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Decision No. 679~~ 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF tHE STAlE OF CALIFORI~IA 

BOOKER ELLIS~ 

Comp lainant,. 

vs. 

) 

~ 
~ Case No. 78;70 

THE PACIFIC TELEPHONE AND 
TELEGRAPH COMPANY, 8. Corporneion, 

) 
) 
) 
) 

Defendant. ~ 
Booker Ellis, in propri~ persona. 
Lawler, ~el:tx .~ &11, by Robert O. 'Coppo, 

for defendant. 

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

Complai~t seeks restoration of telephone service at 

1182 West 38th Street, Los Angeles, California. Interim restora

tion w~s "ordered pending further order (Decision No. 67045~ dated,

April 7, 1964). 

Defendant's answer alleges thAt on or ~bout February 26, 

1964, it had reasonable cause to believe that service to Booker 

Ellis, uc.der number 731-6469 was being or was to be used as an ' 

instrumentalieydireetly or indirectly to yiolate or aid and abet 

violation of law, and therefore defendant was required to discon- , 

nect service pursuant to the decision in ReTelephone Disconnect1Oft, ' 

47 C3l. P. U. C. 853. 

, The matter was heard and, submitted before Examiner DeWolf 

at Los Angeles on May 22, 1964, and the submission was set aside 'and' 

-1-



c. 7870 -'SW/GS* 

reopened. for further hearing on July 14, 1964, and the matter was 

further beard and submitted before EXtlminer DeWolf at Los Angeles ' 

on Au~st 18, 1964. 

By letter of February 24, 1964, the Sberiff of the County 

of Los Angeles advised de£en~nt tb2t the telephone under number 

RE 16469 was being used. to disseXllinaee borse-racing information ' 

used in connection witb bookmaking in violation of Penal Code 

Section 3373, and requested disconnection (Exhibit 1), which w~s 

admitted in evidence as Exhibit No. 1 on Hay 22,. 1964. 

Complainant testified that be is a constructionworkcr 
, . 

and uses ~ telephone to locate tbe jobswberc his. work requires him 

to go from time to time; tbat telephone service is essential for 

this purpose; tbat be docs not do any' bookmaldng or have any: know- ' 

le4gc of ie; tlnd that he did' not know th£lt anyone was using his 

phone for that purpose. 

ComplataDnt furtber testified that be is very careful 

with his telepbone and docs not allow anyone to use it' for book-
" ' 

mal~ng; that be bas great need for telepbone servicc; and tbathe 

did not and will not usc the telephone for any unlawful purpose. 

'!here was no appearance by or testimony' from any law 

enforcement agency. 

We find tbat defendant's action was based upon ,reasonable 
:', ' 'I,' • I 

cause, and the evidence £ai~s' to sbaw that the telephone was used 
" ,,: 

for any illegal purpose. Complainant is'entitled to- restoration 

of servicc. 
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ORDER 
~~ .... --

IT IS ORDERED tMt Decision No. 6704.s,. .elated April 7~, 

1964, temporarily restoring service to complainant, is made per

m.lnent, subject to defendant's tariff provisions and exis.ting 

appli~ble law .. 

The effective date of this order shall be twenty days 

aft~r the date hereof. 

Datedc'lt ....... Sa ... Xl ... F"""rMOl?,aRQQoIoilMOac:y,g ______ , california,. this 

d OCTOBER 64 ay of ________ -', 19 • 

COiilmiss1oners' 

Comm1~~1onor Evcrot~ c. MeXeo.go~bo.1%l8 ' 
neeo!j5llr11y a.~::ont. 414 notpLU"t1e1po.te,. 
1n tho di:po~1t1on o! tb1~ proceo~ 
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