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61294 Decision No. _______ _ 

.. .. ". '. 

BEFORE TJE. PUBLIC UTILITIES COMlfiSSION'" Or: mESTA'lE' OF' CALIFORNIA 

!Xl the Matter of the Investigation on ~ 
the Commi ssion' s o;.m. motion into the 
reasonableness of the rates~ rules, 
regulations, chuges, classifications, ) 
coutracts,. practices, operations and ) 
se~:rvice, or any of them~ of 'IBS PACIFIC ) 
'IEL~PRONE AND 'IElEG&APE. COMP~'IY ~ ) 
GENERAL 'I'ElEPE.ot~ COMP~~ 07 CALIFORNIA,) 
lCERl1$'.N 'I'ELEpgONE COMP1Jr.! and SANGER ). 
'IEIEPEm:re COMPANY. ) 

------------------------------~) 

Case l~o. 592&' 

(Appearances are listed in Appendix B)" 

OPL.'!ION ON REHEARING 

Petition for Rehearing 

After public hearing. in the above-entitled' proceeding~ 'the' 
.' 

Cotmnission by Decision ~10. 56728, issued May 27, 1958,' ordered'3$. 

follows: ' 

(1) 'Ib.at, on or before .July 1, 1960, 'I'hePacific Telephone and 

Telegraph Company (pacific) institute extended se~ce'between. 'its 

Fresno exeb.arlge and its Clovis, Caruthers and"Del Rey excb.anges; and 
-, ' 

, (2) That, on or before July 1, 1960, Pacific and General Telephone 
'., 'h 

Company of California (General) institute extended service-,~ between 

Pacific's Frc~no exChange and ~eralfs Fowler exChange under a 
l'rescribed 1:,as15 of intercompany settlement for cross-boU:C:daxy 

extended service, referred to in said-deeision,'a,s.'-a "partnership' 

m::angementft • 

Pacific thereafter sought and obtained an order , -Decision 

No. 56832, eA-tending the effective date of Decision Nc>. 56728- to 
, " 

ninety days after 1'.ay 27, 1958. On August15:p lS5S, Pacific,: tatting' 
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exception to the prescrl.bed "partnership arrangementn~ filed a:peti-" 

tion for rehearing, and on $ept,ember 10 ~ 19537 the Commi $-Sion issued 

an order granting such rehearing. 

Interim Orders ~elatips to Clovis 

In recognition of demonstrated publ.ic ueed~the Commissio~. 

issued its first' inte:dm order herein:. Decisioo·No. 57501,,' dated 

October 21, 1958, direct:iD.g. Pacific to pr~eed forthwith to. make the 

necessary plan~ cha:nges to provide extended service between its 

Fresno and' Clor...s exchanges in oreer 'Chat such extended. service be 

established on or before July 1,. 1960. In its second interlm'o:der 

herein, Decision No. 53312, issued April 23, 1959, the . Commission,. 

following two days of public hea:r:t:c.g, 'fixed rates for Fresno-Clov:i.s 

extended service on an intetim basis" subject to reftmd :in the event 

that the final rates established for Clovis· were less than the 

interim rates. 
, . 

Thereafter, Pacific petitioned for' modification. of·' certain 

statements and provisions of Decision l~o. 58312. On September 1, 1959 

the Commission issued Decision No. 589[1-3, setting aside and' vacating: 

tbe recuircmcnt tbat Pacific establish a· reserve fund'butotherwise' . ' 

aff~Decision No. 58312. 

After fou: additional days of' public hearing. at Fresno,·" 

the matter was submittec! on March 30, 1%0, subject to the receipt . 

ofb'l.-iefs.. 

?etition. to Reopen Proceedings 

On June 24, 1960, Pacific, General and the California 

Indep¢tl.dent Telephone Association filed a 'joint petition requesting.,. 

the Commission to reopen. the investigation for the li:miteo.·purpose 
, . ' 

of receiving additioIUll evidence with .respect to intercompany settle-

ment· arrangements and proposed extended servicerate.levels. 
. . 
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!he petition recited that the petitioners' had· arrived· at . 

a mutually satisfacto:y basis of settlement under, which cross- . 
. . I. 

boundary extended service between exchanges oflPacific and exchanges 
.~: :,' 

of independent telephone companies, where a large exchange and 

contiguous smaller exchanges ue involved> eouid, be furn1shedin t:hc

best interest of the public and all parties.' The petition was 

granted by the Commi ss:ton and a further day of':?ubl:tc· hearing, was . 

held before Coxr:missioner YJatthew J .. Dooley and Examiner J.ames, F. 

Raley at San Francisco on October 5, 1960 > at which time Pacific and 

General p~esented and supported their res~ctive rate proposals and 
" 

cost studies based upon the agreed settlement arrangement.Closfng 
. . .. ." '.' 

statements we%e filed by the respondents and certam interested 

parties on November 7, 1960, anel·the mattex is now ready for final, 

decision • 

. RemaininS Issues 

'rae record of this proceeding subsequent to· tbe·'granting 

of Pacific T s petition for rehearing shows that a total of four 

issues rema~ to be considered and resolved by this final decision 

in the Commission's fnvestigationof telephone se:vice in the Fresno 

area.. The four remaining issues are: 

1. The oatlying exchanges to be included:'in the Fresno 
extended service area> those encouroas~d' in this 
inve$tigation being· Pacific's Clovis, Caruthe:s· snd 
Del Rey excbalges 1 General r s Fowler exchange ~ Xerman 
Telephone Co~any s Ke4'tllaD. exchange and Sanger Tele-
phone Company s Sanger exchanze. . 

2. The basis of intercompany settlement for cross-bo\mdary 
extended service between Pacific> the operator of the 
large> central Fresno exchange and any of independent 
companies whose smaller> satellite exchanges are 
determined herein to be properly includable in the 
Fresno extended service area. . . 

3. l'b.e appropriate rate levels to be charged for extended 
service in each of the exchatlges to be included in, . 
the Fresno extended sexviee area. 
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4. T'.o.e p:oblem of the boundary between Pacific's Fresno 
excbange and the Bowles area of General's Foo;.ller 
exchange. 

Exchanges To '3c ·Included in Extendedkrea 

Clovis E::echangc-

Because the record' in this proceeding prior to· rehea~~ 

had macle it abtmdantly clear that Fresno-Clovis. extended service 

should be authorizecl and because the establisbmeut ·of such extended 

service had no bearing, . except as to rate levels' to be' ultimately" 

fixec1 herein, on t:he m.att~s involved in Pacific" s .petition for 

rehearins, the Commission, in Decisions' Nos. 57501 and 58312, supra, 

authorized the establishment of :tresno-Clovis extendedserviee under' 

in1:erim rates. On October 31, "1959" Pacific introduced said 

extended service. No . evidence was introduced upon rehearing to 

al-eer the Comnission' s previous finding and conclusion that the 

public interest requires Fresno-Clovis extended service. 

Caruthers and Del Rey Exchange 

Representatives of the Caruthers Chamber of Commerce and 

the Del Rey Chamber of Commerce gave convincing. testiIDony as. to the 

need and desir~bility of extendecl' service .. between those two· commani

ties .and Fresno. They were supported in these views by the .' 

Califo:::nia Farm Zu:eau 7ederation. Pacific is agreeable to 

establishing. sueh ser.rice. The ~ecord upon .rehearing· coru:i7:ms·' the 

Commission's findiDg in Decision No. 56728 that the public conven

ience and necessitY require the incrodo.ction of extended" se~ce 

between Pacific's F:z::esno exchange and its Caruthe:s and Del Rey. 

exeh.snges. 

Kerman and Sanger ExChanges 

l'b.e~orcmunit:ies ofI<em.an and Sanger are located at some 

distance :C-rom Fresno, and the reco-~d shows that the !<e:an.a.n-Fresno 
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.md S.:mgcr-F'rcsno com:wnity of interest factors are substantially 

lower than like factors for the other outlying exchanges being. 

considered herein. vnule some public wi.tnesses . indicated' a' desire 

for extended service from these 'tWo exchanzes into ::?resno~ others 

appeared to desire the economy of the present rates for local. 

service over the prospectively l:ligl:l.er .rates which '(::Ow.d . appear· to 
. ' ' 

be indicated for extended service to 'Fresno •. The evidence with 

respect to the present need fo:, or desirability of, 'such' extended 

ser.riee i=. at best inconelU$ive. Following rehearing there is still 

insufficient evide!lce in the record to support. an order i:nstituting .' 

either ::!:esno-ICcl:mar1 or Fre:::;no-Sanger extended service.' Shoo.l.d 

futc:re conditions so wm:rant 7 Kerman and Sanger exchanges· "J1JZ7 be· 
. 

added to the Fresno extended service area througaappropriate pro-

eeedings before this Commission. 

~owler Exchange 

The demand and need for e:d:ended sexvicebetweeu Fresno,' 
, .' . . . , . , 

and Fowle: have been clearly established on this record. v1h!le it 

appearec1 earlie:c in the proceedings that the majori~ of" the demand' 

for such service centers in the Bowles area of the Fowler exchmlse. 

it became cviclcnt durlng the presentation of public witnesses on' 

rehearinS that 'the demand is not: so limitec! but, .. inste:ad, extends 

generally throughout the Fowler exchange. Therefore; the order 

herein will include the entire =:owler exchange in the' :c'resno. ex

tended service area. 

Intercompany Settlement 

vrhile the :ehearing of . this matter was in progress) 

P~cific and General together with the california Independent 

Telephone Aesociation entered into negotiatious'directedtoward 

.n-.civi:c.g at mutually satisf.;:ctory settlement prmciples,<'and.' 
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procedures for cross-boundary extended se::"l1'ice.. These negotiations' 

were enJminatccl on September 12, 1950, by Facific and General 

signing a cont=act providing an intercompany settlement basis, for 

extended service between the ::?resno and 'Sowler exchanges. ,. '!he e 

contract, a copy of which was inttodaced in evidence as Exhibit 

No. 44, provides that General shJ;lll :::-eceive its costs assignable . 

to ~esno-Clovis extended service. Under the eontract, General t s' 

eosts will include a rate of retu:A:n based upon ::.>aeific f s 'rate of . 

retuJ:'n on its Califo:rnia' exchange operations. 

Ib.eexclusion of I<exman and Sanger exchanges £rom the 

Fresno extendeci service .area, a:;, , determined above, and. the execution 

of the settlement con:troilct for F:esno-Fowler extendeC:: se'rV"lceby', 
," '". 

Pacific and General effectively resolve the'intereompanysettlement 

issue for purposes of this proceeding. 

The evidence indicates that, based upon application of 

the contract pro~-sions to June 30, 1956 'tl:affic data,. no' undue 

burden on eitb.el: company will result. Under,thesecixcumstances,. 

reasonable rate levels may be expec'Cec'i. eo ensue' from the operation 

of the con~act. 

l-!either Pacific nor General sought specific Commission' 

approv.al of the contract, which can become effeetive withoutsucb. . 

app:oval.Accord.ingl.y, tllere appears to be no requix'ement for the 

Commission to, sanction expressly herein either' the eontract or 
. . , 

the separation procedures upon which it is based. l'fo:thing· in' this : . 

opinion ano. order,. tbeX'cfore,. should be construed as either 

approving or disapproving the separations procedures underlying. 

the operation oi; th~ Frcsno-:cowler cxeended service settlement, 

con1::act between Pacific and Gener~l.· 

~ 
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Extended Service Rates 

'!he rates f:tnally proposed by Pacific in Exhibit No. 45 and 

General in Exhibit No. 4·7 are substantially the same r.:1tes' as those 

which were fotmd reasonable by the Commission in 'Decision No. 56728. 

The following tabulation is a comparison by exchanges of the finally 

proposed rates with present rates fo:: principal' classifications' of 

se:rvice. Rates for local service arc shown mlder present rates for 

all ~~cs except Fresno a:o.c! Clovis ~ fo~ ,which presently ,effective 

interim rates. £0::' extended service are shown. 

Fresno Exchange 
, . , 

Busmess Individual Line 
Business· Tw~Party Line 
Business Suburban Line 
Residence. Individual Line 
Residence Two-Party, Line·· 
Residence'Four-Party Line 
Residence Subarban Line 

Clovis Exchange 

Business Individual Line 
Easiness 'Xwo-Party Line 
ausiness Suborban Line 
Residence Individual'Line 
Residence Two-Party, Line . , 
Residcnc'e 'Four-Party Line 
2.esidence Suburban Lme 

Caruthers 'Exchange 

Business' Individual Line. 
Business Two-Party Line 
Bus.:!.nes$ Suburban Line 
Residence Individual Line 
Residence Two-Party Lme ': 
ResidetLce ,Foar~party ·Line '. 
Residence Suburban Line 

Del Rey Exchan3e 

Zus:iness . Inc1i.vidual Line 
~us:tness' Two-Party Line. 
Business· Suburban Line 
Residence Indi.vidual Line. 
Residence 'l""..:o-PartyLine,. 
Residence Foar-PartyLine 
Residence Suburban' Line 

Fowler .' Exchange. 

. Business.' Individual Line . ' 
BUSiness. ~1O-Party Line . 
Business· Suburban Line" . 
Residence Individual Line 
Residence'I'wo-Party Line i 
Residence Four-Party Line 
~esidence Suburban Line· 

. " .. '. 

";'7-

RATZ PER, MOW! ' 

Present Proposed, '·Increase. ' 

$10.25 . 
7.35-
5.85·.·· 
5.15' 
3.SS 
3.'25· 
3.7~· 

10.45 
8.00 

,6.00" 
5.20 

'3.90'· . 
. 3.30.' 
3.80 :. 

,6.50 
5.10 
4.85 . 
4.15 " 
'3.35'. 

.. 2.75-
. 3.25', 

"',.' 

10~55 
8.10 . 
6.00'.' . 
5.30' . 
3.QS:.·, . 
3.30~. 
? SO' ., 

. "'. ' ..... ', 

G-.SO " 1:1~55~, : 
5.10. ' 9.10.:.· 

. 4.85 7.00, . 
4.l5 5.30' 
3.35.'.: . 4.45 
'2.75'.', ?' ~1"I.i"', J'.QV:. " 
3.25" " " . .4..30·'· 

'7.25 . 
5.85' 
5.10. 
5.35' . 
4.10 ' 
3~30' '. 
3'.80 . 

11.55. 
9 .• 10. ',' 
7.00' 

'. 5.80' 
4.~~5 '; 
3.80'· 
[:·.30 '. 

... 30" 
"25, 
-15' . 

. :15,' ..• · 
.• 10 , .... 
.05:; 
.• OS·,· 

.10 
, .10 ... '" 
.10 

. .OS·'· 

5~OS' " 
·4.00.···· . 
2i.Js·, . 
1.65' .' 
1.10:' 

.. 1.0:5.:. 
'.,1 ... 05:" 

. '." 
'r.'3O' " ,,' .. 
~I'. .', 

.. 3.25' 
. 1.90< 

.45: 

.3$· 

.50 

.50 .. ' 



In consideration of, t::le increased calling availability for . 

Fresno subscribers the rates proposed by Pacific £0., its ,Fresno 

e"'Achange increase charges ove: p:cesent rates 5c to- 30~ per month· 

depending on grade and. class of service. !he proposed rates alsO 

bring Clovis exchange rates up to the sameleve1 as Fresno in 
' .. ' 

recognition of the fact that Clovis is so eloselys.ituated'and 

intes=ated witil. Fresno. 

rlle rates proposed by Pacific' for its ,. Caruthers' exchange 

m:e higher than the proposed :rresno level by $1.50 per month on 

bcsiness and 75¢ per month on residence serviee _ 'I'b.is is :in, con

sider.'ltiou of the 14-mile o.istance £"'rOtn Carut:her~ . to Fresno and' the 

present 20¢ :initial period toll rate <:Ner that route~ 

'I'b.e rates proposed by Pacific for its'Del Rey exchange 3:e 

higher than the p:::oposed Fresno level by $1.00 on business' and'SO¢ 

per month on residence service. This is in recognition 'of"the' 

12-mUe distance !-rom Del Rey to Fresno and. the pre~t' l5¢ ·iul.tial' . 

period toll rate. 

'I'be rates proposed by General £or1ts Fowler exchange give 

recognition to the present 15e initial period toll rate from. Fowler 

to Fresno.. They m=e at the same level as the rates proposed by ~ 

Pacific for its Del Rey exchange. 

Both Pacific and Ge'neral :f.ntrodts.ecd' studies of the estimated 

differential plant, e"~e and revenue effects of providing extendee 

service between Fresno exchange and Clovis:. Caruthers:. Del Rey and 

Fowler exchanges at proposed rate levels 'and' tmc1er the provisions of 

the September 12, 1$'60, settlement cont%'act •. Tb.eresults of 'these 

studies lIlaY be summarized as follows: 

P'ac:tfic 

A. P...rm.ual Cost :Zffcct $ (lS,SOO) 
:3,. ..\nnual ~evenue Effect . (7,500)' 
C. P.xmual Settlement Effect " (8,100},., 
D.' 'Net J.nnualEffect ('.S plus C minus A) .. (. 100) 

-8-
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Gene1:'sl . 

$(S;>500~ : 
(10, r."f\," 
,>'"tVV '. 

8::.100'· .... 
6,'200·',' 
~ . 
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These results indicate tlutt~, on ." di:fcrcntial basis for 
, , 

the penod studied, Pacific t s annual costs tIllder the extended se:rv:tce" 

plan would be rec.uced by the amount of $15,,500, which would 'be ' 

approximately offset by $7,500 annual loss of revenue' anci $3,100, 

increase in atmaal settlement payments to Gene:al. 'General's annual ' ' 

costs would be recluced by $8,500 and its revenues by $10,400. The 

net of these differential effects would be more tltan offset by, the 
, ,.,' . 

$$,100 dotrfe::ential increase in settlement payments whiCh General' , ' 

would receive from Pacific. 

The Com::dssio:l concludes. that the application of: the above 

proposed rates in the FreS".Qo extended service areawillbave no' 

significant effect on Pacific's earnings, and it will, enable General, , 

under the pr~-sions of the September 12, 1960, settlement, contract, , 
, , 

to recover its costs and a reasonable return on its capital devoted ' 

to providing extended service be~leen Fowler and' Fresno. 

Orc!e:::illg Paragraph 3 of Decision No. 53Zl2 required Pacific 

1:0 maintain records of subscriber payments to penlit reftmds in case 

final rates sb.ottld be established at a lower level than' interim rates ... 

Since the final rates fo:;:- Clovis authorized herem' are not lower than 

the 'interl.:c. rates it will no longer be necessary for Pacific' to' main

tain such subscribe:' payments reco=ds. 

The issue of the' boandal:y between Pacific's, Fresnoexch.ange 

anti tlle Bowles area of General t s ~owler exchange was, raised "durins ,the ' 

rehca:ing by the Califor.:U.a Farm :Bureau Federation. This problem: is 

intensified by the pro~ty of the Fresno base rate area bo~dary 

to tl-le bouc.dary of the Fowler exchange in the Bowles a:ea. '!lie, Farm'" 

B~e~u recommended that the Zowles area' Oe tl:::msfe~ed to Pacific's' 

F:esno exchange ~ or in the .al. ternative ~ that the Bowles .area be 

provided special r.'lte area treatment., 
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As to moving the hesno-Fowler exeb..mge boundaJ:yin the 

:SOWles .:lr~a~ ~ record shows that the boundary has been C l~ng 
established and is entitled to 'be xespected •. Both Pacif1cand 

Ge:o.eral~ tb%oughout the yem:s> Mve designed and 'constructed their ' 

respective telephone exchange systems within thelimitatit>~ of the' 

boundaJ:y. '!'he bounda:::y could be moved onl.y at co:lSiderable' expense ' 

to Pacific and General and~ u1tmately~ to tb.e telephone ratepayer. 

To DlOve tQe botmdary would merely move the problem. 

The problem is one which can best be':solved by appropriate 

extended service treatment. vib.ile the evidence. of reeordcloes not, 
" 

support an order requiri:.c.g tile establisi:.rmentof a special rate area> 

the rate difficulty ~....s:tI1g in the Bowles area because of 'the neSl:- ' 

ness of the Fresno base rate area and comparative r~tene.ss of the 

F~11er base rate area can be overcome 1)y the cOntina.ed: offer-lng of, ' 
. , 

Fresno forei$Il exchange service :in FO',:ler. l~eitber Pacific P nor 

General specifically proposed to withdraw their offerings of foreign 

exchange servi.ce upon the 3uthorization of extended serv::i.ce.' 'However 1 

the studies they introduced would :indicate that such had been their 

intent. In ,order to provide subsen.1:>exs in botmclaJ:Y problem"areas,,'" 

such as Bo't-11es the option of oi)taining at reasonable, rates the most: 

desirable service arrangements commensurate w-l.th thelJ:- telephone··' 

rcq,uirements and locations 7 the orde= herein w-'"~f not aW...b.o::tze the 

"Nithdrawal of foreign e"Acha:o.ge service presently offexedin any of 
. " 

the' exehanges to be included :tn'the Freslloextenced' sC"..:vice'area~ , 

Findings and' Conclusions 

The Co::m1ssion finds .and concludes: (1) that the record 

developed on rehc<l:ing confi:rms' its finding :In Decision No. 56723, 

that me public convenience and necessity' require extended' se:rv:tce ,', 

between Fresno exclwnge and Clo~..s, Caruthers~ Del ReyandFowler ' 

, '," 
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exchanges; (2) that the -increases in rates and charges and changes· 

in conditions ordered in Decision 1'10. 58312~ were and are jastifiect~ 
. . 

and Pacific shall have no lia1>i1:r.tyto~ke-refunds to sub~cx:ibers -

as provided in Ordering Paragraph S of the order in said .decision; . -

(3) that the specific rates proposed by Pacific in Exhibit -l~o. 45 

and by General in Exhibit ~10. 47 are reasonable and should be 

authorized;, and (~) t:hat the increases in rates· and charges, . 
. , 

authorized herein are justified an~'thst· present rates> insofar as 

tl1ey differ from those prescribed herein will becomel.mjust and 

\.mreasonablc . upon the establisbment ofextendedservicebecween 

Fresno exchange and c.aro.tb.ers, Del Rey and Fowler exch.a:n¢es. 

ORDE!t ON r.EEElu~mG· ",. 

'!he petition of 'Xb.e Pacific Telephone and:'Iclegraph Company 

for a rehearing in this proceeding b.avfng been granted" such re

hearing, held, additionalevi:dence introduced" and the matter 

resubmitted for decision" 

IT IS ORDEr..ED that: 

1. Oreerins Paragraphs 1 through't.., of Decis:tOnNo.5672S be 

and they hereby are vacated and set ·aside. 

2. This Cormxdssion f s Decision No. 57501, orclCringextendecl. 

service between Fresno and Clovis, issued October 21, 195C~ is.·, 

he~eby affirmed and made percanent. 
. . 

3. The Pacific Telephone and Telegra~h Coxtpany shall 

proceed. to institu.te extended telephone service between its 

Fresno excbange and its Caruthers and Del Rey exchanges· on' or 

before December 31,. 1952. 

l,... The ?aeific· Telephone and Telegraph Company and -

" 

General Telephone Comp~y of California> jointly, shal1'p~oceed to 
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institute ~ended telephone service betto1een Fresno and' Fowler . 

excMnzes on or befo".i:e Decexn'OOr 31... 1952. 

5. 11le Pacific Telephone and ·Telegraph. Company and General 

Telephone Company of California are attthorized to file in qua~-u

plicate with this Commiss:'on afte: the effective date of. this order, 

in confo:r:dty with the Commission's General Ore-er Ho. 96, rev-los.ed. 

t3Z"~£ schedules wi~ changes :i.n r.::tes, .charges and . conditionS as· 

set forth in Appenaix A herein and after not less th.m£ive clays' 

notice to this Commission and to-the '!)\J.b.lic to mal<:e such r~ec!' .. . 

ta=iff schedules effective upon the. establishment ~f extended:· 

serrlce between :::'resllo exchaoge and Ca:=u'the:::s ~ Del Rey :mG: Fowler 

excha.nges. 

6. At the time of ma1dng effective the rates au'thorized ·by 

<r.:ci.ering P:a:;r:,aph 5 he:'eof, 'l"be Pacific Telephone and· 'Iele~aph 

Company and General Telephone Company of Cal!fornia areauthorizecl 

and li:eeted to cancel and withdraw: (a) rates £0= local se~lce in 

the Ca:utbe:i:'s, Del Rey and Fowler excb.a:llges, and (b) rates for toll 

ser.rlce between F:esno and Caruthers, Del Rey. a:ld Fowler·" excbatlges •. ' 
. .. 

7 • case Uo. 5928 be and it hereby is diScontinued'. 

The ·effeetive c'Late of this o:der shall be twenty .days 

after the da~e aereof. 

Datec1 a~ ____ San,;.-._'Fr:l:! __ .. clsccJ ______ ~ Californ:::a:t· -:-1); ~ . 

!J~ day of :~~ua~ , ----------~~~~-----
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APPENDIX A 

The presently effective rates) charges and conditions in 

Fresno) Clovis" C::.rtr.thers) Del Rey and Fowler exchanges, are 

authorized to be changed to the exten:t and levels set ,forth in, this 

appendix. 

R.A.ms: 

Each Primary Station 

Business Service 

Individual Line 
!Wo-Party 
PBjC Trunk 
Suourban Line 
Semipublic 

P...ate Per Month 
Mi,,;jmtltll Per Day 

Faxmer Line 

Residence Service 

Individual Line 
':Cwo-Party 
Four-Party 
Suburban 
Farmer Line 

Zxtended Sel:Vice - Rate Per Month 

Fresno Clovis Caruthers Del Rey Fowler 

$10.55 $10.55 
8.10 . 

15.75 
6.00 

1.20 
.25 

2.70 ' 

5.30 
3.95 
3.30 
3.80 
1.35 

'S.lO' 
15.75 

6.00 

1~20 
... 25' 
2.70 

5.30. 
3.95 
3.30 
3.80 ' 
1.35 

$12~O5 
9:~60 

. l~.OO 
7.50 

2.70 
.2S' 

. ,4.20 

$11.55 
9.10 

17.25 ' 
7~00 

2.20' . 
.25· 

~.70 ' 

5.80' 
4.45 , 

, 3.80, 
It·.30 
1.85, 

$11.55 
9.10 

17.2'> 
7.00 

2.20' 
25- ' . , 

*' 

* NO't offe:red.' , . 

LOCAL SERVICE A."'<E.AS: 

Exchange 

Fresno 

Clovis 

Caruthers 

Del Rey 

Fowler 

Local Serviee Mea 

FresnO' 
Clovis 
Caruthers 
Del'Rey 
Fowler 

Clovis· . 
FresnO" 

Caruthers 
Fresno . 

DelRey 
Fresno 

Fowler 
Fresno 

" . 
'., . 

.. ' ., 
. -.... ' .... ',.- ' .. , .',. .-...... ~ .. 

'-.:- . 
.'., . 

, .' 



c. 592S ds-
APPElIDIX J3. 

'LIST OF APPEP.RAI-J'CES 

FOR RESPO~IDElm: 

.. o...rthur T. Geo~ge> Pillsb'l.l:tY, ~~dison & Sutro,' by Francis !~. 
r.farshall~ De::ter C. Tf2jht> C".J.arles RetU:-rew and James ~. Atkin-,. 
fo:- The Pacific Telephone and Teiegraph C6m:?a:o.y; AI'bert 1\{. Hart and 
r:. r..alph SnLde=, J~. > fo:: General Telephone Company of california; 
liil1iam G. bastian> NC31 c. H.asbrook and O:riclt> Dahlquist, 
H~rrin3ton & SU1:cliffc,. by t.;arren A. Palmer and Robert A. Keller III> 
for Kerman Telephone Company; Alden c. l"'.n8'?R and hIea! C. Hasbrook, , 
for Sanger Telephone Company. 

FOR Il-rIZRESTED Pll...'I"tl'IES: 

On"ic!', Dahlquist, Herrington & Sutcliffe, by War.cen 'A. Palmer 
anc. ~obert A. Keller II!, for Califo:::nia Independent Telephone 
.. ~soeia~ion, SiiCland-l'ujunga Telephone Company, 'V7estem California 
Telephone Company, Central California Telephone Company and Citizens 
Utilities Company; Neal C. 'P'4<lsbrook, for California Independent l'ele
,aone l'..ssocU:tion; Peter A. l.'lenzel and P •• H. Lambert: anc1 B.leigalupi, 
EI10lS & Salinger, by Claude i~. Rosenberg, for California t-!.;lter and 
Telephone Company; Charles Preuss, for Garfield Telephone Company; 
Lyndon Farwell~ for t'Jestern Caluornia Telephone Compa.ny; J. J. 
DeUe!, for Califomia :E".arm Bureau Federation; R. L. Andrew"S7'"1'or 
clovis Pam Bureau Federa1:ion; John B. Weldon and Nicholas H. Dubsick, 
for Cit:y of Clovis; John R. Lauten, tor City of Fresno; Fred D3Vl.s> 
for Ci~ of Fowler; De!5Crt c. Cederluist, for Pacific Union School 
District; Robert Brewer~ for Monroe 'lementary School Board of 
Trustees; i'J. 1-\.Zadian, for Del Rey Chamber of Cor::merce; }!orman !L 'Rolt, 
for Sanger District Chamber of Commerce; A. A. Soderbe~" for Slola 
Chamber of Caamerce; Delmer c. ~, for caruthers CEaiilr of 
Commerce; to]. R. Osterhourdt, for&1:OCkmeu of Fowler District; 
Reymond D. Masi!! and viSgo G. !1adsen, for Fowler Chamber ,of Commerce; 
Geneva cIaoo:n, for l~oe Flothers Club; E. Paul Gallaf:er, for 
i'1otunOuffi United Pkesbyterian Church; Donald E. Oren an R. tV. Wilson, 

" fo.:- Vie-Del Grape Products; Sanger-Fresno 'toIi Free Service, by 
M. c. Pascual, Peter E. Herman, P.ndrew Me:k,. 30hn Gebhart, Earl 
Ro5erts" Jack G. Paxton, teo Chooljian> and Hugh 11. Marsb81r,-rr.; 
K. A. ~ke" in. propria persona. 

FOR;' '.mE CO~SSION sr..~: 

M:5Y Moran Paj slich and vTUliam 'VT. Donlop.' 

) . .' 


