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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Flamingo Mobile Lodge,

Complainant,

vs.

Pacific Bell,

Defendant.


Case 00-05-055

(Filed May 25, 2000)

ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE’S RULING

DIRECTING PARTIES TO FURNISH FURTHER INFORMATION

Flamingo Mobile Lodge (Flamingo), a mobile park in Corona, asserts that Pacific Bell (Pacific) should be responsible for placing telephone cable underground to serve 16 coaches on the property.  The cable was installed in the late 1950s and was attached at that time to a wood fence-like structure called a utility rail.  The fence-like structure has deteriorated over the years and a portion of it is missing.  As a result, some of the cable lies on the ground.

Pacific responds that under its tariffs the park owner is responsible for maintaining and replacing the utility rail.  Pacific states that it will convert the cable to underground, but the park owner must either provide the trench or pay to have the work done pursuant to Pacific tariff.

Flamingo states that Commission Decision (D.) 93-01-050 (found at 47 CPUC2d 786) requires that Pacific place the cable underground at no charge to the park owner.  D.93-01-050, as amended by D.93-05-014 (found at 49 CPUC2d 223), deals with inside wire demarcation points at mobile parks.

This ruling directs both Pacific and Flamingo, within 30 days, to supply additional information.

Pacific is directed to respond to the following questions:

1. Did Pacific in 1999 agree at its cost to convert a portion of cable on the property to standard buried drop wire?  If so, what distinguishes that conversion from the one requested in this complaint?

2. What tariffs deal with maintenance of a utility rail on residential property or on the property of a mobile park?  Please attach a copy of the applicable tariffs.

3. Does Pacific have an easement for the utility rail on this property?  If so, does the easement speak to responsibility for the utility rail or cable?

4. What responsibility, if any, does Pacific have for cable that has fallen to the ground on an owner’s property?  Please provide a copy of any applicable tariffs.

Flamingo is directed to clarify its complaint by responding to the following questions:

1. Explain why you believe that D.93-01-050 requires Pacific to provide underground cable or a cable support structure without cost to the property owner.

2. State the provision of law or order or rule of the Commission that you believe that Pacific is violating.

3. What evidence supports your contention that the telephone utility supplied the wooden utility rail that supports part of the telephone cable?

Both Pacific and Flamingo are invited to add any further information that may assist the Commission in resolving this complaint.

IT IS RULED that:

1. Pacific Bell (Pacific) and Flamingo Mobile Lodge (Flamingo)are directed to supply the information requested in this ruling within 30 days of the date of this ruling.

2. The information should be sent directly to the undersigned Administrative Law Judge and need not be filed with the Docket Office.

3. Pacific shall send a copy of its response to Flamingo; Flamingo shall send a copy of its response to Pacific.

Dated July 21, 2000, at San Francisco, California.







Glen Walker

Administrative Law Judge

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that I have by mail this day served a true copy of the original attached Administrative Law Judge’s Ruling Directing Parties to Furnish Further Information on all parties of record in this proceeding or their attorneys of record.

Dated July 21, 2000, at San Francisco, California.



Ann White

NOTICE

Parties should notify the Process Office, Public Utilities Commission, 505 Van Ness Avenue, Room 2000, San Francisco, CA  94102, of any change of address to insure that they continue to receive documents. You must indicate the proceeding number on the service list on which your name appears.
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