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Decision No •. _6_9_8_4_S_ 

BE!ORE THE PLTSLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

JOSEPH DREl",£R, 

Complaina.n~, 

) 
) 
) 

! 
Case No. 8197 

vs. 

PACIFIC 'IELEPHONE AND 
'IEI...EGa:APH COMP PJ.'N. , 

) 
Defendant. ) 

) 

Allan A. Sig~l, for complainant. 
:r..awIer,. Felix & Hall, 'by Robert c. Coppo, 

for defendant. 
Roger Arnebe:r:gh , City Atto7rney,. by 

Michnel T. Sau<'!r, for the Police 
Department of the City of Los Angeles, 
inte%vener. 

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

Complainant seeks restoration of telepbone serviee at 

4425.t Lockwood Ave:o.ue, Los Angeles, California.. Interim 

restoration was ordered pending further order (Decision No. 69264, 

dated June 22, 1965) .. 

Defendant's answer alleges that on ox about May 12, 

1965, it had reasonable cause to believe that service to 

Joseph Drey(!'X', under number 662-4.396, was being or was to be 

used as an instrumentality directly or indirectly t~ violate or 

aid and abet violation of law, and therefore defendant was 
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xequixed to disconnect service pursuant to ebe decision in 

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

The matter was beard and submitted before Examiner 

DeWolf a't Los Angeles on September 16, '1965 .. 

By le'tter of MA~ 10, 1965, the Chief of Police of the 

City of Los Angeles ~dvised defendant that the telephone under 

number NO 2-4396 was being used to disseminate horse-racing 

information used in connection with bookmaking in violation of 

Penal Code Section 337a, and requested disconnection (Exhibit 1) .. 

Complainant tes'tified that be is by occupation a 

painter and telephone service is essential in seeking 

'Work and 'to enable him to eB.rn a living.. Complainant testified 

that he was not arrested at the ttme of disconnection of his 

telephone and that all charges against his wife hs.ve been. d1s­

missed. 

Complainant further testified that be has gxeat need 

for telephone service, and he did not and will not use the 

telephone for a:ny unlawful purpose .. 

A depu'ty city attorney appeared and cross-examined 

the complainant, but no testimony was offered on behalf of any 

law enforcement agency. 

• 

We find that defendant's action was based upon reason­

able cause, .and the evidence fails 'to show that the telephone· 

was used for' any illegal purpose. 

Complainant is entitled to restoration of sen:iee.: 
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ORDER ........... -- ~ .... 
IT IS ORDERED that Decision No. 69264,. dated June 22,. , 

1965, temporarily restoring service to complatnant is made 

permanent; subject to defendant's tariff provisions and existing 

applicable law. 

The effective date of this order shall be twenty days 

after tbe date hereof. 

Dated.at Snn F:=;m03CO ,Californ!a, this :2..C?t!: 

day of, ___ O_CT_O_B_ER ___ , 1965. 

.. , .' ,. 

eut 

commiSsiOners 

Commissioner W~ll~ac Yo. ~o~e~~. be~ 
neeos~a~1ly abso:t. ~1d~o~ ~art1e1pato ' 
in t~e ~i$~o~1t1Qr. o~ th1s~~~co04~ 
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