| Decision No._ 61’?26 | @@B@Bﬁﬁﬁ- |

EEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE S’I‘A‘.I‘E OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Application of D T P e

\ Norman W. Holmes, an individual : B R R
doing business under the name of S O A
MAXEAIR,SUBURBAN LINES, for a cer- . R S
tificate of Public Comvenience and - “ Application Now 41359 . .
Necessity to operate motor coach’ S
transportation over extensions of - ) . T R 4
Applicent's present routes and to S T P

: abandon certain portions of its P e S -

-l existing rou:es.

Investigation into the operatioms and § A T
practices of NORMAN W. HOLMES, doing ) Case No. 6457 .+
dbusiness as MAYFAIR SUBURBAN LINES. . R o

Norman W. Folmes, in propria persona.
Robin D. Faisant, for the City of Los
Altos and Town cf Los Altos Hills,
interested parties.
Wiliiam Bricca, William Peters and. : C
Arfggr Winston, tor the CommiSSion A o s
staff. ‘ -

OQPI N 1 0 N

By Appliration No. 41359 filed July 30, 1959 Normau w.‘,
uolmes, doing buszness as Mhyfair Suburban Lines, requesued authorx*y
to extend his passwnger stage service in the San Jose Axea’ as’ fbllows.

1. Extend Route No. 1 into Tropicana Village, a new
subdivision.

2. Establish Route No. 3-C an alternate rOuting of
Route No. 3, San Jose to Mountain View, to pro-
vide direct sexvice to the~Valley'Fair Shopping
Center. '

3. Establish a new Route No. & to South San Jose." '

"By Decision No. 59260, pursuant to'a requeSt by applicant
dated October 13, 1959, the extension of Route No. L was au:horized
and consideration of Routes Nos. 3-C and 4 was. deferred pending ‘i‘ f?“ 3¢;[~
further study by applicanc. . - , |  ._mJ;.,"

Fbllowing‘a formal investigation (Case Nba 6457) instituted
960 and heard on May 24 1960 the‘CommiSSion found
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that Holmes deviated from the provisions and requircments of thc R
Commission's General Ozder No. 98 in that he falled to mamntaln :

required Inspection and Equipment Reports and that hxs equxpment on’

pumerous occasions failed to ~comply with specified safety require- nﬁffﬂ/.“
ments. By Decision No. 60366 dated July 5, 1960 the” Commzssion o
issued a cease and desist oxder and suspended Holmes operatzng
authority for a period of twenty days, but deferred said Suspensxon
'pending further oxder of the Comm;ssxon.

By his
Application Ne. 41359 again be considered. for the purpose-of extcnd-

letter dated October 5, 1960 Holmes requested that

ing Routes Nos. 3-C and 4.

In order that the Commission magnt have complete 1n£ormatlon

of the operations herein considered the Commlssion.on,December 2& | ’
1960 issued an oxder reopening Case No. 6457 The mat*ers were" con;grf@;
solidated and a public hear1n~ wes held before Examiner Thomas.a. Daly | L ‘
on February 10, 1961, at San Jose.. AR A ‘i_'?pf;,
During the course: of hearing Holmes amended his application d!m%e f“.
by deleting proposed Route No. 3-C. . |

Proposed Route No. 4 would Operate between San Jose and

South San Jose providing service to new subdxvmsions and trailer
courts, waich are presently without publlc transportat1on, except
for through Greyhound service along Moneerey Road. 'The: proposed |
route is 14 miles round trip and would te operated on the basxs o£
five round-trip schedules dally except Sundays and holldays. The
proposed fares would be 15 cents for adults toﬂTully Road ano 25
cents beyond Tully Road with fares of 10 cents and 15 cents for b
children between the ages of 5 and 12 years. Also proposed are v
30-r1de school tickets at $:.OO to Tu 1y Road and $4. OO bcyono. |

Many*public witnesses appeared 1n support of the proposed
extension. In brief they stated that- thcy were prenently without
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means of public tranSportation and tﬁat they or members of their
 families would use the proposed service if authorlzed. _
Based upon an estimate of 2500 houses 7500 populatzon and
‘1 percent usage Holmes ant icipates that Routc-Nb. a would inxtially
result in 3 gross revenue of $18. 75 dazly;- Wlth expected out-of-- -
pocket costs in the amount of $16 40 he antxcipates a daxly net
revenue of $2.35. He also antxclpates a monthly Subszdy ‘or 3 months
amounting to $120 from 12 traller courts located in the proposed
extended ares. However, these are not defznmte commlcmenus. |
Accordzng to a seudy prepared cy the'staff Route Vo.,a x ’
would 1n1cially result in eaily gross revenue of $13.60 Wluh out-of- R
pocket costs estimated at $18.20 a day resultlng in loss of 4. 40
per day. Expanded this would xesult in an annual loss ‘of $1 350
- The staff was of the opinion, however, that when the developments
reached their planned capacity 1t 1s expected that this 1oss would
be offset by increased'revenues to the point where out-of-pocke* R
expenses would be met. , o
The staff further prepared and inrroduced*au exﬁfbirf‘l‘
reflecting the financial condition of appl;cant and reSpondcnt here:n‘
for the year 1960. The exhibit 1nd~cates that the net: book value of
the operating equipment as of December 31, 19o0 wes 2 992 93- Of
this amount $1,526.93 is 1ndicated as the salvege value., Also, as
of the same date, the propxi etary capital account indzcated a defxcxt:‘
in the amount of $23,950.36. For the years 1958 1955 and 1960 the '_'
operation suffered net operatiug.losses amounting to $23~407 66 |
1,916.96 and $8, 159. 81, respectlvely; - )
The staff also prepared and’ 1ntroduced a report of devz-i'
a*xons from Gemeral Oxder No. 98—as a result of xnspections made ?'
since the cease and desist ordex of July 5, 19@0.‘ Inspectzons were“

made on August 10, October 19 and 30, Deccmber 7, 22 and 23 1960

2ad on Jaruary 4, and 12, 1961. A summery of these 1n3pectzons is

as follows:
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MAYFAIR SUBURBAN LINES

REPORT OF PASSENGER STAGE EQUIPMENT
A% VARIANCE WITH REQUIREMENTS OF
GB&ERKE‘U&D“ﬁTNG‘“§§“£S'Bi§ﬁi6§£b BY
STAFF INSPECTIONS AND SHOWING vmxcws

REMOVED FROM SERVIGE

INSPECTION AUGUST 10, 1960

BUS NO. 60 (G.M.) o |
G.0. 98 Requirement - - Descnp_»tion of. Dev:.at:ion o
Seé.VIO.OS.(Brgkés to=be-0pefati¢e)",xight rear- brake-cmm stickr.-

ing causing wnequal appli-“
cation,of brakes. -

INSPECTION OCTOBER 19, 1960

BUS NO 56 (G.M.)

& 0' 28 Requirement. o ‘ Descr;ption,of Deviation T*'

Sec. 10.05 (Brakes to be Operatxve) Rigbt front brake 1n0per-
ative-adversely’ affecting:

-steering control:when- apply'ﬁi{fff

ing brakes.. (Carxier

required to make 1mmedxatc PR

correction)

BUS NO. 65 (G.M.)- *Vehicle glaced out: of service _x P U.C staff . Y

G.0. 98 Regquirement “‘- DescriptionAof Deviation

Sec. 10.29 (Low Ai¥ Pressure = Inoperative D
Whrning Szgnal) _ SN

‘.
M

10.75 (aix Brake Leaks and m-_péi{; pér?’niinﬁt:e';*'égii':'if@alc}.if‘f Ry

Defects)
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INSPECTION OCTOBER 30. 1960

1. BUS NO. 63 (WHITE) - *Vehicle Llaced out of semce _X P.U. C.staff.

G.0. 98 Requ:.remem: Descrmtmn of Devmation

Sec. 10. 35 (Brakes to be Operatwe) *R:.ght rear brake chamber E

diaphragm leakxng.
10.75 (Air Brake Leaks and _ '
Defects)

2. 3BUS NO. 66 (WHITE)

' G.0. 98 Requirement ' ‘Desc.:i-ip;i‘on' of Deviation: s

- Sec. 3.07 (Tires) =~  Rear tires smooth.
3. 3BUS NO. 65 (G.M.)

G.0. 98 Re@rement - ' Descr:.m:ion of’ Dmat1on

Sec. 10.05 (Brakes to be Operative) Rear brakes slack. .
10.22 (Air Governmor Adjusmem:) Inoperatn.ve. o o
10.75 (adr Brake Leaks and 10 psi per minute air lesk.
Defects) ' U e R
4. BUS NO. 56 (G.M.)

G.0. 98 Requirement | ' Descr:.gtion of Dev1at:.on

Sec. 3.07 (Tires) E . Rear tires worn through
: : 'brea.cer strip. -

10.05 (Brakes to be Opérétive)' Left rear brake cam. badly
' . worn reducing the . effec-’ o
tiveness of the br.akes. .

10.22 (Air Govermor Adjus::mefnt) Inoperative.

11.03 (Inspection and Brake relay valve not - R
Maintenance) -+ secured, inducing fatzgue Cee
- . of metal afr Lines and’
possible total amr brake
fan.lure. : R ,
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INSPECTION DECEMBER 7. 1960

BUS NO. 66 (WHITE) - *Vehicle placed out of‘sefvicergz P.U.C. staff

G.0. 98 Requirement : Descriptmon of Deviatmon

Sec. 3.07 (Tires) | | ‘Rear tires-smooth._il | |
- 10.05 (Brakes to be Operatmve) *Left rear brake cam. turned

over. ' Brake totally inoper-f
at:.ve-

BUS NO. 81 (G.M.) - *Vehicle Qlac out of service by E. u.C. staff.

G. 0. 98 Requirement , o Description of Deviatlon E

Sec. 3.02 (Windshield Wipers) ~ Dxivers' mndsmeld w:.per
' ' | 1noperative., -

10.05 (Brakes to be opefative) | Rear brakes' slack. o

BUS NO. 63 (WHITE) - *Vehicle placed out of sexvice _x P. U C. staft

G.0. 98 Requlrement ' - : Description of Dev1atmon'ﬁl‘u

Sec. 10.05 (Brakes to be Operative) *Reax brakes very slack*‘
© left rear cam'riding to. top
‘and. not- releasxng.(;noper-w*
ative).A : T .
10.75 (Air Brake Leaks and - %10 psi per minuterazr leak
Defects} - . left rear. brake diaphragm.

BUS N0..59 GEITE) ) LT
G.0. 98 Requirement S Dcscrxp;ion of’Devaatxonﬁ¢f ,f‘

Sec. 3.07 (Tirés) S Front :1res Smooth.._ |

INSPECTION DECEMBER 22 ;1960 .

BUS NO. 60 (G.M.)

J

Sec. 3.07 (Tires) . A.Rear tzres smooth

G.0. 98 Requirement . _ Descriptlon of Deviatzon f;‘ .

BUS NO. 66 (G.M.;

G.0. 98 Requirement = . | Descriptxon of Devzatzonf"

. 3.07 (Iires)_ , o - Rear tires smooth.__;[“
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INSPECTION DECEMBER 28, 1960

BUS NO. 60 (G.M.)

G.Q. 98 Requirement L Descr;g;zon of Devmatxon -

Sec. 10. 29 (Low Air Pressure f o "Inoperative. gé-"
, Whrning S:gnal) I S

BUS NO.. 63 (WHITE)

G. 0. 98 Requirement - ; ' 'Descriptlon of - Devnation

 Sec. 10 75 (Azr Brake Leaks and ' 10 p81 per mlnute szr leak.g'
- Defects) o :

INSPECTION JANUARY &, 1961

BUS NO. 81 (G.M.)

G.0. 98 Requirement = = Descriptzon of Dev1at10n f\

Sec. 10.05 (Brakes to be OperétiVe)_s, R;ght rear brake slack.,,,.

BUS NO. 60 (G.M.)

G.0. 98 Requirement | . o Descr;pt1on of Dev1ation

. See. 10.75c(Air,BrakevLeekssand‘. K Excessive air leak at amr-m"h
Defects) - ,governor._,

BUS NO. 65 (G'.M-)

G-0. 98 Requirement . | R Descrig;zon of Deviat1on

Sec. 10.29 (Low Afr PreSSure L Inoperatzve.=‘
Warning Signal) S

11.03 (Inspection and : Air compressor pumpmng
Malntenance) o T ‘excesszve ozl.~ .
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INSPECTION JANUARY 12 . 1961

1. BUSNO. 65 (6.M.)

G.0. 98 Requarement

See. 10.05 (Brakes to be Operatxve).‘

11.03'(In3pection-and
Mhintopanoe)v‘

2. BUOS NO. 60 (G.M.)
G.O. 98 Requirement

Sec. 10.75 (Air Brake Leaks and
Defects)

Descrzption of Deviation

Righc rear and left front
brakes slack

' Excessive accumulatxon of
- oil in air. tanks (worn-:

compressor), left: reary'f‘

oM

brake chamber: loose om.T -
mounting.vaﬂ‘ Tl ,

'_Descr;gpzon of Deviation

Main air 11ne leaking
between compressoxr’ and:

| sludge trap.,“o,_,‘ R

MAYFAIR SUBURBAN LINES.

REPORT OF PHYSICAL EXAMINATION
DRIV AT V E WITH THE

REQUTREMENTS OF GENERAYL. ORDER NO. 98
DECEMBE 2

Number of drivers emplofpd by carrier: 6 (5 full time - 1 part"time);

Sec. 12.06 (Physicsl Examination
- Certificate Required).

Descripcion of Deviatzon ",,_f*f'

Physical Examinacmon

- certificates. not on- flle

for 4 drivers. e

o
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By way of explanation Holmes stated?tbat,aii”inopeetions |
by the staff wexe made in the”eveningeas-the,buses‘came in from
their runs and before he or his mechanic COuld oake the”heeessarfb-
inspections. He was of the opinion that many of the devmatmons would
have been detected and corrected before the buses were again ooerated.*
He stated that the poor condztzon of Stevens Creek Road: resulted in-

3 number of bxoken head lamps, broken pumps and partmcularly in amr
brake leaks and defects. It was his belief that smooth tires per se
do not conmsitute a dangerous condmtxon. | o

Once again reSpondent Holmes has failed to comply wzth the -
provisions of Generar Order 98 and by so doxng he contznues ‘to
jeopardize the publ:c safety. A part of respondent S dszicultzcs
nay result from a lack of capital, but this does mot exeuse the oper-wx
atior of dangerous equipment due to mechanxcal defmc;encles whzeh axe"
attributable to inadequate inspections and neglcct 1n,per ormzng
necessary xepairs. The Commasszon can sympafhlze with’ the rzdzng |
public presently using re5pondent s serv;ce ‘but it would be derelzct |
in its duty to che public if 1t permltted thls operatlon to continuc.__
It is apparent from the record that respondent is presently 1nsolventQ
It may be only a shoxrt while before the operatzon would be-bankrupt,
but in the meantime this Commxss;on cannoc afford to rxsk the 1zves -
and’ safety of many. The applzcat;on;w1ll be-denled anogthekoperatlye

rights of responmdent will be revoked.

Application havlng been filed, an’ 1nvestigation having been

instituted and the Commission being 1nxormed in the. premlses,l
IT IS ORDERED that: o
(1) The operative rights ‘granted to Norman W. Holmes, created

by Deexsxon No. 56107 and as amended by Deeiszons Nos. 56447 59260
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58630 and 56575 are hereby revoked and his tar:.ffs and tmetables
presently on f..le with this Commission are hereby canceled.
(2) Application No.&1359 is hereby denied. - ‘ |
The Secretary of the Commiss:ton is hereby directed to
cause 3 certified copy of this order to be served ‘upon No:man w.
Holmes. | | _ o
The effective date of this oxder shall be cwent:y days after -
service :hereon upon Noxrman W Holmes. . | . .
Dated at Sa-n Francisco , California, this M ”
day of MM/J > 1961. | S




