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In the atter of the Lpplication of

GZEQRGZ C. COVART Tor 2 cextiliczte of
pudblic convenleznce and nececsity to operate
Zn ouvomodile stage line For the transnor -
tation of pascengers, bvaggage, freigat

and express Tor compensation between
Pacillic Crove, Cormel, Carmel Idssion,

and the Jjumetion of the Lonteroy-Jzmesbhurg
Cownty Road with the Coast Zigewey, a=d.
intermedlate poizts. :

Lpplication
N0.16570
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Zarry L. Sncell, Tor Lip:

» ~rs
Et ko il&élim,

STEZVENOT, Cormissioner -

O2IWION on RTHTLRTNG

Z7 Decizion TNo.23030 the Radilrozld Comzi

George C. Cowext o certificate of pudblic

authorizing aim to operate an suvomotive
Tor the transportation of passengers, bhaggese and oxpress between

Poclfic Grove and the Iintersection of Coast =i

road, & point approxinmately one mile costerly of Carmel
H - - g

t0 the following zesiriction:

"2= That 20 loczl scrvice may be perforzed detweon

the CLty of Pacific Grove, on the one hand, and the
intersection of Dacific Grove~Carmel highway and
Zonterey~Carmel highway, and the intersection oF Rio
2o0ad and the Carmel-Con Simeoz Coast Zigaway aad
intermediave points, on the other hand. Nelither may ony
Llocel scrvice be given between wae intcrsectiozn of
Qacilic Grove-Carmel Zizhway and Monterey-Cormel

Zigaway, and the intersection of Ri0 Roal =zé&.the
Carmel-San Simeon Coast Zighwoy and intermediate poiznts.”

applicant 2iled a Tek
Jamuery 135, 193L, <he

rchearing.




i renearing was held at Pacific Grovo,rurther‘eviéence teken
and cn order of submissiozn made, councel Lor both opplicant and
protestant stipulating that the roco:d.made at the original hooxr-
ing be made part of the pboceedings on rehoearing. L% %he rokeor
ten new witzesses were heaxrd oz pehall of aprlicant. LOns Yhe
Witnesses were the e Yaoyor of Pa‘iric_Grove, 2 ho%el manager of
Coxmel., several mercuants and realiors, representatives of civie
orgenizations and otaers of veryling intereszts in the terxitory

40 e scrved. Taree petitions sigrmed by'147,p-rsons
iavolved and urging vae Cormiss ion 0
plica iom, were admitied in evidence.  There

tted in evidence & resolution a ogtea »y the Zoard

ing

of Dircctors ol the Cacmbexr of Commexrce of Pacific Grove supporting

 the Cowez% application, also 2 :csolution adopted by the Civy
Council of 2acilic CGrove approving sald application.

Tae tﬂstﬁnony of the witnesces called by applicozt at the
renearing was v vao“offect that tae sexvice provosed was required
'oy public convenience and necessity. | Zeek voiceaka dosire Tor
o through sorvice between Pacific Grove and Carmel and Cormel
Yission, and each was of the opinion that the zew road betweezn
the two comrunitlies should be made avallabvle to the public wrough
the esheblishzent of o public trazmsportation service over it.

The proposed route, they declared, wWas highly scenic, more dlirect

thon the Touve between Pacilic Grove and Czrmel, via Xonterey, and

-

a 1inx in tkac hlghwey system of tho county whica should-ﬁe
utviliized for the advanccmcnt of buszizess and ,oc*“";ntercou:se
between the 6000 moople of Pacific Crove and %he 3000 people of |
Carmel. The witnescos testified taet the Carmel- Dacific

Grove texzitory is an aroa atiractive %o tourists end, in their
opinion, would be cre atly benofited vy tuc 2dditional service o=
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4% the rehearing one pudlic witness, W. G. Gould, was czlled
b:f protestant. e te'szii‘ied that in 2is opinion tue go_pésed.
service was 2ot a zeceszivy but o convenience. It was stvipulated
that tho testizmony of soix other witnesses Qroposed'to be called by |

protestent would be the scme as that of Gould.
Appilcant Cowart called by wrotesvant testified %h
purchase at least 4wo cers for +the sorvice i gre
and esvtimated the cost of operatiorn at 25 cexnts a zmile. EZe fwrther
cstinmateos vhat patronege vovaling 120 y»asceagers daily would be
availabie during a.large yaz-t of +vho yoor.
On his own bé‘aali‘, Lo Je Lzzon, oze of the proprietors of '}
Rapld Transit Company, »rotestant, testified that te ommed 16
pieces of eculpment, representing 2on 1:.ves‘gment of $100 _,OOO ., Walcekh
Be uses iz the pudlic sorvice on the onterey Peninsula; that over
& period of :}'ea.rs Re had carelully studied ‘o public traasportation
needs of'thc Doninsula and was prepared 0 mect any demands. EHe
sald he was now giviag all of the service between 2acilic Grove
and Carmel, by his route vie Monterey, required, and wos of the

opizion that the tralfic antlcipoted by applicant Cowart would

1ot be available for‘some time 4o come.  Ze stated thaat he expect-.
od direct operation over the new road as proposed by applicant
Cowert would result Iz the 10ss Yo 3zy Repid Transit of ell its
Pacific Grove-Cormel treffic, which he ostimated ot approximetely
ten mreent of A traffic czeck suwmitvod by 2im
(Exhibit No.7) skhowed that o7 Rapid Trazsit Compeny tranc-
voTted 2584 passengers mOnthly between Momierey and Cozmel; 2’737

in 1929; 2738 in 1922 and 2700 in 1927. The daily aveﬁ:age Tor

the szame years, respectivelj', was 43, 90, 91 and 90.

Xone of the witnezsses complained ¢f the general cervice given
by vhe Bay Replid Trexsit Company. They 4id nov q:.estibn its
adequacy and efficlency between Paciltic Grove and L:onte:-ey; all of
tae eritici=zn being directed towards the change of buses at
‘Monterey réquired oz the trip betwoen Pacilic Grove and Cormel via
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onterey on %the 3oy Ranid Transzit 0qmpany schedules. = They also
objected to tne Tacet that on several of the schedules connectlion
Tor Carmel was nov provided, compellizng & lay over.
Moson testified that with prover connection thé'aé :
schedules make tae trip in 22 minutes. 1eson also tosil ’
‘1o complaints had beer made To hiﬁ.regarﬁiag toe change of duses

N
at fonterey Tor Carmel. 2e Yime schedule submitied b& appii-
cant Cowart chows that o 4rip frox 2acilfic Grove o the Coast

Zighwey Junction, named as ais other termingl, takes 35 m;nutes.
Trom the towz ceater of cach texminal there appeors to be Little
difforence in vize. e mileage over the %wo :outes; however,
ig shorter via tho dlirecet higaway.

after o thorough review of all the evidence 1n this procecding,
including taat addnced

that public convenience amnd necessity does nov recuire the

service proposed 40 de esvovlishe 55 : Trere 1s notaing
iz the record %o show that the traffic anticivated by applicant
will maserialize, exnd walle undoubtedly %he 20w service would prove
o convenlence %o many, there exisiz 20 neecd for 1% at tais
The exizting carrier, Bay Rapid Transit Compeny, is giving
sorvice betweern Facific Grove and Carmel. 7o divert axny
matericl part of the Yraffic availshle would diminish an income
not'any 200 large to an exvent thav wbuld zoon be reriected‘in the
sorvice. There is zmotking gn tac record to show That protesitant.
Bay'Rapid Transit Comnany'hab megleocved Lvs ovligations to the
D ‘ ' ko couipnment for all prcscnt’necds
subjoctcd to urnecessary compet
licetion should be deated and T do 50
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& rehearing having veez held iz the 2bove entitled matter,
Commission being fully advised,
IS ZEREETY RDIRID that Lpplication X0.16570 be and the

.

aereby denied.




IT IS T=2E3Y FURCTER ORDIRED 422t Decizioz X0.25050 he and

<

same Lg heroby revoxed and conulled.

Toe cbove opinion ané order are 2eredy approved and adonted

the opinion and ordex cf ithe Railrocd Commizsion of vhe

ancliseo, Califormic, +this é% day of




