
PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

COMMISSION ADVISORY~ COMPLIANCE DIVISION 
Telecommunications Branch 

RESOLUTION NO. T-130S3 
February 24, 1989 

SUHHARY 

Roseville Telephone Company -of- C~ilf_on\ia ~-- 6:td~r_ 
authorizing represcrtption 6f 1988 straight-line 
remaining. life depreciation'rates for all 
telephone plant. 

ROseville T~leph6ne C9mpany ~_·of ,california _ (Roseville) pr9pOse!4.: 
reptescriptiOil, of it.s 1~$~·deprecJ~tioj\ rat~s -_for _ alltelephQne 
plant ()l) Dece~r 3()~ 19~8. _ The Divi~ion of Rat·epayEn::':Adyocat_e~f_ 

.... (DRA) of the california public Utll,iti~~ Commi:ssioncalculate-d a 
'WI' lo~er ~ep~ecia,tion rate; _ which ~,?s~yllle decided to accept.- -... 

This resolution autl)6rizes the 1988-st~aight;,..line rema~ning-life 
depreciation rates for al~ telephone plant for Roseville as set 
forth in ·Table.A, 

BACKGROUND 

On December 30, 1988, Roseville ftied with t~e cailfQrnici· P\,~biic 
Utiliti:es co:gunissicu'l fo~r.eprescription( i) _ of _ the _ depreciation 
rates for all te~eph,6ile plant. . The DRAStaff reviewed ' ." 
Roseville/s prOp6se~ chtu}ges, and has recommended:a: sli.ghtly 
lower depreciation rate for Account 2121.00, Buildings. 

".:.. 

- (i i Rep~escrlptiotl- of. ·~epreclat;ion r~t.es inc;:ludes ·:rev~ew o~ ._~ , 
dep~eciation rates to reflect changes in service life, future- n~t 
salvagE! ~nd ~eti.rement pattern due to technological changes and 
growth of telephone plant. 

~ :.-. 
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Roseville has agreed to,Staff's depreolatio~ ratos ,as shown in 
Table A. The proP9sed,l~88 rates res~~t 1~ an ~stlmatedannual 
inorease in depreoiati()~, accrual 6( $554, g7 3, a.n irtcrea$e of 
8.64\ compared to th~ 1986 rates~Thls:esttinate~s based on 
utility plant amounts that have nQt been inve~tl~ated for 
reasonableness or a~pted by the commiss~on. Utility 
plant amou~ts for each olass of plant are normally reviewed in 
general rate cases. 

Roseville/s depreciation'rates wer~ ias~ repreaoribed inl!186 by 
Resolution No.T-ll09s, dated January 28, 1981. , 

, ' 

tn accordance with th(j pr6Cedure~' fot: deprecla.1;16t.re~iEnls,< :, 
adopted ,by the Commiss,i6n on September 13, 1971 i theoepreciation 
Group6f the Division of Ratepayer AdvOcat~s ga~e,'noti~t!, of the 
proposed,deprt;!Q~atlonratest6 interested partIes by letter dated 
January lS, 1988. N~ protests or CODIJDEtllts durlnq the 30-day :," 
response period were received. ' 

.'-'~ . 
PINDINGS 

1. The depreciation rates' set forth 11\ Tabl~ ,A'Oft-his ': ,,' ,', " 

~h~~lt~i.h~ta;eft~af~~r!1t;e!~~n:bl~~~~!n~o~u~t::!ki~~6~~ver, 
purposes. ' 

2. The review of each class 'of pla~t and/or plant mi~,ls . 
~Ornially' done in a general rata'case proceeding; ,therefore no 
finding" of reasonableness concerning investment for each 
class of plant is ma~e. 

IT IS ORDERED that. 

1. AuthoritY).8 granted to niake ~h~ depreqlatl()n~~t,~r~yi~19ns 
shown in Table A of this resolution" effective 'for calenda:t' 
year 1988 andsul?sequent ,years unti~ Roseville files ,'a ~il~w, 
depreciation study with, the commission. :", ':',.' 

, ' 

2. The effective date of this resolution is today. 
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I certify that thisResolutio~ was adopted by the Public 
utilities Commission at its ~egular meeting on February 24, 198~. 
The following Commissioners approved itt 

G. KITCHELL WILl(. 
pr$sident·. ~ 

S~ANLEY w~ 'aut..ETr~· 
JOHN_B.: OHANIAN 

commissioners 
- . 

~~ FrederfckR. OUda -
be1,g .~riJ). Abs$tit did ~ • 
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