
.FJ 

Peeis ion No .c __ ~;.;;;." ~.;..-..... :t_4_6 __ 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COh~Iv1ISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

HARRISON D. S~UIRES, ) 
) 

Complain~~t, ) 
) 

'IS. ) 
) 

THE PACIFIC TELEPHONE AND ) 
TELEGRAPH COMPANY 1 a co:r,orc tion, ) 

) 
Defendant. ) 

---------------------------) 
BARRY TALS~~ and MILLIE TALSKY ) 

) 
Complainants, ) 

) 
'1$. ) 

) 
THE PACIFIC TBLEPHONE AHD ) 

TBLIDRLPH COMPANY, So corpor=ttion,) 
) 

Defendant. ) 

----------------------------) 
UNI~uE COFFEE SHOP, by ) 

P. CASACKY, ) 
) 

Complainant, ) 
) 

'IS. ) 
) 

THE PACIFIC TEtE?HO:~Z AND ) 
'i'I:':LECRJ\PH COMPJ~NY, a. corpere '~iol1, ) 

) 
Defendant. ) 

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

CA.SE IW. 5016 

CASE NO. 5021 

CASE NO. 5073 

Ha.rrison D. squ.ires in proprio. persona., Ro.:pgond Trem£l.ine 
for Harry Talsky :mel M11J.:i.e 'ralsky, H. :'i1111wn Hess or Unique 
Coffee Shop, com,lainants; Lawler, Felix & Hall and Pillsbury, 
Madison & Sutro, by Leslie C. Tupper, for d~~enda.nt. 

.. ., 
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.Cs. 50l6-5~1-'073-FJ 

o P I l-J ION ---_ ... _--

Two of the compls.1 .• ""l.a.nts herein, Harry Talsky and Millie 

Talsky, and Harrison D. Squires, a.llege that, on March 31, 1949, 

and the third complainant, Unique Coffee Shop, alleges that, on 

April 1, 1949, the telephone facilitios of each complaina.nt were 

di~co~""l.ected·by respondent telephone company, upon a representa­

tion by respondent that it had information to the effect that the 

telephone faci11ties concerned were being put to uses prohibited 

by tho law. It 1~ further Qlleged thnt the telephone facilities 

were not used 1n violation of the law and that e nch complainant 

will suffer irreparable injury, hardship, and financial loss by 

being deprived of these telephone facilities. 

orders gronting temporary interim relief were issued by 

this Co~~ission on May 2, 1949, in Decision No. 42815, in the 

m3tter of Harrison D. Squires, on Case No. 5016; on April 19, 1949, 

in Decision No. 42749, in the :'Ilatter of Ho.rry Talsky and Millie 

Ts.lsl-cy, on Case No. 5021; a.."'ld on May 17, 1949, in Decision 1;0. 

42892, in the mattor of Unique Cofree Shop, on Case No. 5073, 

directing respondent telephone company to restore the facilities 

in question pending a het:lr1ng on each complaint. In eQch case 

reotoration was erfected and subsequently the telephone company 

filed answers to the complaints, the principal allegation of each 

being that the respondent telephone company had reasonable cause 

to believe that the use roade and to be made of the telephone 

facilities concerned was prohibited by law, and that, accordingly, 

it was required to discontinue service to the subscriber under the 
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provisions of this Comm1ssion's order contained in Decision No. 

4l415, dated Apr11 6,1948, 1n Case No. 4930 (47 Cal. P.U.C. 853). 

public hearings were held in these matters on December 8, 

1950, before Commissioner Hulo and Examiner Syphers, at Los Angeles, 

at which time the matters were submitted. 

Each of the petitioners hereto entered 1nto a stipulation 

with defendant wherein it is !'Jtipulated that, although the tele­

phone company acted with rCD.sonable c~use, it doe~ not have evi­

dence lito introduce before the tlbove-entitled Commission to estab­

lish the actual use made or to be mtlde of said telephone service tl • 

It is fuz-ther stipulated. that the petitioner "has no cause for 

action nor claim for daI'Jages aGainst defendant" for its action in 

this !:lattor. 

A review of th~ record in these cases discloses that 

defendant telephone company disconnected the telephone f~cilities 

of ee.ch petit10ner upon inform.ation received from the Cr1i.ne Study 

Commission on Organized Crime of the State of California. Similar 

information from the Crime Commission was held by this Commission 

to constitute reasonable cause for the telephone company to dis­

connect the service in the ca.se of Millstone vs. The Pacific 

Telephone and Telegrnph CompanYI Decision No. 43458, dated Octo­

ber 25, 1949 (49 Cal. P.U.C. 178). 

In the light of ~~is record, we find that the telephone 

company exercised due care in taking the nction it did, and we 

further find that th~s act10n wcs based upon reasonable cause as 

such term is used in Decision No. 41415, supr~. However, inasmuch 

as there is no ovidence to introduce concerning the actual use 

made or to be made of the telephone cervice, ruld in view of the 
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affidavit made 1n each com~la.int, we must giV'e each complainant 

the benefit of the established presumptions of the law. There­

fore, we find, on this record that each petitioner herein 1s en­

titled to continued telephone service, subject, of course, to 

all rules and regulations of the telephone company and to the 

existing applicable law. 

o R D E R .-fI ___ ~_ 

The above-entitled eomplaints against The Pacific Tele­

phone and Telegraph Company having been filed, the parties having 

entered into stipulat1ons, and the Commission being tully advised 

in the premises and basing its decision on the evidence of record 

in th.ese cases, 

IT IS HEHEBY ORDER.:::D tho t tho order~ of: th1~ Commission 

in Decisions Nos. 42815, dated May 2, 1949, on Case No. 5010, 
42749, doted April 19, 1949, on Caso No. 5021, and 42892, dated 

May 17, 1949, on Case No. $073, temporarily restoring tolophone 

service to e&ch of the complainants herein, be ~ade permQnent, 

such re~toration being subject to all rules anq regulations of the 
'. 

telephone company and to the existing applioable law. _ 

The eftec t1 ve do te of tl~1 s order shall be twenty (20) 


