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·ORIGIIAL': 
Decision' No. 69986 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STAlE OF CALIFORNIA 

LOUIS D. STEWART, . ) 

Complainant, 

VS. Case No. 8227 

PACIFIC. TELEPHONE AND 'IEI.EGRAPB. 
COMPANY, a corporation, 

Defendant •. 

Louis D. Stewart, in propria persona., ~ 
Lawier,Felix &'Hall, by RobertC.Coppo, for 

defendant. 

o p' I N ION _ .... -- ......... - ... 

Complainant seeks restoration of telephone service at ' 

3828 Arlington Avenue, Los. Angeles, California. Interim restoration 

was ordered pending further order (Decision No. 69437, dated 

.july 27, 1965). 

Complainant alleges in his complaint that on or about 

July 15, 1965, his telephone facilities were removed and discon­

neeted pursuant to instructions from the office of the Los Angeles 

CountY' Shcriff. 
, , 

Defendant's answer alleges that on or about August 6" 1965, 

it: had reasonable cause to believe that service to Louis D. Stewart, . 

under n1.mlber 295-1049, was being or was to be used as an ins,trument­

ality directly or indirectly to violate or aid and abet violation 

of law, and that defendant having reasonable cause was, but for 
\ receipt of the order granting intertm relief, requiTed to disconnect l 

service pursuant to the decision in Re Telephone Disconnection, 

47Cal .. P.U .C.853,. 

The matter was heard and submitted before Examiner D~Wolf 
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at Los Angeles on October 7, 1965. 

:By lettex of August 6, 1965, the Sheriff of the County 

of Los Angeles advised defendant that the :elephone under number 

AX. 5-1049 was being used to disseminate horse-racing information 

used i~ c~nncction with bookmaking in violation of Penal Code 

Section 337<1, a,:"d req1.lested disconnection (Exhibit 1). 

Complai~nt testified that be is· employed as a cement 

finisaex by ~~ree diffezent eont:aeto:s and ~epends upon the 

use of his tclepbone to maint.c.in his emr>loyment; thet Cotl­

plain:mt's wife is a diabetic and suffe:s f:rom heart trouble 

~d needs the telephone to summon or communicate with her doctor. 

Complsinant r~rthex testified that he has no ~Nledge 

of any unlawful use of the telepbone;. that he h.aGgreat need fer 

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

for any unl~~ful.purpo$e. 

There was·· no appea'rance by or testimony from any law 

enio:rcement agency. 

We find th~t defendant's ~ctio~ was based upon reasonable 

c~usc~ and the evidence fails to show that the telephone was 

used £0:: any illega.l purpose., 

.Co~lainant is entitled to restorationo:·service~ 

o R D, E R· 
~-- ...... -

IT IS ORDERED that Dec1sion No. 69437, datee: July 27, 

1965,· tempora:ily res.toring se:vice to complainant, is made 
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permanent 1 subj ect to defendant's tariff provisions and ens ting . 

applic.;:.ble law. 

The effective date of this order sball be twenty days 

after 
'" d £ _1. -, ~ .. ~ . wtl.te 3t. _____ ...;..;._1 Cali ornia

1 
UJis. ___ ~...;....,,;,",--__ 

day of, __ N_10_VE_M....;;,B..;;.;ER;,;..· _, 1965 .. 

.. 
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