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Decision 92-09-047 September 2, 1992

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE 0? CALIFORﬁiA .

Cellular Resellers Assoéiation, InG., ;
Complainant,

v Case 90-12-012 .

GTE Mobilnet of Califoraia (Filed Décember 5, 19%0)
Limited Partnership (U-3002-C), »

Defendant.

Armour, Goodin, Schlotz & MacBride, by
Jamés D. Squeri, Attorney at Law, for
GTE Mobilnét of California Limited
Partnership, déefeéndant.

petér A, Casciato, Attorney at Law
for Ceéllular Resellers Association,
Inc., complainant.

OPINIOR

Background | .
We opéned Investigation (I.) 88-11-040 on November 23,

1988 to obtain testimony on whether the cellular regulatory
framework established in the 1983 Los Angelés and San Francisco -
cellular market certificate proceedings was meeting the
commission’s objectives and to déetermine whether this framework
should be changed.

Pursuant to the investigation, we issuéd Decision (D.)
90-06-025 (generic cellular decision), 36 CPUC2d 464, on June 6,
1990, which, among other cellular matters, requiréd facilities-
based cellular carriers to implement a volume user tariff for their
customers if sufficient demand existéd within theé carriers’
metropolitan statistical area (MSA). Carxriers choosing to
implement a volumé usér tariff were required to set the volume user
tariff rate at least five percent (5%) higher than the carriers’
wholesale rate. To qualify for the volume user tariff the volume
usér entity must serve as thé master customer and must guarantee
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payment for all usage by its members or employees. Wholesale
service was to be provided to certificated cellular carriers only.

The generic céllular decision also required cellular
carriers to include in its volume user tariff specific consumer
protection provisions such as notification to the volume user
entity’s individual subscribers thatt (1) the volume user is not a
public utility; (2) disputes bétween the volume usér and members or
employees of the volumé user will not be résolved by the
Commission; (3) cellular service may be discontinued if the voélume
user does not pay its bills; and (4) the volume-user is not
permitted to markup serviceés billed by thé utility or charge
special cellular serxvice fees.

Complaint

On Decembér 5, 1990, Ceéllular Resellers Association, Inc.
{(CRA) filed & complaint against GTE Mobilnet of California Limited
Partnership (defendant or Mobilnet) alleging that deféndant entered
into an arrangement with the Printing Industries of Northern
California (PIN), & nonprofit affinity group, to provide wholesale
cellular service to PIN membérs instead of largeé user (volume user)
cellular services as required by the generic decision and by
D.90-10-047 (decision denying rehearing and modification of the
generic decision).

CRA requeésted that Mobilnet be ordered to cease and
desist from providing wholesale service to PIN and that Mobilnet be
assessed the maximum $2,000 fine for each PIN member activated or
signed up by Mobilnet, pursuant to Public Utilities (PU} Code
§§ 2107 and 2109.

Subsequently, on Décember 7, 1990, CRA filed an amendment
to its complaint. Other than explaining the purpose of Exhibit 1
attached to its original complaint, the amended complaint was
substantfally identical to CRA’s original complaint.
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.Answex .
In its January 11, 1991 answer to the complaint, Mobilnet
acknowledged that it entered into an arrangement with PIN to
provide wholesale cellular service to PIN membérs. However,
Mobilnet explained that it offered and provided wholesale service
to PIN members because PIN complied with defendant’s wholesale
tariff requirements. If Mobilnet did not offer its wholesalé
service to PIN, Mobilnet explained that it would be in violation of
PU Code § 453, the Commission’s anti- discrimination provision.

Defendant also justified its action by explaining that
the generic cellular decision did not require Mobilnet to
immediately establish and to implement a volume user tariff.
pefendant relied on Ordering Paragraph 18 of the decision, id.
at 517, which states that a volume user tariff shall be implemented
if sufficient demand existed within a MSA (emphasis added).

Mobilnet explained that it offered and provided tarlff
wholesale service to PIN while it evaluated whether sufficient
demand for a volume user tariff existed. Upon completing its
evaluation, Mobilnet concluded that there was sufficient demand for
volume user service and filed its Advice Letters 60 and 61 to
implement its volume-user tariff. Advice Letter 60, filed
December 14, 1990, established a volume user tariff for non-public
utility large users and incorporated the consumer protection
requirements imposed by the generic cellular decision. Advice
Letter No. 61, filéd December 1%, 1990, clarified that Mobilnet’s
" wholesale tariff was restricted to certified cellular resellers.
Hearings

A prehearing conferénceé was held in San Francisco beéfore
Administrative Law Judge Galvin on February 6, 1991. Subsequéntly,
on February 21, 1991, in response to -a Mobilnet prehearing
statement, which affirmed that Mobilnet would continue to offer PIN
wholesale service, CRA filed a cease and desist motion to prevent
Mobilnet from providing wholesale service to PIN and any other
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volume user. In addition to the generic cellular decision and -
denial of rehearing decision, CRA cited D.91-01-033, 39 CPUC2d 268,
identified but not reported, as support for its cease and deéist_
motion. ‘
Mobilnet responded to CRA’s motion on March 11, 1991. In
its response, defendant reiterated its defense offered in its
answer to the complaint and further explained that D.91-01-033,
id., allowed carriers until March 1, 1991, to submit volume user
tariffs in conformancé with thé generic cellular decision and
required such carriers to conform their cellular service to large
user customers by May 1, 1991.

A cease and desist order was not issued.

An evidentiary hearing was held on April 10, 1991.
Steven Muir, president of Comtech Mobile Telephone Company and
secretary-treasurer of CRA, testified for CRA. James Butler,
businéss and governmental affairs manager for Mobilnet'’s Pacific
Region, testified as a hostile witness for complainant. This
proceeding was submitted upon receipt of reply briefs on May 3,
1991,

Piscussion :
The issue in this complaint case is whether Mobilnet

violated the generic cellular decision by offering and providing
cellular wholesale sérvice to PIN members instead of volume user
service.

CRA‘'s complaint that the generic decision required
defendant to establish and to provide a volume user tariff is
correct only to the extent that there is a demand for such service.
Clearly, the reason for requiring the implementation of a volume
user tariff if a "sufficient demand" existed was to provide the
facilities-based carriers a reasonable period of time to assess
whether such a tariff was in demand and viable for its individual
opérating area. Thé volume user tariff was not intended to be
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effective immediately or to be effective if a demand for such
service did not exist. .

Contrary to CRA’s assertion that the generic decision
required Mobilnet to establish a volume user tariff upon Mobilnet’s
entering into an agréement with PIN to provide wholesale service,
it was not until the issuance of D.91-01-033, id., that a specific
time perfiod was éstablished for the facilities-based carriers to
implement a volume user tariff. Pursuant to that decision;
Mobilnet had until March 1, 1991, to °*submit" an advice letter and
until May 1, 1991, to conform to the generic decision.

Butler explained that Mobilnet entered into its wholesale
agreement with PIN on August 15, 1990 because PIN met Mobilnet’s
wholesale tariff requirements. This was approximately two months
after the issuance of the generic céllular decision and five months
prior to the issuance of the subsequent decision requiring
facilities-based carriers to submit a volume tariff by March 1,
1992,  Mobilnet activated 171 PIN customers under Mobilnet'’s
wholésale tariff on October 5, 1990, at which time Mobilnet began
providing wholesalé service to PIN members. By April 10, 1991,
defendant had activated 200 PIN membérs.

Mobilnet submitted its Advice Letter 60 approximately
one month prior to the issuance of the decision that established
the March 1, 1991_submitta1 date and five months prior to the
May 1, 1991 mandated deadline. Therefore, Mobilnet was in
compliance with the cellular decision’s requirement that tariffs be
submitted by March 1, 1991.

Although Mobilnet requested a January 13, 1991, effective
date for its advice letter, Mobilnet represented that it was not
effective until February 22, 1991, because of a protest to its
advice letter. On the other side, CRA asserted that the advice
letter was effective on the Mobilnet'’s Januar§-13, 1991, requested

date.
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Consistent with Mobilnet’s understanding of the effective
date of Advice Letter 60, Mobilnet activated all PIN subsc¢ribers
réquesting service after February 22, 1991, under its initial
volume user tariff implemented by the advice letter. Thosé PIN
members activated prior to that date were being phased off the
wholesale tariff rates and onto thé volume user tariff rateés by
May 1, 1991, the mandated compliance date. Again, Mobilnet was in
compliance with the cellular decisions.

Advice Letter 61’s transmittal sheet, a stipulated fact,
clarified that "as of the effective date of Advice Létter 60, the
rates set forth in the wholesale schedule will be applicable only
to California Public Utilities Commission certificated resellers.*"
Consistent with its assumption that Advice Letter 60 was effective
on February 22, 1991, Mobilnet assumed that Advice Letter 61 was
effective Pebruary 22, 1991. CRA assérted that the effective date
of Advice Letteér 61 was as early as December 20, 1991, the day
after Mobilnet filed it, or as lateé as January 19, 1991, 30 days
after Mobilnet’s filing.

Although both parties had reasons for believing that
their réspective effective dates were valid, neither were correct.
In disputes like this, the effective date stamped on the original
tariff filing with the Commission should govern. Theéerefore, to
resolve this dispute we take official notice of Mobilnet'’s original
filings with the Commission which show a January 14; 1991,
effective date for Advice Letter 60 and a Décember 19, 1990,
effective date for Advice Letter 61, Appendix A to this order.

This meant that defendant was technically in violation of
its filed tariffs becausé Mobilnet provided non-tariffed wholesale
service to those PIN members activated by Mobilnet bétween
October S, 1990, and February 22, 1991, during a 4-1/2 month
transition of wholesale service to volume user service from
pecember 19, 1991 to May 1, 1991.

-
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CRA; with the burden of proof in this complaint 7
proceeding, provided no evidence to substantiate its cOmplafﬂt and
amended complaint. Although not required in this proceeding,
Mobilnet substantiated that the generic cellular decisfion and
subsequént decisions did not require defendant to enter into an
arrangeméent with PIN to provide volumée usér service instead of the
wholesale céllular service that Mobilnet provided to PIN prior to
the May 1, 1991 mandatory date. Therefore, CRA'’s complaint and
amended complaint should be dismissed.

Mobilnet’s technical violation of its wholesale tariffs
during thé December 19, 1990, to May 1, 1991, timeé period, an event
that occurred after the filing of CRA's complaint, was not an issueé
raised in CRA’s complaint or amended complaint. However, it needs
to be resolved.

CRA's witness Muir attemptéd to demonstrate in his
testimony that Comtéch Mobilé Telephone Company (Comtech) and other
resellers lost their ability to compete with Mobilnet for any
potential subscribers who, like PIN members, réceived wholesale
service rates from Mobilnet. He explained that 12 of Comtech’s
subscribers left Comtech for Mobilnet’s service. -However, Muir did
not provide any téstimony to explain why these 12 subscribers left
Comtech, whether it was bécause of Mobilnet’s wholesale tariff or
whether it was because of other reasons. Based on the evidence
presented in this procéeding, we can only conclude that resellers
were not harmed by Mobilnet providing wholesale service to PIN
members. Although the testimony did not specifically address any
impact of the technical violation, it did give us an insight on the
impact on Mobilnet’s competitors.

1f Mobilnet had not filed its Advice Letter 61, the
technical violation would not have occurred. The evidence that led
to the discovery of the technical violation does not indicate that
Mobilnet intentionally violated its tariffs. On the contrary, it
shows that Mobilnet attempted to comply with the cellular decisions
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by offéring volume uséer service prior to the recommended March 1,
1991, tariff submittal date and to phasé its subscribers off of the
wholesale tariff to the volumé user tariff by the mandatory May 1,
1991, effective date for applicable tariffs.

We concludeé that Mobilnet based its actions reésulting in
a technical violation of its wholesale tariffs on a careless
interpretation of effective tariff dates. Therefore, we will not
open an investigation to assess whethér a penalty should be
imposed.
Findings of Fact

1. CRA alleged that defendant entered into an arrangement
with PIN to provide wholesale service instead of volumeé user
service required by D.90-06-026 and D.90-10-047.

2. D.90-06-026 required facilities-based carrieérs to
jmplement a volume user tariff only if a "sufficient demand"
existed. :

3. The volume user tariff was not inténded to be efféctive
immediately or to be effective if a demand for such sérvice did not
exist. '

4. D.90-06-026 and D.90-10-047 did not establish a specific
time period to establish a volume user tariff.

5. Mobilnet entered into a wholesalé agreement with PIN
because PIN met the wholesale tariff requirements,

6. D.91-01-033 required facilities-based carriers to submit
any volume user tariffs by March 1, 1991, and to conform to a

volume user tariff by May 1, 1991.
7. Mobilnet’s submittal of Advice Letter 60 on December 14,

1991 was not out of compliance with the generic cellular decisions.
8. Mobilnet’s activation of PIN subscribers réquesting

service after February 22, 1991, under the volume user tariff

complied with the May 1, 1991, mandatory volume user tariff date.
9., Mobilnet’s transition of PIN members activated prior to

February 22, 1991, off of the wholesale tariff to the volume user
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“tariff by May 1, 1991 complied with the May 1, 1991, mandatory .
volume user tariff date.

10, Advice Letter 60 was effectivé on January 14, 1992 and
Advice Letter 61 was effective becémber 19, 1990.

11. There was a technical violation of Mobilnet’s wholesale
tariffs during the December 19, 1990, to May 1, 1991, time period.
Coénclusion of Law

The complaint should be dismissed.

ORDER

IT IS ORDERED that the complaint in Case 90-12-012 is
dismissed.

This order bécomes éffective 30 days from today.

Dated Septémber 2, 1992, at San Francisco, California.

DANIEL Wm. FESSLER
President
JOHN B. OHANIAN
NORMAN D. SHUMWAY
Commissioners

Commissioner Patricia M. Eckert,
beiﬁg necessarily absent, did not
participate.

| CERTIFY THAT THIS DECISION
WAS APPROVED BY THE ABOVE
COMMISSIONERS TODAY

é?é/lﬁf f/1;27 talfa<x~,,*___‘
HEAL J d 3 uhve Dltéclor
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27th Revlsed cal, P.

LIHITED PARTNERSHIP
Cancels 26th Revised Cal. P u €/ No. 1}

Hayward, callfOrnia

- LIST OP EFFECTIVE SHEETS

Numbér of Revislon

1st Revised
27th Revised
. 12th Revlsed
Original
2nd Reéevised
Original
2nd Revised
2nd Reévised
2nd Revised
6th Revised
3Ird Revised
Original
Original
Original
1st Reviséd
5th Réviseéd
10th Reviged
1st Révised
original

DEC 14 1990

“ Advice Letter Ho. €0 Issued by pate Filed:

Hark O. Rlpley -Effectives JAN 14 1 9]

Name

becision No. General Manager
Title Resolution No.
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TE HOBILNET OF CM;IFORNIA,
 LIMITED PARTNERSHEIP
Hayward, californla

SChedule Cal. P UoC- Ho. 6-T
lzth Revised Ccal. P.U.C. Sheet Mo, 2
Cancels llth Revlsed cal. P.VU.C. Shéet No. 2

RETAIL CELLULAR TELECOHHUNICATIONS SERVICE - .
hatad B ]
. D ANp SUPERSEL.- -

TABLE_OF CONTENTS T vsrren gy,
~ i

APPLICATION OF TARIFF

CONTENTS

FXPLANATION OF SYHBOLS

LIST OF EFFECTIVE SHEETS

RATES AND CHARGES
ADDITIONAL ACCESS NUMBERS
BASIC PLAH
CALL ANSWERING SERVICE
CALL RESTRICTION CHARGES
CONTRACT RATE PLAN SWITCHING
DETAILED BILLING CHARGES
DIRECTORY LISTING
ENHANCED SERVICES
GOVERNKENTAL AGENCY RATE
LARGE USER RATE
ONE YEAR BASIC CONTRACT RATE PLAN _
ONE YEAR PERSONAL COMM. CONTRACT RATE
PERSONAL COMMUNICATIONS PLAN
PROMOTIONAL OFFERINGS
RESTORATION OF TERMINATED SERVICES
RETURNED CHECK CHARGE
SERVICE DEPOSIT
SERVICE PLAN

RATE PERIODS FOR USAGE

SPECIAL CONDITIONS

TERRITORY

TIHING OF CALLS

TITLE PAGE

® . pEC 141990

Issued by pate Filed:

Advice Letter No. 60
- Mark 0. Ripley
\ Hame Et’fectivesJAH 14 1991

pecision Ho. General Hanager

Title Resolution No.
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LIMITED PARTNERSHIP - eth Revised €al, P.U.C. Sheet No, 5C
uayward, California : ) Cancels 5th Revised Cal. P.U.C. Sheet No. 5C

'0;1 " '
L)

-b Ann
RETAIL CELLULAR TELECOHHUNICATIOES SERVICB SUPEHSED

RATES AND CHARGES (Contlinued)

(4) One Year Personal Commupications Contract Rate (Continued)

(e) One Year pérsonal Communications Contract Raté Provisions.

The contract term is one year. If the Customer
dlscontinues service undér thé One Year Personal .
comrunications Contract Rate prior to the cornclusfon of the
initial or any renewal périod, the Customér agrees to pay
the company, in addition to all the charges incurred, a
charge of $170.00, per Access Number. This charge does not
apply to deceased customer or customers that have
transferred out of the Company‘'s céllular seérvice area.
pProof, as determined by the Company, of such occurrence
must be providéd to the Company before this charge is
walved.

{5) Governmental Agency Rate*

Available to all govérnmental agencies as defined in CPUC
General Order Ho. 96-A.

{4) Activation Fee
To activatée or change an Access Numbér,
or to add or modity call restriction
featuresf pér Access Number affected:

Access Charge

Access to the Cellular Telephone System

for agencies subscribing to 100 Accéss
Humbers or less} per Access NHumber, per montht

Access to the Cellular Telephoné System
for agencles subscribing to 101 Access
tiumbers or morej per Access Number, per montht $28.25

Usage Charge
Each minute of usage during Peak Periodi $ 0.36
Each minute of usage during Off-Peak Period: $ 0.16

This rate is not available to customeras located in the San Luis
Oblspo Service Area.

. , DE£G 14 1990
Advice Letter No. 60 Issued by Date Filed:
JRNTT T8

HMark 0. Ripley
Hame -Effectivei

Decision lio, General HManager
Title Resolution No.
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RETAIL CELLULAR TELECOMMUNICATIONS SERVICE

A, Service Plan (Continued)

R cnafiTi g sl s Do
(5) GCovernméntal Agency Rate (Ccontinued) v auiete Trovit

(d} Enhanced Services
Each feature seélectedj pér Access Number,

- per monthi
Any four features) pér Access Number,

per montht
All features} per Access Number,; per montht

(6) Large User Rate
{a) Activation Fee

To actlivate, restore or change an
access number, or to add or modify call
restriction features) per access numbér
.affected!

Access Charge

Access to the Cellular Telephone System;
per month, per access numberj

1. §0-100 access numberst $ 35.00
2. 101+ access numberst $ 32.50

Usage Rate

Each minute of Usage during Peak Periodst

Each minute of Usage during Off-Peak
Periodst

Provisions

This Large User Rate is availible to any entity .
subscribing to at least fifty access numbers. The
entity subscribing to this Plan must also seérve as the
master customer, guarantee payment for all usage by
its members, and not apply any additional charges to
its members for these sérvices, The Company will not
bill or collect from any énd user directly. The
Company will only bill the subscriblng éntity serving
as the master customer. {H)}

Advice Letter No. 60 Isgued b'y Date Flled: DEC 14 _1_990
Mark_O. Ripley JAN 14 IQQI,

Mame - Effectivet

" pecisien No. General Manager
Title Resolution No.
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RETAIL CELLULAR TELECOMMUNICATIONS SERVICE

Large User Rate (Continued)
(d) Provisions (Continued)

Service té a customer of the Largé User Raté may be suspeénded or
.discontinued if the entity fails to pay its bills, or fails to
comply with any rules, as set forth in this tariff, or any
agreement. The California Public ytilities Commisslion will not
resolve disputes between the subscribing entity and its
subscribing members. Small claims court and other similar fora
are available to resolve disputes If nécessary. (M)

(L) (T)

Contract Rate Plan Switching

Any retail customér taking service under the One Year Basic
Contract Rate plan, for a period of less than sixty {60) days,
may switch services to the One Year Personal Communications
Contract Rate plan, and vice versa, without penalty or charge.

Any retail customer taking service under thé One Year Peérsonal
Communications Contract Rate plan, for a perlod in excess of
sixty (60) days, may switch to the One Year Basic Contract Rate

plan without penalty or charge.

Any retail customer taking service under the One Year Basic
Contract Rate Plan, for a period in excess of sixty (60) days,
may switch to the One Year Personal communications Plan for a

fee of $25.00. °

Restoration of Terminated Services

Any customer previously taking cellular service from the Company
may reactivate service within sixty (60} days of termination
without incurring the otherwise applicable activation fee.

Additfional Access Humbers

Any retail customer taking service in GTE Moblilnet of Santa
Barbara, Ltd.'s service area may subscribe to an access number
in the San Luls Obispo Service Area, as provided by the Company,
at a reduced rate, The monthly access charge will be $15,00,
All other rates will be applied as set forth In the current

tariff.

The additional access number must be applied to the Customer's
cellular telephone, as identified by its electronic serlial

number .

{L)

. Advice Letter No. 60 Issued by pate rileds DEC 14 1930
Mark ©. Ripley
Hame Effective: JAN 14 ]99‘,

General Manager

Decision No. __ _
Title Resolution No.
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' LIST OF EFFECTIVE SHEETS

- Humber of Reviglién

Original
23nd Revised
9th Reévised
Original
2nd Revised
3rd Revised
4th Revised
1st Reviséd
4th Révised
3rd Revised
4th Revisged
3rd Revised
Origlinal
2nd Revised
8th Reviséd
3rd Revised

Advice Letter No. 61 Issuéd by Dated FPiled DEC 19 1990

Mark O. Ripley .
Name Effective IJE!EI-BIQQO

pecislon No. General Hanager
Title Resolution No.

————




090-12-012 /AIJ/HFG/ _ ... APPENDIX
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Hayward, California ¢ancels eth Révised Cal, P.U.C. Sheet No.

WHOLESALE CELLULAR TELECOMMUNICATIONS SERVICE
TABLE OF CONTENTS

APPLICATION OF TARIFF

CONTENTS

EXPLANATION OF SYMBOLS

LIST OF EFFECTIVE SHEETS

RATES AND CHARGES
ACCESS AND USAGE CHARGES
BILLING TAPE CHARGE
CALL RESTRICTION CHARGES
ENHANCED SERVICES
EXPERIHENTAL OFFERINGS
MAINTENANCE OF SERVICE CHARGE
MR: RESCUE ROAD SERVICES
ONE YEAR BASIC CONTRACT PLAN
ONE YEAR PERSONAL COMM. CONTRACT RATE
PERSONAL COMMUNICATIONS PLAN
SERVICE CHARGES ,
THREE YEAR CONTRACT PLAN

RATE PERIODS FOR USAGE

SPECIAL CONDITIONS

TERRITORY

TIHING OF CALLS

TITLE PAGE

patea rirea DEC 191990

. Advice Letter No. 61 Issued by
Mark O, Ripley
Name “effective _ DEC 191990

General Hanager
Title Resolutioéon No.

Decision No.
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_ GTE MOBILNET OF CALIFORNIA, Page 8 Schedule cal, P.U.¢, No, 2-T
2nd Revised Cal.' P,U,C. Shéet No. 4
Cancels 18t Revised Cal. P.U.C,: Sheet No, 4

) LINITED PARTNERSHIP
" Hayward, Califorala

HWHOLESALE CELLULAR TELECOMMUNICATIONS SERVICE

APPLICATION OF TARIFF

This tariff applies to the wholesale provision of Cellular Telephone
Servlces within the greater San Francisco, San Jose, Vallejo-
Fairfield-Napa, Santa Rosa-Petaluma, Santa Cruz and Salinas-Seaslide-
Yonterey Metropolitan Statistical Areas and the San Luls Obispo Rural
statistical Area, as authorized by the California Public Utilities

Commission.

Cellular Telephone Sérvices are furnished by GTE Hobilnet of
California, Ltd. Partnership through facllities which are
interconnection to the public switched telephoné network. When
services and facilities are provided in part by other companies,
these reqgulations apply only to that portion the Company provides.
The Company does not transmit messages, but offers the useé of its
Faclilities, where available, for communication bétween parties
subject to the terms and condltions and at the rates specified

throughout this tariff,

The Company wlill provide Cellular Teélephone Services pursuant to this
schedule to any reseller, as certified by the California public
Utilities Ccommission and taking fifty acceéss numbers or more; in
order to provide such services, at retall, to third parties.
Customers who obtain Cellular Telephone Services in order to preovide
such services at retail to third parties must be certified to do 8o
by thé california Public Utilitiés Commission (See Schedule cal,
P.U.C. No. 3-T, Rule 19). Customers who obtain Cellular Telephone
Services from the Company pursuant to this tariff do so non-

exclusively.

As of the effective date of Advice Letter No, 60, the rates set forth
in this schedule are applicable only to cCalifornia public utllities
Commission certified resellers. Customers requesting service in bulk
should refer to the rates and conditions of the "Large User Rate,"” as
set forth in this tariff's Schedule cal. P.U.C. Ho. 6-T.

TERRITORY

The service area is located within the greater San Franclsco, San
Jose, Vallejo-Fairfield-Napa, Santa Rosa-Petaluma, Santa Cruz and
Salinas-Seaside-Honterey Metropolitan Statistical Areas and the San
Luls Oblspo Rural Statistical Area, as shown on the maps filed as

part of this tariff.

Advice Letter No. 61 Issued by Dated Filed DEG 19 1990
Hack 0. Ripley DEC 19 1990

Name Effective

Genera)l Hanager
Title Resolution No.

peclsion Ho.
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Pagé 9 schedule Cal. BiU.C. NO, 2-T
, 3rd Revieed Cali P.U.G, Sheet No. §
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WHOLESALE CELLULAR TELECOMMUHICATIONS SERVICE

SPECIAL_ CONDITIONS

All customers taking service in San Luis Obispd may leave that
service area (see Schedule Cal. P.U.C. No. 1-T, Original cal. P.U.C.
sheet No. 4F) and enter GTE Mobilnet of Santa Barbara, Limited
Partnership’s service area without incurring any roamer charges.

All customérs taking service In the San Luis Obispo service area {See
Schedule Cal. P.U.C. No. 1-T, Original cal. P.U.C. Sheét No 4F) that
enter any of thé other GTE Mobilnét of california, Limited
Partnership service areas (geeé Schedule cal. P.U.C. No. 1-T) will
incur roaming charges, in additlion to othéer carrier charges (see
Schedule Cal. P.U.C. No. 3-T, Original cal. P.U.C. Sheet No. 34).

TIMING OF CALLS

A. Chargeable time for calls originated by a Cellular Telephoné
begins when the called number answers and énds wheén the Céllular
Telephoné disconnects.

B. Chargeable time for calls recéived by a Cellular Telephoné
begins when the call is answered and ends when the Cellular

Télephone disconnects.
C. Usage on each call is roundéd up to the next minute for billing

purposes.
HWhen a connéction is established in one rate period and ends in
another, the rate in effect for each period applies to the

portion of the connection éccurring within each rate period.

RATE PERIODS FOR _USAGE

Applicable rates are based on the time of day and day of week as
followst

A, Peak Period

7:00 a.m. to 7100 p.m. - Monday through Friday

B. Off-Peak Period

7100 p.m. to 7100 a.m. - Monday through Friday and all day
on Saturday, Sunday and the holidays specifled belowt

(L)

(L)

Héw Year's Day Thanksgiving
Hashington*s Birthday Christmas
Independence Day ~ Memorial Day
Labor Day
Advice Letter No. 61 Issued by pates rited _DEC 19 j99p
Hark 0. Ripley
" Name -Effective Mﬁﬂ

Decision Ho.

General Hanager
Title Resolution No.

———n
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a.

5.

+

WHOLESALE CELLULAR TELECOMMUNICATIONS SERVICE

Access and Usage Chargeés (continued)

ONE YEAR PERSONAL COMHUNICATIONS CONTRACT RATE UPERSs s
A<'..- ~ ‘\»~

{3) One Year Personal Comwunications Plani Contract Rate
Provislons.

The contract term is one year. The contract is
automatically rénéwed unless written notification ig
recelved by the Compariy at léast thirty days prior to the
end of the contract term. Any Customer subscribing to the
wholesale Three Year Contract Raté may also subscribe to a
One Year Personal Communicatfons Contract Rateé Plan. This
rate is offered to all Customers comnitting spéclfic access
numbers, by way of a signed contract, to theé One Year
personal Communications Contract Rate. If thé Customer
terminates an individual Access Numbér contract prlor to
the end of the initfal or any renewal term, the Customer
will be assessed a fee of $127.50 for éach terminated

Access Number.

(b) Access to the cCellular Telephone system}
per number, per montht

{c) Usage Charge
Each minuté of usage during Peak Periodsi $ 0.
Each minute of usage during Off-Peak Perlodst $ 0

(d) Enhanced Services aré included at no charge
per Access Number affected.

CONTRACT RATE PLAN SHITCHING

Any wholesale customer taking service under the one Year Basic
contract Rate plan, for a perlod of less than sixty {60) days,
may switch services to the One Year persébnal communications

contract Rate plan, and vice versa, without penalty or charge.

(D}

. Advice Letter No. 61 Issued by

Declsion No.

General Manager
Title Resolution Ho.

pated Filed DEC 19 1390

Hark 0. Ripl
: Nare e Effective DEC 19 1990
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WHOLESALE CELLULAR TELECOMMUNICATIONS SERVICE

B. Access and Usage Charges (Continued)

6. CONTRACT RATE PLAN SWITCHING (Continued)

Any wholesale customer taking serviceé under thé One Year
Personal Communications Contract Rate plan, for a pericd in
excess of sixty (60) days, may switch to the One Yéar Basic
Contract Rate plan without penalty or charge.

Any wholesaleée customer taking service under the One Year
Basic Contract Raté Plan, for a perlod in excess of sixty
{60) days, may switch to the Oneé Year Personal
commnunications Plan for a fee of $15.00.

MR. RESCUE ROAD SERVICES

Any wholesale customer subscribing to 5,000 or morée Access
Numbérs will receive Mr. Rescué Road Services for each
Access Number at noé charge. Said cusdtomer must have béeén
on the Company's cellular system for twelve months and
consistently paid for all assoclated charges on timé during
thosé twelve months. The provisions for timely payment of
charges aré set forth in the Company's Schedule cal. P.U.C.
No. 3-T, Sheet No. 14, Payment of Charges. This offering
will terminate on August 31, 19%0.

Hr. Rescue Road Services provides assistance for minor
automobile related emergénclies such as tire repair, battery
recharging; and refueling services.

‘ Advicé Letter Mo, 61 Issued by pated riteda DEGC 19 1990
Mark O. Ripley

Name " Effective DEC 141990

Decisfon No. General Manager
Title Resolution No.

(END OF APPENDIX A)




