Decision No. 70899 |

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Cbarles S. Hubbaxd,
Complainant,
vs. ~ Case No. 8357 ..

The Pacific Telephone and Telegraph
Company, a corporation,

Defendant.

Pillsbury, Madison & Sutro, Johm A.
Sutro, George A. Sears, Richaxrd W.
Odgers and Axthur T. George, by
George A. Sears, defendant.

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

This is a complaint by Cberles S. Hubbard- (hereinafter' :
referred to as Hubbard) against 'l'he Pac:.f:.c Telephone and Telegraph
Company (hereinafter referred to as PT&T). 'Ihe compla:.nt alleges
no facts. It does, however, allege that P'l‘&'r's tariff rule relating
to PT&I's l:.ability for an error or omission m directory listings‘
oxr advertisements (Rule 17 (B) Schedule Cal. P.U.C. No.‘ 36-‘1‘ 2d
Revised Sheet 62), is unreasonable, improper and unconst:[tutional.
Hubbard seeks an oxrder declaring Rule 17 (B) vo:.d. On March 21,
1966, PT&T filed 2 motion to dismiss the eompla:!.nc on the grounds
that on November 9, 1965, the Comiss:.on conta.nuing a 1ong line of
decisions, held Rule 17(B) to be reasonable and (2) even 1£ Rule
17(B) were oxdered to be rescinded, Hubbard would not’ be entitled
to any retroactive relie-. The motion contends tbat further hear-'

ings on this matter would tmreaecnably burden PT&T and the
Cormission. | )




C.8357 »NB .

'I'he notion to dismiss was set for hear:xng, and a duly
noticed hearing was, held before Examiner Jarvis at San Francisco
on May 12, 1966, a.nd the matter was submitted on th.at date. No one
appeared on behalf of Hubbard _ ; |
On November 9, 196 the Commission entered Decis:l'.on |
No. 69942 (in the following cases consolidated for hear:ng | Case
No. 7232, Ross v. PT&T; Case No. 7424, Pellaton, ete. v.‘ PT&T'

Case No. 7796, In re PT6T - Directory Errors et al. ) F:Lnding of
~fact No. 8 in Decis:’.on No. 69942 stated that "'.rhis record fails to
establish t.hat there should be a change in Rules 17(8) and 17¢C) ...
except as p::ov:ided herein." The oxder provided that PT&I should
continue to use these xrules, as nodified by the COmm:Lssion. As
indicated, the complaint: herein alleges no facts. Hubbard has

presented no new authorities which would prompt the Commiss:ton, to
reconsider the question of directory errors at this t:’.me. In the

cucmstances the Commission malces the following f:f.ndings a:nd con-
clus:!.on-

Finding of Fact

1. 7The matters sought to be raised by the complaint were
passed upon and disposed of in Decision No. 69942 (Consolidated
Cases Nos. 7232, 7424 and 7796) entered on November 95 1965

2. No useful purpose would be served by cons:.dering at this
time the quest:!.ons of telephone dirxectory errors and omiss:f.ons
sought to be raised by the complaint. -

Conclusion of Law

The complaint should be d:!.'s::d.sscd‘.




IT IS ORDERED that Casc No. 8357 is hereby dismissed.
The effective date of this order shall be twenty days

after the date hereof. | | |
Dated at i » ,Califomia-',. this
, 1966, |




