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Gecision No.

3EFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

ACWAXZ J. DUELL,
Complairant,

vs Case No. 7747

TES PACIFIC TELETHONE AND
TELEGRAPH COMPANY, a
corpoxation,

el e N e N N AN N e

Defendant.

Jogeph T. Forno, for complainant.

Lawiexr, Felix & Hall, by A. J. Xrappman, Jr.,
for defondant.

Rogex Arnebexgh, Cizy Attorney, by Herbert Blitz,
for the Poliice Department ol the City oi
Los Angeles, intervenor.

ITNION

Complainant seeks restoration of telephone sexrvice at
2651 Longwood Avenue, Los gngeles, California. Interim restoration
wos ovdexcd mending further order (Dceision No. 66218).

Pefendant's answer alleges that on or dhout February 16,
962, it had reasomable cause to believe that sexvice to E. J. Duell,
under number WE £-5306 was being or was to be used as an ianstrumen-
talicy dircetly or indirectly to violate oxr aid and abet violation
of law, and therefore defendant was required to discomnect sexvice
vuxrsuant to the decision in Re Telephone Disconnection, 47 Czl.

P.U.C. 853.




The matter was heard and submitted before Examiner DeWolf
at Los Angeles on Decembex 13, 1963.

By letter of Februaxy 15, 1962, the Chief of Police of
the City of Los Angeles advised defendant that the telephone
undez number WE 85806 was being used to disseminate howse-racing
infermation used in conmnection with bookmaking in violation of

Penal Code Section 327a, and requested disconnection (Exhibit 1).

Complainant testified that he is a carpenter by trade

and moves from job o job; that he did not give his comsent or

pexmission To anyone to use his telephone for any unlawful puxpose;
that he has need for telephone sexzvice to keep in touch with his
empioyment and to report to the iob and his employe:x.

Complainant further testificd that he will not pexmit
anyonce to use his telephone to violate the law; that he has great
reed for telephonme scrvice, and he did not and will no: use the
televhone for any unlawful purpose.

A deputy city attorney appeared and cross-examined the
complairant, but no testimony was offered on behalf of any law
cnlorcement agency.

We find that defendant's action was based upon reasonmable
cause, and the evidence fails to show that the telephone was used
fox any illegal purpose.

The Commission concludes that complainant is entitled to

restoration of service.
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IT IS ORDERED that Decision No. 66218, temporaxily
restoring 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 Sen krancisco , California, this '3{/&1 :
day of \/Qlu ca i, 1964,
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Commiséioners




