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At your request, I discussed the above matter with Harold
Cehen, hseistent Ceneral Coungel, Pedersl Communic:tiong Cow~
mission., I zsked hiz whether the Comuission believes that it has
the pover or suthority to contrsl the uses to which telephone or
telegraph service nay be put by, for exauple, limiting the grant-
ing of mervice to operaters of certain types of ssiablishments
such z8 book-making or gembling houses. Hr. Cohen sdvised me
as follows:
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The Commission and its lega) staff have on ssveral occasions
in the past thoroughly looked into the question of what sorts of
contrel the Commission msy exercise in the foregoing respeets,
and hed come to the conclusion that, except ss noted below, they
have no guch suthority. The exception relates to suthority exer-
¢ised by the Commission durimg the wer by which essential users
&f telephone service were given a sort of priority ever others in
getting telephone service,

The Commission hsg no suthority to impose restrietions on
telephone uze. If, however, & csrrier (telephone company) should
include in 1ts tariffs & proserivtion agsinst the use of its tel-
ephones for, say, gembling purposes, the Commission wight be in -
& pogition to sid the earrisr in uphclding its teriflf. The Com-
misslon believes thet it would not be in sueh & position, however,
unlese the proseription contsined in ths teriff were in eid of the
enforcement of some Federsl law,

The Commission hes no suthority, even with respect to Federal
laws, to require carriers to insert sueh -rovisions in their tarifis,



