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BEFORE THE PUBLIC Ul'II.ITIES COMMISS·ION OF THE STATE OF CAlIFORNIA 

ELIZABETH WALlS) 

Complainan't, 

vs 

'!HE PACIFIC TELEPHONE AND 
TELEGRAPH COMPALW, a 
corpoX'a'tionl' 

Defendant. 
s 
) 
) 

Case No. 7900 

Elizabeth Walls) in propria persona. 
Lawler, Felix 6£ Hall, by A • .]. Krappma.n, Jr., 

for defendant. 

OPINION 
-~ ... -- .... ---

Complainant seeks restoration of telephone service at 

9201 So. Hobart Blvd., Los Angeles, C~lifornia. Interim restora­

tion was ordered pending further order (Decision No. 67256, dated; 

May 26, 1964.) 

Defendant's .:lnSwer alleges'that on or about May 5, 1964,. 

it had reasonable cause 'to believe that service eo Elizabeth Walls, 

under number 755-5760 Wo'lS being or was to be used as an instru­

men'tality directly or indirectly to violate or aid and abet 

violation of law, and therefore defendant was required to dis­

connect Se1:vl.ce pursuant to the decision in Re Telephone Discon­

nection, 47 Cal. P·.U .C. 853'. 
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!be matter was heard and submitted before Examiner DeWolf 

a: Los ~geles on July 2~, 1964. 

By letter of May 4) 1964, the Sheriff of the County of 

Los Angeles advised defendant that the telephone under.number -
PL 5-5760 was being used to disseminate horse-racing information 

used in conneetion with bookmaking in violation of Penal Code 

Section 337a, and requested disconnection (Exhibit 1). 

Comple.;.nant testified that her family eonsists of a 

small child clnd a husband who works nights,t\ud that telepbone 

service is necessary for their welfare. 

Comple.~t fuxther testified that she has great need 
~ 

fo: telephone service, and she did not and will not use thetele~ 

phone for any unlawful purpose. 

There was no appearance by or testimony from any law 

enforeement ageney. 

We find that defendant's action was based upon reasona~~ 

c:l.use, and the evidence fails to show that the telepbone was used 

for any illegal purpose. Complainant is entitled to resto~ation 

of service. 

ORDER 
~ ..... -- ..... 

IT IS ORDEP.ED tha.t Decision No. 67256-, dated May 26, 

1964, temporarily restoring serviee to· complainant, is made 
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permanent) subjeet to defendant' 8 tariff provisions and existing 

applicable law. 

Tbeeffec.tive date of this order shall be twenty days 

after the date hereof. 

Dated at .15aD ~ , California, this ....... 1.=-:st:;_l_= __ _ 
day of MIG't~T ' ~ 1964. 
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