
RC 

Decision No. 739~2 OR~~ROO!t 
BEFORE THE POBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF TEE STA'I'E OF' CALIFO~IA: , 

BERNABD NAGLER>-

vs. 

PACIFIC TELEPHONE" 

Defendant,. 

Case No..; , 8726', ", • 

ORDER OF DISMISSAL 

The above complaint" filed Nove~ber 13" 1967" alleges in 

substance that geographically comp1a.inant t s office is 1n Los Angeles" 

but defendant considers such. area part of its Beverly Hills' 

Exchange and lists comp1a1na.nt' s nU':llber 1n the Beverly Hills 

telephone directory. Compla.1na."lt alleges tha.t if he wants'a. 

listing in "the 10gica.l directory (Los Angeles) IT there is an 

a.dd.1tiona.l cost o~ 75 cents a month; that a. person seek1ng·M.s 

number and knOWing that his office is in Los, Ange1escar.not be 

expected to look in the BeverlyR1lls d1rectory~; ,,' and that· ", 

complamant does not believe he is receiving equal service from 

defendant. 

CO~pla.1na...'"lt seeks an order making it compulsory tor defenda..""lt 

to list numbers in tTboth directories" where such conditions eXist 

n(the exchange directory and, the post ot':t:1ce a.ddress d:treetory) 
, , 

Without any monetary charge"',, inconvenience,,' o,rrequest'bythe 

cus. toI:ler~ " 

Under procedural Rule l2 a copy of the compla1nt was sent 

to defendant" a.lloWing t1me to po1ntout a:n:y' jurisdictional or 
, . 

other detects 1n the C0I:1p1a,1nt. A statement of asserted' detects 

was submitted on November 24" 1967> and a copy was mailed: to 

complainant. The statement suggestedfa11ure to state a cause of 

, . 
1 .. 

" , 
:s 



:~ 

RC c. 8726 e e. 
action in that the compla1nt wa.s signed by only one subscriber, 

a.~thougb. Public Utilities Code sec. 1702 requires th.a.t a. compla1nt 

challenging rate reasonableness be signed by at least 25 a.ctua.~ 

or Prospective eus.tomers. 'l'he statement also noted tha.t the 

complaint did Dot allege fmY' Violation or statute" tar1!f -" or . 
Comm1ss10n 0 rder. 

By letter of December 4" 1967 complainant was. requested to· 

advise whether be Wished to :f'ile an amended complaint". request 

d1Sm1ssal" or rely on the present plead1ng •. By letter of 

February 2, 196e compla.1nant was requested. to respond to the 

earl1er1nquiry. No reply has"oeen received. 

IT IS ORDERED that Case No. 8726 isd1sIn.1ssed without, 

prejudice. 

Dated. at Sap Fm~cisco " California, this 

01: Ai"~U.: ~. " 1968. 
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