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Dcci:::ion No. 

BE:~ORE THZ ?U31IC Ul'ILITIES COI.iMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFOmTIA 

) 
) 

CO!'J,1n,1nc.nt". ) 

v:::. 

TEE PACIFIC TELE?HONE AND 
TELBGRAPH Cor.lPA!rr". 0. corpora. tion". 

Defendant. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

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

Caso No. 5615 

W~S. ~ichnrd Bunie1, in propria persona. 
Pillsbury, }.iad,1::on and Sutro, ane Lawler, Felix & 

Hall, by L. B. Conant, for defendo.nt. 

o ? I N ION -- - --

The complaint herein, filed on January 28, 1955, alleges 

tho.t !.~s. Richard Buniel, of 434 So. Ha.rnilton Avenue, Son Pedro, 

California, ,rior to approximately September 7, 1954, wa~ a sub-

scriber and user of tele~hone service furnished by defendant at 

that address under telephone number TErl~nlll 3-8941; thAt on or 

about Scptor.l'oer 7, 1954, the tele:)hono facilities of the complain­

ant were disconnected by the defendQ.rlt because e. police officer 

from the San Pedro Police Station of the City of S~~ Pedro, 

Co.1ifornia (sic) ordered the telephone disconnected; that the 

complainant has ~~de demand upon the defendant to restore the 

telephone service but it has refused to do so; and that the com­

plainant has suffered and will suffer great hardship as a result 
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of being doprived of s~1d telephone facilities; and thnt ~he did 

not use and does not intend to use enid telephone facilities as 

an instrumentality to violate the law or in aiding and abetting 

such violation. 

On February 25, 1955, the defendant filed its nnswer 

in which it n1lege 5, amo,.."lg other thi.."lgs, that on or about 

September 1, 1955, the Police Depart~ent of the City of Los Ar~eles, 

California, di~connocted nnd confiscated the telephone instrument 

u:jod in furnishing telephone service by de fondant to complainant 

under number TErminal 3-8941 at 434 South Hamilton Avenue, 

San ?edro, California, and that on or about Septetr.ber 7, 1954, 

defendcnt had reasonable cause to believe that the use ~de or to 

be mado ~r said telc,hone service was prohibited by law and that 

service wac being or was to be used as an L"lstr~~enta1ity, directly 

or indirectly to violate or to aid and abet the violation of the 

law, and that defend~"lt, havinc reasonable cause, discontinued 

said service and since said discontinuance has refused and now 

refuses to restore said service ~ursuant to this Commission's 

Decision Ho. 4141$', dated April 6, 1948, in Case No. 4930 (47 Cal. 

P.u.c. 853). 

A public hearing was held in Los Angeles on r~rch 29) 

1955, before Examiner Xcnt C. Rogers. At the hearing evidence was 

presonted ctnd the r.mtter wa:: submitted. It is ready for decis1on .. 

The corn~1~1nant testified that on the day the te1e?hone 

was removed she WOos not hO!:'1e and knows nothi."lg of the attendant 

circumstance::. The telephone was 1n her ho:ne when she left in the 

mornin3 o.nd gone when she returned at night. She i"urther testified 
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that she has a si3te~ living with he~ who has cancer as a result 

of which the sister has hOr.:lorrhage:j and that ~t 13 imperative that 

ohe hns a telephone available to make emergency calls to a doctor 

or hospital. She stated that ohe hac never used nor permitted the 

telephone to be used for tho purpose of violat1ns the law or for 

aiding or- abetting suc,h violation. She further testified that at 

the time the tele,hone was removed she had a tena.nt who r..ad been 

renting a roo~ from her for about tr~ee days ,rior to the removal 

of tho tclc,hone. ~~O tenantt~ name was Dave Brazell. He has not 

been in her home 3L~ce the tele~hone was re~oved. 

A polico officer attached to the Harbor Vice Detail of 

tho Los Ancelos City Police De~artment test~fiod that on 

September 1, 1954, he and two other officers, or. a tip, went to 

corn::> la inan t ! ~ home i thn t a man '110. s wor!{ing 1r.. tho garden, bu t the 

officers entered the houce; that they arrested therein a 

Mr. Douglas K. Brazell a.."'ld cO!l!"icca ted SOI:le betting D".arkers and 

scratch 3heets; that they were in the house about ten m1.."lutes 

during which time tho telephone rang several times; tho.t they 

picltod the telephone U~ each time, but the :nlrty on the other end 

of tho line hung u?; thnt on one occacion the officers let Brazell 

anstTor and the part~,. on the other ene. asked it Brazell wo.nted a 

bail bondsman; thct they removed the tele~hone; and that Srazell 

snid tho bottinc rno.ry.erc were in his handv~1ting and that the 

owners of the houce (com,lD.illllnt a.nd. her hucband) did not know 

that Brazell vms ucin,Z the tolephone for boo~annJ'ine !,urposos.. The 

officer stu ted thD. t Brazell WIlS hele. to a..~s·.!for for bookrr'..o.1::ine at 

the ,reli:r.linary hear'lnG Ilnd believe s he ~'leaded ,suil ty subsequently. 
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The position of the telephone company was that it hAd 

acted with reasonable cause in disconnecting the telephone service 

inasmuch ~: it had received a letter fro~ tho Los Angeles ?o11ce 

Department" a copy of which. was received in evidence as Exhi~it 

No.1. This letter requested disco~~ection of the complainant's 

telephone service. 

Upon this record we find that the action of the tele-

phone comp~y was based upon reasonable cause" as such term is 

usod in Decision Ho. 41415, supra. rIc .further find that there is 

no evidence to ~dicate that the co~~luinant herein engaged in or 

was directly connected with boo:..::making activities. Therefore, 

tho complainant now io entitled to a restoration of telephone 

sorvico. 

o R D E R -- - --

The complllint of ;;1rs. Richard Buniel a.gainst The Pacific 

Telephone and Telegraph Comp~~y, a corporation, having been filed, 

public hearing haVing been held thereon, the Co:.:~ssion being 

~~lly advised in the premises and basine its decision upon the 

evidence of record and tho fL~dir.gs herein~ 

IT IS OP~ERED that tho co~la1n~tTs request tor restor­

ation of telephone service be granted, and th~t, upon the filing 

by cocpl~inant of an ap,lication for telephono service, The 

Pacific Tele~hone and TeleGra,h Co~pany shell in=tall tele,hone 

service at co~plcinantT~ ,ro~erty at 434 Soutr. P~ilton ~venue, 

Sa.n Pedro, California., such installation being subject to all duly 
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authorized rules and regulations of the telephone company and to 

the exicti~g applicable law. 

The effective dato of thi:l order shall bo twenty do.ytl 

after the dute hereof. 

Datod at ____________ &m ___ ~ __ n_e_r~~ ___________ ' Californ1c
1 

thi~ /.e~ day of __ ~~ __ ~ ______ ~ ________ ~ 


