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 Per Curiam. 

{¶1} This is an appeal as of right by Verizon North, Inc. (“Verizon”) of 

decisions of appellee Public Utilities Commission of Ohio (“commission”). 

{¶2} Ohio Consumers’ Counsel (“OCC”) filed a motion for leave to 

intervene as an appellee in this appeal and, as a prospective intervenor, filed a 

merit brief. We find that in his statutory capacity as representative of the 

residential customers of Verizon’s telephone service, OCC has demonstrated that 

he is a real party in interest in this appeal.  Therefore, we grant OCC’s motion. 

{¶3} Upon consideration of the briefs and the record before us, we 

conclude as urged by the commission that further deliberation by the court would 

be a vain act that this court declines to undertake.  Travis v. Pub. Util. Comm. 

(1931), 123 Ohio St. 355, 175 N.E. 586.  The only error claimed in the notice of 

appeal that is properly before this court would result in an opinion that the 

commission erred in finding that the renewed motion to alter access recovery 

charges filed by Verizon in the commission proceedings amounted to an untimely 

request for rehearing.  Such an opinion would be of little consequence to the 

parties in this appeal.  Moreover, there are a number of rate-review proceedings 



SUPREME COURT OF OHIO 

2 

available to Verizon in which it can pursue its rate complaints that were 

improperly raised in this appeal.  See, e.g., R.C. 4909.18.  Hence, we dismiss 

Verizon’s appeal. 

Appeal dismissed. 

 MOYER, C.J., F.E. SWEENEY, PFEIFER, LUNDBERG STRATTON and 

O’CONNOR, JJ., concur. 

 RESNICK and O’DONNELL, JJ., not participating. 
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