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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

br/ep*

STANLEY B. MEDLICOIT,
. Complainant,

VS, Cése Nb; 8211

GENERAL TEZLEPHONE COMPANY OF
CALIFORNIA, a corporation,

Defendant.

Waltexr L. Kromeberger, Jr., for complainant.

Albext M. Hart, H. Ralph Sayder, Jr., and
Donald J, Puckett, by Paul A. Raymond, for
defendant.

OPINION

Complainant seeks restoration of telephone service at

915 Duncan Avenue, Maophattan Beach, Califormia. Interim xestoration

was ordexed perding further order (Decision No. 69355, dated July 7,
1965) . |

Defendsnt's answer alleges that on or about June 92, 1965, it
nad reasonsble cause to believe that service at 915 Duncan Avenue,
Manhattan Beach, California, under number FR 4-8600, was being or was
to be used as aa instrgmentality directly ox indirectly to violate or
aid and abet violation of law, and therxefore defendant was requiréd to

disconnect sexrvice pursuant to the decision in Re Telephone

Disconnection, 47 Cal. 2.U.C. 853.

The matter was heard and submitted before Examiner DeWolf at
Los Angeles on August 23, 1965.

By letter of Jume 9, 1965, the Sheriff of the County of Los
Angeles advised cdefendant that the telephone under number FR 4~8500 wes
being used to disscominate hoxse~racing informatior used in commection

with boolmaling in violation of Penal Code Section 337a, and
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zeqeested dicecmnection (Exhibiv i), Defendant notified thae subscribax
of diszormection (Exhibit 2)., Exhibits 1 and 2 axe attached to
defendant's answer on f£ile herein.

Couplaiaant tectified that thexe are no pending charges
against him; he was nst arrested in co:inect:z’.on with the disconnection
of his telzphone; he uses the telephone in his business as a plumber,
and he has two daughtezs in school.

| Complainant further testified that said telephone service is
necessary for the'welfare of his family, he has great need for tele-
phone service, and he did nmot and will not use the telephone for any
wnlawful purpose.

:There was no appearance by or testimony fxom any law

~ enforcement agency. |

We £ind that defendant's actioﬁ was based upon reasonable
-canuse, and the evidemcz £zils to show that the telephene was used for
aay dllegal purnpose. |

Complaingat is entitled To zestoratlon of sexvice.

QRDZIE

IT IS CRDERED that Decision No, 62355, dated July 7, 1965,
texpozarily restoring service to cemplainent, is made permencat,
subiect to defendant's tariZff provisions zad existing applicable law.

The effective date of this ozdex shell be twenty days aftex
the date hexeof.

Dated at San Francisco s Czlifornia, tais ZZDi
day of SEPTLIIBER , 1965,

Commizsioner Peter E. Mitchell, being
necessarily absent. did not participato
in the disposition of this proceeding.

Commissioner Georme G. Grover, being
necossarily abzent. 44 net participate
in the diszposition of this procoeling.
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