
De c 1 s 1 on i~ 0 • 50821 -----
BEPORE THE PUi3LIC UTILITIES COM~iISSION OF THE STATE OF CJI.LIFORNlJo. 

E,~.RL A. RENNI1~GER, 

Comp 1 aina."l t, 
vs. 

GEN£Rr.L TELE?HONE COll'i?ANY OF 
CALIFOR NIP., 

Defendant. 
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------------------------------) 

Case No. 5568 

Earl A. Re~"linger, in propr1e persona. Marshall 
K. Taylor a!'ld. Albert r/:. Hart, for defendant. 

o PIN ION 

The complai!'lt slleges that Earl A. Renninger, of 

14602 Grnyl.md Avenue, Norwalk, Californ1a, prior to August 19$1 

':IllS a subscriber and user of telephone service furnished by the 

General Telephone Company under number Torrey 4-2137. On or 

about .~_ugust 28, 1951, these telephone fa.cili ties were dis-

con..'"lected by officers of the Sheriff's Office of Los~.ngeles 

County, nnd that desp1te demands upon defendant-to ha.ve the 

sa.id telephone facilities restored the defendant has refused 

and does n0W refuse so to do. The complaint also alleges that 

the complainant has suffered and will surfer irreparable injury 

one. great hardship as a result of being deprivec:. of these tele-

phone facilities, and further thut the complainant did not use 

and does not now intend to use the telephone facilities ss an 
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instrumentali ty to violate or to aid B.nd abet the vioVJt10n of 

the law. 

Under date of September 7, 1954, the General Telephone 

Compony filed an answer in which it alleged as an afrir.mative 

defense that it had received ~ letter dated August 28, 19$1, 

from the Sheriff of Los Angeles County, requesting· that it 

disconnect the telephone facilities in qUestion pursuant to a 

decision of this Commission, Decision No. 4141$, dated April 6, 

1948, in Case No. 4930 (47 Cal. ? U. C. 8$.3), and that pursuant 

to this request the defenda.l'lt co~pDny discontinued the te'lephone 

service in question effective August 28, 1951. 

A public hearing WDS held in Los Angeles before 

Examinor GrAnt £. Sypher~ on October 14, 1954, at which ti~e 

evidence was adduced and the matter submitted. At the hearing 

the complainant testified that in AUgU3t 1951 he was rent1ng 

two rooms of his residence to a man n~ed Herbert Arden Crosdidier •. 

On one day during the month of August, when Mr. Renninger returned 

home from work at about 6 p.m., he fo~~d that tho telephone had 

been taken, and subsequently le~rned that during the day officers 

of the Sheriff's Department had raided the house, arrested 

Mr. Grosdidier for bookmaking, and disconnected the telephone. 

The comp18inant further testified that he did not know of, and 

hEld no conne ction with, any bookI:laking a.cti vi ties which the 

In June ~9$2 tne comp~a1nant move~ to CaleXico, return-

ing to Lo~ Angeles in September 1953. About June 1954 n13 wl~e 
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applied tor a tele~none, and resultantly a tolephone instrument 

was placed in their horne but was not put in operation. About 

two weeks la.ter the telepnone company removed the instrument, 

whereupon the instp.nt complaint was filed. Th~ comp1:=l.inant 

stpted thst he now needs c. telephone in his residence, that he 

has not 1n the PAst u~ed and does not now intend to use 9 tele~ 

phone tor any unlawful purpose. Further, he does not intend to 

rent any rooms of his house. 

Exh1bit No. 1 is a copy of a letter dated August 28, 

19$11 received by defendant comp~~y. The position ot this 

compo.ny wt:\s that as a result ot the receipt of th1s lotter the 

compnny, in disconnecting t:l.nd refUSing to reconnect the serv1ce, 

acted with reasonable cause, as such term is defined in Decision 
No~ 41415, supra. 

In the light ot th1s record we find that the action of 

the tolephone company was basod upon reasonable cause, as such 

term is used in Decision No. 41415, supra. We further find that 

there 1s no evidence to 1ndicate that the complainant herein en-

ga.ged in or was directly connected with 'bookma.king activities. 

Therefore, the oomplainant now is entitled to a restoration ot 

telephone sorvice. 

o R D E R - - - --
The complaint of Earl A~ Renninger against General Tele-

phone Company having been filed, public hearing having been hold 

thereon, the Commi:sion being fully advised in the premises ~~d 

bRsing its decision upon the evidence of record and the findings 
herein, 

IT IS ORDERED that the complainant's roquest for restora-

tion of telephone service be granted l and that upon the tiling by 
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tho complainant of an appllc~tion tor telephone service the 

General Telephone Comp~~y shall install telephone service at 

complainant's residence at 14602 Grllyland Avenue" Norwalk, 

Californ1a, such 1nstsllllt1on being ~ubject to all duly author-

1zed rules and regulat10ns of the telephone company and to the 

ex1st1ng cpp11coble law. 

The effective date of th1s order shall be twenty days 

after the date hereof. 

Commissioners 

!: C .: c :: ~' ~ ,:.... ~;, _ ~ k,' •. -'" _:...', • ,' ... ~ .::.I:~ ~:. : ~ c!. ,0.. ~e 
i:. ~:c.c ~:~l;C~,':' .I~l~=. \~! th!:: ~:ocood.!.:.g. 
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