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Decision | ""”"uk...xbt K L

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMNISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Application of
Con-Vest Long Lines San Jose for a
Certificate of Public Convenience Application 8#-09-029

and Necessity to Operate as a : (Filed September 12, 198&) S
Reseller of Telecommunications ‘ ‘

Services Within Calirornia.

Con-Vest Long Lines San Jose (applieant) has riled an
application requesting that the Commission issue a certificate of
public convenience and necessity under Public Utilities Code § 1001
to permit applicant to operate as a reseller of’telephone servioes
offered by commnnications common carriers. providing
telecommunications services dn Calitornia.

By order dated June 29, 1983 the Commission instituted an
investigation to determine whether competition should be allowed in
the provision of telecommunications transmission services within the
state (OII 83-06-071). Numerous applioationsvto provide oompetitive_
service were consolidated with that investigation and*by,Interim
Decision (D.) 84-01-037 dated January 5, 1984 and subsequent
decisions, these applications were granted, limited to the: provision
of interLATA service and subject to the condition that applicants not’
hold out to the public the provision of intralATA service pending our
declsion in the Order Instituting: Investigation (0II). | |

On June 13, 1984 we issued D.84-06-113 in OII 83-06-01
denying the applications to the extent not previously granted and
directing persons not authorized to provide intraLATA
telecommunications to refrain from holding out the availability ot
such services and to advise their subscribers that intraLAIA

communications should be placed over the raoilities of the looal
exchange company.
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 Pact fic Bell filed a protest to the part of the. applioation;‘?
that requests inttaLATA authority. It doea not oppose the granting
of nterLATA authority. Since we are not authorizing intraLATA
‘SePVlCe the protest is moot.. . : ‘ C
- There is no baSis for treating tbis applicant any

differently than those which filed earlier.v Iherefore this o ‘
applieatiou will be granted to authorize interLAIA serviee and to tne
extent that i requests.authorization.for intraLATA‘serviee it,will-
 be.denfed. | - T S |
Findings of . Fact : . :

1. By D. 84-01~ 037 the Commission authorized interLATA entry
generally. : - - , _a

2. By D.834-0 6—113 the Commission denied applications to
provide competitive intralATA telecommunications 3ervice and required*
peraons ‘not - authorized to" provide intraLArA telecommuuicatious o ,
service to refrain Trom holding out the availabi ity of suoh services'
and to advise their subseriders that: intralATA- communieations should
be placed over the facilitiesvoﬁ the' local exchanse~company.. ‘

3. There is no basis for treating tais applﬂcant differentiy
than those which filed earlier.’ : S

5. Because of the public interest in effeetive competition .
iinterLATA this order should be effective today. -

_ 5. Applicant should be designated as a serviee supplier as
defined in Part 22, Chapter 1, Section uu0164of the- Revenue ‘and
Taxation Code and be subject to the tax on interLAIA revenue whicn is
currently uf. . ' ‘ ' S

6. Applicant should be subject to the user fee a3 a percentage
of gross intrastate revenue pursuant to: Publie Utilities Code
§¢ 431-435. The fee is currently -1% for tne 198&-85«fisca1 year.
Conelusion of Law ! :

This applieation should be granted in part to the exteut
set fortn below.




 A.84-09-029 ALJ/rr/ft *

IT’IS ORDERED tnat._ _
 The application of Com—Vest Long Lines San Jose is granted

to the limited extent of providi ng,the requested: serviee on an .
interLATA basis, subjecu to the condition that applicant refrain from
holding out to.the public the provision of intraLATA service and
subject to the requirement that it advise its subocribers that
intralATA communications should be- placed over the faoilities of the
local exchange company. '

2. To the extent that the application requested authorization
Lo provide intraLAIA telecommunications serVices, the application is
denied. : ‘ ‘ ,
3. Applicant is authorized to fi e with tnis Commission, 5
days after the effective date of this order, tarifr schedule, for the
provision of interLATA’ service. Applicant. may not offer service : '
until tariffs are on file. " IS applicant has an ef’ective Fcc—
approved tariff, it may fiie a notice‘adopting sueh’ FCC. tarifP with a
copy of the FCC tariff included in the filing.. Such adoption notice
shall specifically exclude the. provision of intraLAIA servxce. If _
applicant has no effective FCC oariffs, or wishea to file tarifrs
applicable only to Californ a intrastate interLATA service, it is-
authorized to do so,,including rates, rules, regulations, and - other
provisions necessary to offer service to the publio. ‘Such filing
shall be made in accordance with General Order (GO) 96-A. excluding
Sections IV, V, and VI, and shall be e’fective not less than 1 day
after filing. : S LT o

4. The requirements of GO 96=-A relative to tne effectiveness
of tariffs after filing are waived irn order that changes in FCC |
tariffs may become effective on the same dave for California o
interLATA service for those companies that adopt the FCC tariffs.' |

5. If applicant fails %o ’ile tariffs within’ 30 days after the
effective date of this order, its oertifioate of public oonvenience .
and neceSSity may be suspended -or revoked. ’
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6. Applicant should be designated as a service supplier as
defined in Part 22, Chapter 1 - Section nu016 of the Revenue and

Taxation Code and be subject to the tax on interLATA revenue whzon 15
currently 4%, ‘ '

7. Applicant should be subject to the user fee as a- percentage
of‘gross intrastate revenue pursuant to Publ;c Utilaties Code
§$ 431-435. ~ | ‘ ,
8. The applicatzon is granted in part and denled xn part as
set forth above.
This order is effective today. | =
Dated Novemoer 21, 198R at San Francisco, Calirornia. -

PRISCaLLA ¢. GREW
DONALD VIAL' - -
WILLIAM T. BAGLEY
o Commassioners_

.

Commissioner Vactor Calvo, being’
necessarily absent,’did not
participate. ' ,

‘....
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. Pacific Bell filed & protest to the part of the a.pplica'ti’en,‘-
that requests intralATA authority. It does not oppoee the granting |
of interLATA authority. Since we are not anzhorizing intraLATA
service the protest is moot. :

There is no basis for treating this applicant any.
differently thanjthose which filed earlier. Therefore this’
application will be granted to authorize interIATA se {ce and to the
extent that it requests authorization for 1ntraIA ‘service it will
be denied. C :
Findings of Fact -

1. By D.84-01~037 the Commission aythorized interLATA entry
generally. * : B

2. By D. 84-06-113 the Commissioh denied applicaxions ‘o
provide competitive intralATA teleco unications service and required
persons not authorized to provide ¥atralATA telecommunieations
service to refrain from holding o4t the availability of such services

.and to advise their subscriders/that intralATA communica'tions should |

be placed over the facilitieﬂ/of the local exchange company -
or

3. There is no dasis
than those which filed earl er.
4. Because of the pabdblic interest in effective competition

interTATA this order should be ertective today.
Conclusion of Iaw

| This applicatéin,ehould_be granted in part to the extent
set forth below.. ' ; |

treating this applicant differently
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IT IS ORDERED that: : ‘ .
1. The application of Com-Vest Long Lines San Jose is- granted
" %o the limited extent of providing the requested Bervice on an

interLATA basis, subject to the condition that applicant refrain from
holding out to the public the provision of intralATA service and
subject to the requirement that it advise its subscribers that
intralATA communications should bde placed over. the facilities of the-
local exchange company-

2. To the extent that the appl%gaxion requested authorization
to provide intraLATA telecommunications Bervices, the application is
denjed. '

3. Applicant is authorzze to file with this Commiasion, 5
days after the effective date of this order, tariff Bchedules for the
provision of interLATA service. If applicant bas an effective ¥CC~
approved tariff, it may file a notice adopting,such FCC tariff with =

.copy of the FCC tariff ind.{Luded in the ﬁ.ling. “Such adoption notice
shall specifically exclglo the provision of intraLAEA.serv;ce. 1z
applicant has no effective FCC tariffs, or wishes to file tariffs
applicable only %o Calffornis intrastate interIATA service, it is
authorized to do so, Ancluding rafes, rules, regulgtions, and other -
provisions necess: to offer service to the public. Such filing
shall be made in ackordance with Gemeral Order (GO) 96-A, excluding
Sections IV, v, ané VI, and shall be erfective not less than 1 day
after filing. _
' 4. The requirements of GO 96-A relaxive'to the errectiveness
of tariffs arteg filing are waived in order that changes in- FCC
tariffs nay becéme effective on the same date for California
interLAIA serqice for those companies that adopt-the Fcc tarirra.

It

PR
Pl .
N




| A.B4—09-029 ALJ/rr

5. . The applica.tion is granted in part and denied in pa.rt a.a

et forth above.
This order is effective today. .
Dated NOV 21 1984 » 8% San J?ra.nciaco, Ca.li:rornia._ T

© PRISCILIA €. ca:m'
TORALD VAL, -

- WILLIAM T. BAGLTY. R
- Coa:mis::‘ onor-.: ‘

COmiss.‘.oacr Vic.or Ca...vo. C

deling necessar ily ab...cnt c‘..'.d o
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