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Doeision No. ______ _ 

BEFORE TEE PUBLIC UTILIT!ES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

MORRIS FIELDS, db~ P~WOOD ROOM ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

CO::lplc.1nant l 

vs. 

THE PACIFIC TELEPHONE (Ie TELEGRAPZ 
COMPANY I $' corporation, 

. Detenda."'lt. 

Case No. $913 

-----------------------------) 
Mo.x A. K.."'lep-por, tor complc.i:lD.nt. 
lawler, Pel'1X & Roll by L. B. Conant~ tor 

defenda.:lt. 
Roger Ar.no~ergn, City Attornoy, by Walter C. 

Foste~~ Deputy City Attornoy, tor tQO Police 
Depo.rtrlOnt of the City of Los Angelos, 
intervenor. 

OP!NIO~ - .... ~----

The complo.:1:o.ant, Morris Fiolds, by the complaint herein 

tiled on March 4, 1957, o.ll~ges tbat he is doing business as tho 

Redwood ROO~1 nn on-snlo liquor esto.blishmont, at 3372 West 

Eighth Street, Los Angeles, Cslitornio.; that ror some yoars last 

post complainant has subscribed tor telephone serviee at his 

o~tabli~ont, and that dofendant has furnishod complainant with 

such telephone service under number DUnkirk 2-0100; that the type 

or service wo.c a (semi) ptl'blic pay telephone with sn extension to 

the bar; that on or about February 2$, 19$7, agents or employees 

o~ the do~ond~nt romoved the telephone and terminated telephono 

service from complai:lant f s promisosj that as eo result or the 

removal or 3~id oOrvice eompla~t hAO been seriously hampered 

in the eonduct or his bus!.nes~, btls lost pctrons, h.as been 
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depr1ved of ready access to pollce and'f1~e protect10n, is unable 

to reeel ve reserva.t1ons for evening .entertal:c.ment, and is l''lampered. 

and restrlcted ln the conduct of h1s bus1ness. 

On ~~rch 21, 1957, the telephone company f11ed an 

answer, the prlnclpal allegat10n of which was that the telephone 

company, pursuant to nec1s~on No. 4l~lS, dated Apr11 6, 19~8, 1n 

Cace No. 4930 (47 Cal. P.U.C. 853), on or about February 187 

1957, had reaso:ca'ble cause to be11eve that the telephone service 

furnished to complainant under numbe~ DUnkl~k 2-0100 at );72 West 

Elghth Street, Los Angeles, Ca11forn1a, was 'be1ng or was to be 

used as an lnstrumentality directly or indirectly to v10late or 

to aid and abet the Violation of the law. 

A pub11C hearlng was held in Los Angeles on Apr1l l2, 

1957, before Exam1ner Kent C. Rogers. 

The complainant testified t~~t for about four years 

pr10r to February 25, 1957, he owned an~ opera~ed an on-sale 

liquor store at ;372 West E1ghth Street, Los Angeles, under the 

name "Redwood Room"; that he had therein a semipub11c pay telephone 

hav1ng the number DUnkirk 2-0100; that th1s telepho~ was a co ill

box operated telephone located 1n the rear of the prem1ses 

(Exhibit No~ 2); that there was a nondlal extension on the bar 

(Exhlb1t No.1); that he usually worked at the bar and could not 

hear conversat10ns on the pr~ry telephone; and that he dl~ not 

and would not permit the telepr~ne to be used for 1llegal purposes 

and. that 1 t was not so used. He further testified that until the 

day the telephone was removed (Peoruary l3, 1957), and for a~ut 

four months prio~ thereto, he had an employee named Riseley who, 

each week, worked one day 1n the bar and four days 1n the k1 tChe!l; 
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C.\SC~t'!,e.I".4!,l.' ~ 
that th1s man was f~red:- the Clay ofhls arrest (February 1;, 19,57); 

that there 1s a General Electric Cocpany 0u11d1ng next door to 

h1e place of business and many of the co~panyfs employees call 1n 

1n the mOrn!ngs for sandwiches; that he receives a total of 

approx1mately 20 to 25 such calls ~~r day, and such 1ncom1llg ea.lls 

were received on e1ther the ma~ phone or the extens10n on the bar; 

that he is famil1ar w1th horse rac1ng; that he knows scratch 

sheets and does not allow them 1n his place of bus1ness; and 

that on one occasion pr10r to the arrest he, observed R1seley tak1ng 

money from people, and B1seley told the compla1nant that he took 

the money to the race track to bet. 

By st1pulat1on of the part1es, Exhibit No. ; was re

ceived in eVidence. Exh1b1t No.3 1s a letter from the Ch1ef of 

Pollee of the City of Los Angeles to the defe~t adv1sing 1t 

that the compla1nant Ts telephone at ))72 West 8th Street (Los 

Angeles')..,wa.s be1ng used. for rece1ving and. forward1ng bets; and. 

that sa1d tel,ephone fac11i ty was 'be1ng used ;as an 1nStrumenta11 ty 

to violate and to aid and,abet the v1olat1on,of the law. It was 

further stipulated. that Exh101t No. ) was received by defendant on 

February 18, 1957, ~ that complai~ntCs se~1ce was diseo~ected 

on February 21, 1957. The position of the telephone COQ~ was 

that it had acted. with reasonable e&.use as that term is d.efined 

in DeCision No. 41415, referred. to supra, in disconnecting the 

compla1nant's telephone service inasmuch as it had recelved tbe . 
letter des1gnated as Exh1b1t NO.1. 

Two pollce officers of the city of Los Angeles testified 

eoncernlng the events leadl~ up to the re~oval of the telephone. 
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Officer Goodman testified that on Janua~y 31, 19S7, 

he was In ~he ~r and oo~erved compla~t's employee R1seley 

take money from :everal people. in the bar and go to the telephone 

with a ocra.tch sheet a.~d make telephone calls, and that this . . 

happened about five times in a perlod of about one-half hour; 

that complainant ,was ln the immediate vic1nity when these events 

t • .a:ppened.; that on February l:3, 1957, he and Officer Dav1s re

tu~ed to the premises; tha~ Off1c~r Dsvis w~nt to the front door 

and the ~tness entered the back door; that B1seley came out the 

back dOor and. the w1tnoos took him into custody; that be wa::: on 

the premises from about ;:;0 p.m. to 4:45 p.m., during wh1ch time 

the telephone rang about th1rty times; that the first two times 

the telephone rang he answered 1t on the caln telephone and the 

complalnant answered the extension and. told the calling partles 

that the party requested ~~s not' there; that the ~~tnecs in

structed the complalnant to leave the extenslon telephone alone 

~ :hat·thereafter the wltness answered about thirty calls from 
.. 

partles who asked for "Red"; that he sald he was "Bed" and a. few 

of the callers hung up, but he received several bets on horse 

~aces ~eing run that day; t~~t no caller asked for co~pla~t, 

but all asked. for "Eed"; that th.~:,,"e wa.s a scratch sheet 1n the 

kitchen but the wltness found. no 'bettl!lg :oarkers; a.:o.d that B1seley 

wa.s nicknamed "Bed." The witness further testified tr..a.t hoC! 

know~ hand book operat!.ons; that a ha. .. ·ld 'book 1s w:'lere a person 

recelves bets and calls them ~ 1cmed1ately, writ1ng not~ 

down; that a relay spot 1s where 'bets are' received, relayed on 

to another spot 1::ll'Jledl~tely, and. a.~y record mac!e immediately 

destroyed; and that 1n h1s oplnion E1seley was runnlng a co~

blnatlon hand book and relay zpot. 
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Of~icer Dav!s testlfied that he was wlth Officer 

Goodman at the time of the rald on February 13, 1957; and. that 

ln a period of about 45 to S5 mlnutes the compla~tZs telephone 

rang 25 to 35 times. 

On rebuttal the complainant testlfied that while the 

offlcers were on the preQlses the telep~~ne rang only about 

10 t1mes; that one call was to an employee and two were from 

beer salesmer .... 

After cons1deratlon of the record, we now ~1nd that 

the telephone com~'s actlon was based upon reasonable cauce 

as that term 1s used 1:1 Decision No .. 4141.5, supra. We further 

f1nd that complalnant's telephone was used as an 1nstrumentallty 

to Violate the law 1n that it was u~ed for book:ak~ purposes 1n 

con.~ectlon wlth horse raCing, and that compla1nant elther knew 

that it was so used or was so negllgent ln the ma:aner ln wl"...1ch 

he permltted it to be used that lts use for ll1egal purposes 

resulted. 

o R D E R --- .... ~ 

The complalnt of Morrls Fields against The Pacific 

Telep~one and Telegraph'Compar~ having been filed, a public 

hearing havlng been held thereon, the Cocmlss1on be~ fully . . 
advlsed ln the premises and baSing its declslon upon the eVldence 

of ~cord, 

IT IS ORDERED that complalnant f s request for restora

tlon of telephone service 'is deDied. 

-S-



IT IS FURTI-.:ER ORDERED that upon the eXpiration of th1'rty 

days after the effective date of th1s order the 'C:o:n:;;>la.~t herein 
" 

may file an application for telephOne service, and if such 

application is made The Pacific Telephone and Telegraph Company 

shall install telephone, service at compla1nant's place of 

~us1ness at 3372 West Eighth Street, Los Angeles, Cal!fo~a7 

such installation be1ng suoject to all duly author1zed rules and 

regulat10ns of the telephone cocpany and to the eXisting appli

cable law. 

The effective date of th1s order shall 'be twenty days 

after the date hereof. 

Dated at ____ ~~~n~~~n_~~· __ o ____ ~.-~-~-,~ ... ~ .. ~~, 

this If cA' day of --...../.---4--..;,;.:,.;.;.......;;~;;;.;;....-

COmm1ssioners 

Cot::::i::::ioner Y13tt:'Ci':' J. DoolO? bo1:lZ 
noee~~~1l'l a~~c:lt. did ~o~ pcr~1ei~~~? 
in tho e!~po~i~1o:lo: thiz procoo~!:l=. 


