
AH 

5 ·.- 11.:"­
Dec ision No • __ ... _...l_ ...... _\_Jo_.I_ 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Matter ~f the Applic~tion of) 
EMILO BUTTICCI~ for certific~te of } 
public convenience and necessity to) 
opera~o a pn~~onger sorv1co b~~woon) 
Kearney ~nd Washington Streets to ) 

App~ica~1on No. 35S39 

the County Jail of the City and ) 
County of San Fr~ncisco) No.2, ) 
locnted at San Bruno, C~11fornia. ) 

Jose~h E. Is~acsl £or applicant. 
Douglas B~oo~~, for Pacific Greyhound Lines, 

interested party. 
Frank J. Needles, for the City and County of 

San Francisco, protestant. 
Stanley Sekulski, for the Jitney Association 

San Francisco, protestant. 

OPINION --------
At the hearing in this matter counsel for applic311t orally 

amended the application so that the proposal is to provide a passen­

ger stage service between the San Francisco County Jail No. 1 at 

'Kearney and Washington Streets in San Francisco and the San Francisco 

County Jail No. 2 in San Mateo County. No passengers would be trans­

ported except those destined to either of these county jails. A 

public hearing thereon wns held before Examiner Leo C. Paul on 

J~uary 24, 1955, ~nd the matter was submitted. 

The record shows that the distance between the two jails 
. 

is approxim~tely 20 miles; that the proposed one-way fare is $1.50; 

that applicant who is 27 years of age has $15,000 cash in the b~k; 

that he owns a Chrysler convertible automobile which would be 

exchanged for a differen~ type of equipment if a need therefor were 
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;" " 

demonstrc.ted; and that applicant has ,had no experience w,hatsoever 

in the transportation of passengers. The record further shows that 
-, 

~pplicant has made no inquiries at either of th~ county jails ,or 
~ ", ~.: " 1 

elsewhere to determine ~cthcr there is ~ need for the proposod 
• I , ' 

servi'ce. He had never discussed the si tuation with the sheriff's 

office although he ~ad talked with a police officer in San Fr~cisco 
, '. ~ ~ c' 

who ~~ated that applicant's proposal, in the officer's opinion, would 
!, 

be a "fine thiDg". Applicant stated that he thought he would estab­

lish definite schedules at 2-hour intervals, the first of which , . 
would leave the San Francisco County Jail at about 9 a.m. and there-

after at about 2-hour intervals until th~ final return trip arriving 

nt San Fr~cisco at 10 p.m. The record further shows that the , . 

applic~t has no knowledge nor has he made any estimates of the costs 
" 

of the proposed operations. He maintains property damage insurance 

on the 51 ngle vehicle he owns but was uncertain as to the public 

liability covcrogc. 

In view of the Commission's conclusions in this matter, 

there o.ppears to be no reason to ~~.s~'USs the evidence adduced by 
, ' 

protestant City and County of San Francis~~. 

The only evidence of record in support of applicant's., ',~ 

request is hi~ testimony which we find expresses only a desire for 

a certificate. There is a total absence of any evidence of a public 

need for the proposed service. Therefore, the applicotion must be 

denied. 
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An ~pplieation therefor having been filed, a publie 

he~ring h~ving been held theroon and it being hereby found that 

public convenience and necessity was not shown to exist, 

IT IS ORDERED that Applic~tion No. 35$39 is hereby denied. 

Dated at <:" ... ~ ... ,.;",.t> , California, this I;::r­
t""l 

day ,of _____ h .... n .... :....d. ..... , ..... /:--.' ......:: ..... 0_'/_/"'"-__ 
I 
\ 

Commissioners 


