oRICIAL

Decision No. 71167

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA :

RAY NAKAMURA,
: Complainant, o
vs. Y Case No. 8394
PACIFIC TELEPHONE, a
Corporation,

Defendant.

Max Solomon, for complainant.
Lawler, Felix & Hall, by Richaxd L.
Fruin, Jr., for defendant.

OPINION

Complainant seeks restoration of telephone sexvice
at 3020 West Council, Los A:_ngeles 26, Califormia. Inter’im-:_
restoration was ordered pendmg furthexr oxder (Decisi&n- o
No. 70608, dated April 26, 1966).

Defenda&;t 's answer alleges that on or about A§:11 8,
1966, it bad reasonable cause to believe that serxvice to
‘R. Nakamura, under number 387-2748, was being ox was 't'o ‘be used
as an instrumentality directly ox indirectly to vioclate or aid
and abet violation of law, and thereforé defendant was reqﬁired

to discommect service pursuant to the decision in Re Telephone

Disconnection, 47 Cal. P.U.C. 853.
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The matter was heard and submitted before Exavimer DeWolf
at Los Angeles on July 14, 1966. N

By letter of April 6, 1966, the Chief of Police of the
City of Los Angeles advised defendent that the telephone under
vunber 387-2748 was being used to disseminate horse—réciﬁg‘-
information used in connmection with bookmaking in violation of
Penal Code Section 337a, and requested disconnection Csxgibi: L.

Cooplainant testified that: he is employed'as a retail
clerk; he bas a wife and a child nive years old; telephone service
is necessary for the welfare of hiS‘fémily;‘his!wifeﬁh§3ubeen ill
and requires telephbome service to call her physi;iaﬁ‘aﬁ‘any hour,
and he did not and will pot use the telephone for any unlawful
purpose., | |

There was no appearance by o&‘testimony'ftom anyflawi
enforcement agency. . | ) | |

We find that defendant's action was based upon reasomable
cause, aond the evidence fails to show that the,teleéhone was used
for any illegal purpose. |

Cowplainant is entitled to restoration of service.




IT IS ORDERED that Decision No. 70608, dated April 26,
1966, temporarily restoring service to complainant, is ma.de
permanent, subject to defendsnt's tariff provisions and existing
applicable law. o

The effecti§e date of this orxder aha‘l.l be,- twem:y day#
after the date hereof. o |

Dated at Ban Framciven California,rt.:ﬁ:.!‘.‘.j’_‘s\ A?’WQ o
day of___ AUBUST | 1966. P

'CQﬁnniss‘ioners R

Commissioner Frederick B. Holoboft, being
necessarily absent, ¢1d net participate.
in the disposition of this proceeding.
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