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Herbert We Kidd snd Perry P. Backus, for Complainsnt.
G. E. Mf1ls and Arthur Wright, Lor Defendsnt.

GOEDON, Commissioner.
CRINIOXN

The White Bus Lipe, & corporation, &lleges thatl the
L. R. G, Bus Company, & corpora.ﬁ.on, wag not operating an suto-
mobile stege line between I.os Angeles and San Diego 1n good
faith prior to May 1, 1917, the date established by the legis-
lattre o5 that wpon wuick transportation compa.nies ag cleﬁ.ned. by
‘Chapter 213, Laws of 1917 were recognized as having & right to
operate providing their operation wss being comducted in good
faith, without procuring & certificate of public convenience and
necessi.ty from the Railroad Conmieeion and permits from the ’
governing 'quies of all political subdivisions tarough which
their xoutes passed in sccordamce wita Sections & and § of
Chapter 213, Taws of 1917. Complainant further alleges that
PESICVZET taxi:zi'e a.nd. time schedules £iled with the Railrosd Com-
misﬁan on Octobe:r 17, 1917, %o become effective Octobez 22,
1917 and which pzovided rates and gervice between Ana.heim a.m

Io e Angeles and. internediate -_oo:mts a3 & portion of defendsnt’s

‘cnxongh 1ine between Sen Diegd and I.os Angeles had not been




reotected; that defendant, L. R. G. Bus Company, proposes fo.
estedlish & further local service between Los Angeles and Ansheim
and {ntemediaste pofnts and to inw:ea.ee: -r.he schedrnled ‘cxf.ps
between such points. Complainant alleges that suchk Increase of
ackeduled service is not wa.rrwted by the demands of traffic,
that the territory is well and asdequwertely sexved by the lines of
compla.imm and other stage companies a:ad tbat 1o service should
be a.ntho:izea ox permitted wnless & certificate of public con-
venience and necessity chall be secured fmm‘the Railroad Con=-
missfon and pemits from the goverzing bodies of all politicel
subdivy sfons through uh.ich the roule pasgses, in accord#me with
the requiremmts of Sections 5 and 5, Taws of 1917.

Defendsant £iled its answer denying the vé.rio.mv alleg=
ations of complainant.

A puhlic hearing wes held at Los Angeles on May 9,
1918, the matter was duly sabmitted sxd :!.s}now.r ready for
decision.

The points io be detormined in thig case are whether
the L. B e ‘an-C:ompany was operating in good faith detween San
Diego and Ios A’.ngeies on Ma.y ls%, 1917, and as to the right oL
the A. Re G.‘ Bus Compeny %o establish local sexvice between
pointe which may cover & portion of the through route.

. It is the comtention of the complatinant In this case
that the défenda.:z_-.t, A. R. G. Bus Company, had no licenses %0
opexate in the ecities of San Diego and Ios Angeles on May 1,
1917, ard that such local licenses were' not procured watil May
5, 1917 fn the City of San Diego end on Xsy 3, 1917 in the
City o2 Tos Angeles. The 1icenses referred to are those issued
wadex o:&inances of the respective cities a.ni sre not permits

as required by Sé.ction & of Chapter 213, Lsws of 1917. It
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appesrs tho.t Mr. Z. S. Good as Mansger of the A. R. G. Bus
Company ca:!.‘l.ca at the o:tﬁce o2 the Chief of Bolice in Sma Dﬂ.ego
on April 2.6. 1917, to procure s license 1o operate a stage line

- between San Diego and Los Angeles in socoxdence with the San
Diego CLty Ordfzence. Mr. Good left s check fn emount Cme
Eund.recd. Sixty-nine dollars snd fifty cents (#3.69 50) same bed.ng
drawn in favor W. A. Weymouth, and co'v.'e::ing the propor'cion of the
license fee of Two Hundred Fifty Donaxg per apaun due fox the
valance of the calendar year 1917. Ur. Good was advised that

his dpera.tion could commence, or so understood the representailve

of the Chief of Police and Licensa Insgpector who a.cc.e.pte& his
., . es

Company’s check, add on the afternoon of April 26, 1917 the £irst
stage cex of the A. B. G. Bus Compaxy was operated to Ios

Axge los, leming"'San Diego in the afiermoon carrying five péss-
engers snd axrxiving in Tos Angeles about 9:30 Pe- M. On April

27, 1917 two stages left San Diego for Tos Angeles snd ope
exrived at Sen Diego fxom Los Angeles, On April 28, 1917 ome
gtage left Sex Diego 20x Los ingples and two stages a.rr:!..vad.‘

at Sam Diego from Los Angeles. Op April 29, 1917 iwo stages
left ‘San'D:.ego for Yos Augples and stages arrived at San Diegd,.
On &pril 30, 1917 s."tages departed from and arrived at Ssn Diego.
It is apparent that the operstion of the A. R. G. Bus Compaxny
be‘tmen Sen Diego and Los Angeles commenced priox to Moy 1,1917 -
and while license may not ha.vo veen issued by the city of San.
Diege in accordame with their ordinsnce before scuck d.a.':e, the
testimony in this proceeding indicates that the check for tte |
license fee was immediately ‘depoﬁ.ted. in the bavk on the dste
esued, snd the coptention of the defendant’s witnesses that the
ocperation of the line was verba.lly a.mhorized. by the repres-

entative of the Chief of Eolice of San Diego who acoep‘te.d the

B




check for the icense fee hag n0t beern controverted by 8oy
material testinony.
Af%exr o careful oonaﬂ.d.ecra.tiozi of the evidence in this
“case I am convinced and f£ind a2s s fact that the A. R. G. Bus
Compeny were operating over the route betweexn Sax Dlego &nd Los
ingeles prior to May 1, 1917. The provigions of Secetion I of
chﬁpt&r 213, Zaws of 1917, require permlts to be issuved by the
govexming bodies of all political subdivisions througd whichk
a transportati on compeny operateg provided that auch operation
was not effective on May 1, 19L7. IL the «'apeza:::ion was effective
on azi before Moy 1, 1917, ard wes in violation of local ordin-
ances, s=ach oPem.‘cion wae within the power of the local mnnic:.-
palities to correct, but 41t appearc that licemses had heen
applied fox and. in one case pa.ia. for prior to iy 1, 1917. I
do pot feel that tee right of the A. R. G. Bus Company to operate
between Tos Lngples and Sen Diego depends upon the fact that
licenses were not held covering suck operetion prior to May 1,
1917
| In the mtter of local sexvice between Apaheinm and
Zos Angelos. Tae right to carry passengers betwsen Saa Diego
and Ios Lingeles includes the rigkt in this case td c8ITy passen=
gexrs batween intermediate points on the same route, sud 1f the
trangportation company estsblishes & local service no certificate
of public convenience and necessity therefor is required from this
Commiscion. In thiz case i'ﬁ appears that while & local service
was contempla.‘ted to become effective in the month of October,
1917, that defendant, 4. R. G. Bus COmpa.ny, hag not had. suffi-
ciont eq'a.ipmernt 1:o provide satisfactory sexvice on 't:he local -
rons 10 Apshein and that the volune of throngh buss.ne 88 ‘oe'tween

Los Angeles and intermsdiate poinits ‘oefyond. Anshein to San
, -4




Diego has resulted in the public being ;Lnéonve.nienced. by not being
;.'ble 40 oblain the advertised service. It now appears that the
L. R..G. Bas Company has availsble swfficlent equipment %o
satisfactorily meet any public demand for adfitfonal servics
between o= Anéeles and Lnaheim, -same to be performed as local
service ovm: the portion of the through route between Los
Angeles and San Diego, and the L. R. Go Bus Company ehowld
axrraoge such 3ched.u1e=s and provide equipment that will serve
all pdbiic dermnd for service. I am of the opinfon and £ind as
a fact that undexr the coxditions as hereinabove recited no
certificate of public convenience and pecessity from %hi 8 Con=
nission ie required by the defendsnt, A. R. G. Bus Compaxy, *o
asta‘olieh. Tocal service between Log Angeles and Anehelnm as de-
fendant holds a vested right %o the route betwean I.os Angeles and
San Dicge by resson of operation hawving been commance& ;prio:r to
MUey 1,.,19:\.’1 snd having been continued since that dates

T recommend & dismissal of the complafnt and submit
the :ﬂollovd.ng foxrm of 6rde::.

QRDER

4 public resring having beexn held in the sbove entl tled

proceeding, the matter having been duly submitted and the Com~-
nission being fully advised and basing its order on the £4ndings
of fact as conmﬁied in the preceding opinionm,

IT IS m:w OFDERED that thig cage be sud the same
hemby is &ismi ased,




‘ The foregoing opinion and orxder are hereby approved
and onerea f57ed as the opinfon sud order of the Rallroad Com-

mi ssion of the State of Califoxnia.
Dated at San Framcieco, California, this / 9% day of

July, 1918.




