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BEFORE 'I'EE PUBLIC, UTILITIES COMMISSION OF ,THE STAl'EOF CALIFORNIA 

JJll1ES J. SALTER, 

Complainan1: ) 

vs. 

GENEF.AI. 'IEI.EPhONE COMPAl~Y OF 
CALIFORNIA,a corporation, 

Defendant. 

) 
) 

Case' No'. 7062 

Joseph T • Forno, for thecomp1ainan1:. 
DonaJ.d J. Duckett, for the' defendant:..;. 

By the complaint herein, filee on Februery14, 1961, 

James J. Salt:er requests an order ,of this Commission that the 

defendant, General Telephone Company of California, 'a co::porat:10n, 

be required to reinstall telephone service at his" residence.UX7de:r:,: . 

number FRo'D:tier 4-3877, located at 1437 ... 19th Stteet, 

Y.arlhatt:an Beach, california. 

By Decision No. 61579,'dated February2'S, '1961,in 

Case No. 7062, the Commission ordered that the defendant:, restore 

telephone service to the complainant: pending a hearing on the' 

I:l3.tte::'. 

On March 16, 1961, the telepbone company:fi1ed an 
,. 

:m.swer, the principal allegation of which was that the .telephone 

company, pursuant to Decision No. 41415 (47 Cal. P.U.C.S53)·, on or 
'. 

about Janua...-y 13, 1961, acted wit~ reasonable cause in diseontinuing: 

the telephone service furnisbed 1:0 J.ar:,.cs J. Salt~r under number ' 
FRontier 4-3S7~, located at 1437 - 19th Street, Manhattan Beach, 

Califo:t"l.U.a, whi.ch all~gedly was being used as an ··1.ns.~'1Xl.e'O.t:l1. it,. to. . 
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violate or to aid and abet the violation of the' law. Defendant 

denied the other allegations of the. complaint. 

A public bearing was held in Los Angeles on April 14, 

1961, before Examiner !lobert D. DeWolf. 

~lainsnt testified that all charges filed against his 

wife weredismissecl for insufficiency of eviden,ce and::: that neither 

complaina:ot nor his wife have used, nor intend to us~" said'tele-
" 

phone facilities as instrumentalities to violate the law~ Compla:in-
, ,j , . 

ant further testified tbatbe bas great need for said telephone 

facilities in connection with his work as a roofing subcontractor •. 

'!here was no appearance for any law enforcement Agency. 

A s:l:ipulation was made between' defendant and' complainant 

that a letter dated January 13, 1961:. was received by defel1dant, 

from the Office of the Sheriff of Los; Angeles Courityas 8l.1eged in' 
" .\ 

defendant·' s answer .and, Exhibit A attached thereto;. and that, pursuant: 

thereto said telephone was discontlccted. 

After £-ull consideration of this record the Commission ' 

finds and concludes'that the telephone company's action was based 
. . 

upon reasonable cause as that term is used in DeciSion No~ 4141.>, 

and we further find that tlle evidence fails to show ,that the com.-,· 

plainant's telephone was used for a:ny illegal purpose> and . that 

therefore the complainant is entitled to restorat!on of telephOne 

service. 

The complaint of .. James J. Salter against c;eneral 'relephone 

Company of California> a corporation, having bee.nfi1ed, .~. public 
. . 

hearing having been held thereon:. the CommiSSion beiUg, fUlly ad.vised 
.'. . 

in Zhe premises .and basing its decision upon the evidence herein ~ 
. '~. " ~ , . " 

IT IS ORDERED that the order of. theComm:Lssionin:' 

Decision No. 61579, dated February2e., 1961, in, Case No,~ 7062,: 
",' ' 
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teI:lpOrarily restoring telephone service' to' the complaiDazlt, 'be made 

permBllent~ such restoration bein& subject to, all ·duly autl1o~1zed 

rules and regulations of the telephone company and to the exist~ 
applicable law. 

~ae effective date of this order shall bef1ve 'days after ' 

ta.e date hereof. 

Dated at __ S_B.:l_1!r;;.;;.;an~c;.;::i-=;sc.:.o=--___ J California.~,this ...... ~~ 

day of ____ ..:.M;:.:.,A:..:.,Y ____ _ 

,"i.t "" '" c.,,_' 
"',' .. 

," 

", . " ' 


