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Decision No. 84337 

BEFOP~ THE PUBLIC u~ILITIES COMMISSION OF THE ST~E OF CALIFORNIA 

INCOME PROPERTIESjEQUITY TRUsr~ 
a California business trust, and 
P:REMIERE BarELS CORPORATION, a 
Cal1forn1acorporat1on, doing 
buc.1nesc. a3GALA 'MOTOR HOTEL, 

, Complainants., 
V$. 

TEE PACIFIC TELEPHONE AL'ID TELE­
PHONE COMPANY, a Caliform.a cor­
poration, 

Defendant. 

) 
) 
)­
) 
) 
) 

) 
) 

) 

----------------------------) 

Case No., 9899 

ORDER DENYING I~'TERIM RELIEF 

Ccmplainantz are the purchasers of a motor hotel. 
Complainants wish to supersede the telephone service of the past 
owner of the motel, thereby retaining the tormer telephone ~umber. 
Defendant telephone company has demanded that complainants pay all 
past due telephone bills betore perm1tting the supersedure. This 
is in accordance ~11 th detendant t $ filed tariff.. F'..1rthermore, 
defendant has informed complainants that it ~~ll not refer calls 
to the presently eXisting telephone number to any new ,telephone 
number unless the past due bills incurred by the former owners 
are paid. This is also in .accordance With itssupersedure rule. 

Compla1nant$ alleged that they have been notified that 
defendant intends to discontinue telephone service on April 16, 
1975, unles~ the past due bills are pa1d. Complainants could 
octa1n service under a new telephone number Without paying the 
past due bills incurred by the former owners. 

Complainants allege that the eXisting telephone number 
is a valuable business asset, and that loss of tlns. number, or the 
refusal of the defendant to. refer calls to a. new number, would 
bring on immed1ate and irreparable injuries. 
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'op C. 9899 

Complainants assert that the supersedure rules are un­
ra1r~ unCon$titutional, illegal, voi~, unreasonable and unjust 
when applied to the 1nztant situation and ask for an oraer reqU1r­
ing defendant to cease and dez1~t from discontinu1ng 3erviee to 
compla1nants at the present telephone number until such time as a 
final determination of the 1ssues can be determined by the 
Comm1zs1on. 

The Commission does not agree' that the complaint herein 
states fa.cts which amount to immediate and irreparable injury. 
Compla1nants can maintain the present telephone number by depoS1t­
ing the money in dispute (approXimately $10,000) With ,he COm­

miSSion.. Once this has 'been done, complainants Will 'be secure 
from a diseontinuance ba.sed on the sum 1n question. Disposition 
of the funds will be made in ~ccordanee With a final deciSion on 
that matter. 

The COmmiss1on finds that good cause has not been shown 
to grant interim relief. This denial of inter1m re11ef is Without 
prejudice to any action the Comm1zs10n may take in 1tz final deCi­
sion. We eonclude that the request for interim relief should 'be 
denied. 

IT IS ORDERED, that the request for interim. relief 1s 
denied. 

The effective date of this order 1s the date hereof. 
Dated at ___ San __ Fran_os<:o_o _____ , cal1forn1a" this 

--o.IJ;:..-1h~~day of r AeRf[ , 1915. 
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