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65156' Decision No. ____ _ 

BEFORE TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF l(~ SlATE OF CALIFO~ 

Sydney Holloway,. 

Complainant) 

VS. Case No. 7534 

The Pacific Telephone and 
Tele&raph Company, a corporation, 

Defendant. ) 

Sydney holloway, in propria persona. 
Lawler, Felix ~ Hall, by A. J. Krappman, Jr" 

for defendant. 
Roser Arneber8;h, City Attorney, by Nowland C. Hong, 

for the Police Department of tnc City of ,LOs 
~e1es, intervenor. 

OPINION ,.....--- ...... -----

Complainant see'ks restoration of telephone service at 

1817 West 43rd Street, Los An~eles1 California. Interim restore-

tion was ordered pendinc, further order (Decision No. 64831)., 

Defenci.a.nt's answer alleges that on or about AU6U5't 28-1 

1962, it ha~ reasonable cause to believe that service to 

Mrs. S. C. Holloway under n'Umber P:J:. 4-2330 was b¢it'l8. or was to 

be used as an instrumentality directly or indirectly to violate 

or aid and a.bet violation of law, and therefore defendant was 

required to disconnect service pursuant to the eecision in 

Re Telephone Disconnection, 47 Cal. P.U.C. 853. 
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The matt~r was ~eord an6 submitted befor2 EXAminer 

Dertlolf, at Los Angeles, California, on February 27, 19S3. 

By letter of Au~ust 24, 1962, the Chief of Police 

of the City of Los Angeles advised defendant that the tele­

phone under n"lJlllber AX 42330 was beine; used to disseminate 

horse-raein~ information used in connection with bookmaking 

in violation of Penal Code Section 337a, and requesting 

disconnection (Exhibit 1). 

Complainant testified that she was away from home 

at the time the officers entered her premises and discon­

nected her telephone; that, while her napbewwas arrested 

and charged with bookmaking, the case was dismissed; tMt 

she has been without telephone service for five months; that 

she has a niece who has been ill, and other =embers of the 

family who need telephone service to contac: their employers; 

that she has great need for telephone service, and did not 

And will not usc the telephone for any unlawful purpose. 

A deputy city attorney ~ppeared and inte:vened 

and cross-examined the complainant, but no witnesses were 

called by the intervener. 

We find that defenda:t's action was based upon 

reasonable c~use, Qld the cvl.cience fails to s'how that the 

telephone was used for any illegal purpose. Complainant is 

entitled to restoration of telephone service. 
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c. 7534 - ~ 

ORO E R --...,..----

IT IS ORDERED that D~c1sion No. 64831, temporarily 

restorin~ service to complainant, is made permanent, subject to 

def~ndant's tariff provisions and existin~ applieable law. 

The effective date of this order shall be the date 

h~reof .. 

Dated at -----§Mt::;:..c.:. ... Fra;nc; ......... ~acolQg..-___ , California, 

this i?~ day of COQn . , 1963 .. 

~kg~ 
COmmissioners 
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