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BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

IN RE: REQUEST FOR REVIEW 
Of PROPOSED NUMBERING 
PLAN RELIEF FOR 305 AREA 
CODE 

------------------~' 

DOCKET NO. 9110S&.TL 

PREHEARJNG STATEMENT BY BELLSOUTIJ MOBILITY. INC. 

. ... 

This Pn:hearing Statement is filed pursWlllt to Rule: 25-22.038(3). Florida Administrative: 

Code. and pursuant to the sc:hedule and proceedings specified in the: above-referenced Docket No. 

971058-TL. Bell South Mobiliry Inc: (BMJ), having previously intervened in this proceeding, hc::rc:by 

files the following stntement: 

(a) BMl docs 001111 this time: intt'lld to call any witnc:ssc:s. DMI reserves the right to call 

witnesses to respond to Commission inquiries, to address issues not rresently designated that may 

be designat.ed by the Prehearing Officer at the prehearing confc:renc:c: to be held on October 8, 1997. 

:.- • _ to address issues of implementation of the relief plan sclec:ted, or for impeachment or uny other 
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- purpose authorized by the rules of the Commission and the Florida Evidence Code. 
t)•-
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(b) BMI does not intend to usc any exhibits. BMI reserves the: right to introduce: exhibits 

s to respond to Commission inquiries. to address issues not presently designated that OlJl}' be: 

designated by the: Prehearing Officc:r at the prehearing confc:n:nc:c: to be: held on October 8. 1997, 

/ to uddrc:los issues of implc:mc:ntotion of the: relief pl1111 sc:lec:tc:d, or lur cru~' exumia.ntinn . 

....impc:nchrncnt or any other purpose authorized by the: rules of the: Commission allli the: Florida 

Evidence Code. 
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(c) BMI's basic position in this proceeding is that it favors an overlay versus 111!'-'0IVI!Phic 

split in dealing with the exhoust of Arc:a Code 305 in South Florida. 

(d)-(f) The primary question 111 issue in this docket is whether an overloy is preferoblc too 

geogrophic split in dcoling with the 305 on:a code exhaust. OMI considers the overlay approach 

clcarly preferuble for a number of reasons. An overlay is the most ccst-dfcclive W1d lellSt confusing 

milliner to oblain orca code relief in thot customer number changes an: not required. rhc ollendant 

c~st of number changes, such as stationery and business card changes and changes in customer 

premises equipment such llS PBXs, o.lorm systems and fax mochines, ore :1\'oided. Also. from BMI':. 

perspective llS a cellulor service provider, an overlay avoids BMI's having to reprogram hundreds of 

thousands of cellulor telephones for its subscribers. The cost to BMI for the rcprogrornming of the 

phones of its subscribers could easily run into millions of dollars. Presumably. this would also be 

the case for other cellulor. PCS and wireless service providers. 

Furthermore., BMl anticipates that with a geogruphic spli many customers would not bring 

their phones in to be reprogrammed. Following the end of the permissive dialing period. regardless 

<>f the length of that period, it is likely that thoUSMds of subscribers would suddenly lind thcmsel\es 

with celluJor telephones that no longer work. 8MI is therefore very concerned about customer 

dissatisfaction and, ultimately, loss of business. 

BMJ also believes that signilicant confusion will result from the required change of nwnbcrs 

for existing customers for the o.lfccted orca. With an overlay. no one woult.l be required t~l change 

telephone numbers. 

Although customert will hove to become accustomed to tcn-di¥it dialin11. OMI docs nut 

believe that this adjustment will be difficult or confusing. 



(g) BMl is not a p:u1y to o.ny stipulation of issUCll. 

(h) BMJ is WUlwan: of o.ny pending motions or other matters requiring action. 

(i) BMl is WUlwan: of o.ny requirement set fonh in the Order Estnbli.shing l'roccdurc that 

can not be complied with. 

Respectfully Submitted. 
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