STATE OF MISSOURI
- PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

At a session of the Public Service
Commigsion held at its office
in Jefferson City on the 1l6th
day of February, 1990.

In the matter of Oregon Farmers Mutual
Telephone Company, for authority to revise
tariff P.S.C. Mo. No. 6 {Procedure on Access
Charges).

CASE NO. TR-90-150

[ .

ORDER _APPROVING TARIFF

On December 21, 1989, Oregon Farmers Mutual Telephone Company (Company)
filed a tariff proposing to eliminate its discount carrier common line (CCL) charges
which are triggered when the intralATA usage of its primary toll carrier (PTC),
Southwestern Bell Telephone Company (SWB), reaches a predetermined level or cap
during a given year. Company proposes to establish new CCL rates which would be
applied regardless of the PTC’s usage. On January 25, 1990, Company submitted a
substitute sheet in this proposed tariff which further reduced its intraLATA CCL
rates from the original filing so that the effect of the proposed tariff would be
revenue neutral. Company is presently requesting an effective date of March 1, 1990,
for this proposed tariff.

On January 16, 1990, AT&T Communications of the Southwest, Inc. (AT&T)

filed an application to intervene in order to address Company’s proposed tariff.
AT&T argues that the effect of the proposed tariff would be to modify the CCL capping
plan adopted when the primary toll carrier/secondary carrier (PTC/SC} intralATA plan
was established. AT&T asserts that, if adopted, the prgposed tariff would improperly
link the SCs’ revenue growth to the demand for intralATA toll.

On January 18, 1990, MCI Teleccmmunications Corporation (MCI) filed its
application to intervene on the same grounds set forth by AT&T. In a pleading filed
January 19, 1990, Company opposes the application to intervene of AT&T stating that
AT&T has no interest in the proposed tariff different from that of the general public

since AT&T is not a customer of Company’'s access serviceg. Further, Company states




that AT&T is a nonsignatory to the conceptual framework which established the cCL
capping plan'and, therefore, has no standing to interpret that conceptual framework.

. In addition, Company asserts tha£ it is not in violation of the conceptual framework
but rather is exercising an option contemplated by the conceptual framework.

Oon February 7, 1990, the Commission’s Staff (Staff) filed a memorandum
herein recommending that the Commission approve the tariff proposed by Company as
modified by their submission of January 25, 1990. Staff notes that the applications
to intervene of A?FT and MCI were filed prior to the modification which neutralizes
the revenue effect upon Company of the propesed tariff. In addition, Staff notes
that SWB which is the PTC affected by the proposed tariff has no objections to
Company’s proposed tariff as modified.

In view of the foregoing the Commission determines that Company‘’s proposed
tariff as modified should be allowed to go into effect upon the regquested effective
date.

. It is, therefore,

‘ ORDERED: 1. That the tariff filéd in this case by Oregon Farmers Mutual
Telephone Company on December 21, 1989, as modified by its submission of January 25,
1990, is approved hereby for service on and after March 1, 1990.

ORDERED: 2. That the applications to intervene of AT&T Communications of
the Southwest, Inc., and MCI Telecommunications Corporation are denied hereby.

ORDERED: 3. That this order shall become effective on the 27th day of
February, 1990.

BY THE COMMISSION

Mo fl

Daniel J. Redel
Acting Secretary

(3 E A L)

Steinmeier, Chm., Mueller, Rauch,
. McClure and Letsch, CC., Concur.



