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Decision No. 67651 

BEFORE THE, PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION' OF !HE STA'XE OF CALIFORJ."\l'IA 

MARJOR.IE AIELLO and MICHAEL AIEI..LO, 

Complainants, 

·V$. 

!HE GENERAL TELEPHONE COMPANY, 

Defendant. 

! 
~ 
5 

------------------------------~) 

Case No. 7883 

Micb~el Aiello, in propria persona, 
anG tor complainant Marjorie Aiello. 

Donald J. Duckett, for defendant. 

OPINION -- ............. -- ..... 

Complainants seek restoration of telephone service at 

6380 Foothill Boulevard, Tujunga, California. Intertm restoration 

was ordered pending further order (Decision No. 67190 dated May 12, 

1964). 

Defendant's answer .alleges that on or about August 13, 1963, 

defendant's predecessor, Sunland-Tujunga Telepbone Company bad 

reasonable cause to believe that service to MicbaelAiello under 

number 353-9948 was being or ~13S to be used as an inserumentality 

directly or indirectly to violate or aid and abet violation of law, 

and therefore defendant was required to disconnect service pursuant 

to the decision in ~ Telephone Disconnection, 47 C~I, P .U.C. 853-. 

The ~tter was beard and submitted before Examiner 

DeWolf at Los Angeles on June 23-, 1964. 
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By letter of Augu~t 13, 1963,' the Chief of Police of the 

City of Los Angeles advised defendant's predecessor that the tele­

phone under number 353-994Swas being used to disseminate borse­

racing information used in connectionwitb boo~k1ng tn violation 

of :Penal Code Section 337a, and requested disconnection (Exhibit 1). 

Defendant notified tbe subseriber of disconnection (Exhibit 2) • 

. Said Exhibits i and 2 are attached to defendant r s answer on file 

he-rein. 
-Complainant Micbael Aiello testifi~d that bis telepbone 

was disconnected August'23~ 1963, and was disconnec'ted for ecn 

months until reconnectio~ on June 22, 1964. 

Counsel for the telephone company stated that the delay 

of reconneceion was caused by failure of compl<:inent to filo...cn ;,.-

appl~cation with the service department of the telepbone comp~ny. . . 

Complainant further testified that be uses said telepbone 

service to order supplies for his business known as tee Brite Spot, 

a bar, and he bas great need for said telephone service,.and he 

did not and will not use the telephone for any unJAwful purpose. 

There was no appearance by or testimony from any law 

enforcement agency_ 

We find that defendant's action was based upon reasonable 

cause, and the evidence fails to show that the telepbone was' used 

for any illegal purpose. Complainant is entitled to restoration 

of service. 

ORDER 
..... e.-o ............. 

IT IS ORDERED that Decision No. 67190 dated Y~y 12, 1954, --
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temporarily restoring service to complatcant, is made permanent, 

subject to defendant's tariff provisions and'existing applicable 

law. 

The effective date of this order shall be t'Wenty &ys 

after the date bereof. 
San F.ra.nd.3CQ Dated at _________ -'7 California, this 

day of ____ -:J.;:;.:;t:.eaa~;;t"__ __ __') 1964. 

cOiiiii!ssioners 

Co~~=~~o=or ?C!C~ t. Mi!~holl. be1~ 
nceo:c~ily ~b~ent. e1d not part1e1pato 
~ t~o Q1;pO~!t1o~ ot thi~ proeood1ng. 

Comm1s:;1o:lor 1l1lliC!:l U:. Bem:ott. bci%2g 
neees~r1ly ao~¢nt, eie ~ot p~t1e1p4to 
in tho 41zposit1o~ ot !~S procoodice. 
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