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BEFORZ THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COLMISIION OF THT STATE OF CALIFORNIA

LEONARD ENRIGHT, doing business
as LEQHARD'S BARBER SEO?,

Petitioner,
vs.

Case No. 5897

PACIFIC TELZPEONE AND TELEGRAPE
COMPARY, a corporation,

Respondent.

liilton R. Gunther, for netitioner.

Lawler, Telix % Hall, by John M. Sink, for respondent.

Harold W. Kennedy, County Counsel, by Nerman 0. Oliver. Jr.
Deputy County Counsel, for the Sherit'l' s Department,
Los Angeles County. -

PINIONXN

The complaint, filed on February 7, 1957, alleges that
pctitiéner, Leonard Enright, operates o barber zhop Imown as
Leonard's Barber Shop, at 923 S. Xern Avenue, Los Angeles County,
Californie; that he %z subseriber and user of toléphogo service:
furnished by respondent at said address under aunber ANéelus 3-=4l166;

nat on or about January 10, 1957, petitioner was advised by
rospondent that the respondent had received information that the
communication racilitiés hersinabove deseribed were being used 25 an
Instrumentality to violate the law or In 2iding or adbetting such

vielation, and that respondent wac dicconnecting such facilitie;

immediately; that said facllities were disconnected and were
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disconnected at the time the complaint was L1lod; that petitionor

hag suffered and will suffor irreparable injury te his reputation and
great hardship as a result of the act of respondent in'discbnnocting
the sald communication facilities; that Poetitioner will suffer great
financial loss and humiliation and ombarrassment unless sgaid
lacilities arc'rostored; and that the facilities were not used for
fllegal purposes.

On February 26, 1957, the telephone company filed an
answer, the principal allegation of which was *hht pursuwant to
Decision Mo. L1L1S, dated April 6, 1948, in Case No. 4930 (L7 cal.
P.U.C. 852) recpondent on or about January 1, 1957, had reasonable
cause to believe that the telephone service furnished by respondent
uncer numder ANgelus 3-LL66 at 923 South Kern Avenue, Loz Angoleo,
California, was being or was to be used as an inqtrumenuality
directly or Indirectly to violate or to afd and abet the violation
of the law.

A pudlic hearing was held in Loz Angelos before Ixaminer
Kenv C. Rogers on March 26, 1957, and the matter was submitted.

The petitioner tesztified that he hes operated a barber
shop at 923 South Xern Avenue for eight years; that on January 10,

1957, ne was arrested at that locction on suspicion of bookmaking, °

and his telephone was removed; that he was released on bail in four

fivo hours; that no charges were filed against him; that he sub-
sequently requested of the rospondent that 4t roinstall his telephoneo
service but the respondent has refused to do 50; that he uses and
noods a telepnone in his business; that he has lost business and beon
exbarrassed as a result of the removal of the telephone; and‘that he

28s nover used the telephone for Lllogal purposes.
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A Los Angeles County deputy sheriff attached to %he )
Vice Detail testiffed that on Jamuary 10, 1957, at about 1 p.m., he
and one other deputy parked a car across the stroet I»om petitioner's
barber shop which has an open glass front;: that while in the car he
observed complainant and several of his customers 1oo?ing at_a news-
Paper and serateh sheet; that on several occasions he observed .
petitioner go to the tolephone and use it and’maxe notes on &
clgarette paper- that other men came in and looked at the seratch
sheet, and left; that he observed petitioner make notes on cigarctte
papers and &0 to the back room and come out with a white envelope:;
that he and the other deputie- entered petitioner's shop and arrested
and ,earched hin; that he asked the complainant how long he had been
bookmaaing,}gnd the complainant safd "six months" and ﬁhen sa4d he
wouldn't Say.anything further; that he searched the premises and
found a National Daily Reporter scrateh shee?t, a pen and penci a
writing »ad, cigaretto papers, and a telephone; that several other
sen In the place were questioned concerning their busineszes and
released; and that the telephone was removed and the petitioner taken
Yo jail and booked. The officer furthor testified that the
petitioner and the premises wers thoroughly searchod but no betting
markers were found, ‘although petitioner had a ucratch yheet in his
Possession. The witness testiflied thet the officers were in the
Prenmises about 1-1/2 hours; that the telephone rang on several .
occasions and the other officer answered. An objectfﬁn‘wa sustalined

to a question attempting to elicit from the wltness what the officer

wsing the telephone told tho w*tnes the conversations were about.

]
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0n ceross-examination the officer stated that when heo
vas watching the potitioner's Place of dbusiness from across the
strecet ho saw money vass hands, and could seo the tolephone being
used, but he could not hear any of the conversations.

Exhiblit No. 1 13 a copy of a letter from the Sherifs
of Los Angeles County to tho telephone company requesting that the
telephone facilities be disconnocted. A telephone company employee
testified that this lettar was received on January i, 1957, and a
central office disconnection of petitionor's zorvice was thereupon
effected pursuant ﬁo this roquest. The pecsition of thé'telepbone
coxpany was that it had acted with reasonable cause, as that ternm
%5 defined in Decisfon No. L1415, referred to aupra, in diuconnocting
the telephone service inasmuch as it had “eceived Tho letter
designated as Exhibit No. 1.

After consideration of the record herein we fing that
the action of tho telephone company waz based wpor: reacsonable cauce,
ac that term Lz uced in Decision Ko. L1415, veferred to supra. Ve
further find that by vetitioner's ownm admission he had been engaged
in boolmaking for about é‘months prior %o the time of his arrest.
There 1s, howover, nothing in the record to indicate that the
petitioner's tolephone was beling uszed for any i1llogal purpose and,

therefore, the petitioner is entitled +o the restoration of his

telephone soervice.

ORDER

The petition of Leonard Enright against The Pacific

Talevhono and Telegraph Company, a corporation, lor restoration of

telephone service having been filed, a pudblic hearing having been

L
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hold thoreon, the Commisalon boing Tully advised in the premises
and basing 1ts decislon upon tho evidence of record and the Lindings
heroin,

IT IS ORDEZRED-that the petitioner's recuest for
restoration of tolophone sorvice be granted and that, upon the

Tiling by tho petitionsar of an application for telephone service

The Pacific Telephone and Telegraph Company shall instsll telophone

service at potitioner's Place of business at 923 South Kern Avenue,
08 Angeles County, California, such installation being suquc: to
all duly authorized rulos and regulations of the telephono company
and to tho existing applicable law.

"he effective date of this order shall Yo twonty days
altor the dato horeof.

Dated at
of ‘ APRIL

Commlsslcaer ,
n;coos;rily absent, 244 not particlpato
ia tho 4lsposition of this procooding.

AL CROT coanmmrrenss
izizsaar“y absont,
in 100 dlﬂ@ObLoiOn




