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TURN - g
= R P T U IS I A UL SR T IR OO N UL ART SO
A TIAD FORNT 167 aW Srddni2htidn ‘t::ith”ii‘(l)%léuhiséory o)

representing residential and small businéeefratépQYeré‘in o4 nl

SO i viotinlnpny
proc%edingn i>ef6re ép;s Cqmm}ssion. Its’pértic{pa}tién n-t i'pi:sL-,;\»:{

proceeding was in furtherance of this mission.  TURN requests
compenééﬁiéﬁ ?f $522 34?”&21‘ its participation in this proceeding,

(1SS S

notwithstanding its:zadmission that many of its:péditiohs wére RHet
adopted by* fh? Et:f'olhr‘ﬁi&rz;:lon. TURﬁ points to the exception commonly
known as theg"Redwood zAlliance Doctrine" {(D.%1-11-070), which
permits compensation where only’ ‘a: portion of the customer’s
presentation has been adopted by the Commission. We have
oted ¥HLCHEHE Do &L INE R - ggeﬁ{ofncorporated into the
1§ ”’ %“ ‘Fg puons of Sec. 1802(h). (D.93-10-074, mimeo. at 5-6.)
Q \gher GTB California (GTEC) nor Pacific Bell (Pag;f]fg‘)
0 ol

opposed “Hh ‘aWard S&f cémbensat ion'to M ‘thou -“ IQ nacivci)cqte less
thai tHEYEE 1T Yaquest be gikhtda " ol tre basis 3% t‘i’é above o
Commission discusdion F'es”f ‘seld. 1803 (hs Gna t'h’e”ﬁ&ifinirﬁrgﬁc‘eﬂ Qc;f t’}} 1_0
two utilities 'Whd' f£iléd 5:e8p0nsﬁésf fi‘fb"fl‘l:.’fjﬁi!:'g‘;‘\ejcmles;gl rf{é;.r et ot ,;}
€31 Iy I 14 ? nfney i

conpénsation, e ‘EohéTdde! Ehat FURN has made a substantial o3

ey fog il £ prifswoll ahin

- b 1 Jite
contribution in this p‘rocefefdingr.l J‘f‘e now shall’ address ‘}!}ﬁ,,}ﬁ?}"% !?f
the amount of compensatlon to be awarded.

vl holf pabf 38 LGEE" Hé r'i‘ifR}{ beé ait‘éi*ii%d g;lltifh‘)ongﬁl::hird of its
requ’e’a‘é‘{:‘“"’é’rEb bropdsss i magcimum Of tuo- t}urds. !‘Both pgi}lt to the
fact that the Cémmi‘s’écionr aid %ot" adoibtgthfe\);naggi‘r%sz;tih . & ()
advocated by’ CTURN.Z" Both' rafer to' L£d9~1“i_1§ b'?((j), fciférein t\hté ¢

) -y b 33 geat grniwollcl woit sUg L =JQ35
Comnidsidn' rétusead” to{jgrantg%ile Eull amount of compensatn?n gclaimed

because tfxe ma;é@- posltlons %!f“tq[ée 61a1ma?13t ‘;vé;:;wﬁéé é&:)pted
Neither finds fault with the quality or efficiency of TURN'’s
participation. .

TURN, in its reply, indicates that D.91-11-070 was
~decided prior to the 1992 amendments to the'interveno‘r compensation :

statutes; } {Secs.<1801,/;¢et 8¢q;
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amepdments; ths Commission mdy awdrd fullidompensatisdriieven when an
intervenor.is-onlycpdrtiallylsuécessfiulle = (Rép197nat 4y 1o varn
1o 1ioisbirt1oTURN isitcorrectiin thisiassartiont Uhdéi‘?{:hé‘fat‘ﬁéﬁdﬁ‘é‘ﬁf
to Sec¢yv1802(H) the Commisaion YmaP¥ awardifull dsmpensdtisn s an
= rinteryenor whOnisﬁonly%partially:éuceéssful?5ﬂThé“kéiﬁ{§ that"this
=:authority iscpermissivej notrmandatory:o(Sedd 14¢) = Thé Comidib&ion
haaudiscrebioniasito;théramdunﬁcofrcompenéétioﬁbiﬁ éongidérgo1qdn
reasonable. = IncarrivingcatythiascdetérminationctheCmmisgion o3
considers theé market ratecfoér:comparable-gervides pérfdrmed by the
claimant;: the degreerthatiitsideocisionvrelidscon-1dwpifacts i dnd
polioy;.or procédural-contentions6£54 iclaidant j'fthe ‘Quality Gf -the
~ipexformance of-ithat .claimantsicandsillumination 6f issues’ By Ehd 21
claimant«z oif3 doem 10l buidd-suno Janol 35 yd mislo a WAUT ooubox
ton ooy Weshalldiscdussonly.<the first twWo ofiithesd'critd¥igos
NeithexriiPacific nor:«GTEQ challenges' the ‘quality rof *TORNTs hotqobs
participation oriithe :value:to; the Yecordfof. the' tany; i'gsudy Joq 1o
. .presented. ;»The Cornmission thas no -hegitation' of ‘its oWwn Ji’ thesed s
points. ) e a3t .ona2} .Eapssnoonne od Diregda bas potdonul oldnylny
{is pajlziJURN.glaims that-the /hourly: ratés' reqiested For ‘its cula
attorneys;-are: identical> to :thoge'-already ‘approved: arid adopted’ by
the Commission:in-D.93-10+045) and D.94>09-022: for' thése! bamerovazi -
.attorneys.iaThexre: was; rio, challengé! to those: Yatés fin ithigiotdisy
proceedingisf .20 nt a2y o1 asvip nollsusaib ods bns (noldsinorsig
15 GTEQ: asserts!that’ thercompensadtion! cIadimed £6f Costa’39b
should be reduced from $125 per hour to $120 for 1993-4> AhAXEromd”
$115 to $110 for 1991-2. GTEC's contention was that Costa, tholgh
,Qbmpetgntzawa81hotlsuffigieﬁbly experiencediint telephone
. Proceedingsitoswarrant: thes fulls fed ‘clainedl v He> nbtier thar CovtaLd
.-has an: advanced,degreer-andchadi worked! ihs theifield:of otiupox fliw

work was on both the regulatory and the _reseéfchi?l'e‘&’e’lﬁ c.$he> Gamd? - .
toi TURN with-a3grounding:imtelecommunicatidns’ langudgel and policy. -
We.'shall:make: noj change: in.thef hourly! compensatioh)for> Costaiidaib




1.87-11-033 et al. ALJ/PSW/BTC/sid: ¥ Woa\t.1a . (w ts £F0- I1-%

v nedw nsuoTheresig.no.disputesthat the Commission did notradoptnr
many of the contentions of iTURN;»includingithose(thatiweramostnt
axdently,.pragented.: This:is-arprime oriterion-initHé'definition of
atsubstantia).contribution:”: (Seov 1802(h):)> All thHingsibeing <?

-gqual, a claimantwhoge;contentionsiwéreradoptedrhasia better "dldim

-under .this gtatute than)one whosé: contentions:wére:noti Thusiitris
appropriate ; to reduce ;the-amountcofnthe:claimcof-TURNIito “acdbunti
for this.failure to;win:Commissioniacquiegcéncestorits .pdgitionss
ey yd Lonﬂ@@m@% not jagree:withrthe-redaction proposediby:GTEG 622
Pagific.Pacific,would have us ireduce iTURN's:claim by tws+thirds
S ito - xefleet <that, _all:;of :TURNts :primaryreccmmendations cwere o
rejected by, the Commission:/ ii{Résponses-at. il }IsiGTEC would Have us
reduce TURN'’s claim by at least one-third for much the samesmisio
reasons.: i~{Response, cat: 1-3.2)1 Bven where:itgipoditions were not
adopted, ;TURN's participation was:usefuls in"focusing ‘our.‘degision:
on potential problems andicompeting positions il When :competently.q
advocated, .as, TURN's, positions.Were;::this participation pexrforms a
valuable function and should be encouraged. ({Sec. 1801.3(1))?-.‘)':3051
Also,, we acknowledge. TURN's role-ih -represénting and'@ssisting all’
regidential; and. small.busipess: ratepayers oh-a" fulll spectrumtof! 1
issues. with, mipimal: staffing.c .«Considering the ‘scope!of:TURN/B il
participation on the,-issues; in' this: proceeding,s thevguhalityrof its
presentation, and the discretion given to us in Sec. 1802 (h)3owe'q
deteyrmine that.TURN should: be: awarded: 75%i{ 6f: {tsoldid for
compensation.ceer ol 0552 o spold 1o 2%i¢ soxY baoubor od B [uors
LIR. {3  pizon dsd3 2ew notlaoinos 2 03T .S 10€f 10} 013 0)-2Lfg

Theigompensationirequest pade:by. the: Latino::IssueshForim
presents;us; with, a;number:off difficultiesiand)sas:we> shalli'explain,
will require a,supplemental: filing:beforeiwercanadt»with> finality.
Notwithstanding;n theresare' importapnti:issues raised>whichteanioahd!

SshQu,ld):{bé aﬁdressed.r heres: ady bio viodsfupoy odd diod qq;egw Atow

- Tyo i féa hiis We begin® With! twor generall observationsiiv Sevéral ‘GEIEh):

distinguished,attoxrneys.ywho, have,labotreds inythis) procetéding’ unded!
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1&he,auepices Qf theilatino(Ispues:Forum havesrépredented:thespi sl
intexests 9£Ere84den§iéljratppayereuin;a‘myriad;df Commigsionyion

( _p;gcggdépgg; for.a,longer :period:thancany other »irtervenor.hniimif

L1 Gommendably, (theiy focusihag:bgenion-the plight:of the''economically
disadvantaged with aispeoial-emphasision:the service:conditiongon
faced by Californjais.Higpani¢ population.orInithid proceedingpor
that fogus has.bgen centered;onissuescof itiiversal 'sérvicera’goal,
yel to be.attaiped,;:longcespouged:bycthis (Commidsioncand byslqobs
california’s glected officialsq i We-axe.nowifaced:with-airequests

.Eor $425,260.91 as.compensationcfor. the Férumid:contributionimade
in;ageisping ugcin D,94:091065. 11As weé shall explainjiWe raré cincrio

L -~

doukt ;that the -Forum;desexrves :substantialiéompensatién forilte sl

sl n

vitaljcontxibutiong nncYet thetfynds from;which this:compensationds

to be paid are born by ratepayers iand -it--is:oux duty:to«scrutinize
nztﬁﬁiténgat;fEQﬁsﬁspgrspegti!¢¢Qﬁ;the objectionsiraised by Pacific
. and GTEC.but ,algo-with acrecollection:of: the ¥iews iwhichlwe ws o3
expresged in April, of -1992 when.we considered the budget estimate:
tiod1 Yo W& now turn to.the basis for.the.compensation claim.iiThe
unjversal ;sexvice .contentions raised and pursued By, LIF in this td
proceeding wag, esgentially, adoptediin D,94-09-065 ‘Neither:utility
disputes this.,;-In addition,. both. u_bilit:i'es;-agree.'._thébrfIJIF;-made‘.-’aﬁ

T A P iy

substantial contribution ,and is: thus;entitled to:intervendr birpaiy

- Pagty

compensation, as ,of, right.; We .are. in total:accord.! :Thus under

Sectiop; 1803 ,of the Public Utilities,Code,> reasonablé! compensation

A8 mandatory, and . ghall be,awarded .to LIR.iotdibbs oill lo Jiasvingod
_3dn seeking to determination: the; dimension® of..reasonable:

cempensation, .we, find; the (issues; more difficult:than those’ posedlin

ayﬂﬂﬁsQQHQQQQE?QiPnLQELEQBEﬂﬁyﬁﬁguﬁﬁba3-Asfnotedp;iﬁxD392-04>030j1we
..had ogcasion. to.pass, on .the; budget: estimate; and: issues’ statementio

EY l‘:iJLIJIE‘

which precgded LR g, work,dn,this proceeding.zs There)wé detlared
-+ DLIReligible, for,sompensation, buki noted;concexn with:the proposed>
fUp.budgekn sﬁ.?;grqaﬁxﬁrqmglynﬁkepbicalfoﬁthgireasbnablghéssrof;this :

budget.” (43 CPUC2D 648, 655-56.) Of particular concern with’.the
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large-number.of-attorneys comprising:thaseaffig dnd:thévdted’ds
compensation.h TheLfbébrmersisdueswasiquéstiondd 1h11ght 3¢ Ehait
limited. issues-which-the Porum:proposedité-addressic? (1a1iPae~¢58.)
i icsiaoaco: Nowy three: and Ol‘ié-l’l&lf“?éarﬁ'iléﬁéf} iivé‘ifind‘féﬁéii”f’&éi'fic
contendsfthatothe :comperisable thotrscclalmed by LIk 'shstild pgboeib
reducéd-by -at léast:one-third/vcag justifivatiohypiéfeicVdsbartd
ithatimany.of: the:spedifidcproposils advandéd by -LIF Rer&tnot 53
adoptedd LTherutility:alsornotesithatithel blidget>sibdictéd By LIP
at.the:time'compénsation:wasisoitght *was>léds €han<half'&£0Ehe (150
amountowcbeing cldaimed? sIn acnores igpesifie mated; "Pioifié d8dxs
~toireduce cthe:dompensdtion for LIP .wWi€n&ss Halgadon! on EHE 'BR5181
that lis évidénceswas duplicative6f sigsies Faddiedasd by t8Ehadvol
~ partiesiio:He note .that (the wtility’ did notYassigi I§pedific adiid¥
-anounts -tocany of: these ‘conténtionsyeynist vd ntod ors Dirg od of
oiYiona yd We:findrPacifid’s insistende that therfe:be 'a “PEAGETLISN in
the awardibecause-:all ‘of ' the rcontention of the claimant “werd hd¥'s
granted :to:hé iuhrealistid.' 2iParties i Major Prodesdings Fsush a9 ©
. .this have. no ‘expectation :that: the :lahguage in' the ‘prayeks of their
brie€i will ‘be” adopted: ad: hoa. vexba{ :LIF ¢ledrly persuaddd us df v
. the importance of/itg figsué’ and idoes 'rot’ MeXitia eductidn Fiyoo1d
compensation'.because each facet! of (its rre’codiiendation ih' ehigusib
regard ‘did notnfind its way-into' ouy fimalicordelistneo [atdantadue
1sbair Mo¥é troublesome' is :the totdl amslint! clziided by LIF />
.relation; to, thei estimate présented to'us inl'p. 9210440308 Wg are™
cognizant of the additiondl .time farid ‘e¢ffo¥t Ahposdd fon’ thE ' paxt {es
asithe:rresulbrif:irregulavities’ pertainidy to D, 935694076,

14Dv94509-0664 abi 15+161)311 Thistsituition should heéver Hy

4. i
ve ‘afisdn’

and {8) one ‘forlwhich: we>bea¥ totaliresgolHibllity to thd Pitépaydys

ofi.Californiawviz Cléarly; it tould rot! Wibie ‘Bedi contenplatedad the

times LIPS s budgebiwas ‘submittedl 2 Blen sojtherelib oldiangt i v
:: disparity bétwéen: thervestidatéd: bitdget® atidi tHe™ outd ot Getorhey !

i: time:actuallyi-tlaimedi byl the> Forum'I=-This 147 showid 6h-
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has,ygaulted: inyunnecessary burderdghon:our:Processes, it 8hauld’be
reepectgd‘J While not exhausting all possibilities of unreagonahle
behavior,;we find it useful to focus?on the hours spent raﬁhef'ﬁhan
the numbe?‘qf individuals who spent Eﬁ?m. If the totaluhggga,gxq
no more\fqr~six attorneys than wouldihave been consumed by 6ii&VEhe

case has not been ovgrlawye{ed,‘“ﬂqeqﬂqe seek)gg,apply this tesg to

caal oun 23191UXKd 0

the LIF compensation request, we find comparison with TURN!S .3
palticipation and resulting compensation ggg{pjpg be instructive.

S5 30 c;-mnd JDoOX 1IR3 S @YD Uk

e e SRothis ?rﬂceedi..mn’tlf ¢ongentrated on the dssue.of 5o

"univ . 3
e sagggﬁgvgc%w ,E(gsoa}tl;gm? '8, ere jrequired. to bejexport noy

this important are Compensgg g on . i?:PPW-ﬁ?“Qna for: 1,703,26 hqurs

n 1o foids inseay’ 16D 8l
of egaslj i 9?1“!8?11“ F{&f‘%ﬁat FaLes. v } i}‘l% Dbetwgsen, $32%/ h‘?}‘r AN apbhid
i}:h “zlr““; 3‘:{1 quest.. 2 %J;'{m)guoa L, request; should be contrasted,

(o niob .ff’t Qurs, of, Attgrpey, | j&f?ﬁ ?s{ﬁifn?qvb)ﬁ TURN at,rates

ranging frop}$%%51§2,$£§g((ﬁ Request,. at, 21722 Reply. Attachmept.)

Further, it is a fact that TURN addressed -any .more issues, than did .

tflé :l'-‘blrljtjﬁi ti':u‘s; fo‘e(’iufxﬁjngfi‘;’s Ilja Ji;;r‘;; l2:0 dis 1 e tige .
broader nudbggiof gzéas. Flnalri ié‘is t e of o)
Joyiiiaad T he qss;ssgnent Jéthe ALJ
bertastod by Kok won oh 3 o ;'*Zﬁi“"b“‘i;i‘“fi“‘”* o7 o) vork
boxforped b drhul ‘:UP il pdered by, the Forum.. .,

Thus w
2ithi $ could, not jupeity ﬁ}’}ﬁva%?f JTERCEF, SOTPOREAtion; 50 o,
er set of attorneys on e predlyate supqy;or,qual;fy of a i

oupel 10 (0iisDlidqud oa o (R P
wor produ t. .
tafin s Yo itobdunisih 5 193for oW Luzueibtieg teddo ywd banasibbs

The c
e }511[ quiy §:3 :19-'}?3;‘82& oxflff ST I??mpensa :?;13 §ward“;.s governed: by,

Section 180

res2 151 2 iii;; {1 ?;‘x: r?:f fl‘:al.l:fe F;): bnlc} I P&c}l}g}? g Codes,. . In,di scharging; oux.oy,;

basf:’ rELE i‘lﬁ‘jzi ‘;eq,.?i‘uf the practi c%i?_fn the legal;profession,to
ca cu at on on the hour§Jg(p§ ?g times an; hqurlykra;e,,

a'OATD 10 IX9O03 o0l L afiol
As amended by the California Leglslature in 1992, we are dlrgcggdf

"t e i
{LLI ?kx ig};oug‘?i}?c}g?ga}:io «5’“:1(1 maxke ?teuop?égu;t}o.)P?gs,ons of
com arable .

£ sjsfgoaeggugp ﬁgr}fg?ro?nf L‘SJOffgrbﬁ%mé\;?rm,S YAGE83x90u "

Thisg alculation i8,Sapps .YL?SQ?VP&ghng?vah? raksiforisogparable

a1 1o no;Jrnmxoj b Sh:

ser\nceﬁ P3 g \{E?ﬁ; 3 wy?rg,)get?{}geqlpw the;ut. uu]fsyi -khes g?'l‘!!‘é??-}?i‘

4.1

who have com ar 3
31 iedi fox ;fo:a %? training and experienge and,; w{‘?xﬂ%“-&.‘.';ﬁi@igﬁﬂ
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ipg_rx,i‘qg_a;%g Having ponderedithis (formulayiwe condlude> thati thetol
«; Legislatyre: has rimplicibly. Acknowledged:the publie’ service? haturd

oﬁaphg,prqﬁegaipnaltcareers;9ftabtorneyb“hhd>elebt?thdEV6té*tH§1r

laboxs to theiseryice:of this' Commission:ahd’ to:citizens whotwbild

vvvvv

‘ ugthg;gigq;hgmynreprpeented~in:pur{déiibérébibnsii'Thérerié?éiffiﬂk

alement of agmirable sa¢rifice>im:suctddedicatiohid Thérsérvicesiof

Robert ;Gnaigdarare:11lustrative: Gnafzda haétbeeh a’alstinguished
., member,of;the,California-Barcfor nearly: thrée?détadesl bHad he 21
elected to deploy his considérablestaléntsronithe' 18galdohiesins of
the affluent,he;could,;now comhand:feesswhichsweidonotTdoubt would
aexgeed; thessun ofi$325iperthouxacldimed:herer 2Bat theidaimiidevp
gsexvices!.for whithhejithotﬁbé:cOmpénsatéd-zare?diféﬁtéduﬁé’lt‘hé9-"
..labors ofgothexs who:have selegtediarcateeriwhidhprehile undéyoriez
compensatediinaterms-ofcdifindncialifatesiiderivesréonsiderable 1o
.satisfaction from advocacyiperformdd inithé more noblevaspifiticiis
;Qﬁ{th@:l@galspzqtgssion.aw Bocaunaib ylepoiverg A Lorolod sl
waa&udmIEIiStiﬂeghatﬁcontext.Qhat(weiconcludeltﬁéﬁ?tﬁe3faEé}of

_compensgation requested-by TURN;cand previously approved By thigo?
Commission, is the applicable market rate for thisipréséeding foxrl
work performedin 1994, rsSimilarly,cfér:work perforiéd<for LIF
before: 1994, the-rate allowediincD.94+11+055should béOur ‘guidé ™

Jedd ouxd =i 31 .07 Js ,e2icciaod) Ao eidl pntdsi nesadua
ot pol yiveod ns aonditon Jorn accb nof 35ensgod 10T Janupat 24 Td
. N T I s b el el i oparvod_etsqaeba lo s
CTTETAS TOLEAT 1€ 1E the JodSPomd s F8E “the “16gal Proféssion oo "
-..approach the, issue ;_Qf.,u;c.gmpehsa_t:ion in termsTof an hourly Yaré. 5/Tn
" seeking a relevant "market® with which to make a.comparigon, .we. are
~Frugt Fated’in -that “the Teddl’ pYotesdionils employed by this o
Commission and by the internal staff of the utilitiescare'nictpaid
by the hour. Rather, they receive an apnual salary.to.which many
boncfits 7ave Adddd ik K Lotal Feompindation erangenent s By
cqg,t;_l;%t;,-, t{)lg, private (practitigner:who gervesras the!traditionxlifq
model for the hourly rate begins each day. of. professional, existence
1 &m‘c@fta'iwf“aé'%"g' whéther Thérd is “a' cl‘i‘é‘ﬁt),‘ ‘%E‘o“p é’g 7 nothing of the =
number;.of ;potentialy hours Which. willl be ccompensatedr aticthatryats's

In making thege ,t’)_bseé'vati_ons,( we s;\iimglixgbote‘ the difficulty,of o4y -

 caldilation' fdhd TtHE GARdYadt’ odtédne’ £6"be harvestéd ‘fr¥om such an-
2,effortised ni noideqiniiveg oshufoni Jor bitv brs yyoeivioqua ywiosien

o
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for,this: proceeding. >:Thus;calculatéed hH:-thé:allowablea! co%np"e“’rfs%ili‘ib"h
for;attorneys: Gnaizada,» Merfocdly('Schulkind),i"and! Adanel §5 56t ‘a?’$215
: per) hour, for; 1994, and»:$210; per, hour:-priox: to> 1994 i o The rats! foxo
;. attorney Savage:is;$190: prior:to1994'-andt$215 pex: hotuk th 19943l
<The; highersrate for:1994cds: fully:justified: by higraddéd: ekpeividce
., in,practicing before.this:Commission:andihis ihéreasead Yo Jinraio
i xesponsibility forithis matter: The'raté: £o%! attorney: Cadtél1and
is xreduced fxom:$165.t0i$150:per hour; making>itiequalitd eheivate
1claimed by TURN'’g (other:attbrneyjdAllen:iton sid yolgsh os baitsoels
biucu JdusbTheideglaration.ofsCastellano describing hediovills ods.
qualifications does not:-descrxibésrspecificitrainidg orreddéatiantin
telegommunications, jas:does that:ofdcosdtaiof ATURN I AbaeAtoBO¢h?A
showing, wejgongidex.her-functioniprior to-April 9521992 co2ba ithat
of aflégal:assistantssiWeszbelidvérthatIthelservicdsréfiCcastallans
.should ibesvalued more highly afterladmissionvto thé%&lif&fﬁﬁ%&t
than before. Aas previously discussed, we.havaradeordéddrcdstélldrio
a-fee;of -$150/houriad.an-attorndy. i>He shallcpermit irédimbursement
for ;her-;163 ¢75 hourg{of:servicésrprio¥ito bécsming a fember"Sf the
Bar at::$10Q/houriiis 101 aisi soZyio osldavilyge ouf al Jaoiasionsd
11.1 10 GTRC :séeks a disallowarice 'Of fall .&f Pdttdrfiey *Adame 10w
compensation on ithe:basis ithat .nortime:  shdets wereipreséitedrolad
substantiating this work. (Response, at 15.) It is true that
LIF's request for compénsation does not contain an hourly log for
all of Aééﬂ%na;%ﬂ‘g‘;r%belﬁt e'f::h;e lgjasis for the charge was, eéxplainedin
;the declaratiqn of. Gamboa 3 We accept hls deolaration cghagic “the Sily

1% T evols i [333]
> Hour's (ihrlﬂ é’% &geré ltfh}cgse;l %Ijé‘ ‘fr’% v{aq re;ct ':;cpr‘ifirr:fat?iq};u 1 the

r(' hS I 3

ibimesheets, ;0f otherSu a1 lo 3d¥sle fs;u')JnL oy yd hne roteaisiioD

: rx YVre 2 IS g3 i !'{J f
s s i GTEC g (daf SACLE CHag AGiTer 8 VoK Whs rdupLieAtive o g

v "‘"“}j 156 (10T JI6ene nl Yol
proves :'toq muqh In:any.: proceedlng -where more' f{thari* 6}?'{% at't}c?rin%')
3T o« vr ')F‘) eained 93pt yituold o g (o] 230 :
"‘e}’?e%% v S CHE LS T (1) Ve HHdEances Miler's, Whev, mush, conault

DAY

and:,even work. on -issues. d:ogethez‘w iSimilanly i GTEGfs” ‘ét;amengé"tdi‘
e R EY D 1 VY p aw L Broilevios aasi ptuxsn i
tl}?ﬁ (%am 2 é‘sait}?ﬁlg.iféé; R scnne ¢%°cﬁu{a on, the | aﬁ s fthat, o’x.,f?iau%In
merely supervisory and did not include participation in hearivygs<is
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11)sfounded. ;He, often . find; that supervisors areinot- dppedrancesiat
ouy: hearings -(or in,court);,: Howaver;:theiricontributién>to’the w
efficiency.of, xepresentation ids,notsdiminished-because theysdidlnot
personally: attend..: botaesrines od Jeu. 2847 Lwteddsn ovidgededua
aide [ 1 GTEG: challenges; any. right to. tompensationfor(29i77>hdurs
:0f;what; it termp Flegislative adyocacyiy =i(Responsey/sdt26.).aWe>d
have,attempted; to reconstryct;GTEC'$>time-allocation {thiough thés
19gs,presented by; LIF, but-haveibeeniunsuccessfulv{ In it§:Réply>

. Aat,2119) ); LIF) agserts, thatswhat-GTEC. termgilegislativeradvocady-

was time relating to,theijoint legislative-hearings.hoWeibelieve:
that time devoted to these hearings was properly chargeableiforos
intervenor,compengationa; i The pxocedyralomatters’disaussed and
adviggsopggjpggﬁye;gdagpggtlgfsbbngUidancegbhab£wenbﬁiﬁtqsbhejjs
eventval.decision din this matters ,Since-LIF hab:already heenoféund
to have madeia;substantial-contxibution to1D:94:=09:065pnit rayild

~¢laim.compensation.£or attendance. atthesechearings:and necéssary

preparation. cmaniogxs barsclboogen od 110iVI2 bas soszaogxo oldonce
oot ron o Next,qwesturn to the ipumber-of hourscthatishéuld be
compensated. -Again; it.is useful toicompare:thectlaims of LIF and
TURN.  L1foabkh follpadddtiof fdr V1783, 46 abCOMIEY houra, Erom
which we mustidedug§i163 16 ofcthe hours:claimed for attorney
Castellano. This lea¥8871;889Y8Y ' h&id Tof ‘SCEEYHEY tine. TURN
asks for 1,341125:.,This-is:curious:insthat TURNcaddressed many
more issues“fhinhi d1d/%£g”f)%§gg¥ e s bégﬂie%51£:ff“wé have no reason
to believe, - nor-hasg,there : been'any contentionpithat'the quality of
TURN'’s work wadqanﬁlle ‘rtﬁéﬁﬁﬁhﬁt’gf ngp’ sp1€8 the broader

range of sub)ects and lesser number of claimed hours.

cd 03 baeniiifiph95-64°6367(43 chézdf€4§ﬂJ id “Plafeated concern over

s hoamyg "‘Ur

thiefes4E76f €HE 5f6§6§éaféﬁsﬁin§‘ofcﬁrﬁ“oﬁéfbr6§osed‘Hﬂ”ics‘Bﬁa &t.
The 'rEGHESEN£0r " 8SRpERGaCISH Bubdi€fed 68 WS WA nEtital ﬁ%élthis

‘féon&ern.“Cwﬁile”wéid6“ﬁ6t’ffnd ﬁﬁSngﬁtéédéﬁﬁiTcgglgh 5?“3"1"’03

parEic1§a€{oﬂfonq1ssdé§qﬂwhicﬂ' 803 ESHIELR IR Sab S FREEE N,
we do believe that the ratepayérs are being asked to pay for more




1.87-11-033 et al. AlJ/psSw/BTC/8id ANAUNLIA L In o FEO-TH-VBLT

.+ hours.thanjhave:been justified:: Ex&eptifor!the mihor fansuiit! of i
work ;done by Witnesss Hargadon: on thé rat&‘degsus’, LIF ‘devoted! it
- efforte to universal-sekvice>»and did not!participate on sther’ 110
substantive matters. This must be contrasted with TURN;! Whs @101
ceffectively addréessed:a:wide! rangerofiisgsues i fewel ‘billable
hours. (. We have:noimeans ofydetermining!whatthe precist’ atolintl’df
time shouldithavéibeen! for éach' attorney: dénteach mattelraddresyeql
Similarly; no justificationifor:the’amount ofl tind ‘sptnt>Shledeht
sybjectiwasvprovided! by LIF.?3Theihduré:1dggéd by: the! attdkndy’ were
merely-1listed, candiwefarei asked td Actept>them! Prhisis nat? 26%
acceptablesprnis yissyosq zaw apnitanod ozoly ol Batoveb oatly Iedd
bin ba:GTECiobjectsctolanybeompenaitiontbéingacesrded torotit
attorneyjbimenrelatingstosthenisdieloflattorneyrsanectiond anaivobs
attorney xéprimandecd ‘(Résponsa, ateg8112,) ifGTRC attributed 1087738
— LIF.attorneychoufsitoithé repridandriasiueidnd’18:815hahra v4 E£he?
sanctions issuey:ii(Attachmgnt 1.}t 73180 éppodesise6aBaighiédlite
sanction expenses and $571.11 to reprimand expenses., -0 tRIHASA(
' 54 £11DJ94:092065: at 2957 spEdifidally léft open“tito motions:
i LD 1o luisYMotioncby:Latins Isdueés Pérum anaétﬁe cbodsnoogaon
I T L
ysitodin “BR Parte [Communications By . Pacific pellrgy 2w oty
AL Ui S o '?"(a«‘ﬂ ;%%“-‘Av'iofilﬁé;\J‘,!lYe?,?a $1892, 00 2idy  .onnlf{sjued

i -

yiies bar2 oufIMoti6A byrhabinorldgues=Forii and Ehért. ] 1ol adan
ISTRLE! ; on oved Bperican 6,1, Eorum, thak Publiciytilities. nnt oen
sounes on oved GenngSa (‘;n“Ir!ﬁedéEig‘;gte"As.signqd o o
1o yitleun oill Commissioner Shumway’ s ARt i Hidpanicipresgvolisd o3
sahno e ‘CQ‘fgl;g.nce.-in’ P ,C!§-Cou}ipyaggﬁyith;}gg}, aAtow ' iBsur
sebrowd ol igPRaPRERET G o‘glié‘d, 1992, ' con |
Laqtpor bosinln Yo wsdoun gosnesl bos 2iosidua o opnsy

cvo n1oono HHFoNgiders, the matter of ;gangtiong _andareprimand to be

_2ybsymed ;in £he two motions jnot yek ideternined by, the Compigsion:
1t 8u99¢ake that, gince these matters haye.not beenicongluded thar
. Commission could properly, determine;that .timepisg, not;xipre toc.decide
. SOTPengation avards rel, ating to them. ; (Reply, PP, 11212, )i cWayng

oscr 101 yeq ol bodas pnisd ous 2rsyegolsy odi Jedd ovaifed ob sw

131 -
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agree with, LIP,; and. will, make:a: determindbion Sf) totpenwatioh! at?
the time these issues are deafdedisit stow {({(d)S0BI .0oR) wiatoosh
Conua o1 «Insline withythis determination’ we>must>&lert the parties
.thatywe have a most difficult time:assensing the! tihéiallotarda by
LIF to.these;issues,, Certainly.the> houra ofrattoYney>sehilkindare
readily,agcextainable.xoThere is:more difficultywith végard to'ln
LIF's othex.counsel. -Since:LIF:is)seekingr@ompensition’forehdss
houxs and theycare presumably:iincluded:withinothebtimésheetsdlfi18d
in its request for compensation;ritoisdiLIF's>duty2td maké “ghigroo
matter|clear,p;LIEsia diregted tosfile atsupplementdlsfeport
indicating thesattorney hoursrandzéxpenseszaddignédit6 7 €hésd {dsiles
and correlate-this showing to therhours and expéngéaiiiicits re§iést
of November 1%9,,1934y+cLIFnshall bearcthedcost ofcproviding EHig !
,.8upplemental ;report,.ginge ~~its;‘nécesaitfr1is rattribitable “£6ftHe 19
nature of,;the logs presented.towusd/=d sy ,ovodn bonoldnes 215oven
SUROC ..y 15 (o zpao) od afrollis ndl oi 230-€0-pR.0 of i seded o Foido
. - SUROC is an organization *..iwho&é:primary pirpsséi's to
edycate and.advocate on;behalf:of the-agéd and elderfly'‘before the
Califorpia Publig ;,Qt—i-litieé*comiésion 4 bo(Deolaration, at ¢I¥) =it
Xeque ets .COmPENS; , rsegregatéd as<followsy o 101
oy 1adii {03 i\zsq azodd pnibuiont (arosynqgoiss ol od Jravor
68.5 hours @ $170/hour for representation _i-Ei§L1b_§§§3,_Q_QJ

Lo ovie 83-P -honxs, @.$ ,15/hour::for. reading cand < ton ch oW
el f;*’lfﬁdersftr:afl}?}g]ga :i(t‘c(um‘eoqﬁpj vd bolasupss Iovel sveil 15;:?'-,2.5;.2-,.5‘%
sy o 32, hours @ . $ 40/hours for lof fice ifunctiohgbron 151 1328000

& 115 : H tindnavsrg sviionsllo 1ol
Bxpetiges e bl i1 feoibardnst odd nit noids 3 1 X

criinniosd daub wi olloW isid yoifloy brns nolinlupsy aottifiiy

<
This con Irﬁ-:Stqsu yif;./t’%f‘sprl?.?i"! jauxgg?}.h estimal;e of $6: 338, coonavbs o

(D- ;1952[{.?80?(3?'9?“?::? fog 0‘4 J6d3 oveiisd ow yltslimi2 .osnoioni

bri 9.2 [}.‘;‘ILR.?JCI;IJS} rg 180 *ﬁ?jr Compepsatiigfb is apﬁ'eéin?é‘ yf‘fﬁl\!])si
934 :Z:xo(?'f o‘}?}"u{ éad oif l%:gwlfjxgeinr?i‘t %P x?}ippﬁpf pas) ssued i3
$ to ionlsi :Yp}ﬁl;‘x t, adyoca ?Sl.hshax‘} :

Thus it was not a PO
R “crl%i tfa?iqb heU C%JB sep%ilﬂs'lf;:e nor O q tion

were a ;\nm .

f‘1?ﬁ BLatd ?Je i Xxs 80. és SEEES L (Sn?} _‘f,,{‘fi. ?FP 10 ..n.szbbr,
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whether; orx, not, SUROQ: made: a:r substantial cohtributich' tol the ooxvs
decision (Sec. 1802(h)) were not argued.,»in =onsni acoifd o0kl ol
~isreeg i3 Another: anomaly; has: come! to 1ightiatexributable to suroc!s
Yagk;of, familiarity;with: Commission practité: I SUROC!'s’cértifidhte
[s?f. gexvicesofthe March 75119941 reqhiest? foR conpénshtion!dodsd AL
shoy sexvice[on:OTEC::i This may actountifor  GTEC'E>£a110eN N0
mention,SUROCsin its Response:to! réflestsi for- ompénsatidn? ' 11
(Pacifig.also made(norésponsetd>SUROE/~though aceoxrding™ €6 théc!
certificate ofiservice' Pacific:iwas igdrvedeaion 10) Jroupor all aif
rrogqoiniline .with its géndral purposéf SURDETadvseated faip™
.. fate treatmentiforithose: .over«6siyearsvof age!OJThe“qdalitQ"‘ff’”i
»ESU§OC' g.partioipation was notcéqual td thdtcof LIFJoP TURNICTRIE
ig;to beiexpeqgted; in-thatiSUROJ {dra: n§§'orgéhizatién’5ﬁd°i€é 1o
President, Wolfe;risrstillslearning: Cémni §dion "practids 1 GIVER " Ehe
caveats mentioned above, we belieéve that:SUROC madd & suBstantisl
contribution to D.94-09-065 in its efforts to focus our attentiyy
.on . the needs qf tha:elderly. Aot 3Ls INAL IO 18 b UOAUL
a1 soto-Whileivwe are pleased t:o<encfout'ageat:he‘”’é‘r'éii'ci‘;&'ait:i"’o‘ii‘”‘r.')'f:“?J
the public in our procéedings,:wé must :bd dareful 'With allowandds'
for compensations iWe.mustbe mindful /tha€rall ’eXpPénsés eventUilly
revert to the ratepayers, including those paid ﬁor interyenor
d&‘npensatlon. aofJeldnonatgot 1ol 1eod\OvIZ2 oD spod O 8
We do not bélieve that: COﬁpénsatlon'at é&ithek Qhe $170 or
the ‘$75 per hour level requested by SUﬁob”;;“§5¥¥gﬁgﬁﬁ.f Eﬁﬁoc has
an igsue: that needs..to beuddvocated, butiithere" is “a Q164¥hing curve

Rt aut gt

fp}r effeqctive presentation in the technical field of, publjic;
uEllities regulation and policy that Wolfe is ust b yinning. As
205 o faapmiing l: e‘)OHU" dszj.wa argy
he advances on‘this Gurvl" hid prdductivity fm vajfue AL o
increase. Similarly, we believe that $§40 per.hour %$(ﬂ9re than

v an T - Jpa a2t
ratepavets %hoﬁld‘%é”?é&ﬁl¥ HESTpay ¥§§ office unc€10ns. We, find
y . 4 3 3In b ﬁ;ﬂbxenoa ée P
th‘éﬂ:”’SUROC" {7 Ehtit 1 Eo'% mp‘3e~r11£sat1&n for 3;3 h%}nr;sof? ?“5-:‘? _}}{.c Ul T
L 2 dr
L debdteal vy thl ot brbtbaiip Lt s a%jerarcfﬁac%a% 2 $35 per hour.. In

LR , R d Batqobs 519
additlanzwb FiNa that tHE Y ﬁ?ﬁ%es‘gkuyﬁi 55% 04" ar Just£f1ed and
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.apticipateithat 'SUROC willidofit ifftid oot
. PAXt icipation in (oux. proceedings vA)IE: '80;07a highby ‘Btahddrd’#ill? be
expected when. congidexing -futurd intervedtioh compensatiomiti? oI
Do _M‘p::::,r-,  t GIEC,« not: havings been ‘aerved)» could ‘akgue ‘that it aKsiild
not participate.in kthe award;to)SUROC:Bince! it techniéally’ haia> hd
knowledge; of: the request.siThiscis! so-despite> GTEC being'award that
SUROE, had, been deolaredseligible foricompensationtand had:nibnolq
participated;in the,proceeding. o1f;GTEC>takes.thig:positisn? {as
., 8Piteof: the, small, amounti of idollarsiatJisdie and>the®0RNBERA1TITA
nature of this circumstance, we shall deal with whateverithay-fiie.
Inter-Utility -Matters(q «fi3 yd bsupigint yiinetl oen oW
o yiied Pagific.agksithatianysaward ‘{tbsintéivehéiESBeeéquaii}",ju
divided_between itself andiGTECs::iIGTEC propdses:bhatrfipcanard e
.1allocated . on the:basis of access linésycand wouldsinaludéfb11°LECs
in_the state,ag.contributors::=GTECaléo asks"tiv. thaeileagp =il
distange carriers.and.other:icompanies who ‘willrdideetlyrbensfivt!
. . from .zE-h_é ,advent; of  intralATA competition-bB&r6rdered t'dfshare in the

A x e

cosgtg ;of ;any.award.:J:";o{Response s to TURNF At £11-12 i)t 04 =2edaiy
taoang Pagifigte justificationyforra:50/50rsplit was that 'we'lJ
have . done it that way before;gincludinigiin-the 'Phase IIvd&i&ion ‘of
this dnvestigation;., (D.91:11-070,:Conglusioni12.)'w GTEC *adhits o
. that it .did not-protest such-a:division:in thepast, buv nowélains
;;-that an equal .division would-be:a farigreateriburdén onitsed n6o
3.8 million customer:lined than onPacificts T4 MillicRNings? it/
GTEC calls.attention to D.(93:10:045,> wherein® apportidiiment by
acgess, line t\qb)itp.lfl(le.oi 3sagge sd 2tdiond dIiw bodosor Jnsaoliton
iis 35 He, agree with GTEC that.:the costs: of:iihtexVernsy s{n JHTO
competition should be apportioned bétween:Pacifioc and GTEC on' EHY"
hasis, of: access dines o He helieve! thatt.this: flethod: 6f9

LEsT

apportionment more gloselyifollows, the; effevt2ithis decisionw Willlo

- ey

have on the, individual;companies andrecugtomersiqo ai Iracqoxq eidT

ai boBTBC!s. attempty to, involve: -all> LECs;3 {htérekohahyen 5GmoD
carxiers. and .competitive: access providerss as'Ssubjeotsl o thin'xo
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proceeding under: Sec:::1807 brought.x Yesponde ficth ATET v DHivoda

. Communications pﬁupaliforniaw¢AT&T)ﬂvaT&mfmovéarEb*'&va“itg*¥éﬁly

to thig, propopal.of GTEC acceptedisv AT&T ind{cated thut’ dhg'>ouxo

i, PXoposal of{GTRC,is unprecedented andi unless! its réply’ is accepted

there;will: be,no,way: to:of fer argumentagainst ithe proposilnd !

1.a9ree, . -Where; asg; heréjqasnovel: propodsitibmiisg mads’ i’ the 1 hge
L RGLEe,y N 1

i\ I

pPleading.of a.proceeding;withind red§ulal procedure for! AffFéote
payties; to.rgspond,=there:musttbe alldwanceslmads. 1l By 1tat mbtivh
AT&T; ipvokedssuchaa situationiin ItsH mdtionriss granteda dhdieha! ¥p1y

_iai'?]a?gﬁptggfejf\f{w $3iw [aoh [{eda ow ,20uandavioiio atdly Yo oruisn

We are frankly intrigued by the propdsAliof!&re&I-11#1%
utilitypis-xeally-affectedibyraidecisioniandihas b2én>4 party to
the; proceedings doesathat makésthe utility tﬁé?ﬂéuﬁjééeﬂﬂo%ﬂkﬁéfb
. praoceeding; or-hearing onder:Sec¢! 180775 We déndtohidvérahiodasRét o
this questiony:s GTRBC-raisedithéiidsuezatlafpoint whers tRar&fdag!
little reagonabléihopéwthat iticould-bacdischdsed:bythe pareissh

».{Thug we,shall deny;GTEC!s:proposal.> 1f/GTRC."érlany 'sthér-gdrEy?

wishes to raise the issuetagain:we-cau€ion them'ts makKe it CinIZ0”
timely,manner so ithat ‘others may:have: thé  opportudity to present

. their views: -Similarly;i'GTEQ!s {proposallts includé v i, Sehby Vsl

companies-who will directly.bénefit from thd advenrtfof HALFALATA?

...coppetition..";should also:be ‘déferréd!to "anctHéer “Eim&iisd ‘tHat e

can be .apprisediof-whethenithis refers towutilitids/v1as wéntisned
in Sgc.;180%,: and: if not,i to whom GTEC is Ydférringy> noillim &.¢
vd 31-GTRC asks;that: the cotigerfigation’ slaimdd:by LIF /&y CHa©
settlement reached with Pacific be apportionéd 'sol6ly €& Padifies
GTEC claims,.thats;the (issuerwasi solely With:Paeific rand that all '
nggot iations were, With Pacifici iHeragreestn <d bluoda noldiidsgwoo
, Pacjfigi asks: thatiit! beauthorized 't6 YedoVaey fits’ shard!
of; interyenox; compénsation awards dn' Fates2pursudnt Y& §&d.I 186,
This proposal is opposed by: TURN, ‘whiolf a¥ques ithatthedd no ovail
compensabtionyliabflity-isi cohsidered: to be' fullly redsVéred in
existing: xrates. for;utilities) under ‘the  New Refulutsyy [Fyaedrk 2

I
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{NRF) . This,mattexiis-curréntlylunderireviénwlinra petitionsfoyor
rehearing of D.94-09-022, and a petition for modificationref 1ot
D;94-12:025;,, A;detexrmination:on-rehearing willrbe“&pplicable to
this proceeding, so we shall:deferczuling:withoutiprejudicastodt?
.Pagifig,filing for xellief at-theq appropriate:time, »sodr . il '
F,lndinqszof.» Pact ¢ oioirian spuasdnassdol (@3 ffs 3ndd lenoqgorq
1. The Compission-has:discretion:-toraward up<€dithe fallon
amount of TURN‘’s claim for compensation, even thougH«TURN{gUlv0D
 positions ywere ‘not -adopted-dnrfull.adua s obrn ard WAUT o
sonc2 s 0 TYRN . participated on:myultiplecispuesin ithig ‘proceeding.
3. The hourly rate of compensation requested foy..TURN'§ 0D
attorneys dpgs not:.exceedthat grantedito TURNI inD.94v09-022, HWe
find ;this toibe-the:market.iratefor-such:servides-at :tht Public
utilities:Commission and that:such rate-is reasorable. JoxX1sm o)
4. The market rate at the Public Utilities Commigsion foy:s
atl;gr'q,eysjgﬁn,aiﬁda.i Menocal, -Schulkind,irand ‘Adare'’is$215 peYx hour
. . for 1994, and2$210, .for, prioriyears. » The market ‘rate’ for attoriey!
Savage is $215 per hour for 13994 and $190 perilidur: for-‘prioYr ¥yéaras.
The market rate for, attorney, Castellanonis: $150"pér Hour. .<
These rates are reasonable. Lpitibroanog
o1 Seg Gastellano, pexfoxmed. 163.75) hours! of» services!pridvr to
admission to The State Bar of .,Californiaw Thisiwill b&' rega¥rded:ias
..legal asspistant work.io Theimarket rate:forisuch dervice!is $100 per
hour. Thig, xate, ig reasonable;: =¢ 41 .ooiviex Ieosoviin 10 pots
6. There has been no proof that the specific worki df2ri>4oD
attorneys Adafne ,ox; Menocal-.ywas: duplicativelo yiiisup sdiv .8
v 1tis1ds oPreparat ion, for; and- attendancésat:therjolhtrlégislative
Jhearings, pertajining. to,this proceeding:are! properly: thargeable!td>
intexvenor, gompensation,i o .noitIsaiegnon 10} minfo a'ild aoubos
ad o LIE gpncentrated on; the:issuerof:universaloservice;t ivs
_contrast to TURN, who was active on many issues..asivyse [orisvinyg
9. - Because of SUROC's unfamiliarity. with the procedures and
details of telephone regulation it was not able to offer
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representation as:éffiéientiorefféstiveras that’of 'othdyr . (9549
intervenorgernsilibe 10} poifiisy & bre (8€0-€0-30 . Yo prissarday
o1 <105 ,iSUROC: should beicompensated for1100°halirs atiaCratetdf
$35.per-hour-and expensep: 6£::82;228{ 64 sl o« ca (pnibsovoiyg atdl
. 11, There .was no opportunity.’to’consider arguments?onidireis
proposal that all LECs, interexchange carriers and"‘éamﬁétit‘i\'ﬁé"f-’@

acqgesg providers are.subjects ‘of <this:proceéding.o? =t .1

Conclusions ofvbaws nsve noldnznsg o ) wlels e'unauy 1o dnwoss
1. TURN has made a substdrtialiicéntribution €a<thérdddidion-

making -process inithis procdedirig:and 1s-‘entitléd t8%intervenor
£

compensation bLotacupst noiiszasgsod 10 03RS ylspod edt :
.S2.-e(The qualityof «TURN's iparticipdtionwdsrhigh{ aysarolis
511341 <The hourly rate (of :compensation :requestedf6x Cé8talfidl
the market rate':for.services of raiperson withihérrqualificdtiddsy
and.-ig..xeasonablesit1j {110 wiidud adi 95 odst do:iigs oD :
o 4.y Since;its;positiond .weYe.hot substantially cadopted “in Is
D.94-:09-065,1 iti.is appropriate to réduce the Gl4idifédrconpénsation

)
R ]

.b

- to. be awarded, to TURN.q GU§2 fhan 2220 10l oo 15 JEXS of apevael
S. . TURN -should be: awarded: 75%> of:/its claim in'‘thigisn 2d7
proceeding. coldenorest ofs aodst Dandy
n1 161 Wer conalude: thab . TURN 45 entitled £6:$391,7757.25 2 which
+:48..75%; of s its €laim: £6r compensatich.lc 1nfl 51542 o4l od mofauiobs
seq 00rd.21 LIF: made &: substantial tofnitribution t6'D.94-09+065 Hil’the
area of universal service. 1t is entibtled:to intexVeénoydi .o
compensation.yy oilinsga ods #nd3 looig on agosd ecd oxedl .2
8. The quality of>LIF/s8’ participation'was highbA axonoiin
avids IaipMerelysbecause: therCommission: did: not: Hdopt the totality
of: LIFig:positiohrom universalisexrvice A5l fiot! sUEELITiEHE dHUSs t5!
reduce LIF's claim for compensation. We 1obk® to 'tHE BYroxdfssUEL
" and: ipsthato context i thel Commisbiont adopted: LIF8position on
universal service. asyzei yarm o aviions sew odw (MAUT o2 Jdesniiaod
brs estuboanoyrqg 2id Adiw quxni!imsinu 2'20402 1o gsaurned L@
1010 ol olds Jon cew 3t noldslupzy snodgoleld lo zfisdsh
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g 19.Y,H;tness»ﬂargadonla effortiin:theraréa of ratés wis not
inappropriately duplicative of that of other witnesseb’and:is @71
i.€ligible. fqr,compensation.‘ Aiwolde drcqos (s ensiqqeas A IS

11.unhe number;of a:party's attorneysfeligiblé!foiJE SHR R
scompensationiig not an isgué 1fnthertota1bh0ur9‘billed agebodovab
_apprgpriate;and .the;work.is.satisfdctoryitoancarod ‘ronsviadnl ot

1aiodBe Attorney addamels number jofcHouxéiswere édéﬁﬂately eid®
explained in the,declaration jofrGamboay despiteithéfabsencé of a
1°g~93r>flr;oxf.us afd enisgotob Jounns notaalino) oif3 bosyisns bius
Ce39-v0l3e.(Weido:-not-find-itrreasonadblep-hithout<a showidgrof uroo
unysyal giycumstances;(to recogniZe:.more attordéyhoirfd for‘a one-
L;ggue pqrtY;thanthr;a party who partidipated efféatively=6n Mmany
.-188ues. ji1cd tovon hlucds Jsogoys aldl .V noieufnioY ot bzinls 28
L,“IU 14.5 He, w1bhhold Qur determ1nation of tthe: adjustéd attéfnéyﬁ
i ho

15. LIF's attorney rate of compensation shall be at tHéOXQT-
market jxate specifiedcin Finding 4> Hours ‘arid rexpensds’ devidted to
the motions deferred in D.94:09-065 aré not'-ingluded nithigov 1o
rentitlement.: o o3 poisuditinod feidirsindua p oboa B0RUQ RN

16. LIF is entitled to legal<assistant-tite ‘of. ‘Castellarc 4t
$100 per hour.;yv The number of -hours toiwhichithis willli% apply: will
be,.determined :later., o biucide aicoovioind of Draws 20l V8

17. LIF;shall, file(a supplementalurepott ‘of the‘hoﬁte‘de?bted
bx,lts iattorneys; . and.. the matters :they. addxessednvkeyedito the
existipng Request,for, Intervenor:Compensatioh i3It fshouldibe ovods
submitted at LIF's expense.;o:/This' réport: shall:oYearlyishow 'theia
year the service was rendered.

18. The issue of sanctjionsiahd)reprimand are a portion of the
two motions that were not disposed of by D.94-09-065. As such,
there should be no ruling on compensatioh! f6¥IHET s arld” expenses

awdevoted, to, these -igsues:>iissiicmcli;o3ndd virfgau- Pinwoi i

19. The Commission is unable to"a"c:cul‘ately"détetmihé‘thé1 fii
hours and expenses devoted to issues in the undecided motions.
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ton 294 2LIFs as the;party:claimihg relief;shis:the'dity €6 make
its ¢laim-clear,i1iv 1o to 1o indit to ovifonilaqub yiodsiygosaaaal
21. A supplemental report showing. hours:and expendea!dbvbtaa
to the motionsrnobiyet.decided, including hoursiand espensés
devoted ,to sanctions, -and!reprimindsj keyed to tha ekistiig Réqueat
for Intervenor Compensatien;ishduld be>submitted'at:hLIP/6!éXpansa,
This report:shall clearlycshow.thefyearsthecBérvieésa wdd rehdered.
£ 1c22xn:Untilisuchitimé as-the sdppleméntal eépoft is Paadiveq>
and analyzed, the Commission cannot determine the appropriate-ec{
compensation:to be:acdotdechIanorﬁmaﬁtefsidedidedﬁiﬁﬁb.QQIQQ-Oss.
o0 2351 LIE(shall.file arsupplémental reportoof thé:Hélird FEAdY
expenges.devotedito thoseiigsues not determined Mn<this ‘Précéeding,
as stated in Conclusion 17. This report should cover both -A€t6F ey
and;legal. assistant -hours and:expensest SLIFIShall ‘Aot'be -ddcorded
compensation -for:time :or:expensés dgsodiated withi\this dugpléamental

repoxbii s od [fnde pnoidsnanason 3o afet wonredtn a'lild Ldf

1 bn 240h DIFi8 entitled td corpensatidnrfor ‘the hours And “Farés
of compensatio¢nirequested for its é&xXpértsg, i Lo e1sXoh woobtens adl
25. SUROC made a substantial contribution to D.94“409-0€¢5 “4na
deserves, intexrvenor compensationspsi ot Balst o af 411 L3I
(1 iw 2651, SUROC- ig .entitled to rcomperisationof :§6, 7287041, <4
27. The award to intervenors should be appo¥tidiied betiiden
i: Pagifia. and: GTEC on the;basis of number ‘of Access 1inegs. -V _
28: o Intervenor.compénsation icosts ‘and’ expendes) ay' Hdjusted’
above, connected with LIP‘s:seéttlement negotiations With BACIEIS
should -betapportioned :to. solely. toPacificicygsn 2'%L1 Js bosdicdua

Cbogohior asw auivisa «dd rasy

. N s 3 . P ar
o1 1o woiiwq 5 o6 bhasobrgos O:R. DR Rionez o apani ol .31

.@30-¢0-p2 .U vwd Yo bomogeib foa oxow Fedd orotion owld

00fa

Jgioua 2A
aozarnogxs ITiIS; ORDERED, thattsenogmoo no pnifus on sd bhlinrode ia‘;s;fj
1. Toward Utility Rate Normalizatiomis alWarded’ cOhpgehgition
in thejamounts of)$3913/767.:25 .03 oldentr a2t uoieair ol ol ..er.

afnofidon babivobis. afd i aspzii od basijoveb ecenegxs bris aswvod

.~ . : - N
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2. Senior Utility Ratepayers of California is awarded
compensation in the amount of $5,728.04. ,

3. Latino Issues Forum and American G.I. Forum {LIF) shall
file a supplemental report in accordance with the findings and
conclusions of this decision. At that time, we can determine the-
dollar amount of the award due to LIF. Because the nature of LIF's
showing requires a supplemental report, any reguest for interest
because of delay must be tolled from the date of this de0191on to
the date the supplemental report is filed. -

4. GTE California’'s proposal to have all local exchange
carriers, interexchange carriers, and compétitive-accéSS providers
be declared subjects of this proceeding and share in the award to
intervenors is denied without prejudicg to such proposal being made
in another proceeding where there is an opportunity for rebuttal.

S. The amounts awarded shall be paid by Pacific Bell and GTE
California in proportlon to their respective number of access
lines, as noted in Decision 94-09-065, mimeo. at 163, footnote 38.

6. LIF is entitled to reimbursement for its settlement
efforts with Pacific at the rates specified in Findings 4 and 5.
This award shall be born solely by Pacific BRell. Hours
attributable to this award shall be separately stated in the report
noted in Ordering Paragraph 3 and shall be keyed to the Request for
Compensation filed previously.

7. Pacific Bell's request for an intervenor compensation
allowance in rates is deferred to a resolution of rehearing of
Decision 94-09-022.

This order is effective today. .
Dated August 11, 1995, at San Prancisco, California.

DANIRL Wm. FESSLER
President
=t JBSSIE J. KNIGHT, JR. _
-+ HBENRY M. DUQUE e
Commissioners \
| CERNFY IHAY YHIS DECIS ON

WAs APPROVED BY THE A_BOVE

I abstain.

2/ P. GREGORY CONLON
/s/ Commissioner __‘ _M ISSlONEBS»IODA




