DeciSion No.

amo  OHIENAL

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STAIE oF CALIFORNIA R

DM’IT EATON
Complaipaot;ioo
vS..

* THE RACIFIC TELEPHONE AND IELEGRAPH
-COMPANY 2 corporation, |

Case o, 70

Defendant.

'k/~«\/\e\(<?$4¥fxiﬂk¥4 1

‘Josgph T. Forno for complainant. L

Lawler, Felix & Hall, by A. J. Krappman, Jr..
Ibr ceiendsnt.

Roger Arnebergh. and Bernard Petrusky, for the

‘ Police Department of the C;ty of Los -Angeles
intervener.‘ L , o

0 P I N I O N

By the complaxnt herein, filed on Nbvcmber 28, 1960
Dewitt Eaton requests the restoration of telephone service at
2306 South Union Awenue, Los Angeles, where he zs the owner'of
bﬁrb@f 3h°P furnishings and equipment and bulldzng lease.

3y Decision No. 61220, dated December 20 1960 Ln Case |
-No. 702b the Commisszon ordered that the defendant restore tele- 7"
phone servlce to the complalnant pending a hearzng on. the matter.‘

On January 3, 1961 the telephone company tlled an answcr,

the orxncxpal allegatmon of wh;cn was that the telephone company, _7 _.;”

pursuant to Decision So. 41415 dated April 6 1943 Ln Case o
No. 4930 (47 Cal. P.U.C. b53>, on or about December 1 1960 hsd e

“easonable cause to belzcve that thc telephone servzce furnxehed to Mﬁ,
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'tomplaxuant under number RIchmond 9-9060 at 2306 South Uhxon Aveuue
Los Angeles, Caleornma,’was bexng or was to»be used as an instru— 51J
mentality d;rectly or xndirectly to violate or to azd and abet the o
violation of the law, and that havxng such reasonable cauqe the |
defendant was requlred to dxsconnect the service pursuant to: this
Comm;ssmon s Decision No. 41415,, | | _"u “u

A publxc hear;ng was held on . the'complaint in Los Angeles M
before Examiner Robert D. DeWolf on February 2, 1961 and adgouxned
to Februvary 10, ard on saxd date adjourned torand submztted on ; ‘
February 17, 1961. | - YM |
The complalnant testifzed that he is the-owner of the |

barber shop equxpment and lease on. the premxses at. 2306 South quou '
Avenue, Los Angeles, and is the subscrlber to a seml-publxc tele-.

~ phone with coxn box and two extensxons attached thereto whlch are
located in the front of said shop, and that he pays the b;ll for
said phone, and that same is maiutaxned there for use of the barber
and customers in said shop. Complainant denied kncwledge of the use

- of said phome for any unlawful purposes. He testlfmed that Samuel'
Grant was thae only barbexr using and occupying saxd shop, and‘that
said Samuel Grant had his own trivate telephoue in the rear‘of '

said shop.

Exhibit No. 1 is a copy of a letter datcd Novemoer 30
1980, f£xom the Ch;ef of Police of ‘the City of Los Angeles to thc
de‘eudant, advzsing the defendant that the telephone service'under‘ﬂ

aumber Rchmond 9-9060 at complaznant s place of busineos at

2306 South Union Aveuue, Los Angeles, Cal;fornia, Ls-being used fotfd*t
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receiving and forwarding bets in violation of the law. 'ze-wasﬂs*i.p-

ulated that thzs letter was recerved by the defendant on December I,
1960; that pursuant thereto a central office dieconnectlon was o

effected on Cecember 6, 1960; and taat pursuant-to~Decision

No. 61220 tae servlce'was reconnected ou December 24 1960

It was the position of the telephone company that ic had acted wrth

reasonable cause as that term iq-used in Decrszon No. 41415

i dxsconnectrng the—telephone sexvice rnasmuch as it hnd recerved

the letter designated as Exhlbxt No. 1.

A police offrcer connected with the Unzversxty Vice D1v1-"
sion, LOS Angeles Police Department, testrfred that he arrested
canes -Crockett in said barbershop on November 231 1960 and on sard-
date found bettxng markers rn the front of sard barbershop and a-
National Daxly Reporter i the bacr room of sa_d shop, that the ;
front telephone in the barbershop rang two drffercnt trmes and he
auswered both times, at which a party on,the other end of ”He llne
requested the making of a bet on 2 zace’ horse. THe offrcer further‘
testified that at other trmes he had been in the shop and answered
the telephone of this complarnant in the back room, but a“ ro trme

did anyone make any conversatron wmth bim.

- After full consxderation of this record we now f nd: that
the telephone company s action'was based upon reasonable cause as
taat term is used in Decrsron,No.; 1415. We further fmnd that there
is strong evidence that the complarnant s telepnone, wrth two

extensions was used as an 1nstrumentallty to vrorate<the 1aw _n tnat

it was used for bookmakrng purposes in connectlon wrth horse racrng.
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~ Tke complannt of Dewitt‘Eaton agaxnst The Pacxfmc Iele-*
phone and Telegraph Company, corporation, having been filed a |
public hearing having been held thereon* the Commission being.fully
advised in the premlses and basing;its decision on the evidence of
record L ', | R

IT Is ORDERED that the complamnant 5. request for telephone |
sexvice is denied and that the temporary interim relzef granted by |
Decision No. 61220 is vacated and set aside.‘

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that npon the explration of sixty
days after the effectxve date of this order, the complalnant herein‘:“
may flle an appllcatlon for’ telephone servmce and if: such applm—;
cation is made, The Pncific IEIephone and Ielegraph Company shall
install telephone sexvice at complaxnant's address at 2306—South |
Union Avenue, Los Angeles, Callfornia, such installatlon being sub-
Jject to all duly authorxzed rules and regulatxons of the telephone

company and to'the existxng applicable law.

The effectzve date of thls order shall be twenty days after ;‘._.
the date hereof. : - fi o R BRI
| Som PN g fermin NS | A
| Datedvat_ > California, this _ [/ |
day of __ _ aeRIL 1961, B e N




