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Decision No. 71.414 

" 

BEFORE TEE P'OBLIC 'U'J:ILttIES COMMISSION OF THE STA!E OF CALIFORNIA 

ROSE NICKLEBERItY:. 

Compla.i:cant:. . 
Case No:_ 8446" 

vs. 

PACIFIC TELEPHONE, a 
Corporation, 

Defendant. 

Max Solomon, for complaillant .. 
LaWler, Felix & Hall~' by . 

Richard L.. Fruin, .1r .. ,. for 
crefe:ndiii~ .. 

OPINION -- .--. - - --- .- ....., 

Complainant seeksrestoratiou of ,telephone service 

at 132-1/2 West 80th Street~ Los Angeles, califomia ... Int,erim 

restoration was, ordered pending fUrther order (Decision. NO~ 70892, 

dated June 21, 1966) .. 
"I ':: 

Defendant's. answer alleges that on or about: June" 13-,. 
I' 

',: 196& it had 'reasonable cause to- believe that service to Rose' , , 
. '. ' 

Nickleber1:y, under number 751-3826,. was being or was to· be used 
, . l . 

as an instrumentality d1xectly or, indirectly to violate or aid :, ' 
, ' 

and, abet v:i.olation of law, ~d therefore defendant was. required 

" to diseoDnect service pU%suaut to. the decision inRe Telepb()tl~ , 

" Disconneetion,. 47 cal.P'.U .C. 853. : ',\ 
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". 

The matter was heard and submitted before Examiner DeWolf 

a t Los Angeles, on September 7, 1966. 

By letter of June cl, 1966, the Sheriff of the County of 

Los Angeles advised defendant that the telepbone under ,number . 

751-3826 was be"...ng used to disseminate horse-racing information 

used in connectionwitbbookcaking in violation. of Penal Code 

Section 337a, and requested discoxmeetion (Exhibit 1) •. 
. 

Complainant testified: that she is nota bookmaker and did 

not use tbe telepbone to violate the' law;. that sbe and her husband 

arc both employed; tb.a t they have two children a,t home; that 

telephone service is. necessary for the beal th and welfare O'f 'ber . 

famly; that sbe has never before been arrested; that she bas great 

need for telephone sc:rvice,~ and sbe did 'COt and will not use tbe 

telephone for. any unlawful purpose. 

There was no appearance by or testimony £-rom any law 

enforceQC1lt agency_ 

'tore findtbat defendant's action was based upon reasonable . . 
cause, and the evidence fails to' show that tbe telepbone:wasused 

for any illegal purpose. 

Coml'lainant is entitled w restoration of service. 

ORDER ------
IT IS ORDERED that Decision ~lo. 70892, dated June 21, 

1966:- tet:lporarily restorin3 sc...-vice to complainant .. is'm3cle 

-2-



' .. 
e 

• C. 8446 -BR 

, 
. ' , , 
" •• 

pe%m4I1ene, subj eet to' defendant '8 . 1:&%1££, provi8ionsanO. . existing 

applieable law. 
, 

'the effective date of this' order sballbe twenty, days 

after the date bexeof. 

D&te4. &t._· ..... Sa.?I.u...,.,I;'Fra.,l,;ll,olojnloloOlciii:llizo ...... __ ·~. Califorui.a, '1:lds._ . .:;./"""F;....·_· "r<_._ . . _. _' _ 

uCTOBER day of ________ , 1966:. 
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