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82 01 7:1 Decision ________ __ JA~: 1 91S02 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COY.XISSIO~ OF THE S~ATE OF CALIFO~~ 

L~IA REESE, 

CO::lplainant, 

vs. 

De!eno.ant .. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

---------------------------, 

Case 11045 
(Filed Nove~: 25, 1981) 

On Dccc~~er 11, 1931 ae!cndant !ilecl a ::lotion to di~=is~ 
this case "upon the ~rouncl:; th~t the cO::lplaint is upon a contract 
and that the Pu~lic Utilities Co~~ission doe:; not have jurisdictio~ 
over contract actions, and also u~on the ~rouncls that there is a 
prior ~etion ~nding ~etwccn ~he sa~c parties upon the s~e subj~ct, 
to wit: Action No. 27064, Xunicipal Court o! Cali!ornia, County o! 
:1onterey, ;1onterey ?eninsu1a Judicial District. II De!endant nay ~ 
o.cfcrring answc=in~ the co~?laint pendin~ dis,osition o! its ~otion 

to disrliss. 
The eo~?la.int in Ca:;e 1104Z (!iled Novc~er 25, 1981) 

concerns the proper application of Rule 15 o~ de:endant's tari!!s. 
We will defer =ulin~ on defendant's notion to dis::liss until it~ 
answer to the allegations in the eo=plaint is !iled and, i! indieated, 

a hearing is held • 
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I~ IS ORDE~ED th~t de!ene~nt sh~ll answer the co~plaint 
in Case 11046 within 15 days a!ter the date o~ service o! this 

order. 
The Exeeutive ~irector is directed to ea~se se=vice o~ 

this o~de~ to ~e made !orthwith upon ee!endant by certified mail. 
~is order is e!!ectivc toeay. 
Dated ..iA~ ts 1982.. , at Sa:'). Francisco, Cali!or:').i~ • 
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