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BEFORE ;‘mirum,xc UTILITIES coisxom' OF m-smzeo;mmm:‘
© FELICE PHILIP OREFICE
-' Complalnant, ﬁ::

VS.

- THE PACIFIC TE.L.EPHONE Ar.o TH..EG&APEI '
COMRANY a corporatxon,

" Case No. 6996 )

Defendant.

Philip Erbsen for the complaxnant. o
wler, e ix & Hall, by A. J. Krappman, Jr.,

for the defendant.
Roger Armebergh, City Attorney, oy ‘Bernard .

Patrusky, Deputy City Attoruey, for tae

Los Angeles'Police-Department,.intervenor.;

OP I N I O N

By the’ complalnt herern, f;led on. Octooer lO 1960 Felrce
"Phllxp Orefrce requests the restoratlon of telephone servmce at hxs
residence, 7846 Ranchlto Avenue Van Nuys, Calmforn_a.
| By Decision No. 60967 dated Octooer 25 1960, rn Case

No. 6990, the Comm.ssxon ordered that the defendant restore telephone
service to the Complalnant pendlng a hearmng on - the matter.“

1 on sovember 7. 1560, tne‘telephone company fxled ‘an answer,
‘the principal allegatlon of wh_cn.was tnat the telephone company,‘, |
pursuant to Deczsron ho. 41415, dated Aprml 6 1940, rn Case No. 495Q'=x
&7 Cal. P.U.C. 653), on or about June 7, 1960 had —easonaole cause_'t
ro belxeve that the telephone se*vxce rurnrsned to compl tant under‘

numoer Smate-o 7044 ac 7643-Ranch1to Avenae, Van muys, Calrfornxe,




was bexnb or was to be used as an rnstrumentalmty dxrectly'or Lndz- -
rectly to vlolate or to a;d and abet ‘the’ vxolatxon or the lew and
that havxnb such reasoaaole cause the dereudant was requxred to
_drsconneet the service pursuant to this Commlssion s Decxsron
No. 41415 supra. o | o |

| A,puolle hea:_ngkwas neld on’ the»oomplaznt in. Los Anéeles,
Cal*fornra, oetore Examiner Kent C. Rogers ou December 55 1960.

The complaenant testrfted that ne had“been a subsfrxoer

to telephone serVLce wzth two separate telephones and telephone
numbers, furnished by the defendant at 7848 Ranch;torAvenue, Van Nuys,
Caleornra, for several years prror to Mhy 27 1960 that he'lS
' employed and peeds a telephone"that on or about May-27 1960 hts f
brother-rn-law and complainant s wife were hOme and eompla;naut was
at work; that om that day the compla;nant s brotner-;n law~was
arrested “n complaznant s absence and the telephones removed-‘that
subsequently complalnant and bis w1fe-were arrested and the char¢es
asaxnst the complainant were thereafter drsmrssed but hls w1£e,was

convzcted of oooxmaklng, that ‘he needs the telephoue and'w111 not

perm;t its use by nzs-wife or any othe: person for 111ega1 purposes.

; Exhlbxt mo. 1lis a letter dated June 6 1960 from tne

Commander of the Admunrstratzve Vzce DIVLS&OB of the Los Angeles

- Police Department to the. defendant adv1sxng the defendant tnat the
terephonev under numbers TRlangre :-1143 and Siete 0 7644 at

7d4b Ranchito Anenue, van,Nuys, Caleornxa, were on May~27 l9oO
~veung used for the purpose of drssemrnatzng horse racxng 1nformatront'
wihiceh was be_ng used Ln counectlon wmth booomakxug\*n violatzon of

tectxou $?7a of the Péto& Code' that the-te epnones were —emoved oy‘~
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police off:.cers and requestmg, that the defendant dn.sconnect the
services. 1t was st*.pulated ‘that th:x.s letter ‘was recen.ved by the -
defendant on June 7, 1960; that pursuant thereto a central ofrrce '
disconnection was ef fected on June lO 1960 and" that pu.rsuant to
Decision nNo. 60967, supra, the serw.ce was reconnected ou
‘\Iove:mber 15, 1%60. It was. the. pos:.t.x.on o:E the telephone company
that it had-acted’ w:.th rea.sonable cause-as that term :.s used :Ln
Decision No. 41415, supra, in drsconnecting the telephone serv:.ce
inasmuch as it had received the’ letter desrgnated as E?Ch.hblt L\o. 1

Two pol:.ce offa.cers connected with the V:.ce Detail of tne s |
Los Angeles Police Department testlfxed-” One officer test:.f:x.ed that ' ,. ’
on May 27, 1960, actiug oo lnformat:z.on that" boomak:x.ng was be:.ng / , B
vconducted at complan.nant s premses, ne placed a horse Tace 'be" over’
complainant ' s telephone wu.th a male person and that thereafter on
that da.y, he went to compla:n.nant s premises and saw therem bettmg
WAL KErs and scratch sheets hy the telephone at that address- = ’I'he
other pol:.ce offlcer testlfn.ed that on May 27 1900 he went to the
compla:.nant s prenn.ses upon: recez.v:.ng a- srgna.l from the f.LISt offn.cer
and arrested con'qala:.nant s brother—m-law* ‘ tnat tne brotner-:.n-law
was at the telephone with bettmg mar«:ers reflectmg bets on. horse .
races being run that day - and scratch sheets, _that the telephone '
rang on several occasions wh:Lle the offrcer wa.s there and that he
recen.ved a horse raco bet over the telephone' that he asxed the | . |
brother-u.n-law how long he had been matc:.ng book at the compla:.na:nt s

Premlses and the conplamant sa:Ld he had oeen malclng boonc s:.nce

H°11ywood Park had opened that the telephones were removed and the

brother-m-law was arrested
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Aiter full conszderation of thls record we' now-frnd that
the telepuone company s action was vased upon reasonable cause as
that term 1§ used in Jec-sr0n NO-. 41415, supra-_ we further'fmnd
that the complarnant s telepnone was used as an rnstrumentalrty to
vlolate the law-rn,taat it was used for ooosma«;ng,purposes in

connectrou Wlth horse racrng.V

The complalnc of Felxce Phr11p70ref ce agaznst The Paczrrc A.

Telephone and Telegrapn Company, ' corporatron, havrng been filed

a public bearing havxng peen held tnereon, the Commmss;on bezns

fully advised un the premises and basxng_lts decmsmon on the evxdence{
of record - _ - : N |
o aris ORDERED that the complainant s request for telephone
sexrvice is denwed and ‘that the cemporary rnterrm rellef granced by
Decision No. 60967 15 vacated and set asmde. ,

IT Is. FURIHER ORDERED that upon the expxratxon of thmrtv |
days after the efrectrve date of tbls order, tne complaxnant herexn
may file an’ appllcatzon for celephone servnceand lf‘such applxcatzon
1s made, The Pac_frc Telepnone and Telegraph Company shall rnstall

telephone servxce at complalnant s,reSLdence-at 7o46 Ranchlto Avenue;‘
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Van duys, ualeornza, such lns:allacxon oemng‘subgect to all duly
authorlzed rules and regulatxons of the telepnone company and to:

the exlsc;ng appllcable law- ‘

The effectlve date of :n*s order shall be twenty-days
~ aftec the date hereof.- o |

Dated at; o ﬂﬂk’*ef%ﬁg, _ > CalLforn*a, th;s /437432?

~ Commusciomers =




