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Decision No. 84981 
~' i". 

BEFORE THE P'O:SLICUTILITIES COMMISSION' OF TEE STATE OF.CALIFORNIA 

BEDEVEI.OP:MEN"r AGEN'CY OF THE CITY 
OF SANTA MA..."'tI:A" a pu·olic body" 
corporate and politic" 

Complainant,. 
v. 

GENERAL TELEPHONE COMP PJ::r'{ OF 
CALIFORNIA" a. corporation,.' . 

-Defendant. 

Case No-•. 9813 . 
(F1.led October· 25-,. 1974) 

ORDER DENYING REHEARING" INTERVENTION 
.AND Mo!i:tPYL'JG D£c1sfoN ~O. 8.'.l. 775 

A petition tor rehearing 0'£ DeCision No. 84775 has been 
filed by General Telephone Company of Ca:Liforn1a (General). The, 
CoIrim1ssion has considered each and every allegationmade,- and is of 
the opinion that good cause tor rehearing, has-not' been m8;de to 
appear. However" DeciSion No _ 8l!:775 should _. 'be modified' in, one 
regard. 

Finding No. 5 in Decis-ion No. 84775 proVides:' 
"5. It is reasonable and just1f!ed to require 

communications utilities to bear the cost of under­
grounding in ca.ses where the eJ.ect·nc utiJ.1ty d~s 
~ot" as their cost di:f':f'erential between relocating 
aerially and underground has been virtually eli~ated." 

After reviewing the subject petition" we now '£eel that this finding 
should be deleted. 

As indicated inDecision No. 84775 at 1, the sOle issue 
involved in this complaint proeeed1ng,~concerns the 1nterp,retat1on 
of General!s undergrounding, tariff' rule" Rule 40. It does not 
involve a reevaluation of the eV1dence adduced in Case No. 8209 as an 

i."ldependent matter. Our references to Decision No:. 73078 and our 
comments on the costs 0'£ undergroundingcommun1cat10ns ~aeilit1es 
in Decision No. 84115 were made in the context o'£" illterp~et1ng 
General.' s Rule 40. . -, " 
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In the instant 1'11ing Gener~ has set forth its. version 

of the eVidence on cost as presented w. Ca.se No .• 8209.' 'We are not 
tr.n ... "lg: ,that case now and will not reevaluate' that record. . It is· 

. . 
to avoid any possible confusion on this sco're that.wenow choose to 

delete the finding of fact that :nay have causedpet1t1oner to, "ce-
o' " '. • 

lieve albeit incorrectly ~ that the cost of underground1ng was an 
issue in this complaint proceeding. 

The Pacific Telephone and Telegraph Company (PI'&T) has 
filed a petition to intervene and· for a rehea.ring"there1n p,resent­
ing the same issues as General. :By this :f'1l1ng~ PT&T requested a 
waiver 01' Rule 53 of the CoOJ:l1ss1on f s Rules of Practice and 
Procedure. A1"ter evaluating tb,is fil1ng, the Commission is. of the 
opinion that good cause for said waiver has not been made. to appear. 

THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED THAT: 
1. Finding No.5 in DeCision No. 84715 is hereby del.eted. 
2.. Rehearing of Decision. No. 84775, as mOdified.~ere1n­
above~ is hereby'denied .. 

3. The Petition to Intervene by ~e Pac1!1e ~elephone and 
Telegraph Company is hereby denied .. 

-4.. The suspension 01' Decision No. 84775, 1I:1pOSedby tbe 
timely filing of a. petition. for rehearing" ·is hereby 
dissolved. 

The effective date'o'£ this' order is the date hereof. 
Dated at Sa.lt Franeillco ~ California". .this .7-tJ.;.· .··day 

OCTOBER , ~975. . . 
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