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Decision No.

FRANK R. BLAZINA,

Complainaxt,
vs.

TEE PACIFIC TELEPHONZ AND TELEGRAPH
COMPANY, & corporation,

Refendant.

Case Wo. 5637

i L L U L L N

fronk R. 3lazina, in propria persona. rlllsbury,
Madlson & Sutro, and Lawler, relix & Hell, dy
L. 5. Copant, for defendant.

OQELNIQOK

The complaint, filed on March 25, 1955, alleges that
Frank R. Blazina of‘553 South Vermont ~venue, Los Angéles,‘éali-;
fornla, »rior to March 2, 1955, was a subscriber and user of
telephone service furmished by Gefendant cbmpany at that address
under the number DUnkirk'249590; that on or about March 2, 1955,
thé telephone faciiitiés were.disconzinued b& asscomnected
terminals (sic) at complainaht’s place of business, ané were
discomnected at the time the complaint was £iled; that cbmplainp
ant has made demands upon the defendant for restoration of the
facilities, but that these demonds have been refused;. that tze
complainant 's business nas suffered and he will suffer 1r&epa:ab1e

loss and damage ©o his reputation as a result .of being deprived

of telephoze facilities; amd that complainant did 1ot use znd
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does not intend to use sald telepnone facilities as 22 1nstru-
aentality to violate the law or in alding or abetting such
violation.

On april 12, 1955, by Decision No. 51310 in Case
No. 5637, this Commiscion 1ssued axn order directing tae telephone
company to restore service to comnlainant pénding'é hearing of
the matter.

On April 21, 1955, the telepaone company-flied an
ansver, the prineipal allegation of which was that the telephome
- company pursvant to Decision No. 41lL15, dateﬁ April 6, 1948, in
Case No. 4930 (47 Cal. P.U.C. 853), had reasonable cause to
believe that the telephone service furnished to-complalnénz 
wnder the nunber DUnkirk 2-9590 at 55§_South Vérmbnt avenue,

Los /ngeles, California, was being or was to be used as ay imstru-
menxﬁl;ty directly or Andirectly to violate or to ald and abet
the viclation of the law. |

(A pudllic nearing was héld in Los angeles before

Examiner fent C. Rogers on xa& 13, 1955, and the matter-was‘sub-

mitted.

The complainant testified that his cocktail bar azd

restourant, known as the Idle Howr Coektall Bar, is located at

553 South Vermont aAvenue, Los Angeles; that At has a counter

and Dooths in front and a Kitchen ix back; that there was a pay
‘telephone booth in the rear of the restaurant; that on the day

of the Sante Anlta Futurity race the police walked im-and errested
a customer; that the police asked if he'knew the man was suspected

of bookmaking and he said he did not; that the naw arrested had




beern o frequent customer; that three or four days later-the
telephorne was removed; that'he pormits no bookmaking on Wiz
 premises; and that the telephone was about the orly public tele=-
phone ixn the vicinity arnd he needu it for nis bu81nﬂoa.

A POlice officer or the City of Los angeles testified
that he and two other officers went to comblainanz'-‘place of
business at 553 South Verzont Avenue at 12:50 p.n. on February 19,
1955; that they went ©o the rear portion of the bar where a raul
Sakelaris was sitting; that he took froz the front portion of the
Dar near wnere Paul Sékelaris was sitting, & place not visible
to complainant and 20 feet from nim, a Natiozal Daily Repbrter
scrateh saecet for that date, and a‘bettlng mariexr 1nd1cat1hg a
wagér on a sorse ramning at Senta Anita on that date; that;
Sakelaris stated he was looking for work and would not state
whether or not he wrote the bet; that Sekelaris was‘tdkeﬁ to
Jall and booked for bookmafing, the complaint being ¢ubsecuent Y
di,mi sed; that there'nad been no formal complaints about com-
Plainant herein; that while he was in the piace the teléphone
rang, he answered, and a woman gave nim a tet on a horse race;
that he asked complainant if he.knew Sakelérls was making bets
in nis place, and the complaeinant said he did not. |

Exaibit No. 1 15 a letter from the Chief of Police of
the City of Los sngeles received by the defexndant teleihone conpany
on redbruary 25, 1955, advising the defendant that the teleohone
facilities were being used for recelving and forwarding bets.

Tae telephone company's representative testified that as a result
of the receipt of this letter the telepnone services were dis-

commected on Mareh 2, 1955. The position of the telephone coampany
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was that; 2s a result of the receipt of tais letter; it
acted with reasomable cause 25 that tern 45 defined in
Decision No. 41415, sﬁpra; in discomnecting and refusing to
recormect the service until ordered to- do 50 by this Com-
" mission. | | ‘

In the light of the record. we find thatlthe action
of the telepnone company was based upon reasonable cause,
as such ter:m is used in Decision llo. 41415, suprs. we
further find that there 15 no evidence to indicate that
the complainant herein engzged in or was directly com~

nected with bookmaking activities. Therefore, the coms

plainant is now entitled to a restoration of telephone

service.

QRRER

*  The coﬁplainz of rFraxk Z. Blazina against The
. Pacific Télephoné and Telegréph Company, a corporﬁtion, having
Peen filed, a public hearing having been held thereon, the
Conzission belng fully advised in the »rexises and basing
its deciszion on the evidence.of record ard the fzndingé
nerein,

IT IS ORDERED that the order of the Commission in
Decision No. 51310, dated april 12, 1955, temporarily

rescoring telephone service to complainant, be made permanent,
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such restoration being subject to all auly ‘authorized rules

and regulations of the telephone company and to the existzng
applicadle law.

The effective date of thils order shall be twenty
days after the date hereof. |

Commissioners

Jastes ¥, Craomor
Com?sslomer......... Bex Hardy bolng
£ecosoarily absent, did not parti"' 1
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iz the Cisp0sition of this,procoodizgfo




