URIGINAL

Decision No. 25082

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIZES COMMISSION'OF THE STATZ OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Application of )
FOSTER TRANSPORTATION, INCORPORATED,) Application No. 3178L
for permission to reroute a portion )
of the MISSION MOTOR COACHE ROUTE. )

Samuel Greenberg, attorney for applicant. City of San
Gabriel, by Carl o. Gruencdler, Chief Administrative O0fficer; San
Gabriel Chamber of Commerce, by Lorme B. Pratt, George W. Woerner,
protestants.

CORINION

Applicant requests authority to reroute a portion of its
Mission Motor Ceoach Route within the City of San Cabriel. |

A public hearing was held in San Gabriel on November &,
1950, evidence was proesented, and the matter was submitted for deci-
slon. Prior to the hearing, notice thereof was posted in applicant’s
affected buses.

By Decision No. 39420, dated and effective Sepntember 17,
10L6, applicant was given authority to operate a passenger bus serv-
1co over and along the following route, the initlial route of the
Mission Motor Coach line:

Beginning at the Intersection of Chapel Avenue

and Main Street, Alhambra, thence along Main Streeot,

Hidalgo Avenue, Mission Road, Santa Anlita Street,

Mission Drive, Angelino Avenue, San Cabriel Boule~

vard, to Garvey Avoenue.

No figures were presented at the hearing showing the num-

ber of paszsengers carried over the described lino:except Tor the
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months of July, 19L8, to Mareh 1, 1949 >. During tiils period the

maximum number of passengers carried during any ono month was

LL.5,098 during the month of'Deccmber, 1948, and the minimum was

37,728 during the month of February, 19L9. The exhibit does not pur-
port to show the number of passengers who used the portion of the
Mission line along Mission Drive and Angelino Avenue.

By Decision No. L2522, dated Febdbruary 15, 1949, and effec-
tive March 7, 1949, applicant secured authority to reroute the
Mission Motor Coach line as follows: |

Prom Carfield Avenuve in Alhambra, along Main Streot,

Hidelgo Avenue, Mission Road, Santa Anita Street,

Las Tunas Drive, ané San Gabriel Boulevard to

Garveoy Avenuo. ‘

This latter decicion recites that tho applicant's purpose
in securing authority for the rerouting wes "to afford direct con~
nections for those using 1ts Mission Route with Pacific Electric
Lines to Los Angeles, Temple City, and Arcadia." The decision stated
that it was further alleged in the application that the modification
of route "will also furnish bus service to the dbusiness district of
San Gaoriel" and that “"there L3 2 large public demand for this ¢hange
In route." The decision also recites that "Applicant alleges that
the proposed change of route, involving discontinuance of service
.2long Mission Drive betwoen Santa Anite Street and Angeleno Avenue,
and along Angeleno Avenue between Micsion Drive and San Gabriel
Boulevard, will not greetly inconvenlence those persons now using
the service for the reason that the present Del Mar Route of anpli-
cant and the vproposed Mission Route extension will provide adequate

service within a maximum of three blocks' walking distance."

(L) See Exhidit "B" attached to application herein.
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Prom tho evidence precented at the hearing on the appli-
cation horein, it appears that all of the factors which the Com-
mission took into consideration in arriving at Decision No. L2522,
supra, are still in existence. The Pacific Electric Rallway Com-
pany still operates along Los Tunas Drive, the prosent route of a
vortion of the Miszslon line, the Las Tunas Drive portion of the
Mission Route is through San Gabriel's business district, and the
City of San Gadbriel and the merchants along Las Tunas Drive desire
that the presently existing service of applicant be continued. I%
further gppears that the Del Mar Route of applicant 1s providing
the same sorvice it provided at the time Decision No. L2522 become
effective and that it is no farther from Sante Anita Streot and
Angelino Avenue to the Del Mar line than 1t was when that decision
becamo effective. It Ls still not over a three=-block walk to ade-
quate bus service for persons residing on Angelino Avenue or
Mission Drive.

Of interest is the fact that thére were no persons inter-
ested enough In securing passenger bus service along Angelino
Avenue instead of, as at present, along Las Tunas Drive, to appear
2t the hearing and express thelr viewsz on this matter.

Applicant attempted to chow that since the precent Mission
Motor Coach Line was authorized by Decision No. L2522, dated Febru-

ary 15, 19L9, there has been a.loss in passongers(z). The evidence

shows that, in March and April, 1949, after Decision No. [.2522 ve-
came elTective, there was an incroase in the number of passengers
hauled over the line, and that thoreafter, to and including July,

1950, there has been a gradual cecrease in the number of passongers

(2) See Exalbit "BY, supra
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carried over the Mission Route. The same general trend i1s reflec-~

ted In the number of passengers transported over the Del Mar line

during the same period(B), and, hence, simply reflects a general

falling off in applicant's business.

Applicant also introduced evidence purporting to show
that applicant's over-all cost of operation is 30 cents per mile
and that appliceont grosses 12 cents per mile over the portion of
the line sought to Ve discontinued, 2 loss to applicent of 18 cents
per mile. Applicant's witness testified that, in his opinion, if
applicent were permitted to operate over Mission Drive and Angelino
Avenue in lieu of Las Tunas Drive, the whole Mission Route would
gross 25 cents per mile whereas the line, as presently opeiatod,
grosses 19 cents per mlle. There Is nothing in the record to sup=-
port the claim that operation on Angelino Avenus will Increase
applicant's gross reveaue on the Mission Route other than the
statement of the witness. On the contrary, the evidence shows that,
in March and April, 1.9, after tho present routing, as authorized
by Decision No. 42522, supra, became effoctive, more passengefs
were transported over the line then were carfied In Januery and
Pobruary, 1549, via Angelino Avenue.

Although applicent has shown a loss per mile over a por-
tion of 4%z Mission liﬁe, 1% has failed to show that there would
Yo any different result by virtue of oporations over Misslion Drive
and Angelino Avenue. In addition, there is evidence to show a

need for service eclong Loas Tunas Drive, and there 1s no ovidence

(3) See nxhibit "&", supra
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of any need along Mission Drive and Angelino Avenue which is not
met by prosent services of applicant. For the foregoing reasons,
the Commission is of the opinion and finds that the application to
reroute applicant's Mission Route by discontinuing service on Son

Gabriel Boulevard, Las Tunas Drive, and Santa Anita Street, between

the Interscetion of San Gabriel Boulevard and Angelino Avenue, and

the intersection of Santa Anita Street and Mission Drive, and to
inaugurate a service, in llieu of said existing service, along
Mission Drive and Angelino Avanue, between the intersection of

San Gabriel Boulevard and Angelino Avenue and the intersection of
Santa Anita Street and Mission Drive, is not in the public interest

and will boe denled.

Application as above entitled having been filed, a public
hearing having been held, the Commission being fully advised 4in the
proemises, and the matter beling under submission,

IT IS ORDERED that the application of Foster Transporta-
tion, Incorporated, for authority to roroute its Mission Route,
as described in the order of Decision No. L2522, dated February 15,
1949, be, and the same horedy is, denied.
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The effective date of this order shall be twenty (20)

days after the date hercof 72;
ated atSZZZ:ZEZE;LazdadZALa_; California, this _S_ -
day of

» 1950.

/ ' COMITSSTONERS




