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5~AI ~"9 Decision No. __ o_J:_ .•. _~ .. ~ 

BEFORE TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF TEE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

NETA I. REED, ) 

Complainant, 

vs. Case No. 6214 

nm PACIFIC'I'EI.EPrrONE AND 
TELEGRAPR COMPANY,:l corporation, 

Defendant. ) 

Neta I. Reed in propria persona. 
Lawler, Felix a%ld l-lall by A. .j. Kra.ppmanz Jor., for 

defendant. 
Harold W. Kermedy, County Counsel, by Alister McAlister, 

Deputy County counsel, for the Los Angeles ,county 
Sheriff, intervener. . 

OPINION ----- ......... 

!he complaint of Neta I. Reed, filed on December 31, 1958, 

alleges that she was a subscriber and user of telephone service 

furnisbed by defendant at 3521 .:rosephine Street, Lynwood, california, 

under number NEwmark 9-0273; that on or about the 20th day of 

November, 1958, complainant was advised by the defendant that it bad 

:eeeived information that complainant 1 s telephone facilities were 

being used as an instrumentality to violate the law, or in aiding or 

abetting such violation of the law', and that the defendant was dis­

connecting the comrmmiea.tion facilities; that thereafter the com­

plainant's telephone facilities were disconnected and remained 

disconnected at the time this complaint was filed; that eomplainant 

has suffered and mll suffer irreparable injury to her reputation as 
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a result of the defendant d1seotmecting these facilities; and that 

compls:inant bad no knowledge that the telephone was to be used' for 

any illegal puxposes. 

On January 15, 1959, the defendant fUed an answer, the 

principal allegation of which was that the telepbone company, pur­

suant to Decision No. 41415, dated April 6, 1948, in C<Lse No. 4930 

(47 Cal. P.U.C. 853), on or about November 21~ 1953, had reasonable 

cause to believe that the telephone service furnisbed to compl.a.inane 

under number NEwmark 9-0273 at 3521 Josephine Street, Lynwood, 

California, was being or was to be used as an 1nst:ru:alentality 

directly or indirectly to violate or to aid and abet the violation 

of the law and that having such reasonable cause, defendant was re­

quired to diS<:Otmect the se:rv1ce pursuant to this Commission's 

Decision'No. 41415, supra. 

A puolic hearillg was beld in Los Angeles on Febtuary 11, 

1959, before Examiner Kent C. Rogers. 

The comp1ai'nant testified that sbe resiCes at 3521 

Josepbine Street, Lynwood, California~ with her daughter and two' 

minor children; that she was a subscriber 1:0 telephone service fur­

nished by the c1efenc1ant at that address; that on or .about November 

18, 1958-, sbe rented a room in her bouse to a man and his wife; that 

on or about November 20, 1958, the police came into the premises and 

arrested the man and woman and removed the telephone; that sbe was 

not arrested and she needs the telepbone and will not allow it to 'be 

used in the future for any illegal purposes. 

A deputy sheriff attached to the Vice Detail of the 
, 

Sheri£f t S Office of Los. Angeles County testified that on November 20, 

1958, he placed a horse racing bet from an outside station to a male 

voice on complainant f s telepbone; that shortly thereafter the 
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witness and other deputies entered complainant r s home and therein 

ar.rested a man named Joseph Varon who was by the :eompla.1narlt's tele­

phone beside which there were betting tlUkers for t:be day of the 

arrest and a scratch sheet; that subsequently Joseph Varon pleaded 

guilty to using complaiD<1nt' s telephone for bookmaking; that itt the 

time Joseph Varon was arrested, complaiDant r S telephone was :emoved 

from the premises and has not been %einstalled. 

Exhibit No.1 herein is a letter dated December 3, 1958, 

f'rom. the Commander of the Viee'Detail of 'the Sheriff's Office of 

Los Angeles Coun'ty to the defendant advising the defendant that the 

complainant's telephone at 3521 Josephine Street, LytlWOOd, califO%Dia, 

having telephone numbel: NEwmark 9-0273, was on November 20,. 1958, 

being used for the purpose of disseminating horse racing information 

which was being used in co~ct:ion with b001<::clald.ng in viola.tion of 

Section 337 a of the Penal. Code; that the telephone had been confis­

cated; and requesting that the telephone service be diseo1l1leeted. kn 
., 

employee of the telephone company testified that this. letter was re­

ceived on December 4,. 1958, that a. central office disconnection 

thexeof was effected on December 5, 1958~ and that service has not 

been reeooneetcd. !he poSition of the telephone company was that it 

had acted with reasonable cause as that tent is defined in Decision 

No. 414l5~ SUPX&, in <:liscotmecting theeQm?lainant's telephone service 

inasmuch as it had received the lett:er designated as Exhibit No.1. 

After consideration of this record we now find that: the 

telephone company's action was based ui>on reasonable cause· as that 

term is used in Deeision No. 41415, supra. We fo..xrther find that the 

complainant r ~ telephone was used as an instrumentality to violate the 

law in that it was used for bookmaking purposes in cOIrIleetion with 

horse raeing .. 
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ORDER -. ..... - -....,. 

'!be complaint of Neta !. Reed against !be Pa.cific Telephone 

and Telegrapb Company) .a corporation, having been filed, a public 

bearing having been held thereon, the Commission being fully advised 

in the premises and basing its decision upon the evidence of record, 

IT IS ORDERED that complainant's request for re5U>ration 

of telepbc.ce service is denied. 

IT IS FlJR'!EER ORDERED that upon the expiration of thirty 

days after the effective date of this order, the complainant herein 

ms.y file .an application for telephone service and if such appliea­

tion is made) The Pacific Telephone and Telegrapb Company shall 

install telephone service at the complainant's residence at 3521 

Josephine Street, Lynwood., californi.a., such installation being 

subjeet to all duly authorized rul.es and regW.ations of the t:ele­

phone cOt:lpally and to the existing applicable law. 

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

the date hereof. 

Da.ted at &:c. ~...:lCl3CO . , CalifOrnia, -----------------------------
this ___ / ...... ~ ___ :;cho...._...;o./ __ day of ~~~~~~, 1959. 
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