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Decision . S4 (;2 C10 February 1, 1984 

:S:E:FO~ THE P'O"BLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF TEE STATE: OF" CALIFORNIA 

~ BER...~SLEY, ) 
) 

Complainant, ) 
) 

" 

" 

vs. ) 
) 

GENERAL TELEPHONE COMPMrl OF ) 
CALIFOR., ... UA, a part of GEr..'ERAL ) 
TELEPHONE & ELECTRONICS, ) 

Case 83.-01-07 
(Filed January 31, 1983) 

) 
Defendant. ) 

--------------------------) 
ORDER DENYING PE~ITION 

~OMODIFY DECISION' 83'-10-0S8 

On November 16, 1983, defendant General Telepbone Company 

of California (General) filed a Petition for Modification of 

Decision (D.) 83.-10-088, issued October 5, 1983, to be effective 

November 18. 1983. In that deciSion, we ordered General not to 

charge interest exceeding the lOX cap imposed by the California 

Constitutio:l (Article XV), pending determination of the applicability 

of the usury law to its late payment charge. Such determination 1s ' 

to be made in the final decision to be issued in Ap~lication (A.) 83-07-02, (' 

General's pending rate case. Prior to 0.8'3-10-088 General had',been 
charging 18X interest. 

In its Petition General requested that we delay the 

effective date of D.83-10-088 to January 1, 1984 or alternatively to 

December 1, 1983, so that the reduction could be impl~me::1'ted. for 
all customers during the same billing cycle. 

One reason expressed for making this request was that 
a delay ~~til January 1, 1984 would permit any revenue decline, 
resulting from the change to be considered by this Commission 

4It in our decision granting partial rate relief in A.83-07-02, 

-1-



C.83-0l-07 ALJ/ra 

General's pendinQ rate increase application. Gene=al 
maintained tbat if our decision became effective on November 
'18, 1983, it would experience a revenue shortfall of approximately 
$400,000 for the remainder of 1983. General further reasoned 
that a delay until at least :Oecember 1, 198·3 would avoid the 
possibility of customer anger and confusion arising from 
subjeetinq those billed in early November to an 18X'late payment 
charqe, and those billed on or after November 18 to only a 
10% charqe. 

Finally, General contended that delay would also avoid 
customer confusion which might arise from one rate ehanqe in 
November (reduction of the late payment charge) and another rate 
change in January (rate increase). 

General's petition was filed too late for us to act 
upon even if we had wished to. Now the issues raised by the 
petition are moot. Furthermore, we do not believe that imple­
mentation of :0.83-10-088 on November 18, 1983 was unjust as to 
General or General'S ratepayers. We note that General's interim 
rate deCision, :0.83-12-067, issued :Oecember 22, 1983, included 
a $2.9 million increase in revenue requirement due to General's 
use of the lOx rather than the la.~ rate on late payments. So, it 
is appropriate to dismiss General's petition. 
Finding of Fact 

General's petition was filed two days before the 
effective date of D.83-10-088, too late for timely Commission 
action on the issues raised by the petition. 
Conclusions of L~w 

1. The issues raised by General's petition have become 
moot. 

2. No injustice has or will result from the implementation 
~ of D.S3-l0-0es on its effective date. 
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e C.83-01-07 AU/emk 

. 
IT IS ORDERED that General Telephone Company of 

California's Petition to Modify Decision 83-10-0~ is denied • 
This order is effective today. 
Dated FEB 1 1984 ~ at San Francisco, California. 

LEONARD M. GRIMES. ~. 
Pro.s:l.c!e:o.t 

VICTOR CALVO 
PS!SCI!.LA C. GRZW 
:OON .. U,:D VIAL 
WILLIAM 'X. BAGI..:."'"Y 

CO:::tniss1o:o.ors 
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DeCision $4. 02 010' FEB . ,1 ~191?4 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES- COMMISSION OF THE SlI'ATEOF CJ>.LlFORNIA 

Complainant, 

VS. 

GENERAL TELEPHONE COMPJUrf OF 
CALIFORNIA, a part of GENERAL 
TELEPHONE & ELEC'l'RONICS~ 

Defendant. 

/ 

Case '83-01-07 
(Filed January 31, 198'3.) 

ORD~ DENYING P~'I'ITION . 
TO MOliIFY nECISIO~ 83-10-088: 

On November j&, 1983, o.efeno.ant General Telephone'Company 
of California (Gener~) filed a Petition for Modification of 
Decision (D.) 83-111088, issued October 5, 1983, to' be effective 
November 18, 1983 In that decision, we ordered General not to 
charqe interest/'xceedinq the 10~ cap ~poseo. by the California 
Constitution (~icle XV), pendinq determination of the applicability 
of the usury law to its late payment charqe. SUch determination is 
to be ,made in the final decision to be issued in Application (A.) 83-07-0b 
General"s penCl.inQ rate ease. Prior to- D.83-10-088 General had been 
eharqing lex interest. 

In its Petition General requesteo. that we delay the 
effective date of D.83-10-088 to January 1, 1984 or alternatively to 
December 1, 1983, so that the reduction could be implemented for 
all customers during the same billinq cycle. 

One reason expressed for making this request was that 
a delay until January 1, 1984 would permit any revenue decline 
resulting £rom the change to be considered by this Commission 
in our decision qrantinq partial rate relief in A. 8:3-07 -02,. 
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