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ss 
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I, Jacqueline K. Reynolds, Assistant Secretary to the 

Public Service Commission of Wisconsin, and custodian of the 

official records of said commission, do hereby certify that the 

annexed order creating Wis. Adm. Code section PSC 165.092 was 

duly approved and adopted by this commission on November 6, 1980. 
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me with the original on file in this commission and that the 

same is a true copy thereof, and of the whole of such original. 
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hereunto set my hand and affixed 

the official seal of the Commission 

at the Hill Farms State Office 

Building, in the City of Madison, 

this 11th day of November, 1980. 
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~~' ,,-U2j)~'k!. K.J-f1/w-&24--' 
J e ueline K. Reyn6lds 
ss~ taLt Secretary to 

the Commission 



It 

, BEFORETHE 

PUBLIC SERVICE COHMISSION OF WISCONSIN 

cr MPAREiJ WITH AND CERTlflED BY ME TO BE 
A FULL, TRUE, AND CORRECT ca rY OF THE 
OIIGINAL ON FILE IN My'OFF:CE, " ': 

D,rED 

Investigation by the Commission of the ) 
Need For and,Provisions of Rules ) l-AC-15 
Regarding Telephone Utility Sales,of ) 
Inside Wiring and RelatedMateria1s ) 

Order of the Public Service Commission of Wisconsin 
Adopting Rules 

Relating to rules concerning the sale by telephone 

utilities, to eustomers for private use, of inside te1ephone 

wiring and related materials. 

Analysis prepared by the Public Service Commission 

of Wisconsin. 

ANALYSIS 

On November 8, 1977, the commission issued aNotice 

öf Investigation and Hearing in this proceeding, which stat~d 

in part: 

"In response to complaints, and in recognition of 
changing conditions in the te1ecommunications industry 
caused by expanding private ownership of terrninal com
munieationsequipment, the commission, on October 11, 
1977, pursuant to section 196.03, wis. Stats., directed 
that a formaI investigation and hearing be instituted to 
developrules, if necessary, relative to telephone 
utility sa1es of inside wire and related materials. 

Matters to be considered in this investigation in
elude, but are not limited to: 

1. Should the Public ServiceCornmission of 
Wiscons{n regulate the sale of insidewiring 
and re1ated material s by telephone uti1ities? 

2. How shou1d the price of such sales be determined? 



3. Should the price of such sales be filed with the 
conunission as tariff rates? 

Subsequent to the Deeember14, 1977 'hearingthe 

eommission determined that telephone utility sales of inside 

wiringand related materials were a matter subject toregulation. 

The eommission direeted that further hearings', be scheduled to 

investigate thefollOwing rule as an addition to Chapter PSC 

165, Wis~ Adm. Code. 

PSC 165.092 Sales of inside wire by telephone utilities. 
In place, inside wire and relatedmaterials shall 
be soTdby the telephone utility upon eustomer ' 
request. The tariffs shallbe based on the net book 
value of both the inside wire and the otfier related 
materials. 

Interested parties to ensuing hearings were requested 

through the November 28, 1978 notice to address thegeneral 

issue of the Wis. Admo Codechange and the fOllowing items as 

welle 

- advantages, disadvantages,'and impaetsofthe rule 
as drafted, , 

- proposals and justifieationsfor mOdifieations, 
- administrative, legal, and other aspects of the 

requirement for tariffs on these sales, 
- applieation of the rule in both business and resi

deneeservice situations, but for single-party 
serviees only. 

The eommisslon reeognized that sales of inside wiring 

could possibly lead to inquiries on sales of telephones and re-

lated terrninal equipment. Beeause issues such as direet 

equipment sales or even deeontral of all terrninal equipment 

transaetions,could arise in thecontext of this investigation, 

the commission urged comments on these broader is~ues as welle 
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Subsequent to public hearingsand briefing of 

these matters and putsuant to authority vested in the Public 

Service commission of Wisconsin by ss. 196.02, 196.03, 196.20, 

196.37, and 227.014, Wis. Stats., the Public Service conuuission 

of Wisconsin proposes to adopt rules interpreting ss. 196.02, 

196.03, 196.19, 196.20, and 196.37, Wis. Stats., asfo110ws: 

Section PSC 165.092 of the Wisconsin Administrative 

Code isadopted to read: 

psc 165.092. Sale~ of in~p1ace inside wire. 
In-place inside wire and re1ated materia1s may be 
sold bz. the telephone utility upon customer 
reques""t. Uti1ities fhat choose to make such sa1es 
shall-rITe appropriate tariffs with the commission 
indicating the condi tions ol: sale and the methodo10gy 
õf sa1es piice determinatrons. UtITIITes may make 
sa1es to any customers con s lstent with apP1icable 
Federa1 Comrnunications conunission regulations. 

The ru1e adopted in this docket shal1 become ef-

fective on the first day of the month fOllowing its pub1i-

cation in the Wisconsin Administrative Register as provided 

by s. 227.026(1), Wis. Stats. 

Dated at Madison, Wisconsin, 

By the .Commission. 



Report 

Discussion, and Findings of Fact 

The commission ihitiatedthis proceeding to de-

termine what rules, if any, should be'promulgated re1ative to 

the sales of surpIus inside wire to customers by telephone 

utilitieso At the start of the proceedingthe focuswas on 

, whether rules were needed. Subsequently the commission 

,issued a proposed rule that specified a sa1es price deterrni ... 

nation method. , 

Original1y, this proceeding was eoncerned primarily 

with inside wiring sales to large business eustomers. The 

commission subsequentlyexpanded the foeus to include r~sidences 

and smeill businesses. The" submi tted, testimony, comments, and 

briefs discussed numerous topies, includingPSC atithority, FCC 

preemptio~~ speeific propesed rules, alleged problems with, 

such rules"alleged harm from such rules '(physieal and 

administrative) and proposedaccounting changes. 
, , 

Pursuant to due notieet hearings w~re held in 

Madison on Deeember'14, 1977, March 19,197~, Mareh 20, 1979 

and October 2, 1979, before Examiner Clarence B. ,Sorensen. 
, , 

Written eomments relative to the proceedingswere 

submitted by Wisconsin Telephone Company on Marc;h 19~ 1979, 

and North-West Te1ephone Company on March 20, 1979", and were 

inc~uded in ~hefi~e. 



.An early brief was submitted by General Telephone 

Company of Wisconsin on April 3,1978, after thetranscript 

releaseof the first day of hearings. Subsequent briefs were 

submitted after the close of the hearings by Wisconsin 

Telecornmunications Contractors Associ.ation on December 4, 1979; 

·.by Wisconsin Telephone Company on December 5, 1979 and 

January 4, 1980; and by Sampson Enterprises, Inc" on Decernber: 21, 

1979. 

Appearances are shown in the appendix. 

Diseussion 
. . . . . 

-In 1968, the Federal communica tions Commission (FCC) 

issued the now-historic carterfone case thatpermitted customers 

to own and use telephone equipmemt notsupplied by· telephone 

utili~ies (68 FCC 2nd 420). Subsequent FCC'actions as are 

discussed·further iIl this discussion have fu~ther expanded the· 
. . '. 

ability of eustomers to use their own telephonesq.nd other 

termiilal equipment. In caseswhere the customerchooses to 

replacetelephone utility equipment with private equipment, 

the inside wiring used for providing the utility's service 
I -

sometimes.become surplus or no longer useful for utility 

service. In some cases, this wiring may be used for serving 

thecustomer;-ownedequipment. 

This proceeding evolvedfollowirtg customer requests 

for this. commission to rule on the· sales:price for insidewiring. 

as set by the telephone utilities or to set standards. for determi

. nation of such prices for future sales. 
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·1 • 

The principal questions to be addressed that arose 

in the course of this proceeding are: 

Does the commission have authority to regulate this 
area? . 

Can the' commission require the. sale's of inside 
wiring? 

. How shall the sales' price be deterrnined? 

Shall tariffs be'filed? 

To whom may sale.s of· insidewiring he made? 

General Telephone Company of Wisconsin(General)' has 

argued that the commission doesnot have the' jurisdictional 

authority to regulate the sale of inside wiring and related 

materials by telephone utilities to other parties with private 

terrninalcommunications equipment.. .General argues that there 

is no sta tutory empowermentgranted' .to the commission to permi t 

jurisiliction over the disposalof surpIus. inside wire. Other 

partiesgeneraily acknowledge the cOInmission's authority to 

regulate matters related' to inside wire, but do raise objection 

to the commission' s jurisdiction to require the u.tili ty to sell 

its private property. 

The investment in inside wiring toserve utility 

equipment is part of the total investment of a regulated 

utility. The accounting for this investment is under a system 

of accounts directed by this commission. The removal of 

inside wire from service and any associated expenses orrevenues 

from its removal or sale can cause impacts on the overall 

-3-



operätions of the utility. The authority to regulate in those 

areas that affect the service of the utility an'd the rates for 

that service is, in the commissionos view, broad.. Thematter of 

irtside wi~ing sales is found to be subject to the exercise of 

'the cornrnission's regulatory review and, in certain respects as 

discussed bEÜOW, the commission will exercise that jurisdiction 

in matters of 'these types of transactions. 

Traditionally, telephone utilities have provided 

service to the public on a monthly-rate basis. Direct,sales 

ofequipment have been infrequent. Service to customers is 

provided by telephone utilities throtigh use of theprivate 

property of these utilities. 

General and the wisconsin'Telephone COmpany (WTC) 

argue thatthe commission cann6trequire a utility to dispose 

of its property. These partiesraise constitutional issues 

relative to due process andthe taking of,property for private 

useof another party. General' and l'lTC contend that utilities 

have not made apublic undertaking toprovide wiring for private 

telephonesystems andthe comniission has'no authority to regulate 

,beyond the public utili ty undertaking.To require such sales 
, ' ' 

would be to deprive a utility its ownership rights in private 

,property. Such 'requirements would fu~ther invade management 

prerogatives in deterrninatio.n of whether,' and under what 

conditions,"pri~ateproperty willbe sold~ 



Sru:np$on EntE:!rprises,Inc., (Scimpson) argues that to 

effectively regu~a:te, theconunission must have·authority to 

·set ruleson inside wiring sales.Sampson·contends t.he 

cornrnission must proteet against.utility activities that may· 

result in cross-subsidizätion ofservices. If the cornrnission, 

cannot exercise jurisdiction to order the sale·of inside wiring 

. at specific price levels, Sampson argue~the. cornrnission is 

powerless to prevent cross-sUbsidi~ation • 

. The WisconsiliTelecornmunication Contractors' Association 

(Contractors) argue that while the cOI!lffiission has jurisdiction 

to inquire into and regulate practices involving sales of inside 

wire, forced disposition of such·property mayonly invite legal 

challenge on the constitutionalissues~ Therefore to promote a 
. . . ' . 

workapIe plan to be effectiveina timely manner,Contractors 

suggest a rule that is permissive.on the matter of inside 

wiring sales .. 

The cornrnission belJeves there is a need for early imple-

mentation of rules dealing with the in~place inside wiring sales 

issue. Accordingly, toprovide a reasonable rule to address this 

issue and to avoid risks of delay caused by legal challenges to a 

rule requiring in-place inside wiring sales, the commission finds 

that a rule that permits, but does not mandate, these sales is 

reasonableunder the circumstances. Telephone utilities may sell 
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this surpIus in-place inside wiring~' If a utility .ehooses to 

undertake such sales the cQmmission will require tariffs to 

be filed as discussed further below. 

Thecommissionis notice of November 28, 1978 asked 

for cornment on ,thefollowing proposed rule: 

PSC 165.092 Sales of inside\·lire bytelephone utili ties ~ 
In place, inside wire and related materials shall be 
sold by the telephone utility upon customer request. 
The tariffs, Shall be basedon 'the net book value of 
both the inside wire and the otherrelatedmaterials. 

The issueof requiring salesof inside ~iring h~s ,been 

discussed aboveand such actions will not be orderedo The pricing , 

of such sales as do occur was ii matter of much discussi~n, 

however. The above rule contemplated a net book value approach 

and this approach was advocated by,someparties. Other parties 

argued against'netbook value and in favor of different methods 

'of pricesetting such as negotiation between 'customer and utility 

and a fOrm of replacement cost 1ess observeddepreciation. 

The commission will directno, single method forthe 

pricing of these sales. Utilities will berequired to file 

tariffs if they chooseto make sales. These tariffs shall 
I 

indicate general conditions of saleand themethodolC?gy to be 

ernployedby' the ut!li ty in determining thesale,s price. There 

is no one best way to set these prices. The purchase of 

inside wire by a customer from the'utility is butone option 

fo:r-obtaining th~s serviceo,Utilities,that choose to make 
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such sales .shouldbe able to receive reäsonable compensation 

for thesemat~iials; ·customers thatare interested in a purchase 

should.be offereda reasanable lf competitive quotefor thesale. 
. . 

The filing of indi~idual tar~ffs with sp~c~iications of price 

determination methods vlill bemast reasonable formaking the 

'sale available andfor p:i:ovidi~g bothparties· wi th the· option 

for an economic <choice on the disposal or obtainingof the. 

wiring facilitiese Sales .that are consumrnatedmay al so benefit. 

the general ratepayer, since the utility mayaccrue more fundp 

than would be realized under normal salvage. 

Federal communications coriunission rules on custoi'ner 

ownership of equipment contain restrictions on connections to 

the telephone network~Theseruleshave·bee:n developed and 

specified in the FCC'sproCeeding on a ~egistration·Prbgram 

.(Docket 19528).. WTC states that the FeC's exercise of 
jurisqictionove·r the interconnection of customer-provided 

equipment has preempted state regulation of this area. The 

FCC's registration rules require that customer-provided 

equipment associated with one and two-line services be 
. , 

connected to the network by means of a telephone-company-

provided jack. WTC argues the proposed commission rule would 

result in violation of that Fccrequirement and is· theretore 

precluded by the FCC rules. Sampson does .not argue the 

relationship of the commission rule. and the FCC rule but proposes 

this commission's rules be restricted to businesses in excess 

of b/o lines .. 
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The commission findsthat sales of insidewiring 

should be, made to all eligible customers desiring to buy such 

materials; however, the FCC ,'guidelines mtist be met. Anytariffs, 

, filed must reference the FCC requirements andaccordinglycomply 

with those provisions. In the short-run at least, the commission 

recognizes that some customers niay be restricted from inside 

wiring purchases, butencourages theindustry to make efforts at 

expanding this o~tion to all types of service. 

The commission will adopt a rule cons·istent with the, 

above discussions .. The effectof the rulewillbe to, allow" 

but notrequire" sales of inside wiring. Utilities that choose 

to make,such'sales shall file tariffs to speeify theconditions 
, 

of the sale. Any sales shall be consistemt with the FCC 

registration program relative to eonnections to the telephone' 

network •. 

The commission hadrequested commentsonsales of 

terminal equipment or deeontrol of this aspect ofutility 

service. ,Comrnents on these issues were not extensiveithe 

commission also has other proceedings that look at these 

matterso Nofindings on terminal equipment.sales or de

. regulation will be made in this case. 

: The c~nunission recognizes that. there' are proceedings 

of the FCC that have 'some bearing on this issue of inside wiring • 

. The matter of the Registration Program anq cqnnections by one and 

two-linecustomers has been noted aboveo 
, , 

In addition to this 
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' .. 

case~ the FCC is conside~ing6hanges of the accounting for station 

connections~Station connections, which include inside wiring" 

are currentlycapitaliz~~. Under con~ideration are changes to, 

. the sys'temof accaunts that wauldresul t in expensing of part,. 

.The, commission bell.evesthe or all~of statian connectionso . " 

.' ..... 

action taken by this order tO not direet. any'particular ,pricing 

mechanism is'reasortable 1inder existirig circumstances and 

accountingpractices. Should ,the' Fccrnodify thesystem of 

accounts for inside wiring, this commission wil1 review,t.he· 

requirements of this order in light of any future potentially 

significant aeeounting modifieations. 

By order of April 7~ 1980 in its docket 10828, the 

Second Computer Inguiry, the FCC has' directed major ehanges to 

,the telephone,industry and regulation.Among the provisions of' 
. : . . , . .'. 

thisorder ('Which is under appeal) all terminal telecommunieations 
• • '0 '. 

custoIner premises equipment (CPE) is tO,be deregulated~ In its 

order the FCC excludes inside wiring from the CPE categoryo 

Accordingly, matters of inside wiring are appropriate.issues of 

regulatory inquiry;this confirms the commission's deeisian to 

investigate and issue this rule on the inside wiring subject • 

. Again, should changes be made that impaetthe fundamental bases 

upon which insi~e wiring is provided or regulated, the commission 

may investigate and change the provisions of this order to ensure 

reasanable ruleson the inside wiring mattero 



. 

Findings of·Fact 

THE COM1USSION FINDS: 
, , ," . 

··1. Present statutory and, Wiscönsin Administrative 

Code provisionsgive the commission authority to regu1ate the 

uti1ity sale ofsurp1us inside wiringand re1ated materia1s. 

2. Telephone uti1! ties may sell. surp1us inside. 

wiring and related materia1s, to customers'upon request .. 

Uti1ities are not requiredto offer such material for sale. 

3.. Tel..~phone companies ··that decide to sell surplus 

. iriside.wire and re1ated material tocustomers .sha1l fi1e 

tariffs identifying the conditionsof sale and the· price determi- , 

nation methodo1ogy. 

4.. The rules promulgatedbythis order and tariifs 

fi1ed for salesare intended tö apply to all customers con-

sistent ·with app1icable FCC requirements on conneetions to 

the te1ephone network. 

s. The rules adopted by this order are reasonab1e 

and just and are in the public inte~es~., 

6.. The revision of.Chapter PSC 165, wis .. Adm. Co de 

is classified asa Gategory 3 Action under s.PSC 2~90(3),Wiso 

Adm. Cöde. It consequentlY does not require an environmental 

screening undet ,s .. 1.11, Wis. Stats .. ,and the Revised Guide1ines 

for the Implementation of the Wis ~Environmenta1 pOlicy Aet 
. '. . . . 

issued by E~e6utive. Order No. 26, February 1976. 
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.APPENDIX 

APPEARANCES: 

In Support of R~gulat:ion 

SAMPSON ENTERPRISES, INC. 
'by , 

. Bruce P. Saypol,Attorney 
Cohn and Marks 
1920 L Street, NeW .. ', . 
Washington, D.C.. 20036 

WILLIAM .J. MAAS, Sales Director 
Mares' Electronics, Inc. 
1920 Van Dyke RO,ad 
Appleton 54911 

DON HARDEN, Assistant Chancellor 
University of Wisconsin-GreenBay 

. 815 Library Learning Center 
Green Bay 54302 

WISCONSIN TELEC0M11UNICATION CONTRACTQRSASSOCIATION 
. . ,by' 

Terry G. 'Mahn,Attorney' 
Victor J. Toth, Attorney (Not preseht) 
To.th & Mahn " 
11800Sunrise Valley Dr'., Suite 1111 
P.O.Box 2546 
Reston u Virginia '22091 

and by , 
Amos Jackson, President 
Communications Certification Laboratory 
540 ArapeenDrive, Suite 101 
Salt Lake City,Utah 84101 

IN OPPOSITION TO REGULATION: 

WISCONSIN TELEPHONE COMPANY 
by 

. Kenneth E. Millard, Attorney 
, Joan A. Dalton, Attorney 
Philip L. Wettengel, Attorney 
Michael A. Tanner, Attorney 
722 North Broadway 
Milwaukee 53202 
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APPEARANCES: (Continued) 

I~ OPPOSITION: (Continued) 

WISCONSIN STATE TELEPHONE ASSOCIATION 
by 

HughH. Bell, Atttirney 
222 West Hashington.Avenue 
Madison 53703. 

WISCONSIN STATE TELEPHONE ASSOCIATION 
by 

Ray J .. Riordan; Sr",. Exec. VicePresident 
Ray J. Riordan, Jr. 
617 N. Segoe Road 
Madison- 53705 

UNITED· TELEPHONE CON.PANY 
by 

Paul Brewer Associ~tes 
1400 HuebbePkWy. 
Beloit 53511 

UNITED TELEPHONE CONPANY 
by . 

James o. Driver , .. 
P.O. Box 159 
Monroe 53566 

and by 
Robert D. Heidel, Attorney 
121 South Pinckney Street 
Madison 53703 

URBAN TELEPHONE CORPORATION 
by 

David R.Fuge, Plant Engineer 
26 West 12th Street 
Clintonville 54929· 

. and .by 
Norman O.Dupke, Accountant 
220 Pine Street 
Clintonville 54929 
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APPEARANCES: (Continued)' 

IN OPPOSITION: (Continued) 

ALMOND TELEPHONE COMPANY 
. '})i' . 

OWightBowden, VicePresident 
P .. o. BoxlO ' 
A1rnonQ 54909 

WOOD COUNTY TELEPHONE COMPANY ' 
. . by" 

. Wayne C.. Baldwin,' 
440 East Grand Avenue 
Wisconsin RapidS 5449,4 

PLATTEVILLE TELEPHONE COMPANY 
by 

Frank Ao Kurka, Marketing Manager 
175 East Cedar 
Platteville 53818 

LaCROSSE TELEPHONE CORPORATION 
by 

Toby N. Crossrnan 
Plant Facility Coordinator& Inspecter' 
1905 WardAveriue ' 
LaCrosse' 54601 

REINELANDER TELEPHONE COMPANY 
HEADWATERS' TELEPHONE .COMPANY 

beth by 
Wrno A. Bessey Cornrnercia1 Manager 
P.O. Box 340 
Rhinelander 54501 

WISCONSIN LOCALLY OWNED TELEPHONE ASSOCe 
by 

Karl E. Mess 
Secretry for Elroy Nass v" Cha{rrnan 
Phillips 54555 
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'II. 
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APPEARANCES: (Continued) 

IN OPPOSITION: (Continued) 

PRICE COUNTY TELEPHONECOMPANY· 
by 

Karl E. Mess, Geneial Manager 
175 N. Argy 1 e . 
Phillips . 54555 

NELSON TELEPHONE COOPERATIVE 
by 

Byron Ce Dale, .Manager 
603 - 6th Avenue E 
Durand 54736 

TRI-COUNTYTELEPHONE COOPERATIVE
by 

Ernie Sobotta, General Manager 
106 Adams Street 
Independence .54747 

WISCONSIN STATE TELEPHONE COOPERATIVES 
RICHLAND .GRZ\NT TELEPHONECOOPERATIVE. 
LA VALLE TELEPHONE COOPERATIVE 

ALL ay 
Robert Gens, Mänager 
Box 67 
Blue River 53518 

WEST WISCONSIN TELEPHONE CO-OP 
by 

Ken Dahms, Manager 
PeO. Box 115 
Dawnsville 54735 

CHEQUAMEGON TELEPHONE CO-OP, INC~ 
.by· 

Alan Olson, .General Manager 
Box 223 
Cable 54821 

C~NTRAL STATE TELEPHONE COMPANY 
.by 

.M.E. Putnarn, President 
5206- lIarbor Cto 
Madison.: 53705 
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'APPEARANCES: (Continued) 

IN OPPOSI~ioN: (Continued) 

CHIBARoUN TELEPHONECO-OP 
by . 

Merlin L .. Haugestuen,'Manager 
Dallas 54822 '" ' ' 

CITIZENS TELEPRONE CO-OP, INC .. 
by 

Ross Channing, Manager, 
Box 306 ' 
NewAUburn54757 

" , 
, . " 

MANAWA TELEPRONE COMPANY 
by, 

Robert squires, President 
131 ~ 2nd Street 
Manawa 54949 

MIDWAY TELEPHONE COMPANY 
MT. VERNON TELEPHONE COMPANY 
WAUNAKEE TELEPHONE COMPANY 

all by 
Donald Re Brown ., 
V.P. Reveriue Requirements 
517 N .. Segoe Road " 

,Madison .53705 

'CEi'lCOM, INC. 
by 

Jerry W .. Bougie 
System Commercial Manager 
Box 606 
Rushford, Minnesota 55971 

AS INTERESTMAY APPEAR: 

FOOTVILLE TELEPHONE COMPANY 
by 

. , 

David Kelland, Assistant Manager 
Box 345 
Footville 53537 

and by 
MIS.' Pauline Kratz, President 
115 Center Street 
Footville 53537 
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APPEARANCES: (Continued)' 

AS I'NTEREST MAY APPEAR: (Continued) 

GENERAL TELEPaONE COMPANY OF WISCONSIN 
by 

Richard M. Cahill, Attorney 
100 Communications Drive 
Sun Prairie 53590 

NIAGARA TELEPHONE COMPANY 
BY 

Sydney R. Peterson~ President 
1141 MainStreet' 
Niagara 54151 

NORTH-WEST TELEPHONE COMPANY 
by 

Robert A. Kelly, Vice President-Operations 
901 Ki1bourn Avenue 
Tomah 54660 

STATE OF WISCONSIN DEPARTMENT OF ADMINISTRATION ' 
, ,by 

Richard P. Vogt . 
State, of Wisconsin Te1ecommunications Manager 
1 West Wilson Street, Room158 
Madison 53702 

STATELONG DISTANCE TELEPHONE,COMPANY 
by 

William C. Wis,well, Vicepresident 
216 West Walworth 
Elkhorn 53121 

UNIVERSAL TELEPHONE, INC. 
by 

Patricia Dums~ Public Communicatlons 
Dale E. Clark,Commercial, Manager 
231West Wisconsin Avenue 
Milwaukee 53203 

UNIVERSALTELEPHONE COMPANY 
by '" 

,Gordon'D. tookatch, Attorney 
231 West Wisconsiri Avenue 
Milwaukee 53203 

.... vi ... 
'" 
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, APPEARANCES: (Continued)' 

~S INTEREST MAY APPEAR: (Continued) 
, , 

TELETRONICS COMMUNICATION SERVICm3, INC. 
(Subsidiary of Universa1Telephone, Inc .. ) 

, 'by 
William C. Bothe , 

'231 West Wisconsin ~venue 
Mi1waukee 53203 

, , , 

MOUNT HOREB TELEPHONE COMPANY 
',' , by 

L~M.' HOlurn, Mänager 
105 N 2nd Street 
Mt. Horeb 53572 

NORTH-WES,T TELEPHONE COMPANY. , ' 
by 

Lawrence R. Powell, CoIlU1iercial Director 
901 Kilbourn 
Tomah 54660 

MID-PLAINS TELEPHONE, INC. 
by 

Dewayne Thomason, V.P. and General Hanager 
16:22 Meadow Crest Lane 

. PeO .. Box 98 
Middleton 53562 

PLATTEVILLE TELEPHONE COMPANY 
by 

A.G. Kiesling 
President and General Manager 
135 N. Bonson 
Platteville 53818 

OF THE COMMISSIONSTAFF: 

Gary A. Evenson 
Albert F. Schams 
Victor ~1. Mayer 

Utility Rates Division 
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APPEARANeEs:(eontinuedl 

OF THE eOMMISSION STAFF: (eontinued) 

Cheryl Pofah! 
J.R .. Brady 
Frederick C~ Huebner ' 
Norrnah ee Young 

'Accounts and Finance Division 

LeV. Warzynski 
,Daniel F ..Li ttel 

Engineering Division 
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