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ORIGINAL 

Decision No. 69985 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA" 

CHARLES JOHN ELLIS , 

Complainant, Case. No. 8223 

vs. 
) 

PACIFIC TELEPHONE COMPANY, ) 
a Corporation, ' ) 

Defendant~ ~ 
----) 

Antonio E. Ch~vez, for complainant. 
Lawler, Felix & Hall, by Robe:t: C _ Coppo, 

for·defendant:. 
Roger Arnebergh, .. City Attorney, by 

Michael T. Sauer, fox the Police 
Department, of.t1ie.City.of 
Los Angeles-,intervener. 

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

Complainant seeks. restoration of telephone service 

at 1901 South Pacific Avenue, San Pedro" California. Interim 

restoratiot! W~ ordered pending further order (Decision 

No .. 69417, dated July 21,. 1965.). 

Defendant's answer al12ges that on or about May 24, 

1965, it had reasonable cause to believe that service. to· . 

Cbarly Ellis, undex number 832'-946S,' was beiug or was to be 
.. 

used· as an inst:rumentality directly or indirectly to violate 

or aid .and abet violation of law, and tberefoxe defendant was 

required' to disconnect service pursua.t1t to' the'decis.ion in 
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Re Telephone Disconnection, 47' Cal. P.U.C. 853" 

The matter was beard and submitted befoxe Examtnex 

DeWolf at Los Angeles on Octobe:r 7, 1965,. 

By letter of May 21, 1965, the Chief of Police of the 

City of Los Angeles advised' defendant that the telephone under 

number T.E2-9468 was be~used to disseminate horse-ractng 
, ' ' 

infoxmation used in connection with bookmaking in violation of " 

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

Complainant testified that he is the operator· of 'a 

restaurant at the above, address; thst a substantial part of the 

business is conducted on the telephone for take-out ordexs:' and' 

telephone service is essential to operation of the. business,. 

Complainant further testified that be knows of'no 

illegal use of the telephone; that he b.aG great n~~d' fo~ . 

telephone service, and ~bat~c did not ~nd will not use the tele~ 

phone for sny unlawful purpose, 

A, deputy' city attorney appeared an~cxoss-ex8mined 

the complainant) but no tea.timony was offered on bebalf of any 

law enforcement agency. 

We find that defendant's action was based upon 

reasonable cause, and the evidence fa.ils to show· tbat the tele .. 

pbon~ was used for any illegal purpose. 

Complainant is entitled to restoration of service. 
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OR.DER - ....... -~ ... 
IT IS· ORDERED that: Decision No. 69417) dated July 21, 

1965, temporarily restorin.g se1:'Vice to complai:cat1t, is made 

pe;xmanent, subject to defendant'8 tariff provisions. and. existing, 

applicable law .. 

'!be effective elate of this oxcer sball be twenty days 

utex tbe date hereof .. 

Dated at ~ J;t'r~' , California, thi8. ___ ;:{_· _' J_~_J __ ~' 
day Of._N_U_V_tM_B_E_R_. __ , 1965., ... 
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CommISsioners 

COl:lmi::Oio.ncr FredoriCk' B . P.olob tf:: , 
.noeo~~Q.r1l7ab:ont ,A1A, :0: O,bo:t~g 

. • \,j, \,j" ~ ",. ~o.rt1e1 not ' .1.:l 'tho, d1zpoZ1 t!Oll 0# ....... . . P <t.. 
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