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Decision No. 45082 
----~----------

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COM1:lISSION OF THE STA'I'E OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Matter of tho Application or ) 
FOSTER TR.ANSPORTATION, I!~CORPOAATED,) Application No .. .31784 
tor permission to reroute a portion ) 
of the :MISSION MOTOR COACE: ROUTE. ) 

Sa:n.uel Greenber~, attorney for applicant. City of San 
Gabriel, by Carl E. Gr~endler. Chief Admini~trative Officer; San 
Gaoriel ChamOer of Corr~erce, by tome B. Pratt, Georee W .. Woerner 1 

protestants. 

OPINION ........ - _ ....... -

Applicant requests ~uthor1ty to reroute a portion or its 

Mission Motor Coach Route within the City of San Cabri~l. 

A publ~c hearing was held in San Gabr1el on November 6, 

19$0, evidence was presented, and the m~tter was subm1tted tor deci

sion. Prior to tho hearing, notice thereof was posted 1napplicant's 

affected buses. 

By Decision No. 39420, dated and effective Septemoer l7, 

1946, app11c~t was given authority to operate a passenger bus serv

ice over and along the following route, the 1n1tia.l route or the 

Mis~1on Motor Coach line: 

BegL~ing at the intersection ot Chapel Avenue 
and ~1a1n Street, Alhambra, thence along Main Street, 
Hidalgo Avenue, Mission Road, Sa.nta. Anita Street, 
Mission Drive, Angelino Avenue, San Cabriol Boule
vard, to G~rvey Avonue. 

no figuros were presented at the hearing showing the num

bor of paosenger3 cnrried over the described lin~ except tor the 
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(1) 
months or July, 1948, to March 1, 1949 • During this p~riod the 

max~um number of p~s$engers earri~d dur1ng any ono month was 

4$,098 during the month or December, 1948, and the minimum was 

37,728 during tho month or February, 1949. The exhibit does not pur

port to show the number or passengers who used the portion of the 

~1iss1on l1ne along Mission Drive and Angelmo Avenue .. 

By Decision No. 42$22, dated February 15, 1949, and effec

tive March i, 1949, applicant secured author1ty to reroute the 

Mission Motor Coach line as tollows: 

From varfie1d Avenue in Alho.mbrll, along Main Street, 
H1dalgo Avenue, M1ss1on Road., Santa Anita street, 
Las Tunas Drive, and San Gabriel Boulevard to 
Garvoy A venuo • 

This lnttor dec1oion recites thnt tho npplicant'z purpose 

1~ securing authority for the rerouting was "to afford direct con-

nections for those using its MiSSion Route with Pacific Electric 

!'ines to Los Angeles, 'I'e:nple City, and Arca.dia." The dec1eion statec 

thnt it was further allegee in the application that the modification 

of route "will also furnish bus !lervice to ·the buziness district or 
Snn GaorielH and ths.t "there 13 a large public domand for this change 

in route." The d.ecision also recites th..st ~'Applicant alleges that 

the proposed change or route, involving discontinuance of service 

.along Mission Drive betwoen Santa Anita Street and Angel~no Avenue, 

an~ along Angoleno Avenue between Mission Drive and San Gabriel -
Boulevard, will not groetly inconvenience those perzons now uo1ng 

the service tor the reoson that the present Dol Mar Route or a~p11-

cant and the proposed Mission Routo extension will provide ade~uate 

service within .0. maximum. of three 'block::>' wa.lking distance." 

(1) See Exhibit nB" attached to application herein. 
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From tho eVidence preoented at the hearing on the appli

cation horein, it appears that all of the factors which the Com

mi~s1on took into consideration in arr1v~ng at Decision No. 42$22, 

supra, are still in existence. The Pacific Electric Railway Com

pany still operates along L~s Tunao Drive, the present route of Q 

port!on of the Mission l1ne, the Las Tunas Drive portion ot tho 

Mission Route is through SaIl G6.briel's business d1str1ct, and the 

Citj of S~~ Gabriol and the morchants along Las Tunas Drive desire 

that the prosently existing service of applicant be continued. It 

~urther appears that the Del M~ Route of applicant is providing 

the s~e service it provided at the time Decision No. 42522 beenme 

effective and that it is no farther trom Santa Anita street and 

Angelino Avenue to the Del Mar line than it was when that deciSion 

bec~e effective. It is still not over a three-block walk to ade-

quate bus service tor persons residing on Angelino Avonue or 

Mission Drive. 

or interest is tho tact that there were no per~ons inter

ested onoush in securing passenger bus s~rvice nlong Angelino 

Avenue L~ste~d of) as at p~esent, along Las Tunas Drive, to appear 

at the hearing and express their v1ew~ on this matter. 

Applicant attempted to chow that since the precent Mission 

Motor Coach Line was authorized by Decision No. 42$22, dated Febru

ary 15, 1949, there has been a loss in passongers(2). The ev1denc~ 

shows that .. in March and April, 1949, a.tter Decision 1':0. 42$22 "00-

came etr~ctive, there was an increase in the number of passengers 

haulod over the line, ~nd tha.t thoreafter, to and including July, 

1950, thero has been a gradual decrease in the number or passongers 

(2) Soo Ex.b.ib1 t frstt, supra. 
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carried over the Mission Route. The same general trend is retlec

ted in the number of passengers transported over tho Del Mar 11~ 
(3) 

during tho snme period ~ and, hence, s~p11 reflects Q general 

falling oft in applicant's business. 

Applicant also introduced evidence purporting to show 

that applicant's over-all cost of operation is 30 cents per mil~ 

and that applicant grosses lZ cents per mile over the portion of 

the line sought to be discontinued, a loss to applicant ot 18 cent3 

per mile. App11cant's witness testifiod that, in his opinion, it 

applicent were permitted to operate over Mission Dr1v", and Angelino 

Avenue ~~ lieu of Las Tunas Drive, the whole M13sion Route would 

gross 2.5 cents per mile whereas the line, .as presently operated, 

g:osses 19 cents per mile. There is nothing 1n the record to sup

port the claim that operation on Angelino Avenu~ w1!1 i~crease 

app11cMt's gross revenue on the Mission Route other than the 

statement ot the witness. On the contrary, the eVidence shows that, 

in ~r.arch and April, 1949, aftor tho pr03ent routing, as authorized 

b1 Decision No. 42$22, supra, becnme eftective, more paosengers 

were transported over the line than were carried in Janunry and 

Fobruary, 1949, via Angelino Avenue. 

Although applicant hA: shown a loss per mile Over a por

tion ot itz Mission line, it has tailed to show that there woul4 

be any different result by virtue ot oper~t1ons ovor MiSSion D~1ve 

end Angelino- Avenuo. In o.d.dition, there 1:: evidence to showa 

need for service along Las Tunas Drive, and there is no oVidence 
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or any need along Mission Drive and Angelino Avenue which is not 

:net by prosent services of applic.ont. For the forego1ng t"ea.sons, 

the CO~~i$31on is of the opinion and finds that the application to 

reroute applicant's Mission Route 'by discontinuing service on Stln 

Ga"oriel Bouleva.rd, Las Tunas Drive, and Sn."lts. Anita Street, between 

the 1nterseet1on of San ~&briel Boulevard and Ango11no Avenue, and 

the intersection of Santa Anita Street and Mi3sion Dr1ve, and to 

inaugurate a serVice, in lieu of s~id existing sorvice, along 

Mission Drive and Angelino Avenue, between the intersection of 

San Gabriel Boulevard and Angelino Avenue and the intersection of 

Santa Anita Street and Mission Drive, is not in the publie interest 

and will be denied. 

ORDER 
""'--' ...... - --

Applicat10n as abovo entitled having beon filed, a public 

hearing having been held, the Commission be1ns fully advised in the 

premises, and the matter being under submiSSion, 

IT IS ORDERED that the application of Foster Transporta-

t1on, Incorporated, tor author1ty to reroute 1t3 Mission Routo, 

as described in the order or Decision I~o. 42$22, da.ted. Febr":Ulry l$, 

1949~ 'be, and the same horeby is, denied. 
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The effective date or this order shall be twenty (20) 

days after. the date_h~O~ 

!:~~~M:-t)L'M/4M ' CnlUorn1a, this 

day of ~t~_~' 1950. 


