
Decision No. 53303 

BEFORE THE PUBtIC UTILITI:::S COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

ED':~IN J,. CUNEO ) 
) 

Compla1na.nt ~ 

vs Case No. 5751 THE 
PACIFIC TELEPHONE & TELE­
GRAPH COMPANY, a co'rpora­
tion 

Dotenda.nt 

Moss & Sherman, by teo I. Sherman, for c'ompla1nant. 

Pillsbury, Ma.dison & Sutro, a.nd La.wler, Fel'1x· & 
Hall, by L~ B. Conant, tor detendant. 

o PIN ION - ..... _- ..... _-
Tb.e compla1nt herein, riled on Marcn 29, 19S6,'Ed,leges 

that cOinpla,1nant EdWin J. Cuneo res1des at 812 West ii'tJ)tll Street~ 

Los Angeles" California; that OIl or about April 13" 195$, 'the 

pol'ice o.rres ted Helen We1s1and a.nd Cle ta Bigi1oro at sa.id' address 

for all~~ged bookmaking' activi ties; tna t thereafter the defendant 

cau.sed the telephone accommodations a.t that address, PL.4-4S66~to be 

cancelled ~d discontinued; thst tho compla.int against the two 

named persons was dismissed; that thereafter the complainant 

demande'd of the 'defendant that it ins tall teleph.one ,serv'ie-e but 

the defendant has' refusod to do BO; and that eomplai'nant b.a.s 

6.t no tl1ne "been cha'l-ged with. the eomm1s~ ion 01' any crime nOr was 
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there any charge taat he had any knowledg~ of any crime being 

committed. 

On April l3, 1956, the telepnene company tiled an answer 

the principal allegation of which was that on or about April 18, 

1955, it had reasonable cauoe to believe that the telephone $ervice 

!'~rnisaed to complainan,t under number PJ::y-n:.outb. 4-4.5'66 8. t 810 Wes t 

110th street Vias being or wa.s to be used. a.s an instrumenta.lity 

directly or indirectly to viol~te or to aid and abet the violation 

of the law. 

A publie hearing was neld in Los Angeles before Examiner 

Kent C. Rogers on Ma.y 22" 1956, 'and the roatter was submitted. 

The complainant testified that prior to April 13, 19S5, 

he had a telephone, number PLeasant 4-4566, in his bom@; that ~n 

April 13, 1955, his housekeeper, Clet~ Bigi1oro, and his $ist~r" 

H,:;len 1:I~island, were on the promises and complainant was out of: 

town; that the two women wer~ arrested tor alleged bookm~{ing; 

t~at the telephone was remov~d from the premises; that the charges 

against the women were dismissed; that he needs the telephone in 

hie business; and that he has not had So telephone since it was 

rt::l:.oved. 

Exn1bit No.1 is a letter from the Chief of Police of 

the City of Los Angeles to the telephone c.jmpany requf)sting that 

the telephone facilities be disconnected. A telephone compa~y 

employee testified tnat the letter was rG~eived by the telephone 

company on April 18 1 1955, and that a central office disconnect10,n 

was etfected pursuant to that request. The position of the tele­

phone compa.ny was that it had acted with reasonable cause in dis-
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connecting the tele~ho~e s¢rvic~ inasmuch as it had received the 

letter designated ~s Exhibit NO.1. 

Atter consideration of the record we find that the 

action ~r the telephone company was based upon reasonable cause
l 

as that term is used in Decision No. 4141S, referred to supra, 

we further find that there is no evidence to indicate that the 

complainant here1n engaged in or waB directly connected with il­

legal activities. Therefore, the compla.ina.nt is now entitled t" 

a restoration of telephone service. 

o R D E R - - - --
The complaint of Edwin J. Cuneo against The Pacific 

Telephone and Telegraph Company, a corporation, having been filed, 

public hearing having been held thereo::'l, the Commission being 

tully advised in the premises and basins it3 decision up~n thG 

evidenoe of record and the finding~ hEtrein, 

IT IS ORDERED that the complainant's request tor rS$to­

ration of t~lepnone serv1ce be granted and tha~1 up~n tne tiling 

b7 the eompl~inant ot an app11cat1on tor telephone serVice, The 
. 

Pac1t1e Telephone and Telegraph Company shall install telepnene 

service at the compla1nant!s residence at 010 We:t 110th Street, 

Los Angeles , Ca11forn1a, such 1nstallation being $~bjeot to all 

-3-



e' 
C. 5751 - .'1~~ 

duly author1zed rule s and regulo.t:tons of the telepb.on~ compAny a.nd 

to the ex1st1ng app11cable law. 

Tne otteetive date of tn1s order shall be twenty ~ays 

after tne date hereof. 

Dated at ________ ~~~~~~--__ -------~ California, 

•
&) {, t£_' th1 S ___ d-.... ________ _ daY' of 

commissioners. 

C\).m::i::~:ilc~;;r Rex Ha.rcly • b01nS 
~oeo::~arily ~o~c~~. diu not part1ci~to 
in tho 41spo~it1on ot th1~ procood1nc. 
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