/NAN 8 (06/1999) CCS Form Number: 990455-TL-00001
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2. Testimony - Direct ___SAME _ (08/24/1999
3. Service Hearing - Miami SAME 09/01/1999
staff Counsel W Cox 4. Service Hearing - Key West SAME 09/02/1999
5. Notice of Prehearing & Other Hearings SAME 09/10/1999
OCRs ¢ ) 6. Testimony - Staff (I1f Any) SAME 09/13/1999
7. Testimony - Rebuttal SAME 09/24/1999
8. Prehearing Statements SAME 09/24/1999
9. Prehearing Conference SAME 09/29/1999
10. Technical Hearing SAME 10/04/1999
¢ 3 11. Briefs Of Evidence ___SAME 10/25/1999
12. staff Recommendation 11/24/1999(12/21/1999
13. Agenda - Regular 12/07/1999(01/04/2000
14. Standard Order 12/28/1999|01/25/2000
15. Close Docket or Revise CASR 01/28/2000|02/25/2000
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38.
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Staff Counsel 40.
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Assignments are as follows:
- Hearing Officer(s) - Prehearing Officer
Commissioners Hrg. | Staff Commissioners ADM
Exam.
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X X X X
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the identical panel decides the case. Approved: e —
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Case Scheduling/Rescheduling Advice

Printed on 08/12/1999 at 08:58:04 Page 1 of 1
To: Commissioner Deason Deputy Executive Director/Technical Electric & Gas Director
Commissioner Clark Appeals Director Records & Reporting Director
Commissioner Johnson Legal Director o PAI Director .
Commissioner Jacobs Auditing & Financial Analysis Director Water & Wastewater Director
Executive Director Telecommunications Director Court Reporter
Public Information Officer Consumer Affairs Director Staff Contact - Will Cox
From: Office 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
County/Keys Region.
1. Schedule Information
Event Former Date| New Date Location Time
Service Hearing 09/01/1999 |Cancelled  [Miami 10:00 AM - 12:00 PM
Service Hearing 09/02/1999 |Cancelled |Key West 10:00 AM - 12:00 PM
Prehearing Conference 09/29/1999 |Cancelled |Tallahassee, Room 152 10:00 AM - 1:00 PM
Hearing 10/04/1999 |Cancelled |Tallahassee, Room 148 1:30 PM - 5:00 PM

2. Hearing/Prehearing Assignment Information

Former Assignments Current Assignments
Hearin - 4 s .
Leaniy Commissioners Hearing | Staff Commissioners Hearing | Staff
Officers Exam. Exam.
ALL |GR|{DS|CL|JN [ JC ALL |GR|DS|CL|JN |JC
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X

Reason for Revision: A. New Assignment 1. Unavailability 2. Good Cause 3. Recused 4. Disqualified 5. See Remarks
Remarks:  Former form number is 061899135221

PSC/NAN 8 (06/1999) CCS Form Number: 990455-TL-00001




=, Case Assignment and Scheduling Record

Section 1 - Division of Records and Repor. .4 (RAR) Completes

o - : 69 Title: Request for review of proposed numbering plan relief for the
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Staff Assignments FOR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION: (850) 413-6770
Current CASR revision level Due Dates
OPR_Staff L [Teri. M Barrett _
2 Previous  Current
1. Close Docket or Revise CASR NONE 02/25/2000
2.
3.
Staff Counsel C Bedell, T Watts g
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7.
8.
9.
10.
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12,
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14.
15.
¢ ) 16.
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15,
19.
20.
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22,
23,
24,
25.
£ 26,
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28.
29.
30.
Recommended assignments for hearing 31
and/or deciding this case: az,
a2,
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Hearing Examiner —  Staff _ |35
36.
Date filed with RAR: 07/19/1999 37.
38.
Initials: OPR 39,
Staff Counsel 44,
: T : 3 . tancellocl
Section 3 - Chairman Completes . £J¢J94“*4i? / .
Assignments are as follows:
- Hearing Officer(s) - Prehearing Officer
Commissioners Hrg. | Staff Commissioners ACM
Exam.
ALL GR | OS | CL | JN | JC GR | DS | CL | ON | JC
bt bt bt <X
Where panels are assigned the senior Commissioner is Panel Chairman; )
the identical panel decides the case. Approved: J 2t~ C S
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Case Scheduling/Rescheduling Advice

Printed on 10/13/1999 at 16:58:08 Page 1 of 1
To: Commissioner Deason Deputy Executive Director/Technical Electric & Gas Director
Commissioner Clark Appeals Director Records & Reporting Director
Commissioner Johnson Legal Director o PAI Director _
Commissioner Jacobs Auditing & Financial Analysis Director Water & Wastewater Director
Executive Director Telecommunications Director Court Reporter _
Public Information Officer Consumer Affairs Director Staff Contact - Beth Keating
From: Office 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 County/Keys
Region.
1. Schedule Information
Event [Former Date| New Date Location Time
Service Hearing 03/13/2000 |Miami 7:00 PM - 9:00 PM
Service Hearing 03/14/2000 [Key West 2:00 PM - 5:00 PM

2. Hearing/Prehearing Assignment Information

Former Assignments Current Assignments
Hearin i if : ..
-6%'—2 Commissioners Hearing | Staff Commissioners Hearing | Staff
uncers Exam. Exam.
ALL |GR|DS|CL|IN|JC ALL |GR|DS|CL|IN | JC
1 X1 X A
Preh i g i i ..
0';:_1;1““ Commissioners Commissioners
GR|DS|CL|JN | JC |ADM GR|DS|CL|JN | JC |ADM
1

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

Remarks:  Former form number is 071399115903, A 5/11/99 PH and 5/18-19/00 Technical hearing will be held for area code dockets
990455, 990456, 990457, and 990517.

PSC/NAN 8 (06/1999) CCS Form Number: 990455-TL-00005




J‘\.-4‘;ase Assignment and Scheduling Record ~

Section 1 - Division of Records and Reportiny RAR) Completes

ket - . 04/07/1999 Title: Request for review of proposed numbering plan relief for the
URCHEE 1o SRdEs ate Sbetns o 30%f786 area code - Dade County and Monroe County/Keys
Company: BellSouth Telecommunications. Inc. Region.

Official Filing Date: _ _
Last Day to Suspend: Expiration:

Referred to: ADM  AFA  APP CAF  (CMU) EAG  GCL  LEG  RAR  PAL  WAW
("()" indicates OPR) X O

Section 2 - OPR Campletes and returns to RAR in 10 workdays. Time Schedule

Program/Module B12 WARNING: THIS SCHEDULE IS AN INTERNAL PLANNING DOCUMENT.
- TT IS TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVISION.
Staff Assignments FOR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION: (850) 413-6770
Current CASR revision level Due Dates

QPR Staff L Ileri, M Barrett

4 Previous  Current

Staff Workshop SAME 04/06/2000
Prehearing SAME 05/1172000
Technical Hearing (5/18-19/2000) SAME 000
Transcripts Due SAME 0572672000
. Briefs Due SAME 0672372000
. Staff Recommendation 08/03/2000|08717/2000
. Agenda 0B/15/2000{08/29/2000
. Standard Order 0570572000 | 0971872000
. CTose Docket or Revise CASR 1070572000 | T071972000

Staff Counsel T Vaccaro
OCRs ( )

e et e e
W~ B WM oW~ oL = WP

19.

Recommended assignments for hearing 31.
and/or deciding this case: 32.

Full Commission _  Commission Panel X 34,
Hearing Examiner Staff 35,

Date filed with RAR: 05/03/2000 37.

Initials: OPR 39.
Staff Counsel 40.

Section 3 - Chairman Completes

Assignments are as follows:

- Hearing Officer(s) - Prehearing Officer
Commissioners ?rg. Staff Commissioners ADM
xam.
ALL GR|DS|CL|JC| JB GR | DS | CL|[JC | JB
X X X X

Where panels are assigned the senior Commissioner is Panel Chairman;
the identical panel decides the case. Approved: ¢S/m—/
Where one Commissioner. a Hearing Examiner or a Staff Member is
assigned the full Commission decides the case. Date: 05/03/2000
PSC/RAR-15 (Rev. 2/00) *  COMPLETED EVENTS




Case Scheduling/Rescheduling Advice

Last Revised 08/31/2000 at 10:01 Page 1 of 1
Printed on 08/31/2000 at 13:45

To: Commissioner Jacobs Deputy Executive Director/Tech Safety & Electric Reliability Director
Commissioner Jaber Appeals Director Records & Reporting Director
New Commissioner Legal Director PAI Director
New Commissioner-SC Economic Regulation Director Regulatory Oversight Director
Executive Director Competitive Services Director Court Reporter
Public Information Officer [X] Consumer Affairs Director Staff Contact - Beth Keating

From: Office of Chairman Terry Deason
Docket Number: 990455-TL

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

1. Schedule Information

Event Former Date| New Date Location Time

Special Agenda 09/29/2000 |Tallahassee, Room 148 9:30 AM - 1:30 PM

2. Hearing/Prehearing Assignment Information

Former Assignments Current Assignments
Hearin e :
LA Commissioners Hearing | Staff Commissioners Hearing | Staff
Officers Exa
. Exam.
ALL | DS | JC | JB | NC| SC ALL [DS|JC | JB | NC| SC
_ X1 X
Prehearing .
C i
Officer ommissioners Commissioners
DS |JC | JIB | NC| SC|ADM DS | JC | JB | NC| SC|ADM
X

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

Remarks: [Related dockets: 990456, 990457, 990517). Former form number is 0713991159031\ \\\\\ ... .. A A\

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




Case Assignment and Scheduling Record

Sectign 1 - Division of Records and Report ~ (RAR) Completes
Docket No. 990455-TL Date Docketed: 04/07/1999 Title: Request fo
305/786 area code - Dade C
Company: BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. Region.
Official Filing Date:
Last Day to Suspend: Expiration:

Referred to:

ADM  AFA  APP CAF (CMP) CMU EAG ECR GCL
("()" dindicates OPR) X

_—

r review of proposed numbering plan relief for the

ounty and Monroe County/Keys

LEG PAI RAR RGO SER WAW
X

Section 2 - OPR Completes and returns to RAR in 10 workdays.
WARNING: THIS SCH

Program/Module B12 FOULE IS AN INTERNA

Time Schedule

L PLANNING DOCUMENT.

IT IS TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVIS

]

FOR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECT
Current CASR revision level

6

Staff Assignments

OPR Staff L Ileri. M Barrett

1. Special Agenda (Deferred from 9/5/00)

ON.
ON: (850) 413-6770

Due Dates

Previous  Current

NONE 097797200
1 1072472000

2. Standard Order

/0272000

3. Close Docket or Revise CASR

/

Staff Counsel T Vaccaro

OCRs ¢ )

o

Recommended assignments for hearing

and/or deciding this case:

Full Commission

Commission Panel

Hearing Examiner —  Staff

Date filed with RAR: 09/05/2000

Initials: OPR

Staff Counsel

Section 3 - Chairman Completes

Assignments are as follows:

- Hearing Officer(s)

Prehearing Officer

Commissioners Hrg. | Staff

Exam.

¢

ommissioners ADM

ALL OS [ JC | JB | BB | XX bs

JC | JB | BB | XX

bt bs

Where panels are assigned the senior Commissioner is Panel Chairman:
the identical panel decides the case.

Where one Commissioner, a Hearing Examiner or a Staff Member is
assigned the full Commission decides the case.

Approve

Date:

d:

_ 20 [sv—

1172472000

19/06/2000

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




Case Scheduling/Rescheduling Advice

Last Revised 08/31/2000 at 10:01 Page 1 of 1
Printed on 09/06/2000 at 08:29

To: Commissioner Jacobs Deputy Executive Director/Tech Safety & Electric Reliability Director
Commissioner Jaber Appeals Director Records & Reporting Director
Commissioner Baez Legal Director PAI Director '

New Commissioner-SC Economic Regulation Director Regulatory Oversight Director
Executive Director Competitive Services Director Court Reporter _
Public Information Officer [X| Consumer Affairs Director Staff Contact - Beth Keating

From: Office of Chairman Terry Deason
Docket Number: 990455-TL

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

1. Schedule Information

Event Former Date| New Date Location Time

Special Agenda 09/29/2000 | Tallahassee, Room 148 9:30 AM - 1:30 PM

2. Hearing/Prehearing Assignment Information

Former Assignments Current Assignments
%&H Commissioners Hearing | Staff Commissioners Hearing | Staff
1Cer's Exam. Exam.
ALL |DS|JC |JB | BB| SC ALL [ DS|JC |JB [BB| SC
X1 X
Preheari . i
ﬁm Commissioners Commissioners
DS JC |JB | BB| SC|ADM DS|JC |IB | BB| SC|ADM
X

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

Remarks:  |(Related dockets: 990456, 990457, 990517). Former form number is 071399115903 N\ \ A\

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




Case Assignment and Scheduling Record

Section 1 - Division of Records and Repor (RAR) Completes

- D Docketed: 04/07/1999 Title: Reguest for review of proposed numbering plan relief for the
Docket No.  390455-TL ate o 30%!786 area code - Dade County and Monroe County/Keys
Company: BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. Region.
Official Filing Date: ___ o
Last Day to Suspend: _____ Expiration:
Referred to: ADM AFA APP CAF (CMP) CMU EAG ECR GCL LEG PAI RAR RGO SER WAW
("()" indicates OPR) (D
Section 2 - OPR Completes and returns to RAR in 10 workdays. Time Schedule
: NT
Program/Module B12 WARNING: THIS SCHEDULE IS AN INTERNAL PLANNING DOCUMENT.
IT IS TENTATIVE AND SUBJECT TO REVISION.
Staff Assignments FOR UPDATES CONTACT THE RECORDS SECTION: (850) 413-6770
Current CASR revision level Due Dates
OPR_Staff L Ileri, B Casey
6 Previous  Current
1. Issue Identification NONE 01/12/2001
2. Order EstabTishing Procedure NONE 01/26/2001
3. Direct Testimony NONE | 0271672001
Staff Counsel T Vaccaro 4, Notice of Prehearing and Hearing NONE | 0370772001
5. Rebuttal Testimony NONE  |03709/200]
OCRs ¢ ) 6. Prehearing Statements NONE 0371472001
7. Prehearing NONE 0372872001
8. Prehearing Transcripts NONE 0373072001
9. Prehearing Order NONE 0470372001
10. Hearing NONE | 0470972001
(. 11. Transcripts Due NONE 0471872001
12. Briefs Due NONE 0570272001
13. Staff Recommendation NONE 0671472001
14. Agenda AT NONE | 06/2672001
15. Standard Order NONE 0771672001
g 8 16. Tlose Docket or Revise CASR NONE | 0871672001
1
18.
19.
20.
) 21.
22.
23.
24,
25,
£ 9 26.
A
28,
29,
30.
Recommended assignments for hearing al.
and/or deciding this case: 32.
33.
Full Commission __ Commission Panel _X_ | 34.
Hearing Examiner __ Staff e gg.
Date filed with RAR: 12/06/2000 37.
38.
Initials: OPR 39,
Statf Counsel 40.
Section 3 - Chairman Completes CSRA
Assignments are as follows:
- Hearing Officer(s) - Prehearing Officer
Commissioners Elrg. Staff Commissioners ADM
xam.
ALL DS | JC | JB | BZ | XX DS | JC | JB | BZ | XX
X X X X
Where panels are assigned the senior Commissioner is Panel Chairman;
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Case Scheduling/Rescheduling Advice
Last Revised 12/05/2000 at 12:40 ' Page 1 of 1
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To: Commissioner Jacobs Deputy Executive Director/Tech Safety & Electric Reliability Director
Commissioner Jaber Appeals Director Records & Reporting Director
Commissioner Baez Legal Director PAI Director -

New Commissioner-SC Economic Regulation Director Regulatory Oversight Director
Executive Director Competitive Services Director Court Reporter
Public Information Officer [X] Consumer Affairs Director Siaff Contact - Tim Vaccaro

From: Office of Chairman Terry Deason

Docket Number: 990455-TL

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

Event Former Date| New Date Location Time
Prehearing Conference 03/28/2001 |Tallahassee, Room 152 9:30 AM - 12:00 PM
Hearing 04/09/2001 |Tallahassee, Room 148 9:30 AM - 5:00 PM

2. Hearing/Prehearing Assignment Information

Former Assi gnménts Current Assignments
Hearin ;o i ; o 3 ,
~catihg Commissioners Hearing | Staff Commissioners Hearing | Staff
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(—)mg Commissioners Commissioners
DS |JC | JB | BZ| SC|{ADM DS | JC | IB B?i SC|ADM
X i

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

Remarks: |(Related dockets: 990456, 990457, 990517). Former form number is 071399115903. Com. BZ added to panel,
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Case Scheduling/Rescheduling Advice
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To: Commissioner Deason Deputy Executive Director/Tech || Safety & Electric Reliability Director
Commissioner Jaber Appeals Director | Records & Reporting Director
Commissioner Baez Legal Director X|PAI Director
Commissioner Palecki Economic Regulation Director || Regulatory Oversight Director
Executive Director Competitive Services Director | Court Reporter

Public Information Officer X] Consumer Affairs Director x| Staff Contact - Tim Vaccaro

From: Office of Chairman E. Leon Jacobs

Docket Number: 990455-TL

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

Event Former Date| New Date Location Time
Prehearing Conference 03/28/2001 |Cancelled |Tallahassee, Room 152 9:30 AM - 12:00 PM
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X

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

Remarks: |(Related dockets: 990456, 990457, 990517). Former form number is 071399115903
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State of Florida

Public Serbice Commission

CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER ® 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD
TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA 32399-0850

-M-E-M-0O-R-A-N-D-U-M-

DATE: JANUARY 25, 1998 -
TO: DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING (BAYO) s,
FROM: DIVISION OF COMMUNICATIONS (iLERi))A;- -
RE: DOCKET NO. 990455-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED

NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 305/786 AREA CODES.

Attached is a memorandum placed in Docket No. 981444-TP
(Number Utilization Study: Investigation into Number
Conservation Measures) .

In order to address area code relief plans, this
memorandum - Response to Mr. Gilbert Yablon’s fax and

letter regarding “The Unified Dialing Plans for Overlays”
- 18 to be filed on the correspondence side in the above-

referenced docket for further investigation.

LI
Attachments
cc: Division of Legal Services (Vaccaro)

| DOCUMENT NO. |




State of Florida

Public Serbice Commission

CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER e 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD
TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA 32399-0850

-M-E-M-0-R-A-N-D-U-M-
DATE: July 22, 1999
TO: DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING
FROM: DIVISION OF COMMUNICATIONS (iLERi)}t,
RE: DOCKET NO. 981444-TP - In re: Number Utilization Study:

Investigation into Number Conservation Measures.

Attached is a RESPONSE to Mr. Gilbert Yablon’s fax and
letter to be filed on the correspondence side in the
above-referenced docket. 1In addition, the FAX and LETTER
are also attached.

LT
Attachments
cc: Division of Legal Services (Cox)




STATE OF FLORIDA

Commissioners:

JOE GARCIA, CHAIRMAN
J. TERRY DEASON
SusaN F. CLARK

JULIA L. JOHNSON

E. LEON JACOBS, JR..

DivISION OF COMMUNICATIONS
WALTER D'"HAESELEER
DIRECTOR

(850) 413-6600

Public Serbice Commission

July 22, 1999

| Gilbert Yablon
21914 Dumetz Road
Woodland Hills, CA 91364

Re: A simplified dialing system for overlaid area codes
Dear Mr. Yablon:

Thank you for recommending a new alternative for overlays. We truly appreciate your interest
and concern with regard to area code relief plans.

The Florida Public Service Commission (FPSC), along with other state public utility
commissions in the nation, faces an enormous burden in determining 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, 1999, Notice
of Proposed Rulemaking, all state commissions inevitably bear the brunt of consumer dissatisfaction
with whatever method of area code relief is chosen.

Currently, 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 conservation measures are taken.
The FPSC is working on ways to improve the utilization of telephone numbers in Florida. 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 placed

CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER * 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD * TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850

An Affirmative Action/Equal Opportunity Employer
PSC Website: www2.scri.net/psc Internet E-mail: contact@psc.state.fl.us




Mr. Yablon
Page 2
July 22, 1999

your simplified dialing system for overlaid area codes into this docket for further investi gation when
addressing area code relief plans.

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

Sincerely,

st

Levent Ileri
Engineer

CALERNMACCOMPLAVGYABLON.LI




'The Unified Dialing Plan for Overlays'

A Dialing Plan which Supports the Implementation of Overlays for Area Code Relief

proposed by Gilbert Yablon
revised 5/25/97

The following plan describes a dialing system which supports the implementation of
overlays for area code relief by eliminating the public's main objections to them. The
plan preserves established dialing patterns to existing numbers, and unifies all levels of
an overlay area with a consistent abbreviated dialing method. Long term relief is
provided for exhausted area codes without impacting dialing in any other areas of the
North American Numbering Plan (NANP).

This plan offers the following advVantages over standard overlays:

¢ It greatly reduces the confusion and inconvenience that is associated with having
multiple area codes within individual neighborhoods and households.

¢ Because the plan is non-disruptive to existing 7 digit and 1+10 digit dialing patterns:
> no one is put in jeopardy by a change to their local dialing plan (especially children),
> and it ensures that existing auto dialers can complete calls without reprogramming.

* It reduces the likelihood that the new overlay area code will be a stigma for new

businesses.

¢ It ensures that costs to businesses and disruption overall will be kept to a minimum.

Defining these terms will be helpful for the discussions that follow:

parent level of overlay
child level of overiay
overlay area
intra-overlay area calls

abbreviated dialing

timing

the original area 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 child overlay levels.

refers to calls where the origin and the destination area
codes both reside within the geographic overlay area.
dialing which requires fewer than 11 digits to complete
(abbreviated dialing within an area code is typically 7
digits).

as used in this Unified Dialing Plan: an industry
determined interval (probably 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 run an analysis on the 7 digit
number that has been dialed. This technique will allow
customers to dial valid phone numbers of varying
lengths (7 or 8 digits).

©1996 Gilbert Yablon PAGE 1 of 5 PAGES
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I am proposing a method of implementing an overlay, in which local dialing within the
overlay area is facilita_.ted by:

- o '7 digit' + timing dialing for intra-overlay area calls directed to the parent level of the

overlay from any level of the overlay. This will ensure that dialing patterns to existing

v numbers (parent level numbers) will not be disrupted with the introduction of an

overlay.

o '8 digit' (7 + suffix) dialing for intra-overlay area calls directed go_any_lem of the
overlay (parent or child). This would be a '7 + x' system, where i
1 . Each area code within the overlay area will be assigned
a unique identifier, which will then be used as the '8th digit suffix' or 'overlay
selector' in dialing. This feature unifies all levels of the overlay area with consistent
abbreviated dialing, regardless of the originating or destination overlay area codes.

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

Refer to Fig. 4A at the end of this report for an illustration of how these three dialing
methods are integrated in the Unified Dialing Plan for Overlays.

This plan is applicable to any area where an overlay might need to be
implemented, but for ease of illustration I will describe it hypothetically
using 818 as the original area code, and 626 as the first new 'overlaid' level.

How the plan would be implemented:
Within the overlay area only (example: the hypothetical 818/626 overlay area):

o All 818 numbers would receive asufﬁx of '0' (representmg the pmm level)
¢ All 626 numbers would receive a suffix of '1' (representing the first child level).

* Any future overlay levels would receive a suffix of 2' - '9' in that order. This
framework will allow for easy future expansion when more numbers are needed.

For example:
123-4567-0 = 1-818-123-4567 Within the 818/626 overlay area, either style is valid.

123-4567-1 = 1-626-123-4567  Within the 818/626 overlay area, either style is valid.

123-4567-2 = 1-727-123-4567 Within the 818/626/7?? overlay area, either style will be
valid (for a third area code).

Furt

¢ All 818 numbers can also be reached from any level of the overlay area simply by
dialing the original 7 digit number + waiting for a short timing delay. This feature of
the Unified Dialing Plan makes the introduction of an overlay completely non-
disruptive to the existing dialing patterns of the original area code.

For example:
123-4567+timing delay = 1-818-123-4567 Defaults to 818 + 7 digit number to
accommodate existing dialing patterns.

©1996 Gilbert Yablon PAGE 2 of 5 PAGES
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b as follows:

From within the overl{8rea, the dialing plan would opé
* Once 7 digits are received, the call will be considered legal, however the system will
wait an additional timing period (to be determined by the industry) for a possible 8th

digit which technically is the 'overlay selector’.

....... If 8 digits are received, the phone system switch will run an analysis on the
number, examining the 8th digit first.

8 If the 8th digit is a '0', the call will be directed to the 818 level of the overlay.
LIPS If the 8th digit is a '1', the call will be directed to the 626 level of the overlay.

....... If the industry determined 'timing delay' elapses before the 8th digit is received,
a suffix of '0' is assumed, and the 7 digit call will automatically be directed to the
818 level of the overlay.

e If an industry determined 'timing delay' elapses and less than 7 digits have been
received, the call is considered abandoned, and the standard 'try again' message is given.

numbe s ited by traditic

¢ To summarize, all '7 digit + timing' or 7 digit + suffix' calls are converted to 1+10
numbers by the phone system, and are then transparently routed to the proper
overlay level.

Note: 1 + 10 digit dialing for intra-overlay area calls would also be supported,
if that were how people preferred to dial, but it would not be mandatory.

Handling local or toll calls going outside the 518 626 overlay area:
Mandatory 1 + 10 digit dialing would be used for dialing to any number outside of the
818/ 626 overlay area, whether it be local or toll. If someone in the overlay area were to
accidentally use the '1 + 10 + x' format (because they had become accustomed to dialing 8
digit phone numbers) it wouldn't matter because in 1 + 10 dialing, all extra digits beyond
1+10 are ignored, just as it has always been.

Handling local or toll calls coming into
When calling from outside 818/626, standard 1 + 10 digit dialing would be used to dial to
any number inside the 818/626 overlay area. If someone from outside the 818/626

the 818 626 overlay area:

as to the correct dialing rules in the overlay area) it wouldn't matter because in 1 + 10
dialing, all additional digits are ignored.

Directory listings:
In the 818/626 telephone directories the numbers will be listed as follows:

I legend: 7 d.lgu it + '0' = 818 area code 7_@91' +'1 = ﬁz-ﬁ area code l
818 number 999-3360-0

626 number 956-2200-1

213 number 213-462-2110 out of 'overlay area' number
626 number 347-9426-1

818 number 883-6234-0

818 number 830-9339-0

818 number 982-74170

626 number 889-4509-1

310 number 310-244-0177 out of 'overlay area' number
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(Directory listings cont’” d)

Because no area codes would need to be listed for intra-overlay area phone numbers, the
'new’ 626 numbers (which a new business might have) will not stand out as red flags to
customers looking for experienced services. Only out of 'overlay area' phone numbers
would stand out, the same as they already do in current directories.

To further remind people how the system works, a sticker could be supplied to
customers in the 818/ 626 area that said.: .

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

How to inform the public on how to use the new plan:
On and after the date that the overlay plan is to take effect:

For calls made from any telephone within the 818/626 overlay area:

* to any phone number in the 818 area code overlay level (the parent level of the
overlay area):

You may dial all 818 area code telephone numbers exactly as you always have in
the past usmg ]ust 7 chglts After a short delay your call w111 go through.

® tpany phone number in the 626 area code overlay level (the first child level of the
overlay area):

You must dial all new 626 area code telephone numbers as the 7 digit number + 1.

* to phone numbers in area codes gutside of the 818/626 overlay area:

Dial 1 + area code + 7 digits — the same as you would before the overlay went into
effect.

For calls made from area codes outside of the 818/626 overlay area:

* to any area code within the 818/626 overlay area:

Dial 1 + area code + 7 digits - the same as you would before the overlay went into
effect.

Conclusion:

This plan addresses customers' objections to using overlays which they fear would
result in confusion and/or the inconvenience of having to dial 11 digits just to call
across the street.

To ease the public's transition to overlays, simple 7 digit dialing to all existing parent
level numbers is maintained (this is also a benefit for children and automatic dialing
systems).

The plan allows for abbreviated '7 digit + suffix' dialing from and to any phone within
the entire overlay area, without affecting how 1 + 10 digit calls 'out-of, 'into', or within
the overlay area are handled. It is expandable to 10 levels (0-9) of overlay within a single

ggeographic dialing area, allowing for painless addition of many new numbers in the
uture.

Additionally, the new style of directory listings won't be a disadvantage for new
businesses.
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(Conclusion continue.

For the public, this plan will have the psychological appeal of being a new 'high tech'’
solution to the challenges presented by splits and standard overlays. It answers all of the
public's concerns about overlays, and will leave citizens and businesses with a feeling
that something is finally being done to protect them from the expense and disruption
that traditionally comes 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 impact on the size of geographic dialing areas, etc.), this
uniform dialing plan for overlays clearly makes sense 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 introduce an
overlay. If this system becomes a standard, over time large areas of North America
would be able to locally take advantage of this plan without affecting how any 'out of
area' or 'into area' dialing and switching is handled.

Iustrations:
Using the 818/626 area code as an example, the attached diagrams illustrate how dialing
patterns are impacted by various forms of area code relief.

e Figure 1A shows the established dialing patterns in an area code prior to
implementing relief.

o Figure 2A shows how an area code split disrupts established dialing patterns.

* Figure 3A shows how a standard overlay impacts established dialing patterns and
how its overlay levels are not united by a distinctive dialing plan.

® Figure 4A shows that The Unified Dialing Plan for Overlays is non-disruptive to
established dialing patterns AND unifies all levels of the overlay area with a simple 8

digit dialing system.

Submitted by:

Gilbert Yablon

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)
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will be disrupted by either a split
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Fig.1A: Dialing Patterns
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Fig.2A: Dialing Patterns

Dialing Options

7 Digit Dialing

Within 818
123-4567

Within 626
123-4567

11 Digit Dialing

Into Area
1+818+123-4567
1+626+123-4567

Out of Area
1+NXX+123-4567

Between 818/626
1+818+123-4567
1+626+123-4567

implementing a split greatly impacts dialing for calls both within and into the original NPA. This method of relief is expensive

for business and disruptive to all customers, both within and outside of the affected area.
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Fig.3A: Dialing Patterns

area codes will cause hardship and confusion for citizens has prevente

Dialing Options

7 Digit Dialing
Thought to be impractical for
this Overlay Method

Mandatory 11 Digit Dialing

_ Into Area

-3  1+818+123-4567
=== or 1+626+123-4567

Out of Area
3 14+NXX+123-4567

Within 818/626 Area
=3  1+818+123-4567
—=> or1+626+123-4567

With abbreviated dialing abandoned, the overlay levels are not unified lz‘y a distinctive dialing plan. The concern that this mix of
overlays from becoming widely accepted.
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Fig.4A: Dialing Patterns

2) Unifying all levels of the overlay with a simple 8 digit (7+suffix) dialing system.
3) Allowing for optional (not mandatory) 11 digit dialing between levels of the overlay.

Dialing Options

7 Bigit Dialing - Preserved (with timing)
) «— From 626 to 818

or

==Y " Within818

123-4567

Unified - 8 Digit Dialing (7+X)

.@ Within 818/626 Area
123-4567+0 tfor818)

@ @ﬁ 123-4567+1 (for 6268

11 Digit Dialing

Into Area
14818+123-4567
or 14+-626+123-4567

Out of Area

— 1+NXX+123-4567
Note: For Optional 11 Digit Dialing
Within 818/626 Area

Refer to Fig. 3A

g term relief AND maintains the intregity of the original dialing area by:
parent level numbers from any level within the overlay area.
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FREQUENTLY ASKED QUESTIONS ABOUT
"THE UNIFIED DIALING PLAN FOR OVERLAYS"

Introduction:

The Unified Dialing Plan for Overlays (UDPFO) is a non-disruptive consumer friendly,
competitively neutral solution for area code relief In addition to supporting all of the features
found in standard overlay implementations, the plan offers an advanced 8 digit dialing system for
overlay groupings, and is backward compatible with all established dialing patterns to exdsting
pre-relief phone numbers. Some of the techniques and ideas offered in the plan involve "outside of
the box" thinking which has raised some initial concerns among regulators and telecom officials.
However, a closer examination of the issues, and how this plan addresses them, will demonstrate
that the UDPFO is workable easy to use and solves the problems that are typically associated
with area code relief The following discussion is offered as clarification to questions which have
been asked about the plan.

What prompted devefopment of 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 use 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 disruptive for businesses and consumers. Some of the impacts
from current relief methods are outlined below.

Impacts from implementing an area code split:
An area code split forces half of the customers in the 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 world. The overall cost just for mopping up after a single area code split is estimated to be over
40 million dollars (this includes updating signs and stationary, reprogramming of burglar alarms,
fire alarms and other auto dialing systems, notifying customers and friends of number changes,
modifying local phone switches, etc.). This reshuffling of phone numbers creates confusion for
customers, resulting in numerous missed calls and misdialed phone numbers for many years to come.

Impacts from implementing a standard overlay:
Using standard overlays for relief also creates hardship for customers. Existing dialing patterns
are disrupted for all customers in the affected area. Seven (7) digit abbreviated dialing is
abandoned for less convenient (and very unpopular and controversial) 10 digit dialing. For all 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 people
have expressed concern that dialing multiple area codes for calls within a single geographic region
will create a feeling 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. Incomplete calls will occur when 7
digits are dialed without the area code, and it is likely that the wrong area code will often be used
by mistake (this happens today even where area codes are not overlaid). And, the likelihood of
misdialing at least one out 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).

By disrupting established dialing patterns, area code splits and standard overlays cause hardship
and confusion for customers, and prompt numerous misdials 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 industry.
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FREQUENTLY ASKED QUESTIONS ABOUT
"THE UNIFIED DIALING PLAN FOR OVERLAYS"

For customers, a preferred solution 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 compatibility).
4) Minimize impact on children, handicapped persons-and the elderly.
5) Avoid costly reprogramming of existing 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 telecom industry, a preferred solution must:
1) Offer benefit to customers.
2) Be competitively neutral.
3) Be technically workable.
4) Be cost effective to implement.
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 it is natural that
controversy might surround it.

What is the Unified Dialing Plan for Overlays?

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

New numbers can be added to a geographic area without changing the way that existing numbers are
dialed. Established 7 and 1+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. e

Further, the plan demonstrates how dialing parity (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 techniques 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 relief. After numerous discussions with
telecommunications officials, followed by multiple redesigns of the plan, the UDPFO has been
evaluated as "technically workable" by several industry experts (including a former co-chair of the
Industry Numbering Committee). In addition, the cost of implementing the plan for 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 split.

Functionally, how does the UDPFO work?

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

1) Allows for optional (not mandatory) 1+10 digit dialing within and between all area codes in the
geographic overlay area.
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FREQUENTLY ASKED QUESTIONS ABOUT
"THE UNIFIED DIALING PLAN FOR OVERLAYS"

2) Unifies all area codes in the geographic overlay area with a simple 8 digit (7+suffix) dialing
system. The suffix represents one 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 looking for either 1+10 style numbers or 7+suffix style
numbers. With default dialing, if only 7 digits are dialed, 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 dialing 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 for
dialing the 8th digit (in this case '0') in order to complete calls in the most expedient way. This 7
digit 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 period, 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. More than likely, (a short time after implementation of the UDPFO), 7 digit
calls will only be initiated by auto dialers which had been programmed pre-relief (i.e. alarm system
auto dialers) which are typically difficult or costly for their owners to update.

Are you saying that customers in the original area code will be able to dial 7 digits to make calls, but
people in the overlaid area codes will have to dial 8?7

No. Everyone can dial every number in the overlay area with 8 digits. Seven digit default dialing is
also available to all customers for reaching 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 original area code. This is a safety net to
catch 7 digit calls that would otherwise be lost.

The UDPFO seems to offer a dialing advantage to customers in the "original” area code of the overlay -
isn't that a violation of the FCC's mandate for dialing parity in overlays?

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 dial 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 always part of the 7 digit default option, counteracts any perceived
dialing advantage. Customers will quickly migrate (from this inefficient 7 digit+delay method)
to the plan's preferred 8 digit option. The 7 digit default is offered so that customers who already
have an investment in the established dialing structure won't be disadvantaged by area code
relief. 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 (i.e. from alarm systems, auto dialers, and calls made under
conditions of panic, emergency or lingering force of habit) from falling through the cracks.

A detailed discussion of the 7 digit vs. 8 digit issue follows
These 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 so 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 has equal access to the same dialing options that are
available for reaching any specific number, how is 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 for dialing between those same area codes, do clearly
violate of the FCC's mandate for dialing parity. In these scenarios, the dialing options for 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 UDPFO 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 area 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+'0') 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 in 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 telephone 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 avoid the
delay which is always part of 7 digit default.

It is hard to imagine that someone in the original area code would advise friends, relatives or
customers that they should use the 7 digit default method just so that they can enjoy the advantage of
their calls taking several seconds longer to connect. If this were the case, a strong argument could be
made for reissuing 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 UDPFO scenario:

Customer A:
This customer already has a phone in the original area code before the UDPFO 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 for this number. The UDPFO will keep these types of calls from
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
UDPFO, customers will not be forced to immediately update these systems (although they may
choose to in order to avoid the timing delay).

Customer B:
Looking for new service after UDPFO —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 will tell people to call him. The
ability to dial this 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 this new number (from any area code in the
grouping) will not need reprogramming.

Customer C:
Looking for new service after UDPFO —this customer gets service in the new overlaid area code.
Same situation as Customer B above. This customer's number will be (NXX) NXX-XXXX-1. No 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. To any person dialing this number, the '1’ suffix will be as much a
part of this number as the 7th digit 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 (from any area code in
the grouping) will not need reprogramming.

Customers A, B and C:
All will enjoy the same dialing advantages: ,
When calling someone in the 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 offer this advantage.

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

original area code - isn't that a clear violation of dialing parity?

Again, the 7 digit default 'safety net' feature of the UDPFO does not violate dialing parity.
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The most efficient method for dialing any number within the overlay grouping is the 8 digit option,
and this method is available to all customers in the overlay area for dialing every number in the
drea.

The 7 digit default (which always requires a delay) is less efficient, but is provided to help
minimize disruption to customers who already have phones and services in the original 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 dialing

disadvantage.

On the other hand, if 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 or the original area code.

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

How can a plan like this be implemented locally (on a case by case basis) without interfering with, or
requiring changes to, the rest of the telephone network?

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 translated into 10 digits,
the UDPFO is able to solve local dialing issues without affecting "dialing to" or "dialing from" any
outside area codes. It can be adopted on a situation by situation basis, and would have no impact on
dialing or switching for the rest of the telephone network.

To 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
only 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 translate the number into a standard 3 digit area code + 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).

How to best integrate the UDPFO into the existing telephone network is really a matter for the
industry to resolve, but [ would like to suggest that there may be more than one approach worth
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" (“star X X" -- like "star 69"
for call return), 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 digit default or 8 digit (7+X)
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 automatically 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 after only 3 digits are
entered. Seven (7) digit calls would not be released until after the timing delay, and both 7 and 8
digit calls would be translated into the proper 3 digit area code + 7 digit phone number before
entering the network.

PLEASE NOTE: the above is only suggested as one possible 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 suggestions on this.

Won't this system cause chaos among CPE manufactures? It seems like everyone would have to change
equipment fo accommodate this plan.

No, that will not be the case. One of the main advantages of this plan is that it 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 allow 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 problems that are caused may
well be less significant than those created by recent changes that have been made to the NANP, i.e.
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.

Won't on demand features such as Auto Call Return, Busy Number Red:a] and other enhanced features
be severely impacted by the need for additional digits?

No. All7 and 8 digit entries will be translated to 10 digit numbers before switching begins. Ten digits
is the same protocol that phone numbers have been know to the network since the 1940's. 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 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 the gains in efficiency the CCS/SS7
Network provides.

Any delay that would occur would happen prior to connection to the CCS/SS7 network and would
have no impact on the efficiency of the CCS/SS7 network. The industry needs to define what the
‘severe impacts on the existing public network’ would be and provide some examples of ‘dire impacts
in the future’.

Also, as explained earlier, very few calls 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
1+10 digits. A better question might be "how much stress is put on the network by the additional time
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required to dial 1+10 digits after a split or a standard overlay is implemented?” It may very well be
that the 7+suffix method of the UDPFO would result in an overall network time savings compared to
1+10 digit dialing. The network would save the time it takes for dialing those 3 extra digits.

Won't the non sequential digit analysis of this plan place undue delays in the provisioning of Local
Number Portability?

As stated earlier nothing in what [ am proposing changes the 10-digit format and therefore should -
have no impact on Local Number Portability. As currently proposed, Local Number Portability is
simply intended to allow a customer to change his/her carrier without requiring a number change.

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

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

The Federal Communication Commission and the California Public Utilities Conunission 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 this render the Unified Dialing
Plan for Overlays unusable and unworkable?

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 promoting uniform 10 digit dialing as a standard is to be applauded - it ensures
that one method of dialing will work for all calls anywhere in the North American Numbering Plan.
However, it does not exclude other local methods of dialing from cozexisting with it. The UDPFO

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 actions to
conserve the existing resource should delay expansion until well into the next century. However, even
with expansion, if thought is given to maintaining the same backward compatibility that the
Unified Dialing Plan offers for overlays, this plan can very likely co-exist with a plan requiring any
new number of digits.

Wouldn't any dialing plan change of this kind have to be agreed upon by the entire North American
Telecormmumications Industry?

Not necessarily. Because the changes that are required for this plan are isolated within the single
area where it is being implemented, it does not have any effect on the industry as a whole. The beauty
of this plan is that it solves local dialing issues and does not affect 'dialing 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 it
is unnecessary for implementation of this local solution.
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What about the effect of this plan on Computer Telephony Integration (CTI) 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 accommodate this plan?

There should be no effect on CTI products since all numbers will still 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.

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

Call completion delays will not be an issue. As stated before, 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 expensive to the customer (especially businesses). In a short time
customers will (on their own) start using the more expedient 8 digit option.

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 10
seconds and then slur their request for a cab and won’t admit that they dialed a wrong number.

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 UDPFO scenario? In practice, all of the other solutions
for area code relief will create similar or worse problems under the same conditions. 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 overlay isn't it
more likely that a person will have a harder time negotiating 10 or ™1 digits, compared to only 8
which would be available for all numbers in a UDPFO 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 do not.

The potential for misdials exists for all methods of area code relief, but with the UDPFO 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 misdials could be
minimized. Here are some thoughts I offer on how this might be addressed:

1) When the UDPFO overlay 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 -- if 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
," etc. After a few more seconds it might say "at the tone, your call will default to the 818 area
code..... beep”.

3) Or, if certain numbers were consistently misdialed, those numbers might be selectively blocked
from 7 digit default dialing -- or people could request that they never receive any 7 digit default
calls. This would not harm the functionality of the plan. These customers would still be able to
dial with 7 digit default (protecting auto dialers, burglar alarms, fire alarms, etc.), but their -
own number would no longer 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 implementation. 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 problem, 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.

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?

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 varying length, but it is usually
problematic for two main reasons: °®

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

2) A delay that is long enough to minimize misdials can cause customers who have dialed the
shorter number to abandon calls, concluding that something is wrong because their call is taking
unusually long to connect.

Clearly misdials must be avoided, but these two opposing criteria make it difficult or impossible to
implement the optimum timing delay when the primary (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 for 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 is 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 as 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 for children, the elderly and the handicapped (or
anyone for that matter), who might find it difficult to always remember to dial old (established pre-
relief) numbers in the new way. It also provides a mechanism for an extremely long permissive
dialing period during transition to the UDPFO's 8 digit preferred dialing method.

To recap:
Within the dialing plans of other scenarios using timing, there is usually only one method for

correctly dialing a particular long or short number - the long numbers must be entered before the timing
delay elapses, while the short numbers must wait until after the delay is complete. Implementing
the optimum timing delay to efficiently accommodate these two requirements can be problematic.

In a UDPFO scenario timing 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 "primary” or "recommended"” dialing
method), which avoids waiting for the delay.

3) All numbers can also be reached with 1+10 or 0+10 - 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 the original area code, and eliminates the
expense and hardship of having to quickly conform systems and habits to the new dialing plan.

5) The timing delay could be extremely long (if necessary to avoid misdials), since the 7 digit
default option is not the primary (or preferred) method of dialing.

6) Because the delay can be significant, the timing delay could even contain recorded instructions as
to how to use it (if found to be necessary).

7) If the delay is too long, a customer can always enter a "0" at the end of the 7 digit number and
avoid the delay - it will still reach the same number: 7 digits + delay = 7 digits + 0.

8) The timing mechanism can be avoided altogether by dialing with the 1+ 10 option, if that is how
a customer prefers to dial.

How well 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 it internally, and instead of dialing 1-732-949-1000
to get that number they are likely to dial 1-908-949-1000-1, prompting a wrong number. Won't this be
problematic? -

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 1+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 commit 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
various area codes, but this is also no different than when dialing into a standard overlay grouping.

In traditional NPAs with 7 digit internal dialing, people are aware of their own area code even
though they don't use it 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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There is no reason to believe that people in the new level of a UDPFO overlay would be any less
aware of their own new area code than people in traditional 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 to 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 will 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 digit
default method will accommodate force of habit for an extended period of time.

b) Even when dialing from outside either of the "split" area codes (with 10 digit or 1+10 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 are far less likely to happen with a UDPFO or standard
overlay situation, since the numbers in the original area code remain unchanged.

¢) Occasional callers of a customer who gets a new “split off" area code will continue to dial the
customer's old area code for many years, and possibly loose contact with him 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 original area code when making Long Distance calls even
from inside the overlay area?

When a standard overlay is implemented, people from each of the overlay’s area codes must always
remember to dial it, which may or may not happen reliably -- especially at first. In the UDPFO,
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.

Does this plan offer a permissive dialing period?

Yes, there is a permissive dialing period, and it is supported indefinitely by the 7 digit default
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.

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

The non-disruptive 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' dialing, 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 1+10, which is also
different from what customers are accustomed to).
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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.

Also, 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 dial 7 like 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 dialed in the past would still be valid (from any phone, regardless of the area code, in the
UDPFO 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 suggestions I outlined earlier, a recorded message could possibly act as a
continuing reminder of how the 8 digit plan works.

How would the translation be implemented by phone company equipment? Are you asking carriers to
read the 8th digit and prefix, in the switch, to derive the correct area code?

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 million dollars, and the phone companies spend between
6 and 10 million per split. Would the cost of 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 that developing this technology could quickly pay off as ag overall savings. So, while it is
obvious 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.

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?

The UDPFO was designed to deliver the most benefit in situations where the overlay grouping
consists of one original area code and one or more new overlaid area codes, all of which occupy the
identical geographic area. However, the 8 digit "unified dialing" feature of the plan (for dialing
within and between groups of related area codes) could benefit consumers in these other overlay
scenarios as well. In these cases the 7 digit 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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First:

a) Before implementing the overlay, each of the two existing NPAs would separately migrate from
7 digit 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+'1" suffix.

c) Area Code B would migrate to 7 digit+2' 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 period 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
will no longer be available for either area code.

b) At this point the 8 digit option 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 1+10 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 also be an available dialing method, if anyone cared to use it.

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?

Drawing from my own experience, | have always dialed 7 digits in my local area, but I am still aware
that my area code is 818. In a UDPFO scenario, the customer will think of his 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 more than people who are used to dialing 7 digits now would be unaware that their full
numbers have 10 digits. ’

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 looking at the first 3, plus the last 1 to determine the area
code?

The plan may or may not be expensive to implement, but any discussion of costs must take into
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 million dollars
each time — is this current expenditure for area code splits acceptable now? Would the costs to
modify one NPA for a UDPFO scenario be greater than that?

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

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

Won't some interesting (and expensive) recording and billing system changes be required by this plan?

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
"THE UNIFIED DIALING PLAN FOR OVERLAYS"

Wouldn't there be lots of problems with getting people to do the timing reliably? It seems as though
the failure cases would keep the PUC up at night with complaints.

Possibly, 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 overlays provide new numbers to exhausted areas, but in the process they create many
problems for customers. The UDPFO also provides new numbers, but minimizes hardship to the
customer by solving many area code relief related problems. If there are some minor problems
introduced by the UDPFO, they are far outweighed by the benefits it offers over the current area code
relief methods.

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

As pointed out earlier in great detail, people will not intentionally dial with the 7 digit default
method (which always requires a timing 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 for use by auto dialers and burglar and fire alarms which have
already been programmed, where updating 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.

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

The ideas offered in the UDPFO are intended to solve the area code crisis with a minimum of
disruption and hardship for the public. It has been offered in good faith as a serious solution by a
citizen/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 consideration with which it is
presented.

UDPFO Conclusion:
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 can 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 sense 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 evaluation by the industry in terms
of "how can we make this work" instead of proclaiming "why this plan won't work", the industry
will be providing its customers and our communities a great service.
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FREQUENTLY ASKED QUESTIONS ABOUT
"THE UNIFIED DIALING PLAN FOR OVERLAYS"

How to contact the UDPFO:

If you have questions or comments regarding this information, please contact me at:
818-999-1070-0 (voice/voice mail)

818-956-2200-0 (alt. voice)

818-956-3298-0 (fax)

UNIFIEDdpo@AQOL.com  (email)

Gilbert Yablon

The Unified Dialing Plan for Overlays

21914 Dumetz Rd.
Woodland Hills, CA 91364
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July 11, 1999

Re: Technical feasibility of the 8-Digit Dialing Plan proposed by Gilbert J. Yablon

To Wham [t May Concern:

In July of 1998 I retired as the Executive Director -~ Operations and Engineering for the United States
Telephone Association (USTA) after 36 plus years of experience encompassing diverse disciplines in the
telecommunications industry.

As the Executive Director of the Technical Disciplines Department, I managed a large portion of the
technical committes activities at USTA associated with numbering issoes. As pant of my responsibitites, I
was required 1o regularly attend and participate in most of the industry meetings concerning mumbering
matters. [ served as Chair or Co-Chair on 8 number of these various committees and working groups
including the Industry Numbering Committee (INC),

[ have thoronghly reviewed Gilbert J. Yablon's 8-Digit Dialing Plan and have found it 10 be a technically
feasible plan that should be considered when addressing area code relief. The plan does conform tw the
NANP in that each customer retains a seven digit address (ten digit including area code) and the eighth
diguisundfordsalmwpomomytotdmﬁytheruciﬂcNPA

As with any plan to provide relief, there will be costs associated with the plan. The cost and the extent of
equipment modifications thas will incurred by the industry for each of the alternatives considered can only
be addressed by the industry. The same is troe for the cost to be incurred by the consumer. A cross-section
of consumer groups needs to compile this data  And no matter what plan is irplermented there will be
cuslomer confusion and edocation.

Pmmmmmummmmmmmmmmmmmu therefore, all

methods available that would ease this burden should be considered in enough detail to minfmize the
iTpacts.

Sinccn:ly,

o yﬁ/,é/«./

Fairfield, CA 94533
707-435-8285

P.2gdoL
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A SMART Overlay Solution

The overlay has been a source of hardship and frustration for telephone users within the 310
region, but the overlay didn’t have to be painful. In fact, a consumer-friendly variation called
SMART (Simplified Multi Area Code Region Telephony) could transform overlays (including the 310

overlay) into a painless option for area code relief.

SMART provides customers with two tools that make living with overlays easier. First, it provides a
shorfcut "8-digit method" for dialing 14+10-digit calls within the region; and second, it prevents
calls dialed with only 7-digits from being rejected.

To make eight-digit dialing possible, telephone companies would assig7n 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 iden% the area code. For example, the 310 area code would be
identified by “0" and the “424” area code would be identified by “1”. Dialing 1234567-0 would
dci:-jct the call to the 310 area code, and dicling 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 o hang-up and redial using 1+10-digits -- a
huge inconvenience. But with the "SMART overlay®, customers who forget about (or don't know
abl?ui] the 8th digit would hear an announcement after a few seconds to help them complete their
cait

"“To reach the 310 area code, dial "0" now. To reach 424, dial "1" now.”

Customers would have a few more 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 fo reprogram or replace automated dialing devices (such as security entry systems and
other unattended aub—dialefs?, and minimizes the kind of disruption that occurs when "standard
overlays" are implemented.

Calls "to" and "from" area codes that are outside of the SMART region will continue fo require
1+10-digits fo be dialed (the same as was required before the overlay). If the new "area code
identifier” is inadvertently entered at the end of a 1+10-digit call, the identifier is ignored and the
call completes to the 1+10-digit number that was dialed.

Customers would always have the option of dialing 1+10-digits if they want to (even for local calls
within the overlay region), but the 8-digit shortcut should make local calls easier for most customers.

Several telecommunications indusfry experts consider the “SMART overlay” to be a technically
workable solution for area code relief, however the indusiry as a whole has chosen not to pursue
this option on its own.

To benefit from this consumerfriendly solution the public must tell their legislators, the Public

Utilities Commission 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.

For more information contact:

Gilbert Yablon

SMART Dialing Systems

gilbert@SMAR overlay.com (e-mail)
18-999-1070-0 (voice / voice mail)

Gilbert Yablon is the developer of the “SMART Dialing System for Overlays”. He has been active
in felecommunications industry dialing issues for the past three years, and has made numerous
contributions fo industry forums on numbering.
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Order Instituting Rulemaking on the
Comumission’s Own Motion Regarding Rulemaking 98-12-014
Commission Policy on Area Code Relief. (Filed December 17, 1998)

ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE’S RULING GRANTING IN PART AND
DENYING IN PART THE PETITIONS TO INTERVENE FILED BY
(1) BILL NEILL, and (2) GILBERT J. YABLON
This ruling grants the petitions to intervene filed by Bill Neill and

Gilbert ]. 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 Neill and Yablon to
file and serve written comments containing detailed information on their dialing
proposals so that the Commission can determine if their proposals merit further

consideration in a future proceeding. Parties may also file and serve comments

on the dialing proposals.

Ruling on Neill's Petition to intervene
On May 26, 1999, Bill Neill filed a petition to intervene in this proceeding’
for the purpose of presenting a “solution” to the “extensive proliferation of area

codes in this state.” There was no response to Neill’s petition.

' Petition to Intervene of Prof Bill Neill, In Pro Per.

48790 -1-
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Neill’s petition failed to identify any “solution” to proliferation of area
codes. However, in a phone call to the assigned Administrative Law Judge (ALJ),
Neill stated that his “solution” to the proliferdtion 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 “symbols” that are already 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 of the existing area codes: 703-77*#.

For the [ollowing reasons, Neill’s petition to intervene 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
information on hexa-decimal dialing. Because of this, it is impossible to make a
preliminary determination of whether hexa-decimal dialing is feasible. On the
other hand, what little information on hexa-decimal dialing 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 might not 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 since Neill’s petition failed to mention hexa-decimal dialing. As a
result, expanding the scope of this proceeding to consider the adoption of
hexa-decimal dialing could be prejudicial to those parties who may have
opposed Neill’s petition had they known of Neill’s true purpose for intervening

in this proceeding.
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Finally, in Order [nstituting 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 Plan (NANP)® since implementation of such
proposals is beyond the Commission’s jurisdiction.’ Since Neill’s petition is
devoid of information on hexa-decimal dialing, it is impossible to determine if
hexa-decimal dialing conforms with the NANP, and, therefore, is a matter within
the scope of this proceeding.* Consequently, Neill has failed to meet his burden
under the Comfnission’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.’

Although Neill’s petition to intervene is denied to the extent it asks the
Commission to consider in this proceeding whether to implement hexa-decimal
dialing, Neill 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 digit 2-9,
and “X” is any digit 0-9. (http://www.nanpa.com/nanpa_info/ index.html)

* OIR 98-12-014, mimeo., pp. 1, 21, Ordering Paragraph 1, and Appendix B.

* Although Neill seems to suggest in his petition that hexa-decimal dialing would not
require changes to the NANP, the validly of this suggestion is questionable given that
telephone numbers in common use under the NANP do not include “symbols.”

® Neill’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 already 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 proceedings.
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dialing. To this end, Neill shall file and serve written comments that contain the

all of the following information:

e A thorough description of hexa-decimal dialing.

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

o A statement of whether hexa-decimal dialing conforms with the
NANP. If Neill asserts that hexa-decimal dialing conforms with
the NANP, he must present evidence and arguments in his
comments that support this assertion.

o A statement of whether the Commission has authority to
implement hexa-decimal dialing. If Neill 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 § 251(e) of the

Telecommunications Act of 1996 (the Act).®

* A detailed showing that hexa-decimal dialing is a feasible
solution to the proliferation of area codes. This showing should
address the following factors: (1) the scope of changes to the
telecommunications network (e.g., switch modifications) that are
required to implement hexa-decimal dialing; (2) the cost to
telephone companies to implement hexa-decimal dialing; (3) the
cost to the public to implement hexa-decimal dialing;

(4) customer confusion, customer education, and the cost of
customer education; (4) compatibility 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 dial more than
two of the hexa-symbols).

® § 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 [FCC] from delegating to State
commissions or other entities all or any portion of such jurisdiction.”
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» A thorough explanation as to whether hexa-decimal dialing is
compatible with local number portability.

e A thorough explanation as to whether hexa-decimal dialing is
compatible with number conservation measures, such as number
pooling and rate center consolidation.

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

Neill shall file and serve his written comments on July 23, 1999. Parties
may file and serve reply comments on August 6, 1999. Neill and the parties may
file and serve a final round of comments on August 20, 1999. The Commission
will use the comments to decide whether, and to what extent, hexa-decimal
dialing merits consideration in a future proceeding.

Consistent with the previous discussion, Neill’s petition to intervene 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. Yablon filed (1) a petition 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 Plan Areas
(NPAs) subject to overlays.® The were no responses to Yablon's petition or

motion (referred to individually and collective hereafter as the “petition”).

—s

7 Motion to Intervene of Gilbert ]. Yablon.

® Motion to Have the Commission Consider “A Simplified Dialing System for Overlaid Area Codes”
AKA “The Unified Dialing Plan for Overlays” filed by Gilbert ]. Yablon of SMART Dialing
Systems.
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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 “overlays” (i.e.,, NPAs
served by two or more area codes). For examble, to place calls within an NPA
served by two area codes, a caller using 8-digit dialing would dial the 7-digit
phone number plus the suffix digits of “zero” or “one” (é.g., 703-4567-0 or
703-4567-1) to reach a number in the first or second area code, respectively.

For the following reasons, Yablon'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, Yablon does not address in his petition whether
8-digit dialing complies with the NANP and, therefore, 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, Yablon states that 8-digit dialing has been through two
“telecommunications industry reviews” in which “[iJndustry experts refuted the
‘need for’ and ‘value of'” 8-digit dialing due to concerns about costs, switch
modifications, and customer education. Yablon dismisses these concerns, but he
provided no information that convincingly demonstrates the concerns are

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

? Yablon states in his petition that 8-digit dialing does “not alter the 10-digit structure
of the North American Numbering Plan,” but this statement does not address the
issue of whether 8-digit dialing complies with the NANP.

'” Rule 53 states: “Leave [to intervene] will not be granted except on averments which
are reasonably pertinent to the issues already 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
allowed to intervene in other types of proceedings.
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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 8-digit dialing

are unwarranted.

Although Yablon’s petition to intervene is denied to the extent the petition
asks the Commission to consider the adoption of 8-digit 'dialing, Yablon shall |
have an opportunity to demonstrate in this proceeding that 8-digit dialing is
feasible and worthy of serous consideration by the Commission in a future

proceeding. To this end, Yablon shall file and serve written comments that

contain the all of the following information:

e A thorough description of 8-digit dialing.

o A statement of whether 8-digit dialing conforms with the NANP.
If Yablon asserts that 8-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 8-digit dialing. If Yablon 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 FCC pursuant to

§ 251(e) of the Act.”

"' § 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 [FCC] from delegating to State
commissions or other entities all or any portion of such jurisdiction.”
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¢ A detailed showing that 8-digit dialing is feasible. This showing
should address the following factors: (1) the scope of changes to
the telecommunications network (e.g., switch modifications) that
are required to implement 8-digit 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.

e A thorough explanation as to whether 8-digit dialing is
compatible with local number portability.

o A thorough explanation as to whether 8-digit dialing is
compatible with number conservation measures, such as number
pooling and rate center consolidation.

¢ A description of the two telecommunications industry reviews of
8-digit dialing. Yablon shall append to his comments a copy of
any formal reports and/or findings that resulted from these
reviews. Yablon may also provide information that demonstrates
why the concerns raised in the industry reviews are
unwarranted. :

» Whether 8-digit dialing can be used in conjunction with
haxa-decimal dialing described earlier in this ruling.

Yablon shall file and serve his written comments on July 23, 1999. The
parties may file and serve reply comments on August 6, 1999. Yablon and the
parties may file and serve a final round of comments on August 20, 1999. The
Commission will use the comments to decide whether, and to what extent, the
Commission should consider 8-digit dialing in a future proceeding.

Consistent with the previous 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 8-digit

dialing in a future proceeding.
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IT IS RULED that;

1. Neill may 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. i

2. Neill's petition to intervene in this proceeding is gil'anted to the extent set
forth in Ruling Paragraph 1. In all other respects, Neill’s petition is denied.

3. Yablon may participate in this proceeding on the single matter of whether,
and to what extent, the Commission should consider 8-digit dialing in a future
proceeding.

4. Yablon's petition to intervene in this proceeding and motion to have the
Commission consider 8-digit dialing in this proceeding are granted to the extent
set forth in Ruling Paragraph 3. In all other respects, Yablon’s petition and
motion are denied.

5. Neill and Yablon shall each file and serve written comments on
July 23, 1999, containing the information specified in the body of this ruling. The
parties may file and serve reply comments on August 6, 1999. Neill, Yablon, and
the parties may file and serve a final round of comments on August 20, 1999. The
Commission will use these comments to decide whether, and to what extent,
hexa-decimal dialing and/or 8-digit dialing will be considered in a future
proceeding.

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

m
TimothyKenney
Administrative Law judge
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LAW OFFICLES
PAUL R. MARCUS
MARCUS CENTRE - PENTIHOUSE O]
9990 SW. 77TH AVENL'E

MIAMI, FLORIDA 373156-2099
PAUL R. MARCUS FELEPHONE
(3075) H00-27345
Certified Family Mediator T TAX
{3075) 2740220

1'-Mail

MarcusCntrer aol.com

October 27, 1998

Levent lleri, Engineer

Division of Communications
Florida Public Service Commission
Capital Circle Office Center

2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard
Tallahassee, Florida 32399

Re: Dade County Telephone Numbers/305 Area Code Relief

Dear Ms. lleri:

Thank you for your letter of October 23. | personally know of 100 people that hate
the system. éverybody | talk to hates the system. | have had several of my clients ask
about the possibility of filing suit to change the system. The fact that if a couple of citizen's
groups and Chairman of Congress testified did nothing. | 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 vou to tell me exactly what has
a change of the present system. I'll play by t
p

/

e done to set in motion a request for
rules if I'm advised what they are.

Please advise. /_,

Very truly yours,

\ M MARCUS
PRM/ps T
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LAW OFFICES
PAUL R. MARCUS
MARCUS CENTRE - PENTHOUSE ONE
9990 S.W. 77TH AVENUE

MIAMI, FLORIDA 33156-2099 RS
PAUTL, R, MARCLIS (';u';)' '.ji){;.‘_j’l’.-l.’)
Certified Family Mediator i) 2'-;3§;22”

I-Mail
Paul. Marcus MarcusCentre.com

January 11, 1999
Division of Communications
Florida Public Service Commission
Capital Circle Office Center
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard
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 misdialings. 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 to 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.

People 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.

| don’t expect easy answers. | don'’t expect the Public Service Commission to make
any snap decision. | do, however, want to know what is the procedure that | 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.

"Qery truly yours,

PRM/ps
CAOFFICEWPWINWPDOCS\CLIENTSIPSC.06




RUTLEDGE, EOENIA, PURNELL & HOFFMAN

PROFESSIONAL ASSOCIATION
ATTORNEYS AND COUNSELORS AT LAW

STEPHEN A. ECENIA

POST OFFICE BOX 551, 32302-0551 gﬂfﬁgsf'éuma
JOHN R ELLIS 215 SOUTH MONROE STREET, SUITE 420 )
LA T TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA 32301-1841

THOMAS W. KONRAD

GOVERNMENTAL CONSULTANTS:
MICHAEL G. MAIDA

TELEPHONE (850) 681-6788 PATRICK R, MALOY
J. STEPHEN MENTON TELECOPIER (850) 681-6515 AMY J. YOUNG
A DAVID PRESCOTT

HAROLD F. X. PURNELL . N, 1
GARY R. RUTLEDGE Apl’l] 15, 1999 -5 1_} [_.IL‘
i =5 )
: () =0 T
Ms. Blanca Bayo, Director A1), - %
Division of Records and Reporting gal o T
Florida Public Service Commission = = \/
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 5{3 2 T R
L
Betty Easley Conference Center, Room 110 5 - o
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0850 = O

Re:  Florida PSC Docket Nos. 990455-TL, 990456-TL and 990457-TL

Dear Ms. Bayo:

The undersigned represents the Omnipoint Communications, Inc. ("Omnipoint”). Omnipoint
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, Purnell & Hoffman, P.A.
P. O. Box 551

Tallahassee, FL 32302-0551

(850) 681-6788 (phone)

(850) 681-6515 (fax)

Thank you for your assistance in this matter.
Sincerely,
Lt —
enneth A. Hoffman s Y

/201 9p

KAH/1l
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Law Offices

HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP

315 South Galhoun Street

Suite 600 COMAY 12 AMII: 01

P.O. Drawer 810 (ZIP 32302-0810)
Tallahassee, Florida 32301 S o

. REC AND
850-224-7 LL PO A
FAX 850-224-8832 ” JG
www.hklaw.com

May 11, 1999

Ms. Blanca 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

A
Atlanta Northern Virginia
Boston Orlando
Fort Lauderdale Providence
Jacksonville San Francisco
Lakeland St. Petersburg
Melbourne Tallahassee
Mexico City Tampa
Miami Washington, D.C.
New York West Palm Beach

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

Internet Address:

dbmay@hklaw.com

Re: In re: Request for review of proposed numbering plan relief for

the 305 area code (Florida Keys), Docket No. 990455-TL

In re: Request for review of proposed numbering plan relief 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:

Holland & 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 LLP

DBM/kijg 49 L 5113 ?f o
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April 22, 1999
''''' VIA FACSIMILE-----

Blanca 3. Bayd, Director

Division of Records and Reporting
Florida Public Service Commission
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd.
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-08B50

Re: Docket No. 990455-TL Docket No. 990456-TL
Docket No. 990457-TI Docket No. 990460-TC
Docket No. 990468-TP

Dear Ms. Bayo:

The Florida Public Telecommunications Assoc¢iation, Inc.
requests that it be included on the mailing list as an interested
entity in each of the above-referenced dockets. Please address
all correspondence as follows:

Angela B. Green, General Counsel
Florida Public Telecommunications Association, [nc.

129 South Gadsden Street, Sulite 200
Tallahassee, Florida 32301

Thank you for your assistance with this matter.

Sincerely,

90T/,

la B. Green
General Counsel

29045501 Tanglint _dee

5y 18f i

175 Sauth Gadsden Sireel, Suite 200, Tallohassee, Floride 32301-1525 = (850) 222-5050 FAX (850) 222-1355




MEMORANDUM F(EE(:EEI\/EE[)

May 5, 1999

MAY 05 1999
FPSC - Records/Reporting
TO - Division of Records and Reporting )
FROM : Division of Communications (ILERI) VP(
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
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MEMORANDIUM

|1|

RY 12 P
May 12, 1999 ¥ 908

I"} B o % '\.D
F{._. bHJ!N*’“
TE3 DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING {i>
FROM: DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (COX) W (/
RE: DOCKET NO. 990455-TL - In re: Request for review of

the proposed numbering relief plan for the 305 area code
(Florida Keys).

929-0970- Lcd

Attached is an ORDER GRANTING INTERVENTION to be issued in the

above-referenced docket. (Number of pages in order - 2)
WPC/slh

Attachment

cc: Division of Communications (Ileri)

I:1\9904550m.int

S Wﬁ
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FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION - RECORDS AND REPORTING
Requisition for Photocopying and Mailing

Date ] — {
Nurnber of Originais Copies Per Original
Requesied By : '
ftem Presented
e Agendo For (Date) —————  Order No. . in Docket No.
~———— Notice of , For (Date) in Docket No.
i [CYTTVET
Special Handiing instructions
Distribution/Maiiing

Number Distributed/Mailed To Number Distribufion/Mailed To

Commission Oﬁio&s s '

Docket Maifing List -

Docket Maj;ngﬁust Faxed

Note: ﬂmmmmm/mmmmmdwaﬁammmm

: Print Shop Verificalion
Job Number Verified By
Date and Time Completed | K Job Checked For Commeciness and Quaiity (inifial) _____

Mgil Room Verification
Daote maied ; Verified By

' =
PSC/RAR 12(2/71}




MEMORANDTUM

July 16, 1999 ;Qﬂ, ==

TE: DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING /{Afféa
FROM: DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (COX)
RE: DOCKET NO. 990455-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED

NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 305/786 AREA CODE - DADE
COUNTY AND MONROE COUNTY/KEYS REGION.

A9 -13719 LD

Attached is an ORDER ESTABLISHING PROCEDURE, to be issued in
the above-referenced docket. (Number of pages in order - 9)

WPC/anc

Attachment

cc: Division of Communications
T: 990455pr.wpc




FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION - RECORDS AND REPORTING

Requisition for Photocopying and Mailing

Date / /
Number of Originals Copies Per Original
Reqguested By : ;
frem Presented
Agendo For [Date) ————_ Order No. —— in Docket NO. el
Notice of ' For (Date) in Docke! NO. e
— Other
Special Handling Instruclions
Distribution/Maifing

Number Disiributed/Mailed To Number Distribufion/Maiied To
; Commission Offices s '

Docket Maifing List - Mailed
Docket Maifing List - Faxed

Note: tems must be mailed and/or retumed within one working doy after issue uniess specified here:

. Print Shop Verificafion

Job Number Verified By Lioke

Date and Time Completed 7/ Job Checked For Comrectness and Quaiity (inific) __
Mail Room Vesification

Date Mailed - Verified By

PSC/RAR 12(2/51)




STATE OF FLORIDA

Division OF RECORDS & REPORTING
BLANCA 8. BAYO

DIRECTOR

(850)413-6770

Commissioners:

JOE GARCIA, CHAIRMAN
J. TERRY DEASON
SusaN F. CLARK

JULIA L. JOHNSON

E. LEON JACOBS, JR.

Public Serbice Commission

July 20, 1999

Ms. Maria Ratcliff
City Manager’s Office
Key West City Hall
525 Angela Street
Key West, FL 33040

Re: Docket No. 990455-TL - Request for review of proposed numbering plan relief for the
305/786 area code - Dade County and Monroe County/Keys 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 10:00 a.m. and we expect approximately 100 people
to attend. We will need access to the room by 9:00 a.m.

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

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

Sincerely

rn’
4 !

Blanca S. Bay6
Enclosure

BSB/skm

CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER * 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD * TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850
An Affirmative Action/Equal Opportunity Employer
PSC Website: www.scri.net/psc Internet E-mail: contact@psc.state.fl.us




FLORIDA CASUALTY INSURANCE
RISK MANAGEMENT TRUST FUND

Policy Number: GL-98-2700 General Liability
Certificate of Coverage

Name Insured: o 51 1 SERVICE COMMISSION

General Liability Coverage provided pursuant to Chapter 284, Part II, Section 768.28,
Florida Statutes, and any rules promulgated thereunder.

Coverage Limits:

General Liability:  __$100,000.00 each person
_5200,000,00 each occurrence
Inception Date: 7/1/98
irgtion Date: 7/1/99.

TREASURER AND
INSURANCE COMMISSIONER

Di4-363
1091
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S U VICE A T

Agreement entered into between PROFESSIONAL TRANSLATING SERVICES, INC . a Florida
corporation located at 44 West Flagler Street, Suite 540, Miami, Florida, 33130 and the FL.LORIDA
PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION, located at Capital Circle Office Center, 2540 Shumard Ouk
Boulevard, Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850.

In consideration of the mutual covenants hereinafter set forth, the parties hereto agree as follows:
I. a) Professional Translating Services, Inc., agrees to provide one conscoutive
Spanish/English interpreter at a public hearing to be held at thc Embassy Suites
Hotel in Miami, Florida. The schedule for said meeting will be as follows:
September 1 10:00 am. to 12:00 p.m.
b) The fee for the personnel described in Section I, paragraphs a, is $250.00.

c) Additional hours will be charged at the rate of $125 an hour, for the one

interpreter.
I Payment terms are 100% of the projected total, pursuant to zecnon I, paragra :’ A
$250.00, payable s . § ""-‘(
Iv. In the event that FLORIDA PUBLIC SER MMISSION, cancels after the

execution ofthe contract, FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION. shall pay

,Pmm Scnnccs, Inc., 100% of the fecs set fonh in this contract g e 6”
eancelrct € - e
e Do fu

ORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION, agrees to pay the charges herein set

forth in the manner stipulated.

VL This agreement shall be construed in accordance with the laws of the State of Florida
and constitutes the entire agreement between the parties hereto with respect to the
subject matter hereof.

VIIL. This agreement must be executed by both parties by August 2, 1999. in order for it

to be valid.




IN WITNESS WHEREQOF, the parties have executed this agreement as of the date first written.

.- &A«» é éw,«)l 7~ Z¥-99

FLORIDA PUBLIC ssav:cz@jmssrow DATE

: 7-46 - 79

AL TRANSLATING SERVICES, INC.  DATE
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Issue I.D, = Docket NoZ 990455-TL

05 6 Area Code Relief Plan
July 23, 1999

NAME (PLEASE PRINT) (COMPANY /PHONE/ADDRESS /FAX)
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Issue I,D, — Docket NoZ 990455-TL

305/786 Area Code Relief Plan
July 23, 1999

NAME (PLEASE PRINT) (COMPANY / PHONE /ADDRESS / FAX)
Rick Pelson Uesr / PMCLWoRLDCOM
426-2313
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Law Offices
Messer, Caparello & Self
A Professional Association

215 South Monree Street, Suite 701
Post Office Box 1876
Tallahassee, Florida 32302-1876
Telephone: (850) 222-0720
Telecopiers: (850) 224-4359; (850) 425-1942

Internet: www.lawfla.com

July 22, 1999

B L
Udad
4

LS

Ms. Blanca Bayo, Director v
Division of Records and Reporting -/
Florida Public Service Commission

2540 Shumard Oak Blvd.

Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0850

TR
OINI
ARy O AT

Re:  Docket No. 990455-TL - BellSouth’s Request for Review of Proposed Numbering

Plan Relief for the 305 Area Code (Florida Keys)

Dear Ms. Bayo:

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

notices to the undersigned.
Thank you for your assistance in this matter.

Yours very, truly,

C

Floyd R. Seif

FRS/amb

Navna  7[»3] 9?



STATE OF FLORIDA

DivisioN OF RECORDS & REPORTING
BLANCA S. BAYO

DIRECTOR

(850)413-6770

Commissioners:

JOE GARCIA, CHAIRMAN
J. TERRY DEASON
SUSAN F. CLARK

JULIA L. JOHNSON

E. LEON JACOBS, JR.

Public Serbice Commissgion

July 22, 1999

Ms. Beatrice Lopez

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

Miami, FL 33142

Re: Docket No. 990455-TL - Request for review of proposed numbéring plan relief for the 305/786 area code - Dade
County and Monroe County/Keys 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 holding a Public Service Commission hearing on Wednesday, September 1, 1999, in
the above-referenced matter. The hearing is scheduled to begin at 10:00 a.m. and we expect approximately 100 people to be
present. The enclosed diagram demonstrates the meeting room 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 diagram by 9:00 am. In addition to the meeting room diagram, certificates of tax exemption and
insurance are enclosed.

As previously discussed, the charge for use of the meeting room and audio system is $704.40 ($175.00 room 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 forwarded shortly. To ensure timely payment, please submit your invoice to the
Bureau of Fiscal Services, 2540 Shumard Oak Blvd., Tallahassee, FL. 32399.

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

Sincerely,
Blanca S. Bayo .
BSB/skm

Enclosures

CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER * 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD » TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850
An Affirmative Action/Equal Opportunity Employer
PSC Website: www.scri.net/psc Internet E-mail: contact@psc.state.fl.us




Florida Public Service Commission
Hearing Room Configuration for
Docket No. 990455-TL
Request for review of proposed numbering plan relief for the 305/786 are code

September 1, 1999
10:00 a.m.
Embassy Suites Hotel - Miami International Airport
3974 S. River Drive

Miami, FL
&
& & &
- &
&
8 Tables
&
&
Podium
&

Theater-style Seating for 100
XXXXXXXXXX ) 9.9.9.9.9.6.9.0.0.4
XXXXXXXXXX XOKXXXXX
XOOOOOXXXX XXXXXXXXXX

XXXXXXX

%

6' Table outside entrance of room .

Office of Public Information

LEGEND:
X Chairs @& Microphones = |ocation for telephone line
H Wastebaskets <= Location where court reporter’s cassette recorder will be plugged into audio system.




FLORIDA CASUALTY INSURANCE
RISK MANAGEMENT TRUST FUND

Policy Number: GL-98-2700 General Liability
Certificate of Coverage

Name Insured: o o) 1 SERVICE COMMISSION

General Liability Coverage provided pursuant to Chapter 284, Part II, Section 768.28,
Florida Statutes, and any rules promulgated thereunder.

Coverage Limits:

General Liability:  __$100,000.00 each person
—.5$200,000,00 each occurrence

Inception Date: 7/1/98

Expirgtion Date: 2/1/99

TREASURER AND
INSURANCE COMMISSIONER

Dli4-363
191
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-’EConsumer’t Certificate of Exom-"‘*on’ This Certificate is DR-14

; Non-t f la. R. 12897
Issued Pursuant to Chapter 212, Fiorida Statutes il
Issue Date Expiration Date Certificate Number Type of Organization
12/16/97 12/16/2002 47-00-025398-52¢ STATE GOVERNMENT
€3FE3 13 Fii 2105
Thﬁs CGﬂiﬁBS .rh.t = S b . Ga
i Y 1
FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION ey e
2540 SHUMARD OAK BLVD - 125 GUNTER BLDG L s
TALLAHASSEE . FL 32399-0850 . L

Is Exempt From the Payment of Sales and Use Tax on the Purchase or Lease of Tangible Personal Property, the

Lease of Transient Rental Accommodations or Real Property.
: L.H. Fuchs

Executive Director

Florida Department of Revenue DR-14
[———————————————— R. 12197
important Facts

@ Provide all vendors with a copy of your Consumer’s Certificate of Exemption before making tax-exempt purchases.
@ Your Consumer's Certificate of Exemption is to be used solely for your organization's customary nonprofit activities.

e Purchases by the exempt organization are only exempt when the Consumer’s Certificate of Exemption is presented to
the vendor and the payment is made directly by the organization.

® Purchases made by an individual on behalf of the organization are taxable, even if the individual is reimbursed by the
organization.

@ Transactions by an exempt organization such as sales or leases of tangible personal property, transient rental or
sleeping accommodations, real property, or docking spaces are taxable. The organization must register for sales and
use tax certification, and collect and remit sales tax on those transactions. Note: Churches are exempt from this
requirement excegt when they are the lessor of real property (Section 12A-1.070, Florida Administrative Code).

® Changes in the organization's purpose, federal exemption status, or address must be reported immediately to the
Department of Revenue.

UNDER NO CIRCUMSTANCES SHOULD THIS EXEMPTION BE USED FOR THE PERSONAL BENEFIT OF ANY
INDIVIDUAL. ANY MISUSE OF THIS EXEMPTION WILL NECESSITATE ITS REVOCATION.

If you have any questions or need assistance, please contact:
Central Registration
5050 W TENNESSEE ST
TALLAHASSEE FL 32399-0100
850-487-4130




STATE OF FLORIDA

DivisioN OF RECORDS & REPORTING
BLANCA S. BAYO

DIRECTOR

(850)413-6770

Commissioners:

JOE GARCIA, CHAIRMAN
J. TERRY DEASON
SUSAN F. CLARK

JULIA L. JOHNSON

E. LEON JACOBS, JR.

Public Serbice Commissgion

July 22, 1999

Ms. Grace Fuentevilla

Professional Translating Services, Inc.
44 West Flagler Street, 18th Floor
Miami, FL 33130

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

Dear Ms. Fuentevilla:

This will confirm our request for a Spanish/English 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. River Drive, Miami,
beginning at 10:00 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 hearing, please forward your invoice to the Florida Public Service Commission,
Bureau of Fiscal Services, 2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard, Tallahassee, FL 32399,

If you need additional information regarding this request, please call Ms. Moses at (850) 413-
6728.

Sincerely,

Blanca S. Bay6 - %

BSB/sm

CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER * 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD * TALLAHASSEE, FL. 32399-0850
An Affirmative Action/Equal Opportunity Employer
PSC Website: www.scri.net/psc Internet E-mail: contact@psc.state.fl.us
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professional
wrenvlating services, inc.

July 20, 1999

Sandy Moses

Florida Public Services Commission
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd.
Tallahassee, FL. 32399

Re: Meeting for Florida Public Services
Commission on September 1, 1999, in
Miami, FL

Dear Sandy

In response to your inquiry, [ am hereby sending you our quotation to provide you with
Spanish/English consecutive interpreting services.

It is my understanding that the schedule for the meeting will be on September 1. 1999,
from 10:00 a.m. to 12:00 p.m.

The fee for services is $125 per hour, with a minimum of two hours. This amount
includes one consecutive interpreter.

In addition to having provided language services for Florida Public Services Commission
in the past, our firm provides language services for numerous companies in government
and economics-related fields, such as FTAA, Caribbean Latin American Action. and
Florida Partnership of the Americas. We will be happy to provide you with refercnces,
should you request them,

I look forward to a prompt confirmation of terms in order to start making the
arrangements that will ensure a successful meeting.

-

ferenge Coordinator for
. Cristina de la Vega
President

Courthouse Tower Building. Suile 540, 44 W. Flagler Street, Miaml. FL 33130
305/371-TH87 Foax 305/37T1-8386 E.meil pteinc@ao! com www grotransialing, com



PROFESSIONAL TRANSLATING
SERVICES, INC.

44 WEST FLAGLER STREET, SUITE 540
MIAMI, FLORIDA 33130
(305) 371-7887
Fax: (305) 371-8366

FAX TRANSMISSION COVER SHEET

Date: July 20, 1999
To: Sandy Moses

Florida Public Service Commission
Fax:  850-413-7118 =
Subject: September 1, 1999 Meeting

Sender: Grace Fuentevilla

YOU SHOULD RECEIVE
2 PAGE(S), INCLUDING THIS COVER SHEET. IF YOU DO NOT RECEIVE
ALL THE PAGES, PLEASE CALL (305) 371-7887.




MEMORANDTUM

August &, 1999

TO: DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING (D)))U
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 County/Keys Region

(B -FLO

Attached is an ORDER ESTABLISHING ISSUES,

to be issued in the
above-referenced docket.

(Number of pages in order - 3)

DWC
Attachment

gy Pivisien of Communlcatlons (ILERI)
T+99045510., dwcﬁ .

it
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FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION - RECORDS AND REPORTING
Requisition for Photocopying and Mailing
Date / /
Number of Originals Copies Per Original
Requesied By ' '
ftem Presented _

e Ag€Ndo For (Date) . Order No. ———  in Docket No.
— ) Y : For (Date) ' in Docket No.
e YN

Special Handling instrucfions

Distribution/Mailing

Number Disiributed/Mailed To Number Distribution/Mailed To
Commission Offices - '
Docket Maifing List - Mailed
Docket Mailing List - Faxed

Note: tems must be mailed and/or retumed within one working day dfter issue unless specified here:

Print Shop Verificalion

Job Number Verified By -

Date and Time Completed Job Checked For Comectness and Quality (inffial) _.
Mail Room Verification

Date Mailed Verified By

PSC/RAR 12(2/91}
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MEMORANDTUM
AUG 10 PH 1247
August 10, 1999
1 E_“_"_JI-_ ] . _' r.\l\“’—
REPORTING

TO.: DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING Q/ 5/(
FROM: DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (CALDWELL{;}}ﬁ /5
RE : DOCKET NO. 990455-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED

NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 305/786 AREA CODE - DADE
COUNTY AND MONROE COUNTY/KEYS REGION.

1574 -PCO
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
13 990455sp.dwc




FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION - RECORDS AND REPORTING
Requisition for Photocopying and Mailing

o il-igh /4

Nurnber of Originals Copies Per Criginal
Requested By -
— Agenda For (Date) —————————— Order No. : in Docket No. _
Nofice of ' For (Daote) —LL—. . in Docket No. g
———ee OtHET
Special Handiling instruchons
Distribufion/Maiiing

Numbeq Dishributed/Mailed To Number Distribution/Maiied To

Commission Offices T '
Docket Maiiiing List - Mailed
Docket Mailing List - Faxed _

Noteﬂamnnﬁbemcﬁedaﬁformwmmwmmycﬁwmmspeaﬁedm
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Date and Time Compieted Job Checked For Corréciness and Quaiity (inific)
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MEMORANTDIUM
August 2, 1999 AUG T AH 9:3
;QE};J Lo AND
REFORTING
T&s DIVISICON OF RECORDS AND REPORTING
FROM: DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES CALDWELL(;ypt) Kj%)
RE: DOCKET NO. 990455-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED

NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 305/786 AREA CODE - DADE
COUNTY AND MONROE COUNTY/KEYS REGION

Attached is an original and four copies of a NOTICE to be
published, sa—the—mrext i-gane—ef—the—Ftrorica—fAdministrative Weekly.

DWC
Attachment
cc: Division of Communications (Cutting, Ileri)

I:455fawsv.dwc




STATE OF FLORIDA

DIvVISION OF RECORDS & REPORTING
BLANCA S. BAYO

DIRECTOR

(850)413-6770

Commissioners:

JOE GARCIA, CHAIRMAN
J. TERRY DEASON
SusaN F. CLARK

JULIA L. JOHNSON
E.LEON JACOBS, JR.

Public Serbice Commission

August 12, 1999

Ms. Maria Ratcliff
City Manager’s Office
Key West City Hall
525 Angela Street
Key West, FL 33040

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

Dear Ms. Ratcliff:

This will confirm cancellation of our September 2, 1999, reservation of the Old City Hall
Commission Chambers. The hearing in this matter has been canceled but may be rescheduled at a
future date.

1 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 regarding this
matter,

Sincerely

&"—“— é )
Blanca S. Bayé .

BSB/skm

CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER * 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD * TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850
An Affirmative Action/Equal Opportunity Employer
PSC Website: www.scri.net/psc Internet E-mail: contact@psc.state.fl.us




STATE OF FLORIDA

DivisSION OF RECORDS & REPORTING
BLANCA S. BAYO

DIRECTOR

(850)413-6770

Commissioners:

JOE GARCIA, CHAIRMAN
J. TERRY DEASON
SusaN F. CLARK

JuLiA L. JOHNSON

E. LEON JACOBS, JR.

Public Serbice Commission

April 15, 1999

Ms. Sandra Woodall
Dunedin City Hall

P. O. Box 1348
Dunedin, FL. 34697-1348

Re: Docket No. 971065-SU - Application for rate increase in Pinellas County by Mid-County
Services, Inc.

Dear Ms. Woodall:

This will confirm our reservation of the Dunedin City Commission Chambers for the
purpose of holding a Public Service Commission hearing on June 21-22, 1999, in the above-
referenced matter. The hearing will begin at 10:00 a.m. on June 21 and end by 10:00 p.m.
On June 22, the hearing may begin as early as 8:30 a.m. and end by 8:00 p.m. We will need
access to the room by 8:30 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 room. A copy of our
insurance certificate is enclosed.

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

Sincerely,

= : é /
lanca S. Bayo t

Enclosure

CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER ¢ 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD * TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850

An Affirmative Action/Equal Opportunity Employer
PSC Webhsite: www.scrinet/psc Internet E-mail: contact@psc.state.fl.us




FLORIDA CASUALTY INSURANCE
RISK MANAGEMENT TRUST FUND

Policy Number: GL-98-2700 General Liability
Certificate of Coverage

Name Insured:  pUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

General Liability Coverage provided pursuant to Chapter 284, Part II, Section 768.28,
Florida Statutes, and any rules promulgated thereunder.

Coverage Limits:

General Liability: ~ _$100,000.00 each person
—-5200,000.00 _each occurrence
Inception Date: 7/1/98

on Date: /199

TREASURER AND
INSURANCE COMMISSIONER

Dii4-363
1491




STATE OF FLORIDA
Commissioners: DIVISION OF RECORDS & REPORTING
JOE GARCIA, CHAIRMAN BLANCA S. BAYO

DIRECTOR
(850)413-6770

J. TERRY DEASON
SusaN F. CLARK
JUuLIA L. JOHNSON
E.LEON JACOBS, JR.

Public Serbice Commission

August 12, 1999

Ms. Grace Fuentevilla

Professional Translating Services, Inc.
44 West Flagler Street, 18th Floor
Miami, FL. 33130

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

Dear Ms. Fuentevilla:

This will confirm cancellation of our request for a Spanish/English 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) 413-6728.

Sincerely,

é@.__,_a.ba@‘

lanca S. Bayo

BSB/sm

CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER * 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD * TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850
An Affirmative Action/Equal Opportunity Employer
PSC Website: www.scri.net/psc Internet E-mail: contact@psc.state.fl.us




STATE OF FLORIDA

Commissioners: DVISION OF RECORDS & REPORTING
JULIA L. JOHNSON, CHAIRMAN BLANCA S. BAYO

J. TERRY DEASON DIRECTOR

SUSAN F. CLARK (850) 413-6770

JOE GARCIA
E. LEON JACOBS, JR.

Quhlit Serbice Commisgsion

August 12, 1999

Ms.Beatrice Lopez

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

Miami, FL 33142

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

Dear Ms. Lopez:

This will confirm cancellation of our September 1, 1999, reservation of meeting space at the Embassy Suites
Hotel-Miami International Airport and rental of audio equipment. The hearing in this matter has been canceled but
may be rescheduled at a future date.

[ 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,

&-‘—4‘ é {
Blanca S. Bayo6

BSB/sm

\

CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER ® 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD ® TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850

An Affirmative Action/Equal Opportunity Employer
PSC Website: www.scri.net/psc internet E-mail: contact@psc.state.fl.us
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FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION - RECORDS AND REPORTING
Requisition for Photocopying and Mailing

Number of Originais : Copies Per Original sl el
Requested By : i
flem Presented
—— Agendo For (Date) —————.  Order No. _ In Docket No.
Notice of : For (Date) in Docket No.
—— Other :
Special Handiing instruclions

Number Distributed /Mailed To Number Distribufion/Mailed To
Commission Offices il ; | |
Docket Maifing List - Mailed
Docket Maiing List - Faxed

Notfe: iterns must be mailed and/or retumed! within one working day after issue uniess specified here:

/

Prit Shop Verificalion y
Job Number Verihed By
Date and Time Completed /|~ Job Checked For Correctness and Quality (inifial) _____

Date Maied Verified By :

PSC/RAR 12(2/91)




MEMORANTDIUM

JRUG 1B AMID: L6
August 18, 1999

REPORTING
TQ: DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING C,
FROM: DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (CALDWELL) (iﬁ) ’T:)p
RE: DOCKET NO. 990455-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW "OF PROPOSED

NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 305/786 AREA CODE - DADE
COUNTY AND MONROE COUNTY/KEYS REGION.

Attached is a NOTICE OF CANCELLATION OF CUSTOMER SERVICE
HEARINGS, to be issued in the above-referenced docket. (Number of
pages in order - 2)

CBW/anc
Attachment

cc: Division of Communications
I: 990455ca.dwc

(414

W

0982 3-99
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MEMORANDUM Pl bl VLS e
August 18, 1999 TAUG 18 PH 3: 39
REFORTING
TO: DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING
)
FROM : DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES {CALDWELL)QL}JQ/ L/E)
RE : DOCKET NO. 990455-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED

NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 305/786 AREA CODE - DADE
COUNTY AND MONROE COUNTY/KEYS REGION.

[L2*F-FPCO
Attached is an ORDER_ GRANTING INTERVENTION, to be issued in
the above-referenced docket. (Number of pages in order - 2)
DWC/anc
Attachment
cc: Divigion of Communications
T 990455at .dwc
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FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION - RECORDS AND REPORTING
Requisition for Photocopying and Mailing

Date / /

Number of Originais Copies Per Original
Requesied By ; -
fflem Presented

Agendoa For (Date) e  Order No. ‘ in Docket No.

Notice of : For (Date) In Docket No.
RS ¢ (]

Special Handling instruciions

Numnber Distributed/Mailed To Number Distribution/Mailed To

Comrrission_Offices

Docket Mailing List - Mailed

Docket Maiing List - Foxed
Noie:ﬂmmﬁbemdedaﬂlmmmﬁﬁamew&gdwaﬂammspedﬁedm:

: print Shop Veriicahon
Job Number Verified By :
Date and Time Complefed =% Job Checked For Comrectness and Quaily (inffial) ___

-

Date Mailed Veriiied By

PSC/RAR 12(2/91)




R O 1 N
“anVEL R WA
MEMORANDUM
RUG 20 PH 1: 40
August 20, 1999
REGLUS AND
REPORTING
TO: DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING
FROM: DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (BEDELL/WATTS)(LBW
RE: DOCKET 'NO. 990455-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED

NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 305/786 AREA CODE - DADE
COUNTY AND MONROE COUNTY/KEYS REGION.

Lu3l-pto

Attached is an ORDER CANCELING HEARINGS AND OTHER CONTROLLING
DATES, to be issued in the above-referenced docket. (Number of
pages in order -~ 3)

CBW/anc

Attachment

cc: Division of Communications
Iz 990455¢c2.dwec

HUST 6
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W ORRISON & FOERSTER vrir

SAN FRANCISCO ATTORNEYS AT LAW

LOS ANGELES

SACRAMENTO 2000 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE, NW
ORANGE COUNTY WASHINGTON, D.C. 20006-1888
PALO ALTO TELEPHONE (202} 887-1500
WALNUT CREEK TELEFACSIMILE (202) 887-0763
DENVER

Writer's Direct Dial Number

(202) 887-8739

August 18, 1999

11y

RES, ™~ -
Ms. Blanca S. Bayo S (X
Director, Division of Records and Reporting — T
Florida Public Service Commission 55 =
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard O o
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0850 o

Re:  Docket Nos. 990373-TP, 990455-TL, 990456-TL,
990457-TL, 990517-TL

Dear Ms. Bayo:

The purpose of this letter is to request that the following name be added to the
official Commission service list for the dockets listed above.

Thomas Foley

Lockheed Martin IMS/NANPA
820 Riverbend Boulevard
Longwood, Florida 32779
Phone: (407) 389-8929

Fax: (407) 682-1108

E-mail: foleyt@ix.netcom.com

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact me at the address
or telephone number listed above.

Jim Bucholz

9 9o 373 E il Legal Assistant
cc: Tom Foley @’0‘»\& 8/ 3/ ??
>

de-171266



AUG-24-93 (03:27TPM  FROM-FLORIDA CABLE ASSOC, 850-681~8676 T-407 P 01/01 F-032

AU I PF 3 h
Florida Cable]elecommumcauons Association bk TR SR

Sceve Wilkerson, President r“ e
VIA FACSIMILE REPURTING

August 24, 1999

Ms. Blanca S. Bayo, Director
Division of Records and Reporting
Florida Public Service Commission
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard
Tallahassee, FL. 323995-0850

RE: FPSC Docker No. 990455-TL
Dear Ms. Bayo:

I am writing to request that the Florida Cable Telecommunications Association, Inc. ("FCTA") be
placed on the mailing list of persons interested in monitoring the above- referenced docker. Please
send all mailings to the following:

Michael A. Gross

Vice President, Regulatory Aftairs & Regulatory Counsel
Florida Cable Telecommunications Association, Inc.

310 North Monroe Street

Tallahassee, FL 32301

850/681-1990 Tel.

850/681-9676 Fax

E-Mail Address: mgross@fcia.com.

Thank you for your assistance in this marter. Please contact me with any questions.
Sincerely,

ML,

Michael A. Gross
Vice President, Regulatory Affairs
& Regulatory Counsel

MAG:mj Hone &Y 7f

310 North Monroe Streer » Tallahassee, Florida 32301 e (850) 681-1990 FAX (850) 681-9676 & www.fcta.com
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MEMORANDUM P
U626 pu ;. n,
Ao s 3b
August Z@; 19985 RECE: AND
J.f , - .f\
RLJ ‘l“\“‘-‘
T DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING
\
FROM: DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (CALDWELL&:)ﬁL/} (J)E)
RE: DOCKET NO. 990455-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED

NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 305/786 AREA CODE - DADE
COUNTY AND MONROE COUNTY/KEYS REGION. LQ5] PCO

Attached is an ORDER AUTHORIZING QUALIFIED REPRESENTATIVE
STATUS, to be issued in the above-referenced docket.

(Number of pages in order - 2)

DC/ALC/dr
Attachment

cc: Division of Communications (Ileri, Barrett)
J\ P
JU
»J\Uf

I:\990455C.ALC



EIVED-FPSC
MEMORANDUM
AUG 26 PM 1: 36
Y
August }Q, 1989 RECUHOS AND
REFPORTING
TO: DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING £
Q/
FROM: DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (CALDWELLO-/
RE: DOCKET NO. 990455-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED

NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 305/786 AREA CODE - DADE
COUNTY AND MONROE COUNTY/KEYS REGION.
|lob2 -PLO

Attached is an ORDEER AUTHORIZING QUALIFIED REPRESENTATIVE
STATUS, to be issued in the above-referenced docket.

(Number of pages in order - 2)

DC/ALC/dr

Attachment
cc: Division of Communications (Ileri, Barrett)

I1:\990455B.ALC




IVED-FPSC
MEMORANDUM N
LB 26 P12 36
Ao
August N, 1999 RECUHDL AND

REPORTING

TO DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING
FROM: DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (CALDWELL Mb
RE: DOCKET NO. 990455-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED

NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 305/786 AREA CODE - DADE
COUNTY AND MONROE COQUNTY/KEYS REGION.
w53 AL

Attached is an ORDER AUTHORIZING QUALIFIED REPRESENTATIVE
STATUS, to be issued in the above-referenced docket.

(Number of pages in order - 2)

wR e
A" :
B
DCraLo/dr \
Attachment qzbg
cc: Division of Communications (Ileri, Barrett)

I:\990455A.ALC

JJ,«-'
el




HECZIVED-ERSC

MEMORANDUM
August 25, 1999 /SEP -8 PM L: 36
OIS AND
RzPURTING
TG : DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING
FROM: DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (CALDWELL(}EﬁL}(lfb
RE: DOCKET NO. 990455-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED

NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 305/786 AREA CODE - DADE
COUNTY AND MONROE COUNTY/KEYS REGION.

[723-¢co
Attached is an ORDER GRANTING INTERVENTION, to be issued in
the above-referenced docket. (Number of pages in order - 3)
DWC/anc
Attachment
cc: Division of Communications
I 9904550p.dwc




= CEIVE SC
MEMORANDTUM
ser -8 PH L: 36
August 25, 1999
o AND
"l llll\!l{..:l
e DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING C}%)
F'ROM : DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES CALDWELLtjpéL)
RE: DOCKET NO. 990455-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED

NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 305/786 AREA CODE - DADE
COUNTY AND MONROE COUNTY/KEYS REGION.

1727¢ - Pco
Attached is an ORDER GRANTING INTERVENTION, to be issued in
the above-referenced docket. (Number of pages in order - 3)
DWC/anc
Attachment
cc: Division of Communications
Tz 980455me. dwc
ol
-
0 s
wu

((""

\%u@ )




EOENVED-EPSC

MEMORANDUM nivdortd ol ol
August 25, 1999 .. SEP~B PN L: 38
RelA s AND
REPORTING

TO: DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING

FROM : DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (CALDWELL (/6

RE: DOCKET NO. 990455-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED

NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 305/786 AREA CODE - DADE
COUNTY AND MONROE COUNTY/KEYS REGION.
[ 27— Fo

Attached 1s an ORDER GRANTING INTERVENTION, to be issued in
the above-referenced docket. (Number of pages in order - 3)

DWC/anc

Attachment

cc: Division of Communications
e 990455ge.dwc




.
MEMORANDUM ' el
August 25, 1999 - SEP -8 PH L: 36
ECE e AND
REFORTING
TO: DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING
FROM:: DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (CALDWELLb}J‘) O/f)
RE : DOCKET NO. 990455-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED

NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 305/786 AREA CODE - DADE
COUNTY AND MONROE COUNTY/KEYS REGION.

726 Fco
Attached is an ORDER GRANTING INTERVENTION, to be issued in
the above-referenced docket. (Number of pages in order - 3)
DWC/anc
Attachment
cc: Division of Communications
I 990455bs.dwc




MEMORANDUM

August 25, 1999 SEP -8 PH L: 26

[ -ar-\
| )

"REPORTING
TO: DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING
FROM: DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES CALDWELL&j)f/) (Lfb
RE ¢ DOCKET NO. 990455-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED

NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 305/786 AREA CODE - DADE
COUNTY AND MONROE COUNTY/KEYS REGION.

[2217-Fco
Attached is an ORDER GRANTING INTERVENTION, to be issued in
the above-referenced docket. (Number of pages in order - 3)
DWC/anc
Attachment
cc: Division of Communications
I3 990455bm.dwc
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FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION - RECORDS AND REPORTING
Reguisition for Photocopying and Mailing

Date L2 7L/

Number of Originals Copies Per Original
Requested By |
~— Agendc For [Date) — Order No. —/_—=——  In Docket No.—
<. NoOtiCe OF ' For (Dote) ! InDocket No.
Special Handiing insiruchions
” —Aﬁ
Dishibuiion/Maiing ==
Number Distributed/Mailed To Number Distribulion/Mailled To

Commission Offices

Docket Maiing List - Mailed

Docket Mailing List - Faxed
Nom:ﬂensmstbemdedwmmm“wﬁ-gday.mmmm&.m:

_ Print Shop Veriiication R
Job Number Verified By (A 1 o gl
Date and Time Completed ___| Job Checked For Comreciness and Quaiity (inifial) ____

Mail Room Verification —_
Date Mailed Versified By

PSC/RAR 12(2/51)
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FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION - RECORDS AND REPORTING
Regquisition for Photocopying and Mailing

Date kgl
Nurnber of Originas Copies Per Original
Requesied By ol -
s frem Presented = -

— Agendg For (Date] ——  Order No. — ../ InDocket No.

Notice of : For (Date) L In Docket No.
—— Other AL

) ¥ }
Special Handiing instructions
m’m s v RS Y S R

Number Disiributed/Mailed To Number Distribution/Mailed To

Cornmission Offices v

Docket Maiiing List - Malied

Docket Mailing List - Faxed
Note: items must be malled and/or refumed within one working doy ofter issue unless specified here:

: Print Shop Vesfication === sz
Job Number ' Verified By (D S
Date and Time Completed 1~ (. Job Checked For Comectness and Quaity (inifici)

Date Mailed Verified By

PSC/RAR 12{2/51)




MEMORANDUM AECENVED-FPSC

4

October 13, 1999 v JOpT

.\\Jl ,3 PH % 9
““f'.  AND
RE rp JWJF
B DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING
P
FROM: DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (B. KEATING)

RE: DOCKET NO. 9904&§5=TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED
NUMBERING 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 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 904 AREA CODE.

Attached is a MEMORANDUM, to be issued in the above-referenced

docket. (Number of pages - 1)
2\

BK/anc O%.ﬁ'
Attachment @JQT /
cc: Division of Communications / \ i\
T1 9805171ic.bk éfp
"\
NN

I&qﬂsmqq




MEMORANDUM otV -F PSSO

October 13, 1999 - CCT 13 PH 4: 25

e ) A
| e P

eI RY I,

REPORTING
T DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING
FROM : DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (B. KEATING);{Q/<
RE.: DOCKET NO. #9920465-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPQOSED

NUMBERING 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 RELIEF FOR THE 561 AREA CODE.

DOCKET NO. 990457-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED
NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE %54 AREA CODE.

DOCKET NO. 990517-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED
NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 904 AREA CODE.

Attached i1s an ISSUE IDENTIFICATION MEMORANDUM, to be issued

in the above-referenced dockets. (Number of pages - 1)
BK/anc

Attachment \ N\
cc: Division of Communications E}Oﬁ‘ '
I: 990517id.bk !

!QQ%Q~Qj
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MEMORANDUM
October 19, 1999 SJO0CT 19 PH 3:23
RECL1US AND
AEFORTING
TO: DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING
FROM: DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (KEATINGY%KL
RE: DOCKET NO. 990455-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED

NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 305/786 AREA CODE - DADE
COUNTY AND MONROE COUNTY/KEYS REGION.

DOCKET NO. 950456-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED
NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 561 AREA CODE.

DOCKET NO. 9290457-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 904 AREA CODE.

Attached is a MEMORANDUM to be igsued via facsimile, where a
number 1is available, and otherwise issued by U.S. Mail, in the

above-referenced docket. (Number of pages - 1)
BK/anc

Attachment

cc: Division of

I: 990517is.bk 23 ¢

|aNS3-99




MEMORANDTUM PRV LT O
“20CT 29 pu myap
October 29, 1999 b gy
REFORTING
TO: DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING
FROM : DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (B. KEATING)‘)
RE: DOCKET NO. 990455-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED

NUMBERING 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 RELIEF FOR THE 561 AREA CODE.

DOCKET NO. 990457-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED
NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 554 AREA CODE.

DOCKET NO. 990517-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED
NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 904 AREA CODE.

245 PO

Attached is an ORDER ESTABLISHING PRCCEDURE, to be issued in
the above-referenced docket. (Number of pages in order - }éf

MUST GO TODAY
L 5 [

Attachment
cc: Division of Communications
L 990455ep.bk

HMod
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FLOR]DA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION RECORDS AND REPORTING

Requistion for Photocopying and Mailing

Date / /
Number of Originals - Copies Per Original
Requested By

Item Presented

Agenda For (Date) __________ Order No. !~ In Docket No.
Notice of For (Date) In Docket No.
— Other

Special Handling Instructions

Distribution/Mailing*-
Number Distributed/ Mailed To Number Distribution/Mailed To

Commission Offices
Docket Mailing List - Mailed

Docket Mailing List - Faxed

Note: Iltems must be mailed and/or returned within one working day after issue unless specified here:

Print Shop Verification

Job Number : : Verified By )
Date and Time Completed L1 =% Job Checked For Corredness and Quality (Initial) ——

Mail Room Verification

Date Mailed Verified By

PSC/RAR 12(9/99)




) ) ! QL VLT
12/10/99 FRI 15:42 FAX 850 561 3013 BERGER & DAVIS .

215 South Monroe Street Suite 705

Daniel H. Thompson
Tallahassee, Florida 32301

Phone: 850.561.3010 email at:
Berger Fax: 850.561.3013 dthompson@bdslaw.com
~ Davis&
Singerman
Professional Association
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December 9, 1999 B e o)
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VIA FACSIMILE o O3

Blanca Bayo, Director

Division of Records and Reporting
Public Service Commission

2540 Shurmard Oaks Blvd.
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-6850

Re: Docket Number 990455- TL

Dear Ms. Bayo:

This firm represents ADT Security Systems, Inc. On behalf of ADT, we hereby request that
ADT be listed as an interested person in the above referenced cases. Please forward copies of
relevant PSC documents to my attention at the address listed above. In addition, by copy of this

letter I am requesting that the parties of record, on the attached service list, serve copies of their
pleadings accordingly.

If there are any problems or concerns with this request, please call me at your earliest
convenience. Thank you.

Yours truly,

BERGER DAVIS & SINGERMAN

(o w1

Daniel H. Thompson
DHT:eam

¢C: Gray Finney
Diana Caldwell

@\a_ue_cQ nwA~ Aotk 12,[|—5lq(R

6667.1/46832.005/805_TAL o
12/9/99 wpB Miami - Fort Lauderdale - Tallabassee
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Parties of Record Report for Docket 990455-TL
As of 12/07/1999

Comments: None

AT&T Communications of the Southern States, Inc.
Address: Tracy Hatch/Marsha Rule
101 North Monroe Street. Ste 700
Tallahassee, FL 32301

Phone: 850-425-6364
FAX: 850-425-6361
Party of record: Yes
CASR Tist: No
Represents:
Represented by: Messer Law Firm
Bel1South Mobility, Inc.
Address: Gloria Johnson
1100 Peachtree St. NE
Suite 910
Atlanta, GA 30309-4599
Phone:
FAX: 404-249-0453
Party of record: Yes
CASR 1ist: No
Represents:
Represented by: Holland Law Firm

Beli1South Telecommunications, Inc. (TL720)
Address: Ms. Nancy B. White
c/o Nancy H. Sims
150 South Monroe Street, Suite 400
Tallahassee, FLL 32301-1556

Phone: (850) 224-7798, (850) 222-1201
FAX: 850-222-8640

Party of record: Yes

CASR T1ist: Yes

Represents:

Represented by:

GTE Florida Incorporated
Address: Kimberly Caswell
P.0. Box 110, FLTCO0Q7
Tampa, FL 33601-0110

Phone: (813) 483-2617, (813) 483-2530
FAX: (813) 223-4888

Party of record: Yes

CASR 1ist: Yes

Represents:

Represented by:
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Parties of Record Report for Docket 990455-TL
As of 12/07/1999

Holland Law Firm
Address:

Phone:

FAX:

Party of record:
CASR 1ist:
Represents:
Represented by:

Lockheed Martin IMS
Address:

Phone:

FAX:

Party of record:
CASR Tist:
Represents:
Represented by:

Lockheed Martin IMS/NANPA
Address:

Phone:

FAX:

Party of record:
CASR Tist:
Represents:
Represented by:

MCI WorldCom
Address:

Phone:

FAX:

Party of record:
CASR list:
Represents:
Represented by:

3013 BERGER & DAVIS

Bruce May
P.0. Drawer 810

Tallahassee, FL 32302-0810

(850) 224-7000
850-222-8185
Yes

Yes
Bel1South Mobility

D. Wayne Milby

Communications Industry Services

1133 15th Street, N.W

Washington. DC 20005

(202) 756-5600

Yes
No

Morrison & Foerster Law Firm

Thomas Foley

820 Riverbend Blvd.
Longwood, FL 32779

407-389-8929
407-682-1108
Yes

No

Morrison & Foerster

Ms. Donna C. McNulty

325 John Knox Road, Suite 105
Tallahassee, FL 32303-4131

(850) 422-1254
850-422-2586
Yes

Yes

[fo16
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MCI WoridCom, Inc.
Address:

Phone:

FAX:

Party of record:
CASR 1ist:
Represents:
Represented by:

Messer Law Firm
Address:

Phone:

FAX:

Party of record:
CASR 1ist:
Represents:
Represented by:

FRI 15:42 FAX 850 561 3013 BERGER & DAVIS ol

— —

Parties of Record Report for Docket 990455-TL
As of 12/07/1999

Mr. Brian Sulmonetti

Six Concourse Parkway, Suite 3200
Atlanta, GA 30328

770-284-5493

770-284-5488

Yes

No

Floyd Self

215 S. Monroe Street, Suite 701
Tallahassee, FL 32301-1876
850-222-0720

850-224-4359

Yes

Yes

AT&T

Morrison & Foerster Law Firm

Address;

Phone:
FAX:

Party of record:
CASR 1ist:
Represents:
Represented by:

Kimberly D. Wheeler

2000 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20006-1888
202-887-1500

202-887-0763

Yes

Yes

Lockheed Martin

Omnipoint Communications

Address:

Phone:

FAX:

Party of record:
CASR 1ist:
Represents:
Represented by:

600 Ansin Blvd.
Hallandale, FL 3300
954-457-5700 :
954-457-5705

Yes

No

Rutledge Law Firm
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FRI 15:43 FAX 850 561 3013

Rutledge Law Firm

Address:

Phone:

FAX:

Party of record:
CASR 1ist:
Represents:
Represented by:

Sprint PCS

Address:

Phone:

FAX:

Party of record:
CASR Tist:
Represents:
Represented by:

p—

Parties of Record Report for Docket 990455-TL

Kenneth Hof
P.0. Box 55
Tallahassee
850-681-678
850-681-651
Yes

Yes
Omnipoint

Joe Assenzo
Legal Depar

4900 Main Street, 11th Floor

Kansas City
816-559-100
Yes
Yes

Sprint-Florida, Incorporated

Address:

Phone:

FAX:

Party of record:
CASR Tlist:
Represents:
Represented by:

Charles J.

BERGER & DAVIS

As of 12/07/1999

{man

. FL 32302
8

5

tment

; MO 64112

Rehwinkel/Susan Masterton

P.0. Box 2214
Tallahassee, FL 32316-2214

B47-0244
850-599-145
Yes

Yes

8

[do1s



STATE OF FLORIDA
Commissioners: DIVISION OF RECORDS & REPORTING
JOE GARCIA, CHAIRMAN BLANCA S. BAYO
DIRECTOR
J. TERRY DEASON
SusaN F. CLARK (850)413-6770

E. LEON JACOBS, JR.

Public Serbice Commission

February 3, 2000

Ms. Alicia Cook
Key West City Hall
525 Angela Street
Key West, FL 33040

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

Dear Ms. Cook:

This will confirm our reservation of the Old 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 begin at 2:00 p.m. and we expect approximately 100 people to
attend. We will need access to the room by 1:00 p.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 (850) 413-6728, if you have any questions regarding this matter.

Sincerely

lanca S. Bay6
Enclosure

BSB/skm

CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER * 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD ® TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850
An Affirmative Action/Equal Opportunity Employer
PSC Website: www.scri.net/psc internet E-mail: contact@psc.state.fl.us




RECEIVED-FPSC
MEMORANDUM

February 28, 2000 GOFEB 28 PH b: 21
{ '@eﬂﬁﬁ
REPORTING
TO: DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING
FROM: DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (VACCAqujx/
RE : DOCKET NO. 990455-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED

NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 305/786 AREA CODE - DADE
COUNTY AND MONROE COUNTY/KEYS REGION.

Attached is a Notice of Service Hearings tO be issued in the
above-referenced docket. (Number of pages in notice - 2)

TV/sa

Attachment

cc: Division of Telecommunications (Ileri, Barrett)
1:990455nh.tv

] 0 M c:ﬂ["[';ﬂ‘ci s
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FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION - RECORDS AND REPORTING
Requistion for Photocopying and Mailing

Date__ /;’ s
Number of Originals >~ Copies Per Original TR ).
Requested By

Item Presented

Agenda For (Date) —___ Order No. In Docket No.
Notice of For (Date) M In Docket No.
Other

Special Handling Instructions

Distribution/Mailing*:

Number Distributed/ Mailed To Number Distribution/Mailed To
Commission Offices '; P L 0, Y W
Docket Mailing List - Mailed e :
Docket Mailing List - Faxed \

Note: ltems must be mailed and/or returned within one working day after issue unless specified here:

Print Shop Verification
Job Number Verified By -
Date and Time Completed —~ = Job Checked For Correctness and Quality (Initial) —

Mail Room Verification

Date Mailed Verified By

PSC/RAR 12(9/99)




| KEY WEST
| CHAMBER OF
|l COMMERCE

402 WALL ST.  KEY WEST, FL 33040 ® 305-294-2587 e

(f
[

March 14, 2000

Commissioner Joe Garcia, Chairman
Florida Public Service Commission
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard
Tallahassee, FLL 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 vital to the 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 low-growth 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 10 million visitors and is the 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 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

“The mission of the Greater Key West Chamber of Commerce is to serve its members
and maintain a viable economy for the businesses and working people of Key West."

£
o

FAX 305-284-7806



tourist inquiry calls per year, takes more than half 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 or more of the following steps to maintain the 305

area code and seven digit dialing in Monroe County:

e Allocate all remaining 305 numbers for Monroe County

e As Miami-Dade faces one or more new area codes, eliminate the 305 area
code from Miami-Dade and make it a Monroe-only area code

e 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

s 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.

e Limit new number distribution blocks to 1,000 where possible

The Key West 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 the community within the regulatory
parameters. Our organization urges you to implement all measures necessary to
preserve the 305 'zu?a code and seven digit dialing in Monroe County. I thank you
for your consideration of our conunun)ity.

Singcerely,

!

J /,v'_fr _ 5’/ Zb(p\- L_ o ¢ é{/m(/(/‘
VI{rg'inja A. Panico

_Executive Vice-President

T 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



MEMORANDTUM

March 15, 2000

TO: DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING
P
FROM : DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (VACCARO) ’7/
RE: DOCKET NO. 990455-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED

NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 305/786 AREA CODE - DADE
COUNTY AND MONROE COUNTY/KEYS REGION.

Please place the attached in the correspondence side of the
above-referenced docket. Thank you.

TV/sa
Attachment
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I Wethepml;le—of the Florida Keys"are vehemently opposed toanv change of |

area code or

the institution of 10 digit dialing procedures.
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We the people of the Florida Keys are vehemently opposed to any change of
area code or the institution of 10 digit dialing procedures.
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. We the people ‘of the Florida Keys are vehemently opposed to any change of \
area code or the institution of 10 digit dialing procedures.
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We the fjedpie of the Florida Keys are vehemently opposed to any Lhange of |

area code or the institution of 10 digit dialing procedures.
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We the people of the Florida Keys are vehemently opposed to any change of |
area code or the institution of 10 digit dialing procedures.
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[ We the people of the Florida Keys are vehemently opposed to any change of |
area code or the institution of 10 digit dialing procedures.
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We the pei;ble of the Florida Keys are vehemently opposed to any change of ].
area code or the institution of 10 digit dialing procedures.
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We the people of the Florida Keys are vehemently dpposed to any change of
area code or the institution of 10 digit dialing procedures.

NAME ADDRESS PHONE
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We the péoﬁe of the Florida Keys are vehemently opposed to any change of
area code or the institution of 10 digit dialing procedures.

NAME ADDRESS PHONE




Public Serbice Commission

State of Florida

-M-E-M-O-R-A-N-D-U-M-

DATE: March, 21, 2000

TO: Blanca Bayd, Director, Records and Reporting

FROM: Jane Faurot, Chief, Bureau of Reporting

RE: DOCKET NO. 990455-TL, MIAMI SERVICE HEARING, HELD 3-13-00.

RE: REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF
FOR THE 305/781 AREA CODE - DATE COUNTY AND MONROE
COUNTY/KEYS REGION.

DOCUMENT NO: 03512, 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:
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JK/pc ~

PSC/RAR 28& (Rev7/94)



Public Serbice Commission

State of Florida

-M-E-M-O-R-A-N-D-U-M-

DATE: March, 27, 2000

TO: Blanca Bay6, Director, Records and Reporting

FROM: Jane Faurot, Chief, Bureau of Reporting

RE: DOCKET NO. 990455-TL, KEY WEST SERVICE HEARING, HELD 3-14-00.

RE: REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF
FOR THE 305/781 AREA CODE - DATE COUNTY AND MONROE
COUNTY/KEYS REGION.

DOCUMENT NO: 03605, 3-22-00

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:

PSC/RAR 28 (Rev7/94)
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If you want to let the Public Service Commission know how you feel about this case, please fill out
this comment form and return it by mail. It will be placed in the correspondence file of this docket.
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Public Serbice Commission

State of Florida

-M-E-M-O-R-A-N-D-U-M-

DATE: APRIL 6, 2000
TO: Blanca Bayo, Director, Records and Reporting
FROM: Jane Faurot, Chief, Bureau of Reporting

RE: DOCKET NO. 990456-TL, SERVICE HEARING HELD IN FORT PIERCE
ON 3-24-00 AND IN WEST PALM BEACH 3-23-00

RE: REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR
THE 561 AREA CODE.
DOCUMENT 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:

WY

JK/pc

PSC/RAR 28 (Rev7/94)
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SAN FRANCISCO ATTORNEYS AT LAW NEW YD;K G ' N‘ \ L
LOS ANGELES

LONDON
SACRAMENTO 2000 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE, NW

BRUSSELS
ORANGE COUNTY WASHINGTON, D.C. 20006-1888 BEIJING
PALO ALTC TELEPHONE (202) 8571500 HONG KONG
WALNUT CREEK TELEFACSIMILE (202) 887-0763 SINCAPORE
DENVER TOKYO

Writer's Direct Dial Number

(202) 887-8750
o

April 25, 2000 T o= ) |
DB 3 m
By Overnight Courier Er rind i
i e
Ms. Linda Williams =
Florida Public Service Commission Oz @ &
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard < e O
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0850

Re: Prehearing Statement of NeuStar, Inc.

Docket Nos. 990455-TL, 990456-TL, 990457-TL
and 990517-TL

Dear Ms. Williams:

Enclosed please find a diskette containing the Prehearing Statement of NeuStar,
Inc., as the North American Numbering Plan Administrator. Please date-stamp the

enclosed return copy as received and return it in the attached self-addressed stamped
envelope.

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact the undersigned.

Respectfully submitted,

imberly Wheeler
Counsel for NeuStar, Inc.

North American Numbering Plan
Administrator

Enclosure

de-204776
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RECORUS A
REFORTING
TO: DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING Jﬁ/
fo
FROM : DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (B. KEATING)
RE: DOCKET NO. 990455-TL -~ REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED

NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 305/786 AREA CODE - DADE
CQUNTY AND MONROE COUNTY/KEYS REGION.
/

V/bOCKET NO. 990456-TL -~ REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED
\///NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 561 AREA CODE.
D

CKET NO. 990457-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED
UMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 954 AREA CODE.

DOCKET NO. 990517-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED
NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 904 AREA CODE.

OR39-FLO

Attached is an ORDER GRANTING COMMISSION STAFF’S MOTION FOR
LEAVE TO FILE DIRECT TESTIMONY AND ESTABLISHING DATE FOR REBUTTAL

TESTIMONY which is ready for issuance. (Number of pages in order -
5)

BK/jmb

Attachment fﬂ ,
cc: Division of Communications *ﬁ9V4ﬂ B
I: 9905170x.bk ‘ J i
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Ruth McHargue
From: Angie Hashisho &_(—3 T
Sent:  Tuesday, March 14, 2000 12:39 PM % = i(_‘
To: Ruth McHargue r:t%(—: = (I
: ; U (—! ~nd [
Cc: Angie Hashisho 09; o
Subject: FW: Florida Keys 305 area code numbers ':‘?, .- e o)
= .+
L "T> BLE:
Enter in as a protest? M= v o
~~~~~ Original Message----- O w i‘—
From: Thomas Marks [mailto:tom1_pts@email.msn.com] e

Sent: Monday, March 13, 2000 5:03 PM
To: contact@psc.state.fl.us

Subject: 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 éode numbers. | 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, preserving the 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
Big PIne Key FL. 33043

4/27/00
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FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION - RECORDS AND REPORTING
Requistion for Photocopying and Mailing

Jswatagioms

Copies Per Original

Date.

Number of Originals s
Requested By LA

{tem Presented

_ Agenda For (Date) Order No. (L) = X | In Docket No. -1 1/
Notice of For (Date) In Docket No.
— Other
special Handling Instructions
Distribution/Mailing*
Number Distributed/ Mailed To Number Distribution/Mailed To
B Commission Offices

Docket Mailing List - Mailed
Docket Mailing List - Faxed

Note: ltems must be mailed and/or returned within one working day after issue unless specified here:

Print Shop Verification
Job Number Verified By fiadgel
Date and Time Completed ——— /2= Job Checked For Correctness and Quality (Initial) —

Mail Room Verification
Date Mailed : Verified By

PSC/RAR 12(9/99)




'. x‘f..flt\\“{ {
MEMORANDUM 0
4 \‘M “2 Pt \ h
May 2, 2000 Uity .
o AN
12 NG
18 . "‘!-'-i;j‘a‘\"\\‘\&"j
TO: DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING }L
FROM: DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (B. KEATING)/’?
RE: L/DOCKET NO. 990455-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED

NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 305/786 AREA CODE - DADE
COUNTY AND MONROE COUNTY/KEYS REGION.

L//DOCKET NO. 99%0456-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.

OCKET NO. 990517-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED
NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 904 AREA CODE.

Attached is a NOTICE OF PREHEARING AND HEARING to be issued in
the above-referenced dockets. (Number of pages in notice - 3)

BK/jmb

Attachment

cc: Division of Communications
Is 990517no. Jmb

A




i ] L — p—
S /;:‘.\

——

FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION - RECORDS AND REPORTING

Requistion for Photocopying and Mailing

- /

i 4 #s )

Date ;} / J / L o
Number of Originals . Copies Per Original Lf
Requested By A AN
. | Item Presented —
——Agenda For (Date) ——____ Order No. In Docket Nomae.Lbe G og
—— Notice of For (Date) In Docket No. /[~
— Ofther

Special Handling Instructions |

Distribution/Mailing*:
Number Distributed/ Mailed To Number Distribution/Mailed To

]
a0 Commission Offices

Docket Mailing List - Mailed
Docket Mailing List - Faxed

Ll 2%
o L2k

Note: ltems must be mailed and/or returned within one working day after issue unless specified here:

Print Shop Verification

Job Number LR Verified By . WS,

Date and Time Completed i.%_ Job Checked For Correctness and Quality (Initial) ——
- Mail Room Verification o '

Date Mailed ‘5/./ Verified By Ay

PSC/RAR 12(2/99)
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tORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION - RECORDS AND REPORTING

Requistion for Photocopying and Mailing ;

Date___ / /
Copies Per Original

Number of Originals
Requested By

Item Presented

Agenda For (Date) _________ Order No. In Docket No.
; Notice of For (Date) In Docket No. /[
Other

Special Handling Instructions '

Distribution/Mailing*:
Distributed/ Mailed To Number Distribution/Mailed To

Number

Commission Offices
Docket Mailing List - Mailed

Docket Mailing List - Foxed

Note: ltems must be mailed and/or returned within one working day after issue unless specified here:

Print Shop Verification

Job Number BR Verified By AS
Date and Time Completed ) Job Checked For Correctness and Quality (Initial) —-

Mail Room Verification

Date Mailed Verified By

PSC/RAR 12(9/99)



Public Serbice Commission

State of Florida

-M-E-M-O-R-A-N-D-U-M-

DATE: May 16, 2000

TO: Blanca Bayo, Director, Records and Reporting

FROM: Jane Faurot, Chief, Bureau of Reporting

RE: DOCKET NO. 990455, 456, 457 and 517-TP, PREHEARING HELD 5-11-00

RE: REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF
FOR AREA CODES 305, 786 561, 954, 904

DOCUMENT NO. 06022,)5-16-00
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:

Inesr

JF/pc

PSC/RAR 28 (Rev1/00)
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RECEIVED--FPSC
MEMORANDUM

COMAY 17 PN ): 5
May 17, 2000

RECE

'“*ﬁ; j¥:@ND
REFORTING
Taa DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING
FROM: DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (B. KEATING)z%:
RE: DOCKET NO. ©@90455<TL*- REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED

NUMBERING 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 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 904 AREA CODE.

09/ - PHO
Attached is a PREHEARING ORDER signed by Chairman Garcia and
is ready for issuance. (Number of pages in order - 31)
BK/jmb
Attachment
cc: Divigion of Communications
I: 990517po. bk




FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION - RECORDS AND REPORTING
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Agenda For (Date) ____ Order No. In Docket No.22c #oé-
Notice of For (Date) In Docket No. =~ 7
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Special Handling Instructions '

Distribution/Mailing:
Number Distributed/ Mailed To Number Distribution/Mailed To

Commission Offices
Docket Mailing List - Mailed

Docket Mailing List - Faxed
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Job Number . Verified By A i chat
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State of Florida

Public Service Commission:

:‘\"\L ) r2
C. <
-M-E-M-O-R-A-N-D-U-M-%: . »
DATE: May 23, 2000 U=

TO: Blanca Bayo, Director, Division of Records and Reporting
FROM: William B. Berg, Assistant to Commissioner Deason M

RE: Intercepted Communications From an Interested Party Received in Docket No:
990455-TL, 990456-TL, 990457-TL AND 990517-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 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 memo be, as a
matter of routine, placed in the correspondence side of the file in this docket.

WBB:mm




SMART Dialing Systems - . .314 Dumetz Road - Woodiand Hills, | 91364 - !ﬁ?— 1070

J sreceep’ !
5/15/00 %/

p
Commissioner ]. Terry Deason c.c. Chairman Joe Garcia COD; ifb'?c 3
Florida Public Service Commission c.c. Commissioner Susan F. C d%,,ee’lf;be
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd. c.c. Commissioner E. Leon Jacobs, Jr. 0949 Co,;,,
Tallahassee, FL. 32399-0850 c.c. Commissioner Lila A. Jaber Sop, 7.

Re: 8-Digit Dialing in Overlays and Dockets 990455-TL, 990456-TL, 990457-TL and 990517-TL

Dear Commissioner Deason,

[ 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 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 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 8-digits -- providing
a functionally equivalent alternative to 10-digit dialing which is currently required in
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.

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.

[ am available to answer any questions you may have regarding this proposal, and request
the opportunity to respond to any of your concerns.

Sincerely,

VT SN/

Gilbert Yablon
SMART Dialing Systems

818-999-1070 - 24 hour voicemail

818-956-2200 - M - F 10:00 AM - 7:00 PM Pacific Time
888-793-1315 - alpha-numeric pager
gilbert@SMARToverlay.com - email

ATTACHMENTS




- ATTACHMENT 1

July 11, 1999

Re: Technical feasibility of the 8-Digit Dialing Plan proposed by Gilbert J. Yablon

To Whom It May Concern:

In July of 1997 I retired as the Executive Director - Operations and Engineering for the United States
Telephone Association (USTA) after 36 plus years of experience encompassing diverse disciplines in the
telecommunications industry.

As the Executive Director of the Technical Disciplines Department, I managed a large portion of the
technical committee activities at USTA associated with mumbering issues. As part of my responsibilities, I
was required to regularly attend and participate in most of the industry meetings concerning numbering
matters, I served as Chair or Co-Chair on a number of these various committees and working groups
including the Industry Numbering Committee (INC).

I have thoroughly reviewed Gilbert J. Yablon’s 8-Digit Dialing Plan and have found it to be a technically
feasible plan that should be considered when addressing area code relief. The plan does conform to the
NANP in that each customer retains a seven digit address (ten digit including area code) and the eighth
digit is used for dialing purposes only to identify the specific NPA.

_ As with any plan to provide relief, there will be costs associated with the plan. The cost and the extent of
equipment modifications that will incurred by the industry for each of the alternatives considered can only
be addressed by the industry. The same is true for the cost to be incurred by the consumer, A cross-section
of consumer groups needs to compile this data. And no matter what plan is implemented there will be
customer confusion and education.

Providing area code relief is expensive and disruptive to both the industry and the consumer, therefore, all
methods available that would ease this burden should be considered in enough detail to minimize the
impacts.

Sincerely,

1925 Rollingwood Drive
Fairfield, CA 94533

707-435-8285



_DIALING SYSTEMS

A SMART Overlay Solution

10 Digit Dlalmg is 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
"8-digit method" for dialing (1+)10-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 be identified by "1". Dialing 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 (1+)10-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, dial "0" now. To reach 424, dial "1" 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 "from" area codes that are outside of the SMART region will continue to require (1+)10-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 (1+)10-digit call, the identifier is ignored and the call completes to the (1+)10-digit number that
was dialed.

Customers would always have the option of dialing (1+)10-digits if they want to (even for local calls within the
overlay region), but the 8-digit 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 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 contributions to industry
forums on numbering.

http://www.smartoverlay.com/solution.htm|




f.
Hong Wang
From: Beth Keating
Sent: Wednesday, May 24, 2000 10:08 AM
To: Hong Wang
Subject: RE: 990455, 990456, 990457, 990517, 981444

Sorry, I was out yesterday.

The name of Lockheed Martin IMS should be changed to NeuStar for
purposes of these dockets. The same address and counsel apply. Only
the name of the company has changed.

————— Original Message-----

From: Hong Wang

Sent: Wednesday, May 24, 2000 9:33 AM

To: Beth Keating

Subject: 990455, 990456, 990457, 990517, 981444

Beth, as we discussed on Monday, would you please send me an e-mail on

changing Lockheed Martin IMS to NeuStar, Inc. in these dockets, so I can

have a record in the files. Thank you so much!!




State of Florida

Capital Circle Office Center
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850

_ (850r413 6040

Fa; (850) 4 IB 6395

Susan F. Clark

Commissioner
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May 24, 2000
T BLANCA BAYO, DIRECTOR OF RECORDS AND REPORTING
FROM: KAY POSEY, COMMISSIONER CLARK'S OFFICM
RE: INTERCEPTED COMMUNICATION FROM INTERESTED PARTY RECEIVED
IN DOCKET NOs. 990455-TL, 990456-TL, 990457-TL AND
9905127-TL
This office has received the following correspondence. The

correspondence has not been viewed or considered in any way by
Commissioner Clark. Under the terms of the advisory opinion from
the Commission on Ethics (issued July 24, 1991 as CEO 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 gex parte
communication, it does not require dissemination to parties
pursuant to the provisions of section 350.042, Florida Statutes.
However, in such cases Commissioner Clark 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.

Attachment

An Affirmative Action / Equal Opportunity Employer
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SMART Dialing Systems /914 Dumetz Road - Woodland Hills, . 91364 - 818-999-1070

5/15/00

Commissioner Susan F. Clark c.c. Chairman Joe Garcia

Florida Public Service Commission c.c. Commissioner J. Terry Deason
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd. c.c. Commissioner E. Leon Jacobs, Jr.
Tallahassee, FL. 32399-0850 c.c. Commissioner Lila A, Jaber

Re: 8-Digit Dialing in Overlays 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 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 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 8-digits -- providing
a functionally equivalent alternative to 10-digit dialing which is currently required in
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.

[ 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. R E c E ' V E D

Sincerely,
by
V \ \/\ “AY -
SMART Dialing Systems Comrnlaszener Clark

818-999-1070 - 24 hour voicemail

818-956-2200 - M - F 10:00 AM - 7:00 PM Pacific Time
888-793-1315 - alpha-numeric pager
gilbert@SMARToverlay.com - email

ATTACHMENTS




—~ ATTACHMENT 1

July 11, 1999

Re: Technical feasibility of the 8-Digit Dialing Plan proposed by Gilbert J. Yablon

To Whom It May Concermn;

In July of 1997 I retired as the Executive Director - Operations and Engineering for the United States
Telephone Association (USTA) after 36 plus years of experience encompassing diverse disciplines in the
telecommunications industry.

As the Executive Director of the Technical Disciplines Department, I managed a large portion of the
technical committee activities at USTA associated with numbering issues. As part of my responsibilities, I
was required to regularly attend and participate in most of the industry meetings concerning numbering
matters. I served as Chair or Co-Chair on a number of these various committees and working groups
including the Industry Numbering Committee (INC).

I have thoroughly reviewed Gilbert J. Yablon’s 8-Digit Dialing Plan and have found it to be a technically
feasible plan that should be considered when addressing area code relief. The plan does conform to the
NANP in that each customer retains a seven digit address (ten digit including area code) and the eighth
digit is used for dialing purposes only to identify the specific NPA.

. As with any plan to provide relief, there will be costs associated with the plan. The cost and the extent of
equipment modifications that will incurred by the industry for each of the alternatives considered can only
be addressed by the industry, The same is true for the cost to be incurred by the consumer, A cross-section
of consumer groups needs to compile this data. And no matter what plan is implemented there will be
customer confusion and education.

Providing area code relief is expensive and disruptive to both the industry and the consumer, therefore, all
methods available that would ease this burden should be considered in enough detail to minimize the
impacts.

Sincerely,

i) Ly

1925 Rolhngwood Drive
Fairfield, CA 94533
707-435-8285




A SMART Overlay Solution

10 Dlglt Dialing is 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
"8-digit method" for dialing (1+)10-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 be identified by "1". Dialing 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 (1+)10-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, dial "0" now. To reach 424, dial "1" 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 "from" area codes that are outside of the SMART region will continue to require (1+)10-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 (1+)10-digit call, the identifier is ignored and the call completes to the (1+)10-digit number that
was dialed.

Customers would always have the option of dialing (1+)10-digits if they want to (even for local calls within the
overlay region), but the 8-digit 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 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 contributions to industry
forums on numbering.

http:/fwww.smartoverlay.com/solution.htm|




Public Service Commission

State of Florida

-M-E-M-O-R-A-N-D-U-M-

DATE: May 25, 2000

TO: Blanca Bayo, Director, Records and Reporting

FROM: Jane Faurot, Chief, Bureau of Reporting _

RE: DOCKET NO. 990455, 456, 457 and 051’}'—’5;[3_, HEARING HELD 5-18-00

RE: REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED NUMBERING PLANT
RELIEF FOR THE 306/786; 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:
M

JE/pc

PSC/RAR 28 (Rev1/00)
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State of Florida

Public Serbice Commission

-M-E-M-0O-R-A-N-D-U-M-

DATE: June 19,2000

TO: Blanca Bayo, Director, Records and Reporting

FROM: Jane Faurot, Chief, Bureau of Reporting

RE: DOCKET NO. 990455-TP, etc., HEARING HELD 5-18-00

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.

Acknowledged by:

JF:pc
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Ms. Blanca Bayo, Director w O

Records and Reporting
Florida Public Service Commission

2540 Shumard Oak Blvd. FGoYSS -/
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0850

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.

TENYEARS

P.O. Box 550, Palatko, Florida 32178-0550

Phone: (904) 328-1503 ¢ Fax: (904) 328-7076 ACCREDITED
€-Mail: chamber@tcity.com HAMBER MMER

Website: http://www.putnamcountychamber.org

OF THE UNITED STATES
G R S TR




- 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
County.

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.
Sincerely,

=4

C. W. Larson i
President
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Reply to:

91760 Overseas Highway
Post Office Box 600
Tavernier, FL 33070
(305) 853-1947

Committees:

Education/ K-12

Education Appropriations

Children & Families (Vice Chair)

Community Affairs/Military & Veterans Affairs
Business Regulations & Consumer Affairs
Select Committee on Military Affairs

525 Angela Street
Key West City Hall

Key West, FL 33040 R E C F Y
(305) 293-1658 o e M a\j

1102 The Capitol Sp o RAN

402 South Mé-)nroe Ser 0 2000
Tallahassee, FL 32399-1300 .

(850) 488-9965 Florida Public Service Comm
e-mail: sorensen ken@leg.state fl.us Chairman Deason )

Florida House of Representatives

Ken Sorensen, Ph.D.
State Representative, District 120

Via Facsimile 650/413-6395

September 1, 2000

e T
Commissioner J. Terry Deason, Chairman CT C? O (_/“) S —\_L
Florida Public Service Commission
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard
Tallahassee, FL. 32399-0867

Dear Mr. Deason:
| 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.

| 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:

» Allocate all remaining 305 numbers for Monroe County

» As Miami-Dade faces one or more new area codes, eliminate the 305 area code
from Miami-Dade and make it a Monroe-only area code

~ 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

» 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 J. Terry Deason, Chairman
Page Two
September 1, 2000

| 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. | urge you to implement all measures
necessary to preserve the 305 area code and seven digit dialing in Monroe County.

| would ask that you read this letter into the record at your September 5" meeting, as |
understand that you are no longer taking public input.

On behalf of the citizens and businesses in Monroe County, | thank you for your
consideration, and ! lock forward to receiving a response from the Commission in the
very near future.

Sincerely

en Sorersen, Ph.D.
State Representative, District 120

KS/Imt
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Florida House of Representatives o . D
‘E ”u HN\J
KELLEY R. SMITH
Representative, District 21
292 North Third Strect 418 House Office Building
Palatka, FI, 32177-3710 402 South Monroce Street
904-325-8384 Tallahassee, FL 32399-1300

850-488-0665
August 29, 2000

Ms. Blanca Bayo, Director

Records and Reporting

Florida Public Service Commission
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard

Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850 G4pYsSSs-TL
Dear Ms. Bayo:

The Public Service Commission will be addressing the issue of assigning a different Area Code to the
Putnam County area on their September 5, 2000 agenda.

[ am very concerned about this idea and ask that all members give serious consideration to rejecting
the desire to change our current 904 area code.

Putnam County is a member of the Northeast Florida Regional Planning Council, Northeast Florida
economic development consortium-Cornerstone, the Florida First Coast Association of Chambers of
Commerce and the Northeast Florida regional tourism coalition to name a few. Being involved with
these organizations and having the partnerships that we share greatly heighten the need to have the
same area code as our partners for promoting tourism, trade and other ventures for this area. Being
part of the First Coast is very important to us and keeping our area code the same as theirs will
certainly help with regional trading, governmental planning and tourism promotions with our
partners for the Northeast Florida area.

Your consideration on this issue would be greatly appreciated.

ECR _KélleyR. S 11t]
LEG TKRSdf
oPC
5 A! —
RGO _Cgf_ﬂmlttees Transportation (Chair) * Economic Development Council * Rules and Calendar ¢
SEC Transportation & Economic Development Appropriations » Water & Resource Management
SER

OTH

— House Select Committee on Military Affairs (Vice-Chair)
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State of Florida

Public Serbice Commission

-M-E-M-0O-R-A-N-D-U-M-
DATE:  September 8, 2000 T &
TO: Blanca Bayo, Director, Division Records and Reporting - / : =
FROM: William B. Berg, Assistant to Chairman Deason 1/‘/ b ﬁ -::) .
RE: Docket No: 990455-TL 05

Chairman Deason has received and read the attached letter. He has requested me
to insert these letters into the docket file.

yene i/




Jacksonville

Th. f }
Chamber of Commerce 1 QE 411 09

September 21, 2000

Mr. J. Terry Deason, Chairman
The Florida Public Service Commission
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd.

Tallahassee, FL. 32399-0850 Cf G0YST :TZ_

Dear Mr. Deason:

You will shortly be making 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 is about to be made to
maintain the ‘904’ area code for a number of counties surrounding Jacksonville. That is much appreciated.

At the same time, Putnam County seems to be in doubt as to its inclusion in the ‘904’ area code. This letter is an
appeal to include Putnam County as part of the Jacksonville area/’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 Jacksonville 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
time, 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 Florida/ 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,

Lt

ames E. McCollum, Chairman
~ Comerstone Regional Economic Initiative

s William D. Talbott, Executive Director
Blanca Bayo, Director _—"

A Profitable Experience
3 Independent Drive = Jacksonville, FL 32202 904-366-6600 FX 904-632-0617 « www.jacksonvillechamber.org
BEACHES CHAMBER & VISITORS CENTER # 1101 Beach Boulevard e Jacksonville Beach, Florida 32250 e (804) 249-3868 e Fax (904) 241-7556
BUSINESS SERVICES CENTER » 5823 Norwood Avenue * Jacksonville, Florida 32208 = (304) 924-1100 e Fax (904) 924-1103




—

State of Florida

Public Service Commisgion

("_\

X o
M-EM-O-R-AND-UME: & 0
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DATE: October 4, 2000 2V 2
TO: Blanca Bayo, Director, Division of Records and Reporting .. .,/_ Dz @
FROM: William B. Berg, Assistant to Commissioner Deason \E] hg/ L/ & e
RE: Intercepted Communications From an Interested Party Received in Docket No:

990455-TL

This office has received the attached correspondence from Jamie Olwell, President, Key
West Attractions Association. The correspondence has not been viewed or 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 memo 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 the Board of Directors of the Key West Attractions
Association, | 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 low-growth
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 10 million visitors and is the
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 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
Attractions Association, 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.

E-mail: kwaa@conch.net
P.O. Box 4342 - Key West, Florida 33041

E
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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 for which is distributed globally.

Representing the 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:

ol

s Allocate all remaining 305 numbers for Monroe County

* e

* e

.

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 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

% Aggressively pursue the reclamation of unused numbers; if the 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 the Keys

A7
"

+

o i_imit 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. | thank you for your consideration of
our community.

Sincerely,

Jamie Olwell
President




Public Serbice Commission

State of Florida

-M-E-M-O-R-A-N-D-U-M-

DATE: October 5, 2000
TO: Blanca Bay6, Director, Records and Reporting
FROM: Jane Faurot, Chief, Bureau of Reporting

RE: DOCKET NO. 990455-TP, 990456-TP, 990457-TP and 990517-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:

er—

JF/pc

PSC/RAR 28 (Rev1/00)
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Octdoer S RECAE e
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‘)Ur‘fileG
TO: DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING
FROM: DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (VACCARO) N
RE : DOCKET NO. 990455-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED

NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 305/786 AREA CODE - DADE
COUNTY AND MONROE COUNTY/KEYS REGION.

DOCKET NO. 990456-TP - 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-TP - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED
NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 904 AREA CODE.

po - /82)- PCO

Attached is an ORDER DENYING PETITION FOR INTERVENTION to be
issued in the above-referenced dockets. (Number of pages in order
- 4)

A | L
TV/sa C;l() [ [
Attachment

cc: Division of Competitive Services (Ileri, Barrett)

I:verizonw.tv
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Florida Cable Telecommunications Association

Steve Wilkerson, President

FCTA CHANGE OF ADDRESS

TO: Vendors

FR(jM: Steve E. Wilkerson, President
DATE: October 10, 2000

RE: 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:

246 East 6" Avenue :
Tallahassee, Florida 32303 ~ (-} C(f
850/681-1990 (tel)

850/681-9676 (fax)

fcta@fcta.com (e-mail)
www.fcta.com (web site)

Florida Cable Telecommunications Association e b

Please also be aware that this move will o over the course of a few days, beginning Friday,
October 13, and ending (hopefully) by Wed:.-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 850/212-9072 as alternatives.

Thanks for your patience while this transition is underway. Please call with any questions or
concerns.
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310 North Monroe Street ® Tallahassee, Florida 32301 e (850) 681-1990 FAX (850) 681-9676 ¢ www.fcta.com




Hongi\!ang

From: Martha J [marthaj@fcta.com]

Sent: Tuesday, October 31, 2000 3:48 PM
To: Hong Wang

Subiject: Change of address

FYI

We have moved, our new address is

246 E. 6th Avenue
Tallahassee, FL 32303

Please change your records accordingly.
Thanks

Martha
681-1290

JOSPRTINES

72 0260, Fboivo, 940788,
GhoBub, FboB¢7,
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MEMORANDTUM ,,)
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October 18, 2000 O e
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TO: DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTINGM ¢
L% At
FROM : DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (B. KEATING, VACCARO, FORDHAM)
RE: DOCKET NO. 990455-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED

NUMBERING 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 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 FCR REVIEW OF PROPOSED
NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 904 AREA CODE.

937~ Yan

Attached is a FINAL ORDER APPROVING NUMBERING PLAN RELIEEF FOR
THE 305/786 AREA CODE, THE 561 AREA CODE, THE 954 AREA CODE, AND
THE 904 AREA CODE, REQUIRING CUSTOMER SURVEY FOR A NUMBER CHANGE,
AND NOTICE OF PROPOSED AGENCY ORDER IMPLEMENTING RATE CENTER
CONSOLIDATION AND CODE SHARING IN CERTAIN AREAS AND REQUIRING
CUSTOMER SURVEY FOR COST RECOVERY, to be issued in the above-

referenced dockets. (Number of pages in order - 83)
BK/TV/CLF/anc

Attachment

cc: Division of Competitive Services (Ileri, Barrett)
i 99045501 .bk
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Hong Wang

: Kay Flynn
gre?'lT Tuésdgy, October 24, 2000 11:56 AM
To: Sharon Allbritton
Cc: Hong Wang
Subject: RE: copy of order

We'll add them to the mailing list for 990455.
Thanks.

————— Original Message-----

From: Sharon Allbritton

Sent: Tuesday, October 24, 2000 11:46 AM
To: Kay Flynn

Subject: RE: copy of order

Kay, I just talked to Tim and he said "yes" to put them on the mailing list. Here's the
info:

Virginia A. Panico

Executive Vice President & Chief Executive Officer
Key West Chamber of Commerce

402 Wall Street

Key West, FL 33040

phone #305-294-2587

Fax #305-294-7806

Rick Watson

Lobkyist for Key West
P. 0. Box 10038
Tallahassee, FL 32302
phone #(850) 222-0000
e-mail: RWatson@aol.com

Thanks! (By the way, I've already put the copies of the order in the mail to them.)

—————— Original Message-----

From: Kay Flynn

Sent.: Tuesday, October 24, 2000 10:42 AM
To: Sharon Allbritton

Cc: Hong Wang

Subject: RE: copy of order

I checked all the mailing lists. They aren't on our mailing lists as interested persons,

meaning they didn't get a copy of the order, so you can go ahead and send them each a copy
of the order.

Did Tim receive anything from either of them indicating they wanted to be put on the
mailing list for 9904557

—————— Original Message-----

From: Sharon Allbritton

Sent.: Tuesday, October 24, 2000 10:37 BAM
To: Kay Flynn

Subject: copy cof order

Hi Kay! Tim Vaccaro 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 Key West and Virginia
Panico, Key West Chamber of Commerce as both are interested persons in this docket.
Before I send them out, I wanted to check with you and be sure that RAR has not sent them
copies already since they are interested persons. (Order No. PSC-00-1937-PAA-TL)




BERGER DAVIS & SINGERMAN

ATTORNEYS AT LAW
SUITE 705
2156 SOUTH MONROE STREET
TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA 32301

Telephone Facsimile
B850.5661.3010 850.561.3013

MEMORANDUM
VIA FACSIMILE

TO: Ruth - PSC

|
FROM:  Elizabeth Moss W
DATE: October 25, 2000

RE: Address Correction

Per our conversation this morning please research all records relating to the Numbering plan
relief order of the Florida Public Service Commission and make the address correction changing the
suite from 701 to 705. The one docket number I have is 990455-TL, however 1 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 suite number as appropriate:

Please contact me if you have any questions or comments at 561-3010. Thank you for your
attention to this matter.

/feam

hiwe O GGaOUSS
(o o

99075 7
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MEMORANDUM

GJOCT 27 AMII: 20
October 25, 2000

JElo A
REPORTING
TG DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPCRTING tdj;
q)“'- L& C.ﬁ?' /;-/;{)
FROM : DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (B. KEATING, VACCARO, FORDHAM)KE’_
RE ¢ DOCKET NO. 990455-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED

NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 305/786 AREA CODE - DADE
COUNTY AND MONROE COUNTY/KEYS REGION.

DOCKET NO. 990517-TL - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED
NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 904 AREA CODE.

- ALES -PAA
Anepasched ig  a  NOTICE  OF  PROPOSED AGENCY _ACTICON . ORDER .
G BALLOTING ! CRITERIA, to be isgued 1in the | above-
¢ %&m&er'of pages in order - &)
ol

L{C" ‘@ .

Laion of Competitive Services (I[levi, Barxrety)
R90455pa. 2kE




e, —

FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION - RECORDS AND REPORTING
Requistion for Photocopying and Mailing

Date_ I ! 2 ; XU |

Number of Originals FEP) W e Copies Per Original

equested By oA L AN

. Item Presented - > _
Agenda For (Date) _____ OrderNo. U 055 In Docket No. 72710~

: Notice of For (Date) In Docket No. —r =

. Other _ (1Y 2 .

Special Handling Instructions

Distribution/Mailing**
Number Distributed/ Mailed To Number Distribution/Mailed To

Commission Offices
Docket Mailing List - Mailed

(Y=, Docket Mailing List - Faxed

Note: ltems must be mailed and/or returned within one working doy after issue unless specified here:

Print Shop Verification ————
Job Number Verified By AAigtg
Date and Time Completed ~LL e Job Checked For Correctness and Quality (Initial) HE 7

Mail Room Verification

Date Mailed ; Verified By £

PSC/RAR 12(9/99)




RAR Official Filing:
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AN
Matilda Sanders \ oG ~ |93 7 +}
From: Sharon Allbritton
Sent: Friday, November 03, 2000 9:35 AM
To: RAR - Orders-Notices
Cc: Susan Howard
Subject: Amendatory Order

I have copied into gcorders an amendatory order for Dockets Nos. 990455-TL, 990456-TL, 990457-
TL and 990517-TL (Order No. PSC-00-1937A-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

3,_/ :’)
i




Hong Wang

From: Tim Vaccaro

Sent: Thursday, November 09, 2000 11:27 AM

To: Hong Wang

Subject: RE: Dockets 990455, 990456, 990457 and 990517

Sprint was granted intervention in 990457 and should therefore be listed as a party.

The other parties are okay just they way they are. The dockets are consolidated for the
purposes of hearing, but not every party is neccessgarily affecteq py eac@ and every.
docket. Therefore, to the extent parties have requested to participate in the hearing,
they will be participating in the consolidated proceeding.

—————— Original Message-----

From: Hong Wang

Sent: Thursday, November 09, 2000 9:28 AM

To: Tim Vaccaro

Subject: Dockets 990455, 950456, 990457 and 990517

Tim, a Joint Motion for Reconsideration and Regquest for Hearing on Proposed Agency Action
was filed by several companies in 990455, 990456, 990457 and 990517. I have the following
questions regarding these dockets:

1. We have ALLTEL and its representative, BAusley Law Firm, listed only in Docket 990517.
Should I enter them in the other three dockets? If so, should they be listed as "Parties"
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
"Parties" since they have requested a hearing?

3. sprint is in Docket 990457, but, it is not listed as a "Party," should I change it to a
"Party" status, because the request for a hearing?

4. MCI is in Docket 990517, but, it is not listed as a "Party," should I change it to a
"Party" status, because the request for a hearing?

Thanks!
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o STATE OF FLORIDA —

DivisioN oF RECORDS & REPORTING
BLANCA S. BAYO

DIRECTOR

(850)413-6770

Commissioners:

J. TERRY DEASON, CHAIRMAN
E. LEON JACOBRBS, JR.

LILA A. JABER

BRAULIO L. BAEZ

Public Serbice Commission

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

DATE: || /) U/
to: Aon Grezr \ HelTouiin
~ g . j ; II: / = g -J [ ) I i
FROM: | No '11'\;*'.".‘! NON - LO ‘I".Dljvision of Records and Reporting

RE: Acknowledgment of Receipt of Confidential Filing

A A L00
This will acknowledge receipt of a CONFIDENTIAL DOCUMENT filed in Docket No.

. |, o T ol el —— ]

VO ~ | L or(if filed in an undocketed matter) concerning
evere = (OS+ Lo bor e NGO C , and
filed on behalfof __ [ D¢ | | DO {7 . The

document will be maintained in locked storage.

Any questions regarding this matter should be directed to Kay Flynn at (850) 413-6744.

PSC/RAR 19 (8/00)

CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER ¢ 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD »TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850

An Affirmstive Action/Equal Opportunity Employer
PSC Wehsite: http://www._floridapsc.com y Internet E-mail: contact@psc.state.fl.us
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State of Florida

Public Serbice Commission

M-E-M-O-R-A-N-D-U-M:™

B2:h Hd Y1 A0HD

DATE: November 13, 2000 =1
TO: Blanca Bayo, Director, Division of Records and Reporting = :J
FROM: Melinda Butler, Assistant to Commissioner Jacobs * - (W]
RE: Intercepted Communications From 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 opinion from
the Commission on Ethics (issued July 24, 1991 as COE 91-33-JULY 19, 1991), 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 parte 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.




KEY WEST

CHAMBER OF
oMM
c ERCE |

402 WALL ST. e KEY WEST, FL 33040 ® 305-294-2587 @ FAX 305-294-7806

October 11, 2000

Tim Vaccaro, Senior Attorney
Florida Public Service Commission
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd.
Tallahassee, FL. 32399-0863

Dear Mr. Vaccaro:

On behalf of the Board of Directors of the Key West Chamber of Commerce, I would
like to take this opportunity to thank you for taking time 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 all of the Florida Keys.
As you are aware, we are a tourist destination and it would be very difficult 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 of Commerce are committed to the
resolve of this issue with the outcome of one area code.

[ am available at any time to discuss this issue either via phone or in Tallahassee and also
to offer alternatives-apd solutions. If I 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 mission of the Greater Key West Chamber of Commerce is to serve its members
and maintain a viable economy for the businesses and working pecple of Key West."




KEY WEST
CHAMBER OF
COMMERCE

402 WALL ST. e KEY WEST, FL 33040 ® 305-294-2587 e FAX 305-294-7806

October 11, 2000

Beth Keating

Chief, Bureau of Telecommunications
Division of Legal Services

Florida Public Service Commission
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd.

Tallahassee, FL 32399-0863

"

Dear Ms. Keating:

On behalf of the Board of Directors of the Key West Chamber of Commerce, I would
like to thank you for taking time out of your busy schedule to meet with me during my
trip to Tallahassee.

As you know, the 305 area code issue is of the utmost concern to the residents of Monroe
County as well as local businesses and we are looking forward to the direction the Public
Service Commission has discussed for Monroe County.

of assistance, pl not hesitate to contact my office.

VAP:etm

Cc: Mayor and City Commissioners, City of Key West
Mayor and County Commissioners, Monroe County
Board of Directors. Key West Chamber of Commerce
Tim Vaccaro, Public Service Commission
State Rep. Ken Sorensen
Senator Daryl Jones
Public Service Commission

“The mission of the Greater Key West Chamber of Commerce is to serve its members
and maintain a viable economy for the businesses and working people of Key West."
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State of Florida

Public Service Commission:

o B ':‘: ‘I—-E::
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DATE: November 13, 2000 oZ <
. ™~
TO:  Blanca Bayo, Director, Division of Records and Reportin T
FROM: Melinda Butler, Assistant to Commissioner Jacobs v{)@’é’
RE: Intercepted Communications From an Interested Person Received in

Numerous Dockets

This office has received the attached packet from Michael Knapp, Executive Director of
Telcordia Technologies, Inc. The information contained in the packet may apply to Dockets Nos.
981444, 990455] 990456, 990457, and 990517. The correspondence has not been viewed or
considered i any way by Commissioner Jacobs. Under the terms of the advisory opinion from
the Commission on Ethics (issued July 24, 1991 as COE 91-33-JULY 19, 1991), 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 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.

./éﬂf o TE/A4L




State of Florida

Public Serbice QEumtmsg I
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DATE: November 14, 2000 G“chj =
TO: Blanca Bayo, Director, Division of Records and Reporting =

FROM: Melinda Butler, Assistant to Commissioner Jacobs,(ﬂf?/
RE: Intercepted Communications From an Interested Person Received in
Numerous Dockets

This office has received the attached letter from Gregory Roberts, Vice President,
Numbering Seryices, NeuStar. The information contained in the letter may apply to Dockets
Nos. 981444, 990455,7990456, 990457, 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 July 24, 1991 as COE 91-33-JULY 19, 1991), 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 parte 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




R FAR RECEIVED

wWww.neustar.com

0CT 09
September 25, 2000 2000
FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

E. Leon Jacobs, Jr. Commissioner Jacohs

Commissioner

Florida PSC

2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard
Gerald Gunter Building
Tallahassee, FLL 32399-0850

Dear Commissioner Jacobs,

I am writing to assure you personally of our continued desire and commitment to be the neutral
third party administrator for all state number pooling initiatives, NeuStar is the only neutral third
party providing thousand block pooling administration in the nation today. We are industry
pioneers, administering the first thousand block pooling 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 NPAs. And, now, we are in the process of turning up additional trials in another 4
states and 10 NPAs.

Since 1997, NeuStar has been working 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. Our dedicated
team of personnel has attended literally 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 blocks 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 capacity in place to administer thousand block pooling trizls to meet your scheduling
needs, today! You can count on 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 learn more about NeuStar’s pooling
administration services, I would like you to contact Barry Bishop, Director of Number Pooling
Administration, Tel. 312-706-6255 or barry.bishop @neustar.com.

Sincegely,

A

/ NeEuSTAR, InC.
Gregory Roberts

Vice President, Numbering Services

1120 Vermont Avenue, N.W.
Suite 550
Washington, DC 20005

Phone 20
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REBAGS, N
) VHTING .
TO: DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING
FROM : DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (VACCAR@
RE: DOCKET NO. 990455-TP - REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF PROPOSED

NUMBERING PLAN RELIEF FOR THE 305/786 AREA CODE - DADE
COUNTY AND MONROE COUNTY/KEYS REGION.

Attached is a letter to be placed in the correspondence side
of the docket file for the above-referenced docket. (Number of
pages in letter - 1)

TV/sa
Attachment



"Sport Fishing Capital
of the World!"

MaiLing
ADDRESS!
P.O. Box 815

l

Islamorada, FL 33036 |

Visitor

CENTER:
Red Caboose at
MM B2.5, Bayside
(305) 664-9767

ADMINISTRATIVE

OFFICE:
116 Porto Salvo Dr.
(305) 664-4503
(305) 664-4289 fax
(800) FAB-KEYS

admin@islamorada
chamber.com

MonNTHLY

MEeTINGS

SCHEDULE:
Boarp MEETING
5:30 pm @ Office
Second Wednesday

BusINESS

ArTE’ Hours SociaL
5:30 pm @ Host's
Business

Third Tuesday
LuNcHEON MEETING
11:45 am @ Member
Restaurant

Fourth Wednesday

CHAMBER OF COMMERCE

November 8, 2000

Tim Vaccaro, Senior Attorney
Florida Public Service Commission
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd.
Tallahassee, F1. 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,

/ - ' A7
Carla L. Bahn
President

cc: Mayor and Councilmen, Islamorada Village of Islands
Mayor and Commissioners, Monroe County

Board of Directors, 1slamorada Chamber of Commerce
State Rep. Ken Sorenson

Senator Daryl Jones

Public Service Commission

Virginia Panico




Hong Wang

From: Tim Vaccaro

Sent: Monday, November 20, 2000 9:31 AM
To: Hong Wang

Subject: RE: 990455

You can do it now. Thanks.

------ Original Message-----

From: Hong Wang

Sent: Monday, November 20, 2000 9:18 AM
To: Tim Vaccaro

Subject: 990455

Tim, OPC filed a limited protest to PAA Order in Docket 990455. Would you please let me
know whether and when I can change them to "Party" status?

Thanks.




RAR Official Filing:
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Matilda Sanders

From: Sharon Allbritton

Sent: Tuesday, January 09, 2001 2:16 PM
To: RAR - Orders-Notices

Subject: Notice

The following notice of issue identification and settlement meeting has been transferred to
GCORDERS to be FAXED.

Dockets Nos. 990455-TL, 990456-TL, 990457-TL, 990517-TL
File name: 990455id.tv

Please fax to all parties of record and interested persons.
I will send the original memo down to your office.

Thanks




FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION - RECORDS AND REPORTING

Requistion for Photocopying and Mailing

Date f Al f
Copies Per Original

Number of Originals
Requested By

Item Presented
Agenda For (Date) __ Order No. In Docket No. 110 . 1%
Notice of For (Date) In Docket No.

— Other

Special Handling Instructions

Distribution/Mailing*:
Number Distributed/ Mailed To Number Distribution/Mailed To

Commissicn Offices
Docket Mailing List - Mailed

Docket Mailing List - Faxed

Note: ltems must be mailed and/or returned within one working day after issue unless specified here:

Print Shop Verification —
Job Number Lo Verified By 00,
Date and Time Completed — 11226 Job Checked For Correctness and Quality (Initial) .

Mail Room Verification

Date Mailed L [24 Verified By

PSC/RAR 12(9/99)



RAR Official Filing:
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Matilda Sanders -:‘()(,“ 6 -n2Y/
: e

From: Dorothy Menasco (

Sent: Friday, January 26, 2001 1:42 PM

To:

RAR - Orders-Notices
ce: Della Fordham

Subject: Docket No. 990455-TL

Sensitivity: Private = o
-0 i

This Order Establishing Procedure has been transferred to GCOrders for issua{-lgjsﬁ'. S =
O o

-'r'} '.\. ) |

File name: 990455ep.tv e L o '
" . - = - |
Signed by Commissioner so hard copy will hand delivered before 2 p.m. ﬁ')/ e ]
O o &
co (. 4

16 Se:( '( “!1‘\]?.(_5




RAR 3fficial Filing:
2/5/01***********9:57 AM***********Matilda Sanders************l

Matilda Sanders w =

From: Carolyn Craig >L
Sent: Monday, February 05, 2001 9:57 AM {
To: RAR - Orders-Notices

Ce: Della Fordham

Subject: Orders

The following orders have been transferred and are ready to be issued.

Order Approving Interim Interconnection Agreement
Docket 001601-TP
File Name: 001601.wdk

Order Approving Settlement
Docket No. 001242-TI
File Name: 001242or.jae

Order Approving Settlement

Docket NO. 001495-TX
File Name: 0014950r.jae

All Consummating Orders:

Docket Nos. 001314-T1 001324-TI
File Name: 001314co.jae

Docket No. 001561-TC
File Name: 001561co.jae /g m

Docket No. 001537-TC
File Name: 001537co.frb

Docket No. 001729-TC
File Name: 001729co.frb

Docket Nos. 990455-TL, 990517-TL
File Name: 990455co.clf




RAR € al Filing:
2/16[ua - FXREXRXXXG:14D AM*KXFRX KRk kK Matilda Sanders* * ¥ ¥k xdkkkkx]

207 . \
Matilda Sanders O 398 - PC
From: Andrea Cowart
Sent: Friday, February 16, 2001 9:32 AM foon
To: RAR - Orders-Notices By - I
Cc: Della Fordham o' rry i ‘”
Subject: Orders Aibe ‘:_1 £
C:.'.’ leg} :1""1
The following orders have been copied to GCORDERS and are ready to be issued. 2 7
Oz T U
O en (Cﬂ\‘
001321, 001385 - 001321a0.kw =

990455 - acextend.tv**

**This order has been signed by a Comm., will be hand-delivered to you.

-

2f




Legal Department

Sprint PCS

(160 Sprint Parkway, <th Floor

Overland Park, KS 66251
March 7, 2001 KSOPHIO414
]

Voice Y13 762 7719
Fax 913 762 0913

Dear State Public Service Commission:

o076 , vol503
T8I, ??o ST, ?%m
NOTICE OF CHANGE OF ADDRESS

&
=
990457, 97 0817, Do bo 3; %
Please note that the Regulatory Affairs Department of Sprint Spectrum L.P. dfb? (“Sprm.b

PCS”) a Commercial Mobile Radio Service provider in your State, will change &
Monday, February 26, 2001. The new address will be:

i ﬁ—:\\\ Ils

NSad CANSOE

tlvex,.

("

E)NU

Sprint PCS
Legal/Regulatory Department
6160 Sprint Parkway, 4™ Floor,
KSOPHIO414,
Overland Park, Kansas 66251.

ANV

b
=

New contact numbers will be:

Joseph Assenzo- 913-762-7728
Charles McKee- 913-762-7720
Jeffrey Pfaff- 913-762-7737
Scott Freiermuth- 913-762-7736
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

o8 gw 3/ NL( o




I'M MOVING! S

ECEVED mpge

'TEB26 Aty 45
Sie OF Floeins

Pubuic Serviee C.BEE’@!R&%NAN arn: . ’fefzz}/ bcf’AﬁoAJ

BUSINESS NAME

A510  Shumaes I{)nk_ LoulevArRD

ADDRESS (Complete Street Address or P O Box or Rural Route and AR Box|

WMUAtosee . Floeids 2399~ (856

City or Post Office State
l!l”l”,ih’!”l‘]l]llil]lljll!”IlIlfl!‘.”!}“JJIH,.!,H!JH,

Zip

e I Ty

L A i, i .f'l

|F




A Please K“MOVE tl.e name noted below from your mailing list.
1 Please CHANGE the mailing address for the person receiving your Billing or other Correspondence.
1 Please CHANGE the mailing address for the persan receiving your publication

-.':****OLD ADDRESS*****
SPRINT PCS
REGULATORY AFFAIRS/ LEGAL DEPT.
MOKCMM1101
4900 MAIN, 11™ FLOOR
KANSAS CITY, MISSOURI 64112

CILy Or FoStuTtice \raro

AME OF PUBLICATION)

#xx*NEW ADDRESS**** ,
SPRINT PCS J

New Mailstop Only pertinent business REGULATORY AFFAIRS/LEGAL DEPT.
KSOPHI10414 .

NEW ADDRESS (Complete Street Addr 6160 SPRINT PARKWAY, 4™ FLOO
OVERLAND PARK, KANSAS 66251

City or Post Office

Signature A-FM20-0429

B .

“wa




RAR Official Filing:
3/23/01%¥*xxxx  12:31 PM¥*¥¥¥xxk*|jnda Williams****¥¥3ckky

Linda Williams ol 675y

From: Andrea Cowart ! }
Sent: Friday, March 23, 2001 12:06 PM

To: RAR - Orders-Notices

cc: Della Fordham

Subject: Orders

The following orders have been copied to GCORDERS and is ready to be issued.

990517 - 990517fo.bk

990455 - 9504550r.tv W

234

\_3 P e€sent 3/3(;/0!




RAR Official Filing:
3/27 /01 ¥ kkxk%%%%%10:18 AM* ¥ *¥**k*xk k¥ Matilda Sanders****xxxdxkxx g

Matilda Sanders M -AS o = B

| B
From: Dorothy Menasco "f:‘(’T
Sent: Tuesday, March 27, 2001 10:17 AM 2
To: RAR - Orders-Notices
Cc: Della Fordham L
Subject: Dockets Nos. 990455-TL, 990456-TL, 990457-TL., 990517-TL o
Sensitivity: Private

The Order Approving Offer and Settlement and Approving Offer to Initiate Number Pooling in the
Floricla 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
Legal's 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 couple of hours.

File name: 990455-0.tv

Atty: Tim Vaccaro
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AlB/2881 12:28 85A-41AA1213 JUDICIAL DOWERSIGHT PAGE 4l
Florida House of Representatives 790 yes
Joe H. Pickens
Representative, District 21
e T I A S o
FACSIMILE TRANSMITTAL SHEET
TO FROM:
Hong-Wang Jack Carter Hall, Legislative Assistant M
COMPANY

DATE:

FAX NUMBER:

413-7118

TOTAL MO OF PAGES INCLUDING COVER,

1

PHONE NUMBER,

SENDER'S PHONE NUMBER,

(850) 488-0665

RE
Address Informauon

SENDERS FAX NMUMRBER:

(386) 329-3779

—

O urciNT m()}l REVIEW

(J rLEASE cOMMENT  [J pLEASE REPLY O PLEASE RECYCLE

NOTES/COMMERNTS

District:

384] Reid Street

Suite 5

Palatka, Florida 32177-2509
(386) 312-2272 Phone

Representative Joe H. Pickens
District 2]
Capitol:
313 House Office Building
402 South Monroe Street
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-1300
(850) 488-0665

W (o ]y

Committees: Education Appropriations e Economic Development & International Trade ¢ Gereral Education =

Judicial Oversight




State of Florida

[ l.._"lk. 4

] e o A
gl |

Public Serbice Commission

Al 27

-M-E-M-O-R-A-N-D-U-M:"' 5 AND

REPORTING

}
LI S

DATE: April 30, 2001
TO: Blanca Bayo, Director, Division of Records and Reporting
FROM: Melinda Butler, Assistant to Chairman Jacobs -'m*‘%’

RE: Intercepted Communications From an Interested Person Received in
Docket No. 990455

This office has received the attached letter from Randall Mearns, Councilman for the City
of 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 on Ethics (issued July 24, 1991 as COE 91-33-
JULY 19, 1991), the letter does not constitute ex parte communication by virtue of 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.




Robert K. Miller

Wetyor

John Bartus

Vice Meayor

Frank Greenman
Coatncilmean

Jon Johnson
Chon et

Randy Mearns
Cotenetbman
Craig Wrathell,
Moyer & Associates
ity Maneger

Weiss Serota Helfman
Pastoriza & Guedes, PA,

Cily Attorieys

March 27, 2001

Commissioner J. Terry Deason, Chairman
Florida Public Service Commission

2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard
Tallahassee, Florida 32399

De@eason:

On behalf of the City of Marathon and our many residents, | am requesting
that the Public Service Commission give sincere consideration to allowing
Monroe County to keep the 305 area code and seven digit dialing.

I understand that the ever increasing requests for more phone numbers
must make your decicion(s) difficult, 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 Mearms

RECEIVED

MAR 3 0 2001

FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION
Chairman Jacobs

11090 Overseas Highway ® Marathon, Florida 33050 ® Phone: 305-743-0033 ® Fax: 305-743-3667




RAR Official Filing:
5/21/01***********2:36 PM***********Mat“da sanders************l

. -
Matilda Sanders FD f/ [165S
From: Andrea Cowart
Sent: Monday, May 21, 2001 2:36 PM L,[
To: RAR - Orders-Notices
Cc: Della Fordham
Subject: Order

The following order has been copied to GCORDERS and is ready to be issued.

990455, 990456, 990457, 990517 - 9904550a.clf

e

rA\

551

21 M




Hong Wang
From: Levent lleri ? ?D%S <
Sent: Ehursday, June 14, 2001 2:55 PM A
To: ong Wang
Cc: Bob Casey q ?9 l[—f
Subject: RE: Docket No. 990457-TL

JPowt7
Thank you Hong for adding him to the list.

B9 6OV

————— Original Message-----

From: Hong Wang 0 fo?%_’;
Sent: Thursday, June 14, 2001 2:54 PM

To: Levent Ileri

Co: Linda Williams

Subject: FW: Docket No. 990457-TL

Importance: High

Mr. Bob Neely has been added to the dockets you listed. Thanks.

—————— Original Message-----

From: Linda Williams

Sent: Thursday, June 14, 2001 11:46 AM
To: Hong Wang

Cae: Levent Ileri

Subject: FW: Docket No. 990457-TL
Importance: High

Ok, Hong will take care of this.

—————— Original Message-----

From: Levent Ileri

Sent: Thursday, June 14, 2001 11:37 AM

To: Linda Williams

Ce: Sandy Moses; Bob Casey; Cheryl Bulecza-Banks
Subject: Docket No. 990457-TL

Importance: High

Good morning Linda,

Mr. Bob Neely, Executive Director of Alarm Association of
Florida, Inc., requested the he be included in the
interested person category of the following area code dockets:

930457 -»> 954 area code
990455 -> 305/786 area codes
990456 -> 561 area code
010743 -> 407/321 area codes
000604 -> 941 area code

His contact information is as follows:

Bob Neely

Executive Director

Florida Alarm Association of Florida, Inc.
1802 North University Drive, Suite 329
Plantation, FL 33322-4115

Tel (1): (954) 748-7779

Tal (2): (800) B845-2099

Fax: (954) 748-4749

Please let me know if you've any questions.

Levent Ileri




% cingular

WIRELESS
June 12, 2001 ﬁ%
—— t 38
76000, 9Brey 5 = G
J i 8 g - il
Florida Public Service Commission %%Y e = f::
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd. 00\s b O o
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850 9 5)0 s ?ﬁ* =2 -
! %% = ¢
Dear Commissioner: '

Please update your corresponding information for Cingular Wireless LLC, formerly d/b/a
BellSouth Mobility Inc. Our Corporate Headquarters office has moved to the following address:

Cingular Wireless, LLC
5565 Glenridge Connector
Suite 1710

Atlanta, GA 30342 — 7] [ |

Headquarters Contact: Susan Israel
Contact Number: 404-236-5561

Cingular licensees in the state of Florida are: BellSouth Mobility LLC; Florida Cellular Service,
LLC; Florida RSA No. 2B (Indiana River) Limited Partnership; Jacksonville MSA Limited

Partnership; Orlando CGSA, LLC; Orlando SMSA Limited Partnership; and Florida Cellular
Service, LLC.

Sincerely,

Gt

usan Israel
Associate Director -
External Affairs

Lrema b/ iy

Cingular Wireless = 5565 Glenridge Connectore 17th Floor e Atlanta, GA 30342




State of Florida

Public Serbice Commission

-M-E-M-O-R-A-N-D-U-M-

DATE: June 27, 2001
TO: Blanca Bayo, Director, Division of Records and Reporting
FROM: Melinda Butler, Assistant to Chairman Jacobs

RE: 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 had 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 terms of the
advisory opinion from the Commission on Ethics (issued July 24, 1991 as COE 91-33-JULY 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:

91750 Overseas Highway
Fos: Office Box 699
Tavernier, FL 33070
(305) 853-1947

Committees:

Local Government & Veterans Affairs (Chair)
General Government Appropriations

Natural Resources & Environmental Protection
Council for Smarter Government

525 Angela Street
Key West City Hall
Key West, FL 33040
(30£) 293-1658

317 House Office Building

402 South Monroe

Tallahassee, FL. 32399-1300

(850) 488-9965

e-mail: sorensen ken@leg.state flus

Florida House of Representatives

Ken Sorensen, Ph.D.
State Representative, District 120
June 21, 2001

The Honorable Leon Jacobs, Chairman
Florida Public Service Commission
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850

Re: Opposition to Staff Recommendations for 305 Area Code
Dear Chairman Jacobs:

| am writing to you as the Representative for House District 120 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 our 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. To my knowledge, staff has not conducted the
research or conservation of numbers or pooling.

| ask that you read this letter into the record on Monday, June 25", and | urge the
commission to reject the staff recommendation and keep seven digit dialing with no
overlay in Monroe County.

Singejély,

Ken Sorerfsen, Ph.D.
State Representative, District 120

g,
i)

j VW 4
cc: . Jack Shreve, Public Counsel RECEﬁ \/I=1

Virginia Panico, Exec. Dir. Key West Chamber of Commerce
Richard Watson, Lobbyist for the City of Key West JUN 2 5 2001

gt
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Nl




. Official Filing:
o/ ‘0/01***********8:56 AM***********Matilda Sanders************l

Matilda Sanders 4oz [ce
From: Andrea Cowart g
Sent: Thursday, June 28, 2001 8:56 AM
To: RAR - Orders-Notices; Della Fordham,
Subject: Order / Notice Submitted £ 1
Date and Time: 6/28/01 8:53:00 AM ; W
20 e

|
Agreement Orders W«b[

010737 - 010737 kmp
010714 - 010714 kmp
010713 - 010713.kmp
010408 - 010408 kmp
010710 - 010710.kmp
010475 - 010475 kmp
010741 - 010741.kmp
010712 - 010712.kmp

Order Approving Implementation of New Area Code Overlay

990455, 990456, 990457 - 99045,?_(10i‘clf
.‘.,

13 £
{ ™

>




RAR Official Filing:
6/29/01¥**x¥kkkk%%Q:02 AM**¥¥¥*x*x¥**Matilda Sanders* ¥ **x¥xkxxkq

Matilda Sanders Ol - llbbA -FoF
From: Carolyn Craig QJ

Sent: Friday, June 29, 2001 8:59 AM

To: RAR - Orders-Notices; Della Fordham

Subject: Order / Notice Submitted

Date and Time: 6/29/01 8:57:00 AM

Docket Number: 990455-TL, 990456-TL, 990457-TL, 990517-TL

Filename / Path: 1:\990455a0.bk

Amendatory Order

s¢+
ol




CCA Official Filing:
711/ 01F*kkxkkKkK%10:27 AMFFRKH KKK KK ¥ Matilda Sanders****kxxkxxkx ]

Matilda Sanders j§/ j,é ")%/p

From: Andrea Cowart

Sent: Wednesday, July 11, 2001 10:27 AM "[ f?fv
To: CCA - Records

Subject: Order / Notice Submitted

Date and Time: 7/11/01 10:27:00 AM

Docket Number: 990455-TL

Filename / Path: 990455im..clf

Order on Implementation of New Area Code.

| 2 L

)

< M
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Filings@psc.state.fl.us 10/1/01 3:40 PM

Filings@Esc.state.fl.us

From: Fatool, Vicki [Vicki.Fatool@BellSouth.COM]

Sent: Monday, October 01, 2001 3:30 PM

To: 'filings@psc.state.fl.us'

Subject: Filing in Docket No. 990455-TL
Importance: High

BECSEQ00.PDF

The attached document is from:

Vickie Fatool

c

2

for James Meza III g

BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. F;:k

150 South Monroe Street, Suite 400 s

Tallahassee, FL 32301 Ros

vicki.fatool@bellsouth.com 35
Docket No.

990455-TL: Request for Review of Proposed Numbering Plan Relief for
Area Code - Dade County and Monroe County/Keys Region

Number of Pages: 7 pages including Bayo letter, pleading,
attachment.

Pleading entitled: BellSouth Telecommunications,

il
R Lo
-
| “ 2]
s —
s 4 -
w U
= (R,
(3] -~

thé-DBOS}VSS

Certificate of Service and

Inc.'s Withdrawal of Motion for an Order

Directing Telcordia to Make the Necessary changes to BRIDS and RDBS in Order to Implement

Rate Center Consolidation in New Exchange "The Keys" in the 305 Area Code

A paper copy will be filed with the Division of the Commission Clerk and Administrative
Services today.

By filing electronically, BellSouth accepts that the official copy is the version printed
by the Public Service Commission's Division for the Commission Clerk and Administrative

Services and filed in the official docket file.

<<B8BC5EQ00.PDF>>




Filings@psc.state.fl.us 10/1/01 3:53 PM

Filings@psc.state.ﬂ.us

From: Filings@psc.state.fl.us
Sent: Monday, October 01, 2001 3:53 PM
To:

‘vicki.fatool@bellsouth.com’
Subject: Docket Number 990455-TL

This will confirm receipt of BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.'s Withdrawal of Motion for an

Order Directing Telcordia to Make the Necessary changes to BRIDS and RDBS in Order to
Implement Rate Center Consolidation in New Exchange "The Keys" in the 305 Area Code.

Your filing was received on October 1, 2001,

o) .9,
— e
<D (c?) C_}.
It has been stamped with identifying Document No. 12401-01. o% ": l'L\
=
T N
e =
© w Y
Division of the Commission Clerk and Administrative Services = m P
Florida Public Service Commission W O




11/38/2081 13:85 28258937‘5_;‘2 VERIZON WIRELESS PAGE @8l/82
» N o~

o AECEVED-Fpge
HOV30 pMip: 3

VerigZonwireless,s:.
1300 | Street, NW — Suite 400 West oli 3¢ 7 i
iwashtngton, DC 20005 O l D 7(%; ())90%(_7

(202) 589-3740

Fax: (202) 589-3750 WA 0_3 ) C)? ?? 0T

FACSIMILE TRANSMITTAL SHEET

o

ot

TO: PUBLIC SERVICE FROM: ANNE HOSKINS

COMMISSION, STATE OF

FLORIDA

COMPANY: DATE:11/28/01

FAX NUMBER:1-850-413-7118% TOTAL NO. OF PAGES INCLUDING
COVER:

PHONE NUMBER: SENDER'S REFERENCE NUMBER:

(202) 589-3770
RE: YOUR REFERENCE NUMBER:

O URGENT O FOR REVIEW O vLEASE COMMENT LI PLEASE REPLY O rPLEASE RECYCLE

NOTES/COMMENTS

PLEASE CHANGE MY FAX NUMBER TO (202) 589-3750.
FOR REFERENCE, SEE FAX YOU SENT TO ME.

\:\\jm*"x RIETR

This telecopy transmission contains Verizon Wireless confidentia] and/or legal privileged information
intended only for the addressee(s). If you are not an intended recipient, do not disclose, copy, distribute,
or take any action in rehance on these documents, Instead, please notify us by telephone immediately to
arrange for their return at no cost 10 you.
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PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD
TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850

:‘S;#: $90330g6836‘ H""”{ 7[,Lu P%C OW

FROML Records Fax Server

Note: This fax was generated by the Case Management System.

Multiple attempts will be made 1o fax this document. If al] attempts fail,

you will automatically be sent a copy of the document by U.S. Mail, You do
not need to call to report a tax failure
&

HO-RE-20BL 16:17 coar P~ b




Mar-18-02

d—————

D3:45pp

COMMUNICATION AND PRIVILEGED.
THE ADDRESSEE.

From-RUTLEDGE ECE'™ st a 8506816516

4 T-174 p.001
RUTLEDGE, ECENIA, PURNELL & HOFFMAN, P.A. ~
215 SOUTH MONROE STREET =

SUITE 420 Q%

TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA 32301 %;J;

=L

o

PHONE: (850) 681-6788  FAX: (850) 681-6515 .

F-220

x
o

Yo 790y

THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THIS FAX TRANSMISSION IS ATTORNEY

IT T8 INTENDED ONLY FOR TEE USE OF

IF YOU RECRIVED THIS COMMUNICATION AND ARE NOT THE
INTENDED RECIPIENT, YOU RARE HEREBY NOTIFIED THAT THE COPYING OR

DISTRIBUTION OF THIS COMMUNICATION IS PROHIBITED.
THIS COMMUNICATION IN ERROR,

IF YOU RECEIVED
PLEASE IMMEDIATELY NOTIFY US BY

TELEPHONE AND RETURN THE ORIGINAL MESSAGE TO US AT THE ABOVE

ADDRESS.

Date: March 18, 2002

From: Kenneth 2.

Hoffman

PLEASE DELIVER THE FOLLOWING PAGE(S) TO:

Telecopier Number:

(413-7118)
ATTENTION:

Name : Hun

Company : BPSC

ADDRESS :
COMMENTS: Voicestream Wireless
8100 S.W. 10t Street
Building 3, Suite 1000
Plantation,

Florida 33324

WE ARE TRANSMITTING_1 PAGES INCLUDING THIS COVER SHEET.

IF YOU DO NOT RECEIVE ALL THE PAGES IN LEGIBLE FORM,

CATI,
681-6788.

THIS FAX WAS SENT BY:_______ Roxanne levingston

(850)
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DGD FLORIDA PUBLIC TELECOMMUMNICATIONS ASSOCIATION

July 11, 2002 ol Fbo 784, Tbe7ELA  FELTELE, Dbo 2
Gy 0,
Ghodiy 9y G583 IS FTolyd Tt
Public Service Commission : Q \ " A
2540 Shurmard Oak Blvd. %/L b b ?5’ . )) “3(}’11 \:}( A
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850 0lc/9b, 010743, o (o7 D107

<

: 029 ) .
Dear Ms. Grant: % 7 < W,cﬁﬁ’%% i 30
&

Attention: Nonnye Grant

Per our telephone conversation today, please make the following changes for the
FLORIDA PUBLIC TELECOMMUNICATIONS ASSOCIATION:

Please send all mail to:

(1 5 David Tobin, Esq. - /j(wﬁ Cireenael
o VD LLir Tobin & Reyes
// ﬁ}w “ S 7251 West Palmetto Park Road
Vi [/uax,céa 2/ sl Conacd_ g jite 205

2262 llidnsolie W‘&Mﬁ / Boca Raton, FL 33433 ~ 34 €71

Phone: (561) 620-0656

Qi flihsanse PL 3230F=¥33Y o)™ 561) 6200857

M/O

Y = %

_P,,Lu,r@ }ur..foT,déa AN E-mail: dst@tobinreyes.com

Our second contact is:

Rick Lubbehusen, LG:;Q oy e ,{2/‘4 A

)- §50) 2a=-SUL0 Phone:  (850) 222-5050
~_gsU) PR T2 Fax: (850) 222-1355
E-mail: rick@fpta.com

et

Adtes ¢

/Zz'?ltd‘; Y

C o AL 740 “
Wi, Ve, /1 L 7

Thank you, Nonnye, for your help. If you need any further information, please let
me know.

Sincerely,
Jan McBride-Smith L:\ A
Office Manager -
7 {I I l.'f X *

L
. Mo }7/1& /3’24../& Wé /Q’@M// H/) /

' o’(&/"/jz,é“i- ‘C?z//& bﬂﬁm/?‘i

1140 Capltal Circle SE, Suite 11, Tallahassee, FL 32301 - 3% 2k

e Phone  (850) 2225050, Fax (850) 222-1355, Email: jan@fpta.com




_ STATE OF FLORIDA
COMMISSIONERS:

LiLA A. JABER, CHAIRMAN

J. TERRY DEASON

BRAULIO L. BAEZ

MICHAEL A. PALECKI
RUDOLPH “RUDY”™ BRADLEY

DIvISION OF THE COMMISSION CLERK &
ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES

BLANCA S. BAYO

DIRECTOR
(850) 413-6770 (CLERK)
(850) 413-6330 (ADMIN)

JHublic Serpice Qommizsion

July 15, 2002

Ms. Nancy H. Sims

BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.
150 South Monroe Street, Suite 400
Tallahassee, Florida 32301-1556

Re: Return of Confidential Document to the Source, Docket No. 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 to 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 Ileri, Division of Competitive Markets and Enforcement
Bob Casey, Division of Competitive Markets and Enforcement
Cheryl Bulecza-Banks, Division of Competitive Markets and Enforcement
Lee Fordham, Office of the General Counsel

SIGNED FOR BY ) DATE "[{W! 02

CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER * 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD * TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850
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BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. Nancy H. Sims

Regulatory Relations Director

150 South Monroe Street

Suite 400

Tallahassee, FL 32301 850 222 1201
Fax 850 222 8640

nancy.sims@bellsouth.com
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Subject: Party of Record/Certificate of Service < A
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This letter is to provide BellSouth’s Party of Record/Certificate of Service information tothe personnel in

your division. With the changes in personnel handling legal document filings and notices for the Florida Q(() % 6&‘ 0[07

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. BellSouth’s local 0l 0782— 00

Tallahassee office is the “official service” location for docketed and undocketed matters. This address is: 0 { D? 8 S‘ olv
!

6€:h {4 G2

Dear Ms. Davis,

Nancy B. White, Esquire - Q ¢
BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. ot Ub ‘3 ) olv;
¢/o Ms. Nancy H. Sims ol0 96 -

150 So. Monroe Street :

Suite 400

Tallahassee, Florida 32301-1556

The attorney name may be different depending upon the case involved, but the Tallahassee address should
always be used. If this address is not used, then it is difficult to determine the 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.

Thank you.

urs pruly,

cy H. Sims

Copy to: Nardcy White
Blanca Bayo
Walter D ' Haeseleer



September 23, 2002
BY HAND DELIVERY

o=
< <
Blanca Bayo, Director c".!_~ 1
Florida Public Service Commission rr;;- e
Division of Commission Clerk and g‘a =2
Administrative Services =
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard = o =
Tallahassee, FL. 32399-0850 ot

0L078b, Jbor8bA, Jbo7863, T60833, Th0d%
Re: Change of Address
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In compliance with the Commission ruleé, WorldCom hereby files its change of 00T, paon

contact information for the certificated entities listed below. Starting today, September o

23,2002, I am moving to a new address, and also will have new phone and fax numbers. 02 p6 -7,

I would appreciate it if you could update the Master Commission Directory with the new o5 249

Dear Ms. Bayo,

N -

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 McNulty

1203 Governors Square Blvd.
Suite 201

Tallahassee, FL. 32301

Phone: (850) 219-1008
Fax: (850)219-1018

UPDATED CONTACT INFORMATION FOR THESE CERTIFICATED
ENTITIES:

vT1731 - MCI WorldCom Network Services, Inc. (IXC)

v TE644 — MCI WorldCom Communications, Inc. (PP)

v TA020 — MCI WorldCom Network Services, Inc. (ALEC)
v TA005 — MCImetro Access Transmission Services, LLC (ALEC)
v TS185 — MCI WorldCom Communications, Inc. (STP)

vTA047 — MCI WorldCom Communications, Inc. (ALEC)

.~ TI724 - TransCall America, Inc. d/b/a ATC Long Distance

ok Jas)o>




v TJ032 — MCI WorldCom Communications, Inc. (IXC)
v TA012 — Metropolitan Fiber Systems of Florida , Inc. (ALEC)
VTE165 — Telecom*USA, Inc. (PP)
V' TI906 — Telecom*USA, Inc. (IXC)
“TI907 — SouthernNet Systems, Inc. (IXC)
v/ TS173 — Intermedia Communications Inc. (STP)
v TI8S57 — Intermedia Communications Inc. (IXC)
v TA001 — Intermedia Communications Inc. (ALEC)
vTS171 - Access Network Services, Inc. (STP)

If you have any questions, please contact me at your earliest convenience.

Sincerely,
Donna Canzano McNulty
oo Walter D’Haeseleer
Harold McLean
Beth Keating
Bev DeMello
Rick Moses

Roberta Bass




Hong Wang

From: Sandy Moses

Sent: Monday, February 16, 2004 10:21 AM

To: Kay Posey; Kathleen Stewart, Veronica Washington; Hong Wang
Subject: Commissioner Reassignments

Shortly after Commissioner Davidson was sworn in, the following cases previously assigned to former Commissioners
Jacobs 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-mail, | 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. From To Status
971622-SU BZ,. DS, PL BZ, DS, DV Active
980876-WS BZ, DS, PL BZ, DS, DV Active
990455-TL BZ, DS, JC BZ, DS, BD Active
990649A-TP DS, JB, PL DS, JB, DV Litigation
000475-TP BZ, JC, PL BZ, BD, DV Active
000649-TP BZ, JB, JC BZ, JB, BD Litigation
000731-TP BZ, JC, PL BZ, BD, DV Litigation
010283-El BZ, JB, JC BZ, JB, BD Active
010409-TP BZ, BD, PL BZ, BD, DV Monitor
010441-EU DS, JB, PL DS, JB, DV Litigation
010564-TP BZ, BD, PL BZ, BD, DV Monitor
020640-SU ALL, PL ALL, DV Active
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Kay Flynn 99p Y55 -7~
From: Denise Karnes
Sent:  Thursday, May 19, 2005 2:42 PM

To: Alina Dieguez; Allen Mortham; Beth Salak; Betty Ashby; Bev 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 10-digit Dialing in Florida Keys

A news release was faxed to media in South Florida and the Florida Keys this afternoon, 5/19/05, and is now available on the
PSC web site: hitp://www.psc state.fl.us/general/news/pressrelease.cfim?release=12

5/19/2005




PEC Press Release: May 19, 2005 o — Page 1 of 1
State of Florida

JFhublic Serpice Qommizsion
NEWS RELEASE

May 19, 2005 Contact: 850-413-6482

Number Conservation Staves Off Mandatory 10-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 10-digit dialing for local calls 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 10-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 industry to recommend 10-digit dialing for the Keys effective
August 1, 2001.

The Commission rejected the recommendation and instead undertook a
series of conservation measures aimed at preserving 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 the 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 10-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://www .floridapsc.com
Kevin Bloom, Director, Office of Public Information
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard, Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0850

http://www.psc.state.fl.us/general/news/pressrelease.cfm?release=12&printview=true 5/19/2005



CCA Official Filing
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Matilda Sanders

**Matilda Sanders**
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Date and Time:
Docket Number:
Filename / Path:

Jackie Schindler

Wednesday, June 08, 2005 3:53 PM
CCA - Orders / Notices; Lee Fordham
Order / Notice Submitted

6/8/2005 3:52:00 PM
990455t
990455close.doc

An ORDER CLOSING DOCKET has been moved to GC Orders for issuance on Thursday. Thanks.

is




