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'BEFORE TEE PUBLIC UTTLITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Decision No. 69988 |

LOULS D. STEWART,
| Complainant,
vs, | | ~ Case No. 8227

PACIFIC TELEPHONE AND TELEGRAPH
COMPANY, a corxporation,

Defendsnt.

Louis D, Stewart, in propria persona. 5
Lawler, Felix & Hall by Robert C. Coppo for
defendant.

OPINION

Complainant secks restoration of telephone aervice’atf
3828 Arlington Avenue, Los Angeles, California. Interim restoration
was ordered pending further order CDecision No. 69437 dated
July 27, 1965). N |

_ Complainant alleges im his compiaint‘that.on or abontv

July 15, 1965, his telephone facilities were removed and discon-
nected pursuant to instructions from,the office of the Los Angeles
County Sheriff

Defendant S answer alleges that on or sbout August 6, 1965
it had reasonable cause to believe that sexvice to Louis D. Stewart,
under number 295-1049, was being or was to be used as an instrument~
ality directly or indxrectly to violate orx aid and abet violation
of law, and that defendant having reasonable cause was, but for
receipt of the‘order'granting interim relief, required to discomnect l
sexvice pursuant to the deeision in Re Teleghone Disconnection,
47 Cal. P.U. CA 853

The matter was heard and submitted before Examincr Dewolf




C. 8227 - B /ds *

at Los Angeles on Octobexr 7, 1965.

By letter of August 6, 1965, the Shexiff of the County
of Los Angeles advised defendant that the telephone under‘numbef
X 5-1049 was being used to disseminate horse-racing inmformation
used ir coumection with boolkmaking in violatioo‘of Penal Code
Section 3272, and reques;ed'diseonnection (Exhibic 1).

Complainant testified that he is employed as & cement
£inisner by shree differenz eootzactors and depcods upon the
use of his telephone to maintain his employment het*com-
plainant's wife is a disbetic and suffers £xom heart trouble
aad needs the telephonﬂ £o Summon or communzcate with her doctoz. -

Compled nant further testified that he has 1no knowledge
of any unl&wful use of the telcphone that ne has great nced fer

telephone servzce, and he did not and will not use the telephone

for any unlawful ou:pose

There was no appearance by ox tectimony fxom any law |

enfozcement agency

We £ind . thet defendant s actior was based upon reasonable
cause, and the evldence failo to shew thet the telephone wes

used for any 1lleoal purpose.

Comolamnant is entitled to restoration of service.

IT IS ORDERED that Decision No. 69437, dated July 27  5?

1965 temporarily restor;ng,se*v;ce to complalnant, is made

-
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- pexrmanent, subject to defendant's taxiff provisions and existing

applicable law.

The effective date of this order‘shall'beltwenty days

‘after the date hereof.

Dated at__ 58 Francisco , California, this L 3’-“-‘Q |
NOVEMBER

- day of

. President
i - “tézj‘“

Commissionexs

Commissioner Frodorick B;:H6Ibbbfrﬁ boing
nocessarily absent, d1d not: participate -
in the d;spositipn’otfthis,procqeding,«-




