CRIGIHAL

Decision No. L8273
BEFQORE THE PUBLIC UTIDITIBS:COMMISSIONxOF THe STATY OF CHLIFORNIA

JEAN L. RAVENSCROFT,
B . Complainant,

Case No. 5L2L A

VS .

- THE PACIFIC TELEPHONE AND TELEGRAPH
"COMPANY, a “corporation, -

Dofendant.
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Jean L. Ravenscrnft, in propria persona. -Pillsbury,
Madisen & Sutro, Dy Jobn A. Sutro, and Lawler, Felix %
Hall, by L. B. Conant, for defendant.

OPINION
The comﬁlaint alleges that Jear L. Ravensc¢roft who

residea at L3L8 Eilghth Aveﬁué, Apartment 2, Los Angelés, was

8 subseriber and user of teiéphone service furnished by
defendant companymundor number‘Axminister 3-3675. On er about
Febrﬁary 19, 1952, the céQplainant was débrived of the use of
her telephoné byhactioh of the Los Angoies Police Départment

' who diséonnec%éd the facllities on suspiéién'or bookﬁakiﬁg. h
Compiainant fequested the telebhohe cohpéﬁy teo Pestors ihe'
‘telephono service but 1t has refused to d6 Eo. The éémplﬁinunt
ﬁrurther alleges that shéswili suffer 1rf§pébable aémégé 1f éﬁo
15 dépri?ed of the use of her tolephone and that she did not
use and does not now Intend to use the telephone faclilities ss

an instrumentality %o violate-the law.




Under date of November 18, 1952, this Commlssion, by

Decision No. L7919, in Case No. 5L2l, Zssued an order granting
temporary interim relief, directing the telephdne company to
restore tolephone service to complainant pending a hearing in
the matter. On November 28, 1952, the defondant telephone
company filed an answer, the principal allegation of which was
that the defendant telephone company had reasonable cause to
believe that the use made or to be made of the telephone service
furnished dy defendant to complainant under number Axminister
3-3675 was pronidited by law And that said ser?ice was being
or wes 10 be used as an instrumentality directly or igdirectly
to violate the law or %o aid and abet the violation of the 1aw;
and that, having such reasonsble cause, it was required to
disconnect the service pursuant to Decision ﬁo. L1L1S, dates
April 6, 1948, in Case No. L930 (L7 Cal. P.U.C. 853).

’f A pudblic hearing was held at Los Angeles on
January 12, 1953, vefore Examiner Syphers, at which time evi~
dence was adduced and the matter submitted.

At the hearing the complainant testiflied that as a
result of the Commission's toemporary interinm order, Declsion
No. L7919, supra, telephone service was restored at L3L8 Eightn
Avenue, Apartment 2, under number Ayxminister 1-717L. Subse-
Guently, upon her request, the service was transferred to
3740-1/2 West First Street, under number Dunlkirk 2-6941. S3he
stated that she resides at the last-nomed addrqss at the
present time and needs a telephone for personsl and business

purposes. She further testifled that she was not connected
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with bookmaking activities at any time and does not now intend
to use the telephone for any unlawful purpose. According to
her testimony hor husband was arrested for bookmaking but she
has separated from him and he does not now have access to the
telephone at 3740-1/2 West First Street.

A police officer of the City of Los Angeles testifled
that on May 1, 1951, one Edward Ravenscroft was arrested at
L181-1/2 Leimert Boulevard, ILos Angeles, on charges of book-
making ard subsequently was conv;cted. The tolephone at that
address was Axminister 3-98.5. Thereafﬁor, on Februéry 19,
1952, the police went to L3L8 Eighth Avenue and again arrested
Ravenseroft on charges of bookmaking. The telophone at that
address a4t that time was Axminister 3-3675. ' On this occasion
Mrs. Jean L. Ravqnacroft Was present but was not arrested, and
Mr. Ravenscroft was subsequently found not gullty. fThe officer
also testified that no evidence had been obteined indicating
that Mrs. Ravenscroft had been engaged Iin or connected with'
any bookmaXing activity.

Exhidit No. 1 1s 2 copy of a letter dated March 6,
1952, from the Chlef of Police of Los fngeles to the telephone
company requesting that telephone service wnder the number
Axminister 3-3675 at [ .38 Eighth Avenue, Apartment 2, be dis-
connectgd.

The positior of the telephone company was that 4t
had acted upon reasonable cause in removing the telephone
inasmuch as 1t had received the lottor designated as Exhibit
No. 1. After consideration of this record we now find that the

. telephone company's action was based upon reasonsable cause as
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such term Is used in Decision No. L1L15, supra. However,
Inasmuch as fhere was ne evidence concerning any boolmaking
activitles or comnection therewith on the part of complainant
Mrs. Jean L. Ra;enscroft, and in the light of this record that
her husband does not now have access to the telephone at her
preocent sddress, the Temporary order restoring telephone

service will be made permanent.

The complaint of Jean L. Ravenseroft against The
Pacific Telephone and Telegraph Company'having been filed,
public hearing having bYeen held thereon, the matter now
being ready for decision and the Commission being fully
advived in the premises and basing its decision upon the evi-
dence of record in this case and the findings herein,

IT IS EEREBY ORDERED that the order of this
Commission in Decision No. L7919, dated November 18, 1952, in
Case No. 5.2l;, temporarily restoring telephone service to

complainant, be made permanent, such regto;gtiqn“beihg;subject




o all duly authorized rules and regulations of the telephone

company and to the existing applicable law.
"7 The effective date of this order shall bYe twenty (20)
days after the date hereor.

_..‘..gatied a8t %o, /4/ » Californla, this o?“‘i
day of

T 7.

At rr L » 1953-

Presiaent




