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June 8, 1999 

Writer’s Direct Dial Number 

(202) 887-8750 
Bv Overnight Courier 

Director, Division of Records and Reporting 
Florida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0863 

Re: Docket Nos. 981941-TL, 990184-TL, 990223-TL 

Dear Director: 

Pursuant to the Florida Public Service Commission’s (“Commission”) Final 
Order Approving Numbering Plan Area Relief for the 941 Area Code, issued May 25, 
1999 in the above referenced docket, enclosed please find an original and 15 copies of 
Lockheed Martin IMS’ (“LMIMS”) Petition for Clarification. In addition, I have 
enclosed a return copy to be date stamped and returned to me in the enclosed self- 
addressed stamped envelope. 

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact the undersigned. 

Kibberly D. d e l e r  
Counsel for Lockheed Martin IMS, 
North American Numbering Plan 
Administrator 

dc-162216 



Before the 
FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICES COMMISSION 

Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0850 

In re: Investigation into telephone exchange 
boundary issues in South Polk County (Fort 
Meade area) 

In re: Investigation into boundary issues in 
South Sarasota and North Charlotte Counties 
(Englewood area) 

In re: Request for review of proposed 
numbering plan relief for the 941 area code 

Docket No. 981941-TL 

Docket No. 990 184-TL 

Docket No. 990223-TL 

PETITION FOR CLARKFICATION 
OF THE FINAL ORDER APPROVING NUMBERING PLAN AREA 

RELIEF 
FOR THE 941 AREA CODE 

The North American Numbering Plan Administrator Lockheed Martin IMS 

(“NANPA”), in its role as the neutral third party NPA Relief Planner for Florida under 

the North American Numbering Plan, hereby petitions the Florida Public Service 

Commission to c l a e  its Final Order Approving Numbering Plan Area Relief for the 

941 Area Code, issued May 25, 1999 (“Final Order”) in the above-captioned 

proceeding.’ The Final Order established a single geographic split, referred to as 

Final Order Approving Numbering Plan Area Relief for the 941 Area Code, 1 

Docket Nos. 981941-TL, 990184-TL, 990223-TL, Order No. PSC-99-1066-FOF- 
TL (May 25, 1999) (“Final Order”). 



Alternative #16, as the relief plan for the 941 area code and established a schedule for 

the implementation of Alternative #1 6.2 Additionally, the Final Order stated that, 

“based on testimony provided by the NANPA witness, the projected exhaust dates for 

the 941 and the new area code under Alternative #16 . . . are 3.5 and 8.9 years, 

re~pectively.”~ This sentence indicates that the NANPA witness, Pamela Kenworthy, 

calculated and testified as to the projected lives of the 941 and new area codes under 

Alternative #16. However, the NANPA witness could not have provided testimony 

regarding Alternative #16 because at the time that NANPA’s witness filed direct 

testimony4 and testified at the technical hearing held in Sarasota on April 8, 1999, the 

only two times NANPA’s witness provided testimony in this proceeding, Alternative 

#16 did not exist5 In response to inquiry from undersigned counsel for NANPA, a 

member of the Commission staff indicated that the sentence at issue was likely not 

intended to attribute the actual calculation of the projected lives of Alternative #16 

directly to the testimony of NANPA’s witness, but merely to indicate that the 

calculations, developed by Commission staff, were merely based on testimony 

provided by NANPA’s witness. In any event, NANPA respectfblly requests that the 

Final Order at 20. 

Final Order at 17. 

See Direct Testimony of P. Kenworthy, Docket No. 990223-TL (March 18, 
1999). 

In the Final Order, the Commission stated that as of the date of the technical 
hearing and the public hearings held on April 8 and 9, there were only five 
alternatives in existence. After the hearings, and during the Agenda Conference, 
held on May 18, 1999, the Commission staff developed additional plans, for a total 
of 16 alternatives. Final Order at 4. 
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Commission clarie its Final Order to delete attribution of the projected lives of 

Alternative #16 to NANPA's witness. 

Respecthlly submitted, 

Kimderly D . h e e l e r  
MORRISON & FOERSTER LLP 
2000 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W., Suite 5500 
Washington, D.C. 20006 
(202) 887-1500 

Counsel for Lockheed Martin IMS 
North American Numbering Plan Administrator 

June8, 1999 

dc- 16 1 979 3 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I, James S. Bucholz, do hereby certify that the foregoing PETITION FOR 
CLARIFICATION OF THE FINAL ORDER APPROVING NUMBERING PLAN 
AREA RELIEF FOR THE 941 AREA CODE was delivered, by First Class Mail, on 
this 8th day of June, 1999, to the following: 

Charles J. Beck, Esq., 
Office of Public Counsel 
The Florida Legislature 
11 1 West Madison Street, Room 812 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399- 1400 

Charles J. Rehwinkel, Esq., 
Post Office Box 2214 
Tallahassee, Florida 323 16-2214 

Kimberly Caswell, Esq., 
Post Office Box 110 
Tampa, Florida 32399-1400 

Kathleen F. Schneider, Esq., 
1660 Ringling Boulevard, 2d Floor 
Sarasota, Florida 34236 

Mark R. Carpanini, Esq., 
Post Office Box 9005 
Drawer AT0 1 
Bartow, Florida 3383 1 

D. Bruce May, Esq., 
Holland & Knight LLP 
Post Office Drawer 8 10 
Tallahassee, Florida 323 10 

Martha Young Burton, Esq., 
18500 Murdock Circle 
Port Charlotte, Florida 33948-1094 

James A. Minix, Esq., 
Post Office Box 1000 
Bradenton, Florida 34206 

Mr. Frank Heaton 
Cellular One 
2 100 Electronics Lane 
Fort Myers, Florida 33912 

Will Cox 
Office of the General Counsel 
Florida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0863 

dc#161981 


