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Decision 8:> 03 C~O '.MAR 16 1983 
BEFORE THE PUBL:C UTILIZIES COMMISSIO~ O~ THE STATE OF CALIFORN~ 

In the !-f.atter of the- Application ) 
of THE BUS TEAT GOES IN CIRCIZS r ) 
INC .. r a corporation,. for authority ) 
to transport passengers b~tw¢¢n ) 
PaL~ Ci~y, ~perial Beach, Coron~do, ) 
the Nort..""l. !sla."'ld !raval Air Station, )-
and San Diego, ~ll points in ) 

-California. ) 
--------------------------------) 

ORDER O? DISMISSAL 

Application 82-06-50 
CFilce J~nc 21, 1982) 

Applican~ The Sus That Go~s In Circles, Inc .. seeks an 
extension of its existing p~ssengcr ~tage a~t..""l.ority for four new 
scheduled point-to-point fixed routes servinqPalm City (a part 
of San Diegoo-), I:npcrial Beach" Coronado, the Nori:h Island Naval 
Air Station, ~d central San Dieqo.. Applic~"'lt's present ~ass~nqer 
staqe service is authorized by DeciSion CD.) 91755 issued May 6, 
1980 ( PSC-110 7) .. 

This a~lication parallels in all relevant aspects 
~~e facts upon which we based our decision in D.SZ-09-040 {rehearinq , , 
denied Dececber 22, 1982 ~y D.82-1Z-102) inv~lvir.; the applica~ion 
of cal Coast Charter, Inc. In that decision 'we concluded 
-tb.at._w.her.~ mU:1icipcll cor-06iatlo~s exercise jurlsdiction V' 

• • ~ ...... ~"" ~ --. • • • .. .... •• • <I • • 

over a proposed bus sys~cm, the system thereby becomes a public ~ 

system over which we have jurisdiction only if a specific statute 
grants us such authority. 

What exists here is a disput~ between Strand Express 
Joint Powers Agency (Stral'ld), on the one har..d, and the City 0-£ 
san Dic90,. on the other. Strand, co:nposee. 0: rep:esentatives o£ 
the Cities of Coronado and ~~rial Beach, is attempting to-
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provide passenger stage s~rvice for its residents wbich qoes 
.. ~ iIIr .~ 

into the City of San Diego... The City of San Dieqo objects. SUch activities 
are specifically addressed by the California Constitution at 
Article XI, Section 9-(a), which permits a lIun.ieipal corporation 
to • ••• establish, purchase, and operate ••• transportation. • •• -
But such service is restricted by the second sentence of that 
section which states: ·It may furnish those services outside 
its boundaries, except wi thin another municipal corporation 
which furnishes the same service and does not consent.- ~t 

:l.s exactly the nature of this dispute. Such a dispute cannot 
be resolved by the Public Utilities Commission. We have no 
jurisdiction to hear it where there is no specific statute 
granting us such authority and where the municipal entities involved 
possess and are exereisinq jurisdiction over the particular 
passenger stage routes in question. 
Findings of Pact 

1. Strand has entered into a contraet with The Bus '!'hat 
Goes In Circles, Ine. for the serviees described in Application 
CA.) 82-06-50. 

2. The City of San Dieqo opposes the implementation of 
portions of that contract which permit the contractor t()< enter 
certain parts of the City of San Diego. 

3. Strand and/or the City of San Diego possess and have 
exercised jurisdiction over the routes described inthia 
application. 

4. 1'h15 jurisdictional dispute is between municipal 
entities. 
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Conclusions of Law . ~ 

1. As a result of the municipal entities' exercise of 
jurisdiction, the proposed routes of The Bus That Goes In Circles, 
Inc. constitute a municipal system. 

2. No specific statute exists which would qive the Commis-
sion jurisdiction over this system. 

3. No specific statute exists which would, give the Commis-
sion jurisdiction over the dispute arising between Strand and. 
the City of San Diego. 

4. Because there is no jurisdiction, this order 
ahould be effective on the date it is signed. 

IT IS ORDERED that A.82-06-S0 is dismissed for lack of 
Commission jurisdiction. 

This order is effective today. 
Dated MAR 16 i983 # at San Francisco, California. 
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