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Decision No. 68679 

BEFORE !HE PUBLIC UTILInES COMMISSION OF THE STAI'E"Ot:CALIFORNIA 

LOUISE E .. BARNUM, ) 
.) 

Complainant" .. ~ .. 

vs. 

TEE PACIFIC 'l'ELEPHONE AND' 
'l'ELEGRAPH COMPANY, A !Corporation, 

" 

Defendant. 

) 
) 

~ 
~ 

case, No:.8041 

__________________________ -J) 

Louise E. Barnum, in propria persona.,.'· 
LawIer, FeIix SCHall, by Robert' c. ,Coppo.~ 

for defendmle. 

o PIN! ON, 
--~--..--

Complainant seeksreseoration of telephone service ,at 
, . , 

1326 South Ridgeley Drive, Ap.l.rtment ,1, Los AngeleS:, cal:t£orri.:La,' , 
., . 

90019. Interiln restoration was orderedpending'further~~rder 
(Decision No. 68111, dated October 27, 1964). 

Defendant's answer alleges" that, on 'or about, March, '2~, 

1964, it had'reasonable cause to,believe thatserV~ce'to,Louise 

aarnum, under number ~ster 4~170S.,. ~f1asbeing or was,to::'oe used·.: 
'., , '. ,!:,. ....."., ': 

as an instrumentality directly or ind:Lrectlyto violateor:aid:-,' 
.. "' I'. . ," . '" " • 1 ' , • ~ • " ,. 

I " I' 

and abet violation of. law, and therefc;>re defendant:was re.quired: . 
. . . , 

to disconnect service pursuant to the:)decision'in Re Te'tePhone':' 

Disconnectio~ 47 Cal. P. U •. C. 853:.' 

'the'. matter was heard ,. and submitted· before Exa:adner' , 

De\.101f at Los: Angeles on January, lS, 19&.>: 

" 
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;. ~ c. 8041.-

By letter of February 27) '1964', the· Chief, o,fPo:lice ' .. ,' .. 
,.,' 

of the Cl.ty of los Angeles advised' defendant' that th~ telephone 

under number io1E 4 1705. and two extensions were- being. used~to>' 
. . .,.j 

disseminate horse-racing information used in connection: with" 
. ',,- '. 

bookmaking in violation '0£ Penal Code:: Section 337a,,: and:. reques.ted'; 
;1 "', 

disconnection (Exhibit:: 1). 

ComplaiDc'll'lt:test:i.fiedthat she is:employed"~s' a 
.' 

secretary; has a three:-year-old' ,son; requires' telepbo~e .. serv1~e in ' .... 
.. ,.' .' .':, ",. • ~, '~' h' 

eOnDcctiotl with her ~ployment: .lnd the' care of herfam:Lly'£or' , 

supervision a~d other !,necessities;. has '00 knowledge: ·~f·.anY·::f.ilega1 ' 

use of her telepho:cejr:has notbeeD charged with ~ny· offen'ses,,:tri'·,' . 
" ' 

connection therewith; and she d:td not ,andw:tllnotuse\ tb.e':tel~pb.one 
I " ',' ".", " '. ,;', ", 

for any UIlla'Wful purpose·., 
I, 
I' 

There was n? appearance by or testimony f':t'0many law. 

enforcement agency .. 

'"1.'''-

We find that defendant's action. waS:baS~d:upotl:"reaSonab'le ' 

cause ~ and the evidence fails to show that the telephone: w~s . used:.' 

for any illegal purpose. Complainant is enti.tled~to,~est:orat:i~n· : 

of sern.ce. . .. ,i 

o RD E~. ---,-,-.. 
IT IS ORDERED that Decision· No.' 68111,·· dated' ~ctober27, 

1964 ~ temporarily. restoring service to c::omplainant ,.is .' made-

-', ",,;' 
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·~c~ 8041, _ SW
e 

.'. ".,,' 

permanent. s'Ubjec:t' to defendant I s tariffprovis:i.o~ ,and'exi'seing>, 

applicable law.' 
. . . . 

The effective date of this or,der sball,be twenty days, ' 

after the date hereof. 

Dated at LM ATI~"'fes ' .. 
MAReK ~ '6 ' day of ________ , 19 5 .. 
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