Decision No.

41590 | UaI G Mﬁ[l

BEFONE THE PUBLIC UTILITILS COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matier of the Application of )
SUNSET STACES, & corporation, to alter)
and oxtend existing service and for ) '
certificate of public convenienze and ) Application No, 28626
necessity %o oporate passenger service) First Supplemental

a common carrier within the County )

L?s Angeles (Pralrie Avenue Lxten- g
sion

Ratzer & Eridge, by Collamer A. Bridge, for applicant;
Varnon P. Spemcer for Inglewood City Lines, and Franlk E, Wilson
{or City of rHawthorne, interestoed parties.

By Decision No. 40848, in Application No. 28626, appli-

was authorlized, by an ex parte order, to extend one of 1ts bus

lines from the intersection of Lawthorne Avenue & 138th Street,
thence eastorly along 138th Street to Prairie Avenue, . thence souﬁh-v
erly alons Pralric Avenue to Lts interscetion witb Redon&o Beach
Soulevard. Applicant now roquests tiat it be permitted to reroute
cald extension via Rosecrans Avenue (143rd Street) instead of 138th
Stroet. | |
A public hearing was held at Los Angeles on ilay 4, 1948,
before Ixamliner Chilesa,
Inglewood Clty Lines, a certificatedc arrier, not having
baen served with a copy of spplicant's original Auplicatlon
No. 28625, and not knowing of applicant's proposallto thend 1ts

service along Pralirie Avenue and 138th Street until after service




".

As 28626=lct Supp.=s7

was actually cstablished, has objected to sald service on the ground
that 1% 1s competivive with one of 1ts lines which operates in said
arca southerly along Prairie Avenue to 135th Street, thence easterf‘
1y along 1ISth Street to Crenshaw Boulevard. |
The record shows, and we find, that a scgment of appli~

cant's present route, appboximately three bloeks in length, (from thé
interscetlion of 132th Strcet & Pralrie Avenue to a point just wégter-
ly of 138th & Emerson Strects) is within a quarter of a mile of the
Inglewood Clty Lines' route at the intersection of Prairie Avenue &
135th Street; that appiicant transports to and from the area in the
rleinity of sald intersectlion nat more than four passengers:per trip
in each direetion; that annlicant's présent route in sald area
serves a thickly settled reslidential communlty and 1s more convene
ient for a greater number of persons than its proposed route along
Resecrans Avenue; that applicuint's prosent route 15 not materially.
compotitive with that of the Inglewood City Lines; thaet applicant
onerates on an hourly schedule between épproximately'G:SO a.m. and
6:0C p.m., as compared with Inglewood City Lines! 40-minute schedule
detwaen  apnroximately 6:00 a.m. and 11:00 PeMe; that applicant's

vetween the area In question and Hawthorne and Inglewood are
seven ceals and ten cents, respectively, as compared with Ingleowood
City Lines' farcs of ton ¢ents or thrce tokens for twentyﬁfivelcents
end fifteen 6ents, respectively.

Applicant's Traffic hanager testified taat the present

route operates tharough 2 more thickly vopulated area than the Pro=-

posed route and that it was established to mcet the needs and econven-

ience of the residents. This witness's testimony indicates that




apvlicant is not cager to reroute lts line and the record clearly
shows that thils apnlication was filed primarily 85 a concilintomy
favor to the Inglewood City Lines;

The President of Inglewood Cify Lines testifled that hls

& whole, has been shiowing a deflection in revenue of
approximately 15 %o 20 per cent but did not attributé the decrcase
to apblicant'ﬁ eperation, although he believéd taat some business
was belng lost to applicant. HisMposition was not supported by

v '

tangible evidence showing that applicant's line was the cause of any

maverial loss in revenue.

The Clty Manager of the Cilty of Hawthorne testified that
the clty 1s opposed to the nroposed change bocausé the present routé
ls more convenlent and gServes a greater number of persons who desire
to travel to and from places of business along Hawthorne Avenue,
some of which are not served by Inglewood City Lines. |

Upon {ull considerztion of the matter and the cvidence of
record, we are of the'opinion and find thattcontihuation of appll-
cant's service alons the ex¢stihg route is in the public interest
and that thils application should he denied. It will be so ordered.

’
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A public hearing having been held in the above-entitled
proceeding, the wmatter having been duly submitted, the Commission
belng fﬁlly advised in the rremises, and findings and conclusions

having been made as set forth in the foregoing opinlon,
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- IT IS HEREBY ORDERT

That the application of Sunset Stages, a corporation,

Avplication No. 28626, First Supplemental, be, and it,hereby is,

cenled.’

Tne effeoctive date of this Order shall be twenty (20)

days from the date herc f‘% ,
Dated at { , California, this 42 -

day of %ﬂ/x/

OMMIbSION Rs'




