Deciston No. 293858

BEFORE TEE RATIROAD COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNTA.

' In the Matter of the Application
of XEY SYSTEM, a corpordtion, Lfor Application No. 20582.

"a Certificate of Public Convenionce .
QRIGIHAL
APPEARANCES

and '\Tecessity.
McCaxrthy, Richards & Carlson, by Frank S. Richards,
for applicant.
F. Be Formhoff, for the City of Oa..cland..
Thomas . M. Carlaon, for thoe City of Ricbmond
E. W. Pattersom, for T. H. Delapy: 5, for the City of EL Cerrito.
Ce We Thibte, for the City of I-Iaywara. ,
Je Lo Poez for the City of Son Leandro.
H. Ca Luc:\s and J, D, Maatta, for Pacific Greyhound Lines,
~Interested party.
Dion Eolm; for the City and County of San Francisco.
red D.- Kaﬁ.ser, for Oakland Roal Estate Board.
Ernest A, Allen, for Mills College, Qakland.
We A. Luetge, for German 0ld People's Home, Oakland.
Andrew Giambx»onil, for Dimond Merchants Association, Oakland.
Fred 0. Dumn, for Hopkins Streot Improvement Club, Oakland,
Thomas NcGu.me, for Acorn Club, Imcorporated, Oalcland. -
George W. Geaertner, for Chevroletv Parl, Eastmont and Millsmont.
Danlel McCarthy, for American Legion Post 47, East Oakland.:
Georgo C. Fuller, for Hayward and West Haymrd Improvement Club.
Bazel E. Jacobsen, for Federated Clubs of South. Alameds County.
Charles X. Newman, for Lake Morritt Boosters, Club.
Thomas ¥, Doy, for the City of Alameds.
Le Ae GIifford, for Allendale-Hopkins Business Men's Assoclation.
Ce Ao Anderson, for Ashland Improvement Club. L
D. Thomson, for Teanyson Improvement Club, I:Iayward.
Arvilla L. Gloden, for Council of East Bay Women's. Clubs s Inc.
Ce A. Steiner, for Castro Valloy Chambor of Commerce.
E. L. Macabee, for Hayward Chomber of Commerce.
Ae Vo Lucas, for Castro Valley Improvement Club.
I. R. Dalns and L. V, Newton, for Market Street Railway,
- Interested .party.
E. J. Foulds for Interurbdban Electric Railnay Company,
:Lntere...ted party. ‘ ,

BY THE COMMISSION:
- S OPINION

R T

In the above ent:.tled appllcation the Koy System seeks
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certificate of public convenlence and necessity to provide motor
coach servico betweon San Francisco and the East Bay distwict by
operating over three routes,through cortain of the East Bay cities,
v:hich. converge at tke eéa't: approack of the Sz—;ﬁ Francisco=0alland
Bay Bridge, snd from that point the proposed oporations are ovex
the Bridge to the passenger terminal of The Atchison, To;_oéké. and
Santa Fe RaZlway Company located mesy 4th and MYarket 'Sérqéﬁs 1n
Son Francisco, which Is now under cons tmction.

Public hearings Wore: conducted on this application by
Examiner Hunter at Oskland on March an at Richmond on March Sz-d,‘

and at Hayward on March 4th, 1937. At the lattor hearing the B
mattez;“lwaq taken under submission subject to the i‘iling Lof "con-

cuxrent 9pening briefsz within five days, and concurrent *:"eply
briefs within five days thereafter. |

.Tbrougho,ut this Opinion rofererce will be made to whok
is knovm as “the "re:gervod torritory.” This is a district enconme
pa.ased in a boun&ary delinqa’ted on Exhibit. g, attached to and
made a part of the agreements dated March 6, 1936, botween the ,
Califoraia Toll Bridge' Authority and the Xey S§s£em, and bbtwoen )
the Calirornia Toll Bridge Autnom.ty and the Intemrba.n Elec‘cric
Rallway Compa.ny.( ) n a genera.l wey this ,uo-called" "xyosewed
territé;-y"_'_' Ineludes the City and County of San Frahqiéco, and 'all
the Eée;'t ﬁay ecities and iz;te.rvoning county territory between Hay~
ward on the soutk and Rﬁ.chménd ox the north. The Koy System and

Southern Pacific: ’Compa.ny‘ now provide interurbsn service between

(1) These agreements woro approved by thiz Commission inm its
Decislon No, 28671 dated Merch 23, 1936 in Application.,
Nos. 19703 and 3.9704. . .
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- San Francisco and the East Bay c¢ities within this "roserved ter-

ritory” and enjoy the groater portion of this class of traffic.

Each of these carriers operates interurban trains through the
East Bay citios in comnoction with boats across tho Sen Francisco
2ay. Dovolopment, prﬁmarily residentisl, has now teken placo
boyond the limits of those rail systoms, ‘

Applicant Key System seoks authority herein to provide
additional interurban service betweon San Francisco and certain
portions of the developed territory of the East Bay district ly-
Ing 3,000 feot or more Irom the interurvan 1ines of transportation
now in service, through the operation of threc bus lines, each of
which involves crossing the new Sen Francisco-Oakland Bay Bri&ge.
These lires are: ' "

Route No. l. Between San Francisco and Richmond. Service
in the East Bay sectlon to be restricted to
that portion between the Alameda-Contra Costa
line at San Pablo Avenue and the end of the
line at Richmond.

Route No. 2, Betweon San Francisco and East Oaxland.
Service in the REast Bay section to be re-.
stricted to that portion between Hopkins
Street and l4th Avenue and the end of the
line at Trenor Stroet and Seminary Avenuo
(¥flls College), all in the City of Oakland.

Route No. 3. Between Sam Francisco and Bayward. Service
in tho East Bay section to be restricted to
that portion detween S57th Avenue and San
Lorenzo Street in Oakland and,the end of the
Line at "B" and Ca.tro Streetu in thc City
of Hnyward.

B uv,
o v

With respect to parcﬂ and ,erv;ce on the'linos under
consideration, applicant propoees an initial operation with the
following pl&n- '
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Yo local or commite service will be orrored undbﬁ*applicantfs
plan of operationrat the outset. While there 1s some testimony Iin the -
record with respect to the meed for commute serfioé, it seeme& to ve
the consensﬁs of opinion of all witnesses who made-referencé‘to this
subject that from their standpoint it would be desirsble to initlate
the soervige as propo:ed:as it\appeéged to be the 5est.6bny couid get
at this +ime snd it would be an added service to the respective dfs-
tricts affectod; this with theyundérqtanding that the problém of teling
cave of commbe traffic cowld be considered later after the POGUILT O~
ments are better known. _ | / | “ ' |

Tre testimony felating to'probdgiéﬁie;eﬁﬁéydﬁd éxpenses whidh
would obtain from the proposedroporations.surrounds~dpplicanx’s Exhibit

-

No. 29, which 1s the source of the following tabulation:




REVENUE ESTIVATES:

“Plan Nou 1. o

" 'Ronte. No.

S
2e
) 3.'

Easﬁ'Bay‘

District

Richmon

ct

Rides
por
Capita

Rates

Trafrfic
Livrst
voar .

Revenue

- first

‘year

a

East Ogkland

.so
«30

167 741
232 440

50 3221 :
) 69‘732
Sk 401 '

Hayward-Sen Leandro

. 104 670"
Haywaxrd. :

e T30

40

15 484,.
$166,939

“54$;Séif
Tess Bridge Pa«senger Tolls @ S¢ o

Avallable for Operating Expenses
and Return :

27}178 
$isei76i .

Plan No. 2.

" Route Foo

Revenue”
first .

. Tear
56 329

| 75,105,
61 492

'*192 926 

-Traffici
first
voar

Ioad
FPactor

East-Bay
~District

A
3%
307

Total

Richmond
Bast Oskland
BEgyward

ier e &
250,352
187, 764

'525 sso

Less Bridgep?assenger Tolls @ S¢
Avel lable for Operat Erpenaes ' S 3
, ané, e*urn : '§161,632'

51,2947N

EXPENSE ESTIMATE: LT
; Total
% TZ,850
. 66 500“
56,998
21 600

2,0221
4189 ,976x=

43,800 hours @ $0.75 -
950,000 coach miles @ $0,0Tx
Bridge Tolls Coach and Driver 49,330 @ $0.75
Rental . ~ 10 Coachez @ $180 each per month .
Taxe,, Motor Vehicle License, and Wbight Tax

- Operator's wages -
Mlleage Cozts -

Total Operating. Expense
% Actuel for this type of coach for yoar 1836; Including
. Tuwel, lubricants, service, repalrs, tires, and injuries
and’ damagos. Does not include general overbends not
affected by addition of thiz 302Vvico.

e Exclusive or tcrminal rental in San Franc;sco.

OPERATING RESULTS:

_ Under

| Oporating
Plan Number

Total Expense Profit or Loss
1 . $139,761 | $159,970  $20,209 Loss
2 161,632 $159,970 $ 1,662 Profit

It should be po;nted out that the above ostimates mske 1o

Total Revenue
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allowance for any overhead charges, also applicant plans on leas
ing the motor cosch equipment from its parent company - Rallwsy |
Equipment & Realty Company, Ltd., therefore no investment in equip-
ment 4s shown in this estimate.

| The greater portion of this record 1s confined to tosti-
zony and ovidence by many witnesses and'resolutions';rom public
bodies and ¢ivic orgenizations urging the granting of the applie
cation., In fact there is no)testfmony or eviddnce opposing the
granting 6:’this appl1cation. Upon this record dbut one logleal
conclusion can be reached and that is that theapplidation-ghould
be granted., Having reached this conclusion, we will now turn to
the motfer of -considering the terms and conditions which‘should;
surround the Order In the light of the rocord.

Southern Pacific Company aznd iLts subsidiary'Interurbdn

Electric Ra;lway Company contend thet the Order ghould contein o |
condition to the effect that the Interurban BElectric Raillway Company
should be afforded the privilege of joining the Key System.in PO~
viding this service, either at the outset or by purchasing a joint
interest in the motor coach lines 1nrolved hereoin at eny time witnin
f;vefyears from the time service 1s inaugurated. The terms énd
conditions surrounding this Joint operation are set forth by 1ts .
sponsors. This plan of joint operatlon iz not acceptdblelto the
Key System, in fact its president bas indfcsted that 1t will not
Acceét a centificate containing such & conditlon. A number'or
witnesses, both nublic and representatives of civic organizations,
stated that in their opinion it would be adverse to public intereut
tO'divide the responsibility between the two carrlers. Otner then
the verbal recuest of Interurban.Electric Rallwey Company for Jjoint
- right %o partic.pate in the proposed motor coach operation, the




Commfssion has nothing before 1t from this carrier in the way of

an application indioating its desire to. sexrve the districts In-
volved with o.ny new Lorm of tranopo“ta’cion.

It is our conclusion from this record that we ..hould
not attach as a condition to the grenting of this applieation a
provision that apolicant be roq_uired to gra.nt Intemban Electxric
Railway Company joint: rights In the motoxr ooaeh operation. in-

volved b.oroin.

Another ouestion that presen’ced Ltsel?f roi’ detemination
was tho m‘b‘cer of e,ctend.ing the proposed: easterly Terminal of Route
Noa. 2 from Hop;:in.a s.nd Courtland Street ‘co Semnary Avenue and
'J:::-enor Street in the City of Oakland, & diotanee of a little less
then one mile. This extension was urged by the City of Qakkland in
the Interest of provid.ing tranoportation to the d.eveloped rosiden~
"ial 3ection adJaoent to the proposed extenslon, as well e.., to
provide better service to Mills Colloge, in that the 1ine as pro-
Pose by applioen’c ends at the Richerds Gate at Hop&ins and Courte
lend Streets and t.heﬁ extension would carry it jto:..the Wetmore Gate
on Seﬁinery aveoue near Tromor Stroet, which 1s the main entrguce,
thus affordihg better trAngpoetAtzon to the College. -Appiicane
stated th.at the primary reason for selectine; the temnal of thls

line at the Richard,a Gate was to provide at least 3, 000 feot between .

the proposed new motor ooaoh line and Southern ”acific Company’s ‘
Yeolrose line, ?!b.J.Cb. 1z am electric interurban line looated. ‘pqra.lle:’l:
to and aooe.t 400 i‘ee‘o_. south of Foothill Boulevard in this ..diotricfc, )
" Applicint modified its original application with the o
wderstanding tliat iﬁ §.rould be In the way of an altermative plan
for the lC“:omissionio"oonsidorat;ion, %o the offect f.b.at 1t requested
authority ﬁo ext‘endvite' proposed No. 2 line from the Richards Gabte




to the Wetmore Gate of Mills College, as proposed by the City of
Oaklaed, via'Hopkine Stroot, SSth.Avenue, Camden Street, and
Seminary Avenue. Many witnesses, 1ne1uding”repreeentetives fron
M1lls College, testified that the district is im neod of and
reaeonao 1y rcqu;re, the proposed public transportation and that
vhBY weuld avail themgelves of this service if it were providod.
Southera Pacific Company and Interurban Dlectric Railway Company,
in their brief under date of Ma*dh g, 1937, contond that 1f tho
No. 2 line is extended a3 p*oposed 4% will attract trarf;c which |
DOW patronizes the company's 7th Street interurban electric 1ine,
part;cularly that boarding ‘and leav;ng the trains at the Seminery”
Avenue statien located at Seminary Avenue and Bond Street. It is
polnted out im this brief that the East Bay Transit Company now
operates a local bus lize through the dietrieﬁ'which'wouid be'
sorved by the propeeed extenuion and carriee nmny pasoengere to

and fTOﬂ Southerza Pacific Company'* th Stroet line. Therefore,

4t takos the position that the district ;e ‘now reagonably eerved
with interurben transportation, although the plan requ;ree the
,payment of two fares.

It 1s “urther alleged in this brief that if- the Key.
System Iis allowed to oxtend its No. 2_ltne as propose@,,eputhern-
Paeifie'Compeny will, in the main, continue to enjoy;t@e less.:
prolfitable commute traffic from this district and losemthe moro
remunerative one-way and round—urip travel.

It appeare that at the neareet point. the distence between
the proposed extenslion end the Southern Pacific Company?s 7th Street‘
line 15 2, 200 feot on an alr line. The highway d;,tance between.
these two lines, however, Iis ebout 2 500 feot. |

As this 1s the.first,experiment-with strictly interurban

bus operation over'thewBridge, it dbee not seem.deeirable“teeattach

oS




any restrictive conditions to the Order granting the certificate,
pmrticularly those which might now be comsidered as border-’ine
matters, Exporience in the future, however, might well justiry
such restrictions in other cases,’

Wo wish to-amnounce &t this time that the Commission
will keep in close touch with the entire interurban trensporta-
tion problem, particularly with respect to the division of
torritory between the carriers. With'thiﬁjunderstanding andé
upon‘this record we will grant the Koy System ﬁhé right to ox-
tond iﬁs No., 2 line to Seminary'Avenuo-and Trenor Streoct, as ndw"'.
proposed, without restrictions. If it becomos nocessary for
applicant Key System to secure further consontfrromuthbjcaii-"
fornis Toll Bridge Authority in comnection with thls extended
operation, that will not be & matter for us to determine;‘

Altoough £t 1s not am issue at this time, it seems ap-
propriate to mention the fact that under wnified interurban
operation of the Southern Pacific Company and Keyisystgm,’which'
nas heretofore beon urged by this Commission, questions of
division of territory wouid”dis&ppeaf. |

The representative of the City Attorney’* fice of
the City and County of San Francisco stated, with respect to a
spccific'routins of applicant's buses in San PranciScby‘tEat 1t
would be neces#éry‘for'it to securo authorlty from the Police
Commission vefore such operation could be‘undertaken.¢?Applicant
advises, in writing, that the Police“cbmmiésion has authorized
a somewhat différent routins to the new Santa”Feutérminai in

San Francisco from that originally proposed, and that’ the re~

vised routing 1 acceptable to 4t. The Order will, therefore,

be besed upon this revised routing. “Applicant is now.con-
duct¢ng negotiationu with The Atchison, Topeka and Senta Fe
Railway Company for joint usage rightu In its new terminal




fronting on 4th Street, betwoen Market and Missfon Streets, in
San Francisco, when completed. Pending the time this terminal
is éqmpleted; it proposes to lood and unlosd from the. curdb along
4%h Street to the south of Market Strect. |

dMarlet Street Railwsy Company takes tho position that
applicant's motor coach terminal in San Franciséé shdﬁld be at or
near‘the.éite'of the pﬁdposed San Franclisco terminal for the rall
lines operated over the San Francisco-Ozkland Bay Bridge, o be
located near First and Mission Streets (commonly known as Plan X
Station). Tho street’railway company contends that the traffic
now;floﬁing'alons 4th Street botween Market and Missioﬁ Streets
has reached thelﬁointléf saturation to thb‘exsént that the company
now experiences great difficulty in getting its cars over the 4th

treet line to the south ¢f Narket, particularly during times”of
poak travel 1n the nornings and evenings, and Lif motor coach opera-
éion iz added vo this already heavy traffic, it will recult iﬁ‘
further delay on this streot car line which is one of the madn
lines to the Southern Pacific Company?s station at 3rd and Townse
end Streets,‘carrying large nunmbders 6f'commuter$.

It Ls apparent from this record that this tralfic ?ro-
blem 4s scute and it is boped that the proper ofticials‘or the
City-will_bo-ablé to improve the traffic conditiéhé'ig‘soﬁe manner
and make possible the admission of applicant's bﬁ@es on“this'street
withoufiundue interference with the streqt“caifopcration and. other
tralflic. B

TUpon this record we cannot{denyfapplicant the righx‘to.
operate over the route It proposes in San Francidco, pqrticularly

in view of the fact that it has secured from the City & permit to

operate over thic line. If oxperﬁence”shows-that this terminal
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should be relocated to, the site of the San Francisco torminal
of the interurban rall oporation over‘the_Bfidge (Plan X),‘as;
proposed by a representative of fhe Market Street Railwa& Compaxny,
or some other locatiom, suck a changeycgnrbé made at o lator dato.
The reprezontative of the Pa;ific‘Greyhound Lines takes
the position that Wiz company now has certain rights to“per:qrm |
local service between Sem Francisco and the East Bay cities, and
has for a number of years actually performed suqh(lqéal.sery;cé.(z)
Furthermore, that if 1t were not for the said agreéments bétﬁeen‘
the Toll Eridge Authority anc the Key System, and the Toll BrLdge
Authority and the Interurban Electric Ra;lway Company, o wh¢ch
it was not a party In elther case, 1t could now provide certaﬂn
local transportation Detween Sen Francisco and thc East Bay d¢s-
trict, particu*arly that between San Framcisco and both the Richr
nend and Hayward districts. While the Greyhound is: not opposing
the granting of thils applicapion, 1t contends that 1t sbould not
be denigd the right to continue its present opérations. The Crey-

round's right to operate local service between San Francisco and

the East Bay cftles via the San Fremcisco-Ocikland Bey Bridge 4s

(2) ‘mhé*créyhéusd?"régaiér'dd¢1y”1écai’serv;¢e‘5étﬁééﬁ"uén“"
Franclisco and.EHayward 1s sbown in 1ts Exhib;t No. &6
as follows:

Eastbound schedules - 9 daily ,
Westhound schedules - 10 ¥

In 2ddition thero are seven schedules daiiy in each direction
between San Francisco and North Hayward (Castro Valley).

The Greyhownd's regular &aily local service betweon San
Franc;sco and. Richmond is Shown on its Exhibit Xo. 36 ‘
as follows: >

Eastbound schedules = 25 daily
Westbound scheaules - 20~u

With 4 additional scaedules vie uan Pablo and McDonald
Avenue,
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restricted to operat;ons with equ;nmant used pr;marily in
through serv¢ce.( ) There 48 considerable testimony in the
wocord to the effect that this carrier cannot porform adequate
local service under its‘throush plan of operation due to fhe
fact thot the schedules are infregquent and patrons connot be
assured that they can be accommodated 2as the buses used dn
long runs may reach the "re#orved territory"jﬁith no 30ats
#vailable. Likewise, 1t would not be an‘ecénomicél method
of operation for the Greyhound to £ill its théough‘buses
with local passengers and continue on beyond ﬁﬁe ?feébrved

- teorritory” with many ompty seats a3 o result‘éf lécal‘pés-
sengers vécatins them within this area.

Undexr the conditions it 15 the Cormizziontz conclu-
sion that the granting of.this application will not of itself
result in an Impairment of the Pacific Groyhound Lines? righ*s
but that pudlic conyonience and necessity d;ctate that the
local traffic travelling within the “reserved te"rﬁto“y iz
entitled to better service than can be afforded by the use of
eouinment used pr;marily in through operation.

e vecord shows that the Key System has applied to
the Toll Bridge Authority to operate its buses over the San

Francisco~-Oakland Bay Bridge,'as roposed in this spplication,

and has received such suthority.

(3) From Decision No. 29587, dated March 8, 1937, 1n
~ Application No. 19743.




" Having horetofore amnounced that this application should
‘be grahted uwpor this record, anrd having disposed of the various

pbases of the record, we will now take up the matter of an apprb%
| priate ordor. |

| Koy System is hereby placed upon notice that “operative

éightq“ do not constitute a class of property which‘should be
capitalized or used as an element of value in determining Teason-
able rates. - Aside from thelr purely permissive aspect, they
exﬁend to the holder a full or partial monopoly-of a class of
dbusiness over a particular route. This monopoly feature ﬁaylbe
changed or destroyed at any time by the State, which iélnotftn

any respect limited to the number of rigﬁta'which may.-be given.

" ORDER

Public hearings having been held and,the‘m#tter being now
ready for decision,, ,

The Rallroad Cormigsion of the State of Colifornia Horeby
Declares'that public convonience and necessity require the 6pera—
tion by Koy System, a corporation, of an automotive stage'paésohger
service for the transporﬁation ofipassengera betwoen énd‘éorving
the following named té?mihi, excopt as hereinaﬁter‘épecificaily“
restricted and limitgd; over the following described routes:

Route No. 1. Between Son Framcilsco and. Richmonds -

Beginning at the Iintersection of 6th Streot and MacDonald
Avenue iIn the City of Richmond, Contra.Costa County, :
along MacDonald Avenue to San Pablo Avenue, along S’
Pablo Avenue to University Avenue, In the City of Berkolsey,
Alameda County, along Universlty Avenuwe to the Eazt Shore
approach to San Francisco=Ookland Bay Bridge, along said

. East Shore approach and San Francisco~Oakland Bay Bridge.
to intersection of truck ramp with Earrison Streot, City

. and County of San Francisco, along Harrison Street to 4th
Street, along 4th Stroet to Santa Fo . Terminal (located on
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4th Street betweon Market Street and Mission Street), -
taence roturning along 4tk Street to Folsom Stroet, .
along Folsorm Street to Essex Streed, along Essex Street
to sald truck ramp, and returning to- the point of begin-
ning via the same routees

Route No. 2. Between San Francisco and East Odklandﬁ

Beginning at Wetmore Gate of Mills College at the inter-
section of Trenor and Seminary Avenues, City of Oakland,
Alameda County, thence along Seminary Avenue to Camden
Streot, along Camden Street to SSth Avenue, along 55th
Avenue to Hopkins Streot, along Hopkins Streot to
Excelsior Avemue, along Excelslor Avenue to Lake Park
Avermme, along. Lake Park Avenuoe te Santa Clara Avenue,
along Santa Clara Avenue to Falrmount Avenue, along.
Fairmount Avenue to Moss Avenue, along loss Avenue €0
38th Street, along 38th Street to Central Oakland approach
+0 the San Francisco~0akland Bay Bridge, thence along sald
approach and San Prancisco-Oakland Bay Bridge to inter-
zection of truck ramwp with Harrison Street, City and
County. of Sam Franclisco, along Harrison Street to 4%th
Strect, along 4th Street to Santa Fe Terminal (located

on 4th Street between Market Street and Mission Street),
thence returning along 4th Street to Folsom Street, along
Polsom Street to Escex Stroet, along Escex Street to sald
truck ramp, .and returning to the point of beglaning via
the same route.w ' ,

Route No. 3. Betweon San Francisco and Haywards

Begimnning at the terminal of East Bay Transit Compoxy
in the vicinity of Pinedale Court and Castro Street,
City of Hayward, Alameda County, thence along Castro
Streot to East l4th Street, along Zast lith Street to
Davis Stroet in the City .of San Leandro, Alameda County,
along Davis Street to San Leandro Street, along San
Leandro Street to 105th Avenue, in the City of Oakland,
Alameda County, along 105th Avenue to San Leandro Street,
along San Leandro Street . to Fruitvale Avexnue, along
Pruitvale Avenue to Zast l2th Streot, along East l2th
Streot to l4th Avemue, along l4th Avenue to East 8th
Street, along East 8th Stroeot to Cypress Street, along
Cypross Stroeet and Cypress Street approach to San :
Francisco=0akland Bay Bridge, thence along sald approach
and San Prancisco=-0akland Bay B ridge to intersection of
truck ramp with Harrison Street, City and Comnty of San
Francisco, along EHarrison Streot to 4th-Street, along 4%th
Street to Santa Fe Terminal (located on 4th Street between
Morket Street and MNission Streoet), thence rcturning along
th Street to FPolsom Street, along Folsom Stroet 0 Essex
Stroet, along Essex Strdot to sald truck ramp, and e
Ing to point of beginning via the same, routees :




% Provided, however, that pexnding the complotion of the

now Santa Pe Terminal *in San Francisco, applicanffs»temporary

- routing

In the City end County of Sen Francizco om sll three .

routes will be as follows:

Over San Francisco-Qakland Bay Eridge 4o intersection
of truck-ramp with Harrlson Street, City and County of
San Praxncisco, along Harrison Street to Sth Street,
along S5th Streot to Mission Street, along Mliasion Stroet
to 4th Sireet, thence returning along 4th Street to
Folsom Street, along Folsom Stroet to Essex Stroeet,
along Esszex Streot to sald ftruck ramp, and returning
vis the San Francisco=Qakland Bay Bridge.

I7 IS EERESY ORDERED that a certificate of public cone

venionce and necessity for such o service is hereby granted to

Koy System, subject to the following conditions:

(1)

No passengers shall be picked up or dischafged on.
the various lines between the following respoctive
points: ' : .

‘Routé No. 1. The county 1line between Alsmeda County
anc . contra costa County, on Szn Pablo Avenue, on the one
hand, and points in San Franclsco on the other hand.

Route No. 2. fhe £ntefsection«of 14th Avenue and
Eopkins Street, 4in the City of Oakland, Alameda County,
on the one hand, an@»SaQ\Francisco‘on the other hand..

‘Route No. 3. The intersection of S7th Avenue and
Scn Lesndro street, in the Clty of QOzkland, Alameda
County, on the ome hand, and Sen Francisco-on the
other hand. L T

Applicent shall file a written acceptance of the corti-
ficate herein granted within a 'perioed of not to exceed
Pifteen (15) days from the date hereof.

Applicant shall commence .the service within a perlod
of not to exceed ninety (90) days Lrom the effoctive
date hereof, and shall f1le, In triplicate, and con-
currently make effective on not less tham ten (10)
days' notice to the R« lroad Commission and the public,
o tariff or tariffs comstructed in accordance with the
roquirements of the Commlssion's General Orders and
containing rates and rules which, in volume and effect,
shall be identical with the rates and rules shown on
Exhidit "C" attached to and made -a part of Amendment
to Application No, 20582, in s0 far as they conform to
+the certificate herein granted, or rates and rules
satisfactory to the Rallroad Commission; provided,
kowever, that with respect to Route No. 2 the Laroe
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(3) Conttd.

of thirty (30) cents will apply between San Francisco and
_the,iggt Bay Terminal ot Tronor and Seminary Avenues,
Oakland. : . ‘

Applicent shall file, in duplicate, and malke effoctive
within o period of not To oxceed thirty (30) days after
the effective date of this Order, on . not more then five

(5) days' motice to the Rallroad Commlission and -the public,
time ‘schedules covering the service horein authorized, iz
a form satlisfactory to the Rallroad Commission,

Applicant 1s authorized to turn 1ts motor vehiclos at
terminl, elther in the Intersection of the streets or
by operating around a block contiguous to such inter-
section Iin elther direction, and to carry passengers as
traffic regulations of the municipalities affected may
require, , ‘ - R

The rights and privileges horein avthorized may not be
disconvinued, sold, leased, transferred, nor assigned, .
unless the written consent of the Rl lrosd Commission
to suek discontinuance, sale, lease, transler, or as-
clgnment has first been obtained.

No vehlcle may be opersted by applicant herein unless
such vehicle 1s owned by sald applicant or is loased
by applicant under a contract or agreemont on a basis:
satisfactory to the Rallr oad Commission.

Por all other purposes the effective date of this Order

shall be twenty (20) dsys from the dato hereof.

. ) . R
Dated at San Francisco, California, this

of April, 1937.




