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Dear Ms Bayo: 
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Enclosed herewith for filing in the above-referenc-ed docket on behalf of Teleport 

Communications Group Inc ("TCG") are the follo"~ng documents. 

Original and fifteen copies ofTCG's Preheating Statement, and 

fli\ 
2 A disk in Word Perfect 6 0 containing a copy of the Preheating Statement. 

Please acknowledge receipt of these documents by stamping the extra copy of this letter 

~ A : liled" and returning the same to me. 
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~ Thank you for your assistance with this filin11 
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01 H _ ..::cc::::.·- All Parties of Record 

Sincerely, 

t):a..-~il~ 
William B. Willingham 
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BEFORE T HE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

In rc: Request for review of 
proposed numbering plan relief 
for 305 Area. 

) 
) 
) ___________ ) 

Do~:ket Nu. 971058-Tl 

Filed: September 29. 1997 

TELEPORT COMM UNICATIONS GROUP INC.'S 
PREHEARING STATEMENT 

Pursuant to Rule 25-22.038(3). Florida Administrative Code. and Order No. PSC-97-

I 002-PCO· Tl issued August 21. 1997 ("Order Establishing Procedure"). T clepo1 t 

Communications Group Jnc.ffCG South Florida ("TCG"), by nnd through its 1mdersign.:d 

counsel. hereby submits its Prehearing Sltltement to the Florida Public Service (.,1rnrnission 

("Commission") in the above-captioned docket. 

A. WITNESSES 

TCG will sponsor David M. l lirsch as its witness in this proceed ing. Mr. lli rsch will 

present direct testimony on behalf ofTCG. and will address the issue identified in Appendix 

"A" of the Order Establishing Procedure and each issue proposed herein. 

B. EXHIBITS 

At this time TCG docs not intc11d to sponsor any exhibits at the heuring. lluwcvcr. 

TCG reserves the right to identify exhibits at the linnl hearing IC.1r purpo, es o f ~:ross-

examination and redirect examination. 

DOCUHOH tHJHO£ R· OATE 

og966 SEP29~ 
FPSC ·R£CORDS/R(PORTtNG 



C. BASIC POSITION 

TCG's interest in this proceeding stems from its !>tutu~ a:. n eertitientcd 1\ltcmativc 

Local Exchange Carrier ("1\LEC") thut presently provides service in the 305 area code un 

u competitive basis with Bell South Telccomrnunicutions. Inc. ("BS'I ")and others. To the 

extent that a relief plan is needed, TCG supports the implt.:rm:ntation ofu gcogruphic split to 

uddrcss the pending code exhoust in the 305 Numbering l'lunl\rcn ("NJll\"). ! lowc\'er. if 

tnre number portability will be available prior to July I. 199R. it would appear thut the 

projected exhaust of the 305 nrcu code is premature us true number purtability wit l. vacan t 

number p011ing could liberate u signilicunt amount of unused numbers that presently arc 

unuvailable due to BST's inefficicntnssignment ofNXX codes in hlncks ,11' 10,000. 

1\ geographic split will minimize customer confusion .and eliminate the need for ten­

digit dialing for local cnlling within an NPI\. 1\ geographic ~plit is the only competitively 

neutral solution to the pending code exhaust in the 305 NPI\. '111c overlay plan proposed by 

DST is discriminatory. anti-competitive. confusing to customers anti "<mid serve to sti 11.: 

l,ocal exchange competition. DST:. overlay plan would plncc competing lncal exchang.: 

service providers at a significant disadvantage. The lock of true number portability 

cxoccrbntes the anti-competitive impact ol' the proposed O\•erlay NPI\ since potential 

customers would be reluctant to change cnrricrs if~uch dmnge cnlnih h<1th n nc\\ sc\ en digit 

number and a new NPA. Unless ami until true nwnber portability is implemented and fully 
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operational in Florida. overlay plans l>Ueh as the one proposed by 13ST remain discriminatory. 

nnt i-competitive and not in the public interest. 

D. STAT EMENT OF EACH QUEST ION OF FACT 

ISSUE 1: What is the projected date of the 305 NPA cxhuust if true number 
portability with vacant number por~ing cun be implemented by 

July l , l 998? 

~: At this time TCG docs not have sufficient inlom1ntion 10 project an exJ1aus t 
date. However. if true number ponability with vncant number pnning is 
available on or be lore July I. 1998. it would appear that the projected exhaust 
of the 305 area code is very premature. 

ISSUE 2: If. when and to what extent would an overlay or some form of 

geographic split require ten digit dialling for local t :llls? 

I.CG: An overlay wou ld mandate ten digit dialing lo r nil h~~:al calls. A geogrnphic ­
split permits seven digit dialing for all local culls plnced hctwccn u customer 
in either NPA to another customer in the some NPA. A geographic split would 
mandate ten digit dialing onl)' for tl osc local calls placed between the 305 
NPA and the new NPA. 

ISSUE 3: Whether an overlay or some form of geographic split will eliminate 
the associat ion between the area code and location, thereby 

affecting the level of customer confusion created by a new relief 
plan? 

ICG: Geographical splits ore cosily undcrstuod by customers. A geographic split 
would maintain the association between the urea code und lncatiun. An 
overlay would completely disassociate the ureu code w1d the locution. resulting 
in considcrnblc customer confusion. 

ISSUE 4: Whether the Implementation of an overlay plan or some form of 
geographic split will adversely a ffecl or benefit the predominant 
number of customers In the 305 area code locnted iu Dade County? 
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~: Customers prefer geogrnphic splits. Gcogruphic splits pmvide many customer 
benefits. such as seven digit dialing and c.asc of implementation. Overlay 
plans result in ongoing customer confusion due to the disasl>ociution of the 
area code from locntion. 

ISSUE 5: Whrther an overlay or some form of geogruphlc split facilita tes or 
Impedes thr development of local exc:-han~tt• compctitlun '/ 

ICY: Geographic splits encournge competition by leveling the phi) ing l;cld for 
ALECs to compete ngoinst the incumbent BS'I. Ovcrla) plans have o 
discriminatory and unli·competitive eiTcct on nsrs compelitors that impedes 
the development oflocnl competition. 

ISSUE 6: Whether an overlay or some form or geographic split r, rcvents or 
d iscourages consumers from taking new telecommunicat ions 
services trom an ALEC? 

~: Overlay plans discouroge customers from tnking new :.crvice from AI.ECs 
when ALECs do not have the li:uniliar numbering rc$flUrccs to assign to 
customers. Geographic splits on the other hand urc competitively neutral 
because all cnrri.ers have thc same familiar numbering resources to assign. 

ISSUE 7: Wbrther an overlay or somr form of geographic split fa\·ors or 
d isadvantJagu any particular indust ry segment? 

!CQ: A geographic split docs not disadvantage any particular industr) segment 
while an overlay favors those carriers that haw lamiliur NI'A NXX resource:.. 

ISSUE 8: Whether Implementation of an overlay prior to the actual 
implemutatlon or service provider trlephonc number portabili ty 
with line level number porting throughout the current JOS a rea 
code will d isproportionately and adve-rsely impact al ternative local 

exchange ca rriers, iorlutl ioR TCG? 

I(U: Yes. Without true numhcr portabilit). an overlay places all ALEC providers 
.11 a significant competitive disadvantage to BST hccall.'lc ALI·C::. arc liJrcec.J 
to utilize inferior number portability soiUiions such IL' rcrnutc cull forwarding . 
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ISSUE 9: 

IC.Q: Yes. 

Whether implementation of some form of geographic split prior to 
the u tuallmplementlltion of service pro\•ider telephone number 
portability with line level number port ing throus:bout the current 
305 area code ls necessary to achieve competitive neutra li ty among 

all local exchange carriers? 

ISSUE 10: Whether BeiiSouth Telecommunicat ions, Inc. has Instituted fai r, 
non-dlscrimlna tory and competit ively neutraJ,,rocedures for the 
distribution of the remaining NXX codes In the current 305 aru 
code, if a n overlay is approved by the Com miSJion? 

IC.Q: BST has not provided adequate assurnncc that it ''ill n!>.,ign NXX:. in tlu: 305 
arcn code in n nondiscriminatory manner if On) t:verlny is implemented. 
ALECs must be guaranteed fair and non-discriminatory ncces:. to the 
remaining 305 NXX codes. BSrs unn.~s igncd number... and fnnner customer 
reserved numbers before an overlay is implemented. 

ISSUE 11: Would an overlay or geographic split result in the most e ffi cient use 
of numbering resources I!! both the short anrl long te rm? 

I.CQ: The usc of numbering resources will be :qually ellicient under a gcogrJphic 
split or an overlay if true number pon abi lity with vacant number poning ha:. 

been implemented. 

ISSUE 12: Wou ld an overlay or some form or geographic SJIIit a llow more 
future options for a rea code relief in the current 305 a rea code? 

IC.Q: A geogrnphic split would allow for either un overlay or another gcogrnphic 
split to address future code exhaust situations. An overlay would em:ctivcly 
restrict future relief to .dditional overlays. 

ISSUE 13: Whether there have been efficient and non-discrimina tory NXX 
code utUizat lon practices for the 305 area code subsequent to the 
implementation of t he geographic spli t ordered by the Commission 
pursuaot to O rder No. PSC-95-1048-FOf-TL luued August 23, 
19n5 in Docket No. 941 272-TL? 
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IC.G: At this time TCG docs not have sufficient information tn respond to this issue. 

However. if true number portability will be available on or be lo re July I. 1998. 

it would appear that the projected exhaust of the 305 area code is premature as 

true number portability wi th vacant number porting would liberate many 

unused numbers that presently nrc unovni lublc due til BSTs incllh;icnt 

assignment ofN XX codes in blocks of 10.000. 

E. STATEMENT OF EACH QUESTION OF LAW 

TCG is not aware of any issues of law thnt have been raised in th is proceeding. 

F. STATEMENT OF EACH POLICY QUESTION 

ISSUE 14: Should the Commission upprove the overluy pion for 305 urea code 

relief, aad lfDot, what rellefpiJID should the Commbsion approve? 

ll.:G.: The Commission should implement a geographic ~pl it plan upon its 

determination that an exhaust is imminent. At this time TCG docs not huvc 

sufficient data to propose a speci fic boundary between the 305 NPA and the 

new NPA. 

G. STIPULATED ISSUES 

TCG is not aware of any issues that have been sti 1ulnted. 

H. PENDING MOTIONS 

TCG is not aware of any pending motions. 
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I . OTHER REQUIREMENTS 

TCG is not aware of any requirement '' ilh "hich it can nul cu111pl) . 

Respectfully submitted. 

~W.wd __ 
KENNfiHAJl&f.MAN, ESQUIRE 
WILLIAM U. WILLINGIIAM 
RUTLEDGE. ECENIA. UNDERWOOD. PURNELL 

& HOFFMAN. P.A. 
P. 0 . Box 551 
Tullahassee. FL 32302-0551 
(850) 681-6788 (Telephone: 
(850) 681-6515 (Fax) 

and 

MICHAEL MCRAE. ESQ. 
TELEPORT COMMUNICATIONS GIWlJI' I C. 
2 Lafayette Center. Suit.. 40ll 
I 133 Twenty First Street. N W 
Washington. DC 20036 
(202) 739-0032 (Telephone) 
(202) 739-0044 (Fax) 
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CERTIFIC'TE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY chat a copy of che foregoing was furni shed by hand dehvcry nnd U 

S. Mail co che following on chis 29th day of Sept ember, 1997· 

Nancy White, Esq. 
clo Nancy Sims 
BeiiSouch Telecommunications 
150 South Monroe Screet 
Suite 400 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 
(via hand delivery) 

Mark Herron, Esq 
E Gary Early, Esq 
Akennan. Sencerliu & Eidson, P A 
216 South Monroe Street 
Suite 200 
Tallaha.ssee, Florida 3230 I 
(via hand delivery) 

Richard D. Melson. Esq 
Hopping Green Sams & Smith 
123 South Calhoun Street 
Tallahassee. Florida 32 3 14 
(via hand delivery) 

Thomas K. Bond, Esq. 
780 Johnson Ferry Road 
#700 
Atlanta, GA 30342 
(via U.S. Mail) 

Mark K. Logan. Esq 
Bl') ant , Miller and Olive 
201 South Monroe Street 
Tallahassee, Fl 3230 I 
(via hand delivery) 
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John Bowman. EMJ 
Manha Caner Orown. Esq 
Florida Public Servtcc Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Room 370 
Gerald L Gunter lluilding 
Tallahassee, FL 32399·0850 
(via hand delivery) 

Marsha Rule. Esq 
Tracy Hatch, Esq 
AT&T Comrnumcauons 
I 0 I N Monroe Street 
Suite 700 
TallahB.sscc, FL 3230 I 
(via hand delivery) 
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