Decision No.  wO3C% @ L‘% ﬁ @%@Aﬁ-

BIFORE TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES CO.LISSION OF THE STATT OF CALITORHTA

RALPE GUIDO,

Complainant,

V3.

Case No. S9L3

THE PACIFIC TELEPHONE AND TELIZGRAPH
COLIPANY, a corporation,

Defendant.

R e i R D . T L WL R L )

Ralph Guide, in propria persona.
Lowlor, Fellx and Eall, by Johwn M. Sink,
for defendant.

The complaint herein, filed on May il, 1957, alleges
thut Ralph Guido, of L8L3 Elizabeth Street, Bell, Califorania, prior
to January 16, 1957, was a subseriber and user of tolephone service
furnished by defendant company under number IUdlow 1-6036 at said
address; that on or about January 16, 1957, the tolephone facilities
of the complainant were disconncctod by the defendant pursuent to a
lettor from the Los Angelos Sheriff's Deparimont, which department
caused complainant to be arrested on or about said date on a charge
of suspicion of bookmelking at said addrecs; that said cherge has
been dronped and the defendant was dismissed at the time of the
preliminary hearing on the insulficiency of the evidence; that
complalnant has demanded of the defendant tha®t the telephone
services be restored but defendant refuses to do 30; that

complainant has suffered and will suffer irreparable Injury to his
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reputation and great hardship as a result of being deprived of said
telephone facilities; and that complainant did not use and does not
now Intend vo use said telenhone facilities asan Ingtrumentallty to
violate the law nor in aiding or abetting such violation.

On Mey 28, 1957, by Decision No. 55035, this Cormission
issued an order directing the tolephone coupany to restore service
to complainant pending a heering in the matter.

On June 10, 1957, the telephone company filed an answer
the principal allegation of which was that on or about
January 21, 1957, it had reasonable cause to believe that <he
telephone service furnished to complainant under number
LUdlow 1-6036 at 48L3 Elizabeth Street, 3Bell, California, was being
or was to be used as an instrumentality directly or Indirectly to
violate or to ald and abe® the violation of the law and that, having
such reasonable cause, the defondant was required %o discoanect the
service pursuant to this Commission's Decision No. L1415, dated
April 6, 15L8, in Case Wo. L930 (L7 Cal. 2.U.C. 853).

A public hearing was held in Los Anzeles before Examinqr
Tent C. Rogers on June 25, 1957, and the matier was submitted.

The complainant toctified thet he resides with his wife and

children at L8L3 Elizabeth Streét, Bell; that he works from 7 a.m.

to 3:30 p.m.; that on January 16, 1957, he returned home at about
3:45 pum.; that four or five deputy sheriffs were there with hils
wife; that she had been arrosted for boolmaking and he wac arrested
and the telephone removed; thet subsequently his wife was convicted
of boclmaking ond yaid & fine; that he was released; that he has

never used the telephone for illegal purposes and never pernmitted It
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to be 350 usod; that he éill gee¢ %o 1t that his wife does not use
the telephone for 1llegal »murposes; and that he needs a telephone.

Exhibit No. 1 1s a copy of a letter from the office of
the Sheriff of Los Angeles County advising the defendant that
complainant's telephone was, on January 16, 1957, being used for
boolmaking purposos, advising that the telephone had been
confiscated, and requesting that the said telephone services be

disconnectod. A %olephonse comwany ecmmloyee testified that this

lotter was received by the defendant on January 21, 1957, and that

& central office disconnection was effected shortly thereafter
pursuant to that request. The position of %he telephone company
was that 1t nad acted with reasonadle cause ag that term is used

in Decizion No. L1215, referred to supra, in disconrnecting the
telephone service inasmuch as it had received the lotter designated
as Exhibit No. 1.

After full consideration of this record we now find that
the telephone compeny's actlon was based upon reasonable cause as
that term 1s used in Decision No. L1415, referred to supra. We
further find that there is no evidence thet coinplelinent was engeged
In, or directly connected with, or rormitted the telephone
facilities to be used for 1llegal purposes. Therefore, the
complalnant 1s now erntitled to restoration of telephone service.

If complainant's wife used the telephone for illegal nurposes,

she has paid her penalty.
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The comnlaint of Ralph Guido agalnst The Pacific
Telephone and Telegraph Compaﬁy having been f1led, a public hearing
having been held thereon, the Commission being fully advised in the
premises and basing its decision upon the evidence of record and
the {indings herein,

IT IS OADERED that the order of the Commission in
Decision No. 535035, dated iy 28, 1957, temporarily restoring
tolephone service to complainant be made rermanent, such restoration
being subject to all duly authorized rules and regulations of the
telephone commany and to the exlsting applicadble law.

. The effective date of this order shall be twenty days

aftor the date hereof.

Dated at Sax Franeiseo » California,

this gzﬂj'zsﬂ/day of (jwaéiJ » 1957.
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