ORIGINAL

June 11, 2001

DOCKET NOs: 010309-TL, 010743-TL, 990455-TL, 990456-TL, - =
990457-TL, 960786-TL, 010782-TL AND 010783-TE-

—

,'-_)

Ms. Blanca Bayo, Director

Division of Records and Reporting .
Room 110, Easley Building o
Florida Public Service Commission

2540 Shumard Oak Bivd.

Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0850

Re: RESPONSE AND CONTINUED PROTEST TO BELLSOUTH'S
PETITION FOR EXPEDITED REVIEW OF AREA CODE DENIALS

Dear Ms. Bayo:

Enclosed for filing on behalf of the Florida citizens, their communication
needs and services, and The Alternative Local Exchange Companies (ALECS) is
an original copy of their formal Response and Continued Protest to BellSouth’s
Petition for Expedited Review of Area Code Denials in Docket No. 010309-TL.

Please acknowledge receipt of these documents by stamping the extra
copy of this letter "FILED" and returning the same to me.

Thank you for your assistance with this filing.

Sincerely,

Jonathan W. Kylleskwy, III
PO Box 7836

Ft. Lauderdale, FL 33329
o Tel: (336) 393-1111
caE Fax: (724) 743-9592
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
Docket No. 010309-TL

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing was served via
U.S. Mail this 11" day of June, 20001 to the following:

Patricia Christensen

Staff Counsel

Florida Public Service Commission
Division of Legal Services

2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850

NANPA

Ron Connor

Director

Suite 4000

1120 Vermont Avenue
Washington, D.C. 20005

Thomas Enderson

10943 West Colonial Drive
Ocoee, FL 34761

AN

Jonathan W. Kylleskwy, III




BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

DOCKET Nos. 010309-TL,
010743-TL,
In re: RESPONSE AND CONTINUED 990455-TL,
990456-TL,
PROTEST TO BELLSOUTH’S PETITION FOR 990457-TL,
960786-TL,
EXPEDITED REVIEW OF AREA CODE 010782-TL AND
010783-TL
DENIALS.
FILED: June 11, 2001

MOTION TO STAY AND CONTINUE PAA PROTEST AND RESPONSE TO
BELLSOUTH’'S ALLEGED, UNREASONABLE, AND ANTICOMPETITIVE

RESPONSES

On behalf of the Florida citizens, their communication needs and services,
and The Alternative Local Exchange Companies (ALECs) file this formal
RESPONSE AND PROTEST ONCE AGAIN for BellSouth’s Petition for Expedited
Review of Area Code Denia)ls. Here are our responses to BellSouth’s June 6,

2001 filing:

1. BellSouth is WRONG, even to begin with the title of its petition. It
requests for an expedited review of area code denials. Does BellSouth
think that it will receive an area code for its internal purposes? BellSouth

must be out of its mind!



BellSouth claims that we failed to provide a correct address and phone
number. We totally apologize for the confusion, because our new staffing
person entered a wrong purging while preparing the documentation. We
provide the new address and phone/fax numbers in this response. Again
we are sorry that we caused Bellsouth to confuse. BellSouth always
confuses us in any interconnection agreement or services we ask. Now,
time is BellSouth'’s.

BellSouth claims that our protest is BOGUS! We believe that BellSouth and
its services are BOGUS. We do our share to be able to compete, on the
other hand, BellSouth is killing us. THERE IS NO TELECOM COMPETITION
IN FLORIDA because of BELLSOUTH!

BellSouth affirms that the "PHANTOM" author should be penalized! If we
are the Phantom, then BellSouth is the VAMPIRE!. Thirst for blood!

Yes, we do require a formal hearing, and as we already stated that our
and our competitors’ interests are substantially affected. Because we can
serve the same customers who need the numbering resources. BellSouth
claims that it needs these numbers for a customer? Who is the customer?
Is it BellSouth’s sister, Cingular Wireless?

BellSouth claims that we cannot represent the citizens! Yes, sure we
could. We have over 30,000 customers in Florida, and therefore we
represent their rights, and ability to get telecom services in an impartial,

fair, and reasonable manner. BellSouth would become the KING if no one



stops its actions. Even in BellSouth’s 271 application, which is completely
BOGUS!

7. Bellsouth also claims that this case should be resolved in an emergency
hearing prior to June 30, 2001. Why? Is it because BellSouth does want
to use the numbering services for other purposes? How about in Atlanta,
GA? BellSouth thinks that no one knows what it is doing with the
numbering resources of Florida in Georgia! Sure, we do know. The FCC

will be after you, the Vampire BellSouth!

WHEREFORE, we iterate our request, and state that our PROTEST dated June
1, 2001, should STAY and CONTINUE to Protest the Florida Public Service

Commission’s Order PSC-01-1146-PAA_TL.

We believe that full enforcement of the FCC’s uniformity rules must be followed
by any state commission, NANPA, NeuStar, and carriers to ensure Liat
numbering resources are. usad efficiently and effectively, and fair and impartial

manner. This Commission’s role is to promote competition in its entirety.

Because our interests are substantially affected, on June 1, 2001, we filed
the combined petition for a formal proceeding, pursuant to Rule 25-

22.029, Fiorida Administrative Code.”



With that, and the fact that the FPSC is vested with jurisdiction pursuant
to Sections 364.01 and 364.16(4), Florida Statutes, and 47 U.S.C. §151, and 47
C.F.R. §52.15(g)(3)(iv), we respectfully ask that the FPSC does not grant any
more code requests to BellSouth and any other carrier UNTIL the FPSC has
finalized its formal hearing proceeding, pursuant to Rule 25-22.029, Florida
Adminisfrative Code. If the FPSC denies the ALECs' request, The ALECs would

file an expedited emergency petition to the FCC for solution.
Respectfully submitted this 11th day of June, 2001.

On behalf of The Alternative Local Exchange Companies,

Jonathan W. Kylleskwy, III
PO Box 7836

Ft. Lauderdale, FL 33329
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