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Decision No.

CLIFFORD LANGLAND,
Complainant,

vS. Case No. 7593

THE PACIFIC TELEPHONE AND
TELEGRAPK COMPANY, & cor-
poration, .

Defendant.

Clifford Langland, in propria persona.

Lawlerx, FeII% & Hall, by A. J. Krappman, Jr.,
for defendant.

Roger Armebergh, City Attormey, by Nowland Hong,
for the Police Department of the City of
Los Angeles, intervener.

OPINION

Complainant seeks restoration of telephone sexrvice
at 5810 Fulcher Avenue, North Hollywood, California. Intexim
restoxation was ordered pending further order (Decision
No. 65218).

Defendant's answer alleges that on oxr about April 3,
1963, 41t had reasonable cause to believe that service to
Clifford Langland under number 763-9584 was being ox was to be
used as an Instrumentality directly ox indirectly to violate
or aid and abet Qiolation of law, and therefore defendant was

required to discomnect service pursuant to the decision in

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




c. 7593 -

The matter was heard and submitted before Examiner
DeWolf at Los Angeles on Jume 5, 1963.

By letter of April 2, 1963, the Chief of Police of the
City of Los Angeles advised defemdant that the telephone under
number 763-9584 was being used to disseminate horse-racing
information used in conmection with boolmaking in violacioﬁ of
Penal Code Section 3372, and requesting discommection (Exhibit 1).

Complainant testified that he has a mother who is ill
with cancer and requires constant telephone service for medical
reasons; that his telephone was removed while he was at work
as a cement finisher, and that he has not used the telephone in
any violation of law whatsoever.

Complainant further testified that on the date of re-
moval of the telephone, upon his return home, he foumd that his
sister had been arrested and that she later paid a fine, and
that he has no knowledge of her illegal use of the telephome, and
denied that his sister or any other member of his family used the
telephone for any unlawful activity. Complainant also testified
that he has great need for telephome service, and that he did not
and will not use thg telephone for any wmlawful purpose.

A deputy city attorney apbegfed and cross-examined the
complainant but no testimony was‘offered on‘behalf of any law
enforcement agency, and there was no evidence that complainanc s
telephone was used fbr bookmaklng purposes. ‘

We -£find that deféndanc s action was based upon reason-

able cause, and the evidence fails to show :hat the telephone

was used fof any‘illegal purpose.  Complainant is entitled to

restoration of service.




IT IS ORDERED that Decision No. 65218, tempararily
restoring sexvice to complainant, 1s made permanent, subject
to defendant's tariff provisions and existing applicable law.
The effective date of this orxrder shall be twenty days
after the date hereof. o

Dated at San Francisco , Califormia,
23 2. day of JULY , 1963.
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