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61795 Decision No.' -----.;-- i ,. 

BEFORE TEE PUBLIC mn.!'!IES COMMISSION OF TEE ST.A'J$' OF . CALIFORNIA' 

In the Matter of the Application ·of ) 
K&."'{N MO'l'OAL TELEPHONE COMP.Alr,{, a ) 
California corporation ~ for' author- ) 

Appl:icationNo. 42567 ityto increase rates for exchange' .~-, 
telephone service' and meSS<lge tOll. 
telephone service t and for. interim. 

. re3.ief. 

Orrick, Dahlquist, He.'""Tington· audSutel!ffc~,by 
Warren A. Palmer, for Kern' Mutual Telephone ' 
Company, applicant: . . . . 

Heng G. B.:lron, for Cl.ty -of Taft; CharlesCarlst::ocm,' 
or the County of Kern; ~s. H. B:. Frazier, for 

St. La:wrence Oil Co. and herself; Ro15ert: c. 'Freeny, 
for himself; John H. Sachs, for VaIley Acres resJ.
dents; R. B. Jefl:-rl.es, and Frances Selvicis;e, for 
Buttonwillow ChacibCr of Commerce; and Cec~l Tracv, 
for himself, protestant:s. 

Ralph Bubbard, for California. Fa...-m. Bureau Federation; ... 
Ne3I c. ~~sbrook, for California Inde,endent Tele
phone Association; and G. c~ Parker,for Button- . 
willow "'-.amber of Commerce, interested par,ties. 

John Gibbons, Robert W'. Beardslee land' William C .. 
Bricca> for the COtiiiiission st~f. ," 

:, 

o p. I N I. 0' N: 
~ ..... ' ....... .at _._ ..-

N~::ure of Proceeding 

By the a.bove-entitled application, filed on AUg"'..lst15', 1960,. 
. . . . . 

Kern Mutual Telephone ~any requests au-:horizat1on to lllcrease its 
'I 
'I , 

r.a.tes allCl charges so as to pxovide additi0nat ~ual g%'()SS rcven~es_' 
• . I .' . 

of not less than $147,565 based 6:1. the' est:txnated year 196-1.i
,. At;. the 

conclusion of two days of public hearing at ~aft on Sept~~r_2S: anl. 
, '. 

2S >1960, before Exam;n<ar Will;tam w. D1lnlop; :applic·.ant mo:ved'-fo':' an .' 

immediate interim. rate increase of not: less than $9 7~31:rtomeet its-
, ',' ,-. , 

estimated minimum xequirements for the' year 1961 pending. com.pl~~ion:' . 
, r '.' .' " • '.' ' 

of a tho:ough i:l.vest igat ion- by the. CO::cisS;ion. staff" furtb.c:rpublic:,., 
" . .' '" - ," 

hearings and. fincl disposition of thcproc~edins .. 

. , ... ~, 
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Thereafter ~ on November 7 ~ 1960 ~ 'the Commission issued its 

Decision No. 61027 on applicant r s request for immediate interim 

relief •. Said decision authorized increases aggregating $6.5~.sSO, 
" 

p::incipally in business classifications~ ,based Oll: the level of oper

ations for the year 1960~ effective for service' furnished: on and 

after December 5, 1960. 

Ftlrther public bearings were held in Taft on February 2 

and 3~ 1961~ at which time the Commission staff presented','the' results 

of its independent study and investigation into' the operations and 

earnings of applicant and cross-e.x.am.i.n,ed witnesses. Nine of 

applicant's subscribers representing the, coa:rmunities of Valley, Acres" 

Derby Acres~ Fellows and Buttonwillow testified concernine,unsatis

factory service conditions. Several subscribers expressed opposition 
", " . 

to a rate increase until service improvements have been accomplished:. ,,' 

Applic.ant also presented ,additional testimony', andexb.ibits 
" 

in support of its request and as to its plans for service>impro~e~, 

mcnts. At the conclusion of the hearing on February 3" 196,1) :the 

matter was taken under submission subject to· the receipt of one late;;' 

filed exhibit. Such exhibit has been received. 

App~icantrs OJ?erations 

Applicant is a California corporation furnishing exch3nge: " 

and toll telephone public utility service through four dial exchanges 

located principally in western Kern Coanty. Its prmcipalexchange', 
:' 

is at Tift.. As of December 31, 1960~ applicant reported approX'i

mately $:2~364~000 of telephone plant in service.. Applicant also-' 

reported gross revenues of approximately $784,600 for, the yeer' lS'60., 

.. f',. total of approximately S.~200 telephones' are connected to· applicant' s ' 

system. 
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Service Problems 

One of the principal complaints respecting applicant's 

service to Valley Acres relates to the inherent clifficulties' in . 

using lo-party suburban lines. Valley 'Acres is located with:i.nthe, . , 

Taft exchange some four and·onc-qua.-ter miles northeast from the 

base rate area. Several subscribers' indicated a desire for' an 

upgrade to at least 4-party service. All existing facilities ·to 

the area are currently in use and applicant estimates that cable 

reinforcement would cost a.pproximately $40,000. Applicant proposes' 

to ma!cc a complete commercial and econom:Lc survey of . Valley Acres. 

to determine the feasibility of providing, graded service' to the 

area either on the basis of a special rate area or suburban mileage. 

With respect to s~ce problems in the,'Derby: Acres ,area, 

applicant stated it would rehabilitate andrebuild~tsid.e plant in 

~~t area and has added this project to its 1961 construction 

budget. 

In response to service' problet:lS at Fellows, applicant 

stated it had initiated a stepped-up maintenance program of the 

sl.l-relay dial office in Fellows, and that if this· does not remedy 

the situation applicant will replace the office withstep--by-stcp 

equipment. 

Applicant • s action and plans respecting .service problems 

at :SuttOtl"'..n.llow are set forth in Exhibit 15. Certain of,the d:Lf~ 
'. 

ficulties appear to have been caused by,: t~orary wiring and dust 

during installction of additional a;zuipment both at theB~r$f:telc4. 
, \ 

, .... 
and at the Buttonwillow central offici~s. With 't'espect "tot:ans-

" 

mission difficulties, ap~licant states that some of the requ).red· 

facilities to r~edy tt'le tranS!nission problems: alr.eady have been, 

installed and that the remaining req,uired £acil it ies are. scheduled 

to be in se...""Vice by the. end of April 1961. A stepped~I> 'rOutine'. 
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. , . , 

maintenance ,program 'recently has ,been instituted ·1'0. Buttonwillow .. 

Applicant t s subscribers' in ' this.;-rrea who, testified' at ,the hear:tng. 
, , •• I" l 

aclQlowledged that service, in Buttonwillow had improved substantially 

in recent weel<s. APplicant', s 1961 'construction program' inelud~s' an 
", ' . . " . 

amo~t of $4,700 for rural' distribution cable in Buttonwillow 
, ' 

e."(ci.l.ange scheduled for completion. during the ,third: quarter of' '1961 
, .' ' 

,.. . :1,' , .. 

which is designed to improve·'tbe rural service in that· .exch8nge.' 

Affiliated Companies 

Kern Mutual. 'telephone Company ,receives certain, ·servi~es ,. 

!-::om Central Western, Company and rents'equipment' from Medusa Equip,- . 
. . . . . 

::en.t Corporation. 'Ihis record shows that a degree 'of: affil~ t1o'O. 
, I, , 

exists, between the three above-named corporations,· through common 

o~ficers) by the fact that certain' individualssreon 'the, board of 

directors of each of the three corporations, and' because, of the 

fact that certain' officers 0:: mc:m'bers'of the boards of, directors 

own capital stock in each of the companies. 

There is notiling inherently wrong in such an 'affiliation 

and it is possible that c,ertain economies' can result. But where-

one of its component mexnbers is a public utility enjoying. a monopoly' 
, '. ' , . . , 

position, .hav".i.ng an opportunityto',collect fromcons~ers ,rates 

tl'ult will· yield> over and above opernting: expenses, a. fair retttrn 

on its 1nvest=ment, and is largely protected from competition in 

charging such rates> then the public interest makes it necessary 
" 

to prevent such investments and expenses from being unreasonably 

inflated. III order to determine tbe propriety of the expenses 

and rate base of Kern Mutual.~, the transact:tons between it and 
. . . '" 

Central Western, and Medusa were carefully scrutinized, by the 

Co'Ottission st:a.ff. We find a~f)lic3Xlt 's recorded pa.yments to its' 
. fI:" , .' 

affiliates: at this ,time, and, for the purposes'of this 'proceeding,.. 
, " 

to be reasonable:.. Rowever, applieantis placed ort notice that its: 
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relationships with a££iliatecl 'compames will continue in the :future 

to be closely Scrutinized by this Commission .. 

Results of Ooerations 

A $'IJIT'")ary of the evidence respecting applicant r s over-all 

rate of return related to an average' depreciated rate base as 

presented by witnesses for applicant and for: the, eommissionseaff 

follows: ' 
..... ' .. 

. - ' Rate of Return 
Pre-lnterfm Rates 
Appli-, CPUc. 
cant; Staff 

Interim Rates 
, epuc Staff ' 

CO!pany Requested 
Appli- epoe ' 
cant Staff" 

Recorded 1959 '3.61%,.. -7-
Estimated 1960 3.41 4.;.95 
Estimated 1961 2.80 4.32 

• I 

-i. 
6.7· 
6.1 

'~fI1, 
I.- . 

7.6S" " " 
6·.94" 

Comparisons of the respective showings on applicant's over
all revenues> expe:nses~ netreveuues, rate base and rate of return ' , 

for the estimated year 1961 follow: 
-.. . , 

Over-all Results of Operations: Estimated Year 1961. 

Item -
Pre-Inter~ Rates 

AppI~csnt epOe Staff 

Ot>erat~Revenues 
·LOCal ice $ 
'I'ollSe:rdce 
Ydscellaneous 
U:tco11ect1bles. 

Total Operoo Revenues 

flga:ing Expenses 
.~tenanc:e 
'traffic, . 
Cotmnercial 
Gen.Office Salary 
, .and Expenses 
Other 

Subtotal 

289,710 $ 
466,640 

43,634 
~?~OOO) 

7 1,984 

18-7,.394 
98,830 
85,053 

109~e01 ' 
88 t n4 

569,.792 

Taxes other than Income 63-,286 
Income Taxes 981 
DepreCiation 109,427 

:total Expenses 7Zj:3,4S6 

Net Revenue 48,498 
Ra~e Base 1,733,437 
Rate of Return 2.801. 

293,000 
481,500 
46~SOO 
£5,000) 

8 6,.300 

175,.400 
94,.960: 
80,550 

101,090 
102;r530 
554,539 

66-,270 
14,340 

107,450 
7l l-2,590 

73,. 710 
1,707,500 

4.327.., 

(Red Figure) 
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Company Requested Rates 
AppllcantCPUC Staff 

187',.394 
. 98 830' 

85·:05~ 

109',801 
88 7714 

569,792 

63',286 
7.6,713" 

109,42:7 . 
SIs ,~:UZ 

$, 432>40,0 
490,.500~ , 

46,800', 
, £'>~OOO) 
9 4 700' " ' 

175'400, 
94:96-0·', " 
80>550," ' 

101>09'0' 
'102:,530' 
554,53U, ,'. 

66:~27o", . 
9'> 430," 

107;450'. 
82S>?SO'" 

120·,331' ' 141;1'020,. 
1 ,73J:~43:7 ' , 1> 707,.500 

6. ':]4% 8-.. 26%: 



Witnesses for applicant and for the, Commission, staff not 

only presented the results fo~ the' over-all company but also, 

presented tbe separated results for toll operations and for e..,,<cbange 
, . 

operations. ' For the 'estimated year 1961', the separated results may' 

besammarized as follows: 

Rate of Return - S~ar3.ted ~erations' 
(EStunaterear !96 ' 

Int~- ' Intra- Remainder 
Over-all chanfed. company' (Principally 
Companl Tol ' Toll' . Exchan~e ~, ' 

P::'e-Interim Rates 
(11~26)% (~$3)'7c. Applicant (EXh.4) 2.80% ,10.57% 

Stit.ff. (Exh..,' 6) 4.3 10.1 ' (6.1) 1.8:' , 

Interim. Rates 
Staff (Exh. 7) ,6.1 10.1 (6.1) 4.5' 

Company Requested Rates 
Applicant (Exh. 4) 6.94 8.60, , .40 6.37, 
Staff (Exh. 6) 8.3- 10.1 2.3' 7.6-

(Red Figure) 

The Commission staff also presented separated operating 

results assuming a cost toll settlement arrangement was in effect. 

The staff I s estimate of total operating, revenues for' 1961 

exceeds the estimate of applicant by $24,316 at present rates and by 

$25,151 at the requested rates. '!his difference result~ priIDarily {;:", 

the estimate of toll revenues. The ,staff used the present basis of 
toll settlement between applicant and The Pacific Telephone <md 

Telegraph Company augmented by $8,500 to give effect to· free toll' 

calls Siven to employees of applicant and to ~tral Western; Company 

although not provided for in applicant f s tariff schedules:. . Applic:m.t 

states that its toll revenue estimate is based on a proposed cost 

settle:tent for toll traffic inte:changed with 'Ihe.P.aeificTelephonc. 

a:c.d 'Ieleg=<lph Compsny. However, applicant' s· witness ac~<nowlcdied 

that applicant had not yet negotiated a toll cost settlement agree

ment with Pacific; that its present prorate type toll settlement, 

-6-
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agreement is still,effectivc; that neither Pacific nor 8?plicant 1:'..ad 

given notice of intention to cancel the presentsett1ement agreement;· 

but that it was applicant's intention to negotiate a: toll cost 

scttlcmcn~ .agreement within perhaps ninety days. ,A toll cost settle- . 

ment would reduce applicant's 1961 gross: revenues by-approximately 

$30>000 based upon the staff's cost es'timates at a 7 .. 7 'per eent r.;:.te 

of return on intercompany toll business. 

Tae staff's estimates of operating expenses for 1961 give 

effect to more recent experience than the estimates of applicant.' 

It is significant th4t applicantfsestimate of expenses> exclusive of 

ta.."CeS and depreciation for 1960~. total $537,360 compared wrtn appli

emt t s ac1:Ual 1960 expenses for such items of $.514 >( .. 98. 

The staff's rate base for the estimatedyesr 1961 is 

$25>9,37 ~ or 1.5 per cent, less than applicant r s. Thi.s difference is 

pr1:larily accou.n.ted for by the staff r s· lowe: allowance formate::-ials 

and supplies and working cash capital. Applicant I s allowence for 

materials and supplies includes ~terials for both construction and 
. , 

maintenance p\'2XpOses;J whereas the staff allowed materials to operate 

an<i ::xaintain the system. The difference in working cash allowance 

resul ts from the fact the staff offset the gross worldng cash 

requirement by one half the income tax accru.als and.the company did .. 

not. 

Staff keommendaeions 

Five specific recommendations were advanced by the. 

, Co:mnission staff as follows: 

1. Applicant coneinue its checl( of service. in . the Buttonmllow 

area and be requi::ed to furnish periodic reports on the speed' of., 

OperCltO;: atlS"'~ at the tol::" board in Taft, and the available trans

mission levels in decibles 'loss between applicant's exchanges and ' 

between Taf~ end J3.akersf~:efd. ' 
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2. The. Commission establish~ as requlrecl~ suca.permanent ra.te 

increases that will not result in unusually large differentials <Ner 

pre-interim rates for any class of service. 

3. Applicant file an appropriate tariff governing its policy . . 

resarcling concession toll charges to its employees. 

4. Applicant use group accounting in computing ~he deprecia

tion accrual in lieu of unit accounting. 
. \ 

5 .. I. Applicant, in negotiating any new cost toll settlement 
1 • 

agreement with The Pacific Telephone and Telegraph Company) seek to 

include applicant r s intracompany as well as intercompany toll opera

tions in such cost toll settlement agreement. 

Applicant expressed' itswilllDgness to· comply with the 

staff's first recoa:oendation. With respect to the third recom.enda

t:ion, applicant stated it had discontinued, .as of February .2, 1961, 
, 

it:s prior practice of allowing free toll calls to its employees~ 

Applicant was not in accord with the staff's' fourth recommend.3.tion 

cla;m·ing that its present depreciation p=actice' produces· more 

accurate and reasonable results. With respect t~ the staff's fifth 

reco:II.'De'Ildation applicant stated it bad endeav,ored to negotiate such 

a cost toll settlement but that no other cost settlement in 

California of an independent telephone company included. the intra;' 

company toll operations and applic:ant had so far been unsuccessful' in 

negotiating such a cost settlement arrangement. 

Findings and Conclusions 

After considering all of ·the evidence of record,' the 

Commission finds and concludes that further increases are warranted 

and for the purposes of this opinion and. order· the staff' s· revenue 

est~tes based upon the presently effective toll settlement agree

ment> a.s well as the staff's expense and rate base' estimates for .. 1~6l 

are appropriate and reasonable to use to test applicant f sneed' for'; 

rate increases. 'Ihis proceeding will be reopened. to;cons:tderthe ' 

-8-
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" ~ " ... 

effect on operating results should applic~t in fac't, negotiate', a 
, ' 

new toll settlement agreement with 'Pacific ,'telephone within a ' 

reasonable periO(i'. ' , 

The Cot.m:n:Lssion further finds and conclUdes, that an order 

should be issued authorizing' increases in ra~es, in the' ammmt of 
"':, 'II .• C 

approximately $24~000 ever and above the interi:n, rate levels. Such 

ina-ease will produce- annual gross'revenues approximating, $906~oio:~ " 

whicb.~ when related to reasonable operating expense:s' and rate "base;, 

shown in the follow-f...ng tabulation, will yield, a fair and reasonable· 

rate, of return to applicant and wiUproduce reasonable, 'earning,s: 

on 'the common stock equity capital. 

Estimated Year 1961 

Operating Revenues 
Operating Expenses before 
Depreciation and Taxes 

Depreciation , 
'taxes other than on Income 
Income Taxes 

, Total Expenses anet Taxes 

Net Revenue 
Avg. Rate Base' (Depreciated) 
Rate of Ret\lrn' ' 

$- 906,020' 

554,530, " 
107,450' 

66,27.0 " 
63"3-70 ' z , 

791,620 

114,40.0': 
l' 707500 ' , .. 

6.7% 

We find the above-tabulated revenues, expenses, rate, base" 
", " . 

and rat:e of return to be fair and reasonable intbe light of the 
, ',' , . . 

. . "'"". . 

entire record in this proceeding. The rates: hereinafter lNthor,iZed 

are designed to produce such an indicated result. 

In our first interim opinion and order herein ',increases :tn.' 

rates were authorized primarily in business classifications. ,No, 

i:l.creases~ however> ,were, 'authorized at 'that time in priInaryresi

dence rates. Applicant's primary re$idence rates in ceresin 
". ,"." ,'I,' 

c..,:cb.lnges have 'been Unchanged for many ye~s ~d are' ,low in, 
. 

comparison with the. residence rates generally in effect elsewhere, in' 

california. Increases are being authorized only in primary'res1- ..• 

dence rates in Bu.ttonwillow> McKittrick and T.a.ft, exchanges .. ' 

-9-
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" , 

Fo: typical classes of primary residence service'there ,is, ' 

se~ forth in the tabulation following the present rates' together 

with the rates requested by applicant and 'the rates be1n&' ~thorized • 
by the order herein. 

Per Month Per Month 

Residence 
Service 

Autbor
Present Requested :£zed 

,Au'toor- ' 
Present Requested ized 

l-Party 
2-Party 
4-Party , 

Rate Rate Rate 

Buttonwillow Exchange, 

$2.75 $4 .. 75 $3~S5 - , 

Ra~e Rate Rate 

McKittrick' ExChange~, ' 
$2.75 ' 
2.2$, " 
2~00 

10-Party, 
Subu:l:ban 

2.00' 

2.25 

'3.25 

3.60 
" 

2.60. 
" ,",.' " 

3:.20" 3.: 60: -, 3 .. 20:' ' 

l-Party 
2-Party , 
4-Party" 

lo-Party 
Subarban 

Taft Exchange' 
3.25 - 5.00 4.05, 
2.75 3.95 3.3S-, 
2.25 3.40- 2.60 

3.45' 3.60' 3~45 

-, Service not offered. 

No increases were requested' in basic residence rates in 

Cuyama exchange and none are authorized by-the order herein -for that 

exchange as these rates generally are, at a higberlevel than- for the 

above exchanges. 
, . 

The order herein will require applicant to prepare 'and' 

£jt.le a complete cormnercial .and economic survey of valley Acres and 

Dust:in Acres to determine the feasibU1ty' of providinggradedse...-v- , 
, , 

ice to such areas.. Applicant also will be required to fil:,e bimontb..ty,. 
• • ~. t 

X'eports of progress in completing its improvement pro~aniS for Derb~ , 

Ac:res> FellOws. and Buttonwillow and :tn earrying out' the staxf's first 

:ec~d&tion as previously set forth herein •. , 

Applicant"s disc:ontixluance of· its practieeinproviding, . 

cOrlee~iontoll ch:lrges' toemployaes adequately takes care' of,'the·· :" 

staff's third recommendation.., " 

-10- . 
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With respect to ~he"sta£frs' fourth, rccomc:endatio::l, the' 

U:nform System of ACCOtmts prescribed by this" Cotmll:1ssion for 

Class A and Class B telephone utilities' 'pr,ovides for' the-use of 

group accounting in computing' the depreciation accrual. "Departure 

£rom such procedure may not: be made" except upon application to and 

authorization by this Commission. 

With respect to the staff r S fifth' recommendation, it is 

clear that if Pacific TelephOne- owned' the toll lines "between' 
, , , 

applicant's exchanges, tllen both Pacifie's and applicant's costs"in 

handling toll traffic' between applicant f S exchanges,' would. be 

=eflected in the toll costs tmderlying the general' California iutra-
• • < ,.' '", "" 

state toll rate schedule. It should be pointed out thatifapp1ic.snt 

is successful in negotiating ,a ,c~st toll settlement agreement'which " 

includes both intercompany and intracompany traffic, the"Commission 

would Dot be adverse to such an arrangement'. 

We find, theref~re, that I the increases in rates and 

charges authorized herein are justified, that the rates and 'charges 

authorized herein are reasonable..~, and' that t~ present, rates and 

charges;) in so far as they differ from those' ~ein prescribed, are 

for the future tmjust and unreasonable. ' 

o R DE,R 

Based on the evidence of record 'and, on' the findings" and' 

conclusions set forth in the preceding opinion,.' 

IT IS ORDERED as follows: 

1. Kern Mutual Telephone Company is authorized to, file, in 

q,uadruplicate with this Commission;). on or after the effective date 
, , .' , "".. . , 

of this order and inconformity With the provisions of General . .. . 
.' " 

Order NO,.' 96:» revised tariff schedules with rates andcbarges' 

modified as set forth in Appendix A attached to, ,this order',and~ on 

not less tbal'l five days' notice totbepublicand'to thi~' comm:ts.s.~on' 
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to make said :revised tariffs effective for all service £urnished~" 

on and after May 1 ~ 19'61. 

2. Within one htmcb:ed twenty days after the "effective date 

of this order applicant shall file with this Commission, the results·· 

of a complete commercial and economic survey of Valley Acres and' 

Dust:t:n Acres together with applicant t s recommendati.on thereon as to 

the feasibility of' providing graded service to such areas-on the 
, , 

" 

basis of a special rate area or otherwise. 

3. Applicant shall conduct at'least monthly checks of the 
" 

quality of service being furnished. in the Buttonwillow area~ of the , . . . 

speed of operator answer at to.e toll board in Taft,. and of the' 

transmission levels" between its eXchanges and' between'Taft and·" 

Bakersfield for a period of at least six months from, the effeetive 

date of this order. Bimonthly reports of tbe results of sUch cheel~ 

shall be filed with this Coamission starting seventy-five days 'after' 

the effective date of this order. 

4. Applicant shall complete its 1961 improvement program for. 

Derby At::res" Fellows and Buttonwillow by no later than September 30,. . 
"-

1961 and sball file bimotl:thly reports of progress in completing: such, 

program until such program bas been completed starting thirty days 

after the effective date of this order •. 

the effective date of this ordersballbetwentydays after . 

the date hereof. 
Dated at ___ San __ Fran __ dseo _____ ~ 

~YOf ___ ~~~~~~~~~.~~---
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APPENDIX A 

RATES. 

The presently effecti~e rates~, charges and conditions-are, 

changed to the extent set forth in this appendix. 

Schedule No. A-l., . 
Fla~ Ra~eEXch8rige Service, 

'i .. 
The fo1.10Wing montbly residence.: service rates are: author ... 

ized: 

Residence 

Individual Line 
2-Party Line 
4-Party Line 

Sehedule No. A-S., 
SubUrban service 

Flat Rate Per Month-- Each Station 
:SUt~Ot'lWl.l1ow CUy3Ill3. .. Mckittrick 'raft 

$3.55 

2.35 

$4.50* . .·$3.55 
2 ... 85 

. S-.. lO"t- 2 .. 35' 

* Presently effective rate~ 
- Service not offered' .. 

$4. OS: 
3.35 
2.60 . 

"The' following monthly residence. service rates are· auehor-" 

izec!: 

Residence 

IO-Party Line 

Flat Rate Per Month - Each Station 
Buttonwillow CUyama l'1eKittrick· Taft 

$2.60' $3.60* 

* Presently eff~etive rate~ 
I', 


