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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the amended
spplication of ASBURY RAPID

TRANSIT SYSTEM requesting foplication No. 32284
authority to increase certain
of its rates of fare.

DHpoarances

Don I». Campbell, Sart F. Wade, and Rodney F. williams,
for applicant.

Roger Arnebergh, T. M. Chudbb, eand T. V. Tarbet, Lor
City of Los Mngeles, interested party.

Archie L. Walters and Harman R. Bennett for Clty of
Burbank, interested party.

John H. Lauten for City of Glendale, Iinterested party.

Stuart W. Hobinson, for Sunland-Tujunga Chamber of
Commerce, protestant.

Elliott P. Fagerberg for Cltizens Transit Committee
of Metropolitan Los Angeles, interested party.

Thomas A. Hopkins for Transportation Department,
Public Utilities Commission of the State of
California.

OPINION

Asbury Rapid Iransit System operates an urban passenger
bus service within and between the clties of Los Angeles, Pasadena,
Burbank, San Fernando, Culver Clty, and Intermediate snd adjacent
areas. B3y this application, as amended, 1t seeks authority to estab-
1ish increased fares. Applicant alleges that higher fares have been
nmade necessary by substantiai infreases in the costs of operation.

Public hearings were held before Zxaminer Bryant at
Los Angeles on December 12, 1951, and January 3 and L, 1952. The

matter is ready for declislon.
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fpplicant Introduced evidence through its vice president,
through the administrative assistant to the vice president, and
through an employee responsible for research, statistical analyses
and preparation of operating schedules. These witnesses testifled
that the company has been incurring losses for many months, that 1%s
finaneial condition is criticel, that it has had to borrow money to
meet i%ts payroll and other current expenses, and that these conditions
have provailed despite the fact that the management has made all
feasible economles.

According to the tostimony, the current assets of the com~
pany were about one-third of the current 1iabilities at the end of
September, 195l. This condition, 1t was stated, reflected the
oxtreme Jjeopardy of the company's financisl condition. At that
date the company owed more than §73,000 to an affiliated corporation,
all of which had assertedly been borrowed to meet operating expenses.
By the begianing of December the amount owed to the affiliate had
risen to nearly L00,000. The witnesses said that the number of
office employees had been reduced, that the payment of commissions to
ticket agents had been discontinued, that all non-essential main-
tenance of vehicles had been eliminated, that fuel costs had been
lowered through the purchase of vehicles powered by propane, that the
number of schedules had been reduced whorever 1t was possible to do

so without curtalling necessary services, and thaet authority had been

sought and obtained to discantinue service over certain unprofitable

routes.l

1

Abandonments were authorized by Decision No. LELSL of November 20,
1951, in Application No. 32603 (unreported). They affect service
between Sean Fernando on the one hand and U.S. Veteran's Hospital and
O0live View Sanitorium on the cther, between Sunland and North Holly-
wood, and between North Hollywoed and Warner Brothers' Studlo.




Ixcept for the cconomlics expected to regult from the

2
authorized route abandonments, and excent for further fuel economies

anticinated when the fleep of buses can be converted fully froz raso-

line to pronane operatlion, the witnesses declared that they treu of
no addlitional econonies which could e mace vithout Jeopaxdizing or
discontinuigg necessgary public services. Any Turtier reductlion in
maintenance, they sald, would inercace the number of road fallures
and Jeoperdlze safety, and further curtalilment in schedules would be
tantarount, in many cases, to adbandonment of the service.

Annlicant conducts itg operations over approvimately
fiftecn routes. The principal gervices are between dovntown Log
Anreles and San Fernando Valley, between Pasadena and Hollywood, and
between Hollywood and Culver City. The Los Angeles-San Fernando
operations are conducted via a varlety of routes serving Glendale,
Burbanlz, North Hollywood, Sun Valley and Pacoima. Applicant hag
nine fare zonec. The present one-vay 2dult fares range from 10 cents
to 48 cents, depending upon the number of zones traversed. In
general the single-zone fare is 10 cents, with 5 cents added for
each additional zone, Reduced commutation fares are maintained vhere
the oneéway fare Lg 20 cents or nore. The fares for children, and
school fares sold in books of 40 rides, are apvroximately one;half
0f the adult one-vay fares.

Apnlicant heroin proposes to increase 11s single;zon? Tare
from 10 cents to 15 cents, For each ride of Two or more zones, the

nresent fares would dbe increased by 3 cents eacn, except that no
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Effective December 30, 1951.
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change would be made in the 35-cent fareB. Cormutation fares would
be discontinued wherever the one-way fere is 35 cents or less. ‘Some
school fares would be increased. Children's fares would be increased
to maintain the relationship of one-half of the adult one-way fares.

The present ad proposed fares are set forth in more detall in the

footote bglqw.h

The company submitted income statements for past periods

amd estimates of future operating results under present and proposed

A federal transportation tax of 15 percent appllies on all fares
in excess of 35 cents. Thus if the 35-cent fare were increased to
38 cents, the passenger would be required to pay a fare, including
tax, of cents. Appliceant's vice prosident believed that the
{increase from 35 cents to Ll cents would be excessive, and would
cause such loss of patronage that no additional revenue would result
therefrom.

ADULT COMMUTATION SCHQOL FARE
one~way fare 12 ride 70 ride LO ride
Present rroposed rresent rroposed JPresent Proposed rresent Proposed
$ .10 $ 15 E - $ - - P - $ 2.00 $ 3.00
.15 .18 - . .00 .00
.20 .23 ‘- . .Q0 4.50
.25 .28 5.25 5.25
.30 33 . 7.00 7.00
.35 ﬁg . 8.50 8.50
. 39 . . . 9.50 9.50
. Lb . . 10.00 10.00
4B .51 10.50 10.50

D - To be dlscontinued.
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Income statements for the years 19L9, 1950 and the first nine

months of 1951, as submitted by the spplicant, are set forth below.

TABLE 1

COMP ANY INCOME STATEMENTS

Item

Operating Revenue

Operating Expenses

DMuipment and Maintenance
Transportation

Station

Traffic and Advertising
Insurance and Safety
Administrative and Genersal
Other Expense

Total Operating zZxpenses
Net Operating Income
interest Income

Total Income

Other Deductions
Net Income
Net Credlt to Surplus

(CLOSS))

19L9

1950

9 months
1951

$1,321,652

it
i
67,119
40,200
210,434

%L,231,806

$ 250,918
617,740
36,036
17,696

73,654

31,193
200,880

$ 927,542

% 208,155
¥ 180,380
19,876
e
26,276
155,083

Wy 314,036

$L,228,117
% 3,689
$ 12
$ 3,701
$ 7,165

¥ 978,285
(B 1E)
$ -
$ -
$ L,921

($3,050L)

(¥05, 60L4)

(%2, 40%)

($55,00L)

%  AdJjusted to include retrospective insurance premiums of

wau, 503,

In addition to the incomo statements for past periods, as

shown in the foregoing table, applicant introduced route maps, a

balance sheet as of September 30, 1951, and statements of anticipated

average net investment and estimated operating results for the year

ending with January 31, 1953,

Tho estimates Included detalloed

development ol vehicle mileages, of revenues by c¢lasses of fare, and

of operating expenses by zccount number.




Svidence was introduced also by an assocliate englneer and
& senior engineer of the Commission's transportation staff. The
associate engineer submitted a report covering applicant's operations
and service. A4 principal purpose of this study was to develop mileage
estimates to be used as a factor in the determination of annual
operating costs. This exhibit included an analysis of the vehicle
mileages being opersated on each of spplicant's lines under existing
service schedules, with a corresponding estimate of mileage to be
operated during the rate year. The estimate for the future took into
account all route changes heretofore authorized, and Iincluded some
reductions in schedule which the witness belleved could properly be

made with no material loss in service. The schedule reductions would

result in part from the use of larger buses which were recently

acquired, and in part from anticipated traffic decline under Increased
fares. Tals withess concluded that "the company is well aware of
the need for maintaining an eoffliclent operation, and the record of

the recent past i3 evidence that the poliey of providing s high
standard of service to the greatest number of persons at the lowest

possible rate of fare will be continued.”

The estimated mileages for the rate year ending January 31, 1953
were as follows:

Present service and traffic cceveveeesencaess 2,060,400 miles
Adjusted service, prosens traffiCeccecsscscss 2,645,020 miles
Adjusted service, 5% or 6% traffic decline... 2,633,392 miles
idjusted service, 8% traffie declinC..eeesees 2,621,764 miles




The senior engineer submitted income statements for past

periods as reported by the company, and estimated operating results

for the future.

1950 are set forth below:

Company Income Statements (Unadjusted)

TABLE 3

The income stateaments for the 5 years ended with

Iteon

19L6

19L7 19L8

1949 1950

Operating Revenue

Operating Expenses
Cperation and
Maintenance Expense
Depreciation
Operating Taxes
and Licenses
Operating Rents

Total Qper. Zxp.

Net Cperating Revenue

Other Income®
Income Deductions#

Net Before Income Tax
Income Tax
Net Income

Operating Ratio ¢
(After Income Tax)

$1,108,54L2
$

$ 872,15
12,16

73,869
31,L00

$1,237,321 81,355,125 $§1,321,652

%1,060,083 $,1L6,351 $1,10L,201

63,251

99,359
31,160

73,500

109,787
3k,L85

$1,231,806

$1,027,237
79,528

108,292
13,060

72,598

106,276
31,560

$1,019,860
$ 88,682

18,993
69,689
26,182
13,207

b.Lg

Approximate Rate Basew § 332,390

Approximate Rate of Returmé 13,0%

{ ) - Loss

# Nonoperating

»* Caleculated by Commilssion staff:
Operating Ratio represents Operating Revenue divided by Total Operating Expenses,
including Income Tax.

Rate of Return represents "Net Incame" divided by "Approximate Rate Base".

$1,253,853 81,36L,12L $1,31L,635
(E35%) ¢

$ 52,791 ¢
9,96L $

33,828 &

3

(18,532) &

5,970 &
(22.502) 8
- %
(T 8

5,491

101.3% 101.1%

28,337 $

81,228,117
7,017 § 3,689

238 § 12
8,193 $ 7,164

(33 8 (318

(3338) ¢ (3,483)

99.5% 99.7%

Lli9,290 § 555,959 $ S28,52L $ 522,818

- 5-]\%




A. 3228L - HM

Jstimated operating results for the rate year ending with
January, 1953, as sutmitted by applicant and by the Commission's staff,
are sumnarized comparatively in (able L. Corrections and modifica-
tions which were made orally by the witnesses during the course of the

hoarings have been incorporated into the table so far as possible.

TABLE L

ESTIMATED OPERATING RESULTS
For the vear ending Jamary 31, 1953

APPLICANT COMMISSION ENGINEER
fresent Proposed Present Proposed Alternate Alternate
Iten Fares Fares Fares Fares 1or2 3
(See explanation welow)

Total Operating .
Reverme 81,164,160 $1,322,2L45 $1,198,687 $1,381,233 $1,334,081 %1,291,000

Total Operating
Expenses 1,297,207 $1,291,878 $1,206,877 $1,200,976 $1,207,039 $1,206,38L

Net Cperating
Revere (Before

Incomo Tax) $ (I33.00708 30,367 8§ (5, 100)8 180,257 & 127,0k2 &  &L,616

Ircome Tax -~ & 6,624 - § 104,881 8% 68,8318 L0,090
Net Operating

Revenue (After

Income Tax) $ (DL.0L)$  23,7u3 §& (B I90)¢ 75,376 § 56,211 §  Lk,S26
Rate Base 8 613,988 § 613,988 & 639,290 § 639,290 § 639,290 § 639,290

Rate of Return ‘
(After Income Tax) 3.9% 11.8% 9.1% 7.0%

Operating Ratio
(After Income Tax) 111.L% 98.2% 100.7% 9L.5% 95.6% 96.6%

( ) - Loss
Explanation of Alternate Fare Bases

Alternate 1 - Inerease each adult one-way fare by 3 cents. *

Alternate 2 - Increase by 5 cents each adult one-way fare of 25 cents or less,
and provide a 12%-cent token (2 for 25 cents). The token would
be equivalent to 15 cents for fare purposes, dbut would not be
usable when the present fare exceeds 25 cents. Adult one-way
fares in oeoss of 25 cents would be increased by 3 cents each. *

Alternate 3 = Increase anel adult one-way faro by 2 cents. s
# No increase would be mede in commutation, school, or children's fares, nor in

tho 35-cent adult cnc~uay fare.
-8-




Inoro &re aumerous roasoas for the suvbstantial differences
in the estimates. 3since the sstimates'deal with conditions in the
future, they are nocessarily the product of Judgment. Also, the
- withesses uaed mathods which were somowhat dissimilar. Mpplicant's
revenue forecast was based upon modifications and adjustment of the
actual experlence figures for the first ten months of 1951. The
engineer determined a long-term weighted trend for the period from
January, 1949, to September, 19S5l. = Applicant's expense estimates
were developed in large part from the expenses actually Incurred in
the first six months of 1951, while the engineor took as his base the
book record for the first nine months of the year. Applicant made
ad justments for nonrecurring items, and both withesses made numerous
modifications in the sxperience figures for the purpose of developing
projoected expenses for the future rate year.

So far as operating revenues are.concerned, the dlifferences
stem wholly from differences in judgment concerning -the number of

passengers %o be carried during the year. 3Both withesses took into

consideration past.cxperience and apparent trends, but the staff '

enginecr used the longer period. As indicated in Table L, he fore-
cast the groeater number of riders and consequently the greater revenues
It was his testimony, nevertheless, that his passengoer estimate was:
conservative. He indlicated that, desplite an apparent\upward trend in
patronage during the first nine months of 1951 compared with the
corresponding pericd in 1950, he had purposely forecast a slightly
downward trend In order to aveld possible overstatement of revenues.
Considering ail of the circumstances, it i{s concluded that the staff
rovenue forecast is not unreasonably optimistic, and that it is the

mos3t reasonable eatimate -of record.




With reference to the operating expenses, the differences
In a number of items are attributable in large part to variances in
the estimated mileages. Increases or decrsases in c&ach.m:les will
result In Increases or decreases in sueh oxpense ltems as repalrs,
servicing, tires, tubes, drivers' wages, fuel and lubricants. The
estimated mileages used in the staff exhibits were those developed
by the associate engineer as hereinbefore explained. The mileages
used by applicant were developed by checking the weekly mileage
flgures for the first part of December and expanding them for tho
rate year according to tho number of school days, other week days,
Saturdays, Sundays and holidays. However, the company witnesses
niscaleulatod the number of school days and Saturdays during the
selected rate year, which resulted in some undetermined overstatement
of the resulting mileages.

Thero are substantial difrerences‘also in the expense
estimates for public liability and pProperty damage insurance and
for depreciation, as follows:

Applicant's Englneer!s
sstimate £stimate
Public Lisbility and Property  u 76,96l $ 56,560
Danage Insurance .
$ 97,427 $ 82,732

Depreciation

Applicant's insurance estimate was based upon premium

payments (basic and retrospective) anticipated during the coming
year. The engineer's estimate was based upon analysis of applicant's
average annual net cost of Insurance over a period of more than six
years, giving consideration to all premium adjustments send all
ameunts returmable by the insurance carrier. The engineer stated

that the premiums, considered alono, are not a roliable indication

=10=




of the actual net cost of applicant's insurance. He pointed out
that his own estimate allows a net annual insurance costlgreater
than Asoury aas iacurred in any repressntative period of the past
six years. The difference in the depreciation estimates was due
in part to the fact that spplicant depreciated cortain of its
equipment on an elight-year basis, whereas the englneer adjusted
the depreciation to a ten~year basis, and in pert to the fact that
gplicant, in doubling a six-months figure to get the anual charge,
overlooked the fact that some of the older vghicles would be fully
depreciated before the end of the rate year.o

The dlfference In the rate base estimates, as may be
noted from Table L, is 25,302, or less than four percent. The

engineoxr's figures is tae higher of the two. 'he company witnesses

believed their figure to be too low, but did not indicate by what

amount.

No other witnesses testified. The record showé that
notices of nearing wero duly posted in all of gpplicant's buses and
terminals, snd were published in newspapers of genersl circulation
in the areas served. In addltlon, the uommissién's secretary sent
the customary notices to persons and orgenizations believed to be
interestod. Representatives of the citles of Los Angoles, Burbank
and Glendale, of the Sunland-lujunga Caamber of Commerce, and of
the Cltlizens Iransit Committee of Metropolitsan Los Angoles, partici-
pated in the develeopment of the record through cross-examination

of the witnesses.

=

There were various other differencos in the exponse estimates,
variously explained, and generally in undetermined amounts. For
example, applicmt's witnesses inadverteatly overstated payroll _
taxes for the future rate year, and also overlooked certain rebates
or credits which Asbnry vecaivea fram fts tire supplier.




A representative of the Clty of Los'Angeles vointed out
that recent route changes snd abandonments in the San Fernando Valley
were expected to result in a material improvement in the earning
position of the company, and he urged that action on the procout
gpplication be withheld until these results can be evaluate&. The
City's poslition has been duly considered. The record is clear that
the savings which will result from the recent route changes and
abzndonments will Ye insufficient to warrant my delay in the disposi-
tion of tials proceeding. These service caranges were considercd by
the staffl wlitnesses in estimating spplicant's revenues and expenses
foxr the rate year, and will be reflocted in the Commission's
conclusions herein.

The City of Clendale drew particular attention to the
Commission's admonition in & prior decision, authorizing certain
temporary services and route changes within the City of Burbank.

Tne authority granted in that declsion was sudjeet to the provision
that "any financial losses incurred by reason of oporations (thorein)
authorlized shall not be used as an argument by applicant before this
Commission for Increases in fares on the more productive lines of its
system." In order to determine the extent %o which the Burbank
operations In qQuestion might be nonproductive, the Commission

engineer submitted a study of the revenues end expenses devoloped on
this line during the month of October, 1951. According to this exhibit

the local Burbank lines incurred an out-of-pocket loss for the month

9
of about wl,260. It is clear, under Decision No. L3372, supra,

1
The changes In Question are those referred to In Footnotes 1 and 2
herein, asuthorized by Decision No. 46LS1, swpra.

© Deecision io. %3372, or Octoder %, 1%%9, in Application Ho. 30638
(%9 Cal. P.U.C. 13%).

9 Applicant's witnesses suggested that any losses from the local
Surbanlk opcration might be to some extent offset through patronage
developed for other routes. However, neither applicant nor the staff
undertook to establish any such offsct.

wll-




that the Burbank losses must be borne by applicant and not by patrons
of 1tz other services. The existence of or extent of these 1os5ses
for the future year will be dependent in part, of course, upon the
level of fares ectablishoed. The estimated out-of-pocket losses from
the burbank lines, under rates to be authorized, will be digsallowed
as an expense factor in detebmining gpplicant's revenue needs herein.

Upon consideration of all the facts and circumstances, it is
cencluded that the estimated operating results su?mitted by the staflf
engineex»s, as modified at the hearings, are the most reasonadble fore-
casts of record. The star'f estimates, with adjustment for the
Burbank operating losses, will be taken as the basis for the conclu=-
slons which follow.

Aslde from thelr revenue producing aspects thore are other
matters % be considered in connection with the several fare plans of
record. Under applicant's proposal the single-zone riders would be
faced with a 50 porcent fare increase, and would be calloed uwpon to
contribute more than &0 percent of the increased revenues. The result-
ing aingle-zone fare would be higher than that maintained by sny other
major treansit system in the area. The sought increases in commutation
farcs and school fares would vear no gpparent relationchip to the
proposed Iincereases In one-way fares; and some of the school fares
would be advanced as much as 50 percent. Regardless of the company's
rovenve needs, cpplicent dld not ostablish the reasonableness of its
sroposed fares.

The alternative fares suggested by the Commission engineer
likowlse Include some appearent maladjustments. In particular they
contemplate no change In any ol tho coummutation fares or children's
nalf fares. Theose fares are relatively unimportent to spplicsont from

o revenue=-produclng standpolnt, but no reason pears why the

-13-




commutation riders should not assume some share of the increased
cost burden, nor why the fares for children should not be lncreased
in accordance with the existing half-fare rule.

Th. engineer's Alternate 2, adjusted as to the commutation
end childrent's fares would constitute a more reasonable fare plan.

This basis would provide a single-zone cash fare of 15 cents or a

token fare of 124 cents (2 for 25 cents). The fares in substance

would be the same as those recently authorized for and established by
~08 Mgoles Transit Lines and Paclific Electric Railway Company, both
of which serve the metropolitan Los Angeles area. dpplicant objected
to token fares, asserting that at least a number of months would be
required for the company to acquire tokens and the necessary fare-box
eQuipment.

The possible difficulty of acquiring tokens and eQuipment
is not a valld reason at thls time for withholding fares which are
reasonable and necessary. The difficulty, it is believed, may be
less serious than feared by applicant. Nevertheless, the possibility
of delay must be considered, and some provision should be made for
collecting higher fares pending acquisition and installation of token
eqQuipment. In the circumstances the token-fare basls will be approved,
and applicant wi'.. <2 authorized to establish temporarily, pending
the acquisition of tokens and equipment, an interim colin fare basis

which will produce approximately identical revenues. The interim

basis is the staff engincer's alternate 1, modified as to commutation

and c¢hildrents fares.




It is estimated that the operating results for tae rate

yeer, under eitner of thed¢ [ars 0ages, Will be as Indleated in the

following Table 5:
TABLE S

ESTINATED OPIRATING RESULTS
For the Year ending Januany 3k, 1953

Under
Auvthorized

Itam Fares
Operating revenues &1, 363,01,
Cperating. Ixpenses \ %L,207,039
Less Burbank Losses 3,762
AdJusted Operating =xpenses ‘ 1,203,277

Not Oporating Revenue (Before ‘
Income Tfax) $ 159,737

Provision for income taxes » 90,982
Net Operating Revenue™ $ 68,755
Rate Base p 039,290
Rate of Return®™ 10.8%
Operating Ratio™ 95.0%

3

After provision for income taxes

for the purpose of this decision we hereby adopt the operating

results and rate base as set forth in Table S, and hereby find a
rate of return of 10.8% on a rate base of 039,290, when considered
in relation to & operating ratlio of 95 percent, after income taxes,
to be fair and reasonable for Asbury Xapild iransit System. The fares
hereinalter suthorized have been justified on this record.

Counsel for applicant requested orally, at the close of the
hearing, that the company be suthorized to depart from rules of tariff
construction which require that Iinereased fares be designated by

symbol. He asserted that compliance with the rule would necessitate

-15-




that practically every fare be flagged, would involve some additional
work for applicant, and would serve no particularly useful purpose.
The order waich follows does not authorize increases in all of
applicant's fares. fMpplicant's present tariff contalns several
hundred separate fare f{igures. Compliance with the rule in question
provides the only means by which the Commission's staff or the public
may readlly determine which fares applicant has increased. The
reasons advanced by applicant's counsel do not constitute good or
sulflcient reason for authorizing the proposod departure from the

taplfl filing fules. The reguest will be denied.

Public nearing having been held in the above-entitled

proceeding, the evidence having been fully considered, and good cause

appearing,

IT IS HERZBY ORDEZRZED that Asbury Rapid Transit System be and
it is hereby asuthorized to establish, on not less than ten (L0) days!
notice to the Commission and to the public, the following changes in
Lfares:

1. Incrcase adult one-~way fares as follows:

Present Authorlzed
cents 15 conts or token

15 conts 20 cents or tokon plus 5 cents
cents 25 cents or token plus 10 cents
cents 30 cents or token plus 15 cents

cents 33 cents (no token)

cents ﬁ? cents (no token)

cents 2 cents (no token)

cents L6 cents (no token)

cents 51 cents (no token)

Tokens are to be s0ld at the rate of two tokens for
25 cents.
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2. Increase certain commutation fares as follows:
Present Authorized
30 rides for ¥5.40 30 rides for %5.20
30 rides for $.75 30 rides for $7.55
12 rides for $3.25 12 rides for $3.60

3. Increase the fares for children to the extent resulting
from application of Item No. LO of Asbury Rspid Transit
System Local and Interdivision Passenger Tariff No. l-A,
¢al. P.U.C. No. 106,

IT IS EZREBY FURTHZR ORDZRED that, pending the acguisistion
of tokens and necessary fare~box equipmeut, Asbury Rapid "..enslt Jutem be
and it is hoereby authorized to establish, in lieu of the first four
fares authorized in sub-paragraph 1 above, certain increased sdult
one-way fares as stated below. The following fares, if they are
established,. shall be publishod for an interim period only, and shall
be flagged to expire one hundred and eighty (180) days after their
effective date unless sooner conceled.

Present Authorized
10 conts lg cents
15 cents 18 cents
20 cents 23 cents
25 cents 28 cents

IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDZRED that in all other resgpects
Application No. 3228L, as amended, be and it is hereby deaied.

IT IS E=ZRzZBY FURTHZR ORDZIKED that in addition to the
reqQuired filing and posting of tariffs, epplicant shall give notice
to the public by posting In its buses and terminals a printed
explanation of its fares. Such notices shall be posted not less

than ten (10) days before the effective date of the fare changes,

and shall remain posted until not less than twenty (20) days after

sald eoffective date.




IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDZIRED that, except as provided in
the second ordering paragraph herein, the authority herein granted
shall expire unless exerclised within sixty (6OI) days after the
effoective date of this order.

This order shall become effective twenty (20) days after
the date hereof. _

Dated at San Francisco, California, this _,:i{ﬁ day of
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