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Decision No. 6~225 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISS!ON OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

LE ROY J. LAWYER, 

Comp la1..,an t, 

vs. 

PACIFIC TELEPHONE COMPANY, 
a Corporation, 

De fe:lGan t • 

) 

l 
) 
) 

~ 
~ 
) 

--------------------------------~ 

Case No. ;961 

leRoy J. Lawye= ~ in propr:i.a persona. 
Lawler, Felix & Hall, by Robert C. Cop'P.2" 

for defendant .. 

o PIN ION ----- ... --

Complainant seeks restoration of telephone service at 

22513 Berdon Street, Woodland Hills, California. !41terim restora­

tion was ordered pending further order (Decision No. 67680, dated 

Aczust 11, 196t:.). 

Defendant's answer alleges that on or about June 3, 1964, 

i~ had reasonable ca.use to believe thet service to James E. Berger, 

uncer number 347-3334 wa~ being or was to be used as an instru­

ment~lity directly or indirectly to violate or. aid and abet vio1a-

tion of law~ and therefore defendant was required to disconnect 

service pursuant to the decision in Re Telephone Disconnection, 

47 Cal. F.U.C. 853. 

The matter was heard and submitted before Examiner DeWolf 

3t Los Angeles on October 19, 1964. 
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~he C~ty of Los Angeles adv~$ed def~ndant that the telephone under 

numbe~ D1 7~3334 was being. or would be~ used to disseminate horse-

racing info~tion used in connection with boolonaking in violation 
of Penal Code Section 337a, ~d requested disconnection (Exhibits 1 

and 2). 

Complainant testified that he is a police officer at 

San Fernando, California, and that his wife is suffering a kidney 

disease which requi=es medical care and that his father-in-law has 

a heart condition which he,s become very serious so that telephone 

service is necessary at the home of complainant. 

Complainant fu=:her testified that he has no knowledge of 

~ny bookma'king at said premises and that he has taken steps to 

prevent the use of the telephone for any unlawful activity. 

Complainant further testified that he has great need for 

tele,hone service, and he did not and will not use the telephone 

for t:I,ny unlawful purpose. 

There was no appearance by or testimony from any law 

enforcement agency. 

We find that defendant's action W3$ based upon reasonable 

cause, and the evidence fails to show that the telephone was used 

for any illegal purpose. Complainant is entitled to service. 

ORDER ------
IT IS ORDERED that Decision No~ 67680, dated August 11, 

1964, temporarily restoring service to complainant, is amended to 
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show that it is for the installation of new service and, as such, 

that it is made permanen.t, subject to defendant's tariff provisions 

and existing applicable law. 

The effective date of this order shall be twenty days 

after the date hereof. 

Dated at _--"SAP_ ... Fr!l?,,-=.::e1aoo=-__ ;, California, this ~2i!. 
day of ___ N~Q"-IY .... E ... Ml!I;"IoE .... R~ __ ., 1964. 
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