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Decision _ 88 02 023 FEB 1¢ 7988
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
GTE MOBILNET OF SAN FRANCISCO

ORI
LIMITED PARTNERSHIP (U-3002-C) for ﬂjq,@';_' A

In the Matter of the Applicatlon of )

)

)
a Certificate and Necessity to ) Application 87-10-012
Operate as a Reseller of ) (Filed October 14, 1987)
Telecommunications Services )
)
)

within California. (U-5142-C)

QRINIOQON

GTE Mobilnet of San Francisco Limited Partnexship
{applicant) has filed an application requesting that the Commission
issue a certificate of public convenience and necessity under
Public Utilities (PU) Code § 1001 to permit applicant to operate as
a reseller of telephone services offered by communications common
carriers providing telecommunications services in California.

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 (0OII 83-06-01). Numerous applications to provide
competitive 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 interlLATA service 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 OXI 83-06-01
denying the applications to the extent not previously granted and
directing persons not authorized to provide intralATA
telecommunications services to refrain from holding out the

-
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availability of such services and to advise their subscribers that
intralATA communications sexvices should be placed over the
facilities of the local exchange company.

Pacific Bell filed a protest to the part of the
application that requests intralATA authority, 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 treating this applicant any
differently than those which filed earlier. Therefore, this
application will be granted to authorize interlATA service, and to
the extent that it requests authorization for intralATA service it
will be denied. - ’

We note that GIE Mobilnet is one of two carriers
authorized to provide wholesale cellular service in its service
area. GTE Mobilnet has represented in its application that it will
charge no more than comparable AT&T-Communications rates to its
intexLATA resale customers. To alleviaté~any possible concern
regarding long distance rates for GTE Mobilnet cellular customers,
we will adopt this representation as a condzt;on of granting this
application.

indj : : |
1. By D.84-01-037 the Commission authorized interLATA entry
generally. :

2. By D.84=-06-113 the Commission denied applications to
provide competitive intralATA telecommunications sexvice and
required persons not authorized to provide intralATA
telecommunications service to refrain from holding out the
availability of such services and to advise their subscribers that
intralATA communications should be placed over the facilities ot
the local exchange company. ‘

3. There is no basis for treat;ng thls appl;cant differently
than those which filed earlier.

4. Because of the public interest in effectlve competition
interlATA this order should be effective today.
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5. As a telecommunications service supplier, applicant
should be subject to the 4% interim surcharge on gross intrastate
intexILATA revenues and the conditions as set forth in D.87-07-090.

6. Applicant should be subject to the user fee as a
percentage of gross intrastate revenue pursuant to PU Code
§§ 431-435. The fee is currently .1% for the 1987-88 fiscal year.

7. Applicant is a partnership providing wholesale cellular
radiotelephone services in the greater San Francisco Bay Area
(U-3002-C). Since applicant also wishes to resell
telecommunications services statewide, it must set up separate
accounting for such business, file separate tariffs for such
business, and operate its resale business under a corporate
identification number different from its cellular carrier corporate
identification number (U~=3002-C).

8. In its application, GTE Mobilnet stated that it would
charge rates no higher than those charged by AT&T-Communications.
To alleviate any possible concerns regarding long distance rates
for GTE Mobilnet’s cellular customers, it is Appropriate to adopt
th;s provzs;on as a requirement for GTE Mobilnet’s znterLATA
sexvice.
conglugion of Law

This application should be granted in part to~the extent
set rorth below. :

QRDER
IT IS ORDERED that:

1. The application of GTE Mobilnet of San Francisco Limited
Partnership, is granted to the limited extent of providing the
requested service on an interlLATA 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 be placed over
the raczlztmes,or the local exchange company.
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2. To the extent that the application requested
authorization to provide intralATA telecommunications services, the
application is denied.

3. Applicant is authorized to file with this Commission, 5
days after the effective date of this order, tariff schedules for
- the provision of interLATA serxvice. Such interLATA sexvice tariffs
will be filed separately from its cellular service tariffs, will be
filed separately from its cellular service tariffs gnd_gngll

for similar sexrvice. Applicant may not offer service unt;l tar;ffs
are on file. If applicant has an effective FCC-approved tariff, it
may file a notice adopting such FCC tariff wiﬁh_a-copy of the FCC
tariff imecluded in the filing. Such adoption notice shall
specifically exclude the provision of intralATA service. If
applicant has no effective FCC tariffs, or wishes to file tariffs
applicable only to California intrastate interLATA sexvice, it is
authorized to do so, including rates, rules, regulations, and other
provisions necessary to offer service to the public. Such filing
shall be made in accordance with General Oxder (GO) 96-A, excluding
Sections IV, V, and VI, and shall be effective not less than 1 day
after filing. _ :

4. Applicant is authorized to deviate on an ongoing basis
from the requirements of GO 96=A in the following manner: (a) to
deviate from the pagination requirements set forth in paragraph
IX.C. (1) (b) which requires consecutive sheet numbering and
prohibits the reuse of sheet-numbers, and (k) to deviate from the
requirements set forth in paragraph IX.C.(4) that ~a separate sheet
or series of sheets should be used for each rule.” Tariff filings
incorporating these deviations shall be subject to the approval of
the Commission Advisory and Compliance Division’s
Telecommunications Branch. Tarxiff flllngs shall reflect the 4%
interim surcharge noticed in Ordering Paragraph 7.
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5. If applicant fails to file tariffs within 30 days of the
effective date of this orxder, applicant’s certificate may be
suspended or revoked.

6. The requirements of GO 96-A relative to the .effectiveness
of tariffs after filing are waived in order that chahges in FCC
tariffs may become effective on the same date for California
interIlATA service for those companies that adopt the FCC tariffs.

7. Applicant is subject to the 4% interim surcharge
applicable to the gross revenues of intrastate interlLATA services
as outlined in D.87-07-090 in Order Instituting Investigation
83=-11~05 dated July 29, 1987. The 4% interim surcharge collected
shall be retained in an interest bearing account pending further
order of the Commission. Applicant will establish accounting
methods to'separate its interIATA services from its cellular
services. : | |

8. Applicant is subject to the user fee as a percentage of
gross intrastate revenue pursuant to PU Code §§ 431-435.

| 9. -The corporate identification number assigned to GTE
Mobilnet of San Francisco Limited Partnership’s telecommunication
resale business is U=5142-C which should be included in the caption
of all original filings with this COmmzssmon, and in the titles of
other pleadlngs filed in existxng cases.
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10. The application is qranted in part and denied in part as
set forth above.

This order is effective today.
Dated __ _FEBI( 1988 , at San Francisco, California.

STANLEY- W, HULETT

.Commissioners.

Commissioner John B. Ohanian,
being necessarily absent did not
part;c;pate.‘
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Decision

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF‘CALIFORNEA
In the Matter of the Application of ‘

~
) dﬁw

GTE MOBILNET OF SAN FRANCISCO ) ‘
LIMITED PARTNERSHIP (U=3002-C) for ), ;
a Certificate and Necessity to ) Application 87-%0-012 .
Operate as a Reseller of ' ) (Filed Octoberdxz, 1987).
Telecommunications Services ) .
wWithin California. )

' )

GTE Mobilnet of San Francisco Lim:i; ed Partnership
(applicant) has filed an application reqquting that the Commission
issue a certificate of public conveniencefand necessity under
Public Utilities (PU) Code § 1001 to perhiit applicant to operate as
2 reseller of telephone services offiernéd by communications ¢ommon
carriers providing telecommunications services in California.

By order dated June 29, 83, the Commission instituted
an investigation to determine whetfier competition should be allowed
in the provision of telecommunicxtions transmission services within
the state (OIX 83-06-0l). Num%rous applications to provide
competitive service were consolidated with that investigation and
by Interim Decision (D.) 84-0&-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/éut to the public the‘pro%ision of
intralATA sexvice pend;?g our decision in the Order Imnstituting
Investigation (OIX).

On June 13,/1984 we issued D.84-06-113 in OIX §3-06-01
denying the applications to the extent not previously granted and
directing persons not authorized to provide intraLATA
telecommunications/ sexvices tq‘re:rain rfom-hoiding.ou:rthe
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availability of such services and to advise their subscribers that
intralATA communications services should be placed over the
facilities of the local exchange company. |

Pacific Bell filed a protest to the part Of the
application that requests intralATA authority. does not oppose
the granting of interLATA authority. Since we are not authorizing
intralATA service, the protest is moot.

There is no basis for treating thig applicant any
differently than those which filed earlier./ Therefore, this
application will be granted to authorize terlATA service, and to
the extent that it requests authorxzatio ror intraLAIA eervzce it
will be denied. : '

Eindings of Fact

1. By D.84-01-037 the Commissjon authorized interLATA entxy
generally. ' o

2. By D.84-06-~113 the Commission denied applications to
provide competitive intralATA telécommunications service and
required persons not authorized £o provide intralATA '
telecommunications service to ﬁpzraln from holding out the
availability of such services and to advise their subscribers that
intralATA communications should be placed over the facilities of
the lecal exchange company. : :

3. There is no basis [for treating thls applicant dxrferently
than those which filed earlier.

4. Because of the public interest in effective competlt;on
interTLATA this order should be effective today.

S. As a telecommunicatiens service supplier, applicant
should be subject to the &% interim surcharge on gross intrastate
interLATA revenues and the conditions as set forth in D.87=07-090.

6. Applicant should be subject to the user fee as a
percentage of gross intrastate revenue pursuant to PU Code
§§ 431-435. The fee is currently .1% for the 1987-88 fiscal year.
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This application should be granted in part to/the extent
met forth below.

IT IS ORDERED that:

1. The application of GTE Mobilnet of Sah Francisco Limited
Partnership, is granted to the limited extent/gf providing the
requested service on an interLATA basis, suhgect to the condition
that applicant refrain from holding out toA’ e public the provision
of intralATA service and subject to the requirement that it advise
its subscribers that intraLAmA‘communiéaﬁgons should be placed over
the facilities of the local exchange company.

2. To the extent that the application requested
authorization to provide intralATA te eccmnun;catxons services, the
application is denied. ! :

. 3. Applicant is authorized to file w:.th this Commission, &
days after the effective date of thls order, tariff schedules for
the provision of interlATA sexrvice’. Applicant may not offer
service until tariffs are on rllef I£ applicant has an effective
FCC-approved tariff, it may rlle a notice adopting such FCC tarifs
with a copy of the FCC tariff lncluded in the f£iling. Such
adoption notice shall spec;flcally exclude the provision of
intralATA service. If‘appl;cant has no effective FCC tarlffs, or
wishes to file tariffs applicdble only to California intrastate
interLATA service, it is authorlzed to do so, including rates,
rules, regqulations, and other provisions necessary to offer service
to the public. Such lemng;shall be made in accordance with
General Order (GO) 96-A, excluding Sectlons IV, V, and VI, and
‘shall be effective not less than 1 day-atter :iling-

g

v
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4. Applicant is authorized to deviate on an ongoing/gasis
from the requirements of GO 96-A in the following mannes;/ (a) to
deviate from the pagination requirements set forth in paragraph
II.C. (1) (b) which requires consecutive sheet numbering’ and
prohibits the reuse of sheet numbers, and (b) to deviate from the
requirements set forth in paragraph IX.C.(4) that 2 separate sheet
or series of sheets should be used .for each rule.f Tariff filings
incorporating these deviations shall be subject fé the approval of
the Commission Advisory and Compliance Div;sion{s
Telecommunications Branch. Tariff filings shqil reflect the 4%
interim surcharge noticed in Ordering Paraqraph 7.

5. I applicant fails to file tarittslthhln 30 days of the
effective date of this order, applicant' certxf;cate may be
suspended or revoked. 3/! :

6. The requirements of GO 96-A reYative to-the etfect;veness
of tariffs after filing are waived in order that changes in FCC

tariffs may become effective on the sa?@ date for Callfornxa
interlATA service for those companmes’that adopt the Fcc,tarlrt

7. Applicant is subject to the 4% interim suxcharge
applicable to the gross revenues o£WQntrastate intexLATA serv1ces
as outlined in D.87-07-090 in Order  Instituting Investhatlon
83-11-05 dated July 29, 1987. Tn3f4% interim surcharge collected
shall be retained in an interest bearxng account pendzng further
order of the Commission. w\

8. Applicant is subject’ eplthe user fee as a percentage of
gross intrastate revenue pursuapt to PU Code §§ 431-43S.

9. The corporate xdent;f;cat;on nunbexr assigned to GTE
Mobilnet of San Francisco lexted Partnersh;p is U-3002=C which
should be included in the caption of all original filings with this

COmm;sszon, and- in the titles of other pleadings tiled in existing
cases. ‘
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10.
set forth above.

This ordexr Ls erzective today.
Dated , at San Fran sco, Cala.::orm.a-

The application is g’ranted in part and denle.d in part as

e
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availability of such sexvices and to advise their subscribers that
intralATA communications services should be placed over the
facilities of the local exchange company. '

Pacx:;c Bell filed a protest to the part of the
application t&yt requests intralATA authority. It does not oppose
the granting of interLATA authority. Since we are not authorizing
intralATA serviée, the protest is moot.

There is no basis for treating this applicant any
differently than\tho se which filed earlier. Therefore, this
application will be granted to authorize interLATA serxvice, and to

the extent that rt\requests authorization for LntraLATA service it
will be denied.

Eindings of Fact _
1. By D.84-01-037 the Commission authorized interLATA entry
generally. : '
2. By D.84-06-113 the Commission denied applications to
provide competitive 1ntraLA@A telecommunications service and
required persons not authorized to provide intralATA

telecommunications service té\:etrain from holding out the

availability of such services and to advise their subscribers that
intralATA communications 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. Because of the public interest in ertective/competztzon
interLATA this order should be e!!ective today.

5. As a telecommunications service supplier, applicant
should be subject te the 4% interim surcharge on gross intrastate
interLATA revenues and the conditions as set forth in D.87-07-090.

6. Applicant should be subject to tﬁé-user fee as a
percentage of gross intrastate revenue pursuant to PU Code
§§ 431~-435. The fee is currently .1% for the\1987-88 £isca1 year.

7. Applicant is a partnership provxdxng wPolesale cellular
radxotelephone services in the greater San Francisco Bay Area




A.87-10-012 ALY/BEB/fs *

(U-3002-C). Since applicant also wishes to resell
telecommunications sexrvices statewide, it must set up separate
accounting for such business, file separate tariffs for such
business, and operate its resale business under a corporate
identification number different from its cellular carrier corporate
identification number (U-3002-C) -
conclusion of law

This application should be granted in part to the extent

set forth below. R
Q_RJQ;EJB

IT IS ORDE‘RE]? that:

1. The application of GTE Mobilnet of San Francisco Limited
Partnership, is grantedxto the limited extent of providing the
requested service on an fﬁterLATA basis, subject to the condition
that applicant refrain from holding out to the public the provision
of intralATA service and sabject to the requirement that it advise

s subscribers that xntraLAmA communications should be placed over
the facilities of the local exchange company.

2. To the extent that the\applicatxon requested
authorization to provide intralATA telecommunications servxces, the
application is denied. :

3. Applicant is authorized to\file with this Commission, S
days after the effective date of this rder,'tar;:: schedules for
the provision of interlLATA service. Such 1nterLAIA service tariffs
will be filed separately from its cellula; service tariffs.
Applicant may not offer service until taridfs are on file. If
applicant has an effective FCC-approved tafﬁft, it may file a
notice adopting such FCC tariff with a copy‘bf the FCC tariff
included in the filing. Such adoption notice \hall specifically
exclude the provision of intralATA service. If\applicant has no
effactive FCC tariffs, or wishes to file tariffs ppliéable*only to
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California intrastate 1nterLAtA serv;ce, it is authorxzed to do so,
including rates, rules, regulations, and other provzs;ons necessary
' to offer service to the public. Such filing shall be made in
accordance with General Oxder (GO) 96~A, excluding Sections IV, V,
and VI, and shall be effective not less than 1 day after filing.

4. Applicant is authorized to deviate on an ongoing basis
from the requirements of GO 96-A in the following manner: (a) to
deviate from the pagination requirements set forth in paragraph
II.C.(1l) () which requ;res consecutive sheet numbering and
prohibits the reuse of sheet numbers, and (b) to deviate from the
requirements set forth lﬁ\paragraph II.C.(4) that ~a separate sheet
or series of sheets should\be used for each rule.” Tariff filings
incorporating these dev;atlons shall be subject to the approval of
the Ccommission Advisory and CQmpliance Division’s
Telecommunications Branch. Tariff filings shall reflect the 4%
interim surcharge noticed in O}dering,Paragraph 7.

5. If applicant fails to\file tariffs within 30 days of the

effective date of this order, applicant’s certificate may be
~ suspended or revoked. '

6. The requirements of GO 96}: relat;ve to the effectiveness

of tariffs after filing are waived ‘\order that changes in FCC
tariffs may become effective on the same date for Califormia
interlATA service for those companies that adopt the FCC tariffs.
7. Applicant is subject to the—4%\lnter1m surcharge
applicable to the gross revenues of xntraséhte interlATA services
as outlined in D.87=07-090 in Oxder xnstxtué\ng Investigation
83-11-05 dated July 29, 1987. The 4% 1nterim\surcharge collected
shall be retained in an interest bearing account pending further
order of the Commission. Applicant will establzsh accounting
- methods to separate its intexILATA services zrom,its cellular
services.
8. Applicant is subject to the user fee as a percentage or
_gross intrastate revenue pursuant to PU- COde §§ 431-435.
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9. \The corporate identizication‘numbér assigned-to-dTE
Mobilnet San Francisco Limited Partnership’s telecommunication ‘

of all origiRal filings with this Commission, and in the titles of
filed in existing cases.

‘The a plicgtién is granted in part and denied in part as
set forth above. ' ' .

This order is effective today.
Dated ___ ., at San Prancisce, California.




