Decision No.__6S79S

BEFORE TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES comus’s:ox}or'-;rimr.,_‘s:tmy;OE,.’:CAI;I'FQRN#"Tf_ff-f-'_',"V"f'f_ -

WII.LIAM BOATWRIGHT,

Compla:.nant N

TELEGRAPE COMPANY, a
corpo:cat:.on,

)
vs % Case No. 8098 |
TEE PACIFIC ’IELEPHONE AND R ;
Defendant. %

william Boatwri ht, :Ln propria persona. S
Lawlex, Felix Eﬁl—lall by A. J ijpm.m J..,

for defendant.
Rogexr Armebexgh, City Attoxney, by James

Henry Kline, for the Police Depa..tment B
of the C:ilty of Los Angeles, .x.nte:vener

OPINION

‘Comp,.amant secks restorc.i. ..on of telep‘-xone service a,"« e

1236 Zast 56th Street, Los Angeles Califom:.a.. Interm *estora R

tion was ordered pendmg ‘u:her order (Decis:.on No 681092 da ed ﬁ D

Jaauaxy 19 1965).

Deeendant s answer alleges tha: cn or about ho"emoer 25 R ‘:l'\f? f S

1964, it had reasonable cause to ‘believe that service to Will:.am I-I. e

Boatwngbt veder numbex 233-7588 was being ox. was to be used as
an :.nst'—umental:.ty directly oz indirectly to vn.ola.te or a...d and

abet violation of law, and therefore defenda.nt was requia:ed ..o

d:x.sconnect sexrvice pursuant to tbe decis:.on in 'Re Telephone Dz.f'-f‘." S

eonnect:.on, 47 Cal P.U.C. 853~.v




" C. 8098 BR/NB X

The matter was heard and subm:itted beforeExaminerDeWolf SO

at Los Angeles on February 15, 1965..; _ _ ‘ S ‘ L
By letter of November 24, 196A the Chief of Pol:.cc o"
the City of Los Angeles adv:.sed defendant that t:he te" ephone unde* :

number 233-7588 was ‘oemg used- to d:.ssemnate horse-racing :.n:Eorma- R

tion used in comnection with. boolenak:.ng I.n v:.olat:.on of Pena.'.l. Code T

 Section 337a znd reque**ted d:.sconnect:.on (“*ch:.bn.t 1) o
Compla.:.nant tcst~ f:.ed that he hao a w:.fe and two smll

ch:.ldren, ages 9 and 7 years his m.f.'e uf’-'ers rrom

diabetes and faim:ing spells e.md hc ncec‘.., telep.::one servi‘.ce

fox the family end for medical reasons to c:a.n.l a doetor.

Complamant further testif:.ed that he was azrcsted bu" R

was released and no chax -'ges were filed aga:.nst ’nm- he h...s o )
great need for telephone servico, and ke dn.d Dot ano w:x.l’ noe use’ e
the telephone fox any unlawful purpose. - | |

A deputy city attorney appeared and. cross-exm:.ned the o
compla...nant, but no tcstimony wa.s offered on- beha.lf of a*w 1«,w

enforcement agency.

We find':' thw defendam:"s ‘action was :based"upon :easo*.ab u.j: :

cause, and the evidenee fa:.ls to show that :he tclepnone was us ed
for any :.l_egal puxspose. Ccmplamam: is e*v...:.tlec‘.' “o restoration

of sexrvice.




IT IS ORDERED that Decxsion Nb. 68492 dated January 19 ff“ﬁ

1965, temporaxxly rescorlng servzce to complainant, is madeqper—}fﬁf‘

manent, subject to defendant S-tariff pxovis;ons and existing

applxcable law.
The effective date of th;s order shall be twenty'days

after the date hereof. o ”'li_-ligé;e.
:

day of 1965. , _ R .'_‘




