
(Decision No. C9D-lOS6) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COl!HlSSJOH 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO -

" .. • 

RE : CREATION OF PUB~ JC UTILI TIES 
CO!tl!ISS10N TA.SIC FORCE TO A£VIEW 
l£LEPIIONE AJIO E.IICHA.H&E AREAS AHO 
TO MAit£ REC0MMOIOATIOIIS R.EGAROINI> 
PROPOSED ICOO lFICATIOHS. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

DOCKET NO. 89M-083T 

AMtHOMEHTS TO RULES UNDER 
§ ♦ 0-lS-108. C.R.S . . PRESCRIBING 
COST-ALLOCATION METHODS FOR 
SE&REGATIOH OF JNVESTMElfTS AHO 
E.IIPEHSES OF l ELECOMMUNlCATIOHS 
PROVIDERS, (COLORADO UNIVERSAL 
SERVICE FACTOR). ♦ CCR 723-27. 

l 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

DOCKET HO . 89R-()O&l 

RE : THE INVESTIGATION ANO 
SUSPENSION OF TARIFF SHEETS FILED 
BY EAGLE TELECOMMUN ICATIONS, 
lHC., IN SECOND AMENDED ADV ICE 
LETTER HO . 89-7. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

DOCKET lfO. 90S-053T 

RE : THE tHVESTIGATlON AND 
SUSPENSION OF TARIFF SH EETS FILED 
BY WI LL.MIO TELEPHONE CO . Ill 
AOVI C[ LETT ER HO. 9. 

) 
) 
) 
) 

DOCKE T NO. 90S-OS4T 

RE : THE IHYESTIGATIOH ANO 
SUSPENSlOlf OF TARIFF SHEETS FILED 
BY STONEHAM COOPERATIVE lELEPHOHE 
CORPORATION tN ADVICE 
LEmR NO. 10. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

OOCKEl lfO. 905-0SST 

RE : THE INVESTr &ATION AND 
SUSPENSION OF TARlfF SHE ETS FILED 
BY ROliGEN TELEPHONE COOPERAT IVE 
COl1PANY lN AOll t CE 1.ETTO NO . 13. 

) 
) 
) 
) 

.DOCKET NO. 90S-056T 

RE : THE IHVESTIGATlOH AHO 
SUSPENSIOH OF TARtFF SH(ETS FILED 
BY STRASBUR& iELEPHOHE COtlPANY , 
IN AOVICE U TTER NO. 19 . 

) 
) 
) 
) 

DOCKET HO . 90S-OS7T 

RE : lllE 1NVES1l6ATIONANO 
SUSPENSION Of TARIFF SHEE TS FlL£0 
BY COLUMBINE TELEPHONE COMPANY 
IN AOVlCE I.ETTER NO . 23. 

) 
) 
) 
) 

DOCK£T NO . 90S-OSBT 



• 

RE : THE tHVE ST !GATIOH AND 
SUSPENSION OF TARIFF SHEETS FILED 
BY 816 SAHDY TELECOMMUIUCATIONS, 
INC . , IH AAEHDEO ADVICE 
LETTER HO . Z4. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

DOCKET HO . 90S-059T 

RE : THE INVESTJGATION ANO 
SUSPENSION OF TARIFF SHEETS FILED 
BY PINE DRIVE TELEPHONE COMPANY 
IH ADVICE LETTER HO . 25. 

) 
) 
) 
) 

OOCKIT· HO . 90S-060T 

RE : THE INVESTIGATION AHO 
SUSPENS ION OF TA.RIFF SHEETS FILED 
BY FAR"ERS TELEPHONE CO"PANY, 
I NC . , IH SECOND AKEHDEO AOV1CE 
LETTER HO . 25. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

DOCKET HO. 90S-061T 

RE: THE lHVESTIGATlOH AHO 
SUSPENSION OF TARIFF SHEETS FILED 
BY NUHN TELEPHONE COMPANY, 
IN ~EHOEO ADVICE LETTER NO. 26. 

) 
) 
) 
) 

DOCKET NO . 90S-062T 

RE : THE INVEST IGATION AHO 
SUSPENSION OF TARIFF SHEETS FILED 
BY PEETZ COOPERATIVE TEI.EPHONE 
COMPANY, IH ADVICE LEHER NO. 29 . 

) 
) 
) 
) 

DOCKET NO . 90S-063T 

RE: THE INVESTlGATION ANO 
SUSPENSION OF TARIFF SHEETS FlLED 
BY SUNFI.OWEA T(I.E PHONE. COMPANY, 
IN ADVICE I.ETTER NO . 3'3. 

) 
) 
) 
) 

DOCKET HO . 90S-064T 

RE : THE INVESTIGATION ANO 
SUSPENSION Of TARl fF SHEETS FILED 
BY WI66lNS TELEPHONE ASSOCJATIOH 
111 AMUIOEO AOVIC£ LITTEii HO . 34 . 

) 
) 
) 
) 

DOCKET NO. 90S-065T 

Rf: THE INVESl lGATIOH AHO 
SUSPENSION OF TARIFF SHH TS FlUO 
BY BIJOU TELEPHONE COOPERATIVE 
IH AMENDED ADVICE LETTER NO. 35 . 

) 
) 
) 
) 

DOCK.ET HO. 90S-066l 

RE : THE INVEST IGATION AHO 
SUSPENSlOH Of TARIFF SHEETS FILED 
BY NUCLA-NATURITA TELEPHONE 
COMPANY lN AMENDED 
AOVlCE LE:":ER HO . 36. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

oocq;r NO. ,os-067T 

RE: THE INVESTIGATION ANO 
SUSPENS ION Of TARIFF SHEETS FILED 
BY BLANCA TELEPHONE COMPANY, 
IN ADVICE LETTER NO. 38. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
2 

DOCKET NO . 90S-068T 



RE ; T>tE lHVESTIGAllON ANO )
SUSPENSION Of TARIFF SHEETS FllED ) 
SY El PASO COUNTY TELEPHONE ) 
COMPANY. lH AMEHO£D ADVICE ) 
LETTER HO . '39. ) 

RE ! THE IHV£ST1GATJON AND ) 
SUSPUfStON OF TARIFF SHEETS FlLEO ) 
BY PUUfS COOPERATIVE TElEPHOK£ ) 
ASSOC IATCON, lNC . , lH ADVl'CE ) 
UTTER NO . 39 . ) 

RE-: THE lHVESTrGAT lON A.HD ) 
SUSPf~SIOH OF TARIFF SHEETS FJLE.D )
BY RYE TElEP+tOHE tOHPANV. 
JN ADV1CE LETTER HO. 64. ~ 
RE; lHE lHVlS:TlGAHOH AHO ) 
SUSPENSlON Of lARIFF SHEETS FllED )
8V EASTERN SLOPE RURAL TELEPHONE ) 
ASSOCIATION. IMC . . IN ) 
ADYlCE LETT£R HO. 83 . ) 

DOCKET HO . 90S-0691 

DOCKET wo~90S-010T 

DOCKET NO. 90S--071T 

DOCK(l HO . 90S-072l 

COH"lSS]OH DEC1S10H 
UCTENDING Tlitf TO FILE 

MOO[FICAlJONS 10 TARIFFS 

August. e, 1990 

STATQIENT.. FINOJH&S, AHO COHtLUStoHS 

BY Ttt( C0...,lSSl0tt: 

l. On February l5. l989 , by Oec1 s\oo Ho. C89- 240, the 
t0111,ss1on established Docket No. 89M~OB~l for the purpose of creating a 
task force. to provide for an 011,going rev1e'N of axct,ange areas 1r, the: 
State of Colorado a.nd to aake retOllllendations c.oncern1ng whetf:ler e.xchange 
areas should be reconf1gur-ed 1n accordance wit.h current Corn1ss1on 
st.am~ards for ~~thange ar~as, or wtl~thrr current f b~ standards should 
be IIOd1fied. The tastl force cons1sted of metlll>ers of the. Fixed Utilities 
Staff of the CDllnission des1gnated b~ the Chief of Fixed Ut1 Ht1es. The 
\ask force. f rotn t1.-e-to-t.1me. h~s subta1tted reports to the COf'IAiss 1oP. 
lts late.st report to the Comn1ss1on was filed on July 19. 1990. 

2. In Docket Nos . 90S-0531 through 90S-072T. io in4ependent 
1:ele,phone cOlll)an1es also known as "Sffla 11 LEcs•. as that tenn is defined 
1,. lh,11e 1 of the Cost A1 lO(_at1on Rules for TeleeOIIIIKJni cattons Service 
Prov1d&r:s and Telephone Uti l1ti~s found at 4 CCR 723-27 .,(cost Al locati on 
Rules). fl 1ed advice - ttt crs with pr-oposed ta.riff shett5 tmplement.lng 
expanded local ,al11nq area plans . By Dec1s'\on Ho. C90- 503 is-sued in 
Docket Hos. 90S--053T tll,raugh 90S-0721, the Com1 ss 1 on penunent1~ 
suspended the proposed tar\ff sheet$ and. alli0n9 otht~ things, or~t\""ed the 



20 1ndependent telephone tOIIC)anies to f1le new tariff sheets with an 
effective date of January l , 1991 , ~h1ch would modify the proposed local 
calling area plans to be consistent with the r1no1ngs In Decision Ho. 
C90-503 within 30 days after the adoption the rules In Docket Ho . 
89R-608T . 

3. Sy Dec iston Ho. C90-932 issued 1n Docket No. 89R-60BT. the 
Comnission adopted rules on July 11 , 1990, which established tbe Colorado 
High Cost Fund (CHCF) , As part of that dec1sfon, the Conm1sston d1~cted 
that the time to file the tariff sheets and data required fn Ordering 
Paragraph 2 of Decision Ho . C90-503 should be eJCtended f or an additional 
60 days. thereby allowing the 20 independent telephone companies a total 
of 90 days to file Ute tariff sheets and data . 

4. However, so111e of the 1ndependtcnt telephone companies are 
average schedule smal 1 LECs, wlltch cannot fl le the1 r tariff sheets and 
data until the COG1Dlss1on, as the CHCF ad111in1strator, has determined 
certain average rates descr-1bed In Rule 19.,.1 . 2 of the C0111111ss1on's Cost 
Al l ocation Rules. effective August 30, 1990. Therefore, only non-average 
schedule small LECs should file their tar1H sheets and data required in 
Ordering Paragraph 2 of Oects1on Ho. C90- 503 by October 10, 1990. After 
reviewing the tar1ff sheets and data filed by the non-average schedule 
saall LECs, t he Co11111ss1on w11l publish those rates by Oetober 31 , 1990. 
The Conniss1on w11l also determine and publish the charge per access line 
per month as required 1n Rule 19.6.S.2 or the Cost Allocat.ion · Rules. 
Then the average schedule small lECs should f1le their tariff sheets and 
data no later than Hovelllber 30, 1990. 

s. The task force report f11ed on July 19, 1990, notes that 
Agate Mutual Telephone Exchange (Agate), Oelta County Cooperative 
Telephone Conapany (Delta County) , Haxtun Telephone Company (Haxtun), 
Ph1111ps County Telephone COllll)ony (Ph1111ps County) , Rico Telephone 
Coapany (Rico), and Universal Telephone Company of Colorado (Universal) 
have not made f111ngs to 1110d1fy the1r respective local ulling areas. 
The report also 1nd1cates that Delta County 1s the only company which has 
a loca 1 ca 11ing area pr esently that could be construed as encompassing 
1ts proper local c~n1ty of interest. 

6. The Conalss1on has repeatedly expressed 1t.s des1 re to 
examine all local calling areas, statewide, and to in-,lement proper local 
calling area plans us1ng the crHerfa discussed 1n Decision Ho. C90-503 
for all small UC.s by 3anuary 1, 1991. 

1. Although Oeclslon No. C90-503 specifically related to Ute 20 
independent telephone COIIIC)an1es that fil ed proposed expanded local 
c.alling area plans, the requirement to f11e tariff sheets and data within 
90 days ff'Offl tlle date rules were adopted on Docket Ho. 89R-608T, as 
IIIOdHled by Paragraph S above, should a: ..o be directed to Agate, Delta 
County, »a~tun, Phil11ps County, Rico. and Universal so that the 
C.-iss1on can meet Its goal of elc.1-.in1ng and 11111>leaentinq proper local 
calling area plans for all Sll&ll LECs by January 1. 1991 . 
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3. ln the event the appropri ate tariff she ts a~d data are not 
properly file-d by a11 sma 11 L£Cs as discussed 1n Paragraph s. the 
COfllllission w11l consider the issuance of showeause orders to small LECs 
Wh1cti do not COIIIPlY with this dec1s1on. 

THER£FOJl( THE COflilISSIOH OtQERS THAT: 

l .. Decision Hos.. C90-S03 and C90-932' should be 110dH1ed to 
e-xtend the 'time for complianc.e w1'll'I certain requ1rutents made or rioted 1n 
those decisions. as stated 1n Ordering Paragraph No. 2 below. 

2. All saan LECs, focluding Agate Mutual Telephone Exchange, 
Delta County Cooperat1Ve Telephone C~a_ny, tta)(tun Telephone Company, 
Ph111 t.ps County Te1epnone Companv. R1co Telephone COftlpany. and Uoiversal 
Telephone Company of Colorado, shall file appropr1ate tariff sheets and 
da.ta as originally r-equir"ed by C~hs1on Oec1sfol' No. C9-0-503. wMch are 
consistent wU~h the requ.tlrements of the Comw1ss1on•s Cost Allotatlon 
Rules for TeleconnunicaUons Service Providers and Te Jephone Utt 11t1es 
found at ◄ CCR 123-27. and particularly Rules 1S through 20 of those 
rules ~ as foJlOW$: 

a. Non-average .schedule sma:11 1..ECs shal I file 
w1th the COfl'llliss1on the appropriate tariff sheeu 
a~d drata no later than October 10. 1990, by 5: 00 
P-•· .. and 

b. Average schedule small LE.Cs shall f11e with 
the Coaa1ss1on the appropriate tariff sheets and 
data no latet than November 30. 1990~ by 5:00 p.m. 

J . The Staff of the Comnissior, shall review tht tariff sheet1 
and data f11ed by nori-.verage schedule snia11 LEts. By October 26. l990, 
the Staff of the C01111111ss1on shall reconnend to the- Comn1ss1on the average 
intrastate network access serv1 ces rate and the average imputed loca1 
f'eUi<lr~ ser-v1ct-s rate d1scu,ssed in Rule 19.4.1 . 2 of the Comniss1on•s Cost 
Allocation Rules for Telecoff11Un1cat1ons Serv1ce Providers and Telephone
Ut11ities found at~ CCR 723-27 . 

4. On or about October :n, 1990, the COGlll1ss1Qn. as 
ad111n1strator of the Colorado Hi·gh C,ost. Fund, w\ l 1 det.emine afld publish 
t,y decision the iverage intrastate network access services rate and the 
ayerage 111Puted local network services rate. wh1d1 rates st,al I be used by 
average schedule s.ma 11 LEC-1 wheo they f11e the1 r tarH f sheets a,.d data 
required 1n Ordering Paragraph Ho . 2( b) of th1s dec1sfon e The C0111Diss1on 
w1 ll aho determine and publish the charge per ac:ces~ Hne per month as 
reqtitred in Rule. 19.6.S.2 of the tost Allocation Rules . 

This Dec1s1on 1s effect\v~ ianed·iately. 

s 



DONE LH OP£N MEETING August 8, 1990. 

THE PUBLIC UTlllTlfS COHMJSSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

249lJ/ td 
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