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Decision N.;;. _474~ 2 . 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTli..ITIES C01J,USSION OF THE STATE OF CALlFO~IA 

In the Mattor of the ~plica.tion) 
of BAKERSFIELD TRANSIT CO. ) 
re~uesting author~ty to increaso) 
certain or its rates of faro. ) 

Application No. 33120 

Api? earan.ces 

Curtis Darline; and ~~. M. M1ckelberry I for applicant. 

C. L. G~, City Attorney, Charles Car1stroem, City 
Mana.ger, and Frank Sullivan, Mayor, for the 
City ot Bakersfield, . interested party. 

Pauline n1. Col ah.m, in prop 1 a p or son a, in tare s ted 
party. 

Glenn .::;. Newton, ~iil11am. .rt. Peters, and Hal F. Wiggins, 
for the Commission's staff. 

Bskersfield 'rransi t Comp any is enga.ged in the operation of 

an urban p s,ssenger bus service wi thin the C1 ty of Bal<:ersfield, and 

between Bake:osi'1eld, East Bakersi'ield, Oildale, and adjacent areas. 

By this a.~p11ea.tion, as amended, it seeks a.uthority to es'tablish 

increased fares. 

Public hearing was held before 3xaminer Bryant at Bakers­

field on llia.y 15, con tinu,ing through Ma~," 16, 19 and 20, 1952. Advance 

notices of the hea.ring were posted in applicant's vehicles, published 

in a newsp ap or of general circulation in the area served, and sent by 

the Co~ission's secretary to interested persons and organizations. 

App11can t in trodueed evidGnce through two wi tnesses" Two 

ens1neers of the Commission's transportation. starf offered exhibits 
• 

relating to the comp any's final'lces, operations and services. 



A. 33120 - EM 

Public witnesses testified concerning service matters. Counsel tor 

the Commission's sta.ff and representatives· of the City ot'-Bakersf101d 

participated in the proceeding and assisted in the development of the 

:-ecord. 

Applicant's 'cuses are operated O-ver ten lines or routes 

which ra.diate generally from tho central business district of 

bakersfield. A tare of 10 cents applie s between any two l'o1n ts 0:'). 

e.."ly one line. '.trOl.lstcrs to the other -lines are -issued at a charge of 

5 cen'ts" except that transfers are issueel without charge tor passage 

of s tuden ts to and from school. wi th the excep tion or thea tuden t 

transfer privilege" the faros for adults and children are the same. 

Sy this application .t:lakersrield Transi t Comp any seeks au thori ty to 

increase the basic fare from 10 cents to a rare of 15 cents cash or 

a 12i--cent token. Under applicant's proposal the tokens woulel be 

sold at the rate of e1~~t for ~1.00. There would be-no change in 
1 

tee transfer charges or other provisions. 

Applicant granted lin increase in wages of drivers and 

-mechanics effective February ,3" 1952, snel, is committed to an" aeleli­

tional incr('-~.::;e of five cents an hour effective October 1" 19,52.' It 

alleges that operating costs will exceed revenues if the present tares 

1 
'!ne presen t and proposed fa:res are set forth below: 

Present Proposed 
Single-line" one-wa.y fare: 

Cash lO¢ , 15S¥ 
Token None 12*¢, .u-

In terl1ne ~i'ransfer: 
School Free Free o thor than school S¢ S¢' 

Children under .5 years 
accompanied by guarelian Free Free 

* (8 tor wl.OO) 

-2 ... 
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remain in effect. According 'to the testimony, ~p11cant,has 

effected all possible economies and nothing short of a fare increase 

will relieve its financial distress. 

'rb.e company's annual reports from 1942 to :date were incor­

porated into the record by reference. The income statements tor the 

past five years, as summarized in an exhibit, are shown in the 

following table: 

'l'able 1 

Income Statements 

Item !2kt1 1:2M -
Revenue 
Passenger $4).4,856 ljjI419,226 
Sp e c1 al J:)US 160 
Other 22~ ~ $lIl7,6 ::r ) 
~enses 
'per. " Maintenance i277,95E ~324,195 

Depreciation 24,89 22,621 
klo r t1 Z So ti or, 125 503 
Opere Taxe~ &: -" 

Licen.tes 27l11~ 30z~3~ $330,08 If378,$ 

*Oporat1~g Ratio 79.1% 89 • .3% 

Net Operating Income 'II' 87, .'327 :;p 4.$,397 

Other Income (.t--let) 2,654 671 

Net Before Income Taxes89,981 46,0,68 

In'cotlle 'raxe s .36,335 18,526 
, . 

Net Income 5.3,646 27,542 

(::::) Indicates Red Pigure or Loss 

.. -:. Calculated 

~ 

;:p435,077 
25 

~~162 4Ptir,264 

:iP.345, a.3 3 
30,799 

10 

3~122t 
~ ,87 

93 • .3% 

~ 29,393 

(2,470) 

26,92.3 .. 

7,547 

19,.376 

~ ~ 

~6,618 ,,405,827 
1.35 ' 500 

~ ~~88~ 
!l;> , ~,21 

~3.57 ,4.30 
34,287 

$.34$,489 
.33,585 

10 10 

~~z~06 , 33 ~~lOO~ ... 08 

96.95& 100~"2% , .... 

. 4P 13,816 , ~ ( , 8iB) 

(5,O47) (~l~~!i) 

8,769, (2ESI~) 

2,872 ' .... 

5,897 (~z SI~) 

As rnay be observed. :t'rOtl'1 the table, app11can t reported tor 

tho year 1951 a net loss of ~5,812. For the coming yea:r,;' according 
" .. , " 

to the comp any wi tnesses, the loss would, be abou,t, :W38~,ooO if there 

wore no change in fares. The Cozmnission engineer made a substantially 

-.3-
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dirteren t toreeas t. ,'!he two as t1mates, as suomi tted by the w1 tnesses, 
, . . 

are shown below: 

Table 2 

AT ? RES.J:ll T FARES 
Estimated Results tor Rate Year Ending May 31, 1953 

Item -
Operating Revenues 

?assenger 
Special Bus 
Other 

. l'otal Operating Revenues 

... Operating E~ense 
aiuipmen t 11S1n teno.nce ~ Garage 
'..i:r·ansportat1on 

, Traffic 
Insurance and Sarety 
.~d:nini s tra'c1 ve 
Deprec1 a t10n 
Operating Taxes and ~1censes 

Total Operating Expenses 

Net Betore Income ,Tax 

Income Tax 

Net' Atter Income Tax 

Operat1ng Ra:tio * 
. ita. te .base 

.rta te of He turn * 

Applicant 

$ .391,290 

'4,~g 
$ .396,290 

$ 103,196 
, 194,'798 
'.3,;0$0 

2,5,550 
'.: 38,,600' 

32,26:: 
}6i81!± 

~ ,434,271 

$ (37,981) 
:jj> 2$' 

~:(38,006) 

109.6% 

~ 285,460 

None 

(----) Indicates rled E~gure or ~OS5 ----
ok" Atter pro vi sion to r income tox. 

-4-
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Commission 
.,Engineer 

." o'r • 

i382,080 
-' 5,400 

.~387 480 .. , . ,t . 

~ 88;840 
. 180,140 

, 1,470 
19~710 

"27,'900 
"26)9$0 
3~,490 

lIP 382" 770 

$ 4,710 
••. 4. 

9~.9% 

,:j;i' 260,820 

1.6% 
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Upon the ba.sis of either estimate it is evident that the 

revenues from present fares will not be sufficient to sustain the 

company~ It is unnecessary, therefore" to discuss in detail the 

di1"terences in the toregoing estimates. Attention will be 

directed to the operating results to be anticipated under higher 

tares. Bstimates 01" tuture revenues and expenses under the rares 

pr'oposed by applicsn t were submi tted by comp any wi tnesses and by 

8. transporta:cion engineer 01" :the Commission's s tart. The' engineer, 

in addi tion, otfered estimates based upon various alternate fare 

structures. ~e engineer's figures, moreover, were submitted 

upon tvo baSes. The !'lrst assumes continuance or the present 

rou tes and schedules; the second assumes adop tion of a "possible 
2 

reduced service plan II. I t is only in connec tion with the fares 

proposed by applicant and with cont1nuance 01" the present service 

that the estim.lltes as subm1 tted by the c omp any and by the stat 1" ma.y 

be comp ared. These estimates are summarized in Table .3. 

2 
Service matters w1ll be discussed hereinafter. 

-5-
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Ta.ble .3 

AT PROP 0 SED FARES 
EstimD. ted Results tor Rate Year mding May 31, 1953 

OF 19rating .kevenues 
Passenger 
Special ~us 
Other 

'J,'otal Operating .B.evenues 

Op'erating Expenses 
i,quipment IY~Sln tenance ~ Garage 
'Xr an sp orta t10n 
l'ra1'1'1c 
Insurance and Safety 
Adrui.."'listrative 
Depreciation 
Opera.ting Taxes and Licenses 

Total Operating Expanses 

Net Betore Income 'Xu 

Income ~ax 

N El tAtter Income Tax 

OF'erating Ratio * 
rlate Base 

Rn te of rle tU:'1l .;: • 

• ::/0 After provision for 1ncome ta.x. 

Applicant 

~ 479,142 
400 

4,600 

:;.. 484,142 

w 10,3,196 
194" 798 

3,050 
25,,550 
",38,600 
.32,264 
38,948 

~ 436,406 

• 47,736 . 

~ 26,504-

.94.5%: 

~,' 285·,.460' 

9 .. .3~ 

Commission 
Engineer 

~ 472',726 -5,400 
w 478,126 

~ 88,840 
180,~O' 

11 470 . 
19,7l0 
27,900 
26,9$0 
39,796 

$ 38$,.076 

~ 93.,050) 

~ 56,5.36 

~ 36,5J:4 
92.~' 

~ 260,820 

14.0% 

The estima.tes of operating revenue, it ma.y be observed,. 

differ by only iI;6,016, or slightly more th.an one percent. The company 

figure 1s ba.sed upon a fixed percentage reduct10n in the number of 

riders; the eng1neer's figure 1s based upon wha.t appears to be a more' 

di3ta.iled analysis of the riding trend.. The engineer r s revenue 

-6-
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est:lJnate, tor purposes ot this proceeding, is more tavorable to 
3 

applicant 1 s cause than is the figure submitted by tho company. 

Wi th reference to expen:Hls, the comp any es t1mate exceeds 

t.."at of the Commission's stafr bt some 1.3 percent. r~'he differenco 

is more than ;.$1,000. l'h1s tota.l is comprised ot ltleny items. 

Vehicle main tonance, tor example, 3ccoun ts tor a variance 01' some 

",14,000. It appear~ tha.t the company witness developed. his main­

tenance figure from an estimate of the cost per mile ofmainta1ning 

i( a) gasoline buses, and (b) diesel buses, :tlul tip11ed by the number 

of miles expected to be run by vehicles of each class during the rate 

year. By this method any orror 1n the cost per mile would be 

reflected directly in the result. ~e Commission engineer adhered 

n:.ore closely to the comp any's recorded maintenance exp enses for the . 

pas t year, making adjustD:.en ts for wases to be p aid. during the rate 

year, for miles to be operated by vehicles of each class, and for 
4 

relati ve ages of the vehicles. 

Similarly, the comp any's estimate of transportation 

expenses for tho coming year exceeds the statt figure by more than 

~14,ooo. The principal item. in this account is drivers' wages. 

3 
Applicant determinod that three porcerlt tower passengers were 

C~Lrried in the firs t four mon ths of 19.52 than in the cor:respondin.g 
period in 19S1. Upon this basis it forecast that a.t present tares 
three percen t tewer passengers would be carried in the rate yeBJ:' t..'lo).an 
were carried in the twelve months ending wi th May, 19,52; and 1 t ' 
est1mated that the proposed higher fares would cause a further lO per­
ce.t'l. t de.flec t10n in p a. tronage. The engineer's estima.te was based upon 
a."lalysis of past and present riding, with d.ue cons1deration for the 
~~eVail1ng trend. He applied a slightly lower deflection figure than 
ald the comp any, but develop ed, nevertheless, Q lesser number o£ . 
passengers. 

4 
'the englneor's estimate is about ~2,OOO below th.e maintenance 

eX?ense incurred in the past year; the company estimate exceeds las.t 
year's expenses by more than ~2,OOO. 

-7-
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Sothwitnesses used identical rates of pajr" but by their separate 

~ethods arrived at a substantial difference in the nun~ber of driver­

hours. The company wi:tness developed his estimate from the eXisting 

schedules" wi th ~llowsnce for driving time" relie! time, spli t runs" 

and over-time. The Commission engineer used the company's actual 

~ayroll record.. It is not entirely clear why the two methods should 

produce materially different results" but it seems evident that the 

company witness based his estimate upon a greater number of drivers' 
.$ 

hours than are reflected on tho p ayroll acco~ ts. 

T.here is a difference of same w5,,800 in the estimates for . 
ir .. surance and safety expense. The company witness allowed, in addi­

tion to the current insurl.ll'lce premium rate, an amount for wh1ch. the 

cClmpsny might be liable" under retrospective provisions of tb.e 
, 6 

insurance contract" in the event of an unfavorable experience. 

lne estimates of adm1nistration expense d.iffer by ~lO,,700. 

The greater part of this difference relates to the president's salary 

of :;;6,000 7 which. was included by the comp any w1 tness and exclUded by 

t.."le eng1neer.. The company witness said that the president devotes 

some time to the affairs of applicm'lt" but he had no information as to 

t..'-l.,e am.ount of tilTle or the dutios performed. '!he engineer testified 

t.."'a.t the president'.s salary should be excluded as nonoperative payroll. 

Disreg~ding the president's salary, either esttmate substantially 

5 
'!he Commission engineer's estimate of transportation expense for'" .. 

the rate yea:!' 1s about ~3;SOO less than. the amount incurred by tho 
company in th.epa:3t yfJsr. The company's forecast exceeds its own 
ex;>erience figure by nearly ::?ll"OOO. 

6 
. The engineer's estimate of insurance and safety expense is about 

:j;900 greater than the amount recorded by the company tor the past year. 
'!he company's estima.te exceeds the experience record by about :tP6,700·. 

-8-



corresponds to the present' level of exp anse being incurred by the 

company tor administration. The company estimate, however, provides 

for ~ome incroase in almost every ~dministration account. 

Wi th respect to the foregoing forecasts, it is reasonably 

evident that some of the expense estimates submitted by the company 

wi tness are greater than is necessary or reasonable. Comp arison may be 

made with the recorded expenses for the twelve, months ending with 

I1:arcn 31, 1952. For the futur~ rate yea:!.' there will be definite and 

known increasod costs for wages 'and other items, but contrariwise 

there will be economies resulting from recentlY,reduced route mileages, 

from a reduction in office personnel, and from substitution of d1ese+ 

buses 1.'or some 01.' the aged gasoline buses. 'lbe increases end reduc­

tions would tend to bo largely o'ffsett1ng. Excluding depreci ation 

expense, which w~ll be referred to hereinafter, the total operating 

ex;,enses for the future rate yea:r, as estimated by the ~ommission 

engineer, d11.'fer from t.."lose actually incurred in the past yea:t' by less 

t.."lan ono-half of one percent. Applicant's estimate, on the other hand, 

exceeds the expenses of the pa~t yeSI' by more than 12 percent. The 

conclusion see."Ils inescapable that applicant's witness has overstated 

thel expense forecast. 

The difference in the estimates of depreciation expense, 

although less in amount than some of the others, reqUires particular 

,oxplanation. The comp any uses in its operation 27-passenger gasoline ... 

powered buses and 36-passenger diesel-powered bUses. It hasdepree1ated 

the former on the basis of ~ s1x·ye~r life, and t~e ,latt~r on the basis 

of an oight-year life. TheCornxn1ssion engineer predicated his estimate 

of depreciation expense for the rate year upon vehicle-lives of seven 

years for the gasoline vehicles and 'ten 'years tor the diesel 'veh1cles1 

extending the unciepreciateci balance upon a straight 1ine1 rema1ning-

-9-
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life basis. lhe company objected strongly to the engineer's method 

of basing depreciation expense for the rate year upon changed veh1cle . 
11 ves, comb1ned wi th the remaining-life theory. Appli can t in troduced 

a supplementary exhibit to d~onstrat~ "that the \engine~rt s ,method,J,,: 

results in a lesser dopreciation allowance tor 'the part1cular<ra:te:,iy:ear 
-.;.J ' " I 

in qUestion than would have followed trom consistent'recogt;).ition"ot,'", 
, , 

ei ther the six-and-eight-year lives .. or the seven':and:';'ten:':'year lives. 

Depreciation charges necessarily must be re-examined from '", , 

time to ,time. lhe estimation of rema1n1n~ life of'vehicles' involves 

judgnen t as to the future etfec t ot wear and tear .. obsoles.cence .. ' and • 

public requirements. The remru.ning 'lit e· s traigh t-l1ne~ 'dep reci:a tion 

method, as used by the engineer" has th.eettect ot spreading 'the :co'st -

of the vehicles, less depreciation rese'rveand net sillvage, 'over their 

r~a1ning lite. 'nUs method tends toward correction of any under­

al~cruals or over-accruals to the depreciation reserve. That the 

application of the method in a giV'eninstance may result in somewhat. 

lower depreciation expense for a particUlar 'rate ye8:!' than would, the 

use ot some other formula is not a valid objection: to the'method nor 

to its adop tion in thi s proceeding. , ',~ ,":' . 

A1J has been here1nbe'fore 'indicate'd':>' the"c£omp any' s "e~ en.se 

estimates appea:- to be excessive in' severalfr~sp·ect3.' The '&st1mates 

of future revenues and e~enses a~ submitted by the Commissionrs start 

\vere better substantiated than w~re tho'~~:6ffered ,'bYthe" company. 

Upon. careful consideration and analysis of :1.11 of the evidence it is 

concluded that the staff' estimates of revenues and expenses should .. be 

adopted for purposes of this proccedi.~. 

The rate 'base estimates as set torth in Table .3 differ .'by 

~24~640, or by about r ... 1ne percent. 'lhis difference is 'occasioned -

almost entirely by the variation in the amounts allowed by the two 
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wi tnesses tor materials and supplies. The comp an:'''' s figure tor this 

item is ~OIOOO; the engineor's figure is w16I OOO. Both of these 

figures rest upon judgment. Neither was based upon an inventory of 

the :pro:perty •. It appears that the compsny maintains no current 

inven tory of its materials and supplies, and. that no physJ.cal inven­

tory has been taken tor about a year. The engineer 1ndi eated that his 

jud.e;nent figure was based. in large part upon the inves'b:nent in 

ma.teria.ls and supplies maintnined by similar companies. Appliean tt s 
I ! ' 

Vii tness declared. that Bakersfield 'Xrans1 t Comp any I by reason ot 1 ts 

distance from the source.s of supplYI must main ta.1n a. 1 arger inventory 

tb.~ would be reCluired by similar companies operating in or near the 

r.etropolitan areas. lae record affords little basis for seleoting 

one judgment estimate or exclud1ng the other. A figure midway between 

the two rate bases - i.e. ~273,140 - "'ill ijc ac.optcd as t1:.o j;'C:C8 ~:ase 

to be use~ hcr8in. 

Upon 't:1C '..Jasis of t:'1C e:"1.;;i.."lccr's :forecast: the ta1'Gs ;';l·O~JOS0d by 

tho compnny would produce a net income, after taxes ot ~.361.5141 result­

ing in a rate of return of 13.4 percent on tho modified rate base. ~e 

oper.Rt1ng ratio would be 92.4 percen t. 'Xhese earnings appear to be 

somewhat greater than is ~easonable or justif1ed under the c1reum-

s ta."'lces. 

or the numerous altCl'l1ate fares suggested. 1jY the Commission 

engineer, a basis of 12 cents cash" with no provision ~or ,tokens" and 

wi th no chnrge for transters, appe ars to be the mos t l~easonablG 

and suitable. 7 T1'1is fa.~~e plan ~jay be modified 'CO', the extent ot 

retaining without change the present lO-cent fare tor stUdents 

7 
Jlpp11ctJrlt objected "to fr&e trtlnsters as being subject to abuse" but 

this is on objection which may be met by proper superv1sion and 
operating practices. 

-ll-
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traveling to and from schools. This plan will result in a reduction 

in fares for those present riders who find it necess'ary to purchase 

transfers. F:'''O:'l the evidence of record it is concluded that this rc-

vised fal'c Jasis 'C.r...y j,"casona bly be expected to produce opcra. til"lg 

l"esults a.s folloiTs: 

Table 4 
AT PL TERN ATI VB FARES 

Estimated .rle::u1 ts tor Bate y'ear 

0perat1cg ~evenues 
Passenger 
Other 

Total Operating Revenues 

Op erating Ex;> enses 

Net Before Income Tax 

Income Tax 

Net Atter Income Tax 

Operating Ratio ~\­

Rate Base 

Ra:te ot Return ~. 

~ 4l8,~8.3 
. _ 5,!±OO 

"" $ 424,383 

.383,707 

., 1Jfi 40,676 

14,$86 

-, ~ 26,090 

9.3.9% 

;j;. 273 .. 140 

9.6% 

'* Atter provision tor income tax. 

For th.e purpose ot this decision we hereby adopt the 

opl9ratlng results and rate base as set forth in Tabie 4" and he~eby 

find a rate ot return of 9.6 percent on a ra.te ba.se ot w27.3,140" when 

considered in relat10nship to sn operating rat10 of 93.9 percent at-ter 

income taxes, to be fair Mod reasona.ble. Upon cal"etul consideration 

of all of the evidence of record the Commission is of the opinion and 

finds a.s a fact that the increased ;'al"es which are set torth in the 

order which tollows are justified. To this extent the application 

will be granted. In other respects it will be de:1.1ed. I, 

1.here remain for consideration certain matters ot routes 

a.."'l.d service. In December, 1951" Bakersfield Transit Company wa.s 

-l2-
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8 
author1zed to make ... and did. thereatter make, certain route changes. 

One ot the revisions involved tne discontinuance of service along 

£1 Tejon Avenue and Woodrow Avenue west of Schofield Drive in Oildale. 

This change reduced the round-trip mileage on ~oute 6 from 14 miles to 

13 • .3 miles. At the hearings in the inst811t proceeding residents of 

the affected area urged tha.t this sor'fice be restored. In engineer 

of the Commission's statt testified concerning service in this area, 

slmong others. From the reeord it is clear th.at re3torat1on of' serv1ce 

to the area wost or Schotield Drive in Oildo.le cannot reasonably be 

required at the present time. Route 6 is now operated on a ,30-minute . 

headway. The length of the route is such that any extension would 

necessitnte either the addition of a bus and driver or a lengthening 

01' the hea.dway - Ei ther al tern.at~ ve would pla.ce an undue burden upon 

relsiden ts or other area.s.. Bakersfield Transi t Company is adVised, '.'" 

however, that the es tablishr.len t or service along El 'Xe jon Avenue and 

~'ioodrow Avenue, we~t or Schofield Drive, is to be reconsidered whan­

ev,~r it a.pp ears, by reason of rerou tings, reschedulings, or otherwise, 

t..i..at such service can be performed wi thout unrea.sona.bly burdening the 

res:idents of other areas served. by the company_ 

The "po ssible reduced service plan It l' hereinbefore referred 

to, was submitted by the Comm1soion engineer as a means of increasing 

the ne t operating income of the c.omp any. '.rhis plan con tetnplates the 

reduction of frequency on Routes .3 and 10 from 30-m1nute intervals to 

6O-minutes between schedules, the discontinuance of Route 9, and the 

revision or Routes 4 and 7. It the reduced service plan were adopted 

8 
Deci~ion No. 46597 dated Dec~ber 28, 1951 in First Supplemental 

Application No. 32568. lbe decision recites that the changes, accord­
ing to app11ca.."l.t, would re,sult in snter operat10n, better ma1ntained 
3chedules .and. lower op era.ting costs. 

. -1,3-
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in conjunction with the 12-cent fare it appears that the net differ­

ence in earnings attributable to the service reduction would be about 

:;';2,840. This amount is insufficient to affec't the general fl!JiJ:'e level; 

1~0 reduction in servico will be authorized on this record. 

o R D E R ..... - ---
Public hearings having been held in tae above-entitled 

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

appe aring, 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that applicant be and it is hereby 

authorized to establish, on not less than ten (lO) days" notice to the 

COmz:1ission and to the public, the following changes in fares: 

( a) Increase its present one-way fa:re from 10 cents to 
12 cents" except a.s otherwise provided in subparagraph (c) 
below. 

(b) Provide for the issuance of transters, upon request, 
entitling the passenger to one continuous trip in the same 
general direction over and upon the portion of its lines not 
roached by the originating bus, said transfers to be issued 
without charge upon paymont of the one-way fare. 

(c) Continue in effect without change the one-wilY fare 
of 10 conts for the passage of school children under 18 years 
of age to and from school. 

IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that in all other respects 

~plication ~o. 33120, as amended, be and it is hereby denied. 

IT IS HEREBY ?URTHER OHDErlED that, in addi t10n to the 

required posting and filing of tariffs, applicant shall give notice 

to the public by pos ting in its buses and terminals' a. prin ted 

explana.tion of its tares. Such notice shall be posted not less than . 

ten (10) days before the effective date ot the fare changes end shall 

remain postod until not less than twenty (20) days after said 

effective date. 

-14-
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IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that the au thori ty here1n 

grsnted shall expire unless exercised within sixty (60) days. after 

the effective date of this order., 

This order, shall; become effective twenty (20) days after 

the date horeo f. 

Dated at San. Francisco, Ca1itomia, this :za'f! day or' 
r: ~ \~U""( /, 19,;;12.~. 

(I 

commfssioner s 

,,'-;-~'-lI'-' Justus 1:. Craome~ ~ ... -.-\;O .... l!l ... ~s.Lonar ..••••• _________ , lJe.%lg 
nocos8~rily a~ocr.t. did not ,~~t1e1~to 
in tho d1s~ositio~ of th10 ~rocoo~1~. ' 

-lS~.:. 


