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Unsigned judgment and order in Teltronics case.

Pacific Telephone and Telegraph Company (PTT); Teletronics Company
of America (TCA); Jack Kranyak; John Reynolds; Bill Homuth; Donald

Simmones; Robert Klein; David Rees; David Autovon

Alan Rubinstein
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“as TELETRONLICS COMPANY OF

LAWLER, TELIX & HALL
CHARLES L. ROGERS
STEPHEN 7T. SWANSON
605 W. Olympic Boulevard

Los Angeles, California 90015
(213) 620-0060

DOIALD K. KING

CIHRATLD H. GENARD |

1010 Wilshire Boulevard

15th Floorx

Los Angeles, California 90017
(213) 621-3117

Attorneys for Plaintiff

THE PACIFIC TELEPHONE AND
TELEGRAPH COMPANY

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELIES

THE PACIFIC TEUEPHONE AND
TETEGRAPH COMPANY,

Mo. NWC 45558 \

QUDGHMENT AND THIUNCT LON
PlaintifFf,
-
VS.

JACK KRANYAK, doiny business

AHERLICA; JACK KRANYAK, X
irdividually; JOHN REYNOLDS;
BILIL, HOMUTH; DONALD SI1MMONES;
ROBERT KILJEIN; DAVID RFEES;
DAVID AUTOVON; DOES 1 through
100, inclusive, ROES A
through 0, inclusive,

Defendants.

N N N N N S N N St et e

WHEREAS :
Plaintriff THE PACIFIC TELEPHONE AND TRELEGRAPH COMDALY,
a corporation, by and thuvough its Attocnoys of record, and
defendants JACK KRANYAK, aka JACK COLE, individually and doing
business as TELETRONICS COMPANY 0O) AMERICA, BILL HOMUTH and DAV T
REES, having stipulated in writing in the above entitled cause

to waive a trial, findings of fact and conclusions of law, and to
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Serambler") or Lﬁe making ox giving.of any lecltures, talks or
other commﬁnications informing ﬁhe reader

(i) how to build, use orx avoid detection in
the use of any instrument, scheme or device which may be used bto
avoid any lawful chaxge [orx Fc]cphone segvicc, or

(ii) = how to interconnect any device to telephone
lines or instruments whore such interconncction is in vielation
of any applicable tariff of plaintiff or the American Telephone
and Teledraph Company on file wiLh thc Public Utilitics.cémmisuion
of the State of California or the Federal Cémmunications Commission
of the United States, or Build any such interconnection device

or avoid detection in the use of sane, or

(iii) how to modify telephone lines ox instrouments

where such modification is in violation of said tariffs, ox how

to avoid detection afiter any such modification. -

(b) The distribution or placing of apy and all !

advertising soliciting the purchase of any of the matevials i

referred to above.

(c) Making, manufacturing, using, copying, s2lling,
distributing oxr giving awuy any multifquuency geﬁcrator devicn
or other electronic toll fraud device intended to be used or
which could be used with, on or over plaintifi's telepliong

facilities, or with, on or over the telephone facilikios of any

telephone company, to make, complete or yeceive telephore oatiy;

(d) Making, copying, selling, digtributing, giviag
away, advertising or announcing the selling, distributing or
giving away of any drawing, sketch, photograph, paper, instructions
or description purportin§ to describe a multif;équency genevator
device or other electronié toll fraud device, or how to fahricate,

manufacture, build or operate such a device;
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" originator of the call.

(e) Divulging any informaltion reasonably calculated
to lead or which might lecad Lo the revelation of a description ov

the method of operation or the constrnction of a multifreqguency
4 L d

‘

generatér device or other electronic toll fraud doyléq} including
suggéstions where a description, sketch, photograph, design or othev
information concerning such a device may be obt&jncd or found, to ’
anyone other than plaintiff ox plaintiffjs attorneys;

(£) Divulging any information reasonably calculated
to lead or which might lead to the revelation of any mcthéd ér
scheme useful in |

(9)

to lcad or which

perpetrating telephone toll credit card fraud;
Divulgiﬁg any information reasonably calculated
might lead tO'thé revelation of any method orx
“scheme useful in

perpetrating the fraudulent use of public pay

telephones;

(h)

Divulging any informution reaéonably calculated
to lead or which ﬁight lead to the revelation of‘any nekhod or
scheme useful in the perpetrntion'of any sork of telephone Foll
fraud in addition to that referred to ébove, such as cauzing
person to be billed for a toll (or message unit ot multiwessac?
unit) telephone call not placed by such person or causing teleph me
-

charges to accumulate against a telephone number other than tlic

on which the call originated or other than subscribed to by the

2. Defendants, and cach of thch, are vresbkrained snd
enjoined for a period of three (3) yecars from the date of this i
Judgment and Injunction from publishing and/oxr distributing any .
all material (including, but not limited to, newsletters, periodi-
cals, letters, books, construction plans, or similar writings) oc
the making or giving of any lectures, talks or other communicaticns

which pertain to or have any connection whatsocver with the function
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or use of any telephone system, telephone instrument or telephone

cquipment, or nny.device which imay be attached thereto or wsed
in connection therewith. . : .
LT IS FURTHER ORDERBD, ADJUDGED AND DECREED:

1. Defendants, and eacﬁ of them, shall forthwith destroy
all coéies of material of the type referred to above iﬁ'thcir
possession or undef their controi. Defendants, and cach of then,
are further ordered to file with this Court, and serve upon
plaihtiff, detailed affidavits within sixty:(GO) dayé from the -
date of this Judgment and Injuuction certifyiné that such material
has been destroyed, spécificnlly idcntifying the destroyed material,
the date or dates on which dcs}foyed, specifying the mcans of
destruction and the persons involved in such destruction.

2. . Defendant KRANYAK, aka COLE, shall forthwith provide
to plaintiff's attoréeys a full and co%plete list‘(including niNac g
and addrvesses) of all known past and,pgcsént subscriber:s o or B
customers of TELETRONICS CONMPANY OF AMERICA and shall cerxiily hy
affidavitzfiled with this éourt and served on plaintiff witlin
sixty (60) days ffom the date of this Judgment and Tnjunckion tnst
he has done so.

3. After receipt by piaintiff's attorneys of the list
referred to above, plaintiff shall be entitled to send each nup-
scriber or customer the folloﬁing notice:

;IT IS-A VIOLATION OF STATE AND FEDERAL

LAW TO USE ANY INSTRUMENT, DEVICE OR SCHEME
TO OBTAIN ANY 'l'E[.l'll-‘H()NIé .‘.;ERV;I'.CE WITHOUT PAY-

. MENT OF YHE LAWFUL CIIARGES THEREFOR. IT IS

ALSO A CRIME TO PROVIDE INFORMATION TO ANY
PERSON WHICH IS USEFUL FOR SUCH PURPOSE. 1IN

MANY STATES, THE POSSESSION OF OR DISSEMINATION

~ ‘ . =5= . A ’ C—
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-OF PLANS OR INSTRUCTIONS FOR SUCH DEVICES
IS A CRIMINAL OFFENSB; -

"VIOLATIONS OF 'WHESE LANS hﬁH quOROUSLY
INVESTIGATED AND PROSECUTED. ACCORDINGLY,
YOU ARE URGED TO DESTROY ANY AND ALL WRlTTEN
ﬁATERIAL OR DLEVICE YOU MAY HAVE WHICH MAY
VIOLATE ANY OF WHESE LAWS.

"TﬂIS STA&EMENT IS BEINQ SENT TO YOU BY

ORDER OF THE SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA,

COUNTY OF I.OS ANGETS."
4. Plaintiff shali have and recover against defendants,
JACK KRANYAK, aka JACK COLE, and DAVID- REES, ‘and cach of them,
jointly and severally, and they shall pay to plaintiff, as
compensatory and exemplary damages, the sum of One Hundred Thousand E
Dollars ($100,000.00) by reason of their conduct complained of in
this action; providea, however, that execution of such money

judgment shall be stayed unless proof is first made, upon notijice aad’

M ek m— - © <

hearing, that either defendant has violated any provision of tliis

g e e —

Judgment and Injunction and plaintiff may then immediately execilo
the full amount of said money judgment against the defendant

adjudged to have violated any provision hereof; provided, turther,

e

that plaintiff's right to exccute said money judgment against such
defaulting defendant shall in no way preclude plaintiff fiom
secking to have this Court hold such defaulting defendant in

contempt or preclude this Court from so holding and impesing sch

penalties as this Court nmay deem appropriate, or preclude plaintiff

from seeking and obtaining such other legal and equitable relief

as may be just, or preclude the filing and prosecution of appropriatd
state and/or federal criminal proceedings against such defaulting

defendant.
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5. TFor the purporse of sccuring compliance with Lﬁis
Judgnent and Injunction, roprcscnﬁatiycs of pléintiff shall, Ffrom
time to time, after ten (10) days writien nopice to defendants'
attorneys, be permitted:

(a) Access to all bocks, lcdgerS,'abéounts, coxr¢s~
pondence, memoranda, customer or subscriber lists, employece records®
and all other documenis and recordds perﬁaining to TELETRONICS
COMPANY OF AMERICA. .Defendant KRANYAK, aka COLE, shall . maintain
such doéuments and records for a period of three (3) years from
the date of this Judgmcnt.and Injunctioh. l

(b) Without restraint or interference from any‘
defendant, to interview defendants, or. any of them, agents or

cmployees of any defendant, orx :nyone presently or formerly

~connected or associated in any way with TELETRONICS COMPANY OF

AMERICA.

6. Hattye Homuth, mothexr of defendant BILL HOMUTI, is
hereby appointed guardian ad 1i£em for defendant BILL HOMUTI in Ehe
within action. ‘

7. "This Court shall retain countinuing jurisdiction of

~ this matter for all proper purposes, including ahy request for

enforcement or modification of this Judgment and Tnjunction as

may appear just;

DATED: : . 1975.

Judge of the Superior Court




