Decision No. S530% @ ﬁ%@gmﬁﬁ-

BEFORE THE PUZLIC UTILITIES COMMIS:ION OF THE STaTE OF CaALISCRNIA

FR~NKIZ J. BOHA.:NON,
Complainant,

vs.

THE P+CIFIC TELEPHONE AND TELIGRAEFH
COMBANY,

Case No. 5923

Defendant.

Claude Vibart Worrell and Jemes R. abernathy,

by Janes R, abermathy, for complainant.
Lawler, Felix and Hell, by John M, $ink, for

deferdant.

Roger Armedbaugh, by Walter C, Foster, for the
Police Department of the City of Los Angeles,
intervener.

In the complaint herein, filed on April 5, 1957, Frankie
J. Bohannon alleges that she resides at 1464 wWest 8lst Sireet,
Los angeles, California; that for over one year she has had telephone
service furnished at thot address by the defendant under number
Pleacant 1-7903; that the defendant interrupted said service and has
refused to restore sald service despite several requests and demands
therefor by the complainant; that she is inforzmed and believes and
therefore alleges that the defendant 1nterrppted her telephone ser-
vice 25 a result of a complairnt made by the Los Angeles Police
Department; that she has no knowledge of any illegal use of her
televhone services, or any use of her telephone foriillegal pur-
roses; that nelther she nor any meader of her famili has been

sharged with any offense showing illegal use of her telephone; 2nd
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that she has been severely damaged and Anconvenienced as a result of

her inability to have her telephone service restored.

On April 16, 1957, by Decislon No. 54845, this Cozmission
issued an order directing the telephone company to restore service
to complainant pending a heering in the matter.

Cn April 29, 1957, the telephone company filed an answer,
the princlpal allegation of which was that the telephone company,
pursuant to Decision No, 51415, dated April 6, 1948, 4in Case No.

4930 (47 Cal, P.U.C., 853) on or about September 24, 1956, had
reasonable cause to bhelieve that the telephone service furnished to
couplainent under number Pleasant 1-7903 at 146% West 8lst Street,
Los Angeles, California, was being, or was to be used, as an instru-
mentality directly or indirectly to violate or to 21d and abet the
viclation of the law, and that, having such reasomable cause the
defendant was required to disconnect the service.

A public hearing was held in Los Angeles on June 25, 1957,
before Examiner Xent C. Rogers, and the matter was submitted.

The complainant testifled that prior to September 20, 1956,
she had a telephone furmished by defendant at her avartment at 1464
West 8lst Street, Leos angeles, California; that she and ﬁer husband
work but on that day ste was home; that she received a telephone call
by some man who wanted to place a bet; that about five minutes later
pollice came and arrested her for dooxmuking and removed her telephone;
that she was taken to jalil and booked but no charges were filed
against her and she was released on a writ of habeas corpus; that
she has never used the telephone for 1llegal purposes and has no
knowledge of any i1llegal use thereof; and that she needs a telephone.

No evidence was presented by tne Police Department.
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Exnibit No, 1 15 2 copy of a letter from the Commander of
the Administrative Vice Division of the Los Angeles Police Department
to the telephone compeny advising it thet the complainant's telephone
was being used for disseminating horse racing information which was
being used in connection with bookmeking on September 20, 1956; that
the telephone had been confiscated; and requesting that the defendant
disconnect sald services. 4in employee of the telephone company in
the office of the Chlel Specizl Agent therein testified thet this
letter was received on September 25, 1956, and z central office
dlscomnection was effected snortly tiaereafter pursusnt to the

recuest. The position of the telephore company was that it had aggsa

IR

Wi%h reasonsble cuuse, as that term is used in Decision No. 414l5, ro-—

Torred to supra, in ALsCOIMECTINg the telephone service inasmuch 2s

1t had received the letter designeted as Exhidbit NWo. L.

After full) consideration of thirc record we now find that
the telephone company's 2ction was based uporn reasomable couse, as
thet term is used in Decision No. 41&13, supra. We further find
that there is no evidence that complainant was engaged in, was
directly comnected with, or permitted the telephome facilities to be
used for illegal purposes. Therefore, the complainent is now

entitled to restoration of telephone service.

The complaint of Frankie J. Bohannon against The Pacific
Televhone and Telegraph Compeny, a corporatién, having heen filed,
& public hearing having been held thereon, the Cozmission being
fully advised in the premises and basing 1ts decision upon the

evidence of record, and the findings herein,
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IT IS ORDERED that the order of the Commission in Decision
No. 5“8“5, dated April 16, 1957, temporarily restoring telephone
service to the complainant be made permanent, such restoration deing
subjJect to all duly authorized rules and regulations of the telephone
company and to the existing applicable law.

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

Dated at San Francisco , California, this _2__?_@_/

day of U , L957.
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