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we have telephone books that don't come from the telephone
company. Do they extend to those telephone books th e s a me
l im i t a t i on o n l i abi l i t y? No , j u st f o r t he pho ne company's
yellow pages. They have these special rules that limit
their liability. Time and time again in this b i l l y o u ' l l
find things like this, inadequacies i n w h i c h t h e pu b l i c
well-being is not served, only telephone company's interests
being well served. Sixty d ays i s i nade q u a t e. Th i s
amendment does not go n early far enough i n makin g t h i s
amendment any b etter, or a ny more the c apt i v e o f on e
economic interest th a t pa rades i t s e l f a s t h e pu b l i c
i nte r e s t .

PRESIDENT: S e n a t o r H e f n e r.

SENATOR HEFNER: Mr. President and members o f t h e b od y , at
the present time we are on Senator DeCamp' s amendment wher e
he changes t h e 3 0 d a y s t o 60 day s .

PRESIDENT: Th a t ' cor r e c

SENATOR HEFNER: Okay, I think t h at' still too short a
time. I would like to ee a 90 day notice. I don ' t f ee l
hat that much can be accomplished in 60 days. Also, i n h i s
amendment on page 5 and I think Senator Smith addressed
this, if a proper compla.nt signed by no less than 5 percent
of the affected subs;riber z or .se» t e d t o t he comm>saxon
wzthxn 60 day f rom t h e date notice of h e rate change was
sent to subscribers. I feel that t ha t ' s t oo short a time
t oo . Th at sh ou l d p r ob a b ' y b e l engthened t c 9 0 d ays . And
=hen t h e r e z s ano t h er one . The ;ommas ion shall accept and
file a complaint and u pon prope .n otice shall hold a n d
complete a hearing thereon within 60 days after filing.
Senator De"amp, I wou'd suggest that be lengtl.ened a lit le
bit, too. I think these 60 days time schedul e i s j u s t t o o
short. I just thought I'd alert the body to that.

P RESIDENT: Sen a t o r La m b , d o you w s h t o spe ak a n y f u r t h er
on this particular amendment'? Senator Schmit, do you wish
to speak on this particular amendment?

SENATOR SCHMIT: Only briefly, I would oppose the amendment
because again, as I sand earlier, I d o n ot b e l i e v e i t
suf f i c i en t l y i mp r o v e s t h e b al l t o ma ke x t p a l a t ab l e t o t he
point that you can gc back to your cons ; t u e n t s and a r gu e
that you did the right thing.
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