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BEFORZ THE RAILROAD COMMISSION QOF TEE STATE OF CALIFCRNIA

=000~

In the Matter of the Application of

CITY OF QAKLAND, s munlcipal cor-

voraticn, for an order Requliring Case No. 3908
SQUTHERN PACIFIC COMPANY to restore

service on its so-called Elghteenth

Street Line In the City of Qakland, T S
Califoraila. SELNTRNT IR EEA A R o

x4

2+ Fernhoflf and W. V. Cooper, for the
City of Cakland.

E. J. Foulds, for Southern Pacific Company.

Geo. E. Shelden, for the Committee for the 18th
Street Car Line Restoration.

Harry See, for the Brotherhood of Rallroad Tralinmen.

Harold D. Webber, for the Downtown Property Quners
Assoclation of Qakland.

Edw. G. Wilcox, for the Oakland Chamber of Commerce.

Fred C. Hutchinson, City Attorney, for the City of

Berkeley.
Hoarry Blalr, for the Acorn Club of Cakland.
Jonn C. Stirrat, for Apartment House Owners Assu.
rank 8. Richards, for Key System and Zast Bay Street
Rallways, Ltd.
Breed, Burpee & Robluson, for The John Breuner Company.

Harry C. McRike, for Miller Estate Company.
Fred T. Wood, for Oakland Real Estate Board.

Phillips & Munck, by Felton L. Watsom, for certaln

property owaers on the north side of 21lst street,
botween Telegraph Avenue and Broadway.

WARE, COMMISSIDNER:
' CPINION

In this proceeding the City of Oakland requests that the
Commissilon, pursuant to Section 6% of the Public Utilities Act,
make 1ts order, or orders, setting aslde, resclinding and making
of no effect, that portlion of its Opinlon and Order in Decision
Yo. 25740, in Appiication 18641, dated March 16, 1933, permit-
ting and authorizing Southern Paclific Company to discontlinue pas-

senger service on its Eighteenth Street Line operating along

l.




Elghteenth, Twentieth, Twenty-Lirst and Webster Streets, City of
Qakland, and for an order authorlzing and requiring Southern Paciflc
Company to resume passeunger service on sald line on a bads equivalent
to that offered prior to the date of said Decision No. 25740.

Public hearings were held in this matter Ila Qalcland on
January Sth, April 24th and 25th, and May 15th, 1935, and thereafter
in San Francisco on May 20th, 1935. At the hearing on May 20th,
1035, orsl arguments were presented and the matier duly submitted.

The hearing in Oakland on January Sth, 1935, was confined to
the question of the Commission’s jurisdictlon to grant the reliefl
sought herein and ¢il partles addressed thelr arguments to this
phase of the matter. The Commisslon, in 1ts Oplnion end Order in
Decision No. 27800, cated March 4, 1935, in this proceedlng con-
cluded that it had jurisdictlion to act upon the complalrnt and order-
ed that the matter be set for further hesring for the purpose of
teking testimony in the ILssues of the case.

The Opinion in saild Decision No. 27800 reviewed the hilstory

end authority for the abacdonment of the 18th Street line and 1t

aeppears unnecessary to review these matters.

Protestant, City of Oakland, presented testimony through re-
sidents and property owners ln the arca adjacent to Webster Streetl
between lith Street and 19th Street in an endeavor to show that
the withdrawsl of the service of the so-called Elightecnth Street
line had the effect of reducing property values and causing business
=0 leave the area; and that convenience and necessity required
resumption of service on sald line. Resldents in the area adjacent
to Eighteenth Street slso coutended that operation along said
Eighteenth Strect was a necessity for thelr convenlent transit to

end from San Franclscc. It was also alleged that sald line would




attract suffliclent traffic to justify its operation; however,
no estlmates dealling wilth the prohable revenue on this line were
presented.

Defendant, Southern Pacific Company, and XKey System, inter-
vener, presented evidence tendingz to show that the area involved
was reasonably served by the 12th and 22nd Street lires of Key
System and that none of the area was more than 2,000 feet removed
from one or the other of these lines. Furthermore, certaln property
owrers aund dbusiness men of the Involved areca testiflied that saild
Xey System lines adequately served the territory. The record also
shows that the elimination of service on thils line has materilally
relleved congestion and hazard, particularly along that portion
cf the line where the track is constructed in narrow streets in
the business sectlon.

The carriers also took the positlion that the abandonment
of the Eighteenth Street line was part of a general program of
elimination of duplicatlon of service, approved by both the Inter-
state Commerce Commlsslon and the Californla Railroad Commission;
taat certaln of the physical propertles of this line have heen
abandoned; and that to require the restoration of service would
necessitate an order Ifrom the Interstate Commerce Commission.

The record shows that there has been but little change in
the way ol public traasportatlon needs In the districet formerly
served by the Elghteenth Street line 3ubsequent L0 the time the
Corxeission made its order in said Decislon No. 25740. The Com-
nission would be justlfied in mexliang its Order directing the re-
storation of service on thls line only upon a clear shqying that
public convenience and necessity nqw requlre thls ser%ice dhd ﬁ&th
due consideration to other factors which must be considered. Such
& showlng of public convenience and necessity has not been made

1o this record.




In looking into the future, however, we expect some lmprovew
ment in the Iinterurban transportation service to this and other
districtz of the cast bay citles and it I1s apparent that such an
improved service plan should be viewed from 2 comprehensive stand-
point. The elimination of the Elghteenth Street line was nart
of sn importart plan looking toward a general interurban transporta-
tlon system with o zminimum of cduplication. This matter Ls of
particular importance at this time with the completion of the San
Franclzsco~Oakland Bay Bridge.

After a careful review of this record it must be concluded
taat this complaint should be dlsmissed without prejudice, with the
view that the matter of adequate Interurban transportation is one
the Commission is vitally interested in and will continue to study
the situstion from the standpoint of public irnterest, which mlight
he Mhroadly stated as adequate zervice at the lowest reasonable cost.

The f'ollowing form of Order 1is recommended:

ORDER

Public hearings having been held and the matter being under

submisslorn,
IT IS HERERY ORDERED that szaid complaint ia hereby dlismisseod

without prejudice.

The foregoing Opinioun and Order are heredy approved and
ordered filed . oz the Opinion and Order of the Rallroad Commisslon
of the State of Californis.

Dated at San Francisco, California, this gg“( day of March,

1636.
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