Decision No. ___ﬁ&agL | S

BEFORE TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE s'rm: OF CALIFOW sh

LEON GASPARRO, doing.business
as LEVN 'S MARKE‘I

Case No 8085 PR
Ccmplaxnant , , ‘ S
)
)
)
)
)

vs

PACTFIC TELEPEONE, a
Corporation,

Defendant.

Max Solomon, for complainant.
Lawlex, Felix & Hall, by Robert C.
Coggg for defendant.

0P I N I oON

Complairant seeks restoration of telephone service at },flt '
4992 Huntington Dxxve South, Los Angeles 32, California..tTntexmm
restoration was ordexed pending further order (Decxsion No 68421
cated Jamuary S, 1965)%, | o

Defendant' S anuwer allegeS-that on or about December 14
1964, it had reasonable cause to belleve that service to Leon  \
Gasparxo under number 222-5890 was being or was to bcfuued us an -
zustrumentallty directly or ind_rectlv to violate or aid ane abe*7‘
violation of law, and the*efore defendant was required to dxscon-**V

- aect °erv1ce pursuant to the decision in ReATelephone Diqconnection }* r"

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




-
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The matter was heard and submitted'befotevExemine;fpégpif‘LW,,sw-

at Los Angeles on February 25 1965 | S

By lettexr of Decembex ll 1964, the Sherlff of the Countyt"*m
of Los Angeles acdvised defendant that the telephone under nnmber
CA 2 5890, plus ome extension, was bemng used to dxssem;nate hox se-.f7

racing information used in connec tion.thh oookmakxng in v1olatmon |

of Penzl Code Sectxon 337a and requested dmsconnectlon (nthib*t l).fff"

Complainant testlfxed that he {s the ownor end operaror ofﬁe{
a market for imported foods and :equires telephone sczvmce _n said
business which is his ooly means of livelihood and that the o
telephone was never used for bookmaking.

Complainant’ fuxthex testlf;ed that he has never been rn
trouble and he haslgxeat need fo* telephone setvice and he did
not and will not use the-telephone for any unlawful purpose.-,_

There was no aopeaxance by-or testimony from any law
e=forcement agency. | " L |

We find that defendant's actxon was based upon reasonable

cause, and the evidence fails to show that the telephone was used

for amy illegal purpose. Compleinant is entitled to reStoratio“_ﬂyfﬁmw\'yf

ox service-
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IT IS ORDERED that Decision, No. 68421 dated January 5,
1965, temporarily restoring sexvice to complainant is m.ade per-ﬂ o
manent, subject to defendant s tax:’.ff pxovisions and ex;.sting :
applicable law. ‘ | L
The effectxve date of this order shall be twenty days (
after the date hereof. = . | - m( l‘
Dated '_at 248 rroceso ’ California;‘, this / j ’ "

_' .éwz /K/,%%

L ‘P.res:Ldentf?‘l C

Commissionexs




