
Decision No. 67384 ------

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UT!LIT!ES CO~SSICN OF THE STAXE CF CALIFORNIA 

RONI>.l..D F. MAX, 

V ·" "'. 

Case No. iS59 

THE P ACn-:::C 'XELEPHONS 
t.ND TELEGRAPH COMP PJ:rf. ) 
a. corporation, l 

Defenc1.a:nt • ~ 

Ronald F ~ Mfa:, ;-n ?roprla pC7.sona .. 
YI.2wler) :;;"cli:tt & Hall, by John M. 

I-A'Allcr, ::or dc:::c::dcnt. 
Rogel: Aincbcr.gh, C::'ty Atto::ncy ~ by 

James' HcT.:l~' Kli~c, for. the toe 
AiigcIcs Police Dapartccnt,. 
intervcner. 

OPIN!ON -- .... --...- ....... -

CoopJ..::t1.n=t zccke ~cstor~:tion of telephone acrvicc at 

).9Gl~ Sot:.th t!olt AVc'Duc, Los Angeles, Califortl.ia.. 

rcstora.t;ion was o:<ic1:cd pcnditlg £'urthe: oro.cr (Decision No. 6691.:4 

d~tecl Mcrch l7, 1964). 

Dcfen~t's ~swcr alleges that en o~ about Scptcmbe: 12, 

1963, it had reasonable cause to belicve that service to Anthony B. 

R~Alcnd at 1961-1/2 SO'~ Holt Avenue, tos Angolos, C~lifo:ni~, 

'J.ndcr number Z70-2GS: ~lCS being or 't'lC$ to be U$~c:. as .:n ins~rU-

mentality directly or incircet1y to violate or cid and ~bct 
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violation of law, and therefore defendant was required to disconnect 

service pursuant to the decision in Rc Telephone Disconnection, 

47 Cal. P.U.C. 853. 

The matter was heard and submitted before Examiner DeWolf 

at Los Angeles, C.alifomia, on May 6, 1964. 

By letters of September 11, 1963·, and Octobc:t:: 23, 1963, 

the Chief of Police of the City of Los Angeles advised defendant 

that the telephone under number 870-2657 was being used to dissemi­

nate horse-racing information used in connection with boO~Dg 

in violation of Penal Code Scc~ion 33711, and rcq\lCstcd diseonnec­

tion (Exhibits 1 and 2). 

Compl~nant testified tha~ he ren:cd the herein above­

m~ntion~d premis~s in October after the rcmov~l of se.1d t~l~pho~c and 

has no knowlcdg~ of the previ~us tenants; th~t he has grc3t need for 

tQlephonc sorv1co, ace he .. dicl',not .. .:l:l,t:",.;ri11 'not, ~~, .. thQ :elcpllone for 

any unlawful purpose. 

A deputy city attorney appeared and eross-ey~ned 

the compl.nnant, but nO' testitlony W.:lS offered o.n beh.al.f of ::my 

law enforcement cgency. 

We find that defendant's action was based upon reasonable 

cause, and t:lc eviecnce fails to 3how that the telephone was used 

for any illegal purpose. Complaina~t is entitled to service. 

ORDER 
-~ ..... --

IT !S ORDEP...ED that Decision No. 66944 d.:ttcd Y.tarch 17, 

1964. restorlng service to complainant. is amended to show that 
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it is for the installation of new service and,. as such, that it be 

made permanent,. subject to defendant's tariff provisions and existing 

applicable law. 

!he effective date of this order shall be twenty days 

after the date hereof. 

Dated at __ -....;;twl;;.;;· __ li;.;~;.;,;;;;;,;~ ___ o __ , California, this 

of ________ Jt .... JN ... F ___ , 1964. 

~ -

b~
- '~. . ".-. ~-

, ..". ... ....... - . - ~ ........ 
" ' 

. //';.: ~~:':~:~-.. :: ~ ".. , . 

COliiClissloners 
Comm1:::;1o:oer W111illlD M. Bennett. be:tng 
neeo~:~rily ~b~ent. did not ~rt1e1pete 
in the d1:pos1t1on or this procec4~n~ 

Commis:1oncr Fetor E. Mitchell. belcg 
neccs~~r1l7 nb~o~~. ~1~ not ~rt1e1~ate 
1:0 the d1~po$1tion or th13 proeee4!ng. 
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