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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

LLOYD SHARP,
Complainant,
vs. Case No. 793

THE PACIFIC TELEPHONE AND TELEGRAPH
COMPANY, a Corporation,

Defendant.
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Lloyd Sharp, in proprla persona.

EEw%er, Fe%ix & Hall, by Robert C.
Coppo, for defendant.

Roger Arnebergh, City Attomney, by
James H. lene, for the Los Angeles
Police Department, intervencr.

Q P INION

Complainant seeks restoration of telephome service at

8512 South Olive Street, Los Angeles, Califormia. tertm‘festora-
tion was ordered pending further order (Decision Nom_67508; dated
July 14, 1964).

Defendant's answer alleges that on or about February 25,
1964, it had reasonable cause to believe that service to Lloyd
Sharp, under number 759-5186 was being or was to be used as an
instrumentality directly or indirectly to violaﬁe or aid and abet
violation of law, and therefore defendant was required to discommect

service pursuant to the decision in Re Telephome Disconnection,
47 Cal. P.U.C. 853.




The matter was heard and.submitted before Examiner-DeWblf

at los Angeles on September 14, 1964.

By letter of February 24, 1964, the Chief of Police of
the City of Los Angeles advised defendant that the telephone under
number 759-5186 was being used to disseminate horse-racing informa-
tion used in cgnnéccion with bookmakiﬁg in violation of Penal Code
Section 337a, and requested disconnection (Exhibiﬁ 1);

Complainant testified that he is engaged in building
maintenance work and he needs & telephons o gdtiwork aad keep
in touch with the jobs, and he Zc cwey from home durin? tﬁe dey and
was not present when his sister-in-law wasvarreSted!for bookmaking.
Complainant further testified that he arrived home shortly‘before
the police left and that they did not take any Qritings or other;
evidence. -

Complainant also testified that he will not allow anyone
to mst his telspionme for any unlawful PUXPOSES.

Complainant further testified that he has no knowledge
of any wlawful Qse of his telephone, he has great need for
telephone service, and he did not and will not use the telephone
for amy wnlawful purpose.

A deputy city attorney appeared and cross-examined the
complainant, but no testimony was offered on behalf of znmy law
enforcement agency.

We find that defendant's action was based upon reaSoﬁable
cause, and the evidence fails to-shoﬁ that the telephbne was used

for any illegal purpose. Complainant is entitled;tovrestoratioh of

sexrvice.
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IT IS ORDERED that Decision No. 67508, dated July 14,
1964, temporarily restoring sexvice to complainant, is made
permanent, subject to defendant’'s tariff pro;risiqns and exdsting
applicable law. ‘ |

The effective date of this order shall be twenty days
after the date hereof. o

\ - :
Dated at i » Califormia, this 16 o
day of OCTOBER

~Commdssloners

' o ing
Commissionor William M. Bennott, bq
necossarily abseat, did not pe.rticv‘ipa'cq ‘
in the disposition of this .procoggd_.ng.. .




