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Decision No. '68446 

BEFORE TEE PtJ'SLIC UTILI'IIESCOMMISSION OF THE, STATE OF'CALIFORNIA" ' 

DARIZNE In!>E, 

Compla1nant, 

vs 

PACIFIC ,tELEPHONE COMPANY, 

Defendant~ 

! 
.. ~ 

__________________________ -J) 

, Case;. Nc>. ' '7899 :,;:,' 
, <'~'. ,.' . 

B-ruce Weathers, forcompla1nant. 
Gray, cary,:Ames & Frye, by ,Richard A. Burt, 

for defendant. , ' 

'" 

• •• ·1 

Charles R_ Schilder, San. Diego J?olice,']).epartment,. ' 
for the District Atto:ney's Office',,:1ntervener __ 

o P'I N, 10 N ---- - ....... , 
Complainant seeks ,restoration of telephone' seryice'at 

,. , ' 

3609' Curlew Street, San Diego, C31'ifornia.. Interimrestorati.on.' 

was ordered pending fux,ther order (Decision No,.6·7Z55", 'dated; , 

May 26, 1964.) 

Defendant's ~er alleges 'that on or ' about October 'S,' 
, , 

1963, it: bad reasonable cause to believe that serviee~to" ", 

M. R. Ba:thel under number 298·6056 and Mrs,. J .E.Hyde,.. under: 

number 298·3861 were being or werete> be used asan'iJ:'1stromentality 

dixec::tly or indirectly to violate or aid and-abet violati'o~'of, 
'.', '. '" 

law,. and therefore defendant: was requi:red: to'discomee,t, 'servic::e, ' • .. ' "., , , 

pursuant to the dec::ision iu :Re Telepho~eDi~c::onnection,.4i.cil<· 
, . . ". 

" 

P.u.c. 853:_ 
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Tbe Inlltter "'13S beard before Examiner DeW,;l.f ·atSatl. Die~o' .. 
, . 

on September 16 and 17 and November 17, 1964;' and>submitted·ontbe. 

lact date. 

:Be letter of. October 7 ~ 1963, the Chief of Police of th'e:. 
City of San Diego advised de.fendantthat the telephones Under 

numbers CY 8-6056 and CY 8-3861. were' beingused·,:to:· disse2m.~ate : 

borse-racing. informatio~ used in connection' "<>.'"ithboolanaking,in·: 
" "" 

violation of'Penal Code Section 337a,. and reque:sted ·disconnect:l.on .... 

(Exhibit· 1). '., 
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Complainant testified tbatsbe has moved.from,·"tbeprem1ses' . 

described ~ the complaint; that sbe'::nowresides': at 3793 'Dove' StX'eet; . 
. , " 

San DiegO', califcrnia, and bas telephone service attbis,.address.;· 

that ber fatber and mother" have sold: the premises described·ill tbe;. 
• '.. C ., 

complaint and moved to another city; that she did 'not: engage tn.' any 

unlawful activity in the use of her telepbone;and tb8t~bedl.d·>not 

COtlSCnt to the use .thereof by otbers. 

Complainant further testifiedtbat sbe has' Dot been 

cbargedwitb any offense; tbat nocbarges are pending aga~st ber;· 

that sbe bas great need for telephone,' se~ice;8nd'tbat sbe::d!d: not 
. "- .. , ' 

and will not use " the telephone for any·· unlClwfulpurpose •.. ,> 

A police officer appeared but De> testimony was, o~f~red' on 

behalf of any. law enforcement· agency. 
, 

We find that defendant's action was· basedupon'rea'sonable 

cause) and the evidence fails .to show that .tbetelepborlewssuscd~ 

for any illegal purpose. Complainant is entitled".toserviC:e.·;· .' .. 
. ,' .. 
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IT IS ORDERED that Decision No·.. 67255,.clated: May26,~ 

1964~ temporaxUy :restoring service to' cO'Clplainant", is'macle 

permanent, subject to defendant's tariffprovis:lons, 8lld "'e~sting\'" 

applicable law. 
", <',' 

The effective date oftbisorder sb:all'))e~enty:;days: 

af1:erthe date hereof. 

Dated. at &m FranClSCO , California, .. this_'_' __ P ... ···tl_ .. ·_·.·. __ _ 

day of. __ -'-.tA_~_lT __ AR_Y._, '_' __ ". 196{. 
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