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Decision No .. 64289 

EEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

ROBER:: Mc~,!GHT 

Cot:lp l.:inan t, 

vs. Case No. 73-79 

PACIF:::C TEI..ZPRONE COMPANY 

De£C!ndant. 

Robert McK"1ignt, in propr::'a persona .. 
~wler~ Felix -& Hall, by A. J. Krappman, Jr., 

for de:end=t. 
Roger Arnebergh, Ci:y At:orney, by Ch~rlez E. 

G=€cnbe~ Deputy City Attorney, for the 
Los Ange .. cs :Police Depart'!nent, intervener. 

o PIN I 0 r~ -------.-
By ~he complaint herein, filed on June lS, 1962, Robert 

!-'IcKnight ::-e<1Uests' an order of this Commission that the defendant, ' .. 

Pacific Telephone Company, be required to· reinstall telephone serv

ice at r..i~ home .:\t 2404 2nd Avenue, Ap~rtmeut 416, Los Angeles' 13, 

Gali.for..lia. 

On July 5, 1962, the telephone company filed an answer, 

tbe prinCipal allegation of which was that the telephone c0m?any, 

pu:-su..1.nt to Decision No. 41415, dated April 6, 1948, in Case 

No. 4930 (47 Cal. P~U.C. 853-), on or about May 2, 1962, hac!' reason

a~le cause to believe that the telephone service furnished to 
Robert McK:light under u\1Dlber RE 2-0259, at 2404 Second Avenue, 

Apartment 6) tos Angelef;) california~ was being or was to- be used 
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as an instrumentality directly or :Indirectly to violate· or to aid 

and abet the violation of the law and tbat~ bav1ng such. reasonable

cause> 'the defendant was required to- disconnect the service' 

pursuan~ to th:f.s Commission f s Decision No. 41415. 

A public 'hearing was held in Los Angeles on August- 20> 

1962, before E.."'tam1ner Robert D. DeWolf, and the matter was 

SUbmitted on the same date. 

Comp1ai'll3nt testified that he is a Shipping clerk and' has 

great need of telephone service to keep in touch with his employer 

regarding billing and his other duties. He bad a roommate" who is 

no longer li~~ in the apartment, who shared the rent and utilities. 

This room:nate was ar.rested but no charges were filed against him, . 

anc! no betting equipment was found on the premises. ComplaInant 

further testified that he has never used his telephone for any , .. 

unlawfu.l puzoposes and that he would not allow any such activitie·s 

if he did leaxn of it. 

A depu~ c-:i.ty attorney eppeared and cross-examined 

complainant, but no testimony was offered on behalf of any law 

enforcement Clgency. 

Exhibit 1 is a lette:t dated May 1, 1962" from the 

Police De1'3rtlrk.'""nt of the City of Los Angeles to tl1.e defendant, 

advisio$ that the telephone furnished to Robert MeI~ight under 

numbex: RE 20259 at 2404 Second Avenue> Apt. 6, Los A1lgeles~ 

CalifOrnia> was being used for the purpose of disseminating horse 

racing info:rmetion in violation of Section 337a of the Penal Code~ 

and =equesting thet the telephone company disconnect the service. 

?-..D:"St:!lut t~'lereto a central office disconnection was effected. 
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After full consideration of this record the COmmission 

finds and concludes that the telephone company I 8 action was based 

upon reasonable cause as that term is used in Deeision No. 41415;. 

that the evidence fails to show that the complainant's telephone 

was used for any illegal p~se; and that, therefore, the com

plainant 1s entitled to restoration of telephone service. 

ORDER 
--~--

The complaint of Robert McKnight against The Pacific 

Telephone and Telegraph Company, a corporation, having been filed, 

a pub lie heartng having been held thereon, the Commission be~ 

fully advised in the premises and basing its decision upon the 

evidence herein, 

IT IS ORDERED that complainant's request for. telephone 

service is granted, and that, upon the filing by the complainant 

of an application with the utility for telephone service, The 

Pacific Telephone and Telegraph Company shall reinstall telephone 

service at the complainant' 8 home at 2404 2nd Avenue, Los Angeles 18, 

CalifOrnia, such installation being su1>ject to all duly authorized· 

rules and regulations of the telephone company and to the existing 

applicable law. 

The effective date of this order shall be five days after 

the date hereof. 
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