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BEFORE TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES CO~OO:SSIor\T OF TEE STA1'E OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Hatter of the Application of ) 
TEE PACIFIC TELEPHNE AXl.1D TELEGRAPH ) 
COMPPJr.r, a corporation, for authority ) 
to discontinue the Clovis exchange, ) 
expand the present Fresno exchange ) Application No. 37769 
area to include therein the present ) 
Clovis exchange area and establish ) 
ti'ro district areas 1n the hesno ) 
exchange. ) 

Arthur T. Georgel Pillsbury] Ma~ison & Sutro by 
. Dexter C. Tignt, tor appJ.1cant. 

J. J. Deuel and Bert Buzz1n1, ror Ca11fornia Form 
Bureau Federation; Ne~! C. Hasbrook, tor 
California Independent Telephone ASsoci~tion; 
Alden C. ~~nnn, tor Sanger Telephone CompanY1 
William G. sebast1~n, for l(ermsn Telephone 
Company; Ernest \'-I. VJatson,. for Oeneral Telephone 
Company or California? Nieh~las H. Dubsie~ and 
John B. Weldon, tor City of CloViS? Floyd I. 
Klein, for Fresno County and City Cbamber of 
commerce; Norman H. Holt, for Sanger Chamber of 
Commerce; Abraam Krushkhov, for FresnO-Clovis 
Area Planning COLmliss1on; Hrs, Ruth R. Clarke, 
for Clovis ~lomen' s C1ub~ Clyde :a..,rnett and. 
Wayne RaIl, in p~opr1a personae; interested 
parties. 

"oJT. "vT .. Dunlop and J. B. Balcomo, tor the Commission 
staff" • 

ORDER REOU'IRIHCt cm1"PtETION OF' BT'ODIES 

The above-entitled mat~er was filed on February 21, 1956 

and the first day of public hearing thereon ,'ras held pe!ore Examiner 

M. vI. Ed,,,ards on July 23, 1956, in Fresno. FolloWing this first day 

of hcarine the Commission carefully onalyzed. the record and. decided 

that further study of the proposed consolidation of tl'lc Fresno and 

Clovis exchanges should be ~ade. Accordin~ly, on November 27, 1956, 

the Commiss1on issued an order setting aside submission and required 

the preparation of certain studies. 

On December 14, 1956, applicant filed a pet1tion for rosuo­

mission ,·ri thout further study or for extension of time to April 30, 

1957, to file said study. 
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Under date of December 13, 1956, the City of Clovis addressed 

a letter to the Commission requesting th~t the Commission reconsider 

its order of November 27, and approve the original application on 

file so thot the consolidation can be effected immediately. 

On Decomber 18, 1956, the California Farm Bureau Federation 

addressod a letter to the Commission indioating that the proposal was 

not tho best solution of the proble~ and that the application should 

have been for extended service between Fresno and CloVis, and suggested 

an investigation to deter.mine the require~ents for extended service 

between the Fresno exchange and other exchanges around the boundary 

of the Fresno exchange. 

Addition~l Hearing 

These requests were considered and an additional day of 

hearing WQZ =chedu1ed for J~nuory 16, 1957, to explore tho neod for 

investigation on the Commission's own motion into the telephone 

service in the Fresno exchange and adjacent exchar..ges and the need 

for extended service therein. 

Motion toS~par~te Proceeding 

Shortly after the hearing was opened the applicant made a 

motion thot Application No. 37769 be submitted 'a~d the record ~~th 

regard to the investigation matter be se,arated from Application 

No. 37769. Such motion is denied. 

Need for Inve~tization 

The California Farm Bureau called some 16 persons to testify 

on~ to show the need fo: an investigation on the Cocmission's ~~ 

motion. These persons lived in various exchanges around the Fresno 

exchange boundary and generally stated th~t they should benefit from 

extended service. 

The president or the Sanger Telephone Company indicated 

that approximately" per cent of its toll business was for calls to 

Fresno and desired 30 days to determine ho~r long it "rould tal~e to 
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study the plant, revenue and expense effects of extended service. 

He ~oresawsome boundary problem if the Clovis and Fresno excl1anges 

were consolidated. 

The president of the Kerm~n Telephone Comp~ny questioned the 

need for extended service, ,but he had no objection to preparing a 

study. He did not thiIlk that the authorization of the merger of the 

Clovis and Fresno c7.changes ·~'ould affect his area. 

With regard to the Fowler exchange, served by the General 

~elephone Company, its General Commercial ~ianager indicated thot his 

company i·fou.ld cooperate in tho studies, ,·rhich ",ould take approximately 

six months, if the Commission found them necessary. 

Conclusions 

After considering the additional testimony presented .on 

January 16, 1957, it is the Commission's opinion that the adoption 

of the applicant's proposal would lead to boundary problems and for 

this reason the applicant Will be a1'forded the opportunity to 3tJcnd 

its request to one of extended service in lieu of consolidation of 

the Fresno and Clovis exchanges. The evidence shows that under 

applicant's proposal and under the assumption that Centralized 

AutO!ll3tic xl!essage Accounting is inaugurated, the proposed rates will 

show a deficiency compared to present revenue of approximately 

Sl5,OOOannually. The need tor further studies by applicant is 

apparent and the original studies should be completed. 

The question of extended service for the whole area should 

be held in abeyance pending receipt of letters., 'dth~ 30 d~ys, from 

Kerman and Sanger Companies ",l'1ic1'1 'ofil1 indicate th;r*'"Ierigth O:L time 

reouired to make extended service studies. .. . 

IT IS HEREBY ORD3RED that the studies required by the 

Commissionfs order of November 27, 1956, be completed and the required 

filing date of January 2, 1957, is advanced to' V~y 31, 19.57. 
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.The boundary for the denser area of the Clovis exchange for the pur­

po'ses of the s·t.u.dy is, on tho north, a line 500 feet north 01' Copper 

Avenue~ on the east, a line 500 feet east or Thocpson Avenue; anc't on 

the south and west, the present Clovis exchange boundary. 

IT IS F'ORTEER ORDERED that the ap,carances herein '1'1111 be 

allowed until June l~, 19;7, to reply to the ·study and express their 

views in writing to the Commission should they care to do so. Appli­

cant Will be afforded the opportunity to ,resent a closing statement 

in writing on or before July 1, 195'7, anc1 include therein anS't'Tcrs to 

any of the replies ~n1ich the Co~iss1on may receive from the oppear­

ances. The matter 't'rill be considered resubmitted on the recei,t of 

applicant's closing st~tement. 

The effective date ot this order Sh311 be the datchereof. 

Dated at - .. sa.:1~»~ _, California, this -<--.:::-~ 

day of J~·7· ~~5'7. . # /" ' 
; ~ ..J 
'--../ 0 

(~J~~~~~~; 
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Commissioners 

Co~l=:io~~~ Rox Hardy • boing 
~ce~::~~!17 ~~~~. ~4J r.ot p~:t1c1~to 
1D tho ~1zpoS!t10D .1 tn1~ procoo~ing. 
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