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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITXES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
ROBERT A. BURNS, )

Complainant,

vs. Case No. 10120

SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC
COMPANY,

(Filed September 22, 1976)

Defendant.

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

\ Complalnant requests that Rule No. 6, Establishment ond
Re-establiskment of Credit, of defendant's tariffs be revised to
Include the following as ome of the ways in which the credit of an
applicant £or service will be deemed to be establiched:

"If applicant has been a customer of the utility or
any other (such) utility in California in the last
two years and during the last twelve comsecutive
months that service was provided has paid all bills
for such gervice, without having been texporarily or
permanently discontinued for non~-payment thereof,,"

Complainant alleges that the foregoing provision is used
by Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PGGE), that It is essential,
and that its omission from deferdant's rule is in violation of
Public Utilities Code Sectionm 451, which requires that "All rules
made by a public utility affecting or pertaining to its charges or

sexvice to the public shall be just and reasonabie.' Defendant
answered and moved to dismiss. ‘
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Contrary to complainant's contention, neither PG&E nor
other major gas and/or electric utilities under our jurisdiction
bave such a provision in their rules for establishing credit. The
pertinent provision in PG&E'S rule is similer to that In defendant's

rule. The two similar provisious are compared belovw.
PGEE

"4, 1f applicant has beer a customer of the Company
for 2 similar type of service within the past two
years and during the last twelve comsecutive months
of that prior service has nad not morz Zhan two past
due bills as defined in Rule No. l1-(A), provided
that the periodic bill for such previous service

was equal to at least 507, of that estimated for the
new sexrvice, and, provided further, that the ¢xedit

of applicant is unimpaired in the opinion of the
Company;" -

Deferdant

"(4) 1f the applicant has previously been a
customer of the utility and has paid all bills for
electric service within the period as set forzh in
Rule 9(a) for a period of 12 conmsecutive months
immedZlately prior to the date when the gpplicant
for sexvice previoucly ceased to fake service from
the utility, provided such service occuxred within

two years from date of the new application for
service."

This complaint foils to allege sufficient facts to establish
a cause of action., It is not sufficient for complalinant to merely
malke a conclusionary statement to the effect that his proffered
revision to the credit rule is appropriate and that without it the
rule is unjust and unrcasonable. The complaint, accozdingly, is
legally insufficient and should be dismissed,
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Therefore, IT IS ORDERED that this complaint is dismissed.

The effeective date of this order shall be twenty days
after the date hereof. .

Dated at San Prancisco , Californiz, this fo)*b?
day of JANtranv y 1977.




