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BEFORE TEE PUBLIC UZILITIES COMMISSION OF TEE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Application of
XEY SYSTEM TRANSIT LINES, a corpora-
tion, for authority to inaugurate
motor coach sorviceo Iin lieuw of its
pPresent transbay rail lines between
points In the Citles of Qakland,
Berkeley, Emeryville and Pledmont,
and the City and County of San
Prancisco, State of Californis.

Application No. 36656
As Amended ' :

In the Matter of the Application of
XEY SYSTEM TRANSIT LINES, a corpora-
tion, for Interim Rellef and for an
Order Pursuant to Section L5Sh of the
Public Utilities Codo Authorizing
the Establishment of Rates and Fares
for Transportation of Passengers
-botween Points in the Counties of
Alaxoda and Contra Costa, and the
City and County of San Francisco, in
the State of Californis.

Application No. 36980
AS Amonded
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(For sppoarances soe Appordix A.)

Tho Cormission, by interim order dated December 11, 1956,
(Decision No. SL2L2), directed Key System Transit Lines to initiate
nogotlations with the California Toll Bridge Authority and other
public agencies Involved, for the purpose of concluding srrangements
for the inancing and construction of modifications to the Zay Bridge
Terminal snd its spproaches, in Sgn Francisco, as wmight be required
to effectuate rovised Plan III for substitution of buses for transbay
rall service, as thgt plan 1Is described in the Iinterim opinion
proceding ﬁﬁe ordere
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The compony was 2lso directod to roport the results of
such negotiations to the Commission, in bank, at & pudblic hearing
to bo held in San Francisco on January 31, 1957. At the hearing,
counsel for applicant read into the record a prepared statemont,
supplenented by an oral statement by counsel for the State Department
of Public Works and the Califormias Toll Bridge Authority. These
statements reveal that, following lssuance of the interim order,
Key System an? various members of the Department of Public Works,
including members of the letter's engineering staff, had six dis~
cussions concoraning modifications to the Bay Bridge Termirnal that
would be nocessary ror the accomplishment of revised Plan III. It
was tentatively determined that the ¢cost of terminal modifications,
including gonstruction of an access ramp, would amount to approxi-
mately $900,000.

Key Systoern, however, made it clear, during those
discussions, that It would not voluntarily expend'any funds for
modification of the termiral, for the following asserted reasons:

Pirst, because it would be Improper, so it contoends, to invest its

funds In & state-owned facllity; second, because 1t did not nave :

contractual assurance of continuod occupancy of the terminal build:z@;
third, because the company had no assurance of its continued
existence, in view of the possidility of aequisition of 1its
properties by public transit districts already organized or in
process of organization; fouxrtk, because the company believes that
it has no reasonable assurance of recovery by it.or any funds whick
might be invested in the project.

The supplementary statement of counsel for %the Department
of Public Works revealed that on Decembor 12, 1956, the Toll Bridge
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Authority, at a meeting in Sacramonto, adopted a motion made by the
Director of Public Viorks that the Department be authorized and
directéd ©o nogotiate with Key System, as contemplated by the
Commissionts ordor, and to proceed forthwith with further studies
for roconstruction of the loﬁer deck of the San Francisco-Oakland
Bay Bridge and other related work, to insure the most efficlent use
thoreof, and that urgency legislation be prepared, for consideration
by the Legislature upon its convening in Jenuary, 1957, for the
financing of any such recomnstruction.

We take officilal notice of the fact that on Pebruary UL,
1957, the Govermor signed Senate Bill 1367, an urgency measwre,
which provides for use by the Department of Public Works of the
sum of $50,000 frem the bridge Revenue Fund, in order to make
studiés and perform preliminary work in connectiorn witkh alterations
Yo the bridge, 1ts approaches and the San Francisco terminal building
"as are deemed desirable and necessary to permit the use of the
entire San Francisco-Oakland Bay 3ridge for traffic". The bill
makes reference to the possible abandomment of train service across
the bridge as a result of tﬁe final cdecision of the Commission in
this proceoding.

The balance of the statement by counsel for Xey Systenm
consists of an attack on the Cormission?!s interim decision, togethoer
with a plea for autnority to institute shuttle sorvice across the
bridge as provided by Plan VI proposed by the Commission'slstarr,
and for Immediate fare relief. |

Memoranda have since been submitted by the company and
the two state agenclies involved, following directions from the
Prosiding Commissioner, dealing with the question of the propriety
of expenditures of corporate funds by Xey System for conveésion of

the San Francisco Bridge Terminal. The cbmpany has concluded that

-3




A—36656 Amnd., A-36G80 Amd. GF

it would be improper to invest its funds in pudblic property, &
conclusion that is opposed by counsel for the state agencles
involved.

The company has also submitted & memorandum, at the
direction of the Presiding Commissionoer and in response to an
inquiry by counsel for the state agencies, setting forth its
construction of a contract, dated March 6, 1936, as amonded Aﬁril 3,
1936, relating to use and operation of the Bridge Railwey by Key
System, which contract, the company contends, términated in
Docember, 1955, with retirement of the bridge bonds.

It Ls tho company's position, according to this
memorandum as well as its previous statomonts of record, that it
no longer has any contractusl rights or obligetions. arising out
of the 1936 contract, to continue its operation over the state~owned
Bridge Railway, including the San Francisco Torminal and 1ts rail
approaches. Its only obligation to operate over the Bridge Rallway,
the company asserts, 1s basod on its certificate of public conven-
ience and necessity issued by this Cormission. Its relationship
to the Toll Bridge Authority, the company maintains, is only that
of a licensoe vhose possession 1s subject to tormination at the
will of the authority. Consequently, in the company's viemu'an
investment of its fuﬁds for conversion of the terminal under
oxisting circumstances would be neither proper nor justified.

We have considefed the foregoing statement and argument
of‘ﬁey Syastem and find them to be without merit. It 41s apparent
that the company’s discussions with the Department of Public Works
wore carried on in the light of 1%s preconceived position that it

was not disposed, for reasons of its owmn, o provide the necessary

funds for alterations to the San Francisco Terminsl, including an
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approach ramp, as provided for by revised Plan IIi. We find no
inhiblition against the use of corporate funds for such puwrposes,
elther In the Goneral Corpération Law of this stato, the regulatory
statutes enforcod by this Commission, or in the authorities to which
tho company has referred, should the management, 4n its discrotion,
elect to make such funds available.
Nor do we percelve any merit in the argument that such

an expenditure would be Improper because of the company’s alleged
lack of contractual assurance of continuod occupancy of the
terminal, or because of its lack of assurance of continued oxistence,
or, Linally, because it kas no reasonable assurance of recovering
such funds. Legal safeguards are availadble, as the company
doubtless knows, for the protecfion-or the Investment in any such
event. Moroover, should the Department of Pudlic Wofks, puréuant
to pregent orllater legislative authorization, undertake major
rehabllitation of the bridge and terminal structures, there apposars
to be no reason why the limited facilities provided by Koy Systen
in Implement ing revised Plan IXI could not be given duo consideration
In the over-all planning, construction and Lfinancing of such a‘
:ehabilitation prograx by tho statee.

) We are of the opinion that tho Commission's efforts Lo

provide a feasible plan for XKey System's transbay operations

should be broughtto a conclusion by the issuance of a final ordor

in this proceoding now. We haveralready pointed out, In our interim
decision, that rovised Plan III, 1f adopted by the company, would
result in an estimated saving in operating expenses, for the irans-
bay service alome, amounting to more than $750,000 annually, and
would yleld, at present fares, an estimeted system-wide rate of
roturn of 9.1l peor cent with an operating ratlo, after income taxes,

of 95.7 per cent for the test year ending May 31, 1957. The present
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ovor~all servico, at present fares, was ¢stimated by the stall to
produce a rato of return of oﬁly 2.70 per cent and an operating
ratio, after income taxes, of 98.8 per cent fox the test year.
However, sinco the serfice vhich this ordor authorizes 1s estimated
to produco the rosults indicated, the record, in our opinion, does
not Justify granting en incrosse in fares. By refusing to adopt
and carry out revised Plan II1I, the company is unlawfully dexying
to itself a reasonable opportunity to earn a fair return upon its
property reasonably devoted to the public use.

The Commission has beon asked by the union representativos
to provide adeguate protection for employees who might be adversely
affected by any order permmitting abandonment of rail sorvice. Xey
System's present contract with the Carmen’s Union Ls 4in effoct until
May 31, 1957, and that with the Electrical Workers wntil Jume 30,
1957. The staff, 4in estimating the company's costs of operation
during the test year, took into account the monetary effect, under
existing contract provisions, not only of wages for all employees,
but also of severance benefits for approximately 228 employoos
estimetod by the company to be‘displacod by motorization, assuming
the event as occurring within the test year.

Both agreeoments provide for employee pensions pursuaﬁt
to a "Pension Pian", dated Januaxry 1, 1913. The Carmen's contract
provides for severance pay of $25 for each full year of service for
any eligible employee "laid of £ due to reduction in rorce"; The
2loctrical Workers' agreement provides for the transfer, pensioning,
or severance of employees, with severance pay of $25 "for each year
of last continuous service when there is abolishment of any trolley
line, electrical chop and/Sr work pertaining thereto.” Both agroe-
ments contain provisions for arbitration of grievances or differences

arising out of the Iinterproetation of such provisions. The Electrical
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Workers' contract also contains a provision against work stoppage
by strike or lockout, "becouse of any dispute over matters relating
to the provisions herein or during tho time that any grievance or
any other matter 1s under arbitration as provided hereinaftor.”
- Similar work-stoppage provisions are not included in tho Carmen's
agroement .

The record shows that thore is a dispute botween tho unions
and the company with respect to the interpretation of provigions
of the exlsting contracts rolating to soverance pay for thoseo
employees who may be completely displaced from the company's employ

&s tho rosult of motorization. Tho union ropresentatives a;so

contend that the amount of such benefits is iradequato. Thd

ovidence also shows that the existing agreements spoeclifly procedures
to be followed for the settloment of grievances or differences
arising from the interpretation of their provisions.

It thus appears that reconciliation of the divergent
positions of the company and the unions relative'to severanco
benelits requires not only an irnterproetation of the pertinent
provisions of the agreements, but also the determination of the
proclse amount of the benefits themselves.

Tho present posture of the dismisssl benefits problem here
prosented 1s such that we are of the opinion that the interested
parties should bo given full opportunity to negotlate concerning
38ld problem, looking toward a resolution thereol by mutual agreo-
mont.

Since the hearing on Januwary 31, 1957, two petitions have
beon f£iled, by varlous improvement cluds in Alameds and Contra Costa
Countles whose membership includes Xey System commuters, seeking a
rooponing of this proceeding for the purpose of reconsideration of

plans for Key System's transbay service. Both petitions refer to
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the recent organization of the Alameda-Contra Costa Transit District,

Tollowing the genornl election hold in November, 1956, and OxXpross
conoorn lost tho Commission authorize removal or.Koy Syston's
facilities on tho San Francisco-Oaklond Bay Bridge, or in the

East Bay, which might ultimately be utilized by that District or

Py other public districts concerned with the development of mass
rapld transit plans for the entire Bay Area. Both petitions
conclude with a plea for retention of rail service on the present
"E" and "F" lines, in which the City of Berkeley is primarily
inverested. B2Both petitions, also, voice emphatic objection to the
rail shuttle soervice envisaged by Plan VI of the Commission’s staff
oxhibits, the adoption of which was urged by counsel for Key System,
at the January hearing, &s a temporary expedient ponding full
motorization.

We are not unaware of the concern of these petitiomers,
as oxprossed in thoir pleadings, and of similsr concorn exhibitod
by othors on the record prior to submission of this proceoding for
decision in July of 1956. The passage of even a relatively shoxrt
time, Iin a situation as complex'and fluid as that which forms the
background of theso applicatlons, inovitably brings to light dovelop~
ments that may be supposed to have somo ﬁoaring on the ultimsate
disposition of the issues involved.

Wo are faced, howover, with the necessity of roaching a
Linal conclusion on ﬁhe record now bofore us, in or&er that those,
including the applicant here, concernsd with the unfolding transit
developments in the Bay Area may initiate and carry out tholir
several projects. We are convinced that no useful purpose could be
served by further delay in issuing a final decision, even though

we recognize that by such a decision we are by no means able to

~8-




A=36656 Amd., A-36680 Amd. GF

rosolvo all of tho problems inhorent in this many-sided and highly
controversial proceoding. Accordingly, the petitions of Thousand
Oaks Inmprovoment Assoclation and of XKensington Improvement Club
and those associatoed with that organization, should and will be
donled.

Upon c¢onsideration of all of the evidence in thoso pro-
ceodings, wo aro of the 6p1nion and £ind that the substitution by
Koy System Transit Linoc of motor coach operations in accordance
with Plan III, as modified with respect to new buses, for the
company's oxisting transbay rall servieo 13 In the public interest
and 4s Justified on this rocord. The chango 1in tho operations will
be authorized, and the operating routos will bo described in
Appendix "B" herein. A cortificate of pudlic convenience and

nocesslity for operation over such routes will be granted.

Tho estimatod financlial results of the system operations

set Torth on pagoe 27 of the Iinterim decision (Decislion Ne. Si2L2),
show that ocarnings under the present fares, with modified Plan IIX
in oporation, would be adequate under provailing conditlions. In
the circumstonceos, no incroase in the prosent fare; will bo authore
1zed. For tho purposes of these proceedings, we find the aforesaid
operating results and the return flowing therefrom to be reasonabloe.
The compary yill be authofizod to motorize 1ts transbay
passenger service subject to the condition set forth in the follow-

ing order.

Public hearing having been held in the above-entitled
procoodings, evidenco and argument having been received and con-

sidered, the mattor having been submittod for decision, the Commission
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now beiﬁg fully advised and basing its order herein on the Lindings

and conclusions contained in the foregoing opirion, and in the

opinion contalned in our Interim decision herein (Decision No. Si2l2),

and hereby finding that public convernience and necessity so require,
IT IS EXREBY ORDERED that:

l. KXoy System Transit Lines be and 45t hereby 1s authorized
to discontinue transbay rail service and to substitute moLor coach
service therefor, on its pPresently existing "A", "B", “C", "E" and
"F" rail lines, subject to the condition, however, that such
discontinuance and substitution of service bo nmade concurrently in
accordancéd with Plan III set forth in Exhibits 11 and 12 in this
proceeding, as sald Plan III 4is modified in the afdresaid Intorin
opinlon with respoct to the operation of new bus equipment in said
motor coach operations.

2. A cortificate of public convenionce and necessity be and
it hereby is granted to applicant to operate transbay motor coach
servico between Son Francisco and Qakland, Berkeley, Pledmont and
cmeryville cver the routes described im Appendix "B" hereof, &g an
extonslon and enlargement of, and to be consolidated with, applicant®s
existing authority.

3. Applicant, In accordance with theo provisions of Sections
694(g) and 697.1 of the California Vehicle Code, is hereby grantod
permission, in the conduct of the service herein éuthorized, o
operate motor coaches'having & maxiamm outside width of 102 inchos
and an over-all length not exceeding L0 feet.

L. Applicant shall obtain the approval of this Cormission
beforo making any reductions of service on any of 1ts routes, as

such gservice oxizts at the date hereof.
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S. Applicant shall observe the folloving load standards on

all of 1ts lines concurrently with the changeover to complete mopor

coach service:

Transbay Lines: An average of at least a seat
per passenger shall be provided on any line
during any half~hour period that servico is
operated.

Local Lines: Service shall be operated so that
standees shell not average in excess of 33
per cent of seats provided on any line dwring
any two consecutive half-hour morning or
oevening peak periods. During all other times,
an average of at least a soat per passenger
shall be provided on any line during any
balf-hour period that service 1s operated.

6. EBefore making the changes in service hereixn authorized,
applicant shall, on not less than f1fteen days! notice to the
Comnission and the public, file tariffs and timetables satisfactory
to the Commission.

7. Applicant shall post and maintain notices in its terminals,
on Its vehicles operating over and at the principal stops slong
each affected route, of the service changes herein authorized.

Such notices shall be posted at least fiftoen days before the
offectiveness of thoe service changes and shall remain posted for
a poriod of twonty days after the said offective date.

8. The petitions of Thousand Oaks Improvement Association
and of Kensington Improvement Club and others assoclated with that
orgenization, filed respectively on Febdbruary 13, 1957 and February 21,
1957, be and each of thom hereby 1s denied.

9. The authority heredby granted will expiro if not exorcised
within six months after the effective date hereof. Applicant shall
evidence 1ts acceptanco of the certificate and other authority
herein granted by written notice thereof £iled with the Commission

not less than thirty days prior %o suck date of expiration.
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10. In 3ll other respects, Application No. 36656, as omended,
and Application No. 36980, as amended, are, and each of said
applications hereby i3, denled.

This order shall become effectivo twenty days after tho
date hereof. ,
Dated at San Franejsco » California, this é/;“Z? -/

day of ﬂﬂ’/r’ /// » 19

w )
"“Qrt_(gg-idem

=
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APPENDIX rAC"
Appearances

Donahue, Richards, Rowell & Gallagher, by George E. Thomas
and Joseph &. Woods, Jr., for Xey é sten Transit Lines.
John W. Collier and Robert F. Nisbet, for City of Oakland.
Fred C. Hutehinson, City Attorney, and Robert T. Anderson,
Assistant City Attorney, for.CLity of Berkeley. : .

Robert J. Foley, City Attorney, for City of Albdany.

J Joseph Garvey, for City of Richmond.

Dion R, Holm, City Attorney, end Paul L. Beck, Chief
Valuatior and Rate Engineer, for City and County of
San Francisco.

Ralph W. Seott, Deputy Attorney General, and Waprren P,
Marsden, Attorney, State Department of Pudblic Works,
for California Toll Brlidge Authority and State Depart-
nent of Pudblic Works.

Chaples C. Miller, for San Franeisco Chamber of Commerce.

Charles N. Whleprs, for Lakeshore Homes Association.

Stanley H. Neyhart, for Carmen's Unilon, Division 192.

Frank Annibale, City Attorney, for City of Alameda.

Frederick Dubovsky, in propriza persona.

Allan P. Matthew, for Thousand Caks Improvement
hssocliation, Berkeley.

Lo M. Cohan, for San Francisco Bay Area Rapid Transit
Commission.

Dan V. Campdell, for U. S. Navy, 12th Naval District.

W, P. Roche, James Gibson and John Pearson, for the
Commission staff.
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APPENDIX "B"

Zine "A" -~ San Francisco-Oakland (12th Straat)

a to

From the intersection of 12th and Oak Streets in the City of
Oakland, via 12th Street, Adeline Street, West Grand Avenue, .
through Oakland Army Base, Meritime Street 2nd Army Base Over-
pass to San Francisco-O0akland Bay Bridge and thence to the
Bay Bridge Transit Terminal In the City of San Francisco:
returning via San Francisco-Qakland Bay Bridge, Oakland Army
Base Overpass, Maritime Street, West Grand Avenue, .Adeline
Street, lhth étreet, Market Street, 13th Street, dak Street,
to 1l2th Street in the City of Oakland.

Alternate Route

When the QOakland Army Base Overpass is closed to traffic,
routing will be via West Grond Avenue, Cypress Street, thence
via San Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge to the Bay Bridge Transit
Terminal in the City of Sanr Francisco; returning via the
reverse thereof when Army Base Overpass is closed to traffic.

Line "B" - San Francisco-0akland (Grand Avennue)

Regular Route

From the intersection of Longridge Road and Grosvenor Place

in the City of Oakland, via Grosvenor Place, Trestle Glen

Road, Lakeshore Avenue, Lake Park Avenue, MacArthur Boulevard,
Grand 4venue and West Grand Avenue, Cypress Street and thence

via San Francisco-Cakland Bay Bridge to the Bay Bridge Transit
Terminal in the City of San Francisco; returning via San
Francisco~Oakland Bay Bridge, Cypress Street, West Grand and
Grand Avenues to Macirthur Boulevard, Lake Park Avenue, Lakeshore
4venue, Longridge Road to Grosvenor Place in the City of Oakland.

Express Route

From the Intersection of Longridge Road and Grosvenor Place in
the Clty of Oskland, via Grosvenor Place, Trestle Glen Road,
Lakeshore Avenue, Lake Park Avenue, MacArthur Boulevard, and
thence via San Francisco-Oaklané Bay Bridge to the Bay ﬁridge
Transit Terminal in the City of San Francisco; returning via
San Francisco-0aklond Bay Bridge, Macirthur Boulevard, Lake:
Park Avenue, Laokeshors Avenue, Longridge Road to Grosvenor
Place in the City of Oakland.

Line "C" - San Francisco-Piedmont (4Oth Street)

From the intersection of Fairview and Qakland Avenues in the
City of Pledmont, via Tairview Avenue, Ardor Drive, Oakland
Averue, Grand Avenue, Pleasant Valley Avenue, Pledmont Avenue,
Piledmont Station, 40th Street, Eowe Street, 4lst Street,
Broadway, 40th Street, Adeline Street, Machrthur Boulevard,
San Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge to the Bay Bridge Transit
Terminal in the City of San Fraacisco; returning via San

rancisco-Oakland Bay Bridge, MacArthur Bouleverd, Adeline
Street, Yerba Buena Avenue, H0th Street, Broadway, 4lst Street,
Howe Street, 4Oth Street, §iedmont Station, Pledmont Avenue
Pleasant Valley Avenue, Grand Avenue, Greemdank Avenue, Oakland
Avenue to Fairview Avenue.

-1-
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Line "E" - San Eranclsco=-Claremont (S5th Street)

From the intersection of Domingo Avenue and Ashby Avenue in
the City of Berkeley, via Ashby Avenue, Claremont Avenue,

56th Street, Vicente Street, 55th Street, Market Street,

40th Street, Adoline Street, MacArthur Boulevard, San
Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge to the Bay Bridge Transit
Terminal In the City of San Franeisco; returning via San
Francisco-Qakland Bay Bridge, Machrthur Bowlevard, Adeline
Street, Yerba Buena Avenue, &Oth Street, Market Street, 55%th
Street, Vicente Street, 56th Street, Claremont Avenue, Russell
Street, Domingo Avemue to Ashby Averue.

Line "F" - San Francisco-Berkelev (Shattuck Avenue)

Regular Route

From the intersection of Solano Avenue and The Alameda in the
Cilty of Berkeley, via The Alameda, Marin Avenue, Lassen Avenue,
EL Dorado Avenue, Sutter Street, Hemry Street, $nattuck Place,
Shattuck Avenue, Adeline Street, Market Street, 4Oth Street,
Adeline Street, MacArthur Boulevard, San Francisco-Oakland Bay
Bridge to the éay Bridge Transit Terminal in the City of San
Francis¢o; returning via Bay Bridge, MacArthur Boulevard
Adeline Street, Yerba Buena Avenue, 40th Street, Market'étreet,
Adeline Street, Shattuck svenue, Shattuck Place, Henry Street,
Sutter Street, Bl Dorado Avenue, Lassen Avenue, Marin Avenue,
Fresno Avenue, Solano Avenue to The Alameda.

Rxnggss'Routes

Via regular route to University Avenue and Shattuck 4venue,
thence via University Avenue, Bast Shore Highway, Bay Bridge

to the Bay Bridge Transit Terminal in the City of San Francisco;
returning via the same route in the reverse direction %o
University Avenue and Shattuck Avenue, thence continuing via
regular route.

Via regular route to Adeline Street and Stanford Avenue,

thence via Stanford Avenue, Powell Street, Fast Shore Highway,
San Francisco-Oakland Bay ﬁridge to Bay Bridge Trapsit Terminal
in the City of San Francisco; returning via the same route in
the reverse direction to Adeline Street and Stanford Avenue,
thence continuing via regular route.

From Bancroft Way and Telegraph Avenue, via Bancroft Vay,
College Avenue, Alcatraz hLvenue, Adeline Street, Stanford
Avenue, Powell Street, Zast Shore Highway, San Franeisco-
Cakland Bay Bridge to Bay Bridge Transit Terminal in the City
of San Francisco; returning via the same route in the reverse
direction to College Avenue and Durant Avenue, thence via
Durant Avenue, Dana Street, Bancroft Way to Telegraph Avenue.
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Line "Y" . San PranciscoaY. a Buena
a 2asure Islands - Dakla

Commencing at 1lth Street and Broadway in Oakland, thence via
Broadway, 12th Street Clay Street, San Padlo Avenue, Peralta
Street, Machrthur Bouievard, San Franeisco-Oakland Bay Bridge
to Treasure Island Entrance Gate, thence via Bay Bridge to the
Bay Bridge Transit Termimal in the City of San Francisco;
returning via B2y Bridge to Treasure Island Entrance Gate,
thence via Bay 2ridge, MacArthur Boulevard, San Padlo Avenue,
Washington Street, 1lth Street to Broadway.

END OF APPENDIX "2"




