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Decision No. -------
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION" OF Trri; STATE OF'CALIFORNIA'" ""~" 

. . , " .. , " 

ELEANOR B. BOUSHEY, 

Complainant> 

vs. 

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY., 

DefenC:ant. 

ELLEN STERN HARRIS" 

Complainant, 

vs. 

SOOTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY, 

Defendant. 

S'H:EW.AN W. GRISEtLE" 

Complainant, 

vs. 

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY >­

De:f'enda.nt. 

,,' 

Ca.se" No. " 94ST 

ORDER CONSOLIDATING PROCEEDINGS, SHORTENING TIME,' TO 
ANSWER, SETTING HEARING, AND DENYING REQ,tIESTS FOR 

CEASE AND DESIST ORDERS. 
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Complainants Eleanor B. Boushey~ Ellen Stem Harr1.Si: and 
Sherman W. Griselle" here:!.na.fter collectively referred'to as 
trcompla.1nants"" have each filed on October'18" 1972'". a verified 
cOl:l.p1aint alleging" inter ~,) that defendants Pac1ficGas:, and, 
Electric Company and Southern Californ1aEdis'on Comf)any" herein,:" 
a.fter collectively referred to as "defendants tl;1 are" pu"'lic' 'utilities 
Subject to the jurisdiction of the COmIniss10n;.that defendants have '.'. 

, . . 

mailed> and will continue to mail" with their customers~monthlY. 
'bills written matter s.tating defendants' opposition to'Propos~ition 
20" the Coastal Conservation Act" wbich.will be presented to the: 
voters on November 7" 1912; and that com.plainants are barmedas, 
ratepayers and voters by this practice. 

Complainants seek an order from this Commission directing; 
that defendants cease and desist from Such f)ractiees;, that'def'end­
a.."'lts be required to mail a. letter or statement fromproponentso't: 
Proposition 20 to all customers who ha.ve received' def~da.nts· 
written materials; that the Commission rule that regulate'1,'Ut,i11t1es 
may not now or in the future enga.ge in the complainedo-r conduct; 
ana that these complaints b~ acted upon expeditiously'. 

<,,' • 

The facts alleged in e,~ch 0'£ the complaints ~re aimosti.dentical 
and the questions of law ra.:tsed thereoy are the s~e; the~ef'o,re,)- the 
complaints are consolidated' fOJ1 hea.ring. pursuant to Rule 55:. , In 

"I • 

view of' the shortness of title between the filing of these, compl.a.ints 
/ , , 

and the election on November 7" 1972'~ the d.efendants should. 'be 
required to file an answer within a shorter time than lO,daYs< ,:after 
service of the complaint. Pursuant to' the proV1.s1;ons 01:'. Rule,,' l2, 
therefore" defendants shallf'ile answers, to the complaints,,'. ~nd, , 
serve cop1es thereof upon the complainants" no la.ter than 5 ::'00 P .M.w .... 
on Friday". October 27, 1972. Service· of the answer will' be -con­
Sidered complete if a copy of the answer is delivered to the:ad'dress . 
of complainant or of his attorney of reeo':rd" as se'e rorth1n:,the" 
cotlplaint. ,".' 
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These matters are set for hearing on Monday;) Oeto'be'r 3,0", 191Z> ' 
at 10:00 A.M. in the Commission Courtroom) State Bu11dlng~ 
107 S. Broadway,. Los Angeles,. California, 'before such Comm1sS1.oner 
or Examiner as may be hereafter deSignated. 

At such time the Commission will receive evidence and hear oral 
argument on the issues raised 'by the ,complaints, includ1ng.the 
1awtulness of def'endants t m.aU1ng practices in connection with 

, , 

Proposition 20 and the Commission's jur1sdiction to act upon the , ' 

matters alleged' in the complaints. 

In view of the expedited procedures herein ordered',there 
appears to be no necessity :for issuance of an immedia.te cease. an~' 
deSist order pendente lite" and complainants have not, specifically' 
requested such relief;) except for a general rej:erence' t~ the need 
tor "top prior1ty tf in consideration, of thiS- matter. Mox-eo-ver"the 
complaints do not allege any facts which would s'Ilpport' af1nding. ~f 
irreparable ha.rm. in the interval between the filing. of" the eomp'la1nt 
and the da.te herein set for hearing. 

The Secretary is directed to serve copies 0'£ this order on 
all parties to these proceedings. 

The et1'ect1 ve date of" this order is the date hereo'f. 
Dated at San Francisco, Cal1forn1a,:J this ..:1.M' . day of 

OCTOBER, 1972. 

Comm1~::1o%ler William S'j'Ul¢%lS., :r'r.".·be1ng~ 
~ .necessarily l'Ib~ent. did not ~rt.1e1})ate, 
. in tho d1$pos1t1on or th1sproeeed1ng~ 


