Decision No.

BEFCRE TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

MARY DAVIS,
Complainant,
Vs, Case No. 7562

TYE PACIFIC TELEPHONE AND TELEGRAPH
COMPANY, a coxporation,

Defendant.
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Mary Davis, in prxopria persona.

Lawler, Felix & Hall, by A. J. Krapeman, Jx.,
for defendant.

Roger Arnebergh, City Attornmey, by Simi Dabah,
for the Police Department of the City of
Los Angeles, intervenor.

OPINION

Complainant seeks restoration of telephome service
at 1259 Browning Boulevaxd, Los Angeles 37, California.
Interim restoration was ordered pending further order (Decision
No. 65005).

Defendant's answer alleges that on or about Jénuary 14,
1963, it had reasonable cause to believe that service to

Ruby Hamilton under number 296-0413 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 discommect service pursuant to the decision in

Re Telephone Disconmection, 47 Cal. P.U.C. 853.

The matter was heard and submitted before Examiner
DeWolf at Los Angeles on April 1, 1963.

By letter of January 11, 1963, the Chief of Police
of the City of Los Angeles advised defendant that the telephone
under number AX 60413 was being used to disseminate horse-
racing information used in comnection with bookmaking in
violation of Penal Code Section 337a, and requesting discon-
nection (Exhibit 1).

Complainant testified that she has five minox

children and needs telephome service for medical reasons

and also for use of her husband in his employment. She further

testified that Ruby Hamilton was the former subscriber at the
address and the listing had not been changed. She testified
that the police kicked in the fronmt door to her home and broke
the lock and arrested her but no charges of any law violation
was filed and nonme now are pending; that she has great need
for telephone service, and she did not and will not use the
telephone foxr any unlawful purpose.

A deputy city attorney appeared and cross-examined
the complainant, but no testimony was offered on behalf of
any law enforxcement agemcy.

We find that defendant’s action was based upon reason-
able cause, and the evidence fails to show that the telephone

was used for any illegal purpose. Complainant is entitled to

sexvice.




OXRDER

IT IS ORDERZD that Declsion No. 65005, temporarily
restoring sexrvice to ¢omplainant, is amended to show that it 1is for
the installation of mew sexrvice, and as such, that it be made per-

manent, subject to defendant's tariif provisions and existing
applicable law.

This ordexr shall be effective twenty days after the date

hereof. e
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