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Decision No. _7.;;...;:;,5.;;:;,9.,.;:;6;.,:;;1=--_ 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFOP.NIA 

EMIL O. HOPPE, SR., 

Complainant" 

vc. 

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC 
COMPANY" a corporation" 

Defendant. 

ORDER OF DISMISSAL 

Case No. 8913 

Complainant alleges that before signing an agreement ~o pur­

chase certain progerty he was told by the contractor and the real 

estate co~pany that a power and telephone pole would be removed 

~d utility lines placed underground. It is alleged that a pole 

o.nd brace in front of the property is dangerous as 1 t d,en1es full 

access and entry into "the property; and that because "ot the truth 

not told to 'Cle at the t1~e of purchase I was unable to rent one 

unit for six months and the other three units I had to reduce the 

rent considerably. If I sell the property I would have to taKe 8. 

loss. I put all my savings into this property and now I carry the 

burden of loss. I feel the responsible parties: Reel Estate" 

Contractor, Land Developer, P.G.& E., ~~d the PlannL~g Commission, 

did not care or took the easy and, cheapest way, not caring who 

would get hurt. I sincerely hope you can help me as I am ver,y 

dis~pt>O:L~tecl with all th1S happe...-,:tng to me." 
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Defendant has submitted a stateoent of asserted defects 

(procedural Rule 12), noting noncompliance with Pub. Ut. Cod.e 

sec. 1702 in that there is no allegation of coocission or oQission 

cu-imec to be in violation of any law or Comcission rule or order. 

Further, the statement notes noncomplionce With the procedur31 

rules in that there is no request for specific relief and the coo­

plaint is not verified. F~lly, the statement s~ggest~ fa1lure 

to ctate a cause of action" and that L~ so far as the cocplcL~t 

may raise the issue of compensation for eamage to compla~~t, 

such relief is 'beyond the j~ri:;diction 0-: the Com.'n1ssion to gra.nt. 

A copy of the ctatement of ~szer-:ed clefccts was sent to com­

pl~inant on May 23, 1969, and CO:l9lain:mt was requested to .:;!cvise 

whether he wished to request dismissal without prejudice" to file 

an amended complaint) or to rely on the present ple"d.ing. No reply 

has been received. 

Case No. 8913 is dismissed without prejudice. 

Doted at San FranCiSCO" California" this 29../1, day or 
___ ~~ _'..;;..:JU;..::L..;..Y_, 1969 .. 
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COCl:li:i:i1o%lor lhol:lAz Moron. boing 
necos~ar1ly ~~:c~t. ~1d ~ot part1e1pat~ 
1n tho ~1~poo1t1on 0: th1s proeoo~1~. 
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