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EEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES CO~:~S!ON OF THE STATE OF CA NIA 

In the Matter of TELESAVER, INC. a ) 
corporation Application for authority)) 
to operate as reseller of telephone 
services oi'fered by commu.."'lications ) 
common carriers in the State of ) 
California. ~ 

oprNro~r .... .- ....... - ... --

Application 84-05-100 
(Filed May 29, 1984) 

Telesaver, Inc. (applicant) has filed ~"'l application 
req\i.esti:le that the Commission iss'le a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity u~der Public Utilities Code § 1001 to 
permi t applic$.nt to operate as a re=eller of telephone services 
offered by com=~"'licationo common carriere providing 
telecomm~"'licatio:ls services in California. 

By order dated J~"'le 29, 198, th~ Commission instituted ~"'l 

• investigation to determine whether competition should be allowee in 
the provision of telecommunications transmission services within the 
state (OII 83-06-01). Numerous applic:3.tions to p:-ovide competi ti ve 
service were consolidated with that investigation and by Interim 
DeciSion (D.) 84-01-037 dated Jan~ary 5, 1984 and subsequent 
decisions, these a~plications were granted, limited to the provision 
o:f' interLATA service and subject to the cO:1dition that applica.:'lts not 
hold out to the public the provision of int:-aLATA service pendi~g our 
deciSion in the Order Institutine Investigation (OII). 

• 

On J~~e 1" 1984 we issued D.84-06-11; in OII 8;-06-01 
denying the applicatio~s to the extent not previously granted a"'lc 
directing persons not ::l.'lthorized to provide intraLATA 
telecommunications to refrain from holding out the a.vailability of 
such services and to advise their subscribers that intraLATA 
comm~nications sho~ld be placed over the facilities of the local 
exchange company • 
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Pacific Bell tiled a protest to the pa~t of th~ application 
that requests intraLA~A autho~ity. It does not oppose the granting 
of interLATA authority. Since we are not authorizing intraLATA 
service, the protest is coot. 

There is no basis for treating this applicant any 
differently than those which filed earlier. ~herefo~e this 
application will be g~anted to autho~ize interLA~A service and to the 
extent that it requests authorization fo~ intraLATA service it will 
'be denied. 
Findings of Fact 

1. By D.84-01-037 the Co:cission authorized interLATA entrj 
generally. 

2. By D.84-06-113 the Commission denied applications to 
provide competitive intraLA~A telecocmunications service and required 
persons not authorized to provide intraLA~A teleco~unications 
service to refrain from holding out the availability of such services 
and to advise their subscribers that intraLATA co~unication3 should 
be placed over the facilities of the local exchange company. 

3. There is no basis for treating this applicant differently 
than those which filed earlier. 

4. Eecause of the public interest in effective co~petition 
interLATA this order should be effective today. 
Conclusion of Law 

This application should be gr~~ted in part to the extent 
set forth below. 

o R D E R 
~ ........ --

IT IS ORDERED that: 
1 •. The application of Telesaver, Inc. is granted to the 

limited extent of providing the requested service on an interLATA 
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basis, subject to the coneition that applicant refrain from holding 
out to the public the provision of intraLA~A service and subject to 
the requirement that it advise its subscribers that intraLATA 
communications should be placed over the facilities of the local 
exchange cocpany. 

2. To the extent that the application requested authorization 
to provide intraLATA teleeoQounications services, the application is 
denied. 

3. Applicant is authorized to file with this Co~ission, 5 
days a!ter the effective date of this order, tariff schedules for the 
provision o~ interLATA service. If applic~~t has an effective PCC­
approved tariff, it cay file a notice adopting such FCC tariff with a 
copy of the FCC tariff inclUded in the filing. Such adoption notice 
shall specifically exclude the provision of intraLATA service. It 
applicant has no effective FCC ~ariffs, or wishes to file tariffs 
applicable only to California intrastate interLATA service, it is 
authorized to do so, including rates, ~~les, regulatione, and other 
provisions necessary to offer se~vice to the public. Such filing 
shall be made in accordance with General Order (GO) 96-A, excluding 
Sections IV, V, and V!, and shall be effective not less than 1 day 
after tiling. 

4. The requirements of GO 96-A relative to the effectiveness 
of tariffs atter filing are waived in order that ch~~ges in FCC 
tariffs may becoce effective on the same date for California 
interLATA service tor those companies that adopt the FCC tariffs • 
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5. The application is granted in part and denied 1n part as 
set forth above. 

This order is 
Dated JUL 

eftective today. 
51984 , at San Francisco, California. 
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::::~~~::~ :v:. GE:~S. JR. 
?:-o:::.ie.O:'t 

'V!CTOR c~vo 
:2?! S C::::!.LA C. c:t...~ 
~05ALD VIAL 
W:rLL:k't '!. BAGZ,Z'l 
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Decision S'i 07 082 JUL 51984 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILI~IES CO~1ISSION OF ~HE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Matter ot TELESAVER, INC. a ) 
corporation Application for authority ) 
to operate as reseller of telephone ) 
services offered by cocmunications ) 
common carriers in the State of ) 
California. 
----------------) /,/ 

QP1!1.QN /. 
Telesaver, Inc. (applicant) ha~led an application 

requesting that the Commission issue ~crtificate o~ public 
convenience and necessity under Publ!C Utilities Code § 1001 to 
permit applicant to operate a~ ~seller of telephone services 
offered by communications com:on carriers providing 
telecommunications services~ California. 

By order dated june 29, 1983 the Commission instituted an 
investigation to deter~e whether competition should be allowed in 

/ 
the provision of telecommunications transmission services within the 
state (OIl 8,-06-01);.( Numerous applications to provide competitive 

I 
service were cons~lidated with that investigation and by Interim 
Decision (D.) 8~01-0;7 dated January 5, 1984 and subsequent 

/ 
deCiSions, the~e applications were granted, limited to the provision 
of interLATA~ervice and subject to the condition that applicants not 
hold out t~the public the provision ot intraLATA service pending our 
deciSion;:n the Order Instituting Investigation (OII). 

/ On June 13, 1984 we issued D .84-06-11 3 in OIl 83-06-01 
denYing' the applications to the extent not previously granted and 
direeting persons not authorized to provide intraLATA 
telecommunications to refrain froe holding out the availability ot 
such services and to advise their subscribers that interLATA 
communications should be placed over the facilities of the local 
exchange company • 
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