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Decision No. 68~42' . 
, "\> '. 

; , ·1 

BEFORE !HE PUBLIC' UTILITIES COMMISSION OF' ,'IBE "STAXE 'OF CALIFORNIA " 

David L. Tiller ~ 
~, 
~' " 

Complainant" 

vs. ) 
) 

California Water & Telephone Co.,) 
a corporation~ ) 

Case No-.. 80'53' 
(Filed'OetooerZ7 ~1:964)-" ' .' ' 

) 

~ 
Defendant. 

David Leon Tiller, in propria persona. 
Donald· L. Hirt, for defendant., ' 
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Complainant seeks restoration of telephone service' at, , 

524 East Foothill Boulevard,. Monrovia) Califo~ia. Inter:£fn" 

restoration was ordered pending further' order (Decisiori'No:,;' 6819&,_-' 

dated November lO~ 1964). 

Defendant's answer alleges that on or about, August_8~' 

1964, it had reasonable cause ,to' believe that serv:f.ce,tQ:'David: 

Leon Tiller, tmder number 359-2871,. was beingorwas't-o~-,used: 
,,0 , .',' 

as an instrumentality C1irectlyor indireetly to-vio.late O'raid 

and abet violation of law,' and therefore defendant was requ.ired' 
':,,,"", " 

to disconnect service pursuant to the-decision :luRe Telephone, • 

Disconnection, 47 Cal. P.U.C. 853. 

'l:hc tlatter was ~arci and. subm!tted beforeE?Cam:i:n~r .De'VTolf 
, , 

at Los Arlgeles,Califomia~ on Februaxy 25·, 1965~ . 
. " ',' ' , ", .' • • • ,. t" ',." 

By letter of PMlgust 3~ 1964, the Sheriff of', the. Countyo£;,I._V 
. ", " r~ 

.. >:;:\~ 
Los A:ogeles advised defendant that the telephoDe under.ncimber. 

359-2371 was beillg useel: to disseminatehorse-raeing,: inf~rmat:i:on us~d-. " 
• '. • \'" • j I " 
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ill" " 

'.. ~ ,," 'I " " ., , I " 'I ' , ',.,' , '. 

:in'COtine<::t1on With bookmaking itt violati.on ofPetiat Code:Seetiou 331a,: 
• ' , I • i .c-.i ' 

and reqUested disconnection (EXIiibit 1). ' 

Complai'Dsnt testified that he' is employed 1ntherefrige:a-
" . 

I: . ,. , '., _' ", . 

tion repai-r service, needstelepbone service to make calls; ',in .his 

wofk, for emergency service, and to" keep. appo1'Dtments at'the location', 

of repaii~. 

Complainant further' testified that' he needs.' the; telepbone:' 

to keep in touch with his family while working at various locations;. 

he has great need for telephone service" and· he did not .andw111 not' 

use the telephone for any unlawful purpose. 

there was no appearance.by or test:l.mony from,"sny law' 

enforcement agency •. 

We . find that defendant IS' action was' based upon. ,:reasonable. ' 

cause, and the evidence fails to sbow that the telephone: was. ,used "for, " 

any illegal purpose:. We conclude thatcompl~'1ti~nt is.' entitled .~o:,,: 
" . , 

restoration of· service. 

o R 1>. E R. 
~--- ........ - ' 

IT IS ORDERED that Deeisioll No. 68196, dated NovemberlO~ . 

1964, temporarily restoring, serv1cetocomplailla'Dt; 1s..made.pe:tmanetlt,. 

subject to defenda~t' s tariff provisiousa1ld: exist1ng·appli~~1>lelaw •.. 
"".,," 

The effective date of this: order shall be twenty 'days"'sfter: 

the date hereof. 

Dated ::at ___ San __ Fran_dse __ c) __ , Californ:f.s~, this' '··6a.:'day,:> 
of _---'Q ___ ~4 ... i"')""'-4~l....,'i I~_; " 1965 •. 

pt. " 
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