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SEFCRE THI rUBLIC UTTLITIZS COMnI. IUN CF THE STAIE OF CALISCENIA

MAHALIA HILL,

vs.

THE PACIFIC TELZPHONZ AND

TELEGRAPH CO

Coarlainant,

’“ANY o corporation,
Defendanz.
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Manalia HL;;, in nroo*ia Dersona. Pillsoury, sodison

Case No. 5631

& Sutro, By Jomn L. Sutro, wnd Lawler, felir & Jall Dy
L, 3. Conant for defendant

In
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thae comnlaint hercin, filed on haren 3, 1955,

/

Mehallia 3111 alleges that on February 24, 1955, tne duntinyton

Park office
service was
arrested at

Street, for

of tihe delfendunt compuny notified ner that telenhore

to be discontinued immediately: that Diane Brown was

The residence of tae complainant, 1406 Zast 91st

an alleged violation of Cauliformia law,

commonly

mown as bookmaking, on February 16, 1955; that said Brown 1is

not a resident at the home of complzinunt, and that Sald Brown

was only visiting at the residexnce on the dzy of arrest and that

her most recent previous visit was during the month of August,

1953" that sz2id Srown 1s not related to the complainant oy blood

or marringe nor i1s she a 01096 zequalintonce or busines

associate;




that the complainant was 1ot arrested or charged with any
violdtlon of the California law on Fedruary 16, 1955, or sub-
sequent tiersto; thot the telepnone at the residence of the
comslainant has not been authorized for any use in violation of
any law noriwas sﬁid Srown authorized to use the televhone for
any purpose, and any of said Erown's actions were witpout the
consent or kﬁowledge of the conplainent.

Cn Harch 16, 1955, the telephore company filed an
answer in which 1t alleged among other things taet, at all times
men&ioncd in the complaint, complainant was not 2 subscriber ﬁo
teléphonc ser&ice furnished by defendant at iu06 Zast 91lst Street, .
Loz angeles, Czlifornia; that on or about February 16, 1955, the
office of thé Sheriff of the County of Los angeles, California,
disconnected and confiscated the telephone instruménz used ir
furnishing telediaone cervisce by defendart to Roy L. Hill under:
numbérlJEfferson §970 at 1406 Zast 9lst itreet, Los‘Angeles,
California; that on or zbout Feoruary 21, 1955, it had reason-
able cause to bcliéve tnat the use made or to be made of said
telephone service was prbniblted by law and tnat service . wss
teing or was to be used as an 1nstrumeﬁzality, dir:ctly or in~
directly, to violate or to a2id and abet tae violation of ﬁhe\law;
and thot defencdant, aoving reasonszble cause, ¢lscontinued said |
service and since s31d discontinuance nzs refused and:now refuses

To restore sald service, pursuant to the order of this Commission,

Decision No. 41415, dated April 6, 1948, in Case No. 4930 (47 Cal.
P.U.C. 853). |

A pudblic nearing was neld in Los ingeles on April 14,
1955, before Examiner iAent C. Rogers. At the hearing evidence

was presented and the matiter was submitted.
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- The comploinant testified tnaﬁ she has réSide@ at |
1406 Eaéé 91lst Sﬁreet, Los Angeles, for anproximately six yeafs;
that prior to Feﬁruary 16, 1955; teere was & teleﬁhoné in the
vremises in her nusbend 's neme; that on Fcbruary.lé; 1955, she
and her husband were sepurated ond he was not living on the
premises; that on Februar& 16, 1955; hef’uncle was Living on
The »realizes wita ner; that on that date she went té vork aﬁd
whon she returned home at 5:45 p.m. her peiephone was gone;
that' she contacted the police departzent and was informed that
the teléphohe nad been removed because of bookmaking activities;
;hat she has done no bookmaking nor authorized any_gthef persoh
to use the telephone for bookmaklng; that she did not séé Dnaha

Brown on february 16, 1955, amd had not seen her for five months

prior to that date; and that her husband does not kuow Diana

Srown.
|

| A Geputy sheriff of the Saeriff's Office of Los ingeles
Couni& stated tnot hg and anotiner deputy sheriff wnd threé
officers visited tue »remises involved at zdout 3:00 p.m. on
Fedbruary 16, 1955. 2Prior to entering they looked tarough a
window and saw a vomaxn, later determined to be Diama Browa, at
2 table with a telephore and tissue padner thereon, and a metal
waste bgsket_beside it. The officers entered and took from
Diaﬁa Brown & copy of a Hatiénal Dally Reporter; commonly knovma
as a scrateh sheet, for that dzte. They removed froz her person
a2 number of betting merkers. UWnile the officerc were on the
premises the telephone rang on severai oceasions., An officer

answered the telepnone and was given bets on horses ruaning




that day at various tracks in the nation. Ilrs. 3rown stated

: ,
that she had been at the address one day and that she had taken
vets from aocout eight or ter parties. There wac an elderly
gentleman on the nremises. Mrs. Srovn stated that he w33 the
wacle 6f tae owner. :She also stated, the officer sald, that s@q
visited thne nouse frequently. Mrs. Zrovn was arrested and sub-
sequently nlesded guilty to one count of bookmaking.

The cohplainanz, in redvuttal, stoted that it was not
true that lirs. Brown was a frequent visitor anéd thot taere hod
been bookmaking on the premises before.

Exhibit ho. 1 45 a2 letter from the Sherif{f's Depurtment
recelved b& the defendant telephone company on Or =0out sedbruury
27, 1955, requesting that the telephone facllities e discon-
nectéd. Tae wosition of the telephone company was thaz"ds‘a
result of the »eceipt of this letter 1t acted with reasonable
cause os that term is defined in Deciclon No. alu15, referred to
supra, in disconnecting and refusing to recoxmect the service.

In the light of the record herein we find that the
dction of the telephone comﬁany was based upon reasonable cause
as such term is used in Decision lo. 41415, supra. e further
find that there i1s no evidence to indicate tnaet the complainsnt
herein engoged in or was directly comnected with bookmakirg

activities, Therefore, the complainent now is entitled to.thc

rectoration ¢f telerhone cervice.

0R2ER

The complaint of Nanalia HALl against The Pacific Tele-

phone and Ielegraph Company, a corporation, having been filed,‘
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nublic hearing having been held thereon, the Commission belng
fully advised in the premises and basing its decision ox the
evidence of record and the findings herein,

IT I5 ORDZRED that tThe complaixant's request for
restoration of telephone service be granted, and that, upon the
filing by the complainant of an applicotion for televhone service,
The Pacific Telephone and Telegraph Company shall install tele-

. phone service at complainant 's présises at 1406 East 9lst Street,
Los ingeles, California, such installation deing sudject to all
duly authorized rules and regulations of the telepcone conpany

and to the existing applicable law. 7

The effective date of this order shall be twenty days

after the date hereof.

”B?ted at Sgp Francisco : , California,

this 277 aay of Aot , 1955.

{M)f%w//x J

rregident

Commissioners




