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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the ilatter of the Application of
DRAN, WILLIAN X., and DAVID M. CARSON,
Individuals doing business as copart-
ners under the firm name of CROSS TOWN
BUS LINES, Ilor a Cortificate of Public
Convenlence and Necessity authorizing
the operation ol a passenger stage
business between Lynwood, California,
on the on¢ hand, and Huntington Park,
California, on the othor hand, includ-
ing all intermediate points (extension
of operations).

Application No. 30316
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Glanz and Russell by Theodore W. Russell for
applicants. Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher by

Max Eddy Utt for Los Angeles Transit Lines,

s. L. H, Bissinper for Pacific Electric Railway
Company, Spray, Davis & Gould by Joseph A. Spray
and Charles W. Bowers for Landler Transit Co.,
Inc., protestants; and George A. Willson for
State Street Businossmen's Ass'n., interested
rarty.

Dean Carson, Willlam X. Carson, and David I, Carson,
copartners, doing business as Cross Towvn Bus Lines, request
authorlty to establish and operate a passenger stage service from
Fernwood Avenue, In the City of Lynwood, California, slong Bullis
Road, Century Boulevard, Long Beach Zoulevard, Statoe Street
through the City of South Gate,.thencc along Randolph Street, in
the City of Huntington Park, thence along Miles Avenue, Zoe Avenﬁe,

Santa Feo Avenue, and Gagoe Avonue to Compton Avenue, in the County of

Los Angeles.




JAR :dw A. 30316

Public hearings wore held beforo Ixaminer Rowe at
Huntington Park, on June 9, 10, 13, 29, and 30, 1949, and at Los
Angeles on July 13, 1, and 15, 1949, at which time oral and
documentary cvidence was adduced. Tho matter was submitted upon
concurrent opening and closing briefs4to be filed by Octobor 5,
10Li9. Subsequently, the parties stipulated that briefs and
argﬁments were waivod and that the matter should stand submitted
upon tho record nado.

Except for approximately one mile west of Santa Fe
Avenue along Gage Avenue, and a slight variation, in that the line
travels along Randolph Streot and Zoe Avenuo in Huntington Park
Instcad of along Gage Avenuc, substantially all of the requestod
route was included in an application by this carrier filed with
tho Cormission and denied in October, 1947, by Docision No. L0789
on. Applications Nos. 277L0 and 28065.

In denying tho previous request, this Commission pointod
to tho fact that Los Angeles Transit Lines was oporating five bus
lines which cross State Street, at intervals of approximately one-
half mile between CGage Avenuc and Tweedy Boulevard. All of these
lines (knowm as 55, L6, 63, 59, and 51) cross State Street In an

casterly-westerly direction and operate either directly into

Huntington Parlt or make connections with that protestant's street

car line "J" at Seville Avenue, where passengers are afforded
direct connections to Euntington Park or Los Angeles.

The schedules on all of said bus lines and the car line
were then, and are now, operated at much more frequent Intervals

than applicants' proposed schedule along State Street (Exhibits
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Nos. 14 and 28). At no point along that portion of State Street,
proposed to be served by applicants, was the public then, nor is
the public now, required to walk more than a rcasonable distance

to one or the other of sald protestant's lines. Applicants'
proposed service along State Street would be an added convenience
to some persons residing in this area, but the evidence of record
in the previous hearings was consildered insufficient to justify a
finding that public convenience and necessity required the granting
of a certificete for sqch operation.

It was held that Los Angeles Transit Lines was adequately
serving this area and was willing to provide any additiona; service
in tals territory that was nceded end justified. The Commission,
therefore, felt that said protestant was entitled to protection
against a2 new carriler offering to establish a competitive service
of questionable necessity. As a consequence, it was found that
public convenience and necessity did not require the establishment
and operation, by applicent, of the passenger service between
Iynwood and Huntlngton Park.

The evidence before thé Commission in the present applica-
tion shows that the service presently rendered by Los Angeles
Transit Lines 1s substantially the same as 1t was at the time Appl;-
cations 27740 and 28065 were heard. Also, protestant, Pacific
Electric Rallway Company, introduced evidence showing that it will
be affected adversely by the granting of the requésted rights to
Cross Town Bus Lines. At present, Cross Town Bus Lines gathers

and delivers many passengers from the Lynwood area to the Pacific

Electric Long Beach line which carries them into Huntington Park.
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Many of those pacsengers piclked up by Cross Town Bus Lines would,
1f this application were grantod, remain on the same bus and e
carriod into downtowm Funtington Park.

?hile the present application does not request authority
to operato along Gage Avenus, where it is travorsed By Los Angeles
Transit Lines' Coach Line 55, it does propose to cross this avenue
twice and to operate along Randolph Strect a short dlstance to the
north of Gage Aveaus and alohg Zoe Avenue which is less than a
guarter of a mile to the south of Gage. In this area, thoreflore,
these lines would certainly be competitive, and protostant, Leos
Angoeles Transit Lines, 1s entitled to protectlon.

The requostod operation aleong Cage Avenuo wost of Santg
Pe Avenuc, oxcept for o short dlistance of less than a quarter of a
milo, goos through torritory served by protestant, Landier Transit
Company, and by Pacific Eloctric Rallway Company. Residents in
this area may, by the uso of those lines, transfer to the Los
Angeles Transit Lines' east-wezt lines along Slauson Avenue, or
other lines south of Slauson, and thereby ride inteo Huntington
Park, South Gate, or Lynwood.

Many witnesses appearod on behalf of appllicant and tosti-
£ied ac to the Inconvenlence involved in the fact that to get to
points along the proposed line, clrcultous routes and from one to

three transfers, as woll as dolays, were lnvolved. A large per-

contage of these witnesses admitted that the present lines of

protestants were mecting their major necds Iin carrying them to
work in Los Angeles or Pasadena. In spite of the large nunber of

witnessos who testified that they, or members of thelir familles,
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would use tiie provosed service, 1t does not appear that the traffilc
which could roasonably be anticipated would justifly a Lfinding that
the pudlic necessity requirod its institution. All the wltnesses,
by suffcring some inconvenience, could travel to within reasonaole
walking distance of their deostination in the arca by the use of
presently overated lines.

The greatest inconvenlence shown by the ovidence was in
reaching the Saint Francis Hospital situated at the corner of
Century Boulevard and Imperlal Avenuc. A nmumber of hospltal
employees have cxperienced difficulty in reaching this location
from points as far away as Los Angeles. In respomse to thils show-.

ing, protestant, Los Angeles Translt Lines, has flled 1ts Appli-

cation No. 30L33, requecting authority to extend its Line No. 59

southerly approximately & half mile to the nospital.

A few people living along and adjacent to CGage Avenue
between Wilmington Avenue and Regent Street, a distance of approxi-
mately a quarter of a mile, reside more than a reasonable walking
distanco from public transportation. The public need along this
short distance included In the extreme northwesterly portion of the
proposed route is not sufficiently groat to alene justlify thoe grant-
Ing of the whole route as requested.

It is manifest, theroforc, that the decision on the
present application must be the same as Docision No. L0789, on
Applications Nos. 277L0 and 28065, with regard to the substantially
similar rights thore roquested along State Streot and along Gage
Aveonue through Huntington Park. The rights applied for now are,

with tho minor exceptions above noted, the same as those previously
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adjudicated, and tiae cvidence in support of, and opposed to, such
rights are without material difference.

The chambers of commerce and the city councils of the

%hrae citios invelved apnear unanimously in favor of applicants!
1nstituting the proposed route. Bub the resolutions of these

erganizations containod nothing of an evidentlary nature o suppoTtv

the application. A mere oxpression of a doslre Is ol little

assistence in passing on this issue. A great volume of cumulative

evidence was added to simllar ovideonco of residents along the
requested route to the effect that they have suffered inconvenlence
in not having a direct route to the places they, from time to time,
might wish to reach along the routs. Howevor, no evideﬁce in the
present hearings addod a valild now reason for granting the rights
sought.

Jt was conclusively proyod that the carriors presontly
operating In tho torritory are adequately meetipg'tho vital nocds
of the public in furnishing diroct transporfation for the greatest
awmbor of people to the centers of population,‘suéh as Huntinzton
Pork and Los Angeles, and are furnishing transportation which, In
view of tho necoed, is not too clrcultous or slow. Consideriﬁg the
proposed time table of applicants, of thirty minutes to one hour
headway, in comparison with the numerous schedules of protestants,
1t 1s doubtful whether the proposed sérvico, if instituted, would
result in any material lessening of the average time required dy
the public in moving to and from points along the proposed route.

The net advantage to the public of granting the applica-

tion would Ye merely the elimination of the inconvenience of from

one %o three transfers. Convenlence to the public along thls route

-6 -
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is noﬁ alone sufficlent to Jjustify the lssuance of a certificate
of publie convenlence and necessity. The Commission finds, as a
fact, that there lz no substantial need for the proposéd service
and an Insufficlent puklic convenlence to justify the Inevitable
injury to the carriers row operating in tho terrlitory wio are

rendering adequate service which is meeting the real and basi

need in this area for transportation to and from the three citie:

of Huntington Park, South Gate, and Lynwood.

Public hearings having been held, the Cormission beingz

fully advised and having found that public convenience and neces-

, 81ty do not require the granting of the application therefor,

IT IS ORDERED that the application of Dean Carson,
William X. Carson, and David M. Carson, copartners, doing businoss’
as Cross Tovm Bus Lines, for authorlty to operate a bus trans-
portation service as described In sald Appllcation No. 30316 ve,
and the same hereby is, denled.

The effective date of this order shall be twenty (20)
days after the date hereof. |
27

Dated a ) , California, this

day of /§g4&%:j[Z:/uolklA=)




