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Decision No. 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC U7ILITIES COWIIIISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Matter of the Applicat.ion ) 
of Stockton City Lines, Inc. ) 
requesting authority to increase ) 
certain of its rates of fare. ) 

Application No. 32291 

A'o'Qearances 

Jones, Lane &. \'leaver 1 by Daniel.: 
S. Lane a.."lC Gilbert L. Jones, 
for applicant, 

Bill Dozier, for City of Stockton, 
protesta..'1t, 

J. c. H~"lter, for the Commission's 
staff. 

Stockton City Lines, L"lc. is a passenger stage corpor­

ation engaged in the transportation of passengers within ~"ld in 

the vicinity of Stockton. By this application, as aQended, it 

seeks authority to establish increased fares. 

Public hearing of the application was held at Stockton 

on August 27, 1951, before Cocmissioner Potter and Examiner 

Jacopi. 

The present fare's are based upon two fare zones. The 

respective intrazone adult fares are 10 cents and 13 cents cash; 

for interzone movements the fare is 13 cents cash. Tokens are 

offered at the rate of four for 30 cents and one token is accepted 

in lieu of 10 cents cash. The present school fare is $1.00 for 

20 rides. Under applica.."lt's proposal, no change would be made in 
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the lO-cent cash fare, the 13-cent fares would be increased to 
1 

15 cents and the sale of tokens would be discontinued. In addi-

tion, the school fare would be advanced to ~1.20 for 20 rides. 

Applic~~t's fares were last adjusted by DeciSion 

No. 45344 of February 6, 1951, in Application No. 30577) when the 

present token rate of fare was authorized. No advances in the 

cash ~~d school fares were sou~~t at that time. It is alleged 

that the fares again are inadequate as a result of increases 

experienced in the cost of operation coupled \.;ith a. continued .. 
downward trend in traffic volume. The record shows that under 

new labor agreements executed on August 21, 1951, the wages of 

drivers and shop and garage employees were increased by eight 

cents per hour retroactive to April 1, 1951. This rate of 

ir.crease applied until February 20, 1952. Thereafter, an ~ddi-

tional advance of six cents per hour is provided for until the 

expiration of the agreements on February 21" 1953. 

The company's income statements for the past nine 

calendar years, based upon the company records without adjustment, 

and the average .thereof are summarized in the t~ble that follows. 

1 
In the'original application, it was propos~d to continue the 

sale of tokens ~~d to incre~se the rate therefor from four for 
30 cen~s to £our for 35 cents. By ~endoent of the applic~tion, 
the proposal wcs ch~ged to provide th~t no tokens would be 
offer~d.. 
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· · · · 
I t e m 

OperatL~g Reve~ues 

Operating ~~~ses: 
OperatinG and 1:AintCn.l.n¢C 

Expenses 
Depreciation 
knort. Chargeable to 

Operation 
Operat~~c Taxes & 
Licenses 

Operating Rents 
Total Operat~~g Expenses 

Net OperatinG Revenue 

other Income (Net) 

Net Income Before Federal 
Income Taxes 

Federal Income Taxes 

Net Income 

TABLE 1 

COMPANY INCOME STAmJENTS 

: 19l.a : 1943 : 1941.. : 1945 : 1946 
: . . 
$257,010 ~387,826 $50~,479 $587,348 0614,737 

::'52,349 
19,405 

231,67$ 
23,49.5 

331,145 
24,220 

879 

418,8.57 
32,328 

879 

475,273 
41,801 

379 

10,319 12,576 22,81$ 40,628 43,O~ 
1,718 337 2,6$0 982 3,403 

0183,791 $268,083 ~381,079 ~93,674 $564,399 

73,219 119,743 122,770 

(19,228) (25,705) (4,733) 

93,674 

951 

50,338 

53,991 94,038 118,037 94,625 51,071 

(1) (1) 82,100 57,200 19,374 

53,991 94,038 35,937 37,425 31,697 

: 

Operating Ratio (Li.~e 7 
divided by ~~e 1)# 71.51% 69.12% 75.66% 84.05% 91.81% 

Average 
· · I t e m . . 1947 1940 : 1949 : 19.50 : 1942-1950: 

OperatL~e Revcr.ucs 

Operating Expenses: 
Operating and 1!ai..~tcnancc 

E:<penses 
Depreciation 
)JUort. Chargeable to 
Operation 

Operating Taxes & 
Licenses 

Opora.ting Rents 
Total Opera.ting Expenses 

!;ct Operating Revenue 
other Income (Net) 
Net L~co~~ Before Federal 

L."come Taxes 
Federal Income Taxes 
Net I."lcomo 
Operating Ratio (Line 7 

c:.':''I1.dcd by Line 1)# 

453,794 
46,994 

885 

46,403 
459 

$548,535 
27,714 
(1,5b9) 

26,125 
6,298 

19,827 

95.19% 

497,708 
38,288 

58,334 
828 

$595,158 
91,479 
0,558) 

87,921 
31,220 
56,701 

86.68% 

473,968 
46,1.~03 

51,486 
2,707 

~574;504 

68,765 
(1,705) 

67,060 
18,600 
48,460 

52,$33 
2~067 

~5~5~971 
38,3~ 
20,901 

59,265 
19,875 
39,390 

. . 

93.20% 

(1) I."lc1udcd i."1 conso1ic.atcd rotu..""Il of parent co:upa.."lY. 
# Calc~~tcd by Public Utilities Co~ssion Staff. 

( ) - L."dieatcs loss 
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38~,433 
3$,464 

391 

37)571 
1,634 

$4$9.,543 
76,229 
0" 7M) 

72,1.;.$9 
26,074 
46,385 

85.77% 
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Evidence relative to the financial results of operation 

was offered by applica~t's seneral auditor and by a transportation 

engineer from the Commission's staff. ~hey submitted exhibits 

consistin~ of operating statements, studies of traffic flows and 

trends, analyses of revenues ~d operating expenses and depreciation 

and rate base statements. The auditor reported that after provision 
. 

for income taxes the operations for the first six ~onths of 1951 

showed a profit of $3,360. The corresponding operating ratio was 

98.8 percent. These calculations included the beneficial effect 

of the fare increase th~t became effective Februal7' 26, 1951, supra. 

Both witnesses introduced estimates of the results of 

future operations for the 12-month period ending August 317 1952. 

The ~uditor c~lculated that ~ subst~~tial loss would be experienced 

if the operations were conducted u.~der the present fares and that 

a moderate return would be earned ~~der the proposed fares. The 

engineer's estimates indicate that operations under either basis 

. of fare would return a profit. In these calculations, the auditor 

estimated that the wage increase hereinabove referred to amounted 

to C25,OOO per year and he gave effect thereto in the various 

expense accounts involved. The engineer concluded that the wage 

increase would amo~~t to ~20,860 tor the test year and he showed 

it separately in his estim~tes. The figures as submitted by the 

witnesses are sUlllIi.arizec. in Ta.ble 2. 
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ESTIMATES FOR 12 MONTHS ENDING A'Or.US'l" 31, 1252 

· : COl':'l'Da.."lZ Aud. to;' : Co~ssion En~eer · : : : Proposoo. : : Proposed. :Proposed. : 

· : : Feres : : Fo.'"e$ : Fares . · . 
: Prosent . (Amended : ?resent : (0riginaJ. : (Amend.ed : . 

F1ll"OS : Al2l2, l : A:2E.l Item : F&...-es : Alm~l : : 

Opera. ting Revenue: 
Passenger $501,ll5 C575~08S $554,540 $595,920 ~624,555 
Specio.l Bus 3,000 3,000 10,635 10,635 10,365 
Advertising 6,500 6,500 7,405 7,405 7,405 
Token Adjustcent 2,500 2,500 250 
O~ler Opera~g Revenue _00 (12 122 122 122 

Total Oper~ting Revenues 0510,615 $5$4,588 $575,205 $616,585 C,642,970 
Opernting Expenses: 

Operating and lr.ain tenance 
Expenees $469,897 $478,097 $4.:38,995 ~7,085 W5~$55 

Depreciation 47,'n8 47,'n8 47,303 47,8tJ3 47,803 
Oper~t1ne Taxos acd Lice:sos 37,7;0 39,056 45,120 46,0;0 46,705 
~ia.ge Increase (2) 20,860 20,860 20,860 
P.L. & P.D. Inc"Jrc.nce (3) 5,500 5,500 5,500 
RC'Vision of Frcnchise T3X-

stockton * *6,505 *6,985 -'11'7,315 
TotoJ. Opero;t.i:l.g Expe:lSes ~555,J..25 0564,931 0551,713 C550,3J3 $'49,4OS 

Other Income (1) 200 200 -
Other E:penses (4) 1,996 1,996 
Not Before Incotle Taxes «(;:.6 1606) 17,86l 23,432 66,272 93,562 
Income Toxes 4,lO; 6,l65 26,335 46,690 
Not Af'ter I:c.co~c T:lXes (£t6z006) 13,756 17,267 39,917 46,872 

Rate Base 322,015 322,015 307,585 307,585 307,585 
Rate o~ Return 4 .. Z7% 5.61% 12.98% 15.2.4$ 
Opere. ting Ra. tic : 

Bo:ore Income Tnxcs (5) 109.12% 96.95% 95.9% e9.25% 85.45% 
Mter Incolll() T:oc:es (5) 97 .. 65% 97.00f, 93.53% 92.71% 
(1) T:-eo:tcd by co:npany auditor as "o ... ..her incomen and by Cor:I:nission OllgilWe:::­

as "opor~t~ revenue .. " 
(2) Comp3.tly a.udi tor included "'age incrc.::.scc ir. e..~o ~cco'Unts o!rected.. 
(3) Engineer t s figu::-es cover an incre:l.se in cost of public liabilit".r and property 

damage Wurance.. Tbe tludi tor entered the increo.sed cost in the insurance 
IlCCO'Ullt. 

(4) Covers 0. supp1ement:lry eluIrge for public liability o::ld property d..o.m.c.ge 
ins~cc. The o.udi tor rode the o.djustme:::.t in the insurance o.ccount. 

(5) O:perc:ting :-c.tios o.s sub:li tted by the c.uC:i tor ha.ve been reeolC'lJlo.ted for 
comp~o.tive ~urpcseo 'by including nother incO!:le" in reven",~s O!ld. nother 
ch1,Xlnses ll in ope rOoting c':penses. 

oK' Engineer1 ::: f'ig\l:'es ~e erocli ts bo.sed on reduction by City ot stockton or 
its fi':::nchise tax trw two percent of gross revenue ea.rned \Ii thin the 

__ ~ t:r to one-b.c.l£ of one percent t:lcreo!'. 
( ) - Indic::tes 1.0::::. 
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The Co~~ission engineer also introd~ced alternate fare 

proposals together with estimates of the revenues and operatL~g 

expenses thereunder for the 12 months ending August 31, 1952. The 

operating results under these fare bases are summarized in Table 3. 

Table 3 

Estimated Operating Results Under Alternate Fares 

Revenues 

Operating Expenses 

Net Before Income Taxes 

Income Taxes 

Net After Income Taxes 

Rate Base 

Rate of Return 

Operating Ratio: 

Before Income Taxes 

After Income Taxes 

Fares 10 Cents 
Cash with Tokens 

.2 for 22 Cents 

$ 593,195 

221224$ 

$ 41,947 

14:410 

$ 27,537 

$ :307,585 

8.95% 

93.91% 
95.$6% 

Fares 10 Cents 
Cash with Tokens 
2 for 40 Cents 

$ 590,260 

521: 222 
$ 3S,927 

12:222 

$ 26,002 

~ 307,585 

$.45% 

94.39% 

96.10% 

The superintendent of tr~~sportation of applicant'S 

management company testified relative to schedules and service 

matters. .. 
The city attorney of the Ci~y of Stocl-.:ton pa..-ticipated 

in cxaminatio:l of the wi tn,csses and other~'isc assisted in the 

development of the record. He questioned the propriety of the 

estimates of the a~ticipated traffic volume, various expense items 

and the rate base submitted by ap?lic~tTs a~ditor. 
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In determining applicant's revenue needs, the Commission 

must rely primarily upon the estimates of the operating results 

offered by the company auditor a~d by the Co~ission engineer as 

s~~arized in Table 2. The revenue estimates reflect a substantial 

difference. Tce total operating expenses do not differ materially 

but the methods used in calculating a n~ber of expense items must 

be reviewed in the light of exceptions taken thereto. 

Virtually all of the difference in the estimates of 

passenger revenue is attributable to divergent views of the witnesses 

relative to the number of passengers to be carried in the test year 

under the cash ~~d token bases of fares. The com~any auditor 

calculated that these passengers would amount to 5,590,680. The 

Commission engineer used ~~ estimate of 6)~00,000 passengers. The 

auditor's figure was developed from the average number of passengers 

handled on weekdays, Saturdays, Su.~days and holidays in the first 

six months of 1951, with the projected ~~ual amount being reduced 

by 10 percent, or 621,206 passengers. According to the auditor, the 

10 percent adjustment was a judgment figure to allow for the future 

downward trend in riding and for the pe~ane~t loss of traffic 

anticipated as a result of the 51-day interruption of service that 

occurred in July ,and Auguzt, 1951, when negotiation of the wage 

increase heroinabove referred to was i~ progress. The engineer's 

estimate was 'based upon consideration and a~alysis of traffiC 

trends since 1947, with particular weight being given to the 12-month 

period ended June 30, 1951. His estimate for the ~~ture reflected 

a downw~rd trend of 141,758 passengers below ~he level for the 

~foresaid l2-month period. The engineer said th~t it was 

difficult to predict the further amount of traffiC that would 
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be lost as a result of the L~terruption'of servicc ~d he made no 

allo .. :ance therefor in his e~timatc. Ee concedcd, however, that a 

loss of traffic could be expected. Cou.~sel for applicant argued 

th~t the methodz used oy the engineer were theoretical end produced 

an ~~realistic traffic level. On the other hand, the city attorney 

for the City of Stockton contended that applicantts esti~tes of 

the drop in trnrfic 1'!ere excessive .. 

Determination of the traffic volume for the test year 

rests primarily upon judgment involving a forecast of the future 

based on past experience coupled ~dth appr~isal of indications for 

the future. It appears that the ~themAtico.l ~ethod used by the 

~uditor tends to eX<.l.ggerate the amo~~t of traffic decline. In 

~riv1nG at his estimatcd drop of 10 percent, he took into 

consideration the tact that the total traffic for the first 

six months of the ye~r 1951 amounted to 6.14 percent less than 

that for the corres~ondins period of 1950. However, the cash 

and token passengers, accounting for about 92.0 pcrcent of the 

traffic, shc~o~ ~ ~ctu~l d~c~ c~ only ~ .. b~ ~c~co~t. U~on con-
s1(l.oro.t1on or tho t"IO os't1m£l.tos as well a.s other ev1dence 

ot' rocord, it i:; concludod that tho ongineor r s .foroea.,st o.f tho. 

passenger ,,"olume for the 12 months ending ,·lith August, 19,2, as 

modified to reflect the further decline expected to result from the 

int~rruption ot' service, is re~son~blo ~d ~~ll be usod for the 

purposes of the revenue e~ti~tcs herein. The comp~ ~ud1tor 

in dealing ~dth the further decline considered that the tr~fic 

loss ,.,.,.ould o.pproxi~to four percent. ThiS 1:; the only ost!mnte 

of record rel~ting to the probable effect of the interruption 

·01' service. It ~ppe~rs to be re~son~blc ~d ~dll be ~dopted. 
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The esti~tes of revenue from special bus se~ice 

~lso differ. The comp~~y ~udi~orTs ostiructe ~ounted to C3,OOO 

o..."l.d th~t of the eneincer to ~:;lO,365'. The l~tterrs estinnte includes 

the revenues from ~peci~l service provided for employees of ~ 

construction concern five d~ys per week for a period of four 

months c~rly in 1951. This movement ·~s sho~m by cpplic~t to be 

unuzu~l ~d nonrecurring. An appropriate modific~tion of the 

enGineerrs revenue esti~tcs ~"l.d ~ related ~djustment of the 

operating expenses will bc !nO.cc. ..' 

In regard to the estimotes of the total operating 

expenses, the cnlcul<ltions of th,e witnesses :-eflect a relc.tively 

small difference. The chief v~ri~tions ~re in expense items 

coverins lM.no.gcmcnt, public lic.."bil1 ty ~"l.d property d~ge 

insur~nce ~nd the recent ~mge <ldjust~ent. The cuditor figured 

the mcnazcment e~ensc on D. pcrce~tage of the gross revenue 

in aecord~cc with the bo.sis of payment for such sorvices rendered 

by ~n o.ffilio.tcd company. He fi~~ed this eA~ensc ~s ~25',530 

uncer present fo.res end ~29,230 under proposed fares. The city 

~ttorney of the City of Stockton pointed out th~t c~lcul~t1on of 

these charges on ~ percent~ge b~:is w~s rejectod by the Commission 

in tho l~st procec~ing involving ~pplic~t's f~res (Decision 

No~ 45344 of Febru~ry 6, 1951, in Applic~tion No. 30577). App11c~t 

did not undert~ke to adv~nce re~sons ,~hy the percentage ~s1s 

should now ~o ~dopted. The engineer ~llowed C20,145 u.~dcr either 

the present or proposed f~cs. His est~te ~s based on ~ 

study of such serviees involvir~ c simil~r ~~d ~filioted bus 

line and will be used for the purposes of thj.s ,roceed1ng. 
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Public li~bility ~~d propc~ty damage insurar~e is obt~ined 

by applicant from ~ affiliated comp~ny. Premiums are paid on the 

b~~is of a r~te per 0100 of gross revenue but provision is made for 

retroactive adjustment in accord~cc with the actual experience. On 

this baSiS, the auditor estimated the cost ns $30,667 under present 

fares ~~d $35,167 under proposed fares. The engineer used a figure 

of ~30 ,000 under oi ther fc.re b:l:;;is. Bis est1l:utte ",t\S bilsed upon the 

net average co:;;t for the past several yeo.rs. In view of the pro- )~ 

v1~1on for retroactive ~djustment, the premium ~s~ alone does not6R~ -. 
provide ~ realistic b~sis for detcrmir~ns the actunl insur~ce cost. 

The engineer's esti~te will be a.dopted. 

Another difference is in the csti~tes of the ~~uill ~ount 

involved in the recent , ... o.ge incrcc.se, supra. The auditor's estimate 

was ~2"OOO; that of the enzineer ~20,860. The auditorts figure 

w~s developed on the bnsis of the number of straight and overtime 

hours a.ctually worlced by the e!Jployces involved for the p~st 

12 mont~s ended June 30, 1951. No adjustment ~s madc in the 

nuditor's ri~ures givinz effect to the mcterinl reduetion 1n tr~ffic 

volume usod in his esti~tod oper~ting results. The cngineerts 

c~leul~tions, on the other nn..."'1d, Here b~sc:d upon the eh:mged 

operD.tine conditions forecast for the test yeer. His estinmtc ,.;i11 

be D.doptcd. 

Thc e~leulotions of the rate b~se romoin to be discussed. 

The only import~t difference is 012,$00, which D.pplic~~t describos 

n.s the lluse vnlue" of five fully dcprecicted busso~; nnd ~~2 ,100, 

which is required to be deposited ~dth the insurnnce comp~y in 

connection ,nth linb:lity insurnnce. These ~ounts were not ~llowcd 

in the COmmiSsion ensineer's esti~tcs. The inclusion of ~ like 
IJII-~ lJ/ amount ns "usc v::1.1ue" of the five bt;{~s ,~s not nllowed i..~ the 1nst 

proceeding involving ~pp1ico.ntts fnrcs, suprD.. No substnntinl 

reo.:::on hns be~n m.:!ode to nppenr for m~king tho :: .. llo~'nnco now. Tho 

deposit ronde with the insUl'oncc comp~y \om.s required bocnuse of 
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recent unf'o.vor:lole :lccic.ent cxperie:lce. The record 51101'1$ th.:l.t the 

comp~y hns undert~kon ~ proer~ designed to improvc the accident 

showing. Under the circUtlst:mces, the :'.mou..."'J.t in question will not 

be C'.llo,.,ed in the r::\te bC'.se. For the purposes of this proceeding, 

0. ro.te b:lse of 3307,5'85' 't'l111 'be used .. 

~'lith the :!djusttlents hereino.bove discussed, the results 

of opcr~tion for the test ye~r ~der the present fares, proposed 

fO-res n.."'ld cert::.in other i'o.l'es "Tould be o.s follows: 

T",b19 NQ. 4 

Adjusted Rosults of Opor~tion Undcr Va.r1ous &.ses As Sho't-1l'l 

Present Pro,osed Fo.l"cS under 
Fo.res FC'.res Origino'l 

(Amended Application 
Applic::.tiQn) 

Revenues $549,990 $615,145 ~~5'89,880 
Operating Expenses ~)~~ ~3)-6~ '5ll-4,) ~a3 
Net Before Income T~es $ 3,9 2 ~ 71,52 $l+5,297 

Income Tn.xes 
Net After Inco~e T~es $ 

7~3 3,2 ... 9 
~2)519 e2,OO5 '" ~) 

16,O~ 
29,23 

Ro.te Basc ~307 ,585' $307,5'8, C307,5'85' 
Eo.te of Return 1.06% 13.7% 9.5% 
Opcro.'Cing Ro.tio: 

99.~ 88~4% 92.3% Before Income Tnxes 
After Income TDJCes 99. % 93 .. 2% 95 .. 0% 

The f::\res under the or1gino.l o.pplic:ltion referred to in 

the t~ble o.re those proposed by o.pplie~"'J.t in its o.pplic~tion filed 

in this proceeding ~r1or to o.mend:ent. Under this f~rc structure, 

the compony i·~ould rctc.in its b.:-.sic 10-cent fere, with 0. 5-cent 

increment for j.ntcrzone movements, o.nd would offer tokens ~t the 

r~te of four for 35 cents in lieu of the present b~sis of four for 

30 cent~. The 3chool cOI:I::Ut:J.t1on fo.rc ,.;ould be incrc~sed to tho 

s~me extent C'.s proposed in the ~ended ~pp1icC'.tion, i .. e-, fro~ 

$1.00 for 20 rides to ~1.20 for 20 rides. 
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The o~ercting results set forth L~ T~ble 4 show th~t the 

p=esent fares ~re in~de~u~to under the imp~ct of 1ncre~ses 1n.w~ges 

~d other costs of o,er~tion experienced by ~pp11c~~t. It is clecr, 

however, th~t the feres ~s sou~ht by the coop~y in it~ ~ended 

applic~tion would return rcvcn~es t~t nre not justified on this 

record. The nlte~~te f~~cs would provide ~ esti~ted ~~39,890 in 

~ddition~l revenues. As shown in T~ble 4, tee resulting net 

oper~ting ~co~e, ~ftcr p~yment of income t~cs, woule provide ~ 

estimntcd r~tc of return of 9.5 percent ~d ~ corresponding 

oper~ting r~tio of 95.0 percent. L~crc~scd f~rcs on this b~sis 

will be nuthorized. 

Applic~t re~uestcd th~t it be gr~ted ~ interim f~re 

incre~se pendL~g finnl disposition of its proposnls. However, the 

entire cpplicntion, ~s ~ondod, is being disposed of by this 

deciSion. 

Upon consider~t1on of nll of the evidonce of record, the 

Commission is of the opinion ~nd hereby finds th~t the estcblishmcnt 

of inero~sed fares by ~pplie~t in nccord~ce with tho nltcrnnto 

b~sis referred to in T~blc 4 is justified ~d th~t in ~ll other 

resp~cts ~~plienntfs proposnls h~ve not been justifiod. Bec~uso 

of the evident necd for ~dditioncl revenue, ~p,lic~nt will be 

~uthorized to est~b1ish the L~cre~sed fnres on less th~~ st~tutory 

notice. 

B~sed upon the evidence of record ~d upon the conclusions 

~~d findings set forth in the preceding opinion, 

r.r IS ~~y ORDERED t~t Stockton City Lines, Inc., be . . 
~d it is hereby ~uthorized to ost~blish, ~dthin siA~y (60) d~ys 

~fter the effective e~te or this order ~~d on not loss t~ fivo (5) 

eayst notice to the Commission ~d to the public, inere~sed f~res ~s 
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follows: (1) incre~se the token r~tc of r~e to four tokens for 

3, cents in lieu of the present b~sis of four tokens for 30 cents, 

(2) incre~se the Zone 2 L~tr~zone c~sh f~re ~d the interzone c~sh 

f~.rc bct't~ccn Zones 1 ~d 2 to 15' cents, end (3) incre~sc the !school 

fcrc to ~1.20 for 20 rides~ 

IT IS HEREBY ~UER ORDERED th~t in ell other respects 

App1ic~tion No. 32291, ~s ~ended, bo ~d it is horeby denied. 

r.r IS HEREBY.FURlEZR Or~ERED th~t ~pplic~t be ~d it is 

hereby directed to post ~d ~~intnin in its vehicles ~ notice of 

the r~res herein authorized. Such notice sh~ll be m~dc not less 

th~n five (,) d~ys prior to the effective dcte of such r~ros ~d 

~ha11 be maint~ined for ~ period of not less t~ thirty (30) d~ys. 

This order s~~ll oecome effective twenty (20) ~~ys ~fter 

the d~tc horeof. 

D~tcd ~t S~ Fr~cisco, Cnlifornic, this 

of Scptcobor, 1951. 

CoI:l'!tissioncrs 


