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'D'Rlnl~W!,r ,lOg ~~(..'>' . 
Decision No.. ,70527, 

BEFORE 'l'RE PUBLIC tJ'I'ILInES COMMISSION, OF THE STATE OF ciLIFORNIA 

HARom J.. STALLINGS:, 

Complainant, 

vs. Case No'. 8253 

THE PACIFIC,:'l'ELEPHONE,.AND 
tELEGRAPH COMPANY, 

a ,corporation,. 

Defendant. 

Joseph Too'Forno, for complainant. 
Lawler, Felix ~ Halr, by Orville O. 

Orr t Jr'., and Richard L.. Fruin, Jr., 
for, defendant. 

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

Complainant seeks restoration of telephone service at 

6751 case Avenue, North Ho,llYWoOd, California.. Interim restora­

tionwas ordered pending further order (Decision No. 69639, dated 

September 8, 1965). 

", 

Defendant's answer alleges that on or about June '14, 1965, 

it had, reasonable cause to believe that service to R.. Joo Stallings, 
.... ' .... 

under n~er 766-4494, was being or was, to be used as, an instru­

mentality directly or indirectly to violate or aid and abet,'viola-
, ' 

tion of law, ancl therefore defendant was required to disconnect 

service pursuant to, the decision, 1'0 Re Telephone Dis'connection".: 

47 Cal,. P.tT.C,.8.s3:: 

-l~ 
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The matter was heard and submitted before Examiner 

DeWolf at Los Angeles on February 10, 1966. 

By letter of June 9, 1965, the Chief of Police 0'£ the 

City of Los Angeles advised defendant that the ~elephones under 

numbers 'l:R. 7-3688, and PO, 6-4494 were being used todissem.inate 

horse-raeing infonuation used in connection with bookmaking; ,in 

violation of Penal Code Sec'tion 337 a, and requested disconnec-' 

tiou' (Exhibit 1). 

Compla.inant testified, that he is an accounearl1: and uses 

the telephone in his business to earn 3. livelihood; that his w,ife 

is under the c~re of a doctor fo~ a heart condition and requires 

telephone servi.ce;, that he bas gres.t need for: .'telephone service, 
, , I,' 

, " 

and he ,did not and will not use the telephone for any unlawft:l 

purpose. 

There was no'appearance by or testimony from'anY,law 

enforcement agency. 

We find that defendant's action was based: upon reason­

~ble cause, and the evidence fails to show that the telephone 

was used, for any illegal purpose. Complainant is ent:L~led to 

restoration of service. 

ORDER ----..,- .... 

IT IS ORDERED that ,Decision No. 69639, dated September 8, 

1965, temporarily restoring".scrv1ee to complainant, is made 
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permanent, subjec:t to defendant I s tariff provisions. and existing 

applic:able law. 

'!'he effective date of this order shall be twenty days 

after the date hereof. 

Dated at' San F.rn.nciseo: 

day ~f ___ ..;.;A;.;...P;.:..R';..:It:.::......-_--', 1966 .. 

, California" this' £7 

Comm1ss10ner Pet or !. 1i1tehell. bOing, 
, ncecs::;artl.y absent.. ~1d·not. ~rt1c1:pate' , 
1nthe d'1~:pos1t1on ot this. proeoo41ng:", . 

. " ;' . . ~. .' .' 
, , 
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