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70815 0.161111· Decision No. _____ _ 

'BEFORE !THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF'IBE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

J'ohn Hendel: son )' 

Complainant, 

:tBZ PACIFIC '!EtEPBONE AND 
l'EI.EGRi:.P:I COMPANY, & 
corpo1:ation, 

Defendant .. 

case No .. ',8330· ". 

Jobn Henderson ~ in propr1apuso't:3 ... u-.... ler ~ FeliX & Hall, by Richa-rd r.. 
Fruin a Jr. ~ for defenaatit. 

Roser ArUeber8h 7 City Attorney, by 
James H. Kline,. for the Police 
Department of the Ciey of, Los-
Angeles, intervener.. ' 

o PIN ION" ---_ .... _ ....... , " 

COQ?lafnant seeks restoration of ee1epno~e service at 

1211 SOtt"'"-..h Hob.tttt Blvd .. ,. Los AngeLes ,." California.. Interim ' 

restoration was ordered pending further order (ljeeision No. 70239', 

dated January 18, 1966) .. 

De£enda:lt r:;: answer alleges that01l or about Decen:ber 20, 

1965, it had reasonable cause to believe that service to J'obn 

Hetlderson~ under numbe-r 733-2560 ~ was being or was to- be used as 

a:1 instJ:;Umentality directly or ~di:rectly to' violate or aid'and 

abet violation of law, and therefore defendant was required to 

disconnect sern.ce purSl.la1lt to tile dce:i.sion, in Re Telephone 
" , 

Disconnection,. 47 Cal. P .U.C. 853. 
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c. 8330 bb* /GB.* 

The matter wa s heard and submitted before- Examiner 

DeWolf at Los Angeles 011 March 28-~ 1966. 

By let'ter of December 16, 1955, the Chief of Po,lice of 

the City of Los Angeles advised defendant that the' telephone-

under number 733-2560 was being. us.eel to disseminate horse-rac~ ~., 

'~-., 

~. "", ':~ '_~' ... ,;""',<'::::~~A 
information. used in cOtl1lection with bookma1d.ng in v.i.olation:·of····~; .. ' 

.:.!' . 

Penal Code Section 337a, and requested· disconnection (Exhibit l).·~; 
Complainant testified that be has· grea·t·need .£or~ telephone 

• 'Ii .. 

service because be bas :l heart cond1t1onhe has three s~ll , . 

children and his wife is ec:ployed in Culver City. 

Complainant further testl.fied: that be did: not and will 

not use the telephone for any uul.3wful purpose'. 

A deputy city attorney appeared and cross-examine<! the 

complainant, but no testimony was offered on behalf of any: law 

enforcement agency. 

We find' that defendant t s. action. was based upon. reasonable 

cause, and. the evidence fails to show that the telepbone was used I 

. I 

for any illegal purpose. 

Complainant' is entitled to restoration. of service. 

IT: IS ORDERED :ehat Decision No. 70239',. dated January 18,. 

1966~ temporarily restoring. service to co1nplainaut~ 1smade 
, .. I, 
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pe%m8De.D.t~· subject to de£endaUt~s ta:1ff provisions and. eXisting 

applicable law. 

the effective date of this order shall be twenty days 

after the date hereof .. 

Datecl at San' Frcelsco 

day of. ___ "_J_U_NE~ __ ~ 1966~ 

_ ..... ' ',,,",. -< .,' 

", ... _",:., ... ...,. .... , .. 
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, C&11fonua, this'· t'~ 
. " 

commISsioners 

Comm1s:1one:r William M;' :e:e.zme'tt.,.~~ 
necessarily abs:ont. ~i~· !lot. ~~cipa:te 
1D the. d1spos1'ti:on ot· th1:s:pro.eoeding;';· 

,1""- ".," 

~; .. ,. ,,,,:t- e
' 

j ". '(: ~:.,':, .... _ .... 


