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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 
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In re: Request for  review o f  DOCKET NO. 990457-TL 
proposed numbering plan relief 
for  the 954 area code. 

In re: Request for review o f  DOCKET NO. 990456-TL 
proposed numbering plan relief 
for the 561 area code. 

In re: Request for  review o f  DOCKET NO. 9905 1 7-TL 
proposed numbering plan relief 
for the 904 area code. 

FILED: June 2 3 ,  2000 

POSTHEARING STATEMENT OF SPRINT 

Sprint-Florida, Inc. and Sprint Communications Company Limited Partnership, and 

Sprint PCS (collectively "Sprint") hereby files i t s  posthearing brief in this matter. 

Statement o f  Basic Position: 

Sprint supports the industry consensus alternatives for all NPAs. As 

demonstrated in the testimony of Sandra Khazraee, Sprint does not support 

alternatives 4, 6 & 166 (904 NPA). 
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Issues 

ISSUE 1 - A: Should the Commission approve the industry's consensus 

rel ief plans for the fol lowing area codes: 

(A) - (D): 

Sprint Position: Yes. 

ISSUE 1 - B: If the Commission does not approve the industry's consensus 

relief plan, what alternative plans should be approved for the fol lowing 

area codes: 

(A) - (C): 
Sprint Position: No Position. 

(D): 

Sprint Position; Sprint has no position on the 904 NPA, except that, as 

proposed, Alternatives 4, 6 & 1 GB should not be adopted for the reasons stated 

in witness Khazi-aee's testimony. (Tr. 220 -223) .  

ISSUE 2-A: What number conservation measure(s), if any, should be 

implemented for the fol lowing area codes: 

Sprint PosLtiton.: Based on the record the only conservation measure the 

Commission should consider are the thousands block number pooling trials 

consistent with the revised plan submitted by the Joint Petitioners on in Docket No. 

981 444-TP. See. Order PSC-00-1046-PAA-TP. 
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ISSUE 2-6: If conservation measures are t o  be implemented, when should they 

be implemented? 

Sprint Position: Based on the record the Commission should only consider 

implementation of  thousand block number pooling trials on a time frame 

consistent with the revised plan submitted by theJoint Petitioners on in Docket No. 

981 444-TP. See, Order PSC-00-1046-PAA-TP. 

Issue 3: What should be the dialing pattern for local, toll, EAS, and ECS calls for 

the following area codes: 

Sprint Position_; If the industry recommendation (Alternative 1 )  is adopted, 

10 digit dialing would be required for local, EAS and ECS calls and 1 plus 10 digit 

dialing would be required for toll calls. For geographic splits, dialing patterns 

should be unaffected except for interNPA calls, which should be dialed on a 10- 

or 1 1  - digit basis as appropriate. 

Issue 4:  What i s  the appropriate relief plan implementation schedule for  the 

following area codes: 

A - D: 
Sprint P0sitip.n; The Commission should establish an implementation 

schedule consistent with the overlay ordered in Docket No. 980671 -TL (407 NPA) 

or the geographic split ordered in Docket No. 990223-TL (941 NPA). 

Arqu men t: 

Sprint’s position in this docket is simple. As Witness Khazraee has detailed, the 

Commission should only consider plans that do not disrupt communities of 

interest by causing implementation of 10 - digit dialing on local calling routes that 
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are currently seven - digit dialed. (Khazraee, Tr. 220-223.) Furthermore, Sprint 

urges the Commission to take note that separating the Kingsley Lake exchange 

from the Starke exchange will impose an increased cost to Sprint by separating the 

host and remote switches. (Id.) In addition to  community o f  interest and dialing 

pattern concerns this is further reason not to draw adopt alternatives 4, 6 & 16B. 

As was done in Docket No. 990223-TL, the Commission has historically avoided 

bisecting exchanges with NPA lines. There is no compelling reason to do so in this 

case. 

Sprint believes that the number conservation aspect of this case is  largely resolved 

with respect to  any relief activity that must occur. The number pooling measure 

adopted in Docket No. 981 444-TP will insure added life to  the plans adopted in 

this case. These measures will not allow the Commission to  avoid implementing 

relief or to delay it. The Commission must implement meaningful relief prior to  

the exhaust of the last NXX in these NPAs. There appears to be no dispute about 

this. 

Sprint will not address any of  the issues raised by the City o f  Deltona relating to  

calling scopes and rates. While Sprint recognizes that the City and i t s  residents 

have legitimate concerns about calling scopes and while Sprint has tried to work 

with Deltona on them in the recent past, these issues are not before the 

Commission nor are they within the jurisdiction of  the Commission. 

Finally, with respect to the actual number that might be used in any split of the 

904 NPA. Sprint reserves any and all rights to  respond to any request that creates 

operational or other problems to  Sprint. See, Transcript at 229-237. As any such 

issue is  not ripe or  even included in this Docket, any comment at this time is 

premature. 
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Conclusion. 

For the reasons stated herein and based on the record of  this case, Sprint urges 

that the Commission exercise its judgement to  implement the best plans from 

those offered into evidence in this case. However, the Commission should refrain 

from adopting alternatives 4, 6 & 166. 

Respectfully submitted this 23rd day of  June 2000. 

Charles J. Rehwinkel 
Senior Attorney 
Sprint 
Post Office Box 221 4 
MS: FLTLH00107 
Tallahassee, Florida 32301 
8501 847-0244 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
DOCKET NO. 990445-TL 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a t rue and correct copy of the  foregoing was served 
by U.S. Mai l  or hand-delivery th is 2 3 r d  day of June, 2000  to the  following: 

Nancy B. White 
C/o Nancy H. Sims 
BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. 
150 5. Monroe Street Suite 400 
Tallahassee, Florida 32301 -1 556 

Angela Green, General Counsel 
Florida Public Telecommunications 
Association, Inc. 
125 S. Cadsden Street, #200 
Tallahassee, Florida 32301 -1 525 

Bruce May 
Holland Law Firm 
Post Office Drawer 81 0 
Tallahassee, Florida 32302 

Floyd Self 
Messer Law Firm 
Post Office Box 1876 
Tallahassee, Florida 32302 

GTE Florida Incorporated 
Kimberly Caswell 
P.O. Box 1 1  0, FLTCOOO7 
Tampa, FL 33601 -01 10 

MCI WorldCom, Inc. 
Mr. Brian Sulmonetti 
Six Concourse Parkway, Suite 3200 
Atlanta, CA 30328 

Morrison & Foerster Law Firm 
Kimberly D. Wheeler 
2000 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20006-1 888 

NeuStar, Inc. 
Thomas C. Foley 
820 Riverbend Blvd. 
Longwood, FL 32779 

Rutledge Law Firm 
Kenneth Hoffman 
Post Office Box 551 
Tallahassee, Florida 32302 

Lockheed Martin IMS 
D. Wayne Milby 
Communications Industry Services 
1 1  33 1 5 t h  Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20005 

MCI WorldCom Omnipoint Communications 
Ms. Donna C. McNulty 
325 John Knox Road, Suite 105 
Tallahassee, FL 32303-41 31 

600 Ansin Boulevard 
Hallandale, Florida 33009 
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William Cox Sprint PCS 
Division of Legal Services 
Florida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399 

Joe Assenzo 
Legal Department 
4900 Main Street, 1 1 th Floor 
Kansas City, MO 641 12 
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Charles J. Rdhwinkel 


