
BEF'ORE THE RAILROAD COMMISSION OF TEE STATE OF CALIFOR..~IA 

-000-

In the Matter of the Application of 
CITY Oli' OA.KLAND~ a municipa.l cor­
pora.tlC1n~ for a.n order Requiring 
S,OUT:a:Eli:N PACD'IC COMPANY to restoI'e 
service on its so-ca.lled Eighteent.h 
Ztreet Line in the City of Oa.kla.nd" 
Ca11f 01"0.13.. 

Case No. 3908 

12. '00.. Pernho:'f a.nd ~1. :'1. Cooper" for the 
City or Oakland. 

E. J. Foulds" for Southern Pacific Company. 
Geo. E. Shelden" for the Co:nmittee for the 18th 

Street :ar Line Restoration. 
Harry See" for the Brotherhood of Railroad Trai~en. 
Ha.ro1d D. ~ebber" for the Downtown Property Owners 

Associa.tion of Oakla.nd. 
Edw. G. ~~ilcox" for the Oa.kla.nd Chamber of Commerce. 
Fred C. Hutchinson, City Attorne11 for the City of 

Berkeley. 
H6.rry .8la;1.,:,", t:or tbe Acorn Club or Oa.kland.. 
John C. Stlrrat" for Apa.rtment Rouse Owners Assn. 
Pra.nk s. Richa.rds~ f'ol' Key System a.nd Ea.st Ba.y Street 

Ra.:tlwll.Y's, Ltd. 
Breed, Bur',gee &: Robinson, for The John Breuner Com:pany. 
Harry C. McPike" for Miller Esta.te Co:npa:c.y. 
Fred T. 7:ood, t'or Os-leland Real Est.!l.to Bos..rd. 
Phillips & Munck, by Felton L. Watson" for certain 

property o~\"':lero on the north side of 21st street" 
between Telegr~ph Avenue and Broadway. 

o PIN ION 

1:0. this procee<ll.ng the City of 06.kland requests that the 

Comm1s,3io!'l~ pursua.nt to Section 64 of the ?ublic Utili ties Act" 

make its order" 0:' orders" setting a~ide" rescinding 8.-o.d making 

of no l~ffect" that portion of 1 ts Opin10n and Order in Decision 

!ITo. 25740" in Appl~ca.tion 18641" da.ted March 16" 1933" perm.t-

t1ng alld a.uthorizing Southern Pa.c1fic Compa.ny to discontinue pa.s­

senger service on its Eighteenth Street Line operating along 
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.' 're '" 

Eighteer.~th, Twentieth, Twenty-first and \'lebster StN}ets, City of 

Os.kla,'c.d" a.nd for an order a.uthorizing and requiring Sou:;hern Pa.cific 

Corupany to resume pas senger service 9"0. said line on a ba::1.s equi va.lent 

to that offered prior to the ds.te of sa.id Decision No. 257lj·0. 

?ublic hearings were held in this matter in 06Q(land on 

Ja.nuary 8th, April 24th and 25th, and May 15th, 1935" and thereafter 

in san Franc13co on :f.ay 20th" 1935. At the hearing on May 20th, 

1935" ore.l argumeo.ts were presented. a.nd the matter duly suomi tted. 

Th1e hear:i.ng in Oakland on January 8th, 1935" was confined to 

the ques'cion of the Co:nmission's jurisdiction to gr3;o.t the relief 

sought h(~rein and ~~:i.l parties addressed their a.rguments to this 

phase of the matter. The COmmission, in its Opinion and Order in 

Decision No. 27800" c~ated Ma.rch 4" 1935" in this proceeding con­

cluded t!lat it had jl.:;r1sdict10n to act upon 'che compla.int and order­

ed that the ma.tter be set for further hea.rlt).g for the purpose of 

taking te!st1mony in the issues of the ca.se. 

Th,e Opinion in said DeCision No. 27800 reviewed the h1story 

and authority for the aba~dor~ent of the 18th Street line acd it 

appe~s unnecessa.ry to rev1ew these rr...stters. 

Protestant" City of Oakla.nd, presented testimony through re­

sidents a.::ld property owners in. the area a.dje.cent to i,\"e"oster Street 

between ll~th Street a.nd 19th Street in an endeavor to show tha.t 

the w1thru~a.wal of the service o~ the so-called Eighteenth Street 

line had 1;he effect oi' reducin.g property values and causing business 

to leave the area; ar.d that convenience and necessity required 

resU!llptioI:l of service on sa.id line. Residents in the area. a.dja.cent 

to Eighteenth Street s.lso contended tha.t operation a.long sa.1d 

Eighteen.th Street \ .. as a. necessity for the1r convenient tra.ns1 t to 

and .frO:l San Fra.nciscc'. It was also a.lleged that sa.id 11ne would 
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attract suf~ic1ent traffic 'Co justify its operat10n; however" 

no e3t1m~tes dea11ng with the probable revenue on this line were 

De:f'ends.nt" Southern Pacific Company" and Key System" inter­

vener" p:resented evidence tending to show 'I;hat the area involved 

was reasl:r:l.ably served by the 12th and 22nd Street lines of Key 

System 8011d that none of the a.res. was more than 2,,000 fee'l; removed 

from one or the othe~ of these lines. Furthermore", certain property 

owc.ers and. business men of the involved area. testified that said 

Key Syst..::m lines ad.equately s0::,ved the terri tory. The record also 

shows th.s,t the elimination of service on this line has materially 

relieved congestion Emd hazard" particularly along that portion 

cf the line where the track is constructed in narrow streets in 

the business section~ 

The carriers .s.lso took the 1'031 tion tha.t the abandonment 

of the E1ghteenth Street. line wss part of a general program of 

elimination of duplication of service" approved by both the Inter-

state Commerce Commission and the California Railroad COmmission; 

tha.t cert,~'C. of the physica.l properties of this line ha.ve been 

a.'ba.'Q.doned; and tha.t to requj.re the reotora.tlon of service would 

necessi ta:~e an order from the Interstate Commerce COmmission. 

The record shows that there has been but little change in 

the way 0: public tra:!lsportat:ton needs 1n the d1strict formerly 

served by the Eighteenth Street line subsequent to the time the 

Co~~ssion made its order 1n said Decision No. 25740. The Com-

~$$ion \";ould be ju::.;t:lfied in milking its Order directing the re-

stoNLt10n of service ()n this line only upon a. clea.r showing that ,. 
, . . .. 

pub:Lic convenience and nece::::;i.ty nQ,w require th1s service sthd with 

due considera.tion to other factors which must be conSidered. Such 

a showing of publiC convenience snd necessity has not been made 

in this rc:cord. 
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In l,ooking into the futu!'e" however, we expect some improve-

rnent in the interurban transportation service to this and other 

districts of the cas~ b~y cities and it is apparent that such an 

improved service plan should be viewed'from a comprehensive stand-' 

pOint. The el1mina.tion. of the Eighteenth Street 11n.e was part 

of ~J.'C. 1mpl)rtallt plan looking toward a general 1ntex'urban transporta­

tion systl~m with a =.i'Ci::nUIll of d'lplication. This ms.tter is of 

particular importance at this time with the completion of the Sa.n 

Francisco-Oakland Ba.y Bridge. 

P~te~ a careful review of this record it must be concluded 

tha.t this compla.int should. be dismissed 'lrlithout prejud1ce" with the 

view that the matter of adequa.te interurban transportation is one 

the Comm1~)$ion is vitally interested in and will con.tinue to study 

the 3ituation fro~ the standpoint of public intereut" which might 

be broadly stated a.s sde~uate service at the lowest reasona.ble cost. 

The following rom of Order is reoommended: 

o R D E R 

rubll,c hearings having been held and the matter being undero 
subml ss1oz::, 

IT IS HEREBY Ort:>ERED tha.t 3a.id cO!:lpl:l.int j.s hereby cli!lm.io30d 

without prejudice. 
The t'oregoing Opinion a~c. Order are herl~'~y approved a.nd 

orde:~ed filed. 0.3 the Opini.on and Order of thl~ Ra.11roe.d Commiss1on 

of the State of California.. 

:>o.ted at Zan Fra:lc1seo" Ca.11foro.iCl., th1:~ Z.Jf.'l day of March" 

1936 .. 


