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Decision No. __ ~5_~~P.~J~9_:~* __ _ 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITI~ CO~SSION OF T!E STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Application of tho San D1ego Transit) 
System, a corporation, for authority) 
to abs::ldO!l se!"Vice on itz Routo UGIf,) 
Lo. Mes~-Fletcb.er Hills I,ine. ) 

--------------------------~) 

Application No. 38814 

Lindley, Lazar and' Seales, by I..~on Ttl. St?:llqs, 
attorney tor ~pplicant. 

ttl:::!. F. B'j bba;;:d, tor the Public Ut1l:!.ties 
Comoizs1on stafr. 

OPINION - ........ ~------

By authority of Decision No. 53582, app11e~nt was autho~­

ized to e~tab11sh a shuttle bus service between the City or La Mesa 

o.nd the Fletcher Hills are~ situnted app~oXim3tely rive miles north­

easterly of said city. The service was established in September,1956 

and has since been continuously operated. The service was institu­

ted to proVide public transport~t10~ tor resi~ents of Lake Mur~ay 

!~nor, ~ke Park, Severin Y~nor and Fletcher E111s who desired to 

travel to La Mesa and, by tr~nsrerring to applicant's Routes "B" 

and 1r711, to the Cities of San Diego ana El Ca.jon .. 

By ~his app11cetion authority is sought to e1scontinue 

and abandon sa.id shuttle s~rvice known as R~ute ttGn. The reason 

for the ~eq~est is that patronage on the line ha.s not materialized 

as W3S expected, and conse~uently the operation hos been conducted 

at a con3ido~able loss and to the eventual, detriment to the system 

a.s a whole and to its patrons .. 

A public hearing was,held before ZXa:n1ner M .. V. Chiesa 

on March 29, 1957, at La Mesa~ Oral and doe~entary evidence haVing 

been adducee, the matte: ~~s suoMitted for decision. 
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Notice of the hearing ~s posted on 3l: buses operated on 

applieant's Linos Tt Gff
, !tE" and IT7" ane was also p\:.blished in tour 

local newspapers", Some twen~-!1ve persons attended. 

The record. shows that service was establishedSepte::o.oer 10, 

1956, and that ap~11can~ c.as ~een operating 19 scr.,edules daily, 

a~cept Seturday and Sun~ay, between the hours of 5:45 a.m. and 

6:57 p.m. 

Monthly Passenger Reven"J.e, Mileage ~erated an,'l Revenue 

Per Mile for t~e period September 10, 1956, through Ma~ch 17, 1957, 

was as follows: 

Se,ptem"oer lO-30, 1956 
October, 1956 
Nov~mber, 1956 
December, 195'6 
January, 1957 
February, 1957 
March 1-17, 1957 

To~ls 

Pa:::senger 
R9venuQ ' 

$ 23;.5'1 
306.42 
~~4.23 
%9.82 
369.58 
385.90 
214 .. 62 

$2,426.08 

Mileage 
..9'r\~r~t~ 

Revenue' 
Pet Mj.le 

6.85¢ 
6 ,,' 

'" I 4jo 

7.74 
9.:92 
74'12 
8.22 
8 .. 3.§.. 

Ave:--
ag~ ? ... 82¢ 

, 
ApplicantTs ffOut-of-Pocket Cost" for the same period was 

$12,793, or a net out-of-pocket loss of $!0,36? On an annualized 

basis the net out-of-~ocket costs would amo~~t to $19,966 (Bxhibit 

No. 12). 

Applicant made t::a:rfic checks on said Line I'G" on three 

normal days, Wednesday and Thursday, January 9 and 10,' 1957, and 

Th~sday, March 21, 195'7. The results show" for ~he three days, 

an ~verage inbo~~d count of 1.19 passengers per trip and an out­

bou.~d: count of 2.03 passengers per tri~ (Bxh1b1ts Nos. 9 and 10). 

The record shows that applicant has extensively and 

repeeted1y advertised the service on Lin<9 "G" t:-.=ough local news­

p~per adVertisements, nailing of letters and schedules ~o hom~s in 

the areas served, and house-to-house distribution 0'£ Route "G'T 

schedules, as well as those o~ connecting lines. The results have 

been as ind1c~ted. 
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Several pe~so~s testified or g~ve sta~oments 1n opposition 

to applicant's proposal. ~o ovidence was submitted 1n contradiction 

to applicant!s showing •. Suggestions were cede that the route should 

be. exte~ded'into the City or El Cajon; that schedules should be cur­

tailed to cut expenses; that Satu:ea7 ~nd Sunday service should be 

inaug\~ated; that the service should be continued as is until summer­

time when school children on vacation would avail themselves of the 
~ , .. - " 

SG!"Vice. 

Experience has shown that it is tho daily rider that 

supports a bus service such ns the one here under consideration. 
,. 

The record shows that such- support has not materialized. Alth.ough 
- ........ I . ' ,~. 

the area served is continUing to develop, it does not appear that 
.. , ... '., ,. 

adequate patronage is forthcoming. 

The Commission having considered the evidence of record 
• is of the opinion that applicantfs request has C$en justified, and 

therefore the application Will be granted. 

A public hea~1ng having oeen held, the COmmission being 

fully advisee in the pr~oises, and good cause appearing, 

IT IS ORDBReD: 

(1) That San Diego Transit System, a corpo=ation, be and 

it here~y is authorized to discontinue its ~osse~ger stage service 

along 1 ts Route "G!f b€lt\tTeen the City o! La Mesa end the Fletcher 

Hills area, as previously author~zed by De¢isio~ No. 53582 on 
~. . . 

Application No~ 37901. 

(2) That within siXty cays after the ef!ect!ve date of 

this orde~, and on not less than five days! notice to theCo~ss1on 
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and to the public, applicant shall amend its tarifr 1n accordance 

with the authority herein granted. 

(3) That' for e period of at least f1ve days prior to the 

discontinuance of service as herein authorized, applicant shall post 

at its terminals and on buses operated. on Routes "G", "'e" and "7", 

a 'clearly visible notice 0'£ said service discontinuance. 

The effective date of th!s order shall 'be twenty days 

after the date hereof. 

Dated at __ ..;;San;.;;;;;;..~Fr:l.n~dseO ______ , California, ~h1S tin). 
day of ___ AP........;.R.;...!..;.L __ _ 

" 

---~ 
Commissioners 

Rex Bo~y 
~~::10ller§ C. Lyn Fo" • be~ 
ne¢e=~r11y ~b:,,;ont.. ,~~tl not j):Il"t1e!pato 
1~ t~o ~1=~=1t1on or ~= ~roco041ng. 


