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. Decision No. 71414 ‘.

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

ROSE NICKLEBERRY,

- _, ‘ Case No. 8446, - -
V8- S
PACIFIC TELEPHONE, a
Corporation,
Defendant.

Max Solomon, for complainamt.
Tawler, Felix & Hall, by

Rich.a.rd L. Fruin Jr., f oY
defendant.

OPINION

Complainant seeks':estoration of telephohe ‘ seﬁ‘rvicej “
at 132-1/2 West 80th Street, Los Angeles, Californda. xn:efm‘
restoration was ordered pending £urther ozder (Decision No. 70392
dated June 21, 1966). '

_ Defendant 's answer alleges that on or about June 13
1966, it had reasonable cause to believe that service to Rose
 Nickleberry, under number 751-3826 was being or was to be used :
as an instrumentality dixectly ox. :.ndirectly to violate or a:.d
and abet violation of law, and therefore d.efendant waa requircdij‘

© to disconmect service pu::suam: to the dec:t.s:l.on in Re Telepbone h

j; Disconnection, 47 Cal P. v.c. 853- .
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The wmatter was heard and submitted ‘before Examine:."v DcWolf. _- |
at Los Angeles, on Septembex 7, 1966. | | o

By letter of June 8, 1966 ‘the Sheriff of the. County of
Los Angeles advised defendant that the telephone undex mmber
751-3826 was being used to disseminate horse-racmg informatn.on
used in connection w:.tb booll:mak:.ng in v:.olation of Penal Code
Sectdon 337a, and. requested disconnection (Exh:z‘.b:.t l). =

Complainant testified: that she :Ls not a bookmaker and did '_
not use the telephone to v:.olate the law; tbat she and her husband
are both employed; that they have two children at home, that :
telepbonc sexvice is necessary for the health and wellare of ber

family; that she has never before been arrested' that she bas great
need for telephone serv:.ce, and she did not and w:.ll not use the

telephone £or any un.law‘ul purpose.

'.I.'bere was no appearance by ox test:’.mony fxon any law

enforcement agency.

We £ind tha- defendant s action was based upon reasonable .
cause, and the evidence fa:”.ls to sbow that the telephone 'was: used

. for any illegal purpose.

Compla:’.nant is entitled to restoration of se:.-v:.ce. |

IT IS ORDERED that Decision No. 70892, dated June 21,

1966, temporarily xestoring se::v:i.ce to complainant is. made




permanent, subject to"defmdant'é'miff provisions a.ndexisting
applicable law. - - |

The effective date of this order shall be :wenty days
a.fte: the date hexeof.

‘Dated &t_sun Pranciso Californ:l.a “this L}- “ |

day of ‘ GCTOBER 1966. @
| JA‘/ZQ %@///

Z \Pres dént :

—Comssioners




