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1 Prior to November 13, 1996, The Utility Reform Network was
known as Toward Utility Rate Normalization. The acronym TURN
applles to both the old and the new name of this consumer advocacy
organ12at1on, as appropriate.
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This Proceeding has a long and complex procedupal ..o
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This Commission expressed suppo jﬁ”briqoiple -as (early.a
as 1989 for “"unbundling, nondiscriminatory access, and rate setting
based on underlying cost structures" a8.a means, of encouraging sval
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untilf April 7, 4993 Fybieh the‘Commissioh issned this; Rulemaking; 1o
that formal policlies for bringing about. unbundling were- proposed. - -
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topes t Due to;sthesregources:that had:;torbeidevoted:during most
of 1994itosthe,ImplementationyRate DPesignt (IRD) phasevofoine zaltnb
I1.,87r115033; 6t al.;;iwe :werésunable:to-addressiantil~late’tin>thdbs
year:.the:issues:vaised by either the:parties!iunbundling:comments>
or theix .expanded interc¢onnectioniand locdlitransportrcomméntdinvs
However,1after-the-issuance-ofcthe«IRD:idecision, .D.94-09506551wgd0
asked forrcomments_ from Ehezpartiesiinlthis and2other-majorsd-2C.dU
telecomnpunications: proceedings:-about=-how. .welishtuld cdordinataeithe?
proceedingg;in-order t01aohieVe .thexgoaldiset fortheoin{duri1993fus
:Infraetructure;Report.;r :We¢ also held . anienrbandhedring-onobincon
December415,81Q94tto cdonsgider théseccoordinadtionwissudsoinqinidrag
ari3 1ovoThesresult .of ;theicomments and giibaroihearing wasizritow
D.94-12-053, . which:get:forth-a.timetable andi”rdadmap” [foro 9z11/0D
@chiegingftheagQ@lagoﬁathe Infrastxucture:Repdrts {Undex the ss1ps
. sthe:parties were:given:90idays iwithin which to<yedchixd
"agreement Qnuhqw;andgwhen'local,eXChange’compeﬁibidh,ﬁoieiosh BHE
p;gquhggripgiqp,ﬁunbuqdlingtand;refd}m of :the iNew Regulatoéxy {-ce.d
Framework :{NRF), .can-pbe. achieved."” d(Mimeéo.: at12; ‘emphasis.itcu Ja2on’
supplied.), ;In the.event thesé settlement. discissiong were'! oldann
unsuccessful, we announced how we would proceed in theivarious > io
telecommunications dockets. We stated that "in OANAD, we would
issue a decision on expanded interconnection and local transpbrt
restructuring early in-1995. After the issuance of that decision
and the conclusion of settlement discussions, we would issue an—-—- -
.order, se;;inggﬁqxth .a .cost mgthodo{ogy for cquucbing*c??fgftgqffﬁ.
:Afteﬁ‘}d?nkgg ;E%on ‘of the PequgEf%ie }Q%ﬁ),bﬁJ;F9§1d he''the, 1
subJéctaoffthghposb1studies;)we expectéd to; order thatithe studies
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incwi pitt stAlthough:there-has beénlsome>slippage!from thé target

dates announced-in Di94-122053] thelComnisation> hasl gafarally?er 1o
adhared:torthel OANAD:workplanisetiforthitherein./nAtdrafi®dééision
on:expanded interconnection-andilocalitransportiissues :was inade sy
available pursuant to!Publié Utilities:(PU)1Cadé §331195 oniadl 10
FebruaryolQp- 1995, and:afteric¢ircilation ofiatrevised draftyovawol
D.95-04+073 was {issbed oﬁiaprilezsyx139563 roniJuneﬂziyvl9§B.ﬁ9ﬁ8ﬁ
CommissionercHenky: Mi=DuquesissuedsanzAssigned(Commidaidner ' avo o
Ruling: (ACR) nsetting forthla:propssedsTSLRIGImethodolégyr£éksanoy
considerationby:the:partieés,! whd were iﬁviﬁeditoéfiléwéémméntniaﬁd
participatecin:-aiworkshopiconcernirdg bhéimethod616§915‘CThéGdﬂ939“
workshop ;- tidiniwhichiTURN was a_participdntie->%ascheldTover the
course of c1lrdaysrinvJuly andrAugudtrof 319935 rcandcidsuleéd-{f-+¢.a
agreement bytall activesparticipantson af’éeﬁfofrfCéﬁséﬁ_'éuE"éb’ééfﬁé
Principles;i which wereifiledfinithis docket oniAugqustr23, 199y pnis
The decision that jis:the basig for [TURN'&: reqiéest vhersp Iicioapn”
D.95-12-016, tapprovéd .these Condensis Costifig! Prinoiples} resslvad
‘cost methodology.:issues on:whidh thé workshop:partidipints had Beén
unable to agree,» and:set: arschedule for:the'ipreparation and Yevidw
of casgt; studies. i bDosoorg Dlusw 2w wal bosppomss v Tuinussonsng
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.2 3ihTwo petitions: for. modificatidn:have lge’efh ’gffa‘ri’t;e:d}:ih‘-_'bb’ﬁhga’b‘iifh
with D 95-04-073, , The first was in D,95:08-037,, which allowed:sy1a
Pacifi’&?t% £116 inte ﬁo’nﬁéét’ibﬁ ‘ir‘gt"é'ss‘ "below dire%:’i:" embedded cost in
o}r’lgigp; to maiiln_tain pg’rity)_ withiPagifio’s. "i‘nti:‘ert‘bnh’é’titibg”‘ ratg?i;’"gtd”a
the FCC. The second petition was,granted in D,95-12:020,, which,
accepted a settlement afrange?né*?mt’“gn'gg‘r' whight Pacific and GTRC {

would use the same local transport rate structurée as at the FCC,

but with a network interconnection charge substituted for the FCC's

higher residual inteéerconnection charge. S

5oy A{?iiénéd » Commi ssionert sryRuliny) ProposihigrCostsBruaipnndnd €
o

Methodology:-And:S¢hedulingsWorkshop: Ahids PYehEhringrCohfevenearoofor
~ Thereon. o {.Eeer

R.93-04-003, I.93-04-002 ALJ/MCR/YEL 4% SOG-10-£0.1 ,E00-PDFQ &




R.93-04-003, I.93-04-002 ALJ/MCR/FEE A S00-PO-€£R.T ,£00-20-£0.37

Requirements: for: Awards of: Compehgatiofy ioidrzasgron Yo [aval adl
(7120 cidiIntervenoxs: who' seek: '‘compenshtion  for! theix contributivns

in Commission proceedings nust file rejuests’ for compenbation'lmic

pursuant to PU.: Code:§§:1801«1812\1m8étdioh 1804 (a)lGequilkes alsiue

~intexrveno¥; to-file'® hoticerof:intent (NOI)! td olain!ddmpensation

within: 30 days'of: the (first: prehearingitonferente «(PRC)2 inl ehe> 15
proceeding}! ox! by a: date; established’ by’ thel Cohmissibnly THe!NOL:!

- must:presént lnfotmation regardiny the wathré and éxtéhtﬂbf the a3

work for.which ¢ompehsation’will!be  sdought:] AnNdr 151 éyhréqueétlé”‘
finding:of eligibilityint 2 =tod U4 uohnu Jedt baton Jud gidabyed
5 10 oonOther céderséttiohs>addressirefuests Edr2 ¢ampansitiBas+s
filed after a Commission decision is issiiediinBeckion 1804 (cferitl
requires:aniintérvénor.: reQuésting3c0mpenéat16nftéfp&ovxae "a
detailéd:descéription!ofiservices and- exbénd1turé§‘aﬁd "“&éﬁafiption
of ;the customer’s:substantialicontributidi’ o thadtheaRinglop el o

‘procéeding. " Sectionxleoz(h) définé9>"subsﬁéntia1 contLiblitisnd I5s

followsi1D1s 1y » bojsarls 3t snafe (D)E981 notinen Io aszaogsug fal

iy *‘~{ﬂ'Substantial1contfibublon‘Imégns ‘thaty id tﬁeY‘°fC?Gijf“
dgment of .the commissiop, :t customer?!s ... \aaibiyia
p? sentat{é6fi has substantlally?assisted the

it z,ft.ufcommission in{the makinglof-its érderceks bhrn (ootni o

decision because the order or decision has ., o;p;4n 4man
adopted in whole or in part one or more factual
urcontenbions'nlegalxconteﬁbibnsﬁiof gpedific 1
con ) or pro gﬁugal recommen datigns presented (juoipad)
aeet ‘b?’éhecbﬁstbmgrf Where the?customer s \ !2 -
A3 o3 as ﬂfpart101pafion*has reéulﬁed‘in ‘a Substantialysb 03 atddiy
e contribution, even if .the dec131qn adoptsg ;that .. seeupsi
RA AT ﬁé o 3 s cohtention ‘or recommendations “only C rs f
1o beiniparts:thec commission may ‘award ‘the “dustSiéy’ boaauseth
Py compensation for all reasonable -adyocate; L8, 00 aldenoasns

“tées,  Yéasonable éfﬁért fées, ‘and other

LW ‘reasonable costs ‘inourréd iby the ‘gustomer-“in ovJ I tdogmon
preparing or presenting that contention or
recommendation."”

Section 1804 (e) requires the Commission to issue a 7
dec1sion which determines whether or noE)the c?stOﬁFr:?as m%%$ as

1t Py ) ta y wid ovi3Igs aznxr* :
subBtERETR T 'S iBUs f&f“?‘nq ’i‘i [({uf )purbtp JJ hompensatfion Lo be:paid;
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The level of compensation nmustytake;into acdounti the market,rates
- pald to; people with.comparable training: and experience: who offeér

simiLa;;ge;yigea,_COnsia;eqbywith*s~1806npn%haﬂngjq gGraai- o0 ni
TURN's thice Of . Intent And Request Por Compensation'l ol tiris f{}

e otnn ‘TURN £iled. jitgs NOI on.January.-1332::1995,{ lessi than,30: days

after«;he en banc- hearing: that- resultediin D.94r12-053. Based!on:
this NOI; TURy wagp foundieljgible: for: compensatiopiim this ba: oy
proceeding; in;an AlJ Ruling dated;February: 15,\1995s§'hThe-samewr:

ruling,found that; TURN had,demonstrated:significant fihancial xyc:
hardship, but noted that under PU Code § 1804 (b) (2)5ian ECtyaI“le
awa§4i9£a99@P§n8§§i0n3§99}§;bejmadeaonlyiafterwthe issvance of a
"fi“al39¥§§F Qridegision flavi ot notzinsh poleairmdd & 1o3ls bholil
5" «The.4final. ordernox- decisiondsoniwhich/TURNi basessitsror
. cempensation xgquegtgis}nQQXCOHISeaQDE95312}016;iwhich2whsﬁi§éuéd5
on Decgpber:6,-1995+¢ cBltbOUghitﬁe;OANADJdockétaremainsiopenﬁforlo
" otheyr ;purposes, D:35:12:-016 congtitutes; asffinal torder oradecision”
for purposes of section 1804{c), since it adopted a TSLRIC:awollol
methodology.-to be ysed: bwaaclfioland:GTEC >ifncpreparing’ their cost

studies, resol?ed ﬁethodoioglcai 1ssues ‘on' wQI?QJEheLﬁa{ties could

12 Lanh ‘\’z o 26!
not agree, and' adopted,a sohedule for completingxand evaluatlng the .
2 aoiateoeh a0 soivan a3 mrusned norsioeh
cost StUdieS. )bl Gt IO Sl J){“‘] £ 1L 1O L(th\ l!I Ba: 3*’5 h)f)
It is olear that ~TURN!S - Requést -For: CompenSation .
(Request) {s- “Eimely. ’ Thefgequéstﬁﬁg_Ff{i')' §f§{5 1996,

within 60 days after the issuance [ofD.95r12¢ OlsntfResponses to the
Request weré}f11e?f6ﬁ Hﬁ?ch"@” 1§§6 Hy}%gghoggéifféjgﬂﬁ 'GTEC. As
s i1y o [ RN e B Jital AT 1 :
discussed below,. pelther.Paeiqic norLGTBC opposes ‘antaward of
Y (I,-.“ T i'-xrfr' (1)

reasonable compeﬁ?ﬁ%}gﬁtggy‘n‘ s 52%},9ﬂ“ﬂkéb pel 1@9% that °
competitive local carriers: shpuld have,to pay. partiiof::the award.
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TURN-filed(aireply! b Ehe Pati£18) aha 0T 2é8pohsbs an Pazdn Sl
1996. 7 8 (aantvion
Did(TURN Makd A Rsubdtantial Contfibation® $8UH,98i{50§Tep
o iroves 2 UPURNCargléscthatvitmédes aidéubdtantial’Edﬁ&riﬁﬂfién"etg
D.95:121:016{-d showing réguired By PO ¢sda~5 1864 (6y 191 Enpdd ion
respedts o Firstii withffegéfdﬁﬁé’{té“éStIY”WSfEan“Eﬁe‘ﬁroéeédindf
TURN: argues thatcits InEar 1y Tdid 'cons i §éht "¢all “for Hew 'and® ¢l
compréhensive-cost2atudied “Was InfIUERE{al 4N sHap{Rg End 50rad Ss
the ‘procéeeding i» ;(Réﬁdégt‘o'ﬁir"’- i bBanvies eaidteq roilo. bos SHUT
Se€ond {TURNfar§ués iehat 1t ’ddds’ & “dubsta nt'{"al"f‘"'j 4 ot
contributioh ES D595£12-016 'Badauss, Fin1's ’é‘a‘p’a"éi‘t‘; A 'E UMYt
the california’Teradsnndnicavions dal fELOR F(CSATIELEHY! Fruig? Pus
"eontributed ' t& €hE “shapihg Fahd “ddsp¥icn bf the “éox{s'éi?smé"bo hfmen"t“’
which is:1hfesseﬂCé‘aﬁ‘ail'bhrty sett Tehet ) S ¥He' G ds\s : odt
study nethédology,"ﬂ‘(Id}ﬁatﬁa.)’fTuﬁh alIéﬁé%“fh%tﬁlE”“éﬁ%f?%giﬂn
the implications of the cost study principles contalnéﬁlikuthcﬂdﬁi
Consensus' ' Dogumentisfron thHe peYepectilé 8t r&diaential Bhd small
business: custoners;and' deterinined that addption’ SF ‘the 'priNlipiay
would: adequately(safeguard the? inteYdstE DF thbst qﬁhsto s n2 nf“)
(1d.) Without:divulginy the’ pretize! positiohs’ it" took duking® =14
negotiations within'the> Coalitisn:! TURK' ax \’qttha%‘lﬁpﬁo%tii buted”
substantially to the final form and wording of the following
Consensus Costing Principles (which are set forth in Appendix C to
D.95-12-016) : 2 {(importance of cost causation to incremantazl
costing), 3 (increment studied shall be the entire quantity of

" demand), 4 (all functions have associated costs), 7 (TSLRIC studies °

01 ALO-CL-24.¢ b aonaraloy wilvatqas 1uo o3 2dnicg czls WAUT 8
zuaionaed 2103 of hoi -odd enciraisdops L2k as ' |
. rasfgisab syl poiiaod

7 On March 21, 19965 with the permission of the a ed
AdministrativeiLdw Judg e9(ﬂL02‘3thé"D101313 ‘of"Rat é35923 Advocates

(DRA) alsofiledcardreply” ol paci£{&¥gPa "ﬁé"‘réépo s.
bonpie avend -- 218YRug3nt Isijasdrase INSSLYo1
DRA is thsc pfedeééésoffof\théf§omﬁ1§s£oﬂﬁ bffrgéjéf Ratepayer
Advocates, which was dfeatedfoﬁ Sept&mbertyosry 9§€”O 3

pei 283 ot qoldeaividiRg atBdaur
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shall, bg, foxrgards; looking) .apd; Qr(TshR;Q;methodglqu applies toall
services). v dee L
sakinally, TURN asng§a§h@ha;t[conbxibqbed aubatanbiall?iho
D. 95“,3.9g6 ,bgcausge ;itg -position.on agcess to.coptistudies covering
Pacifig's pybrxd}ggbqr‘CO@xiaLj(HFC) -gysten yas.adoptedito(Request
at 617.), . In.the AlJ's. Proposed Decision, (mailed.on Ogtobex19;qaa
1995, a%ﬁ%S%;EO»lQJeq? (studies ;was.r eatri\qte@ ‘to ,Commission, staffur
and "any, independent. ¢onsyltantgaretained to;assist ouristaffli-oo
TURN and other parties argued in their; Qgtobexs31, 1995 comments,on
the PD that gll partieg willing to sign,an;appropxiateos
nondiscloqu{e agreqment éhqqld'bqtgiven»qccqqsiqqgthe HFG:studies

Jn

and tha&Jwitbggp suqh”aq €88, ib-wagulea ;likely.ithat ithe 1t tny o3

JLLE
Comm1ssion Equld\hp sure the studies had; been :pexrfoxmed .coxxectly.

oL Tl [etreny!

P.95-12-026 grapted accegs: to the, ﬂugsSthleSEtQhﬁll :parties who v
negot;?teﬂ)an agprqpriate nondipclosurenagreement,ylthiPacific(u;n

(Mimeo.JqFl U*h}L,dOJ aojqivnizg yhuiz faod odi o ol dsvilagai ol
[iyn DY Agrs gﬂ;hat TQRN,has made. a sufficiently substantialiod
con§¥*ﬂpt&pn Yo D,95:-12:016 to:entitle ib~to”compensationvunder :PU{

Code §. 1804,. JQF;er ;he 4ssuance. of: Commissioney. Duqua 8:ACR: ON LG

by

June 22{I1$$SJ¢TpRN jolned with,otherCoalition members in'ii (.bT)

[Ny

commentin on.thq\T$LRIC methodology;proposed;in;the ‘ACRj> and- 1y oit -
Qniwaifo_ ot 1o poibiow ben ool fanit oodd o3 vifeiantedra
o0 wiboogad ab o fdyio) ioo orIn dotaw) salgionied prilesd auzra2nod
P din-aesnt o potldraugas oo 10 sonssrcanr) S o (af0-90-2C.0
To yiidnoup orbing ody ed Cipide Dobbade Jaonioeoall £, {pif oD
~rhods DIZASTY V (ndeoo balsionazs ovad snot oy [Is) & {Baewshb

8 TURN also points to our approving reference in D. 95-12- 016 to
TURN's participation in the negotlations that led to the Consensus _
Costing Pr1ncip1es~ :

Papy
nainuOVDA

IPaIr‘“J aifd dil 3¢ IQ dpfaM O ¥
2 iiyLﬁw??gﬁ ¢-¢omL 9§§Jfr3mjt €5 gg@hhh%taﬁllsxj vt imbA

' uding,DRAjangd ;TURN, (hothsofswhomoa s (ASA)

’fg e §éﬁtaregfdent¥ai ratépayers -- have signed

1oyRynIsi 62 gwqoggmen.uxaAQCQEdin91Yl wecwillcapproves zi A

°ﬁ§?n§u8r?00umenb' e} (MlmeOrcab 75) doidw .zoins0VEA
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. .paytigipated fully. injthe:workshdéps that jled t8!th&.cshbeasasy oY
.:_Cp‘s‘;,l;i‘ng;;f‘xj,nqiples.'g,-—s:r il tads bBoorrg todoeh otd) ot niner 0o dCRI
e 1ol haWe:zalgso gonclude that TURN - madefarsufffoléntiybrowol sod
substanbialaggnbribuﬁion:to:workzinithié?dboketfdﬁfiﬁg1199395661?a
1994 \to justify; compensation:for. most 'of: the tie 1CUdlaimswasgiul
spent by its-attorney:and dnalyst in those:yearspidnsrot 0l fodguy
aa over Priorto the issuvance of :curitroddmdp” rxdlingjaohi onaull
D.94-12-053, thé manrer of implementation for thé[hﬁﬁﬁhdfiﬁﬁ-“ bis
policies set forth inithe;April 7,:1993:Ruldiaking chad o seen osl
defined. A review of the comments TURN filédrdnsthid ‘docket during .

1994 --and 10 -1.87x11 1033 «inrmédiately prior to the DédEmber 15,
1994,.en -bano hearing <z .supports TURN!s rcontentioh that Gt Was'uie
.Of ithe partjes whose fearly :and :consistent! gall forimew and ‘(’\’f el
comprghensive .cost ;studies was:influentiali:in'shaping> thel Toudbe ¥t
.339135‘1’ o) pin L epaoiziveb polzwie ) spoiverq ni i\"r’ﬁ_lobs

Ao

Citir ansimbcaxs Do piatatst? oldssegton o srosiog 0 biocy coldet
-1 LE3 ~ TE e - IS el e - at k- LARSE RN 3 A

. L3081 P s UL wd Poglppot as Yzsdivioe selimiz 1ollo
9 1In its Maxrch 6 responge to TURN! Compensation request s
‘ Pacific argués*that TURti}%ﬁré)"ﬁld be fégl{xiged to segregggg“ ?t‘s’fwork
“solely for the benefit of ratepayers® from its; work "tQ promote
the competitiveé inEerestsZ%f'CoalitiQh‘*embers?i@gjncejgylcgﬁe §§
1801 et ség.?*is not intended to reqhit\tus and.our, ratepayers to
pay for efforts to advancé-the interégtg‘of ATE&T, s MCI, [cable
B - >

. 2 - { _ 3 . .
ioahd other comp Heors.” (Résponse, Pio31) qntin .1
- ‘_,‘g’ LIS 5 s . N Y

companiesé“
We reject this argument for the same reasons stated in
D.96-06-029: ) -
"GTEC states that TURN'’s efforts are inseparable from .. .. . ...
those of other Coalition members, thus making it . ,
<impossible~forithe iCommiasionstoadduratelyor 10 aigneriod 01
deterping what.work; of /“TURNristeligiblé fordrmolud vuituiilent
compensation. We disagree. We have !Youbinely€lf .8 yIruidsd)
awarded intervenors compensation for their time
s zocdeygted itocsettlements -and(work -products jointly ng;‘;o;}){ﬁ_{ o
699"%91:;@,5 <With other:parties. asWersedine gréatdnil 2o ttiond od -
no ifficultyrin.determining /TURN'g fsubstantiallt ni MAUT vd nodsd
) éo“trlbUQi,Q’lr.‘!}]%ﬁlib is <through' tlié"?co‘afl-i‘tioﬁfm;i‘ 100 103 nidd
arg-than. g. Mhen it rig;through ca sséttlenént 'or fothey? ‘o 3ud 13100
joint -Jggr)(:p.r!?siuc.tﬂ' erd{Mireo s att 10411 jrfostrioted 1orddailw otew
comitteds) ssbhbinnnt nes sow estbuta D4H odd of 229006 -.asquf)n_nl

- ® -'- 5 o
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rd .
the proceeding.f4:(Requesti-pi 5¢)daForxexamplé,wTﬂRN'b?Fébinaf?’8,
1994 comments in this docket urged that the ne%-coéﬁieﬁﬁdieéﬁéﬁéﬂld
be forwardqlooking;based-on:theentire qhantity offdemdnd for a .
seryligeor (fyngtion, -and: shéuld cover-mostrLEC dérvices lahdis tedun
functions . TURN algo suggésted-thataiwdrkshop might iB&! th&-bé8E !
method for reaching:.agreement on a:final costing ‘méthoddsloyy. LM
These ideasluluimatelycfound1their way~inté tHe Junac22y¥ 1995 ACR
and D, 95 127016u 0&} 1ol gotdstasvalgsi lo fahies o3 LES0-SI-pe.d
Reasonableness of TURN!d: Redquésted Compéngation 110} ioz aninileq
g fuixé_-.wfl Vgl sdneTon ofd Yo wasivey A Jboaniieb
¢i s TURN's Request. 'seeks :the ifollowlrig 'dorfiferdsatiédn ffor €4 !
sub;tqntial cqntributionkto ‘D;95212- OlsfﬂhThe réqﬁeét 1é”b¥ékeﬂ°ei

OANQp“nyhegrq;es;requested areralleged to Barin 11he’ﬂ1tﬁ“tﬁbéb’”J
adopted in previous Commigsion decisions, and to reflect. "market

rates paid to persons of comparable training and experiéence who
offer similar services,"'as required by PU Code § 1806; .

vE ey 2 VG od 98 ir*'ff’-‘h 3 rioued 23t ol e
"1-"'-'At>:$r 9(}; :‘);nl;?f g C . SREEL “-Tx’ i> f.—-—-——vR, ates, PRSI L I‘E———-ees'l}"fs uiliorg
T : e ! 1115 [ =83 0} ywialoz®
i=‘~. 3
RIS s%%zzéw 2‘% 856,88 00 ol
! : Ldﬁ 51 199 16, 1 a5 )Hz, 3 "'st} x 3o 1081
T g I( ) 1ﬁ 3 ot G)Hb‘bz 19,2 é 9 5] to‘ Viile!
T2 [Lofg: ‘19%; m,gg ;oo taitgo 3930 25 LimaTon
P. Allen ({1996 ,671.25"
P Radn o Neear ooae i 10 JasTipIn =il ,,Jr $E U
15 boldpic % E Ac i co- 30304

-~ I“i
~oa i {(lnir(',} WL &G 310119 a'vasut a1 sodsin 2

38 parided euidl eisdass noidileod teifis Io ﬁ“Oij
10 Comments Of Toward: Utllity ‘Ratér Hormal12at16n?0nfﬁhé?ofd§
Instituting Rulemaking ArndiOrdere Indb1tubin§‘lnve§t1 agian>1ob
(February 8, 1994) ,rPPrcll« <14¢ W .ootpsrib 9W  .A0T JBRASGNOD
entd 1iodd o1 aoldsansynon wicnsviodal F%u:rﬁs

11 Although TURN iig corréctcthat D{95-12¢016(8 ‘pﬁsi§1bﬁ*6h°éccess
to Pacific's HEC ¢ost studies:was .corigistentwith the (p3s iff'
taken by TURN in itg  Qctober:=31, S1995£comment§ffwéfd&”ﬂéﬁ’fely on
this for our finding . that-TURN has(made(a rgubstantiauditinoy
contribution” to;p(951121016fﬁLThesoverridlhgIiééué§fin-D -9%L92-016
were whether to, adopt::and :how to applyithe 'Cornsénsgis: C % i% o(
Principles; access to the HFC studies was an incidental i§§ﬂ€°
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gf“‘ﬁviuaﬁhX9 e WHUT wd bodasipor

. ti oo Analyak otiiosd | rovawol

. !:'3’-‘-*"3'{1‘ 'éf& ilgéjsni)nloéﬁ'w: R B nilagiiossg:z ﬂxos4§i Jonn bluon
. ¢oi 10" Rip COSta {1994)=1 \'193150) lo nuoidgyed & “24‘;18‘7 30 a1ulicd

Ra ({:?SEa (1995) ”fg?uh $I3F, J(Jffslﬁgf39:'lifﬁ:-f*fa‘.nzﬁ 919.99 patdsedg

AN :
zConsult;antm-::~--‘,;-n.-»-_»s DIy ioed} cLnmddsaacgrns [Tl 3o Deaws 06

teochane od Bekhueyos ol ZHEY dods Doabgeroooyr agodoegadl dtliosd
©R.fgabel 11868y T e 7 FoiGe ‘406.‘
i
3,413

RINILY )] !‘r\i 3

Fee Subtotal : ’ $

st mﬂ:Other»COSL‘Q‘z Jacppor @' yWHiy 3eid Lioh i[’\ﬂ\)') ca‘.'mi %

SR Phétb@é y{ng'J atid fdosos oW (hoouhox e e im 6im 6)\/1 DBEOHVKD
vaol Postagecncicino o bij sidd oY dnornoggn w8l 3 .,331 T5g . AM02ROT

Telephone and F RIS YEE S S Tite Al !% 2 bnd
1o Ugraysl -&nd- r«'eéiéQ(R’ ‘GaApETY T ©F FeEinoo €00

Covoras ased ard zosest Jrenenstd [scol no laaga WY 19071*93 anrgd ol

A aelmay I wiov zZoooaz 31 hnano?  Jdesupol nofdsrasanop gli moitl
ded) FOFAL 4 YEITV 200 VIS 3 $91,321,68 .

ot pf vaiieainisfeq fan wallboudon o 230207900 230 POLISYYIQ (1]

mnidsog AN compiling these tordls/iUTURN (stAL&s: that HU¥ HAY hot?o°
allogcated .timé. by.issué. rbecause ) (D.95-12:016)i addresdgbs “h1y oheil
. issue, - cost: studies.”  i(Reguest,! p.1107)16 Accdrdin gly frofdnzaogion

;11 "TURN:-is not -réduesting any ‘compensation For:iitgl brbaw
work on the local transport issues decided in pgo-23n-3¢
D.95-04-073, and TURN has removed from this

iy s compensations requestcalls of:itsg: houi‘é“ il 2T

associqt;ed i.t:h 10 1 trangport.t . (Id,.a% 19, sts eouant
EL R IO K YA 308 o3k 191 oy ’

s e al) .r::': ban (€0 sodiavel bos 00 ssdusvall asowisd wrpod €V €
- J?}?CIflc'-q,ge?ﬂoﬂB&rr S todnovey rnoswiod atvod &.3¢ bhopeol
. th?.-ggsg?f‘_??,fj__???ﬂlﬁ ted Lo TURNIS requestion: insiqaa
March ?;c%?ﬁflgp?ffflcrﬁ£a§S9rEHE iwhile pe;do.not ,oppose TURNA no
receTg;ng{;jggr}e\gcggpggggg}ognfor itsdeggqrts in, tpi§Iprogggg1ng,;wer
do request that the Commission cons:.der whether the amount
: S0 oerir

og ofn xceod DALY ',,-g{u:qafa} 32¢L a3 dursM il nl S{
5UT \d Hodasupsl MOoLinarnsy o 30 s arf2 Ierijsn_:»:
53 ozis enicgasd 20l 0S8 doxeM 2'Add  .oldprnoeasox
ouzal aiil
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requésted by TURN is excessive." nl2 However, Pacific ¢ontinled, it 0
could not\be mor? specific in its recémmendat{pn,fpec§u§¢ TyRN'
failure to provide a breakdown of costs’by 186Ué“meant that“”other
partiés €3-Eh&.proceeding” fannot addduhtely jﬁ&%j 2z endy td oppose
an award of full compensation.” (Pacific Responsejnpplui+2})
Pacific Fperqfore recommep?ed that TURN, be requireg to ;submit a
breakdowﬁ of its time by issue.
C.k‘DﬁéCuﬁﬁion
" We have concluded that TURN's request foracompeiiddtion is
excessiV%Ea?dkmust be reduced. We reach this copglusion fox three
reasons., aL?irst, it is apparent from the time entrieg ﬁég ‘M. Long -
and Ms. %&Fta that, contrary to TUQH 8. repgesqgé )Tf?l&é;géll of
the timethat TURN'epent on local transport issues has been removed
from its ﬁgqggﬁﬁition request. Second, it seems very likely that
in preparing its comments on unbundling and participating in the
cosRHmq;hp@g}quhyqughops,ATURN,dupllcated worX by ‘other parties.
In yview of this duplication of: effort, a:Peductionin’the famsunt’ Gf
compensation .claimed is, appropriate' = Thivd, we: thlnk the ratgaal e

awarded for,;Mr,, Long's. work-in -1995:should: be the sade‘és in
f1 n¢mtx_? noUnsf 1fp{ 15713 fh“ui add e Frow
D 96 06 029 jf{'i 5. J_s} !J VG ISY B :{ o "Lll 1 215 F» t\ﬂ '\f),.f\j.(j

The time entr1e8>thab)clearly'relatevtb‘10calJtransport
nJIf SID02a2h

issues are foF November of 1983 Inf tH onth r.-Long logged
3.75 hours between November 10 and November 19, and Ms. Costa

I lotiud oot

logged 46.5 hours between Hovember 2 aﬁﬁ"ﬁ&@% eg‘g )rjglthough a
Septembe¥>287°1993 AL EH11Ag R AV tid Th4L° Pommant & be £iled
on NdvVembér<i SJcoﬂcefdiﬂg 5&Eh unbﬁﬁél‘QJbéﬁd i%&éi t'rgn;I it e
1ssuesi‘EhaE'rdlingj i sﬂﬁ@rggdé&z §°$n%0i%%ﬁ%&”oﬁdoétoSeQ“éélq‘J(
e edd cfed tame gobiznos nolrnsioD aft a3 ?auﬂajx ob

12 In its March 6, 1996 Response, GTEC took no positlon on
whether the amount of compensation requested by TURN was
reasonable. DRA’'s March 20, 1996 Response also took no position on

this issue.
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1993. The October:26-rulingidirectedithat~the:Novehbaris, 1993
1 Cfren I s A - r dJoupabs o P arst 238¢ o 1f -
Filing shop)qr 43028 EBIY 3R RAnBEEE{ 480472454 hat opening
comments on.uhbundliﬁg:wouldwhotabe3dué3untilﬂ6énuaf9123, 1994, In
8 P 4 3!!?'( 3 of - _,‘ ".," H a0 B E1 Ly ' LE R AR M )
view of the 03tdbef 36 FUl11)47  he HioTeibel 1983 ¢Tng entries for
preparing andirevigwing:commnentsg cahﬁteaépﬁab}ynréléée“ﬁnly to
local transport.l3 compensation for thid H3EK Bust “be“disal lowed,
because TURN.didinobifile aaréqueétafOrﬂcdmpensa?ioﬁggog?its work
N .6 v e 'ri e S (_."E‘_—jr ann o 47 :). i 7
on local tggn;‘iggr-%:31éggéqdﬂigg;éﬁﬁojdﬁigaégtséi51!%1iﬂﬁBa“ce of
D.95-04-073,2ad jrequired-by./PUsCodé 521804(?%? oTheéototal amount of
ar ; od dpweopih wlsldimin [liw ou (oued
the disallowa?éé.léﬁégéata.§-§.b7ig&é§;b‘jar)upgx (101 IBRNOLTDD

1
We have also decidedsthatycasiincother recantm

. Uit Yp . ceodp.optplicta ropldiecg Hoalsoovbe
compensation”d8d1d00f87 1 71 AOPERy 1504 T8 HedTds SR 5
compensationraward because oﬁﬂlikélysd%plicabﬁoq ofcothir parties!’

e laviinfor sidd gpdd ovoilod o | ASC _

ef forts * Althé&éh Tl:f(}{)l.l)ié .I?].{’Jé)é - gllé,g 1£€8;q%$)m8én§u tigl’} u%l}?}]ld not be
reduced merely because it was a member of the ‘Céalitiontand filed
joint pleadings yith other Coalition membexs, wg think that the
fqll owing ;{c:))l?&e'ﬁvat ion from D.96:06-029 i .0Ur recent, deciglon; o

[2)} EAN =14 08 1SS EEeN

i OMNNY, ARISEYEN) _ _ : _
awarding compensation to TURN for its work onlocal.Competition,.s:.

I

15}2‘%‘26}?:{;?7;{??3}1%9%1‘;‘11%1.%10 watv Al L1415 Yo dasiaay onon ad Dirosia

., "Oour concern with TURN!'s participation.is thati ,:iquh (o
o uriﬁﬁm§9‘hHVé-dup1i%g?§ ' to''some extént the' - o
tiontribut-;ibns-;oﬁ oth’;e‘r-:pa'rt—ies'. b Asrstated dp oo 8AUT

oty e IPU Code §) 1801.3(f),, intervenor, compengation, ‘
void 2od6T ghollld Bal -t adniniBteved iﬁ'd'ﬁgﬁﬁé?ﬁkﬁag‘gvgids o
o unproductiveé or unnecessary-.partitipation':thatyr =i 3HUT

13,3 This,-is, apparent:.from Ms.i Costa’s>timeientry: foxN6VEmber 18]
1993, which;refers to Hfiling: QANAD, cémmentsiliA 19309 Yon10335 193
ety . RA0-[E-89.0 9958)  .adz2supor iollsmnsyued Yo itoldsingeuq odl

14 This sum includes .75 hout. logged:by. Mr.312dng: on? Augudt.19; I5
1993 for "reviewing CPUC order.” We assume the order referred to
is; D; 931085026, since: nosother: OANAD) decisionsiwerelidssuedsdatin
this period,; IfiZTURN:cahidemonstrate:that theléentyy>reYAtds tbeded
some othery OANAD decision;and: theipréparationicfAT0RNIs unbindling!
comments, TURN may file a petition for modification concerning the -
August 19 disallowance. ‘ :

{operq dIx9on (0 25uilfod 9530113009}
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AR

iRl zfdugllcateswtgejpirticipatign ofisimilaradoioa Gl L EQQT
erests O§ exrvwise 4a PY n ' o priid
R "“éehé?allY “@whe e”évidéﬁq¥§r$ Ké§§1n§2¢a§§ %iﬁj”' paiiid
)

S N dup icat niofwefforiais}siwpler~togidentify.nu DRI 00)
. weve re_no_evidéptiary. hear o) . o
SRIEEIRE K MR LA A SOt iy ENARELEAPER NS> nuts 20 waty

a1 vl Coalition,LISubmitnjoinb pleadings,riduplication DICE A6

8\1e§3 apparent,‘},

£f
IR 1m0l Jdreqgruned Fpuol

drowotlld

s "In‘theigasb, when:bhijlevelxof duplicabion wWaAB T onpouved
t to ascert Lap 2d - sofl
lo ~onTgGp Iiaatiénjdiscbﬁn Péaggér'P i g0¥1t81 ggrpgt feool wo
ISR TIIarar {the*hours g%?imidi?y ihté§Véans ?a;ulnstais.iT0~=0-tQ 3
case, we w similar scoun % w 2ib o
compénsation requestédy 3 EJG¥ én 'tha §f’ ollrzib odi
many-of bhe“Coa}itionimineraxma have ovsil oW
& ocatq posgit iong_similar 3
= R R A BT E B i3 0RE BUBN o £ s anogion
jlrg 1t0 some extentlthose\df\othép p?rtied suchfagoxif {ILGT0D
3 ve . ¢lative s X ; Codta1te
- g0 bl fadfuéfnse*ﬁefia appfoﬂrigf’e ST MRS LI A ER AR

ol eraPPoiXYY4129) o3 Yo usd ot 5 ogsw Ji -ﬂtsr,"f‘r{ vioseu boaoubox
wifd J“Jus‘\f”é i tRe Toéal "Eérﬂﬂérfﬁ:io'ﬁ“'ﬂ din&r”ﬁgpl{(‘ari;rio
were held ‘incoliitectio nwith‘the “Contsen's {ls‘f’aoéfffl’fé"ﬁfiﬁcif)i'e!e? X

sevérall partiés besidé’s\ TURN argued that the ég’ét”’é'éhﬁa'ora’ethoé'f mﬁy
RN

should be some variant of TSLRIC. In view SE i é r‘hlgh pot'entlal
for duplicatidh), T/e t'hi‘dk Ye’ ’fﬁ% 'diécour’i\:”[y'e ’ff:’q"é)ﬁplying to

Y koo

Gl
TURN's compensation award is eminently reasonable.;him D
15 E1018)
HIEN S8 SRebpeioh, Wl Yiad Apsfile the Nl rates tnat

TURN has requested.id i -The.ope; eXGeptlon is: foxr _Mr +Lofig; who

15; AsiTURNinotes;in:its;Request;>the:$185t hourly rate’ réquésted
for attorney Peter Allent has: rbeenvapproved by -ub,2and>appliéd to
the preparation of compensation requests. (See D.9%5- 11 -057, ’mimeo.
at 2:3,49510Di95511 ¢ 036,’1mimé0naat>4 Jpod 2v. aobuylonl sz il

o3 borteist tobio eidl cusen oW .tshro DULYD prilw 31\.')1“ 103 EQQ

si11 Weh also: think: thats the) $1004 hb‘urlyt fratei requested-'fo'i‘?) Rﬂ:haz'd
Gabel; TURN!s:censultant on{telecommunicationdi'ddsth], idoitsg 2l
reasopables zAsiTURN,points:outcin:itg>Requesti{at ’bpi*‘s(14$15)’) this

sdt painenaos noldsvilibon ol npoidrisg B ofil yev HAUT 2085600

L0016V oEIr"in er Jl,upuﬂ.
{Footnote continues on next page)
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requests an hourly rate for 1995 and 1996 of $230. 1In D.96-06-029,
we approved a 199¢ HoffYy rate of $3¥8V'foY HP.J%&5’,-,§£%tIy to
maintain parity with another attorney who worked on \th’e Local

- Competition prodeeding. (Mimeo. aﬂiigze.‘}')”r'éowfilﬁi?ﬁézfv the same -

10t Yt .
rate here, but will allow $230 per hour for Mr. Long's work in this
02.VvESR atpaod ol poldonhad 22443

docket in 1996. Sipd S001
Award

We will ‘}ﬁ.}.’a{a TURN COmpensatiéjf’ :&:;‘:;S‘,'@r{.‘}?ﬁ for its
contribution to D.95-12-016. The difference between this sum and
what TURN has taeaq'uré‘sfte'\'cf'?($91,321.‘68) is aécouﬁté@r"f}c}‘lﬂ%ﬂy the
disallowance fox tiue rspent on localytransporti issuds,sLthe 10%
discount for duplication of effort'”hla Yhd' BN ¥¥dlction in
Mr. Long's hourly irate':for 1995. The computation iﬁ:as‘followss

2 MUl yvad oT bouiupos off bluod2 olW
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.31 3o strda 9druol TGO
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appears to be less than the usual hourly rate for a consultanthof>
Mr. Gabel s experience which, dates,back fo5he 4980847+
; A tw 270721 .8 cadw {~3A2Y) etehivayg oo o
rinally’d tnaed fl[ﬁ:.lSq)p tel2phone” and the¥ &l c%ﬁaneous
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1o a0-a2,.0 0l L0ER2 1o 329l DLins 3¢erl w0} atsr yirvod ns olasppos ‘
r- yeg suhtotal Claimed
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i1 ;~C'1’-r:".~: g'pacd LM o) tued gog 0ESE wolls ELiw Jud (ortnid a3at
wfgﬁ)geggggion In Long’s 237'5(!‘309[_ i1t dodoob

: banwA

SRR SR gfa?ﬁxggrﬂgp‘?‘ﬁﬁﬁ*ﬁ 2i1oq 0D HUT '1:,907 93 A : .
Dy it atil) aosowicd osnosoilith ont L 250-S1- g_t a4 ot qof3uditinon
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Who Should Be Required To Pay TURN'
Intervenor Compensation Award? -

As noted above, the prinéipal issue raised by Pacific anda - = &
GTEC in their responses to TURN's compensation request is not the
amount of compensation requested, but who should be required to pay . ’
the award. Both Pacific and GTEC argue that competitive local
carriers (CLCs), as well as themselves, should be required to pay a
proportionate share of it. .

In its Response, Pacific¢ proposes no specific allocation
formula, but argués that "since CLC's will be affected by TURN's
participation in the proceeding as much as GTEC and we are, they
should pay for a portion of TURN's costs." (Pacific Response, pp.

3-4.)

GTEC's recommendations are more specific. After noting
that PU Code § 1807 requires the “public utility which is the -
subject” of the proceeding EQL)R?yaiggl_ery?nor Bﬁtl?l‘l,ﬁ\f?td?n

1
=1
Iz

.‘)S

1l
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. not Qe c~-y;the tsubjeqt’ :of :this proceedingn
{as) "a¥e he LECq, (It 18 time, for,.tHese.lnpas

parties to carry their share of the burden of
T sppp?rt}ng -the publio. poliocyi behind dntervéndi
b ' par cipation in thes exce 1ona1 casgesg, ... i ASIC
SEESAVIR SR VS 4 Divone onw ! ?, 2 il e oanter e A
Ap rtio menthefwepyhintervenor compensationwvrif HETYROD
awggd bagéd on the p articig ging c0mp§gie§ C oot ot

1propor&10nate”shafe‘bf califbérnla intrastate’” T

;fiqfegp lated, seyvice, reyenuee : would beqfair Ands f1iw asups
sonable under these circumstances, " ; (GTEC, . (rjny
Respohseleppi? 2231 ih L k[ A m R

vy o ¢ 1011 {RD
irououy 36 hetimif ca of gofdllsc 3 fouae o iodxs orid 51n1e11 ;
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130 ~ oty 2] ato Cie €83~
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- s 1EEw xwouldﬁma &7861188tion“Sf fdd Awards al® ® ’
m PR - {1y niebrativern@ghtmare for intervenors;,whoDBHOIJ10105
- "wou 'ld "bé forced to attempt collection £ q”‘ll oms o
fragments of awards from ndiéféug £irdd, mese” Y7 0T
. ofﬁqhom mgy -not evenibe providxngxlocal serv1¢e
et. ). the Commission is incllned to order ... jicqni
' s el Jt:he‘app‘ér"biénméritfdf “any ‘intéxrvenort” ' d
gqmpensation award.among abroader: élass;ofdj i ovionot
‘partiés [than thé LECs), TURN urges that such .
apporricnment be -limitéd, Tt thé‘ﬂaﬁ md‘,jtth)
theulargest 9ix ‘o 7éi ght" partlee ‘of the T
identifiéd olaéﬁ’"”‘(TURN Reblygbéi ‘)Kl\),i 3

Boysyg eNID drd) BIenoonet flegt o abaD
DRA notes thab while: "in'pY{?éiple, %Fﬁulriﬁg allféﬁffée}s in a
xr’f = Jla\.

competltive market to cont;ibute tosinterVenor compenshtion is more
equitable than requ1r1ng only one or two carriers Lo, beariyh

efl
vt ah 1 193700 (COSVIDIS Wil B _
resbonglb'iityaﬂﬁﬁféa eféhange}competit\?n IP Cal}ﬁguvig 38,8 50,015
109 2IHf 13230 WC £l e 0 [ p] 3
embf?%ﬁléftﬁglfii is not yet reasonable to require CLGs; to.pay park
IR INA L >0 2Jdaais n‘)!.u:#l‘!.,g{ i3 5

s 3
of theaaward (DRA Rep&y, p 3.) DRA also finds GTEC's proposed
allecation formula “puzzling”:

"If the basis for determining who should help .
pay lIntervenor compénsation awards is whether a- s
carrier is_authorized, to offer lpcal e Qg vhh i of
- asil aheaservléeioiﬁen the: 3appro 15&% £ oning nood.
ni aréarriertaiiontributiondndilgd ghé““ e Io6-80-40.0
carrier's share of the local eké ‘ﬁ &a?k%& ©
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not:the carrier's sharé“”flfhll“ihtfaéféfé’0”
regulated serviz&as”'M (Td. ap@gl pdd Sen das]
1o uobstrd i) o 1{'{ el NOIRT o1 B9f V1
Heibelievesbhat?thé‘COmménté“Of Phbifi"“” GTEC, TURN and
Wi Taanxa ot 1 Gt s II 31 ’!
DRA all raise ihtef‘sting issues about who should pay intervenor

compensation: awardsj;but this’ is*hbt(thé“} éprYi?t“”HéEision in
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which to res?lv’“‘cﬁ ”fﬁgnjabgjieag hed. this; conclusion;because we
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agree with TURN and:DRA thatxwhileb Ehigeasts 1 Al Tipditant
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. for; xesplving these, {esues ia to: solicit tohmehts 4l '6Nd of our
“roadmap!, telecommunications!proceedingsi J Such!ah Approuchiaeenb”
preferable to engagingydin plecemeal>adjudicatidn i thaividahtofso
compengation: deoisionsirhHelexpett! to* igsuer &> requast for dddh >4
comment s, in.the pearsfuture: yuivuiinos bun | (JacupeT Bol1ER02 PIOD
Conclusion '.i_““}.‘\.‘: ad1 Yo aninde svilosgese ricd) Yo dnowig Flul

As in other intervenor compensation deciéiéﬂs}gw%?ﬁﬁﬁﬂiﬂ
TURN, on notige; that-its recordssrelated toithisrawird?idy bé
subject- to audit by the Commission's Telecommunications.piiiboonoiq
Divisiog),,lga .Thug ;o TURNirust makerandyretainradéedqidtéfadécounting
and other.documentationitoisupportfallsrolaing £83 iafefvddspra oo
compgnsationsocMoreoveriras wecstated-dncbi96¢06-02997¢& believe
that TURN:must ;improve 3its [récordeKeeplng fdy “comnp&Rbatiss faivnaisy
requests, e haveztherefoxdrsinstituted asrequiYerént tRat -TURN and
other intervenors:fileac¥matrizx® initelecommuriicaticns F6admdp 22
proceedings .y s(Mimeos abtc26¢27.) irln particulay  TURN & fdaf 1y ¥ {ie
records need tocidentifythécissues ori which time:haa'been sgpent.

. -Xf TURN had done.that; here F;{i‘t-'?CO'U.ld ‘have redvéd 1tsel £ the ol .4l

embarrassment of a disallowance :for itime ‘dpent oh (16cal t¥urspsyt™
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interverilor cgmgensatipmrecor?a: are 's.uti)j?iabb té-a‘ﬁsiithby tha-{11-2¢e.d
Commission Adyisory and Compliance Division (CACD).: Onjp .o
Septémbér’10] i 1199’8%’ th tg'lgcbg&\\iﬁic%ti‘gﬁg‘? hgh%gii_s’ﬁfé of CACD were
absorped,into the newly:created{Teleddmmunicatidnsinividfonlo Isded
- i wa bie trisy: fds 53 d3iw
18 We are pleased to note;ghgﬁé\‘@%‘f‘?ti{a! ‘é“égr‘n’bé{rigoﬁmbéﬁq%ﬁg
compepgation. ggquixgsggnere;\;{tmche-(dn‘eatuledaupgnuiﬁf»mé_f-060629
shows that TURN is not seeking double réecovery for the. ime itivgoo
spent preparing commentﬁ?gﬁdjﬁﬁgtigipétiﬁgJiﬁxﬁhg en ngc heérfﬁé

that led up to the "roadmap"” decision, D.94-12-053.
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o 1o Sensistent- with previéua1Comhission‘deblﬁidﬁé“’ﬁé“ﬁill’}
also order,that interest be:paid. on:therambunbiof: the' akaka; Psor’
calculated: at}the threes month commercial phpertraté}’tbmme ciﬁﬁ’bh

compensation request), and continuing UntiIUPacific éﬁd‘GTEé‘maké°
full payment of their respective shares of the award. fioivilonod
Bindings of.Factisib aociznzncs v yonsvisint tadio al @A

) W \IURN;is“eligible forrintervenortcompeﬁséﬁiéﬂ inchigiivy
proceeding.hHOIjﬁﬁ;“h-;q;g{,l nigoleni.onn il yd 11Fun zJ soopdusg’

vt sR2ronTURN (ff)edrantimelyirequést geekilgU$91332T. 68 agrinivia
compensgpiqq for its substantial-Zcontributioniteip;9ss12-01é70 hos
avs i3 64 Through. 1tsgadvocacy of :cost studieycraflectifi§ >TSLRIA>

principle.éo.;'r,m contributed substantially it6vD195i12201645UT ey
;{“;‘5£51jkggmg;gf@qheLabtorneyLandcanalySU-hodfsﬂféﬁ which®TORNP?Y
seeksg . compensation iin: connection with: D:95+:12J61¢=rerata<tst t1odio
expandeqclntergqnneotlon andraodal‘transﬁort réstrtdturing i gsuegd

+:8+ n<TURN ;Yequests -hourly. rates ‘ofi$200 ‘andf§215 f6r: 2brovor
Mr. Long g, woxk :in 1993 :and 1994« respectively sdThesd hour1y ! Watds ‘
were, adopted,1n D.96-06-029 and -are :reagonable)> © 1o 3”‘“’""1" 2

6. TURN requests an hourly rate of $230 for Mr. Long 8 WO¥K
in 1995 and 1996.

7. TURN reéequests hourly rates of $125 for Ms., Costa’s work
in 1993 and 1994, .and $130 for her work in 1995. These hourly
rates were adopted in D.96-06-029 and are reéasonable. -

8. TURN requests an hourly rate of $185 for Mr. Allen's work

in prepar1?ngh§qcomggpﬁgtlpp reqyegt to by hﬁsjnﬁﬁﬁhﬂﬁ§ adopted: in-;
D.95-11- 035 ?“d 1Py 95-11- OS?Land iss re;?onableszﬁﬂﬂ“ﬂ ?; i“ﬂ;fi‘1gl
i rvsa ﬁﬂf; a0 hias yvioziyiA noflge e,

LW )ﬁ) ) bﬁél)%%b? géglaﬁjp?u»n %¢nsu tapt R: ctgrd»
Gabel’ o%,$;gg,fw hichiis:less: than:the}market faté for 1ﬁdividﬁél°45

with gngﬁgagégigggég%ng and ex9e5%§3?e:9Jon o1 beeeslqg 9un oW 8
e<3020-The JamgunbgrequéstedtbydTURNJforBOtherbédété énehsaasq oD
vidg, 2E&1 ﬂa agt Kd3i?é 1913 % unzﬂqip jon et WIUT 1sd3 ewoda

COP %xgﬂr ;nf: H5C8149 i sq:>£5 pgopabklesnoonan priasgeq JInoqe
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« 324, o Pome duplication: of effoxt: by, partied! iy likély during
;setblemgn ,negofpiationg; or . collaborabivel eff6rts Huch & 5> FURi Y O)
partic}pqt}OQ,“n $he. Coalftion iy 1o orais strnotdsegoty 6 ,1abro
Conclusiona Of . Law. ;1 oo 1o g0 v oviidssyeos o3 o) pnibhronos
x*:}J -~ URN ha;,ﬁu}filled the: requirements oft Sedtionad 180151812
which goveruy, awarde19f1intervenor;compensatidn?o aovada nviduoguox
er,,g,ljj 18.Xgquest: for  compensation: fortine lapeit oA tion
expanded A ;qggqpnqction,@ndf1¢calitransporbirestrudtufing aneuigh
be disallowed. : 2bes el dneavsq Lol
3. A ten per cent {1Q%).- diac6Unt39hou1dlbé!applied to the
amount of . {in terggngr;gompengation\awarded LOUTURN“ifi~dfder to
account for duplication of effort by other parties,.
4. TURN should be compensated at an houxly rate of $225 for
Mr. Long's} ﬁbrkJinf§§$ afid $230 for his work in 199,
S. T"’ s opld be:compensated at an hourly rate of $100 for
Mr. Gabélls wdrk intl§§§pq5
= 1 HI1bou
6. Tuﬁy ould be awarded $75,934.51 for its substantial
contribution to D 95-12-016.
L'h h}s‘ordqp shoulﬁ ‘be: effectlve today so that TURN may be
compengated. Withoht‘UnnedESséry delay R
8. The issues raised by Pacific's and GTEC's proposal that
all CLCs should pay a proportionate share of intervenor
compensation awards in proceedings that benefit CLCs by promoting
local exchange competition, should be resolved on a generic basis

rather than through individual compensation decisions.

INTERRIM ORDER

IT IS ORDERED that:

1. The Utility Reform Network (TURN) is awarded $75,934, 51
in compensation for its substantial contribution to Decision {D.)
95-12-016. '
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.estIrey roddo yd 3e0lls lo aoieoifgub 10l IUSODA
1ot 2% 3r. vint widvod 6 16 Boipansgsoos sd bfucda WMAUT . P
(ol 2582 3o :I dgon wif 1ol 0€cz LF lh(;}yy:goky COHLON)‘QU{I
s bBodpunidg DANIEL["?”O" g'g iR - -
JESS{E N q KNIGHT - IR s |, 1M

JOSIAH 1., -
Y L. pER,aV2 Lahiewn ‘Comiiit é’?oﬂé‘f -0

QAFA-S -0 o noiinditinon
az yibo Commissioher f{enry M, DUy 2 Bé’:mg
necessarlly absent, did: nottparuoipate.w

¢ = 8
e Iprcaota 2'0ET9 ban 20 iosd Fonins aopzni of)

reied st Yo orcds odpusidroegtig & NEg pluenn 2000 [ig
-.‘.'1/ - g A —r £ 5 -
i g I HGh spiiinssoia if ebrows oldRRNagro
et acoaoreg b 2010 Fitansd dedd spiibosioug i Rbrews

s ol { gaai df1eg0n spisrioxs Esood
staad viteonep & NG R iosst oo afdn oidf oo SpiRNTX

N - § > . L S S SO . X - -_18-
Leolztach [pOoIdeuisndn IsUeiVIoal Apho sdd aridld sorddes
HNAUKO MIHEY

s dedd GAHNGHO AT I
a.1€@ .2V bobinws mi (MAUT] Arowiod syeotaed ‘-in 19U anv .I
{.G) fotaioed ot nottuditinoen [siioeiadue il xo‘t ronnangr 0D Ol
.ofo-sf-ae




