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Decision No. 
9321.2 

BEFORE Z-IE PtJBLIC UTILITIES COM!'!!SS:rON 

CAUSE (Campaign Against Utility 
Service Exploitatio~)~ 

Co:nplaina:.t ~ 

vs. 

PACIFIC TELE?Hm~E A.~D TELEGRAPH 
COMPA..v,y ~ 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

------------------------------) ) 
LOUIS S~~JEL, Individually ~~d 
in a representative capacity, 

Co:npla1~nt, 

vs • 

PACIFIC TELEPHmffi AND TELEGRAPH 
COMPA17, a co~oration, 

Dei"enda..~t • 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

--------------------------------) ) 
CARY D. LOWE, 

Complainant~ 

vs. 

PACIFIC TELEPHONE A.V,D TELEGRAPH 
COMPANY, LV.C., A.YD DOES I 
Th;ROUGH X, Inclusive, 

Derenda.~ts . 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

-----------------------------) ) 
Investigation on the Co:n:n!ss!on's 
own motion into the rules, 
practices~ a.~d procedures of all 
telephone corporations, as listed 
in Appendix A attached to the 
O.I.I., concerning disclosure or 
non-published telephone numbers, 
credit and other suoscr1oer 
1ni'ormation. 
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Case }Io. 10107 
(Filed May 28, 1976) 

Case No. 101~2 
(Filed July 16> 1976) 

Case No. 10204 
(Filed Nove~er 12, 1976) 

• Case No. 10206 
(Piled Nove~er 10, 1970) 



C. 10107~ et al. L/bh 

ORDER EXTENDING STAY OF 
DECrS!O~ NO~ 92~bO 

... " 

A petition for rehe~ing of ~ecision CD.) No. 92860 has 
been ~!led by the United States Attorney tor the Southern District 
of California. Because the petition was ~iled in accord~~ce with 
Public Utilities Code Section l733~ a stay of D. 92860 is in 
effect. We dee::l the issues raised by the 0.5. Attorney's petition 
to be of sui'f!cient 1mporta."lce to justify extending the stay 1l."ltil 
we C~"l thorou~~ly and cO::lp:etely a."lalyze the issues. Theretore~ 

IT IS SERE3Y ORDE?~D ~hat ~he stay of D. 92860 shall 
~e=ain in effect ~.t11 further order of this Co~~ssion. 

Tne e~rective date of this order is the date hereo~. 
Dated ]UN 101SS'f , at Sa."l Fra.~c1sco.) Calitor:lia. 
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