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BZFORZ THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

THOMAS B. CLARK, 
~ 

Case No. 7690 
vs 

Complai=nt, l 
T!iE PACIFIC IELEPHO~"E AND < 
T£LEGRAPH COMPANY, a ( 

corporation, Defendant. 1 

James Anderson. Jr., £0= complainant. 
Law.l.er, Felix & B.al1, by John M. Malle.r, 

fo%' de:::end~nt. 
Roger Arn~bergh, City Attorney, by Herbe=t Blit=, 

for the iolice Department of the City of 
tos Angeles, intervener. 

Co~plainant he.eks restoration of telephone service 

~t 4576 West Ad~ms Blvd., Los Angeles~ California. Interim 

restorati.or~ w.":!.s ordered pending further order (Decision No. 65922). 

Defen~an:'s answer elleges that on 0: about Ju~y 24, 

1963, it h~d %'~asonable cause to believe that service to 

Tocmy Clark under number 734-9232 was being Or was to be used 

as ~r. instrumentality directly or indirectly to violate 0= aid 

and abet violation of law, ~nd therefore defendan.t ~as r.cq'.li:'ed 

to disconnect se=vice pursuant to the dec.ision in Re T.alephone 

Di~connecticn, 47 Cal. P.U.C. 853. 
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The matter was heard und submitted before Exam!ne= 

DeWolf at Los Angeles on Nov~mber 18, 1963. 

By letter of July 23, 1963, the Chief of Police of 

the City of LO$ Ange:cs advised defendant that the telephone 

u~de: numbe: RE 49232 was being used to disseminate horse-:acing 

information used in c~nr.ec~ion with bookmaking in violation of 

Penal Code Section 33ia, an6 requestec disconnection (Exhibit 1). 

Complc.ir • .lnt testified ';:b,a; he is ownCl: ,:l~"d operatoX' 

of a barber shop ~t s~id loc~~ion and that a large part of the 

business is conc,,,c:ed cy appoir.tmer.t; ':.:hat: he has '" semi-public 

poly pho~.e and t'¥:'o e:{t~nsions at t:1C ba=ber ch~i:t:s) and tha: he 

works at the last ch~i~ from the front. Complainant furthe~ 

tastified that h~ hc.s r.cver been arres~ed and h~s no ch~rges 

.:lny unlawful P'.l;,pose. 

Complainant further tos tificd that: telephone SCl,",rlce 

is ~s$ential in contacting CU$tomers, he has great need for 

i:c:ephonc se-rvi~e, and he did not a.r.d will not use the tclej?hcnc 

fer ~ny unlaw:ul purpose. 

A deputy city atto-rney appeared und c~oss-ey.~mined ta€ 

co~pl~inant, bu~ no testimony was offc:cd on bc~alf of any la~ 

cnforcement agcl'lcy. 

'vie f!.nd that defendant's action w::'.s based U'Don rea~on-. 
able cause, and the evidence fails to show that the ~ele,hone was 

usod for any illegal ?urpose. Compl~inant is entitled to restor~-

t~on of service. 
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