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Decision No. __ ~4~9_3_5 __ jL __ _ 

BEFORE TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION or TEE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

) 
In the Matter of the Application of ) 
LONG BEACH MOTOR BUS COMPANY tor & ) 
certificate ot Public Convenience ) 
and Necessity to operite within and ) 
oetween the City of Long Beach and ) 
contiguous areas. ) 

----------------------------) 

Application No. 34659 

ORDER DISMISSING PETITION OF PETE DRAKE 
AN i3 DE~Y'HK'i> PET iT I oN OF e I TY' OF 
--LONG BEACH FOR A REHEARING 

Pete Dra.k~, ooing bU31ness 8.S Terminal I~lanc Transit Co,."pany~ 

having requested in writing that his petition tor a rehear1ng of 

Decision No. 49170 herein, dated October 1, 19$3, be w1thdrawn from 

the consideration of the Comm1s~10n, ~nd good cause appear1ng, 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED the..t the petition of Pete Dra.ke. 1 doing 

O\l,siness as Terminal I!lla.nd Tran~1 t Company, tor a rehear1ng o.f 
Decision No. 49170 herein, ~ and it 1s hereby dismissed at ,his 

request. 

~e City ot Long Beach also filed 1ts petition tor a rehearing 

or the above-mentioned dec1sion. The first paragraph of ite peti­

tion is in support of the petition of Pete Drake' r~ a rehearing. 

Said ~etition having been dismis$ed, pursuant to applicantJs written 

request, it necessarily follows that supporting paragraph 1 in the 

petition of the City of Long Boach,is now moot. 

Paragraph 2 or the petition or the City of Long Beach ag~1n 

raises the que~tion of the jurisdiction of thio Commission to'certify 

an on-call service of Long Beach Motor Bus Company over undedicated 

roads and streets. The Commission considereo thi~ in Deeisi¢n 

No. 49170 of App11cat1on No, .34659, and concluded it· he.s jUX"1$Q1etion 

1. 



to tind that public convenience and nece~s1ty required the operntion 

of such on-call service over El'Embs.rclI.dero, Channel Way, and 
'-~f".~ ... ",l., ·'·~'''I~' "("'jr "r\.,." .... ".' .. 

Panorama. 'Drive together with."port10ns··of' P1co Avenue, and to grant 

s. certificate to the apP11c~~ i~;'i;~~h('~~rvice. In granting such 
" '1:' ;.',.., 

certificate, the COmmission recognizes that the City or Long Beach 

may, in the exerc is e 'or 1 ts " polic e power, c lose or re s tric t the use 

. '... I' -1,"" 
including' those of applicant. 

'. ',,'. ~ .. ' 'I' I, I "j .... '" 

Paragr~ph 3 states that the ~ecord conta1ns 'evidence'with' 

respect to the desirability of a transfer exchange, but a reference 
~ ... j : ~f_. .:.' .~ •• 

to the transcript shows merely a. statement by the Commander of the 
, .,;,~, ~ ;,_4"~PItl':.~~ ;,"1'~~;' 

Naval"Shipyard that "we would not mind a tra.nsfer system", (Tr. p. 
,~""' ... 0\ .... "1.~~ 

26) /and tha.t he would ftlike to reiterate 'Our objection to any change 

which changes the present very 38.t1stactory bus service to, 80mething 
• ~ • ( '1 

which would require s. double taret! (Tr .. :p .. 41). "These .sts.t~ments· " 
I • "! ~.~ ~~. ~ ~~,. ~ I',. i 

or comments from the Commander do not conztitute sufficient evidence 
, " ",'" :", 4J :'. on "Wh.1ch the CommiSSion could ba.~e a.n ord~r requiring inter-cho.nge 

,I; i ~ ft- J' " -- ...... 

"'" "il. 

Pa.ragraph 3 further- states that So certifica.te 1s3ued to the 

a.pp11cant should be conditioned 1n several pa.rticulArs, ,including a 
fl' i :'/ .~! ~ 

requirement thnt equipment acqU1red'by the applicant be ~not more 

than e 19ht years or a.ge, modern in design a.nd 1n first-class 
, , 

operating condition .. " The CommiSSion is or the opinion that th1$ io 

primarily a oervice matter and not properly includa.ble 1n a certifi­

cate. In the same C'ategory i3 the req,ue3t that applicant 'be req,uireo 
t" -to acquire title to all eqUipment operated under lease in anticiPa-

tion of the' possibility that use or the lea.s~~d eq,u1pment might 'be 

denied t? the applica.nt by the lessor company-. l'be Commi33ion 

retains continuing jurisd1ction over such service matters and may 

oonsider them 'at any appropria.te time. 

Paragraph 4 or the City's petition objects that the a.pplieantfs 

certi.ficate d~s not contain a. requirement that it obta.in' prior 
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approva.l of th1:! Comm1ss1o~ .. 'before reduc ing :!-ervice. However, the 

Commission is or the opinion that the int~rest of the poople of the 

C1t1 of Long Beach is adequately prot~cted from unauthor1ied 

reduct10ns 1nservice by para.gra.ph 5 of: its Deeision No. 49170 

requir1ng "That until further order of this Comm1ss1on tong Bea.ch 

Motor Bus Compa.~y shall 1mmediately restore the service that was 1n 

effect on a.ll the Long Bea.ch City Lines' routes prior to Aug'U:lt 10, 

19$3, except a.s to Routes Nos. 1 and 4, as rerouted, and as to za.id 

lines frequency of service shall 'be substant1a.lly the' same as that 

in effect prior to August 10, 19$.3." 

The Commission having considered said petition and each And 

every allega.tion therein contained, and 'being or the opinion that 

no ground for rehear1ng is made to appea.r therein, 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that said petition or the City of Long 

Beach be, And 1t is hereby denied. 

Da. ted at San Franc isco, Ca.l11'ornia., this 17M day of Noveml:el:-, 

1953. .. 


