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FL.....,,r{IDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMl·US;"._ON 

VOTE SHEET 


SEPTEMBER 29, 2000 


RE: DOCKET NO. 990455-TL - Request for review of proposed numbering plan 
relief for the 305/786 area code - Dade County and Monroe County/Keys 
Region. 
DOCKET NO. 99045.6 -TL - Request for review of proposed numbering plan relief 
for the 561 area code. 
DOCKET NO. 990457-TL - Request for review of proposed numbering plan relief 
for the 954 area code. 
DOCKET NO. 990517-TL - Request for review of proposed numbering plan relief 
for the 904 area code. 

Issue 1: (a) Should the Commission approve the industry's consensus relief 
plans, and (b) If the Commission does not approve the industry's consensus 
relief plan, what alternative plans should be approved for the following 
area codes: 

A) 305/786 

B) 561 

C) 954 

D) 904 


(Recommendations on next page) 
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DOCKET NO. 990455-TL - Request for review of proposed numbering plan 
relief for the 305/786 area code - Dade County and Monroe County/Keys 
Region. 
DOCKET NO. 990456-TL - Request for review of proposed numbering plan relief 
for the 561 area code. 
DOCKET NO. 990457-TL - Request for review of proposed numbering plan relief 
for the 954 area code. 
DOCKET NO. 990517-TL - Request for review of proposed numbering plan relief 
for the 904 area code. 

(Continued from previous page) 

Primarv Recommendation: Staff recommends that the Commission approve the 
industry's consensus relief plan for the 954 area code, and reject the 
industry's consensus relief plans for the 305/786, 561, and 904 area codes. 
Staff recommends that the Commission approve Alternative #11 for the 561 
area code, Alternative #12 for the 305/786 area codes, and the modified 
version of Alternative #6 for the 904 area code. 

APPROVED WITH MODIFICATIONS NOTED BELOW: 
B) 561: The Commission approved Alternative #4, Geographic Split 
A) 305-786: As a proposed agency action, the Commission approved rate 

center consolidation and code sharing with the understanding that the 
Keys and Miami are to be treated as separate issues. Alternative #1, 
Expanded Overlay, was approved as a back up. 

C) 954: Alternative #1, Distributed Overlay, was approved. 

Alternative Recommendation: Staff recommends that the Commission approve 
the modified version of .Alternative #6 for the 904 area code, with the 
caveat that the Sanford exception area be excluded from the proposed 386 
area code (Region B.) There are no alternative recommendations regarding 
the 305/786, 561, or 954 area codes. 

APPROVED.WITH THE MODIFICATION THAT THE OSTEEN 
CUSTOMERS ARE TO BE EALLOTED REGARDING NUMBER 
CHANGES. 
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DOCKET NO. 990455-TL - Request for review of proposed numbering plan 
relief for the 3 0 5 / 7 8 6  area code - Dade County and Monroe County/Keys 
Region. 
DOCKET NO. 990456-TL - Request for review of proposed numbering plan relief 
for the 561 area code. 
DOCKET NO. 990457-TL - Request for review of proposed numbering plan relief 
for the 954 area code. 
DOCKET NO. 990517-TL - Request for review of proposed numbering plan relief 
for the 904 area code. 

(Continued from previous page) 

Issue 2: (a) What number conservation measure(s), if any, should be 
implemented, and (b) If conservation measures are to be implemented, when 
should they be implemented for the following area codes: 

A) 305/786 
B) 561 
C) 954 
D) 904 

Recommendation: Staff recommends that the Commission adopt and order 
various number conservation measures as follows. First, staff recommends 
that the Commission implement thousand-block number pooling in the Daytona 
Beach MSA in the 904 area code and Fort Pierce-Port St. Lucie MSAs in the 
561 area code with the time lines presented in the analysis portion of 
staff's September 15, 2000 memorandum. Second, staff recommends that the 
Commission order 75 percent utilization thresholds at the NXX level for all 
non-pooling carriers in the 305, 561, 786, 904, and 954 area codes as 
presented in the staff analysis. Third, in non-jeopardy and jeopardy 
situations, staff recommends that the Commission adopt the aging periods as 
presented in the staff analysis. Fourth, staff recommends that the 
Commission limit the ability of code holders to assign administrative 
numbers to multiple 1,000 blocks, as described in the staff analysis. 
Lastly, staff recommends that the Commission limit the allocation of NXX 
codes through rationing to three NXXs per month in the 561, 904, and 954 
area codes beginning on March 1, 2001, April 1, 2001, and February 1, 2001, 
respectively, according to the procedure described in the staff analysis. 
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APPROVED 
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DOCKET NO. 990455-TL - Request for review of proposed numbering plan 
relief for the 305/786 area code - Dade County and Monroe County/Keys 
Region. 
DOCKET NO. 990456-TL - Request for review of proposed numbering plan relief 
for the 561 area code. 
DOCKET NO. 990457-TL - Request for review of proposed numbering plan relief 
for the 954 area code. 
DOCKET NO. 990517-TL - Request for review of proposed numbering plan relief 
for the 904 area code. 

(Continued from previous page) 

Issue 4: What is the appropriate relief plan implementation schedule for 
the following area codes? 

A) 305/786 
B) 561 
C )  954 
D) 904 

Recommendation: Upon approval of Issue 1, staff recommends that the 
Commission approve the implementation schedule shown in the following table 
for the 305/786 and 904 area codes. In addition, staff recommends that the 
Commission withhold the approval of implementation schedules for the 561 
and 954 area codes, pending the outcome of number pooling trials. Staff 
also recommends that the Commission order that the affected LECs jointly 
file a notice: (1) to inform the Commission of the outcome of various - 
number conservation measures, and (2) to recommend the permissive and 
mandatory dialing periods for the 561 and 954 NPAs. This notice should be 
submitted to the Commission no later than October 1, 2001. Staff will file 
a recommendation for final Commission approval of the implementation dates 
filed in the notice. The Commission should also order the affected LECs to 
send a letter to alarm monitoring companies advising them of the need to 
reprogram their equipment as necessary nine months before the mandatory 
dialing period. The letter should be submitted to Commission staff for 
review in an expeditious manner so as to ensure that the reprogramming 
activities can be completed within the respective permissive dialing 
period. 

AREA CODE 

305/786 

5€& 

PERMISSIVE DIALING MANDATORY DIALING 
PERIOD BEGINS PERIOD BEGINS 

November 6, 2000 August 6, 2001 

* 4, ,N-w CTWL 2, 2222  

904 

APPROVED WITH MODIFICATIONS NOTED BELOW: 
305/786: Permissive and mandatory dialing periods left open 
904: Permissive dialing period begins 2/15/01. 

January 15, 2001 November 5, 2001 
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DOCKET NO. 990455-TL - Request for review of proposed numbering plan 
relief for the 305/786 area code - Dade County and Monroe County/Keys 
Region. 
DOCKET NO. 990456-TL - Request for review of proposed numbering plan relief 
for the 561 area code. 
DOCKET NO. 990457-TL - Request for review of proposed numbering plan relief 
for the 954 area code. 
DOCKET NO. 990517-TL - Request for review of proposed numbering plan relief 
for the 904 area code. 

(Continued from previous page) 

Issue 5: Should these dockets be closed? 
Recommendation: No. Staff recommends that these dockets should remain open 
pending the implementation of the relief plans and additional number 
conservation measures in accordance with the time frames discussed in 
Issues 2 and 4. 

APPROVED 


