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- BEFORE THE RAILROAD COMNISSIOV OF THE STATE OF CALIFORVIA

MILTON‘MAXWELL NEWMKRK5
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MILTON MAXWELL NEWMARK, For Complainant

DONAHUE, RICEARDS & EAMLIN, by Frank S. Richards,
for Defendant. o
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This,complainx_is.based upon the fact that the only

commute fare now offered by the Xey Systemvprovides for one
round tripweach'day of the calendar monfh and-it'is‘allezed'
that meny of this carrier's patrons now have need for ;uch:
services only five days a week; furthermore,‘theAdemand for'a
S-day week commute is growing, particularly as a result of a
continuing reduction in the number of working nours by resi- _
dentg of the East Bay ﬁho are employed in San Francisco.
Complainant, therefore, requeets the Commission to direct

Key System to establish a fare which will provide for fifty :
-oingle undated trips. to be sold for $5. 50.

A public hearing was conducted in this. matter by

Exaniner Hunter, at San Francisco, September 18, and it s now
ready for dccioion.

The complainant reiterated the allegation in the

complaint that he and many others have use for Key System s
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commute service only five days a week dut, under the present fare'
structure, are regquired to purchase transportation covering a
round trip a day throughout the week, As a result of this :
situation ‘the passenger is dissatisfied in that he reels he 'is

required to »urchase transportation for which he has no- use.

A witness for the company testified that it recognized
the present trend in employmen* to five days a week and that i
was giving serious consideration to the esoablishment of a fare
%o provide for tnis class.of traffic; Powever, at this time, it
could not agree to any reduced fares due to thc serious iinancial
" position the company is now lacing as arresult of increased labor
and'material cost. Another witness ror the company testified that
to place complainant's requested fare into effect would result
in a dec*ease in commutation revenue of $637,558 a year. This,
estimate ‘does not provide for any a’lowance for diversion from
'cash fare to the reduced commute- farc which the witness

testified would undoubtedly follow.

After'witness'for defendant'testified thst it was the
companY's-plan to give consideration to the mat*er of esteblish;l
ing a fare to provide for 2 S—day week commute, in the reasonably

near’ future, the complainant stated that he was willing to’
request dismissal of his complaint 1f the company would assure
hinm definitely tnat such a fare would be placed into effect in-
the" near future. . To this request the: company s representativc
assured him that, assuming it was authorized to increase 1%
fares as applied for in Application No. 27999, the Key System
would or’er a S-day-a-week commute subject to the Commission s
approval as seon as 1t had an opportunity to studf the effect of

the increased fares and complete a study of “the matter. With
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this assurance on the part of ?§§ company, . oomplainantfaskéd'
that his complaint'be dismissed.. Accordingly,. the complaint "
will be dismiseed and the following- order will so provide..

Good cause appearing,ﬁIT I5 ORD%RBD that the above=-
entitled case be and 1t hereby is dismissed.

(1) From Tréﬁscript,.pp 17 and 18.

Mr. Newzark:  Are you offering to inavgurate the ~ystem after
the coneclusion of the study?

Mr. Richards:-In some form.. Is that correct, Mr. Teasdel?
You can answer-thati..

. Teasdel: That 435 correct.. The intention is to recognize
. this problem you have, Mr. Newnmark, and to do

something about it. That was the intent of this
testimony, not only for an immediate study, dut
to do something about it and work out whatever
is the'best solution for these many problems
that recognizes a lower price for some sort of
commute book that recognizes the 5-day versus’
an unlimited use. . -

~ Newmark:. See if I understand that. 3y the use of the
words "study to inaugurate” do you mean that'as
soon as the rate increase Is granted that the
Key System will study and will inaugurate a
Sn-trip, .or some such type of’commutation book?'

. Teasdel: That is- oor*eot. 0f course contingent upon’
approval by the Calzfornia ﬁailroad Commission.

Nevmark: In other words, let's sce 1f I have got it right
In other words, the condition precedent upon the- -
obtaining the rate increase the Key System pledges‘
itself to put in effect this type of commute book, -
or at least to apply *or p 4

- Richards: When you say "this type" a' type which will best
sult the needs of the publlic as represented by
you and the people who travel less tnan 3% days
a month, or whatever it is..

Upon that statement I will move that the complaint
be dlsmissed.
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The effective date of this order shall be._'ci:e :'déte_ -
nereof. | - -

Dated at San Francisco, California,. this &&:T_aay of
September, 1946.. - L e




