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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of VALLEY MOBILE
COMMUNICATIONS, INC.,

Complainant,
- VS,

LEE E. PATTON, M.D., AL SENSEMAN
dba HI~DESERT ANSWERING SERVICE,
DOE ONE through DOE TWENTY,

Defendants.

Case No. 10194
(Filed October 20, 1976)
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' ORDER OF DISMISSAL

On October 20, 1976 Valley Mobile Communications, I[ne.
(Valley) filed Case No. 10194. 'On June 16, 1977 Valley was

notified by letter that:

"All cases and applications concerning radiotelephone
2Vilities have been temporarily removed from the
Commission calendar, pending the outcome of Case
No. 10210 (Commission Order to Institute Investigation
in%to the Deregulation of RIU's). You will be promptly
notified when this matter is again set for hearings."

On August 10, 1978 Valley was notified by letter tnat:

"The petition for xehearing which challenged this
Commission®s jurisdiction over radiotelephone utilities
has been denied (Decision No. 89045, dated June 27, 1978
genyigglgghearingof Decision No. 88513, in Case

0. 10210).

"Proceedinge which were held in abeyance during the
pendency of Case No. 10210 are now active and should
be dismissed or scheduled for hearing.

“Case No. 10194 will have to be amended since it does not
have sufficient information to satisfy recent changes in
the Commission®s Rules of Practice and Procedure. (See
Ordering Paragraph 2 of Decision No. 88513.) Please
advise whether this application is to be amended or
dismissed."™ :
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Valley has not replied to the August 10, 1978 letter.
Therefore, IT IS ORDERED that Case No. 10194 is dismissed

for lack of prosecution. .
The effective date of this order shall be th.rty days

after the date hereof. tﬁ
Da}z%u &z San Frandion , California, this 5‘_-
" Y

day of

Commassioners




