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BIFORE THE PUBLIC Unm:ms comassmN OF m S‘I‘ATE OF CALIFORNIA"T"_}":J_‘..

HENRY MOORE, | |

V. B . “‘ - 'CasefNot:76983lii\
TEE PACIFIC TELEPHONE AND ‘I’EI..EGRAPE 5 o
COM?ANY a corporation, ‘

Defendant.

Josenh Forno and Arthur Lewis for complainant.

Lawlex, Felix & Hall, by A. o K:rapp_man,_.‘l’r., -
for the. defendant. ‘

Rogex Axnebergh, by Bermerd Patruskv for the . :
Los Angeles Police Deparxtment, 1ntervenor.g3‘,,cw

o P I N I o N

By the complaint herein, filed on November 3 1960
henry Moore requests the restoration of telephone service at his i
resxdence, 4521 South Vermont Awenue, Los- Angeles, California.(i"qﬁ‘

By'Decision No. 61084 dated Novcmber 22, 1960 in ﬁ'“ .
Case No. 7008, the Commmssxon ordered\that the defendant -

- The Pacific Telephome and- Telegrapb Company, a corporation, restore’-“

telephone sexvice to the complainant pending a hearing.on the i;Wf e
complaint herein. e

on December 6, 1960 the telephone company filed an =
"answer the principal allegation of which was that the telephone
:company pursnant to Deciszon No. h1415 dated April 6, 1948 in




- Case No. 4930 (47 Cal. P .U.C 853), on ox about November 8 1960
had :easonable eause to oelieve that the telephone se-.r:vice

furnished to the compla...nant \mder number ADams 4—6461 et

4521 South Vermont, Los Angeles, was 'being or was .o be used as an v

instnnnentality directly ox indirectly to: v:.olate or to aid and

abet. the violation of the law and that having snch xeaqonable cause :

the defendant was zequn. 'ed to- disconnect the service pursuent to
this Comission s Decision No. 41415 supra. o

A public hearing was noticed for December 21 1960 in

Los Angeles , and on said date the matter was continued to
January 27, 1961 before Exam.ner Kent C. Rogers in the

Los Angeles’ offa.ce of this COmiss:.on, at which tinm and Place the B

matter was.’ hea:td

'rhe compla.inant testified that on and prior to November 2 i

1960, he was the subscriber to the telephone service in the rear N

room of the said addxeser that th::.s xea:c room was his residence.;,f S

that he had never used the telephone there:z.n for 'bookmaking
puxposes and was never connected with bookmaking, and that he : o
needs the telephone. The- witness further test:.fied that he is S
‘employed as. 'a truck driver during the day and that a.fter five .
ofclock at n:.ght he comes: home to the premises and wor.,.s as an 5
apprentice ba:rber for Emma Lee Samuels in her’ baxbershop :.n the ._:

front of thc prem..ses.

Exhibit No' lis a letter, dat:ed November 7 1960 f,rom"‘* R

the Comander of the Administrative V:.ce Division of the _ : !
Los Angeles Police Department to the defendant a.dvisn.ng the-
defendant that the telephone of compla..nant imder m:mber




AD 0-6461 at 4521 South Vermont Los Angeles, Caliform.a, was, RACEET
on November 2, 1960, be:mg used :Eor the purpose | of d:tsseminatingv‘.‘?."“" e
horse racing :I.nfometion which was being used :Ln connect:.on w:tth
bookmaklng, in viola.t:[.on of Section 337& of the Penal Code- that
the telephone had been confn.scated and requesting that the
defendant d:.sconnect the service. C 1t was stipulated thatw th:i.s
letter was received by toe telepnone company on November 8 1960
tr.at a central office disconnectlon was: effected on November ll | _ :
1960 and tnat pursuant to Decisi.on No. 61084 supra, serv:.ce was :
reconuected on November 29, 19b0 It was the positn.on of the o =
telephone compaxy that it rxad ected with, reasor.able cause aa tuat L
term is used in Decis:xon No. 41415 supra, in disconnecting i e | ‘ c
telepnone service inasmuch as it had rece:.ved t.;e letter des:.gt.ated.‘f’:'rl
asExhib:.tNo. 1.» | I T e :
A pol:i.ce ‘offx.cer connected witl' the v:[ce detail of the

Los Angeles Police Department testifi.ed that between May l 1960
and October 30, 1960 it the back room of the berber.,bop at 4521

- Soutn Vermont Avenue, which room was allegedly occup:!‘.ed by the
complamant, there were only two stacked couches both broken, .
several broken cha:l.rs and a table :i.n addition to the telephone,
that the ornly clothes in the closet in the baclc room were barber
sSwmocks: and sport coats, tnat on the occasn.ons of h:.s frequent
v:.sits to the barbershop as a police off:.cer he saw a man named e
Frank Singleton on numerous occasions' that on November 2 1960 he - O
entered the barbershop and observed Frank Singleton by -
Exma Lee Samuels telephone- that Emma Lee Samuels telephone rang, T

and. Frank S:Lngleton pa.cked up the telephone, that tbe witness




listened on one of the exten31ons and the calllng voice placed a fﬂf';fjﬁjlj}

horse race bet over. ‘the telephone; that in. the barbershop'Premises\ﬁf}”ul

there was a Vational Daily Reporter For that date* and that he

arrested Frank Singleton and Emma Lee Samuels in.the barbershop
but no complaint was leed L '

_ There is 0 evidence to show that there'was any lllegal S

use made of the complainant s telephone. .

After full consrderation of'this record we find that
the telephone company's action- was based upon reasonable _
cause as that term is used rn.DeCLSion No. 41415 supra._fwefi”?"'

further find that the ev1dence fails to show~that the

complaxnant s telephone was used for any 1llegal purposes andf¥ir”‘ |

for that reason tbe telephone service will be contlnued

The complaint of Henry Mbore against The Pacific
Telephone and Telegraph Company, a corporatxon, having been
filed, a public hearxng having been held thereon, the Commissron
being fully advrsed in the premrses and baaing its. decrsion
upon the ev1dence of record | .

o nxsomm i

"That the order of the Commlssron in Decisxon

No. 61084 dated November 22, 1960 in Caae No. 7008 temporarily T”"

restorxng telephone servmce to the complalnant be made
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pernanent, such res toration being subject: to all duly authorize&

rules and ::egulations of t:he telephone company and t:o t.he

Al

e:n.sting appl u:able law.

'Ihe ef.fect:.ve date of th:f.s order shall be t:wenty days
after the date hereof .
_Dated at . sm mcisco

' M 1961

California, th:is

- - v—-

Ptesident

‘ Comm.s*‘ionor
necessarily absens, did ot pa.r‘cicipa.tn -
in the dispositlon of this procqo‘dinm..-.. '




