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Decision No. ____ .. ..;,.7..;.7..;7..,;;O_6~, _ 

BEFORE 'mE PUBT..IC UTn.I'rIES COMMISSION OF THE 'S'XA'JE. OF ,CALIFORNIA ' 

,In the matter of, the application, of ) 
THE PACIFIC tELEPHONE AND TELEGRAPH ) 
COMPANY,. a corporation~ for autbor- ) 
ity to increase certain intrastate ) 
rates·, and,' char~esappli.cable to. , 
telephone servl.ces·fUrnished within 
the State of California. 

Inves.d8ation on' the cOmm1ss,ion' s 
owumo;tionintotherates, tolls., 
rules~ charges ,'operations, separa­
t1ons~ practices, con:tracts., ser­
vice and facilities of The Pacific 
Telephone and', Telegraph Company,_ 

Investigation on the, Commissionls ~ 
own motion,inte> the 'rates,., tolls" 
~es~ charges, operation8:',separa­
tl.ons, 'practices, contracts,' ser­
vice and fac~ities of the tele- ) 
phone, operations of certain tele- ) 

'phone corporations,! " ," 

, . 

, 'rom., C., Carroll. and' Fetit:ioners" 

Califoxnia wat:.· and:::=ts. ! 
Company,. General, telephone' Company . 
of Ca:liforuia,a" corporation' and' 
!he Pacific Te1ephone and Telegraph " , 
Company, " ) 

Defendants~ ) 
) 

App,lication No. '49142 

Case No. '8608' 

CaseNo,~ 8609: 

Case No,.; 8690: 

ORDER GRANTING REQUEST 'IO· 
VACAtE 'DECISION NO. 15371" 

By Deeision No .. 74917 J, dated November:6"l96S,. in ,this, pro­

ceeding, the Commission determ:l.ned: just' and:,·reasonable rates· for The . 

Pacific.: Telephone and Telegraph Company. (Pacific). One of'the'iss-ues 

raised~volved the establishment of: 'uniform state message. toll.· .. rates. ' 
"'::" .' 
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" A.49142 .. ' EoT, 
. .~. , ' , 

, ,,' 

y' , 
by the inclusion of I-I traffic in Pa.cific' s settlements. for '~ter~ : 

changed traffic. We adop.ted the position advanced by the' ,califol:ni~ , 
, ',...... .. 

Independent Telephone Association (CITA)'~ the varlo\lS.~dep~dent:,tele~ .... 
phonecocpanies (Independen~) ~ and' theCoxmniss:tonstaff: tha.t~tra-> 

state-'tt.~de uni£o:m toll rates,were' in thepub1ic, intere~t and should 'be .. 

estab~ished;and that such rates be .made app-licable to· all,' intrastate' " 

message' tollservice,:£.nclud1ng,I-Itraffie. (Decis:l.ol1., ,NO'~, 74917;'pp~. 
2~2S,prlnted' op,n~). 

.' 

On: November 29, 1968'~. Pacific filed a pef:Ltion,-for' rehe3r.i.n.g.· . ' 

on this issUe; in particular, our determ:t~ationthatPac:i.fic~ s. rc.t~:'·,t:~:·: .', 

its subscribers be increased' by $2 million as its 'shareo£ the set'tl~;" . 

me.nt for the I-I 'toll, costs in. order to achieve ~iform. tollrates·o· "'A:: . 
, "','. 

QID,ount: of $400,000 was allocated to be born~ by the Iridepende:lt Su?- . 

scribc:$' (Decision No. 74917, po 28: printed opno).Thepetition, 

asserted that there was nO"factual basis' 1n therecorcl to· supp¢rtth'e< • 

$2 million fiZure ru.located' to . Pacific' because . the·: only t~stinlo~y" . , . .' 

received on the question wasintroducec' by ·elTA' and: cons,tituted:onlya'.· 

"guess" for the test year involved'~ 'Xbepetition 'also,repeated'argU~' 
" " " 

ments Pacifie .had presented in its. briefs' asserting:' 'th.it the. incius.iot4 
, ' ' ." '" 

of I-I traffic in Pacific I s settlements with the !ndependents,was", 

unlawful. The-petition was op~osed by' eITA andth~ I:l.dep6tdents~. 
.' I' 

In Decision No. 75371, d~ted' Febrc3...-Y Z'S, . i969';theComm:!s·' 

sion granted rehearing .for the porpOseof receivitlgadditioMl test;.­

mony regarding, Qe adequacy of the' $2' million'increase: .·In' 'the' ratcs'"of ., ,. 

Pacific's' subscribers,. We directed " t.l."ult· such ·tes.'timonybe;:pre~ented ' 
, ""-' " ~ . 

ol:aJ..ly) by exhibit' or by stipUlation.' O,ral a:gume:t~ 'WaS, set: '£oi ' " 
,", .... '0 .. ~69 .tl.pru '" > ~':I. 

, , 
,< •. 

y' The I';';I:: toll business co:csis·ts of toll trafficrouted',over',l'1h6s.'of . 
. independent, telephone' compani.es.be'tWeen independent companypoines,<; 
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'.thereafter, Pacific, CITA and various I1ldependents.llotified' 

the Commission that they had commenced negotiations ~n this,matt:er,', and' " 
they requested' a postponement: of the rehearing. tole granted, this 

request, and several subsequent requests. 

On May 4, 1970, Pacific notif1~d the Coamiss1.on b'y let:ter 
" " ' 

that it and the Independents bad arrived! at figures acceptabl~' 'Co· all 
! ~ , 

concerned With this matter, and that as ~ resul t',- the adequacy o£:tbe 

$2 m:illion 1:a.crease would not be an issue at the rehearing~,' Pacifi~" 
• .' I 

stated~ however, that, it wished to present oral argument concerning the ' 
. ,',. 

lawfuluess of Dec:is,ion No. 74917' on' this issue'. 
,I 

By letter dated August 25, 1970, Pac1fichas notified', the' 

Commission that it, the Independents. and the CommiS8ion~ s'taff'are';in 
1 ", , ', 

agreement that there is eurrently no necessity for the Commission 'to, ,I 

. , , 

I 
I 
I resolve ,the legal issue asserted in' the petition 'for rebeartng. 
I 

, I 

Accordingly, Pacific, requests that DeciS:ion No,. 75371 be'vaeated,with~' ,: 

out prejudice 'Co 'the issues. raised therein. 

After cOns.ideration, the Commission' concludes~ that 'the " 

request should be granted. 

IT IS ORDERED that Decision No. 75371 is vacatedwitnout:' 

'prejudice to' the legal' issues asserted therein. 
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