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* * * * * * *  

DIRECT TESTIMONY OF CHARLES W. KING 

Q. 

A. 

Please state your name, position and business address. 

My name is Charles W. King. I am President of the economic 

consulting firm of Snavely, King and Associates Inc. with offices at 1220 L Street, 

N.W. Washington, D.C. 20005. 

Q. Will you briefly describe Snavely, King and Associates 

Inc. 

A. Snavely, King and Associates Inc. was formed in 1970 to conduct 

research on a consulting basis into economic issues of costs, revenues, rates and 

demand characteristics of regulated industries. Most of the firm’s work has 

involved the preparation and presentation of expert witness testimony before 

Federal and State regulatory agencies. 

Q. Have you attached a summary of your quaWications and 

experience to this testimony? 

Yes. Attachment A is a brief summary of my qualifications and 

experience. Attachment B is a tabulation of my appearances before Federal and 

State regulatory agencies in connection with utility rate proceedings. 

A. 

Q. For whom are you appearing in this proceeding? 

1 



5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

1 0  

1 1  

1 2  

1 3  

1 4  

1 5  

1 6  

1 7  

1 8  

1 9  

2 0  

2 1  

2 2  

2 3  

2 4  

2 5  

2 6  

2 7  

A. I am appearing on behalf of the customer interests of the United 

States Department of Defense and all other Federal Executive Agencies. 

Q. 

A. 

What is the objective of your testimony? 

The objective of my testimony is to comment on the revisions to the 

incentive regulation plan that were submitted by Southern Bell on July 15,1992. 

Q. Would you briefly describe Southern Bell’s proposed 

revisions? 

A. In Order No. 20162 issued October 13, 1988, the Commission 

adopted an incentive sha’ring plan for Southern Bell which allowed the Company to 

retain earnings within an authorized range of return on equity from 11.5 percent to 

14 percent. Between 14 percent and 16 percent, the Company was required to 

share earnings 60 percent with ratepayers and 40 percent to the Company. The 

Company would refund all earnings over 16 percent to ratepayers. In Order No. 

24066, issued February 5, 1991, the Commission extended the incentive sharing 

plan for an additional two years through December 31,1992 

The Company now proposes the modify the plan by establishing a 

“price regulation index” (PRQ which will control the percentage by which Southern 

Bell’s overall price levels may vary from year to year. The PRI would reflect the 

Gross National Product Price Index, less a productivity offset of 4 percent, 

adjusted for exogenous cost changes resulting from taxes, depreciation 

proceedings, jurisdictional separations rule and accounting rule changes. Existing 

rates would be the starting point. Each year a new PRI would be developed, and 

rates from the previous year would be increased or decreased by the increase or 

decrease in that index. 

Additionally, the existing limitations on overall earnings would 

continue to apply. Southern Bell witness Randall S. Billingsley purports to 

demonstrate that the return to equity capital allowed by the Commission in 1988 
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continues to be appropriate, and therefore the existing sharing bands should 

continue. The only change recommended by Southem Bell is that the 60/40 sharing 

percentage between 14 and 16 percent r e m  should be changed to 50/50 in light of 

the greater risk assumed by the Company by reason of the application of a 4 percent 

productivity offset against inflation. 

Finally, within the constraints of the overall earnings limits, 

Southern Bell would be allowed to change its rates. All services would be 

classified into two categories, basic and non-basic. The rates for basic services 

could be increased by up to 5 percent in any given year; the rates for non-basic 

services could be increased up to 20 percent. It is not clear when Southern Bell 

would initiate these rate changes. Presumably, some of them may coincide with the 

annual revisions in the overall rate level in response to changes in the Price 

Regulation Index. Southern Bell suggests that any ratepayer sharing of excess 

earnings be distributed in the form of one-time customer refunds. 

Q. Should the existing rates serve as a starting point for the 

new incentive regulation plan? 

A. No. The Commission should determine independently whether the 

existing rates accurately reflect the Company’s cost of service and specifically its 

cunent cost of capital. There is g o d  reason to suppose that the capital costs have 

declined significantly since 1988. Attachment C to this testimony is a chart which 

displays the yields from Moody’s Aa public utility bonds and 10-year treasury 

bonds since mid-year 1988, when the existing sharing bands were established. The 

chart reveals that utility bond yields have declined from approximately 10.5 percent 

to below 8.5 percent, or about 200 basis points, during the four year interval. Ten 

year treasury bond yields have declined from about 9 percent to about 7 percent 

during the same period, also a 200 basis point decline. While it may be 

inappropriate to translate this 200 basis point reduction in debt costs to equity, there 
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can be little doubt that the environment of the capital markets has changed 

significantly during this four year interval. It is therefore necessary that the 

Commission determine the currently appropriate rate of return and then recalibrate 

Southern Bell’s rates to generate. that return. These recalibrated rates, not the 

existing rates, should be the starting point for any new incentive regulation plan. 

Q. Would you please comment on the propriety of the Price 

Regulation Index recommended by Southern Bell. 

A. The index recommended by Southern Bell is similar to indexes that 

have been used by the Federal Communications Commission in regulating AT&T’s 

interstate rates and the interstate access rates of the local exchange carriers. The 

State of California has also adopted a similar rate index plan to constrain the overall 

revenue levels of Pacific Bell and GTE of California. 

If there is any objection to a price regulation index, it lies in the 
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complexity created by the extraordinary proliferation of rates and services provided 

by a telephone company. Unlike an electric or gas utility, a telephone company 

provides a multiplicity of different services to different customers. The derivation 

of a composite rate is therefore a complex calculation. As a consequence, the 

adjustment of the composite rate in response to a rate index change may have very 

different impacts on different customers depending upon the company’s 

implementation plan. 

This problem of the proliferation of rates and services is not 

particularly relevant with respect to the FCC “price cap” plan because interstate 

access rates are relatively simple in their structure. In California, the rate index 

adjustments in overall revenue are implemented through surcharges or surcredits 

that are applied to the total of each customer’s bill. The distribution of those 

cumulative surcharges or surcredits among the respective services is handled 

through an entirely separate proceeding. Thus, in California, the overall revenue 
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changes associated with the price regulation index are decoupled from the 

distribution of those changes as adjustments to the permanent rates of the respective 

service offerings. If the rate indexing concept is accepted in Florida, I recommend 

that the same procedure of decoupling revenue adjustments from rate structure 

changes be adopted. I will discuss this procedure in greater detail later in my 

testimony. 

Q. How does Southern Bell’s proposed four percent 

productivity offset compare with the offsets used elsewhere? 

A. The Federal Communications Commission allows local exchange 

carriers to choose between a productivity offset of 3.5 percent and 4.5 percent. A 

Carrier opting for the higher productivity offset is permitted to enjoy a higher rate of 

return if it can earn it. The California Commission has prescribed a productivity 

offset of 4.5 percent. Additionally, I should note that the Georgia Public Service 

Commission has required Southern Bell to achieve a 5 percent annual productivity 

improvement in order to retain any excess earning in its sharing plan. 

Q. Do you have any comments on the Company’s proposed 

list of exogenous factors that would offset the price regulation 

index? 

A. Presumably, these exogenous factors would be the same as those 

included in “the box” of exogenous factors for purposes of calculating the annual 

rate of return under the existing sharing plan. I have no objection to including 

changes in tax rates, accounting and separations rules. I do object to the automatic 

flow-through of the effect of depreciation changes. The Company’s depreciation 

rates are not exogenous; they are the result of the Company’s planned retirements 

program, which in turn is driven by its long-term strategic objectives. Obviously, 

they are very much under the control of the Company, and they reflect directly the 
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Company’s ability to draw produdivity from its capital investments. Therefore, the 

result of depreciation proceedings should not be treated as an exogenous factor. 

Conversely, separations factor changes should be treated as 

exogenous, along with changes in separations rules. These factors are driven 

primarily by the relative use of the Company’s network by interstate and intrastate 

services. If interstate usage increases more than intrastate usage, then there is a 

reduction in the Company’s intrastate revenue requirement. That reduction is not 

the result of any effort of the Company’s management. More likely, it results from 

the efforts of the managements of the interexchange carriers, who are able to deliver 

greater volumes of traffic to Southern Bell’s access network than Southern Bell is 

able to generate itself. The resultant changes in separations factors are thus 

exogenous to Southern Bell and should not be the basis for the Company’s 

retaining excess earnings. 

Q. 

A. 

Should there be any modification in the sharing arrangements? 

Yes. The Commission should revise the sharing bands to conform 

to any revision it finds appropriate. in the allowed rate of return to the equity capital 

of Southern Bell. As noted earlier, and as illustrated in Attachment C, there is 

reason to believe that the costs of capital have declined significantly since 1988. If 

so, then the respective sharing bands should be adjusted downward accordingly. 

As a representative of ratepayers, I am inclined to quibble with 

Southern Bell’s proposal to change the 60/40 ratepayer/shareholder distribution to 

50/50. However, I must concede that the institution of a productivity offset 

constraint on Southern Bell may add further risks to the Company’s operations, and 

therefore I believe the 50/50 sharing alternative is acceptable. 

Q. Should the Commission adopt Southern Bell’s recommended 

separation of services into basic and non-basic categories? 
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A. To a limited extent, Southern Bell’s proposal is consistent with the 

efforts of many telephone companies and state regulators to allow greater flexibility 

in the pricing of services subject to competition. I supporl this trend, provided that 

the competition is real. I am unpersuaded that the list offered as Exhibit No. 2 to 

Mr. Lombardo’s testimony accurately separates the services that are competitive 

from the services that are not competitive. 

For example, Mr. Lombard0 includes Direct Inward Dialing as a 

non-basic service. Under his proposal, Southern Bell could increase the rates for 

this service by as mucb, as 20 percent annually. This designation presumes that 

Direct Inward Dial is not a “basic” requirement of customers who operate PBX 

systems. In fact, Direct Inward Dial is critical to the efficient use of most PBX 

systems. PBX systems are direct competitors to Southern Bell’s ESSX services. 

ESSX provides Direct Inward Dial as a basic component of the seMce. Customers 

considering the alternative of PBX systems must buy Direct Inward Dial (and Line 

Hunting) separately from their PBX trunks. If Southern Bell is permitted upward 

pricing flexibility for DID service, it is then positioned to price PBX systems out of 

competition with ESSX service. Thus, it is not only inappropriate to classify DID 

as non-basic, but that classification would allow Southern Bell to manipulate rates 

in a highly anticompetitive fashion. 

Q. 

A. 

What alternative classifications of Services can you suggest? 

Many states, e.&, California, Colorado, have adopted a three-tiered 

classification for services. The f i ~ t  tier are “actually competitive” services, such as 

the intercom function of Centrex and the numerous central office features that, 

alternatively, customers can purchase as features in their own customer premise 

equipment. They also include services sold through competitively bid or negotiated 

contracts. The second category is potentially competitive services, that is, services 

that face some competition but over which the telephone company retains a 
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significant pricing power. Notable among these services are private lines and 

special access services. Finally, there is the residual of noncompetitive services, 

which include all services associated with the basic functions of connecting 

subscribers with the public switched network and switching their calls on that 

network. 

0. Do you agree with Southern Bell’s proposal for freedom to increase 

basic service rates by 5 percent and non-basic service rates by 20 percent? 

A. No. Such freedom represents virtual deregulation of Southern 

Bell’s rates. It would allow the Company to manipulate its rates almost at will. 

Q. What pricing flexibility do you believe should be allowed to 

Southern Bell? 

A. As noted, I recommend that the Commission separate services into 

three, rather than two, categories. The fully competitive services can be virtually 

deregulated, but for the sake of rate continuity, I would impose the Company’s 

suggested 20 percent increase limit on the upside and, on the downside, a 

requirement that the Company demonstrate that revenues from any service 

experiencing a rate reduction m v e r  their long run incremental costs. This 

constraint is necessary to ensure against cross-subsidy of competitive services by 

monopoly ratepayers. 

The only flexibility allowed for the second category of potentially 

competitive services should be in the downward direction. That is, the Company 

may reduce rates for these seMces but it may not increase them except with the 

explicit approval of the Commission. As with the fully competitive category, the 

Company should demonstrate that any reduced rates at least recover the long run 

incremental cost of the service provided. 
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Finally, the nonampetitive category should he regulated as at 

present. The Company may neither increase nor decrease these rates without 

explicit approval from the Commission. 

Q. 

be implemented? 

k 

How should total revenue changes that result from the incentive plan 

Under the Company’s proposed modification of the incentive plan, 

there would he two sou~ces of total revenue changes, those that result from the 

movement of the price regulation index and those that result from the constraints of 

the sharing bands. I recqmmend that these changes be treated in the same manner 

and at the same time. By March 31 of each year, the Company should submit a 

report showing the change in the PRI and its rate of return during the previous year. 

If either the PRI or the rate of return sharing bands trigger a change in the overall 

level of revenue, the Company would be obliged to increase or decrease its prices. 

This report and the supporting calculations would identify the amount of the rate 

change. 

The distribution of the revenue change is an altogether different 

matter. The Company proposes that ratepayer sharing amounts be distributed as 

one-time credits on ratepayers’ bills. I regard this proposal as unacceptable because 

it leaves in place rates that evidently generate excess earnings to the Company. It 

also does nothing to rationalize the Company’s rate structure, something that should 

be an ongoing process. 

One alternative might be the California surcredit or surcharge 

procedure. This option at least has the advantage of providing permanent rate relief 

to ratepayers in the event of overearnings or a reduction in the PRI, or permanent 

rate relief to the Company in the event of a earnings deficiency or an increase in the 

PRI. 
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The best alternative is the procedure that was recommended by 

Southern Bell’s sister company, South Central Bell, to each of the regulatory 

commissions in its service territory. This procedure decouples the distribution of 

the total revenue changes from the calculation of those changes. h a separate 

inquiry, the Commission establishes a prioritized list of rate reductions and, 

alternatively, rate increases. For example, if there is to he a rate reduction, the 

Commission might designate the k t  million dollars to reductions in, say, 

intraLATA toll rates, the second million dollars to access charges, and the third 

million dollars to PBX trunks and Network Access Registers. Similarly, there 

would he another prioritized list for rate increases setting forth, in order, the dollar 

amount to be recovered from services that might require additional revenue, 

principally because they are provided below m t .  

This procedure has been implemented in at least three states, 

Kentucky, Alabama and Mississippi. Attachment D to this testimony contains the 

lists that were attached to the initial plans approved by the Commissions in those 

states for South Central Bell. 

I recommend this procedure because rate structure changes are 

highly contentious and controversial. If the revenue adjustments must await a 

determination of their distribution as rate changes, then they are likely to be delayed 

while various parties dispute their competing rate adjustment agendas. The result 

would be a reintroduction of regulatory lag into a plan that, among its justifications, 

should be the reduction of regulatory lag. 

Q. Southern Bell’s final recommendation is that the plan be adopted in 

perpetuity, but that it be reviewed every four years. Do you agree with this 

proposal? 

A. Yes, I agree with this proposal as far as it goes. I believe, however, 

that there should be a trigger mechanism to initiate a reconsideration of the rate of 

10 
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return bands. That trigger mechanism, which would be tied to an index of the 

interest rates, is necessary to protect both ratepayers and the Company from the 

effect of fluctuations in the a t  of capital. 

Q. What spec& index of interest rates do you recommend to trigger 

for the reconsideration of the sharing bands? 

A. I recommend that the yields on 10-year Treasury bonds be used as a 

trigger for the Commission’s reconsideration of the rate of return bands. If those 

yields change by more than 150 basis points (1.5 percentage points) since the 

sharing bands were last determined, the Commission should initiate an investigation 

to determine whether there should be an adjustment in the sharing bands. In this 

manner, if capital costs fall, ratepayers are protected from having to pay rates that 

generate excess earnings to the Company. Conversely, if capital costs increase, the 

Company is protected from the requirement to refund to ratepayers earnings that are 

necessary to maintain its credit and attract capital. 

Q. 

A. 

Could you please summarize your recommendations? 

Yes. First, I recommend that the Commission determine the 

Company’s current cost of capital and, if appropriate, recalibrate the Company’s 

rates to generate that cost of capital. Parallel to this recalibration would be a 

resetting of the sharing bands that were established when the initial incentive 

regulation plan was approved in 1988. Second, I recommend that the Commission 

accept the Company’s proposal for a price regulation index to govern the 

Company’s overall revenue recovery. I would accept the Company’s p r o p a l  that 

it consist of the GNF’ price index less a productivity offset adjusted for exogenous 

factors. The Commission may wish to consider a productivity ofhet slightly 

greater than the Company proposes, possibly 4.5 or 5.0 percent Additionally, the 

exogenous factors should exclude depreciation rate adjustments and should include 

separations factor changes. 

1 1  
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I recommend that the Commission adjust rates as indicated either by 

the PRI or the sharing mechanism each year based on a predetemined, prioritized 

list of rate increases and, alternatively, decreases that have been established in a 

separate inquiry decoupled from the rate adjustment mechanism. 

Finally, I recommend that the Commission reconsider the sharing 

bands whenever the yields on 10-year Treasury bonds vary by more than 150 basis 

points from their level at the time the sharing bands were last established. 

Q. 

A. Yes. Itdoes. 

Does this conclude your testimony? 

1 2  
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CHARLES W. KING 

Mr. King is President of Snavely, King & Associates, Inc. His 

consulting experience has related primarily to the economics of 

electric and communications utilities and of transportation. He 

has appeared before Congressional committees, Federal regulatory 

commissions, and numerous state regulatory agencies as an expert 

witness on these matters. 

Prior to the establishment of Snavely, King & Associates, Mr. 

King was with EBS Management Consultants, Incorporated, then a 

subsidiary of Ebasco Industries. For about a year he was Director 

of the Economic Development Department, and prior to that he held 

the title of Principal Consultant. He first entered the consulting 

field in 1962 with W.B. Saunders & Company, a transportation 

consulting firm. Prior to entering the consulting field, he was an 

Analytical Statistician for the Office of Statistical Standards in 

the U.S. Bureau of the Budget. In that position, he was 

responsible for the review of all Federal statistical programs 

dealing with transportation. 

Mr. King's work has focused primarily on issues of costs, 

pricing and rate structures of regulated utilities. In the area of 

electric utilities, Mr. King has submitted testimony on behalf of 

Consumer Congress of Virginia, the People's Counsels of Maryland 

and the District of Columbia, the Rate Counsel of New Jersey, and 

the Consumer Counsel of Connecticut in connection with rate 
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increase applications of major electric utilities before those 

states' public utilities commissions. On behalf of various 

consumer interests, he has appeared before regulatory or 

legislative bodies of more than 20 states to testify on the general 

subject of electric rate design. He has also testified before both 

House and Senate Committees in connection with energy legislation 

pending before the U.S. Congress. 

In the area of telecommunications, Mr. King directed a three- 

year series of studies on behalf of the Canadian Transport 

Commission to develop appropriate costing and ratemaking principles 

to govern the regulation of the telecommunications utilities under 

that Commission's jurisdiction. He has also submitted testimony in 

connection with general rate increase applications by 

telecommunications carriers before the regulatory commissions of 

over a dozen states. He has submitted testimony in numerous 

Federal Communications Commission proceedings on behalf of user 

parties of various common carrier telecommunications services. 

This testimony dealt extensively with issues of rate structure and 

the role of costs and demand in ratemaking for individual services. 

Finally, in the area of transportation, Mr. King submitted 

testimony on the relationship of rail rate increases to national 

energy and anti-inflation policies in several proceedings before 

the Interstate Commerce Commission. He was principal investigator 

in the Canadian Transport Commission's inquiry into the costing 
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principles and procedures for purposes of rail subsidies and rate 

regulation. He has submitted testimony on three occasions before 

the Federal Maritime Commission and once before the Interstate 

Commerce Commission on behalf of the State of Hawaii in connection 

with general rate increase applications by the shipping companies 

which provide marine servzce between Hawaii and the West Coast. 

Mr. King holds a Bachelor of Arts degree in economics from 

Washington & Lee University and a Master of Arts degree in 

government economic policy from The George Washington University. 
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Publlc Utllltloo Control Ruthorlty 
DI~loLon o f  Conouo.r Counsal 
Dlvlslon of Consu9.r Couns.1 
Dlvlslon of Consu.or Counm.1 
Dlvlslon m f  Con.umor COun8.1 
Coalition of tiot.1.. a i i o y  b 

Coelttion or H O ~ O I O ,  a i l m y  L 
RmtrLIoro 

Rotallor. 

76-0-4 
fb-0604.S 
78-0303 
130-0403.4 
111-04 I a 
ni-e6ee. 4 
ne-0701 
8s-le-ee 

n7-w-01 

Uorlouo Eloctrlc Utllltlos 
CLLP and HELCO 
Brldpoport Hydroul le Co. 
CLLP and HELCO 
Unltod Illumlnotlnp Coopony 
CLbP and nELco 
CLLP 
CLLP 

July LL. I976 
Novo-bmr 10. I977 
(nono) 
aupu-t 11 .  1980 
JUIV LO. 1-01 
Octobor s, 19n1 
Boptoobor Le. 19ne 
anon.) 

D.C. Pooplm*o Counool 
D.C. P.oplo*s Counsel 
D.C. Paoplo'e Counool 

. b8S 
715 
7es  
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CtinRLEB W. n r w  . 
Elmctrlc. Bas. Uat-r Utlllty Cas*. 

cas. Data or 
Cross-.naeinatlon Cllsnt 

Cas. No. Ut 11 1 t y  

KS J.C. Penney Coepany 1 IS, 379-u January 22. 1981 

7318 April 25. 1979 8ev.n Kentucky R.tall.rs 

Maryland People* 8 Counool 
Maryland Pooplegs Counm.1 
Maryland Po~=plo9s Counsol 
Maryland Pooplm's CounsoL 
Maryland P.ople* Counm.1 
Maryland Poople*s COun8.1 
Maryland Peop1.e s Couns.1 
Maryland Pooplm*s Counsol 
Maryland Paoplo*s Couns.1 
R o t a 1 1  Merchants of 8altlooro 
Maryland P.op10.0 Counsol 
Maryland PeopLo*s Couns.1 
Maryland P.oplo* s Counsol 
Orpanlzatlon tor C0nsum.r Jumtlco 
Maryland Pooplo* rn Counsol 
Maryland Pooplo* s Coun.01 
Rota11 Morchants er ~altleoro 
Oonstar Btono Prmduct.. .t -1. 
Industrial lntoruonor. 
Maryland lndustrlol Group 

Loulsvlll. 0.. b El.Et. co. 

Wash. Qas b Llpht Coopany 
Potooac EI.ctrlc Powor Co. 
R I I  EIoetrIc Utllltle. 
Baltleore 8.. 4 Eloctrla Co. 
Baltimore Oas b tloctrla Cm. 
aaltleor. Qas b Eloctrla Co. 
Potomac Elactrlc Powor Co. 
a11 Eloetrlc UtlIItIe. 
Dolmorva Poror b Llpht 
Baltlmoro Bas C Eloctrlc Co. 
Dolmarva Powor b Llpht 
8alII.oro 01s b Eloctrla Co. 
Potomac Eloctrlc Power Co. 
Potomrc Edlmon Cmepany 
Baltleore Qas b Eloctrla Co. 
Potoeac Eloctrle Poner Co. 
aaltlmoro 131s b Eloctrlc Cm. 
Potoeac Edlson Coopany 
Potooae Edlson Coepany 
Baltlooro Gaa b Eloctrlc Eo. 

Boptmobor 17, 197b 

8eptomber I ,  1977 
(nono) 
Eeptoobor 90. IS76 
Docorbor 28, 1976 
Rprll 18. 1978 
January 17. 1-79 
Oatobor 83. 197a 
Juno 88. IS88 
8epbomb.r 8, 1900 
Decoobor 9. 1981 
Fobruary 18. 19a2 
npr61 28. ire2 
Rtobor 19. 19a8 
Nowo.b.r 22. 19a2 
Rprll la. 1983 
Daeombor 9, 1905 
Juno ea/July 19a6 
March 4. 1987 

b977 
bat4 
6887 
6882 
69as 
7878 
7149 
7163 
7836 
7397 
7427 
7574 
7597 
7604 

7bb3 
768s 

7878 
7973 

7588 

7878 

MD 

March 19, 080 
May 14. 1981 
Morch 9, 1982 
January 19a3 
march 2b. 19ab 

.ea79 

957 
1388 

ss7/ssa 

as-270 

Uostorn Mass. Cloatrlo 
Uo.torn Mas.. El.ctrlc 
Um.torn Mass. Elmctrlc 
Wostorn Ma... Eloctrlc 
U..tern Mas.. Eloctrlc 

Coalltlon m r  Itunlclpalltlos 
Coalltlon or Munlc1palltl.s 
Coalltlon o r  Munlclpolltl.. 
Coalltlon o r  Munlclpal1tl.s 
Coalltlon o f  Munlclpalltlo. 

MR 

- 
MN Northorn States Power 1979 I(lnn.sota R.tail F.doratlon Eo081 

6R-77-6 I I 

MO Mlsmourl R.talIers Assoclotlon €0-78- I I Kan. Clty Powor L Llpht CO. 

Publlc Borvlco or N.H. 
Publlc Smrvice or N.H. 
Publlc 6.rvlo. o f  N.H. 

Fobruary 19, 1981 

Fobruary 6. 19al 
Fobruary 5. I981 
N0r.mb.r 2. 1983 

8u.In.ss b Industry nssoa. or N.H. 
Bualnoaa b Industry R s s o c .  or N.H. 
Bu.1n.s. L Industry Rssoc. of  N.H. 

79-187-11 
88-2b8 
82-333 

NH 



3t.t. 
CIIont 

cas. D a t o  or 
Croos-omamlnation 

Cas. No. ut 1 I 1  ty 

Dopt. oC Publlu Wvocato 
Dmpt. or Publlc Rdwocato 
N.J. R.t-11 Merchants Rs.aelaCion 
D.part..nt O f  Public Rduocato 
R..orts 1nt.rn.tional Hot.1. In=. 
Dopt. m f  Public Wwocat. 
Dept. o r  Publlc Rdwocato 
Dover Townshlp Flro Ch1.f. 

Publlc Soru. Elmctrlc L 6.0 
Rtlantlc Clty Eloctrlc Co. 
R11 Now J.rs*y Ut111t1.. 
N.J. Natural 0.8 Company 
Rtlantlc Clty Bor*rap. Co. 
Rtlantlc Clty Elmetric Co. 
Ellzab.thtoun Qas 
To... R1v.r Uat-r Company 

R11 Eloctrlc~Utllllloo 

NJ 

- 
NC North Carollna Morchanto R s o o c .  E-lea 

2bB96 
eme9 
e7 I 36 
e7353 

?obruary 3. 197b 
cnonoc 
July 1. 1977 
8optmmb.r s. iqag 

N.Y. Council mf Rmtril Morchantm 
Motropolltan N.Y. Rotall Councll 
M.trop.lltm N.V. Rotall Councll 
N.V. Motro. Transit Ruthorlty 

mlo Counell of ROtAll Merchant.. 
Oh10 Councll o f  R.taiI M.rchrnts 

a l l  Eloctrla UtIIItios 
Conoolidatod Edloon Co. 
Lonp Island Ltphtlng Ca. 
Cmnmo1idat.d Edison Co. 

Clouolmnd Eloc. Illumlnmtin 
Clnclnnati Qa. L Eloctrlc 

NY 

- 
OH 

an-179-EL 
a 3 - 1 s e 9 - ~ ~  

4nonol 
Cobruary  1s. I992 

! 

Ponnsylvanla Rota11 Rooocl~tlon 
Bouthoamtom Pa. Tronsp. Ruthorlty 
Eastern Pmnn Enorgy Us*ro Qroup 
E..t.rn Ponn Enorpy Rsaoclatlon 
Perm Bu-lnmss Utl11ty Usmr Qroup 

7b-PWD-7 
R-allb2b 
R-a221 b9 
R-842651 
R - ~ J B I S ~  

m i  e ~ o c t r ~ c  U C I I I ~ L O S  
Phlladolphir Eloetrlc Co. 
Pann. P-nor L Limht Co. 
Pann. P o r o r  L Llpht Co. 
Phllad~lphia Electric Co. 

Soptambw 7. 1977 
Docombor 1 1 .  1981 
March mprll 1903 
Docombor 3. 1964 
Fabrurry 19. L W b  

PR 

- 
TX 

Houston Rotolloro Io8oclatlon 
Houston RotalLoro R~ooclatlon 
Cltl-s C o r  Fair Utillty Rat.. 

5779 
b76S 

a4es1a43~ 

Octobor 19. 19a4 
fhpt0.b.r 81, 19ab 
Rpril es. 1989 

Houoton LlphtLnp L Poror Co 
Mounton Llphtlnp L Poror Co 
Houston Llphtlnp L P o r a r  Co 

Ulrpinla K1oatrlc Ponar Co. 
Ulrpinlm Eloctric Powor Co, 
Vlrnlnia EI*ctric Poror Co. 
Old Domlnlon Elmc. Corp L 
Uirginia El.ctrlc Poumr Co. 

 ons sum or conpr*ao oc uarptni. 
Consumor Conprooo of Vlrplnla 
Va. ~usIn*om Comml*to* on Bnarpy 
Vlrglnla Plpa Tradms Council 

July 1975 
soptombor 19, 197a 
Fabruary i?S. 1981 
Octobor 31. 1984 

VR 

Wlsconoln Eloctrlc Powor Co Ulsconsln norchants Fedaratlon b630-ER-2 



stat. 

ca 

CD 

CT 

DC 

- 
DE 

. - . . - .  . . . -. . -  _ -  . . . .  . . .  
CHRRLEB U. HlNQ 

boror- 
Pogo 3 O f  11 

Tol~coomunlcatlons Cas.' 

CIlont 

Arlzona Burglar b Plro Alarm fh8n. 

Fodmrrl E*ocutLvo Rgonclos 

Uontorn Burglar b Flro Alarm Aosn. 
umstorn Burglar L Flro Alarm flssn. 
U.mt.rn Burglor b Flro Alarm 6k.n. 
U.st.m Burglar b Fir. Alorm flssn. 
U.st.rn Burglar b F l r .  Alarm Psmn. 

Uostorn Llurglar b Flro Rlari Assn. 

Uostorn Burelor b Clro Alarm Aomn. 
U.st.rn Burglar b Fir. Alarm Rssn. 

Calltornla Collular flooollors Rsmn. 

u. 8. 
U. B. 
u. 8. 
u. B. 
co I 0 1  
U. 8. 
u. 8. 
u. 8. 
u. 8. 

Dopartaant or 
Doprrtaont mr 
Dopartront or 
Dmpartmont or 
rad0 Municipal 
D-partmont of 
D.part..nt of 
Doprrtmont or 
Dapartiant or 

Conn-ctlcut Conoumor Counool 
CT Cellular Rosollors A.m. 

D.C. Pooplola Counsol 
D.C. P.opl00 s Coun.01 
Qonorol Borvlcos Rdmlnlstration 
Qonwal Borvlcoa Wmlnlstratlon 
Q.norol B.rv1c.s Rdolnlstration 

Public BICVICO C*mmlO8LOn 
Fadera1 Enocut tu. Agonc1.0 
Publlc Borulc- Commlsslon 

cas. NO. 

9981-E- 

E-LBSI- 
88-146 

IQSL-S0-64 

59.959 
59859cont. 
6483-01-22 
081-02-02 
A82-11-87 

nns-et-e34 

a87-m-ee 
RB8-07- 
017019 
I.  88- 1 1-040 

l b 8  717 
l b B  1700 

799 
79n 
n27 

nse 
854 

Dopr. nopro 

Dopr. R.pro 
ab-e0 

C1.0 

ut 11 ity 

Mountaln Statoo Tolophono 

Mountaln Btit.. Tol.phono 

Pic. Tolophono b Tologroph 
Pas. Tolophono b Tolmgraph 
Pat. Tol.phon0 b T o l o g r a p h  
Qanrnral T.lophono or ColLI. 
Paciric 8.11 Tolaphono co. 

Paciric noli Tolophonm cm. 
Qonoral Tolo(*;bna or CalLf. 
P-e. 8.11 1.1. b OTE or ca. 
All Collular Carrloro 

Mountrln Boll tolophono Co. 
Mountaln Boll Tmlophono Eo. 
Mountaln no11 Tolophono Co. 
Mountaln Boll T.lophono Co. 
Mountaln Boll Tolophono Co. 
U.S. Uost Coamunlcmtlons 
U.B. W o s t  Communlcatlmns 
U.S. Uost Communlcotlons 
U.S. W o s t  Comounlcatlons 

Bouthorn NOY Enpland la1 Co. 
Southorn NOH England 1 0 1  Co. 

Chomapoako L Potomac 1.1. CI 
Chosapoako b Potomae 1.1. CI 
Chosapoako I Potomac 1.1. C4 
Chooapoako b Potomae 1.1. Ct 
Chosapoak. L Potomac 101. CI 

Diaoond Btato Tolophono Cm. 
Dlairnd Stat0 Tolophono Co. 
Dlamond Btato Tol.phrn0 CO. 

1non.l 

tnono) 

March 25. 19n1 
Juno P3. 0 8 2  
Juno 29. 1983 
Jonuarv 17. 1984 
Jan. 11). Oct. 31. 
NOV. en. 19n5 
Juno 4. lens, 

ht8b.r PP. 19n7 
Jan. 83, 19n9 

(\ugust LL, ~9n9 

Oct. P. 198b 

I970 
lnono 8 
Ooptombor 1.. I986 
Novombor 00. LIB0 
Docombor 13. t9nn 
Fobrumrv PI.  1990 
Julv 17, 1991 
Octobor a3. I 9 9 1  
'obruarv e4, ea. 199; 

Novombor 10. 1977 
dPondlng) 

may 13. 19150 
Julv 18. 1991 
Mor 7. 1905 
f3prll 16. 1987 
Octobor 7, (991 % 

n 
ID 

11 
3 
rt 



.. . 

Pap. 6 o r  11 

Tolocommunlcatlons Cas.. 

stat. 

- 
CIlont 

cas. oat. o r  
Croso-*mamlnailon 

Ut 11 itv Cos. No. 

7EeS36-TP 
Dopr. Ropro 
888Bb9-TL 
88BB69-TL 
8899b9-TL 

3893-u 
399s-u 
3987-U 

R11 Tolophono Companlos 
Southorn 8.11 
S-uthorn 8-11 
Southern 6.11 
Southorn 8.11 

80pt-0b.r 18, 0 8 3  
July 38. L98b 
July 21, I988 
N0vmmb.r 38. 090 
Fabruary i t .  1998 

FL 

January 8, 1990 
Juno 12. I 9 9 0  
Fobruary 13. l Y 9 8  

Southorn 6.11 Tolophono Co. 
Bouthorn 8.11 Talmphono Co. 
Southmrn 8.11 Tolophon. Ca. 

HA July 8. 1171 
Docombor IS, 1983 

Harrtl Publlc Utlllty CoamL.olon 
F o u r  Harail Countles 

U.n. Doprctmont mC Cnorpv 
U.S.  Dapartm-nt o f  En-rpv 

- 
ID 

I 
Moumtrin 9011 Tolmphona to. 
Mountain 8-11 Tolophono Eo. 

Illlnnis 9011 Tolophono 
Illinois 6011 Tolophono 
011 T*lophono Companio. 
Illlnois 8-11 Tolophono 

! '  IIlLnoLm Rlaro  Cmmpanlos 
f4ttorn.y Oonaral of Illlnols 
BTE Bprlnt CommunlcatLons Co. 
Fodwal Ewmcutivm Rp*nclos 

Stat. Corporrtton Commlmslon 
Fodoral Emmcut L v m  Aponc1.0 

Waryland Pooplo* 0 Counsol 
Morylond Pooplo*s Counsol 
Maryland Pooplo*s Couns-l 
Maryland Pooplo*. CounsoL 
Fodoral emo~utlvo A(9oncl.s 
F.d.r.1 E ~ o c u t ~ v ~  Apmneios 
Fodmral Emocutlvo Ap.nelo. 

tL 

I '  

Oouthwost*rn Doll 
Southwoot.rn 8.11 

may 18-14, 1986 
~ o v o m b o r  7. 1989 

197s 
D0c.mh.r 17, 197s 
March IS, 197s 
0ctob.r Po. 1981 
(Irrch em. 198s 
may 1, 1988 
Aupust E .  1999 

6815 
b881 
7825 
7467 
785 1 
8IBb 
8274 

U-89 1 I 
u-955.3 

CIP Tolmphono Company 
CAP T*lrphono Company 
CAP Tolophon. Company 
CLP Tolophon. COmpDny 
CLP Tolophono Coopany 
C&P Tolophona Company 
CLP Tolophono Company 

Mlchigan De11 Tolophano Co. 
RTLT Communlcatlons or WI 

MD 

- 
MI Nou0mb.r 7 ,  1988 

Dme*abor 4. 1999 
nlch10an ~ttrrnoy Bonorml 
Mlchlgan Rttornoy 8.n.rol 

BTL 9prlnt Coaiunloablons Co. 
U.S. Dmpartm-nt of Dorm.. 

All Totophono Companl.~ 
Northrost Bell Tolophon. Co. 



. .  . .  

I 

C l l o n t  

3T6 S p r i n t  Communlcot lonm Co. 
F.dor.1 E m o c u t l v o  R a o n c l o s  
F.d.r.1 EmoEutLvo R g o n c i o s  

Fod.rol E n e c u t l v o  Agonc1.s 

.. 
Pap. 7 or 11 

Cas. No. 

TR83-953 
TC-89-14 
10-89-56 

u-5453 

T. locommunlcat lons C a s e s  

Departomnt  o f  Public A d v o c a t o  
Dmpartmont o f  Publlc A d v o c a t o  
Dmpartmont o f  Public A d v o c a t e  
D.partmont o f  Public R d v o c a t o  

N.n Mmnleo C o r p o r r t l o n  CommLsmLon 
N.u Mmnlco C o r p o r o t l o n  Commlsslon 

D-pr. Ropr.  
815-458 
D-pr. Ropr.  
Dopr. Ropr.  

103e 
86-151-TC 

Holm.. P r o k o e t l o n .  Ine. 
Holoos P r o t a c t i o n ,  Inn. 
D A l a r o  Companloo 
QTE S p r l n t  Communlcat lono Co. 

C i t y  o f  P h l l a d o i p h l a  

off1co sf Consumor Rdvocato 
Of r lcm o f  Consumor A d v o c a t o  
O l f l c .  o f  Consumor a d v o c o t o  
OffLc. o f  Consumor R d v o c a t o  
orfie. o f  c0nsum.r adwoeat .  

27559 
e 7 4 b 9  
2 7 7 1 0  
is4e5 

R-B39316 

Dopr. Ropr.  
86-51  I - C  
86-541-C 
Dmpr. Ropr .  
89-180-C 

U. 1. D o p o r t o o n t  o f  Commorco 
U . I .  Public S w v l c o  Commlsslon 

ut I 1  I t V  

S o u t h u o s t o r n  Bmll 1.1. Co. 
S o u t h r a s t . r n  8011 7.1. co. 
Southr .s tmrn 8.11 1.1. Co. 

S o u t h  C o n t r a 1  8.11 1.1. Co. 

N.J. Boll Tolophono Company 
N.J. 8-11 Tmlmphono Company 
N.J. 8.11 T a l o p h o n o  Company 
N. J. 8.11 ToL’.phono Company 

Wountmln 8011 T o l o p h o n o  Co. 
Omnor-1 7.1. oC S o u t h n a o t  

N o n  V o r k  Tolophmno Company 
N o r  V o r M  Tolmphono Coopany 
N o n  V o r k  Tolophono Company 
A 1 1  TeLaphono Companloo 

P a n n o y l v m i a  8011 T o l o p h o n s  

B o u t h o r n  8.11 
S o u t h m r n  8.11 
O o n o r a l  T.lophono o f  mouth 
B o u t h o r n  B o 1  1 
ALLTEL o f  S o u t h  C o r o l l n a  

S o u t h r o o t o r n  Boll 1.1. Eo. 

CLP Tolophono Company 
a11 Tolophon.  Compan1.s 

U l r s l n  l o l a n d s  ToI. Co. 
U l r a l n  I s l a n d s  1.1. Co. 

D a t ~  o r  
C r o s s - o s a m l n a t l o n  

B o p t o a b o r  23. 1903 
(nonm) 
Nov.-bmr 7 ,  1999 

may IS, l99a 

March 1 9 7 9  
D c t o b o r  15. 1981 
march 1982 
F o b r u a r v  190s 

Novombor 14. 1-03 
F o b r u a r y  5. 

Ocbobmr 17. 197. 

July Zb. I989 
July B, 1983 

MOV I?. 197. 

Boptombor  20. 1983 

July 1. I986 
Docombor 11. 1986 
A p r i l  B, 1907 
July 10, 1909 
Boptombor  26.  I 9 8 9  

(Nono) 

O c t o b o r  6. 1976 
F - b r u a r y  13, 1 9 8 9  



. .  . 

T.locommunicat%ons Cas00 

ca.. 

Cas. No. I Utility 

stat. D - ~ O  o r  
Crooo-osamlnatlon 

ua u-'le-39 
U-87-796-1 
U-88-20524 
U-89-2698-F 

UI 

P.ciClc Northroot ami1 
P r c l C l c  Northwomt 8.11 
P*c%fiC Northroat Boll 
Ufl Uost Communlcationa 

UI 

6790-TR-31) 

L 

#all Tmlophonm Companloo Dctobor EO. 1983 

I 
Pap. 8 or 1 1  

CIlont 

U.8. Dopartmonk o r  Doronoo 
U.B. Department o? Dmron80 
U.5. Department o r  Dofort.. 
0.9. D.part..nt o f  0er.n.. 

OTE Bprlnt 

19?3 
Doco-bor Ea. 19a3 
N0v.mb.r 8.  1988 
Norm-bor 28. 1989 

. .  

m 



SubJ-ct I D0Ck.t I Cllmnt 

Rat.. 
Rat.. 

Rat. Structure 
flat. Structure 

Rate tltructur. 
PostrI C0.t. 

Rat.. 

Rat- Structur. Cmmts 
Rat. Btructur. Comt. 

Pro-barcodlnp Olscounto 
PrI1.tizoticm Discount. 

W T S  
Prlvatm Lln. Rat.. 
Privat. Llnm Rat.. 
1.544 Mbp. 8.rvIc. 
Intmrstat. 5.parrtlon. 
l.l~*/TUX R.t.8 
Rat. o f  Rsturn 
REcae. Lln. Charp.. 
Rat. o r  R-turn 
RTbT REcountlnp Plan 
Packmt 6nitchlnp Cost. 

oat. .r 
Cros.-..aalnatlon 

1973 
July a?&?. 1960 

Nar. ea?, Oct. IS. 
1971. Pmb. ea?, 1972 

NOII. 
Non. 

Oct0b.r SI 1978 
January 30. 1979 
Fabruary 7. 1979 
march 6 ,  19110 

Non. 
Mono 
Mona 
Nan. 
None 

FaUqU1.r LmApU. C o r  VI. Electric Pormr Co. 
Envlronmontal Prot.ctlon 

as.Oc. Third  CIA.. NAII U..r. 
Don Jon.. b Company 
Dan Jon.. b Company 
Don Jon08 b CO9pAny 
Don Jonos b Company 
Do- Jonea b Cmapany 
Uar.hansky b Cm-pany 
D o n  Jonaa b Company 
Don Jones b Company 
D o n  Jones b Company 
D e n  Jones b COmpAny 
D o n  Jon.. b Company 

R71-I 
R72-I 
R74-I 
I(c76-2 
Nc79-3 

C82- I 
R 8 4 - I  

R9B-I 
NC91-I 
NC91-3 

Rae- 1 

RBI- I 

197e 
Bmpt.mbor 13. I974 
January 6 ,  1978 
a o p t - m b ~  18. 1979 
Novmmbor LS. 190s 

None 
June 14. I984 
Novombor a?. 1-07 
8.Pt 1a.Oct 1.. **e 
Novomb-r 19, 1991 
March e, 199Z 

W 



' h  
i 

! 
! 
! 
t 

j 

! 
i 

I 

Eloctrlc nata R o r o r o  
L.gl.latlon 

I .._ 

I97b. 1977 b 
1979 

U. E. Conprmsm 

7-7 
C11ont Dato o f  I Cross-omaolnatlon 

BubJoct I D0Ck.t I 
Hou.o/Eonot 

Hoarlnps 

Fodmral Maritloo Cooolso1on 

Etato o f  Haw011  
F o s s  R l a o k a  Llno 
Palootto Ehlpplnp and 

Et.vadorlnp 

71-11) 
79-54 
05-28 

Octobor 1971 
July 1979 

Uommol Charm0 Llablllty . Oct0b.r 27, 1906 

Ocean Bhlpplnp Rat.. 
Barpo Rat. 1ncror.o 1 

Intorstato Coooorco Cn.oloslon 

U-storm Cool Traffio Loapuo 
Uastorn Coal Trafrlc Loapuo 
U.st.rn Coal Trarrlc Loapuo 

Rrkmnsa8 Powor b Llpht Eo. 
Central Illin010 Llpht Co. 
U.stom Coal Trafflc Loapuo 

.#I Parto 349 
E m  Parto 357 
En Parte 375 

(Eub 1) 
37e76 
37459 

EM Parto 347 

11.11. Rat. Inoreas. 
R.R. Rat. Incroaso 
R.R. Rat. 1ncroa.o 

Cost of capital 

Costlnp Mmthodo 
coat o r  capital 

Clvll Roronautlcs Board 

Ma) 197b 
Octobor 1978 
Juno I 9 8 0  

(nono) 

(nono) 
March 10. I981 

Thomas Cook. Inc. 

Cnpyrlpht Royalty Trlbunal 

Publlc Droadcastlnp Eorvlco Tolovislon Ualuatlon 
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Jun-91 
Jul-91 

7.90 

Oct-91 
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Dec-91 
Jan-92 8.63 7.03 
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s o m  CENTRAL BELL 
TELEPHONE COUPANY 

A I A B A M  

ISSUED: October 2 4 ,  1991 
BY: President - Alabana 

Birmingham, AL 

RATE STABILIUTION SECTION b 
f i f t h  Revised Page 2 

Cancelling Fourth Revised Page 2 

EFFECTIVE: December 31, 1991 
APSC Docket 22178 

Order dated 12-11-91 

AND EQUNIZATION P U N  

b . 2  RATE DECRUSES 

SCHEDULE 1 

Effective for  Points of Test 12-31-91 and a f t e r  

PrioritvScrvicc 
1 Basic 

Exchange - 
Residence 

Grouping 2 

3 

(r 

Toll 

T o l l /  
Svttched 
Access 

5 TouchTone 

6 Service 
Charges 

Fraauancv 
No L i m i t  5 .os 

Per no. 

No l i m i t  None 

No L i m i t  None 

No Limit None 

$3.34 

$l.SU 

$3.0U 

No L i m i t  $ . O S  Res. 5s.on 
.10 Bus. 

No L i m i t  $1. on $1. on 

Introduce 20% 
discount for  
ACS 

E l  iinina t e 
p r io r i ty  
a f t e r  $3.0U 
achieved 

1 to 1 Toll/ 
Switched Ratio 
Restructure VATS 
Saver 

L i m i t  Decrease 
t o  5.25 Res. and 
$.SO Bus. 

Do not reduce 
elements belov 
currant cost  

The f i r s t  reduction during t h e  effect ive period of t h i s  schedule w i l l  begin a t  
p r i o r i t y  one and concinuc t o  each ruccaeding pr iOrLq untfl the eotal required 
adjustment amount is reached. Each subsequent reduction w i l l  begin a t  the point 
i n  A p r i o r i t y  where t h e  total required previous adfu+PPent Vas reached and 
continue through the remaining p r i o r i t i e s  then r e tu rn  t o  number one and continue 
i n  order i f  necessary u n t i l  the required adjustment total is reached. 

*NOTE: Uinimum and maximum revenue values may vary due t o  changes i n  
volume. 
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SOUTH CENSRAL BELL 
TELEPHONE COflPANY 

rJABAHA 

ISSUED: October 2b. 1991 
BY: President - Alabama 

Birmingham. AL 

RATE STABILIUTION 
AND EQUALIUTION PIAN 

SECTION 6 
’ Fourth Revised Page 3 
Cancalling Third Page 3 

EFFECTIVE: December 31. 1991 
APSC Docket 22178 

Order dated 12-11-91 

b . 2  RATE INCRUSES 

SCHEDULE 2 

Effective for Points of Test 12-31-91 And after 

Servicc 
1 

2 

3 

‘!4 

5 

6 

Diroctory 
Listings 

Coin Phone 
Service 

Local 
Operator 

Custom 
Calling 
Service 

Toll 

Basic 
Exchange 

Once during 1.on 
plan. 

Once during $1. on 
plan 

Once during $0.50H 
plan 

Once during None 
during 

Once during None 
plan 

Residual 

u L € s  

$1. on 101 Increase (CI 

$l.OM Time Limit 

S0.50M Increase to 
HIS levels. 

I 
S3.OK Increase $.SO 

per month 

$ 2 . 5 f l  Reduce Rate 
Period 
discounts 

2/1 Business/ 
residence 
ratio IC1 

+NOTE: Kinimum and maximum revenue values may vary due t o  changes in 
volume. 



APPENDIX C 

APPENDIX TO AN ORDER OF THE KENTUCKY PUBLIC SERVICE 
COMMISSION IN CASE NO. 90-256, PHASE 11. DATED 1/23/92 

The following schedule of rate reduction priorities is 

prescribed for the customers in the area ser-jed by South Central 

Bell Telephone Company and other common carriers concurring in any 

affected tariff. All other rates and charges not specifically 

mentioned herein shall remain the same as those in effect under 

authority of this Commi$sion prior to the effective date of this 

Order. 

Rate Reduction Priorities 

1. 

2. 

3 .  

4. 

5. 

6 .  

Y 

IntraLATA toll rates shall be reduced a total of $2,860,000 
and access charges in the form of non-traffic sensitive 
revenue requirement shall be reduced a total of $10,663,000 
at a ratio of 0.27:l at each point-of-test until this 
objective is achieved. 

Zone charges shall be reduced a total of $4,628,000 or the 
amount necessary to eliminate rate differentials for party 
line service by reducing zone charges for 1-party service to 
2-party levels, except zone 1 1-party charges, at each 
point-of-test until this objective is achieved. 

Zone charges shall be reduced a total of $2,288,000 or the 
amount necessary to consolidate zones 4 and 5 into zone 3 at 
each point-of-test until this objective is achieved. 

Zone charges shall be reduced a total of $4,973,000 or the 
amount necessary to reduce all zone charges to $2.00, except 
zone 1 2-party charges, at each point-of-test until this 
objective is achieved. 

Zone charges shall be reduced a total of $5,618,000 or the 
amount necessary to eliminate zone charges at each 
point-of-test until this objective is achieved. 

Touch tone charges shall be reduced a total of $9,521,000 or 
the amount necessary to eliminate residence touch tone 
charges at each point-of-test until this objective is 
achieved. 

-2- 
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7. Touch tone charges shall be reduced a total of 55,077,000 or 
the amount necessary to eliminate business touch tone charges 
at each point-of-test until this objective is achieved. 

8. Grouping charges shall be reduced a total of 528,000 of the 
amount necessary to eliminate residence grouping charges at 
each point-of-test until this objective is achieved. 

9. Grouping charges shall be reduced a total of 55,727.000 of 
the amount necessary to reduce business grouping charges to a 
statewide flat rate of 515.00 at each point-of-test until 
this objective is achieved. 

10. Exchange access line rates shall be reduced in the amount of 
any residual funds available at each point-of-test after all 
of the above objectives have been achieved. 

- 2 -  
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APPENDIX D 

APPENDIX TO AN ORDER OF THE KENTUCKY PUSLIC SERVICE 
COMMISSION IN CASE NO. 90-256, PHASE 11, DATED 1/23/92 

The following schedule of rate increase priorities is 

prescribed for the customecs in the area served by South Central 

Bell Telephone Company and other common carriers concerning in any 

affected tariff. All other rates and charges not specifically 

mentioned herein shall remain the same as those in effect under 

authority of this Commission prior to the effective date of this 

Order. 

Rate Increase Priorities s. 
1. Late payment charges shall be increased a total of $2,000,000 

at each point-of-test until this objective is achieved. 

2. Directory assistance charges shall be increased a total of 
$2,000,000 or the amount necessary to eliminate call 
allowances at each point-of-test until this objective is 
achieved. 

3. Miscellaneous charges shall be increased a total of 
$1,000,.000 through across-the-board rate adjustments at each 
point-of-test until this objective is achieved. 

4. Exchange access line rates shall be increased in the amount 
of any residual requirement at each point-of-test after all 
of the above objectives are achieved. 
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SOUTS CZNTRAL BELL GENE3A.L SUBSCBISERS SERVICZS Original Page 14 
TLLEPSONE CORPANY TARIFF 

ISSUED: June 28, 1990 
BY: Vice President 

RISSISSIIPI 

Jackson, Rissirrippi 

SFPLCTIVE: July 1, 1990 

A36. XISSISSIPPI -RATE STABILIZATION PLAN 

A36.2.6 PREDETE-RRINED PRIORITY SCHEDULE ?OR R N E N U E  DECREASES 

SCHEDULE 4 
PAGE 1 OF 2 

MISSISSIPPI RATE STABILIZATION PLAY 
SOUTH CENTRAL BELL TELEPHONE: COMPANY - MISSISSIPPI 

PREDETERMINED PRIORITY SCHEDULE FOR KRSP RNENUE DECREASES 
(IN MILLIONS) 

SERVICE 

1 Switched Access 

2 nTs TOLL 

3 Zone Charqes 

Switched Access 

4 MTS Toll 
Switched Access 

S Grouping 

6 HTS Toll 
Switched Access 

7 Business Service 

REVENUE 
VALUE' - 
5 . 5  

1.6 
. 4  

2 . 0  

1 . 6  
. 4  

2 . 6  

1.6 
. 4  

2 . 0  

NOTES - 
Eliminate CCLC on closed end 
Of WATS. **  

See note 1. 

Establish special zone charges 
for AC?. 

See note 1 

Increase discount f o r  AC? 
cus tome r s  . 
See note 1. 

Reduce AC? business access 
line rate. 
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SOUTS CENTE~AL BELL GzNEXAL SUESC~I~EBS SE3VICES Original Page 15 
TSLEPHONE C3HPANY TARIEt  

f¶ISSISSItPI 
ISSUED: June 2 8 .  1990 
BY: Vice President 

Jackson, Hi s s i ss i pp i 

EFFECTIVE: July 1, 1990 

A36. UISSISSIPPI BATt STABILIZATION PLAN 

~ 3 6 . 2 . 6  (Cont’d) 
Schedule 4 
Page 2 of 2 

8 MTS TO11 1.6 See note 1. 
Switched Access . 4  

9 Area Calling 
Plan 

2.5 Expand AC? to 30 miles.** 

10 MTS Toll 1.6 See note 1. 
Switched Access . 4  

11 Grouping 1.5 Reduce multiplier f r o m  5 5 %  
to 5 0 % .  

12 Touchtone 2 . 0  Reduce monthly rate 5.25 

13 MTS Toll 1.6 See note 1. 

14 Touchtone .8  Reduce 5.10 par month 

15 Exchanqe Service Residual Decreases to be made on a 

Switched Access . 4  

4 to 1 bus./res. ratio. 

NOTE: Minimum toll adjustment is S.8H. Minimum access adjustsent 
is $0.2. Reductions to switched access will be made with the floor 
being at interstate rates. 

* Revenue values may vary due to changes in volume. 

* *  This decrease was effective 7-1-90 as part of the initial 
adjustment. 
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SOUTH CENTRAL BELL GENE- SUBSCRIBERS SERVICES Original Page 16 
TELEPHONE COHPANY TAR1 FF 

HISSISSIPPI 
ISSUED: June 28, 1990 
BY: Vice President 

Jackson, Ufssirsippi 

EFFECTIVE: July 1, 1990 

A36. MISSISSIPPI m T E  STABILIZATION PLAN 

A36.2.7 PREDETERHINED PRIORITY SCHEDULE FOR REVENUE INCREASES 
SCBEDULE 5 

- ,  
HISSISSIPPI 

SOUTH CENTRAL BELL 
PREDETEXMINED PRIORITY 

SERVICE 

1 Regroup Exchanges 

2 Directory Assistance 

3 Directory Assistance 

4 Late Payment 

5 Local Operator 

6 Hiscellaneous 
Services** 

7 Custom Calling/Prestige SVC. 

8 Exchange*** 

RATE STABILIZATION PLAN 

SCHEDULE FOR MRSP REVENUE INCREASES 
IN MILLIONS) 

TELEPBONE COMPANY - n r s s m m p r  

REVENUE 
VALUE - 
5 2 . 2  

. 3  

. 3  

2.5 

. 6  

. 3  

3 . 0  

Res idual 

NOTES 

Move exchanges to 
appropriate rate group. 

Eliminate exemption on 
coin phones. 

Eliminate exemption on 
hotel, motel and mobile. 

Initiate charge for late 
payments. 

Increase towards MTS 
rate levels and 
structure. 

Increase selected items 
10% across the board. 

Increase selected items. 

Increzse to be made on 
a 2 to 1 bus./res. 
ratio. 

Revenuc values may vary due to changes in volume. 

* *  Adjustments could be made in such services as directory listings, 
arrangements for nights, Sundays and Holidays, etc. 

* * *  Any increases limited to percent increase in Consumer Price Index 
(CPI-W) since December 1989. The Dccember 1989 CPI-W was 122.6. 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
Docket No. 920260-TL 

I hereby certify that an original and 15 copies of the 

forgoing document have been sent to the Commission by Express 

Mail, and that copies have been sent by First Class U . S .  Mail 

on November 13, 1992, to all parties on the service list. 

Harris Anthony 
Southern Bell Telephone 
Telegraph Company 
Suite 1910 
150 W. Flagler Street 
Miami, FL 33130 
305-577-4491 FAX\305-530-5555 

Walter D’Haeseleer 
Communications Department 
Flordia Public Service Commission 
101 East Gaines Street 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 

Michael J. Henry 
MCI Telecommunications Corp. 
MCI Center 
Three Ravinia Drive 
Atlanta, GA 30346-2102 

Jack Shreve 
Public Counsel 
Charles J. Rehwinkel 
Associate Public Counsel 
Office of the Public Counsel 
Florida House of Representatives 
The Capitol 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-1300 

904-488-9330 Telephone 
904-488-4491 FAX 

Angela Green 
Legal Department 
Florida Public Service Comm. 
101 East Gaines Street 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 

904-487-2740 Telephone 

Michael B. Towmey 
Assistant Attorney General 
Department of Legal Affairs 
The Capitol 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-1050 

904-922-6316 Telephone 

Dan Brooks Hendrickson 
Florida Consumer Action Network 
Post Office Box 1201 
Tallahassee, FL 32302 

904-407-0509 FAX 

904-488-4872 FAX 

Richard D. Melson 
Hopping, Boyd, Green 

Post Office Box 6526 
Tallahassee, FL 32314 

Douglas S. Metcalf 
Communications Consultants, Inc. 
1600 East Amelia Street 
Orlando, FL 32803-5505 
407-098-8656 Telephone 

& Sans 

407-094-8467 FAX 



R. Douglas Lackey 
Southern Bell Telephone & 
Telegraph Company 
4300 Southern Bell Center 
Atlanta, GA 38375 

Andrew D. Lipman 
Russell M. Blau 
Swidler & Berlin 
3000 K Street, NW, Suite 300 
Washington, DC 20007 

Michael W. Tye 
AT&T Communications 
106 East College Ave 
Suite 1410 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 

Marshall M. Criser I11 
SOUTHERN BELL TELEPHONE CO. 
150 S. Monroe St., Suite 400 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 

Peter M. Dunbar 
HABEN, CULPEPPER, DUNBAR et a1 
P.O. Box 10095 
Tallahassee, FL 32301-0095 

Benjamin H. Dickens 
BLOOSTON, MORDKOFSKY, 

JACKSON & DICKENS 
2120 L Street, N.W. 
Washington, DC 20037 

Ms. Charlotte Brayer 
275 John Knox Road, EElO2 
Tallahassee, FL 32303 

Charles W. Murphy 
Staff Counsel 
Florida Public Service Commission 
101 Easr Gaines Street 
Fletcher Building - Room 226 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0863 

Thomas R. Parker 
Associate General Counsel 
GTE Florida Incorporated 
P.O. BOX 110 MC 7 
Tampa, FL 33601 

Bruce Renard 
Floyd Self 
Messer, Vickers, Caparello 
French & Madsen 
P.O. BOX 11876 
Tallahassee, FL 32302 

Craig Dingwall 
General Regulatory Attorney 
US Sprint Communications Co. 
1850 M Street, NW 
Suite 1110 
Washington, DC 20036 

Charles J. Beck 
OFFICE OF THE PUBLIC COUNSEL 
111 W. Madison St., Rm. 801 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-1400 

Joseph P. Gillan 
GILLAN ASSOCIATES 
P.O. Box 547276 
Orlando, FL 32854-7276 

Maior Kenneth Kitzmiller 
HQ-CSC/ JA 
Tinker AFB, OK 73145-6343 

Patrick K. Wiggins 
WIGGINS & VILLACORTA 
501 E. Tennessee St., Suite B 
Tallahassee, FL 32314 



Ann Harsh, Docket Coordinator David Dowds, Docket Coordinator 
Divn, Auditing and Fin'l Analysis Division of Communications 
Florida Public Service Commission Florida Public Service Comm. 
101 East Gaines Street 101 East Gaines Street 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0863 Tallahassee, FL 32399-0866 

WS. Vicki Kaufman 
522 E. Park Ave., # 200 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 

MS. Laura Wilson 
P.O. BOX 1876 
Tallahassee, FL 32302-1876 

Dated at Arlington, VA, this 13th day of November, 1992. 




