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Decision No. 40849 

BEFORE THE PtJELIC UTILITIES CO!2~SSIOi: OF 

In the Matter of the Application of' ) 
San 'Jose City Li~cs, I~c., for authority) 
to (A) extend and reroutetne 15th and ) 
~11113m portion of its #4 motor coach ) 
line (B) to extend the northern leg of ) 
its #2 motor coach route, (C) to reroute) 
its #6 ~ Airport route, (D) to abancon ) 
a portion and ext~nd its motor coach ) 
route #7 - Park Avenue, (E) to en1~rge ) 
a loop of its #1 Santa Clara route in ) 
the city of Santa Clara, all of which ) 
are described in this a~olication and ) 
delineated on a map of the city ot San ) 
Jose and environs, attached hereto as ) 
Exhibit "A". ) 

Application No. 28657 

Cgmpbel1, H~vcs 8: Custe!" 'by Frank V. Cr>mpbell for eppl1cant. 
O. Vi. CC1l':'lpbi)ll, City ':':anage:r, and r:Tichoel R. p,ntonSlcc1, City 
Plar.ning Eng:1.r..co:::', !"or City of San JO.5c.~~rs. O. H. s"O~e1ale, 
for C~tholic F~rochial Coll~ge, C. J. Schneider for.Eallarmine 
College Prepar~tory $c:"ool, !{f. R. p .... oob'mlter for. S~.n Jose 
'Unified School District, ":7:tl1i~TI'I F .. Petc:rsfor Notre Dame High 
School, Cecil D. H~rces~, Superintendent of' Schools, Thomas 
B .. Rynn, District Superintencent of Alum Rock' Un1onHi~~ ~chool, 
EllsVlor"!:h Jac:j~son, Dist:::'ict St:.pervisor of S~n Jose Sc:~ool 
District, R1ch~rd E. Con~ifr, Principel of T~aee Schoo! end 
J.:.=:.cs E. Du-n:'!., Mrs. .:r. R. Ga rn(~r, !;'rs·, R,"'. Fis~~I.:.r, ~~rs. 
Gladys S:l.n~, n~'!"s. Edt"!:h -:t'tl~f, !.~rs. f... ~~ .• Fi~ld ~nd n,'!"s.· Vera 
Ht.1gcdohm, in propria pe:-sona, interested perties and protest&nts. 

Q :f 1111 .Q.Jj 

San Jose City Lines, Inc., opcrate.s m~tor coech service 

in and betwee,n San Jos~, Sante C12ra and certain contiguous territorY. 

:By this application, it s'Ce~s (1) a certificate ofpubl1e convenience 

and necessity authorizing the ext-?nsion of certain routes and (2) .. 
authority permitting the abando~ent of service on portions of 

existing routes in the event that the proposed .extensions .. are epproved. 

A publiC hearing m;s held at Sen Jose before Commissioner Potter and 
, \ 

Examiner Eradshaw •. 

It is alleged t~t the city of san Jose conducted a 
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comprehensive study or its transportation needs, tha~ it presented 

the results of the survey to applicant, and that applicant has agreed 
" to seek authority to make certain changes in its routes as desired 

by the City. Applicant's vice-president and general manager testified 

to this effect at t,he he~ring, but stated t:'lat to his knowledge the 

city council has not indicated its approval of the, proposed routings. 

Under the proposals, the mileage to be operated and the frequency of 

service on the several routes would'be approximately the same as at 

present. In applicant's opinion, public conveni~nce,and necessity 

require the contemplated changes 'because the proposed eXtensions w~ll 

provide certain areas with public trensportation which is not now 

~vailable. 

The City Planning Engineer presented testimony concerning 

an investigction of the tranSit facilities in Srn Jose, which 1s be1r.g 

undertaken at the request of the pl&nnin.g cO!!lm1ss1on, with a view to , 

developing a long-range plan which eight meet the City's transportation 

requirements approximetely 30 years hence. After a cetailedexplana

tion of these studies, ~hich are only about one-third complete end 

have not yet been submitted to the city pl8nning commission, local 

school board or city counCil, he charecterized 8pp11cant's proposed 

ext€nsions as being very closely in accord With the results of the 

studies thus r$r made. It was pOinted out that outlying areas in 

which a considerable increase in porul~tion, or some industrial develop

ment, or both, has taken place ~lould be served more adequately than 

at present and that a number of rapidly developing areas ~o,?-ld be 

bene'fited. The witness further ststedthat 1nprovid1ng service to 

outlying areas· the elimination es much ss possible of loops along the 

routes was considered desire ole. 

No shovling was mede in support' of· applicant's proposal to 
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extend its so-celled Route No. 1 in the city of StlntaCl~ra e,nd" 
(1) 

abandon operations over portions of certain streets in that city. 

Numerous residents and representatives of several :schools' 

protested the granting of the application insofar az it seeks 

Duthority to discontinue operating applicant's Park Avenue Line 
. , (2) 

upon certain streets forming a loop in the Rose Garden district. It ' 

was asserted that this orooosed rerouting would leave thst area 
~ ~ . 

vdthout adequate service. 

The City Planning ~!neer expressed the view that the 

Rose Garden district is not adequately served but said thet proposals 

with respect thereto w1ll be covered in the over~all plan he expects 

to submit for the City's conz1derat10n. He also sta.ted that he' 

knew of no objection to maintaining a loop at the present time to 
, , 

serve the people in that area, but "1n an over~all plan we try to 

de.velop our bus lines as directly as possible in order to facilitate , 

more rapid coverage of districts." , 

According to'applicantts vice-president and general 

manager, -an average of less than two' perso'ns per trip ride to or 
, , 

from points in the loop. It is the:-efore contended that' the amount, 

of patronage does not justify continuing the service, especially 

when by doing so passengers traveling to or. from' points .bey·ond the' 

area are required to ride a considerably greeter distance than would' 

otherwise be necessary.' Figures showing the tote!' . number of 

(1) 

(2) 

It is proposed to extend the 'Oresent route from the intersection 
of Franklin 6nd ~onroe Streets along Franklin Street to Lincoln 
Street, thence along lincoln Street to Lexington Street, thence 
along Lexington Street to F2llonAvenue, thence along Fallon 
Avenue to Market Street, thence along Market Street' to !.:onroe 
Street and along Monroe Street to Franklin street e, Operations 
would be discontinued on L!ncoln Street trom'Lexington Street 
to Sonta Clara' Street, thence along'Santa Clara street to Monroe 
Street. ' 

, " 

The strc~ts over which it is proposed to d1scontinue o"crE'tions 
er€l~ N?gleE:: J.vcnuc from PF.:rk ;v,nuc to Dane Street, Der.a: Street' 
from N~glec I.venue to EI:'lor~' St"'~-=lt enc E:~o:"Y' Street tiom D':::.:. 
Street to Park ;.venuc. . 
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passengers carried to and from the loop during any specified period 

were not submitted.. ~[or does the record disclose ,the present or 

prospective volume of travel to and from points 'beyond the district, 

in question. 

A person engaged in business on Second Street in downtown 

San Jose, on behalf of herself a.nd others similarly situs'ted, pro

tested the proposed discontj,nuance of the use of that street by 

buses operating on applic~ntrs so-called Fifteenth andW1l11am 

Streets Line which serves a portion of the eastern part of the City. 

This protestant contended th~t the rerouting of buses in the manner 

proposed would cause numerous business establishments on Second 

Street to lose conSiderable business they novl enjoy. An amended 

application has subsequently been filed,. el1m1oot1ng from applicant's 

proposals the a~andonment of service on Second Street, and thereby 

removing 'the be-sis tor the protest with respect to this phase of the 

application. :he San Jose City CounCil has consented to the ap~"l1ca

tion being amen.ded accordingly. 
" 

A careful examination of the evidence justifies the 

conclusion that, except as to the contempla.ted cnange in Rout~ No. 1 

in,the city of Santa Clara, the public is entitled to the service 

proposed to be rendered in those areas to which applicant seeks to 

extend its routes. We are also of the v1ew t~t a suffiCient sho,w1ng' 

bes not been cade in support of the discontinuance' of operations upon 

certain streets in the Rose G8rdc~ district. The CommiSSion is, 

therefore, of the opinion and finds th2t· public cor:.venicnce and 

necessity require the granting of the application, as amended, to 

the extent he::-e1n indicated. It will be. so ordered • 

.. ~~. 
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Application as above entitled naving been made, a public 

hearing having boen held thereon, the 'Clatter having 'been ,submitted, 

the Commission be!ng fully advised in the premises, and having ~ound 

tha t p'lb11c convenience and necessity so require, 

IT IS ~~RE3Y ORDERED: 

I'.. That a certificcte of public convenience and necessity 

be and it is hereby granted to San Jose City tines, Inc., authorizing 

the establishment and operation of a service as a passenger stage 

corporation, as defined in Section 2-1/4 of the Public utilities Act, 

as an extension of and to be consolidatedwith'its prescnt operations, 

fo~ the transportct!on of passengers 'between pOints and over the 

routes clescrib~d as follows: 

1. ]xtensio~ o!' 
<C:'trccts Ljne 

Commencing at the intersection of San Carlos 
and First streets thence east on San C~rlos 
Street to Second 'Street, thence north on Second 
Street to Santa Clara Street, thence: east on 
S~=.ta Clara Street to Ter.th Street, thence , 
so~th on Tenth Street to San C~rlos stroet, 
thence east on San Ct'rlos Street to- Se"renteenth 
Street, thenCE; north on SeVC!lt'cent~ Street to , 
San J..ntonio Street, thence east on 5=.=. $.ntonio 
Street to T'iventy-second Street, thence south 
on l"\"lcnty-seco~d street to i71111am Street, thence 
west on WilliDo Street to Thirteenth Street, 
thence north on T·l"...1rteenth Street to San 
Carlos Street, and return OVGr the same route. 

That portion of the present route along Tenth 
Street betWeen San Cvrlos Street and ~lliam 
street, clo:lg William Street between'l'enth. 
Street end.Thirteenth Street, along Fifteenth 
Street between 7:illiam Street and San Antonio 
Street ano along S~n Antonio Street 'between 
Fifteenth St:-eet and Tenth'Street shall be 
abandoned concurrently with the above extension. 
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2. jxtf>r.s1on of North First Str"tet tine (Route No. ?t .. 
Commencing at the interseetionof 'BTlrton Av~nue 
and North First Street, .thence north on north 
First Street to the intersection ofGish Road 
and North First Street. 

That portion of the present route ~long M1~s1on 
Street between !~orth First Str.cet and North 
Sc!cond . Street, along North Sec·ond . Street between 
~:1ssion Street and Burton Ave:lue and alo!lg Burton 
Avenue betw~en North Second Street and ~orth 
First Street shall b.€ abandoned co'ncurrently with 

. the above extension. . 

3. Extension of Airport tine (Ro'lte No! 6)' 

Commencing with a loop around the block bounded 
by First, S~nta Clara, Second and St.· Johns 
Streets, thenco north on North First Street to 
Julian Street, thenc~ west on Julian Street to 
Stockton..e.vcnue, th€mce north on ·Stockton 
Avenue to Folh~mus Street, thence east·on 
Polhemus Street to Coleman Av~nue, thence north 
on Coleman Avenue to r;ewhsll Street, thence 
cast on NeT.r..all Street to Walnut Street, thence 
south on 7Ialnut Street to Hamlinc Street, thence 
west on Hemline Street to Colemen Street, and 
return over sC!::e rout.e. 

That portion of the present r·oute along 7lest 
Taylor Street between North First Street and 
Coleman Avenue, along Spring Street between 
rJest Taylor Street and NewMll Street, and 
along Ncwhell street bet~een Spring Street and 
1i7alnut Street !::hall 'be abandoned concurrently 
with the above extension. 

4. Exter!sion ot' Pilrk Av€m~e tine (Route No, 7) 

COI:l!llencing at the intersection of Park Avenue 
and Newh$ll Street, thence west on Newhall 
Street to Alviso Street. 

That portion of the present route form1r~' a 
sYnC.ll loop at the end of the line along. Newhall 
Street, Greenwooe. Avenue ane. Davis Street shall 
be abandonee. concurrently with the above exten
sion. 

. 
II. Tbat in providing service pursuant to the certificate 

h€:rein granted, Dpplic~nt shall comply with end observe the following 

service regulDtici.ns: 

1. Applicant shall file a wr!~ten acceptance 
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of the certificcte herein granted within a 
period of not to exceed thirty (30) days 
rro~ the effective date. hereof. 

2~· ... Applicant slwll comply with the provisions 
of General' Order r:o., 79 by filing in triplicate 
r.nd concurrently making effective appropriate 
tariffs containing fGlres and rules s'Ilos.tant1t1,11y 
in accord~ncE: with the fares a.nd rules set forth 
in the application, within sixty (60) days from 
the effective date hereof end on not less than 
five (5) days' notice to the Co~tlission and to 
the public. 

III. Tr~t, in all other respects, the app11cet1on in the 

p.bc\1~-~ntitl~a proceeding be end it is hereby denied., 

The effective date of this order sh~ll be twenty (20) days 

t"rom the 

~ '~~f::-...::;,j~~:::lI::=_' Cc 1 if ornia, this _ oli' - , 

, COWaSSIONERS.· W'.' 
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