Decision 91-04-072 . April 24, 1991 -
BEFORE THZ PUBLIC UTILITIES COHMISSION OF THE STAEE OF" CALIFORNIA‘

In the matter of the’ Exp’edited . o ' U |m"ly 'ﬂlsw
Application’of Pacific Bell '~~~ &= ). 2
(U 1001 C), a corporation, for . . . Appl;catmon 90-04-052 -
approval of Store and Forward D B (Flled April 27 1990r'
Service for Facsimiles. T L

Pacific Bell (Pacific) has filed an application for
rehearing of Decision (D.) 90=07=-052, in which the Comm;ssxon
granted Pacific authority to offer Fax Store and Forward Service.
Pacific’s application for rehearing challenges.the requlrement
that Pacific tariff the sexvice and the lmmltatlon of the
authority granted to a period of one year. ;

We have carefully cons:dered all of the 1ssu»s and
arguments raised in the applmcat;on for rehearzng and are of the
opinion that suffxc;ent grounds for granting rehear;ng have not
been shown, but that the decision should be modified in certain
limited respects. Upon reconsideration, we have decidéd'that we
should grant Pacific provisional authormty to offer its Fax Store
and Forward Service for a period of 18 months after its first
tariff for that service becomes effective. . Pacific will have to
apply for additional authority from the Commission if it wishes .
to offer this service beyond the initial 18 month perxiod.

Today’s decision reaffirms our prior conclusion that
Pacific’s Fax Store and Forward Service must be tariffed.
However, our holding today is a narrow one. We simply conclude -
that when' a company already recognized as a public utility
telephone corporation itself offers an enhanced service. that .
includes use of its public utility telephone lines, then that
enhanced service must be tariffed. We do not today address any
of the broader issues raised by'enhancedxservices.f‘Thése will be




A.90-04-052

the subject of an Order Instituting: Rulemaking that we:plan-to. -
issue. shortly.w e ,
Thererore good cause appearlng, |
IT XS ORDERED that D. 90-07-052 is modified as tollows'
1. In the first line of the first. paragraph on: page 2, the
words ”"two. years” are changed to "elghteen months" . o
2. In the last full sentence on page 10.the words ”one-
year” are changed to ”eighteen months” and- the reference -
rdiscussed in IV.C. below” is changed to ”discussed in IV.B.
below”. - ‘"“ieff f&h | "‘*fy“ﬁ
3. In the last, partial paragraph;on page 11, the
following material is inserted after.the;firstvsentence:

PU Code §489 (a) requlres publlc utllltlcs
including telephone corporat;ons to tariff
their. services. There: is no quest;on but
that Pacific is a public utility and a
telephone corporation. (See PU Code

§§ 216(a), 234.) PU Code §234 defines a
”telephone corporation” as ”every
corporatlon « s e ownlnq, controlling,
operating, or managing any telephone

line . . .” Here, Pac;f;c, a public utility
telephone coxporation, is proposing to offer
a Fax S/F service that will include use of
Pacific’s public utility telephone lines.
Accordingly, §489’s requirement that public
utilities tariff their sexrvices applies to
Pacific’s Fax S/F servzce. o

4. In the first full sentence on page 1.6 the words ”one K
year” are changed to “eighteen months”.

5. In Finding of Fact No. 3 on page 18, thevword ”clarzfy
is changed to “taxiff”. : ‘ . DR PRUSE

6. In Finding of Fact No. 16 on- page 19 the words rone—
year” are -changed to “eighteen months”. S

7. A new Conclusion of Law, numbered. la, -is- lnserted on
page 20, immediately follow;ng Conclusion of Law Now.. 1t

la. Pacific is a publlc utlllty telephone S
corporation and its Fax S/F service will - ‘
include use of Pacific’s public utility

telephone lines; accordingly, Public
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8.
year” are

9.
read:

lo.

Utilities Code §489’s requirement that public
utilities tariff their services applies to

Pacific’s Fax S/F service.

In Conclusion of Law No. 2 on page 20 the words “one-
changed to ”eighteen months”.

Ordering Paragraph No. 2 on page 21 is modified to

2. This authorlty shall expire eighteen
months after Pacific’s first tariff for Fax
Store and Forward Service becomes effective.

In ordering paragraph No. 8 on page 22 the reference to

7the directives of Ordering Paragraph 8” is changed to “the
directives of Ordering Paragraph 9”.

1l.

IT IS FORTHER ORDERED that:

Rehearing of D.90-07=525 as modified herein is denied.
This order is effective today. .
Dated April 24, 1991, at San Francisco, California.

PATRICIA M. ECKERT
President
G. MITCHELL WILK
JOHN B. OHANIAN
DANIEL Wm. FESSLER
NORMAN D. SHUMWAY
Commissioners
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