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Deeision NO. 88927 MAY 311978 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STA...~ OF CALIFORNJ:A 

I~~the matter of the application ) 
of ~he Pacific Telephone and ) 
Teleqraph Company, a co:z::poration, ) 
for telephone service rate ) Application No. 55492 
increases to cover increased costs ) 
in providinq telephone services. ) 

.... -----------------------------> 
Investiqation on the Commission~s ) 
O'WIl. motion into the rates, tolls,· > 
rules, charges, operations, eost.oc;, ) 
separations, inter-co:npany ) , case No. 10001 
settlements, contracts, service, ) 
and facilities of THE PACIFIC ) 
TELEPHONE A..'m TELEGRAPH COMPANY, ) 
a california eorpora~oni and of ) 
all the telephone corpo:ations ) 
listed in. Appendix A,. attached ) 
hereto. ) 

.... -----------------------------) 
ORDER DISMISSING PETI~ION FOR REHEARING 

Toward Utility Rate .,N'o:rmalization has filed a petition for 

rehearing of t!le Commission's Oral Review, made at ~e Conference 

of March 21,1978, affir.minq t:eAcmjnistrative Law Juege's 

ruling. The Commission is of the opinion that the Commission's 

Oral Review is not an "order or decision" within the meaning of 

Section 1731 of the Public Utilities Code and t.~t the petition 

for rehearing shottlcl be dismissed; therefore, 

IT IS ORDERED that the petition for rehearing of the 

Commission's Oral Review at the Conference of l-'...arch 21, 1978, 

affi:a:tinq the Ad.Inhiistra~vc I.~w Jud9'e~s Ruling is dismissed. 

The effective date of this order is the date hereof. 
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RlCl3:A:RD D. GRAV'ELLE, Co)'CDlissioner, Concurring:.!, 
", 

" 

:.'," .... j .. 

I" ~, ... , ~.~ 

I concur. Action taken by the full co~Uission in' 
." 

consideration of an appeal of a ruling by the Kresiding 
, . 

Officer or a hearing officer on behalf of the ~,Pi'esiding . 
. • I' 

Commissioner should ~'l::>e considered a decisi~,r:' on the 
, i ',I:, ~ . 

merits or a final decision. I believe Section'~731'was 
,~ , , 

intended to apply only to. fin4l Commission deeis'ions on 
, '''' 

~;:~~: ' 

the merits. If this is not the case the Com:mission and 

ultimately the Supreme Court could be deluged w~~~ appeals 
. ".o, 

I,"', 

on essentiaJ.ly interrogator.r procedural isst).es.:~':'.~ 
".j' 

~d~. 
~VELLE, COInml.SSl.oner . 

San Francisco-, Cali£ornia. 
May 31, 1978 
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