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Decision No. 

BEFORE'TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Matter of the Application"cf") 
RA1L~Y JO~SON~ doing businc~s as ) 
REDLAlIDS TP~~IT LINE, !o~ certifi- ) 
cate of public convenience and ) 
n~cossity, to operate a pa~scnger ) 
=e~vice as 3 'common carrier between ) 
Mentone and Redlands, California. ) 

Application No. 33683 

Rex W. Cr;:!Tlmcr, for appl:i.cant. 

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

Applicant requests authority to' operate a pas~engcr stage 

service in the City of Redlands and bet"icen Redlands and the COnl

:nu.."lity of l{entone situated approximately five miles northeasterly 

from the business district of Redlands.. Applicant now operates a 

bus service within the city limits of Redlands.. The two routes 

operated arc the rlighland Avenue Line and the so-called Mentone Line. 

The lattc::' line now extends to the intersection of' Waoash Avenue 

and Lugonia Avenue, 3. dist"ance of approxirn~.tcly four miles, :::.djo.ccnt. 

to the west, portion of Mentone. 

The present b1).~ service is conducted upon an oral agrco-

ocr.t with the City of Rcdl~~ds, whereby either party may terminate 

thooporat1on at any time. 

A public hearing 'viaS hold in Redlands. Evidence hoving 

been adduced, the matter wa~ ~ubm1tted for decision. 

The evidence shows that applic~nt's present operation~ 

~:e being conducted ct a lo~s. His d~ilY revenue for tho first 

18 operating dny,s in, OC,tobcr waS $16.25', or approy.i:natcly 15-.5 cents 

per bus mile, on do.ily mileage ot 10, miles. Applicant tcs.tif'ied 

thnt he estimated his ,resent ope:atin~ cost~ to be ~pproximntelyt. 

23 cents per mile. 
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A ~t~t0mcnt of income and expenses for tho first six 

~onths of 1952, filed with the ~pplic~tion, ~how~ gross re~onuc of 

$1,973.20 nnd expenzes of $1,440.08. Said figur~s, however, do not. 

include driver's W~g0S tor a,plic~nt, increased cost or public 

lia.bility insurnnce or $37.5'2 per month, if cert11"ie~tcd, nor pay

mcnt~ on equipment or $121 por month~ Considoringtho ~o latter 

items, the results would have been CL loss of $528 insteo.d of a 

profit oi $423.12. An additionCLl oxpense tor drivorfs wages should 

also be considered. 

The proposed scrvicB into the co~~unity of Mentone would 

bring the present opero.tion lesz th~n one mile closer to some pro

spective p~trons. At present the Mentone passengers walk to the . 
ncnrcst~int at Wab~sh ~nd Lueoni~ Avenuos. Tho record is not con

v:!.ncing, nor is it supported "oy ~ubst:tnti:?l evidence, that t:..ny 

Qateri~l incre~~c in p~tron~ge would rc~ult from the proposed oxt~n-
(1) 

5ion. Residcnti:\l :lnd industri:ll dcve1o~mcnt ho.s not matcri~1zcd 

as waS anticipated .(sec Decision No. 39l.j.7l.r, d~tcd October 1, 19~). 

A p~5senecr st~zc service botween Redl~ds ~nd Mentone, 

s~113r to the one herein proposod, wn~ recently cbandonod upon ~ 

showing of unprofitable operntion (Decision :~o. l.j·5'+5'3 , do.ted 

Mnrch 13, 19511. 

The Redlands service is now caine oper~ted at n loss and, 

~1though ~ sm~il incrensc in Mentono tr~ffic would probably materi

al1ze, neither tho pa~t record nor the present showing ju~tify CL 

conclu~ion thst the over-::~ll opo:rctlo~ could be conducted profitably. 

~ petition for the proposed Mentone oxtonoion, containing tno 
signntures of 198 pcr~ons, wcs filed ~s ~n exhibit with this 
application. 
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A deni~l or the proposed extension of le:'$ than one mile 

into the co~~unity of Mentone will not affect applicant's present 

opcrotion. 

Antl,lysis of the in:::t.1.."'lt record indicates that tho expenses 

of the proposed operation would exceed tho ostimc.tcd revenue::;.' ~ The 

Co~~ission is aware of the foct th~t ~ service between the pOints 

here involved and si:nilo.r to tb~t contemplo.ted herein, was author

ized to be abandoned ~econtly because of the inability of 'tho 

corrier to render :.uch service profitably. It would not 00 conson

o.nt with the public .interest" nor would it be 0. proper discharge of 

the duties ~nd obligo.tions ioposce on the Commis:;ion wore it to 

authorize the conduct of an o~cration which holds so little promise 

of enduring. 

Upon consideration of the evidence in this proceeding, 

we ore ~"'loble to find t~~t the proposed opcr~tion would be compcn

s~tory, nor that public convcnionce a..""ld neces:.i ty rCCluirc its 

cstoblishocnt~ Tho o.~plico.tion will be denied~ 

o R D E R 
-..,.,-..~-

A public hearing hoving been hold, the Commission being 

fully ncviscd in the premises ~nd b~1ng, un~blo to find th~t public 

convcni.:mcc and ncccsz1ty rcquir.c tho ,oz'toblish.-ncnt ~nd operntion 

of ~ passeng~r st~gc ocrvico ao herein proposed, 
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:ITIS ORDERED th:lt App11c~,tion No. 33683 be, and 1t horoby 

-is, den1od. 

The effoctive'dato of this order'sha11 be: twenty (20) dt\y~ 

after tho d~to hcr~o~ ~ 

Dated ~t~0a'v:ra,..4fj4IA:' :C"'lifornia~ this If ~ 
dD-YO of I1n."H,,-,'/l,J, I , 19',2. 

Commissioners 


