
Decision No.,_8_2_0_:1_~_~ __ 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMI~SSION OF THE STATE OF, CALIFORNIA 

FRANK SPEZIALE 
1631 Syeatwre -Avenue 
Atwater, CA. 9.5301 

Compla1na.nt 

vz. 

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPM~ 
a COI'porat1on 
1822 L Street~ Box 719 
II.erced, california 95340 

Defendant. 

Case No. 9622 

ORDER DENYING INTERIM RELIEF ... 

Frar.k Speziale (Corapla.inant) alleges that Pacific Gas_' 
and Electric Compa.ny (:Ocf'endant) discontinueCi electr1c serv:tce 
to defendant's motel site at Atwater, California. Complainant 
seek$ a hearing to' determine- the lega11 ty and propnoty or 

def'end:lnt's action and seeks an 1mmed1ate order requiring 
<1ef'enaant, to reztore electric service pend1%l$ this determ1na.t1on. 

T~e complaint alleges an outstanding judgment by the 
Su:>er1or Court of' Mereed County enjoining and restraj.n1ng 
compla1nant from operat1nt; his motel site 1n Atwater. 'l'h1s 
action "las allee;edly 'brought 'by the City of Atwater on the 
1:>as1c of ":iring in the motel structure that <!toes not conform With. 
t~'le Municipal Code 0-: Atwa.ter. Compla.1nant a11eces that this 
Judgment 13 not .f1nal a:ld that a he~ on h13 appeal or that 
c:1ee1'~ion is. set 1n November, 1973. 

Rule No. ll(D) or defendant, pertain1Xl$ to discontin­

uance and rectorat10n or scw!ce:> ?:"ovides a:. .f"ollo,,'ss: 
11 (D) Unzafe Equipment: 

The Comp~y zr.3.y re1'u.~c '';;C' serve or may d1.:;con"'1lT~e 
service to ~ cuztomc~ (aj if any ~3rt of his !ae111t1cs, 
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appl1ances or other equipment ror receiving or'using 
service or the use thereof, shall be determined by the 
Company to be unsafe, (b) it the Company is not1r1ed by 
a :public author:L ty, haVing a.ppropriate jurisdiction, 
tr..at continued service to a customer 1$ 1n v!o~1.t1on 
or applicable lawc, ordinances, rules or rezulations 
or ,ub11c authorities, or (e) if any condition existing 
upon the customer's premises shall be determined by the 
Company to enda,nzer the Company'S service facilities, 
until the condition zpcc1t1cd in (a), (b) and/or (c) 
shall have been correcteCl by the customer .. 

The Company does not aszume the responsibility 
of'inspecting or repa1r1nz the customer's facilities, 
appliances or other equ1pment tor receiV1ng or uz1~ 
service, or any part thereot, and assumes no 
1iab111 ty theretor .. II " 

On the basis or the allega.tions in the complaint and 
Rule 11(D) of defendant, we do not rind this to be a proper ease 
tor interim reliet.. lio\'lever, because or the t1r.a.nc1al hardship 
allesed by complainant due to being deprived or electrie service, 
informal service of the complaint under Rule 12 or the Comm1s­
:sion ,~ Rule:l of' Practice and Proce<1ure has been l'lai ve<1 and 
defendant has been reqUired to answer or satisfy the eompla1nt. 
A hea.-1.n,?; on th1s matter mt;:y be set on less than ten day's 
notice. 

IT IS ORDERED that complainant's requcz"c for interim 
rel1ef pend1~ hear1ng is hereby denied. 

The ef.rect1ve date or this oX"<1er is the date hereof'. 
Dated at Lot Al!l,~1e8 • Cal1:t:'o:rn1a, th1s I , ~ 

da7 or OCTO$£B. lm..~ 

Com=1~:1ono~ ~. P. VUk3:!n, Jr •• be1n, 
n~co::a~1ly obocot. die not ~rt1c1pate 
1= ~~ G~spos1t1on ot t~1: procoo~1ng. 

Co=:~1onor D .. W .. Bo1:le~. 1:I,,1XlI 
nocosSArily 3b:ont. d.1d. not pc.:r't1c1pl).te 
1:0 'thod.1spo:1 tion of th1s l'roeood.1llg. 
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