
Decision 1'10. 79743 

:BEFORE 'IEE PUBLIC' UTILITIES CO~:crsS:i:ON OF 'IEE STATE OF· CA.!,IFO:R1W ... 

~'1.En-PACKARD COMPANY, 
a corporation, . 

Complai n,ant, 

vs. 

IRE PACIFIC IELEPHONE & 'IELE-) 
CRAPR COMPAl\lY, a.corporation, ~ 

Defendant. 5 

Case No. 9218-
(Filed May 3,. 1971; 

Amended June 8, 1971) 

Willia..-n D. Sauers) Attorney at ta"A, for eomplcl.nent. 
l{obere E. P'n.chaiski, Attorney .,.t Law, for defendant. 

ORDER OF DISMISSAL 

On May 3, 1971, complainant He-to:lett-Packard Company 
(Hewlett-Packard) filed its complain~ alleging that defendant l~~ 
~eq~ired c~plain~nt to co:ply retroactively ~~th a p:~ctice which 
defendant now inte::p:-cts as re'll:!ring complainant to· encase with 
conduit all telephone cables used in suspended ceiling areas, which 
complainant believes to be arbitrary, unreasonable, UI:':l.'~cessa--y for 
safety or efficiency of service, does not interfere with other users: 
is not requi:ed by PoU.C. Tariff No. 3S-T and is economically oP?res­
sive. 

Defendant denied that COtll?lain2Ut is entitled t~ the reli~= 
sought in its complaint or amended c'Omplaint or to any :elief ane 
requested that the complaint be dismissed$ 

A public hearing on the cOl:t?laint was held on October 5, 
1971, at San Francisco before Examiner Gi11anders. The mat~e= was 
submitted subject to the receipt of tr~script which was filed o~ 
October 13, 1971. 
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C:. 9218 jed 

On Dece:nber S, 1971, complainant filed a request that the 

complaint be dismissed as the compl:li.nt had been satisfied. 
Therefore, 11' IS ORDERED th.3.t the com?le.int in case No. 9218 

is clis~ssed without prejudice. 
!be effective date of this order shall be the date hereof. 
Dated at San Franclaco , California, this =ij~ ,,-z...,,{ 

day of EEBStlARY , 1972. 

f 
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Co:c1::!)!.oner : ~ ? ~kt\s1:n .. Jr ... ~1ns 
Doce::~11y ~~,~nt. ~1enotpnrt1c1~~O 
1:1 the ~~po::1t1on of' ~th1~proc(lod1::g. 


