vz QRICINAL

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIEStCOMMISSION OF THE STA OF‘CALIFQRNIA“

CECIL L. CREVS,
Complainant, | o
vs. Casé No;‘8&55o
CALIFORNIA WATER AND TELEPHONE | S
COMPANY, |

Defendant.

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

The complaint herein, filed June 23, l966 ollegeo in oub-
stance that defendant's $1o co charge for color telepnone installa-
tion is exces ive in contrase to lnstallation of black telephones,~
that the dif*erence in cost 45 less than the fee charged and the
labor involved nd more than for inotallation of a blac& telephone,‘
and tnat deferdant's tariff is in direct conflict witn advertised

color telephone "single time” chn*ges stlted as inducemenu to

install colored;telepnones In New O:leans, Louioiana,mand,sgn,

Diego, Califorxmia. '

Comploinant seeks an order "showing proof‘and cnuééﬁﬂwny such
charge: is noo excesslive in relation toractual cost; reliéVing“"
complainén o* such excessivc cn_rge, cenoing the pracuice of
making an extra charge for all Cnlifoxnia colored telephoneo,‘and
cancelling defendant's tariff items p*ovmding for °ucn charge;

By letter of July 23, 1966 complainanu was furniohed 2 copy
of deferdant's statement of 2 serted defecto in the complaint, an
was requested ©o advise whether or not complainant requested dio-_x

ssal without prejudice to the filing of a new complnint.j'

By letter of August 9, 1966 compiainant takea the position -
that defendant hes only indicn»ed‘orivial or non-exi en* defects,




. RC C. 8455

-

and that the compleint is under the Commission's jgriédi¢tion‘over’-w

rate control and customer service.
Public Utilities Code section 1702 provides in part as follows:

"1702. * * * No complaint shall be entertained by
the commission, except upon its own motion, as to the
reasonableness of any rates or charges of any gas,
electrical, water, or telephone corporation, unless it is
signed by the mayor or the president or chairmen of the
Yoard of trustees or a majority of the council, commission,
or other legislative body of the city or city and county:
within which the alleged violation occurred, or by not less
than 25 actual or prospective consumers or purchasers of such
gas, electricity, water, or telephone service. :

The complaint challenges the reasonsbleness of telephone rates
or charges, does not comply with oection 1702 and is therefore
 dismissed without prejudice. | | o

Dated ot ‘San Francisco R Califprnia, thiS\”?pfgp ‘day of
~ AUGUST ) 1966. | o

*Commiss;oners"

Commis ioner Frederick B. Holobotr. being
necessarily adbseat, 4aid not participate
in tho di.,po.,iuon of this procoeding. ‘

Commiss 1onor w:.llia:n M. Bom:ett. boina |
necessarily abseant, -a4d. ot participate
in the disposition’ of tbi} p::qoeed.i.ns.




