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+ BEFORE THE RATLROAD COMMISSION OF THE STATE. OF CALTFORNIA

In the Matter of the Applicetion

of ARTEUR L. STEWART for a certi-

Picate of public convenience and Application No. 20559
necessity to operate a sightseoing

sexrvice. ' B

Orla St. Clair, for applicant

Athern, Chandler & Farmer, by F. G. Athern,
for The Gray Lines, Inc,, Protestant.

DEVLIN, ‘Coﬁmissiéner:
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QPINION

In this epplication Arthur L. Stewart asks the Reilroad
Commission of the State of Californie for an Order\certifying that
Public convenience and necessity require the establishmentiand
operation by spplicent Stewart of an eutomotive éerviceaas‘al'
common carrier for the trdnsportation of passengers\ror‘compensa-‘
tion over the publie highmﬁﬁs ot this state‘on a continuous two-
day éll-expenéé sightseeing trip with one terminus only over &
definite route which may bde geneﬁally,described:

Boginning at Sen Francisco, thence via Coldon Gate
Ferry to Berkoley, with am elternate route via the San
Frencisco-Oalclend Bey Bridge upon its completion; touring .
Berkeley; thence to Vallejo, Nape Staggs Leap, Yountville,
St. Helena, Calistoga, Petrified forest, Mark West Springs,
Forestville, Monte Rio and Rio Nido where an over-nlght
s%op is proposed. : K

On the second day Zrom Monte Rio to Sebastopol,
Sapte- Rosa, Glen Ellem, Jack London's home, Sonome Valley
polnts, Petalume, Ham{ltor Flying Fleld, San Rafael, Mt.
Temelpals, Mulr Woods, Sausalito and San Franclsco via

Golden Cate Ferry with an alternate route via Colden Cate
Bridge upon its completion. :




Proposed rates for the service as well as time
schedules to be obsér#ed were duly set forth in exhibits
attached to the abplication. |

A public hearing wes held at San.”rancisco at which
time the matter'wa;‘submit;ed end is now ready ror\decision.

Lpplicent alleges-ac Justificetion for the authoriﬁj
requested that there is not at the prosent time an all—exbense
tour of the type he bropo¢es belng operated over tne above
'deocribed route. | |

Appliéant tgstified that he has had practically no |
local inguiries or fequests rdr a tour of thls type and that he
has made no personal 1nvestigation as to the approximate mumber
of passepgers that might be aveileble for such tour. He stated
thet he has discussed the idea with the representatives of threo
or four eastern railroad qompanies’and travel buresus from whom
he would expect to receive bookinges of tourists exo;ps. \

Leo J. Winters, & transportation agent, on dehalf éf
the applicent tostifled that he had never had any requests for
an all-expense tour over the proposed route, but he was of the
oplmlon that 1t would be ettractive es & selling vroposition.

The Grey Lines, Inc. piotested the granting of the appli-
catlon, J. A. Boyd, its Secrotary, testifying and alleging that
the proposed route practicelly parallels 1ts Touxr No. 6 which it
has operated for & number of years. The only portion not
parelleled is that betwoen Burke's Saxiteriwm and Saata Rose and
betweon Santa Rosa and Petaluma. That part of applicant®s proposed
route extending from Burke's Seniterium to the Russian River

resort region and through Sebastopol to Sante Rosa,dnd from Senta




Rosa to Petaluma traveling through Sonopa Velley %eing tho orly

' part of applicant's proposed route which does not actually

parallel Tour No. 6 of The Gray Limes, Inc. This witness further
tiried that for the poriod 1971 to 1935, both inclusive

Protestant haed ‘transported over its Tour No.,sronly seventy-eight -

(78) passengers, the demand'ror the tour beina‘very smell.

Witness Boyd further testified that five other tours .
of The Gray'Line Inc. in the east bay diotrict and.dt. Tamalpais "
rogion would also Dde adversoly affected dy the provesed service.
Protestant has availeble about thirtybsevon (37) pieces of sight~
seeing equipment with a total seating oapacity of approzimétely
eight hundred and sixty-seven (867) persons. |

c. J. Sundbors,ATrarric Manager for The Gray Lines, Inec.,
teostified that notwithaténding that Tour No. 6 had been-advertiuedl

more +thon axy other tour o matermal increase in patronage thereror

had developed. .

s  After g;ving due conszideration to a_l of the evidence |
adduced end the showing made by applicanx, 1t is readlly apparent
that epplicant hes failed tovestabl;sh public convonience and

necossity for the service which he provoses. In fact,'thorreoord'

discloses no more than the applicant's desire to inaugu*ate the
service. Applicant railod to produce s sinzle witness to testiry
_ax e would use the service ir established.~ The Commission,has.
consiwtently helad that it cennot grent certiricates of public |
conronienco and necessi ¢y on the nere hope or assumption thet &
sexvice onge establi*hed mey develop business.

. In view or the rorogoing considerations, I recoxmend

tme oollowinb form o order.




QRDER

4 public hearing heving been held in the sbove entitled
application, the matter having been duly *ubmi'tted, a.nd being now
ready for decislion, '

. THE RATLROAD COMMISSION OF TEE STATE OF CAI.IFO".NIA
HEREBY DECI.AR:.‘S that public onvenience and necessity do not |
require the service &s proposed, and

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED thet said appli.- atlion ’oe, and it is,'
heroby denled. : l |

The foregoing opinion and oxder eare hereby approved d:d ‘
ordered ﬁlcd as the opinion and order of the Railroad Commis...ion
of the State o:t C&lii’ornia..

’I'he effoctive date of this order shall be twen.ty (20)
de.y... from the da'te hereo:r- | , :

Dated ot San Francisco Celiromia, this ,2 day

éb&e«w , 19:56.:_ :

3 CWLMIbeO.NbRS. .




