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BEFORE THE PUBLIC trrILI'IIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE "OF CALIFORNIA 

CARL R. RASMUSSON 7 

Complainant, 

vs .. 

THE PACrFIC !ELEPHONE and 
TELEGRAPH COMPANY, a 
corporation, 

Defendant. 

Case No. 8174 

Forno and Lewis by A.. LewiS, for complainant .. 
Lawlex, Felix and Hal!, by Robert C .. Coppo, for 

defendant. 

O?INION -- .... -~-.-. 

Complainant seeks restoration of telephone service 

at 556 West lOath Street, Los Angeles, 44, California.. Interim 

restoration was ordered pending further order (Decision 

No. 69112, dated May 25, 1965). 

Defendant's answer alleges that on or about April 23, 

1965, it had reasonable cause t~ believe that service to 

Carl R. Rasmusson, under n.tJmber 756-6268, was being or was to 

be used as an instrumentality directly or indirectly to violate 

or aid and abet violation of law, and therefore defendant was 

required to diseOtlXlect servicepursuane to the decision in 

Re Telephone Disconnection, 47 Cal •. P.U .c .. 853". 
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c. 8174 

The mattex was heard and submitted before Examiner 

DeWolf at Los Angeles, on September 13, 1965. 

By letter of April 22, 1965, :he Sheriff of the 

County of lAS Angeles advised defendant that the telephone 

under number PL 66268 was being used to disseminate horse­

racing information used in connection with bookmaking in viola­

tion of Penal Code Section 337a, and xequested disconnection 

(Exhibit 1) .. 

Complainant testified that he bas had telephone sex vice 

for 25 years and is employed in construction work and telephone 

service is necessary in carrying out his duties and getting to 

his work. 

Complainant further testified that he was not 3rrested 

and has no pending charges against him. and that he bas great 

need for telephone service" and he did not and will not use the 

telephone for any unlawful purpose. 

There was no appearance by ox testimony from any law 

en£o:cement agency. 

We find that defendant's action was based upon reason­

able cause, ancl the evidence fails to show that the telepbone 

was used for any illegal purpose. 

Complainant is entitled to restoration of service. 
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ORDER 
-~...- ......... 

IT IS ORDERED that: Decision No. 69112, dated May 25, 

1965) temporarily restoring service to complainant, is made 

permanent:, subject to defendant's tariff provisions and ens,ting 

applicable law. 

the effective date of this order shall be ewenty days 

aft:er 1:he date bereof. 

day of 

Dated at San Francis<:o , California,:1:his /gn., 

OCTOS.ER ) 1965. 

"'.,.' .>. ~."~"'''''''~' ... ;. . ..,J 

" .. _ ... ~ 

cOCiiiissionexs 

Com=1ss1ono~ Peter E. ~tchell. boing 
neces~ly abzent. 41d not part1c1peto 
in tbe d1spo~it1on ot this procoeding. 


