
Decision No. 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COM1~rISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

) 
Investigation to determine whether ) 
Emergency Transportation Resolutions ) 
should be revoked or amended; and to ) 
determine whether the safoty rules ) 
and other regulations contained in ) 
General Order No. 93-A, applicable to ) 
passenger stage corporations and highway ) 
common carr1ers, should be amended. ) 

--------------------------------) 

. Case No. 4946 

H. J. BISCHOFF, for So. Ca11f. Fre1ght Lines and 
So. Calif. Freight Forwarders. 

EDWARD STERN, for Railway Express Agency, Inc., and 
Railway Express Agency, Inc., of California. 

DOUGLAS EROOlC.'!AN, for Pac1fic Greyhoun~l Line:;, Calif. 
Motor Express, Ltd., and ~~erchants Express Corp. 

JOHN F. BALL~~, for Peerless Stages, Inc.· -
ROBERT E. GOCKE, for Gibson Lines. 
~. EDWARD BURTON, for Valley Motor L1nes and Valley 

Express Company; . 
. F. G. PELLETT, for Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen .. 
BARDEN FULLER1. for International Bro·therhood. of Teamsters. 
GEORGE S. BEAI,;H, for Libby, i1icNeill & L1bby, and Canners 

League of California.· . . 
LOUIS WELSH, for Atchison, Topeka &: Santa Fe Railway Co., 

and Santa Fe Trail Transportation Company. 
GEORGE BALLARD, for F. G .. Pellett, State ~epresentative, 

Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen. . 
Vi. J.. I.URTINDALE, for Railway Express Ag.ency. 
JOHN CURTIS, for. Stanley ~. Lanham of the Los Angeles 

.Transit Lines. 
E .. L. H. BISSINGER, for Pacific Electr1c Railway Company. 
JACKSON W .. KENDALL, for Bekins Van Lines, Inc •. 
LLOYD R. GUERRA, for Western Truck L1nes t Ltd. . 
JOHN B. KRAMER, for Santa Fe Tr.ansportatlon' Company. 
THOBURN S. HAWORTH, for Orange Belt Stages. 
JOh~ STEVENSON, for Teamsters Union and· Bighway Council. 
Vi. A. STEIGER, for So .. Calif. Freight Lines and So. Calif. 

Freight Forwarders. . .. .. 
JOE ARAIZA, for The Santa Fe Transportation Company.-

QEI!!!Q!! 
This invest1gation was instituted on the Comm1ssion's 

own motion for the purpose of determining whether any or all of the 

existing Emergency Transportat10n Resolut10ns should be revoked or 
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( 1) 

amended; and for the further purpose of determining whether any 

of the safety rules and other regulations covering the operation of 

passenger stage corporations and highway common carriers, contai.ned in 

General Order No. 93-A, and in so tar as such regulations deal with 

the subject matter of any of the Emergency Transportation Resolutions 

involved herein, should be altered or amended. 

Public hearings have. been held in this matter at San 

Francisco, 'Ap~,~l' 29 and May 20, 1948, and at Los 'Angela's, May 6 and 

27, 1948. The matter is now under submiss1ori"and ready for decision,., 

In the interest of developing the greatest efficiency of 

all available equipment to meet, as nearly as possible, the augmented 

and u.rgent public needs for the transportation of passengers and 

property, the Commission, during the period of World War It, 

( 1) EM-Tool (Dec. 12, 1941) Authorizing changes in routes and schedules 
by passenger stage corporations and highway common carriers 
where necessary in the national' defense. 

EM-T-3 (Dec. 23, 1941) l.lodifying"Rule 1.014 of General Order 
No. 93-A, defining the term'''urban service." 

EM-T .. 4 (Dec. 30,' 1941) Curtailment of passenger service by 
railroads in connection with the national emergency. 

EM-T-5 (Jan. 20, 1942) Curtailment of serv1ce by common carriers 
by vessel because of war emergency. 

EM-T-10 (May 12, 1942) Elimination of duplicate and excess 
services by motor vehicle freight carriers in order to 
conserve transportation facilities and equipment. 

EM-T-10A (July 27, 1943) Modification of EM-T-10. 
EM-T-ll (June 16, 1942) Modification of Rule 2.08 of G.O. 93-A, 

relating to standing passengers in passenger stages. 
EM-T-12 (June 26, 1942) Emergency diversion of freight by common 

carriers of property. 
EM-T-16 (Feb. 2, 1943) Authorizing highway carriers and city 

carriers to acqu1re motor vehicle equipment other than by 
formal lease arrangement, and permitting highway common 
carriers to deviate from the leasing provisions ot G.O. 93-A. 

EM-Tool? (April 13, 1943) R,egulations governing the unloading of 
transportation equipm€~nt in the San Francisco-East Bay Area •. 

tL'I4-T-1B (April 20, 1943) Notice to Office of Price Administration 
of rate increase applications by common carriers. 

EM-T-19 (May 4, 1943) Regulations governing the unloading of 
transportation eqUipment in the Los Angeles Area. 

EM-T-20B (June 6, 1944) Regulations governing the imposition of 
demurrage charges upon shipments of agricultural products 
transported by highway carriers when loading or unloading is 
unreasonably delayed. 

EM-T-21 (Aug. 24, 1943) Authorizing passenger stage corporations 
to deviate from the equipment leasing provisions of G .. O. 9.3-A. 

E~-T-22 (June 26, 1945) Reducing min1mum.age limit of drivers of 
highway common carriers from 21 to 19 years' • 
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promulgated Emergency Transportation Resolutions (designated as 

EM-T) Nos. 1 to 22, inclusive. Certain of these Resolutions were 

modi:f'ied subsequent to the time they were originally adopted. To 

date, all of these Resolutions have been revoked, except the ones 

involved herein. The purpose of this proceeding is to determine' 

what action, if any, should be taken with respect to Resolutions 

now in effect, in the light of prevailing conditions. 

A number of Emergency Transportation Resolutions were 

promulgated to provide a working plan of operation between this 

Commission and certain Federal war time agencies. The functions of 

these agencies have since been revised or abolished in whole or in 

part. Some of the Resolutions; namely, Nos. 3, 11, and 16, have the 

effect of superseding certain provisions prescribed by the 
( 2) 

Commission's General Order No. 93-A, effective January 2, 1941. 

The Commission's stafr introduced testimony outlining the 

changed conditions that have ta~Gn place subsequent to the time the 

Resolutions under consideration were issued, the operating results 

obtaining from the application of certain of them,and offered 

recommendations as to future action by the Commission relative to 

the d1sposition of these Resolutions based upon public interest. The 

record shows that with the passi,ng of the war time emergency 

r.equirements, the public need of for-hire transportation can be met 

with available facilities b~sed upon what might be termed normal 

standards. 

With the exception of Emergency Resolutions Nos~ 3, 11, 

12, and 16, the record is convincing that, based upon public interest~,' 

preva11ing condit10ns do not just1fy the cont1nuance in effect of 

Ui)* 
General Order No. 93-A prescribes "Safety Rules and other 
Regulations" governing the operation of "Passenger Stage Corpora
tllons" and "Highway Common Carriers" as such are defined by the 
Public Utilities Act. 
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these Resolutions., and, therefore, the order will provide, ror their 

, (3) , ' 
revocation.. This leaves for consideration the question of 

s;ppropriate treatment of these four remaining Resolutions~ 

Emergency Resolution No. 12 provides a basis for assessing 
, ' . 

charges in connection with shipments diverted 1n compliance "v;i th 

General Order No~ 1 of the Office of Defense Transportation'now in 

effect. This General Order, among other things, requires ral1 

carriers to divert less than carload shipments to othel-carriers 
, , 

, ' 

when they find that they cannot forward such shipm~nts with'1h 36 

hours by specific provision to be found in its Section 50,)' .. 6. I't 

was the recommendation of a. member of Commission', s st'A.:ff t'hat 

Resolution No. EM-T-12 bG continued in effect so long as Scc~10n 
, ' 

500 .. 6 of the Office of Defense Transportation's General Order'No,. 1 

is effective; with the provision that if and when the Of~1'ce o~ 

Defense Transportation revokes the requirements of said S~6ti6n 
. . 

500 .. 6 of its Goneral Order No.1, the Commission gi'v0 considera-

tion to the revocation of EmergencY' Resolution No'. 12,. 

Emerg~ncy Resolut1on No. 3 expends the scope 61' "urban 
, (4) 

service" as deflned in S~ction 1.014 ot General Order No. '93-A. ' 

Under that dcfini tion, '''urban service" is" restricted' t~a.n operation 

wi th routes limited to 25 miles in length. Emergc!mcy Resolution 

( 3) , '. ' , 
Emergency Resolutions Nos. 1, 4, 5, 10, lOA, 17, 18, 19, 20B" 21 
and 22. 

(4) 
From Section 1.014, Part'I, General or. der No. 93-At erf~ctive 
January 2, 1941 (Decision No •. 33674, Case No. 3963): 
"The term 'urb,a.n, service, t when used 1n this order, me'ans a' 
servic.e similar to that performed by street c.ars' in frequent stop 
serv1ce, orserv1ce performed as an ext~ns1'on of or in lieu of 
street car service" Provided such service is p6r1"ormed 1nfull or 
in ,part in an :area cl,ther wholly within busine;ss orres.ident'1al 
districts or- munic'ipalities, or between business d1stricts, 
residential d,1s.t,r1cts, and !Il.unic i:pali ties in close pr·oxim1ty., 
provided, however, the,one-way route mileage of such service 
shall not be more than 25 miles." , 
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, ' 

No.3 redefines rlurban service" wherein the o~cration'is not 110ited 
( 5') 

to a one~way r~uto mileage of 25 miles. It wasco~terided'bY the 

passenger carriers participating in the instaritproceeding that if 
" 

EX ... T-3 is to be abolished and the pr'ov1s1ons of General Order No. 93-A 

o.rf;) tQ apply, the 'def1n1t1,on of "urb~n service" as settorth in 
" 

General Order)~o. 93-A should be modified to 'inciude an operation 
" , " 

extending through a n~ber of munic1palities or otherwise developed 

.'lreas 'where th'€: one-way route mi1~age was in excess of 25 miles. , ,. , 

To meet this situation it was, recommended that the definition of 

"urban service" be amended to re.'ld as followsr' 

nThc term 'urba.n service I, "''J'hen used ,in 
this order, means a service similar ~o 
tho. t perfor'::led by s,treet cars in frequent 

, stqp ~erv1ce, or service ~erf6r66d ~s ~n 
, 0xtension of or in lieu of stre'et'; ca'r ' , 
,5er~1ce, provided such ser~ice'is:perto~med 
in full. or ,in part in ~.n drOll either \vhclly 
within business or reSidential d1stricts 
or munic1pali,ties, ,or 'between'busines's, ',,' 
districts, rc~side~tio.l d1st~~c'ts, ,and' munic
ipalit1es in clos~ pr~xim1ty" ,and',shall ~ 
inc·lude and apply to any part' 'or p,or1=icn 0,( 
an opc:rat1on, orservl:ce traver:sfng":a.terr1-
tory as. h,ere1n defined, provid'ed that" such: 
pal"t or por:t;ion shall not-exceed 8 distance 
of 2,' miles." , 

This matter of. defining "urban servic'e" ties in with the 

t ~ ..... "_ ... H ...... . 

. ) , ."" ,~., ...... 
w' • ~ • '. ,<-,' .. - - ,- - ...... " • 

Fro:'!' Resolution No. EM-T-J, effcct1v~ December ,23, 19t.l: 
"IT IS ORDERED 'that Section 1.014 of the COl'lll'!lission' s General Ordor 

No .. 93"'A, def:1n1ngfurb,~n servic(: t shall be taken to include 
and apply to any p~rt or portic1n cot D. route traverscd within 
or between those residentic.l :lnd business distr"icts descr1b~d 
in se1d' Section 1.014 when th(~ part or portion of tho route 
so traversc:d does not exceed twenty-five miles in length. n 
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subject covered in EM-T-ll and will be considered in the disposition' 
. (6) 

of that Resolution. 

Emergency Resolut1on No. 11 deals with the matter of 

I "stondees lt carr'ied on passenger stages. Section 2.08 of Pa'rt' II 

of General Order No. 93-A provides, In'part, as follows: 

"Sta.ndees shall under no circumstances be permitted 
on any passenger stage other than those operating 
in urban service, * ,.. )flit 

Emer'gency Resolution No. 11 provided that during the 

national emergency, "standees" may be permitted on any pass'enger 

stage having an aisle head room of 6 feet 2 inches or more, subject 

to certain conditions which may be briefly summarized as follows: 

(1) II Standees" w1l1 be limited to the numb.er. that 
can be safely carried and not be permitted 
to occupy a position in the bus which will 
interfere with the view of'the driver,' 
necessary for safe operation. ' 

(2) Drivers of the vehic.le shall advise passeng,ers 
on entering the bus after all seats are occupied, 
thnt standing room only is available. 

(~~J" ... __ . 
From. Decision No. 33739, dated Deeomber l7, 1940 (Ca.se No. 3963): 
"Il :::5 HEREBY ORDERED that Key System is granted permission 

on and after January 2, 194 1,' to comply with the rules ~nd 
reg~lat1ons of General Order No. 93-Awh1chapply to urban 
service on its ,motor coach op,=rationsbetweenAlameda County, 
Contra Costa CountYt and ,the City'and County ot:.San,Franc1sco, 
with the exception, ,however, t,hat it ,mus't comply wi,th, all of 
the provisions of Part IV of said General Ord~r coveting Time 
Tables, Rules, and ,Regulations. It 

From Decision No. 33879, d,ated February 4, 1941 (Case No.' 3963): 
"IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Pacific Greyhound Lines is .. granted. 

permission to comply with the rules and regulations of General· 
Order No. 93-A which apply to "urban" service on its passenger 
stage operations in the territory between San Francisco and 
San Rafael, Fairfax, and Mill Valley, and in the territory, 
between San Franc'1sco and San Mateo, with the exception, however, 
that it'must comp,ly with all the provisions of Part IV of" said· 
General Order .covering Time Tables, Rules, and'Regula.tions. 1I 
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(3) All passenger stage corporations except 
those engaged in Iturban service" 'shall 
post notices in their stages that the 
authori ty to carry "standees" is' pursuant 
to an order issued by the U. S,. Office 
of Defense Transportation and the . 
California Railroad Commission - now the 
California Public Utili ties C.ommis:sion:., 

Th1s record contains considerable t'est1mony relative to the 

subject of "standees. II It was the consensus of opinion among the' 
, , 

passenger carr!~rs that participated 1n the proceeding that they 

should be permitted to carry 'tstandees u on any ~perat1on up to' 2",< 

miles, regardless of the length of the route and t1me consumed in 

:1~gotiating ,this distance.,' It' was p01nted out that the volUlTle' or 
traffic that presents itself for ~ransportation along the rout~ adja

cent to cities and other developed communi ties varies' cons1de~abty' ~'nd 

it is uneconomica.l and impractical to operate' sufficient'equipment to 

provide seats for such occasional and varying loads. To do so would 
'. ! , • 

reduce the average load factor of an operation, and in turn may 

requ.ire higher fares, 1f the service is to be conduct"ed on a p'rof1 table 

basis. 

The operation between Los Angeles and San Francisco 'Via 

the Valley route was cited as an example where the carrier i's' otten 

presented with the problem of providing service to potential pa~is~~n

gers along the route who desire, transportation over compa.rati:v~lY 
" 

short distances to neighbor1ng cities or communities. It was contended 

that if the carrier is permitted to carry"standees" in such cases 

when there are no available seats for the distance up to 25 miles, i't 

would redound to public interest from the standpoint of provid1nga 

~uch needed service to that class of the public, and at the same time 

permit of ~ more economical operation. 
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It appears that there is some merit to this argument in 

view of the fact that unless an operator is permittedto'carry 

11 standees u in such cases, the passengers would in many 'iristance,s be, 

required to wait for long pcr10dsof time until, the next regular 

service was available. It would not be practical,e!ther from a 

physical 'or economical standpoint to provide speCial s'erv'ice for a 

small volume of fluct,uating traffic, due to the fa,ct that additional 

equipment is not maintained at many of the locations' wh~lre th~s 

condition ar1ses. It is alleged that experience has shown that it 

iz impossible to anticipate the transportation requirements necessary 

~o meet the volume of traffic that desires transporta~ion for a short 

distance in and out of the trading centers along routes of through 

bus operation~ 

Emergency Resolution No. 16 deals with the matter of leaSing 
" , 

equipment by all types of for-hire carriers by motor, veh1~le, and 'in 

effect'liberalizes the provisions of General Ordor No.,'93~A, which is 
,> • j • 

restricted to "passenger stage corporations," and "highway, common 

carriers. " Th1s General Order does not apply to the" sO:~calied' 

"permi tted carriers," operating under authority of the Highway' 

Carriers and City Carriers' Acts. 

Part V (Leasing of Equipment) of General Order No. 93-A 

provides, among other things, as follows: 

"All passenger stage corporations;'and highway 
common carriers shall either'own,their passenger, 
stages or motor v~h1cles or l~as,esuch eq:uipment 
for a specified am01;!lt on a trip,' term, or"mi1eage 
basis'. The leasing of such \~qu1pment shall not· ' 
include the services of a dri vet' or: ·operator.',' All, 
employ~ont of drive~s or oper~tors'6f leased 'veh16les " 
shall be by contract or agreoment, under . which 'the' 
relationship betwean the passenger stag~ oorporation 
or highway common carrier and suc'h driver or opera
tor ,shall be: that of' master and servant." : ' 

The General Order also provides an exemption in cas,e of an 
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emergency or where the 'service does not extend over a period of 

ten consecutive days. In'addition, it prohibits the following: 

" .•. the practice of leasing:the equipment 
or emp!oying drivers or operators on a basis 
of compensation dependent upon receipts per 
trip, or per period of time, or per unit of 
weight of property transported." 

Emergency Resolution No. 16 relaxes the provision of 

General Order No.'93-A as related to leasing equipment by "highway 

co:mnon carriers," in that it allows such carriers to acquire'and' 

operate trucks in the transportation of property, notwithstanding 
( 7) 

the provisions of Part V of'General Order No. 93-A. This has 

the effect of permitting certificated carriers to employ owner

drivers and their equip'ment under any agreement sati'sfactory to the 

parties, without the neces~ity of placing such drivers on-the pay 

roll of the employing carrier'. This Emergency Resolution also 

applies to "radial highway common carriers," "highway contract 

carriers, It and "city carriers," notwithstanding the fact that 'G'eneral 

Order No. 93-A is restricted to "Passenger Stage Corporations" and 

"Highway Common Carriers." 

One or' the Commission's staff testified that in his 

oP1~10n Emerg~ncy R~solut1on No. i6'should now be revoked and, coin

cident therewith,. General· Order No •. 93,·A should be ,amended to .pe:rmi t 

(7)FromEM-T-16, effective February 2,1943: 
"IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that during the' existing National emergency 
and, until further order of the Commission, Highway common carriers, 
radial highway common carriers, highway contract'carriers"and 
carriers as defined in the City Carriers' Act, herein termed 
city carriers, be and they arc hereby authorized and permitted 
to acquire and operate trucks, combination truck-tractor', and 
semi-trailers, full trailers, or any combination thereof, or any 
other rubber-tired vehicle propelled or drawn by mechanical power 
when used in the transportation of property, as hereinafter 
provided, notwithstanding the provisions of Part V of General 
Order No. 93-A (Decision No. 33674 , dated November 19, 1940, in 
Case No. 3963)." 
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a for-hire carrier to employ the services of an owner and his 

Gquipment under any contractual plan thGY could agree upon with 

respect to the services of the owner and use of his equipment. Under 

such a plan, the owner-driver and his equipment would 'be res.ponsible 

to. the employing carrior and not to this Com.onissi0D:, and in turn 

the employing carrier would be responsible to the Commission with 

respect to compliance with all regulations applicable to the opera-, 

tion of the equipment under his control; engaged in for-hire 

transportat1on; 
A number of: ca.rriers participating in the' hearing expressed 

their approval of such a plan. The only objection o~£ered to the 

plan proposed by the Commission's witness was that expressed by a 
" 

representative tor the X011:nstcrs Union. and Highway Council'. It was 

his contention that if the. owner':"dr1'"er of lG3sed equ1pment was not 

placed on the pay roll of the lessee with the relationship of 

:!laster and ser~ant, it would be adverse to public interest., in that 

in many cases, the equipment would not be properly maintained', hours 

of service would extend OVGr exc~ssive periods of' time for safe 

operation, and it would mako impractical the collection of social 

security taxes, as w01l as unemployment compensation. 

va th respect to tho continuance in effect of Emergency 

Resolutions Nos'. 1, 4, " 10, lOA, 17, 18, 19, 20:8, 21, and 22, the 

record clearly justifies the conclusion that they have served their 

purpose and the. t under prevailing conditions, thore is no just1f1c'a

tion for their continuance in effect. No one opposed the recommenda

tion that they be revoked. 

Emergency Resolutions Nos. 3 and 11 arc interlocking with 

respect to the carrying of "standees," which is the only subject 

matter presentee. in this record that requires·cons1deration in connec-
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tion with the ~uestion of the r&vocation of these two Emergency 

Resolutions. If these Resolutions are to be revoked without restric

tions or substitute provisions~ it would follow that the provisions 

of General Order No. 93-A would apply with respect to the matt~r 

of regulation over "standees. II The record shows that in addition 

to carriers engaged in "urban service," as defined in Section 1.014 

of General Order No. 93-A, operating within a radius of 2, miles, 

there is a public need for passenger service in the vicinity of 

municipalities and trading centers along passenger stage routes.wh1ch 

exceed 2, m1les in length. To meet this situation, it appears that 

the most equitable and practical method of providing such service 

for the occasional passengers desiring transportation to the next 

municipality or trading center, would be to permit intercity operators 

to carry 'fstandees" under reasonable restrictions. ' 

~1'1th respect to Emergency Resolution No. 12, for the 

reasons set forth in the foregOing opinion, it appears that'this 

Resolution should be retain~d in its present form, pending further 

action by the Comm1ss1on. 

Referring to Emergency Resolution No .. 16 which perm,its 

"highway common carriers" to deviate from the leasing provisions 

of General Order No. 93-A, thE: record impels the conclusion that 

this Emergency Resolution should be reta1ned, pending further 

consideration. It is recognized that the terms of this Emergency 

Resolution have some objectionable features with respect to 

regulating for·hire operat1on. This matter should be the subject 

of further study a':'ld a more adequate record upon which to base 

an appropriate order. If this Resolution were abolished at this 

time, without an appropriate zubst1tute, the control over the 
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subject matter would 'be governed by the provisions of Part V of 

General Order No. 93-A. It Appears from th1srecord that certain 
, 

provisions of this General Order should again be reviewed in the 

light of prevailing conditions, particularly with respect to that 

portion dealing with the matter of leasing ot equipment. This 

should be the subject of a more comprehensive record. 

Upon a rev1ew of this record, the Commission finds that: 

(1) Emergency Resolutions Nos. 1, 4, - "- 10,- lOA, 
17, 18, 19, 20B, 21, and 22, should' be revoked. 

(2) Emergency Resolutions Nos. 3 and 11 should 'be 
revoked and l coincident therew1 th, Sectio'n 2.08 of 
Part II of ueneral Order No. 93-A should be revised 

-to perm1t interc1ty operators to carry "standees lt 

up to but not exceeding 2, miles. 

(3) Emergency Resolut1ons Nos. 12 and 16 should be 
retained, pending further action by the Commission. I 

The following order will so provide. 

Q.B.D.ER 
Public heatings having been had in the above ... entitled 

proceeding, and ba~ed upon the evidence rece1ved at the hearings, 

and upon the findings and conclusions set forth in the preceding 

opinion, 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that; 

I - Emergency Resolutions Nos. 1, 4, 5, 10, lOA, 
17, 18, 19, 20:8, 21, and 22, be and they are 
hereby revoked. 

II - Emergency Resolutions Nos. 3 and 11 be and they 
are hereby revoked and! coincident therewith, 
Section 2.08 of Part I of General Order No. 93-A 
be and is hereby revised to read as follows: 

Stande~$. Standees shall under no circum
stances be permitted on any passenger 
stage other than those operating in urban 
serVice, and in urban service shall not be 
permitted unless the major portion of the 
aisle head room is 6' 2" or more. The 
number of standees who shall be permitted 
on any passenger stage operating in urban 
service shall not exceed the number which 
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could reasonably and saf€ly be accom
modated without crowding, and each 
standee shall be<supp11ed with a grab 
handle or other means of support. 
Standees shall not be permitted to occupy 
a position which will interfere with the 
view of the driver necessary for safe 
operation. Prov1ded, however that to 
accommodate a passenger desiring transporta
t10n to or from a municipality or trading 
center along its route, a passenger stage 
corporation may, when no seats .are available, 
carry such a passenger as a standee on 1ts . 
stage engaged in intercity operation a 
distance up to but not exceed1ng 25 miles. 

III - Emergency Resolutions Nos. 12 and 16 shall remain 
in effect unt1l further order of' this Commission. 

This order shall become effect1ve twenty (20) days from, 

the date hereof. 

~ ~ated at San FranCiSCO, California, this 

.~ ,l948• 

;/, 
/ 1 -:" day or 


