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Decision No. __________ _ 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Henry A. Green, ) 
) 

Ccr_~l~~t, ) 
) 

vs. ) 
) 

The Pacific Telephone & TelegrAph ) 
Company, a corporation, ) 

) 
Defencl~t. ) 

) 

Case !~o. 7618 

Joseph Forno, for complainant. 
W.wler, Felix & Hall, by John M. ~lle%, 

for c.efendant. 
Roger Arnebergh, City Attorney, by 5ioi DabAh 

and Frank Wagoner, for the Police Depar~cent 
of the City of LOs Angeles, intervenor. 

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

Cocplainant seeks restorAtion of telephone service 

at 6652 Lankershim Boulevard, North HollywoOG, California. 

IntcriQ restoration was ordered pending further order 

(Decision No. 65412). 

Defendant's answer alleges that on or about May 3, 

1963, it had reasonable cause to believe that service to 

Hen::-y A. Green, under n\lQber FO 5-6803 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 disconnect service pursuant to the decision in 
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BR, '. :: .'. " 

Rc Telephone Disconnection, 47 Cal. P.U.C. 853. 

The matter w~s heard end submitted before Examiner 

DeWolf at Los Angeles on June 27, 1963. 

By letter of May 6, 196~, the Chief of Police of 

the City of Los Angeles advised defendant that the telephone 

under numbers 765·6803 and 765-6804 were being used to dis-

seminate horse-%4eing information usca in connection with book

making in violation of Penal Code Section 337s, ",nd rc:questing 

disconnection (EXhibit 1). 

Co~plainant testified that he has physical disa

bilities which prevent hie from getting ~ploymcnt; that he 

is sclf-eoployed in the O. K. Tire Store; th~t he is entirely 

dependent upon telephone service to ~ke,3. living. Cocplainant 

also tcstifiQd that his wife has 3. beart condition and needs 

telephone service. Cooplainant also testifiec thet he was 

arrested and gave the police every cooperation in searching 

his premises for viol~tions of law And that they found nothing. 

He testified tb~t his criminal hearing h~s been continued twice 

~t request of the ?olice and has not bc~ cisposed of as ye~. 

Compl"'inant further testified that he has great need 

for telephone service, and he did not ao~ will not use the tele

phone for ~ny unl~wful purpose. 

A deputy city attorney eppearcd and cross~exnmined 

the cOt::l.plainant, but no testi:lony w.c.s offered on beh.alf of tlny 

law ~orcement "'eency. 

We find tbat defendant's action was based upon 

reAsonable cause, ~c1 the evidence f..::ils to show tMt the telephone 
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was used for any illegal purpose. Complainant is entitled to 

restoration of service. 

ORDER 
-~~--

IT IS ORDERED that Deeision No. 65412 tecporarily 

'restoring service to complainant, is mace pilrCAnent, subject: eo 

defendant's tariff provisions end existing applicable law. 

The effeetive date of this order shall be ewenty 

days after the date hereof. 

Dated at._~S:;;;;"!.n;;;.;...;~....;.;.;.'~;';';';';';".~ __ ' California, this 

day of. ____ A_U .... G_U_ST __ c __ _ 

""oj .. 

cocmissioners 

eo~1==1~~er ee~r~ G. C~~vor. bo1n~ 
nocc:;:::nrily ~b:::O::lt t c".i<l not po,rt1e1p~'ta 
~ ~o ~~~o~it1on 0: th!~ p~oco~ 
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