Decision No. _ SRS 5

Bzroxz'rnz'PUBLIC“UTIL:t:Es:conmxssxongorSTHEés:ATﬁﬁachgii;dggxg,;ﬁfax‘*'i‘

'RODERICK: S. WILLIAMS,

Complainant,le'

vS. .-', ', ‘f‘f h 5 fi: : . ,f7941 R
D J (Filed Julyflo 196A)§§Qﬁﬁ@ﬂ“lea

GENERAL TELEPHONE CON”ANY .
OF CALIFORNIA, a corporatzon,_

Defenoant.

oprIowaAnoxomDBR;

Complaxnant seeks.restoratxon of telephone oerv1ce at fﬁee,fi
5352 Cerritos Avenue, Azusa, Callfornma. Interlm rescoratxon
was ordered pending_further order CDecision No. 67593 dated
July 28, 1964) . ' '

Defendant's answer admits that telephone service‘to
complaxnant was discontxnued on’ June 11, 1964 and the inotruments
removed on June 15, 1964 and alleges that saxd teleohone service

was dis contzrued at *he request of complalnant s wife, and that

complarnant is lndébted for telephone servxces ln the sum of 351 ll;feﬂ”f~“

The matter was set. for hearing on: September 24 1964
2T Whldh time no evidence was teken and the mat er con:inued,to a ;7¥lW

d_te to bc set,

o January 14, 1965 an englneering,representatlve of

the Commissxon met with complainant and wiLh -epresenxatlves fjf"mw

of defendant at whlch time it wao agreed by~all parties to




e 794‘15. stlea -

settle the complaxnt w1thout a heartng, and the report of said |
engineering representative is marked Exhibit 1 and £Lled herern. j

The terms for settlement of the. complaint,as set

forth in Exhibit 1 and agxeed upon by complainant and defendant,

: are as follows-'

"l. The: telephone service will be restored on’
Jannary 15, 1965; .

2. No new application shall be fLIEd however, N

the application on fi1e~will be up-dated by
the utility;

The telephone company wall immediately 31gn

a release on the car and will not enforce the

Small Claims Court judgment if the complainant

complies with the rest of the-conditions;‘“'

The bill for $51.00 will be adgusted according

to staff's recommendation and the recommended

figure will be accepted wmthout stlpulatxon,.

The adjusted bill will be paid by complainant

between February 1 and 15, 1965. - )

The Commlssion representative stated that both.partles
agreed to the settlement and recommended that the Commlssxon
dispose of the complaint by an ex parte order approvingAthe
settlement agreed upon by the parties. o

The Commlssxon finds that complainant and defendant have | .
agreed to settle the complaxnt without a hearing and that defend-“f\i"‘“
ant's action in disconnectlngAcomplainant s telephone was based
upon reasonable cause. A public heartng is not necessary.,,mmgyw'

The Commiasion concludes that the temporary restoral

of service should be made permanent.‘




C. 79641 ied*x

IT 1S ORDERED that the settlement of the matter as set
forth above is authorized and that service temporarily'restored ‘
o complainant, pursuvant to Decision No. 67593 dated July*23,"lvj
1964, is made permanent, SubJect to defendant s<tar1£f provisions
and existing applicable I.aw. . |

~ The effective date of this order shall be twenty'days

after the date hereof

Dated at f Las Angelos . , California, this X T~

day of ____ MARCH ;, 1965.




