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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

CITY OF SAN CARLOS" a mi.U'l.ic1pal 
corporation, 

Complainant, 

vo. 

SOUTHERN PACIFIC COMPANY, a 
corporation .. 

Derendant. 

Investigation on the COmmission's 
own motion into the rates, charges" 
rules,operat1ons" practices, contracts .. 
leases" ~erv1ce and facilities of all 
th.e veh1cular parking areas adjacent 

owned or controlled by SOUTHERN 

to railroad stations between San I 
Francisco and San Jose" Californ1a" 

PACIFIC COMP AN'! " 

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

TO: SOUTHERN PACIFIC COMPANY 

Case No" 8697 

Case No .. 8700 

Upon reading the Affidavit and Application tor Order to Show 

Cause of William W .. Dunlop and Affidavit in Support or Application 

for Order to Show Cause of Robert E·" Bouchet r1led herein on 

davit and Application being attached hereto and incorporated herein 

by reference as it tully set forth herein; 

IT IS ORDERED that Southern Pacific Comp~ hereby made a 

respondent herein, appear before Comm13s1oner W1l1iam M. Bennett 

or Examiner Thomas E. Daly" or such other COmmissioner or Exam1n~~ 

as may hereafter be deSignated" at 10:00 o'clock a.m." Thursday, 

November 30" 1967" in the Courtroom of the PubliC Utilities Commic­

sion" State Bu11d.1ng" San Francisco" Californ.1a". and then and there 

show cause, if any it has" Why 1t should not be adjudged to be in 

contempt of the F~lic Utilities Comm1ssion of the State of 

l. 



California and pUn1shed therefor in the manner prescribed by law 

for the 44 separate and distinct offenses of alleged contempt 

set forth in said Affidavit and Application for Order to Show 

Cause; it being alleged there1n that Southern Pacific Company 

has railed and refused to obey certa1n Orders of the Comm1ss1.On 

set forth more particularly in said Affidavits and that said ' 

tailures and refusals were and are 1n Violation of the law and 

in contempt of th1$ Comm1S$ion. 

The Secretary is hereby directed to cause a cert1fied'copy 

ot this Order and or said Atf1davi t to be personally served upon 
I 

Southern Pacific Company at least ten days before the date above 

fixed for the hearing in th1s Order to Show Cause. 

The effective date of th1s order is the date hereof. 

Dated at San Franc1sco~ Cal1torn1a~ th1~ (~~y of 



EEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

FILED 
CITY' OF SA.L~ CARLOS" a mun1c1pal PUBUe mrrz COMMISSION 
corporat1on, 

Compla1nant, 

vz. 

SOUTHERN PACIFIC COMPANY, a 
c orp orat 1 on" 

Detendant. 

L~veztigation on the Comm1zsion's own 
motion into the r~tes" charges" rules, 
operatiOns" practices, contracts, 
leacez, service and facilities of all 
the vehicular parking areas adjacent 
to railroad stations between San 
Franc1sco and San Joze, CalifOrnia, 
owned or controlled by SOUTHERN 
PACIFIC COMPANY. 

AFFIDAVIT k~ APPLICATION 
FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA l 
SSe 

CIT'.{ AND COrnny OF SAN FRANCISCO 

NOV 151967 
SA...""ll.l'R..\..""lCISCO OFFICE 

Case No. 8697 NO, ________ _ 

Case No. 8700 

WILLIAM vl. DUNLOP, 'being firct duly sworn, deposes and 

says that: 

1. I am the duly appOinted and qualified Secretary of the 

Public Uti11ties C0mm1sc1on of the State of CalifOrnia; I a."U 

the custodian of the record or those certain proceed1ngs 'before 

said COmmission, numbered and entitled as above; an Order Institu­

t1ng Invest1gat1on and Temporary Restra1ning Order was issued 

on October 10, 1967 by said CoQrnics1on and served . 

by reglstered mall upon Southern P~c1f1c Company at 1ts usual 

place of business at 65 Market Street, San Franc1sco, Callfornia, 

on October l2, 1967; a certified copy of za1d Order Instituting 

Investigat10n and T¢mporary.Restra1n1ng Order is attached to th1z 

1. 



. . .. 
"Wo ''tr. . ~ ~ 

a.f'!'id:V':Lt as Exhibit NO.1;' on October 24" 1967" pursuant to a 

motion to mod,i:f'y the restrain1ng order of October 10" 1967", filed 

by Southern Pacific Company and after publiC hearing held October 

18" 1907 in San FranciCco" California, on said motion" said Commiz­

cion issued Decision No. 73251 and served a certified copy 

thereof by registered mail upon Southern Pacific Comp~ at 

65 Market Street" San Francisco" on October 27, 1907. Said 

Decision No. 73251 excluded Southern Pacific Company parking areas 

at San Francisco and Mountain View from the restrain1ng portion of­

the COmmission's October 10" 1967 orders" it further established 

a parking charge of 25 cents at Mountain V!ew pending further order 

of the CommiSSion" and ordered Southern Pacific Company to remove 

or cover all rental signs an~ rental eqUipment at its parking lots 

adjacent to ito station between San Francisco and San Jose With 

the exception of San FranCisco and Mountain View. A certified 

copy of said Decision No. 73251, is attached to th1s affidavit as 

Exhibit No.2. The effective date of the Comm1ss1on's October 10, 

1907 ordero was November 1" 1967" the effective date of the Com­

rnission's Decision No. 73251 was October 30" 1967. No stay ot 

either the orders of October 10" 1967 or of the deCision or ' 

October 24" 1967 has been granted by the Fublic Utilities Commis­

zion or by the Supreme Court o~ the State or CalifOrnia" each of 

said orderc are now in full force and effect. No tariff' has been 

tiled by Southern Pacif1c Company establishing Charges for parking 
, , 

at any of its parking areas adjacent to its 'stations'between San 

FranCisco and San Jose. 
, , 

2. Attached hereto is the supporting 'affidavit ot Robert E •. 
, , 

:Souchet" an employee of the PubliC utilities' :Co_SZ10n" 'cetting 
• • • I I ', ••• ' 

forth certain racts,o~serv.ed by and'knoWn to said ~rr1ant reflect-

ing the activity of Southern Paq1f1c Company commen~1ng With ,the 
,,' . 
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," . 
')a.1A~ • 

• ' p." ~ 

date November 2, 1967 to and including November 8, 1967 with 

respect to activities at the parking areas adjacent to the 

Southern Pacific Company stations between San Francisco and San 

Jose. 

3. The Public Utilities Commission is a public body o~ the 

State of California created under and by Sections 22' and 23 of 

Article XII of the Constitution of California, and exe~cises such 

power, including the powers to punish for contempt, as have been 

conferred upon it by various sections of said Constitution and o~ 

the Public Utilities Code and by other statutes. 

Affiant makes this Affidavit and Application ~or Order to 

Show Cause in his capaCity as Secretary of the Public Utilities 

Commission and upon the r~quest and at the direction of said Com-

miSSion. 

Southern Pacific Company was at all times mentioned herein 

and is now a publ1¢ utility "railroad corporation" Within the 

meaning of Section 230 of the Public Utilities Code. Its post 

office address and prinCipal place of business is at 65 Market 

Street, San FranCisco, California,. 

4. Affiant states that based upon the facts stated herein 

and in the SUPporting affidavit of Robert E. Bouchet attached 

hereto and made a part he~eor, Southern Pacif~c Company has been 

in v101at~.on or ,'law:and i'n, contempt of the PubliC Uti11tie3 Com­

miSSion ot the State of"Ca111"~'rn1a in 44 separate and distinct 

instances each o~ wh1cl"l.'~onst1tutes a separate and dist1nct a~t 

of contempt by its !'a11Ure', ~d re1\2sal to obey the lawtul orders 

of said COmmiSSion here1nabove 'rererred to.' 
, , 

'WHEREFORE" afriant' prays' that the Publj;c, Utilities Commiss10n 
' , 

or the State' of' Calitorrii~ ,issue i'ts 'order reCl,u1r1ng Southern 
. , , 

Pacific Company. to ,appear, b¢torc said COmmiSSion and chow cauce" 
, " 

, , 

if any it has" why it ,should not'ce, pUnished in ,the manner pro-

Vided by law,for contempt of said PubliC Utilities Commission. 

3. 



~ • till' • 

..... , to .,-".~ .. 

tn!It!AM W.' Dtrn;creary 
Public Utilities 'Commission ot 
the State o~ California 

s~scrib:~d sworn t 
this' !!? ~ day of' L!:.::1C~~~::::=:~ 

,. 

NOtary Public in an fO~he City and 
County of San Franc~ ~ State of California 

My Commission Expires: __ :':_'Y_C4_~:_rt.I_~_O_N _cx_rl_kts_MA_~C_H_~_lm_'_ 

MIR!MA M. JOMI>:~ON 

4. 



CD EXHIBIT 1 

BEFORE THE PTJ.BLIC UTILITIES COMrl'.LlSSION OF 'l'HE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

CITY OF SAN CARLOS.. a Municipal 
corporation 

Complainant 

vs. 

SOUTHERN PACIFIC COMPANY.. a 
corporation 

Defendant ~ 

~ Investigation on the COmmission f s ~ 
own motion into the Rates.. Charges .. 
Rules.. Operations.. Practices.. Con-
tracts .. Leases, Service and Facilities } 
or all the vehicular parking areas 
adjacent to railroad stations between I 
San FranCisco and San Jose .. California .. 
owned or controlled by SOUTHERN PACIFIC 
COMPANY. 

Case No. 8691 

FILED 
PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSlON 

OCT 10 1967· 

San Francisco Office 

Case No. 8700 

ORDER INSTITUTING INVESTIGATION 
'" 
AND TEMPORARY RESTRAmING ORDER 

Good cause appearing.. IT IS ORDERED that an investiga­

tion on the Co~issionTs own motion is hereby instituted into the 

rates.. charges.. rules.. operations" practices.. contracts.. leasea" 

service and facilities of all vehicular parking areas adjacent 

to railroad stations between San Francisco and San Jose.. Califo~ 

owned or controlled by SOUT~~ PACIFIC COMPANY, hereby ~de 

respondent.. for the purpose of determining the reasonableness 

or zuch rates.. charges.. rules, operations.. practices, contracts .. 

leases.. service and facilities or all vehicular parking areas 

adjacent to railroad stations owned or controlled by respondent. 

It further appearing that respondent is proposing to 
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* c8691 e 

charge and collect vehicular parking tolls at some or allot 

said parking areas adjacent to its railroad stations and that 

no tariff r1lings setting the rates therefor have' been filed 

with this Commission? I~ IS FURTHER ORDERED that respondent shall 

refrain from charging and collect1ng such vehicular parking tolls 

at any of said parking areas adjacent to its railroad' stations 

between San Francisco and San Jose~ Californ1a~ pend1ng further 

order ot this Commission. 

NO~ICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that this matter 1$ consolidated 

for hearing with Case No. 8697 and is set for hearing before 

Commissioner Bennett and/or Examiner Daly on the 6th day ot 

November~ 1967~ at 10:00 a.m. at Commission Courtroom, State 

BUilding, San FranCiSCO, California, at which time and place 

all interested parties may appear and be heard. 

The Secretary is directed to cause a certified copy 

ot this order and a copy of the complaint in Case No. 8697 to 

be served upon respondent forthwith. 

Respondent is directed to tile its answer to the com­

pla1nt in Case No. 8697 at the hearing scheduled herein, or at 

such t1me and place as the Hearing Officer may direct. 

Dated at San FranCiSCO, California, this ~ day of 

October, 1967. 

COmmissioner William M. Bennett 
present but not voting. 

Commissioner Fred P. MOrrissey 
present but not voting. 

PETER E. MI~CHELL 

PreSid.ent 
A. W. GATOV 

WILLIAM SYMONS, J:R. 

Commissioners 

,:~ - "." 
, '/ . ," , 

, .. ,;/ ,. ' . 

. ',. .. :' 
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EXHIBIT 2 

Decision No. 73251 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES CO!1MISSION OF 'l'HE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

CITY OF SAN CARLOS, a municipal 
corporation, 

Complainant, 

vs. 

SOU"r'HERN PACIFIC COMPANY, e 
corporation, 

Defendant. 

Znvest1gation on the Commission's 
own motion into the rates, charges, 
rules, operations, practices, eon­
tracts, l~ses, service and faeil­
ities of all the vehicular parking 
areas adjacent to railroad stations 
between San Francisco and San Jose, 
California, owned or controlled by 
SOunm.RN PACIFIC COMPANY. 

Case No. 8697 

Case No.. 8700 

(Appearances are listed in Appendix A) 

ORDER OF MOD:FlCATION 

By its order dated October 10, 1967, the Commission 

instituted an investigation into the operations of all vehicular 

parking areas adjacent to the railroad stations between San 

Francisco and San 30se, California, owned or controlled by Southern 

Pacific Campany for the purpose of determining the reasonableness 

of parking charges recently tmposed or about to be imposed by 

respondent. The order also restrained respondent from charging or 

collecting parking tolls at any of its parking areas, adjacent to 

its traCks, between San Francisco and S~n Jose. On October ll~ 

1967 7 respondent filed :t motion to modify the restraining order. 

-1-



C.8697, C.8700 NB 

Oral argument on the motion to modify was held before 

Examiner Daly on October 18, 1967, at San Francisco. 

By its mo~ion respondent requests th8t the Commission's 

order of October 10, 1967, be modified to provide that respondent 

may file a statement (in tariff form, if desired) setting forth 

parking charges now applied and proposed to be applied at e~eh 

station between San Francisco and San Jose, inclusive; that such 

charges as proposed to be applied to stations where not in effect 

as of October 10, 1967, shall not take effect without seven days' 

no~ice to the Commission and to the public; and that such chsrg~s, 

when ~p~lied, shall be subject, together with charges instituted 

prior tc October 10, 1967, to ~he jurisdiction of the CommiSSion 

to order reperations in whole or in part, should the Commission 

find, upon investigation, that the charges are unjust and unreason­

aole or ethenri.se unlawful. 

At the time that the restraining order was signed respond­

ent asserts ~hat it had already established and was collecting 

vehicular parking charges at parking lots adjacent to its stations 

in a number of cities. 

Respondent requests that the Commission's order of 

October 10, 1967, be modified so as to exclude those stations at 

which parking charges had been established prior to the issuance of 

the order. The stations are: 

Hillsdale 
Mountain View 
Palo Alto 
Santa Clara 

San Francisco 
San Jose 
San Mateo and 
Sunnyvale. 

According to respondent the parking lot in San Francisco 

has been operated since 1959, and is not considered as a commuter 

parking lot. By the same token respondent argues it has been 

-2-



C.8697, C.8·700 NB 

operating a commuter parking lot at MOuntain View since 1959. 

Respondent pointed out that the Commission, by Decision No. 72615, 

dated June 20, 1967 in Cases Nos. 8087, 8188· and 8204 had found 

that said property has been dedicated to a public u~e. However, 

respondent is presently charging 35 cents at its Mountain View lot. 

The cities argued that during September and October of 

1967 respondent has inaugurated :1 35 cents ps%'king charge at a num­

ber of lots adjacent to its stations between San Francisco and San 

Jose without first obtaining Commission approval. Tncy take the 

position that such unilateral aetion should be restrained until 

such time as the Commission can make a determination as to whether 

3 charge should be made and if so the reasonableness of the charge. 

The staff recommended that the restraining order be 

modified by exeluding therefrom the San'Francisco and Mountain View 

parking lots. The staff further recommended that the, charge made 

at the Mountain View lot be reduced from 35 to 25 cents. 

On October 20, 1967, respondent filed a pe~ition for 

rehearing the Commission's order of October 10, 1967. Respondent 

argues that the restraining order is defective in tha: the proper­

ties to which the order rcl.:tes, with the exception of those covered 

by Deeision No. 72615, have not been the subject of a proceeding to 

determine whether they have been dedicated to a public utility use, 

which it c1afms is necessary before the Commission can assume 

jurisdiction. 

During the course of oral argument, respondent introduced 

in evidence Exhibit 1, which is a proposed tariff covering the 

properties in question. Respondent indicated a willingness to 

waive the issue of jurisdiction in the event such tariff was 

accepted by the Commission and respondene was permitted to 
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C.8697 , C.8700 NB· 

inaugurate the 35 cents parking eb4rge, with the underseanding that 

it would make repar~tion in the event the Commission, after hearing, 

finds the charge to be excessive. 

In the interest of orderly procedure the Commission is of 

the opinion that the restraining order should be modified as 

hereinafter set forth. 

IT IS ORDERED that: 

1. The Commission's order, dated October lO, 1967, in the 

,bove matters, is hereby amended by excluding from the restraining 

portion thereof the parking areas adjacent to respondent's railroad 

stations located at San Francisco and Mountain View. 

2. Until further order of the Commission respondent assess 

a charge of no more than 2S cents at its Mountain View parking lot. 

S. Until further order of this Commission and with the 

exception of its San Francisco and Mountain View parking lots, 

respondent shall remove or cover all rental signs and rental equip· 

ment from its parking lots adjacent to its stations between San 

Francisco and San Jose. 

4. Respondent's petition for rehearing of the Commission's 

order of October 10, 1967, is hereby denied. 

The effeetive date of this order shall be five days 

after the date hereof. 

Dated at San Francisco , California, this _.:.24.;.;t:;.:.h:-

day of October , 1967. 

Commissioner Fred P. Morrissey, 
being..'ne~es.sarily absent did not 
participate" 'in"the- ,disposition 
of this proceed.ing~· 

'" 'I. __ • 

Certified: a~··Gi·ro· ~ : 
/.~. ,..'.:1 

J.I(.~ __ tt!1.. f " •• _.....--

SECREI'ARY. PUBlIC UTIl.~nES 'co SSlOH 

-4-

STATE 1$ CAllFORtijA. 

PETER E. MITCHELL 
President 

WILLIAM M. BENNETT 

A. W. GATOV 

WILLIAM S".lMONS z JR. 

COtXImissioners 



c. 8697,8700 A3 
mENDIX A 

LIST OF APPEARANCES 

RESPONDENT: Charles W. Burket:t ana John MseDonold Smith, for 
Southern Pacific Company. 

INTERESTED PARTIES: Richard L. Andrews, for the City of 
Menlo Park; David 1:. Schricker, £or~edwood City; 
Donald C. Meanez~ tor the City of Palo Alto; Frank Gillio, 
for tne-C,~ty of ~unnyvale; Fred Caploe, for ttte City of 
Mountain View; Robert K. BOoth: Jr., for the City of 
Santa Clara; Burress Karmel, for tEe City of Burlingame; 
Richard G. RandOlah, for tne City of San Mateo; Michael 
Aaronson and Davi J. Palmer, for the City of San carlos; 
and Renneth M. DiCkerson, tor the City of Belmont. 

COMMISSION ST.AFF: William Bricca and Clyde Neary. 



BEFORE TdE PtJBLIC UTILITIES COI~SSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

CITY OF SAN CARLOS, a municip~l 
corporation, 

CompJ.a1nan t, 
( 

vs. r C~ee No. 8697 

SOUTrlERN PACIFIC COV~ANY, a 
corporation, 

Defend,ant. 

Investig~t1on on the Commission'c 
own motion into the rates, chargee, 
rules, oper~tions, practices, contracts, 
leases, se~lce and facilities of all 
the vehicul~r p~rk1ng areas adjacent 
to ra1lroD.c1, stations between 3M 
FranciSCO .:uld So.n Jose, California, 
o~~ed or controlled by SOUTHERN 
PACIFIC COMPANY. 

/',< , 
/'" , 

/',' 

AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPOR~ OF 
APPLICATION FOR OrIDER 

TO SHOvl CAUSE 

STATE OF CALIFORl.'"IJ'IA l S5. 

,CITY .A.'lD COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO 

Case No .. 8700 

ROBERT E. BOUCHET, being first duly sworn, deposes ~d says 

that: I CJ':l nOi'1 and was at 0.11 times mentioned herein D. ci t1zen 

of the St~te of California over the age of 21 years, ~~d an 

employee,of the Public Utilities Co~~ission of the State of 

Calif 0 r;'lia., to wit, an Assisto.nt Tro.nsportation Engineer, my 

office ~cldresz being: Sta.te Building, San Francizco, CalifOrnia. 

1 

On Novemoer 2, 1967 affi~t personally observed t~t the 

Southern Pacific Company had not removed or covered the rental 

signs a."'ld rent~l equipment at the po.rking lot adjacent to its 

station at S~ Jose. 

1. 



2. 

On November 2, 1967 aft1~t personally ob~erved th~t the 

Southern P~c1fic Company h~d not removed or covered the rental 

signs and rental equipment at the parking lot adj~cent to its 

station at Santa Clara. 

On November 2, 1967 atfi~t perconally observed th~t the 

Southern Pacific Company had not removed or covered. the rental 

Signs a.."ld rent~l equipment at the parking lot adjacent to its' 

station ~t Sunnyvale. 

4. -
On November 2, 1967 aff'iant personally ooserved that the 

Southern Pacific Company had not removed or covered. the rental 

signs and rent~l e~uipment at the parking lot adjacent to its 

station at California Avenue. 

On November 2, 1967 affiant personally observed tr~t the 

Southern,Pacific Company had not removed or covered the rental 

signs and rental 'equipment at the parking lot adjacent to its 

station at P~lo Alto. 

6. ' -
On Novem"oer 2, 1967 aff':ia.rit personally observed that the 

Soutl;lern .~o.cifie Company had' .n~~~. removed or covered the rental 

signs .a."'lcl r~ntal equipment"c,t':tl'lC .parking lot 3.ojacent to its 
... t • ' 

station at Hi1l~dale. 

On Noveober 2, 1967 affi~t per~ona11y observecl that the 

Southern Pacific Company hao. not removed or covered the rental 

signs and rent~l eqUipment at the parking lot adjacent to its 

station at S~~ Mateo. 

2. 



8. -
On November 2~ 1967 affiant purchased a parking ticket 

from Southern P~c1f1c Company rental equipment at the parking ~rea 

adjacent to its Mountain View ~tation~ said equipment would not 

relea.se a. pa.rl~ing ticket for 25 cents but did release a ticket 

for 35 cents. 

-2:.. 
On November 3, 1967 affi~t personally observed that the 

Southern P~cific Company had not removed or covered the rental 

signs ~~d rental equipment at the pa.rking lot adjacent to its 

station at C~lifornia Avenue. 

10. -
On November 3, 1967 affiant personally obzeNed. tho.t the 

Southern Pacific Company had not removed or covered the rental 

signs and renta.l eqUipment at the parking lot adjacent to its 

station a.t Po.10 Alto. 

11. -
On November 3, 1967 affiant persona.lly observed th.~t the 

Southern Pacific Company had not removed. or covered the rentD.l 

Signs and rental equipment at the parking lot ~djacent to its 

station at Hillsdale. 

12. -
On November 3,,' 1967 ~:f:!iD.nt p.ersonally observed that the 

, ' 

Southe'rn ?o.cifie Co~pa.ny :h~d, not remov~d. or covered the renta.l 
" . 

." , 
signs and ,rcnt?-l equiP:nent a.t the parking lot adja.cent to its 

station <it' Sa.n V~teo. 

On NoveJ:lber 3, 1967 affio.."lt persona.lly observed cert~in 

ind1v1dual~ obtain parking tickets for 35 cents from the rental 

equipment ~t the Southern Pacific Company parking lot adjacent 

to its Mountc.in View station, parle their a.utomobile~ and boa.rd 

? ..;. 



a Southern P~c1f1c Company co~utcr train destined for San 

Francisco .. 

14. 

On November 3, 1967 affi~t personally observed certain 

individue1s obtain parking tickets from the rental equipment at 

the Southern P~cific Company p~rk1ng lot adjacent to its Calitor.n1a 

Avenue station, park their automobiles and board a Southern 

Pacific Cornp~~y commuter train destined for San Francisco. 

~ 

On November 3~ 1967 affi~t personally observed ccrt~in 

individuals obto.in pa.rk1ng tickets from the rental equipment at 

the Southern Pacific Comp3ny·parking lot adjacent to its Palo Alto 

station, park their automobiles ~d board a Southern P~cific 

Comp~~y co~ute~ train destined for San Francisco. 

16 .. 

~ No~c:n.bcr 3, 1967 affiont personally observed certain 

individual::; obtain parking tickets from the rental equipment at 

the .Southern Pacific Company parking lot adjacent to its Hillsdal~ 

$t~tiori~ parl~ their automobiles c..~d boa.rd a Southe'rn Pacific 

Compa..~ commuter tra.in destined for San Francisco. 

On November 3~ 1967 afri~~t persona.lly observed certa.in 

. ind:tvid.ua.l~ obtain parking ticket~ from the rental equipment at 

the Southern Pacific Company parking lot a.djacent to its S~~ Mateo 

station, park their a.utomobile::: and board a Souther.n Paci!i~ 

Company COmr:lutcr train Clestined tor San Francisco. 

18. -
On Nover:lber 6~ 1967 affic.nt personally observed tl'lat the 

Southern Pacific Company had not removed or covered the rental 

signs ~~d rent~l equipment at the parking lot adjacent to its 

station at C~11tornia Avenue. 

4. 



On November 6, 1961 afti~t personally observed th~t the 

Southern P~ci!ic Company had not removed or covereo the rental 

signs ~~d rent~l eq~ipment at the parking lot adjacent to its 

station at P~10 Alto. 

20. 

On November 6, 1967 aff~~t personally observed that the 

Southern P:lcific Compa.ny had not removed or covered tl'le rental 

Signs ~~d rental eq~ipment at the parking lot adjacent to its 

station at Hi11cdale. 

21. -
On November 6, 1967 affi~t personally observed t~t the 

Southern· Pacific Company had not removed or covered the rental 

signs and rental equipment at the p:lrking lot adjacent to its 

s to. ti on at Sa."l X~a te 0 • 

~ 

On November 6, 1967 affiant personally observed certain 

inoivid.'ua1s obtain parking tickets tor 35 cents from the rental 

equipment :It the Southern Pacific Company parking lot adj~cent 
" .. ' 

to the Mo~ta1n View station, pa.rl~ their automObiles and 'board a 

Southern P~ci:f'ic Company commuter train destined tor San Francisco. 

23..:.. 
On November 6, 1967 a:f'fiant pcr::;ona1ly obcervccl certain 

in~1v1dual= obtain parKing ticket: from the rental equipment at 

the Southern. P.::.cific Company parking lot adjacent to the 

California Avenue station, po.rl~ their automobiles and board f.l. 

Southern Pacific Company commuter tr~in destined for San 

Prancicco. 

On N'ovet10er 6, 1967 affi~"'l't personally observed cert~in 

ind1v1dualc obtain parking ticket~ from the rental equipment at the 



Southern Pacific Company parl~g lot adjacent to the Palo Alto 

station~ parl~ their automobile: :.nd boa.rcl. a Southern Pacific 

Company commutcrtra.in destined tor San Francisco. 

~ 

On November 6~ 1967 a.ffiD..~t persona.lly observec1, ccrta,in 

individuals obtain park1ng ticket3 from the rental equipment at 

the Southern Pacific Company p:lrk.,ing lot a.dja.cent to tl1C Hillsda.le 

station, park their automObiles ~d board a Souther.n Pacific 

Company commuter train destined for San Francisco. 

26. -
On November 6, 1967 affiant persona.lly observed certain 

L~div1dual: obtain parking tickets from the rental equipment at 

the Souther.n Pacific Company pcrk1ng lot adjacent to the San Mateo 

station, park their automobiles and board a Souther.n P~ci:f'ic 

Company comm~tcr train dest1ne~, for San Francisco. 

~ 

On Nove~ber 7, 1967 af:f'i~t personally observecl thc.t the 

Southern Pacific Company had not removed or covered the rencal 

signs and rentc.l equipment ct the parking lot adjacent to its 

station c.t Cc.11!ornia. Avenue. 

28. 

On November 7, 1967 affiant personally observed that the 

Southern Pacific Company had not removed or covered tho rental 

signs and rental equipment ~t tne parking lot a.djacent to its 

station ~t P~lo Alto. 

22..:. 
On November 7, 1967 affiant personally observed that the 

Southern Pacific Company had not removed or covered the rental 

signs and rental equipment at the parking lot adjacent to its 

station at Hillsdale. , 

6. 

"", 



On November 7~ 1967 a!fi~~t perzonally observed tn~t the 

Southern Pacific Company had not removed or covered the rental 

signs and renta.l equipment a.t the pa.rking lot ad.jacent to its 

station a.t Sa.n l.fateo. 

...lk.. 
On NoveCber 7, 1967 a.ffi~~t personally observed certain 

individuals obta.~~ parking tickets tor 35 cents from the rental 

equipment at the Southern Pncific Company p~rking lot a.djacent to 

the Mountain View station, p~rk their automobiles ~d board a 

Southern Pa.cif1c Company commuter train destined for S~ Francisco. 

32. 

On November 7, 1967 affiant personally observed, certain 

individuals obtain parking ticltets from the rento.l equipment at 

the Southern P~ci!ic Comp~ pa.rlung lot adjacent to the C_lifor.nia 

Avenue station, park their Q.utomobiles and board a Southern Pacitic 

Company commuter tra.in destined for San FranciSCO. 

On November 7, 1967 a:f'fic..~t personally observed, certain 

individuals ob"to.in parking tickcts from the rental equipment a.t 

the Southern Po.cific Company P"-l"ld.ng lot ad,jacent to t1').c Pa.lo Alto 

station, pa.rk their automObiles ~d board ~ Southern Pacific Company 

com.'lluter trOo1n destined for S.:m Francisco. 

~ 
On Novembe'r7 ~ 1967 attia."'l.t pcrsonally obze'~cd certain 

individuals obtain parking tickets from the rental equip~cnt at 
' , 

the Southern Po.c:t!ic COt:lpnny p~rking ~ot adjacent to the Hillsdale 
I , ' • 

station, p~rk their automobiles ~d.boa.rd a 'Southern Pacific 

Compcny Co~utcr train destined tor San Francisco. 

7. 



~ 

On rtovcmber 7, 1967 aff1a"lt personally observed certa.in 

~~dividuals obt~in parking tickets from the rental equipment at 

the Southern P~cific Company parking lot adjacent to the San ~teo 

station, parle their automobilez end 'board a Southern F:.cif'ic Company 

co:nmuter train destined. for San Francisco. 

36. 

On November 8, 1967 affi~"lt personally observe~ a.t approxi­

ma.tely 6:;6 a.m., a male individual driving a Dodge ~utomobile, 

California. license number ~v 009, purchase 0. parkin8 ticket for 

35 cents at the Southern Pacific Company parking lot c.djacent to 

the station at Mountain View one:. parlt said Dodge automObile in said 

par~~g l~t. The automobile is reSistered to Beverly Y~cDonald, 

816 Heller Drive, Sunnyvale, Cc.lifornio. • 

..31:.. 
On November 8, 1967 afi'io.nt personally Observed, a.t 

approxi~tely 7:17 a.m., a ~le individual dr~ving a. Ford automobile, 

California. licence number BFA 687, purchase a. parking ticket,for' 

35 cent~ at the Southern PaCific Company parking lot o.djo.cent to 

the station at CoJi toroiD. Avenue and po.rk sa.id Foro. automObile in 

zo.1d po.rkL~z lot. The automobile 1z registered to Celt W. Lynn, 

415 Floro.les Dr., Po.lo Alto, C::.lii'ornia • 

....3§..:. 

On November 8, 1967 atfi~~t personally observed, ~t approxi­

mately 7:34 ~.m., a male individu~l oriving an 01dzmob1le automobile, 

Ca11forni~ lic~nse n~~ber DET 785, purchase a parking ticket for 

3S cents at the Southern PaCific Company parking lot' adjacent to 

the station at Po.lo .Alto and parle said Oldzmobile .:-..uto:nob11e in 

said parking lot. The automobile is registered to Independent 

Elevator Co., Inc., 2801-23ro. Street, San FranCiSCO, Co.Jit'orn1a .. 

8. 



.3.2.:. 
On Novc~b~r 8; 1967 af!i~nt per~ona11y observed~ ~t 

approxilM.tely 8:08 3..m.'~ a rn:ile ind.ividual driving a Chevrolet 

station wagon" California license ~umber CIC 901" purchase a 

parking ticket for 35 cents at the Southern Pacific Company parking 

lot acjaccnt to the sta.tion at Hillsdale a.nd. park said Chevrolet 

station wac;on in said parking lot. The a.utomobile is registered 

to V.ary Loui::e Manharo" 122 Flyine; Mist~ S31l Mateo" C.:.li1"orn1a. .. 

l~O • 

On I~ove::loer 8" 1967 a.ffiant personally observed. ~utomobile$ 

parked in the Southern Pa.cific Compa.."'lY pa.rking lot adjacent to 

its San VJ..:.tco station" said ~utotlobile$ d,ispl.:lYing parl-:ing tickets 

obtained from the rental equipment at said parking lot ~d 

effective for November 8~ 1967. 

41. -
On November 8, 1967 af!1cnt pers~nallY observed. that the 

Southern Po.cii'ic Company h.o.d not removed or covered, the rente.l 

Signs arld rental equipment at the parl-:1ng lot ad.jacent to its 

station at C~11:f'or.nia Avenue. 

42. 

On November 8, 1967 a:f'fiDnt personally observed, tha.t the 

Southern Pacific Company had not removed or covered tl'lc rental 

, signs ~e rental eqUipment at the parking lot adjaccnt to its 

station at P~10 Alto. 

~, 

On I~ovetlbel" 8" 1967 a:f':f'im'lt perzonally obscrved thAt the 

Southern ?c.cific Company ha.d.'not removed or coverecl the rental 

z1gnz and, rcn";c.l equipment ~t the parking lot adjacent to it::; 

station at Hillcdale. 



· ' ... , .. 
~ . 

44. 

On November 8, 1967 af:ri~t persona.lly observed that the 

Southern Pacific Company had not removed or covered the rental 

signs and rental equipment at the p~rk1ng lot adjacent to its 

sto.tion at S~ I~teo~ 

ROBERT E. BOUCHET 
A~sistant Transport~tion Engineer 
Public Utilities COmmics1on 
State of Cali:f'o·rn1a. 

Subscribeo ~d cworn to before me, 
this IU do.y of /~I'/<''?77.J¥, 1967. 

/:I£d::u #/. ~ 
::.~'~ -., . .-.. 'N~ Pub,lic in and for the City Md 
~~;-~'Co:u.ntY'· of S.:.n Francisco, St<l.te of California 

~~\:::~.y"~comm~~;on Expires: Jc/I1'p ;;2. { //"~Z 
''-i::~:" ,:::;/~!> 

" 
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