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Decision No. 71822 

BEFORE tHE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF tHE STAtE OF CALIFORNIA 

ARTHUR H. JOLLY, 

Complainant, 
Case No. 8503 

vs. 

THE PACIFIC TELEPHONE 
JINI) TELEGRAPH COMPANY, 
a corporat~.on, 

Defendant. 

Arthu~ H. Jolly, in propria persona. 
Lawler, Fe!ix & Hall, by Richard L. 

Fruin, Jr.~ for defendant. 
Roger Arnebergh, City Attorney, by 

Cha=lcs E. Mattson, for the Police 
Department of the City of Los 
Angeles, intervener. 

OPINION ______ -..11 ____ 

Compl&inant seeks restoration of telephone service at 

11057 LeMay, North Hollywood, California. Interim restoration 

was ordered pending further order (Decision No. 71201, dated 

August 23, 1966). 

Defendant's answer alleges that on or about August 10, 

1966, it had reasonable cause to believe that service to Arthur H. 

Jolly, under n~ber 762-77l9, was being or was to be used as an 

instrumentality directly or indirectly to violate or aid and abet 
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violation of law, and that defendant was required to disconnect 

the service. 

The matter w~s heard and sub~tted before Examiner 

DeWolf at Los Angeles on November 4, 1966. 

By lc'tter of August 8, 1966, the Chief of Police of 

the City of los Ansel~s advised defend~nt that the telepho~e 

under number 762-7719 was being used to disseminate horse-racing 

information used in connection with bool~lk1ng in violation of 

Penal Code Section 3373, and requested disconnection (Exhibit 1). 

Co~p1ainant testified that his wife is seriously 111; 

that his ~~ther-in-14w is over the age of 87 years; that each 

requires mCGical attention; and that telephone service is 

necess~ry in obt~ining it. 

Complainant further testified ,that he has great need 

for telephone service, and h~ did not and will root use the 

telephone for ~r.y unl~wful purpose. 

A deputy city attorney appe~red and cross-examined 

the compl~inent, but no testimony WgS offered on behalf of any 

law enforce~ent ager.cy. 

We find,' truat the, evidence fails to show that the tele­

phone w~s used for,any illegal purpose. Complainant is entitled 

to restoration of service. 

O',R D E R , - -.-- --
IT IS ORDERED that Decision 'No. 71201, daced August 23, 

19~6, temporarily restoring service to complainant, is made 
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permanent, subject to defendant's tariff provisions and existing 

applicable law. 

The effective date of this order sball be twenty days 

after the date hereof. 

Dated at'_-.:;;Sa~n;..Fra~n_~;...seo~ __ ) California) this_~ __ _ 

day of __ J_A_NU_A_R_Y __ 

.J /'/ ~. ___ ,.~~_." 

... : ' . ',. 

coiiimlssioners 
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