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Decision No. 82583 
((11,~~~~r~Al 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF TEE STATE ~ ~±1PbrJ.t'~ . 

101 PLATING CORPORAT!ON~ 
a California corporation, 

Complainant, 
v. 

THE PACIFIC TELEPHONE AND 
TELEGRAPH COMP~~, a corporation 

Defenoant, 

Case No. 9313 
(Filed January 5~ 1972) 

ORDER GRANTING INTERIM RELIEF 

On March ~I 1974 Complainant riled a pleaoing entitled . 
APPLICATION FOR EXTENSION OF TEMPORARY CEASE AND DESIST ORDER AND 

P:PPIDAVIT OF ANTHONY CAS'I'ANARES. Complainant T s application is filed 

in response to Decision No. 82341, 1szued January 15, 1974 in wh1ch 

we denied Complainantts requested relief in this compla1ntpro­

ceed1ng and dissolved an order requiring Defendant to cease and 

deSist from disconnecting Compla1nant Ts telephone service pending 

the outcome of this case. On February 6, 1974~ Complainant tiled a 

petition for rehearing of DeciSion No. 82341. The March 1, 1974 

tiling is directed solely to the immediate and aforementioned cease 

and desist order and seel($ an extension of that order to avoid .what 

Complainant alleges would be irreparable harm. Complainant has 

concurrently f1led an affidavit of its counsel wh1ch states that the 

counsel for Complainant has contacted counsel for Defenoant and i& 

authorizeo to sta.te tha:c Defendant has no 'objection to the extension 

of the cease and desict order. 
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Complainant's petition tor rehearing Was not tiled in. 

tioe to stay the effectiveness of Decision No. 82341: and therefore 
" 

the original cease and desist order dissolved as of' the effective 

date of that order, February lL~, 1914. Therefore, it is more 

appropriate to consider Complainantfs application as an applica­

tion for a new cease and desist order. 

In order to mitigate any injury to Complainant pending 

our ruling on its pct~tion for rehearing, we find that good cause 

exists to grant said application. Our granting of this applica­

tion is made in reliance on Complainant 1 o statement that Defendant 

has been notified and has n,~ objection to the issuance of said 

order. Finally, our granting of th1s application is without 

prejudice to any action we might take on Complainant's petition ... 
for rehearing. , .. ~ .. ' 

• ~4 .. 

.. ~ ' ... t '/' 

IT IS ORDERED that Defendant shall cease and desist from 

disconnecting Complainant f s telephone service until further order 

of this COmmission removing this restriction; prOVided that 

Complainant continues to pay all current charges incurred for 

telephone service rendered by Defendant. 
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" 

The effective date or this order 1s the date hereof. 

Dated at San Fru.ciaeo , Californ1a., this ~ay of' 

IARCIf 4 ______ ----_, 197 . 

CommbUoner ~omss MOJ-en. belag 
nee"~!:1~!"',!1' t\bsont. 414 notpUt1c1pate 
i%l t~.,. ~!:i'>~:i1t101l of tb1s pl'Ocee4SJ:&&. 

-3-


