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Decision No. 

BEFORE THF ::U311C U'l1l,r-:IES COr'ijlII:;~IvN OF T:'~E STt'l.TE C.I.';' CP.lIFOJXIA 

JESSIE K. BQI,oJ'tES anci JeEN BO'tJLES, ) 
) 

Compls.inz .. nts, ) 
) 

vs. ) 
) 

PACIFIC TELEPHO~~ & TELEGRAPH COM?ANY, ) 
a cor,!!or~' tion , ) 

) 
Defend~~t. ) 

Ct.se Ko. 5978 

John Bowles, for com~la.lnr·nts. 
Le.wler 1 ~"e11x d: Ha 11, by Cene Otsea, for <iefer .. d.an t. 
Rogc:r Arnebergh , city attorney, by John T. Neville, 

de~uty city attorney, for los Angeles P~lice 
Department, intervener. 

OFINION - .... -~---

The compl~lnt, flled on September 3, 1957, alleges that 

Jess1e Z<. Bowles end John Eowles rez1de c.t 304; V1r..eyard .', venue, 

10s P.ng~les, Csllforr.l.1a; th~t the compltlnrults s.re husbG'nd Me. wlfe; 

ti'l2t some time prior to the 13th dc.Y of .t. ug'UGt, 1957, Jess1e 1\. 

Bowles, on 'behalf of herself and. her husb8nd, Jolm BONles, hed. a 

tele'Ohone 1nst811ed at 3043 V1r .. ey~.rd Avenue Ul" .. der number Re,!:,>ubllc 

3-9029; that approXlm2~tely one week ~rlor to the 13th d.r:y of J.u~st, 

comrlelncnts rermi tted a person by the ~me of Jc(:;.;c Jones to use 

se.id. telephone for !-,ersona1 ressoIJ.s; the:t Oll or a'bcut se.1d date, 

the .1 os i.ngeles Pollee Depe.rtment ~rrested s&.ld Jc~~n Jones on a 

charge of bookme.klr..g m~d removed the tele,hone instrul'nent from the 

home of the com"lz.1nE,nts; that the defende:nt h:.: s refused to restore 

te1e'9~1.one service to t11e home of the cOIr.,l~ir..a.nts; .s.nd that tl1e 

comp1~in~ntz h~d no kno~ledge that s~id to1e~hone service had bce~ 

or was belng used for any 1llegal purpose. 
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On September 26, 1957, tl-:8 defel"J,da.nt filed an answer to 

the com::>l£ int, the ';)rl1'lclps.l ::::.lleg~:tion of :"hicl'l \iJ.?S tmt, ,on or 

about August 13, 1957, defe~dar.t h&d reason~ble ceUSe to oelieve 

t:'l8.t t:'le telephone servlce furn:l.s:'led to compls.1nant Jess1e K. Eowles 

under number Republic :3-9029, et 304; Vineyard Avenue, Los l.n,sel
'
9s, 

California, l\"as belr..g or \ITt s to be used &.5 ml instrulI'!cntal1 ty dil"ectly 

or indirectly to violcte or to aid. Me. abet the Vlo1::vtion of the lew; 

and t~at h~.vlne such reas::mo.ble c~l,use the defendant was rcq,uired to 

disconnect service pursua.nt to tl'lis Comml~'sion' 5 Decision No. 41415, 

dated ~'~pril 6, 1948 in CCjsc 1:0. 4930 (47 Cal. P.U.C. 853). 

A '9u"o11c het"r1ne wS',o held 1n Los hnzeles before 1xa,mlner 

Kent C. E03el's on Novemb~r 1, 1957 and the metter \,-TS,S suomi tted. 

Comp1aln£~t John Bowles testified that he 1s the husb~d 

of Jessie :<. Bo~"'les; tha.t he end h1s ilTife hac reslde~ ~~ J~~J Ylne; 
yp.ro .{venue, Los .t.nzelcs, -rot' six years pr.1or to Aue,-v.st l.~, 1.9S7 o.nd 

t~t th.ey now reSla.e at t110se premises; thst r,.rior to hUgust 13, 1957 

t~~e doi'e'Zlde.nt t'urnlshed. a telephone at se.ld. -premlses under number 

3.epubllc 3-9029; the,t both l1e and h1s wife work between apprOX1m:;:.tely 

7:JO 1:1 the morning end. 3:30 in the afternoon; tho.t approxlmo.tely 

one week prlor to Au.!Ust 1;, 1957, he o..nd h1s Voi1fc hired a. IF .. dy 

r..E-tled. Jesn Jones to do thelt' l:ousework; th[; t on or ebout ~,~uGUst 1; J 

1957, :11s lflife informed h1:n t11.?t Je:;.~ Jones heJc. been ~rrested; zo.nd 

thet ·'.'~len l'le returr ... ed 110me that night the telep:"l.one ·;']EJ.t; gone. The 

i>-Tl tness furt:1er testified t:1Ct :10 would :never e,llo~r th~ telephone 

";0 be used for bookme.l-cing ruld tlw t he would no t ~er:nl t J eC'.n Jones 

~O so use tbe tele?hone. 

Ii Los f.'.ngeles city '901ice officer E:.tt.i;~ched to the Vice 

::'etal1 te$tlfied thr.t, en !.uS'Ust 1;, 15"57 at about 3: 00 p.m., he 

~~.lled the compla1nants I number 1 He,?ublic 3-9029; tllo..t a female vOice 
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answered; that the witness se.id, l1Th1s 1s Sol" ~nd that he wa.nted to 

:?l~ce &. bet on the horse races and gave the ne.me of e. horse end tne 

race o.nd SZ.ld t:1et he was plzcing So ~:SO bet; that the fem&le voice 

S~ld she did not know Sol; thc.t the witness ss.ld she Ws.s not supposed. 

to; th~t the female voice finally accepted the bet; thet the witness 

a:ld other officers lmn·:edlo.tely went to tl'le complail'l.,..o.nts' premises; 

that the offlcers knocked et the door and no one answered and the , 

off1cers broke down the door; that Jesn Jones Wf.: t41e only occupant 

of t1'le house; that e telephone I"ri th the number Repur..llc 3-9029 wa.s 

in the '9rerr:lses; t:'l: t there was a tGble on wh1ch the telephone 'AraS 

plcced ~d ~ ~ad with ~encil notztlons which the officer testlfied 

were b~tting m~rkers; thot upon a couch in the room was a R~t1onal 

Daily Eeporter scratch sheet; that on €I. :?ad on the te.ble the officer 

sa.'.1 tl'le bcctlns m.:;r·l"er containing the (50 bet t!'lc.t he he.d ,l('ced over 

the telenhonei that he 0.J:1.d the other officers were on the prefi1ses 

a~'O!'oxim:: tely 1-1/2 hours; t:~ t the telephone rang on severc.l occa.­

sions; thE·.t the wltr..ess answered the phone and the pertles c~.lllng 

ssl<ed for Je:.:.n Jones j e.l'ld the. t the officer said he would. teke the bets 

'cut the pGrt1ez calling S~ld they h'ould wc\1t. The officer further 

te::tifled t~t Jecn J01'l0S N(;'.$ arrested; that she W£'s asked how long 

she had been taking bets over the telephone at the complalll$.nts' 

prem1ses and she sa1d two weeks; the.t she was just out of the hospital 

and could not do hard work and tl'l.c t tak1ng bets was ec.sy work; a.nd 

the t after she c;:.d taken tl'l.e $50 bet she 'becrme suspic10us and 

ste,rted to b1de the paraphernalia. The w1 tness test1fied. that the 

telephone was removed and Jean Jones w~s plcced under a.rrest. 

Exh1bl t No. 1 1s 8. 001,Y of a letter from the 'Pollee Depart­

ment of the City of Los Angeles to the telephone company adViSing 



the telephone CC!Dps.ny tha.t the telephone of Jess1e K. Bowles, under 

number Re,ub11c 3-51029 on August 1.3, 19571 I'Tas being u~ed for dls­

sem1nt.tlng horse r,s·clng 1nI'orlr.:;!tion in connection ',ITi th bookmrk1ng 

.1n v1olz.t.1on of Section ')37a of the Penal Code; tlu.t tl'le telephone 

had been re:noved; s.nd requesting ths. t the complalr...ant dlscor...nect 

the telephone. An employee of t!'le telephone COmi'My test1f1ed t:'l$t 

this letter r;.res received on J:.ugust 15, 1957, end that pursuant 

thereto the telephone WE.S discOlmected on August 22 J 1957. The 

'!'Osi tion of the tele?hone company W=-.$ the,t 1 t h~cl ~.cted with reason ... 

~.ble cause, es thct term 1s defll.'led in Decision No. 41415, supra, 

in disconnect1ng the telephone service 1nD,smuch as it had rece1ved 

the letter desls;ne.ted os Exl'llbi t No.1. 

In the 11ght of th1s record we f1nd that the sctlor. of the 

telepl'lone com~any was b:: sed u,on reasor...::'ole cause, as' th:: .. c term is 

usee. In Decision !Olo. 41415, referred to supra. We further f1nd that 

the telephone fac1lities in question were used for bookmaking 

The complaint of Jess1e K. BONles and John BOwles ngE'.1nst 

the PaCific Telephone ,St Telegra:ph Company 11~,vlns been filed, a puo­

lic hecrlng hoving been held th~reon, the Commission be1ng fully 

::dvlsed 1l'l. the premises c.nd b::,s1ng 1 ts decis10n u'Pon tile evidence 

of record, 

IT IS O~DE?ED that com~lalnsnts' request for telephone 

service be denied. The compl~int should not be dismissed. It is 

being dec1ded. 

IT IS FURTHER Ori:CEB.ED that upOn the ex,lr~ tlon of thirt-y 

days after the effect1ve date of thls order, the compla1nants 
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hereln 1 01' el t:"er of tl"lem, rr.~.f file ax:. ,s.,pplicr.tlon for tele'9hone 

.:ervlce 1 e.r.d if suel" fl11ng 1s made, t:'le Pzclflc Telephone & Tela­

gra~~h C~lll:,'lG;ny sh!'ll i:r.stc.ll tcle'Ph.me service at COGlple,ll'lants I 

res1i1enee at 3043 Vineys.rd t_ venue 1 Los J~ngeles, CJ ... llfor,t~ls., such 

lnstclle.tion being subject to all duly authorized rules and regule­

tlons of the tele?hone com?any and to tne existing applicable law. 

The effective d.9.te of this order shall be t~lenty d.a.ys 

sfter the d~tc hereof. 

d';'.yof 


