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Decision No .. _8_28_5_2 __ _ ~a~[l~~Al 
BEFORE THE PU:6LIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

THE, PACIFI C TELEPHONE PJID TELEGRAPH 
COMP PJ§"j. , 

Complainant, 

V$.. 

SOU'l'HERN PACIFIC COMMUNICATIONS 
COMPANY" 

Defendant. 

Application of THE PACIFIC TELEPHONE • 
AND TELEGRAPH COMPANY;, a corporation" 
tor authority to revlse rates, charges 
and rate structures for intrastate 
voice grade private line services to 
establish a new service offering 
referred to as High Density - Low 
Density Service. 

In the Matter ot the Suspension and 
Investigation, on the COm..."'l1ss1on f S o-,.;n 
Motion ot Tariffs tiled under Advice 
Letter No.. 1 by Southern Pacific 
Communications Company. 

case No. 9728 

Application No_ 54839 

case No. 9731 

ORDER CONSOLIDATING PROCEEDINGS 

Compla.inant" The Pacific Telephone and Telcgrapl'l Company" 
alleges that defendant Southern Pacific Commun1cati'ons CoClpany filed 
Advice Letter No. 1 with this Commission on April 12" 1974. This 
AdVice Letter contains a propozed tariff for private line services 
within the State of California. 

Complainant further alleges that dcfendant has not applied 
for and docs not possess a cert1f1cate of public convenience and 
neceSsity from this Commission to begin construction of a public 
utility telephone or telegraph line" plant,· or system, as· is required 
by Section 1001. of the Public Utilities Code. Complainant also 
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asserts that any authority which defendant may have from the Federal 
Communicationz Comm1ssion~ even 1f app11cable to· Ca11fornia 1ntra­
~tate service, coul~ not be exercised w1thout a certificate of 
public convenience and necessity from this Comm1ssion pursuant to 
Sect10n 1002 of the Pub11c Util1ties COde. 

Complainant has also filed a protect to defendant's Advice 
tetter No. 1 and a request that the AdV1ce Letter ~e rejected. or, 
in the alternative, that the tar1rfz accompanying the AdV1ce Letter 
be suspended and the subject matter be investigated ~y the' 
Commission. 

By a third and separate filing 1n Application No. 54839 
complainant requests approval of a revised'rate structure for 
private line serv1ce if the protest to defendant's Advice Letter 
No. 1 is rejected and the tariffs proposed oy defendant are' permitted 
to go- 1nto effect. 

The CommiSSion issued an Order of Suspension and InVestiga­
tion into Advice Letter No.1 of defendant on May 7~ 1974. (case No. 
9731) . The COmmission believes that 1t 1$ appropriate that these 
1nterrelated matters be heard on a eonso11datedrecord. 

IT IS ORDERED that: 
1. Case No. 9728, A~plicat1on No. 54839, and Case No. 9731 

are consolidated for hear1ng. 

2. Defendant shall answer the complaint in -Case No. 9728 
within ten (10) days o~ serv1ce of this order. The letter of 
detects procedure set fortl'l in Rule 12 or the Commss1on 1 s !W.les 
of Practice and Procedure 1s hereby waived so tha-c this matter may 
:proceed to hearing as. soon as Poss1'ole. 
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The effective date of th1s order is the date hereof. 
Da.ted at San Francisco California", this _4':14/ day· 

of May, 1974. 

Commi~sio~er J. P. VuY~1n; Jr •• betng . 
necessarily abso:lt... d1~ not. participato 
in the 41~posit.1on ot th15procoo~ 
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