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Pursuant to Rule 11.4 of the California Public Utilities Commission’s (“Commission”) 

Rules of Practice and Procedure, Nexus LicenseCo, LLC (“Nexus”) hereby moves for leave to 

file two confidential exhibits associated with its Application for a Certificate of Public 

Convenience and Necessity (“CPCN”) under seal. The Application seeks authority for Nexus to 

provide competitive local exchange and fixed interconnected Voice over Internet Protocol 

(“VoIP”) service in the service territories of the Uniform Regulatory Framework (“URF”) 

Incumbent Local Exchange Carriers (“ILECs”) and interexchange service statewide.  The relief 

is requested pursuant to Public Utilities Code Section 1001 and includes each of the items 

required for CPCN applications under the Commission’s rules.  In fulfilling these documentary 

and procedural requirements, it is necessary to submit certain financial documents from Nexus, 

the contents of which include confidential figures and banking information that Applicant hereby 

moves to be held under seal in accordance with Rule 11.4 and Public Utilities Code Section 583. 

The materials comprising Exhibit 5 of the Application include confidential, unaudited 

financial information relating to Nexus.  These financials are not released as part of public 

financial reports and reflect internal, proprietary financials that have not been subject to final 

review or audit.  Nexus holds these granular financials as confidential so that they will not be 

exposed to competitors or be used to facilitate unfair competition. To ensure that these 

confidential documents remain protected from current and potential competitors, they should be 

held under seal in the Commission’s files. 

The materials comprising Exhibit 6 of the Application include confidential banking 

information, including account numbers and details reflecting the amount of cash and other funds 

in Nexus’ account.  These banking details are not part of public reports and reflect internal, 

proprietary information including capital management practices.  Nexus holds these materials as 
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confidential so that they will not be exposed to competitors or be used by bad actors in any 

fraudulent activities or social engineering schemes to access or manipulate Nexus’s bank 

accounts.  To ensure that these confidential documents remain protected, they should be held 

under seal in the Commission’s files. 

The competitively sensitive information in these exhibits would, if exposed to public 

view, reveal trade secrets and provide a basis for unfair competition by Nexus’ competitors.  

These materials qualify as trade secrets, the statutory protections for which are incorporated into 

the California Public Records Act (“CPRA”).1  The balance sheet and income statement in 

Exhibit 5 of the Application and the banking information provided in Exhibit 6 of the 

Application qualify as trade secrets because they are “compilations” that: (1) derive economic 

value from not being known to the public or to Nexus’ competitors; and (2) are subject to efforts 

to maintain their confidentiality by Nexus.2  

The information contained in Exhibits 5 and 6 to the Application is further protected from 

public disclosure under the CPRA “balancing test” outlined in Government Code Section 

7922.000.  Where “on the facts of the particular case the public interest served by not disclosing 

the record clearly outweighs the public interest served by the disclosure of the record,” the 

balancing test protects records from disclosure.3   This balancing test should protect competitive 

information from disclosure because a strong public interest exists in encouraging vigorous 

 
1 See Gov't Code § 7927.705; Civ. Code § 3426.1(d); Evid. Code § 1060. 
2 See Cal. Civ. Code § 3426.1(d);  Fireman’s Fund Ins. Co. v. Superior Court, 233 Cal.App.3d 1138, 1141 
(1991) (“highly sensitive commercial information” should be protected as trade secret); Lipton v. 
Superior Court, 48 Cal.App.4th 1599, fn. 20 (1996) (trade secrets include “confidential business 
information”). 
3 International Federation of Professional and Technical Engineers, Local 21, AFLCIO v. Superior 
Court, 42 Cal. 4th 319, 329 (2007). 
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competition for the benefit of consumers.4  The disclosure of profit and revenue information 

pertaining to Nexus could distort competition in the overall telecommunications market, to the 

detriment of customers.  In addition, the banking information in Exhibit could, if revealed, 

facilitate unauthorized account access or other disruptive or fraudulent activities relative to 

Nexus’ bank account.  No countervailing interests exist that outweigh the strong interests in 

maintaining this information as confidential. 

Fully-unredacted, confidential versions of the Application have been served 

electronically on the Commission’s Chief Administrative Law Judge.  Public, redacted versions 

of the Application have been filed electronically through the Commission’s electronic filing 

system.  A confidential, unredacted copy of the application will be securely e-filed with the 

Commission contemporaneously with this Motion. 

Respectfully submitted at Oakland, California, on July 2, 2026.  

 Patrick M. Rosvall 
Grace A. Amato 
BRB LAW LLP 
492 Ninth Street, Suite 220 
Oakland, CA 94607 
Telephone: 510-955-1081 
Email: patrick@brblawgroup.com  

 By:___/s/ Patrick M. Rosvall   
      Patrick M. Rosvall 
 
Attorneys for Nexus LicenseCo, LLC 

  

 
4 See Morlife, Inc. v. Perry, 56 Cal. App. 4th 1514, 1520 (1997) (“Yet also fundamental to the 
preservation of our free market economic system is the concomitant right to have the ingenuity and 
industry one invests in the success of the business or occupation protected from the gratuitous use of that 
‘sweat-of-the-brow’ by others.”); San Diego Water Co. v. San Diego Flume Co., 108 Cal. 549, 559 (1895) 
(“[C]ompetition is therefore regarded as favorable to the public interest.”). 
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[PROPOSED] ORDER 

Pursuant to Rule 11.4 of the California Public Utilities Commission’s Rules of 

Practice and Procedure, on July 2, 2026, Nexus LicenseCo, LLC (“Applicant”) submitted a 

confidential version of its Application, which contains confidential materials in Exhibits 5 

and 6.  For good cause shown in Applicant’s Motion to Seal, and, based on Public Utilities 

Code Section 583, General Order 66-D, and applicable provisions of the California Public 

Records Act (Gov. Code § 7920.000, et seq.), the data are appropriate for confidential 

treatment. 

It is THEREFORE ORDERED that Applicant’s Motion to Seal is granted, and 

the confidential version of its opening comments shall be held under seal.  All pleadings 

and correspondence in this proceeding shall be made in a manner that protects the 

confidential information from unauthorized disclosure. 

SO ORDERED. 

Dated: __________________, 2026   
____________________________   
Administrative Law Judge 


