
Decision No.. 80928 
BEFORE 'IRE PUBLIC O'I'ILIr...zS COMMISSION' OF 'IRE StA'rE Ol! CAl.IFORN"'...A 

In toe Matter of t~e Application of 
Airsignal of california~ Inc., a 
~liforn.ia corporation, st:.ecessor in 
interest to JACK lOPERENA, dba 
Tulare County Radio Dispa teh, for a 
certificate of public convenience a~d 
necessity to construct additio~l 
radio-telephone utility facilities to 
be operated in conjunction with the 
utility's existing r&diotelephone 
system. 

Application No. 51268: 
(Filed July 24~ 196~; 

Amended.October 20~ 19i1) 

Carl Be Rilliard, Jr., Attorney at Law, 
for applicant. 

Vaughan, 'Paul & Lyons, by J'oh!l G. Lxons .• 
Attorney at Law, for Hatiford MOol.le . 
Radio, Inc., interested party. 

RO?,er Johnson, for the Commission staff. 

OPINION --.,-----
By this 3pplication filed on Jcly 24, 1969, Jack Loperena 

(db~ ':tulare County Radio Dispatch) sought a certi::ic~.':e of public 
convenience and necessity to construct acl.ditional radio'Ccle:?h~nc 

utility facilities to be operated in conjunction with his existir.g 
radiotelepho~e system ~~ 261~ in oreer to ?rovide adeq'Jate service 
t~ ~he,city of Hanford and adjacent ~r~s to the so~th, north, ~nG 
~'est (;f Hanfo::-d. 

3y letter dated .July 25, 1969, Fresno Mobile Radio·, Inc. 
and Hanford Mobile Radio, Ine. objeeted to the ap?lica~ionon the 
b,<l~is t~t Loperena's pro?osec service ~'"Oul<! e~eMd in~o a:CC3.s i:t 

-which all mobile services were being offered 'by F=~sno ~!obij.e P..3dio 
and EAnford Y~bile Radio. 
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On ~ptetnber 20 ~ 1971 a ''Notice of Hearing" was sent to­
applicant and all interested parties giving notice tb~t hearing 
had be<an set for October 27 ~ 1971 at Hanford. 

On October 20~ 1971 the application was amended to show 
tost Airsigna1 of Ca1i£ornia~ Inc. ~ as successor in interest to 
Loperena) was in fact the applicant. 

At the request of Airsignal, the matter was removed from 
the calendar on October 21, 1971, in the hope that applicant ~nd 
those wao objected to the application might come to an agreement 
which could be presented to the Commission for its approval. 

Understanding that agreement could not be reached between 
the parties, the Commission by ''Notice of Hearingn mailed October 16, 
19i2 set the matter for hearing to be held on November 28, 1972 
at Hanford. 

J~ letter from applicant's attorney dated November 10, 1972 
contained ~he followine: 

"Applica:ion No. 51268 bas been protes~ed by Hanford 
Mobile Radio, Inc. Airsignal and Hanford Mobile :R&dio ~ 
Inc., have now azrecd, subject to Commission approval, 
th3t they may bota expand their facilities to provide 
paging service in the Hanford .area. We understand 
that such authority may be granted by approval of 
ollppropriate tariffs. Accordingly~ under separa::e 
cover of even date, Airsignal is forwarding to you 
for filing, tariffs under Advice Letter No. 10 which 
p:ovide for an expansion of its facilities as requested 
in Application No. 51268. 

"Hanford Mobile Radio, Inc., filed tariffs on or about 
Oeto~r 25, 1972, under cover of Advice Leeter No. 7 
seeking to expand its facilities to provide service 
t10 tbe same area. It 'WOuld be prej1.!dicial and injurious 
to Airsignal for the Commission to approve the Hanford 
Mobile Radio, !:lc. tariffs unless and until Air signa 1 , s 
tariffs are approved. 

"Aecordingly, pursuant to Rule 96-A, Sub~ection. H, 
Airsignal hereby proeests ehe above-refereceed tariffs 
of Hanford Mobile Radio, Inc. It is :espcctf~lly 
r~ueste<l that this protest be wi'c:hdrawn upon .approval 
of Airsignal's tariffs forwarded under cover of Advice 
Letter No. 10, or in the alternative, g;ant of the 
.at:.thority requested in Application No. SUSS. H 
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Because of applicant's protest~ on November 17~ 1972~ 
. . 

Banfcr~ Y~bile Radio~ Inc. filed Application No. 53697 entitled: 
In the Matter of the Application 
of HANFORD MOBILE RADIO ~ INC., a 
corporation~ for authorization to 
construct additional radiotelephone 
utility facilities at Hanford~ 
California ~ to be operated in con­
junction with its existing radio­
telephone system. 

On November 2l~ 1972 the Commi.ssio:l opet:.ed Case No. 9473 
entitled: 

In the Matte: of the Suspension ~nd 
Investigation on the Commission's own 
motion of the tariff sheets covering 
the offering of "0ne-Way 'Radio Paging 
CotmllUnications" filed under Advice 
Latter No. 7 by Hanford Mobile Radi.o, 
Inc. 

.•. 

Hearing on Application No. 51268 was held be:ore Examiner 

.. ' 

.. I 
Gillanders at Banford on NoveCber 2a, 1972 and the matter subc1tted.~1 

According to applicant the basic purpose of t~e applic~tion 
is to provide better service to its existing customers - mainly 
the medical commun~ty. 

At the hearing public need for applicant's p=oposed opera­
tions and p~lic support therefor was am?ly demonstrated through 
the testimony of· eight wi~esses. A?plicant's exhibits res~cting 
its financial situation and the econo~c r~sults of its propose~ 
R'IU o;,e:a:io~ constitute a sb.o'tdng that such operations could be 

econoQieally feasible. The rates and charges proposed for the 
variou~ services to be offered ap?Car to be just and reasonable. 

In vi~~ of tbe recore, the Co~ssion ~kes toe following 
fi::.di-cgs 0= fact: 

1. Publie convcni~nce and necessity require and ·~ll requ~re 
, . 

the public u~ility radiotelepaone services proposed by ~pplicant. 

2. App.licant possesses the abil;.ty a~d =csou::ces to const:z-.:ct 
~ed operate the prc?Osed sys:ec. 

1/ At tbe bearing, Ra:fo=d Mobile.Radio appeared as an interect~cl 
p&rty a~d stated it had no obj~ct~o~ to the application. 
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3. The proposed operations are economically feasible. 
4. The rates proposed in the application s.re just 3:l.d 

reasonable for the service to be rendered. 
5. Applicant should file rules, s:andard fo~)and other 

tariff sheets, including a service area map, as needed to define 
conditions of rendering the proposed public utility service. 

The COmmission concludes that the ~pplieation herein should 
be granted, as provided in the order which follows. 

The certificate hereinafter granted is subject to the 
followins provision of law: 

The Commission shall hav~ no power to authorize 
the capitalization of this certificate of public 
con~enience and necessity or the right to own, 
operate, or enjoy such certificate of ?ublic 
convenience and necessity in excess of the amount 
(exclusive 0: any tax or annual charge) actually 
paid to the State ~s the consideration for the 
issuance of such certificate of public eonvenience 
and necessity or rigat. 

ORDER. 
~-- .... -

It IS C&DER...~ t~t: 
1. A certificzte of ?Ublic convenienee and necessity is 

here~y granted to Air signal of California, Inc. fo::- the cO:lStrl.lct!.on 

and operatio: of a p~lic utility radiotelephone syst~£or service 
~o Hanford and environs_ 

2. Applicant is au~horizee to fi:e, on or afte: the effective 
~te of this order and in co~ormity wi~h the provisionG of ~~eral 
Order l~o. 96-A, tariffs eO:1t.:lining the schec1.1.le of rates .::t:ld charges 
set for'i:h in E."<hibit 6 and on cot less t!:lan five Gays' no::tce to 
this Co:ltllission and to ttle public to ma,ke said tarif:s effecti·,,"e 
for se=vice as 0: tbe date of such filing. 

3. Appli~:lt s1:r~ill no~i£y this Co1:cmission, in writi.ng:o of 
the d.ltc ~:r:vice is. first :ende::ed t'he public under the rates s::.d 
rt:l.~g. hereinabo"J'e aueaorized, within five days. the.reafter. 
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4. the certificate herein granted and the authority to 
render service \m.der the rates and rules· hereinabove authorized 

... " . , 

will expire if not exercised witbin thirty months after toe effective 
date of this order. 

The effective date of this order shall be twenty days 
after the date hereof. 

Dated at ... ~ ~ California~ this 
day of JlKUARY. 

< 

eo.l\'td~ ftl.1t_ s.wom. :Sr •• be12!C 
~~~T"!!- Ab:'r~. tftel mt 1Mi"'ttd:".U 
:Ia tM c!~siUolt-.~ tbi. tn'oe",~ 
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