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Decision _8_3_0_7_0_4_3_ JUL 201983 

BEFORE !HE PV;SLIC UTILITIES COMMlSSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Application of: ) 
WEST SHORES LEASINC CORP. for a ) 
Certificate of Publie Convenience ) 
and Necessity to operate as a ) 
passenger stage corpo~ation to ) 
provide scheduled service ov~ ) 
regular routes, between San Diego ) 
and Los Angeles via Riverside, ) 
serving named intermediate ?o1nts. ) 
Under authority of Section 1031 ) 
et seq., of the Public Utilities ) 
Code of the State of California. ~ 

OPINION - .... - .............. 

A?plication 83-03-07 
(Filed March 2, 1983) 

Applicant West Shores Leasing Corp., an Oregon 
eorporation authorized to conduct business in the State of 
California, seeks a certificate of public convenience and 
necessity to operate as a passenger stage corporation in 
scheduled service between San Diego and Los Angeles, via 
Riverside, using Interstate Highways 805 and IS and California 
Highway 91, as principal routes, and serving intermediate points 
at Miramar Naval Air Station, Escondido, Valley Center, San 
Marcos, Fallbrook, Rainbow, Rancho California, Sun City, March 
Air Force Base, RiverSide, Corona, and Santa Ana, with return 
over the same route. Ap?licant proposes to transport passengers, 
baggage, express, newspapers, and mail in the same vehicle. 
Applicant seeks the requested authority under Public Utilities 
(PO) Code Section 1031, et seq. and intends to conduet 
its proposed service on a 7-day per week basis wi~h one south-
bound and one northbou~d schedule daily. 

-1-



A.83-03-07 ALJ/emk 

Notice of filing of the application appeared in 
the Commission's Daily Transportation Calendar dated March 7 p 

1983. In addition, copies of the application were mailed by 
applicant to various local governments and organizations who 
might be interested in or be affected by this application. 
No protests to the application have been filed with the 
Commission .. 

Applicant currently holds a Class A charter-party 
certificate, file No .. TCP-2l8-A, from this Commission. In 
addition, applicant holos a motor common carrier certificate, 
Docket No. MC-153043, issued by the Interstate Commerce 
Commission (ICC), authorizing the transportation of ?assen~ers 
and their baggage in the same vehicles, in charter and special 
operations, beginning and ending at New York, New York; San 
Francisco, Los Angeles, San Diego, Sacramento, Bakersfield, 

~ Santa Barbara, Carmel, and Palm S~rings, California; Miami p 

Florida; Phoenix and Scottsdale, Arizona; and Las Vegas and 
Reno, Nevada, and extending to points in the United States. 

The proposed daily schedule from los Angeles to San Diego 
will depart Los Angeles at 3:20 p .. m. and arrive in San Diego 
at 9:09 p.m. while the daily schedule from San Diego to 
Los Angeles will depart San Diego at 5:00 p.m. and aTrive in 
Los Angeles at 10:30 p .. m.. Applicant proposes to conduct: this 
service using four 1981 MeI 51-passenger capacity Intercity 
coach-type buses, and applicant states it has additional 
equipment which may be used in addition to those mentioned above. 

Applicant alleges it is heavily committed to the 
passenger transportation industry since it owns and operates 
numerous bus terminals in the western United States to support 
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its existing ICC-and PUC-authorized :otor carrier operations. 
Currently a?~lic3nt o~era:cs two tercinals in th~ St~te of 
Californi~, one in Sant~ A~ ~nd one in San Frnncisco. Should 
the authority requested in this s??lication be granted, 
applicant plans a third t~rminal in San Diego. A?plicant ~~loys 
d=ivers with an average bus criving experience of over seven 
years which applicant bel~~ves gives them sufficient ex?Cr1e~ce 
to safely operate ~assen3er trans?ortaeion equi?~ent. Ap?licaut 
s:ates it :~s access to and is famili~= with all a??lic~ble 
rules ane re~~lations pro~~gated by the United Sta:es De?artment 
of Irans?ortation, ~he Cali~ornia Public U~il~ties Commission, 
and the California Highway Pa~rol. Applicant believes it r~s 
the necessary ~otor equipment and su?p~rt staff including 
maintenance an~ clerical staff to s~eee$sfully ~~Qertake the 
proposed service. 

:S'inaneial informatio:l fileo ... :ith tbe application 
=efl~ct$ that, as of October 31, 1982, applicant had ~ssets 
of $823,440.96. P:-o £ormacash flow projections for the end 0: 
the first year of operation reflect gross profit of $105,269.00. 

Applicant alleges that gr&neing of ~h~ authority 
sought would have no significant effect on the Cfuality of 
human envi=on:oent within the areas to be served. Furthermore, 
it is ap?licant's belief that the ~uthority requested does not 
involve actions which wou~d signi£ica.~tly affect energy efficiency· 
under tbe meaning of ?U Code Sections 3502.1 and 3502.2. 

A?pl~cant states that Greyho~o Lines, Inc. (Grey~~d) 
is the on~y e~reif1ca:~d carrier offering s~ilar service betweec 
the points n.at:leo. However,. G::eyhound is cu-""%'cntly ~:temptillg to 
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abandon the majority of the proposed $ervice lis:ed in this 
ap?~icetion. Ap?lieen~ state~ that the se=vice proposed ~s of a 
uni~ue and distinct nature in tha~ i~ serves pr~ri1y the retire-
ment c~ities along the Interstate 15 corridor. Applicant alleges 
it hag discussed the p~oposed service with a n~oer 0: civic leaders, 
travel sgents, ~nd ~embers of the transportation cocounity, &nd has 
had 8 favorable response. Tr.ose ictervieweo r~ve indicated to 
applicant t~~t it would be highly ~e$irable to b-~e s locally 
oper3tcd ca~ier to service the ~eecis of thei~ commcnity. Zhe 
application stctes that the service prO?osed is also uni~ue in that 
it is gc~red to banGle small pnckage express fro: cor.solidation 
te~inals ir. Los Angeles a~d San Diego to the poorly served s~ll 
c~unities within the territo=y s~:veG by this a?~licAt1o:. 
DisCl!gsio!t 

The Commission in ~~are =~t Co=ona and sever:l oeher 
?oints 310ng the service co==ido= proposed by a?plicar.e were proposec 
for abanGonm~n: by Gr~yhounG in its recen~ st~tewiGe 97-poine 
&oandonment ep?lication, A.S3-01-17. ~il~ the Coccission eis:issed 
Greyho~d's applicaeion wiehout p=ej~dice ~r.d is opposing Greyhoun~r$ .. 
subsequent pe:ition £i:~Q with the :nterstatc ~erce Co=mission on 
~y 31, 1983, the basis for the Commiesion's dismiss41 ~d oppos~ti~ 
is on ?rocee~&l rather than subs:antive grouncs. !11e ~ission 
w~..:tld eneertain :l subseQuent application by Greyhound prO".r~~~~ .it 
~Ub5ean~ially c~pl~ed with the ~ission's ~~les. 

T~e present application is the result of the passenger 
opcr:lti~s/bus deve:opments staff efforts to provioe ser~iec to this 
"black corridor", '!J'in Co=o:&, bet',.:e~n Los A:1geles end San Diego as 
a result of new fedc=al bus legislation anc Greyh~dfs a??l~ca~ion 
and for tha: reason, the authority sought here should be grsntcd. 
FinGin~s of Fact 

1. Applicant ~G ~he abilityp c~~ipcent, an~ f~~neial 
resources to perform the ?~oposcd serv~ee. 

2. Greyh~d currently see~3 ~he ~bnnGonment of several 
points along ~he corridor which a?~licant intends to serve in it$ 
p=oposed operation. 
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3. Public convenience and necessity require the service 
proposed by applicant. 

4. The rates proposed in the application are reasonable. 
5. It can be seen with certainty that there is no 

possibility that the activity in question may have a significant 
effect on the environment. 

6. A public hearing is not necessary. 
Conclusion of taw 

Public convenience and necessity have been demonstrated 
and a certificate of public convenience and necessity should be 
granted to applicant. 

Only the amount paid to the State for operative rights 
may be used in rate fixing. The State may grant any number of 
rights and may cancel O~ modify the monopoly feature of these 
rights at any time. 

o R' D E R ... ~ ... -- ....... 

IT IS ORDERED that: 
1. A certificate of public convenience and necessity is 

granted to West Shores teasing Corp. ~ an Oregon corporation 
authorized to conduct business in the State of California, 
authorizing it to operate as a passenger stage corporation, 
as defined in PU Code Section 226~ between the points and over 
the routes set forth in Appendix PSC-1302 to transport 
persons and their baggage and express in the same vehicle. 

2. Applicant shall: 
a. File a written acceptance of this 

certificate within 30 days after 
this order is effective. 
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b. 

c. 

d. 

Establish the authorized service 
and file tariffs within 120 days 
after this order is effective. 
State in its tariffs when service 
will start; allo~ at least 10 
days' notice to the Commission; 
and make its tariffs effective 10 
or more days after this order is 
effective. 
Comply with General Orders Series 
79. 98, 101, a.nd 104, and t:he 
California Highway Patrol safety 
rules. 

e. Maintain accounting records in 
conformity with the Uniform System 
of Accounts. 

3. This certificate does not aythorize the holder to 
conduct any operations on the property of or into any airport 
unless such o~ration is authorized by the airport authority 
involved. 

This order becomes effective 30 days from today. 
Dated JUl 20 1983 , at San Francisco, California .. 
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Ao~ndtx PSC-1302 Wp.st Shores 
I.easing COX'l). 

0:'12i041 Title Pa24! 

CERTIFICATE 

Of 

PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESS ItY 

AS A PASSENGER STAGE CORPORATION 

PSC-1302 

Showing ~assen~er stage o~rative ri~hts. restrictions, limitations. 
exceptions, and ~rivileges. 

All changes and amendments &s authorized by 
the Public Util1ties Commission of the State of California 

will be made as revised pages or added original pages. 

83 07 043 
Issued unde~ ,aut.ho.J..t.v of Decision • 
dated Jut. ~u i!:1~ , of the Public Utilities commiSsion 
of the State o£le&ii!orn1& 1n Application 83-03-07. 
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Appendix PSC-1302 West Shores 
Leasing Corp. 

INDEX 

Origina 1 Page 1 

SECTION 1. GENERAL AUl'HORIZATIONS" RESTRICTIONS, 
LIMITATIONS, AND SPECIFICAXIONS •••••••••••••• 2 

SECTION 2. ROUTE DESCRIPTION •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 3 

Issued by California ~blic Utilities Commission. 

Decision 83 07 04:3 ,Application 83-03-07. 
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e Appendix PSC-l302 West Shores 
Leasing Corp .. 

Original Page 2 

SEcrION 1. GENERAL AutHORIZATIONS, RESTRICTIONS, l.IMITATIONS, 
AND SPECIFICATIONS. 

West Shores Leasing Co~.,by the certificate of ~ublic 
convenience and necessity granted by the decision noted in the 
margin~ is authorized to transport passengers~ baggage, and express 
between points in San Diego and Los Angeles and certain 1nt:ermec11ate 
and adjacent territories over and along the routes described. subject, 
however, to the authority of this Commission ~o ehange or modify 
the routes at any time and subject to the follOWing provisions: 

a.. Motor vehicles may be turned at termini and 
intermediate points, in either direetion. at 
intersections of streets or by operating around 
a bloek contiguous to such intersections, in 
accordance with local traffic regUlations. 

b.. When route descriptions are given in one direction, 
they a~ply to operation in either direction unless 
otherwise indicated .. 

c. Tariffs and timetables shall s~cify passenger loading 
and unloading locations. 

d.. Express shall be transported only on l>&ssenger-carrying 
vehieles and shall be limited to a weight of not more 
than 100 pounds .. 

Issued by California Public Utilities Commission. 
Decision 83 07 043 ,Al'l'lication 83-03-07 .. 
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Appendix PSC-1302 

. . 

West Shores 
Leasing Corp. 

SECTION 2. ROUTE DESCRIPTION. 

Origina 1 Page 3 

Beginning in San Diego then via Interstate (I) 5 and 
1-15 to Miramar Naval Air Station. then via 1-l5 to Escondido. 
then via 1-15 to Valley Center (Lawrence Welk Village). then 
via I-15 to San Marcos, then via 1-15 to FallbroOK. then via 
1-15 to Rancho California, then via I-15 to Sun City. then via 
I-15E to March Air Foree Base, then via I-l5t to Riverside, then" 
via State Route (Rte) 91 to Corona, then via. Rte 91 and Rte 5-7 
to Santa Ana, then via I-5 to Los Angeles. 

Issued by California Puolic Utilities Commission. 

Decision 83 07 04:3 ,Application 83-03-07. 
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i~s exis~ing ICC-and PUC-au~horized motor carrier operations. 
Currently applicant o?erates two terminals in ~he Sta~e of 
California, one in Santa Ana and one in San Francisco. Should 
~he authority requested in ~his application be granted, 
applicant plans a third terminal in San Diego. A?plicant employs 
drivers with an average bus driving experience of over seven 
years which applicant believes gives them sufficient experience . 
to safely operate passenger transportation equipment, Ap~licant 

states it has access to and is familiar with all applicable 
rules and regulations promulgated by the Uni~e~~tates Depar~ment 
of Transportation, the California Public UtiL!ties Commission, 
and the California Highway Patrol. APpli~t believes it has 

>,' 
the necessary motor equipment a~d supp~ staff including 
maintenance and clerical s~aff ~o suc~ssfullY undertake the 
proposed service. ~ 

Financial information fj~ed with the application 
reflects that, as of October 31;'1982, applicant had assets 
of $823,440. 96,~i:abilitiey'of-$.g~-;44-G-:96 cre-:~nrcn-al"O"Cme" 
'S-m-;2'O'S":"3'4-re'?'re'S'e tIt s tle-t 1tt~O'ttfe-T:o the e¢m'{)'~y:: Pro f erma 
cash flow projectio~s for ~e end of the first year of operation 
reflect gross profit of ~05,269.0P,· 

Applicant alleles that gran~ing of ~he authority 
sought would have no s~ificant effect on the quality of 
human environment within the areas to be se-rved. Furthermore, 
i~ is applicant's be~ef ~ba~ the authority requested does not 
involve ac~ions whicb would significantly affect energy efficiency 

/ under ~he meaning~f PO Code Sections 3502.1 and 3502.2. 
Applicant states that Greyhound Lines, Inc. (Greyhound) 

is the only cer~ifica~ed carrier offering similar service beeween 
the points named. However, Greyhound is currently attempting to 
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abandon the majority of the proposed service listed in this 
application. Applicant states that the service proposed is of a 
unioue and distinct nature in that it serves primarily the retire-
ment communities along the Inters~ate l5 corridor. Applicant alleges 
it has discussed the proposed service with a number of civic leaders, 
travel agents, and members of the transportation community, and has 
had a favorable response. Those interviewed have indicated to 
applicant that it would be highly desirable to have 4 locally 
operated carrier to service the needs of their community. The 
application states that the service proposed is also unique in that 
it is geared to handle small package express from consolidation 
terminals in Los Angeles and San Diego to the poor~y served small 
communities within the territory served by thi~~&?~lieation. 
Disc:ussion /" 

The Commission is aware that ~Ona and several other 
points along the servic:e corridor proposed by Applicant were proposed 

/ for abandonment by GreyhoUQ~.in its;.:ecent statewide 97-point 
abandonment application,:t:>. 83-01-17. While the Commission dismissed 
Greyhound's applic:ation without~ejUdiCe and is opposing Greyhound's 
subsequent petition filed with/the Interstate Commerce Commission on , 
May 31, 1983, the basis for Irhe Commission's dismissal and opposition 
is on ~rocedural rather than substantive grounds. The Commission 
would entertain a SUbSeq~/nt application by Greyho~~ ~v1~~~ 
substantially complied ~th the Commission's rules.;-~~pPlication 
is the result of the p~senger operations/bus developments staff 
efforts to provide sefice to this "back corridor". via Coron&~ 
beeween Los Angeles and San Diego as a result of new federal bus 

\ 

legislation and Greyhound's application and for that reason. the 
authority sought here should be granted. 
Findings of Fact 

l. Applicant has the ability, equi-pmeut. and financial 
resourees to perform the proposed service. 

2. Greyhound currently seeks the abandonment of several 
points along the corridor which a-pplieant intends to serve in its 
proposed operation. 
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