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BEFORE THE
PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF WISCONSIN

Joint Petition of The Greyhound Corporatlon
{Central Greyhound Lines Division). Badger
Bus Lines, Inc., Bsdger Ccaches, Inc.,
Joseph F.Wenzel, dba River Tpails Transit
Lines, and Zephyr Lines, Inc., for Amendment
to Rule PSC 40,04, Wisconsin Aministrative
Code.

MC-1049
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TO ALL TO WHOM THESE PRESENTS SHALL COME:

I, Edward T. Kaveny, Secretary of the Public Service
Commission of Wisconsin, do hereby certify that I have com-
pared the annexed copy of the decision with the original deci-
sion of the Public Service Commisslon of Wisconsin 1n the
above-entitled matter, now on file in the office of sald
Cormmission, and that the éame is a true copy of such original

decision and.of the whole thereof.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my
hand and affixed the seal of said Cormis-

sion at its office in the City of Madison,
thisgﬁggpﬁﬁ day of DAl -A.D, 19-37

Secretary
PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF WISCONSIN



BEFORE THE
PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF WISCONSIN

Joint Petlticn of The Greyhound Corporation
{Central Greyhound Lines Division), Badger
Bus Lines, Inc., Bedger Coachesy; Inc.,
Joseph F. Wenzel, Doilng Business as River
Treils Trenglt Llnes, snd Zephyr Lines,
Ince, for Amendment to Rule PSC L0.0L,
Wisconsin Adminlatrative (ode

MC-1049
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FIRDINGS OF PACT, OPIWION, AND ORDER

& jJoint petition for amendment to rule PSC L0.0L, Wis-

duleg of

congin Administrative Code, relaiting to changes in sche

common mobor cerriers of peassengers was filed with the Commlssion

on July 10, 1958 by The Greyhound Corporation (Central Greyh

ovnd
Lines Divislion), Badger Bus Lines, Inc., Badger Cosches, InNcs,
Joseph F. Weonzel, doing business as River Tralle Transit Lines,
and Zerhyr Lines, Inc., 8ll interurban common motor carriers of
pPasSBengers im~@igﬁﬁﬂﬂiﬁn n July 29 the petilticners amended their
petitidén as indlented in the findings of feact whieh follow.

Pursue

nt to dus notiee, heuring wes held at Medison on
%@p%&m@@@‘x?; 1958 vefore Exeminer Celmer Browys.
%@@@&r&n&@&@
?éﬁi@iwﬁ@rﬁg by

Adolph J. Bleberstein, attorney
HMudlson

Intervenor in Suppert of Petition:
Pooria=Rocklord Bus Company, by
erole clt, secretary-tressurer
%ggk ord, ﬁ%%}‘f of's ¥ °

af the Commission Sbeffl:

Ceo Fo Riederer, englneering department
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THE COMMISSION FIRDS:

Rule L0.0l, Wisconsin Administrative Code, reletes to
the approvel or suspension of preposed chanses in interurbesn bus
schedules. The rule now provides:

PSC L0l0l Proposed Chenge. If no objection o the
proposed chenge 18 1 the Commission within 7
days alter the r&quir@@ notice or posting, whichever is
later, the proposed change will not be suspended by the
Commission auh@a%uanﬁ %o sueh T-day period except alter
‘ormal Investigation end hearing. Th@ notifying carrlier
will be Informed prompily et the end of the T-day perled
1f no cobjection has been filed or if the proposed changs
hes been suspended in responee o objection or on the
Commiasionts own motione If all or part of the proposed
sghedule is suspended or cbjection iz filed thereto, the
portion suspended or objecbed to will be set for hesring.

amended, t

@ joint petition requests that this rule

be revised Lo reoady

P30 LODLOL osed Chenge. If no objection to the
proposed change the Cosmlission within 7
daye alter the regulred notice or poesting, whichever is
later, the propossd chasge will not be suspended by the
Comalsaion, subseguent to such Te=day periocd, except after
formal investipation and h@@@iﬁgﬂ If an objection to the
proposed chanpe Lz flled by any mercantils, agricultural
or manufaeturing scclety or by any body polidle or munie
eipal orgeanization, or by a connecting or competing
earrier, or by 25 persons within said 7 days, and the
ssme shall be sufficient presumptively to Justifly the
guspension of sueh proposed change, the Commission may
guspend such proposed chunge of schedule or eny pard
theresof. The notifying earrier will be informed prompily
at the end of the T-dey pericd if nc such objlectlion has
been filed or 1If the proposed change has been suspended
in response to sueh objectlion; or on the Commissionts ocum
motlion. The Commission s Lf 1t deems suffleient cause
therefor exlista, set a h@&?ﬁﬁﬁ before 1%t upcn the pro-
priety of such change.

Principal feature of the propused rule le the abtbempd

more elearly bto defline the cbjectlon or objectlions necessary hefors
a proposed schedule change will be suspended. Actbually, there never

haz be

en any question that a change should be suspended if cbjectlon
was recelved Irom e competing ecarrier or from a mercantile, agri-
cultural, or muni¢ipal scelety or by any politlesl or municipal

organigetion. Thers has been a guestlon, however, with respect



to the nunber of objections {iled by rpersons individuslly or in a
petliion which would w&ﬁﬁﬁmﬁ sugpending & propesed schedule ehenpges
The proposed rule steites thet cblection by any 25 persons would be
sufficlent presumptively for suspenslon of the scheduls. The proe=
gent rule merely refers to sn "objlection.® In prectice the Come
mleslon haes not reguested the carrler to suspend the chenge wnloss
complaint wes recelved from L or more persuns.

The prineivel lesue then ls whethsr or not complaints
from 25 op more persons oy from & lesser nunber should normally
be reguired %@ﬁm?@ 8 propossed schedule should be suspended. It
iz understood that Iin eny cass the Commlssion on its own motion
¢on suspend the proposed schedule.

The following arguments mey be elted in support of the

fule requiring 25 or more persons to comnplain:

2. The proposed procedure would be similar to that of
d in section 196426, Statutes, and hence

Be The schedule chenpge shich 12 suspsided on ghord
notles ceuses eonglderabls inconvenlonse to the ce ﬁ&&ﬁ ﬁmﬁ
alsc resulis in Iinsscurste Informebtlon belng published
national bus gulde. There ig then & period when ﬁzﬁﬁﬁ% ﬁm
not heve ﬁv&ﬁlﬁhlﬁ for the publie correct schedule Informations

o~ The confusion deseribed in (b) sbove could be caused
at pf@&ﬁﬁ% by & minimum of I persoms but could pessibly incon-
venlente meny more.

d. Present procedure now g timee resulite in hearings
where it appears In advence that the cbjeetion will almost
certainly be denled.

@« Under the proposed rule ithe Commission esn sbill
poatpone a gchedule change on 1ts own motion where there
are fowsr than 2% persons oblecting bubt where thare appesrs
o be good resscon Tor such sugpsnslon.

The following srguments are eited sgeinst changing the
rule a8 proposedsy

fie With the new rule it would be mope dilflcult to
postpone schedule changes, Thieg is Important guse the
@ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ cubtlook is for more serviees surtalilmonts than
pervice additions. ERiders wlill heve Ailficulty elirsulating
: £iling an sdequate petlilion within the 7T-day perdvd
because Iinterelty riders are s very heterovgeneous group and
ordinarily are not orgenized In sny way.




be The public generally would nct be eware that
obiection from 25 or more perscns would bs mﬁsﬂﬁﬁarv
baefore & sehedule change would be suspended.

¢« Helther the proposed rule nor the cresent mule
are very speeific with respect to suspension of s@h@ﬁwlmﬁ
cheanges on the Commls iwmfﬁ own meticons

Advanteges of the proposed rule cubwelgh the disadvante
azes. However, it is felt desirsble thet the rule be explicit
eoncerning the right of the Commlission te suspend & schedule
change on ites cwn motion. Then in ceses where a proper pebition
hes not been filed, bul where thers le sulfliclent evidsnce in-
ﬁi@ahigg thet s proposed scheduls change should be suspehded the
Gommission mey do so without questionm. While this is probebly

permlesible at the present time, the change would malks 1t more
definite. Sectlon PEC L0.0L should be amended to read &8 here-
inafter ordered.

Conelusion of Law

THE COMMIGEION CONCLUDESZ:

That 1t is empowered by sectlions 194.10 and 227.01l,
et. S0g., Statubtes, tc smend section PEC L0.OL, Wisconsin Admine
iaﬁp@%i@%_ﬁ&ﬁ&g &8s hereln crdered, end thet an appropriste oprder
should be issued.

THE COMMISSION THEREFORE ORDERSs
1. That section PSC 0.0L, Wisconsin Administrative
Code, be and hereby is amended to read:

PSC 4100l Proposed Cha: If no cbjection te
the proposed change 18 b the Commission wlithe
in 7 days after %ﬁ% @@Qﬁi?@ﬁ m@ﬁiﬁ@ op posting, whiche
sver 1s later, the proposed chonge willl not be suspended
by the Commlasion &ﬂh@@@ﬁﬁﬁﬁ to such T=day pericd except
after formel Investigstion and hearing. I an cobjection
to the proposed change is filed by any mercantile, sgri-

& e
4

gultural, or manufacturing scclety or by any body politic,

or mﬂmi$XW&i mrganigati&m or by & conneclbing ¢
garrier or by any 25 persons with sald 7 dovs and the
same ghall be sulliclent presumptively to Jjustify the
sgusponsion of such preoposed change, the Cowmisslion may

g

and competing



&h&@@ﬁ@ sueh proposed change of scheduls or any part
thereols, Nothing berein shall be construed to limltd
the right of the Commissicn on its cun motion to asuge
nend & wrapﬁ@@& chenge of schedule or any pert thersof.
The no Gifyving ecarrier will be infomed vromptly et the
end of the T-day peried if no such cbjeetion has been
filed or iI the proposed chsuge hes been suspended in
response to an chjection or cn the Commisgionts cun
moblon. The Commisaion, 1f 1t deems suflficient cause
therefor exists, may set a hearing on the propriaty @f
v&&ﬁ? chengs.

2, That such smended rule pursuant to section 227.026,
Statutes, be effective April 1, 1959,
e

sertified coples of this order be flled with the Secretaery of

That in accordsnes with sectlon Z27.023; Stabubes,

Btate &@@5%iﬁ@ the Revisor of Btatubes snd that the smended rule
ghall be gﬁ%éiﬁh@ﬁv&m the Merch is&@ﬁ of the Wisconsin Administrative
Reglster. |

e Thet in @ii other respects the 5&&&% §@%&%&@@ &@§@in
%@ and the ssne h@yﬁhy is denled. _ ‘

ﬁ@ﬁ@d‘&%fﬁﬁﬁ son, Wiﬁ@@ﬁﬁiﬁ@ this Do - day of

e S o
e, a959s
; »
r the Commission.
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