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President

Alaska Telephone Association

600 . International Airport "<oad
Anchorazo, \laska 90503

Wear "r . Pror.idcnt,

The 1iiouio Coi.riorce Committee vrill he
holdin* hearings on *13 10 relntinc to teleohona
utilities on Thursday March 13 at 8 a. r. The
heard n.* <eJill he hell in rcon 203 of the Asr.onhly
Euildi.ru* in Juneau. Testimony rill he hoard
at this tine.

Sincerely,
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BUI Goodins

From Andrew R. Sarisky Lee*«an Anchnnsge T<,-5"r»

su>c» Rouse BfIT No. 19 by Representa-ttve Swsnson - Corasfttee Hearing
4 p.B_ Pferch 13.

Please dillver the- following message to either Herb Cotton, Gordon
Parker, John ftocsel 1 er Henry Pratt before this afternoon®s hearing.
(Gordon Parker fs staying at the Boraunff.)

The proposed- requirement (Section 42.20.170)r which would dn away

with liability for telephone service charges ff they we trot billed
within sixty days, ts arbitrary and net based upon eny darts or studies
supporting the sfxty-day limitation. As a matter of fact, the
established industry practices and standards, and the details Involved
in the billing cycles clearly require ware than sixty days to permit
billing of the v-rrious types of telephone charges. The section fs not
clear as to whether or not telephone service charges are the monthly
recurring charges. An attempt, to circumscribe this arbitrary period
without foundation or support 1s an Invasion of the business and roanageraent.
of telephone companies,, and there 1is serious question as to whether or
not this extreme actloD proposed to the legislature can in fact legally
discharge the liability to pay for telephone services, and may be an

intervention into a contract relationship and the right to contract.

The proposed Section 42.20.TGU unjustifiably and without any legaT

authority would have each customer wake a unilateral deduction of

telephone service charges for each day that a telephone Is inoperative*

. Pagf 1.
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