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PUBLICtrrILITIES COMMISSION OF'THE'STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Comm.ission Advisory and· Compliance' D;tv·is.ion RESOLUTION. '1'-14990*' 
'I'elecomn'l\uiications Branch. . . '.. . . Novemk>er'o, 1992'.' 

B ~ ~ . .Q ~ ~ I .l.Q }j 

RESOLUTION T-14990~ LOS· ANGELES SMSA LIMITED 
PAATNERSHIP AND PACTEL CELLULAR-SAN DIEGO. REQUEST TO 
REVISE ROAVZR RATES WI'I'HIN' CALIFORNIA. 

BY ADVICE LETTER NOS,. 13:1 AND 92 FILED ON APRIL 20, 
1992~.BY SUPPLEMENTAL.AOVICELE'I'TER NOS. 13·1-11. AND 92-11. 
FILED ON;. APRIL: 2'.4,.. 199'2;; BY" SUP·PLEMENTAL· ADVICE ·LETTER· 
NOS .. ·1 3 l';"S AND:·' 9~-B· FILED ON MAY ::lS·',. '199'2:;·. AND BY . 
SUPPLEMEN'rAL': ADVIC~:'LETTERS 131·-C:. AND: 9.2:-C.· FILED ON 
SEPTEMBER' .·S: I' 1992:~: '. "'.' 

, (_'i" :--, , ,'j," ,- ._ • 
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This Resolution grants, on a provisional basis,. the requests to 
revise and simplify roamer rates by two" o·f PacTol's cellular 
telecommunications carrier affiliates," PacTel.affiliates·):· Los 
Anqel'es SMSA Limited partners.hip and. PacTel Cellular-San Oieqo .. . " , _. ,-, 

The Pac Tel affiliates'proposalineludos: (1) a revision of 
roamer. rates ·fo·r ,other earriers'''customcrs who· travel into tho 
two·paeTelaffillates.tservice·.arcas." and (2) settinq . roamer 
rates'/ forthe:ir own custome'rswho: travel· to other. parts: of· . 
California.PacTel· af,filiatesrcqucst that these roamer chanqos 
be implemented. as .a provis'ional tariff for a period of 12 months. 
.' " ' , 

The proposed .. roamer rate, ehanges will benefit a majority of 
PacTol affiliates' eus.tomers and. other carriors' customers. 
PacTel affiliates' p'rop'osed, roamer chanqcs. will be offective 
until November' 6, ·19'93· •.. :· Requests., for· extension or permanence of 
thes.eroamer., rates shall' be filed. through an application •. 

" , , , I 

. Several.customors ': and. uS:wes;t.Ce'll;ula.ro-f·Cal.ifo~nia~· Inc. 
protes:ted:PacTel;!s.propo:sed. roamer chang-os.'. .. . 

- . , , .... . '. ',. ,- ... 

;eAC!\GRQUND' '. 

On April 2'0, 1992,. the following PacTel Cell uloraff.i.liated 
Cal.l:fornia cellular ,telecommu'nications carriers' .:£11ed advice 
. letters, to: s.'implifY:·and·:standard'ize' thei.r· roamer' rates: Los· 
Ar~9'e.·J::es: S~$ALim~ted';·Partnership. (LASLP) ,. PaeTe~: Cellular-San 
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Resolution 'T~1.4'990· 
Los Anqeles SMSAL.P~A,.L:,," 131 
PacTel A.L~ 92' '-92-C/nyq ", 

November 6, 1992 
l.31-C 

Diego' (PTC), Sacramento-Valley Limited, Partnership (SV'LP), and 
Modoc RSA, Limi ted Partnership" (MRLP,). Each o,f these carriers is 
wholly controlled by PacTel Cellular (PacTal). 

Each advice letter included . the following requests: (1) to, 
revise the roamer rates it' charges. to other carriers" customers, 
who roam in.to its service area, and (2) to, set the roamer rates, 
for, its own customers who; roam into, the service areas of other 
carriers. The carriers ,requested that these' roamer chanqes be' 
implemented for a period of 12' months,., ' The' Commission staff, 
however" expressed concerns on the issue o,f revenue distribution 
between cel,lular n,arkets" which was pointed out in the' protest 
received'M As: d, result,.Pac'I'elwithdrew the requests of SVLP and 
MRLPand.,further, s,upplemented the advice lette,rs of LASLP' and PTC 
to· show., revenue, neutral it yon ,a market..;by-market basis., LASLP 
andP'I'C will be, referred to as PacTe).;' affiliates in this 
Resolution. ' 

A roamer ratei,s, a rate' charged ·by a carrier'to another carrier's 
cellu'lar customer who travels into· its ,service area (an area 
outs,ide the service territory o·f the d.esignated carrier of the 
customer).'I'he carrier who provides roaming cellular service to 
the visitinqcustomernormally,sets those rates~ and bills. the 
customer's, carrierr,who in turn bills the ,customer the rate it 
wascharqed. 'In. their, advice letters, PacTel affiliatespropo,se' 
not to", pas,s. through the other carrier's roaming rate for their 
customers, who roam outsi'd.etheir service'areas.. Instead, PacTel 
affiliates propo,se t,o'es.tabl'is.hrates which 'may be higher or' 
lower than the rate's . customers are . billed'oy the other carrier • .. '.'. ,-

The:.fo,llowing:ta:b-le. shows PacTelaffiliates',present and. proposed 
roamer rates for ,other carriers' custome~,s who r(')~m" in;to·P"c:Tel'$ . 
Los Angeles and 'San O.iegg rJreas: 

~SLPl:eTC 'IN-ROAMER RATE~" 

Current Rates", . 
'~Ase9ss ' : U9"g,~!M~T\. 

.prop6'sCe.Rates· : 
bcc~~s .: Us 0 gr;:iXi " . 

Percentagr. .' 
Ch~ng~' 

LASL?-!19~ Arlg.e)~g 

From. other none. :$.70 peak 
CA markets '! .2'7' off~pea,k 

none :$. .60 peak (0),· 
: .,60 off peak eI) 'II., 

From:'out~'of- none:!. 70 peak 
state m~rkets . ..27. off-pe'ak 

none . 1. OS· peak (I) 
none . 1.05 off~peak (I) .. 

.. : .~ - , " 

From .. ;:6ther", none 
CA:..markets,,: ' .. ' 

': .. 60 peak 'no,ne' : ,.55 peak (0,) 
.55,e>ff";peak (I) 

t.' " 
:' ..• ,,24 . o'~f. peak 

" .. "' '"I; '. ' .• ~, ;1 .. <'. , .', " 

, • (O)', ·.i'nd-ic'a,tes"a decrease' in' rates .. ' 
•• ,/(:I')£nciic,atesan incre~:s,e" in, rates-. 
, . .',,'. ,.~ -: " ,>. ' 

, • "j':"."" 
" ' 
'.' . ' 
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Resolution 'T-14'990,"'" . 
Los. Anqeles' SMSA ·L,.P'.A .• L. 13·1 - 131-C. 
P~cTel A.L. 92- 92-C/nyg 

November 6, 1992 

The above. t~ble indicates .that both PaCTel.affiliates propose 
hiqherrates' foro·ff-peak roamer customers f·romother parts of 
·California and ··lower rates· for' peak roamer customers from other 
parts. '0'£ CAlifornia.,. but only tASLP' proposeshi9her rates for·. all 
out-o·f-stateroamer eustomers..PTCproposes to: charge the same 
ra·tes for bo.th California and" out-Of-state: roamer c.ustomers .. 

In thei'r' supporting data".bo,th PacTol affiliates. indicate that a 
majority 0·£ . other' carriersJ customers: who· roam intotheir'service: 
areas' are peak cus.tomers·.: Based on the data submitted.,..it 
appeo.rs that. amajor,ity o.fother carriers' customers will benefit 
from PacTel affiliates' rate restructuring.. . . . '. 

The £01lowinq. table' shows othQf;"rriel:'S" e!lrr~nt rates "n~ 
E"~~ alli.li,"tes r ph'9posed---xa~_-•... The·se are the rates that. 
PacTel: affilio.tes, propose.·to set for 'their own 'customers who. 
roam o.utsid'e-.the.ir serviee areas': . ..' . 

. LASr.ipIpTC'~ QUT-ROAMER . BATES ... 

Current;Rat'es:: . . 
A;cess·,YS"ge(l1i".: . 

. P'ropos'ed .Rates . 
Access':Us~g<i' IMi..!l:.. Perc:enta9'e : 

Chong~ •. 
LASLP 

. ' . 

. To:San·oieqo.· none :$~.6.0;:peak·· . 
.:.2'.4. o·ff-peak 

'1'0 'Sta •. 
Barbara' .& 

... $2.00.: .:" • S·Opeak'·: ... 
:., . 5·0'" o·f.f ~pe'ak 

. S·Luis Ol::lispo#. 

To:6ther" 
CAmarkcts, . 

. ## 

SUl)s·cri~ers.· .. ·. ##. 
to·' LA.SLP" s: ..... 

. . Empl.oyee' SerVo. Prog •. 
. ", '>to 

" -' . 
.. ~"::"" 

. '/, ' 

. -.. i, ,,', 

.. To· other ## 
CAmarkets 

• ., I" 

## 

## 

Subscribors 1# 1# 
to '·LASLP"·s 

. Employee Servo Prog_ 
., ',I 

". ,. 

'none· . ~$ ··· .. 45, peak. (D) •. .• 2'7 o·ff·peak- (I) : · 
none ... .45 .peak (0,) .. •. .• 2'7' of~.-peak (o) •. 

none- .:". 6 0 peak' . 
: • 60: off-peak 

:. .60, pe'ak 
.. 60' . o.ff'-peak 

none· 
· . ' . 

" ,) 

none; · .60 peak. . · · . 60 o£ f-peak . · .. 
none · •. 60 peak · 

'~ .... 06,0 off-peak 

#For a 10-m'inute-,eall ,the applicable. charges are tho fo.llowin9: 
other.carrier,'scurrentra-ee $7.00..' .' 
L)'sLP's· propos:ed'rate .' 4 .• 50 (all peak)' 

#'#Ori:.the" average,' mo&t.carriers'·chargo $2 .. '00;'access'fee and 
hiqherper~inute, us'age rate~, .... 

" 
., " 

'," !, 
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Los Anqeles ·SMSAL:.;P'.,A.L .. " 131 - 131;"C 
PacTel' A .. L .. ,92- ,92';"C/riyq 

" I . " , ' 

'l'he ,above,~ tl!tble" inaicl!ttesthat ,pl!tcTel,;'aff-iliates;,'p:roposed' roamer 
'rates, for;the:l,rown.: cust'omers arelowertMn the other carriers ,I ' 

, current<r.ates, on ,the average., ,'",~, 
1;; .. , •. 0"" .. ,' .' I" . J 

lmlC:eftRQ1ES!S, 

Pub,lic notice' thatPae'I'el affiliates filed. thc above listed 
advice letters appeared in the Commission's Ooily Calend'ar on 
April ,22, 19,92, April 29', 1992, May: 20 I 1992', and September 14 1 -

1992~ Also> pursuant to General Order'No. 96,-A,'Section III, 
Paragraph 5"PacTelaffil:i.ates mailed.copi~s ,o'£. their advice, 
letters to' o,therutili.ties,"and.'to:al,linterest:ed parties' ',' " 
requesting no,tifica:tion,;.;:', PaeTe'l, ,af,filiates':" customers were' 
notified' o,f:the" proposec1>ratesthrou'qh,b,il!, inserts,. 

. . . ,~ '. .' . - ". " .. 

Ten 'customers' (mostly' from Los Anqolos ~r¢~ and from other are~s 
thatc~nnot ~e idontified.) protested. tha't t.he S~60/minute roaming 
rate is e.xcessiv~ .and unfair .. ,·Pacl'eJ:· affiliates responded to' 
only' five o,f' the. customer prote~ts bec'~use th~' o'thers were' la.te
filed. protests. In :i,ts-. response" pac'l'el explained, among-other 
things, that a m4jori:tyof'their-Los Angeles customers will . 
benefit from 'the proposed-r~te when roaming in the Bay ",rea ~nd 
the Fresno/Visalia/Bakersfield area. ' Current customers whQ, roam 
into the B~y area are charqec:l. the fo,llowing:, Access charge -
S2-~OO/c1ay, usage Rate ~ $,O,~5,O/minut,ei while,those in the -
Fresno/Visalia/Bakersfield.'area are charged. the following: , 
Access charge- - $2'.0 O!day., Usage rate, - s. 6S/minute.. 'l'herefore, 
pac,tel' sproposed . changes will.lowe.r most cus'tomers" :roaming 
:rates,. when travelin'qi'nto' tho,se ",rea-sral though thosoehanqes 
eouldraise'l>ills for customerswhoseusogo pc:r· day is more th"'n 
thirteen minutes." ., 

, In ,addition " to:, the protests:"disc:usse~;'thirty nine' customers 
. (mostly' ·from·Los' Angeles' and.. other nei9hbo'ringareas)- sent 
letters 'in supp'ort of 'the-proposed 'roamer rates-.. . 

, . 

U.S; W~stC:~)):Ii!ll}t 9.f·'C'.·tl.it'9:r"i~, ]1"le. (ns Wq~t) tt2t~$t 

On MaY,14'':; 19'92; US: West filed a protest to Actvice Letters 92 anc1 
92-1\.' of' PTC only. US "West is. P'l'C"s, comp~titor .in the San Oieqo 
area. US West based its, protest on tho, followinqgrounds: 

1., 
2,;, 
3 . 

\. ' ... ,.' " . 
", . " .' 

"',', 

.... ' 
,I' \ 
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131-C 

US we-st protests that PTC hid the fact that it is increasing its 
off-peak usage rate from $.2'4 to $.60 by proposing a flat usag~ 
rate of $ .. 60 for both peak and off-peak. 

US: West also states that,P'):IC's proposal to set the rate for its 
own customers who- travel outside its service area will result in 
providing_ roamer 'service. at below . "'tariffed II" cost. 'l'hus f P'l'C 
will charge, its customer only S ."GO/minute, fo'r "roaming in another 
carrier':s, service area, " but PTC has. to, pay the carrier carrying 
the traffic ata range of $.,79/minute to, $~9',9/minute. Therefore, 
P'I'C will charqe its customers less than what ;i;t,has to-pay .. 

. . . ...-

US West 0.130 states- that revenue· neutrality should be considered 
on a market-by-markct basis, not, aggregated on a corporate basis 
across Pac'I'el's entire market.. US West claims that P'l'C and other 
Pac'I'el affiliates,," total company measurement is cross-subsidizing 
one market with revenue from another market. S.ince P'l'C is' 
operated by Pac'I'e.!. and Pac'l'el is able to control large parts 0,£' 
the cellular market in'California, it can, cross-subs·idize, below 
,"tAriffed" costs. it, o,ffers, it.s own cust.omers with the above 
·>tariffed."· rates: it: charges. customers who, 'travel ,into, its service' 
area.~ US·:West.'claims-.:,C'ompetitiy-e" d.isadvantage, because it does 
no,t have-any, C'alifo:rn:io., ,4-ffi:liate-and>doc's ,not: ha.ve' the ability 
to'cross:-'su~sidize rates between, celluldr 'marke'ts,.. ' .. 

. PIC' 5 Reply to TiS We~t' 5 Prote~~ 

PTC replies, that it has not· attempted to hide any rate increases. 
In its, roamer ,tariff schedule ", P'I'Cused thesyrn:Ool( C) which 
dezig-nates ac'hangewhich could result: in either dn increase or a 
deerease-depending' on the-roamer"s .usage characteris,tics. 

PTC explains tha,t it. is 'setting' 'ra tos.:' for.'i ts' own: customers, 
which, in. most. eases"will, resul t, 'in aoecreased roaming charge. 
The carrier' providing the, 'eellul,ar service to' the. roaming, .' 
cus:tomer w.ill be re£mbursed',byPac'l'el ,at the earric1""s, tariff 
rate.. " 

PTC also explains" ,that the effect. of its proposal would not 
result in any cross-subsidization of its San Die90 market~y 
other PacTel affilia,te compan'ies. PTe's market will receive no 
payments 'from "other Pac,Tel a£f'il,iate- utilities, and Pl'Cwill 
absorb, the, increased., cost . of 't~buyinq down" roamer charqcs. for . its 
customers who ro,am. ,in other California markets.. . 

After the Col'l'im-i's:sion expressed coricerns' about revenue 
distribution. among Pac'I'el's, affiliates" in, Los Angeles., San Oieqo, 
Sacram,ento,(and'Modocareas,,, Pac'rel withdrew requests for . 

, Sac,'ramen,to,:and:"Mod,oca:reas and 'further supp,lemented~filin9s for 
" "Los:".'An:gel'es" and,S,an:'O,ie90', areas'to'snow, revenue neutrality on a" 
, 'market~by-marke:t','basis ;''', ",' 'l'he.re'wereno,protests: to: these: -" ' 
supp-J;emen.tal'<);filings.~', .,f " ",,', 

, , . " . '. "', "".'.: \ "",,/ ... ,' ",' !,.'.' 
, " 
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,Resol'ution 1'':'149:90·'' ..• ' . , , 
L08.Ange1es·/SMSA, L",:P;.','A.L.' 131:- 13'l-C. 
,Pac1'el A .L .. ,92'- ,9 Z-C/nyg· . 

~ISCUSSI9N 

November 6'1 1992· 

PacTal originally proposed roamer rate restructuring in four 
areas: LosAAgeles, S~nOiego, S-acramento·, and Modoc. Pac1'el 
claimed that its proposed rate restructuring was· revenue neutral 
when viewed on a consolidated' basis.' However, the Comm.1.ssion 
Advisory and Compliance O·ivision(CACO} agreed with· U.S: .. Wes.t.~s 
protest that revenue neutrality should-be considered on a rnarket
by-market- basis.. If viewedo·therwise" dis,tribution o·frevenues 
between cellular market occurs~ 1'his si:tuationobviously 
dis,advantages:·otherc.ompetit.orswho do: ·not have' affiliates .1.n 
other markets.' AfterCACO expre:::sed' its concerns, PaC'I'el' , 
withdrew -the- f.1.1ing5. for. S:acramento and. Modoc and revised filings. 
for the Los Angeles. 'and' San Diego· areas. to show revenue 
neutrali ty on a market-by-market bas·is". . 

Based on the. data:suppliedl:>y Pac'I'e'l aff.iliates, it appears that 
a majority ofcustomors will benefit. by the· roamer rate 
restructuring. Also, PacTel·affiliates. indicate that the rate 
restructuring is. revenue :neutral.. Inord'er to insure that it is 
indeed the case/we will reqUire monitoring. reports. 

In Resolution '1'-14 6·21 ~.the., Commiss.ion expressed concerns. over 
McCo.wco.rr:i.ers setting roamer rates for the·:i.r own customers when 
they travel .into:anothercar,rier"s: service arca'. and roamer 
service-is· provided by another carrier •. S:ince· the earrier 
prov:i.ding:the roamer,serviee' normally sets ·the.roamer.rates, the 
Commis.s.io·nwasonlywillingto· accept the McCaw' roamer tariffs on 
a provisio·nalbasis,·an~t.;sub·j'ect 'to· .submission ofmonitorin9' data 
to" establish-that.the· roamer rates were' .. ind·eed·revenuc ·neutral •. 

. Reso~u~ion·'I'-l.4.?2·1 al:so.required that any re~ues:tto:make tho . 
. provl,'s.loonal tarloffs.· permanent needed' to· be floled"o.sa formal 

app1icati0!l0 . . .' ...'.. 

In Resolution, 1'-14621" that Commission determined that when McCaw 
files an app-lieationto make the roamer rates' set, for their own 
customers permanent,. we will have the .opportunity to evaluate the 
reasonableness·· o·fsettinq roamer rates; ·outside-a carrier~s : 
service. territory .... ·.Until that time) we_·'will·!o·lJ:ow' the process' 
establi·she-d.in Re-solution'I':-1462'l~, Any:'reques,tfor authority.' to 

. setratesoutsidc"a" c·arrier'-s·serviee 'area,s,hould result 'either 
in. revenue neutrality' 'for that partieular carrier or a decrease 
in the, rate" o£ the' rOamer customer.. . " 

Since· PacTelaffiliate·s indicate tha.t their requo-sts will result 
irt.reyenue neutrality,wo will approve th~irrequests to set 
roamer ·,rate-sout'sid.e· their service areas· o:n a provisional basis. 
Further, wew.ill require Pac'l'el affiliates·to"provide periodiC: 
monit:orl:ng. d:ata ... :to- establish that- the proposed rate .. res.tructuring 
is. indeed.';rcyenue·:,neu.tral .. ' . All monitoring-,data submitted.· by. ..' 
Pac'I'~1::.a·f.filia.te5:wil1'"be~rev'ie.wed. as:' .par.t ·o'f':the,applicat:ion· . 
pr.ocess':)':;f.:· pacT.e-l.,';'seeks. peX'In~nent tar.i £ f· .. 'a'u thor i tyfcr· ·these.. '.' 
roamer:ra.:t·es:...':·.··.' .,.-i '.' ..' .... ',' '. :. 

'."'.:.~:.'~ ,.:.'. ;'~~~'I:'::.. ('" )',' i 
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For'the above'reasons, it is reasonable to grant PaeTel 
affiliates.' requests in their Advice Letters 131 - 131-C and 92 -
92-C on' a, provis-iona.l basis pending- filing- of an, application for 
a·permanent ·tariffp· We.believe that a formal process is a-more 
ade9?ate·,too,lfo-r'the Commission to,' determine whether,Pac'I'el 
o.f f lol·l.a,tas·' interim plan: ",is:' "indeed 'revenue'neu tral and 'whether , its 

,is-"appropriate-:,for'" a utility to set ratcs outs,iaeits serv1ce 
'area.,' , " . " " , 

fINDINGS: 

1 •. , PacTel seeks, to revise the roamer rates for, cellular 
cus-tomers who- tr.avel,into',its, Los,.Angeles-" and San Diego service 
areas. '_. FacTalrequests, .that"this authority bc' granted .. fora ' 
p~riodof 12 'months. . , ' .' 

2~"Pae'l'el s.oeks:':'o set the roamor r~tcs,for its'Los Angeles and 
San Diego eus,tomers .. ,who- travel intothe~servieeareasof o,ther , 
carr'iers... PacTel requests that this authori:ty :be granted fora, 
period·: ,of.;' 12 : months,;;, , 

',' 3., '. 'A majority ,of PacTe,I"s ',Los Angeles and S~n Diego-- customers 
. and> othe-r',9'arr.iersf customers 'will benefit from the roame~ rate 
restructurl.ng •.. 

4 .1'ac'I'ei;.'ind'ieates· th~tits proposedra.te 'restrue-turing ;ts, 
revenue:neutr.,.l . .' in, the Los,' Anqeles and San D'iego motropoli tan' 
serviee' areas.: . . 

.'. 

5·.".' Monitoring reports- are' required' 'to- determine if the 'rate-
restructuring is indeed revenue noutral.' . 

6 ~: ..... :~he';'is'~~e'~'f: a::,u,t:'~lityt:s': '~ettinq.·r~tes outside,it·s· service 
area should., 'be· :-determined" ina, forma;l proceeding as, determined. in' 
Resolution· 'l'-1452'1.-' ,'" " ' '':' . " 

,I,. ",! •• 1. , "". J 

'.' 
"'I 

'l'HEREFORE, IT" IS ORDEREOthat: 

1 .. ' Los Angeles" Sy.sA.I.imi ted .. Partnership '5· reCluest in ' its' Advice· 
Let-ter: Nos; .. 13:1,.. l31-A" .. 131-B,and131-C is granted on a 
provisional'.basis until Novembor 6, .199.3. ' . , , ' , 

2 ,- PaeTel:cel'lul~r-s,an~i~qo;"S: requel3t in its Advice Letter 
Nos .• 92 , 92-A, 9:2' ... B, and 92,,:,Cis granted on a provis.ional:basis 
until November 6, 1993~,' . 

3 .',,: My requests to extondthe authority grant,ed- in Ordering' 
. P'araqraph ,Nos., land .2' shall, be', ,filoQ,through anapplieation-. 
, Requ~stfor.,furtherex.tens,ion·, ~f::s-aid',a'uthor£ty . 'shall be, fi.1ed' 
w.ith: 'su£fic'ient-. time ,to .. a;l:low:,·the,Commis.sio:o:to·. issue- a deeision 

·pri'or',,'to·; ,the"'exp,iration:' of "t'he 'autho'rlty .,' . 
;. ,',' """", ,,' " "", ': .' '/ ,:', "': , ," ,<,"I ':" ,,', .. ,' ': " :",', ,'".'" '."" ","', . , 

, .'j' 
',,', , .. ' " ,! 

, ' 
, ',! '" 

, ':' 
,', 
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Resolution '1'-1499:0'.: " 
Los An9'eles~ ,SMSA, L.,p'~,A.L.: 1.3.1-l31.-C 
PacTeIA~L·. 92'-· 92'-C/nyg-

November 6" 19'92 .. 
'. 

4.. . Any requests .to make the' authority granted: in Ordering 
Parag-raphNos~. land. 2 permanent shall be. filed through an . 
application .. ·' . 

5. Pac'I'el.Cellular .shall file a month·ly.report summarizing- data 
on. ineolJ.:ect roamer revenues for Los AAg-eJ:es:SMSA. Limited' 
Partners:hip~.'and· PacTel CellUlar-San O,i'egO· •. ·The·.monthly reports 
shallinelude .. t·he foll:ow,i;ng data::' total eall-s,total minutes., 
and total air c~arg-es~ , 

6·...P~eTel Cellul",rsh.:ll.l file ~rnonthiy reportsummarizinq d.ata 
on'out~o'll'ee't roamer'revenues. for. Los Angeles. SMSA.Limited . 
P·artnership· and:PacTel. Cellular-S.an.D'iego·. The. monthly' reports 
sha.lJ:includethefo'lloW'in9'd~ta:: .. total, .calls,.. total minutes., and total air charges.. . . '. . . .. 

7. Every three months, followingimp·lementation" PaeTel Cellular 
shall provide a statistical compar.ison of roamer data und.er the 
old and, new plans.. A statistically valid. s:ample' of customer 
bills is to be rerated using the previous. roamer rates. The 
utility 'is to samp,le roamer usage for .o·ne, month during the 
quarter ... · The sample .must re,flect thepropo·rtionate ·population of 
customers for Los, Angeles, ·SMSALimited.,Partnership and PacTel 
cel'lu:lar-S:~nDieqo' .• · . The .. workpapers. mus,t include the sample. 
selec.tion method'ology.'·, T:he:' >report' mus't s.ho\· ... ::.· total calls" total 
minutes; to·t:alair 'charges/total dailyaceess,chargcs_, .. and' total char9'es.. . '. .... . 

8:~' All" monitoring- reports, shall' be etirected, to. the Chief', , 
Telecommunications Branch,., Commission Adviso,ry and. Compliance 
DiVision' and:. are due,30 ctays fellowinq the. time period being 
reperted . ' " . ': , . . '" 

9'~, •. ,Copies,.' of .. al~i'mon'i~Orin9" reports:. shall' be.' filed with ,any . 
app·l'.ieation, the :utility.may d'ecide, to filed: to make' the' tariffs perm,anent... -:.' . ',." '." . 

'.th.is:: Resolution' is e'ffe.~tiv~ today .. ' 
'. " ,.. , ~ 

I hereby' certify that:this:' ~e'so.l~it.ion ~a~', adopted, by the Public 
Utilities' Commission. at "'.its .. req,u·lar.·meetinq' on'November 6:, .. 1992".; . 
The. following.Commis.s.ioners::approved . it:. . 

. ) 
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.EAL, .. .:r .. ; ... ·SHULr-'..AN :" 
xeeu:ti ve/'D~rector' 

" .. I;:','.,:, :;", I," ., 
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" .... "" ...... , '. ·'1 

DANIEL· ·Wm'. FESSLER 
, President· 

JOHN: B. OHANIAN', 
PATRICIA M. ECKER~ 
NOR.Mi\N O. SHOMWAY 

Commissioners 


