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@OO~~u~&~ Decision -----
:BEFORE THE PUBLIC VTILITI3S cO}n{ISSION OF TEE STATE OP CALIFORNIA 

In the Matter o~ the Application o! ) 
CITADEL CO~ll1UNICATIONS SYSTEMS~ INC.~ ) 
~o: a ce:ti!icate of public ) 
convenience a:ld necessi-:y~ to l 
provide co:petitive inte:city 
telecomQ~nications se:vices 
within California. ~ 

o PIN ION ---------

Applica~ion84-07-092 
(Filed July 27, 1984) 

Citadel Co~unicatio~$ Systems, Inc. (applicant) has filed 
an application requesting that the Co~ois$ion issue a certificate of 
public convenience and necessity under Public Utilities Code § 1001 
to per~t applic~t to operate as a reselle: of telephone services 
offered by co~unication$ co~on c~riers providing 
teleco~unications services in California. 

Ey order dated Ju-~e 29, 1983, the Com~~ssion instituted an 
investigation to deter=ine whether co:petition should be allowed in 
the prOvision of teleco~unications tra."ls::U ssion services wi thin the 
state (OIl 83-06-01). Numerous applications to prOvide competitive. 
se:-vice were consolidated with that investigatiol'!:and by Inte:il'l 
DeCision CD.) 84-01-037 dated J~uary 5, 1984 and subsequent 
deciSions, these applicatio~s were granted, li:ited to the p:-ovision 
of interLATA ser\~ce and subject to the condition that applicants not . 
hold out to the public the provision of intraLATA service pending our 
deciSion in the Order Instituting Investigation (OII). 

On June 13, 1984 we issued D.84-06-113 in OIr 8:;-06-01 
denying the applications to the extent not p:-eviously granted and 
di:ecting persons not autho:-ized to provide 1ntraLATA 
teleco::unications to ref:ai'n :-:"0:0. holding out the availability of 
such services and to advise thei:" subsc:"ioe:-s that intraLATA 
co~unications should be placed over the facilities of the local 

~ exchange co~pany. 
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?aci~ic3ell ~iled a pro'tes't to ~he par~ of the application 
tha:t :-eques"ts intraLATA authority. It does not 'oppose the g:-anting 
of interLA~: autliort'tY .. ,Sine'e' we, are not authorizingintraLATA 
service the'l>rotes.t is moot.· 

, . . 

~here is.no' basis for trea'ting this applicant any, 

dif'!erentl,r,than those which tiled earlier. Therefore this 
application will be' gra.~:ted to authorize ~.~terLATA service and to the 
exten't that it requeet~authoriza.tion'~or int:-aLATA service it will 
be denied. 
Findings of Fact . 

,. :By D .84-01-0:;7 the Commission au'thorized.' interLATA entry· 

generally. 
2. :By D .84-06-11:; the Commission denied ~l?plicatlon$ to, 

provide competi'tive intraLATA telecommunications 'service,and required 
persons not authorized to provide intraLATAtelecom::lunications 
service 'to refrain fro.c.holding.out the availa.bility of such, serVices 

• ane. to advise their suoscribe:-s that intraLATA communications should 

be placed over the facilities of the local exchange companr. 
:;. There is no baSis tor tr'ea"ting this applicantdit'terently 

th~ those Which filed earlier.' 
4. Beca.use of the public interest llle!fective competition 

interLAU. this order should'be ef!ee"tive today-. 
Conclusion of' Law 

This a.pplica.tion should be- granted in part to the extent 
set forth below. 

o R D E R - _ .... --
IT IS ORDERED "that: 

,. The a.pplica.tion of' Citadel Communications Systems~ Inc. 
is gran"ted to the limited extent ~! prOViding the requested service 
on an. i:l't:erLATA ba.sis~ subjec't 'to the condi tiontha.t a.pplicant 

, . 

refrain f':-om holding out to the publiC the provision of' intraLATA 
service and subject to' the requirement tha:t 1 t a.dvise its -subscribers 

• 
'that in'traI.AtA CO:lmU.nica.tion~ should be pla.ced over the tacili ties of 
"the local exchange com:p~. 
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2. To the extent that the a.pplica.tion requested a.uthorization 
to provide intraLATA teleco'!ll.munications services, the a.pplication is 
denied. 

:;. Applicant is authorized to file with this COlrulliss10n" 5 
days after the effective date of this order, tariff schedules for the 
provision of interLATA service. If applicant has an effective FCC­
approved tarif~, it may file a notice adopting such FCC tariff with a 
copy of the FCC tariff 1ncluded in the filing. Such adoptionnotiee 
shall specifically exclude the provision of intraLATA seryice. If' 
applicant has no effective ]ICC tariffs, or "'~shes to file tariffS 
applicaole only to C~if~rnia intrastate interLATA servic~" it is 
authorized to do so, including rates? rules, regulations,. and other 
provisions necessary to offer service to the pu'bli~. Such fil.1ng 
shall be :cade in accordance with General Order (GO)' 96-A,. exoluding 
Sections IV,. V,. and VI,. and shall 'be e:f'fective not: less than' day' 
after filing • 

4. The requirements of GO g6-A relative to the effeotiveness 
of tariffs after filing are waived in order that changes in FCC 
tariffs may 'become effective on th~ s~e date for California 
interLATA service for those companies that adopt the FCC tariffs • 

- :; -



•• 

• 

A.84-07-092 IJ.,J/jc 

5. The application is granted in part and deni~d in part as 
set forth above. 

This order is effective today. 
Dated ocr 3 1984 , at San Prancisco, California. ------------------
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VICTOR CJ.:LVO 
PRISCILLA C. CRZW 
DON).LD VIAL 
WI:.LI..\Ml',. BAGLEY 

Co:m:iii::sio:e:-s' 



• 

• 

• 

A.84-07-092 ALJ!jc/ec 

Citadel Co:r:u:rllnications Syste:\S, Inc. tiled a protest to the 
pa:t 0"£ the applicatio:l that requests intraLA~A authori-:ty. It does 
not oppose the granting of' interLata authority. Since we are not 
authorizing intraLata service the protest is moot. 

There is no 'basis for treati:lg this applicant any 
differently than those which filed earlier. Therefore--"this 
application will 'be granted to authorize, interLATvS;rvice and to the 
extent that it requests authorization for intr~A serVice, i twill 
be denied. 

" 

Findings otFact 
1. By D.84-01-037 the 

generally. 
2. By D.84-06-113 the 

authorized interLATA entry 

,denied applications to 
provide cO:::lpetitive intraLATA tel co=unicatio:ls service and required 
persons not authorized to p::-ovi e intraLATA telecom:lunications 
service to refrain from holdi ,out the ~vailability of ,such services 
and to advise their suoscrib rs that intraLATA communications should 
be placed over the facil:E~ti $ of the local exchange company. 

? ~he"re is llO bas' :ror treating this applicant diffe:-ently 
than those which filed e .lier. _ 

4. :Because of thJ public interes,t in etfecti ve com?eti tion 
I 

interLATA~ this order ould be' effective today. 
Conclusion of'Law 

should be gran'ted in 'part t¢ the exte:::lt 
set forth below. 

OR D'E R -- ---
IT IS ORDERED that: -

1. The appiication of Citadel Communications Systems~ Inc. 
I " 

is granted to the" limited extent of providing the requested' service 
on an interLATA basis~ subj~ct to the condition that applicant 
re~rain ~rom holding out to the public the provision of intraLATA 
service and subjeetto the requirement that it advise its subscribers 
that intraLATA cotlmlUlications should be placed over the :eacilities o:e 
the local exchange' eOI:lpany • 
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