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BEFORH ;HE PUQHI“ U”IL IDS COMMISSION oF ”?E SLAT7 Or CALI Oﬁu¢

‘o corporation, _ |
Complainant
vs. Case Yo. 4964

>
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XY SKSTEH TRANSIT LINES, o corporation

.Defendant.

DOIAZVE, MEC”APD". ?O’“JL & GAﬂuAGHER bj FRANX S.
R CHARDS, for Defendant.
ARE SONNON PUS; - for Complainant.
. COLOUE CRERIES ‘D, PENFINAN, for San “raﬂciaco
Port of Embarkation iﬁtere ted parvy.
ILROLD R.- HILL, for Twellith Faval D;str <ty ;nterectcd
- party. R o o
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Bay Aréa Trthportation‘Leagﬁe, Ine. comnlaihéiénd alleges
that Xey System Transit Lines oneﬁa*éﬁ"it%'pausen?cr urunaportauion
syétem in an ineffic fent and unin provcd mannexr. in tweutj-one
«pecifi@a res pect . Tnesc chargeu can.be grouped *o"gn¢J inyo four
ge“e*al cutegorie | | e

1. The’ prooub;e pavmenv of efcessivé"p:ice;'for;hanggemént,
equipment and supp;ies;_the probabvle emloyment crfan "ﬁduiy larze
number of'vehérdl officers, consultants aﬁd\of Tice cmnloyee larg¥

Jdonations to groupo,nav1ng nouh¢ g to. ao w;tq tranono*tati01, and

.failurc e muke ’ull use o* exist 5 fhcilit es, reQLIting ﬁn

increased operat-ng costs ang n-gaer rates c* far¢s~tngn tnoge
charged by other tran porta ion comvawies Tox Similar”services;
2; Vlolutjong of the oafetj ruleu and regul“tAOﬁe of the

Puplic inlit*es Commissicr by fulling to- proviae seats or evcry

-




pas °enoer bj transporving excessivo standeess by wermitiing

operator- to collccv fares while vehm les arevﬁ‘ tion, and by
failing to provide emngency <oors on tre left s*ac of buae"'
oporatca ;n transbay *c*vice, and. to brovide aaeouatn ventilatxon'
of vel ic les. | |

3. Fa lure e} p“ov de deduateiy for the'cénven*encé an

oa*ctj 6_ aefcndant'c nauro“, by making vton, at cergain dcsignatca
voints; by rofy inv to establish certzain other;stopping\poiﬂts; by

restricting in some cases and in otne .aseé.prohibitinﬂ *he
issuanch of trans*erg; by failin o brovide ohel crs ;or patrons

ol ¢ertain l-ncq, aﬁd o7 tnc manrcr of asscssing ard collec“*nb“

~

e of ocfcnd_n* to cohvlj wivth ‘t ‘ llcgnc dat" in
> appeals of c“ta¢“ Federal and State official° and
mablic bodies coﬁccrnin conuc*v;tion o“ petr oleum nrodacvq,'mnd-,

failure to comply with ~ocal lawo.v

This procecdéing J"u set for hearing on fuvugt 12, 19%8
v~gn npolico fon No. 29h3k in wd_cq {c"-”y' ought ccruain
farc inercases. taat ulﬂu it was o;ce*ed t.wt thc cvilencc
b*oauceu in the rate vrococa*ng could. be cons do*ed iq connoction
with tgzs p:océcd*ng. Thercafitor thc‘comvla¢nt prococa¢ was.
ddjb&rndd to & separate d_tc aﬁu was heard bofo"c Mzam‘nc* Paul
ih" the City of Oziriand on ucotcmber 73, 1940.  At the rqqugst‘o*

owplainar t she mdtte‘,waslncurd on tzc evening of & h:tfdaté when
thé:mdttcrfwas'submittcd;r |

o
At th hcuriﬁg QOfCNQmﬁt ~~c*r:ﬂ.rocl a vrevioualj f*lod
written motion to strike seven wpcc;*ica allcgat¢o 18 "oH the grounds
that said al;egat on s are nam bas ed upon’ m¢sshatcments of tnc law

and are intcnucd mcrcly for Geln y”

—2a




cs. 5964 Qe

Oral and docuwmenta ry oviacncc wa.s produCHd bj The
president, vicc nrcuidcnt and seeretary of 't he con plaiﬂUMt
corvo*ation._ Tvo othcr witncsses called by complainant testilicd
au Qﬂtlj rodc in busc° opcrated bv dofﬁnda“t on cortain
ncs, that saicd bt..,ce were . iﬂp*ovc*ly nea tcd-and ventilaucd-
Lat_at,timc, the Buses were ovcrlo dcd “nd opcratcc at speeds |
a"fcrtcd,to‘bc cxcessive; tuat sTLops were mado to unlowd passengers
to tac inconvcnicnco of ovnc* nhsscnvcr hat acfendanv vcrﬂittca
-ins,nit_ry conditions %o prcvai; on ita cquinmcnt and hat dcfcndx“.
falled To estadblish stops, © thcr than v“c terminal utOps, w*tnin

o)

the Citj of own *aﬁci fo* tho convonicnce of i S atronq.

The éfficcrs of compls 2innt -,.ificd in ~ubstanco_vﬁat_
defendant failed to issuc trans 5 to pass noor, in transbay
service vhether roqﬁcstcd 5 Bk ofo dant failed to wiilize
*u*’y ite rail focil*tics 3 idse aLd not p*ovidc b} gc*vico

sati facto*y to dc-oud job : ke . The n*incin 1 tcetimonv was
by Mo Piver, vzo~asscrtcd thnt

fares cnarg¢d by dcfcﬁa nt were gn oxcess of thouc 0¢ 01 hCr;carri¢rs
serving between oth&r poﬁnts; trﬂt it it were un,afc ror thér
carricrs to fransport\st;ndccs it would.lifcwisc'bc ﬁnftﬁe Tor =
defendant to so t:dnséort,stan’cQ-, “nd that co“cnﬂ 13 -houi&,bé
required to c*tﬂbl sh sholiers .or i s notr ons 5. He also testificed

irrclcvant tq tn;s procccding;‘fmhis witness

2 of the manncr. in vaich the officlals of defendant

nnd ob‘cctcd ©0 the amounts

Upon -the record made 1t is‘evidéntvthat complainant has
Talled to subs tantiate any of the ¢charges made in its cbmpiaint.

No evidence waateve wag offered upon many o2 uhe;allegations'ﬁaae,
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Co.’+°6 < - JC. o (revrite)

- and as to the remainder no substan%ial,evidcnce vas produced.
There 415 no direet evidencé that deféndant,pays eiéé;ﬁive priqes
for management, equipment and supplics, or emn loys n'excéSsiﬁeg
nvﬁber of genoral offi ers, coﬂuu_uaMtu or goncra’ o icn amployecs.
Tor aié corﬁlaj“ant zntﬂoauce any c"iaerce ditﬂ rcgurd to the
allegation ol non-compl ance by de*cndanx iva the Commiww onts
safety rules'respécti.b the use of équ:pmeng without émérgency-
cxit doors. IHovever, as atrqsult'of the latter gllégatioh‘thé
Commiscion has reviewed th¢vsa£etyfrépor*s renééred by-*tg gta
walen show that defendant does’ ope rate equinm nent in’ connl;nncc
vith the Commission's safet? rulcsliﬁdfrézu*a**Oﬁu.'.;t'shoulq-pe

noted in this c0ﬂncctioa that dﬂ’cndaat, with

.

espect;to 1tz motor
coach opera t_ons, n2s hoen authorized. 0 CO”ﬁlj witr the rules
anc fegulationsiof General Orac*,wo. 93-A which anwlj tof*“baﬂ
service. (Decision Fo. 33739 issuededée her 17, 19h0 in Ca,n'
No. 3963). - | | ;

Unon a full "evic" d con i deration of 2 illtne cvidence
of reserd it is found as a fact that comolginant'hav‘ qilﬂd o
support tie allegaulon¢ conuqql aiﬂﬁﬁkgfﬁfewkﬁzg%%g;é‘vhe.com?la’“*

e A
'

L be dismisscd.
In view of such action tqcr iS‘novneed to'&iscuss
rotion of delfendant to strike cer ain allo~ag;onu of the

complainant.
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' h complaint as above orntitled having been made, & public
nearing nad thoreon, the Commission boinr fully advised in the

»

based upon the Tinding sot fo*th in the. foregoing

v K
~nremices and

Ehot the compluing in Cascixo; 4o4k 15

hereby dismissed.

The effective date of thi » shall bo 20 days after

the date nerceof.

Dated at Sar Fra nciqco, California, this _ /= day
~ . 7/ . :
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