‘Decision No. 68391

Bm'om:jma PUBLIC Unans«com_s#xoms OF THE ‘s'm‘m*oz%fxrcmomw, SRV

ROSS H. WA&ANABE
Complalnant,~
Vs '

PACIFIC. TELEPHONE, a
corporation,

Defendant.

Mas: Solomon, for complamnant.

Lawlex, Felix & Hall, by Robert C. Coooo,
for defendant.

Roger -Armebergh, City Attorney, by o v
Michael T. Sauer, for the Pollce'nepa:tment
ot the City of’Ios Angcles, mntervener.

Complainant seeks restoration of telephone servxcevat
17217 South Ecoverx, Gardena Californla. Interim restozatlon was -
ordexred pend;ng Surcher orde: (Decision No. 68529‘ dated January 22 |
1965) _ ' ‘ R

Defendont's answer alleges that on or about January'IS
1965, it had reasonable cause to believe: that servxce to‘f\fﬁi’;
Ross H. Watamabe, under number 321-3892 was belng or was to be ,'l

used as an instrumentality directly ox. indirectly to violate or '

aid and abet violation of law and- thereforevdefendant was requzred _"7

to disconnect service pursuant to the decision in Re Telephone
Disconnection, 47 Cal. P‘U C. 853. : o [
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The matter was. heard and’ submitted before Examxner DeWolf
at Los Angeles on Mareh 25 1965. | ” |

By letter of January 14 1965, the Chief of Police of

the Cmty of los Angeles advised defendant that the telephone under ‘

sumber FA 13892 was being used to. drssem;nate horse-racing Informa-" o

tion used:in connectzon with bookmaklng in vmolation of- Penel Code

" Section- 337a, and requested disconneetlon (Exhibmt 1)

Cemplainant. testifled tbet he has a wife and three chiloren'”e

ages 16, 18 and 19; that he and his wife are employed 1n Gardena

and he works nights; and tbat telephone'service is essentxnl for

keeping 1n touch with their places of employment and for tbe/securzty'; f*Y”‘

of his: femily. L
Complainant further testified that- he was arrested for |
bookmaking; that he did not use the telephone for bookmeking, that
ke has great need for ‘telephone serv:ce, and he did not and will not
use the telephone for any um awful purpose.‘ o ‘ _
. A deputy city attorney appeared and eross-examined the

complainane, but no testlmony‘was offered on behalf of any lew

enforcement agency. A ‘ R
‘We rznd that defendant s action was.besed upon reasonable

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

for any 111egal purpose.

Compwamnant is entitled to restoration of servlce.,_‘d""*"°ﬁ )
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ORDER -

IT IS ORDERED that Dec:.sn.on No. 68529 da.ted Janu.axy 22 |
1965, temporanly restoring . service to complamant is made per- o
manent, subject to defendant's m1f£ prov:tsions and exa.sting |

| applicable law.

The effective date of thn'.s order shall be twenty da.ys
after tbe date hereof. |

ﬁed at _Bu.ml}.-d.!ﬂ_—- Califomia th:\.s /</ th/
day of : ‘ BT

- Commlssaoners




