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Decision No. 68610 . I 

\ 
BEFORE '!'BE PUBLIC tJTILIl'IES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

HILDRED ,B~ SMITH, ) 
) 

Complainane, ) 

vs. 

!HE PACIFIC TELEPHONE 
Al.'i!D TELEGRAPH COMPANY) 
a eorporation, 

Defendant. 

) 
) 

~ 
~ 

Case No~ .8040'" 

------.-----.----------------~} 
I 
" I 

Mrs. Hildred S. Smith, in propria persona.1

1 Lawler, Fell.X ISC HaJ.!,. by Robert C. CoPE?, 1 

for defendant. - , 
Roger Arnebergh, by James H. raine, for 

the Police Department of the. City of I 

Los Angeles, intervener. i , 

o P IN I ON --- ... -~--

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

serVice at Compla~t seeks restoration of 'telephone 
I 
I . 

Interim restora-1045· Browning Boul~ard, Los Angeles, Calif~rnia. 
I ." 

tion was ordered pending further order (Decis:Lon' Nc>. 6811')2,: .dated 

October 27, 1964). . \ 

I 
I 

Defendant f s 3.nswer alleges that on or about September s., 
1 

'1 
1963, it bad reasonable cause to believe that service to: }",a:s. Rildrcd 

I 

"'! . Smith, under number 731-4045. was being or was to be used as ·an 
" . . i inserumentality direcely or indirectly to violate or aid' and: abet. 

violation of law, and 

nect sc:vice pursuant 

47 Cal. P. U.C. 853.' 

I 

therefore. defendant was requ:Lredto :discon-
, '.,1,. 

to the decision in Re Telephone' Disconnection,. , 
. ' .. '1' 
,"I: 

, 

.\ 

r 
.j: 
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C. 8040 - ~/gf * 

'I; 
The matter was heard and submitted' before Examiner DeWolf 

at l.os Angeles on December l5~ 1964,. 

By letter of September 3~ 1963~ the Chief of Police of 
, 

the City of Los At!geles advised defendant that the telephone' .under 
" 

number 731~4045was being'used' to disseminate horse-racing irifortna7" 
. ,I ,.,,' . 

tion used in connection with bookmaking: in violation .of Penal Code 
l' , 

Section 337a, 3nd requested disconnection (Exhibit 1). 

Complainant testified that her telephone was. d:tsconnected 
, i 

over a year; that she lives alone' and works in a printing shop; 
, 
I 

tha~ she was in Santa .Ana when the telephone was disc,onnected;. 

and ~hat 5he does not know ofan'J unlaw~l use of her I 

telephone. 
I 
! 
, 

I 
Complainant further testified that she needs telephone 

I 
service for personal safeey and medical reasons; that she has great 

need for tcle?hone service; and that' she did not and wi:Ul . notuse, 
' i 

the tele~hone fOF any unlawful.pu::posc. : 
, I 

A deputy city attorney appeared and cross-examined 
I 

cOtn?lainant~ but no testimony was offered on behalf of any law 
. '"" 

enforcement ..:.gency. I 

We find that defend.:mt t s 
'11' , .' 

• b 'd '10.'1' actl.on was ase upou'reasonal.1' e , . 

eause~ and that the evidence fails 
i ' , 

to' show the telephone was used . 

for any illegal purpose. 

of service. 

Complainant is entitled: 'to· restoration 

ORDER -- - ... -

!., . 
! 

I 
, I 

I 

IT IS ORDERED that Decision No. 68112,. dated October 27,.. 
. ·1,· 

I. 

1964~ temporarily restoring sel:V'iee to eomplainant~ is made 
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c. 8040 -I. ,". 
\ 

penna.nent~ subject to defendant t S tariff provisions and existing:, 

applicable law~ i 
I 

\ " 

The effectiv~ date of this order shall be, twenty days 
I, ' 

after the date hereof. 

Dated at &n~ 

FEBRUARY day of. _______ ~. 1965. 
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" I 
I 

, California" this .'~, 

'I 

I, 
I 
\ 
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