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BEFORE TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF TEE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Application of PACIFIC GREYEOUND LINES )
for authority to adopt Califormnia C)
Highway 1 as relocatoed as its regular ) Application No. 28771
route votween Half Moon Bay and Rockaway )
Boacha ;

MeCutchon, Thomas, Matthow, CGriffiths & Groone
by Williem W. Schwarzer, for spplicant.

Kennetk Harrison, Ior himsols, interested
PATTYe -

Charles W. Overhouse, for tho Commission staff.

By the above-entitled application, The Greyhound
Corporation, a passenger stage corporation, 1s requesting authority
to reroute a portion of I1ts regulér route between Half Moon Bay
and Rockaway ZBeache

A pubiic hoaring was held on April 10, 1957,'at
San Francisco before Examiner Willlam L. Cole at which time the
matter was submitted.

This applicat ion was originally filed by Pacific
Greyhound Lines.. Subsequent to such filing, The Greyhound
Corporation filed a petition requosting that it be substituted for
Pacific Greyhound Lines as the party applicant inaszmuch as it has
been the suthorized owner and holder of Pacific Greyhotnd Linos!
‘operative rights and propertios since Jume 1, 1957. This potition
Ls heredby granted.

Prosent Route

‘Applicant's present route between Rockawsy Beach and

Half Moon Bay is along former State Zighway No. 1. This route
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passes through the unincorpo;ated communities of Montgra, Moss Beach,
Princeton #nd Miremar as well as the comunities of E1l Granada and
Ealf Moon Bay. At tho present time aspplicant 1s operating two
schedules deily botwoen theose pointa. One schedule operates {rom
Half Moon Zay to Rockaway Beach, and then on to San Franeisco in
the morning. The other schedule operates from San Francisco
through Rockaway Beach to Zalf Moon Bay in the evening. The
schedules are commuter schedules designed to serve the people
living in that area who work in San Francisco. ‘

During tho suwmmer season, applicant also operates two
schedules dally between San Francisco and Santa Cruz over the route
in quostion.

Proposed Changes and'Justificatféh Therofor

Recenzly; State Highway No. 1 has been relocsted in part
botween Rockawsy Boach and Ealf Moon Bay. This relocation has beon
such that the highway no longer travels through the six communities
proviously mentioned, but doés pass close by each of these
comunities. Applicant 1s requesting authority to changoe its
preéonz route in order to follow tho relocsted highway with respect
to the communitles of Montara, Moss Beach, Princeton ané Mirsmar,
but has not requésted authority to alter ius,rquée with respoct
to the‘communities of Zalf Moon Bay and El Gransda. s

As Justification for Its proposed changes, -applicant
alleges that the turn off and return to the highway as rolocated,
in order to serve the four communitlios of Montara, Moss Beach,

Princoton and Miramar, create traffic¢ hazards, particularly whon

1
The summoer scason 1s from Jume 10 to Soptember 10 of eachk year.

»,
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left hand turns aro required. Applicaﬁt also alleges that, inasmuch
a5 tho roads botween the relocated highway and the center of the
communities in question are narrow and winding, traffilic hazerds’are
present which would be eliminated 1f the application is granzed.
Applicent also alleges that the rerouting roquested will reduce
the operationsal time of its buses between Half Moon Bay and
San Francisco from seven to ten minutos. Applicanx’s_repéesenzetive
tostifieod that the olimination of the requirement of traversing the
winding roads between the center of the communitles In question
and the highway would be an fmportant factor in oventually being
B authorized to use larger duses ovor this route.
' Applicant alleges further that there sre safe sand convonient
points of pickup and discharge on the relecated highway with rospect
to each of the four named communitlies that would bo alffoected by the
granting of the applicatiop. |
Evidence
The ovidence introduced shows that some traffic hazards
do oxist with respect to turning on and off of the relocated higkway,
particularly at Montara where the visibility at the Intersection
1 limited. In tuwrning onto tbe rolocatod highway at Montara,
applicant’'s bus driver testifled that beocause of this limited -
visibility 1t was necessary to mowe into the Iintersection before
oncoming automobiles could be seen. This witness“also”testified
that at another intersection oncoming cars were rorced o .swervo
whon the bus turned onto the relocated higbmay because of *imited
visibility. The evidence also shows that app*oximately seven to

nine passengers board and are dischargoed fronm applicant'- buses at

Montara and a like number &t Moss Beache. The evidence show~ that
| t
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Qrdinarily one person 1s servod dally at Princeton and one at
Miromer but that on occasions, no passengers hoard or are discharged
from spplicant's buses at these two pointse.

The evidence also shows that applicant proposes to stop
~1ts buses on the relocated highway at selected points Yo roceive
and discharge passengors whose present points of pickup and diacharge
are in the conter of tho communities in quostion. The distance from
the center of towmn and the relocated highway in the case of Montara,
Moss Beaeh and Niramer 45 approximetely one-tenth of a mile, and
in the case of Princeton, it is one-fourth of a mile, but the
evidence shows that thore are no pedestrian crosswalks at the points
chosen by applicant as proposed bus stops on the rolocated highwoy.
Likewise, therc are no traffic signals at these points. In this
regard one of applicant's bdus drivers testified that, while the
volume of traflfic on tho relocated highway is not too large at the
times the commuter schedules in question operéte, the traffic on .-
the highway travels st high speed. It was testifliod that thero
are no reduced speed limits on tho highway at the points proposed
a3 Bus sTopSe '

Tho evidence also shows that applicsnt has no proesent
plans to orect shoelters at 1ts proposed dbus stops on the rolocated
highway. While shelters are not provided at 1ts present stops the
ovidence indicatos that store entrances, or vacant garages or
sinilar structures are being used by passongors as shelters at
Montara, Moss Beach and Princeton. Some of the passengers drive

tholir cars to the bus stops and use them 835 sheltoers until the bus

arrives.
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‘ Tho evidence also shows that the commuter cchedules in
question pandle about L0 to L2 passengors oach way and that over
half of theze passengers board or leave the dbuses south of Princeton.

Protostahts and Intorestod Parties

K petition objecting to the granting of the applicstion
was flled with the Commission. This petition was signed by
approximately twonty persons living in Montaras and Moss Beach.

Five persons who éidq the commutor schedules in question
appoared at the time of the hearing and testified. One person
Tostiflied that he was In favor of granting the application

principally bocause of the saving of time involved. The remaining ,///

four persons were opposed to tho granmting ¢f tho application, OF
these four one lived in El Cranads and tho others lived in Montara
and Moss Beach. The prineipal ressons given by thoso passengers

in opposing the application were the lack of shelters at tho proposed
stops alozng the highway, the lack of adequate parking space at those
proposed stops, and tho accident hazards involved Iz requiring
passengers to cross the relocated highway on foot in order to béard,

or after having been discharged from, applicanz’s'buses.

Findings and Conclusions

Based upon the evidence introduced, it 41s the Commission's
concluslon, and it heredby finds, that it would not be in the publie
interest to authorize applicant to rolocato its present route with
respect to the communitlos of Montara and Moss Beach. In view of
the number of rassengers served by applicant in those commurnities,
it appears to theo Commission that the adverse effects upon those
passengers which would accrue from the granting of the application

ocutwoligh tho time saving advantages gained from relocating applicant’s

-5




A=38771 GF

present route. The ovidence doos show the present practice of
ontoring and leaving tho rolocated highway 20 as to sorve theso
wo comrunltlos prosonts a possible traffic hazard. ZHowever, it
is the Commission’s conclusion that a groator hazard would exlst
in requiring passengors to c¢cross the highway on foot without the
protection of pelestrian crosswalks or traffic signals.

In view of the =mmall mumber of passengers seorvod by
applicant from the communities of Princeton and Miramar, howover,
it 1s the Commission's coneclusiorn, and it so finds, that it 13 in
tho public interest to grant applicant’!s reguost to rolocate 1ts

routo with rospect to thoso two communitios.

A public hearing having been held in the above-entitled
matter and tho Commission being fully informed therein, now thoro-

fore,
IT IS ORDERED:

(1) That The Groyhound Corporation 1s heroby éuthorized to
discontinue passehger stagoe service Iinto the c¢communities of ?rincoton
and Miramar.

(2) That the certifficate of pudblic convenionce and necessity
authorizing servico between San Francisco and Santa Cruz as set
forth and deseribed in Route 1L.08 appearing at Third Revised
Page L1 of Appondix L of Docision Noe 47907, Application No. 31883,
is hereby amonded to read as set forth in Fourth Revised Page 41

attached hereto as Appendix A and made a part horeof.
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(3) That The Greyhound Corporation is hroredy authorized %o
amend 1ts tariff on not less than five days’' notice to the
Commission and to the public, to refloct the changos authorized in
the above ordoring paragraphs.

(4) That Tho Greyhound Corporation sktall post an appropriate
notico of the change of service a3 hercin authorized for a poriocd
of at least ten days next preceding such discontinuance. Such
notlce shall bo posted 4n applicant’s stations at San Francisco
and Half Moon Bay aend 4in all equipment used in sorvicing those

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

Commission within ten days after the date of posting.

The eoffective date of this decision shall Bo twenty days

after the dato nereof.

/8

Dated at  San Francisco » California, this

< %,\ é// %;L
/ )

il nm’:.f‘a,?d? being

ﬂccossaml b-cnt /did 5ot parileipate
in ke Adanpnitdon & aWn" ::r:mm:‘fno

day o2 b _JUNE

Commi;sioner;




-APPENDIX A TEE GREYEOUND CORPORATION Fourth Revised Pago Ll
Cancels
Third Rovised Page 4l

.06 ~ Botween Palo Alto and Sunnyvale Junction via Mountain View:

From Palo Alto, over Alma Street and Alma Road to
Mountain View, thence over Front Stroet to Evelyn
Avenue to Sunnyvale, thence over unnumberod highway
to Junection U. S. Highway 101 (Sumnyvale Junction).

1L.07 - Betwoon Agnew Junction and Santa Clare:

From the junction of By-Pass U. S. Highway 101 and Santa
Clara-Agnew Road (Agnew Junction), over Santa Clara-Agnew
Road to junction U. S. Highway 101 (Sgnta Ciara), to be
operated as an alternate routo.

%
1L..08 - Betweon Sen Francisco and Santa Cruz:

From San Francisco, over Californie Highway 1 to junction
unnumbered highwey themce over unmvzbered highkway to
Montara, thence over umnumbereod higiway to juncticn
Califormia Eighway 1, thence over Lalifornia Zighway 1 to
Junction unnumbered highway. thence over umnumbored highway
to Mocs Beach, thence over urnmumbered highway to junction
Callfornia Highway 1, thence over California Eighway 1

to Junction unnumberod highway, thence over unnumbered
highway to EL Granada, thence over uanumboered highway o
intersection California Highway 1, thence over Californis
Elghway 1 to junction unnumberod highway, thonce over
unnurbered highway to Ealf Moon Bay, thonce over

unnurbeored highway to junction California Highwey 1,
thexnce over Califormia Bighway 1 to Santa Cruz.

Between San Francisco and Santa Cruz (Skyline Route):

From San Francisco, over Celifornia Ei way 1 to Junction
California Eighway S (Skyline Junction), thence over
California Hi§hmay S to junction Califcrnis Eighway 1

>

(Saratoga Gap), thence over California Highwey 1 to
Santa Cruz.

Intentionally left blank.
Betweon Sunnyvale Junection and Santa Cruz:

From Junction U. S. Highway 101 and Californis Highwey 9
(Sunnyvale Junction), over California Eighway 9 to
Saratoga, thence over unnumberod highway to Los Gatos,
thence over Califeornia Highway 17 to Sarta Cruz.

Betwoen Felton and Camp Evers:

From junction Californis Elighway 5 and unnumbered highway
(Felton), over unnumbered highway via Mt. Hermon to
Junctlon Caelifornia Highway 17 (Camp Evers).

Tasuod by Public Utilities Commiscion of tho Stato of California.
e g S e 4 ’ ‘

¥Changed by Decision No. SGAS , Application No. 38771.
Corroection No. 177«




