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In re : Petit ion for number ing plan a rea 
re l ief f o r 904 area code , by BellSouth 
Telecommunications, Inc. 

. r-u. I "' t • !. 

DOCKET NO. 9 6 11 53 - TL 
F J LED : 12/2 3/96 

JOINT aRI&r AND POSTBIARINO STATEKINT OP 
UNIT&D T&LIPHONK COMPANY or fLORIDA AND 

CIIITJW, TIL&PHONI COMPANY or fLORI DA 

Uni ted Te lephone Company o f Flo rida a nd Centra l Te l ephone 

Company o f Florida ("Sprint") file this Joint Brief and Pos t heari ng 

Stateme nt of I ssues and Positions . 

I . 

IIITJlODUCTIQN 

A hea ring was he ld i n t h is docket before t he fu ll Commi ssion 

on Decembe r 9, 1996. Sprint s ponsore d t he testimony of Sandra A. 

Khazraee, which testimony was st i pulated i nto the record . (Tt· . 

2 16 , 2 17-225] . Ms. Khazraee did not s ponsor a ny e xl1ib its , but did 

answer c r oss-e xami nation questions from St a ff . (T r. 226 - 2 3 1] 

II . 

IMIC PQSITIQN 

Whi l e a ll t h t·ee o l t he p l a n a p roposed by th•· paa·t i e:; ._. ,.,. 

v iabl e, Plan 1 is the most vi able o f the three plans . A t hree - way 

g •·oqraph i c s p J i t wit h "non - LATA boundary" bo unda a· ies i s no l 

consistent with industry ~uidelines a nd is not in t he publi c 

inte r est . 
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III. 

ISSUIS AND POSITIONS 

I11ue 1: Wbat 9eographic aplit plan for 904 area code relief 
1boulcl be orclerecl by the C~1don? 

r•:>:;;i ti o n : • Spr· inr- rould Hllppo r·t Oll l thn~"' n f t h<! ll f> plans -'lltho uqh 

Plan 1 is preterable . A t h r ee- way Y•.::t•yt·c:~phi <.: t>JJJ .1 L w.t th "uu u I..ATA 

bo undary" boundaries .is not consistent with industry guide linPs anri 

is not i n the public interest. 

Discussion: 

In g e neral, NPA code e xpansion, or r e lief plann ing, ca n be 

effected by implementing an NPA split, an NPA r:e alignme n t , o r an 

NPA o v e rlay. (TR . 218] The NPA split, whi c h has been the 

alternative c hosen for most NPA relief situdtio ns to da te, div ide:. 

the exhausting NPA into two geographic are as. (TR. 218] The 

boundary of an NPA split typically foll ows dernograph i c , 

jurisdictional, natural o r physical boundaries such a s c ili es , 

rivers or highways. [TR . 219) The boundaries are c hosen t o 

minimize dist·uption of e x isting c alling patte uas a s rnu c.:h .:a:-; 

possible. [Tr. 219) The e xis ting NPA code .is assigned to t he 

geographi c area with the greatest number o f wo rking lines in o rde r 

to minimize t he numbe r o f c u s torne r·s jmpacted by t he NPA c hoAnq• · . 

(Tr. 21 St ! 

I'm NPA realignme nt i s r o nsid e r·e d whe n t he NPI\ r·e qui 1 ing r ·~l i ··f 

is adja<::e nt to an NPA, within the same s tate o r· geog t·aphic arc .l, 

whi c h has s pare NXX cod e capac ity. (Tr 219 ) 1\ boundary s h i f t 

occurs so that spare codes in the adjacent NPA C ..lll be use d i n th•' 
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NPA requiring relief. [Tr. 219) As a result, the geographic area 

o f t he e xhausting NPA shrinks, the geographic a r·ea of t he NPA wit h 

spare capacity expands . (Tr. 21 9) 

In a n NPA overlay , code reli e f iu pr·ovided by op•"'ning up , 1 n• ·w 

NPA within the same geographic area. (Tr. 219) Numbers fo r t he 

new NPA are assigned to new growt h on a c arri e r neutral basi s ; 

first come first served . (Tr. 219) Although mandatory c ustome t 

numbe r changes are eliminated, ten digit dialing is r equired fo r 

local calling. [Tr. 219) 

'I'he NPA overlay has been impl emented t o dale only .in Ne w Vo d·. 

City, where it was limited to wire less providers' use. (Tr. 219 ) 

Ameritech, in the Chicago area, attempted to inst i t ute an ove rlay. 

but due to their requirement for wireless provide rs to r elinquish 

existing numbers, the FCC found the Amerit ech plan "woul d 

unreasonably discriminate against wi rel ess carriers" and ove rruled 

it. ITr. 220] In foll ow up to this ruling, t he FCC provided 

further clarification on the use o f NPA o verlays in the Second 

Report and Order on Interconnection {CC Docke t No . 96 - 33 3) adopted 

August 8, 1996. (Tr. 220 I Overall, the FCC dec lared t e chno l ogy 

specific {i . e., wireless only ) ove rlays are not al l owed, as i n the 

Ameritec h c ase . (Tr. 220) The FCC fur ther d i t·ected tha t a state 

commission may choose implementation o f a n NPA overlay s ubject t e> 

two conditions: 1) mandatory ten digit loca l dial i ng by dll 

c ustomers between and within area codes in t he a rea cove r ed by th 

new code; and 2) availability t o every exist ing te l ecommunicati on 

carriet· , including CMRS providers, authorize d to provide t e lephone 
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e xc hange service in the affected area code 90 days before the 

intt·oduct .ion of a ne w o ve rlay code, o f at l east one NXX ln t h· · 

e xist i ng area code. (Tr. 220] 

Sprint supports the NPA split and the NPA o verlay when the pr-e· 

conditiono are met. [Tr . 220) Sprint' s first c hoice is the NPA 

spli t. The NPA split does not require t e n digit dialing for al l 

calls as the NPA overlay does. (Tr. 221) Addi t i onally, techn if'.d 

aspects associated with an NPA split have been addressee! i n 

previous NPA relief implementations wi t hin the state · lt .'l 

e stablishe d implementation procedures ar·e genera 11 y unden;t ood . 

(Tr. 221] Customers are more educated about the NPA split process 

and wo uld likely experience l ess confusio n than with th· Nh'\ 

o verl ay. 

With this as background, Sprint belie ves that Option 1 is tlh· 

most viable of the three options identif ied by the industr·y workinq 

group. (Tr. 223) Under Plan 1, t he 8 50 NPA would be assignerl t o 

the Pensacola, Panama City and Ta.Llahasaec LATAs. (Tr . 2211 Th• · 

904 NPA would remain assigned to the Jac ksonville and Daytona Beach 

LA'I'As. ('l'r. 221] Based o n the NXX f o recasts filed by t he cod " 

holders with BellSouth, this plan would extend the life o f the 9 0t, 

NPA t hrough approximately September of 2002 and wo uld not e xhaus · 

the 850 NPA until approximately November of 2006. (Tr . 221) Pl o :. 

1 most closely follows Bell core's guide! i nes for NPA reli ef in that 

t he existing NPA code i s l e ft with the geographic a rea that has the 

largest number of work ing telephone numbers. Additionally, Plan 1 

is estimated to provide relief fo .r a r easo nable numbez· o f y e an; t o 1 
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both the 904 and 850 NPAs . !Tr. 222 ) 

Whil e it may be technic ally l t:!asib l c, ~pdnt i u opposed t o ·• 

t:hrP.e - wa y geographic split wi t h "no n - LATA bo unda r·y" bo undar· i ~'S , 

b ecause doing so is not consistent wi th indus t ry quide l i n•;: :~ .Jnd 1:1 

not in the public interest. As note d abov e , the b oundary o f an NPA 

s pUt typically follows de mographi c , jud s di c ti o na l, natura l o .r 

physic al b oundaries suc h as c itie s, dve r·s o r h iqhwa ys. (T;· . 2 191 

The bo undaries are c hosen to minimize disrupt i o n o f e xist in«J 

calling patterns as muc h as possible . (Tr. 21 91 As no t e d by fo1 !J. 

l<hazraee o n c ross - e xarn i nat i o n, I..A'I'A bo unda d •.!u o f t e n If: 1.1 •.:c' 

communities of interest with the same t ypes o 1 c all ing s copes , a nd 

t:;pl i t t ing a n NPA alo ny a LATA bounda r·y i o pr •ft• r·.able 1 o a no n - I.AT/ , 

b oundary s plit. (Tr . 229) In a ny eve n t , e xc hange bo unda r· i c ::. 

should be left in tact , and under no ci r c umstanc es s ho uld wir 

cente r s be split by differe n t NPAs. 

I••ue 2 a •Bow and when •hould the area code relief be 1.-pl-nted? 

po sition : The longest possible pe rrni ssi v~ dialing ped o d n eed s t o 

be instituted, preferably a permi ssive d ia ling pe riod of o ne yea r· . 

All invo lved telecommuni catio ns companies and t he Commissi o n need 

t o wv t·k t ogether t o mi tig.al e t he m.:g-.ati vt: i mpac t l o -.all c u :; l u 111•r:J 

affecteu by this NPA split. 

Discussion: 

As t he Commission we 11 knows, .:.n NPA s plit can c auR-..· 

:~ i <;:~ rt i t i c .rrtl c ustome 1 cont us i on. An:or d i II 'J I y. .11 I invo! v. • i 
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t•~ h~cornmuni cat ions comptJui ea ilnd Lht• r ·o rnrni iJfliou rwrod 1 1.1 w .r l-. 

t ogether to mitigate t h e negati v e impact to t he affected c usto m ·rs . 

(Tr. 224) The involved parties s hould r·e(er t o t he plan f o l l u •..., .. cJ 

in t he 305/954 NPA split which occu r r ed i n lJade and 131'owtJr cl 

counties. (Tr. 224 - 225) Minimal custome r· complaints we r e rece .i V•"d 

rlut".i ng that transition [ro m on~ NPA t o a no the r lJecd \HJt: u l til• · 

proactiv e steps taken by t he Commissi o n and Be llSouth. 

225) 

Impo rtantly, the LECs should work with the State o f Flor ida t o 

ensu re a smooth trans i tjon to t he new Ni>A . [Tr . 22S I Wi th w•v•·n 

d edicated NXX codes and appro ximately 40 , 000 cent r·c x li11es wo r b11q 

in the Tallahassee area , the State has a s igni fican t stak e in t !11:; 

NPA split. (1' r. 225 ] f:ac h LEC s hould wo r·k with thP :-a .• , •. , ., 

assure t hat the "Blue " gove rnment p ages a r e updated in all 

directories. The LECs s hould also wo rk with t he State t o he I p 

ide ntify issues early i n t he planning process and assure <• 11 

detai l s are addressed . (Tr. 22 5) 

DATED this 23d day of Dec e mbe r, l~9G. 
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Aus l e y & McMuLle n 
Post Of fi ce Box 391 
Tall ahass~e . Fl o rida 32302 
(904) 224 : 9115 

ATTORNEYS . FOR UNITED TELEPHONE 
COMPANY OF FLORIDA AND CENTRAL, 
TELEPHONE COMPANY OF FLORI DA 



ClltiFICATI or SIIVICI 
DOCIIT MQ. ?61153-TL 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true copy o f the f oregoing ha~ been 
furnished by U. S. Mail or hand de live ry ( * ) this 23d day o f 
December , 1996, to the following: 

l'l1o1 1 I le I'• ·l I o..:!:J I i 11 I • 
Division of Legal Services 
Fl ot'ida Public Se rvi ce Comm. 
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd. 
Tallahassee, FL 32399- 0850 

Ralph Widell • 
Division of Communications 
Florida Public Service Comm. 
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd. 
Tallahassee, FL 32399 - 0850 

Harriet Eudy 
ALLTEL Florida, Inc . 
P. 0. Box 550 
l..ive Oak, FL 32060 

Lynne G. Brewer 
Northeast FL Telephone Co. 
Post Office Box 485 
Macc l e nny, FL 32063 · 0485 

I tw u u\'•td P J I•• r 
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Nruw y II . S i mn 
ll .. ll ~;nut h T••l•· t·• ) lllllllllli ,· . • t iiJII:I 
1!>0 S. Mom·oc St ., S uitt! 400 
Tallah~sscc , FL 32301 

Of fice o f Public Counse l 
c/o the Florida Legis lature 
111 W. Madison St. , M8l2 
Tallahassee , FL 3239!:1 - 14 00 

Bob Oav.id/Sam Houston 
DepartmCJit of Management Se rv . 
4050 E~planade way 
Tallahassee , FL 32399 - 0950 

AT'I'OR 
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