
. Decision No ~ '69631 

BEFORE IHE PUBLICUTILI'rIESCOMMISSION OF THE StAtE OF CALIFORNIA 

) SELDEN 'W. CUMMINGS·) 

Complainant, ~. 
Case No. 8154 

vs 

PACIFIC TELEPHONE 

a corporation~ 

Defendant. 
) 
) 

--------------------------~) 
Selden TN. Cummin&!~ in propria persona. 
LaWlex, Felix & hall, by Robext C. CopP2, 

for defendant. 
Roger Arnebergh, City Attorney) by 

Michael T. Sauer, for 'the .Police Department 
of the city of Los Angeles, intervener. 

OPINION 
----~ ......... 

Complainant seeks installation of telephone service at 

4110 So. Figueroa St., Los Angeles, California. Interim restoration 

was ordered pending fuxtber order ( . Decision No. 6835S,. dated 

April 13, 1965). 
,. 

Defendant's answer alleges that on or about April 1, 1964,. 

it bad reasonable c&useto believe t:b&~ se1"'\d.c.e to Robert K1llra.m, 

under number ,AJ) 4-8567, was being or was to be used as an 1n-

. :.strumentality directly or iDOixe.ctly to violate OX" aid' and' :lbet . 

violation of law, and therefore de£enGA~ was required to d1sco=ect 

service pursuant to the decision in Re Telephone Disconnection. 

47 Cal. P.U.C.8S3·. 
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The matter was heard and submitted before Examiner DeWolf 

at Los Angeles on July 22, 1965. 

By letter of March 317 1964, the Chief of Police of the 

Cl. ty of Los Angeles advised defendant that the telephone under ... 

number 23~8567 was being used to disseminate horse-racieg :i.Xlforma'tion 

used itl connection with bookmaking in violation of Pena.l COde' Section 

337a) and requested disconnection (Exhibit: 1). 

Complaitlant testified that he is the owner of the building 

at 4110 So. Figueroa St.; 1:hat his former, tenaxlt has moved from the 

premises; that he deSires to, rent the premises to a new tenant to 

operate a thrift shop; and that the' prospective tenaDt has reqTJested 

him to secure telephone service. 

Complainant further testified that he has no knowledge of 

aDY unlawful· USe of the telephone by the previous tenant;~t he 

cannot rent ~he premises without telephone service; and that he did 

Dot and will not use the telephone for any unlawful purpose. 

A depu~ city attorney appeared and cross-examined the 

complainaDt,b'CIt no testimony was offered on behalf 'of any law 

enforcement agency. 

We find that defetldant's action was based, UpeD reasonable 

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

'for any illegal purpose. ComplaiDant is entitled to, service. 
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IT IS ORDERED 1:bat Decision No .. 68858, dated April 13, 

1965, temporarily restoring service 'l:;o eomplaix1ant, is amended to 

sbow that it is for the installation of new sexvice anel, as such, 

that 1t'1s made permanent, subject to defendant '$ ear iff provisions 

and existing applicable law .. 

The effective date of this order shall be twenty days 

after the date hexeof .. 

Dated at'_-..-.;Sa_DJl.;...;.,;Fra.n~clse~o:.-.._" California, this_,.' 3..0._.'S ... ,f ___ _ 

daYOf _____ !/t~~;;;;o.~rKt .. ' _' _, ,1965. 
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