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87 11 023 Doeision __________ _ 

BEFORE Tlm PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

General Telephone Company of 
california (U 1002 C), 

Complainant, 

vs. 

Wang Comm1unications, Inc., 

Defendant. 
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) 

--------------------------) 

Case 87-07-024 
(Filed July 16, 1987) 
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i 

13 

. General 'l'elephone company,of California (General) allege~' 
in this complaint that wang communications, Inc .. (Wc:t) proposes~ 
plans, a%l~d threatens to prov.ide telephone service within the 
franehise territory of General without having- received a 
certificate of pUblic convenience and necessity (CPC&N) from this 

I Commissic~n authorizing it to. do so. 

Ba~ 
.' I'" 

)\:~": ;;:~i~!v.;,. I' 

/-" 'I". '" 
In Application CA.) a5-07-04'5'\'Il'JC~requested a CPC&N to 
>. I , "~. 

provide intraLAXA private line hiqh-speed data transmission 
• services at a data speed of 1.544, meqabits per second CMBPS) or 

higher in portions :of Local Aceess'l'ransportArea (LA'l'A) No.1. 
In A.s5-07-04& wc:c requested similar authority i:n. portio:n.sofI.A1'A ," 
No .. s. :Cn Decision (D.) 85-12-082, this Com:mission granted those 

, I 

applications, with certain qualifications which General s'!?-tes are, 
not pertinent to. its complaint.wCI alsohaspendinq 
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A.S7-02-0331 for a CPC&N to provide intraLATA private line hiqh
speed data transmission within all LATAs in california. 

General's complaint concerns WCI's operatinq authority 
granted in response to A.8S-07-046. In that application; WCI 
stated that transmission services would be provided using intercity: 
facilities leased from Pacific Bell (Pacific) and distribution 
equipment owned. and maintained ~y WCI. It stated that the network I 

would consist of two terminals, one in Los Angeles and the other ini: 
the Anaheim area, and that services would be offered to customers 
Nin the general vicinityN of the terminal locations. Pacific was· 
the only likely competitor specified ~y weI.' 

follows: 
The relevant ordering paragraph in 0.85-12-082 is as 

"2. The application of WCI for a CPC&N to 
provide intraLATA priva~e line high-speed 
data trans~ssion services at a data speed 
of 1.544 MBPS, or higher.' between Los 
Angeles and Anaheim in LATA No. 50 is 
granted, subject to- the terms and: 
conditions of the Stipulation filed in 
this matter on November 2'0; 19850 
(Appendix S hereto) •••• N (D.S5-l2-0S2, 
mimeo. 'p. 25.) 

§:S:nera1 ' s complaint 
General states that WCI has signed a contract with the 

Bullock's Department Stores (Bullock~s) t~provide private line 
high-speed transmission services in southern cali~orni~, and that a , . 
portion of that service will ~e provided along a route !between Los . 

~ A.87-02-033 has been consoli4ated with two other matters: 
case (C.) 36-10-12', a complaint ~iled. ~y Pacific Bell against WCI,. 
and A.8-7-02'-034 in which WCI requests'a CPC&N to provide interLATA 
private line high-speed data transmisison services within 
california. Hearings have been held in that proceeding, and briefs' . 
filed. 
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Angeles and City of Industry. General asscrtc that thi~ route is 
not along the Los Angeles-to-Anaheim route authorized by 
0.85-12-082, and that it runs approximately in an east-west 
direction whereas the Los Angeles-to-Anaheim route runs in an 
approximately north-south direction. 

General states that City of Industry is within General's 
franchise serving area, and that WCI's agreement with Blll1ock's 
will result in the replacement by WCI of services presently 
provided by General to Bullock's.!~ asserts that WCI is in the 
pro~ess of, or has already completed, constructing facilities and 
plans and intends to commence providing service along this route in 
July 1987. 

General requests that this Commission issue a cease and 
desist order directing WCI to- refrain frolll commencing service in· : 
City of Industry or elsewhere within General's franchise serv"ice 
are"", or to discontinue rendering such service it WCI bas alre",dy' 
commenced the service until such time, if ever, as it obtains' a 
CPC&N. General also, requests that this Co~ission require Welto 
reimburse General for any revenues lost and/or costs incurred ,by 
General due to the alleged unlawful conduct., 

General further reques:ts that tlle cease and desist order . 
be issued immediately and on an ex parte basis. General states 
that it requests this extraordinary relief~ecause WCI may already 
be, or plans to shortly be,. offering the alleged unla~ul service,_ 

, , 

General asserts that we 'may grantsueh relief without hearing, 
aftidavits~ or declarations since,. in its ,view,' all evidence 
establishing the alleged ~awtul conduct, is available to the 
Commission.~y means ot official notice. 

General states'that the commission lIlay:by otticial notice, 
! ' " !. 

ascertain the tact that the only CPCScNs tor intraLA'l'A semce whiCh ' 
have ]:)een issued to WCI are those issued ',by virtue ot 0.85-12-0aZ, 

and may note that 0.85-~Z-oa2 only,authorized WCI t~ provide , , 

service along' a Los Angeles-to-Anaheim. route. General further 
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states that the commission may~ by consulting the exchange maps ot 
Pacific and General, ascertain and take official notice of the tact 
that a Los Angeles-to-Anaheim route is wholly within the franchise 
territory served by pacific~ whereas the Los Angeles-to-City of 
Industry route intrudes int~ General's franchise serving territory 
in and around city of Industry. 

Finally, General asserts that the fact that WCI intends 
to provide service along the Los Anqeles-to-City of Industry route 
commencinq in July 1987 is shown by the tes,tilnony of WCI's witness, 
Michael W. Tabb given on June 5" 1987 in A-:87-02-03.3 et ala 
General attaches i copies of' relevant transcript pages and exhibits 
from that proceedinq to its request for an:immediate ex- parte cease 
and desist order. 

According to General, this evidence presents. a prilna 
, : i 

facie, if not conclusive,. case that weI"s present conduct with 
i . 

regard to the LoiS; Angeles-to-City ot Industry leg of its routes to· 
. ' 

provide service to Bullock's exceeds. its present authority to
provide intr~A service ,in california,. and 'thus that the evidence 
supports its request for an immediate ex parte cease and desist 
ord.er. 
wgis Re:al2Ilse 

WCI denies that its service t<> Bullock's between Los 
Anqeles and City ot Industry is unlaWful and beyond the authority 
<;ranted in 0.85-12-08'2, and, all'eqes the service is authorized.' by , ' 
0.85-12-082 and. Q,ftered pursuant to, WCI's Tariff Scheaule 
Applicable to california Intrastate IntraLATA Private Line High 
Speed Data service, Oriqinal Cal.P.U.C ... Sheet NO'. 7-T.2, approved 

, ' 

by the commission ,ana effective February 3, 1987. 

WCI denies that it 'represented in A.S5-07-046 that 
, ' 

service would only be offered along' the rout,e between Los Angeles 
and Anaheiln, and states. insteaa tha.t it represented that service, 
would be provided USing-intercity facilities, lease~ from Pacific: , .' , 

and distribution equipment owned and mainta:i:ne4 by WCI. Accordins-
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to WCI, the intercity facilities referred to were fiber optic 
facilities bctloreen Los Angeles and Anaheim., and. the distribution 
equipment referred to was that necessary to, provide premise-to
premise service to the end-user via point-to-point digital 
microwave or o1:her d.igital transmission mediums. 

In A.8S-07-046 WCI stated that W(p-Joint to point private 
line services will De offered to customers in the general vicinity 
of the terminal locations. w weI asserts that this language 
contemplated. I',llorvico betweon customer locations in the general 
vicinity of the Los Angeles terminal that would not use the 
backbone intercity network (completely woft-netW), as well as 
service between customer locations in Los Angeles and the ~ei:. 
area that would use the intercity network (Won-netW). 

WCI,states that it determined shortly atter 0.85-12-082 
was issued that it would use a digital microwave system for 
intercity transmission instead of leasing faci~ities from Pacific, 
and that it has since constructed 'a microwave network between Los" 

Angeles and Anaheim. WCI admits that certain microwave fa<?ilities 
used in providing service to Bulloek's between its Los Angeles and' 

City ot Industrysltes are not part of weI's backbone network, 
between Los Angeles and Anaheim, but represents that suehservioa' 
does use a portion of WCI' sLos Angeles-to-Anaheim network. At the 
time WCI filed its answer, the service was being tested and 
acceptance was expeCted in September 1987. 

weI admits that Pacific was. the only likely com.petitor 
listed in A.aS-07-04&, but notes that General entered an appearance 
as an interested party and had 'a full opp<)rtuni ty to partieipate: in 
the proceeding leadinq to 0.85-12-082. 

WCI admits that City :of Industry is within General's' . ' 

tranchise serving' area,. but states. that WeI is without intormation 
su~ficient to determine ,whether General provides any of the eross~ 
boundaXy tielines :being replacE,d :between City of Industry and Los, 
Angeles, which is inPae~.fiels servinq, aretaa 
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Other than the instant complaint, no party has protested weI's 
service in any of these cities. 

We have %110 desire to evaluate these or future tariff 
filings on a case-by-case basis to determine whether the sites are 
"in the qel'leral vicinity'" of either Los Anqeles or Anaheim.. It is 
clear that <JUidelines are needed to allow noncontroversi~Ll 
determination of whether proposed WCI services tall withi~ the 
bounds of service authorj~zed in 0 .. 85-12-0S.Z. However, ~~eral has 
not proposed in it~;. complaint any guidelines ~or defining ""general. 

vicinity."" 
weI has :~iled 1:ariffs pursuant to 0.85-12-082 tor service 

, " 

in the six cities .~torementioned, and those tari!!s have qone into, , 
effect uncontested,. Be~~use of' this, we conclude that WCI has 
constructed its ta(::ilities with a reasonable ex:pectation that such 

service is authorized Dy:its CPC&N. 
Since Ge:l'leral was fully aware of weI's A .. 85-07-04'6 and no 

party·questioned ~~e bounds of the requested operating autborityat 
that time, we conclude tha~ ""general vicinity"" should be construed· 
,liberally in weI's· tavor. 'rh,e Los Angeles Standard Metropolitan 
Statistical Area (SMSA),. ,as. established by the federal government" 
is, a known, verifiable geoqraphic location •. We find that it is 
reaso~le to interpret WCI's operatinq authority granted in 
0.85-12-082 as enc~mpassinq: the Los Anqeles SMSA. 

Based on this interpretation,. we conclude that WCI's 
service in City of Industry; is lawful, and that. General"s complaint 
and request tor an immediate, ex parte cease and desist order 
should be denied • 
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to weI, the intercity facilities reterrea to were fiber optic 
facilities between Los An~eles ana Anaheim, and the distrieution 
equipment referrea to was that necessary to proviae premise-to
premise service to the end-user via point-to-point di~ital 
microwave or other di~ital transmission mediums. 

In A.8S-07-046 WeI stated that *C~Joint to point private 
liDe services will be o~~ered to customers in the general Vicinity 
Qf the terminal locations.* weI asserts that this langua~e 
contemplated service between customer locations in the general 
vicinity of the Los An~eles terminal that would not use the 
backbone intercity network (completely *ott-net*), as well as 
serviee .between. customer locations in Los Angeles and the ~eim 
area that would use the intercity network (*on~netN). 

WCI states that it determined shortly atter 0.85-12-082 
was issued that it would use .a diqital microwave system. for 
intercity transmission instead of leasinq facilities from Pacific, . ., 

and that it has since construetada microwave network between Los· 

An~eles and Anaheim. weI admits that certain microwave ta~ilities,· .. , 
used in providing service to Bullock's ~tween its. Los. An~eles and 
City o~ Industry sites are not part of WCI's backbone network. 
between Los Angeles and Anaheim, but represents that suehsel:Viee 
does use a portion of WCI's Los Anqeles-to-Anaheim network.. At the 
time weI filed its answer, the service was bein~ tested. and' 
acceptance was expected in September 1987. 

WCI admits that Paeifiewas the only likely competitor 
listed in A.aS-07-046, but notes that General entered an appearance 
as an interested party and. had'a full opportunity to- partieipatein ' 
the prOeeed.in~ leadin~ to, 0.85-12-082. 

WCI admits ~t City of Industry is within General's 
tranchise serving area, but states. that weI is without i~ormation 
sufficient t~ determine ,whether General provides any of the cross
boUlldary tielines being replaced between ·ci ty ot Industry and Los, 

Angeles, which is,in.Paeitie's serving area. 
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WCI asserts that there is no basis for the Commission to 
grant an immediate ex parte cease and desist order, since it 
believes that General has presented no evidence establishing 
unlawful conduct or ilXllUinent harm from any unlawtul conduct. WCI 

concludes that the Commission should deny General's request for a 
cease and desist order, and should dismiss General's complaint. 
Di5C\'lssion 

As General has noted, A.85-07-040 is entitled 
wApplication of Wang communications, Inc. for a Certificate of 
Public Convenience and Necessity to- pro"~ide intraLATA private line . 
high-speed data· transmiss.ion services at a data speed of 1.544 MBPS 

or higher between Los. Angeles and Anaheim in LAXA No. s.w Nowhere.· 
-

in the application did weI request LATA~wide authority. However, 
WCI did make clear. that it intended to provide service win the 
general vicini ty* of the planned . terminals te> be lOcated in Los 
Angeles and Anahei:L'II.. Thus, our determination regarding whether 
WCI's service in City of Industry is authorized by O~8S-12-0S2 
hinges on the m.eaning' ofw9'eneralvicinity~* 

Neither General nor any.other party. raised questions. in 
A.SS-07-040 regarding' the exact bounds of WeI's requested service' 
area. The specific locations of the planned terminals were not 
provided· in the application. Further,. there was ne> discussion of 
so;..ea.lled woff-netW or won-netW ~,ervice in A.SS-07-046 or 
0.85-12-082. 

weI has ·filed tari~fs ~or service in six cities in 
southern california pursuant to 0.8S-12-082: 2 Los Angeles,. City 
of Industry, Hollywood, santa Anoa.,. Van Nuys, and Woodland Hills •. 

o· 

2 We take o~~icial notice of S;b.eet No. 
of WCI" $ . tariff e:~tecti ve, respeeti vely,. 
April 23, :1.987,. which show the locations 
approved to date. 
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Other than the instant complaint, no party :nas protested weI's 
service in any of these cities. 

We have no desire to evaluate these or future tariff 
filings on a case-by-case basis to determine whether the sites are 
"in the general vicinity" of either Los Angeles or Anaheim. It is 
clear that guidelines are needed to allow noncontroversial 
determination of whether proposed WCI services fall within the 
bounds of service authorized in 0.85-12-082. However, General has 

not proposed in its complaint' any quideline:s for defining "qeneral 
vicinity." 

weI has filed tariffs pursuant tel 0.85-12-082 for service 
in the six cities aforementioned,. and thOSEI tariffs have gone into· 

• effect uncontested. Because of this, we concludo that WCI has 
constructed its facilities. with It reasonable expectation that such 
service is authorized by its CPCl.N. . . 

Since General was full:r aware of weI's A.SS-07-04'o and, no 
party questioned the bounds of the requested operating authority at 

" ' 

that time,. we conclude that' "gentaral vicinitY" should :be constr'Ued.'. 
,liberally in WCI's favor. The x...~s Angeles standard Metropolitan 
Statistieal Area (SMSA), as estalblished' by! the federal qo",-ermnent, . . 

is a known, verifiable g-eoqraphi,= location:. We find that it is 
I 

reasonable to interpret WCI's op,eratinq authority qranted. in 
0.85-12-082 as encompassing' the Los Angelel> SMSA. 

Based on this interpretation, wei conclude that WCI's" 
service in City of Industry is lawful, and: that General's complaint· 

I 

and request for an immediate, ex parte cease and desist order 
should be denied • 

- 7 -
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We note that the extent o~ WCI's operating authority in 
the San Francisco area granted in D.85-12-082 is an issue 
comparable to the one General has brought before us. Since no 
party has raised this issue, we will not make findinqs in this 
regard at this time. However, absent assertions otherwise, common 
sense implies that a service area encompassinq the San Francisco 
SMSA would be consistent with our conclusions in the instant case. 
r;i,nding§ or' Fact 

1.' Genera~ alleqes that WCI proposes, plans, and. threatens 
to provide telephone service within GP-neral~s franchise territory 
witho~t having received a CPC&N from this Commission authorizinq it 
to do so. 

2. In D.85-12-082, this commission granted WeI's request in ' 
A.85-07-046 to provide intra~A private line high-speed data 
transmission services in portions ot I..ATA No.5, wi~ -certain 
qu.ali~ieations which General states are not pertinent to its 

- , 

complaint .. 
3. WCI has siqned a contract with Bullock's to provide 

I 

private line high-speed transmission ,services,. and la portion of 
that service will be provided along a route between: Los Angeles and 

I 

City of Industry. I 
4. City of Industry is within' General's ~r~chise terri tory.: ' 

• I 

I 5. General requests that' this' Commission issue a cease and " 
desist order directing WCI to- re!rai~ from commenc£ng service in , 
City o~ Industry or elsewhere within General"s franchise, service' 
area, or to discontinue rendering suehserv1ce it WCI has already 

, I 

commenced the service until such time, it: ever, as : it o}yl:ains a , , 

CPC&:N. 
6. WCI has filed tariffs tor service to customers in, Los 

• I Angeles, C~ty of Industry, Hollywood, Santa Ana, V~Ln Nuys., and 
Woodland Hills. 

7. In A.8S-07-046, WCI represented, that service would :be 

provided usinq intercity facilities leased from Paci~ie with 
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terminals in Los An9.~les and Anaheim and. that point-to-point 
private line serviee would be offered to customers in the general 
vicinity of the terminal locations. 

a. General en'l:ered an appearance as an interested party in 
A.SS-07-046. 

9. Neither General nor any other party raised questions in 
A.SS-07-046 regard.ing the exact bounds of weI's requested service 
area. 

10. Other than the instant complaint, no party has. protested 
WCJ:' s serviee in any of the six cities in which service has been 

approved to date. 
11. Guidelines are needed to alloW noncontroversial 

d4ater.mination of whether proposed weI serviees fall' within the 
b<:>unds of sel:Vice authorized in D'.85-12-08:2. 

12. The Los Angeles SMSA,' as established by the federal 
government, is a known, verifiable geographic location. 

13. It is reasonable to interpret WCX's operating authority 
granted in D.8:5-12-08:2.as encompassing the Los Angeles ,SMSA. 
~onclusipns or LAw, 

,,1:-: ,~. ::WC~!, S 'se%;Vice in, City of Industry as provided in cal. 
:J:t. U' .C:'::I'5he:et',No~·: 7-'l". Z, 'effective February 3,. 198:7, is lawtul. 

, 'I ~, " • ~,.... ,,,. ,. . 

'::2'~:GelleraJ.:'~s:'complaint and request for an immediate,. ex 
........ , .... LI"" 

parte: cease and'':de'sist ,order should be denied. 
-' , .... ~.~,'"-:-:-.: '~~~.. '~ . 

,/ ", ' .. ~ ~ ~.~."-.. ".,,'::-, 
.r""".~'II,I 'j~ .. ~ .. ~., .,"'.,., • ,./\ 

. -~.~ .... --.:' ",,"-' 
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O~ 0 E R 

IT IS ORDER.ED that the complaint and request tor an 
immediate, ex parte cease and desist order filed by General 
Telephone Company of california against Wang communications, Inc. 
is denied. 

Dated November 13, 198-7, at San Fr<Ulcisco, california. 

.. 

, 

i STANX.EY W. HO'LE'I'T' 
President 

'FREDERICK R. DODA 
· G. MI'rCHET..L WJ:I.K 
JOHNS. O~ 

commissioners 

Commissioner: Donald Vial, being 
necessarily '~sent,. did not 
participate. ' 

- 10 -
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to weI, the intercity facilities referred to were !i~C~C. 
facilities between Los Angeles and Anaheim, and the d~trib~tion 
equipment referred to was that necessary to provide~remise-to
premise service to the end-user via point-to-pointfdigital 
microwave or other digital transmission. mediums. 

/ 

In A.aS-07-04E> weI stated that " (·pJe 'nt to. point private 
line services will be offered to- customers i the general vicinity 
of the terminal locations." weI asserts t this language 
contemplated service between customer loc tions in the general 
vicinity of the Los Angeles terxninal th would not use the 
backbone intercity network (completely, "off-net"), as well as 
service between customer locations·i Los Angeles and the Anaheim 
area that would use the interCity n twork (Hon-net"). 

,weI states that it dete ined shortly after 0.85-12-082 
was issued that it would use a d'gital microwa~e system ~or 
intercity transmission instead f. leasing facilities from Pacific,' 
and that it has since eonstru ed a microwave network between Los 

Angeles and Anaheim. weI a ts that certain microwave facilities ' 
used in t=>roviding service Bullock's between its Los Angeles and, 

City of Industry sites ar not part of weI':$- backbone network-
between Los Angeles and eim, but represents that such ser.rice 
does use a portion of el's. Los. Angeles-to-Anaheim network. At the 

time WeI filed its swer, the service was being tested and. 
acceptance was exp ted. 'in September 1987. 

WCI aam s that,Pacific was the only likely competitor 
listed in A.8S~0 -046, but notes that General entered an appearance 

party. and had- a' full opportunity to participate in " 
the proc1aedin . leading- to' 0'.8S-12-08:2 .. 

WC admit$ that City o~ Industry is within General's 
~ranehise s rvinq area, but states that weI is without information: 
su~tic:ient to d.etermine whether Gene'ral provides. any ot the c:ross~' 
bounda~ ielines being replaced ~etween City ot Ind.ustry and Los 

Angele:Z_,_Whieh is in Pacific's serving area • 

. - s -
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WCI asserts that there is no basis for the Commi 
grant an ilnlned.iate ex parte cease and desist order, sinc it 
believes that General has presented no evidence establ' hing 
unlaWful conduct or iInm.inent harm. from. any unlaWful /nduct. WCI 
concludes that the Commission should deny General'~ request for a 
cease and desist order, and should dismiss Gener 
~isctlssi2n 

As General has noted, A.S5-07-046 
"'Application of Wang communications, Inc. r a Certificate of 
Public Convenience and Necessity to· provo e intraLAXA private line 
high-speed dau. transmission services a data speed of 1.544 MBPS 

or higher between Los Angeles and An efm in LATA No. S.'" Nowhere 
in the application did WCI request However, 
WCI did make clear that it intend to provide ,service Win the 
general vicinity'" of the planne terminals to' be located in Los 
Angeles and Anaheim. 'l'hus, ou determination regarding whether 
WCI's service in City of Ina try is authorized by 0'.85-12-08Z 
hinges on the. meaning of "'9. neral Vicinity.'" 

Neither General or any other party raised questions in 
A.S5-07-046 regarding exact bounds of WCI's requested service 
area.' The specific 10 tions of the planned terminals were ,not 
provided in the appl 
so-called "'off-net'" 

tion. FUrther, there was no d.iscussion o1! 
r "'on-net'" service in A.SS-07-046 or 

0.85-12-082. 

of Industry, 

filed tariff~ for service in six cities in 
'a pursuant to' 0.85-12-082:2 Los Angeles, City 

11ywood., Santa Ana, Van NUys., and Woodland Hil.ls. 

e official notice of Sh ... et No-. 7-'r. 2 and Sheet No. 7-1'.3-
of WCI' tariff effective/" respectively, February 3, 1987 and 
April 3, 1987, which show the locations of service which have 
appro cd to date. : 

-' 6- -
, I 

I, 

il' 
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Other than the insta.nt complaint, no party has protested'" WCI ' s 

service in any of these cities. ~ 
We have no desire to evaluate these or ~ure tariff 

/ 
filings on a case-by-case basis to determine w er the sites are 
"in the gen:eral vicinity~r of either Los Ange s or Anaheim. It is 
clear that guidelines are needed to allow controversial 
determination of whether proposed WCI se~ces fall within the 
bounds of service authorized in 0.85-12~S;. However~ General has 
not proposed in its complaint any gui lines for defining "qeneral 
vicinity." 

WCI has filed tariffs pu suant to 0.85-12-082 for service 
in the six cities aforementioned I and those, tariffs have gone into, 

I . , 

effect uncontested.. Because of this, we conclude' that WCI has 
, 

constructed its facilities wi 'a reasonable expectation thnt such 
service is authorized by its CPC&N. 

since General was fully aware of weI's A.8S-07-046 and no 
party 'questioned the boun . of the requested operating authority at 
that tilne, we conclude at III'general vicinityIII' should ,be construed'. 
liberally in WeI's favo.. The Los Angeles Standard Metropolitan 
Statistical Area (SMS , as established by the federal government, 
is a known, verifiab e geographic location.. We find ~at it is 
reasonable to inte 
0.85-12-082 as en 

ret weI's operating authority gran,ted' in 
I 

mpassing the Los Angeles SMSA.. i 

. this interpretation,. we conclude that WeI's 
I 

service ,in City f Industry is lawful~ and that General's complaint 
, 

and request fo ,an inunediate, ex parte cease and l:lesis,t order 
should. be 

.. 
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We note that the extent of weI's operating aUthori~ 
the san Franoisco area granted in 0.8S-12-082 is an issue / 
comparable to the one General has brouqht betore us. Si~e no 
party has raised this issue, we will not make findings ~ this 
regard at this time. However,. absent assertions otherwise, common 
sense implies that a service area enoompassing the S£n Francisco 
SMSA would be consistent with our conclusions i~ ~e instant case. 

~ings or Fact ~ 
'1. General alleges that WCI proposes, pans, and threatens 

to provide telephone servioe within General' franchise territory 
without having reoeived a CPC&N from this c6mmission authorizing it 
to. do so.. . / . ' 

2. In 0.85-12-082, this COmll1iSS~' granted. weI's request in 
A.8S-07-046 to provide intraLATA privatte line high-speed d;ata' .,' 
transmission servioes in portions ot!~A No. S, with certain 
qualification$- which ~neral state/are not pertinent to its 
oomplaint. / 

3. weI has signed a oon~aot with Bullock's to provide 
private line hiC]h-speed tranSll)'issionservioes, and a portion ot 
that servioe will ):)e provide' alonq a route between Los Angeles and~ 
City of Industry. /' , 

4. City of Indust7 is within General's franChise- territory. 
s. General reque~s that this commission issue a cease and 

desist order direoti~ncI to refrain from, commencing service in : 
City ot Industry or e sewhere within General's franchise servioe 

I ,I 

area,. or to. discont.ililue rendering such. service it weI has alreaay 
commenced the slece until such time, it ever, as. it obtains a I 

~~. : 
5. WCI h s filed taritts 'tor service to. customers in Los 

/ . i . 
Angeles, City It Industry, Holly;wood., santa Ana, Van Nuys, ana 
Woodland HillIS - . 

7. xf A • .,;S-07-04~, weI represe;tted that servioe would ~ 
prOV~ing intercity facili~ies leaseC.trom Pacific with 

-:8 -
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terminals in Los Angeles and Anaheim and that 
private line service would ~e off~red to, customers 
vicinity of the terminal locations. 

S. General entered an appe.o.r.o.nce .o.s an 

A.85-07-046. 
9. Neither General 

A.85-07-046 regarding the 
area. 

iscd questions in 
s requested service 

10. Other than the instant ,eomplain , no party has protested 
WCI's service in any of the six cities' which ser~ice has been 
approved to date. 

11. Guidelines are needed to low~~ontroversial 
determination of whether proposed I services tall within the 
bounds of service authorized in .85-12-0SZ. 

12. ";'he Los Angeles SMsA, as established ~y the federal 
government, is a known, verif' le 9'eoqrapliic ,location. 

13. It is reasonable interpret WCI's operating authority 
g-ranted in 0.85-12-082 as compassing the Los An9'eles SMSA. 
Conclusions Of Law 

1. City of Industry as provided in cal. 
P.'O'.C. Sheet No. 7-T. , effective February 3, 1987, is lawful. 

2. General's 
parte cease and de 

omplaint and request tor an immediate, ex 
should be denied • 
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9,RDEB 

XT XS ORDERED that the complaint and 
immediate, ex parte cease and desist order filed by G 
Telephone com:t:>any o'! california against Wang Comm: 
is cienied. 

Dat,ed _......;;.N;.;;O;..;.V_l_3_198~7 ___ , at San Fr cisco, calUornia. 

/ 
- J.O -

C0mm.1as.1011c:t- DO%l3ld Vial,. b~.1 
neceaaar11y s.~sent,. did :lO't ns 
PQ"t1a1pate. 

I .' 
I 


