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SEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE CF CALIFORNIA

MORRIS FIELDS, d&ba REDWOOD ROOM
Compleinant,
V3
Caso No. 5913
TEE PACIPIC TELEPEONE & TELEGRAPE
COMPANY, & corporation,

Dofenéant.

Max A. Kneppor, for cormpleinant.

Lawler, rolix & Eall by L. B. Conant, for
defendaxt.

Roger Arncvergh, City Attorney, by Walter C.
Foster, Deputy City Attornoy, for tho Poiice
Department of the City of Los Angeles,
intervenor.

OPINIOXN

The complainant, Morris Fiolds, by the complaint herein

filed on March L, 1957, alleges that ke is doing business as the
Redwood Room, an on-sale ligquor establichmoent, at 3372 Weat
BElghth Street, Los Angoles, California; that for somo yoors last
past complainant has subscribed for telephone servico at his
cstadblishmont, and that dofendant has furnishod complainaﬁt with
such telephone service undeor number DUnkirk 2-0100; that the typo
of servicowas a (sexi) pudlic pay telephone with an extenﬁion‘to
the bar; that on or about February 25, 1957, agents or omployees
of the dofondant romoved the telephone and terminated tolophone
service from complalnant’s premises; that as & result of tho
removal of said corvice compleoinant has boen seriously hampered

in the conduct of his business, has lost patrons, has boon
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deprived of ready access to police and fire protection, is umable
To recelve reservations for evening .entertalnment, and 1s hampered
axnd restricted in the conduct of his business.

On March 21, 1957, the telephone company filed an
answer, the princlpal allegation of which was that the telephone
company, pursuant to Decision No. ~41415, dated April 6, 1948, in

ce No. 4930 (47 Cal. P.U.C. 853), on or about Fedbruary 18,
1957, had reasonabdble cause to believe that the telephone service
furnished to complairant uwnder number DUnkirk 2-0100 at 3372 west
Zighth 3treet, los Angeles, California, was being or was to be
used as an lastrumentallity directly or indirecetly to vloiate or

to ald and abet the violation of the law.

A public hearing was neld in Los Angeles oz April 12,

1957, before Exeminer XKemt C. Rogers.

The complainant testifled that for about four years
prior to February 25, 1957, he owned and operated an on-sale
liguor store at 3372 West Eighth Street, Los Angeles, under the
nane "Redwood Room"; that he had therein a2 semipudlic pay telephone
having the number DUnkirk 2-0100; that this telephone was a colx-
boX operated telephone located in the rear of the premises
{Exnibit No. 2); that there was & nondial extexnsion on the bar
(Exhivit No. 1); that he usually worked at the bar and could not
hear conversationc on the primary telephone; and that he did not
and would not permit the teleprone to be used for illegal purposes
and that it was not so used. He further testified that until the
day the telephone was removed (February 13, 1957), and for about
Tour months prior thereto, he had an employee named Riseley who,

each week, worked onec day in the bar and four days in the kitchez;
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that this man was $4red-the day of his arrest ( eb*u.ary 13, 1957);

that there is a General Electric Company buildzng next door to
hiz place of bﬁslness and many of the company's employees call in
in the morn&ngs for Ssandwiches; that he receives & total of
approxicately 20 to 25 such calls per day, and such incoming calls
were received on either the main phore or the extenslon 6n the bar;
that he is familiar with horse racing; that he know scrateh
sheets and does not allow thexm ixn his place of dusiness; and
That on one occaslon prior to the arrest he observed Biseley taking
money from people, and Biseley told the complatnant that he took
the moxey to the race track to bet, o

By 5t1§ulat1cn of the parties, Exhib;p No. 3 was re-
ceived in evidence. Exhibit No. 3 is a letter from the Chiefvof
Police of the City of Los Angeles to the defendant advising 1t
that the complainant®s telephore at 3372 West 8th Street (Los
Angeles).-was being used for receliving and forwarding_bets- and
that sald télephone facility was being used as an 1nstrumenza11ty
to violate and to aid and abet the violaxion of tae law. It was
further stipulated that Exhibit No. 3 was received by defendant on.
February 18, 1957, and ﬁhat complainant's sexrvice was disconnected
on Pebruary 21, 1957. The position of the telephone company was
that 1% had ¢cted wlth reasonabdble cause as that term 1s defined
in Decision No. 41415, referred to supra, in discormecting the
complainant's telephone service ilmasmuch as 1% had received the
letter deslgnated as Exnibit No. 1.

Two police officers of the City of Los Angeles testified

concerning the events leading up to the removal of the telephone.
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Officer Goodman testifled that on January 31, 1957}

he was in the bar and observed complainant's employee R&scléy
toke money from several people in the bar and go to the telephone
"~ with a ccratch'sheet and make telephone calls, and’that this
happened about five times in a period of about one-half hou?;
that complainant was in the lmmedlate vicinity.whén these events
happened; that.on Februafy 13, 1957, he and Officer Lavis re-
turned to the premises; that dfficer Davis went to the front door
and the witness enxerea'the back door; that RBiseley cane out the
vack door and the witness took him into custody; that he was oz
the preaises from about 3:30 p.m. to L:45 P.0., during which éime
the telephone rang about thirty times; that thq first two tizes
the telephone rang he answered it on the main ﬁelephone and the
complalinant answered the extension and told the calling parties
that the party requested was‘not'there; that the witness in-
structed the complalnmant to leave the extension telephone alone
axd phatlthereafter the witness answered about thifty calls fronm
parfies who asked for "Red"; that he sald he was "Red" and a few
of the callers hung up, but he received severzl bets on horse
Taces Delng run that day; that no caller asked for complainant,
but all asked for "Eed"; that tuzve was a seratch sheet 1z the
kKitchen bﬁt the witness found no betting markers; and that Biseley
was nlcknamed "Bed." The witness further testified that he
knows hand book operations; that a hand book is where a person
receives bets and éalls then in immediately, writing nothing
down; that a relay spot is where bets are recelived, relayed on
%o another spot 1mmed1§tely, and any record zade inmedlately
destroyed; and that in his opinlon REiseley was running a con~-
bination hand Yook and relay spot.

-l
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Officer Davis uestified uhat he was with Officer
Goodman at the time of the ﬂaid on ”ebruary 13, 1957; axd thdt
in a perioed of about L5 to 55 minutes the complaznanx s telephone
rang 25 to 35 times. .

On reduttal uhe complainant testified tnat wh.le the
offlcer* were on the premiees the telephone rang only about
10 times; that one call was to an employee and two were from
Deey salesmen.

After conslderation of the record, we now find that
th» telephone company's actlon was based upor reasonable cause
as that term is used iz Decision No. k1415, supra. We further
find that complainant's ielephone was used as an instrumentallty
To violate the law in that it was u,ed for bookmaming purposes in
connection with horse racing, and that complainant either knew
that 1t was so used or was 5o negligent in tﬁe menner in which
he pernitted 1t to be used that its use for illegal purposes
resulted,

The complaint of Morris Fields against The Pacific

Telephone and Telegraph Company having been filed; a public
hearing having been held thereon, the Commission being fully
advised in the premises and Pasing its declision upbn the evidence
of record,

T 1S CRDERED that complainant's request for restora-

tion of telephone service 1t denied.
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that upon the expiration of thirty
days after the effective date of this order the bomp;ainanz herein
may file an application for telephore service, and if such ;
application is made The Pacific Telephone and Telegraph Company
shall install telephone service at complainant's place of
buziness at 3372 West Eighth Street, Los Angeles, California,
such 1nstallation being subject to all duly authorized rules and
regulations of the telephone company and to the ei&sting appli-

cable law.

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

bated at San Francisco e Califobnia;
this [Pl aay of e 1957.

Commissioners

Commiscioner Natihew J. Doolly , woiag
accoscarily absent, did no% porticinate
in tho Qispocitlon of this procoocdias.




