
:Decision No .. 

BEFORE THE RAn.ROAD COMMISSION OF mE STA1'E OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Matter or tb.e App11 eati on or 
PACIF~CGRE!HOUND LINES., a. corpora.tion., 
tor. So. eert1t1es.:te or, ptlo11c eonve"O.1euce 
a.nd necessity to opera.te a; pas-senger 
bus zerV1ce ass. common carrier between 
pOints in V~rin County .. 

In the V~tter or the Ap~lieat10n or 
PACIFIC MOTOR TRUCKING COMPANY., tor certi­
riea.te.'ror.the.trsnzportat1on ot ~ropertY' 
between the rreight and. passenger terminals 
or 'the Northwe~tern Pa.ci!'ic P.s.11roe.d Com­
pany in San Franc1scQ and Sa.u~1~o". re­
,pect1ve11~ upon the discontinuance or it~ 
passenger ferry opers.tion .. 

In the Matter ot the Appliea.t1on or 
NORTHWESTERN PACIFIC PAILROAD COMP~~,' for 
a.utho~1tY'. to d1scontinue .. s.ll.intel'Ul'bs.n 
electric passenger service on its electriC 
suburban lines 'in MariuCounty., a.nd to dis­
continue operation,ot its pa.s:sengel' terries 
on San Fr~ucisco Bay. 

BY TEE COMMISSION: 

Application 
No. 21358 

Application 
No .. 22453 

Appl 1 ea.ti on 
No. 22454 

OPINION AND ORDER DENYING REEEARING 
",.-"" ..... .... ' .. 

The City of Mill Valley has peti~1oned tors. rehe~1ng ot 

our Decision No. 33103, or May 21, 1940, which granted es.eh or the 
-. 

a.bove app11cationz .. 

The petition challengestbat,decis10n in one respect only., 

the refusal ot theCommiss10n to exclude the Greyhound, ~om the. 

City ot Mill Valley. It is alleged that as ~h1s C1t7e~cts to 
. . 

e sta.b11sh 1 ts own buz tra:o.sports.tj'~~n service., 1 t ~v1ng a right 

to do 30 under existing la~lS., such a. muu1C1pally conducted service-

l. 



must be exclus~ve or all others), aua. the Comm.1sz101l 13 without a.u-
r , ' , • 

thor1ty to permit a.nother to enter the tield which the City pro­

poses to occupy_ 

We reel compelled to deny the petition. Such contentions 

were tuliy weighed by the Commission when issuing' its previous 

order. Our controlling con~idera.t101l was to erre~t ,the establish­

ment or au $deq~ate and .econOmle&l bus service ava.ilable to each 

Y~1n County commuu1ty here~~rore served by the North~estern 

Pacific ra1lway lines. In our judgment)' there 1s, only one rea.si-. . . , 

ble plan by which this eud ma.y be a~co~p11shed)' the es~blisbment 

or a complete,a.nd coordinated tra.nsporta.tion ~ystem connecting each 

ot those communities with the other), a.s wel.l a.s &ttor~ing direet 

commutation se~v1ce ~o the City or San Franc1~eo. ~1thout such 

coord1n&t10n'the ad~q~~y or the service a.vailable may be 1mper11e~ 

to the rem.a.1u1'Q.g seve'lltY-~i ve percent or the Cou'Q,ty.. The Comm1zs1on 

may here te.ke notice or toe ta.ct that seyera.l.'moo:ths a.go the communi­

ties herein attected. refused by a. substsutia.l majority to torm 8. 
, , , 

mun1c1pal trans;por,ts.tioD. district. 

And a.s a matter or legal right)' the contentions adva.nced by 

the City' e.:re Without, foundation. True)' a. muuic1ps.l1ty may a.t e.ny 

time enter the transportation field, and may make zueh tield or 
, . 

operations as la.rge ,a.s 1t.~le~ts. But over eu uuder,ts.1c1ng or that 

kind this Commission MS no control. And 'b~ the same tokeu we bs.ve 
• '. T ., • 

no rigb.~ morally or lega~lY to ss.Y' to ~he c1tizeus.o~ t~~ .va.r1ous 

communities in ~1n CountY' tha.t in matters or transportation they . , 

must s~criri~e t~e1r co~ven1ence to the. dictatez o~&. single ~­

e1pality. No citY' may.clo3e 1t.sg~tes to all, exeep~ t~~s~ who are 
, . 

willing to patronize its own transportation service. Nor), though 
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it may roam at Will to compete with carriers serv1~ o~her communi­

ties, it does not ~vea right to ask for ~ monopoly in whatever 

tielas it chooses to enter. 

The C<:?mm1Ssion 1:le.~ no means ot knowing when or to just wb.a.t 

extent tbe pe~ition1ug Cit:y will begin the .. ?per&t1o'C. ot 'bus.ses. 

Nothing tl:l8.t th~ Comm1$s1on hc.s done ~n,1ntertere with th~ 'City-'S 

proposals. Certainly we would be derelict in our duty 'to the c1t1-
.~ . . . 

zens ot all Marin County wer~ we to r~il to declare what' the ,record' 

be:!'ore u~ shows to 'be the obviOUS fact, t~t publie eOllveui;euee and 

nece~sity ~emalldilmned1s.tes.el.v1eefromeacheo~.O.it:r to the City 

ot "Mill Va.1ley 8.3 well .$.$ to the Cit~ ot Ss:c. :Fl'a.ne1sco. "tJ[e exPect 

the Greyhound,to adequa.tely- render tbAt serVice. It re&4justment$ 
.,. .• I. • 

or that $el"v1c~ 'become,nece,ssa.ry- becs.use .ot eusu1ng competition, 

$uch problems can be met when they 8.l'1se. 

ORDER .... -.-.~ .. 
A petit!.on for rehes.r1ng. or Deeision No. :;3l~:;. b.s.v1ug been 

tiled by-' the City or Mill Valley" good cause ap~a.ring" 

IT IS,ORDEREDtbst said petition be and it is hereby d~~ed. 
- . ~ 

Dated, San FranCiSCO, California, th1s ~ d&~ or 

June" 1940. 

We believe the rehea.~,1ng reques~ed by the City of Mill Vallf!Y 



should be granted and d1$sen~ trom the rorego~ng order tor the 

reason3 3tated !n our dissent from Decision No. 33103~ 

day or 
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