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Decision No. / &/ 24~

BEFOZE TEE RAIIROAD COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

S. Carder Smith,
Compls inent
VS
San Diego Electric Reilway Com~

»any,
Defendont

Se. Carder Smith for Complaimant
Forrest L. Cobb for Defendant.

LOUTTIT, Commissioner:

QPINIQN

The complaint in this matter as amended alleges that
San Diego Zlecetric Reilway Company, defendant heroin, kas not °
complied with the terms and conditio.ns 0f Rzilroad Commission
Decision No. 13114, dated February 4, 1924, issued in Ap-
»lication No. 9095. By said decision the defendant company
was suthorized to a.‘go.n'd.on certein street car service in the
City of San Diego upon a number of conditions, one of which
was that the company would place in regular operation in
lieu thereof, a bus service over certain designated streets.
It was provided ir pert that such bus service should be con-
ciucted. over the following descridbed route: "From the inter-
gection of Bacon and Toltaire Streets, ea.sté-ély on Toltaire

Street to Chatsworth Bowlevard, and southerly on Chatsworth
Bouleverd t0 it intersection with Cataling Boulevard.®™ The
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compleint alleges that the company has failed to operate such
reguler bYus service over said route as required by sald decision
end an order is sought to compel compliance therewith.

| A public hearing in this matter was held in the City of
San Diego on February 16, 1927, at which time testimoxry, both
oral and documentary was introduced. Thereupon the matter was
submitted and is now ready for decision.

At the hearing in this matter attention of the Commis-
sion was called to the fact that in the issuaence of its Decision
13114 in Application 9095, it had iradwertently errocneously
deseribed the route of travel of the so-called "Voltalire Street
Bus Line", the route involved In thig proceeding, ang kah
deaoribc&. e much longer route than was intended. This Tact waas

evident from a esoreful examination of the decision and scertain
correspondence had between E. G. Methewson, Secretary of the
Radllroad Commission, and the Chief Counsel Xor dofendunt compary,
shortly after the issuance of snid Decision 13Y14 (Se«p Defendantts
Ixhibits "BT, "C", ond "DT herein). It wag evident that the
said order should have i-evc;uirea the regula.r bus servise "from

vhe Intersection of Bacon and Voltaire Streets easterly dn
Tolteire Street to Sen Clement Street™ rather then "from the
intersection of Bacon and Voltaire St;:ee‘t:s easterly.c-n Voltaire

Street to Chatsworth Boulevard and southerly oxn Chetsworth Foule-

verd to its Intersection with Catalina Boulevard™, ag in oot

described therein.

Subsequent to the hearing in this matter San Diego Zlectriec
Rellwey Company filed with this CommIssion a formal supplemental
application in Application 9095 and sought theredy an order from
the Commission correcting the abowe referred to error in the
decision theretofore rendered in the matter. The relief sought
was grarted, and under dste of March 14, 1927, this Commission
issued its Declsion 18074 altering said Decision 13114 by




redeseribing the seid Voltaire Strmeet Bus Tize as above :[nd.icated.
to conform to the true Intention of the Conm:.ssion. The
said Decision 18C74 further provided that ‘l,n all othexr resmec‘,s
the Commissiom's previous decisicn in so.:.d’ma.‘btﬂr should reme.m
iz £ull force and effect.
In view of the foregoing :facw, it follows that
the only fasue in this proceeding l1s wne\thzsr or 0ot the bus
service now being rendered over the Voltaire Street Lize, as
redegeribed in Dailroad Commission Decisio§1 18074, is adequate

. and in complionce with Railroad Comnission; Decision 18114.

‘me recoxrd shows that foxr som: time past defendant
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f company has meintained e regular ¢aily tus service over said
% route from appro:dmate;y 7 a.le ¢ 7 Duxe. g end is maintaining
such service at the present time. It further appears that
the conpany is rendering no scrvice in the evenings after

7 peme 20f it is in this respect thet the lcomplainont contends
that the service iz Insdequate and not a ';reguler" service in
conformity witlh the Commission order ismu}ad. in Railroad Com-
zmission Decision 13114. It eppeaxs that jthe night service

. over the line in cuestion was moirtained 1or a brief period at
o loss, and that 1t was discontimeed u@oniau‘ahority first odtained
from vhe City Council of the City of San 1§>iego pursuent to
the terms of the City Franchise Ordin.ancegu.ndxr waich the parti-
calar bas operation is coné.ucted. (San ‘.D:‘.eg?;o City Ordi.n:mcé
9515, epproved. June 10, 1924).

v appesrs that tke oxder contained in Raili'bad. commig-

sion Decfsion 13L14 did zot provide for a‘.. nlght. service over
the marticnler route in cuestion, ard therefore, thet the opera-
tlong of the fefendent company in regard 'bb the frequency of

service are not in violation of seid Decisiom. Furthermore,
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it does not appecr taxt the prresent seorvice is inadequate or un~
reasonzble. It follows, thereforé, that ‘.:hé couplaint in
this matter should be dismissed and the order will so provide.
The official records of this Commission show that
complainant herein, under date of Mereh 30, 1927, and subsequent
t0 the submission of this metter, filed a second amended com-
plaint in sald nmatter, alleging In substonce the sume faets as
were alleged in the first smended complaint. No additional
meterisl allegations zre mede in the second smended complaint,
and it therefore appears that it should also de disnissed.

OQRDZEIR

Compleint ond asmended complaintshaving been Liled by
S. Coxder Sufth sgainst Sen Diego Electric Redlway.Company alleglng
a failure by said Company to comply with certain conditions of
Railroad Commission Decision 13114 rendered in Application 9095,

d JWLie hearing having been held end the matter submitted, ana
the Commission mow being Lully advised in the premises, and of
the opinion that said complaint and amended complalnts should be
Gismisged,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the compleint snd amended com-
plaints beretofore filed in Case 2258 be and the same are hereby
dismissed.

The foregoing Opinion and Order are hereby approved and
oxrdered filed as the Opinion and Order of the Railrozd Commission
of the State of Californis.

VL
Dated ot San Franeisco, Cal;i.tw.nia., this / day of April,1927.




