
Decision No._..-::6-:7...,:,:..,:S:::.,8;::;...... __ 

BEFORE '!HE PUBLIC U'I'ILITIES COMMISSION OF nIB STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

RING GOON WONG, , 

Com-plainant, 

vs C~se No.; 7908 

PACIFIC TELEPHONE 
AND TELEGRAPH, 
a Corporation, 

Dc:enc1ant .. 

Edw~rd P .. George, for complDiruJnt. 
L~wler) Felix & Hall, by Robert c. 

Coppo, for defendant. 
Roger Arnebergh, City Attorney, by 

J~mcs H. Kline> for the Police 
'Department of the City of Los 
Angeles, intervener. 

OPINION -----.-----
Compl~inQnt seeks restoration of telephone service at 

5043 Hun~ington Drive, Los Angeles, Cali£orniQ. Interim. resto­

r:;!tion ~'1as ordered pending further order (Decision No. 67294, 

dated June 3, 1964). 

Dc£end~n:'s answer alleges that on or about March 24, 

1964, it had rCQson~blc c.:Juse to believe th~t service to Ring 

Goon Wong, under number CApitol 5-3423 was being or was to be 

used as an instrumentality directly or indirectly to violate or 

aid and abet violation of law, and· therefore defendant was required 

to disconnect service pursuant to the decision in Re Telephone 

Disconnection, 47 Cal. P.U.C. 853. 
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The m~tter w~s he~rd ~nd submitted before E~miner 

DeWolf at Los Angeles on July 16, 1964. 

By letter of March 23, 1964, the Chief of Police of the 

City of Los Angeles advised defendant that the telephone under 

number CA 5 3423 was being used to dissemin~tc horse-racing 

ingoimation used in connection with boo~king. in violation of 

Penal Code Section 337a, and requested disconnection (Exhibit 1). 

Complai~nt testified that he lost business when his . 

. telephone ~o1as disconnected; that bis helper, who is not related 

to btm, S~m YingWong, works in the laundry pressing shirts when 

complainant is out picking up laundry, and he does not know of 

any unlawful use of his telephone. 

Complainant furtber testified tbat he bas great need 

for telephone service, and he did not and will not use the tele­

phone for any unlawful purpose. 

A deputy city attorney appeared and eross-e~mincd the 

complainant, but no testimony was offered on behalf of any law 

enforcement agency. 

We find that defendant's action was based upon reason­

able cause, and the evidence fails to show th~t the telephone 

was used for any illegal purpose. Complainant is entitled to 

restoration of service. 
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ORDER - ~ ......... -
II IS ORDERED that Decision No. 67294, dated. Juce 3, 

1964, tec.porarily restoring service to c:oc.pl.o.1nant, is made 

perQatlent, subject to defendc.nt"s ta.riff prov1sions and exLstirlg. 

applicable law. 

'rhe effective date of this order shall be twenty days 

~fter the date hereof. 

Dated at san Fra:aClSCO J ,California, this d l{~ 
day Of. ___ A_l,;,;;;JG __ U,;;..ST~1 ___ , 1964. 


