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r '\ , Decision No. ------
BEFO~ THE PUBLIC UTILITIZS COMMISS.ION OF THESl'ATE .OFcCt.!.IFOSNIA 

In the Matter of the Application of the ) 
F~teDDIZ ALLEN 3US LINZ, INC., for a ~ 
certificata of public cODvenicnc~ ~d ~ 
necessity to operate a passenger stage ~ 
service including incidental baggage 
and express between points in th~ City 
of El Cajon and San Ysidro Port of 
Entry (in the City of San Diego 'Via. 
Highla:ld Par!t Shoppi~ Village) • 

In the Matter of the Application of. : 
FReDDIE .ALLEN' :SUS LINE, INC., a Cali - .' 
fornia corporation7 for a peroit to 
iss~e and sell its shares. 

Application No. 42310 

Applicatio:l No. 42409' 

w. Earl Smart, for the applicant. " ':"'"'"" ..... "' ... 
t!iidiey, Seales & Patton, by Leon W. Scales, 

for San Diego Transit Sys:em. ' 
John D. :Maatta, for the Greyhound Corporation, 

Western Greyhound Lines· DiviSion, and 
Fred A. l~OSS" for the City of Chula. Vista, 
protestants. 

Frederick B. Holoboff, for the City of San Diego, 
interested party. 

Richard ~. Enewistle and Fred G. Ballenger, 
for the IComoission staff. 

By Application No. 42310, filed on May 31, .1960, as 

am~noec OD September 7, 1960, aDd ,December 15, 1960, Freddie 

Alle:l Bus' tillC, !.%lc., rec:.~ests a ccrtificate' authorizitlg it " 

to transport passengers as a passenger stage corporation between El. ' 

Cajon on the north and San Ysidro on tlle south, via a route, 'thro'U~ 

Flet:che= 7.d.lls, La Mesa, Lemon Grove, Spring Valley," Highland ~ark; . 

Chula Vista, and Otay, to the Porto£ Ent:y at San "{sidro·"all, of' 

said route beixlg in s.au Diego" County. 
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By Applica.tion l~o. 42409> filed with this Commissiono:l. 

J'une27, 1960, Freddie Allen Bus Li1?e> Inc., seeks au thc>rityto 

issue and sell not to exceed 62 shares of I: its cornmonstock of' a par,' 

value of $100 per share for the purpose of acquiring buses and for 

working cash capital ~ 

Public hearings OD the applicatio:cswere he1db.efore EXaminer 
'!J 

KCX)t C. Rogers in Sa:c Diego on ~t:ember 13 and 14, 1960':: January 11 

aDd March 30, 1961, and the matters were thereupoIl submi,tted .. , 

Evidence in opposition to the application was: presented. by' 

the San Diego Transit System. and by the Greyhound Corporation. 

In support of the application applicant presented evidence 
.. 

by a represent~tive of the El Cajon Chamber o·f Co~rceand a. repre-

sentative of the La Mesa Chamber of Commerce and by two realtors 

associated with Art Leitch Realtor who has an' office on~Lake'MUrray 
, . , .' 

Boulevard in the City of La Mesa. l'hese parties testified .tb..at' there, 

is a. need for some passenger service between La Mesa and El.cajon 

alo::lg Fletcher Parkway. There was no ev.tdence to. show any n~e'd for, 

service S?uth of LaMesa and no public Witnesses were called· in 

support of ;;my such service. 

A representative of the City of Chula Vista appeared as a 

p:otestant opposing the proposed route through that city. 

Applicant r s proposed route includes se'Nice to Brown Field,. 
I~. ' ' ;1 . . " 

a Navoy supply depot whiehis located north and east of Ch\lla :iVista. ' 

Tbe Commander of this field testified that this camp is being de-
, . 

activated on or about June 30) 1961~ and. that Navy personnel on the' 

base have ade<tuate free transportation supplied by-the, Navy. 

The only additional evidence in suppOrt of the'app'liea~ 
. . . , 

tions was evidellce by appliea.n1: r s president'. He ' testified,' that' he ' 
", " 

-2-



. e, 
. .f.,. 42310, A. 42409 - MP 

. . 

had traveled the entire proposed route from El Cajon to San Ysid:;:o 

and had cheeked all habitations and residences within one '-quarter 

mile on each side of the route. Included in the des eribe cl service 

area were a trailer court containing 314 spAces, one rest 'home con­

tainit1g 50 people, .'lXld the aforementioned B::,own ~ielc1 containing' 950 
,". 

service men and 103 employees (Exhibit No. l). By counting the homes-

and residences and using the figure ot three persons per home" })lus: 

said rest home, trailer court, and Brown Field', 'he arrtvedat-che' 

conclusion that there would be 52,635 pe~ple within the proposed 

service area. 'the applicant did not circularize or contact '.these 

people relative to the use of the proposed service. The witness ar-
. ' 

rived at the conclusion tha-c one percent of the 52,,68'5 people would 

use the proposed services. Upon that ass\lIIlption h~ prepared, Exhibit 

No. 9 herein, an estimate of operating results. He asslJmed tha.t 

each day this one percent would each spend an 3.verage of 30 cents ':, for 
" fares on tbe app-licant's buses, and in a three-month period,. w~..ich 

would contain 77 se::vice days, excluding S\mdays and tlollope'raeing' 

holidays, applicant wo~d have a gross revenue of $12,.170.24. 

The applicant, in performing the proposed service, intends 
, , 

to use two buses, one a 32-passenger GMC Diesel Slld' the other a 10-,' 

passenger Volkswagen Microbus. Using these two busesapplica:lt es­

tima.~ed 'that its expenses, irleludingtaxes) for the three-month',' 

period, ","ould amount to $9,774:.09, giving it a net ;etu:rn aft~r 
taxes of $2,396.15. 

Applicant's proposed fares are a. maximum. one-:-way adult " 

fare of $1.09, and a minimun adult fare of"25cents).wit'h seven-cent 
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zo:ce incremexu:s. It will have seven scheduleseaeb' direc't:totl daily, 

excl~ding Su:cdays :md holidays. 

Iri the area between El C3jOD aDd . 'La'. Mesa, .a.lo:eg thepr~, 

pos4ed route, it is possible that one. perce:ct of the people on:eaeh 

sice of the ?roposed route might use applic.allt T s serv:[ces~ This . area. 

is, however, served by the Satl Dieso Tral)sie System., e.:od wehave'this 
" , 

~ay autilorized that: cOInpa:oy) as ,.the existing cairrier se~tlg, the 

a:ea, 'Co extend service via Flet:cher Parkway (D~cisioIl' No.G1960',': 
dated.#a.-r '1/ / f'/ , on Applieatiotl Ne. 42962).' " '." 

No public ,.,.'"itxlesses were called to show a need for service 

along atlY of the bal.aDce of the proposed rO\lte~ the City of' Chula 

Visea objects to applicallt' s proposed routes thereitl·, and ,both tbe 
, . . 

G=CyhoUXld Corporation atld the SaD Diego XraDs:i.t System pro~de service 

through that city (Exhibit: No.5). Applicatlt proposed serv1~eto., atJd', 

from BrOWll Field east: of San YSidro, aDd assumed there wouldbc·10$ 

t:hirty-cellt-a-rlde passengers a day to al'ld from this field,'.but as 

previously Doted this field is being deactivated and, the Navy supplies, 

free :ra:csportat:ion for N~vy perso:onel. 

It seems improbable that applica:ot will secure 3Dysubstatl­

tial portion of 1:lle passengers, it estimates it will carry." It ha.d ' 

::10 public suppor: except for a portionef ,theproposed:route.betweeD' .. 

El' CnjOD lQd La Mesa. 

It est:im.a.tes aD average of 30 pas,eengers each way each " 

trip'_ Each alternate bus·' Wi 11 carry 10" passengers' at otle time otlly ~ . 

ApplicaDt's witness stated that if at ally time applicar: t, s buscou!d 

Dot carry all the passengers desiri:og, a' ride it- would sec~e addi.­

tiollal transportation. However, a'PplicaXl~ t s request is based' on' the', 
. i' 

assumption that: the lO-~senger bas muz: carry 60 p3.$SeDgers OD COlen ': 

rOu::ld trip, or that the passellgers' OD the. heavy loads wi 11 all' con,,:, 

venieDtly, daily, desire trSllsportat:i.oD on those :rips when . the 32-

passenger bus is ~vailable ... 
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'I'he applicant's president possesses experietlceasa bus 

driver but DODe in the operation aDd llWlagement of a bus liDe except 

from. t:he driver's st:aDdpoint. In our opiDion, based OD 1Dfo:z:med 

judpent and prior experience" the proposed method ,of operation :[s-
, " 

Dot feasible atlO will not provide a service w~ch will meet public 

cODven1ence aDd tlecessity. 

For ehe re&SOtls set out above, the applicatiotl':for 'aeer­

tifieate and the applicaDt's request for au~ority to issue stock 
'" ' .' . 

will be denied. 

ORDER .... _- .... -

ApplicatioDS as above described haviDg been f1 led, the Com-,' 
, 

mission having fOUl)d that said applicatiotls should'be den:i~d. 

IT IS ORDERED that Applicat:[OD No. 42310 and Applicat10D 

No. 42409 be~ and they:- are denied. 
, ' , 

Tbe effective elate of thiso,rder shall be', tweDcY days after ' 

the date hereof. 

day of:-_____ ~-_--

./'~' 
--~--~~~~~~--~--~~~-~~-~---
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