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LOS ANGELES DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION’S
REQUEST FOR COMMISSION REVIEW OF DISPOSITION OF
WAYMO LLC’S ADVICE LETTER 0002 (Tier 2)

INTRODUCTION 

Pursuant to the California Public Utilities Commission (“Commission”) Rules of Practice and

Procedure and General Order 96-B Section 7.6.3, the City of Los Angeles, Department of

Transportation (LADOT) requests a review of the March 1, 2024 disposition regarding Waymo’s

Advice Letter for Autonomous Vehicle Passenger Service Phase I Driverless Deployment

Program which expanded deployment of Autonomous Vehicles into the City of Los Angeles,

parts of Los Angeles County, and parts of the Bay Area.  

REASONS FOR REVIEW

Per General Order 96-B Section 5.1 notes that “(t)he advice letter process provides a quick and

simplified review of the types of utility requests that are expected neither to be controversial nor

to raise important policy questions.” The advice letter procedure that is currently being used to

create a substantial change in the transportation landscape is not the appropriate vehicle for

review. The issue of autonomous vehicles in California is both controversial and has

continuously raised important policy questions related to safety, equity and data which have yet to

be resolved through this process. The LADOT as the steward of the right of way and as the

transportation agency for the largest city in California, believes that numerous issues related to

this new transportation mode that has been granted approval by the CPUC to operate within its

borders remain unresolved and, therefore, problematic for residents and visitors to the City.
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Another issue that relates to this case and further denotes its controversial status is the fact that

there is currently litigation related to autonomous vehicle deployment pending with the California

Supreme Court on this very issue. City and County of San Francisco, et al. v. California Public

Utilities Commission (Waymo) Case no. S-283446. Knowing that there is pending litigation on

this matter, the CPUC Division should have delayed its decision pending the outcome of that

case. Furthermore, current legislative bills S.B. 915, A.B. 1777, and A.B. 3061, all relate to

regulations regarding autonomous vehicle deployment and again, should have given the CPUC

enough evidence to recognize that more work needs to be done before unfettered deployment is

released on city streets.

Finally, as the LADOT continues to note, many issues brought to the CPUC’s attention remain

unresolved particularly operational issues, standardization practices, and access to data. All

issues which have been raised by the LADOT and all issues in which the CPUC has remained

silent as it relates to their resolution

CONCLUSION 

LADOT has a demonstrated history of working closely with new and emerging transportation

providers and technologies. The introduction of AVs into a dynamic urban environment must

be done with deliberate attention to safety, transparency, and the local voice. LADOT is

committed to creating a 21st-century transportation system and welcomes the opportunity to

continue to support advancements in transportation collaboratively.

LADOT requests Commission review of this decision because it believes the CPUC erred in

expanding autonomous vehicle service to an area exponentially larger than its previous ODD,
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it erred in not treating this matter as controversial and ignoring the policy questions that have

been raised which thus makes the advice letter process inadequate for this new form of

passenger service, and finally, the CPUC has not resolved issues that have been raised, in

particular the idea that it should allow local jurisdictions to require and manage data collection

efforts to help support planning, local equity programs, and other issues related to passenger

carrier services. LADOT and the City of Los Angeles reserve the right to pursue any further

administrative or legal action.

Dated: March 11, 2024 

Respectfully submitted, 

/s/ Jarvis Murray 
Jarvis Murray 
For-Hire Transportation Administrator 
Los Angeles Department of Transportation 
100 S. Main St. 
Jarvis.Murray@lacity.org 
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