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BEFORE THT PUBLIC UTTLITIES tomss:om oF 'm; smn: or CALH"ORNIA o

Elsie B. Lunetta,
| Conmlainant
VS.

The Pacific Telephome and Telegraph
Company, a corporation,

Defendant .

3
) S
i ' Case No. 6974-

Clsie B, Lumetta, in propria persona. |

Lawlex, Felix & kall, by A. J. Krappman, Jr., for
the defendant, - :

Roger Armebexgh, City Attormey, by Bernaxd
Patrusky, Deputy City Attorney, :\.n' te'rvener.

OPINIO‘\! '

By the complaint herein, f.tled on September 8, 1960
Elsie B. (Huddleston) Lumetta requests the restorat:.on of telephone‘
sexrvice at her residence, 3014 M:.nnesote Street, Los Angeles,
California. , ! . o
By Decision No. 60772, dated September 20, 1960“, in :
Case No. 6974, the Commission oxrdered that the defendent,
The Pacific Telephone and Telegraph Company, a corporatzon, restore -
telephone service to the complainant pending a hea.ring on the ‘f .
complaint herein. ‘ . _
On September 28, 1960, the telephone company fz.led an g B
answer, the principal allegation o£ wh:xc]; was that the telephone |




company, pursuant to Decision No. 41415 dated April 6 1948 :.n
Case No.4930 (47 Cal. P.U.C. 853), on or about July 21, 1958 had
reasonable cause to belicve that the telephone service furn;shed'

to complainant under number CApitol 2-2073 at 3014 ,Minnesotai Street,

Los Angeles, California, was being or was to be used as an
instrumentality directly oxr indirectly to violate or to a:.d and
abet the violation of the law, and that hav:.ng such reasonable -
cause the defendant was required to disconnect the semce pursuant ‘
to this Commission's Decis:'.on No. 41415, supra._ o

A public heaxing on the complaint was held before ‘
Examiner Kent C. Rogers in Los Angeles om October 21, 1960. |

The compla:.nant testified that prioxr to August N 1956
she was the subscxriber to the telephone service fuxm.shed by tne
defendant at 3014 anesota Street, Los Angeles, C_al:.fo::n:.a, undex
bher maiden name of Els:'.e B. Huddleston; that on or. about August 10,
1958, her telephone serviee was removed by the defendant pu:tsuant
to instructions from the Los Angeles Police Depart:ment-'- that she :
was arrested on that date and the telephone serv.'l.ce was |
disconnected' and that the telephone serv:.ce was - reconnected
pursuant to an orxder from th:Ls Commiss:.on on or about September 26
'1960. , ,

Exhibit No. 1 is a letterx dated July 17, 1958 from the
Commander of the Administrative Vice Division of the Los Angeles
Police Depa::tment to the defendant advising the defendant that
the telephone under nunber CApitol 2-2073 > at 3014 Mi.nnesota Street
Los Angeles, California, was, on July 15 1958 'be:x.ng used for

the purpose of dissem:.natlnz horse racn.ng in.formation wh:.ch was
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being used in comnection with booknaking in viclation of Section 337a

of the Penal Code; that the telephone had been confiéeated-nnd _-
requesting that the defendant discomnect the service. - - ,

An employee of the telepbone company testified that this
exhibit was received on July 21, 1958; and that pursuant thereto a
central office discomnection was effected on July- 24 1958* and -
that pursuant to Decision No. 60772 supra, service was reconnected
on Septembexr 26, 1960. It was the posit:ton of the telephonc -
company that it had acted with reasonable cause as that term is
used in Decision No. 41415, supra, in discomnecting thev telephone '
service inasmuch as it had received the letter designetec.l;vasi' i
Exhibit No. 1. | | | I

A police off:.cer connected with the V:.ce Di.v:x.sion of the |
Los Angeles Police Department testified that on. July lS 1958 he
arrested the complainant at hex home, that prior to- the arrest ke
called her- telephone number and placed a notse raee-*bet- that he
and other officexrs went to the complalnant s home and - arrested her, -'
that in the home they found a scratch sheet and blank pads near
the telephone; that while he was on the premz.ses the telephone |
rang six or seven times; that on ome occas:.on the witness answered
the telephone and a male voice asked how the act:.on was - today, ‘
and that the telephone was removed. _ . -
| After full eons:.derat:.on of this record we f:.nd that the H
telephone company's aetion was based upon reasonable cause as- that '
term is used in Decision No. 41415 supra. We fnrther £ind that R
the evidence shows that the compla:.nant s telephone was used

fox bookmaking purposes in connection with borse. rac:.ng, S
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but inasmuch 35 complainaat has Leen without a télephbne for
approximgtely two years the telephone ’serv:{.i:e will be ‘res‘:tored.

The complaint of Elsie B. innett:a agaiﬁst The Paéific
Telephone and ’releg:aph Company, a éorporatibn, havmg beé.ﬁ
filed, a public hearing having been held thereon; the Cdm;aission
being fully advised in the premises and basing its decision upon
the evidence of Irecord', | R
IT IS ORDERED: ‘ .
That the oxder of the Commission in Decision No. 60772,
dated September 20, 1960, in Case No. 6974; | teﬁporaxilyf iescoiing.‘
telephore sexrvice to the complainant, be made permanenc, _such
restoration being subject to all duly authorized ruies 'and"_ ieéﬂa— :
tions of the telephome company and to the exist:.ng app_licaﬁle! l'av'r.‘
The effective date of this oxdex shall be twentydays ‘
after the date hereof. S |
Dated at Sez Francisco » California, this .

/5 i/é day ofj?fﬂr,’/}% /A{// » 1960.
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