
Doc:!..~lo.n No. 50,'37 ------
BZPGRE 'l'HE .?U"dLIC UTIr ... ITIES cOr:'lliI3SIOj,'I OF TEE STATE 02 Ct....LI?ORNIA 

NINA LONGPIELD, 

Complcinant, 

-"S. 
THE PACIFIC T:SLEPHONE AND TELEGR~.PH 
cm/iPt.NY, 8. corpo:-ation, 

De f e nc.a.."l t • 
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) 
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------------------------------) 

Case No • .5'561 

Albe:"t imix, tor cozr..plainant. Pillsbury, i'/;adison 
& Sutro, by Joh..~ ft .• Sutro, a.."lc. Lawler, Felix and Hall, 
by L. B. Conant, for defendant. 

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

Tho co~plaint herein alleges that Nina Longfield, of 

.5'725 HardinG I.venue, Hollydale, prior to Jul~7 1, 1954, waS a 

subscriber and user of telephone service furnished by defendant, 

The Pacific Telephone and Telegraph Company, under number. 

rIlE 3-49.5'2. On or about July 1, 1954, the telephone facilities 

01' complainant were discorl.i.ected by deputies of the Los .Angeles 

County Sheriff!s Department. The complainant has made demRnd 

upon the defendant telephone company to restore service but it 

has refused to do so. It is further alleged that the complAinant 

has suffered a.'1d will zU£fer great hardship as a result ot being 

deprived of the telephone facilities in question; and further 

that sho did not uoe and doeo not now intend to u:e said 
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telephone fn~ili ties as a..."l ins trul'l'lentali ty to violate the taw .. 

or in aidi~g or abetting such violation. 

Under date of July 15, 1954, by Decision No. 50283, 

in ~cze No. 5561, thi~ Cor.~ission issued an order granting 

temporary interim relief , directing the telephone comp~~y to 

re~tore service under number ME 3-4952. On July 26, 1954, the 

defend.·mt telephone compt=tny filed an answer, the princip~l 

allegation of which was that the telephone co:npany ha.d reason-

able cause to believe that the telephone service furnished to 

the com~lainant u."'lcior nu.'nber ?1!Etcalf 3-4952 at 5725 Harding 

Pvonue, Hollydale, California, was being or was to be used as 

an ins trUXTIcnt.al i ty dire ct1y or indire ctly to viol.qteor to aid 

and abet the '\Tiolation of the law, a."ld th.at having such reason-

able cause the defendant was required to disconnect the service 

pursuant to Decision No. 41415, dated ~.pril 6, 1948" in Case 

No. 4930 (47 Cal. ? U • c. 853). 

A public hea.ring was held in Los ~.ngeles betore 

EX~'niner Kent C. Rogers on October 18, 1954, at which time 

evidence WBS adduced ~"'ld the matter \7aS submitted. 

At the hearing complainant testified that neither she 

nor her husband, with whom she res ides, use or have u~ed tho 

telephone for unlawful purposes. She st8ted thAt her husband 

has been.') n.or!:le owner and trainer for about twenty years and 

thnt he may have used the telephone to make bets but that he does 

not take bets for other people. She further testified that both 

~he ~~d her husband are under a doctor's care; that each keeps 

t=tn oxygen tank and respirator in their bedroom at all· times; 
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and thQt it is n~ccssary thnt they have a telephone to enable 

the~ to call their doctor in emergencies. 

Co~pln1nnnt's hucb~~dJ Fred Longfield, tectified that 

he h~s been under n doctor'o care for pulmonRry trouble for 

fifteen yesr:; that ~hortly before the telephone was removed 

hiz wife had to call en smbulance to take hilt. to the hosp1 tal for 

emergency treatment; that for the past two or three weeks he has 

been h~ving trouble or<9l'lth1ng and that it is now necesssry to 

go across the street to a neighbors to use a telephone to call 

his doctor. Th1s witness denied that either he or his wite had 

ever engaged in bookmsking, but he 2~~itted that he discusses 

horse racing over the telephone and takes money from others to 

bet on the horse races. This ~oney, he stated, he takes to the 

raCe track and bets at the pari-mutuel window. In ~ddit1on, 

he stated, his friends sometimes call by telephone and $sk him 

to make bets at the track for them. Th1s he will do somet1mes, 

us ins his own fund!: to pl a ce the be tat the w indovl • 

A deputy sheriff of the Los Angeles Cou..~ty Sheriff·' s 

Department testified that on July 1, 1954, after complain~~t 

and her husband had been kept under surveillance for several 

week::, he and other deputies :"nided cO%:lplainant' s premises at 

5725 He.rding ,I)venue at about 4:00 p.m.. Complainant was ill 

~nd in bed ~nd her husband W3$ in tho house. The deputy accused 

the huzband of using the telephone for receiving bets on horse 

races, and he stated that he had placed ~;:l4.oo in bets that day. 

The hUsbond later reduced this figure to :;.;2.00. Whether these 

bets were personol bets of the husba.nd or wero bet::: received for 
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en unknown third pe:":.on was not explained. The deputy furthor .. 

tect1f:tod thst wh110 ho WF.l.Z in the complainont'z house thot de.y 

tho telophono :"ong on numerous occasions. On three of these 

occnsionc the witnoss answered the telephone. On two of the 

three occasions the party on the other end of the line h~~g up 

~'Jithout saying D. word. On the third occasion the party gave his 

ntlme r-m.d then hung up_ The deputy further testified that he 

round <)n the pr0mise~ D. current scratch sheet giving the odds 

on the horses racing at the various tracks~ and a pod of cheets 

euch as used by bookmakers for betting markers. This pad was 

blar.k .. but the wi tne::s could :::ee the indentations from Vir 1 ting 

thereon. He said the indentation:: gave the n~~e of a person 

and the figures "2-2-xtT. He said it was his op1nion th8t a. 

shoet that had oeen torn off was a bett1ng marker reflecting a 

bet of ~,.2.00 to win,. ~:;2.00 to place, and. noth1ng to show. The 

telephone WAS re!:".oved from the premiso:::, but neither the husband 

nor the complainant VIas s.rres ted. 

The posit1on of the telephone comp~~y w~s that it had 

acted '-4pon reasonable C~lu::e in disconnecting the telephone 

1nn:nlluch as it had received fro~ t.he Sheriff's Orf1ce or Los 

Angole: County a lett~r dosignated here1n £1:3 Exhibit No.1 .. 

reque.:ting the telephone cocpany to db Con."le ct complainant'.: 

telephone o~:"vice. 

After consideration of this record~ we find that the 

3ct1on of the telephone comp~"ly was based upon reason~ble c~use, 

RS oucn term 1s uced in Decision No. 4l415~ dated April 6 .. 1948, 
in Cace No. 4930 (47 Cal. P.U.C. 853). Upon this record 1t 1s 
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quc~tion~ble that the tcle,honc facilities were used ille~ally. 

Tho order tcm~or~rily restorinc co~plainantTs telophone service 

will be ~do permanent, but complninant 1s ndv1sod that the use 

of tho telephone facility for illozcl purposes could result in 

~ct1on depriving her of the use theroof. 

o R D E a 
~ .... -...--

The complaint of Nina Longfield agcinst The fcc1flc Telo-

phone and Telogra.!,h Compnny havi.."lg boen filed, public hee-ring 

havinb been held theroon, the mntter bcin: rendy tor doc1s1on. and 

tho Co;~~iosion bei..~G tully advised in the ,remises and basine its 

dcci::;ion u)on tho record in this case, 

IT IS I-IE."G::BY OlIDEJL'D that the Order of this Con-.mission 

i.~ Dec:i.sion Ho. 50283, a.cted July 1$, 1954, on Case :Jo. 5561, 
temporarily rc~tor1ng tcle~hone oerv1ce to tho complainant herein, 

be made ?ormanent, such restoration beinG subject to all rules ~"ld 

re~ulations of tho telc,hone company ~~d to the oxisting a"lic-
able 10.\,1. 

Tho effect1ve date of this order shall be twenty dcys 

after the d~te hereof. 

Datod at ________ ~_· __ Fr_an __ c_~ __________________ , Colifornin, 


