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Decision No. '_' ___ 63 ..... 688~~_-:--_ 
.~ -, 

BEFORZ THE' PUBLIC UTn.ITIESCOMMISSION· OF THE "STAttOF CALIFORNIA'" 

vs. 
Compla=t.~ 

) Case No. 7283 

TEE PACIFIC 'l'ELEPHONE 
A...~' I'EI.EGRAPR COMPANY ~ . 

~, 
), 

a ,corporation~ '. '~ 
Defendant. ~. 

Joseph Forno, attorney, for:'.complain3nt,. 
Lawler, Felix & Hall, by Charles L. Rogers, 

for defendant. 
Harold W. Kennedy, by DeWitt: Clinton, Deputy 

County Counsel,' for ,the Sheriff of los ': .. 
Angeles County, intervener. ' , 

o P IN' ION',' -'- ...... - -'--, 
By the comp~aint herein, filed on February 19', 1962,' 

Yosh.iko Arakawa requests an order of this, Commission that the 

Defendant, '!be Pacific Telephone andT~legraph,Company, a cor-
, ' 

poration, be required to reinstall telephone service at her 
, "'. " .. . ~ ""., 

home at 9~ South Irolo Street, Los Angeles, California'. 
• " " • .. • . ",~ l" ',' " 

By Decision No. 63359, c:I8ted March &', 1962, ," the ,Com-
. .. , ~ /'. " ~.. ,," .' , ~:' , ) I,., . ." '" :'. '. ... • , . 

mission ordered that the defendant :restore telephone service 
• T ",' ~" .... " ': • • • ''':' ~ " ; ; 

to the complainant pending further Commission order. 

On Ma:rchl4, 1962, the telephone company filed an ' 

answer,. the priDe1pal' allegation of "which was that', the telephone 

company, purswmt to Decision No .4141.>, dated April 6" 1948; 

, , , 
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, , 

in Case No. 4930 (47' Cal.P. U. c .. S.53),. on or aboutDecen.tber16~ , 

1961,. bad reasonable cause to believe that the' teleph~ne serv'ic:e ' 
, " . . , " '. 

furnished to Yoshiko Arakawa under number DUnkirk 9-032i at 

9~ South Iro10 Street, Los :Angeles,. Ca1ifom:La,was being or: 

was to be used as an instrumenta1i1:y direc:tlY,orindireetly to" 

violate or 'Co aid and abet the violation of the 18M)and'~t, 

having such reasonable eause,.tbe'de£endant was: required 'to dis-, 
, , 

cotmect the service pursuant' to, this COmmi.$s1on 'sDe'cis:Lon." " 

No. 41.415. 

A public: hearing was held in Los' Angeles, OIl April, 11, 

1962,. before Examiner Robert, D. DeWolf andtbe' mat'terwaSs~';" , 

mtted on the same date. 

Exhibit No~ lis a copy 'of a letter dated December 16·;,.' 
, , 

1961, from the Sheriff's Office' of the County of Los Angeles to 

the defend.lne, advising the defendant that the 'telephone' ,fur:- ' 

u1shed to Yoshiko Arakawa under number DU 903Zt and, extensi~n 

was being -used for the purpose of, disseminating" horse raci.ng., 

informat1ox:r:-whiChwas being used in' connectio:n wi,thbookmaking 

in violation of Seeti.on 337a of the Penal Code,' and, rcqUest:tng. 

that the telephone company d:iseotmectthe service •. The position 

of the telephone coopany was that it had,. aeted,with reasonable· 

cause as that term .1s used in Decis.ion No .. 4l415.in disconnecting 
, , , 

the telephone service inasmuch as it hadrecei vedthe letter' 

desiga..a:ted as Exhibit No.1 .... 

Complainant testified that alL of . the allegations .con-
• 1 " J • 
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" " " ,I 

use' and does not DOW intencl to use said telephone facilities as. 

instrument.a.lities to violate the law; and,that she has great . 

Deed for a telephone. for her eleven-year-old blind' child> who, 

has need for special activities. 

The Sheriff of tos Angeles County appeared and: inter­

vened ,by deputy county counsel, but offered no" testimony, .. in;' 

opposition to the compla.int. 
" 

After' full consideration of 1:h1s record we find that 

the telephone coxDpany's action was based'uponreasonabl~ cause 

as tha't terrnis used in Decision No~4l4l.s, and,'we further find 

that the-evidence fails to show that the complainant·' S ,'telephone 

was used for any illegal purpose, and that' therefore.:the c~m­

plainant is entitled to restoration of telephone. service •. 

ORDER - '.- - - -.. 

The complaint· of Yoshiko ArakaWa against, The . ~acific' 

Telephone and Telegraph Company, a cot-porat1on, havi'nSbeen ' 

filed, a public hearing having been held~thereon, . the Commission' 

being fully advised in ehe premises and basing its .decision' upon 

the evidence herein, 

IT IS ORDERED that the order of ,the Commission·in 

Decision No. 63359, dated March 6, 1962, in· case No •. 7283:;: 'tem­

porarily restoring telephone. service, 'to tJ."le complai:laXlt,.. be: made 
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perma:o.ent~ such restoration being. subject to all duly 'authorized 

rules and regulations ,of the telephone' comPany and to- the exist-" . , . -

ing applicable law. 

The, effective date of this order shall be: twenty days 

after the date bereof~ 

day of. _____ M;;,;.A;..;.Y ___ ...., 

S10ners 

" , 

; ~ . , 
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with the u.:,~ exceptions., from all points within Orange County to 
, , 

points north of Bakersfield to ,and including the'San Francisco Ter­

rito~ a:ld pOint:~ in the Sacra:nento· area. 

It is alleged tllat applicants ~'l3.venot been able to· secure' . 

enoush traffic southbound from S8nJose to justify·. the expense of 

providing. the service; that' the limited ,vo11Jme and"the expense of 
i 

handling such t::'affic constitutes a ~den on the r~inder' of the 

traffic bandled by applicants; that there areapproximat~ly 14 high­

way common carriers serving, San Jose:a:ndtllat applicants'have 

adV'ised their San Jose shippers of' their plans-to abandon seX'Vice . 

from San Jose to Santa Ana' and points ,in .' the Los Aneeles. Terri-tory . 

and aave beeD. advised by their shippers that. they have no .obj.ection.; 

After consideration the Commission finds and concludes 
. . , 

that applicants are 'attempting, to pic'!c and choose tl'le po:i.nts:they 

"Aill serve as' ~ certifiea.ted carrier after once hav:l.ng tM.de ,~, public 

dedication· of their service.' '!be app11cationwill.beden!ed.·: A 
. . ~/ 

public hearing isuot necessary. 

ORDER .... _-,_.-
, '" , , . . 

.Application having. been:· filed and . the. Comnd.ssion ,being' 

i:::i£ormed in the premises-~ 

IT IS ORDERED that App11cationNo. 41954 is hereby denied. 

The effective date of this order sba11~ be tWenty days afte:: 

the date hereof. 

Dated at __ &_ll_" _P'r3.n_d!_5eO _____ ,. Californ:1a> , tMs' /Idday-

of _"""7n ....... _40'~L_. ___ ~ 1962. 


