ORIGINAL

_ DecisionNo.___¢0974
BEFORE. THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

' Essie Robinson,

‘ S vs. : Case No. 8362
 THE PACIFIC TELEPHONE AND

" TELEGRAPH COMPANY, a

 corporation, |
. Defendant.

‘Essie Robinson, in propria persona.
Lawlexr, relix &fHalé,fbydzichard L.
Fruin, Jr., for defendant.
Roger Armebexgh, City Attorney, by
- Allan V. Schwartz, for the Police
Department of the City of Los Angeles,
intervenex.

ORINION

| , Coﬁplainant seeks restoration of telepbone sexvice
at 944% East 42nd Stxeet, Los Angeles, California. Interim
restoration was ordered pending further order (Decision
No. 70444, dated Maxch 15, 1966).

~ Defendant's answex alleges that on ox about
' February 28, 1966, it had reasomable cause to believe that
‘service to S. E. Robinson, under number 235-2789, was being
~or was to be used as an instrumentality directly ox indirectly
‘to violate or aid and abet violation of law, and therefore

‘defendant was required to discomnect service puzsuant te the

’décﬁiibn in Re Telephone Disconmection, 47 Cal. 2.U.C. 853_.
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The matter wes heard and submitted before Examiner
DeWol£ at Los Angeles onm May 16, 1966.

By letter of February 25, 1966, the Chief of Police
of the City of Los Angeles advised déféndant thet the telephone
under numbex AD-52789 was being used to disseminate horse-racing
informat;on.used in comnection wmth bookmaking in violation of
,  Ponal Code Sect;onv337a and requested disconmmection (Exhibit 1).
| ‘Complalnant testified that she is 2 douwestic day worker
‘  employedby-varibqs pexrsons at différent locations; that telephone

*service,is'necessary to eneble her to make 2nd kccp7appointments;

'  _tﬁat she was away at work on Polm Drive in Beverly Hills when
.her telepnone was discomnected and has no knowiedge of any
111egalﬁusc of her telepaone; that she has not authorized any
| ‘unlawful use of her telephone and she did not and will not use
 the telephone for eny unlawful purposc.
A.dcputy city ~.t:t:c:u.'m:y appeared and cross-examined
5[§fthc complaxnant,_but no testxmony was offered on bcualf of
- any 1aW'cn£orcement agcncy.
T e find that defendant's action was based upon reason-
ablc .cause, and the evidence fails to show tnat the telcpnone
_was uscd fbr any 1llcga1 purpose.

Comnlaxnant is entitled to restoration of service.
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QRDER

IT IS ORDERED that Decision No. 70464, dated Maxch 15,
| 1966, 'tempo:a:ily restoring service to complainant, is-made
permanent, $dbject to defendant's tariff provisions and existing
“applicdble law.

The effective da.te of this ordexr shall be twenty days
after the date he:eof.

| Dated at_ San Francsco , Californfa, this /7’4»
day of____JULY | 1966.

Pxesmdent
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Commisslonexs

Commissioner Peter E. Mitchell, being
necessarily absent, 4aid not participate
sn the disposition of this proceeding.




