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Declslion Ho.

NINA LONGFIELD,
Compleinant,
VS Case No. 5561

THE PACIFIC TSLEPHONE AND TELSGRAPH
COMPANY, a2 corporation,

Defencdant.

Albex»t inix, for complainant. Pillsbury, Madison
& Sutro, by John A. Sutro, and Lawler, Felix and Hall,
by L. B. Conant, for defendant.

The complalint herein alleges that Nina Longfleld, of
5725 Harding Avenue, Eollydale, prior to July 1, 195, was a
subseriber and user of telephone service furnished by defendant,
The Pacific Telephone and Telegraph Company, under number
ME 3-L952. On or sbout July 1, 195k, the telephone facilities
of complainant were disconnected by deputies of the Los Angeles
County Sheriff's Department. The complalnant has made dermand

upon the defendant telephone conmpany to restore service dut it

refused to do so. It Is further alleged that the complainant

Ras suffered and will suffer great hardship as a result of beling
deprived of the %elephone facilitles in guestion; and further

that sho did not use and does not now internd o use sald




telephone facllities as an instrumentality to violate theqiaw,
or in alding or abetting such violation.

Under date of July 15, 195L, by Decision No. 50283,
in Case No. 5561, this Cormission iésued an order granting
temporary Interim rellef, directing the telephone company to
rostore service under number Mg 3-4952. On July 26, 1954, the
defendnnt telephone company filed an answer, the principal
allegation of which was that the telephone company had reason-

able cause to belleve that the telephone service furnished to

the complainant under number MEtcalf 3-4952 at 5725 Harding

Avenue, Hollydale, Californla, was belng or was to be used as
an instrumentalisy directly or indirectly to violate or to aid
and abet the vlolation of the law, and tha®t having such reason-
able cause the defendant was required to disconnect the service
pursuant to Declsion No. L1L1l5, dated April 6, 1948, iIn Case
No. Li930 (L7 cal. P.U.C. 853).

A public hearing was held In Los Angeles before
Examiner Kent C. Rogers on October 18, 195L, at which time
evlidence wss adduced and the matter was submitted.

At the hearing complainant testified that neither she
nor her husband, with whom she resides, use or have used the
telephone for unlawful purposes. She stated that her husband
has been a horse owner and tralner for about twenty years and
that he may have used the telephone to meke bets but that he does
not take bBets for other people. She further testifled that both
she and her husband are under a doctor's care; that each keeps

an oxygen tank and resplrator in their bYedroom at all times;
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and that it is necessary that they have a telephone to enable
them to call their doctor in emergencles.

Complalinant's husband, Fred Longlield, testifled that
he has been under a doctor's care for pulmonary troudle for
{ifteen years; that shortly before the telephone was removed
hizs wife hed to ¢sll an ambulance %o take him to the hospital for
eriergency vreatment; that for the past two or three weoeks he has
been having trouble breathing and that 1t 1s now necessary to
£0 across the street to a nelghbors to use = telephone to call
kis doctor. This witness denied that elther he or hls wife had
ever engaged In bookmeking, but he zdmitted that he discusses
horse racing over the telephone and takes money from others to
bet on the horse races. This money, he stated, he takes to the
raceo track and bYets at the pari-mutuel window. In 2dditlon,
he stated, his friends sometimes call by telephone and ask him
to make bots at the track for them. This he will do sometimes,
using hls own funds to place the bet at the window.

A deputy sheriff of the Log Angeles County Sheriff's
Department testifled that on July 1, 195L, after complainant
and her husband had been kept under surveillance for several
weeks, he and other deputies »alded complalnant's premises at
5725 Herding Svenue at about L:00 p.m. Complainant was 111
and in bed and her husband was in the house. The deputy accused
fhe Ausband of using the telephone for receiving bets on horse
races, and he stated that he had placed $1L.00 1n bets that day.
The husband later reduced this figure to .2.00. Whether these

bets were personal bets of the husbhand or were bets received for
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an unknown third percon was not oxplalned. The deputy further
tectifled that while he was in the complainent's house thot dey
the telephone rang on numerous occasions. On threec of these
occasions the wlitness answored the telephone. On two of the
three occasions the party on the other end of the line hung up
without saying a word. On the thirad occasion the party gave his
name and then aung up. The deputy further testified that he
found on the premizes a current scratch sheet giving the odds

on the horses racing at the various tracks, and s pad of cheets
cuch as used by bookmakers for betting markers. This pad was
blenk, but the witness could see the Indentations fronm writing
thereon. He sald the indentations gave the name of a person
and the fligures "2-2-x". He said it was hig opinion that a
shoet that had been torn off was a betting marxer reflecting a
bet of (2.00 to win, $2.00 %o pPlace, and nothing to show. The
telephone was removed from the premiscs, but neither the husband
nor the complalnant was arrested.

The position of the telephone company was that 1t had
acted upon reagonable cause in dlsconnecting the telephone
inasmuch as 1t had received from the Sherlff's 0ffice of Los
Angolec County a letter coslgnated herein as Exhidit No. 1,
requesting the telephone company to disconnect complalnant’s
telephone service.

After conslderation of this record, we find that the
action of the telephone company was based upon reasonabdle cause,
&s such term 1s uced in Decision No. L1415, dated April 6, 1948,
in Case No. 4930 (47 cal. P.U.C. 853). Upon this record i1t is
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qQuostionable that thoe telenhone facilities were used illegally,
The order temporarily restoring complainant's telephone service
wlll be made »ermanent, but complainant is advised that tho use
of the telephone facllity for illogal purposes could result in

action depriving her of tho use thereof.
CRDER

The complaint of Nina Longfleld against The Pacific Teloe
phone and Telograrh Company having boen rfiled, pubdblic hearing
having been held thereon, the matter beins ready for doclsion, and
the Commission being fMully advmged in the nremlises and basing its
decision upon the record in this caso,

IT IS HEASEY ORDERLD that the Order of this Commission
in Deeision Wo. 50283, dated July 15, 1954, on Case No. 5561,
temporarily restoring telephone gervice to the complainant herein,
b¢ made permanent, such restoration being subject to all rules and
regulations of tho telephone company and to the oxisting annlic~
able law,

Tho effective date of this order shall be twenty days
alter the date herecof.

Dated at San Francisco , Californla,

this girvﬁ//. day of _NEAVEMBER
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