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Decision No.. 69665 

BEFORE '!HE PUBLIC U'IILITIES COMMISSION O'F TEE ST.m' OF CALIFORNIA 

S'IEV'EN BOARDNER 7 

's 
Petitione:, ) 

vs. 
) 
) Case No. 8158 

!liZ. PACIFIC 'IEi.EPHONE ~~. 
'I'EU:~R COKl?Al.JY,· a Cali
fo:nia corporation." 

Respondent .. 

~ ; 
\ 

.~ 
) 

Snyder & Gorct'-zeld:i .. by Abraham Gor;~=,-feld, 
, ...... 

for complail':Jlnt.. ". ~ 
Lawler, Felix & Hall ~ by A . .J. Kranom.an", 'J'r .. , 

for defendant .. 
Roger Arneberg.."1, City Attorney, by Mieh.:.el T. 

Sauer, for the Police J;,epart:o.ent of 'the 
City of Los tloUgeles, intervc:l.er, .. 

OPIl~ION 
_~ __ a-. .... '-''''' 

Complainant secks :esto:ation of telephone service at 

1652 No~th Cherokee, Los Angeles, california. Interim reseoration 

",.,as orde:red pending fuxther order (Decision No. 68906, dated· 

Apri1'20, 1965). 

Defendant 'sanswer alleges that on or about Februa't'Y 16·, 

1965, it had' reasonable caus~ to believe that service to St~len 

Boardner, under number 462-9621, was bei:g or was to. be usedias 

an instnanentality directly or indirectly to viola.te or aid and 

~bet violatio:l of l.s.w, :md. therefore cefcn&.nt we.s requi:'l:ed to 

.. 
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disconnect service pursuant to the decision 1D Re Telephone 

Disconn~ction, 47 Cal. F.U.C. 853. 

The matter was heard and submitted 

DeWolf at Lo,s Angeles on July 29) 1965. 

By letter of February 15, 1965, the Chief of' Police of 

the City of Los Angeles advised defendant that the· telephone under 

number HO 2-9621 was being used to d1ss~atc horse-racing 

information used in connection With bookmaking in violation of 

Penal Code Section 3S,7a, and requested disconnection (Exhibit 1). 

ComplaiDmlt testified that be is the operator of 4 

restaurant and cocktail bar duly licensed by the State of 

California; that he has great need for telephone service in the 

opera.tion of such business and for use 'by his customers .• , 

Complainant further testified that all charges against 

him 'Were dist!lisscd; he has no knowledge of any unlawful use of his 

telephone; he has great need for telephone service; and he did not 

.:md will not use the tele.phone for :my unlawful purpose. 

A deputy city attorney appeared and eross-exarndned the 

complainant, but no testimony was offered' on behalf of any law 

enforcement agency. 

vIe find that defendilnt' s action was based upon reasonable 

e.ause 7 .and the evidenc'e fails to show that the telePhone wa.s .used 

for any illegal purpose. 

Complainant is entitled to restoration, of service. 
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IT IS ORDERED that Decision No. 68906,. elated April 20,.. 

1965, temporarily restoring service to complainant, is ,made 

permanent, subj ect 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 :cos .AJlgeYe~ , California, thiS--::../..;..~_'~_, __ _ 

day of SEPiEMBER , 1965,. 

" "'''''",,, ',.-

cOiliiiiiSsioners ' 


