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Decision No. 70859

BEFORE TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

ARTHUR H. FARQUHARSON,
Complainant, ST
P Case No. 8346 -
vs. S
THE PACIFIC TELEPHONE

AND TELEGRAPH COMPANY,
a coxporation,

Defendant.

Arthur H. Farqubharson, in proi:ria
persona. '

Lawler, Felix & Hall, by Richaxd L.
Fruin, Jr., for dcfendant.

OPINION

Complainant seeks xestoration of telephone sexvice
at 201 Santa Cruz Road, Arcadia, California. Interim festoration
was ordered pending furthex oxder (Decision No. 70341, dated
February 15, 1966). | B
Defendant 's answer alleges that on or about August 9,
1965, it had reasonable caﬁse to bélieve that service té'
Arthur H. Farqubarson, under number 445-2299, was being or was
to be used as an instrumentality directly or indirécﬁ];y- to
violate or aid and abet violation of 1a&, and 'théiefo:fe' defendé.ﬁt

was required to discomnect service pursuant to the decision in

Re Telephone Discomnection, 47 Cal. P.U -C. 853.
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The matter was heard and submitted before Examiner -

DeWolf at Los Angeles on April 21, 1966.

By letter of August 5, 1965, the Sheriff of the County
of Los Angeles advised defendant that . the telephone-under oumbex
445-2299 was being used to disseminate horse-racing information
used in conmection with booknsking in violation of Penal Code.
Section 337a, and requested‘disconnection‘(Exhibit 1.

Complainent testified that he is by occupation an :
outside saleeman and manufacturers' representative and uses the
telephone in the morning and evening for making business calls
to his customers, and such telephome service is necesSaty in his
work to enable him to earn a livelihood. |

Complainant further testified that he has no- knowledge
of any umlawful use of the telephone and ke bhas great need for |
telephope service, and he did not and will not use ‘the telephone
for any unlawful purpose. | |

There was mo appearance by or testimonyffrom“eny*law'
enforcement agency-. IR -

| We find that defendant's action was based upon reason-
able canse, end the evidence fails to show that the telephone
was used for any illegal purpose.

Complainant is entxtled to restoration of service.

IT IS ORDERED that Decision No. 70341, dated February 15,
1966, temporaxily restoring sexrvice to complainent, is~nedes"
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‘permanent, subject to defendant's taxiff'proviéioﬁSfandﬂei£Stiﬁgl
-applicable law. B |
The effective date ‘of ‘this" order shall be twenty days
‘after the date hereof. :
Dated 8t ___San Frapcisce , California, this / '5-/ ‘50
day of JUNE | 1966. |
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