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Decision No. 69448 

BEFO:?E TEE PUBLIC U'!!LlnES CCMHISSION OF DE· STATE . OF CALIFORNIA 

W..llE :G:'..z~TITSlcr . ) 
.' ,.' ":""'L~~-'_ .' .. .".' .... -:~ .~.:.'~.:'7.".,J •• '.:'.::'_<"'.,,-..•. ,:,.,., •• ' .~.'" ;)",,,,,,,, ',. ~,." -r..' . 

• .., ... ~ .' • ~~ ..... _ ~ ",,--I"'~.''''''' .... ~hi.<~~ .... :::~;.j, .:/";,; ~;,-·;,:~.·i: t.',:~o<:~· ': .. ,~>;';:',": : ... ~/~:; ~:,~,'.:J': .. r 
Complai:ozut,. ) 

,.' •. ,-.<A' ...... t ... ,:,~ ., .... ~·~~"'\'6·~t:,:;';' .. ~~fJ ~: ... :,~, ~):;.. ~::._ ... J.":-:::~."'c~;·t::c~:",:.:.:~.:~~'? ~':'~: \I-~·.~~:~.~.~"'~. ':: .. :~<~ 
~s. '" ) case No~ S163. 

'IBE P~~~I~~io~~ ~~.~::<,:-<:. '~::~7'~ ',., :>.:".(E:i:J:ed April 20~l~~~5). 
'!EI.EG~2R CCMPANY;~·:~a':.:co::pOrai:ton.~):.>'.: . .:..:}.':;::<;':~·~:;·;'::C':<,·i;':;~;:; -..:/,~:::.>.':,:,;: 

, '-><, ":::.::ne'feinci8rie.>'''' ::,::, ,,} "', ,.: .:: "~::-:"'-.:'~ :'c'':''': .>, :"".": ¢'; ,"-C", 
...... '._ .• ~ " .• " ., ........ _"""_._ , .. ';'"", .. ~·t_ , .... , .. ,.~ ,.~.:.: .. ~(.t 1'- " ,t "':~ .. :-:"'~."'~"':~~ .. :,:\"<'."" ~~~~:~:";:,~"';: :\~'{~""'~J'~"~'''-+<'~: 

.:,> .. '~" l~: ~'. t, .. : .'.~,~ ',:.' ',.~,.,' ~ .• " ,.... : ........ -:' •. ~. ,R, ," ~ I: '"' #0 ," ....... ,_ ~,... .. ••• ,j .... ,.. ~ \ I ,OJ 

, -- ~~ - - .. '........ ",- '".'}i·~''' "" .'·U ~.""I ., .... ·,.t' ~~,., .. ~.,,-':, ',,,',,.:: ,: •• '( ;'.: :I"':~:'~_ 

" James F. !(l.rkham and v1alter ~. Allen, for cl.efcne.::nt. 
, "PJarie· !<reni-ts-l<'T, '''in . propria -~uona..· .. :-::'. ._:'.:. : ".-:: 
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~.,. '.- ".'~ -..... j ." -' ~ w.. __ <, .. ' • ,.. .. ",' .. 

'"' ' .... 

" .. t"~ ,"-" ,''''' .... , 
_ ..... , •••••• '\..,. •• .A. l , 

,. . " .. : .';,. Comr:;la:i::nant :=Seeks :':res torat:ton;';ofytelepaone serv±Ce:,~ae· 

1701; Va:llejoStrec:t,·:San":Francisco~~~Tb:ecPolice D21?~tme'O.t of: 

San Francisco sUitcd"~in its2'1:ettei<~dated'':JUIle:.S~ ::.1964;?tb.atc:one"~'~".· 

o:r:its : officers:nae ~-rcinoveci ":the"teler>ilone-'inSttument on:.;.··.,:::. 

June"~'4;:"1964~ ·IuteriUi::·restoration·was·7:ordercd pe:c.ding.:·{ilZ't:l"l.er..; 

orde~bY:·D·ecisiOO:-~no. ::69 Oil:; ·-da~d:-·x-ray:.·t:;; 1965. ':::"'.:' ~ ... :~' :\,.'~,':.:: :.~, 

.... ,,~:: Defenaant"'s ans'tre~ alleges tt"Lat on or ~bout June 8, 1964, 

it bad reasonable cause to believe that serviec to com:?lainan~ ..... , ..... "\. 

under number ?:t 1-0248 was beirii ~seci'as an ins"C:Umentali~ to 
:f~.. ~~~~ :' <.: ': ' .. :,~~.~ ~ :.>:.:. ~ r.. ,~,:: ,:. ~~c ~ ':'~:. : -:,~, II' :. (~, :'~" ~'. ",Ia ~ •• ri .. ~, ~~}~~. . 

violate or aid and abet viola'tiou of law, ana 'there~ore defe-c.d~t 
. " "" .' ~; ': <.~,~ .. >: "':.',,::' ~'~ ',,,l ~ ... ~ .. : -:'7: ,',:~:-: ~::-I t. : ~:. 7,~. ~) ~: /:, ': :. ~ c:: ~~, ";::. ,': :,; .. ~ "":~,~ :"~":,,, ",::' '; ;,~I • h ~\:~: ~ <" 2~ 

we.s recruized to end did discontinue service 'Ours~t. to the"· . - . 
clecision in Re 'Ielc'Dhone Disconnectioi."l.,. [.,7 Cal. ::? .. U.C .. 853. 

Com"lainznt .a1legcc! that she does not: nO't1T inte:l~ to use tile 

telephone for any illegal purpose. '!'ac matter 'toTa5 l"e~d a:r.d 

submitted before Examiller ?..o~"e in Sen Francisco on JU":le 15, 19'65. 
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provisions and existing applicable. la~1. 

The ef::::cctive da~e of this order shall be twenty days 

afte:;:- the ~ate hcreof&n F.ran~ 

_____________________ , California, 

o~ __ ~~~~~------__ --------, 1965. 

in tzo ~~~po~!t!on 0: this proeee~ing. 

Co:mni:s!onor Wlll1o.= 11.'. :SOtJ:l.ctt ... cel:lg 
nocc~~~~.y nb~e:lt. Cl~S~ 
in the ~i:;pO:;lt1o::l 0: th1: l>roeoo~~ '. 
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Decis.ion No. 69448 

BEFO?.E 'nlE PUBL!C T.lT!LITIES CCMI>'IISSION OF r..m STAT'Z OF CALIFORNIA 

~ 
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Complain.&Dt" 

vs. 
) 

r...m PACIFIC 'IELEPRONE }..ND ) 
!ELEG~~a CCMPANY~ a eo:poration») 

. Defenciaut:.. .~ 

Case t'l'o. ,8163. 
(Filed . April , 20; .,19;65) 

"l ~~~, 
.... ,'. 

James F. I<irkham and Walter ';1. Allen,,' for c!efend~t~· 
FJ..3rie r<reni tskv, in propria (>e'l"sona. 

OPINION .... -----..--- .......... 
Complainant seek; resto~atiotl of telephone serv±ee c.t· 

1701 Vallejo Street, Sa.~ Francise~. The Police Dzp~entoi 

San Francisco statGd in its letter dated June 5, 1964, .ti~t one 

of its of:Zicers haC:: removed the telephone instrument on 

June 4, 1964. Interim restoration was ordered pending :furti."'l.ezo 

orde~ by Decision l~o. 69011, dated Na.y l:., .1965. 

Defeneant's anst~~ alleges that on or about June S, 1964, 

it ~ad reasonable cause to believe tnat service to com?lainan~ 

under number ?~ 1-024S't'1as being used as an instrumen1:ali~ to 

violate or aid and abet violation of law, and thercfore·defc~d~t 

ws.s required to &nd did discontinue service !'ursuant to tllc 

decision in ~c Telephone Disconnection, t. ... 7 Cal. ::?U.C. 853. 

CO%:l1?l<J.in.;mt alleged that she docs not no .. ", inten~ to use toe 

telepbone zo~ any illegal p'l.'l:rpose. 'I'o.c matter 't'7as t'l.ea::d ar.d 

submitted before Examiner lowe in San Francisco on June. 15, 1955. 
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Complainant .:llezed that she was arrcs ted: in June ~ 1964> 

on a ch2rsc of suspicion of soliciting> bu~ ~c she does n~c now 

intcn~ Co use the telephor.e as an instrumcnt~lity to violate the 

la't'1 nor in aiding or abetti~ St!eh violation. 

Complain~t testified that the tele~hone ~ used fa: 

..:lD. illeea1 !,u~ose; she has zre~t need for tele,;?hone service > ~~ 

will not use the telephone for any illegal ,u~)ose. C~l~inGnt 

'toreS de,rived 01: the use of her tel~b.one fo~ appro:a.mately eleven.' 

months. TLlcrc W~ no a~!?C.ox;mec by or testimony from. any l:::w 

enforcement ~ency. Tae telephone company> in order to show it 

had acted reasonably> introduccci. in evidence the letter f~cm tC.e 

Police Depar~cnt ~ut offereci. no tcst~ony that the telephone 

haci. ever becn used for any illegal purpose. 

We find that defendant's ~etion was based ~~on xcssonable .. . 

c~usc; that eompl.:inant's telephone was used ~o= ~ illegal 
.. 

p\.'IXpOse> and that complain<!n c' s telephone 't'las cliscotmected for 

eleven months. !he Com:nission concludes that c01.'llplainant is 

entitled to service. 

IT IS C:-.DE~ tl"Ult Decision J:-1o. GSOll) C:."-ted 

YJZY l;) 19G5~ is msde pe:m.anent> subject to cleiendanc'stari~:c 
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!?rovisions and existing applicable la't·7. 

The af:fective date of this order shall be twenty days 

afte= the 

________ , Califol:X1iot, this~2 El ~y 
o~ __ ~~~,.~~ _______________ ~ 196>. 

Co:n:n1ssioner t':111io.:: U.Bomlett.~be1!lg . 
nocc~~~~~y aSsont, ~~~~ 
in the. di~position or this procec~. 
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