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Decisfon No.

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STAYE OF CALIFORNIA

MARY LEVINE,
Complainant,

vs. Case No. 7720

THE PACIFIC TTLEPHONE AND
TELEGRAPH COMPANY, a

corporation,

Defendant.

Kenneth Foley, for coumplainant.

Tawler, Felix & Hall, by John M. Maller,
for defendant.

Roger Armebergh, City Attorney, by Frank
Waener, for the Police Department
or the City of Los Angeles, intervemor.

Complainant seeks restoration of telephone service at
412 North Fairfax, Los 4ngeles, California. Intexrim restoration was
ordered pending further order (Decision No. €6047).

Defendant's answer alleges that on or zbout Scptember i2,
1963, it had reasonable cause to believe that service fo Maxry Levine
vnder mumber 935-8874 was being or was to be used as an instrumental-
ity directly or indirectly to violate or aid and abet violation of
law, and therefore defendant was required to disconnect service pur-

suant to the decision in Re Telephone Disconnection, 47 Cal. P. U. C.
853.




"C. 7720 ET

The matter was heard and submitted before Examiner DeWolf
at Los Angeles on February 5, 1964.

By lettexr of September 11, 1963, the Chief of Police of the
City of Los Angeles advised defendant that the telephone under
nuxber WE 58874 was belng used to disseminate horse-racing information
uged in comnection with bookmaking in violation of Pemal Code
Section 337a, and requested discomnection (Exhibit 1).

Complainant testified that she and her husband operate a
cleaning and lawndry business run jointly by herself and husband,
called the Village Cleaners.

Complainant further testified that they have ome employee,

a presser, who works for them, and that her husband drives the truck
and is gone from early iIn the morning until afternoon 2nd all day
Friday on pick-up work, and that a telephone is essential to opera-
tion of business.

Complainant further testified that her telephone has not been
used for boolmaking or any other illegal activity and they have great
nced for telephone service, and they did not and will not use the
telephone for any unlawful purpose.

A deputy city attorney appeared and c:o;s-examined the

complainant, but no testimony was offered on beh&lf‘of any law

enforcement agency.

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

Complainant is entitled to restoration of service.




ORDER

IT IS ORDERED that Decision No. 66047, temporarily restoring
sexvice 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 Franciaco

» California, this M
day of WJ& &é/

» 1964,

Cotmissloners

Commissioner Everett C. McKeage, boing
nocossarily abfent, did not pamticipate
in the disposition of this proceeding.

Commissioner Frederick B. Holobdoer?, being
secessarily absent, did not participate
in tho Aisposition of this proceeding.




