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Decision No.' ; 901.48 . APR 10 1978 
B~FCRE TriS PUBLIC UTILIT.i...i:::S CO,r.jl',llSSION OF Til':: STAT2: OF CALIFORNIA 

RONALD B. SULLIVAN, dba ) 
;"SriLAND riAlR CAk£ C£NTER, ) 

Comr18 inant, 

v. 

PACIFIC CAS AND ELECTRIC 
:Cr.iPAt\Y, a corporation, 

Defendant. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

---------------------) 

Case No. 10597 
(Filed June 15, 197$) 

CIWt::R OF i.HSr.:~SS;"L . 
Tne ccrr:plaint alleges that: (1) defendant's meters are 

inaccurate, (2) defendant is in violation on billing procedures, and 

(J) defendant has failed to credit payn~ents on compla.inant' 5 D.ccount. 

C;or.;p1;)inant requests that nis account be properly cred.ited. anl.l t.n.at 

the meters be cHecked for accuracy. 

Complainant f8iled to respond to defend.ant's efforts to 

drran&e a meeting and the answer was filed on December 8, 1978. It 
,ie!"li~$ :;11 0;" com?la ina~t' s allee;ations and alleges "that.: Cl, 

COl':'pJainJ:1t. nns recently filed for bankruptcy, (2) service was 

discontim.:ed on AUSJ.st 1, 1978 at complainont's request, ;:Ir:.d (3) 
defenJont's represent..::ltive0 were informed t.hat the sur.': of $4. 19.1.] 

owed defendant is uncollect.ible. Cotr.p18 in8.nt questioned the 

~cc\.lr;::>.cy of defend~nt.' s meters in an earlier cCnJ!-,laint, and tney were 

cilt:~cked by a COIn!T!ission engineer, wno filed ::t report uetted Ser-teIl'loe::-

1, J977, which ~i"!'irmed tnat all three n:eters were accurate under 

t.ne st:?lnuaru 3\10pted by t.ne Public Utilities COl:"JTlission (Case iJo. 

101>48, iJecision No. 87968, dated Cctober 12, 1977). No money was 
deposited with tne Corr.rniss ior. , so defendant has no guarantee that e the bill will be ?aid. 
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c.] 0597 'r\.d /"r:tw 

The Corrmission · .... rote a letter to comp18 inant dated 
Februo.ry 7, 1979 to ~civise that his complaint is scheduled for 
dlsmiss~l unless the Commission is notified of his in~en~ion t~ 
:,u:"sue this ::Jction. No comr.",unication na s been received fro!!, 
complainant, and. the letter directed to nim has not been returned 
by til.;- pos~ office. Cort)plainant nas recently n,oveJ to a different 
city :md no lonc::er occupies the premises servec. by 'tone rr:eters in 

question. 
Scnedl;ling a hearing or a meeting of the parties is not 

~ustirieu in this proceeding. It is evident that complainant 
doc~ ~ot intend to prosecute this complaint. 

iT IS ORDERED that Case No. 10597 is dlsrHisseu. 

Th~ effective date of tnis order snall be thirty days 

~fter the date hereof. 
Dated 8~ _____ Saa ___ ~ __ an_~ _________ , California, this loti: 

___ AP_Ri_.w...;:4::..-__ , 1979. 


