
Decision lQo. ----------------
2ZFORE Jlm PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF Irm S!ATE OF CALIFORI~ 

In the M~ttcr of ti~e Application of 
~S'l"ER.N CALIFORNIA TELEPHONE COMPANY, 
~ C~liforni~ corporation, for an 
o.dcr of the Commission authorizing 
it to increase certain rates and 
charges for telephone service. 

Application No. 41188. 

(Appearances and 't-Titnesses a:-c set forth in 
Appendix B) 

IN'lmtIM OPINION' 

Applicant's Reguest 

Western C~lifornia Telephone Company filed the above­

en~it1ed application on June 1, 1959, seeking authority, pursuant to 

Sections 454 and 491 of the Public Utilities Code, to· raise rates 

designed to increase annual loc~l service revenues by approxtmatcly 

$256,000, or by 26 percent, on the basis of the estimated test year 

1959. 

Applicant furnishes telephone service tn foor exchanges: 

Los Gatos and Morgan Hill principally in Santa Cla::a County, Novato 

in Marin County and Kenwood in Sonoma County. Dial service is pro­

vided in all exch~ges. At the cnd of 1958 applicant served a total 

of 15,537 telephone stations and had in excess of $6,100,000' invested 

in telephone plant. 

Public !-!earins 

After due notice, public hearings were held on this appli­

cation before Examiner Manley i,T. Edwards on July 28, 1959 in ~!ovato, 

on July 29, 1959 in Los Gatos and on Septembc: 25, 1959 in San 

Dunlop on l~ovcmber 18, 1959 



e 
A. 41188 ,ds oJ( 

in Los Gatos. The a.pplic:l'O.t through four W'itne,ss.cs presented 22 

exhibits in support of its request. 

Three protestants representing several groups in the Los 
y 

Gatos exchange presented testimony and ewo petitions objecting to 

the pr~posed increases in telephone r~tes. !hey cited that Los Gatos 

rates were already higher than those in San Jose for similar or 

better service and that many retired people on fixed incomes cannot 

pay bigher rates, and would be forced to discontinue telephone 

service at the higher rates. Testimony was also presented by one 

subscriber in the Novato exchange 'l/Tho desired a wider calling area 

without payment of toll cbzrgcs and by six subscribers in Los Ga1:0Z 

who objected to the increases in rates and who cited cert.:lin service 

problems. Appli~ant has filed a report with ~espect to each of t~e 

service problems. 

The Commission staff took an active part in the proceeding, 

cross-examined wi~esses and presented an independent study of 

applicant's operations through three witnesses. The application was 

taken under submission at ~he conclusion of the hearing on 

November 18, 1959 subject to tl~ receipt of late-filed Exhibit No. 

24. Such exhibit MS been filed. 

Ap~licant's position 

In justification for its need for rate fnereases, applicant 

cla~ that its present rates and charges have been in effect'since 

1951 in its Kenwood exchange, since 1952 in its Los Gatos and Morgen 

Rill exchanges, and since 1954 in its Novato exchenge; that since 

the present rates were established, applicant has experienced sub­

stantial increases in plant, labor and ~terial costs; that it is 

y One petition, Exhibit ~~o. 21, CO'.:lta.ins 137 s1.gna.tures. The 
second petition, Exhibit No. 22) contains 124 signatures. 
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confronted with oil construction budget exceeding $1~240,000'for 1959 

and in the ne:ct two years' will be confronted with comparable' $ro~h 

in required plant investment; that such heavy atm:u3.1 plant invest­

ment can only be secured thxough issuance and sale of additional 

bon~ and stock; that it realized a rate of return of 5.27 percent 

~ 1958 ~d est~tcs its 1959 rate of re~-n will be 4.99 percent. 

under the present rates; and that it can only market the required 

large anlO1..mts of securities on favo::ab1c' te:m.s if its earnings .are 

restored and maintained at a reasonable level. Applicant: proposes 

rates tt~t it claims will yield it a rate of return of 6.38· pcrcent p 

will permit it to fin-mce on reasonable terms, maintain a. sound 

credit position in the future and satisfactorily meet all service 

demands. 

Earnings comparison for lS59 

A comparison of the staff and company esti:nates relating 

to the yeaz 1959 under present rates anC: u.sing st~aigl'l.t-line tax 

eepreciation is set forth in the tabulation following: 

SID1M.ARY OF EA.."U~INGS 
'l'ZST YEM 1959 kt 'PRESENt RATES 
~~~~~~~~--------~~~ 

Item 

A?plicant - Exhibit No.1 
Revenues 
EA~cnses and Taxes 
H et R.evenue 
Avg. Depreciated Rate Base 
Rate of Return 

Staff - F.Xhibit No. 23 
p~evcnues 

Expenses and Taxes 
l~ct R(:venue 
Avg. Dcpreciated Rate Base 
R.ate of P..eturn 

Total Intcrchanged Exchange 
Company Toll Portion . Portion 

$1,61.:.6,931 
1,335 :,L:.13 

$ 311,513 
$6,244,630 

/..,..99% 

$1,653,800 
1,335,200 

$ 318,600" 
$6,092,GOO 

5.23% 

.---" 
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$ 547,91.;4 
1.:.39~160 

, $ rug; 7ZZi .. 
$1,l.l-l2,781 

7.70% 

$ 543,500 
438z500 

$ I05,0150 
$1,363,000 

7.70% 

~1,09$,S87 
396,,253 

""!,;'--""ZU~2"",-r:;I!, 
$4,831,349 

4 .. 20% 

$1,110,300 
896" 700 

$ 213,600 
$4,729,600 

4.52% 



!l1¢ showings of both the applicant and the Commission 

staff reflect intcreb~ged toll revenues which yield to applicant~ -its costs, including a rate of return of 7.7 percent on the 

plant devoted by applicant to such toll operations. Applicant 

obt~fns its toll revenues through settlement with The Pacific 

!elepnone and Tele~aph Company. A copy of the present toll 

settlement agreement was filed in this proceeding as Exhibit 

No.9. Exhibit No. 16· reveals that Western's ~oll settlements 

for the year 1958 and the first half of 1959 were.based upon 

the follow~g rates of return: 

1958 1959 - -
First Quarter 

Second Q:uarter 

5.2% 

5.8 

Third Quarter 8.1 

Fourth Quarter 8.3 

7.~. 

8.9 

We find for this applicant a rate of return for 

intras~te toll operations of 7.7 percent to be ,fair and reason­

able. The ensuing order will reflect such a rate of return. 

Exchange O~crations 

There remains a~~licantrs exchange operations to analyze 
" 

to determ:i.ne applicant's need and justification for ra.te inc:eases. 

A more detailed comparison of the earnings of applicant's exchange 
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operations under presene rates and using straight-line depreciation 

for fede:al tncome tax purposes follows: 

SUM~~_O.FEXP.I·lAN~ .•. O.:t:EMTIO.~§._:...:J.:;~.S!=--=YB::~p;r.:.:.·;:... .. .::.,19=..,:5;-=..,9 
Applicant S~aff Adopted 

Iter. Exhibit 1 Ex..",5.bit 23 Results 
Operating Revenues 
Local Scrv:.ce 
Hiscellancotls 
Uncol1cctib~c 

Total Revenues 

Operatins Expenses 
Dcp.eciation Expense 
Taxes - Ot~er than Income 
Income Taxes 

Total !:hpe'Mes & Taxes 

i~et: Revenues 
Avg. Dcpre:iatcG ~atc ~ase 
Rate of Re:c:rn 

Los Gatos E~:tenc1.ed Service 
Settlement 

$ 930,500 
120,970 
~2a483) 

~I,o 3, 987 

$ 896,25'3 

$ 202,734 
$L,., 831, 8l~9 

4.20'_ 

(Red Figure) 

982 800 
129:600 

£2,100) 
$1,Il),300 

$ 436,,700 
213,300 
160,800 

85--> 900 
-$-8-$;";' "OJ,7rJrJ 

$ 213,600 
$4,729,600 

4.52% 

982,800 
129,600 

$r, l:f6~igg) 
$ 436,700 

213,300 
160,800 

76· z 7':)0 
$ 8S, ,500 

$ 222,800 
$4,729,600 

4.71% 

The above cst::.mates of both the applicant and the staff 

reflect settlements for Los Gatos e:ttended seX'V'ice traffic in 

3ccorc1<mce with .:l':l agreement: (Exhibit No. 10) between applicant and 

The Pacific Telephone and Telegraph Company. Consider~ble evidence 

is contained in this record concerning applicant I s view that said 

extended service agreement produces inequitable results for appli­

cant's customers. Applicant contends tb.at a more cc:.ui.ta1:>l~ ~:~~~ 
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service settlement will result in lower rates in Los G~·tos .than 

requested in ct1e ap,lication. 

Applicant in Exhibit No. 18 shows t113,t 46.4 percent of 

the total cost of providing service in Los Gatos exchange is asSign­

able to extended service o?crations, 19.7 percent to toll operations 

a:l.d only 33.9 percent to local op¢rations. In Exhibit l~o. 19 

~pplicant presented what it considered to be an equitable extende~ 

service settlemen'!: arran~ement whereby it would receive some 

$129,600 in extended service settlements from Pacific Telephon~ and, 

to that extent, not raise Los Gatos rates. 

The testimony shows tholt applic~t bas endeavored over an 

extended period to negotiate a settlement Which it considers to be 

equitable but has been unable to =each agreement with Pacific Tele­

phone. By letter datec1 !'!ovember 13, 1959 applic.mt gave notice to 

Pacific that said. agreement will terminate 60 days from the date of 

notice, as provided by the agreement. According to the testimony, 

if applic~t is unable to negotiate an equitable settlement applicant 

pl~ to file a complaint with this Commission against Pacific for a 

dete::mination by the Commission of an equitable settlement. Appli­

cant: proposed that the results of a more equitable settlement, when 

obtained, be passed on to its customers. HOW'evcr, applicant claims 

tha.: no other independent: telephone utility in California 1"1aS a more 

f~orable extended service agreement with Pacific than the one con­

tained in E:cl:l.ibit No. lO .. 

It appears that the Co~ission has not: approved such agree­

ment ~xl1ibit No. 10) and we specifically refrain from pass~g upon 

such agreement at this time. ou.= action in this proceeding should 

not be construed in a:J.y way as approving such agreeme:'lt. 
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In view of the large impact which the extended service 

settlement has upon applicant's Los Gatos operations and rates, and 

the current unsettled sta1:Us of such matter, we will issue only an 

interim. decision at this time. 'Applicant will be required by the 

order herein to keep the Commission currently info~1ned of its pro­

gre~s in negotiating a new extended service settlement agreement 

with Pacific. 

Adopted Results - Zxchange Operations 

!here is no significant difference between the two 

estimates as to revenues, except in the miscellaneous cl-lssification 

prinulrily for c1.irecto:cy advertising. The staff's est;.mates, reflect­

ing more recent information than used by the applicant, appe.l%' 

reasonable and will be adopted. 

With respect to operating expenses, exclusive of deprecia­

tion and taxes, the principal difference in the estimates lies in 

the fact that the staff included the full year effect of wage 

increases awarc1.ed in March and April 1959, while the applicant 

reflected such wage inc~eascs for only a portion of the year. The 

staff's estimates appear proper and reasonable for rate-fixing 

purposes and, accordingly, will be adopted. 

In the matter of depreciation cxp~se, applicant's estimate 

for exchange operations exceeds ~1at of the st~ff by $lO,4S7. this 

difference is p.:'lmarily Clue to the lowe~ acerua,l rate used by the 

staff fo. Ac. 232.1, Station Connections - Telephones, in Los Gatos 

and in Morgan Hill. !he staff's acc~l rates for this account were 

developed to maintain the assignable depreciation reserve to this 

account at approximately zero. We find $213,300 for depreciation 

expense to be reasonable as to applicant's exchange ope~ations for 

1959. 
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Applicant's estimate of taxes other than income exceeds 

that of tl1e staff by $19,058 for its exchange operations. !l1is 

difference results pr~rily from applicant's use of est~ted 

fiscal 1959-1960 ad valorem t~~es compared with the staff's use of 

one half of fiscal 1958-1959 plus one half of fiscal 1959-1960 ad 

valorem taxes. '!he staff's estim3tes appear reasonable for use in 

the 1959 test year and ~lll be adopted. 

As to income taxes, the record reveals that applicant has 

elected to use accelerated depreciation on its federal income tax 

returns for each of the years 1954 to 1958, inclusive. This practice 

has resulted in a reduction tn federal income taxes of $136,531 as 

of the end of 1958 and to an est~ted average reduction of $210,800 

for 1959. It was the position of the applicant th~t, for this p~o­

ceeoing, such tax sav~gs should be normalizee by crediting. these 

savin3s to a tax reserve. B.owever, a company witness further stated 

that if the Commission did not allow this practice in this proceeding, 

applicant would discontinue the usc of accelerated depreciation on 

all plant additions, past, prcs~t and future. 

Applicant is placed on notice that the matter of the 

trea~ent to be accorded depreciation for tax expense purposes has 

not finally been dete~ined by thi~ Commission. It is appropriate, 

therefore, that applicant advise this Commission as to its election, 

under Section 167 of the 1954 Internal Revenue Code, for the 1959 

tax year within 30 days afte~ the effective date of this o~dcr, and 

yearly thereafter by January 15 of each year until final decision 

of this Commission in Case No. 6148. 

For the purposes of this decision only, pending final 

decision by this Commission on the treatment to be accorded acceler­

ated depreciation for rate-making purposes, the federal tax expense 
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for r4te-mal~ing purposes herein will be determined on the basis of 

straight-line depreciation after crediting to the Federal Income Tax 

Account interest calculated on the reserve for income taxes At the 

rate of return on applicant's rate base herein adopted. Since 

3l=proxi:mately 77.6 per:ent of this reserve, or about $163,600, is 

eh3rgeable to applicant's exch<mgc operations, the interest credit 

in this proceeding will be $9,200. 

After giving weight to the revenues and expenses being 

adopted herein and to the c:leferred tax reserve interes't credit, an 

income tax figure of $76,700 is computed for the test year 1959 

which is found to be reasonable and is adopted. 

Tbe difference in rate base of $102,249 for exchange 

operations is accounted for primarily by the staff's lower allowance 

for worlting cash and for materials and supplies, the staff' s deduc­

tion of $GO,OOO to offset the effect on rate base of the unusually 

early retirement of the Morgan Hill dial central office equipment, 

the inclusion by the applicant of two items of telephone plant 

acquisition adjustment and a difference in depreciation reserve. 

A complete analysis of the two estimates leads us to now find that 

the staff's estimate of rate base is reasonable. Accordingly, we 

find that on an average depreciated rate base of $4,729,600 for 

exchange operations as est~ted for the test year 1959, applicant 

under present rates will realize a rate of return of 4.71 percent. 

Ibe evidence in this record indicates a level trend in rate of 

retu:n. 

Authorized Interim Rate Increases 

U~ consi~ration of all of the evidence before us, 

including the status of the Los Gatos e~'"tenc1ed service settlement 

matter, we find that applicant is entitled without :furtber delay to 
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some increase in ::.'ltes on its exc1u1nge operations. No increases, 

however, will be authorized at this time in basic rates in the Los 

Gatos exchange. 

Of the $256,000 increase in .:lnnual revenues sought by 

applicant, approximAtely $39,900 is applicablc to a number of mis­

cellaneous services including suburban and off-premises mileage, 

PBX equipment, !(cy systC1llS, supplemental equipment, joint user, 

moves and changes, service connections, foreign exchange and leased 

lines in all of its exchanges. We find applicant's proposed 

increases in miscellaneous rates to be reasonable and the order 

herein 'Will authorize such increases. 

Inasmuch as the Commission is authorizing new foreign 

exch3nge rates for applicant, it follows that affected foreign 

exchange rates filed by connecting companies should be revised so 

as to be consistent therewith. Such connecting companies should 

request authority of this COmmission, 'by advice letter procedures, 

to ~(e the necessary tariff filings to reflect the increase 

authorized in the serving exchange by the order herein. 

Applic~t also proposed to restrict the offertng of 
Schedule ~ro. A-G, Farmer Line Service, Schedule No. A-9, Key' Branch 

Exchange System Service, and Schedule No. A-ll, Key System Service 

to existing subscribers. There appear to 'be no new demands for such 

services and opplicant's :equest will be granted. 

Expomsion of the base rate area for Los Gatos, Morgan :1ill 

and. Novato exchanges was proposed by applicant resulting in 3 

reduction in ar.nual revenues of $17,600. Such expansion of the 

base rate area for Morgan Hill .and for Novato was made effective by 

regular tariff filing procedure subsequent to the filtng of this 

.::pplication. In lieu of applicant's proposal to expand the Los Gatos 
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base rate area, the Commission staff recommended that the Glen Una 

specinl rate area be expanded as shown on Chart l-E of Exl1!bit No. 

2S. !he interim order herein will reflect: the expansion of the 

Morgan Hill an,d the Novato base rate areas resulting in a. reduction 

in annual revenues of $l6 ,400. Since we are not authorizing :my 

c~gcs in basie rates in Los Gatos exchange by the inter~ order 

herein, the question of the exp3nsion of the Los Gatos base rate 

orea will ~ held for the final order. 

Applicant proposed fncrcases tn basic rates for business 

and residenc~ telephone service to yield approximately $233,700 of 

adclition.al annual revenues. No increases in basic rates were 

requested for Kenwood exchange .and none will 'be authorized for sucb. 

cxchar.ge. Applicant's proposed increases' in basic r~tes for 

Mo::gan '%-1il1 .and for !-iovato appear reasonable and ~rill be authorized 

by the order herein. Increases in basic =ates also were re~uested 

for Los Gatos but none will be 3u~horized at ~his ttme pending 

further developments with respect to the extended service settle­

ment ma:ter. l'b.e increases in b.:lSic rates being authorized are 

estimated to yield $74,~~O of ~dditional annual revenues. 

A comparison of present, company proposed :md autho:rizcd 

rates for ,rincipal classifications of basic service tn Morgan Hill 

and in Novato exehanges follows: 

-11-
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No. of Rate Per Month 
Services Company Autnoruea 

Item 10/31/58 Present Proposed Rate Increase - -
Morgan Hill Exchanse 

Business - l-Party 153- $ 7.00 $10.50 $10~50 $3.50 
2-party 4G 5.75 8.50 S.SO 2.75 
Subt:=ban 23 5.25 7.75 7.75 2.50 
PBX 'r.t'un!( 7 10.50 15.75 15.75' 5.25 

Residence l-Pa=ty 170 4.30 5.80 5.80 1.50 
2-Party 190 3.75 4.85 4.85 1.10 
3-Party 481 3.20 4.10 4.10 .90 
Suburban 371 3.70 4.70 4.70 1.00 

Novato Exchange 

Bus:i.n~ss l-Party 309 6.50 9.75 9.75 3.25 
2-Party 92 5.25 7.75 7.75 2.50 
Suburban 13 4.75 7.00 7.00 2.25 

Res::'dence l-Party 474 4.05 4.85 4.85 .80 
2-Party 326 3.50 4.30 4.30 .80 
4-Party 1~643 2.75 3.55 3.55 .80 
Suburban 572 3.20 3.80 3.80 .60 

toTe find. that the r:ltes ~uthorizcd by the interim orde%: 

he~ein will increase a~plicant's annual gross revenues by $97,900 

and applicant's annual net revenues by $44,300 resulting in a rate 

of return of 5.65 percent on a depreciated rate base of $4,729,600 

devoted to exchange operations. Such rate of return on exc~ge 

operations is esttm3ted to result in a rate of return of approxi­

~tely 6.1 percent on applicant's total depreciated rate base, after 

taking into consideration a rate of return of 7.7 percent on tbe 

portion of applicant's depreeieted rate base devoted to 1nterchange 

toll service~ We find such results to be reasonable at this ttme 

pending further developments in the Los Gatos extended service 

settlement matter. 

B~sincss Message Kates 

At the request of the Commission st.a.££, applicant prepared 

a study showing the effects of p:ovid~ business message rate 

service in lieu of business flat rate service in Los Gatos exchange. 
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The :csci ts of app1ie:;mt' s study m:e s1.ll%l:Cl3rized. in Exhibit No. 15. 

Since basic rates in Los Gatos exchango arc not being disturbed by 

the interim order herein, we will ilold for the final order herein 

disposition of this issue on busin(~sS mcss.sge .rates in Los Gatos. 

Service ¥.atters 

Several Los Gatos subscribers complained that the 

requirement to dial an access code "nine II to place calls to S~ Jose 7 

Saratoga or Campbell unduly complieated ~he subscriber's ~se of the 

service. Applicant showed that elimination of'such access code would 

::::equire a $34~OOO ann~l payment to Pacific under its extended 

service agreement. '!he staff' $ position was that the amount of 

service improvement does not justify such .a. substantial increase in 

pa.yments ane. that elimination of the access code should be delayed 

mttil it has been determined that .an eq~itable extended service 

settlement agreement is in effect. Applicant should. continue its 

efforts to reach a reasonable solution to this problem. 

With respect to the test~ony of one Novato subscriber 

who expressed a desirc for extended service, the record reveals that 

applicant is presently engaged in a j oint study with Pacific Telephone 

to determine the feasibility of extended service for Novato. Appli­

cant sta.ted such study would be completed in the early part o~ 1960 

and that if such study indic~ted that extended service would be 

feasible, application would be made to the Commission to provide 

such service. Applicant wlll be required to file a copy of such 

study, when completed, with the Commission. 

the ~ecommendation of the staff with respect to the Los 

Gatos mountain area and a separate eelephone directory for los ~tos 

c:.ocs not appear warranted at this time. 
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Over-All Conclusion 

We hereby find as a fact that the increases in rates 

and charges authorized herein CU'e justified and that present rates 

and charges, insofar as tbey differ from those herein prescribed, 

for the future are 'Ullj ust and 1.l1.'l%easonab1e. 

IN'XERIM ORDER 

Public hca:ing having been held tnthe above-entitled 

matter and the Commission being informed therein, 

IT IS ORDERED that: 

1. Applicant is authorized to file in quadruplicate with the 

Commission, on or after the effective date of this order,· and in 

conformity with the provisions of General Order No. 96, revised 

tariff schedules with rates, charges and conditions modified as set 

forth in Appendix A attached to this orde. and, on not less than 

five days' notice to the public and to this Commission, to make said 

revised tariffs effective for all service rendered on and after 

Al'ril 1, 1960, excepting that increases in installation, service 

connection and move and change charges shall be made effective on 

applications received by the utility on and after April 1, 1960. 

2.. Applicant shall advise this Commission in writing .:loS to its 

election, under Section 167 of the 1954 Internal Revenue Code, for 

the year 1959 within thiJ:ty days aftcJ: the effective date of ~his 

order, anel yearly thereafter by January 15 of each year until fin.ll 

decision of this Comm.ission in Case No. 6148. 

3. Applicant shall file monthly with this Commission, tmtil 

agreement: is reached or until further order herein, a report concern­

ing its negotiations with The Pacific Telephone and .Te~egraph Company 

relating to settlements fo: Los Gatos extended service traffic. Such 

report shall include a resume of such negotiations as are held during 
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the period, a summary of any offers made and oi their impact upon 

applicant's operations, a copy of any agreements reached and of 
, 

their impact upon applicant r S operations. The initial report shall 

be filed within twenty days after the effective date of this order 

and shall :1nclude infom.a.tion for the period from November 13, 1959 

tbxougb. J a:nuary 31, 1960. Subsequent reports shall be filed within 

twenty days after the close of the month. 

4. Within six months from the effective date of this order, 

applicant shall file with this Commission a eopy of its extended 

service study relating to the Nova.to exchange, together with 

applicant's" recommendations thereon. 

The effective date of this order shall be twenty days 

after the elate hereof. 
.!2. - II-Dated at __ -""San;;;;;;;. .... F-.!iooIo;. k_:o~_iac;QDI¥o ____ ' california, this ..s -

day of __ F_EB_R_U_AR_Y ___ , 1960. 
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.APPENDIX A 

P.Al'ES 

The presently effective rates, charges, and c:onditiOi.a$ 

are cMngcd as set forth in this appendix. 

Cb..onges as sat forth in Exhibit E attached to the applica­

tion are to be made except that: 

1. Increases in basic rates for service within 
the Los Gatos exchange asset forth on page 1 
of Exh:tl,it E are not to be made. 

2. The expansion of base rate area or special 
:rate a:rea within the Los Gatos exchange is not 
to be made. 
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FOR. APPLIC.ANl': 

APPENDIX B 

LIST OF APPE.ARAl.~C'ES 

Warren Ao. P.almcr, R.obert A. Keller, and 
on-lock, Dafilqul.st, I:I~:t.ngton and Sutcliffe. 

FOR·PROTES!ANTS: vlalter Serum, for Loma P:'ieta krea, Melody 
Woods hoa and Highland and 1:1ester Creek; Mrs. 
Paul Hinchcliffe.. J:., for Paradise Vallcy­
Homeowners; R. 1. popham, for himself and 
numerous ne~oors. 

FOR. I~"l'ERES1'ED 
PARTIES: 

FOR THE COMMISSION 
S'I'A."='F : 

William !<neeht and R<llah Hubbard, for 
Cali£ornl..a Fam :sureau Fe eratl.on; Neal C. 
r!asbrook, for California ID,del?endent Telephone 
ASSocl.ation; Frar..1clin 1'. Laskm, for San Jose 
City Manager and for the Cl.ty of San Jose .. 

'VJilliam c. Bricca, .james M. McCraney and 
L. L. Thormod. 

LIST 0:'; WITN.E:SSES 

Evidence was presented on behalf of applicant by: 

Robert C. Abrams, Robert A. Lindsay, Lynden 
Farwell, and rIuold O. Davis. 

Evidence was presented on bcl~f of protestants and 
in:erestcd parties by: 

Francis James Picchi, Mrs. H. E .. Grove, Walter 
Serum, 1:1.a:rold Hagedorn, Clyde Williamson, 
YJ%'s. Paul Hinchcliffe, R. L. Popham, George H. 
Argall> Mrs. George 0.. Henderson and Frances 
Coleman Cl~cland. 

Evidence was presented on behalf of the Commission staff by: 

P. E .. Valena, R.. J. Nielsen, and L. A. Blom. 


