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-BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

SILAS EDWARDS,
‘ o Complainant s
vs. | ”

THE PACIFIC TELEPHONE AND :
TELEGRAFPH COMPANY, a corpo:at:;.on;

Defendant.

Case No. 7026..

Joseph T.Forno, for com la:.nant. -
Lawler, Felix & Hall, by A, J. Krappman, Jr.,
forr defendant,

Roger Armebergh and Bémard Patrusky, for the
Los Angeles Police I Department, :mtervener. :

By the complaz.nt herein, filed on November 21 1960

Silas Edwards request an order of this Commiss:.on that the defend-L |
ant, The Pacific ’I‘elephone and ‘I‘elegraph Company, a corporation, be -

required to re:.nstall t:elephone sexvice at 752 South Wilton Place,
Los Angeles, Cal:.fo::nie. , |

By Decision No. 61164, dated December 13, 1960 the Com-
mission ordered that the defendant restore telephone semce to the
compla:!.nant pending heax:ing on the matter. ,

On December 21 1960 the telephone company filed an
answer, the principal allegation of which was that the tx.lephone

company, pursuant to Decision No. 41415 dat:ed’ April 6, 194-8 .'Ln
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Case No. 4930 (47 Cal. P.U.C. 853), on or about. October”28‘51960; ‘
had reasonable cause to believe that the telephone service furnished =
to Silas Edwards under mumber DUnkirk 8-8730 at 752 South Wilton |
Place, Los Angeles, California was beingsor was to be used as an
instrumentality Qirectly or indirectly to violate or to- aid and abet'
the violation of the law and that having such reasonable cause the
defendant'was required ro disconnect the service pursuant to this
Commission's Decision No. 41415,

A public hearing'was held in Los Angeles on February 2
1961, before Examiner Robexrt D. De Wolf.

Attorneys for complainant, dexendant and intexrvener. entered"'

into a stipulation that complainant'would tesrify that all of the N
allegations of complainant's verified complaint are truo and correct,‘
and further that Exhxbit No. 1 be admitted in evidence. ‘The City
Attorney appearing for the Los Angeles Police. Department offered no
evidence, and stated that the department's iuvcstigationﬂwas based;
solely on an anonynous'tclephonelcall andithat‘no~evidcncetwas‘£ound
on the premises that defendant committed a violation.‘

Exhibit No. l is a letter dated October 27, 1960 from J
Charles Stanley, Captain Commanding, Administrative Vice Division,
Los Angeles Police-Department to the defendant adv1sxng the defend-
ant that the telephone furnished to Silas Edwardsrunder number
DUnkirk 8~8730 was being used for the purpose of disseminating horse
racing information'which.was being used in connection'with.book-
making {n violation of Section 337a of the Penal Coce, and
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reqpesting that the telephone company disconnect the service. The

position of the telephone company was that it nadrected w1th reason-:
able cause as. that' term is used in Decision Nc._wb&ls in c
dzsconnectxng the celephone sexvice inasmuch as” it had recexved the -
Alletter des;gnated as Exhibit No. 1. | ':‘ o !
After full consxderatxon of th;s record, we. tind that Lhe

telephone company's action was based upon reasonable cause as. that

term is used in Decision So. 41415—and'we further fxnd .
that the evidence fails to shcw that the complamnant s telephone

was used for any illegal purpose, and that therefcre the‘complainantf

is entxtled to xestoration of telepbone service.

The complaint of Silas Bdwai:ds aga"insc-- The Pacific Tele-
phone and Telegraph Compaxny, a corporatxon, havzng been flled a : |
public hearing havxng been held thereon, the Commissmon being fully, .'
advised in the premises and basxng Lts declsxon upon the evidence L
herein, | o | .

IT IS ORDERED that the order of the Commlsslon in B
Decision Nb. 61164, dated December 13 1960 1n Case No. 7026
temporarxly Testoring telephone service to the complaznant be

made permanent, such restoratxon bexng subject to all duly .MF.]H
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mthorized rules and xegulations of the telephone company and to L
the existing applicable law, “

| 'rhe effeetive date of this order shall be t:went:y days after
the date hereof | ‘ @Zé \.
Dated. at -San Francisco California, this 2/ )?

day of ’mwﬁ\ _, 1961,




