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BEFORE TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF'TBE‘StA F CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Application of )

TEL-TOLL, INC., 2 general partner of ) =l v
Econ~0-~Dial of Lake Isabella/Tehachapi) Application E4~10-002 .
Ltd. Partnership, on behalf of the (Filed QOctober 1, 1984)
partnerskip, for 2 certificate of : SR

public convenience and necessity, to

provide inter-LATA telephone toll

line resale service.

CRPINTI O N

Tel~-Toll, Inec. (applicant) has filed an applioatlon :
requesting that the Comm;ssion issue 2 certificate of publlc
convenience and negessity under Publ‘c Utilmtles Code S 1001 to
perzit applicant to operate as a reseller of telephone services‘
offered by communications common carriers provxding
telecommun cations servicges in California.

'By order dated June 29, 1§82 the Commission lnstztuted an
investigation to determine whether comxpetition should be allowed ln
‘the provision telecommunioations transnission servioes withln the
state (0II 83-05-01). Numerous applications 0. provide competztive

service were oonsolidated with that xnvestigation and by Interim
Decision (D.) 84~01-037 cated January 5, 1984 and subsequent
decisions, these applications were grant ed, Iimited to the provismon
of interLATA service and subject to the condition that applicants not.
hold out to the public the provision of intralATA service pending ourt
decision in the Qrder Instituting Invest gation (OII).' ,

On June 13, 1984 we issued D. 8&-06-112 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 of
such services and to advise thelr subseribers that intralATA

communlcatlons should be plaoed over the faczlities of the local
exchange oompany.‘
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Pacifze Bell “iled a protest to the part or the appllcatmon
-that requests _ntraLATA autbority. It does not oppose the grantznc
of interLATA authority. Slnce we are not authorzzlng intraLATA
uervice the protest. ls moot. _ : L
‘ There is no basis for treating thls applicant any
dlfferently than those which flled earlier. Therefore th;s
applzcatlon will be granted to authorlze 1nterLATA servxee and .o the'
extent that it requests authorzzation for 1ntraLA”A servmce -t will
be. denied.‘ ;
Findings of Fac* : _ C e . .
1. .By D. 8&-01-037 the Commmssion autbor zed irterLAlAfentr§ -
generally. x T _l L
2. By D. 8&-06-113 the Commlusion den ed appllcatlons to:
p“ovzde eompetitlve zntraLATA teleeommunlea 1ons servxee and requlred”
persons not authorzzed to prov;de lntraLAlA telecommunlcatlons
°erv1ce to refrain from holding out the ava Lability of suc“ services
and to advise their subscriders .hat intralATA eommunlcations uhouldA
be placed over the faCllitleS of the local exchange eompany.‘m] ‘ ,
3. There is no basms for treatlng thzs applicant dlfferently
than those which leed earl;er. . g L
5. Because of the public intere in effectlve competltlon
interLATA this order should. be e'feetive today.. , _

, 5. Applzcant should be designated as a °erv1ce supplier as
defined in Part 22 Chapter 1, Seet;oa h&076 of the. Revente and .
Taxation Code, and be subject to the tax on znuerLATA revenue whxeh'A
is cu*rently u,. ' ! C '

-

6. Applzeaut should be subject to the user lee as a pereentager
of g*ossllntrastaue revenue pursuant to Public Utilitles Code
§§ 437-3435. . The fee is currently z% for the 198M-85 fiscal year.
Conclusion of Law ‘ S R .‘a_

”hls applxcaulon snould be granted in part.to the extent
se*‘ forth below. ' S
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IT IS ORDERED that: e

1. The: appllcation of Tel-Toll, Inc is granted to the limited

extent of prov;ding the requested sérvice’ on an znterLATA basis,‘,
ubject Lo  the condition that applzcant "efraxn from holding out‘io'
the ‘public the: provision of invraLATA vervice and subject to the‘
requirenent tbat it advise its subscribers that intraLATA \
communications should be placed over “he racilitie° of the loca*”,_‘
exchange company. ' ’ R I ’ :

2. To the extent that the applicatzon requested authorizatlon
o prov;de intralATA telecommunicatzons qervices, the application iz
denied. ' ‘ ' R : ‘

3. Appllcant is authorlzed to file with this Commxss;on, 5
days after the effectlve date of this order, tarlff schedules for the
provision of interlATA service. Applzcant may not offer service
until tariffs are on file. If applieant has an effective FCC-
approved tariff, it may file 2 notice adopting such FCC tarirf'thh a
copy of the FCC tariff included in the: filing._ Such’adoption notice
shall spec;fically excludc the provxulon of intraLA A service. Ir
applicant has no effective FCC tarxffs, or wmshes to file tari‘fg_
applicabdble only to California intrastate interuATA °e*viee, it is. -
authorized to do 0, iocluding rate,, rules, regulatzon "and_otne.‘
provisions necegsary to offer service to the public. SucthiIing
shall be made in accordance with General Order (GO) 96-A, exclud;ng
Sections IV, V, and VI, and shall be effective not les s‘than‘7 day
afs ter £ild ns. | Cor ‘ o .

4. If appl Lcant fails to‘file larif £s within 30 days after the-
effective date of thls order, its certlficate o pub’mc convenlence
and nece ity may be uuupended or revoked. ' ’
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5. 7The requi*ements'of G0‘96-A ”elative to the effectiveness
of tariffs after filiag are waived in order that: changes in FCC
tariffs may become effective on the same date for California
interLATA service for those companiev that adopt the FCC tarxffs.‘

6. Appllcaﬂt is des;gna ed as a serv;ce supplxer as def;ned in
Part 22, Chapter 1, Section nno16 o. the Revenue and- Taxa“ion Code,
and is subject to the- tax on interLATA revenue. :

7. Applicant is subject to the user fee as a percentage of
gross intrastate revenué pursuant .to Public Utilities Code- §§ &?1-u35.
- 8. The application is granted in part and denied in part as

set forth-above. ‘ - : SR
This order is effective today.- o g _
Dated November 21, 198& ‘at San Francisco, California.

\ PRxSCILLA C. GREW:
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4. The requ renerts of GO 96-A relative to the effectivene
of tariffs after filing are waived in order that changes‘inTF‘v
.ariffs may become effective on the same date for Californid
interLATA service for those companies that adopt the ﬁsp/€:iif's.
5. Applicant is designated as a servi ce suppi}cr as defined,in
Part 22, Chapter 1, Section 44016 of the Revenue apd iaxation COde,
and is subject to the tax on interLATA revenue. | R
6. Applicant is subjecv to the user fe /as a percentage of
gross iptrastate revenue pursuawt to Publie tilities Code §§ h31-&°5.
7. The application is granted in p t and denied in part as
set forth above.
This order is ef ective toda ' :
Dated _ NOV 21 1984 ¢/at San Francisco, California.‘”
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