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Decision 8.; 06 l.08 JUN 6· 1984 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Mateer of tbe Application ) 
of Mall Telecommunica~ions for a ) 
Certificate of Public Convenience ) 
and Necessity to Operate as a ) 
Reseller of Cellular Radio Tele- ) 
communications Services Within ) 
California. ) 

) 

Application 84-05-021 
(Filed May 4, 1984) 

OPINION .... - .... --~ .... 
Mall Telecommunications (Mall), a California 

corporation, seeks a certificate of public convenience and 
necessity (CPC&N) to operate as a resale carrier providing 
cellular radio service within tbe State of California • 

Mall proposes to initially resell cellular radio 
service in Los Angeles by buying cellular radio telephone 
numbers and air time at the wholesale rate from Pac Tel Mobile 
Access (~~I and' then resell t~ its customers~ Mall will be 

responsible for paying all charges it incurs to the Partnership 
and will collect from its customers charges incurred by the 
customers and owed to Hall. 

Mall proposes to resell cellular service in Los Angeles 
at the following rates: 

Monthly Access Charge 
Peak Minute Usage 
Off-peak Minute Usage 

$45 .. 00 
0.45 
0 .. 27 

11 Decision (D .. ) 84-04-014 dated April 4, 1984 granted the Los 
Angeles' SHSA Limited Partnership (Partnership) a CPC&N to 
provide cellular service in the greater Los Angeles metropol­
iton area. The Partnership will therefore be the wholesale 
supplier in Los Angeles at this tfme • 

-1-



•• 

• 

• 

A.84-05-021 ALJ/emk 

D.84-04-014 provided tariffs including rates for both 
wholesale and retail sale of cellular service. The retail 
monthly access charge, peak minute usage charge, and off-peak 
minute usage charge are as proposed by Mall. However, the 
retail tariff provisions also included charges for many optional 
features. These retail tariff provisions were reviewed fn detail 
by this Commission and its staff before being authorized by 

D.84-04-0l4. It is our intent that such tariff provisions be 
used as a model for other rcsellers in the Los Angeles area. 
Consequently, we will require the filing of retail tariffs 
generally similar to the retail provisions authorized by 
D.84-04-0l4 and filed by the Partnership. We recognize that the 
tariffs as a whole may be somewhat abbreviated from those of the 
primary carrier; howev~r, they must include the usual Table of 
Contents, Preliminary Statement, Rate Schedules, List of Contracts 
and Deviations, Rules, and Sample Forms, as prescribed in 
Section II of General Order (GO) 96-A. We will permit the 
initial filing to ~ontain only the Prelf=inary Statement, Table 
of Contents, and Rate Schedules, to be effective on five days' 
notice; the remaining material will be prepared promptly and 
transmitted to the Commission staff by advice letter for review 
and filing per GO 96-A. We will authorize applicant to deviate 
from the page numbering system prescribed by GO 96-A, Section II. 
C.(l)(b) and to substitute the system generally em~loyed by the 
major wireline exchange carriers, at its election.-' 

2/ The alternate system is described in Commission Resolutions 
- U-275, March 25, 1947, and T-4886, February 26" 1962 • 
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MAll filed its ~??!ic~tion for a CPC&N in terms 
of the tradit1o~1 Cl>C&N graneed to :nonopoly public utilities, 
but =equestz that in granting such a certificate this Commission 
=ecogni:e the significant differences among the potential 
?roviders of cellular radio services in California. Scch 
differe:ees ir~lude conside=ation of the relative market power, 
consideration of granting cxe~ption from certain provisions of 
this COCQission's GO 96-A, and conside~ation of granting exemption 
f~om provisions of Public Utilities (?J) Code Sections 816-830 
a.r..c! 851-855. 

MAll alleges in its a~plieation tbat resale cellular 
~aeio service competitors have mini=al market powe= and corres­
pondingly little abili'ty to influe:l.ce j)'!"ices and~ tb.erefore~ we 

should adope a regulatory scheme that will allow the development 
of com~ti:ion. PreCisely for this reason we have specifically 
see :he wholesale and retail tariff levels to provide an adequate 
margin to enable resellers to enter the competitiVe marketplace 
4S bona fide eompe~itors. 

Sections IV, V, and VI of GO 96-A relate to filing 
and e:£ec:ive dates, procedures in filing :ariff sheetG which 
do not inc=ease rates or charges, and ,rocedures in filing 
increased rates, respectively. In general, tnese ?rovisions 
require a showing before this Com=ission justifying any increase 
a~e ?rovide that rates will become effective 30 days after filing 
tariff sheets whieh do not increase rates, or 30 days after 
filing ~n authorized inerease unless Commission authorization 
for a shor~er ?eriod is obtained. Mall s~8sests that the 
Co~i~sion exempt resellers from the above GO 96-A p=ovisions 
and allow tariff revisions to become effective ora one day's 
notice. Other r0zellerc have made similar rcque~tz. 
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There is merit to the arguments presented by resellers that 
the Co:mission consieer some modifica.tions of GO 96-A. The basic 
purpose ot Sections IV, V. and VI of GO 96-A is to provide an orderly 
procedure to control the rates and services ot a monopoly utility. 
These rules a.re subject to revision where the Commission deems 
necessary. 

In this 'ease, we are not dealing with a monopoly 
8i tuation. At tbis time, it a,ppears that the c~llular market will b~ 
a highly competitive one. The basic scheme established by the FCC 
allowing two major carr1e:-s, one w1reline and one non-'W'ireline, to 
operate in the same territory, co~pled with the provisions for the 
wholesale marketing of this service, is designed to promote vigorous 
competition in cellular markets. 

Under theee Circumstances, o~r traditional tarif! filing 
requirement of a ;O-day :-eview period should not be neceeoary. 
!ndeed, in a new and dYl'l,amic market such as cellular telel'h'one, this 
requirecent could impede the provision of rates and servicee which 
are responsive ~o customer needs. We, of course, will monitor the 
cellular market and it we find abusive or unfair practicec by 

resellerG, we will take corrective action aimed at eliminating cueh 
practices. Therefore, we will permit resellers to make the requested 
tariff changes on 15 days' notice • 
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Ar:ic:le 5 0: the P"J Code entitled '·S:ocks '&ncS Security 
'!'ransactions" regulates in ?U Code Sections 816-830 the power of 
the utility eo issue stocks and stock eertificate$ or other 
evidence of interest or ownership. ane bonds, notes~ and other 
evidence of ineebtedness and to create liens on their property 
situa:cd within this State. Article 6 of the ~J Code entitled 
'Tr~sfer or Encumbrance of Utility Property" ~rov1des, in part, 
in PC Code Sections 851-855 that no public u~11ity other than 
a co~~ carrier by railroad subject to ?~rt I of the Interstate 
C~rce Act shall sell, lease, assign, mortgage. or otherwise 
dispose of or enc~er the whole or ~ny pa=t of its p~operty 
useful in the performa~ee of its duties to the public without 
f~st having securecS from this Co~1ssion an order a~thorizing 
it to eo so. Mall seeks exemption from ?J Code Sections 81~-
830 und~r ~J Code Section 829 and from PU Code Sections 851-855 
uneer PC Code Section 853. ?U Code Sections 829 and 853 provide 
that the Commission may, by orde= O~ rule and subject to such 
terms and conditions as may be ?rcscribed therein, exempt any 
public ~t~liey or class of public utility from the above ?J Code 
provisions if it finds that the 4?plication thereof to such 
~ubl~c utility or class 0: p~blic utility is not necessary 
in t~e public interest. M~ll, in support of its re~est, 
alleges th~t strict c~foreement of ?J Code Sections 816-830 and 
SSl-355 would only ~pcde competition while it would 9roviee 
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no attendant protection to consumers. This issue 1s before us 
in Applica~ion (A.) 84-03-9.2 of the California Association of 
Long Distance Telephone Companies and p~ovides a large forum iu 
which to address these considerations. Accordingly we will deuy 
Mall's request in this application. 

In Interfm D.83-06-0S0 on the Partnership's A.83-0l-12, 
we stated in Finding 25: 

''25. A resale plan that constitutes a 
viable business opportunity and thereby 
per.mits the no~ireline carrier to enter 
the marketplace 4S a bona fide competitor 
is necessary to mitigate any adverse 
effects of the early entry into tbe 
cellular marketplace of a wireline carrier 
in advance of a nonwireline carrier." 
(Mimeo. page 38.) 
Mall's proposed operations, as well as the operations 

of other resellers in the area, dovetail with the resale concept 
envisioned in the above-quoted Finding 25. In its application, 
Mall alleges that: 

"Commission approval of the instant 
application and the princip·le of competi­
tion within the cellular radio service 
market will bring the following long-term 
benefits to California cellular subscribers: 

"(i) lower-priced services; 
"(ii) innovative telecommunications 

services and equipment offerings 
as well as increased consumer 
choice; 

"(iii) efficient use of existing 
communications reSOurces as well 
as increased diversification and 
reliability of supply of commu­
nications services; and 
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"(iv) development of an expanded tele­
communications supply industry in 
California with attendant employ­
ment opportunities for California 
residents." (Application page 5.) 

We agree in general with the allegatio~~ and note the 
reasons set forth generally form the bases for a viable resale 
plan for resellers. 

Mall esttmates that by the end of 1984, it will have 

approxtmately 2,000 subscribers in California and that by the 
end of 1988·, it will bave approximately 15,000 subscribers in 
California. 

Copies of the application were set"Ved on potential 
competitors within California and no protests were received. 

Mall included a balance sheet and income statement 
dated March 1984 with its application. These financial state­
ments indicated total assets of $1,636,148 and a net income 
from operations before income taxes of $167,694 for the year to 
date. 

Upon certification Mall will be subject to· reporting 
requirements deemed appropriate by this Commission. One of 
these requirements is the manner in which records are kept. 

The Commission 1s currently developing a Uaiform System 
of Accounts for cellular communications companies. Until a uniform 
accounting system for cellular companies has been prescribed, the 
Commissiotl will not issue detailed acc:ount instruc:tions. Each 
cellular communica.tions company will, h~ever, be expec:ted to 
maintain its books in such detail that financial data relating 
to its operations can be assembled upon request: 

1. Revenue and expenses of utility operations 
should be segregated from nonutility 
operations • 
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2. Charges from affiliates should be broken 
down so that each kind of charge can be 
ident ified .. 

3. Revenue accounts should be appro~riatcly 
subdivided (access, ~ak, off-peak,. 
service order charges~ custom calling, 
directory 11sti~g, etc.). 

4.. Expense a.ccounts should be grouged to 
provide a total for sales and marketing 
ex~ense. This would incl~de, in sub­
accounts, advertising, promotion and 
incentives, sales salaries and co=mis­
sions, sales vehicle expense, etc .. 

5. General and administrative expenses 
should be subdivided to identify rent 
and lease expense, billing expense, 
salaries, ins~rance, and other appro­
priate subdivisions. 

6. Other significant costs, such as unsold 
numberz inventory, shoula be separately 
identified .. 

Mall will be directed to file an annual report with ~he 
CommiSSion, in a form prescribed by the Commission. Although 
Mall will be expec~cd to h~ve det~iled o?er~ting informaeion 
available in its records, for competitive reasons it ma~ not be 

required to disclose such detail in its filed annual reports. 
Mall is not a racliotelc?hone utili~y as defined in 

Section 4902 of the ~J Codc.lITherefore, it is not su~ject to ~ 
the fee system prescribed by PO Code Section 49.05, et seq., 'but 

}./ In 0.84-04-014 in ~.83-01-012, we determined th~t rocellers of 
cellular service arc telephone corporations under PO Code 
Scc~ionz 216(b), 232, and 224, and are subject to our 
jurisdiction. However, they arc not r~diotelcphonc utilitiez 
as defined in Section ~902, bocause they do not furnioh 
"domestic public land mobile ra.dio service" as de~cribed 
in 47 CPR 22, but instead furni~h "domestic public cellular 
rDclio telecommunications service". 
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• is inste~d subject to the fee system set forth in PO Code Chapter 

• 

• 

2.5, Article 3. By Resolution M-4727, the Commission set the fee 
level for telephone corporations at 0.07 of 1% (0.0007) of revenue 
subject to the fee, prescribed the method of remittin9 the fee, 
and directed the opplication of a billing surcharge of 0.07% to 
customer billin9s. i / Mall will be ordered to provide in its tariff 
rules for the imposition of this surcharge • 

By Resolution M-4735, the Commission on May 2, 1984, ~djuzted 
this ~erccntagc to 0.1% (0.001), effective for the fiscal ye~r 
1984-1985 • 
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Findings of Fact 
1. Mall has the ability, experience, equip6ent, 'and financial 

resources to perform the proposed servic.e. 
2. Public ,convenience and necessity require the service 

proposed by Mall. 
":;. Mall should file a set of tariffs similar in scope to the", " 

retail tariffs set forth in D.84-04-014 for the Partnership. 
"4. The issue of exemption from the provisions of PU C-ode 

Sections 816-8;0 and 851-855 is before us in a broader proceeding 
th~~ this application. 

5.. The time constraints ot Sections IV, V, and VI of GO'96-A 
are unduly.restrictive at this time. 

6. At" this time, it appears that the cell~lar market will be a 

highly competitive one. 
7. Mall's proposed operations will provide competition in the 

•

cellular radio service market which will benefit :he public at large. 
8. It can be seen with certainty that there is no possibility .. 

that the activity in 'question may hav~ a signiticant effect on the 
env;i.ronment. 

". 

9. Mall should keep its records in the. detail described on 
pages 6 and 7 of this decision. 

10. A public hearing is not necessary. 
Conclusions of Law 

, ,. The applicat'ion should be granted as provided in the order 

which follows. 
2. Mall should be exempt fr,om the provisions of Sections IV, 

V, and VI of this Commission's GO 96-;' and tariff revisi"ons may be 
filed to beeome effective on 15 days' notice. . 

:;. Mall should not be exempt from the provisions of'PUCode 

Sections 816-8;0 and 851-855· 
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• 4· Mall is not a radiotelephone ut,ili ty as defined in PU Code 
Section 4902. " , 

" s· Yl.3.1l is subject to the fee system set forth in PU C:ode ' 
Chapter 2.5, Article ;-

6. Xhe appropriate surcharge under Conclusion of Law 5 is 
0.07'/P for the fiscal year 198;-1984, and 0.1% for the fiscal year 
1984-1985 .. 

:'/ 
7· Because of tb.t~ immediate need for the service, the order 

should become effec:ti ve: t,oday-
The certifica~e hereinafter granted is subj,ect to the 

1'ro~ision of law that the Commission shall have no power to authorize 
the capitalization of this CPC&N or the right to own, operate, or 
enjoy such CPC&N in excess of the amount (exclusive of any 'tax or 
annual charge) actually paid to the State as the. consideration for 
the issuance of such CPC&N or r,ight. 

o R D E R - .... - --
IT IS ORDERED. that: • 1: A certificate of public convenience and necessity is 

granted to Mall Telecommunications (Mall) to operate as a reseller of 
,cellular radio telecomm'l.l.nications services wi t.hin California. 

2. On or after thE} effective date of this order Mall, is 
authorized to file tariff schedules for the resale of cellular mobile 
radiotelephone service in the Los Angeles area purchased, from the tos 
Angeles SMSA Limited Partnership (Partnership).. This filing: shall 
comply with General Order (GO) 96-A" except that Mall is authorized to 
employ the alternate methodo! page numbering described in 
Resolutions U-275 and T-4886 at its election. The initial t1ling 
shall contain at least the Pre11minary S~atement, Table of Contents, 
and Rate Schedules, the' rates and charges to be those requ~sted by 

'Mall in its application together with the remaining retail rates and 
charges authorized, to tb.e Partnership by DeCision 84-04-014" the 
filing 'to be ef'!ecti ve on not less than five days '. notice. Mall 

•• 
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e shall file the remaining tariff schedules" 'to include rules an~ forms 
as prescribed by GO 96-A, no later than 10 daY's following the' , , . 
e!fective date, of this order, to be effective on 'not' less than five " , 
days' n.oti~e. The tariff shall provide, for a user fee surcha.rge- of",: . ../. 
0.07% for the fiscal year 1983-1984, and 0.1% for the fiscal year .~ 
1984-1985. 

3· Mall is to keep its records as detailed on pages 6 and 7 of' 
this deCision. 

4. The certi~icate of public convenience and necessity is . 
granted as set forth above; the application to be exempted from the • 
provisions of Sections IV, V, and VI of GO 96-A is granted in part . ~ 
and the application to be exempt from the provisions of PU Code 
Sections 816-830 and 851-855 is denied. 

~his order is effective toda.Y'. 
Dated June 6, 1984, at San Francisco, California. 

e. LEONARD M .. GRIMES, JR. 

e 

President 
VICTOR CALVO 
DONALD VIAL, 
WILLIAM T. BAGLEY 

Commi ss,ioners 

Commissioner Priscilla' C.' Grew, 
being necessarilY' absent, did not 
participate. 
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Mall filed its application for a CPC&N in terms 
of the traditional cpeON granted to monopoly public utilities, 
but requests that in granting such a certificate this Commission 
recognize the significant differences among the potential 
providers of cellular radio services in California. Such 
differences include consideration of the relative market power, 
consideration of granting exemption from certain provisions of 
this Commission's GO 96-A, and consideration of ~ant1~g exemption 
from provisiOns of Public Utilities (Ptr) COd~1ons 816-830 
and 851-855. /. 

Mall alleges in its application that resale cellular 
radio service competitors have min~~market power and corres­
pondingly little ability to influe /e p~ices and, therefore, we 
should adopt a regulatory scheme that will allow the development 
of competition. Precisely for this reason we have specifically . 
set the whole.sale and retail arif£ levels to provide an adequat4! 
margin to enable resellers 0 enter the competitive marketplace 
as bona fide competitors. ' 

Sections IV, V:, and VI of GO 96-A relate to filing 
and effective dates. p oeedures in filing tariff sheets which 
do not increase rates/or charges, and procedures in filing 

I increased rates, reslectively. In gen~ral, these provisions 
require a showing ~fore this Commission justifying any increase 
and provide that rates will become effective 30 days after filing 

I 
tariff sheets which do flot increase rates, or 30 days after 

'" filing an authorized increase unless Commission authorization 
for a shorter period is obtained.. Mall suggests that the 
Commission exempt resellers from the above GO 96-A provisions 
and allow tariff revisions to become effective on one day's 
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notice. It is essential, considering the newness of this market, 
that we maintain tfme limitations set forth in Sections IV, V, 
and VI of GO 96-A to provide sufficient time for Commission staff 
review and competitor participation in any rate revision proposal 
made by a cellular reseller. 

Article 5 of the PO Code entitled "Stoeks and Security 
Transactions" regulates in PU Code Sections 816-830 the power of ,..-
the utility to issue stocks and stock certificates/or other 
evidence of interest or ownership, and bond~~otes, and other 

/' 
evidence of indebtedness and to create Lrens on their property 
situated within this State. Art1el~of the PO Code entitled 
'Transfer or Encumbrance of Ut1l1~ Property" provides, in part, 

/ in PO Code Sections 8Sl-855· that no public utility other than 
a common carrier by railrOad~ubject to Part I of the Interstate 
Commerce Act shall sell, ~se, assign, mortgage, or otherwise 
dispose of or encumber th'e whole or any part of its p~operty 

/ useful in the performance of its duties to- the public without 
first having secur~/from this Commission an order authorizing 
it to do so. Mal~seeks exemption from PU Code Sections 816-

/ 
830 under PO Code Section 829 and from PO Code Sections 351-855 
under PO' COdefection 853. PU Code Sections 829 and 853 provide 
that the Commission may, by order or rule and subject to such 

/ 
terms and ~onditions as may be prescribed therein, exempt any 
public uti~ity or class of public utility from the above PO Code 
prOVisiOn's if it finds that the application thereof to such 

I 
public jutility or class of public utility is not necessary 
in the public interest. Mall, in support of its request. 
alleges that strict enforcement of PU Code Sections 816-830 and 
851-855· would only impede competition while it would provide 

-4-



• 

• 

A.84-0S-02l ALJ/emk./je 

2. Charges from affiliates should be broken 
down so that each kind of charge can be 
identified. 

3. Revenue accounts should be appropriately 
subdivided (access, peak, off-peak, 
service order charges, custom calling, 
directory listing, etc.). 

4. Expense accounts should be grouped to 
provide a total for sales and marketing 
expense. This would include, in sub­
accounts, advertising, promotion and 
incentives, sales salaries and commis­
sions, sales vehicle expense, etc. 

5. General and administrative expense's/ 
should be subdivided to iden~ify rent 
and lease expense, billing~expense, 
salaries, insurance, anYCher appro­
priate subdivisions. ~ 

6. Other significant ~osts, such as unsold 
lines inventory, &nould be separately 
identified. P// 

Mall will be diredted to file an annual report with the 
Commission, in a form pr~~ribed by the Commission. Although . / 
Mall will be expecte~o have detailed operating information 
available in its records, for competitive reasons it may not be 

required to disc~e such detail in its filed annual reports. 
Mal~~ not a radiotelephone utility as defined in 

Section 4902;of the PO Code. Therefore, it is not subject to­
the fee system prescribed by PU Code Section 49.05, et seq., but 
is insteai( subject to the fee system set forth in Pu Code 
ChaPte~.s, Article 3. B, Resolution H-4727, the Commission 
set ~ fee level for telephone corporations at 0.07 of 11-
(0.0007) of revenue subject to the fee, prescribed the method 
of remitting the fee, and directed the application of a billing 
surcharge of 0.077. to customer billings. Mall will be ordered 
to provide in its tariff rules for the tmposition of this 
surcharge • 
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Findings of Fact 
1. Mall has the ability, experience, equipment, and 

financial resou~es to perform the proposed service. 
2. Public convenience and necessity require the service 

proposed by Mall. , 
3. Mall should file a set of tariffs similar in scope to 

the retail tariffs set forth in D.84-04-0l4 for thePartnershi~. 
4. The issue of exemption from the prov~s:tOns of PO Code: 

Sections 816-830 and 851-855, is before us iu."·~( broader proceeding ,,' 
than this application. // 

5. The time constraints of Sectto'ns IV, v, and VI of 
/ 

GO 96-A provide an opportunity fo~staff analysis of and 
competitor participatio:a in rat~evisions. 

6. Mall's proposed ope~tions will provide competition 
/ 

in the cellular radio service market which will benefit the public 
at large. / 

7. It can be see~ith certainty that there is no possibility 
that the activity in q6estion may have a significant effect on the 
envirotlmellt. / 

8 •. Mall 8h~uld keep its records in the detail described 
on pages 6 and~f this decision. 

9. A pub ic hearing is not necessary. 
Conclusions 0 taw 

I 1. r~e application should be granted as provided in the 
order whichifollows. 

I 
2. jMall should not be exempt from the prOVisions of 

Sections IV, V, and VI of this Commission's GO 96-A. 
3. Mall should not be exempt from the provisions of 

PO Cocle Sections 8l6-830 and 851-855 • 
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4. Mall is not a radiotelephone utility as defined 
in PU Code Section 4902. 

5. Mall is subject to the fee system set forth in 
PU Code Chapter 2.5, Article 3. 

6. The appropriate surcharge pursuant to Conclusion of 
Law 5 is 0.07:. 

7. Because of the immediate need for the se:rvice, the 
order should become effective today. . 

The certificate hereinafter granted is subje,c,r-'to the 
/~ 

provision of law that the Commission shall have n~er to 
authorize the eapitalization of this CPC&N or ~ right to own, 

/ operate, or enjoy such CPC&N in excess of the amount (exclusive 
of any tax or annual charge) actually paid'eo the State as' the 

./ 

consideration for the issuance of suchlCPC&N or right. 

OR D v{ 
IT IS ORDERED that: -1--

1. A certificate of pu~ic convenience and necessity is 
granted to Mall Teleeommun1~tions (Mall) to operate 4S a reseller 

/ 
of cellular radio teleco~nications services within California. 

2. On or after tile' effective date of this order Mall 18 
/ 

authorized to file tariff schedules for the resale of cellular 
/ 

mobile radiotelepho?e service in the Los Angeles area purchased 
from the Los Angel,es SMSA L:tmited Partnership (Partnership). 
This filing sha¢ comply with General Order (GO) 96-A» except 
that Mall 1s authorized to employ the alternate method of page 
numbering described in Resolutions U-275 and T-4886 at its 
election. The initial filing shall contain at least the Preltminary 
Statement, Table of Contents, and Rate Schedules, the rates and 
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charges to be those requested by Mall in its app11cation~ 
together with the remaining retail rates and charges authorized 
to the Partnership by Decision 84-04-0l4~ the filiug to be 
effective on not less than five days' notice. Mall shall file 
the remaining tariff schedules~ to include rules and forms as 
prescribed by GO 96-A, no later than 10 days f~ll~ing the 
effective date of this order~ to be effect1v,e~n not less than 

. ;' 

five days' notice. The tariff shall prov,fde for a user fee 
surcharge of 0.071. ~ 

3. Mall is to keep its records as detailed on pages 6 
and ',Of this decision. ~ 

4. The certificate of public convenience and necessity is 
/ 

granted as set forth above; the applieation to' be exempted from 
/ 

the prOVisions of Sections;lIV, V, and VI of GO 96-A and from the 
provisions of PO Code Sections 816-830 and 851-855 is denied • 

This oraer is;!effective today. 
Dated JU.N 6 1984 , at S",n Francisco, California. 

( 
\ 

-10-

LEONARD M. GRIMES. J'R. 
President. 

V!C!OR CALVO. 
DONALD VIAL. 
W!LLIAr'1 'I. BAer..ZY 

CO£1:i3ioners 

COllllT.!~~iO:lor Pr1~cilla C. Crow. 
bQ~n3 nocoa~ar1l7 ab~ent. ~1d 
no':. p:1.rt1ci~ato 


