ach

Dectsion No. SSIZE

BEFORE TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Consumers Lobby Against Monopollies,
David L. Wilner, In Pro Per,

Conmplainant,

vs. Case No. 10066
: (Fi1led March 6, 1976)
The Pacific Telephone and ‘ S

Telegraph Company, A California
Corporation,

Defendant.

: ¥

ORDER DENVING REEEARING OF DECISION NO. 88533

A petition for rehearing having been filed by Consumers
Lobby Against Monopolies, David L. Wilner, in pro per,‘and the
- Commission having considered said petition and being of the
opinion that no good cause for rehearing has been made_to'appear,‘
IT IS ORDERED that rehearing of Decisfon No.88533 Is heredy
denied. ' . | : o
The effcctive date” of this order Is the date hereof.
Dated at _San Francsoo , California this’ Sj‘ﬂ;day of
MAY ‘,.1978, o : : S ‘

Rl

President,

Commissioners .

Coznlssiozer Claire T. Dedrick, dolng
zecesnarily abacns, 3448 wmot ticivate
‘iz tke dlsposition of this proceediig.




c. 10066
D. 88926

RICEARD D. GRAVELLE, Commls 1oner, COncurrzng~

I concur. Since'becision'xo- 88533 was'issued,
the complainant and Pacific Telephone stxpulated that-

"In consideration of this release, The Paczflc
Telephone and Telegraph Company agrees that,
after dismissal of the above-mentioned
P.U.C. Case No. 10066, it will allocate the
sum of $400,000 from the earned surplus of
the Company in accordance with a plan which
the Company will file with the CPUC for
their concurrence.”

("Agreement of COmpromase And Release”
attached to "Request for Dismissal
of Complaint", f£iled May 8, 1978,
in Case No. 10066.) .

Although Mr. Wilner was successful in set#lement.
of his complaint and $400}000 will in some way be use& to
benefit Cal;forn;a s ratepayers (for example, an adjustment
t0 rate base), I am still of the opln;on it is up to-the
Legislature or the Supreme Court to-directithe'Comm;SSion-
to provide attorney fees (with attendant guidelines and

criteria).

e ey ————
- Commissionex

San Franczsco, Calzforn;a
C 2 May 31, 1978
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