ORICINAL

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Deecision ﬁo. 619 17

ASA E. REED and DORA REED, )
Complainants, g
vS. )  Case No. 7040~

== PACIFIC-TELEPHONE»ARD TELZGRAPH
COMPANY, a corporxation,

Defendant.

Rose Hemperley, for complainants. ‘
Lawier, Felix & Hall, by A. J. Xrappman, Jx., for
defendant.
Baxrold W. Kemnedy and Gordon W. Treharnme, for the Los
Angeles County Shexiff's Department, tntervener.,

0PINTI 0 N

By the complalnt hereln, filed on Decembex 21 1960 Asai'
E. Reed and Doxa Reed request an order of ﬁh_s Comm;ssion that theee
defendant, The Pacxfic Telephone and Telegraph Company, a’ corporation,
be required torreinstall telephone sexvice at 1280 No. Rowan Avenue,

Los Angeles, Califormia, in the nsxme of Asa E. Reed

By Decision No. 6132 dated January 10, 1961 the Commls-;f

sion oxdered that the defendant restore telephone servmce to the-r- |

complainant pendlng hearing on the matter.' ,
On January 18, 1961, the telephone company ‘xled an anbwer,"”

the principal allegation of which was that the telephone company,

pursuant to Decision No. 41415 dated Apr1l 6, 1948- in Case No.

4930 (47 cal. P.U C. 853), on ox eooot 0ctobe 18, 1960 had reason- '

able cause to believe that the *elephone service furnzshed,to
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Asa E. Reed under number ANgeles 1-8478 at 1280 No. nowan Avenue,

Los Angeles, Caleornza, was bexng or was to be. used as an xnstru-“
mentality directly ox znd;rectly to violate ox to aid and abet :he
violation of the law, and that havxng such reasonable cause the de-
fendant was required to d;sconnect the service pursuant to this Com— B

mlsszon s Decision No. 41415.

A publzc hearing was held fn Los Angeles on March 10 1961
before Examiner Robert D. DeWolf

Exhibit No. 1lis a letter dated October 14“‘1960"‘from~

William R. Xayes, Captaln, Vice Detail, Office of the Shcrxff of

Los Angeles Coumty, to the defendant advisxng the defendant that tae
telephone furnished to Asa E. Reed under number ANgeles 1-8478 was
being used for the purpose of disseminating horse racxng 1nformatxon ‘.
which was being used in connectlon with bookmak;ng,ln v1olatzon of
Section 337a of the Penal Code, and reqpescxng that the telephone
company discomnect the service. The positlon of the telephone com-
pany was that it had acted wich reasonable cause as that term xs

used in Decision No. 41415 in dlsconnectxng the telephone servmce ‘

incsmuch as it had received the 1etter‘designated os.Exhibit Noo i;'
Mr. Reed testified that bhe and his wife'wereiérieséod oﬁlf
October 14, 1960, snd accused of taking'bets on football games and
that the telephone was removed frem the premises, that they were
both taken to jall and ﬁooted bona, and that at thexr trxal they
were both ascquitted of the oharge. _ ‘ ‘
Mrs. Reed testified that shortly before the airost”the 

phoho rang and she answered it.

The calling party asked for George -
aad said he wanted to get the odds on the Southern California foot-‘

ball geme. She szid that she would give.George-the,meosage‘and~the_f |
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phove number when she saw him. She testified tﬁat'ceorge wes‘a nephew.

who had been living with them while recovermng from hospitalxzatzon,.'
that he had,moved two weeks prevxously, and that they saw him.fre-*
quently. They had also had painters wozkzng on the premises for

several days.

A deputy sheriff testified that he had phoned the
Reed numbexr prior to the srrest to contact George and place |
bets on a football game, but could not xdentxfy the vomces on the
lmne and did not pleee any bets. The offlcer‘testmfiegpthecyhls_
partners entered before he arrived and made the arresti;*The:officei
testified that he found no betting markers or reeiﬁg-forﬁsson:4her'
premises;' that near the phone was a sports section of the newspaper,
some pencils, and a list of phone numbers and none of these were
connected with betting on horse races or foocball games. ‘The off:eer’
é&id not identify the Reeds as being engaged 1n any of the bettmng
on football games or horse racing, and no oeher ev1denee of such ac~"
tivity was offered. | | |

The parties stipulated that Dora Reed is not a proper
party to this proceeding for the reason that she ms not a sdbscrxber
- to the telephone and as to her the complaxnt should be dlsmlssed.,'
| After full conoxderatxon of th_s record we find that ehe
telephone company s action was based upon reasonable cause as that
texn is used im Decision No. 41415 and we further £ind . that the |
~evidence fails to show that the complaznant s telephone was used for

any illegal purpose, and that therefore the complainant ls ent;tled

to restoration of telephone service.




OAmDEL\

The complulnt of Asa E. naed against The Pacific Telephone"
and Telegraph Company, a corporation, having been filud a publxc |
hearing having been held thereon, the Commlssion belng,fully adv;sedf  '
in the premises and basmng izcs decision upon the ev1dence herein |

IT’IS ORDERED that the order of the Comm;ssxon in Dcciszon
No. 61329, dated January 10, 1961, in Case No. 7040, temporarily re-
stoxring .elepnone serv1ce—to the compla:nant be made permanenc such
restoration being subject to all duly authormzed rules and resula-“‘

- tions o; the telepbone company and to the ex;stxng,appllcable law. o

The effective date of this or de; shall be twenty‘days\after
the date hereof. | R | R o
‘Dated at ., California, this x42§Z=éQfﬁ. |

day of i:??ZLlJc!




