ORIGINAL

Decision No. 69985
BEFORE TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

CHARLES JOHN ELLIS, | | | |
Compiainant, | Case. No. 8223
VS. E o |
J
PACIFIC TELEPHONE COMPM ;
a Corporation, .

Defendant.‘ | , i

Antonio E. Chavez, for complainant.
Lawlex, Fellx & Hall, by Robert C. Coppo,
for defendant.
Roger Armebexrgh, City Attorney, by
Michael T. Sauex, for the Police
Depaxtument of the. City of
Los Angeles, interxvemer.

OP INION

_ Complainant seeks restora:ion of telephone service
at 1901 South Pacific Avenue San Pedro, California. Interﬁm“
restoratiorn was ordered pending further order (Decision |
No. 69417, dated July 21 1965).

Defendant's answexr allages thac on or about May 24
1965, it had reasonable cause to believe that service_toV'
Charly tllis under numberi832-94686 was beiag oxr 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-disoonnect service pursuant to the’ decision in ‘




" .
>

C. 8223 - BR/GH*

| Re'Teleghone Disconnection, 47 Cal. P.U. C 853.

The matter was heaxd and submitted before Examine: |
DeWolf at Los Angeles on Octobex 7, 1965.
By letter of May 21, 1965, the Chief of Police of the
City of Los Angelee.advised:defendent that the telephene.unde:'
numbexr TE:2-9468,wes being,used‘to disseminate horse-raeihg,
information used in connectioﬁdwich'bookmaking in violetion of
Penal Code Section 337a, and requested discommection (Exhibit 1).
| Complainen: testifxed that he is the oPerator of a
restaurant at the above address; that a substantial part of. the
business is conducted on the. telepbone for take-eut ordexs and
telephone service is essential to operation of the-business.
| Complainant further testified that he knows o£ no
illegal use of che telephone- that he hae gxea; need noe.
telephone service, asd thet he did not and will not use the tele-
phone for any unlawful purpose. o
A.depueY'City'attorney appeared and cross-examined
tbe-cemplainant, but no testimony was offered on behalf'offany
law enforcement agency. “ o
We £ind that defendant's action was based upon
reasonable cause, and the evidence fails to show that the tele-

phone was used for amy illegal purpose.

Complainant is entitled to restoration of sexrvice.




IT IS ORDERED that Decision No. 69417, dated July 21,
1965, temporarily restoring service to complaivant, is made

pexuunxant subject to defeadant's tariff p:cnnbsicuu; and eucLstixu; ‘
applicable law.

The effective date of this orde: shall be twenty dayg
afte: the date hexeof. . g-,»l?tl
Dated at_ 52 fTencsd | california, this 'z 3
day of NUVEMBER

, 1965.
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