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Winterhaven Telephone Company (Winterhaven), a California 
J.', ~ ... ' • ,.;";',",,' "",.':'1: " L "' •• ' • ' .. ' 'j . . ,~ ... ;,'~ ;'-<:~:',·'::~'~I,',.·,.,,;~~;.,~·, 

corporation, by Decision (D.) 88-06-023 issued June 8, 1988 was " 
granted a certifi~ate of pUbli~ ~o;"venieri~e' a~d 'ne~~~sity0 t6"" '. ':::"' '. 
operate~s '~ te'iephone corporat·l.ol1 ...... D:88~'o6~023: 'also' hpp;:'o:V:ec( ;,,~ ... 
agreement betw~e~ Winterhaven' and P~~ific" Bell (PdcBeli)' ~h~~eby .: :, 
Winterhaven . "';~uld acquire Pa~B~ ii', ~ ." 'local' teiephcme' e~~hahge: in 
Winterhaven, caiif~rnia. ' This e~~ha~ge' covers 7 3" squ~re mii~s'iri. 
Imperi~lcountyin the extre~e southeast~rll corner'of'Caiifornia 
across the' Colorado Rive~ f~?m y~~a.,~, ~~z,~na; and ~~' of: o~~ob~r 31';'" 
1990 serVes approximate'ly 1,196 sub'scribe.rs. 

Following capitalization; Winterhaven became a wholly
owned subsicG,'ary of National Telephone and Telegraph' c~mp~~y , 
(National) ,: a Delaware Corporatio,n' '( D. 8a:06'~023). "By, o~ 89~;{O-045' 
issued Oc't~ber '25",'1989, Telepho"~e ~nd oat~ Systems, Ih6.';~'I'OS);'~ri' 
Iowa Corporatio~, through its' ~hOlly;"owned' subsidi~:ry" TDS' , ,'., , " , 

ACquiSition Corp. (Acquisition corP.) was ~uth~f.'i~;d:·t6· ac~ire'i.: 
control of National. TOS is a diversified telecommunications' 
company serving selected local markets with 78 telephone companies 
in 27 states. By 0.91-04-005 issued April 10, 1991, 1'05 

Telecommunications .. Corporation (TOS .Telecom)", a Delaware:,.: -". 
corporation: and: whol1y-owned:~subsictiary of 'TO$:; was authorize'dto-/·:· 

• • • '" ." "j"'" " ," ", I' J...... " 
acquire. control of Winterhaven thr'ougn assi9nment~of; all,share:s o( . 

.' , ': • ,., I' ..:~ .' f ~ , ," 1", ,_ ,"" ," 

.! <. :-" ~ 
j ,+1 .. ~tI. 
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. ~. -~.. ~.' <:. ,:,::- .. ) 
; ....... ,""' .... ..... J 

capital s:tock'." 'l'he". reason': for:;thisyacquisi-tion"w~Ls':the:.; int.e:c:na.1,:::: " 
realiqmnent of TOS which involved m.oving all o,f 'l'OS's telephone 
company subsidiaries to. TOS Telecom;::: ~e9l:e'g.a ting.: . ~~,,: 'op~r~~{x{9 "",', 

telephone companies from -the non-telephone-, companIes.: ":" ,,:::~,':'-:: 
Before the PacBell-Winterhaven aqreement,:Wi~terhaven. 

lacked its own central office switching" 'facilities' "which: were'::' 
provided :by a central office in Yuma, Arizona. 'l'he Yuma Of!ic0 wa~ 
owned. and operated. :by Mountain _, Bell. 1 However, growth and 
increasing demand in the Winterhaven exchange required construction 
of additional plant facilities, not feasi~le at the M~untain Bell _ 

• ,. J '. , ,-, f ' .' , "', ~ 

Yuma office. To obtain these neea.ed. central office' a'na.toll'" ., 
• , , • , ' . , l • • ~ • , 

connection facilities as well as additional loc'al' exchang"e 
_, ,"'" 'I-

distri):)ution ,plant, considerable, ,capital , was required'.· .• 
Winterhaven, as a telephone company would' ~e eligible foriow'cost 
financing under Rural Eiectrification Admini~trati~n 'pro6ed'ure~. . 
As a subSidiary of National, winterhaven' would ha~le ae'~~ss ~o' the 
expertise and planning needed to obtain such fina'ncing.. ' .' , 

Tbo PacBell-Winterhaven,a9reement provid~d that,PacBell 
would maintain its existin9' settlement arrangements with 'Mountain 
Bell, bei~g reiInbursed by' Winterhaven for' amounts p'aicl~' a~dthat 90. 

days after cutover of a new Winterhaven central o:efi~~,'or'~y 
Dece~er 31, 1989 (whichever was earlio~) Winterhav~l'.wo~id no, 
longer participate in any intrastate inter-LA'l'A settlement P'~~:lS. 
Pursuant, to this provision of the Commission appr~ved agreem~~t, 
Winterhaven' s ,participatio~ in the 'int:r;astate intc~rLA'l'Ase'ttlement 
pools ended ons~Pt~r 30; 1989...· ' . '_-, !~,:~'::'~,'"' ,:~~,~;, 

", .. , '; .. 
••.• ' , L''!. "" ..... +~ ,,: :>; ".:: :.1 

. 
~.. . . " '.., ... ~ , .... <:; ~ I' •• , • f( " .... 

1 Prior to divestiture 'ot 'the Bell syste:m.·,:~ sucl'l-cross;;'statC" ,:~, /~' 
boundary, serving arrangements -were cOXlllnon and."did,~, not~,:requ'ir:e -', "",:,~ 
special expense and revenue sharing agreements between the ' 
operating Bell companies in adjacent· state's, du.e· to' their'common ' .,. 
ownership. Since divestiture, however, PacBell has no common 
ownership with Mountain Bell. 
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':rhe.,.caJ.ifornia.~H:!-gh,.,Cost;,.JE:und '(CH~FJ.acl.op.~~'~;'~Y'<;.:':'I;;·;;."; :::.:;. 
0.85-06-115 on June .. 12, ··1985,,., was established.. to., lL$lsure that"." .,' , .. ' 

r' , • ' !, '.' ,,'0,.1" ,/' \ :,"-

independent telephone company· (lTC)· .exehangera tes.-1 r,emai1'l,.: ~i :thin .• a.:, : 

reaso.nable range of Pac Bell 's- excha:cge .. rates, in .. c.ompar.abl,e 
neigkWoriD.s,exchanges.2 .. It is:. designed"to, mi.1:,igate the,e.ffects.: 
of certain, regulatory. changes. on. the, local, rates of.: ut,il,i:ties; ,in,: ":. 
rural and high-cost areas of the state. PacBell ,adminis:ters::. the. '. 
fundwhieh is obtained from access, charges- paid. by. interexchange· .,' l. 
carriers. Tctal statewide funding requirements. ar.e ,~e:t:ermined.: each.. .. 
year by. PaoBell based· on the funding requirements identif:i~~ .. in .. the:: 
advice ,letters:, filed by each.: rural and small metropo~i~, exchange>~ 
telephone company to. implement the· tariff neeessary:.to~, e~llect, on: a 
"flow through" basis the. settlement effects revenue impact .. " 
speCified for such company> (see paragraphs A and .B:: in ApP,endi".A. to.. 
0.91-05-016. issued May 8,. 1991). Each exchange carrier remits., .. ' . • , ' ',L' 

mo.nthly to. PaeBell for the CHeF that. portio.n 0,: tlb.e~ earri~rv:,common. '.' 
line charges collected, from: the. CHCF access charge. inere:;uent". and :. 
Pacific :makes disl:>ursements monthly .to., each. ,recipien.t:,lo~al.~ ~ ~' .. ' . ~: 
exehange carrier trom- the tund., , ;:: .. 

0.85-06-115 provided that funding. fO,ra.: l,ocal<ite~@phone", " 
company would be considered "only after:, a revenue,re,quire;n.e~t M,S. .. " 
been determined (for the, company), wb.i~h.·would, ',weed. .. ~,ut.~,. '(~'~ ~ , .... : .. '.~:, . 

• : j.' I, 

2 PacBell' s rural suDscribersbeneti t from a,. substantial. degree: . ..., 
of rate averaging in the setting of exchanqc ratcs i'n Pa'cBell's' ... 
service· area· .. · . In~ ».89-06-'115, the'~ Comm1ssion·deterxnined:: that:: the' ,;: 
same princ.iple o~ rat~ averaging could, be .. app'lied·~o:, ,pro:v~.d.erelie:e·. 
to small and. mod~um-$~zod local exchanqe telephone compan~e$ tor 
losses due tOo'regulatory changes.' By this: determ'ination" a po.rtion 
of residential lo.cal exch.ange revenue requirements. would. not be met 
from higher exchange rates, but would instead cQmefrom thcCHCF, 
thus maintaining exchange rates within a" range of· comparability, 
with PaeBe~l's exchange rates in similar neigb.borinqexehanges •.. ' 
The beneficiaries of the CHeF therefore 'are not"' the ind.ependent 
telephone c:ompanies.., which receive nc>' greater'income:, but:· ,rather:' 
their rura~ ratepayers. 
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imprudently', incurred costs·~ "_1 Accord'ingly,' 'rate" case;::'revlew was 
required'; as - aprerequisi te'tO' CHCF support'to' prevent util'i t'ies- ;~:':: . c 
from draWing unnecessarily fromthe':·fUnd·~' ",,;,,~; "",,""'~':'::';;':'C ~:~~ 

A later decision~ '0. SS-07~02 2; issued'Julys';;; 'l'988~:" : ',::, , ,,',' ,,:; 
establiisheda phase-down of CHCF support for locaJ/ exeh'anqe-':'>:~'I;' ,-',:', 
companies which- had not' filed' qeneral'- rate' caseapplicat'ions"u.nd'ert,l 
which SO% of funding would :be' available in 1991' and';'50%'.'offUndin9";·~ 
would be' available in 1992", 'with funding eli:minated;:'in 199'3:" fo'r '" . ,',,' : 
companies that' 'had not initiated a general 'rate case·: pro'ceedinq.'" 

0.91-05-016 issued May 8, 1991, limited funding to- level's not" to> 
exceed a company's most reeenty: authorized'rate of retu'rn:~ ;', Tne-- ,', 
decision not'ed that Wint'erhaven, then receivinq CHCF" reve'nues'~ "did~
not have an authorized rate of return upon':which' to":base:"CHCF' ':," 
fUnding. Accordingly, the decision provided that until I." " ' , 

Winterhaveri's-tirst generat rate case'is'resolved,- Winterhavenrs 
CHeF draw would be limited to an' a:mountwhich would·: produce:- a'(rate~" 

of return no greater than the highest 'authorized rate,"of"'return for 
a California'local exchange company>" ":, . ',. >-,~, ',:",', 

On October 1, 1989, in compliance' with AppendiX'"'B <>t 
D.SS-07-02~whi'eh required each local exchange company'to:file an 
advice lett'er incorporating the' net settlement' eft'eet', upon':' it' of"""" 
regulatory changes ordered :by' the commission and ,: the Federal ~ 
Communications Commission, Winterhaven filed its Advice Letter 10, 
followed on November 13, 198,9 by Supplemental Advice Letter lOA 
reflecting updated information. These resulted in a determination 
of net, settlement from the' 1990 CHCF'o!"S7,449' for'Winterhaven; as 

. .. . ,'" '. " I,: . ' .' ~.: ,." ~ . _ ~', .', :":'. : .,: .,' ~ r ',./.' • ! ~. ' 1- : " 
set forth- in the Appendix A S\UQX[lary' of the 1990, CHCF" authorized,by 
Commission ReSolution No. '1'-14029:' adopted' December 1'8," i98$:'~"( " 

onFebrua~4 , ,1991', w'iriterhaven,- submi tt~d' "Ad-vide,;'" , 
Letter ,19' by which it requested a change-to its i990: cHCF'revenue'~ 
requirements", stating that·', b~caus~, at, the-. time' of;:: :f'i'i'i~g.;: ~(:whiebhad:; 
to be,' submitted :b~Oet~be~ 1, 19'89:,>~he,~ay a!1:er'.·i1:~pa~i'ei~a~i?n~, 
in the intrastate, interLATA ,settlements pools' ended) ',i t~' eOU'ld:~,nOt .. ,:~ 
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include the intrastate impacts of changing- from settlements to . 
, '." , .. ' , " ,\ ,.. f: . , I'· '. ,. ',.......:" ''','', ~', \' '.', .,...- ,~ !"" ,.. , ~... , .. ~ ..... ,,' 

bill-and'-ke'ep 'access. Thus"there was' noh;i:stor:L'eal' data'ava:l:l'abIe": 
, _",'. " ,. _,' ,-,,,., ..... ""'-,.' _ "," ~, '. .• ... • f·,._ I, .: ,'" I " ,...~ '"' , '(' _ "', • " 1 ,e< "'" I ' ., . 1 '" '" 

on'traffic,'separations, and access at 'the t:i:lne·'of'f'il.:i:ng~" ,," '.,", 
Winterhaveri"~~odific~tiori refi~cts,' '(1 '1990' rev~nuere'quire"m~ntCo'f" " 
$228,182 from the CHCF. " 

I, .' ,J •. ~.' • ,',' ',:': .::- - •• :.: .,' '::: ''''~' ~ •• "., ' • ;:-. • :. 

, ;o~"Febnl.ary 25, 199i,'AT&T 'c6mmunicatio'n~ o:f; Ca:i';t-forn.i~' ", 
(AT&T) 'protest~d on 'the grou~as that "g~ax;.tinq the 'requ.est; ~ouid:':' 
cons'citute :r.etroacti ve ratemaking and constitute 'atroubl ing
prec~edent. AT&T noted that Winterhaven in Adviee Letters lO' and' 
lOA had not stated it was leaving the 'settlements' poois r'~r required 
additional time to collect the data needed to prOduce';" more" 
approp~iate ~~timate, of 1990 needs oeeas'ioned by thechancje' .. 
Finally, AT&T stated that any retroactive grant should'reqU":i:re'a' 
petitio~ to modify Resolution No. T-i4029. ' , ":~,,-.;,W 

On April 2, 1991', Winterhaven' filed' Appl:Lcation' ,;. " 
91-04-005; its Petition to Modify Resolution T"''i4029 , '(~ithdra...i:i:n9 
its Advice Letter 19' on April '5, 1991):. In its pet':t:ei6n,' " , '. 
Winterhaven' repeated. the history loa"dinq" up to i t~s"ne~' central: 
offic'e, . 'and stated that the re9Ul~tory; ehariq~s ordered. by;'7the: .. ' I' . 

Commission in O.88-06~023 caused settlements effects fo,:' 
Winterhaven' in 1990 following. its departure from the sett:l'ements 
pool~. Based on hi:!.ltorieal c1at~ on: traffic, "sepo,rations~';and '" 
access now available, Winterhaven sought' to update its' 19'90 'CHCF 
revenue reCJUirement; and attaeh'ed a workshe'e't supportirig.':'this 
request. 

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

Noti'ce of Winterhaven's application' appeared or('the' 
Commission's Daily Calendar' of May' S, '19'91. No :prote'stS";h:~ve"'b'~~n:'} 
received. and th.ere is' no need' tor a PUbli'c' hearing. 
DiscUssion " . '~ : " . ".: . 

The CODission shar'es 'the',concerti of'Ji.ii.T· th~t"no);:"··",,;;:,,::>: 

precedent 'b~ established for retroa6tive fundl~g'Of' CHeF :revenue r
::,:::. 

requirements mer~ly because a local exchange comp'any may ,. 'obt~in 
more accurate or actual data: t'o justify such a 'request'~' .:: ;'~', .... , 

','.... .,,'.:.1 .•.. , ··/'I"~.:!·~.'·'·;""""" ... ·:I.,·.:."' ... '··::-:~.:·,;~~ 
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, , , 

Winterhaven~s new central ~ftice h.ad. been in serv:ice less ~an four 
months, and as yet there, was no historic~l data obtained "on 

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

traffic, separations, and access. 
" , ; J. ) " ' I :.',~;;. , I, ". 

AT&T arqucs that nowhere in Advice Lottor ,10 or lOA did 
Winterhaven indicate that it was leavin9 'the settlemellt p'~'ols"in ' 
1990 or that it required more time beyond. October 1, ,,19,.89. to·' 

I p '. ..".,. -.' • ",. • J,' '.'_ 

collect d.ata,to produce a ,more appropriate estimate of its ,1990 

CHCFneeds based. on its dep~rture ~eptemk>er 3,0,1989 trom1:be " " . .', .' . . ,', 

intrastate interLAXA settlement pools. But the a9reement between ", 
~"", ,", ' , ", ' 

Winterhaven"and PacBell set fO,rth in Application S,8~04-0,45 and 
• • • > ' ... ' d, , • ., ..... 

approve,d l:Iy 0.88-06-023 provided that by "Oeceml:>er, 31,. 198,9 ,or: 
possibly earlier, Winte~haverl. ,was' to l'eave ,~ni, intrastate :LnterLATA 

. ' . ".) . . "_. .' ,.;, .. r"', . ,. . , ' ~ 

settlement pools. Th.us 'there was no concealment 'or failure to 
disclose. Winterhaven did what it was required t~ d.~" sub~itted 

- 6 
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" ,.,' ":f-'" .. I " .':1",'.1 ,"f""': . ,r • ",~j;}~ I . t' I" ," j'~'~'i':':; ;:)/;' .'" ,:, ':.I~, 
the data it-had, and as a result Resolutl.on No. '1'-14029 was·l.ssued 
in timel~ ~ashion on oecember. 1~" 1989, aU~ho~iZing,l~??,.~cr::'~~· 
revenue reqUirements for 20 local'exchange carriers' including 

• T " "' " • t .' .' ~ , I • • . ' , .' " .'~. ., " "'\ .. ~..-, r, .' f' r ,. ,.) , , 

Winterhaven's netsettlel1lent' effect' foi' 1990' 'of niinus;"S7~'449~ , 
Subsequently; 'Winterhav~n' a~certained' th~t 'tn~"re9ulat~rYr7 

changes ord.ered. by the commission in D. 88-06-023 cau~ed"settiell1e~ts' 
effects for Winterhav~n in '199'0 'i1'1 the' amoUnt' of $228'~'is2: The 
components which make up this ~evised CHeF reven~e' ~e~ire~ent" for' 
1990 are set forth in a revised worksheet inciud~dirii~91-04-005 
as Exhibit 1. Winterhaven' also shows that this modifl.cation'· can be 
made without any increase in'the increments on' the carrier cOl1ll!1on 
line access element used to fund the CHeF • TheS228 , ':(s2" 'f';~ding' . 
for Winterhaven could. be made from'the existing' $1;1'46';582 1990 
CHCF' surplus reported by the administrator of' th~~' CHeF on:: March' 5,' , . 
1991 (see Exhibit 2 to A.91-04-005)~· 

The qUestion next 'arises whether this $228,182" funding 
-, .. " 

would be within the limits established. by'O.91-0S-016,·which 
. '. '. .... ...... ', .• '. r." "'-" 

decision modified the rules ad.opted in 0.88-07-022 to limit-a 
utility'S CHCF funding to am~unts which produce r~tes of retu~ ri~ 
high~r than those most recently authorized by th~' commi'ssi~~ ~ : 'AS: 

" . ._, " . ,- . . ,", ....' . " ~" ,," 

Winterhaven has had no rate proceed.ing~ O~91-0S-016, provided that 
it would. be eligible for CHCF support in amount~which; would.'·:permit 
it to earn up to the prevailing highest authorize,d rate' of return 
for a california local exchange company until such time as' the 
Coxnmission authorizes a rate of return ,; tor Winterhaven. " 

'rhe Commission's Telecommunications Branch,' of 'the 
Ad.visory a:n.d Compliance DivisionCBrarlCh) o~ June 29'~ 1'990 reported. 
on the intrastate rates of return' for all 20 independent"io~ai .:, ' 
exchange companies involved in the CHCF. Foresthill. ~ele:t=>hone' , .' 
Company with a last authorized rate 'of' return of 13%'; authorized in 
1983 by Resolution No. '1'-10692, wa,s the highest auth6rii~d·:ra1:e·. 
Applying this 13% rate to the December 31~' 1990'net telephone plant 
investlnent by Winterhaven of $3,513,485 we determiri~::':th~t: the . >:. 

- 7 -" 
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resulting $456,793 exeeecls the $22~,182, funding sOug'htby .... . 
"', ,.'.. ... r" _. '.' \ "e .".: j.t..-' .... 1.' .•• '~', " .', ' " ~.':L,' ~",",,' .. ~ ... '" 

Winterhaven. , ' , "e '.',' '", ":,, " , ,.', 
"~6:or~in9'lY, .. we' ~il~, auth~f~.~e ~. m~if~~~~:~~n~~/)¥e.ei~;-"'l'·'·; 

Appendix A SUllUl\ary of the 1990 CHCF of Resolution No. T-14029 to , 
, ,," "' , 'f f!' ~ ~ " ' ,"', I , "" • ) , , ... ".~ : I/¥ 

provide' a ~et"settlem.ent ~ffeet for 'the utility of $228',,182:" 
Undinas 9.t F~ .', ",'" , ' " ""':-,~":"" , x, 

1. Winterhaven is an independent california'iocal 'e~ehange 
company subj'eet to the jurisdiction of this co~is~ion~ 

. .' .: ,- ". , ' .' "'j: " 11';'-.' 

2. Pursuant to the requirements, ot" Appenclix S,' of 
<,' I I' ,':'" • • " .' " • 

o.8S-07-022, in October of 1990, Winterhaven submitted its advice 
letter (subsequently modified) which set forth its 1990' net: " 

" .,; -' 

settlement effect and request for,,1990 CHCF support., 
3.' wiliterhaven was included in the 1990CHCF Revenue 

" .'. ,.' .., " .', / .. ~, :'~. ,'~ ',. 

Requirement net, settlement effects, Appendix A of, Resolution" No,. '" ", 
T-14029 issued December lS,' 19S9~ 

", .~.~ -< .', 

4. With a new Calitornia eentral office, and no available 
historical data' on traffic" '~epa~ations, and. acce~~,' the: original 

"' •• l • l .•.. ..,;. -/.' '.,.... . ,',"-

1989 filing,on 1990 requirements which, had to be submitted,by, 
october, 1" 19S9 (the day ,after Winterhaven's participation in, ,the 
settlements pools ended.). could. • not in~lude. the intrastate~ilupacts" ,: 

• ' . , .r. ,. ',' " ,. r ' I "" , ',I., ,i ' ' •. ,.' _,'"J •• :, L 

of changing from settlements to bill-and-keep accoss; however f., this, 
• . • • • I . • ) i ., \ I ~. 

data now exists. 
'f, .• ' 'I: ," I. .. ...' ,'...,. '" '-"" 

5. Based on, this later, acquired data" Winterhaven,;s~~~ to, 
update its 1990 CHeF revenue requirements to reflect settlement 

, ' " ,", ' ,,' 
" 

effects in 1990 caused by regul~tory chan~es ordered by the. ' 
commission in,D.88-06-023. 

.' "'::' 
6. 'I'he updated CHCF 1990 revenue, requirement of, $228,182 is " 

supported by the' workSheet attaehed t'o' the, apPlication~~as::,',',' ," ",,"', " " 
.' \ " ., " "j ,,' ..' , 'v' T., ,.'" .,,' " " ~' ,: I, ,: ':1 

Exhibit 1. 
,,' ""'L:":')'/;"~'" ,''" '," :';".'-',~> '·J~·f~··~/;::~>:~.'j 

7~, Th~ $228., 18~ :t=.'ev~nue ~e~~re~ent,:~s:,.~~ ~in ~e~~m.i~;,:; ""';:.':) 
prescr~ed for Winterhaven in 0.91-05-016... ,," 

I.' ,~. ,>. "', :, .) .. , < •• : ••• :. \ : •••• ,'.' __ ._ ......... ,' .'::~/. :' '." •• ~,f.: ':)_"'j'<~" ',',:'; I:. ,::,ij.~: 

S. 'I'h~ $228,182 .. funding_ for Winterhaven, ean be made.,from .. ,the., 
~~. _. " " . " ~, -' . ." ... , • ',.'.1 .:)" .... '. '~,";~' 

existing 1990 CHCF.s~rp1us. -', :'-··.:t.~~.··~ :.:':.\/·1"":'~: 

- s -
.'t \. ,'_ 
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,e 

Conclusions of Law 
1. Resolution No. T-14029 issued Oeoember 18't 1989 should be 

modified to reflect sUbstitution of this deoision number for the 
Winterhaven Advice Letter Number in Appendi,x A to the Resolution, 
and to indicate a Net Settlement Effect of $228,182 for the 
utility. 

2. A public hearing is not neoessary. 

ORDER 

IT' IS ORDERED that Resolution No. T-14029 issued 
December 18, 1989 is moeitied to reflect that the 1990 revenue 
requirements from the California High Cost Fune for Winterhaven 
Telephone Company are $228,182. 

This order beoomes effective 30 days from today. 
Dated Septe~er 25, 1991, at San Francisco:, California. 

I a:bstain. 

/s/ G. Mitchell Wilk 
Commissioner 
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President 
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DANIEL Wm. FESSLER 
NORMAN D. SHUMWAY 

Commissioners 


