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Decision No. __638570 | @RB@EM&E' ‘

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE CF CALIFORNIA

Application of SAN DIEGO ECONOMY LINE, )

INC., a coxpoxation, for authority to ) Application No. 47610
amend their cerxtificate of public con- ) (Filed May 25, 1965)
venience and necessity gramted under g Lo :
Decision No. 67201. \

)

. Freddie L. Allen, for applicamt.

Scales, Patton, Ellsworth & Coxbett, by Leon W,
Scales, for San Diego Tramsit System, protestant.

Fred 6. Ballenger, for the Commission staff.

Applicant seeks the elimination of the operating restric-.
tions along its route between Lakeside and San Diego. The princiﬁai?
intermediate communities and route mow served by said route are i
El Cajon, Homeland, Spring Valley, Lemon Grove and the College.
Grove Shopping Center (Decisions Nos. 67201 and 68845) .

The restrictions sought to e eliminated are (4ppendix A,
Original Pages 2 and 3, Decision No. 67201):

"(e) Passengers~who§é origin and destination

are both west of Euclid Avenue shall not
be transported. ‘

(d) Passengers vhose origin is at any point
north of Chase Avenue (El Cajon-Lakeside
areas)* shall not be transported to points
west of College Grove Shopping Center.
Passengers whose origin is at any point
west of College Grove Shopping Center
(San Diego area)* shall nmot be transported
north of Chase Avenue." ,

*{parentheses added.)

San Diego Transit System has protested the application
on the grownds that £or mamy years it has beem adequately serving
the texritories where szid zestrictions apply and that their reﬁovcl
would further deplete its revenues. | |
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A public hearing was held in San Diego om July 22; 1965,
before Examiner Chiesa.

.-

Applicant's president and ome public witmess testified
in support of the application. Several petitions were also
presented for filing which were signed by persons stating that
they were interested in the granting of the application. However,
none appeared as witnesses. Protestant's president testified in
opposition. No evidence was presented by the Commission staff;

The evidenee shows that:

The restrxctzons placed on applxcant's oPeratxons along
this route have been in issue before ch*s Commission on at least
four prioxr occasmons-/ and oo eaeh occasion the matter has been

resolved against the applicant. B

L/ Decision No. 40900, dated November 12, 1947, imposed oziginal xe-
striction on predecessor s route; Decision No. 60338, dated
June 28, 19690, in lieu certxfzcate, restriction retalned and
enlarged Decision No. 61657, dated March 14, 1961, zromoval
of restrictions denied; Decision No. 65261, dated Aprzl 23,
1963, in lieu certifxcate restriction retaxned' Decision
No. 66423 dated December 3, 1963, restriction retazned and
revised; Decision Ro. 6?201 dated May 12, 1964, in lieu
cer:zfxcate, restrictions retaxned Decision No. 67761, dated
August 25, 1964, removal of restrictions denied. A1l decisions
of this Commxssxon granted to applicant or its predecessors
and decisions gramted to protestant which authorize opexrations
along routes and in territories common to dboth carriers were
placed in evidence by reference, although the Commission cakes
official notice of its own previous rulings.
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In Decision No. 67761, dated August 25, 1964, the

Commission said:

"From the Commission's records and the prior
decisions of this Commission concerning Economy
(applicant herein),* of which we take official
notice, and the record herein, it appears, and

we £ind, that the existing restrictions were
placed in effect to protect Transit (protestant
herein),* which is providing adequate service,

in its San Diego to El Cajon service from losing
revenues to the subsequently certificated Economy;
that anyone desiring to go into San Diego from
any place served by Economy is and will continue .
to be able to be transported to or from San Diego
by a combination of the Economy and Transit services;
and that there was no showing made, as required by
Section 1032 of the Public Utilities Code, upon
which the Commission could zramt applicant's
request to remove the existing restriction.

"Upon the record herein, the Commission finds.
that the application for authority to rxemove
the restrictions on Sam Diego Economy Line, Inc.,
should be denied.".

*Cﬁareﬁtheses'added).

Applicanx'é ptesident estimated that if the restriccions
were removed, applicant's gross revenues would increase $476 per
month. Said estimate was ﬁo:hing more or less than the witmess'
opinion and was_not supported by other evidence. He stated that
there have been inquiries concerning tfansportacion'to a Little
League ball park and a police pistol range, lbcatedrin the re-
stricted area; however, there is no substantial eﬁidence‘of record
to justify the removal of or changze iz any restrictioh*for the‘ -
purpose of serving said facilities.
A vice pﬁesident‘and genera1 manager of a largé depart~

ment store situated in downtown San Diego and at the College Grove

Shopping Center, testifying for applicant, stated that some
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shoppers and employees might desire to ride applicant's bus from
restricted areas to thé downtown store. Nolsurvey'was made and
the witness did not kmow how many employees, if any, would avail
themselves of the opportumity. Applxcant is now perm;tted to
transport passengers between the College Grove Shoppxng Center
and any point on its line, and also between the dowﬁtown store
and any point between Euclid Avenue and Chase Avenuc. |

The Commission, having again comsidered ;ﬁe metser,

finds that: | B -

1. Restriction (¢) hereinabove is justified as protestant
operates 47 schedules on Lines 5 and F along Market Street as
far east as Wabash Awenuo, all of said trips'being along the major
pofcion of applicant's restricted route in that territory.

2. Restrictions (d) aﬁd (e) are justified because protestant
has for many years been operating between the El Cajoo-territory
and downtown San Diego and no@vprovides 34 roundotrips on its
Line E. Said restrictions enmable protestant to retain a source
of revenue from a sexvice which it pioneered before spplicant or
its predecessors were in business in the territory.

3. Removal of these rescrmctions would enable applzcant
to tap an important and necessary source of protestant s revenue.

4. The removsl of said festriction is not io‘the public
interest.

Baseopupon the evidence and findings, the Commission
concludes that applicant's request for the removal of ssid
restrictions has not been juscified; The application will_Be
denied.
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IT IS ORDERED that Application No. 47610 of San Diego
Economy Line, Inc., a corporatiom, be, and it hereby is, denied.
The effective date of this order shall be twenty days

after the date hereof.

Dated at Los Anceles > Califormia, this ﬁ#fé

‘day of _____ SEPTEMRER’ , 1965.

LommLSS1oners




