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Decislion No.

BEFQRE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF TEE STATZ OF CALIFORNIA

N

Elaster Booker and Jamnio Bookor,
Complainants,
VS

Case No. 5635

The Pacific Telephone and Telegraph
Company, a Corporation, '

Defendant.

Nt e N P N N N e S s

Jannie Booker, for complainants.
PIllsbury, Madison and Sutro, and
Lawler, Felix and Hall, by
L. B. Conant, for defendant.

The complaint filed on March 22, 1955, alleges that
Zlaster Booker and Jannie Booler of 1629 Zast 8lst Streot,
Los Angeles, California, prior to February 2, 1955, were subscridbers
and users of teolephone scrvice furnished by defendant company at
that address under number LOgan 0513; that on or about February 2,
1955, the.telephone faciliﬁies were Sisconnectoed by defendaﬁt.for
alleged bookmaking and were disconnected at the time.thg complaint
was fiied; that complainants have made denmands upon the defepdant
ror\restoration of the facilities but saild demands have been
refused; that complainants have suffered and will suffer irrepar-
able injury to their reputations and greas hardship as a result
of being deprivecd of the telephone facllitles; and that complain-

ants d18 not use and do not intend to use said tolephone




C. 5635 « OE

facilitles as an Instrumentality ‘to violate the law or in aiding

or abetting such violation. ,
On April 5, 1955, by Decisien No. 51278, in Case No. 5635,

the Commission issued an order directing the telephone. company to
restore service to complainants pernding aﬁhcaring on the matter.

On April 1, 1955, the telephoné company filed an énswer,
the principal allegation.or which was that tné tolephone company,
. pursuant to Decision No. Likls, dated April 6,“l9h8; in Case XNo.
h930 (L7 Cal. 2.U.C. 853) had reasonable cause to believe that the
telephone service furnished to complainants under nusbor LO0gan 0513
at 1629 Zast 8Llst Street, Los Angeles, California, was being-or was‘
to be used as an instrumentality direstly or imdirectly to violétgv
or to aid and abet the violation of the law. |

A public hearing was néld in Loz Angeles vefore Examiner
Xent C. Rogers on kay 13, 1955, and the matter was submitted.

Jannie Booker testified that on the déy the tolephone was
removed she had her 17-year-old niece, Iradell Booker, visiting at
hor homé; that on that day she went to work at 7:30 a.m. and returnsd
home at 5:30 p.xm.; that her telephone was missing when she returned
home; that she called the defendant and was informed that the tele-
phone must have boenm s tolen and it would be replaced at once; that
two or three days later the telephone was reinstalléd; that tWo to
three days later the telephone stopped working and she called_the A
telephone company and was informed that the'teléphone had been dis-
connected on ordoer of.the Sheriff's Departmeﬁt of Loé.Angcles.Caxm$:
that she called tho Sheriff’s olfico and was inrozﬁed that some
officer had‘rcceived 2 bet over the telephone; thdt she has never
used the telepaone for bookmaking purposes, nor pérmitted anyonc

~else to do 20; that her nusband Ls away from home and she %4s all




alose with a ll-monthsT-old babys and that she knows La Verne
Brown dut has not 5cen her since the telephone was diséénnectéd.
A deputy sheriff for Los Angeles County testifled that
1629 E. 813t Street is in Los Arigeles County; that on Jamuary 28,
1955, ke end three officers from the Los Angeles Polico Department
went to complainants' housze at 3:15 p.m., that they_obsérved.
Mrs. La Verne Brown at a long table in the homo with 8 telephono
in her hand; that the officors entered and questioned Mrs. Brown;
that lirs. Brown 3ald she knew nothing aboﬁt boolcnaking but was on
probation for boolmaking; and that the telophone rang on $éveral
occaslons and one of the officers accepted bets on horses in
Caiifornia. The witness sald that Iradell Booker was on the
premizes; that when Mrs. Brovn answered the telophone she made
notatlons on a ﬁagic pad and that the magic pad was not found.
The officer also stated there was irn the room a scratéh sheet.
The officer zald that Mrs. Brown was arrected and booked on sus-
éicion'or bookmaking, but the District Attorney refused to issue
a complaint on the ground of insufficient evidence.
Zxhibit No. 1 Iis an order from the Sheriff's office,
recelived by the defendant telephone company on Fébruary 2, 1955,
requesting that the telephone facilities be disconnected. The posi-
tion of the telephone company was that, as a result of the receipt
of this notlice it acted with reasonable cause as that term is
defined in Decision No. L1ll¢ supra, iﬁ disconnecting aﬁd rofusing
To recomnect the sorvice until ordered to do so by‘this“Commission.
In the light of %the »ecord we £ind that tﬁe‘action of
the fTelephone company was based ﬁpon reasonable c¢ause, as such

term L5 used In Decisfon No. L1LIS, supra. We further £ind that

P




there 1s no evidence to indicate that the complainants herein
engaged in or were directly comnnected with bookmaking activities.
Therefore, the c‘omplainants are now éntitled to a restoration of

telephone sexrvice.

The complaint of Elaster Booker and Jannie Bockeﬁ-
against The Pacific Telephone and Telegraph Company, a corporatidn,
having been filed, a public hearing havizig been held thereon, the
Commission being fully advised in the premises and basing its
decision upon the evidence of rocord and the rinding., herein,

© IT IS ORDERED that the oxder of the Commission in
Decision ’vo. 51278, dated April S, 1955, temporarily rc...toring
telephone service to complainants, be made permanent, .-,ucn restor-
ation being cubject to all duly authorized rules and regulations
of the telephone company a.n& o the existing applicé.blé law.

The effective date of this order shall be .twenty' days’
.after the date hereof,

Iatod gt Saxn Francizco : » California,
this 7d day of . Q//,«..n ram s 195S.

Commlssioners
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