
Decision No. __ ~6_7~2~h~6~_ 

BEFORE TEE PUBLIC UTI!.I!IES COMMISS ION OF n:E S'IA'I'E OF CALIFORNIA 

EL"1ZR. ?UCK::R, 

vs Case No. 7801 

T"'.ciE PACIFIC '!E7.Z?HONE &"ID 
n:I.::CRAPH CO~~~, c 
corpo:ra'tion, 

Defc:d..~nl: • 

¥n~:iec Harwi~, for compl~1nant. 
~w~er, felix ~ Hall, by John M. Y~ller, 

for cefcnd.:lnt. 
ROZc: A:nebergh, City Aetorney, by 

J.~"t'CS: ~k~~'!':z K1i!'~, -:OT. the Police 
Deparaen: of tne City of Los p..ngeles, 
inte:,:,veTle:. 

OPINION -_ .... _ ..... -.-

Compla~t ~e~ks restoration of telephone service at 

2C7 Za~= 80th S==~~t, Leo Angeles, California. Interim restora~ion 

~as o=cered p~n~ing further order (Decision No~ 66520, dated 

Dccembe: 27,1963). 

Defe~dant's answer alleges ~hat: on or about December 10, 

1963 1 it had reasonable cause :0 believe that service to Elmer 

Rucker ~nde= n~bc: PL 2-50$9 was being o:r was to be used ~s an 

i~strumcntality directly o:r indirectly to violate or aid and abet 

',iolation of 1a,,:~, and tae::e:fore defendant wa.s required ::0 dis

connect se:vic~ pcrsuant to the decision in Re Telephone Discon

p~cr.ion, 47 C~l. P.U.C. e5~. 
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The ~ttcr w~s hc~xd and $ubmittcd before Examiner 

Dc~olf at Los P~8el~s on April 17, 1964. 

By le:tc~ of Dcce~oer 6, 1963, the Chief of Police of 

the City of Los Angeles ~dvised dcfcnoant t~~t tee tel~pho~~ 

~~der n~be= PL 2-5059 w~s being ~$ed to disseminAte horse-

racing ~nfo=~tion used in connection with boo~king in viol~:i9n 

of Penal Code Section 337~, ~nd requested disco~ection (Exhibit 1). 

he zoe: ~o thc~~ion hall a~~.lc=vcc ~ic, tclcpt~ nl~~~cr :thcxc co 

:1C e~ ~c e.::'lcc~ wbc;:. /,J 'ft1or'k .::ccis:n:;lCn: ic .Qv~ilcblc; ~~C '!:l.!lC t1'lrcc 

chil~o~~ ~~O of ~hOQ arc i~ ~cbool, and telephone eCT.Viec 10 

neecsserJ f~r t~c wclfQ~c of hie £Q~17. 

C~~l~inznt fu:th~: testified tb3t: there ~ro no cxim1nal 

:n~rges peneing azaine~ hi~ or his Wife, he has ereat 

nc~d for tele,hone service, and he did not and will not usc the 

t~lc,honc for any ~~aw!~l purpose. 

A eep~~y City ~tcorney appea~ed and C%oss-examined the 

cotllrJl(lin~n:) but no testimony was offered on behalf of any law 

We £i~d that ,defen~nt's ~ction was based upon rcesonable 

c~~se) and the c~idence fail$ to show that the telephone was used 

for any illcg~l purpose. 

COQplai~t is entitled to restoration of service. 
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ORDER ------
II IS ORDERED that Decision No. 66520, dated December 27, 

1963, temporarily restoring service to complainant) is made 

pc:rm.;:.nent, subject to defendant's tAriff provisions and eXis'ting 

.:lpplicable law. 

The effective date of this order shall be twenty days 

after the d~te hereof. 

Da1:ecl at :)an F1"a.:I:tdaeo ,California, tbis._.-..:.",,-=~ __ _ 

d3.y of, ___ --tMc.cA..L.y __ , 1964. 


