
and prevjde undenervcd communities access to advanced telccommunieatiOllS services

\lItill benefit ratepayers. Such bcDclits an: c:onsistcm with the Stale'S tclecomlftwUcations

policy as S~ forth in Sections 109 and 112 of the Public Utt1itic:s Code.

We concluded ift D.97-03.067, therefore. that it was just aDd rcuonable to h.ve

a ponion ofthc CCOQOJftic: beftcfiu allocable to ratepayers to timd the COIIUQQDity

Technology FURd, with a latpr portion ofthe remaining economic benefit to be allocated

Eo rarepaycrs rhtDugh sW'CI'edics.

After considering tile IrlumenlS praeeted b)' TURN and ORA. and the

responding parties, ....e affinn our decision in this maner fiDding it consi,t_t wiCb the

applicable Jaw.

TUJ.N~ moreover, appears CO KkDowledp tbar we h8\'c DOl committed legal

error so lon,g as the Commission bars Pacific &om Deift, represented in the en:
disbursement committee 8Ild is not involved in the selection ofmembers for chis

'ommittec. By the elarificatlon ofour decision wbich we hereby order. we have J)n:Mded

the assurance sought by TUIQ-l and in part shared by ORA. Accordingly, we shall make

the following modifications with respect to the $34 million community TcchDology Fund;

(J) We direct Pacific 8ell acd ~e s.ignatorics to the CPC k) establish arJ

independent dis'bu.rscmcnf cammiaec uDder the oversight respansi~ilityof

rhe Commission's Telecammunieation Division. The seJection ofmcmbcrs

of lhe disbW'sement cammietce shall ~ open 10 and include all community

and ratepayer interest u:pfCs=tatj",c sroups that funber the Coals ofthe CPC.

(2) No utility shall be pcmUfted to participate ill the selectioa of members of the

~ommittccor he n:prcseftled in it..

(3) Paeific Bell shall file: an adviee leuer to ac=unt the di.bursemeat of6mds

a.nnarked for CTF detailin~ the cxpeadituN offtmds on annual basis to be

submined to Telecommunications Division by the first of Oetober ofeach

year the progr2m is conclw::te.d. The TelecC':nmt.Jnications Division shall



review these advice tetters 11I41 inform the Commiuioo on the clisbutscment

ofen fimd-

(4) The recipients of lhe eTF graftt shall be he to usc the money let accomplish

the: purposes of the grant as clesc:ribed iD rhe Cotnmuniry Partftcrshjp

Commitment, thJt is. to advance universal sc:rv~ principles aad &0 provide

uncle:rservcd ~mmunitics with access to and cducatiOll about~I and

advanc;;c:cl ttdccomD1WlicaliOllS. The re~ienl's spcA4iDg \aOder the

CommunitY TechnologyF~ however. shall be Wilhaut restrictionS

imposed by any signatory CO the CPC whose iDtoRsu may be different from

rhat ofthe rec;ipienl.

We grant nJR,N and OM the reliefdley soughc with respect 10 the Idministration

and o~Ct$lghrof CTF as described alKJye and deny their ,.quests for rehearinC in an other

respec;l.

DISCUSSION

Section S54{b)(2), the key statutory provision in dais mafter" prohibits th~

Commission from approving any merger. acquisitiOft or change ofCOfttrol ofaft elecmc:"

gal or telephone utility \aJhen a utility, with gross annual California rcvCDUCS o"'er

5500.000,000. is a PattY to the transaction. without finclinglbat the transaetion, among

other things:

""Equitably allocates. where the commission bas
racaNking authority, the total ,borI-ram and JODg­
term forecasted economic bcuefits, as dc=termined
by the commission, t)f the propo_ mercer1

acquisition, or eontrol. bctwc:co siweboldets and
ratepayers. llatepayen. shall receive nOl less tban SO
percent ofthose benefits.'"

One of the provisions of the epe pRsentecl to LIS by che Applicams as part of

the merger application refers expressly (0 the economi~ benefits to be shared with

ratepayers pursuant to Section 854(b)(2).
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~. Scwon IS4(I:X') n:aqui,.. ma Ute Commission mU$t CCltJider ...... the propoted fDCI'fC7' will --Be
bcnofjl:iAl on an overall basis to sca_ Inc! local~'es,Md to the communities in the area MrYed by
tht resulli"g pubHe utility,"

"The penies to this CcmunMtcnt bcU~c~ the
benefits oftbis Coaun;tmear fu:. the CPCl
topther with other benefitS ollhe mercer as set
fonh in me application and the flied .nmcmy of
Pac:iti~ BeU, Telesis lAd SBC,. fUlly satisfY Ibc
reqWlemeftl$ of[s]eclio4IS4(b)... Pacific Telesis
.ad Pacific Bdl shaU be relieved ofIhc oDUption
to make aU IDODeW)' COftcrib\ldon.s set foI1b in this
CcmmitmeaE ill the C'Yent the Caaunisaian
deteftlliocs thai additional or diffc&CIJt fiDanc:ial
obIiptions are ftece5saJY W smisfy the
requirements of [s]cction 154(1:1)." (ePe, at 9.)

Our evaluation of the mc:rpr was nonetheless~ in par1. on recopizinl

thaI me comndtments ofPKitic Bell and Ielab in the CPC would be bCfteftcial to all the

PeopJe of the State. Despite the clat.lSe in the CPC providiq for the withdrawal of their

financial commitments, tbereforc. we conditioned our approval ofthe merger on the:

implementation oft,tlc CPC consistent with our obliptiOll under SectiQft 154(c) to

consider whether, OD baloance. the merg= is in the public in&crcst- (D.97..o3-067, Findin.s

of Fac:t Nos. 62 and 64.r
We also recognized that not all of the pledges made in &he epe were ofa nature

to satisfy Section IS4(b)(2) in the allocation of the r:atepayers' share ofeconomic heftefiu

measured at $248 million. The SSO million (Le.• S34 million net ptaCftt value)

contribution of Pacific Bell to the COIMIUllity Technology Fund is, however, clearlY a

measurable, tangible l:conomie beaefit toratcpaycl"S.

roRN is ineOncct. therefore, when It argues that by identitYing the mOllCys to

be distrib~tedthrough the CommunitY Technology FUIld as part ofthe ratePayers' bcne:tit,

the money 'to be received by rltepaycn is reduced to las Uw\ the SO per=nt ofthe

f~asrt:deconomic benefiTS oftbc merger as required by Section IS4(bX2). We clIUlot
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faUow the togi.r ofdlis arlUJDCDt. First, Se~tiolllS4(bX2) reftrs to "economi~benefits"

and such benefits may be in ~ form·O1her thaD cash. Sac:ond.,!be f\InGs Cor the:

Comm\lDil)' Tecbnology iund tel=omrnunicaDons projcc1s are plDVided Dot by

ratepayers, but by shareholders. As SIC and Telesis atJUo in their l'CS'PQDSCS to TURN's

and the ORA·s filings, "the money to Nod the CPC will comehill Pacific Bell aad its

shareholders.... (SSC's a. Telesis' teSpoIlSe to appJicatiOftt at 2. response &0 petition, al4.)

The rcspoD$C filed by 'Public A~ocatcs, me. Oft bcbaIfofseveral cOmmuftity hesecl and

non-profit orpnizations~y rccogftizes that in our"cle.cision ViC ·-equitably allocated

the merger's econondc benefits t.o ra~yetS in tWo fonns, cmc bcinI surerediu on

ralepayer a,ills (not rcfuncl5). the 0Iber beinl the economic- lIlel comrDUDity.-devclopment

bu.ilt iftto the Community Par1nCfSbip Acreerrtent." (Public Advocates' rcspoose ro

applicarion for n:hcarinC. III I.)

Nevertheless. while Publi' AdvDl:Ales has undemoocf both our ilUCftt and the

expected result of our decision with respect &0 lb. di"Dution ofratepayer benefits., we

acluJowlcdge that \We should e1arify the pertinCftt 5",;011$ ofour deci5iQD. 1ft adQitiOlS. we

fino that observations ofroRN and OllA wim respect fa Commission ovctsilbl ofme

spendinl of the 53... million portion of the ratepayer ~fir thraup the Community

Tcc;hnology Fund.. raise reasonable coneems whieh we address in modifying oW' clccision.

as ~ribcd more ruUy in the ordering parasraPhs of this c!ec;ision.!

We note. furthermore~dial Tt.1RN in fact does not objeer to !he appUCIlion of

the Community Technology FUhd in cakulating the share of ratepayer berlefits. but

instead seeks to remove the inCucnce of Padfic Bell and SBC from the disbwsc:me:nt

.s "rutH also contends tnlt tile -sr-mCl\lpes P.iflc Bell ,,'awful eeauol over1M disposilion of
Pacific Bell's ,.~aym· ftIOftc)'. The petitio of akA maes ....lb me IaIU arpnutAI. IIId
charaoc.erius the aC u • ohariQ~.& contributiol' =mmiuneal -110 should- fua"- b)' P.cifIC lieU',
shareh.oldet"s. This c)aatKtcriatiotl may .pply to SOIne of the CPC 1\1.",,"1. but itdoes not awa~ U» \he
.leconu"uftieatiOl\ J)rojce:ts to be fun4ed throlllh t-'c Commllllity TcdmololY FIIftd aIl~ "'ore lhaft O1If

other ot'ders for clltprandiftl; te:lecomma.1fticatioAS accer. and far uni"crsal ~",i= rely on eharitable
co1"ribulionl.



responsibility ofthe fwad and safeprd ratcpaYerJ' interest "'ith respect to the &ti.sposition

oftbe moDC)'.

1URN states:

-"The purpose oftbis application for rchcarin, j& ftOl

to cbaUcnl. the Decision's use ofa pettiOft of the
~ratep.ycr share' to fund the CPC monetary
obligations. However, !he CPUC lI1&15t rec:.opize
that the use ofrarcpaycr money to fimd the CPC
mllers a n:spoftSibilit)' to msurc that the moIICY is
used to promote only the iDIcRsIS ofratGpllyers and
not the interest ofthe utility r.hat was required to
relinquish Money. to (11.1RN, Application for
Rchc:.Jrin& pp. 3-4

We agree, therefore, that cNr initial decision $bould he clarified so that then: is

no question that this Commission intends dW ratepayers realize the maxdft\Ull bc:Defit

fiocm the CTF. Although rhe modificatiollS to our decision aad ordas may not be

precisely as requeslcd. by TtJ1lN or ORA, they will clarify OW' rationale: and assure '&he

Commission'5 oversight of c:xpenditures made throulh the Community TecbOolol)' Fund

will reach the intended beneficiaries of the ftm6. AtoCOrdingly, we shall order the

TclecommuniCalions Division fO oversee the formation ofan independeftt coftulliaec Cor

the purpose ofdisbursing CTF funds to qualified colftmunity groups that ptOmOCC the

goals of the CTF as ani~~latc:d in the CPC anel modificcl in our initial dcdsion and this

order.

Other mc4ifiQtioftS to the decision arc in die aarum ofc:diu to clarify oUi

int=nt ."ct orders. We arc: C:Q~ting the inadYetteftt misuse ofthc word ....reNner' il'

descrihing that portion ofthc.mcrCU's economic benefits that 1s to be allocatecl to

ratepayers. No roeimburscmenl at n:bact ofmoney is involvecl here:; hCftce the sums we

have idcnti tied for aJlO«:atioft to ratepayers are not excess races that had been paid by

ratepayers and therefore must be refunded,



to

Finally. the most sipiticant modification, which -e think. reflects !tot only our

statUtorY mandate, but also the interests of.11 the pRrties. meS die stated intentions of

Pacific Belt. Telesis) and SSC, wiD require Pacific B.n to tile an advice lencr fat our

revi&:9' and monitoriQs seEting forth an acc:ounlil1' and desaiptiOll oflbe expenditure of

the mone)' committed to Communily Technology Fund on specific ttJccommunicatioftS

projects and programs OD annual buts. These projects. as described in the CPC. sheuld

effect a broad base oftelecommuni~rionscmd-usa'J and should be quantifia..,le in terms

of costs ift~. The expenditure of the f'mds each yew is to be aD oAloine obligation

ofP~ificBell until the SSO million (ftet present value of$34 naiJUcm) bas been

.appropriately expended Within ten fe81'S. However. should Pacific Tdesis act on the

cl.use ofthe epe which permjts them to withdraw their commitments to tht vuious

fUnds. and they do not make the ~ditureswe have dcsQibed with respect to the

Community T"hnoiogy F\In~ then the entire balmee of the S241 million shan now

through \0 nuepa,ycrs as B billing suren:dit and the adjusanent to tates set OUI in Table 1

of0.97-03-067 shall be appropri..tely modified.

While we have not made all rhe modifications requested by nJRN anG ORA.

we have provided by the advice leiter filing requirement the safeguard that we beli~ve

underlies those requests. JUSt as the Commission will have ongoing oversight thl'ough an

advice letter filing over me billing crccbts to be made lO ralcpaycn for. period of five

yean, the Commission will also have: eV~ight Over W; amount ofmOlley SJ'Cn1 through

the Community Technology Fund to provide telecommunications services to the

widespread, clivefSC population ofCalifornia over the life of the CTF.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDEllED tla.t;

1. The application of the Utility ~efonn Network for rehearinC ofDec:isioa ,,­

03..063 and the Petition of the Office Ofbtepayer Advocates to Madify decision 97-03-­

063 are denied in all other respects exc:ept with respect to the modifications orckftd by

the ordering paragraphs oCthis c!ecision as described bcl~.

U"'UI". ~~ .... _.

W:-l'2-199·{ 1Q::;r._""

1:2-1997 eg:1~
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2. the followiq modific:atiou be made 100.91.(0).067:

A. PICC 2. The second paragraph Oft palO 2 orfhe decision. bqinniag with MAs a

l;ondition....,. !:haU be deleted and the foUowio, ,.nsraph shJ11 be inserted in its place:

MAs a ecndJtion ofout 8f'PI'O"Il we require Pacific Bell
(PKific Bell) to en:dit to r.arcpayas the shorr-term aDd 10ftJ­
term ecoaomic benefiu of~merger ill dle alftourst orng
miDio. The $248 million wilt he distribulcd in the farm of
surc:redilS in die totalllftOUIJE of5213 milliOll over • j,criod of
five Years.. as set fot!h in Table 1, and i.. telt:COftlDlUDications .
network and access proj.m bided by Pacific Bell••dlor
Telesis and SSC. in the net prcscor value amount 0(534
millioa under the Community TechnololY 'und of1hc
CarnmW'lity Pll!Dership Commitment. The 534 million shall
be expended in prorated atftoamts over a period often years."

B. Pages 3..39. The last parasraPh Oft page .38, and d1c first parapapb on page

39, starting respectively with 44.We will direct•.:" and "Pacific Bell shall tile.•.'" shan he

deleted 3I'ld shall be replaced by the follow-iDC six. paraarapbs:

"We sba.ll direct Paci6~ BelL Telesis. and SBC to allocate
$248 million to ratcpaycn. We will require Pacific Bell. and
any su~cessor to Pacific Bell, to effectuate the allocation by
rcdW:ing customer ratc:.s for a period offive yean by a lOIal

net-presen.t-va.luc of5213 million (the year'" amounts
described in T.ble 1. detennined at a 10% dist:owJt rate) and
by fUnding the Community Tecbnology Fund ofthe CPC to
enhance and expand the ul~mmunicabODS infrasuucNn:
and customer access in me smenant ofS34 xnillion (Mt ptesalt
value) of SSO million over 'feD tears in prorated amounts."

·~P.clfic BcJlshall file an advice letter for abe Comlftission's
review, no later than Ocrober 1 ofcach year beginning with
the year in which the merger is COIWlIIllDateci, to adjUSt the
ntes for basic moraopol)' anct Don-t1cxihly pricccl caleROI")' 11
services by the 8mOUQ.t descrihed iD Tahle 1.b

"Pacific Bell shall also file an advice later Cor rAe
Commission's review. no lar.cr mIlA Oe1obcr 1 ofeach year.
begiMing with the year in which the mer,er is cOl\$ummat~d.

II



l. Pace 101. Finding ofFact No. 61 on page 102 shall be deleteel and replacc:d

with the: folJowin, fJJlding:

"The Community Technology Fund wifhindlc Community
Panncrship Commiunent pro"ides fUnding oy Pacific Bell to

H- Page 88. The second par&.,aph on page II bcsiMiftl wilh "Second. we fully

expect....' shall be delded., and the (ollowing para,..aph shall be inserted in its place:

~·Second. we tUn)' expect duar the ere -ill, in the time
peri04s forc~asted. distribute funds equal to or puIe:t tbaft
the funding level ~irted. However, iffUncls arc Dot filily
distributed widUn the stated time period. the sUtplus funds. if
an)', shall be reponed to tt,,:. CommiJ$ion with a
rccommCftaalion for distribution to cntitiesl.6mds that promote
our univCfsal se~ic~ goals far undcnc:rvcd communities
throuShoUf the Stale."

NOVo-12-1997 E;9: 4'::1
Ll-12-199'? l!:r:I: ~b
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~ianCftts if the Commission docs not ICC. these
commianc:nts as completely aadsf>'iDI the~ of
Secrion ti4(b) for the al10ariCllft ofmer,er beneftts to
ratepayers. There does nat .,,... to be a dause. however.
which woulcl preclude makina chis provision severlble from
the rest oftbe CPC provisiODS so dlat '"ific: BeU. Telesis,
~ S9C An comply with the ~ondiri0ft5 we hive IStIblished
for approval oCthe merger."'

.F. Pace 17. The last pansraPh an pale 81. SIlII'da. with "Not'Withstmtiiaa the

above:, ...." shall be corrected by deleting the rcfcreuce to '-S!0 mi11ion per year OYer ten

years" in the third sauencc, and repJaciDl it with oess million per year over tca years."

G. 'age ••.. The following $Cfttente on pale II. srarting on the sixth line cfme

page., shall be deJeted: -the benefits of the CPC will go beyond the bc:Ilefirs ansiral from

a simple refund to ratepayers." [Jl its plal:c, the followinl SCftCCIlce -ill \te iD.sened:

'"The benefits of the entire epc ",iU be in addiUOD totb~
ecoftomic benefits to be allocated to ratepayers Ihroup the
bill ing surcredils 8Ild Ibe te1ec:onunUftie:ations projects funded
throud' the CommuniCY Technology F.t1ft~ ~hicb is Olle part
ofthe CPc."



12-l':1';;t,· 'U""~_

• 1..2199":' 99:16

tJlDI1* .

seninl fotCb an accountiq ofthe apendituNa made aftd
projects achieved rhtough the Community TeekDolol)' fund
ofthe epc.'·
nwC believe tbat PlH:ific Ben can comply with these
conditions reaantinl the spendin, ofConunuAity Technolol)'
P"ad moacy and at the same dme honor its COIIUDit1fteDcs. as
expressed in the cpe, to fhc people ofCaJifomia who an
repaescnted by I:hc numeraus pup$, arpnizalioas, ad .
governmental agencies that have sipeel die CPC and those
that may apply for fUndi4c bencfib provided chroup the
Communiey Technology Fund. 'f

"flowevcr, should Telesis Of Pacific Bell witbdraw Ihc:ir
commitment to the CPC or to the CoJllllllmil)' TedlnololY
Fund pursuant to tcnns ofme~ (hen the Coaamissicn
shall order the entire ratepayer b-nefit ofS24& million be
distributed thtO~ hi1lU1& surcreclits.'"

C. Pa«e .,. The foutth ~bullet" item under the Discussion badinC on page 16.

startin: with "The formation of... fl shall be: deleted IftCI rep)aeecl Wirh the following:

....The formation or the: Community Tedmo1ogy Fund to
provide access to advlI'ced ttlecommunicaliou servic:cs in
underservcd communitics -ith fUndinS by Pacific BeIJ o\'c:r
10 years of up to 5S ftt,l1iall II. year, toealing a ftC! present
~alue of$34 million (usin. a 10% discount I"Icc).··

D. Pace 16. The sixth "buller' item on pale 16. startia\, with ,.A 'challenge'

grant .. ." sfte.ll be deleted and replaced with Ihe foJlo\Ving:

"A cchalleftF' patlt Uluter·""bic:h Tdcsis will contribute up to
an additional $3 million annually for nine years after the
merger in amounts equal to those: offered lty omcr
telecommunications providets;"

E. P.ge ''1. The $ccoocl parasraph OIl pAge &7, bogimlinc with ....Alchough the

Applicants do not seck..:' shall be c1clClCt1. 1ft irs place, the (ollowing paragtaph shall be:

added:

'-In addition, mc CPC contains a provision, _ p81c 9. which
penniES Telesis and Pacific: Bell to withdraw their ftlonetary

12
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uparac'" improve: access to madCIft teleoolbllMlicttians
scrvi.:es to all seg:Dlcms ofCalifomia·s div..poputllllion."

J. Page: 103. CODchlSioft ofLaw No. S on PiCe: 103 shan be deleted and re:placc4

with the following;

"ScctioD IS4(b)(1) requires mat me CommissiOft aUocacc at
least 50% ofrhe fOftlCUted CCOISOftJio..Its otlhc PJ'OPOSC4
merger ofTelesi5 and SBe to California's Qtepayr:rs."

K.. Pa.~ 183. Conc:l\lsion ofJ..a<w No 9 on pace 103 sbaU 1M! deleted uad n:placed

\lWith the following;

uAs a conditioa ofthe approval ofthcproposccIlfteI'JCf of
Telesis and SBC. JUepay_ ofPacific BeUsal1 n:coivc !be
economic benefilS of S241nullion. teprescodll, halfalthe
forecasted economic: btmefits oftbe map:&'. Ofthac unouDt.·
52J3 million !hall be applied u a bUlin. surcrcdit over five
years. The remainin, amouat. 534 milHOft (the net p.resent
'Value ofSSO million) shall be receiVed by racepaycn over a
period eften years throUp Ibe ImpllmCDlaIlon oftbc
COIJUXIwdty Tecbnolocy PWICi ofthe CommunitY Pannership
Commitment, as we have described in this decision.~l

t. Pace UN. Onlcring Paragraph I (D) statting Oft page 106 shall be

deleted and replaced ....ith the following:

upacific Belt shall implemcDt the fiancliq ofthe Community
Technology Fu.ad ofthe Community PattI\Ct'Sbip Commitment
\0 provide a Det present value of534 milliOli 0".. len yem.
The fundmg is to expand and ~eft4 access to advane:cd
telecomnuanic:arioftS aDd meet the goal ofuni"enal service to
the underserved communities ofCalifornia.

(a) We din:a Pacific: BeU and \he signatories 'to the CPC to
establisb an independent disbursemet1t ""Dliliftce under
the oversipt rcspoftSibility Gftbe Couunission's
TeSecommurrieation Division. The sclecu01\ ofmcmbcn
of rile disburselnCftt comminec sh.J1 DC open to and
include all community and ratepayer \nt..est
rqJfcsentativc grOLlps.
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(b) No u!iUty shall De ,&m\it'Ied to plll'ticiplle in tile selection
ofmembcts oftbe =mmifteeor" rcpI...ed la it.

(c) Pacific Jell shall file an advic;c leucrlO accovm (or tile
disbursement of tunds earmarked for C1r, dccailiftJ the
expendiaare offim4s Oft an annUl! buis to he submitted to
the Tclceornm&&nieations Division by the fine ofOccohcr
ofeach yar the prosram is eondudcd.. TAc
Tclecommuni~l;ons Division shall review rhesc advice
letters and report to the Cammission on the disbursement
ofell' Auld.

(d) The rcapicna of rbe CTF JI'UIf ,baU be ftwc to usc d\e
money to Kcomplisb me purposes of!he... as
desc:ribcd in the Community PartnCl'Ship Ceaunittne:nl;
tMt is. to adVance univcrsaJ· serYice principles and to
pnmclcun~edcommunities wllb access to end
education about CI'IlCI'Jinc UtI ad"anced
telecommunications. md Jlat lhCfCIy to subsidlze the
intemal operations of rhe f=ipieJll orpnizalions. The
recipient's spendin. under me Camrn\DIity Technology
fUftd, however, shall be 'Without restrictions lmposed by
any signatorY to the epe whose interests rnay be different
from that ofthe recipient. Should fimds JaDain
undiS1ributed at the end ofrhe ten year period, the surplus
funds, if aD)', sball he reported to the Commission with a
recommendalion for disu-ibution to cnnties/fimds that
promote our universal service goals far underserved
communiues WoUPOUl the State."

(e) Should Pacme Bell, or Telesis. withdraw its finaneial I

eal!U"ftitment to 'he Commuaity TecbnolO&)' Fund, the: '
balance; of $34 million shalt be distributed lhrough a
billing $uccRdit over five years in adclition to the $113
million surcredits we bave also ordered.

~ LEGl:ll.. UI v.
1'-12-1997 as:~

'1.2-1997 iJ9:17
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3. The clccisiOll ba..iD& \ocal SO~ llo: appJjca!ioP C«

ren-ing of'[\JlU4..."'" pdlIiOIl for IftllIl\fIcaIia" fllalbY altA. are

herebY denied.
1"his decision is effectiye. today:
I)atell~ S. 1997, iii SaDffll\Cisco Cali
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