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PUBLIC UfILITIES OO.z.uSSIClI OF 'IHE STATE OF CALIFOONIA 

OOroSSICtl NNIrufi An> ro-PLINO! DIVISICtt 
Telocarmmicat ions Bran:;h 

RE9)UJI'ICtt 10. T-I4192 
December 19, 1990 

RESOUJrICtt T-14192. P/>CIFIC BElL. OOOCR MmESSIU3 
PACIFIC BElL'S NNICE lEI'ffiR I'D. 15765 'TO REVISE ITS TARIFF 
SOllU.JIES FOR PRIVA'IE LINE SERVICES. 

stM'AAY 

By Mvice letter lb. 15765, filed on June 25, 1990, Pacific Bell (Pacific) 
requests Cmmission autmrity to :revise its tariff schedules for Private 
Lite Services for clarification. 'Ibis resolution awlXl"w'eS Pacific's hlvice 
Letter arrl denies t:}e protests filed by Telecan Services Limited aJXI API 
Alann Systans. 

• BlCKGnW 

• 

pacific filed Mvice Letter lb. 15765 on Juoo 25, 1990 to revise its tariff 
scb2rlules for Private Li..oo Services. Pacific pn:>poses to add definitions atd 
additional language in order to eliminate any J:OSsibility of 
misinterpretation of the tariff regarding h:::M rates are awlied for mileage 
am. charmel tenninals. pacific also prqoses to revise the fOIm:1t of S<m3 of 
tOO rate tables within Sclroule B3 to aHeM th:::lSe series types with the sarra 
rates to a~ in one place instead of on several different pages. In 
addition, pacific proposes to revise the header for ScOOdule B3 fl'm\ -B3. 
Chanools· to -B3. Analog Services- to clearly identify ",ilat is containErl 
within the B3 Sclaiule. Pacific claims that tOO integrity of the infonnation 
has been IMintain::rl. 'Ihere is 00 revenue inpact. 

ProffiSIS 

ex. July 12, 1990, 'I\}lecan Services Limited, Ire. (TSL) filed a protest 
0fP:lS.ing Mvice Letter lb. 15765. A secord protest \o.-'aS filed by API Alann 
Systems (API) on July 16, 1990. pacific resp:>rded to TSL's protest on July 
20, 1990 atd API's protest on July 26, 1990. 'ISL mlde an ad:Utiooal filing 
to pacific'S resp::>nse on August 2, 1990. 

Pacific fUed SUw1arental Mvioo letter lb. 15765A on July 30, 1990 to 
revise verbiage and mlke COn.'ECtioos to Mvice letter lb. 15765. pacific 
also requests that the effective date of the htvice letter be changed to 
September 26, 1990 • 
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<Xl SepteTller 25, 1990, Pacific filoo SufPlarental hfvice Letter lb. 157658 
requesting that a resolution J:e issued arrl that tOO effective date J:e 
cl'larq9d to If::Na'roor 10, 1990. 

In tOOir protests, roth 'fSL arrl API claim that pacific has been billinq 
private line services oontrary to \l.nat is clearly sp3Cified in th3 tarIff. 
"Ih3 protestants claim that pacific is attarpting to mxlify its tariff by 
Mvice Letter tb. 15765 to su~rt its current billing practice ~ren instead 
pacific slnlld te develcping billing practices to oooply with its tarHf. 

Specifically, roth 'fSL arrl API object to Pacific awlying tOO higoor 
interexchange rate to all t't.Q-p::>int sections of a nultlp;:>int circuit \O\-ren 
any section of that cin:uit crosses an exc~ bJurrlary. According to TSL, 
this is pacific's current billing practice. 

Ibth 'fSL arrl API oolieve that pacific·s current tariff clearly states that a 
tWJ-p;:>int section of a nultip;:>int clrcuit that is wit.h1n an exchange nust l:e 
billEd at tM l~r intraexchange rate. 

In its response, pacific states that it has ab.'BYS billEd private lIDe 
serv ices in accordaa:::e to its tariff. 'IOO language pacH ic is add.i.ng to its 
tariff u.J Advice letter lb. 15765 is only to clarify Pacific·s existing 
autOOrized billing practice atrl to eliminate any (X)Ssible q:p:>rtunity for 
misinterpretation of the tariff. pacific claims that it is rot altering or 
mxlifying its tariff in any "-'By. 

API also points out in its protest that there are reduOOancies arrl 
typc:>grafhl-cal errors in p3rtions of Pacific's prq::osed. tariff. pacific filed 
SUw1arental Mvice letter lb. 15765A to correct errors. 

DIS(.U;SIOO 

Pacific's private line tariffs pruvide for ~ sets of mileage arrl chanrel 
tennlnal rates - one set for interdistrictjinterexchange mileage, arrl 
aoother lower set of rates for intradistrictjintraexchange mileage. pacific 
asserts that orce any segrent of a private lioo circuit crosses an exchange 
to.m::iary, it is classifiEd as an interexchange cin::uit ard the entire 
ch:cuit is priced out at t.OO higrer interexchange mileage rate. Both 'fSL arrl 
API assert that each segrent of a private line circuit should l::e classified 
1n1epen:lentlyaM that the lONer mileage rate continues to awly to the 
segrents of the cin:uit located entirely intraexchange. 

}.PI has raised ttese sarre issues in its Cclt]?laint case lb. (C.) 89-02-018 
against Pacific, conterrling that pacific has mlsaWliEd its tariff. ~r, 
up::>n written request of carplainant and deferrlent, the case \t,"AS dismissed 
with projudlce by Decision lb. (D.) 90-04-036, issued on Aprll 24, 1990. 

'Ihe carmission issued D. 90-()5-091 on I-'.ay ~2, 1990 in c:onta;tion with c. 81-
06-022, API's CClll>laint case against Q:!neral Teleph::>ne Ccnplny of california 
(GI'OC). on page 19 of that decision, ~reJ\ discussing private 11.00 
intrac::arpany interexchange mileage nea.su.ramnt, the decision states that. 

"0.90-02-050 autOOrlzed GID:! to inplarent intr.lCa'rpanY 
inter-wire center rate COf"Cepts within its exchanQes am 
ootween its excha.n<)es. h'hen any part of tOO cln:ult <}OeS to 
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serve a custarer in amtOOr exchange (intermo:hange) then 
tt.e entire circuit is priCEd at GID::'s higher interexc~ 
rate. 7 • 

• 7 ORA'S witness Richard S~ in A.87-01-002 (Tr. 7367-
7368) reccmrerrled that tOO higoor interexchange rate of $5 
per mile be awlied to all p;>rtions of an interexchange 
circuit i..rx::luding tb:>se parts of the circuit "'hlch are 
within a given exchange. Alth::Jugh ~tenl atrglaraJrl Fire 
Alann Association argued against the use of tOO higoor 
interexchange rate for p;>rtions of GID:! interexchange 
private l~ circuits .... nich ~re ",fully intraexchange, 
DRA's reccmrerdation "'"as adopted by D.90-02-050.· 

'Ihe above discussion clearly specifies OCM private liJ~ mileage slnlld be 
rated. Pacific's actninistering of its tariff is in accordaoce with that 
specification. It is clearly ilia duty ard obligation of a utility to clarify 
any a.Tbigucus language in its tariff schedules. It is awropriate for 
Pacific to file a tirrely advice letter clarifying any arrbiguity in its filed 
tariff schedules so that 00 further misinterpretation can Occur. Mvice 
Letter lb. 15765 shall therefore te approved. 

FItDnx;s 

(1) D. 90-05-091 clearly specifies b:M private lire mileage srould be rated. 

• (2) pacific's adninistering of its tariff has been proper. 

• 

(3) It is awrupriate for pacific to file a tirrely advice letter to 
eliminate any arrbi<]Uity aOO to avoid further misinterpretation. 

IT IS OODERED thatt 

( 1) Protests by Telecan Services Limited ani API Alann Systans are denied. 

(2) All tariff sheets filed urrler Mvice Letter lb. 15710 arrl its 
suwlarents shall be mtrked to SOCM that soch sheets were auth:>rized by 
Resolution of the Public Utilities Carmission of the State of California 
lb. T-I4192. 

(3) 'Ihe effective date of this resolution is today. 

I certify that this Resolution "''as adopted by the Public Utilities 
Ccmnission at its regular rreeting on ~r 19, 1990. 'lb3 follCMing 
Ccmnissiooers 8WJ:OVed itt 

G. MITCHELL WIlK 
P(esid~nt 

FREDERICK R. DUDA 
STANLEY W. HUlEl. 
JOHN B. OHANIAU 
PATP,~A M. ECKERT 

Corr.missioners 
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