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Decision No. 

EE.~'CnE THE ~U3tIC UTILITIES Cor-:EI,SSIOr; OF TEE STATE OF' CJ.\.LI.FO:l..~IA 

D.L.NIE1 'tJ. COX, JR., ) 
) 

Complalns.nt, ) 
) 

vs. ) 
) 

THE PP.CIFIC TEtEr-HONE f..ND TELEGFlJ~~H ) 
ce.i, ~ .... NY, a corPOrt tlon, ) 

) 
Defendant. ) 

Case No. 5986 

Daniel ',..:. Cox, Jr., i:n propr1e. ,ersona.. 
l.$.~ller, F'elix ~. :;8,11, by Gene Otsea, for the 

defer..dz...'1').t. 
Roger P.rnebergh, city 3ttorney~ by John T. NeVille, 

de~uty city attorney, for the Police Department 
of the City of Los Angeles, intervener. 

o PIN ION -- __ .... ~_WI!IIO 

The cOr.1l"l:"lnt f1led on Se"9tember 16, 1957, by Dan1el W. 

Cox, Jr., alleges that he resides at lJ37 t.rest 65th Street, los 

Angeles, Ce.lifornla; thz·.t the telephone at his res1dence hes not 

end never will be used fer accepting bets; and that he thinks'he 

hz.s ~een unjustly il;,cOl'lVen1enced end his f'zmily'S welfe-.re jeopard­

ized by not h~ving r. tele1;)hone 1rl h1s res1dence. He requests :;:.n 

order that the te1ephor-~ service be restored. 

On October 2, '1957, the tele~hone company f1led an 

€.nst'ler, the princi,el allegation of whlch was that on or about 

April 4) 1957, it ho.d. reasonable cz.use to believe that the tele­

phone service furnished to ~omp1a.in.9nt under number PLe£l.sent 2-29l1~ 

at 1337 '· ... est 65th Street, tos f.ngeles, C~liforn1a, was being or was 

to be used as an lnstr~~entclity directly or indirectly to violate 

or to ald and abet the violation of the law, ~nd that ~vl~g such 
'\ 
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reasonable cause the defendant was re~ulred to disconnect the serv­

ice pursuant to thls Commlsslon's Decision No. 41415, dated April 6, 

1948, 1:'1 Cese No. 4930 (47 Cs1. F.U.C. 853). 

A public heE-ring was held 1n los : ngeles before E:lCamlner 

Kent C. Rogers on November 1, 1957, end the ~tter was submitted. 

Complainant testified that he hes been living at 1337 ':Test 

65th Street, Los Angeles, since September, 1956; tl"lat on lirarch 27, 

1957, he was not worklng and hls slster-in-law, Myrtle Owen:s, was 

at the house; that between 12:00 and 1:00 p.m. of that day a lady 

knocked and he opened. the door; that tl'TO pollee offlcers er.~cered 

the house with this lady; thz.t at that time Myrtle Owens was in the 

kitchen; that the telephone was 1~ the k~tchen; that the off1cers 

told him that his sister-in-law was engaged in bookmaking practices 

~t his house end arrested him and his sister-in-law; that h€~ knows 

nothing further of what :'l~ppened; and that he now has no telephone 

end need.s it inasmuch as he works at night and his ,o\T1fe and children 

are alone. On cross-examlnstlon the comuleinent testified that h1s 

s1ster-1n-la ..... T does not ,s,y h1m for the use of the tele~hone, and 

ths,t at the t1me of t:'le arrest he did l.'l.ot tell the ... .olice officers 

tbet his slster-in-law ~e.id him five doll~rs per week for the use 

of the house and he never told the ?olice officers that he knew 

tA~h!4t hiS sister-in-law was d.olng .. 

j. policewoman a ttr; ched to the Vice Deta.il of the I.os 
Angeles Pollee Department testified. that on r't8.reh 27 7 1957, she 

was atteohed to the 77th Street Vice Detail; tha.t on that da.y, at 

12:55 p.m., acting on instructions from her superiors, she called 

the ~hone number FLeasant 2-2911; that a female voice answered; 

th~t she attempted to place a ~et on a horse rsee being run, that 

day at the Bay Meadows track 1n C&liforn1s; thtt she gave her n£1me 
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as II Gayle" and the ferne.le , .. ~ho hed cl'l~T,.,ered t:i.e phone SGid she cl1d 

not k.."'l.OW Gs.yle or.d refused to t.::~ke the bet; .that there:lf'ter:, the 

wi tl'leSS ~,nd other officers lmll,eol:: t,ly T~Tent to the compl~im~nt' s 

residence and en.tercd.; th& t the com'OlC! ins.nt and ,r.:yrtle Owen~: Nere 

in tbc house; tha t complC1.1nC'.n t s tc:yed 1n the front room i th~1 t the 

slster-ln-l~.w Wc.s in the l<i tc11en 1-rl th ';\ redio, the tele'9hon€~, 

scratcl"l sheets for th2.t day, 'Penclls, n.:r.d 'Oieces of scratc:'l pf.pcr; 

t:'l~t in the !<i tehen in the absence of the com'l")lelnant) Hyrtle· Owens 

tole. the '.'ri tness th1:l.t the complain2nt rente·'d the l'louse and tl"lat she 

pe,id him five do1larc a month for the use of the OhOf.Lei end th&t she 

me:de :~50 z.. weel< taking bets, ::.nd the.t complainant knew Tf,Tl'lat she 

Nas dOing. Tl'1e officer further test1fied that com'91Clne.nt stated 

to l'1er t!'1l;l.t he kneN wh.~t i·iyrtle 01fTenS was doing in the kltcl'len. 

The officer further stated that she WGS iu the compl~inant's home 

for a ger10d of 30 or more minutes durins whioh the te1e~hone rang 

frequently; t:1~.t she answered the telephone three or four times 

and tl'lat tbe c~ller '\t,.Tould SI.SJ< for I-:yrtle :=.nd sl'~e y,:ould say she T·,C.S 

!'~yrtle ar..d the caller would s::-y tl1~. t she V'1G'.S not, ond l'long up_ 

Exhibi t i,io. 1 1s I) co,,:,y of e letter from the I.)ollcle De?Z-rt­

mel'lt of t11e C1 ty of Los j.~ngeles to the de:tencl~nt te1ephor~e company, 

adVising tl'lat the corc;.>l:,.irw.nt T s tele'Ohone nUi!lb(~r was 1 on I';s.r(:h 27, 

1957, being used for the p~r~ose of dissernin~ting horse reC1llg 

informt'.t1on which ~'T~.r being used in connection w-l th bookmak1l1e;; 

that the co:n:olalrlE!nt' s tele'Ohone hC'.cl been removed; ~d re~ue~::ting 

thct the telephone com1).~tny cl1sconnect the service. A tele'9hol'le 

eom'ncny eltt:'loyee testified tl1<:..t tl'llS letter .... ras received on 

t1::;:'rch 28 1 19571 and t!lat z. central office disconnection .... reo:: effected 

,ursue.nt to that rec.uest _ The '1Oosi tion of the tele'Ohol'le coml:>e.ny 

was that it hed acted with reasona."r,.le cs.use 1 D.S the.t term is defined 
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1n TJec1s1or. ~'~o. 41!J15, referred '1;,:, s\.',?r&., lr. C:1scol':X~ec'c1r..2. t}')C, te1c­

;.>hone service, inElsmuch £' S 1 t h0.o recel vcd t:'lC lotte:r desi :m: t~C'd as 

Exhlbl t l~o .. 1. 

u~ed. 1r~ Decislo:c !\~o. 411.;.15, rcfen'eo to s"':::Jro.. ~,Je furt:1cr fl:nd t:i..C, t 

the teleplione fc-cl1i ties 1n quef.:'t10n y,;ere vsed for boo~klng ":,ur-

t;>ljses .. 

The com'?le lnt of Dz..nlel U. Cox, Jr., 8.S;:::.11;'St The re~cific 

Tele~hone and Teleercph Cornns,ny hev1r.e bee-n filed, l:' publiC hearl:t;g 

h~vlng been held thereon, the Comm1ssion beln~ fully advised in t~e 

-premises c.l'ld b~' s1nS .1 ts c~ecls1on u","lon t'.'lC ev1c~cr"ce of record, 

IT IS 'J!~.LE1~r.D tl'lat corm)l,:;,ln<.lnt I s N":(~Uec-:: for restor:: tion 

of telcnhone service be denied. 

dsys ~fter the effect1ve d~ to of tl'lls order, the com~~l:;l:''lS',nt ~-:erc1:n 

ma! file on :;:.''>nl1cttl01'1 for tclenl'K):rlC service Dl'ld 1 .if such f'111ng 

1s nlo.dc, The Pr,clflc Telc:.:·l'lonc 2nd Telegr~'9h Com~,any 81'l2.11 instc,ll 

tele!)honc serv1ce a t com~l.?.int nt's resi<ience ~.t 1;37 "Zest 6Sth .'3treet, 

10s Angeles, Callfor~1a, SUC:1 lnstfllttlon being subject to ~ll duly 

~,uthor.ized rules nnc1 re[.,ul~tions of the tcl.z"honc com'XU1Y .:'nc' to the 

existing ~~~licable law. 

The effective d~te of th1s order sh~ll be twenty dvys ~fter 

the d,s, tE' 

Dated this I~ 

day of _.;,;\::..····' .... \_,_ ....... ':':\~h...:lj ___ _ 


