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Decision No. 67515 

BEFORE 'l'HE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 01 'I'HE STA'IE OF CALIFORNIA 

JIM LOTITO. doa 
J'~JS' WATERWHEEL, 

Complainant, . 

vs. 

!HE GENERAl.. tELEPHONE 
AND TELEGRAPH COMPANY, 
a corporation, 

Defendant. 
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) 

---------------------) 

Case No. 7869 

B::own & Cianchetti, by Waldo A. Brown, for 
cOClpla.!n.;mt. 

A. M. :&:.rt and Donald J. Duckett, by Donald J. 
Duckett, for defeneaut. 

OPI~rION 
-~- .... ~----

Complainant seeks res~o:ration of telephone service 301: 

648 South Sunset Ave., West Covina, california. Interim rest:oration 

was orclered pending furthe:: o:o:dc~ (Decision No. 67044, catcd l~p:il 7. 

1964) • 

" Defendant's answer alleS2s that on or a~~t MarcelO, 

1964, it had reasonable ca~e to be:ieve tb~t service to Jim Lotito 

under nuriber 338-1088 was being. or was to be used as au instru­

mente1ity directly or indirectly' to violate or aid and ~bet 

violation of law. and therefore defendant wasreq,uired to dis­

connect service pursuant to the decision in Re Telephone Diseon­

nec~ion) 47 Cal. P.U~C. 853·. 
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The matter was heard and subt::l.i~1:ed bcfo:e E&-?miner 

DeWolf at Los Angeles on June 3, 1964. 

:Sy lette:: of March 10, 1964~ the Sheri.ff of the Coun:y 

of Los ,Angeles ~d\"ised defendant that the telephone ·.::o.der. nu:nber 

338-1088 was being used to dissem~~atc horse-r~cins in£o~tio~ 

used in connection wi~ boo~king in vio1a~ien of Penal Code 

Sec::ion 337.:1., and requ~sted disconnection (E:--.hibit 1). Defend.:l.nt 

notified the :;ubsc-ribe: of disconnection (E:".hibit 2). 

Complainant testified tha~ he has six telephone ex:en­

sions At his restaurant and cocktail lounge whiCh are neee$S~%y 

to operate the b~siness. Complainant furth~ testified that the 

telephones are used to receive reserva~ions, orde:: supplies and 

fo: emergencies and th.c.t during b1.!$Y homos :-:e rAS seating for 

300 p.erso:i.S. 

Complainant furthe: t~stified that be has no knowledge 

of any unlawful usc of the telephones ana that be has great need 

£0: telephone se=vice, and he did not and will not use the tele­

pl10ne or permit it to be used for z::,.y 'Unlawful purpose. 

Thp.re was no- appearance by or testi:nony fJ:om any law 

enforcement agency. 

We find that defendant's action w~s based upon reason­

able cause, and the evidence fails to show that ~e telephone was 

used for any illegal purpose. 

Complainant is entitled to restoration of sc=vicc. 

-2-



-. 
c. 7869 - BR lep* 

ORDER .......... --- ...... 

IT IS Oru>~ th;!: Deeision No. 67044,. dated AP1=il 7, 

1964, tempora:ily reetor1ng ~erviee to eompla~~n~1 is medc 

pe:!:mat1ent:, s"J.bject to d.efen~tts tariff provisions ane existing 

applicable law. 

'r.le effective ~~e of ~h:'s o:der :::b.ell be ~enty days 

~~ter the date hereof. 

)11. i} Dated a~ f:aP Fl'jl!! ... j~cp ,. california,. this _____ I _____ _ 
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COmmissioners. 

CO~!s:1onor ~~erett c. Y~o~ge~ be1ne 
necessarily ao:ont.. e1~ not 1'.:lrt1c1p.o.te 
1::1. the ~1spo:1t!on o~ tll1: procooliing. 


