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Decision· No.. 69987 

'BEFORE nm PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

RUSH SPINKS, 

Complainant, 

VS. 

THE PACIFIC'XE1..EPHONE .. 
.AND 'l'ElEGRAP.HCOMrAm:', 
.;). corporation, 

.. Defendant. 

) 

? 

~ 
! 

Case No. 8230, 

Rush Spinks , in propria pexso:lS.. 
Lawler, Felix & Hall, by Robext c. CopP.9, 

for.defendant .. 

o P IN 1. ON 
~-...-~- .... -

Complainant seeks, restoration of telephone- service 

3.t2503 Lincoln Aver.~e , Altadena, California. ID.terimrestor.a.­

tion was oxdered pending furthe:r o::der (Decision No •. 69486, 

dated August 3, 1965). 

Defendant's answer .alleges that on or about March!O, 

1965, it had reasonable cause to believe tha.t service to 

Rush Spinks, unde.r number 797 -:-8484, was being or w.as to be used 

as an instrumentality dizectlyor indixectly to violate or' aid, '. 

and abet violation of law, and theref01:e clefencian.tw3.S requixed 

to disconnect: service .. pu:rsuant to the decision in Re Telephone . 

Disconnecti2u, 47 Cal .. P .. U .C. 853. 
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The matter was heard ana" submi tted before Ex.a.miner 

DeWol: ~~ Los Angcle$ on October 7, 1965. 

By letter of March 8, 1965, the Chief of Po11c.e of 

the City of Pasade~ advised defcnd3.nt that the telephone under 

l!~r 797 -8484 .was being used to disseminate horse-racing 

information used inconr..ectionwith bookmaking in violation of 

Penal Code Section 337c:.,. and requested disconnection (Exhibit l)~ 

Complair:.ant testified thet 11eisoperating a janitori;!.l 

service and needs a telephoee to contact his.custom:ers; that' 

his family consists of t'Woboys who I.l::C in '$c11001, Old tha,t,., 

tel~,ib.cnc ~crvicc is ncccs.zary for the health ancl·wclfare of 

his fa:nily .. 

Complainant further testified that he has great need 

for telephone scxvice, and he did not and will not use the 

telephone for ::xnyunlaw£ul purpose. 

t:"lere was no appea.r3.1.\ce by or testimony from any law: 

, enforcement s.gency .. 

We find that defendant's action was based upon reason-' 

able cause, a~d the evidence fails to show that the telephone 

was used fox any illegal purpose. 

Compla1n.-'lnt is entitled to xestoration 0: se:rviee. 

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

IT IS ORDERED that Decision No. 69486, dated August 3, 

1965, tempor<:.rily xesto:ring service to complainant is,made 
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per:nanent, subj,ect to defenclant's tariff provisions and existing 

~Lpplicable law .. 

The effective dat:e of this order sball be twenty days 

~te% the date hereof. 
'1~_,J, Dated at. _______ , California, thi8 __ ",",.-...-_...;;.. __ 

NOVEMBER day of, ________ '_, 1965-.. 

"'.I .• ./ " .. :.... 

I ,.',' 

coiiliiils'sioners 

Commi::ionor Fredorick B .. Rolobot:t',' 'be1Jlg: 
noeo:::.c.rll.y a'o::ont. 414 ,not P4l't1C1p.Elte' 
:s..n 'the 4.1.::spo:i1t1on or,''tl2.1a prooee4£rJa. 

. " . 


