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,..,...--~---

In '~hi s proceeding ~\mo.sc. s. Bry~n 't, owner and opera tor 

o~ a telephone ~d telegraph ~yste~ com:only known as Bridgeport 

Telephone ~~d Telosra,h Co~pany, co~plains that the operation or 

an electric trcns~ission line fro~ Mill Creek Power House, ~eur 

:.zono L::!l~e, to Bridger>or't O-nd c.n electric clio tri bution system in 

3r1d5epo~t end viCinity by ~he Southern Sierras Power Company will 

co-use co=plain~nt's telephone and telesrcph li~e between Briegeport 

and ~ioga Lodge to beco~e a total loss. Co~plu1nc.nt prays ror an 
order of the Railroc.d Co~~ission, adjudging that this Cocmission 

"2::::.s no authori tjr or jurisdiction to c'lJI'rove the construction of 

s~id power tr&ns~ssion linesn and that defend~nt be directed to 

nre:::.ove its sc.id pOi':er tr~nsrn.ission lines be'~weon the sc.id Jordan 
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?l~nt ~nd Bridgoport." 

The Southern Sierras Power Company answered the com-

plaint, in general denying the ullegotions therein ~de. 

Public hearinGs were held in the proceeding on October 

29th and 30th, 1931, at Bridgeport by ~aminer Kennedy, when all 

interested parties were given an opportunity to appear and be 

heard and the matter \'7as sub:.:.i tted for decision. 

For more than thirty (30) years ~usa S. Bryant has 

conducted his telephone and telegraph business in Bridgeport, 

countJ~ seat of Mono County, i, .. ith lines extend1ns nortl'l to Cole-

Ville, California, northeast toward Yorington, Nevada, and south 

toward ~Io:.o take. All these lines are single iron wire circuits 

with ground return. The communication business of the community 

in the past has not justified a hi6h grade of facilities. How-

ever, with improvements Deing made in this area, the public will 

re~uire a better grade of telephone service. 

In DeCision No. 23966, in Application No. 17522, on 

August 17, 1931, the Comm1ssio~ ordered and declared ~that pub-

lic convenience and necessity re~uire and will require the exer-

Cise by The Southern Sierro.s Power Con:.pany of the rights and. 

privileges Granted to it bj" franchise under Ord1ntlnce No. 134 

of the Board of Su~ervisors of Mono County, California, in so tar 

as the exercise of such franchise is necessa~r tor the specific 

project outlined in the application and the construction by ap-

plic~nt of the electrico.l transmission und distribution lines 

necessary to serve the unincorporated town of Bridgeport and 

vicinity.'" 

The Co~~ission, on August 25, 1931, received a tele-

gram from ~asa S. Bryant stating that the operation ot the 

electriC lines referred to above seriously intorfered with the 
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use or his Bridgeport-Mono Lake circuit. In response to this 
advice the CO:mnissio:l., follow1ng an 1nspect:l.on a.."'l.d study of these 

cireuits by its Engineering De~artmentt on septe~ber 4, 1931, 

directed The Souther:l Sierras Power COl1lpany to de-energize its 

transmission line between Mill Creek Power House and Bridgeport 

for and during three half-hour periods, to wit: 8:30 to 9:00 A.M., 

10:30 to 11:00 A.M. ~nd 3:30 to 4:00 P.M., each and every day 

until further order of the Co~ssion. 

Much testimony was given at the hearing concerning 

the character or the communicat1on service over the Bridgeport-

~ono teke telephone and telegraph line betore the Bridgeport 

~ower line was built, ~s compared to that when the power line 1s 
Apparently 

the ~~e ~though no~e~ oou~d be used ~or servioe be~ore the power 

~1ne wa~ bu1~t and during the halt-hour ~eriods when the ~o"er 
line was de-energized •. The ene~glztng ot the ~ower line resu2t~ 

in increased nOise on compla1nantr~ ~1ne~ although messages are 

boing transmitted ovor sa1d line. 
The Comnission has directed The southern Sierras Fower 

Company to restore ~l twenty-tour hour service over its Bridge-

port distribution system, etfective November 16 t 1931. 
The Commission desired to have certain rearrange~ents 

made in the telephone and telegraph line and the electric power 

l1n~ necessary ror the furnishing 0'£ more a.dequate telephone 

and. telegre.!;lb. and. rull electriC service between r/~ono Lake and 

Bridgeport and vicin1ty and itc engineers made recommendations 

to the interested utilities to that ertect. The southern Sierras 

Power Com:pany agreed to cooperate wi tb. Mr. Bryant o.nd the Com-

m1ssion in carryi.:l.g out these recommendations, but N.r. Bryant 
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would not cooperate. Albert G. Cage, for The Southern Sierr~s 

Po~e~ Conpany, at the hearing reiter~ted the Power Co~nanyts , . 
agreenent to coo?erate as above stated, but on condition that 

~!r. Bryant ~ould. spend su~ficient noney to bring his line be-

tween B=iClge?Ort and Mono LOoke up to 0. reasonable stanc1..:lrd., in 

c\ccordo.nce i'Ti tl1 th0 o\.1Sceotions set forth by tl'le engineers or 
the Co~~ission. At the hearinG ~~. Bryant agreed to cooperate 

in this mc.tter .. 

rt is our opinion that the interested utilities 

should, as exped,l tiously as 10 ree.conably ,ossible, mQ,~(e the 

sU55e~ted changes and improvements ~~d bear the &pportioned 

costs thereot, as rcco~~ended by our engineers. 

7:e have rovieii"c<! the contentio::;J. ot complo'lnant t s coun-

sel thut this COIl'l!r..ission h~s no o.uthori"ty or jurisdiction to ap-

prove the COIlS truction of said :)oVl'er transmission line b et7feon 

':11e Scu-;horn Sie:rr3:; Povrer Corc.pany's Jordan Plant, 0:1 Mill Croo1'\:, 

and 3ridge,ort and find the s~~e to be 1.1t~out merit, ane after 

e caretul considcratic~ ot the record in this proceedine we are 
0'1: the opinion that the co::.plalnt should be dismissed. 

ORDER -- -----

This case being at issue upon complaint and answer 

on rile, hc:vi:lt been duly he~rd .::.nd 3'.lb:u1 tted, proper 1nvestigc.-

tion or the ::lO. tters involved ~:;.,'vin5 'been mc.de and basing this 

order on the findings of tact und concluzio:1S c6~t~ined in t~e 

opinion which precedes this order: 

IT IS l-IZP'::::3Y OP.DEP.ED tb.c.t the above entitled proccecl1ns 
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oe and the s~e 13 dis~issed. 

Dated at Sc.n Frc..::lcisco, California, tllis 3t1K day 

ot Nov~ber, 1931. 

C or.'..mi s s ione r s. 
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