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Decision No. ------
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

SHAEL SMITH, 

Complainant, 

vs 

THE PACIFIC TELEPHONE AND 
TELEGRAl?R COMPANY, a 
corporation, 

Defendant. 

) 
) 

~ 

! 
) 

Case No. 7652 

----------------------~) 
Maurice Harwick, for complainant. 
Lawler, Felix & Hall by A. J. Krappman. Jr., 

for defendant. 
Roger A:nebcrgh, City Attorney, by Simi Dabah, 

for the Police Department of the City of 
Los Angeles, intervener. 

Complainant seeks resto:ation of telephone service at 

5009 Farquhar Street, Los Angeles, California. Interim 

restoration was ordered pending further order (Decision No. 65626). 

Defendant's answer alleges that on or about June 4, 

1963, it had reasonable cause to believe that service to 

Shael Smith under number CApital 1-~631 was being or was to be 

used as an instrumentality directly or indirectly to violate 

0: aid and abet violation of law, and therefore defendant was 

required to disconnect service pursuant to the decision in 

Re Telephone Disconnection, 47 Cal. P.U.C. 853. 
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Tae matter 't'las hear<i and submitted before Examiner 

DeWolf at Los G~zeles on August 5, 1963. 

By letter of Nay 31, 1963, the Chief of Police of 

the City o:Z Los Angele~ advised defendant that ·the telephone 

under numbe= 221-l:·631 was being use<i to disseminate horse­

racine inio~~tion used in connection witb boo!~akins in 

viol~~ion of Penal Code Section 337a, and requested discon­

nection (E::hibi t 1). 

Compla~n3nt testified that his son re~ides with h~m 

and is employed at General Hospital; that h~s entire family 

urgently needs telephone sel-vice in connection with employment 

and for reasons of health; tha'c: the charges filed against com­

plainant and his wife were diSmissed and thct complainant did 

:'lo:: usc the telephone f01: bookmaking or any violation of la't'l. 

Complainant fur~her ~cstifi€d that ';:here are no 

pending charges against: himself or his wife; tl"l.at he l~as ercat 

~eed for telephone service, and he did not and w~ll not use the 

telephone for ~ny unlawful purpose. 

A deputy city attorney appeared and cross-e:lcamineo. 

the complainant, but no testimony wss offered on behclf of 

any law enforcemen'i: agency. 

'VIe find that defendant's action was bcsed upon 

reasonable cause, and the evidence fails to show that the 

telephone ~las used fo:: any ille~al purpose. The COmmission 

concludes, therefore, that complainant is entitled to restora-

tion of service. 
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IT IS ORDERED that Decision No. 65626, temporarily 

res~oring service to complainant, is made permanent, subject 

to defendant's tariff provisions and existing applicable law. 

The effective date of this order shall be twenty days 

after the date hereof. 

Dated at San Franclsco 
_ ,1/,/./Ji ) California, this ___ £_~/ ____ __ 

day of SFPT~MBER , 1963. 


