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Decision No. __ 6_7'_9_6_6_ 

BEFORE 'IRE PUBLIC trrILlnESCOMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

MADIE ClJRXIS'I 

Co'Oplainant'l Case No.' 7916 

V$ .. 

THE PACIFIC ~PHONE AND 
. TELEGRAPH COMPANY 'I A Corpora-
tion, . . 

,Defendant ,. 

M~die Cu~ti$, in propria persona. 
La~ler, Ji'cnx & Ha.ll, by Robert C .. CoP??, 

for the defendant. 
Roser .A:rnebcreh, City Attorney, by ..races H. 

Kline, for the Police Departl:1ent of the 
City of tosAnse1es~ intervener. 

OP I N l·ON ... ..- ... -" __ .1to!W 

COQpl~nent seeks restoration of te!ephone service at 

5619 South San Ped:o Street, Los Angeles, Cali:fc~:i.a. In:or1o 

restoration "'N'as o:edered pending further order (Decision I~o. 67394, 

dated June 16, 1964). 

Defendmt t s :mswer :llleges that on or a.bout May 29, 1964, 

it had reasonable cause to believe that service to Maclie Curtis, 

unde:t:' nUl:lber 233-0747, was being or was to be 'lJSQd a.s an instru­

oentality Qirect~y or indirectly to violate or' aid SDd abet 

violation of law, and therefore defendant was required to 

disconnect :;erviee pursuant to the decision in Re' TelephoM 

Disc.onnection, 47 Ctll. P'.U .C. 853,. 
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C: 7916 - m e 

The catter was heard and submtted 'before EY...aciner'DeWolf 

at Los Angeles on August 18, 1964. 

By letter of May 27, 1964, the Chief of Police of the 

City of Los Aneelcs aOvised defendant that the telephone under 

n\d:>er p,j). 3-0747 was being used for the purpose 0'£ o.aldng 

appointc.cnts in order to carry on the pro.ctice of prostitution 

in violation of Penal Code Section 647 (b), :md requested discon­

nection (Exhibit 1). 

Cooplainant testified tMt she was a.way in the hospital 

-when her telephone was disconnected and th.-lt she 1s suffering 

froe a he.;u:t condition and needs to keep ~ppo1ntments with' her . 

doctor. 

Co~plainant further testified that she does not know 

of any unlawful use of her telephone 4nd she has great need for 

telephone service 7 and she c1id not and will not use the· telephone 

for.any unlawful purpose. 

A deputy city ~ttorney appeared and cross-exacinecthe 

cooplatnant, but no test1cony was offered on behalf of any l~ 

enforcecent agency. 

We find that defendant's action was basea upon 

:t'eason~ble cause, and the evidence fails to show that the tele­

phone was used for any illegal purpose. Cocplafnant is entitled 

to resto~ation of service. 

-2-



c. 7916 - rrre • 
ORDER -----

IT IS ORDERED that Decision No. 67394, dated June 16, 

1964, teoporarily restoring service to cocplainant, is oacle 

percanent, subject to defendant's tariff provisions and ensting 

applicable law. 

" the effective date of this 'order shall be twenty days 

after the date hereof. 
. ,~ 

Dat:cd, at _'_San __ Fnn __ clse_O ____ , California, this L day 
OCiOBEI'" _____________ ,1964. 

coCCissioners 


