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Decision No. 68991. ,", -, ,I' 

,I,," 

BEFORE'THE PUBLIC UTII.ITIESCOMMISSION OF TEE, S,TATE' OF. CALIFORNIA, ' ' 

ROSS H. WATAN.t\l3E, 

Complainant)' " t ... 
PACIFIC 'J:El.El>BONE, a .. ~ •... 
eo:po:at:i:on~ ~ 

V$ 

_______________ D~e_fen_,_da __ n_t_~ ____ ~~· 

Ma,.,: Solomon, for complaS.tlant .. 
Lawler ~ Felix & Hall, by Robert c. Cop,I>!), 

for defendant. 
Roge:A--nebergh,. City Attorney, by , " 

Michael T. S.auer, for the Police Department 
oftbe City o:£X:Os Angc-le$" inter:verier." ' 

o PIN' I :0'; N ._--...................... :, 

',; 

Complainant seeks restoration of telephone service'at 

',' 

" ,.' . 

17217 South Eoovex' ~ Gardena., California. Inter1nl, restoration was " 

o%'de:red pendiXlg furebe:r orde'r (Decision No.' 68529', dated<Januaiy, '22'~' " 

1965). 

Defenck:nt r S answer alleges 'that o:l'orabout ~anuary15'", 

1965, it bad reason.:l.ble cause to ,believe' that service to' 

Ross H. Watanabe, under number 321-3892, was being.orwa~ t~, be 

used .as an insttumentality directly or. indirectly to: violate or 'I:; 
I "'. ., 

aid and abet violst1on of law, and' therefore defen&ntwasrequ:i:red' 
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at Los Angeles on March 25:~ 1965. 

By letter of JatlWl.ry 14, 1965, the Cb!e'f· of Police of 
, , 

the C:i. ty of tos ADgelesadv!sed defendant that' tile telephone utJder ,,' 

Dumber FA ,13892 was beitJg used'to disseminate b.o:r~e-racitli;:ttlforma- ' 
" ',:,';'1., .;' ' •. '. " " , 

tion 'USed {'itl cotlnectioD with bookmaldng. in violat~:(oDof Pena.l ,Code' 
.~ ',' 

. Section' 337a, aIld requested disconnection' (Exhibitl). ' 
.' . I,' 

Complai'Datlt tes.tified. that he has a wife' and three children, 

ages l6~ 18' and 19; that he atld his wife are emp-loyed ,itlGarden3' 

aDd he works Dights; aod that telephone' service is essen,tia];. for: 
", , 

., 
""1 

keeping in touch with their places of employment aDd fo~ the security " .. 

of his.;faudly. 
, ".' 

ComplaiDant further testified' that·h~·'wasarrested for 

boolanald.ngj, that he did Dot use the telephone for" bookmaking; 'that " 
. '.' I 

he has great need for telephone service ~ ,8Xld', he' did" not and:. will not 

use the telephone for atly un lawful purpose. 

A deputy city attorney appeared and cross:"ex8mined the 

compla1naot, but no testi:noDY was offered on behalf of any : law' 
, . ,,', '.' , 

e~£orcemeDt agency. 

':We fiDd that defendant f saction was based' upon; reasonable" 
I 0,1 

cause, aDd the· evidence fails, to show that the telephorle was':used'~' 

for :my i llegsl pu..'"1>¢se. 

Compla:iIJaDt is entitled to res,toration; "of: service'. , 
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, ~ I , 

ORDER .... , ..... - --. 

IT IS ORDERED t:hat Decision No. 68'>29·~' daeedJaiwary22,..-

1965, . t~poraxily restoxing\s~ce to complainant, i~ madeper~: 
m.anent~ subject to defendant's tariff provis10nsand>exist1ng. 

a.pplicable law. 
,. . . 

'!he effective date of this-order shall be ·twen~y:·._days> 

after 'the date,bereof. 

ted atS9n~ 

day of._-+~~,... ___ ,. 1965,~ 
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