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n:ecision No. ,90800' SEP ~;T)\ n([]n~nlifj , 

--------..;.--, 12 1979 ~) U]H'lUlUn~'~'~ 
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STA.TE OF C'ALIFOR.Tf.rA', 

In the Matter of the Application o~ l 
.AMERICAN BUSLINES~ INC. ~ a corpora­
tion~ tor a temporary certificate' o~ 
public convenience a'ld necessity as 
~ ~assenge;- stage corporation author­
l.Zl.Ilg serv:J.ce: (1) Between San 
Francisco~ CalUornia and Sacramento~ 
Calii'ornia~ (Z) Between Los Angeles,. , 
C~if'or:o.ia and San Diego, CaJ.l£ornia; 
and (3) Between San Diego~ Cal~ornia 
and the C~i!ornia-Arizona State Line. 

OPINION, - -- - -- -. "- -'" 

Application NO:.. SSSSS 
(Filed May ll~ 1979) 

Tlti.s applic~ti<?n requests that a teml'orary certificate 
be issued to American ,BusliD.es~ Inc. to authorize applicant to, 
provide a passenger stage serv:Lce during the summer: holiday ,season 
from June 15, 1979 to September 15~ 1979 b~tween San FranCis,eo, and 
the California-Nevada State Line, over Highway'$O,. with no· service 
locally between San Francisco and Vallejo; also" between Los 'Angeles 
and Doheny Park over Interstate- ;., serving all int,ermediaie points:~ 
except no local service between Los Angeles and Doheny Park; and 
between San Diego and the CaJ ifornia-Arizona State Line~ over 
Interstate Highway S, serving all intermediate points. ' 

It is aJ.leged that applicant is aJ.ready opera.ting over 
all routes noted tinder its a.uthori ty from the Interstate, Commerce 
Commission and that the proposed service can be 'operatecl.withenst­
ing eqc:i.Pment under 1. ts current schedules. 11; is :t:ur'ther al.leged: 

that this service will help, to relieve the emergency caused: by the ... ~, 

. / -' ,-
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~t 'fuel crisis and increasing public use o:f passeng~r buses" 

and trainS. 
Greyhound Lines, Inc. (Greyhound) filed a motion to dis­

miss on May 29, 1979. It argu.es that.: (1) the CommiSSion has no" 

jurisdiction to issue a tenporary certificate where a protest is 
filed; (2) Seet:i.on 1032 of" the Pu:blic Ut.iJ.i.t.ies Code ,requ.ires a 

£i:l.ding that present service is inadequate be~ore a, certi£icate ' can 

be issued; (3) applicant has presented no evidence,as'ye:t' o:fan 

emergency or a need for additional service; (4) Greyhound,i$present~ 
ly providing all service needed in the area and to certificate another 
carrier will result in duplication and wastage of fuel; (Sf the 

enviromnent may thereby be affected and an EnvirOXmlental Impact' 

Report or' a Negative- Declaration should be issued 'Wi th th~ Coramis~on 

as the lead agency; and (6) a" separate- hearing should.b,e held 
on the environmental issue prior to any othe~'determination herein, 

in the event that. the motion to dismiss is denied. 

Applicant filed a reply to· the motion to dismiss. on June 6, 
and the United Transportation Union filed a notice- o:f intervention 
on June S~ 1979.' , 

Applicant and Greyhound each informed the Commis~ion' that, 
the :tormer has tbree submitted applications now pending,: which re---­

quest that certificates be issued :tor the routes and between the . . ',' , 

points noted herein: Application No. 57797,. between, San Francis·co and 
. , .~ ," 

Sacramento; Appl:i.cation'No. 57939~'between Los Angeles. and S:3.nDi'ego;. 
(. . ," 

and Application No. 5$457, 'between San Diego and the C'a:l:if'ornia';" 

.Arizona. State Line. !pplicant argues· that all necessary supporting 
evidence and brief's have been received in these prior proceedi.ngs~to 

. . ~ , !i'· 

just.ify the immediate issuance of' the ex parte: order requested," ' r 
Greyhound contends that tms petition is" an improper at.t.empt.:to, inf'lu­
ence the submitted applications of'applicant, since it attempts to 
r:nse issues., that are pendi.ng in other proceedings,. and' Sh~~d " 

th~e£'ore. be dismiss-ed .. 

Finding of 'Fact , 
The issues to be decideciin this-application .. ,are~ad'Y" 

betore the CommiSSion in other submitted proce~dings, wb:ich\'lill be, I 

acted on in the near future .. 
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Conclusions o~ Law 

1. The Commission should not consider 3n ,s:pplication for 
temporaxy operating authority in three areas where ce~icates 

. ". . 

have aJ.ready been applied :tor- i:o. other applications which have been 
submitted, tmless extreme, em.ergencyor crisis. is· evident. 

2.' Extreme emergency· or crisis· is not· erident· in' this 
proeeeding ... 

3. The reliei'" requested should be denied .. 

ORDER 
-~-.., ---

IT IS ORDERED that the relief reqUested in the·~~pll.ca-

tio.c. is denied ... :; 

. The e!i'"ec:t~ve da.te of tbisorder sh.allbe thirty days 
. . 

a.i"ter the date hereof'. 
Dated . 

----~~--~~~----~~ 
c.alif'orn1a.:. . 
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