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Decision To. 71240 - ﬂmﬂlMM.

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF‘CALIFORNIA

VAL A. THOMAS, doing business under
the name oL ANSO ALARMS'AGENCY,
Complainant, )
vs. - | CaseeNcec8417e |

PACIFIC TELEPEONE & TELEGRARH
COMPANY,

Defendant.

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

The complainﬁ herein, filed Mey 17, 1966 allegeseih substance |
that complainant operates a fire alarm, burglar alsnm, and telephone
answering service; that an integral part of his oper_tion 1nvolveo
the use of telephone lines; tha* defendant predicates i charges
for the use of communication lineg upon its filed turiff ochedule
Cal. P.U. C. No. 104 7, 2d revi ed oheet 19, that defendant computes
all bvilling charges througn its central signal channel office
San Francisco resulting in delayv of approximately a week before
information it availadble to complainant, and that thc result of
the delav and the method of computaticn causeo compl«inant ueriou,
loss becauge of his inability to advise prospective aubocribers
of the cost of the particulur vervice, as no price can be quoted
until such information 15 thuiued from defendant.

Complainant seeks an o*der- (l) that all signal_channel
lines for burglar and fire alarm oystems nave a price predicated
upon the existing price system of secretarial line° qud for tele-

phone answering service, resulting,in a flut charge for: all sub-‘
seribers within the telephone area served; and (2) toa*'euch

charges be based upon the premise_that‘sighél lines afe not Voice .
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RC C. 8&17. \ o | .

Grade, 5o complainant can quote prices for such bervine at the time
of solicitation of a subscriber.

By letter of Méy 31, 1966 complainant was furnished a ¢opy-of_
defendant's ctatement of asserted defects in the complainx,;and‘
wa.s reqnested.to advise whether ¢ompiainant wisned'to.request"
disnissal without ﬁrejudice, to file_an'aménded'complaint; ofﬁto-
rely upon the present pleading N¢ reply hés been receiQéd;'

Public Utilities Code section 1702 provides in part as followS'

"1702. * * * No complaint shall be entertained by the
coumission, except upon its own motion, as to the reason-
ableness of any rates or charges of any gas, electrical,
water, Or telephone corporation, unless it {5 signed by the
mayor or the president or chairman of the board of trustees
or a majority of the cowneil, commission, or other legisla-
tive body of the ¢ity or city and county within which the
alleged vislation dccurred, or by not less than 25 actual
Or prospective consumers oF purchasers of such gau, electri-
city, water or telephone service.” :

The ¢omplaint challenges the reasanableness of telephone rates
or charges, does not complyfwithgseétion 1702; énd_is ﬁﬁérefofe"
dismissed without prefudice. L |

Dated at _ San Franasco ,'Califomié,. this k é‘éday,of

SEPTEMBER . 1966. | o

Commissioner Frederick B. HolodoZs, being
necessarily absent, ¢id oot participate
3 tre disposition of this procceding..

Commissioners




