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BEFORE THE "PUBLIC UTILITIES :COO~ISSION .OF THE '::)T;~TE OF' CALIFOnNIJI. 

In the :l~tter ot the. Petition of ) 
The C1 ty·· of Sacramento, to have ) 

, fixed th:e just compensation to be ) 
. '. ~.", paid for'the bus transportation ')"" 

, , . system of Sacramento City Lines. 
: existing wi thin and adjacent to " 

A~;p1ication No. ,,580S," 
as Amended 

the boundaries of said city. } 

-." ~" ,.Everett M. Glenn ~ City .Attorney of the City of 
. . . ~Sacramento, and Regina,l'd L. Vaughan and 
: ... : .. ,'" . 'John G .. ' Lyons of ·Vauihan".::Paul & Lyons, 
" for the City of'Sacramento, petitioner. 

. " ,.,' ,. '''':Harg B.. Seymour, of Down;ey, Brand, Seymour & 
."; ... :, ohwer, George H. Hook, .. and Martin HcDonough 

, .; - for' Sacramento City ·I:ine:s',respo:c.dent. 
-_ :,_' '-: . '" 'R.:, B. Cassidy, for the Commission- 's~a£,f .. 

',+ .. ,,' "';'./. 

(j P I ~ I 0 i~ .......... ..".-----

On September 2;3, 1954,: the. City of Sacramento, hereinafter , . ~, . 
referred to as petitioner, riled its petition, Applic-a,tion No •. 3S805, 

. " . requestins this Commission" to fix the just compensation to be paid 
,. •• ! ' ", ,;, I', 

by 'petitioner for the bus transportation system of Sacramento, City' 
''''.-.' , 

", 

Lines, a California corpo~ation, hereina!ter referred: ,to as 

. 'respondent, in the manner prov.ide.~,:~or in Division 1, Part 1, 
. "., . 

Chapter S of the 'Public Utilities Code. The.' .. Commission thereupon 
. , 1,'"'''- '. 

issued its order "directing respondent to appe~~,. and show cause, 
,t.,. . . 

if any, it had l' why the Commission should not pro-'ceed to, hear the 
,.,.. '. ," ",'" 

petition and. to ~ix such just, compensation. ", 

Hearing on the order to show cause was held before 

'Commissioner Just1:S F. Craemer and Exam.ine~r Wi-lson E. Cline at 

," e: Sacramento on October 28·, 1954~ At said hearing respondent tiled 
:' 'f' 

.. "80 written answer :'consenting to· the. clet,ermination,. by the C¢mmiss1on . . . . .. '. :'. 
~ ~.... '. . I '. •• • " 

of ·the amount of just compensation to' oe paid,- ; provided that all 

or ~espoXldent' s· propertie·s 1 other t~,;money in ba~ and cash on .. 
-1- "'," 
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' .. 

hatid.j employed by respondent in the operation of its transportation 

system in the' City of Sacramento and adjacent areas be included 

in t.he proceeding. Petitioner indicated an intent to apply for 

leave to amend its, petition. 
" 

on November 24, 1954, petitioner filed an application for 

leave to, amend its petition in certain respects set forth in detail 

1n said application. On the ~e day respondent filed its consent 

to the granting of such petition. On November 30; 1954; the 

Commission issued its order, Decision No. 5079$, authorizing 

petitioner to amend theappl1cation herein; and amending 5314 

petition in the manner and to the extent specified and request'ed 

in the application for leave to amend. 

The lands, property and rights which petitioner is seeking 

to acqUire pursuant to the p,etition, as amended, are as follows, 
\ . 

the intent 6fpctitioner being to acquire all the property, other 

than money in bank and cash on hand, of the respondent used: and ' 

useful in the operation of. a bus trans,portat1on system for tbe 

public transportation of passengers: 

i; The franchise rights tor a motor coacb transportation 

system granted to respondent. bY' ordinances of the City of 

Sacramento, as set forth in Exhibit "A" of the petition herein, as 

amended by attachment "1" of the ap:plica.tion for leave to· amend 
, . 

petition herein. 

2; The oReratingrioghts and rcut.es granted to respondent by 

the decisions of this Com;:ission, iisted in EXhibit "B" of the .. 

petition her~in. 

3 ~ Lands.. All that certain real property si tua ted in the 

City of sacr~ento, Cou:o.ty of Sacramento, State of California, 

described as: 

Parcei One: Lots 5, 6, 7 and 8 in the block 
bounded by 28th and 29th Streets and Capitol 
Avenue (formerly rot Street) and N Streets., in 
the City of Sacramento, according to, the 
official plet thereo~. 
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.Parcel Two,: The \;est '1/2 of tot 6, all of 
lots 7 and S, i'n the block ·bounded 'by:29th and 
30th Streets and ,Capitol ,Avenue (formerly 
M: S~reet) and r.r 'Streets) in the City ·of 
Sacrament.o , ac'cord1,ng to the official ;paat 
thereof. 

Parcel Thre~: The East 1/2 of Lot :3 :1n :the 
'Sloc,iii "bounded 'oy 28th and 2geh and 'N and. 
o Stre~s, in the 'City of Sacramento, 'accord
ing to the official plat thereof". 

4. Improvements 'on Lands ... , All improvements 'on ,the lands 

deseribec:l as Parcel One, Parcel' !'woO, ana Parcel 'Xhree ·above" con

sisting of such improvements as buildings, fences, ·paving, wood 

bumpers, incinerators, fuel tanks, and oil tanks .. 

5. Motor Co ache s. The 100 GMC motor coaches listed and 

described in the application for leave to amend petition herein. 

6.. Service' Cars and Equipment. All s-ervie~cars and equ1pment 

owned by respondent such as passenger cars and pickup, trucks. 

7 • Fare Boxes.. Ninety-f'ive Johnson Reg-Lock fare boxes" 

other fare boxes, inserts for fare boxes" pedest.als, stanchions" 

and :fare 'box repair parts. 

8. Shop and Garage Eguie;ent. All shop and garage tools,. 

machines and equipment such as, but not limited to: car waSher, 

machinery, work benches, compressor and' tank, metal lockers, wood 

shelving, fire 'extinguishers, motors, pumps and :filters, hose reels 

for air and lubricants, hack saw machine, drinking fountains, space 

hea ters,. paint spray fan and eq u1pment,. ti re ra'ck, pump for fuel 

Oils in manhole at sidewalk, parts and supplies for shop and garage. 

9. Furniture cmd Office gqui;pment. All, furniture and or-fice 

equipment such as, but not limited to: desks, chairs, file cabinets, 

electric fans, e16ctric heaters, card files, waste baSkets" business 

maChines,. typewr1 ters,. otf1c'e supplies, . safes l' and money counting, 

sorting and packaging machine.s. 
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10. Miscellaneous Equipment. All miscellaneous equipment 

not heretofore classified such as, but not limited. to ± radio 

equipment, telephone equipment, supplies of tokens, tickets, and 

'transfers. 

Hearings on the petition, as amended, were held before 
,'.' 

Commissioner Craemer and Examiner Cline at Sacramento on December 13, 

1954, and on Y~rch 23, 1955, and at San Francisco on April 18:. and 

19 and May 9 and 11, 195,5. Oral arguments were made 'bef'ore the 

C omi ssion en banc and Examine'r Cline at San Francisco on May 24, 

1955. The matter was taken under submission upon the filing of 

oriel's on June S, 1955. 

lands 

The following is a tabulation of the market value apprais

als of land submitted in evidence by the witnesses for the various 

.. .. .. .. 

.' 

parties,: 

. 4.GrKet Vaiue .. ' .' .' .. City of .' Commission .. Sacramento ' .. .. .. .. 
land : Sacramento Witness " C1t.I ;&:i:ne8 : '!' 

Parcel One $128,000 $136,800 $140,800:' 
Parcel Two 8S-,000 $):,600' 8g 000· 
Parcel Three 12;1$00 l!±liOO 12-:S00 

Total 'Land ~228,800 ,~2)4,o6 "at {)oo-.1 . 

As shown on the ab,ove table the Witness for the City of 

Sacramento and the witness f'or Sacramento City Lines submitted the 

same appraisals for Parcel Two.and Parcel Three. The appraisal 

for Parcel One made by the Sacramento City Lines' witness, exceeds 

the appraisal by the City of Sacramento ~'itness by $,12,,800. The 

appraisal of the Commission witness for Parcel One is almost 

midway between the other·two appraisals. 

/" 
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Structures 

The following table shows the reproduction eost new; the 
I 

reproduction cost new' less depreciation, and the market value 

appraisals for structures whic'h appear in the record: 

: __________ A:.:.pc:;.tp~r:..:a::.:i:.::s;.;:a:.::l.::=.s_o~I':....:S;;.::t:.:.ru..::.:::;c~tur;:..;e:;.:s:-.-~~~--____ :. 
: : ReproCiuction: ::, 

: : Reproduction: Cost New : l\1ark~t. '':; 
! ___ ..;I;.;:t;.;:;eIn=-· ____ -::..: _...;:C;.;:o;.:::s;.:;t_N:.;.e;::;..;w:.:-..-:::......:L~e.:;:ss:;.;D:;.;e::.c'P::.::;:ro..;:e;.;:c;.;;:i;.;:a;.:;tl.:::.· o;:;.:n:;.......:::--_V-.a l.:::.u=.;e-~' :; 

City of Sacramento 
$)30,74>; Parcel One 

Parcel Two 19,663 
Parcel Three ~:~s Tot.al ~4 4,0 

Commission Witness 
Parcel One $367,133 
Parcel Two 27,136 
Parcel Three ~~"161 Total ~4 ;4jo 

Sacramento City Lines 
Parcel One $297,049 
Parcel Two 19,700 
Parcel Three ~t22S0 Total $3,O~?t 

$ 52,149 
14,747. 
26 J SS* 

$ 93, 78> 

$ 71,985 
3,800 
19,O~ 

11'" ;:p 93,8; 

$14$,524-
12',400 

$2~6:j~ 

$ 4,000 
S,SOO, 

12.200 
$ 24, 700 

$127;200 
12,000 
~~,200 

~r,400 

Tbe record shows that all three witnesses who submitted· 

appraisals of the structures are well qualified to make such 

appraisals. 

In determining the market value of the land the witnesses 

took into consideration the proximity of the location of the 

parcels to the. Sutter Hospital. The highest and best use appears 

to be tor the developm.ent or medical centers for doctors who make 

use of. the facilities of the Sutter Hospital. 

The struc.tures on the parcels appear to have a remaining 

physical lire in excess of 10 years. By reason of the .factor of 

obsolescence both the witness for the City of Sacramento and the 

witness for the Commission were of the opinion that the maximum 

remainin~ useful life of the structure on Parcel One would be 

10 years.. The witness £orthe Commission was of the opinion that 
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the obsolescence !actor also resulted in a remaining life of 
.. 

10 y~~~~ for the building on Parcel Three and a remaining 

?-ife of 5. yea~s for the improvements on Parcel Two. The witness 

for the City of. Sacramento allowed a remaining useful life of 
,,' . . . " 

,30 yea;-s for. the structures on Parcel Two and a r.eIlla~n;~ use£ul 

life of 25 years on the structures on Parcel Thr.ee~ 

In computing market value for the structures the witness 

£or ~be City of Sacramento· ascertained the earning~ capab11~ti~s 

of th~ ~tru~tures on Parcel One for warehou~ing purposes,~nd of 

the structures O,n Parcel Three for use as a paint· ~llop~ A£ter 

maki~g a~ allo\,'lance for the cost o£ removing 1/5. of the paving ~~ 

Parcel j Two he ascertained the earnings, capabiliti~s ~f the re~ining 

area as. a parki:c:g area. 

Both the ~~tnesses £or the City or Sacramento and the 

Commission made investigations respecting the freeway development 

be~ween ?9th and ,Oth Streets traveling in a northerly=~outher~y 

directi~n in the City of Sacramento. The witness· for the City of 
, ,. i 

I 

Sac~~en~o in his appraisal report stated: "Al~owing t~t '~u.s~j 

compensati~nT. wo,uld be paid for the land taken, t~e ne~essity. o~ 

acqui~ing lands ~ed1ately adjacent to the faci~~tics now e~~t.ing 
, 

would .. be costly. and would tend to hasten a decision of newer and 
.' I .' '., . • , ., • 

more modern quarters o,f sU££:tcient size in a more adeClUate area. tr 
. .' .' .. ...,. 

~e witnes~ for the City of' Sacramento was ~f the opinion t~t the 

f'acili tic~ ~e f.~ly utili~ed and hence do not ~r~:t1,cie' £~r ~~er 

prob~bil~~y or, e~ansion~ 

The witness £orthe Sacramento 'City Lines in ,his. appraf~l 
report ad~p.ted the reproduction cost new less depre~1.ation estiJ.llates 

of Frank lJIa~one17 a builder in Sacramento. On Parcei one an 
a~~o~an6e of $~O,~9.0 ~as made for certain changes and improvements 

. . 
in the building located thereon. The witness for sacramento City 

.. • • • • .-.... .., ... -. • ~I " ...... 

L.i~~~ was ~~ tJ;1e 0P.in4on that the structures could c6~t~~~e ~ be 
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used during their remaining physical lite tor the same purposes 

for which they are now being used and that the highest alternative 

use of the land with its present improvanent is for automotive 

purposes. Evidence was introduced through operating witnesses of 

Sacramento City Lines to show that the present facilities· are 

adequate to serve a fleet· of 140 buses, thus allowing. for an 

expansion of the present· flee~ of 100 by 40 per cent·. 

After reviewing all the evidence the Commission is, of the 

opinion that the value of the structures· on Parcels One and Three 

should be based on reproduction eost new less depreciation cCXll:puted 

upon accepting a remaining life of 10 'fears. The value or the 

structures on Parcel Two should be based on reproduction cost new 

of 4/5'5 of the structures less· depreciation. The remaining life 

should be 30 years. Allowanc.e should' be: made for the eost of 

removal of 1/5 of the paving. 

Buses 

The·£ollowingtable sets fox-t.h the appraisals of the vari

ous witnesses respecting the 100 transit-type buses of respondent. 

· Appraisals of Buses· 
-----:-----:----------~~~~:~R~e-p~r-o~d~uc~t~1~o-n~Co-s-t----~:Mar~~k-e-t-V~al~u-e; 
· . -· . . 
: :No.o:f': 
:Group:Buses: 

I S 
II 7 

III 1 
IV 45 
V 16 

VI 6 
VII 17 

Total 100 

:New Less Depreciation : Sacramento : 
:Commission : Sacramento· : City : 

Description : Witnesses :City Lines:- Lines : 

Q1C - TDH - 4507 
Q~C - TD - 4502 
GMC; - TD - 4505 
CiMC - TD - )609 
Q1C -TDH - 3610 
Gt1C - TD- 3602 
GMC - TG - 3602 
Fire Extinguishers 
and Route Signs 

$ 75,520 $ 7a,600 
18-,900 21,000 

2.580 2,500 
23$,050 342,.000 
127,680 138,000 
10,800 15,000 
24,310 25,500 

Included in 
Bus A~EraiSals . 6 ,8l4 
i497, 40 $6~,414 

$ 78,000 
24,500 
4:,000· 

337,500 
142',400 
16,500 
2$,$00· 

$628,400 . 

The City of Sacramento adopted the appraisals· or the 

CommiSSion witnesses. 
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The important differences in the reproduction cost new 

less depreciation appraisals of' the Commission witness and the . 

responaentTs witness appear in Group IV and V buses. The respond

ent's witness assigned a' service life of 15 years to both of these 

groups of buses. The Commission staf£ witness assigned a service 

life of 11.5 years to these buses because he was of the opinion 

that (a) an obsolescence £actor should be assigned to 36-passenger 

buses in view of· the greater suitability of 45-passenger buses to 

the Sacramento as well as other transit operations throughout the 

country, and (b) in order to keep the buses· in service beyond 

12' years a major overhaul, which would be capitalized, would have 

to 'be made at that time.· 

Both the petitioner and the respondent are in agreement 

that marke~ value should be used by the Commission where such value 

is ascertainable, but in the absence of sucn value reproduction cost 

new less depreciation should be used in making its determination of 

just compensation. The witnesses for the petitioner were of the 
I 

opinion, as a result of their own investigation, that there were not 

sufficient sales of the buses of the type owned by respondent to

establish a market value. 

The respondentTs Witness who testified regarding the market 

value of the buses is the owner or- Rhodes Bus and Equipment Co., Inc., 

and since 1929 he has been engaged in the business of buying and 

selling used buses on his own account and also as a broker and agent . , 

for others. He has business offices in New York City 1 Grand Rapids, 

Michigan, Mexico City, and Puerto· Rico. He is one of the largest, 

if not the largest, used bus dealexs in the United States.. For the 

past five years his company has handled an average of Qbout 

290 city-type and parlor-type buees a year. He advertises his 
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buses regularly in the tra.de ~agazines for the United States anei 

for foreign and South American countries. 

During, the past several years he has personally ~ndled 

the sales of the following n'Umbers of city-type buses: 1946, 

72 buses; 1947, 98 buses; 194$, 94 buses; 1949, 64 buses; 1950" 

79 buses; 1951, 68, buses; 1952, 82 buses; 1953, 112 buses; and 

1954, 86 buses. 

He has sold three GMC-TDH~4507 buses, year 194$, to the 

Interstate Transit Corporation at Attleboro, Massachusetts, for 

$10,200 each. In October of 1954 he solei ten 3609 buses for a 

total of :~73 ,000 which was $7,500 pe;o ~us less a quantity discount 

from the $75,000 of $2)000. In September of 1954 he sold ¢ne 1948 

3610 bus for $S',900. For the past year and a half he' has carried 

~ unfilleei order for 100 city-type buses, laod.els 3610, 3609 and. 

?612. Exhibits S a.nd 9 are copies of advertisements of Rhodes Bus 

and Equ~pment Co., Inc., req'U:e~ting GiJIC 3610 and 3612 Diesels, the 

la~est aei baing published in the ~~!arch 1955 is-sue ot "Bus 

Trans porta t1on" • 

This witness of respond.ent stated that in making his' 

appraisal he inspected some, but not all, of the buses. He 

inve~tigated the maintenance and preventive maintenance program ot 

the respondent and took into consideration the climate and the road 

e "nd1tions where the buses are operated. An. operating witness for 
..' ~ 

the respondent testif1ed that although the maintenance staff had 

been reduced the standard of maintenance of the buses had not been 
~ . . . 

lowered. 

~he witness for the Commission staft testified that during 

19~4 respondent cut its maintenance force from )l to 21 men. He 

stated that in his opinion a crew of 21 is lower than the number

necessa:rr tor a reasonably normal maintenance. For the year 1953-

-9-



• • f 'f 

A~35S05 ET 

the re_spondent spent 4.95 cents per bus mile on maintenance. For 

the last six months of 1954 the cost for maintencnee had been 

redue:ed 35 per cent to 3;2 cents per 'bus mile ~ For the year 195,3 

oil cpnsumption on the neet was 38·7 'bus miles per quart, whereas 
. . . . 

ror the second six lllonths o£ 1954 the consumption was 24l bus miles 

per quart~ The number of broken Windows also indicates t.he lower 

level of maintenance presently being maintained. 

In determining the vaiue ot the buses the Commission has 

fully considered all the evidence submitted by the various 

witnesses. The Commission cannot disregard th~ evidence relattng 
. " 

to deferred maintenance and in arriving a.t the value of the buses 

has givenweizht to this evidence; 

Physi'.cal-Propert~ Other than 
Real Estate and uses 

All p3rties are agreed that the physical property oth~ 

than real estate and buses should be valued at ~~195,4S6, which is 
the reprOduction cost new less accrued depreciation figure testified 
to by the Commission sta£f witnesses. 

Going. Concern Value 

Respondent is seeking to establish a going concern value 
of $i$6 7 5S) which is 15 per cent of the total value claimed for 

'. " f t f .. :f· • ~ 
Evidence was introduced by respondent 

tnrough a consulting engineer in support of such an allowance ror 
going concern value; This ~1.tness stated that goin(i concern v.llue 

represents two factors: (l) the ad~itional value attr1butabietO 
. the properties by reason or their being part of ~ opera~ing entity 
furnishing locai transportation serVice in the public interest in 
Sacram:ento, and. (2) the value o£the "know how" which results from 

the bUildint; up of: an o~ganization to" perform 'the service. 
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The consulting engineer who appeared as a witness for 

the petitioner conceded that in order to operate the physical 

properties as a ous systen it was necessary for respondent to find 

and. train employees, develop operating schedules·, and cam on' 

maintenance and repair programs. However) he stated' that in his 

opini'on no allowance for going concern value should be'made beCa'l5e 

earnings were not in exceS's of normal. He pointed out that th~ 

Commission, in its in-eerim decision establishing present fares for 

respondent, determined that the fares would produce net annual 

earnings of $39,000 on an historical cost rate base of ~400,000 

plus, or a rate of return of 9.6 per cent. 

These earnings of ~39 ,000 related to the sum of :ri946·,S26 

which.:is the total appraisal for respondent's, properties, submitted 

by petitioner result in a rate of return of only 4.2 per cent. 
, ,,' 

Exhibits 17 and' 18 show that since 1944 respondent has 

had ~n average annual net profit in excess of ~40)OOO and an average 

operating ratio of approXimately 96.73 per cent. 

Counsel for respondent in his oral argument pointed out 

that the fact that this Commission dete~ines the rate base upon 

a consideration of historical cost does not forever tie earnings 
",. ' 

to pres~nt physical properties. The present properties will in , 
~ ."' t • f I , 

due time undoubtedly be replaced by other facilities, the reasonable 

cost of which will be reflected in an historical cost rate base. 

Reference has been made in respondent's brief to Decision 
I' J I 

No. 11256, 22 C.R.C. 531, in the Petition of the City of Stockton~ 
~ ~, . . -, 
" ,~# ~ . 

in which this ~ommission, at page 53S, said: 

ttFrom the foregoing it appears that the Stockton 
system is not now in an especially prosperous 
condition. In fact, its prosperity dep-ends on 
future rate ir .. creases, and. hence, is,· to some 
extent, a matter of speculation. Nevertheless 
the system has for many years paidopera~ing 
expenses, and there h as· been, for many years, 

., . . ' 
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.. ~ ~ ,. 

.' 

"'some return,;in .... ad:di:~:lon •.. y;e are satis.£ied; 
. there'fore , : toot; i't 'has .. 'some: going-concern .. 

1 ... ·~n· ~"r','," " ... 1'1 

~~ . 

. va ·ue. ::. : .. ". . .... (~;;'; : 
•• ~ 'I' 

;'The . Commission·: is"of.-:t~e,. opinion that the tr:ltlsportation'i:-, 
'. ~ .' I I ~..." ~ " • • ... 'j '., I ;. 

c. system~' here under.;.considerationLdoeSi~.v.e some going concern value 
• . , : " ~' " ,.' ., , .".. , ~: . I', ~., 

.. but- not· as m·ttch· as isclaimed)y:, resp(~~~~~t •. In arriving at;~9h"" 
", .. . .• . I.~!~' . ~ '., <,o • ~ • / 

· allOwance f.or.'.going, concern.,value,and in determining the total just 
• .... '.' \ ' • ; • j '. " J. ~ . ~,~ " , ".' , . • " J' .... 

.. coinpensation, ',the' rCommission..has,. ~ully considered the discussion' 
• ... ...,J,.., .. ' .r ,',II., ,.: ." '" '. 

, :'by'" petitioner' $' "wi tness . of, the ,e le,yen . fa ctors a potential" bUyer 
. "I\~ '.: 1,,'\.'<:.' , '~I:-t'",.·, ...... ', "t,..,;' 

woUld")c~nsid'er' in .determining'ith~:'.~f.~ce he,,~~uld be willing 'to pay 
• ,. .. , J • I. . I 

'for:::.the/,sys:tem.·.·' These i'ac tor.s .. , w,ere .. listed as follows: (1) character 
• .' , • j ,I, f . "', r; ./: j", . 1'1 • I , \.~,' I ..... 'T" • 

· of te·rTitory'.' served,. (2)'.,charac:ter(. of' service, (3) attitude of ' ., 
• , I, • • ~\! '~. '~,,' '," .. ~~ I ,'" ;:" ,: 1 " 

patrons:,,; (L.;.):' trend . of traffic.,,. .. t5J p~~s;i~.~lity of competition, 
i • 1.1, ",~, o-~ ,I • ~ ..,. h,l • .' 

(6tbui;1.~ing: up traffic ,/ ,(7),eco~omies: 1~<?peration, (8.)' value of 
.'., ',~ .. , .. , •. : 1-."" J . • • . • i. if ,,,"-

physi:Ca:l:,assets,· (9) further .. .investment required, (10) earnings 
• . ' .' •• ,': • (~ I '. :" 1 

and~rates,' and .. (ll).attitude of. regulatory body. 
• ',. .' • I • "i I ~ '" ~. • 

., 

.'" tr. 

", .:'While not allowing., az;y,.specifie amount for :going concern 
.. ,,< """~: ' " ~ I, ' "'~, ~" ,."' ' , ", . ' 

value as: such·, nevertheless .in. arr,ivi:cg at its determination"of 
, . ~ ( • ." !. ., .: ;,( '(. , . • ~ 

juSt' .eomp:enSation the. Commissi.on has. made an allowaric~e' for.' 'the fact 
I'. ; '. t • , " .-' • J " f : i Jr" "" ," .'. '''' ~ 

tha.'t the':,:various items ,o! ,.physical .pr.~perty const~t_ut~ a going" , 
~ . ,', ',' ..... ..~\, ... ~ ;1.,( ..... 

'eonc-ern~ 
"':': fo,' },' .• 

,/:,.~: 'Total· ~Valuation 

":--.-" The following. table .. is a recapitulation of the 
, .' "':'.' I,"',: ' '.' 

· appra:isa~s·submitted by the various .. parties: 
" . 

" .. ' .. - -l2- n .. 
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Liability for Transporta~ion 
in Exchange for Tokens in 
the Hands of the PUblic 

The Supervising transportation Engineer for the Commifsion 

te$tifie,~, that approximately $9,000 to ~10 ,000 of transportation 

value is outstanding on an ~verage day by reason of tokens being 
,,:,J 

in the hands of the public, and he assumed that September 23, 1954, 

was an average day. In finding, in a single Slml, the just com

pensa·tion to be paid 7 the Commission will allow ~9,500 for this 

liability. The parties hereto mal be able to agree upon a more 

accurate allowance for this liability as of the date of the actual 

transfer of the properties from the respondent to the petitioner. 

FINDINGS 

, ' 

The City of Sacramento, a muniCipal corporation, :having 

fileci its petition, as amended, herein 7 the Commission having 

proceeded in accordance with the provisions of Division 1, 

Part 1, Chapter S of the Public Utilities Code to fix and 

determine the just compensation to be paid by the City of 

Sacramento to Sacram~nto City Lines, a California corporation, 

for tbe taking of the lands" property and rights de~cr1bed in 
" , 

the application" as amended, ~d in the opinion above, public 

hearings having ''been held, briefs having been filed', the matter 

having been submitted, and the Commission being ,fully apprised 

in the matter, the Commission makes the following finding:. 

IT IS h~REBY FOUND AS A FACT that the total just 

compensation as of September 23, 1954, to be paid by the City 

of Sacramento' to Sacram.ento City Lines for the taking of the 

-l3-
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lands'~ p;~pertyand rights described in the application, as 
", .... < :' .", 

amend-eel·; and the opinion above is the sum of $1,059,976. 

4,Dated at ,s.,;' Fr:u1ciaco , California, this d?f" $day 

of" " .. ~ .. .- J ,1955· • 
.P' " 


