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Decision No. 72768
BEFORE TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALLFORNIA

In the matter of the application of )
F and K CORPORATICN dba ALRINE BUS co.,
INC., 3 corporation, of Los Angeles,
)
)
)

Application No. 49245

for a permit to operate as. a charxter-
| (Filed February 15, 1967)

party carrier of passengers,
(File' No. TCP-139).

K. D. Walpert, for R. W. Russell, Chief Englneer
and General Manager, Department of Public
Utilities and Transportation, City of Los Angeles.
Fred G. Ballenger, for the Commission staff.

The Commission was notiffed on March 2, 1967 that the
applicant had ’failéd to comply with the safety rules of the 'Cali- '
fornia Highway Patrol when its eqdipment: was inspécteg_ in fioﬁnéct10n
with the application for reneﬁal of its charter-patty."cétﬂér 6f-
passengers permit. The permit had expired on Fébrdarj 15,,' ‘1967." |
Thereafter the application herein was docketed and é héa-ringj ﬁas -
held on May 1, 1967, in Los Angeles, before Examiner Fraser. The
matter was submitted after the presentation of evidence by the |
Commission staff. There was no appearance .for the"' aj:piicanu,
although the president of the applicant corporation a.dﬁ.égd . t:‘be‘
staff representative by t:elephox.:e,' just prior to the hea:ring, that
the corporation was out of business and the application éﬁdhld be |
disnissed. ' | o B 'i |

A.mocor carrier safety specialist from the Califbmi;
Highway Patrol testified as ‘follows: he first mspecce&', ’t:b‘ev
applicant's vehicles on December 7 , 1965; three of the £§uti$uges

checked falled to pass the 3afét:y requirements, mone of the vehiéle_s '
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had the required vehicle co'wz.tion report completed and reopondent
had no maintenance program for its vehicies; iInm January 1966, three
buses were checked - all bad minor vielaticns - ard one without
operating brakes was placed “out of service”; an "out of sexvice "
vehicle is considered to be dangerous and camnot be uaed wntil it
is reinspected and found to be in a safe condition; 14 buses were
checked in February 1966 and one was placed "out of" service"’-; "th‘e
other vehicles were mot properly maintained; in June two buaes were
placed "out of sexvice; on July 1 another bus was “out of service";
inspection of the buses revealed &i irty interioxs and exteriors,
dents, defective lights, defective brakes and steering, loose nuts
and bolts, dirty engines, lezks, loose seats, emcrgency exit doors
janumed, excess:.ve tire wear, speedometer mnot working con'ectly, _'
w:Lndshield wipers not working, broken window latches, flashing lights
(for school Bus) on roof not working; emexgency exit buzzer (waxns
when door unlocked) defective, defective tail lights, body damage
and lack of required fixrst aid kits, £ire extinguishers and highway
flares in each vehicle (Exhib t 4); a later inspection found no
recoxds and no improvement although the repre sentative of the |
plicant pron:.sed that all defic:.encies would be corrected

The witness further ‘testified that on January 16 1967 he
was ‘asked to complete another inspection of the applicant 8 equip-
ment because of a request to remew the applicant s charter-party
carrier pernit. All of the buses examined on February lS 1967 had‘
defects due to lack of maintenance. No maintenance or vehicle
records and no maintenance facilities other than a. dirt parking
lot and a box of hand tools were found The witness stated that ‘he
recommended the perm:.t not be renewed (Bxhibit 1) . ‘I’he representa-
tive of the applicant corporation again promised to correct all
deficiencies, but en inspection conducted on: March '28‘: 1%7 ~_discloaed
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that applicant's operating equipment was in the same condition and

three buses were taken "out of ‘sexvice” (Exhibits 2 and 3) as being
too dangeroue to drive on the highway. The witness testified'that
a Safety Compliance Report vas left with the rep'resentative of the
applicant on March 28, 1967; this report lists a.'Ll ”violations’ found
and 1s to be signed and returned to the California Highwav-Eatrol
as soon as the violations have'.been correct'ed" it was not returned
as ofv the date of hearing’. A California Highway Patrol traffic |
officer placed copies of eight citations in evidence (Exhibit 5)
These were issued on November 7, 1966 (two) ’ November 16 1966,
November 22, 1966, March 3 1967, Maxch 17, 1967, Maa:ch 21 1967
and March 22, 1967. The officer testi'fied that all the citations
were issued to the drivers of applicant’s 'school“bnses-'becauserof
violations of State law or safety provisions; the violations in-
¢luded Such items as turn signals not working, emergency brake not
holding, drivex without school bus driver s certificate, school
bus inspection cextificate not in bus ’ empty fire extinguisher,
inoperative safety devices £lashing- zed lights missing, and failure
of driver to escort youngex children across street as required by
law. Ihe officer further testified that no effort was made at any
time to keep applicant's vehicles under suxveillance. These vio~-
lations were o‘bserved by the officer assigned to patrol the area
while in the course of his regular duties. , |

A witness testified that hex child attends kindergarten at
Hancock Park Elementary School in Los Angeles and that the Alpine Bus
Company contracted duxing February of 1967 to take her child to and
from school for. $13 .00 a month, on a four~month contract. She stated
that the buses frequently appeared dirty, or rundown and during the
last week in Maxch (1967) sexvice was discontinued without notice,
at a great inconvenience to the mothers and teachers.v She ‘further
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testified that bus service was resumed and discontinued again on
April 23, 1967. She testified that she was not_if:ted'_ of tt;e Apxil
discontinuance, but other mothers were not informed. She st;at;ed‘
that service has not been resumed since Aj:ri.l and other bus
operators are now providing the school bus service.

The staff representative made a closing statement where:f.n‘
it was noted that over 90 percent of applicant's busineéé is the
transportation of (1,000) children to eleven kindefgarten'ahd‘ '
elenentary schools in the Los Angeles area. The st:aff has receilved
seventeen ¢complaints on tbe school bus operc.t:.on since September,
1966. The complaints Include remarks on :.nacequat:e sexvice, m:r.ssed_
schedules, failure to show, and lack of supervisi.on or abi.lity to
handle the younger c¢hildren. It was further noted that the appl:r.-

cant had ceased operating and apparently has no incention of pro-
v:[d:f.ng the service. ‘

|

Based upon the evidence we he:-eby £ind that: _

1. Applicant was transporting kn.ndergaxten and elementary
school children under the authority of a charter-part.y carxier 'permit.

2. Applicant applied for a renmewal of i’.ts operating 'permit on
ox about February 15, 1%67.

3. Applicant's perm:f.t was not renmewed on recommendation of
the Motor Carrier Safety Section of the California Highway Pat:rol.

4. The 1966 and 1967 inspections of applicant ’s operating"
equipment revealed vnsafe and improperly maintained buses.

5. Applicant does not have adequate facilities and trained

pexrsonnel to properly maintain its equiprent.

6. Appi;!.cam: _ceee_ed ‘operati.ng on or about April 23, 1967.
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Based upon the above findings we thexefore conclﬁdé,that:‘
1. Applicant has fafled to establish reasonable £itmess to
operate as a charter-party carrier of passengers. |
2. Application No. 49245 should be denfed.

IT IS ORDERED that Application No. 49245 {s hereby denied.

The Secretary of the Commission is directed to cause |
personal sexvice of this oxder to be made upon applicant. The
effective date of this order shallybe twenty days afper‘the com-

pletion of such service..

| Dated at Seo Pl | california, this_ /777




