
. e- e-
-.• HTtAR* 

60316 
Decision No. -------

BEFORE THE PUBLIC L~ILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STAlE OF CALIFORNIA 

ROBERT E. HARRIS, 

Complainant, 

vs. case No;. 6454 

GENERAL TELEPHONE COMPANY· OF 
. CALIFORNIA,. a corporation, 

Defendant. 

Robert E. Harris in propria persona. .. 
DOnata J. DUckett. and Albert M. Hart, by Donald J. 

Duckett, for defendant. 

OPINION ---- .... _- .... -

By the complaint herein, filed on April ll, 1960, Robert 

E. Harris requests the restoration of te1ephotle service by defendant 

to complainant' s place of business, Harris Bar Supplies, 240 . Vernon 

Street, Long :Beae.h, California. 

By Decision No. 60012, dated April 26, 1960, in Case 

No. 6454, the Commission ordered that the defendant restore tele­

phone service to the complainant pending a. hearing. on the com­

plaint herein .. 

On May 9, 1960, the telephone company filed an answer 

the principal allegation of which was that the telephone company, 

pursuant to Decision No. 41415, .. dated April 6, 1948, in. case 

No. 4930 (47 Cal. P .. U.C .. 853), on or about'February 16, 1960, 
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had reasonable cause ~o believe that the telephone service furnished 

to complainant was being or was to be used as an instrumeneality 

directly or tndireetl~ to violate or to aid and abet the violation 

of the law and that baving such reasonable cause, the defendant waS. 

required to disconnect the service pursuant to this Commission's 

Decision No. 41415, supra. 

A public bearing was held in Los Angeles on May 24, '1960, 

before Examiner Kent C. Rogers. 

The complainant testified that he is the owner of a bar 

supply business known as Harris Bar Supplies, at 240 Vernon Street, 

Long Beach, California; that on or about February 19, 1960, his 

telephone service was disconnected by the defendant; that upon 

inquiry the complainant was informed that the telephone was discon .. 

nected because it wa.s used for illegal purposes; that the complain .. 

ant had not used the telephone for i11egalpurposes and that he' 

needs a telephone and desires that the service be restored. 

There was no, appearaoce on behalf of any law enforce ... 

ment agency. 

It was stipulated by the complainant and the defendant 

that on or aboue February 17, 1960, the defendant received a letter 

from the Sheriff of Los Angeles Coucty advising the defEmdant that . 
complainant' s telephone was being used for illegal purposes and ask­

ing that it be disconnected, and that thereafter on February, 19) 

1960, the telephone company disconnected the service pursuant~o 

said request from the Sheriff. It was further stipulated that the 

service was reconnected pursuant to DecisiOD No,. 60012, supra, on 

or about l1ay 1, 1960'. 
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It was the position of the telephone company that itha.d 

acted with reasonable cause as that term is used in Dec'ision ' 

No. 41415, supra, in disconnecting the telephone service itlasmueh 

as it had received notice from the Sheriff of !.os Angeles County 

that the teleph01le was being used for illegal purposes. 

After full consideration of this record we now find that 

the telephone company's action was based upon reasonable cause 

as that term is used in Decision No. 41415, supra .. 

We further find that the evidence fa.ils to show that the 

complainant f s telephone was used for any illegal purpose, 

therefore, complainant is entitled. to restoration of telephone 

service. 

ORDER 
-,.....~--~ 

The complaint of Robert E. Harris against the General 

Telephone Company of California., Do corpora.tion, having been 

filed, a public hearing 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 the order of the Commission in 

Decision No. 60012, dated April 26, 1960, in Case No. 6454, 

tempor~ily restoring telephone service to the complainant 

be made permanent, such restoration being subject to a.ll duly 

" 
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autho:ized rules and regulations of the telephone company and ~o 

the existing applicable law'. 

!he effective date :0£ this order shall be' ewenty 

d~ys after the date hereof. 

Dated at San Francleco ) california, 

this __ -.;J...;.._)\.o.-_.p:::-_'" ____ day of l ~ ~....z:v= , 1960_ 

U 

Co==1~~1o~or ~y~~~~c c. v~v-~~~ • boing 
~~e¢::~rily ~~~c~~. ~~~ ~ot p~~1¢!~ato 
in ~o ~i:PQ:1tion or tb1~ pro¢o~1ne. 
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