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Decision No. ___ 6-.;;;.3...;;8;..;6;;..~_. _ 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Application of THE PACIFIC T.ELEPHO~1e ) 
.~~ ~~G&APH COMP~~ fo: ~~tQority ) 
to es~bli$h the Elmir~ special rate ) 
area ... dtb-in the V:!caville exchange. ) 

) 

OPINION' AND ORDE~ 

Applic~nt' s Reques.!:. 

Applic~tion No. l~68 
(Filed Ywy 21, 1962) 

The Pacific telephone and telegraph Company requests 

Duthority under Section 454 of the pUblic Utilities Code to 

(1) establish the Elmira sp~ci81 rate are3 in Vacaville exchange 

with bo~darie$ .as set forth in Exhibit: A attached to' the appli

cation, (2) establish rates for service in said special rate area 

as set forth in Exhibit B attached to t~e application, and (3) 't\.'"ith ... 

draw s~urb~n service within said s?~cial rate ares. Applicant's 

V3cavillc.exc~nge in Solano County serves approximstely 5,600· 

telephones. 

Description of Pro~osed Speei~l RGt~ Area 

!h~ com:un~ty of El~ira is located approxic~tely 3 ~iles 

east of the Vacaville base rate ~ea boundary. Tb,e proposed special 

rate area contains approximately 70 reSidence and 10 business 

es~blisbments. As of December, 1961, telephone development within 

the proposed special rate area consisted of 42 residence ~in 

stations and 5 business main stations. Of these, 4 residence and 

2 busi:c.ess subscribers were taking urban grades of service. 

Applicant states that numerous 1ndivi~U81s have evidenced 

interest in securing urban servi.ce without mileage charges and that 

establiShment of the proposed special rate area will satisfy the~e 
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demands for improved serviee. With urban grades of service available 

in the proposed Elmira special rate area there will no longer be a 

demand or requirement for suburban service within the special rate 

ares. 

Applicant sta~es that establiShment of said special rate 

area will require the installation of additional telephone facilities 

and that it plans to install a concentrator unit and other outside 

plant facilities. Applicant states that such facilities can be 

made available within eight months after approval of its application. 

Proposed Rates 

Applicant proposes rates for primary urb.an services within 

the Elmira sPeCial rate area equivalent to Vacaville base rates plus 

an increment . equal to 2/4 suburban mileage charge. Applicant states 

that this increment gives appropriate consideration to development 

within the proposed special rate area and its distance of about 

13/4 miles from the base rate area. 

The following tabulation from Exhibit B~attacbed to> the 

application, shows present and proposed rates for primary services 

withtn the speCial rate area: 

Business 

I-Party 
2-Party 
Semipublic 

PBX Trunks 
Suburban 
Farmer. l.ine 

Residence 

1-Party 
2-Part:y 
4-Party 
Suburban 
Farmer Line 

Rate Per Month 
Present* Proposed 

$- 7.00 
5.60 

.75 plus 

.21 per day 

10.50 
5.10.' 
1.55 

$- 4.40 
3.60 
3.00 
3.50 

.90 

$. 8.00 
6.30 
1 • .7's .. plus 

.21 per 
d.ay 

11.50 
Not Offered· 

1 .. 7S 

$ 5.40 
4.30 
3.50 

Not Offered 
1.10 

* Plus suburban mileage charges on urban services. 
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Applicant's Exhibit B indicates the offering of farmer 

line service within the proposed special rate area. This is contrary 

to applicant's tariffs on file with this Coamission. l'he authori

zation herein will not provide for the offering of farmer line 

service within the special rate area. Farmer line service provided 

from the special rate area will be authorized at: the rates shown 

fn applicant's Exhibit S. 

Applicant also proposes that Vacaville urban service be 

furnished outside the base rate area and the proposed Elmira speCial 

rate area at either special rate area rates plus suburban mileage 

charges to the nearest point on the special rate area boundary or 

at base rates plus suburban mileage charges to the nearest point on 

the base rate area boundary~ whichever results in the loweX' charge 

to the subscriber. On this basis the mileage charges paid by 7 

subscribers for urban service will be reduced. 

Based on December 196·1 telephone development, applicant 

estimates that; with minimum regrading of telephone services, the 

proposed rates would decrease applicant's annual revenues by approxi

mately $300. With maximum regradi.ng, however, applicant estimates 

that annual reve~ues would increase approximately $500. 

Findings and Conclusions 

The Commission has given consideration to this matter and 

finds that a public hearing thereon is not necessary and that a 

granting of the application, as herein provided, will result in 

improved service and will be in the public interest. The Commission 

further finds that such increases in rates and charges 8S ~~ll result 

from granting this application are justified and that~for the future. 

present rates, insofar 8S they differ from those herein prescribed, 

will become unjust and unreasonable upon the establishment of the 

Elmira special rate area; therefore, 
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IT IS ORDERED that, after the effective dste of this order 

and on or before June 30, 1963, applicant i,8 authorized and directed 

to file with this Commission in c'onformance wit:h General Order 
\ 

N~. 96-A~ tariff schedules revised to show Elmira' special rate area 

within the Vacaville exchange with a bounc18ry substantially as set 

forth on Exhibit A attached to the application and ratea for service 

within said special rate area as set forth on Exhibit S attached to 

the application, except that the rates for farmer line service apply 

to such service furnished from~ but not within, - the special rate 

area at sUbscribers' option, and after not less than five days. 

notice to the CommiSSion and to the public to m8ke said rates 

effective for service coincident with the establishment of said 

special rate area. 

!be effective date of this order shBll be twenty days 

after the date hereof. 

Dated at ___ Sl .... an__..FNt ....... :nymeo ... ·,._ ___ , California, this 

day of _..;9 ... 1 .... :,.1~---' 1962. 

"' .. :' 
.,' 

Commissioners 

, Co:c1ss1ono~ C. Lyn Fox? bo1ng 
~ 1ly ......... on.. did not part1c1po.to nocos:o.r ~~~ v. 

~n t~e d1~pos1t10~ ot thi~. p~oecod1~s· 

'"\' 


