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2LFORE THE SUBLIC UTILITIZS COIDITISSION CF Wi SThrZ OF CALIFORNIA

. !
GLADYS SINCLETON,
Petitioner
7 Case No. 5860

. VE.

THE 24CIFIC TELEPHONE 1ND WELEGRALE
COUPARY, a corporation,

Respondent.

Horbert A. Greenwood, for petitioner.

Lawler, Felix & Hall, by L. B. Conant, for
respondent.

Roger Arnebergh and 'ialter C. Foster, by
vialter C. Foster, for %the Police Department
of the City of Loz Angelos, intervener.

The vetition of Gladys Singleton filed on December 7, 1956,
alleges that she resides at 2326 W. 22nd Street, Los Angeles,
california; that »rfor te Juno 28, 1956, she wos a sudserider and user
of telephone service furnished by »eswondent under number
REpublic 2-729L at 2326 West 22na Street, Los Angoles, California: thas
on or about June 28, 1956, the telcphone facilitios of petitioner were
cdisconnocted by molice officers of the CLty of Los Angeles, and said
telephone facilities were disconnected a2t the time of +he fiiing of the
petition; that petitionor has demanded of the respondent that 4t
restore the televhone facilities but respendent refuses to do so; and
thet petitioner has sufferod and will suffer lrreparabdle injury to hor

reputation and-great hardchin as a result of being derrived of said
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velephone facilitins. Petitloner requestc an order restoring her

teleophone service. _

On December 21, 1956, the respondent filed an answer, the
Princlpal sllegation of which was that pursusnt to Decision No. Likasg,
dated April 6, 1948, in Case No. 49320 (47 Cal. P.U.C. 853) respondent
on or sbout July 5, 1956, had reaszonadle cause to believe that the
Solephone servico furnished by respondent under aumber REpublic 2-729.
2t 2326 West 22nd Street, Los Angeles, Californis, was being or was to
Yo used as an Instrumentality directly or imdirectly to violate or to
aid and abet the violation of the law.

A public hearing on the petition was held In Los Angeles
on January 31, 1957, bofore Examimer Kent C. Rogers, and the matter
was submitted.

The potitioner teétified that on June 28,.1956, and for sev~
eral years prior thereto, she resided at 2326 West 22nd Street, Los
Angeles, and had a telephone therein furnished by the ~sspondent; that
she has a regular job at nights £rom S pame 0 1 8.1., ané works about
three days a woek in the daytime, also; that her daughter, Mary Wade,
stays with her and is usually employed but since the latter part of
May. 1956, had been unemployed and was staying at home; that on Junoe 25,
1955, zhe went shopping and arrived home about 2:30 Pe2.; that shorily
Thercalfter the police broke In her front axnd. back doors and arrested
her daughter Mary who was 4in her bedroom; that the police asked Maxy
1L she had taken bets and Mary =aid yes; that the telephone with a
long cord was in Mary's bedroom and the petitiozmer never heard her take
any bets; that Mary was fined and placed on a year's probation; that as
the time of the arrest petitioner had been back for one weok from vaca-
tioﬁ; thét she never took any bets; that she needs the telephonoe in

order to get part-time employment, and to ¢all or Tecoive calls from her
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rogular omployer; and that she Ans had no telophone service since
Juno.28, 1956. |

By stipulation of the parties, a group of six letters
attesting %o petitioner's good character was received in evidence as
Exhidit No. 1.

Petitioner's supervisor testified that she has boen employedf
as a Janitross by the Southern California Edison Company for four
Jears; that she is a good worker; and that she goes to chureh
regulerly. |

Exhibit No. 2 1z a lotiter from the commending captain of
the Administrative Vice Division of the Los Angeles Police Department
advising the rospondent %hat petitioner'; tolophone was used for
boolmaking purpbses on June 28, 1956, and that the telephone was
removed and requesting that the service be discomnocted by the
recpondent. A telephone company employee testified that Exhibit No. 2
waZ rocelved by respondent on July 3, 1956, and that a central office
disconnection was effected on thet date pursuant to that request. The
Position of the tolephone company was that it had acted with.reasonablé
cause, as that term 1z defined in Decision No. LiLis, supra, in
disconnecting he telephone service Znasmuch as 41t had rocelved tho
letter dosignated as Exhidbit No. 2.

The parties stipulated thzt on June 28, 1956, a police
officer placed a horse race bet over petition@r*s velephone with
petitioner’s daughtor, lMary Wade. A police officer testifiecd that
three weeks prior to June 28, 1956, the Vice Detail of the Los Angeles
2ollco Dopartment received information that retitioner's telephone was
being used for boolmaking purposes;‘that he nlaced 2 bet over the

telephone with lary vade on June 28, 1956, as stipulated; that Mary

said che had been taking bets for about one week; that the telephone
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was In the front part of the houze, but had a long cord, and the

tolephone was in iary's bedrooxm which was soparate from the
petiﬁioner's; that there were in Hary's room betting markers

seraten cheot, all for thoe day of the arrest; that lery said
petitioner did not lmow about the betting; and that while he was on
the premises on June 28, 1956, he was given a horse race bet over the
telephone by an unknown male. '

At the close of the hearing the attorney for the intervenor
stated that llary Wade had vaid a fine and had been placed on orobation,
and recozmended lenicncy.

Al%er consideration of tho record herein we f£ind that the
action of the telephorno ¢company was baged upon reasonable cause, as
that torm 1z used in Decisfon No. L1L15, referred to supra. U
further find that the netitiocnoer's telenhono was used for iilegal
Purposes dut there Ls no evidence to indicate that +the petitioner
herein was engsged in, or wag Cirectly connected with, any Zilezal
activities or lmew thet hor telephone was peing used for illegal
purposges. In addition, petitioner hec been deprived of tolenhone
service for a poriod 4n excesc of seven months. o Lind, therefdre,
that petitioner 1s now entitled to a restoration of telephong, corvico.

99T,
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The petition of Gladys Singleton against The Pacife
Telephono and Telograph Company, a corporation, having been Tilod, a
pudlic hearing having been-held thoereon, the Commission being fully
adviced Iin the vremises and basing {ts decision upon the evidence of
record aend the findings heroin,

IT IS ORDERED that petitioner's request for restoration of

velophone service be granted, and that, upon the riling by the
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potitioner of an application for telephone service, The Paciflce
Telophono and Telegraph Company shall install telephone service at
petitioner's residence at 2326 viest 22nd Street, Los Angeles,
California, such installation being subject to all duly authorized
rules and regulations of the telephone company and to the applicsble
law.

The effective date of this order shall be twonty days after

the date hereof.

Dated at San Francisss » Californis,
this =g <2 day of \—'J(,/ TPt ey , 1957.

A

Cormissioners

Cormissioner

Rax Hardy
-~ o~ .
d0cossarily absens, 2ia ot partzcibozmg
2 tHo dizpositien of tyi- procoadigz °




