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65290 Decision No. ____________ __ 

BEFORE THE PUB'LIC U'rILITIES COMMISS·ION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Max Stone, 

I Complainant, 

vs 

The Pacific Telephone and ( 
Telegraph Company, a 

Case No. 7547 

corporation, 

Defendant. 

Max Stone) in p:opri~ pc:z,o',OZ. 
Lawle'4, Felix & P.3011) by A. J. Kre.ppman, Jr.) 

for defendant .. 
Roger Arnebergh, City Attorney, by Nowland Hong, 

for the Police Dep~rtment of the City of 
Los Angeles, intervener. 

OPIN:t:ON 
~-,..----

Complainant s~eks installation of telephone service at 

1518 N. Lau~el Canyon Blv~., Apt. 2, Los Angeles 46, C~liforD5~. 

Interim resto'l:ation ·Nas orde-red pending fu:tber or<icr.. (Decision 

No. 64925.) 

nefendant's answer alleges that oc or abou~ January 15, 

1963, it had ~ea~onable cause to believe that service to 

Elizabeth Stone under nucbcr 656-7330 was being or was to be 

used as ~n inst~entality ~irectly or indirectly to violate or 

aid ~.'o.d abet violation of ls.w, end therefore defendant was re

quired to disconnect service purSTlant to ~he decision in 

Re Telephone Disconnection, 47 ~l. F.C.C. 853. 

The matter was hca%d and submitted before E~ner DeWo~f 

at Los Angeles, on March 18, 1963. 

By letter of J~nuary 11, 1963, the Chief of Police of 

-1-



C. 7547 - BR 

the City of Los Angeles advised defendant that the telephone 

under number 656-7330 was being used for the purpose of arranging 

~ppointments in o:der to carryon the practice of prostitution 

in violation of Penal Code Section 647 (b), and r~-

questing disconnection (Exhibit 1). 

Complainant testified that he is the son of Elizabeth 

Stone the subscriber to telephone services which were disconnected. 

He testified that he was not present at the time of the discon

nection but that his 63-year old mother who is living witb his 

sister is suffering from failing eyesight, temporary abberations 

and is mentally incompetent an~ requires limited control; that 

it is necessary for him to hava telephone sarvice at said add:css 

in order to assist in caring for his mother; that be assumes 

responsibility for the expense of said service; that he has great 

need for telephone service at said address and he did not and will 

not use the telephone for any unl~ purpose. 

A deputy city attorney appeared and cross-eY~ned the 

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

enforcement agency. 

We find that defendant's action was "based upon reasonable 

cause, and the evidence fails to show that the telephone was used 

for any illegal purpose. Complainant is entitled to service. 

o R D E R 
--.-~~...., 

IT IS ORDERED that DeciSion No. 64925, temporarily 

restoring service to complai~nt, is amenoeo to show that it is 
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for the installation of new service, and, as such» that it be 

made permanent, subject to defendant's tariff provisions and 

existing 'applicable law. 

This order shall be effective twenty dayc after the date 

hereof .. 
Dated at __ Sa_a:o_l":'an __ ci!eo _____ , California, this I d 

day of ____ ... V...:.~ ... v ____ ,·1963. 

- Presl. t 

commissioners 


