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Decision No. 43339 
.' !'. 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITI'SS COr.i1USS IO:~ OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the :11a.tter of the Application or ) 
DEA.."'i, VlILtIA~;~ K., and DAVID M. CARSON" ) 
individuals doing business as copart- ) 
nors 1.l.."lc.er tho firm name of CROSS TO'IVN' ) 
BUS Ln~!1S" tor 0. Corti!'1co.tc of Public ) 
Convenionce and Necessity authorizing ) 
the operation ot 0. passenger stago ) 
busine$s botween L~tnwood, CalH'ornia" } 
on the one hand, and Huntington Park, ) 
Calirornia" on the othor hand, includ- ) 
ins all 1nte~ediate points (extension ) 
of operations). ) 

Application No. 30316 

Clanz and Russell by Theodore W. Russell for 
applioants. Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher by 
Max Eddy Utt for tos Angeles Transit Lines" 
~. L. H. Bissinger for Pacific Electric Railway 
Company, Spray, Davis & Gould by Joseph A. Spray 
and Charles W. Bowers for Land1er Transit Co., 
Inc." protestMts; and Georse A. Willson tor 
Stato Street BUSinessmen's Ass'n., interested 
r.'arty. 

o P I H I'O N -------

Dean Carson, William K. Carson, anel David M. Carson" 

copartners, doing business as Cross TOV/Il Bus Lines, request 

authority to establish and opor~te n passenger stago service trom 

Fernwood Avenue, in the City or Lynwood) Cslifornia" along Bullis 

Road; Century Boulevard, Lons Beach Boulevard, Stato Street 

through the' City of South Gato". thence along Randolph Street, in 

the City of Huntington Park, thence along M.iles Avenue, Zoe Avenue, 

Santa Fe Avenue" and G~S0 Avonue to Compton Avenuo, in the County or 

Los Angeles. 
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Public hearings wore held beforo Examiner Rowe at 

Huntincton ?arl" on June 9, 10, 13, 29, a...."'ld 30, 1949, and at Los 

Ansclcs on July 13, 14, and 15, 19L\.9, at which tix:lO oral and 

documentary evidence was adduced. Tho matter was submitted upon 

concurront opening and closing briefs to be filed by October 5, 

19L~9. Subsequently, the po.rties stipulated that briofs and 

argUI:lonts were waived and that the matter should stand submitted 

upon tho record nado. 

Except for approximately one mile west ot Santa 1<'e 

Avenue along Gage Avenuo, and a slight variation, in that the l1ne 

travels along Randolph Street and Zoe Avenue in Huntington Park 

instead ot along Gage Avenue, substantially allot tho requestod 

route w'as included i:'l an applica.tion 'by this carrier filed with . . 
the Co~~ission and denied in October, 1947~ by Docision No. L~0789 

on ApplicD. tions Nos. 277~.0 o.."ld 28065. 

In denying tho previous request, this Commission pointod 

to the fact that Los Angolo~ Transit Lines was operat1ns five bus 

lines which cross Sta.te Str6et, at intervals of o.pprox,1ma.tely one

half mile betw.oon Cago Avenue and Tweedy Boulevard. All of these 

lines (kno~~ as 55, 46, 63, 59, and 51) cross State Street in an 

easterly-westerly direction and operate either directly into 

Huntington Parl" or mal~e connections with that protestant's streot 

car line ttJ" at Seville Avonue, where passengers are a!'!'orded 

direct connections to Huntington Park or Los Angeles. 

The schedules on all of said bus lines and the Car line 

were than, and are now, opernted at ~uch ~re frequent intervals 

than applicants! proposed schedule o.lons 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 raasonable distance 

to one or the other of said protestant's lines. Applicants' 

propo,sed service along State Street would be an added convenience 

to some persons residing in this are~, but the evidence of record 

in the previous hearings Was considered insufficient to justify a 

finding that public convenience and necessity required the granting 

of a certificete for such operation. 

It was held that Los Angeles Transit Lines was adequately 

serving this area and was willing to provide any additional service 

in this territory that was needed and justified. The Commission, 

therefore , felt that said protestant was enti·tled to protection 

against a new carrier 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 applicant, of. the passenger service between 

Lynwood and Huntington Park. 

The evidence before the Commission in the present applica

tion shows that the service presently rendered by Los Angoles 

Transit Lines is substantially the same as it was at the time Appli

cations 27740 and 28065 were heard. Also, protestant, P~cif1c 

Electric Railway Company, int~odueed evidence showing that it will 

be affected adversely by the granting of the requested r1ghts 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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!,!snj of tho:::e po.~sGnsers picl~ocl. up by Cross Tovm :Bus Lines would, 

if this ~pplic~tion were granted, remAi~ on the samo bus and be 

cn.rr::'oC: into downtown Ei.lli.~:tngton PD.rl~. 

Vl!'lilo the present application does not request authority , 
to operato along Gage Avenuo, whore it is travorsed by Los Angeles 

Transit LinestCoach Line 55, it does propose to cross this avenue 

twice and to operate along Randolph Street a short d1stance to tr..3 
. 

north of Gage Ave~uo and along Zoo Avenuo which is less than a 

quartor of a mile to the ~outh of Gage. In this area, thorofore, 

thcs,o line:z would certl'linly bo competitive, and protesto.nt, Los 

Angeles Tr~s1t Lines, 1s entitled to protoction. 

Tho requestod oporation ~lone Gage Avonue west of So.nta 

Fe Avenue, oxcept for a s~ort distance of less th~ a quartor of a 

~ilo, goos tr~ou6h territory servod by protestant, Landier Transit 

Co~pany, ~d br Po.cific Eloctric Railway Co~pany. Re~idonts in 

this aroa "::lJ:).y, 'b7)" the uso ot those lines, transfer to the Los 

Angeles Tra.."'lsit Linee' east-wes,t lines along Sla.uson Avenue, or 

other lines south of Slauson, an~ thereby ride into Huntington 

Park. South Gato, or Lynwood. 

!.:mlY witnesses appeared 0:'). behalf of applicant and testi

fiod. 0.:;' to tl'le inconvenience involved in the fact th.'lt to get to 

pOints aleng the proposed line, circuitous routes and tram one to 

thrC!l t,rans:t:'ers, o.s well ns dola.ys, were :Lnvol vod. A largo per

centage at these witnes~es ~dmitted that tho prosent lines of 

proteot~~ts were meeting the1r major needs in carrying the~ to 

work in Los Angeles or Pasadena. In spite of the la.rse n'\..U:l'ber or 

witnesses who testified that they, or members or their families, 
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would use t~'le propo::ed service" it does not appear that the traffic 

which c~uld :'oaso!'l.ably bo anticipated would justify a finding tha.t 

the pub:'~c neceS3 i ty re\!.u1.rod its ins t1 tution. All the wi tnosses, 

- by suffering somo inconvenience, could travel to vii thin rea.sona;'le 

walki~g dist~ce of their destination in the area by the use of 

present17 operated lines. 

T~e greatest inconveni(H'l.ce s~own by the ovidence was in 

re~chinc the Saint Fr~~cis Hospital situated at tho corner of 

Ce!'l.tury Boulevard and Imperial Avenue. A nu .. '1lber ot hospital 

e~ployoes have experienced ditticulty in reaching this location 

tl"om points as tar awa.y as Lo:: Angeles. In response- to this show-, 

ing, protost~~t, Los Angeles Tr~~sit Lines, has tiled its Ap,li

cation No. 30L~33, reque~ting authority to extend. its Line No. 59 

southerly approximately a halt mile to the hospital. 

A tew people living along and adjacent to Cage Avenue 

between Wil:nington Avenue a..'"'ld Regent Street .. a distance ot approxi

~tely a quarter ot a mile, reside more than a reasonable walking 

distanco from public tran~portation. The public need along this 

short distance included in tho extreme northwesterly portion of the 

proposed route is not sufficiently grent to alone justify tho grant

ing or the whole route as requested. 

It is man1feot, therefore, that the decision on the 

preoont app11cat10:l l':'lust be tho srune as Decision No. 40789, on 

Applicntions Ron. 277L~o and 28065, with regard to the substantially 

similar rights thore requested along Stnte Stroet and nlong Gage 

Avenue through Hu.""l.tington ParI\':. The rights applied tor now arc .. 

with the minor exceptions above noted, the same as those previously 
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adjudicated, ~~d the evidence in support or~ ~~d op~osed t0 1 such 

rightz aro without ::11.:1, tcrial d1fference. 

The cha.'i:oers of COmr.l.ercc and the city cO'lncils of the 

thr~e Cl tloS in"'lol ved ap,car uno.n1mously in £SJ.vor o:C appl::'cant:.. f 

ln~t1tutlng the propo~ed route. But the resolutions of these 
o~g~~1zat1ona containod nothinc o£ &~ evidontiary nature to suppo~~ 

the application. A ~cro oxprcs~ion ot a desire is o~ little 

a~~1~tence in passing on this issue. A great volume of cumulntive 

evidence was added to similar ovidence or residents ~lons the 

~equested route to the effect that they have suffered inconvenienco 

in not having a direct route to the places they, from time to timc j 

~ight wish to reach alonG tho route. However, no evidence in tho 

present henrings addod a valid now reason tor g~anting tho rights 

sought. 

It w~s conclusively provod thnt tho carriers prosontly 

operating in the torritory nro adoquately meoting tho vital noods 

o~ the public in turnichi~e direct transportation for tho ereatest 

n~~bor ot pooplo to tho centers ot population, such as Huntington 

?~rk and toe Angelos, and nrc furnishing transportation which, in 

view of tho noed, is no'!: too circuitous or slov:. Considering tho 

proposed time table of applicant~, of thirty minutos to one hour 

headway, in comparison with the nu.-nerous ochedulos of protestants, 

it is doubtful whether the proposed sorvico, it instituted, would 

result in any material lessening of tho average time required by 

the public in moving to and from points along the proposed route. 

Tho net adv~~tage to the public of granting the applica

tion would be merely the elimination of the inconvonience of from 

one to threo transfers. Convenionce to the public along this route 
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is not alone suff1c1ent to justify the issuance of a certificate 

of public c~nven1encc and necessity. The Commission finds, as a 

tact, that there is no zubstantial need tor the proposed service 

o.l'.d a..."'1 insufficient pu'blic convenience to justify the ir.lo·.,1 t@.bl"') 

injury to the carriers 't'.ow operating in the terri tory who :tl'~ 

rendering ade~uate service which is meeting the real and ba~!c 

noed in thi~ a.rea for transportation to and from thethroo cit.i(;j; 

or Huntington Park, South Gate, and Lynwood. 

o R D E R ------
Public hearings having been held, the Commission beinz 

fully advised and having found that public convenience and neces

.s1ty do not require the granting of the application therero~, 

IT IS ORDERED that tho application of Dean Ca~son, 

':l1l1ia.m K. Carson, and David M. Carson, copa.rtners, doing busin~ss' 

as Cross Tovr.n Bus Lines, tor authority to operate a bus trans

portation service as described in said Application No. 30316 be, 

and the same hereby is, denied. 

The effective date or this order shall be twenty (20) 

days atter the date hereof. 

~ Dated aJ~I;;Z;~ 
day of: ,.6~~ ,1949. 

, California, this 


