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DeCis10n No. S3Z9~1 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Matter of the Application of ) 
THE PACIFIC TELEPHONE AND TELEGRAPH ) 
COMPANY~ a corporat1on~ for author1ty ) Application No. 53587 
to 1ncrease certa1n 1ntrastate rates ) (Filed Sept. 19, 1972) 
and charges applicable to telephone ) 
serv1~es furn1shed with1n the State ) 
of Cal1fornia. ) 

) , 
In the Matter of the Applicat10n of , 
THE PACIFIC TELEPHONE AND TELEGRAPH ) 

COMPN~, a corporat1on, for author1ty ~ Applicat10n No. 51774 
to 1ncrease certa1n 1ntrastate rates ) (F1led March 17, 1970) 
and charges app11cable to telephone , 
serv1ces furn1shed with1n the State , 
of ~aliforn1a. ~ , , 
Invest1gation on the Commission's ) 

own mot1on 1nto the rates~ tolls~ ~ 
rules~ charges~ operations~ , 
separations~ practiceS I contracts~ , Case No. 9504 serv1ce and fac1l1ties of the , (Filed Jan .. 30~ 1973) telephone operat1ons of all the \ 
telephone corporat1ons listed in \ 

Appendix A~ attached thereto. 

Invest1gat1on on the Comm1ss1on's 
own motion into the rates~ tol1s~ , 
rules l charges l operatlons

l 
, Case No. 9503 

separations~ pract1ces l contracts~ 
, 

(F1led Jan. 30, 1973) service and faci11ties of The ) 

Pacif1c Telephone and Telegraph , 
I 

Company. , 
) 



• A-53587 et ale 

ORDER DENYING REHEARING 
AND A STAY 

Consumers Lobby Aga1nst Monopo11es and Dav1d L. Ttl1lner 
(Pet1t1oners) have f1led a pet1t1on for rehearing and for a stay 
of Dec1s1on No. 83162. Pet1t1oners were not part1es to the pro­
ceeding below and are not pecun1ar11y 1nterested 1n the pub11c 
uti11ty affected w1th1n the mean1ng of Sect10n 1731 of the Pub11c 
Ut1l1t1es Code. We have nonetheless cons1dered each and every 
allegat10n of the1r pet1t1on. 

Because of the nature of th1s particular pet1t1on~ we f1nd 1t 
necessary to po1nt out that there 1s not one reference there1n to 
the record 1n these proceed1ngs~ e1ther to the transcr1pt or to the 
exhib1ts. Rather~ the pet1t1on sets forth vague allegat10ns that 
'\I;e 19nored the ev1dence and the record 1n reaching our decis1on. 
The pet1t1on also conta1ns no c1tat1ons to jud1c1al dec1s1ons or 
to dec1s1ons 1ssued by regulatory agenc1es that m1ght ass1st us 
in evaluating the assert10ns of error. Accord1ngly~ we do not 
believe that the pet1t1on may be character1zed as a helpful memo­
randum of pOints 1ntended to persuade us that we have erred. 

On the contrary, the pet1tion 1s replete w1th gratu1tous 
allegat10ns and 1nnuendo. We conclude that the pet1tion 1s bas1-
cally fr1volous. 

Despite the 1mpediments we have d1scerned in this pet1t1on, 
nevertheless we have rev1ewed all of the allegat10ns conta1ned 
there1n and have concluded that good cause for rehear1ng and stay 
have not been shown. 

IT IS ORDERED that rehear1ng and stay of Decis10n No. 83162 
is hereby den1ed. 

The effective date of this order is the date hereof. 
.. Dated at San Francisco, Californ1a, this 12th day of August, 

1974. 

Cocmis~1oner J. P. Vukas1n. Jr •• boing 
nece~~ar11y obsent. die not p~rt1cipoto 
in tho d1sposition ot this proceoding. 


