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Decision No. 67761 

BEFORE n~ PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF TIm STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Application of SAlT DIEGO !RANSIT SYSTEM ) 
a corporation, for autbority to extend ) 
ies Route "E" - LA MESA-EL CP.JO~J line. ) 

~ 
Application of SAl.~ DIEGO ECONOMY LINE, ) 
INC., a corporation, for an amendment ) 
to their certificate of public conven- ) 
ience and necessity gr.'lnt~d \U"l.de:: ) 
_D_ec_~_·S_i_o_n __ No_. __ 6_7_2_0_l_. ________________ ~~ 

Application No. 46583 

(Filed April 22, 1964) 

Applic~tion No. 46677 

(Filed ~~y 28, 1964) 

:.eon Tt7. Scales, for Soo Diego Transit 
System. 

Freadie Allen, for San Diego Economy 
tine, Inc. 

William Kendall, for the Commission' 
staff. 

OPINION 
-~-----

By Application No. 46583, San Diego Transit System 

(Tr.lnsit) requests authority to extend its Route "E" - La Mesa­

El Cajon line from the intersection of Mollison Avenue and Main 

Street in the City of El Cajon, easterly on ~~in Street to Second 

Street, a distance of .SO miles. 

By Application No. 45677, San Diego Economy Line, Inc .. , 

(Economy)' req,uests the removal of :In existing restriction which 

prohibits it from transporting passengers originating at a point 

north of Q1ase Avenue to any point west of College Grove Shopping 

Center, and which restricts it from transporting passengers. origi­

n~ting west of College Gro~e Shopping Center to points north of 

Chase Aven'Ue. 
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The applications were consolidated for hearing end a ~. 

hearing thereon was held in E1 Cajon before Examiner Rogers on 

June 23, 1964. At the close of the hearing, the matters were 

argued and submitted. 

Prior to May 12, 1964, Economy served along that portion 

of Main Street in El Cajon proposed to be served by Transit. By 

Decision No. 67201, dated May 12, 1964, in Application No. 46330, 

Economy was authorized to terminate such service, among others, 

effective on said date. In said deCiSion, it is stated that the 

applicant thereintestificd that the service was never compensatory. 

Transit presented evidence to show that it e.an render 

service to and from Second Street and Main Street in Elcajon 'With­

out an additional employee, an additional scheclule, or additional 

equipment by utilizing part of the present layover time of its 

Route "E" 3t Mollison Avenue and Main Street. It proposes to 

operate seven days a week, including holidays. On weekdays, it 

will operate 31 schedules in each direction beeween 5:57 a.m. and 

9:15 p.m., with somewhat reduced service on Saturdays and Sun<Llys. 

Transit surveyed the area to be served by this extension and esti­

mated that it will derive an annual revenue of $9,184 therefrom at 

an annual out-of-pocket cost of $2,384, giving it a net annual 

revenue of $6,800. 

Several property owners and interested parties appeared 

in support of the Transit application. From the evidence, it. 

appears that the service formerly provided by Economy was too 

infrequent to be patronized. The interested parties desire the 

service with the frequency proposed by Transit. 
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It 

Economy proposed that the terminal loop of the extension 

be restricted to a loop entirely south of Main Street. Such a 

restriction is not practical from an operatio~l standpoint. Transit 

is now authorized to turn its vehicles at ~ermini or intermediate 

points, in either direction, at intersections of streets or by 

operating around a bloc~ contiguous to such intersections, in 

accordance ~th local traffic regulations. This authorization, which 

applies to all routes) will be continued. 

Upon the evidence herein, the Commission finds· that public 

convenience and necessity require that the service be extended as 

proposed by Transit; that the proposed extension ~ll result in a 

net annual profit to TranSit; and that Transit has the equipment, 

persounel and ability to render the proposed service. 

!he Commission concludes that Application.No. 46583 should 

be granted. 

On May 12, 1964, the Commission authorized Economy to 

abandon service over the route to be served by Transit. Subsequent 

to 'transit filing Application l~o. 46583, Economy filed Applica1:1on 

No. 46677. 'By said application,. Economy requests· authority to remove 

the restriction heretofore imposed by this Commis~ion and bereinabove 

referred to. 

Economy presented petitions signed by v~rious persons 

urging that the Commission remove the existing restriction against 

t~ough service by Economy from Lakeside to San Diego. From the 

Commission1 s records and the prior deciSions of this Commission 

concerning Economy,. of which we take offic1.al notice,. and the ~ 

record herein, it appears, and we find, that the existing r.est~ictions 

were placed in effect to protect Transit~ which is providing adequate 

service, in its San Diego to El Ca.jon service from losing rcvenue~ 

to the subsequently certificated EcoDomy; that anyone desiring to go 

il'lto·S~t'l Diego from any place served by ECODomy is and will cotltinue 

to be able to be transported to or from SaD Di'ego by a combiX'JatioX'J 
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of 'the Economy and Transit services; and that there was DO showing 

made, as required by Section 1032 of the Public Utilities Code, upo~ 

which the Commission could grant applicant's request to remove ehe 

existiDg res,tl:ietiOD. 

Upon the record herein, the Commission fiDds that the 

appl!c~tion for authority to remove the restrictions on San Diego 

Economy Line, Inc., should be denied. 

The Commission concludes that ApplicatioD No. 46677 should 

be denied. 

o R D E R 
-',...-'---

IT IS ORDERED that: 

1. A cer'Cificate of public eOXlvcllicDee and neeess:tty is 

hc:cby granted to Sao Diego Transit Sy$tem~ a corporatioXl, author­

iziDg the establishment and operation of service as a "passenger stage 

corporation" a.s that term is defillcd in SectioXl 226 of the Public 

Uti~itics Code for the transportation of passengers between the, 

points and over the routes set forth in Seventh Revised Page 10, 

attached hereto, as aD exteDsion ~d eDlarg~en'C of, eOXlsolidatioD 

with, aod su~jeet to all the limitatioDs and restrictions 3et forth 

ill the eertific~tc graD ted by Decision No. 55090, as ame:cded. 

2. Appe~dix A of Decision No. 55090, as amended, is hereby 

further amended by incorporating therein Seventh' Revised Page 10, 

~ttachcd hereto, in revision of Sixth Revised Page 10. 

3. It) provi.ding service pursuaXlt to the c:ert1fi'eate herein 

granted, applic~t shall comply with and observe the followi~g 

service regu1atioDs: 

(a) Within thirty d~ys after the effective eate 
hereof, applicant shall file a written 
aceeptaDee of the eertificate herein granted. 
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(b) Within one hUDdred twenty days after the 
effective date hereof, applicant shall 
establish the serviee herein authorized 
and file tariffs aDd timetables, in 
triplicate, in the Commission's office. 

(c) The tariff and timetable filings shall be 
made effective not earlier than ten days 
after the effective date of this order on 
Dot less than ten days' notiee to the 
Commission aDd the pub lie, and the effec­
tive date of the tariff and timetable 
filiogs shall be concurrent with the 
establishment of the service herein 
authorized. 

(d) The tariff and timetable filings made 
pursuant to this order shall·complywith 
the regulations governing the construction 
and filiog of tariffs and timetables set 
forth in the Commission's General Orders 
Nos. 79 and 98. . 

4. Application No. 46677 is denied. 

The effective date of this order shall be twenty days 

after the date hereof. 

Dated at San Fra:.ad8Co , califorDia, this 

,1,>'d" day of ao!'<J , 1964. 
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Ap~endix A SAN DIEGO TRANSIT SYSTEM 
(Decision No. 55090) 

Section 3. ROUTE DESCRIPTIor~S--Contd. 

ROUTE "E" - LA MESA .. EL CAJON 

Seventh Revised Page 10 
Cancels 
Sixth Revised Page 10 

From the intersection of 2nd Street ~nd Y~in Street 
in the City of El Cajon, via Main Street, El Cajon Boule­
vard, La y~s~ Boulevard, in the City of La Mesa, El cajon 
Boulevard, Ncrmal St::cet, Washington Street, and U. S. 
I.:righway 395 to 11th Avenue, then loop via U. $... Highway 
395, 10th Avenue, B Street, 4th Avenue, E Street, and 
llth Avenue to U. S. Righway 395. 

Also, from the intersection of El Cajon Boul~·ard 
and West Main Street in the City of El Cajon, via. West 
Main Street~ Cuyan~ca Street, Petree Street, Fletcher 
Parkwa)" ~ke Murray Boulevard, El Paso Street in the 
City of La Mesa, Jackson O~ive, Parkway Drive, Amarillo 
Aven~e, Mellmanor D:ive and Gro$smont Center Drive to 
C~cte= Drive, then southwestbound only via Center Drive 
to Entrance 4, then via Center Drive, Jackson Drive, Hayes 
Street, and Lincoln Street to La Mesa Boulcverd. 

Also from the intersection of Center Drive·a.nc. 
Entrance 4 in the City of La Mesa, southeastbound only 
via Entrance 4, Entrance 3, and Grossmont· Center Drive 
to Center Drive. . 

Also, from ~he intersection of La Mesa Boulevard 
and Jackson Drive in the City of ~ Mesa, northbo\:lXld' 
only via Jackson Drive to r~yes Street. 

Also, from the intersection of El Cajon Boulevard 
and Park Boulevard, vi~ Park Boulevard ~d University 
Avenue to 5th Avenue, then loop via University Avenue) 
4th Avenue, E Street,. 6th Avenue, F Street, and 5th 
Avenue to University Avenue. 

RESTRICTION: San Diego Transit System is not authorized, 
and is forbidden, to pick up or discharge 
pas setlgcrs on U.. S.. lli.gl'lway 395· .. 

Issued by California Public Utilities Commission .. 

Decision No. 67761, Application No. 46583. 


