ORIGINAL

Deelsion No. 67651
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

MARJORIE AIELLO and MICHAEL AIELLO,
Conmplainants,
Case No. 7883
VS.

THE GENERAL TELEPHONE COMPANY,
' Defendant.

Michael Aiello, in propria persona,
and for complainant Marjorie Alello.
Donald J. Duckett, for defendant.
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Complainants seek restoration of telephome service at
6380 Foothill Boulevafd, Tujunga, Califormia, Interim restoratiocn
was ordercd pending further order (Decision No. 67190 dated May 12,
1964).

Defendant's answer alleges that on or about Auguét 13, 1963,
defendant’s predecessor, Sunland-~Tujunga Telephone Conpany had
reasonable cause to believe that sexvice to Michael Aiello undex
nugber 353-9948 was being or was to be used as an instrumentality
dixectly or indirectly to violate or aid and abet violation of law,
and thercfore defendant was required to disconmect sexvice pursuant

to the decision in Re Telephone Disconnection, 47 CaI,P.ﬁ.C. 853.

The matter was heard and submitted before Examiner

DeWolf at Los Angeles on Jume 23, 1964.




GS*

By letter of August 13, 1963, the Cbief of Police of the
City of Los Angeles advised déféndant's predecessor that the tele-
phone under number 353-9948- was being used to disseminate borse-
racing information used in connection with bookmaking in violation
of Penal Code Section 3372, and requested discomnection (Exb:’.bit .
Defendant notified the subscriber of discomnection (Exbibit 2).

' Said Exhibits 1 and 2 are attached to .defendant's answer on file
hexein. |

Compla:.nant M:Lchael Alello testified that his telepbone
was discomnected August- 23, 1963, and was disconnected for ten
months until reconnect:‘.oq on June 22, 1964.

Counsél for tbe telephone company stated that the delay
of reconnection was caused by failure of complainent to file.on
application wit}'x the service 'department of the telephone company.

Complainant further testified that he uses said telephone
sexvice to oxder supplies for his business known as the Brite Spot,
a bar, and he has greét: need for said telephone sexvice, and he

did not and will not use the tclephone for any unlawful purpose.

Thexe was no appearance by or testimony from any law

enforcement agency. |
We find that defendant's action was based upon rcasonable
cause, and the evidence fails to show that the telephone was used

for any illegal purposc. Complainant is emtitled to restoration

of sexvice.




temporatily restoring service to complainant, is made permanent,

subject to defendant's tariff provisions and existing applicable

law,

The cffective date of this oxder shall be twenty days
after the date bereof.

Dated at Saz Franctsco , Califormnia, this % —

day of Avgugt

Commissioners

Commisnioner Pewcr E. ¥itchell, belnz
necessarily absent, did not participate
in tho dizpositioa of this procceocing.

Commiscioner William X. Bonmott, being
necessarily awvsent, did not participate
in the <Cizpositica of this procooding.




