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DecisIon No. 47059 
dJ) IIi D aBDIAl 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA· 

RIAK HAROOTUNIAN, 

Complainant, 

vs. 

THE PACIFIC TELEPHONE AND 
TELEGRAPH COMPANY, 

Defendant. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

-------------------------) 

Case No. 5359 

H1ak Harootunlan, in proprIa persona. PIllsbury, 
MadIson de Sutrlo, by John Po. Sutro, and Lawler, FelIx & Hall, 'by 
L. B. Conant, :for The Paoif10 Telephone and Telegraph Company, 
defenaant. 

o PIN ION -..------

The Icomplaint alleges that Hiak Harootun1an, residing 

and maintaining a business at 3819 Tweedy Boulevard in the 

City of South Gate, California, on or about May 1, 1950~ and 

again on December 6, 1951, made demands of The Pao1fic Telephone 

and Telegraph Company that the complainant be !'Ur:nished with 

te1,epnone service at h1s pla.ce of business and residenoe, and, 

turther, that the defendant telephone company has refused such 

dem.'9.nd. On March. 19, 1952, the defendant te1epholo.e company 

:fIl4~d an answer alleg1ng the. t on or about February 2, 1950, 1 t 

had reasonable cause to be11eve that the use made or to be 

made of the telephone serVice then being furnished to complainant, 

under te1ephone, number Lorain 6-0862, at 38l9Twe~,dy Boulevard,. 
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Soutn G&te, Calitornia, wa~ prohibited by law, ruld that on said 

date said service was boing and was to 'be used. a:, an instru

mentality directly or indirectly to violate or to a1d and abet 

the violation of the law, and, further, that on or about 

February 2, 1950, the detendant telephone company received 

written notice from an ofticial charged with the enforcement 

or the law, stat1ng that such service was being 1:lsed as an 

instrumentality to violate or to a1d and abet the violation of 

the law, and I'equesting that defendant disconnect said service. 

Whereupon, defendant, hnving such reasonable cause, was re

quired to and did d18connect and discontinue the service pur

suant to an order ot the Public Utilities Commiss1on ot the 

State of Californ1a in Dec1sion No. 41415, dated Apr1l 6, 1948, 

il'1~ Case No. 4930 (47 cal. P.U.C. 85.3). 

A p'ilblic hearing was held in Los A.ngeles on April 17, 

1952, betore :Examiner Syphers, at wh1ch time evidence was 

adduced and the matter submitted. 

The complainant presented testimony, wh1ch was con

firmed 'by the testimony of a Deputy Sheriff of Los Angeles 

County, that on February 1, 19S0, off1cers of the Sher1tf's 

Department crume to h1s place of business and arrested h1m on 

charges ot bookmak1ng, at the same time tak1ng out the telephone. 

Subsequently, on April 17 and 19, 19S0, h.e was 'cried for book

m:lking, WE~S 1'ound guilty by the jury, and on May 10, 19S0, was 

sl~ntenced by be1ng f1ned $.:200 and be1ng placed on probat1on 

r·or thre e ye Iirs • 

Th4~ compla1nant also testif1ed that he has a need tor 

telephone service in the conduct of h1s bus1ness wh1ch 15 the 
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operation of a 1iquor~store at 3819 Tweedy Boulevard in. South 

Gate. He also test1fied that on December $, 1951, he we.! 

ad'V'1sed by the Probation Officer or the County of Los· Angeles 

that, as of November 28, 1951, the .probation was terminated 

and. the case was dism1ssed. He further s,tated th.at he had not 

been engage;d in the bookmaking bus1ness s1nce his arrest in 

February 1950, and that he did not intend to engage in that 

ac1:iv1ty in the future. 

The Supervis 1ng Spe c1al Agent of the deltendant tele-

phl:>ne company testified. that, under date 01' Fobr~:t:7_~",-.1950.,. . 
.-

thiS telephone company. received a letter. from the Sheriff's 

Orrice requesting that complainant's telephone serv1ce be dis

connected, and resultantly the telephone service was disconnected. 

on February 8, 1950. Exhib1t No.1 1s a copy 01' this letter. 

Upon, this re cord we find that the tele:~hone company 

exercised due care in taking the action it did, and we further 

.find this action was based upon reasonable cause as such term .. 

1s .used in Dec1sion No. 41415, supra. We further f1nd that, the 

compla1nan·t 1:3 now entitled to telephone, ser!I,ce on the. same 

ba.s is as any other s 1m11ar subs criber, 1nasmuc~:.a.s he has. ' " 

served his sentence tor a.ny violat1~n or the Penal Code, which. 

h~ c~mm1tted., and. there is now no 1nd1cat~Lon that he will in the 

future use telephone facilitios in an unlawful manner. 

o R D E R - - - _ .... 
. ' ~ . 

The compla1nt of. Elak Harootunian against T.he,Pac1f1~ 

T~;,leph~ne and Telegraph .. Company baving be,en r11ed.,~public hear

il'lg ha.ving been held thereon, the case no'''' being ready for 
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decision, tne Commission being fully advised in tne premises 

and bas ing 1 ts cie c1" ion on the evidence of re corel and toe 

findings herein, . 
IT IS ORDERED that the detenclant The Pllcitic Telepaone 

and Telegraph Company consider an application tor telephone 

serv1ce from the complainant herein on the same basis as the 

applica't;1on. of sny new subscriber. 

Theeffect1ve date of this order sh.all 'be twenty (20) 

days after the dat.~h.reOf. . 

Dated at.QQ.I.AN~) 
day ot &uP 

~ 
, California, this ~~ 

, 1952. 

V 

C ,',.. " C ~tl.st1.'l:'J 1'. C:.t'Mtr:lozr. .. ,... omml .. !:)l<ll'l r ..•. , ................................ , l.Io;;.ng 
noces3D,rily n.b~l0:llt, d.id 'not l':lrtiOi:pSotci 
in the ~iG~oo1t1on of this :prooeeding. 


