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Decision 96-10-054 October 25, 1996
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‘Rule-4.B:(4).)rAt:that time:we did-notvspecifically address.wlether
the ;adviced 1letter-approach iwas:appropria;e-t for inewl services:withi
privacyiimplicationss iUp.ito:nowj:allicarriersyseeking authority:to
offer privacy-related CLASS-féatures: have filedtgppliéations-g;i 1ol
‘pursvdnbitdrour 1992gCéller-eID:dgéisi,oﬁs.sz‘The,-_Bréoks;;GOmpanies' )
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Commission’s privacy-related concerns associated:withfcertain -GLASS
features have:been-addressed, ‘and the (Commission!? sarinformed
-conserit%:igoal ‘should be: achievables«Whenra néwcservice:with privacy
-implications is tariffed;i either-directly by the carrier-or-via’a
whélesale tariff,> the ‘conditions:of. the :Public Utilitids:Codé~ s
governing - the’<‘fj1'ing= of::tdriffs\to pfoteo’tna_nd “inform!consumers rand
mitigate anticompetitive :behdvior. have :been met.}:sIt:appears hzon
therefore that the public interest is not further‘_;,adya:ﬁced_1by6:rifi
requiring :a- ‘carriel: to- file:-an application,’ (xathér than aniadvice
lletter. when the carrier: has anapproved GNEP-in place rand willrh
offer the: priyacy-related service:viafa tariff-én file with thc% 7
~a»Commission.io ‘I‘hefefo‘re",f{ whéh-z "a’-'cgr-riez‘fha's; an dpproved. .CNBP, »iif‘ place
and:ﬁili:bfferbasprivacyrtelgtéd‘CLASSffeaburénviayau;arifffohﬁfile 7
with the Cofmmission;!.that carrier:ifay:seek authority. to :offér:‘the'
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3. then a CILC or anfLEC?hfohn:approved,CNEE implemented,,the
Cormmission’s privacy-related concerns associated with certain CLASS
features have been addressed, and the!Cémmissionss?rinformed
consent*igoal shoﬁld?bezaéhieVable:J oviiiton o 5 go:dll L4
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1. When a Competitive LocaleCatrier%ﬁCLC)aér LOOal'Exohangé'
i Caxrier (LEC)ohas:an;approéed1qu3tbmeriﬁotificabionwand education
plan;iCNEP)iin;placeaanduwillioffer:aEprivaog&rela;éd:GLASS:féature
Viazagtariffeon file.with the:Commission,othaticarrier mayiséekoo
-ciauthority to offersthe’privacy-related:CLASS:féaturesbycadvidédni
letter filing. As with other new CLC services anditariﬁfarévisidhs;
. .exceptcochanges inetesznotgqffeotingftatqscqrprélocabions.af text in
_ theitariff@schedulesffsﬁch?adviéejlébtégbfilings5éhallfbecémedjus
" effective on forty (40) days’ notice to.thé:Commission dsiv oftd
2. The Executive Director shal} serve thisqdecisigﬁgoﬁ;thé;
.Caller-ID.Applications(A:90-11:011, -A:90-12-0655 and A, 91401-039}
;Service-listspithe LQcal5Compebibiqn<Dockéﬁ(dR.95-044043L IR
- I.95—04ﬁ044)3serviceilisbnsandfdnfall\presenﬁﬂyfcertificdtedtCDC$
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baae33;uThé:Telecommunicatidnggﬁivision;shall&pr0ces§’thé Joint
Application of Brooks Fiber Communications of Bakersfield, Brooks:
Piber Communications 6f Fresno, Brooks Fiber Communicatiqns of
Sacramento, Brooks Fiber Communications of San Jose, and Brooks
Fiber communications of Stockton to Provide Privacy Related CLASS
Services as an advice letter. ‘
4. The Joint Application of Brooks Fiber Communications of

Bakersfield, Brooks Fiber Communications of Fresno, Brooks Fiber
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‘ Communications of Sacramento, Brooks Fiber Communications of
san Jose, and Brooks -Fiber Communications of Stockton to Provide
pPrivacy Related CLASS Services is dismisséd without prejudice.

5. This proceeding is closed.
This order is effective today.
Dated October 25, 1996, at Sacramento, California.

P. GREGORY CONLON
' President
JESSIE J. KNIGHT, JR.
HENRY M. DUQUE
JOSIAH L. NEEPER
Commissioners

. Commissioner Daniel Wm. Fessler,
. being necessarily absént, did not
participate.




