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L. J. Uigrans' for Pie~=a6 Blanc~ 
Light Rouse. 

OPINION 

Mrs. G. Guerra, petitioner in this proceeding, is sole 

lowner 'of a. stlall telepho:lc cystem operating as a. public utility in 

and i~ the vicinity of the town of ~'bria., San Luis Obispo Co~ty, 

&one!. serving a.t the time ot thi: 

and !elegI'aph Company is maintained. to provide :public:: eervice to 

and r:om oU:D1~e pointe. 

f~= exceeds the revenue, that ~~t~on3 ~h:eate~ to order ~e1r te~e-

phones taken out it an increase i~ rates is attempted, that it is 

di!ficul't to em:!?lcy neceS03.ry l.o."o01" for ::lai::l~ena:nce a.::.d. operatio:l 

and that pat1 t ioner ! s unable to seC'J.::oe a purcl:l.:l.ser to take over 

the operation or the sy~te~ ~ origi~lly filed, the petitio~ 

public service. 



A hearing waa held before ~~i~er Wco~o~er at Cambri~. 

At this hearing, cO'UIlsel !or pet! tioner asked. for and wa.s gra.."lt·· 

cd pe~i~sion to ~end ~~e petition by aoking. in ~e event of~ 

denia.l, that the =ates be inc=eased sufficiently to justify tae 

oc:::-vice. 

~ri~ is loca.ted ~bout 37 ~ile3 northwest of San Iuio 

Obispo and about 15 :ilea from ~C03. the nearest town. !ae 

only present available wire co~u.""ica.tion with tAe outoide world 

13 by means of petitio~ers service and its toll connectio~ herein-

before referred to. About 20 of ,etitioner's pa.~ro~ appeared in 

protest against wi t~d.ra.wal of service, and. it appear.s ths t this 

protest is gener~l. None of those so protesting have p=otested 

to the Co~iGsion ~eainat the p~~ent of sufficient rates to jus

tify continuance of service and. all of those appearing at the hear

ing have signified. tAcir willingness to pay an increase it neees-

Petitioner has ~so expreosed willingness to continue if 

siven ade~~te rates. 

Petitioner's clai~ t~t the expense of operation far ex-

ccCds the revenue is ~ot fully supported by the evidence. It WOoS 

shown, however, that co~plete records of actual expend.it~res have 

not been kept and. it is ~ppare~t that the :ai~tencnce of the prop

erty hae been neglected. It is ,robable, therefore, t~t if the 

syste~ were properly :o.intained the e~e~ea of operation would 

at least e~al, if not exceed, present revenues. 

It is our opinion that ~ublic co~venie~ce ~d necessity 

.e~i~e continuance of ~elephone service ~itr~~ the territor,y now 

served. by petitioner's lines. It i3 obvious, of cource, tbat t~e 

ow:ler of this syste::. or s.::JYone else whose duty it is or :night be 

to provide cervice is c~titled to su~ reVe~~e3 ao ~ be neceo

sar~ to ~e its continuance ~ossibl!. ~e Commission is not 

passing upon a' queotion o~ =ates in this proceeding, but if the 
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