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Dec1s10n No~~ 55156 ------
BEFORE THE: PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Application'or PACIFIC'GREYHOmm LINES ) 
tor authorit'y to adopt Cal1t"ornia ) 
H1gawsy'1 as'relocated' as its regular ) Application No. 38771 
route botween Halt Moon Bay and Rockaway ) 
Beach.. ) 

--------------------------------) 
McCutchen, Thomas, Matthew1 Gr1rr1ths & Groene 

by Wil11am W. Schwnrzer, for applicant. 
Ken."'l.~th. HarriSon, tor b.1msolt, 1:ltorested 

party.-
Charles W. Overhouse, for tho COmmission staf~. 

OPINION ... _-----

By the above-entitled application, The Greyhound 

Corporat10n, a passenger stage corporation, is requesting authority 

to rerouto a portion of its regular route 'between Hal~ Moon Bay 

and RoCkaway Beach. 

A public hearing was held on April 10, 1957, at 

San Francisco before Examiner William L. Cole at which t1mo tho 

::latter was submitted. 

This application was originally tiled by Pacifie 

Greyhound Lines. Subsequent to such tiling, The Greyhound 

Corporation riled a petition requosting that it be substituted for 

Pac'1t'1c Greyhow:!d Lines as the party applicant 1naSl:luch as it has 

been the ~uthor1zed owner and holder ot Pacific Greyhound Lines' 

'operativo rights tl.nd properties since Juno '1" 1957. 'I'his potitiQn 

ie hereby granted. 

Pro3ent Route 

'Applicantts present route between Rockaway Beach and 

Halt Moon Bay is along tormer State Eighway No. 1. Th1~ route 
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passes ~hrough tho unincorporated communities of Montara, Moss Beach, 

Princeton and Miramar as well as the col:t:llun1t1es of El Granada and ... 
Halt Moon Bay. At tho present time applicant is operating two , 

schedules daily botwoen these points. One ochedule operates from 

Hal! Moon Bay to Rockaway Beach, and then on to San Francisco ~ 

the morning. The other schedule operates troe. San FranciSCO 

through Rockaway Bea,eh to Halt Moon Bay in the evoning. The 

3chedule3' are commuter schedules designed to serve the people 

living in that area who work 1n San Francisco. 

During tho summer ~eason, applicant also operates two 

schodule3 daily oetween San Francisco and Santa Cruz over the route 
1 

in quostion. 

Pro~osed Chan~es and Justif1cation Therefor 

Recently, State Highway No. 1 ha.s been relocated in part 

between Rockaway Boach and nalf Moon Bay. This relocation has been 

such that the highway no longer travels through the six communities 

previously mentioned, but does pass close by each of these 

commun~ties. Applicant is requosting authority to chango its 

presont routo in order to follow tho relocsted h1ghwa.y with rGspect 

to the communities or Montara, Moss Besch, Princeton and Miramar" 

but hs.s not reCluested authority to alter :!:~3.:ro.ute with .~e~peet 

to the communities of Halt Moon Bay and El G~anada. 

As juot1!1cat1on tor .its ~roposed change.s" :applicant 

alleges the. t the turn off and return to. t hc highway '.as 'relocated" 

:t."l order to servo the four com::m.m1t1os of Montara" Mo~s Beach" 

1 
The summer sesson is from June 10 to Soptc~Gr 10 of each year. 
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lett han.d turns aro required. Applicant also alleges that,' inasmuch 

as tho road~ between the relocated highway and the centor of the 

communities in question are narrow and winding, traffic hazards ·are 

present which would be eliminated it the application is granted. 

Applicant also o.llege~ that the rerout1ng requested will red.uco 

the operational t1c$ of 1t~ buses between Halt Moon Bay and 

San Frane1sco from seven to ten minutos. Applicant's, representative 

testified that the elim~nat1on of tho requirement ot traversing the 

winding roads between the centor of the communities 1n question 

and t;he b,ighv;ay vlould be an ,important factor in evontually 'be ing 

authorized to use larger buses over this route. 

Applicant alleges further that ~ere are sate and eonvon1ent 

pOints or pickup and discharge on the roloeated highway with ro:peet 

to eaeh. of t'b.~ fou:t:' na:ned communities that VlouJ.d 'bo o.t!"ectcd 'by the 

granting ot the applieation. 

Evidence 

The evidence introdueed' shows ths. t some trat!ic hAzards 

do exist .. '11th respect to turning on and otr of'the relocated highway, ," 

particularly at Montara wh~re the v1:ibil1ty nt the ~terscction 

is limited. In turni."'lg onto the relocatod b,igb.vI3Y at Montara." 

app11eant f s bU3 driver test1tied tnat because or this 11c1ted 

visibility it 'Was neeosssry to :clO:l1e mto the interseotion before' 
" 

oncoming B.t.ltomobi1es oould 'be seen. ~his vdtnes:; .also;,1;osti1.'1ed 

that- at another 1.."lterseot1on oncoming cars were fo.~~ed',to ,swervo 

when the bus turned onto the reloeated 'highvl~y 'beeause,~,ot limitod 
, . " ~ - . 

. ,,:. " , ... 

visibility. The evidence also shows that spproX1::la:tely seven to 
• ,., ,c .. ,,_ 

nine pa.ssengers board and are discharged troi:l applioant', ~ Ou.sos ct 
, ~ J ! . 

Montara and a like number at Mo:;s Beach. The "E),vid'e'~ce 3b.~wS that 
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ordinarily one person is served daily at Princeton and one at 
-

Miramar but that on occasions,. no passengers board or are discha.rged 

from applicant's buses at these two points~ 

The evide~co also shows that applicant proposes to =top 

its buses on the relocated highway at selected pOints to receive 

and di~charge passengers whoze present pOints or pickup and discbArge 

are in the conter of tho communities in ~uestion. The-distance trom 

the center of tovm and the relocated highway in tho cas~ or Montara, 

Moss Beach and Miramar 1~ approX1~tely one-tenth or a m!le, and 

in the case of PriIiceton, it i~ one-fourth. of a mile, but the 

evidence shows tb.:lt there are no pedestrian -cros:Jwalk~ at the po1nts 

choson by a.pplicant as proposed bus stops on tho relocated h~woy. 

Likewise, there are no tra1"fic 3ignals at those points. In this 

regard one ot applicant's bus drivorstestified that, while the 

volwne of traffic on tho relocated highway is not too ls.rge at tho 

ti:nes t!le commuter schedules in question operate, the traffic on 

the highway travels at h~ speed. It was testified tnat tnero 

a.re no reduced speed l1:l1ts on tho highwa.y at tho pOlnt3 proposed 

as bus stops. 

Tho evidence also shows that applicant ha3 no present 

plans to erect shelters at its proposed bus stops on tne relocated 

highway. While shelters llre not provided at its present stops the 

evidence ~~dica~03 t~t store entrancos, or vacant garages or 

s1milar structures are being used by pa3~onger~ 8S shelters at 

Montara, Moos Boach and Princeton. Some or the passengers drive 

thoir CArs to the bus stops and u~e them as shelters ~t11 the bus 

arr1ves. 
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Tho evidence also shows that the commuter ~chedul&s in 
, 

Questio'n handle about 40 to 42 pa.s:lengers 0sch way and that ovor 
I 

halt ot .theze passongers boa.rd or leave the buses south ot Princeton • 
. , 

Protostants and Intorostod Parties 

, A petition objecting to the granting or the application 

was riled with the Commission. This petition v~s signed by 

approximately twenty persons living in Montnrs ar~ Moss Beach. 

Five persons who ride the commuter schedules in question 

appoared at the time or the hearing and test1tied. One person 

testified that he was 1n tavor ot granting the app11cation 

prinCipally bocause ot the saving of time involved. The remaining 

tour persons were opposed to tho gront1:Og 0: tho app11cst1ono 0'£ 

those tour one lived in El Granada and the others lived in Montara 

and Moss Beach. The principal reasons given by those passengers 

in OPposing the application were the lack of shelters at the proposed 

stops along tho highway~ the la.ck of adequate pa.rk1ng space at tho~e 

proposed stops~ and the acc1dent hazards involved in requiring 

pas:engers to cross the relocated highway on foot 1:1 order to board,. 

or aftar having been discharged trom~ applicant's busos. 

Findings and ConcluSions 

Based upon the evidence introduced, it is the Commi3~ionTs 

eonclusion, and it hereby tinds, that it would not be 1n the pub11~ 

interest to authorize applicant to relocate its ~e3ent route with 

respect to the communit1os ot: Montara and Moss Beach. In view or 

the number or passengers served by applicant in those co~it1es, 

it appears to the Commission that the adverse effeets upon those 

passengers which would accrue ~rom the granting of the application 

outwo1gh tho ti~ SQvL~g advantQges ga~ed ~rom relocating applicant!s 
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present route. rhe ovidenco dOGS show tho pre~ent practice or 
ontor1ng and leaving tho rolocatod highway eo as to sorvo tbe=o 

two com:nun1t1os prosonts a possible traffic hazard. However" it 

is the Comm1ssion f s conclQS1on that a greator haz~d would exist 

in re~u1r1ng passengors to cross the higAway on toot without the 

protect1on of pedostrian cros~walks or traff1c signals. 

L~ v1ew of the smnll n~ber of passengers servod by 

app11cant from the communities ot ?r~ceton and M1racar" howover, 

it 1s the COl:lm1z=ion's conelueion, and it =0 rillds, that it is 1n 

tho public interest to gr~~ applicantfs requost to relocate 'its 

routo with ro~p0ct to thoso two comrn~1t10s. 

A public hearing having beon held ~ the above-ent1tled 

matter and tho COmmiss1on being fully infor.nod there1n, now thore-

tore, 

IT IS 0 EDERED: 

(1) That Tho Groyhound Corporation is hereby author1zod to 

d1scontinue passenger stage servico into the communities of Princeton 

and Miramar. 

(2) That the cert1f1cate of public convenionce and necess1ty , 

author1z1ng servico between San Francisco and Santa Cruz as set 

forth and described 1n Route 14.08 appearing at Th1r~ Revised 

Poge 41 of AppendiX ~ of Docis1on No. 47907~ Application No. 31883, 

is hereby amended to read as set forth in Pourth Rev1sed Pngo 41 
attached hereto as Appendix A and made a part hereof. 
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(3) That The Greyhound Corporation is hereby nuthor1zod to 

amend ito tari~t on not les~ than ~1vo da1~1 notice to tne 

COmm.1331on and to the public, to reflect the chMgos authorized in 

the above ord~ring paragraph~. 

(4) That Tho Greyhound Corporation shall post ~n appropriate 

not1c~ of the chango of service as horoin authorized for n poriod 

or at least ten dsyo next preceding such discontinuance. Such 

notice shall bo posted in app11cant's 3t~tion3 at San Francisco 

and Hal! Moon Bay and in all eqUipment usod in sorvicing thoso 

points. An affidavit of such posting shall be filed with the 

COmmiss1on within ten days after the ~to or poot1ng. 

The effective date of this decision shall bo twenty days 

o.!'ter the date hereor •. 

Dated at $.'l.!l 'F'r:Lnci~o , Ca11fornia, this _...;...,.;...._ 
day .or ___ ..;)~J:;.;,I"-O:IN~;:' ___ _ 

C0mm1331onors . , 



-APPENDIX A e 'lIm GRE'iE:O~"D CORPOPw:!.l'ION 
e 

Pourth Revised Page 41 
Cancels 
Third RoviDod Pago 41 

14.06 - Botween Pa,lo Alto and Sunnyvale Junction via Mountain View: 

From Palo Alto l over Alma Street and Alma Road to 
Mountain V1ew1 thence over Front Stroet to Evelyn 
Avenuo to Sunnyvale" thenco over u:mumbere>d highwaY' 
to junction U. S. Highway 101 (Swmyvs.1e J'Wlction). 

l4.07 - Eetwoen Agnew Junction and Santa Clara: 

From the junction or By-PS,3!:l T]. S • .Highway 101 and. Snnta 
Cla~a-Agnew Road (Agnew Junction), over Santa Clara-AgDew 
Road to junction U. S. Highway 101 (Santa Clara), to be 
operatod as an alternate route. 

*")..08 ~ - Between San ?ranci3co and Santa Cruz: 

From San Francisco" over Cal1tomia Higllway 1 to junction 
unnumbered highway tnenco over ur~~~ered ~w3y to 
Montara, ~onee ove~ ~umbered hi~wny to j~cticn 
California Highwo.Y' 1" thenco over Calitornia E:igb,wsY' 1 to 
junction unnumbered h1~~a11 thence over unnumbored highway 
to I~C3 Boach, thence over unnumbered highway to junction . 
California Highway 1, thence over Calitorn1a Hignway 1 
to junction unnumberod highway, thence over unn~red 
highway to El G:r:-c.ne.da, thence over umlumberoc. highway to 
intersection California S1gnway 1, thence ove~ California 
Highway 1 to junction unnumbered highvmy" thence over 
~~umbered highway to Hal! Moon Bay, thance over 
unnumbered highway to junction California Highway 11 
thence over' California Highway 1 t? Sa~a Cruz. 

14.09 - Between San Frane13co and Santa Cruz (Skyl1ne R~uto): 

From San FrancisCO, over Calitornia Highway 1 to junction 
Ca1ifo::'n1a Highway 5 (Skyline Junction), thence over 
California Highway 5 to junction California E~wsy 1 
(Ss.ratoga. Gap), thence over Calirornia Highway 1 to 
Santa. Cruz. 

14.l0 - Intentionally lett blank. 

l4.l1 - Between Sunnyvale Junction and Santa C:-uz: 

Froe. junction U. S. Highway 101 and Ca.lifornia. Highway 9 
(Sunnyvale Junction), over Cs.11to~1a H~way 9 to 
Saratoga, thence over unnumberod ~wsy to Los Gatos~ 
thence over Calirornia H1gnway 17 to Santa Cruz. 

14.12 - Between Felton and Cacp Evers: 

From ju..'"lction Cal1:f'ornia Highway 5 s.."'ld unnumbered highway 
(Felton), over unnumbered highway via Mt. Hermon to 
junction California H1gnway 17 (Cacp Everz). 

Ioouod by Public Ut111t1o~ COmmiscion of<tbo Stato of California. 

-::'Chsnged by DeciSion No. 551.56 ,Application No. 3877l. 

Correction No. 177~ 


