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Decision No. 65329 

BEFORE !HE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF !HE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

DOLORES FEG"UES, ) 

Complainant, ~ 
) 

vs 
CAse No. 7569 

) 
) 

!HE PACIFIC tELEPHONE Am> 'l'ELEGRAPH ) 
COMP~iC, a co~po%ation, ) 

Defendant .. 
) 
) 
) 

Dolo%es Pegues) in propria pe%sona. 
Lawler, Fel:i.X & Hall, by A. J. Krappman: J%., 

for defendant. 
Roger Arnebergh, City Attorney, by Simi Dabah, 

£0% the Police Departmen~ of the City of 
Los Angeles, intervener. 

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

Complai~t seeks %estoratiou of telephone service at 

2058 South Harvard Boulevard, Apa~tment 6, Los Angeles, California. 

Interim restoration was ordered pending further order (Decision 

No. 650l6). 

Defendant's answer alleges that on or about February 21, 

1963) it had reasonable cause to believe that service to Dolores 

Pegues under number 735-5920 was being or was to be used as an 

instrumentality directly or indirectly to violate or aid and abet 

violation of law, and therefore defendant was required to dis

connect service pursuant to the decision in Re Telephone Disconnec

~, 47 Cal .. P.U.C. 853. 

The matter was he~rd and submitted before Examiner De~olf 

~t Los Angeles on April 1, 1963. 
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c. ·7569 GH* e 

By leeter of February 19,1963, the Chief of.Police of 

the City of Los ~gele8 advised defcndaDt that the telephone under 

number 735-5920 was being used for the purpose of arranging appoi~t

meets in order to earry on the practiee of prostitution in violation 

of Penal Code Seetion 647(b) ~d requese1ng disconnection (Exh1bi~ l). 

Complainant testified that she has 'DO< kDowledge of a'tly 

illegal use of her telephone aDO has 'Dot used the telephone for any 

uDlawful purpose; that she has ~ eleven year old daughter a~d has 

great Deed for telephone serviee for health, medical and soeial 

reasons. She further testified that she rented a room to a woman 

who lived iD her home for two weeks aDd then was arrested for 

solieiting; that complai'Datlt was tlot aware of this and has Dot had 

any cODtaet with her sinee said time. She also testified that she 

did not and will not use the telephone for any unlawful purpose. 

A deputy city attorney appeared acd cross-exami~ed the 

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

enforcement ageney_ 

We find that defendant's action was based upon'reason~ble 

cauze, and the evidence fails to show that complainant used the 

telephone for any illegal purpose. C~lai~ant is entitled to 

restoration of service. 
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ORDER -- ........ -
... 

IT IS O~ERED that DecisioD No. 65016, temporarily reseor

ing ser,lice to complaiDat)t, is made pe2:'Cl8.tlellt, subject to defendant's 

tariff provisioDS and existing applicable law. 

This order shall be effective twenty days after the date 

hereof. 

Dated at Lo6 ~ , Ca.liforllia, this 

f,d day of ~~ , 1963. 
{/ 

cor;;n3ss1oDers 


