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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OFZTHE” S‘mrs‘ OFCALIFORNIA

Decision No. 68437

SALVATORE L. DEMICELI,

vs. Case No.‘ 7616 o

| )
Copplainanc; | §
' )
3

PACIFIC TELEPHONE and TELEGRAPH COMPANY
a corporation,

Defendant-. o

Joseph L. Ventress, for complainant. ‘

Tawler, Felix X Hall, by John M. Mallex
and Robert C. Coppo, for defendant.

Roger Armebergh, City Attormey, by
Herbert Blizz and James Henry Kline,
for the Police Department ot the '
City of los Angeles..

Complainant seeks restoration of telephone semce at -

2 Surrey Lane, Rolling H:.lls, Cal:.fom:.a. ‘ Int:er:tm restorat:.on
was oxdered pendmg further order (Decis:xon No. 65409 dated
May 2%, 1963). _ o
Defendant S answey alleges that on or about April 17
1963, it had reasonable cause to believe: that service to
Salvatore L. Demiceli, under numbers 833- 5944 and’ 833-7777 wao -
being or was to be used a.s an mstrumentality d: rectly or
indirectly to violate or aid and- abet violation of law, and

tberelore defendant was requ:.red to d:.sconnect service pursuzmt 3

. Lo
e

to the dec¢ision in Re 'l‘elephone D:.sconnect:.on, 47 Cal. P U C 853.‘[._'7 S




C. 7616 - SU /jedx

The matter was heard before Examiner DeWblf at Los _
Angeles on November 22, 1063 Apr;l 17, and November 12 1964 anc”;c‘
was submmcced on November 12, -96A. :

By letter of April 15, 1963 the Chief of Police of che'
City of los 4Angeles advised defendanc that the, celephonesuncer |
aumbers 833-5944 and 833-7777 and five extensions were being used

to disseminate horse-:acxng,informatzon used in connection w*th

bookmaking in wviolation of Penal Code Sectxon 337a, and requested ?f

disccnnection (Exhibit 1). | .
Comp;ainant testxfled that ‘he has great need for tele—ﬂ‘
phone service at his ‘home which is: in a 1ocation not thickly
scttLeo and that he has two teIephone llnes there, ‘one 1n hls
den used as a busxness offmce and . the other in thc kltcben and
otker rooms used by his wife and two' daughtero age,l}\and.lad
years, respectively. Complainant also testified'that‘he,heé"
nemerous business matters requiring the use‘ofjhié telephoneeat
bhome; that he has taken beté for friends; thatihe ﬁa§:a¥fe’fed | «
and pleaded nolo contendere to one count, and that the other charges
against hin were dismissed. He denifed that he received any~money“f"
ox percentage for taxnng bets, and he. also dcnzed that hc used
his wife's telephone for any unlawful activity.
A police off*cer testxfeed that he approached the resi— |
dence of complaimant on.Aprml 14 1963, wich a oearch.warrant and  ¢1 _c
segrched thc premises; that he found approximately ten papersvwith,,>
six wagers on each ome which wexre betting markers, and whlle he
wzs on the premises the telephone rang,about six times and he

received one wager over telephone number 833-5°44




Complainant further testxfmed that he has not used the
phone for any betting for over a year and a half, that he has :
great need for telephone service and he will not use the~te1ephone -
for any wmlawful purpose. | o | o

Ve find that defendant's action‘wasebeéedtopon”tensonh oV"“
able cause; we further find that the evidence. discloSes complainant s }":
telephone Sexvice at 2 Surrey Lanc, Rolling HIIIS, was used for book-;}zsff
making purposes contrary to Iaw and should be dlsconnected. | -

ORDER

IT IS ORDERED that complainant s reqpest for restora-
tion of telephone service be denied and that the temporary interrm
relief granted by'Decxslon No. 65409, dated Mny 21 1963 is
vacated and set asxde._ | o o o
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that, upon the expxration of sixty
days after the effectxve date hereof complainant may file o
application with the utilicy for telephone service and that, if
such. applxcatxon.xs filed, The Paclfic'Telephone-and'Telegraph
Company shall install telephone service at complainant s residence -
at 2 Surrey Lane, Roll:ng Hzlls, Californxa, such. installatxon
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being sﬁbject to all duly authoriééd rules and " fe‘gulatiénslo_f B
the telephone company and to the exn‘.st:‘.‘ng‘applvi\c'éblé‘vv_laq.i}_‘ o

| The effective date of this order shall be twenty days
after the date hereof. S . S ‘

Dated at __ B Frana®® california, this ./t

day of /Qquz/. 1965. .
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