Decision No._ SUS8S @mm N M..

PEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

MRS. JOHN O. TEARNEN, et al.,

Complainants,
vSs.

SAN DIEGO TRANSIT SYSTEM, a corporation,
Defendant.

Case No. 6384

Robert T. Sjogren, attormey for complainants.
Lcon_W. Scales, attoxrmey for respondent Sam

Diego Transit System, J. F. Du Paul and

F. B. Holoboff, attorney fox the City of San

Drego, interxcsted garty. Fred G. Bailenger.

foxr the Commizsion's staff,

QPINION

Complainants object to the present operation of respond~
ent's bus service along Euclid Avenue, Adams Avenue, to 49th Street
a distance of 0.6 miles, as authorized by Decision No. 58324, dated
Apxil 28, 1959. _

A public héaring was held on February 9, 1960, in San

lego, before Examiner Mark V. Chiesa. Oral and decwmentary evi-
dence having been adduced, the matter was submitted for decision.

By Decision No. 58324 respondent was authorized to extend

ite Route "1" - El Cajon Boulevard local line from its terminal at

Euclid Avenue and EL Cajom Boulevard alomg Euszlid Avenve and Adams
Lvemue to 49th Street, a distance of 0.6 miles, In oxder to sexve &
residential zrea lying northerly of EL Cajon Boulevard koown as

Tclmadge Pork Estates. The axea extends, roughly, three-quarters of

a mile noxrth f£rom El Cajon Boulevard and approximately»one-duarter




of a mile east and west from Euclid Avenue, and has several hundred
single~fanily residences and a partially developed R-2 zone which is
within a quarter of a mile of the terminus at Euclid and Adaws
Avenues. Prior to the extension sald local line terminated at
Euclid Avenve and EL Cajon Boulevard by making a one-block turnaround
loop via 48th Strxeet, Trojam Avenue and Euclid Avenue to E1l Cajon

Boulevard. Said loop, it was testified, was wadesirable from an

) .
operational standooint duc to the narxow strects and limited turning

space at intersections.

Approximately one hundred residents who were either for or
against the discontinuance of that portion of the bus service
operated alonmg Euclid Avenue and Adams Avenue, were present at the
hearing. Approximately 66 favored the retention of the service and
approximately 34 were for its discontinuance., Witpesses for discon~
tinuance of the service testified that the buses damage the streets,
are roisy, create a traffic hazafd by double parking at the terminal
and some times by speeding or failing to stop at signms, discha:ge
soot which solls sidewalks and homes, and that said bus operation
tends to depreciate the value of their property. Neafly ail the
witnesses so testifying live along or very close to the route. Wit~
resses for retention of the service testified that the service is
used by them or members of their families and that the sexvice is a
convenience and mecessity. Many of the conditions enumerated by
various complalning witmesses were contradicted.

The record shows that the streets traversed along the said
extension are in good condition and that the route is mot dangerous

and is the appropriate one if service is to be made available in the
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said area. The evidence also shows that although sexrvice has been
established only a shoxt period, patronage has been improving and
is paying in excess of out~of~pocket costs.

Respondent presented evidence that indicates an average

of ap?7oximately 234 passengers per day are riding the 71 round

trips  operated on that portion of the route in question. It was
testified that the average faxe was 18.06 cents. On the basis of
1.2 wiles for tke round trip between El Cajon Boulevard and the ter-
minve, it ¢an be seeﬁ that the extension isc almost paying the per
bus mile costs which wexe estimated to be approximately 56 cents.
Based on the sald estimates, the daily revenue and expenses are
$42.26 and $47.71, xespectively.

A sumvey covering the period from January 26 to Febru~
ary 8, 1960, shows that out of 850 cards mailed by respondent to
hemes in the said service area, 498 were returned, of which 431
favored comtinuance cf sexvice, 47 were opposed, with 20 additional
in favor who used the service but did not live in the eorea.
Petitions filed at the heaxing (Exhibits Nos. 6 and 16) also show
a large majority of families and/or individuals living in the area
sexved by the said extension of respondent's Route No. 1 local bus
line favoring the retention of the sexvice.

Substantial evidence is iacking that any present con-
ditions exist as a result of the operations of this service which

require affirmative action by tbis Commission.

L/ The reason for this number of round trips is that the EE Cajonm
Zoulevard Local line is one of applicant's principal lipes oper-

ting detween the dowatown business district of San Diego and the
eastern part of the city. ‘
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The Commission having considered the evidence, is of the
opinion and finds that public convenience and necessity require
that opplicant should continue to operate its passengexr service as
heretofore surhorized by Decision No. 58324. The complaint will

be dismissed.

A public hearing having been held, the Commission being
fully advised in the premises and having found facts as hereinabove
set forth, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the complaint of Mrs. John O. Tearmen,
et al, in Case No. 6384, be and it hereby is dismissed.

The effective date of this order shall be twenty days after
the date hereof. |

Dated at San Franeised , California, this _g5 L7 -

day of K//Z@/z///




