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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

In re: Request for review of 
proposed numbering plan reI 
for the 305/786 area code - Dade 
County and Monroe County/Keys 
Region. 

DOCKET NO. 990455-TL 
ORDER NO. PSC-9 1541-PCO-TL 
ISSUED: August 5, 1999 

ORDER ESTABLISHING ISSUES 

The following are the issues to be considered by the 
Commission at the technical hearing scheduled for October 4, 1999. 

1. 	 Should the Commission approve the industry's consensus relief 
plan to extend the existing 786 NPA overlay to the Keys area, 
and if not, what relief plan{s} should the Commission approve? 

2. 	 What should the dialing pattern be for the following types of 
calls: 

a} Local 

b} Toll 

c) EAS 

d} ECS 


3. 	 a) What is the Commission's authority to order conservation 
measures in connection with the relief plan{s) approved in 
issue one for the 305/786 NPA? 

b) To the extent the Commission has authority, what number 
conservation measure(s), if any, should be implemented in the 
305 and 786 NPAs and, if so, what is the appropriate 
implementation schedule? 

I understand that the decision to include Issue 3 is a 
controvers lone. In reaching my decision herein, I have 
considered the possibility that the issue could be taken up on a 
statewide basis in Docket No. 981444-TP, Number Utilization Study: 
Investigation into Number Conservation Measures. I also recognize 
that the expeditious nature of this docket is of concern because of 
the limited time available to develop number conservation 
testimony. 
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However, I believe that the issue of number conservation 
measures should be included in order to examine extending the lives 
of existing or new area codes in the Dade/Monroe County region. 
Further, there may be number conservation measures which could be 
implemented under our existing authority. In addition, number 
conservation measures identified in this proceeding could prove to 
be very important in light of the industry's consensus relief plan 
to extend the 786 overlay over the 305 Keys region. Finally, 
number conservation measures identified in this proceeding need not 
be implemented in the same time frame as the implementation of the 
area code relief plan. Therefore, I conclude that the issue of 
number conservation is an important consideration to the area code 
relief plan and should be included as an issue to be considered by 
the Commission at hearing. 

Based on the foregoing, the issues stated in the body of this 
Order shall be the issues addressed in this proceeding 

It is therefore, 

ORDERED by Commissioner Julia L. Johnson, as Prehearing 
Officer, that the sues stated in the body of this Order will be 
considered by the Commission at the technical hearing scheduled for 
October 4, 1999. 

By ORDER of Commissioner Julia L. Johnson, as Prehearing 
Officer, this 5th Day of August l.9..9.!l • 

Prehearing Officer 

(SEAL) 

DWC 
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NOTICE OF FURTHER PROCEEDINGS OR JUDICIAL REVIEW 

The Florida Public Service Commission is required by Section 
120.569(1), Florida Statutes, to notify parties of any 
administrat hearing or judicial review of Commission orders that 
is available under Sections 120.57 or 120.68, Florida Statutes, as 
well as the procedures and time limits that apply. This notice 
should not be construed to mean all requests for an administrative 
hearing or judicial review will be granted or result in the relief 
sought. 

Mediation may be available on a case-by-case basis. If 
mediation is conducted, it does not affect a substantially 
interested person's right to a hearing. 

Any party adversely affected by th order, which is 
preliminary, procedural or intermediate in nature, may request: (1) 
reconsideration within 10 days pursuant to Rule 25-22.0376, Florida 
Administrative Code, if issued by a Prehearing Officer; (2) 
reconsideration within 15 days pursuant to Rule 25-22.060, Florida 
Administrative Code, if issued by the Commission; or (3) judicial 
review by the Florida Supreme Court, in the case of an electric, 
gas or telephone utility, or the First District Court of Appeal, in 
the case of a water or wastewater utility. A motion for 
reconsideration shall be filed with the Director, Division of 
Records and Reporting, in the form prescribed by Rule 25-22.060, 
Florida Administrative Code. Judicial review of a preliminary, 
procedural or intermediate ruling or order is available if review 
of the final action will not provide an adequate remedy. Such 
review may be requested from the appropriate court, as described 
above, pursuant to Rule 9.100, Florida Rules of Appellate 
Procedure. 


