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February 16, 200 1 	 O

Ms. Blanca S. Bayo, Director 
Di vision of Records and Reporting 
Florida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
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Re: Docket No. 001 503-TP, Number Pooling Cost Recovery and 

Dear Ms. Bayo: 
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Enclosed for filing are the original and seven (7) copies of: 

1. Post Workshop Comments () � :t l./ /- D / 

2. Request for Confidentiality (Redacted Version) () 
 &! V � - 0 I 

The confidential portions of the Post Workshop Comments, Attachment 2, are being filed 
under seal by separate letter. Copies of the above are hereby served on the parties of 

record pursuit to the attached certificate of service, 
o� �V3-o I 

Please acknowledge receipt and filing of the above by stamping the duplicate copy of this 
letter and returning the same to this writer. 

Sincerely, 

Susan S. Masterton 

SSMJtk 

Enclosures 



BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

In Re. Cost recovery and allocation issues 
For number pooling trials in Florida 

Docket No. 001 503-TP 
Filed: February 16, 2001 

SPRINT’S POST WORKSHOP COMMENTS 

During the December 12, 2000 workshop, staff requested that the parties in this docket 
fife post workshop comments in this docket. Therefore, Sprint’s comments are as follows: 

It is Sprint’s position that number pooling cost recovery should be national in scope. All 
service providers benefit when numbers are conserved and the exhaust of NPAs and even 
the North American Numbering Plan ( N A N P )  is delayed. 

The Number Pooling cost allocation should follow the LNP (Local Number Portability) 
process already implemented’. The pooling administrator cost should be a part of the 
costs being recovered. The cost allocation should be based on end user revenues arid 
divided among all service providers nationwide 

Sprint would like to see number pooling cost recovery rolled into a national mechanism 
fiom the beginning This would allow just one end user surcharge that would cover both 
the state and the national, rather than having two surcharges on the customers’ bills. 

All number pooling costs should be recovered through an end-user surcharge. The 
surcharge should be an explicit, fixed monthly charge that is assigned per line (with the 
exception of Lifeline customers) and that is recovered over a three-year period’. The 
surcharge should be service provider specific based on each carrier’s individual costs. In 
order to have a single cost recovery mechanism at the national level, Sprint might be 
willing to postpone recovery depending on how long it takes the FCC to implement rules. 

The amount of the surcharge should be determined via the same type methodology used 
to determine the LNP surcharge2. That is, the carrier specific nationwide charges should 
be calculated and then an allocation for Florida shouId be determined based on the 
number of end-users. The surcharge amount should be developed based on the FCC’s 
LNP cost recovery model The surcharge should remain the same throughout the three- 
year recovery period. It is much less complicated to implement the surcharge as a fixed, 
three-year surcharge, furthermore, the FCC indicates that using the LNP based cost 
recovery method saves time for the regulator and the industry3. Sprint will not over 
recover because there will be ongoing costs associated with number pooling beyond the 
three year recovery period which will never be recovered via the surcharge 

’ FCC 00-429. Released December 29. 2000. Paragraph 179. 
Ibid. 
FCC 00-104, Released March 3 1. 2000, Paragraph 193. 



The major categories for cost recovery are identified in the Powerpoint slides provided as 
Attachment 1. Mr Hoke Knox explained these categories at the December 12, 2000 staff 
workshop in this docket 

Sprint's estimated capital and expense costs associated with Number Pooling are provided 
in Attachment 2 under cover of confidentiality. Also included on that attachment is the 
estimated end user surcharge amount based on estimated number pooling specific costs 
recovered over a three-year period. 

In closing, Coinmission Staff has asked how the cost recovery and allocation issues 
should be handled, i e., via a Proposed Agency Action (PAA), hearing process or 
workshop Sprint believes that the PAA process may be the most efficient, given that one 
workshop has already been held and written comments solicited from all the parties. 
However, if the written comments indicate major disagreements between the parties or 
between some parties and staff, then perhaps a foltow-up workshop should be held. 

RespecthlIy submitted this 1 6 I h  day of February, 2001 
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