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Decieion No 0 6727S ---..;...;....;.;.--
BEFO~ 'It.:rE PUBLIC U'rILITIES COlvlMISSICN OF '!'HE STAm OF CALIFCr~ 

Application of SAN MA.!EO-B~LD!GA.I.~ ) 
T4~~SIT CO!1PANI for authority to ) 
increocc force, :;u~pcno certain ) 
operation:; end reroute two p:escnt ) 
lines. ~ 

In the Vu:t'i:cr of tha Applic.:ltion of ) 
JOHN A. 001E'I"rE, Fl"..A.L~C'Z S ZP..NETTE and~ 
Fr~< VELLA~ doing business as ST~~ 
C~~IER LINE, 0 partnership, for 
certificate of public convenience ) 
~d necessity to oper.:ltc passenger ) 
service between San Mateo Soutbern ~ 
P.:lcific Depot .:lno tbe Hillsoalc 
Southern ::?acific Depot and the 
College of ~n YJ..:teo, College 
Heights C~pus. ~ 

Application No. 45660 
(Filcc1 AuSUZ-t $, 1963·, 

Amended December 3, 1963' 
and December 11, 1963) 

Application No. 45877 
(Filed October 13, 1S63) 

Bcrtro'O. S. Silver and YJ.artin J. r"osen, for San Motco­
Burl~n8ome Transit Compony, applicant in 
A~plieQtion No. 45660 and protestant in 
A,~liection No. 45377. 

J~es S. Grean, for Jol'ln A. Zallettc, Frcncec Zancttc 
and Frank Vella, doing business as Star Cl1artcr 
Line, ~pplicants in Applic~tion No. 45Z77 and 
prote$t~nts in p~rt in Application No. 45660. 

A. C. Olshen, in prop~la person~; ~nd F. ~oymond 
~18§i, fOr San ~teo Feder~tion of Improvement 
C 1.1 s; interested parties. 

Glenn E. Newton, Hilton H. Nichols ~nd C. V. &10wler, 
-for the Comt:d.ssion st~n. 

These ~tters wc~e heard ~n a eommon record before 

E~miner Lane at San M.:lteo on Febru~'rY 2S and 26, 1964. They were 

taken under submission upon the filinS of the hearing transcripts 

on ~rch l8, 1964. Copies of tbe applications were served and 

notices of bearings published in ~ceordance witb the Comm1s~ionts 

procedural rules. 
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In P.p,lic~tion No. Li.s660, Sen YJ,(ltco-::3urlingClme Transit 

Company (San ~tco-B~rli~$a~) p:oposcs in connection with its 

p~$senge~ sta3e service witi1in and between nurlingcme, ~n ~tco, 
1/ 

Hillsborough and Belmont (t~aDSit service) to:-
. f· f Y (c) Increase certa~n 0 4tS arcs; 

(b) Suspend Qll Saturd.:lY opcration$~ 

(c) S'!SPC:lcL operations on portions of ~outcs nand E; and 

(G) Extend Routes A and D to the College He~~1ts Campus of 

the College of San M.:Jteo and ~outc E viQ Nor:oll< Stteet from 

Nineteenth Avenue to Hillsdale noulcvcrd aud thence vic Hills~le 

30ulevard to the College of SQn Y~tco. 

In Application No. 45877, John A. Znnettc, Frances ~nctte 

and Fra~ Vella, doing business as St.::lr Charter Line (Star Charter), 

seek a certificate of public convenience and ncccssi~J to operate 

a passenger stDge between the San ~teo Southern Pacific depot Qnd 

the HillsdQle Southern Pecific depot end the College Heights Campus 

of the Collc8e of San Mateo, an~ intermediate pOints.21 

11 San V~teo-Burlinsamc has authority to transport passengers be­
tween certain peni~ula points and Candlestick P~k and on an 
on-call basis between Hayward Qud S~ Mateo. In addition, appli­
cant opcr~tcs as a charter-party carrier of passengers. 

II The adjustments in fares soo~1t arc as follows: 

(a) To increase one-way adult fares by 5 cents. 

(b) To increase f~res for children under five years 
of age occupying .;'l se~t .:Ind for children five 
years and over but under twelve years of age to 
the f011 ~dul~ fares. 

(e) Io incre.:lse student lO-rLde commutation ticl~ts 
from $1050 to $2.00. 

2/ Ster Chcrter holds a permit from the Commission to opcr.;'lte ~s a 
charter-party c~rricr of passengers. 
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San ~teo-Burlin8ome protested Application No. 45877 of 

St~r Cb~rter in its entirety. Star Charter protested Applie~tion 

No. 45660 of San ~teo-Burlinz~mc insofar as it seeks authorLty to 

serve the college eampus~ 

Apolie~tion No~ 45660 

Testimony in support of San Y~tco-Burlingamcrs application 

w.:!s introduced through opplic~nt' s president and v.i.ce presideD.e. 

The Commission staff introduced studies relating to ~C4~CC 

being performed by applicant and relatin~ to its results of 

operations. Two ~embers of the public assisted in the dcvelopicnt 

of the record.. 

The president testified that applicant7 s transit service 

has not been profitable. The continuation of tbezc operations has 

been subsidized by eba~ter and school con~roct revenues. He stated 

that the carrier experienced a strike of its employees between 

June 1 and September 9) 1963 which nad aggravated the unfavorable 

operating results of San Mateo-turlingamc. 

Applic.:lnt granted its drivers increased wases as a result 

of labor negotiations in connection with the settlement of the 

strike. Costs of operations increased as a result. In addition, 

applic.:lnt has expe:ienced a drop in patronage since the strike as 

eooparcd to pre-strike levels. 

!he witness said that incrc.:lses in fares and a reouction 

in the number of schedules were necessary to enable San ~teo­

Burlingame to continue operatioDSo With respect to fore increases, 

the witness said that those Quthorizecl on December 20, 1963 on an 

interim basis appeared satisfacto~l and urged that they be 
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continued on 3 pe~nent baSiS.~ He said that applicDnt had 

concluded that the additional increases sought in the application, 

and not authorized by Decision No o 66507, supra, were noe essential 

and that the xequest therefor should be wi~hdrawn. 

~ec~use of the ~eductio~ in patronage, San Mateo-Burlinga~ 

has reduced the nuober of schedules it operates on its various 

routes on weekdayso The witness expressed the opinion tbat the 

service being rendered was adequate to serve the d~ndo He was 

hopeful for incrcaced demands for service which would be met by 

increased service as the cemand warranted. He said that ti~ 

schedules of current ~pcrations had not been ~de available to ~hc 

public pending the outcome of this p:oceeding. 

Demand for Saturday service, the witness said, was 

insufficient to pay the drivers' wages and transit service revenues 

were insufficient to absorb the losses from Saturday service. 

San Mateo-B~rlingame seeks to suspend operations on a 

small segment on each of its Routes B .:l'Cd Eo 'the 1?.ou'te B segment 

involves one-half of a st:w.ll loop in downtow:l Burlingame (I The 

~o!,Jte E segment involves tb¢ so-called "~jorth SboreviewH loop in 

the vicinity of Third Avenue and Norfolk Szreet in S~n Mateo. 

The 'Route B scgmC'!'~t, ~ccording to San Mateo-Burlingame' s 

preSident, iuvolv¢s a line which is no ~orc than one block from 

the main line of Route B in dow~town Burlingame. The are~ 

~ By Decision No. 66507, dated December 20, 196~, in this pro­
ceeding, San Mateo-Surlingame was authorized to increase, on .:lU 
interim b~sis) i~s one-w~y adult fares by five cents eccb and 
to increase student lO-ride commutation fares from $1.50 to 
$1.75~ Increases in child:ents f~res and :bc further increases 
so!,J8h~ in student's fares were dcni~do 
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which this segment tr~vcrscs involv~s serious traffic congestion 

which h~mper$ ope:~tio~$. Moreover, its elin6~nation would ~ot 

scriously ~nconveDiencc anyone and would contribute to improved 

Asserted.ly, elimination of the Nor:h Shoreview loop would 

Dctu~lly improve ovcrD1.1 ser.r1.ce on Route E. The loop generates 

very ~ew passengers. Co~siderably more passcnzers rldc between 

downtown Sen ~tco ~nd points on Ro~te E beyond the North Shorevlew 

loop_ These passengers ~rc inconvenienced by the increase iu 

~rcnsit time occasioned by the service to :he loop. On the other 

hond, the passengers who now board or deb~rk from the buse~ on the 

loop would be req~ired to walk at most three additiona~ blocl<s to 

utilizc the bus serviceo 

The proposed extensions of ~oute E olong Norfolk Street 

and along Sillsdalc Boulcva~d between Norfolk Street and El Cacino 

Real will se:rvc a substantial section of San I~tco not now enj oying 

servic~. The president said that this section was adjacent to a 

large area now under development which undoubtedly wou14 require 

transit service in the future. 

T11C witness testified at length with respect to the 

extension of routes to serve the newly constructed College Heights 

Campus of the College of Sen ~tco.2/ He said th~t during the 

s~cr of 1963 he h~cl conducted negotiations with represent~tives 

of the college relative to providin~ service to the new campus. 

The college representotiv~s were desirous of securlng service on 

21 Classes at the College Hei~1ts CDmpUS started on October 1, 
1963., 
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a per-passenger bcsizo San M.:ltco-:3urJ.ing.:u:::.c's witness testif.ied 

that be a~vlsed d1~m that a certificate to op~rate as ~ p~$scnzcr 

stagc w~s necessary before c ~er-pesscnger b3Sis of eaa~ges could be 

est~bli:;hcdo 

Upon rc~~est from the college, applicDnt bid on a per-bus 

bczis to p~ovidc toe ~p~uired scrvice~ Ho said th~t San Matco­

BurlinSQtle was t:tr.l.derbid ~y SUi:!: Cb.::r~.zr., The witx:css said that he /" 

was advised th~t subsequently Star Charter changed its bid to a 

per-passenger basis and eompleted negotiations with the eollczc 

representatives on that basis. 

San Mateo-Burlir..gc:::c r s president st~tcd t1'13t ~:hilc it 

provides certain ~r~nsportation services for the college on a 

ch~rter b~~is it h~s refrained £rom providi~g service on a pe:­

passenzer basis in the absence of the ~eq~isite eertifieatc~ 

The witness testified that the extended se~~~ce CDn be 

:e~dily iutesrated into its current service; that s~ud~ts woule b~ 

able to travel from ~ny p~rt of applicant's transit routes to $cboo~ 

at its current school commutation fare; that the additional rcven~c 

is important to the continued suceessful operations of 3pplic~nt; 

th~t the addi~1onal buses ~hicb ~ould be required to serve the 

campus ~ould ~l$o provide improved 3ud more frequent ser\~ee on 

applicant's cu~-rcnt routes, ~nd th~~ applicant is able, by reason 

of cxpe:ience and resources~ to provide the required service. 

Applicant's vice president testified that he had recently 

booght an interest in San ~teo-Surlingame. He s~id tbet be had 

interests in other bus opor~tions, including those of B2yshore Lines 

and Scqco~a St3gcS~ He ~estified that common earri~r and cbarter 

• 
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a~d contr~ct operDtions we~e ~utually complem~ta~ an& oper~tions 

of the v~rious types ~~ scrJicc contribute to more eff~c~en: use 0: 
equipment and ~crsonncl a~d to opcr~ting economics. 

He corroborated the p:esi6cnt's t~stimony that patranDge 

would not support Saturday service. He also said th~t sc~rcc to 

the c~~us would provide opportunities for improveme~ts in service 

and opcrat~ns :esults. 

The ch~i~n of the nu~ Stuey Co~ttee o~ the Sa~ ~tco 

Federation of ~provcment Clubs testified tba~ conti~uation of 

public trensportotion service was vi-=al to the comnunities of ~n 

Mateo and nurli~ga:ne. He expressed a primary conce:rn tb.:-= 3S mucb 

service as feasible be providede 

Anothe: member of the general pc.blic complained about the 

service performed by applicant. Speci£ically~ he said, h~ had ~de 

a nucbcr of observations of sc~Lcc on applicant's ~oute A along 

Hillside Drlve in Bur~ingame. He said the buses were often late 

as much as half an hour while opcr~ting on a one-hour headway. 

He said th.-:lt lack of timetables available for tbe public and the 

unreliable nature of the service rendered the operations 

unattractive :0 ~ny potential passengers. 

An Associate Transportation Engineer on the Commission 

steff testified with respect to service being :cnde:ed by ~pplicant. 

On the basis of the stcdy he h.;ld ~dehe recommended that the pro­

posed chanzes in routing be autho~zcd. With respect to Satur~ 

service, be said the patronage was sueh that to require San M3tco-

3urlingamc to operate on Saturdays might jeopardize the contin~nce 

of its entire common carrier operations. He conclcGed that the 

company's propos.;ll to restrict service to wecl<days appeared 

reasOntJole. 
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Toe en8ineer also pointed out that while service from the 

st~ndpoint of scbeduled frequency appeared adequate, San ~teo­

~urlingame w~s encountering probl~ in ~intaining current after­

noon sebedules on its Route A duc to traffic congestion along 

El Camino Real ~nd in the Hillsdale Shopping Center. He said that 

extra running time should be allowed on this route in the afternoon. 

The witness testified that no public timetables are available for 

the present se~lce and urged that sueh timetables be printed and 

d o "b d . 1 §j ~str~ ute as soon as poss~b e. 

A Financial E~ner on the Commission staff submitted 

a study be had ~de of San Matco-Burlingamc's financial condition 

and results of operati~ns. Table I below sets forth a summary of 

1:his study. 

Table I 

Income Statement of S~n M.:Iteo-Burling~mc Transit Company 
Total Operations and Transit Service Operations, 

Pror~tcd on a Mileage Basis, 
For Calendar Years 1960, 1961 and 1962 

Total Transit Serviee 
1962 1961 19(:)0 lYo:l 1';;61 1960 - - - - - -

Operating 
$288,97 S (1) $311,972 $307,046 $102,883 $118~603 $126,298 Revenues 

Operating 
2S9,256 303,02S 311 7 922 139:133 144z 846 1647694 Expcuses 

l~et Oper-
ating 
Income 
(or loss) (273) 8,943 (4,876) (36,250) (26,243) (38,396) 

(1) Includes $2,l75 subsidy from S~n M2teo. 

&7 It has eo~e to the Commission1s attention that shortly folloWing 
the hearings in this ~tter, San 11oteo-Burlingame added an 
additional bus on its Route A in the afternoon and revised its 
ti~ctables to provide extra running time in an attempt to insure 
the maintenance of its seh~dules. Revised sehedules have been 
publisbed ~nd distributed. Revised timetables were filed with 
the Corr:mission on 11areh 2, lS64. In view of this action, no 
order of the Co~ssion on this point appears necessary at this 
time. 
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A Senior Transportation Engineer on the staff introdTJCcd 

a ~eport showing estimated ~esults of oper~tions under tho interim 

£a~es authorized and the fares i~tially proposed for the ye~r 

ending Febru.:ll:y 23, 1965. This study is s1JICIll3rized in the following 

t~ble. 

T~ble II 

Esti~ted ~csults of Operation of San ~teo-nurlin¢ame 
Transit Company under :nte:im (Cur~cnt) Fares ~nd Proposed 

Fares for the Yca~ Endin~ Fcbrua;y 2$7 lS65 

Operating Revenues 
Operating Expenses 
Net Befo~e I~co~e Taxes 
Income Taxoc 
Net Ineo~e After Taxes 
Operating ~atio 
Rate Base 
:-~a1:c of Rctu:rn 

Total 
O,:,erations 

$l60,000 
159~a30 

Do 
100 

7rr 
99.,9% 

13,:570 
v.!ll. 

( , ) - toss 

Transit Service Opcr~tion 
Interun 

(Current) Propos~d 
Fares Fares 

$51,260 
_52 .. 770 

=~ 330 
, Co 

102.3% 
3,l.~70 

-1. 

$52',270 

=
52r -~~ 

100.6% 
3,470 .,. 

Tbe engineer reco~nded that the sought fare increase 

be granted. He said that the increased childrcn's fares and the 

additional student's fares sought would h~ve no significant effect 

on San V~teo-Burlingamc's operating results. 

Aoplieation No. 45877 

Testimony in beh~lf of Star Charter was presented by one 

of the partners who ~lso acts as ~~C car~ierrs ~~8er, by two 

students of the College of San ~~teo and by the College's Dean of 

Men. 

Star Charter!s general ~naz~r said that the carrier 

beg~n operations in JUDe of 19G3 and started operations to the 

college C.i1mpU$ on September 30, 1963. He said that at the time 
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Star Charter started operations to the collcgc be was under the 

imp:ession that a certificate from this Comcission was not rcquircc 

because he believed the carrier's route was all ~r-thin the City 0: 
San ~tco. He asserted that Star Charter initially bid on the 

sc:vice on a per-bus basis but ehanged the bid to an offer to 

provide sc~~lcc on an indi~ldual pc:-passcnger fare basis in 

response to the expressed desire of the college to avoid having to 

engage in contract tra~sportation arrzngcments. 

The witness sai~ that shortly after the start of se~lce 

to the college, a member of tbe Commission staff advlsed him that 

a cert~ficate of public convenience and necessity was necessary to 

provlde the service on a per-passenger basis because his xoute was 

more than two percent outside of the City of San Mateo. Upon this 

.:Jdvicc, action was taken promptly to secl, a ecrtifica'tc. kn 

application for such authority was filed with tbe Commission on 

October 13, 1963. The carrie: continued to operate in tbe absence 

of any specific directive from the Commission to cosec and desist. 

According to the witness, the collc3c service is limited 

to students having origin or destin~tion at the campus. Service 

is provided between the campus and points along a ~outc from the 

campus down Hillsdale Boulevard to El Camino Real, along El Camino 

~e.sl to 4th Avenue, .'llong a loop in downtown San Mateo including 

service to Southern Pacific depot, then back along El Camino Real 

to 19th Avenue and along 19th Avenue to the campus. Because of 

heavy grades, service to the campus along Hillsdale toulcvard is 

not considered feasible. 

In addition to s~rviee to the College of San Mateo, 

applicant transports students on a contract basis for Not~e Dame 
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elcmenta:y and high s~hools in Belmont .and engages in chatter bus 

operations. 

St~r Charter, ~ccordin3 to the ~~tness, tr~nsport~ about 

550 passengers per school day in the college service. He said that 

this revenue w~s vital to successful operations of Star Charter 

Qnd ~itbout this revenue the carrier would go bankrupto In 

Qddition, he Qlleged that the college service revenues were in­

sufficient to justify two carriers operatin3 to the campus. 

Ihe general m~nager expressed the opinion that Star 

Charterts operations bad been profitable. Io this end he testified 

with respect to the carrier's revenues and expenses. Set forth in 

the table below are the revenue ~nd expense figures furnished by 

the witness covering Star Chartcrts operations for the perlod from 

September 30 through December 31, 1963. 

Table III 

Income Statement of Star Charter Line for the 
Period from September 30 to December 31, 1963 

llevenues: 
Charter 
School Contracts 
College Service 

Expenses: 
vlages 
Fuel :lnd Oil 
Insur.once 
Office Expense 
Licenses 
t.epairs 
Miscellaneous EX2ense 
Personal Draw (of General ~~scr) 

Profit 

-11-

$1,52lo, 
635 

6 761 
'3:m 

2,654 
1,429 

462' 
195 
135 
512 
232 
900 -r,5'6"§ 

2,351 
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On cros$-eY~m1nation> the witness ed~t(cd that the 

fo:cgoing figures include nothi~ for depreciation, legal fcec ~nd 

various other expenses ~nd ine~ud~ only $300 ~ month for hi~Qlf· 

as gencxal ~nage~ and part-time driver. 

Toe Dean of Men of the College of San ~teo testified 

to ~hc nc~a for public transpo=t3tio~ service to the collese~ The 

college has abQu~ 5,200 dayti:c students and about 10,000 evening 

$tudents~ In the fall of lS64~ 7~OOO d~ytime stud~nts are expeeted 

to ~etcnd the college. Of tbe cu:rent studcnts~ about 250 to 300 

avail ti1e~elves of the servi.ees of Star CharteT. o 

!he witness said ~h3t the college di4 not wish :~ become 

involve~ in providing bus transport~tion servlcc for the students. 

It started n~sotiation$ for s~rvices with S~n ~teo-Bur.lin~me in 

Mayor June of 1963. 'Zh3t carrier advised them tbat witl1oc:t a 

certificate to serve the colleg~ service would have t~ be performed 

on a contract basis. The college requested bids on a per-bus 

basis. !ha lowest bid was made by Star Cl'laX'ter. D'Jri:ng further 

negotiations with Star Charter prior to the opening of school on 

Octob~r 1, the carrier offered to provide service on ~ per-p~$seneeT. 

basis 0 f.~ this relieved the college of direc: involvement between 

the passengers and the carrier, ~,e offer was ~ccepted. 

The D~an stated that he did not favor one applicant over 

the other but that his interest was in asscring service to the 

~~us by public earrier. 

Two students from the college asserted tbat there was 

a ~eed for passenger bus service to the campus. These students 

ride the buses of Star Charter to and f:om the campus, do not bave 

private transportation readily available and f~nd that it is not 
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fe~sible for them to walk. They stated th~t service by Star Charter 

was convenient and provided the transportation they needed ~o atte~d 

the college. 

With respect to the need for certific~tion, an Associate 

Tr~nsportation Engineer on the Commission staff testified that en 

the basis of a study he h~d ~dc, the route mileage of Star Charter 

outside of San Mateo was about twice as much as permissible under 

the Public Utilities Code. 

Discussion 

It is clear tbat San Mateo-Burlingame provides a service 

important and necessary to the communities it serves. It is 

desirable in the public interest that its services be continued. 

Continuation of the current interim rates on a permanent 

basis has been justified. Applicant has witbdrawn its request for 

additional increases. Further discussion of this question is not 

required. 

1110 record shows th~t service on Satur~ys involves 

substantial out-of-pocket losses to the carrier. Continuation of 

this service does not appear warranted in the face of the small 

patronage. 

The cbanges sought on ~outes Band E would not unduly 

inconvenience anyone. On tbe other hand, there are positive 

advantages through better service to patrons riding between other 

segments of these line$o v~ile applicant seeks only to suspend 

these operations, the records of the Commission and of applicant 

would be clearer and c~sicr to ~int~in if these route segments 

were abandoned. Should it appear in the future that service is 

again requ~~ed on these segments, applicant could ~lce an appro­

prlate request for requisite authority as cireumstances ~y demand. 
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The extension of San Y~teo-Burlinsemers route ~long 

Norfolk Street and ~lon3 Hillsdale ~oulevard between Norfolk Street 

~nd El C~mino ~eal wo~ld p~ovidc service to a rapidly developing 

area not now being served. No other service to this area is 

indicated on this record and there is no protest to this proposed 

extension. 

!he only common issue in these proceedings is the request 

of each applicant to serve the College Heights Cam~U$ of the College 

of san t-Loteo. 

It is clc~r from the evidence in this proceeding that 

there is a publie need for service to the college. It is also clear 

from this record that for Star Charter to continue its o~er3tions 

or S<ln Mateo-Burlingame to corm:ccnce operations to tbc college 

campus a certificate of public convenience <lnd necessity as a 

passenger stase corporation from this Commission is required. 

The question arises whether or not a certificate should 

be issued to either or both applic<lnts, and if to only onc, wbicb 

one? 

Section 1032 of the Public Utilities Codc provides, in 

part: TIThe Commission may, after hearing, issue a certificate to 

operate in a territory alreody served by a certificate holder under 

this part only when the exis~ing passenger stage corporation or 

corporations serving such territory will not provLde such service 

to the satisfac'tion of the Commission. ff (Emphasis added.) 

Unquestionably, San ~~teo-BurlingDme is, and for a number 

of years past has been, serving the area. !herc is nothing in this 

record remotely suggesting that San Matco-Burling~~e is unwilling 

or unable to provide satisfactory service to the college campus. 
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To the coutra~~, the Dean st~tcd that relations between the college 

and San ~teo-Burling~~ had alw~J$ been good~ and thae the latter 

had ~lw~ys g-lven reliable and sat1.sfacto-ry se:cvic:c. 

The service Star Charter bas been performing to and 

from the (:011c30 campu~ is that of a common carrier paszenger stage 

corporation. Star Charter started and continued the oper~tion 

wlthout fir~t having obtained from this Commission a eertific~te 

declaring that public: convenience and necessity require the 

operation, as required by Section 1031 of the Public Utilities Code. 

The operation of Star Charter is in violation of the Code require­

ment. On the other hand, the record shows that San Matco­

nurlingatte stood ready to provide transportation for the students 

from and to the college. Under the rule stated in The AE2lication 

of Fialcr's, Inco;porated, 3S Cal. P.U.C. seo (1933), in connection 

m.th Section 1032 of the Code, San !1atco-'£Ul:linC.::te·isfirst1in . 

right to perforc the service and a certificate to serve the 

college should be granted to it and the request of Star Charte~ 

denied. (Sec also Application of !1artincz Bus Lines, Inc., 

50 Cal. P.U.C. 220 (1950).) 

Based on the evidence in these proceedings, the 

Co~ssion finds that: 

1. Continu~tion on a pe~ncnt basis of the increases in 

rates authorized by Decision No. 66507, dated December 20, 1963, 

in Application No. 4SGGO (Second .b,Itendment) is justified. 

2~ Public convenience and necessity no longer require 

passenger stage service by San Mateo-Burlingame Transit Company 

on the North Shorevlew loop of Route E in San ~teo and along 

Howard Avenue between California Drive and ParI( Road and along 
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P~~k Road between Howard Avenue and Burlingame Avenue in Burlin8aQe~ 

as more specifieally defined in the First Amendment to Application 

No •. 45660., 

3. Discontinuance of passenger stage service by San Mateo­

Burlingame Transit Company,on Saturdays is not adverse to the public 

interest. 

4., P~blie eQnve~iencc ~nd ncecc~ity requi=~ the establishment 

and operation of ~~rvicc as a pas~engc~ st:so co:por~~ion by 

San Mateo-'S~linsr.mc 'Ir~:l.Si~ Company, ~s hercin.:fter set forth o 

S~ John A~, Zanc~~e, Frances Zanettc and F~aDk Vella, doing 

business as St~r Cb..o.:tter Line ~ h~le f~ilee ~o establish that l'ub1.ic 

convenience and ~eees$ity :equire the passe~ger stage sexvice pro-. 

posed in Appliection No o 45377. 

!h~ Comcission concludes tb~t Application No. 45660, as 

amended, should be g%anted to tbe cx::·::;.t set': £o~!."l it'). tbe ensuing 

o':Cdc~·. In all oth~r :c~pect:; it ~!:!0t:1.d be d¢nie~1. 

Ihe Co~ssion fu:tber concl~dcs that App!icction 

No o 45877 should be denied. 

San ~teo-Burling~me !:ansit Co~pany is hc:eby placed on 

nO'cice that operative rights, as sucb) do not constitute a class 0: 
property which may be eapi~alized or used as an element of value in 

rate fixing for any .w.ount of money in exeezs of that originally 

paid to the State as a conside~ation for the grant of such rightSb 

Aside r.rom their purely permissive aspeet) such rights extend to 

the holder a full or partial monopo~.y of .:l class of bU$i:ness over 

a partieular route~ This monopoly fca~ure ~ be modified 0= 
canceled at any ti~c by the Stata, which is not in any respect 

limited as to the number of rights which '1llAly 'be gi ",Ten 0 

-16-
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O~DE!<. -.. - ............. 

II IS ORDERED the.~: 

1. 1110 increases in :~rec autnorized to S~n l~tco-Burlingamc 

Transit Compony, ~ corpor~tion, by Decision No. 66507, eatcd 

December 20, 1963 in Second AccnCmcnt to Applicctio~ No. 45660 ara 

bereby mcde permanont o 

2. S~n Y~tco-Burling~me Transit Company is ~uthorizcd to 

suspen.d p.a$$c·~gcr s'tog.J opc~ations on Sat:u:e.:ys () 

3. A certificotc of public co~venioncc and necessity is 

gxantcd to S\:lt\. Y~tl2o-Burlinsa'Cle Transit Company .!luthoriz~.ng it to 

operate as a passenger stage corporation, ~$ defined in Section 226 

of the Public Utilities Code, be~cen the points Dnd over the routes 

more ,articul.!lrly set forth in Appendi:' A attachecl hc':Ceto and made 

a part hereof. 

4. 11,e certificate of public convenience ~nd necessity 

g:antcd in paragr2.ph 3 of 'this oro~r supersedes all exi$t~ng 

certificates of public convenicnce ~nd necc$si~y cuthorizing 

the tr::nsportct:i..cn of pess~n8crs ~orr:!t;ofore 3r~nt~c1 to 

or ~c~~i~e~ by Scr. MZtc~-3ur1iDe~ Tr~nsi: Com~~y ~~e 

prcsc:l.tly pOGscsscd''by it, wl'lich, certificates :lore bc':C~by 

revokc~, said revocation to become effective concc~~cntly 

with tbe effective dc~c of thc t~riff filings rcquixed by 

paragraph 5(b) hereof. 

58 In providing service pursuant to the certificate herein 

grante~, San Y~teo-Burlingame !ranzit Company shall extend the 

3?plication of its fares currently applicable on its Ro~tes A, Z~ 

C, E and I to apply also for service from and to the College 

Heights Campus of the College of San ~tco and shall comply ~th 

and observe the following serviee regulations: 

-1.7-
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(3) 

(b) 

(c) 

(d) 

Within tbirty dayc after the effective da~c 
hereof, San Mateo-Burlingame Tr.:lnsit Company 
shall file a written ~cecptanee of ~he 
ccrtificDte herein ~anted. By ~cccpting ~he 
certificate of publ~c convenience ~nd nccessi~J 
herein granted, applic~nt is placed on notice 
that it will be required, among other things, 
to file annual reports of its operations and to 
comply with and observe the safety rules of tbe 
California Highway Patrol, the rules and other 
regulations of the Commission's General Order 
No~ 90 and insurance requirements of the 
Commission's General Order No. lOlwA. Failure 
to file such reports, in such form and at such 
time as the Commission mer direct, or to comply 
with and obsel:'\Tc the p:rovisions. of General 
Orders Nos. 98 and lOl-A, ~y result in 3 
c~ncell~tion of the operating au~hority granted 
by this decision. 

On or before July 15, 1964, San Mateo-turlingamc 
Transit Company sball establish the service 
herein authorized and file tariffs Dnd timetables, 
in triplic~te7 in the Commission's office. 

The tariff and t~ct~ble filings sh~ll be made 
effective not earlier than ten days after the 
effective date of this order on not less than 
ten days' notice to the Commission and the 
public, and the effective date of the tariff and 
timetable filings shall be concurrent with the 
establishment of the service herein authorized. 

The tariff and timetable filings made pursuant 
to this order shall comply with the regulations 
governing the construction and filing of tariffs 
and timetables set forth in the Commission's 
General Orders Nos. 79 and 98. 

6. In all other respects;, Application No. L:,sGGO, as amended, 

is denied. 

7. Application No~ 45877 is denied. On and after July 15, 

1964, John A. Zanette, Frances Z.auette and Frank Vella are ordered 

and directed to cease and desist from conducting operations as a 

passenger stage eorporation~ as defined in Section 226 of the 
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Public Utilities Code, unless and until an approprlate certificate 

or certificates arc secured from the Commission. 

n"1e effective date of tbis oro.cr sh.o11 be twenty days 

after the date hereof. 

Dated at __ ...;Sn.:::::::::u;..,:F:..;r;,;;a.n;;,;ctseO::;;" ;;;:,:,, __ 7 CalifoMa, this i?6~ 

day of __ --"~ ...... g"a""..:;~----' 1964. 
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Appendix A 

SAN MA.n:O~Bmr.llIGAME 1'RANSIT Orig:i.wl PaSe 1 
COMP~lY 

(.::1 cOrporation) 

CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC COJ,\1VENIZNCE Am> NECE SSIl'Y 

ShOwing passenger stage operative rights. restrictions, 
lim! tations , excePtions, and Priv.tleges appli<:able thereto. 

}~l Changes and amendments as authorized by the 
Publi<: Utilities COmmisSion of the State of CalifOrnia will 
be made as revised pages or added Original pages. 

Issued under authOrity of De<:is:l.on No. 67278 • 
dated - )?,7""2;l Co , 1964, of the Publi<: Utilities 
COtDnission of the State o£ california. on Appli<:ation No. ~.s6GO. 



Appendix A SAN MAIEO-B~LINGAME Ir~SIT Ori8i~1 Page 2 
COMP~'IY 

(8 corporation) 

SECTION 1 ~ CE~~r\AL AtJ"THO~IZATIONS 

The certificate hereinafter not~d supersedes all operative 

~uthority heretofore granted to S~n ~teo-B~=linsamc Tr~i~ 
Company. 

St~ Y~O-BURLINGP~ Tr~S!T COMPANY, by the certi£ic~tc 

of public convenience and necessity gr~nted in the deciSion noted 

in the margin, is authorized to transport person.s on passC'llgc=­

carrying vehicles: (1) in and between the Cities of San Mateo, 

Burlingame, Hillsbo.ough and Belmont; (2) between San Mateo and 

H~yward; (3) between Palo Alto a~d Candlestick Park and (4) to 

transport studen~s and school employees between points ~~tbin a 

described area including portions of San ~teo County and Santa 

Clara ~ounty; over the routes and wlthin the area hereinafter 

described, subject to the following provisions: 

ea) Motor vehicles ~y be turned at termini or 
intermediate points, in either direction, 
at intersections of streets or by operating 
around a block contiguous to such inter­
sections, in accordance with local traffic 
regulations .. 

(b) When route descriptions are given in one 
direction they apply to operation in the 
opposite direction, unless otherwise 
indicated. 

(c) !.;.cstrictions 

No passengers b~ving both point of origin 
and des~ination wl~1in the City ~nd County of 
San Francisco shall be transported over the 
Candlestick Park routes. 

Issued by California Public Utilities Commission. 

Decision No. 67278 1 f..p~lie.3tion No. [,.5660. 
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Appendix A SAN MA'I'EO-BtJr~INGAME 'IT~S!T Orig.{n.gl Page 3 
COMPANY 

(a corporation) 

SECTION 20 r.:.oon: DESCRIFTIOl'TS 

~oute A. Beginning at i:illside D:ivc and Alv<l:::tdo Avenue, thence 
v.I.a Hillside Drive, Zl Camit!o Reel, Broadway, California 
DrLvc, San Mateo .i:>ri"le, BalGwin Avenue, B St%'eet, Fou=th 
Avenue, El Camino Real, 31s: Avenue, Edison St:eet, 
Hillsdale Boulevard, El Camino Real to 31st Aven~e8 

Also from El Camino Real and Hillside Drive, thence 
via El Camino Real, 37tt'l Avenue, E~ison Street to 
Hills~clc BoulQva:d. 

Also from the intersection of El Camino Re~l and the 
19th Avenue Freeway, tl'lcnce along t110 19t1"1 Avenue Free­
way and H~llsdale Boulevard to the College of San ~tcoo 

~octe B. Beginning at Burlingacc Avc:ue and California Drive, 
thence vla Califol"nia Drive, Howard AV(!'flue, D't<."ight 
i1oad, Delaware S:rcet, '!hird Avenue, Vi:3inia Avenue, 
Edinbt:rgb. Street, Hobart Avenue, Al.m::eda de l:1s Pulgo'Js, 
31st Avenu~, El Camino R~o'Jl, Hillsdale Boolevard and 
Edison Street to its intersection with 31st Avenuc. 

Also from the intersce~ion of the 19th Avenue F:eeway 
ond Ala~da de las Pulg.:ls, thence along the 19tb Avenue 
Freeway and HillsQale Boulevard to tbe College of San 
Mateo. 

Route C. Beginning Olt Black Mountain and MarlboX'ougl1, thence via 
Black Mountain Road, Vista t.oad, Chiltc-:cn RO.:ld, Ascot 
~oad, 'V1est Santa Inez, El Portal, Occidental Avenue, 
Burlingame Av~t1ue to C.:llifornia Drivc. 

Issuecl by California Public Utilities Cottmission. 

Deci$ion 1'70. ___ 6_7_~ __ 7_8 ___ > Application ~To. 45660. 
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Appendix A SAN MAXEO-Bur~ING~~ Tr~SIT Original Page 4 
COMPAN'l 

(.:3 co-rpor41tion) 

~oute E. Begi'O:Oing at Third Ave:nt:.e and 3 Street ~ thence along 
Third Avenue, Delaware Street) Fou=tl" Avenue, Gr.::lnt: 
Street, 16th Avenue, Delaware Str~et? Bermuda Drive, 
Ginnever Stre!?:, 19'th Avenue, Norfol.: St'rcet end 
Third Avenue to its interzcetion wlth Z Street. 

Also from the intersection of 19th Avenue and Norfolk 
Street, thence along Norfolk Street, Hillsdale 
Boulevard, El Camino Real, 19th Avenuc Freeway and 
Hillsdale Boulevard to the College of San ~teo; 
thence along liillsdale Boul~lard and Norfolk Street 
to its intersection 't'~ith 19th Avenue. 

Route I. Beginning at '!hird Avcnue and r, Street, thence via 
13 St=ect~ 4th Avenuc, El Camino Real, Hillsdale 
Boulevard, Edison Stteet, 37th Avenue, Alameda de 
las Pulgas, ~alston Avenue, El Cemino ~eal to 
Hillsdale Boulevard. 

Eayward-San Mateo ~oute - Cottmencip.g at 2nd AvC'ncc .:Ind "Bn Street, 
along fiB" Street, '!hird Avenue, Stln Mateo ~ridge, State 
Highw.:lY to its intersection with Hespcrian Boulev~rcl in 
~1t(> Eden, thence via Jcc!<son Street, Castro S'~reet, 
"All Street, v1atl<ins Street, to its intersection with 
"tH Street in tl'lc City of Hayc.;rard. 

Applicants are authorized to turn their vehicles at 
termini and intermediate points, in either direction, 
at intersections of streets or by opcratin$ around a 
block contiguous to such intersection, or ~n aeeor&~nee 
with local traffic rules. 

Issue~ by California Public Utilities Commission. 

Decision No. ___ 6_7_2_""""_,_8 ___ , Application No. l:05660. 
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Appendix Ii.. SAN MATEO-B~LINGAME Tr~SIT Original Page 5 
COMPANY 

(a eO'rl'o':CDtion) 

SECTION 2. ROU!E DESCRIPTIO!'l'S 

SCHOOL SERVICE h~A BOUNDk~IES 

Beginning .:Ie 3rd Avcn~ and Norfol1~ in San Ma~co, thence 
alonZ Norfolk to 2nd Avenue to Quebec Street to Monte Diablo 
Avenue to :<i~8ston Street to Poplar Avenue to B~yshore 
S~~~ice ~o~d to Penir~ular Avenue to Coyote Point, returning 
on Peninsular Avenue to Humbol~t Street to B~y$hore ~oulp.vard 
in 2urling~me, thence along Bayshore Boulevard to Broacway to 
Cali~ornia Drive to Trousdale Drive to Seb.:lsti~n Drive to 
Arguello Driva to Grenada Avenue to ~rtincz Drive to 
Trousdale Drive to Quesada W~y to Ray Drive to Deverc~ Drive 
to Bernal Avenue to Adeline Drive to Hillside Dr-lvc to 
Alturas Drive to ~rgarita Avenue ~o Sl~linc Boulevard to 
Summit Drive in Hillsborough, thence along Sl~line Boulevard 
to r~l$ton Avenue in Belmont, thence along ~alston Avenue to 
Alameda de las Pulgas to Dartmouth and San C~rlos Avenue in 
San C~rlos, thence along San Carlos Avencc to Ala:cda d~ las 
Pulgas to Edgewood Road in Redwood City, thence along Alameda 
de las Pulgas to Stoc!,br::'dge Avenue in Atl,crton, thence alotJ.g 
I'~amcd.;: de las Puls,as to Ualsh Road to Alts1'1ul Avenue in 
Menlo Park, thence along Altshul Avenue to ~,aron Road to 
Alamcd.:z de las Pulgas to Sand Hill ~oad to v1illow Road in 
Stanford University, thence along Willow Road to Arboretum 
Road to Embarcadero ~oad in Palo Alto, thence along 
Embarcadero ~oad to Bayshore Freeway to Willow ~oad in Menlo 
Park, thence along Bayshore Freeway to Harbor Boulevard in 
:-"e<!wood Ci!=y, thence .;llong Bayshore Freeway to !:;oll'l Street 
in S4ln Carlos, thence aloIl8 Bayc;hore Freeway to ~.;.alwoton 
Avenue in nol~t, t~cnec ~lon8 BayzhoT.c r:rccw~y to l~th 
Avenue ;.n San l'iatco, 'i:~'lencc along 19th tNf.::nUC to Norfol!< 
Street to Flint Avenue to Hollancl Street to Cixo Avenue. 
to i'forfoll: Street to r ... o'bor":s Drive to l<cboc Avenue to 
Sho:t'cV'::c~;t LNcnuc to No:.:foll: Street to 3rct Avenue, the point 
of beg::.r..:rl.ng. 

Issued by California Public Utilities Commission. 

Decision No. __ .....;6 __ 7_2_7_8 ___ , Application No. £. .. 5660. 
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COMPAl'r1 

(a corpor~tion) 

SECtION 2. ~OU'IE DESC1\.!PTI01'1S 

r~oute No.1. 

aoute No.. 2. 

~oute 'No.3. 

Commencing at Third Avenue and Bays~orc Frcew~y in 
San Mateo; tbcnce on Frecw::.y, vJillow lload, Middle­
field ~oad, University Avenue to the Sootbcr.n 
::?a~i:::ic Depot in Palo Al'Co; tl1ence north on El 
C~no Real to Santa Cruz Avenue, Merrill Street 
to the Southern Pacific Depot in Me~lo P~~k; 
thence, north on Merrill Street to Oak Grove, El 
Ca~no ~eal, Ashfield, Sta'Cion Lane to the 
Southern Pacific Depoe in Ath~rton; thence, ~orth 
on Sta~ion Lane 'Co Aeherton Avenue, El Camino ~eal, 
Ja~cs to Southe:n Pacific Depot in Redwood City; 
thcnce, north on James to nroadway, Jefferson to 
Bayshore Boulevard, ~~yshorc Freeway, !bird Street, 
Inserson Avc'O.t:c, Giants Drive to Charter Bus krea 
in Stadium. 

Co~encing at Third and ~~yshore Freeway in San 
Mateo, t~hence along tbe Bayshore Freeway to 
Jeffersc.'Jl Avenue, Zl Camino Real, James, to the 
Southern Pacific Depot in Redwood City; tbence 
along James to 3ro~dway, El Camino Real, S~n Carlos 
Avcnue to the Soutb.ern Pacific Depot in San C~rlos; 
thence, ~long El Camino Real to Ralston Avenue to 
Southern Pacific Depot in Belmont; thence, along 
El Camino ~eal to Rillsdale Southern Pacific Depot 
in San Mateo; thence, along El Camino n.eal 1:0 
TI'l.ird Avenue, liB II Street, second Avenue, Main 
Street to Southern Pacific Depot in San Y~teo; 
thence, along Main Street to 'Ihi:cd Av~uc, Delaware, 
Fourth Avenue, '.Bayst,ore Freeway, Third Street, 
Ingerson Aveuue, Giants Drive to Char1:er Bus IA%ca 
in the Stadium. 

Commencin~ at Third Avenue and Freeway in San Mateo; 
thence along Third Avenue to Main Stl:'ect to the 
Southern Pacific Depot in downtown San Mateo; thence 
along Third AVC'Que, "B" Street, BaldW".L.n, San Mateo 
Drive, California Drive, Howarc1Ave.nuc, El C:md.uo 
Real, Burlingame Avenue, to t'h<i·:So1..."':C:hern Pacific 

, Ii,.' 1 ~ , 

',' ". 
.' .. ,: 

• I I' 

Issued by California pUblic Utilities Commission. 

Decision No. ___ 6_7_2_"""_'..;;.8 ___ , App.lica1:ion No. ~·5G60. 
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COM1?ANY 

(a corporation) 

~outc No~ 3. (ConeludcQ) 

Depot in Burlingatr.e; thence along California Drive 
to Bro~dw~y 1:0 the Southern Pacific De,ot; thence 
~long Broadway to El Camino RC31~ 11illbrae Av~ue~ 
Southern Pacific Depot in 11Lllbrac; tbence along 
11illbrac Avenue to El Camino Real, S~n Mateo Avenue ~ 
to Southern Pacific Depot in San Bruno; t!."lencc 
along San Mateo Ave.nue to Linden Avenue, Grand 
Avenue, Baysl'lorc Freeway, Third St".cect, Ingezoson 
Avenue~ Giants Drive to Charter 'Bus k&ea in the 
St~dium. 

NOTE: Scm.cc on Candlestic1c Parl( :!:outcs 
may be operated on:'y on those days 
when baseball or other athletic 
events are conducted at candlestick 
P~rlc. 

, End of Appendix A 

Issued by California Public Utilities Commission. 

Decision No. 67278 ~Application No. 45660. 


