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Deeision No. 76455 @\ffi~@~OO~l 
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTn.ITIES COMMISSION OF THE STA'XE OF CALIFORNIA 

Application of GREYHOUND LINES - vmsT ) 
DIVISION OF GREYHOUND LINES, INC., for 
an order authorizing a statewide 
increase in intrastate passenger fares 
and express rates a.nd GREYHOUND LINES _ 
WEST,. DIVISION OF GREYHOUND LINES, INC. 
tAS VEGAS-TONOPAH-RENO S'l:AGE LINE, INC. 
}'.oYER STAGES,. ORANGE BELt S"IAGES, ) 
PEERLESS S!AGES, INC.,. SAN PEDRO tRANS IT) 
LINES, and VACA VM.;LEY BUS LINES for an ) 
order auchoriz:lng a statewide increase ~ 
in interline express rates. ) 

Application No. 51326 
(Filed August 15~ 1969) 

W. L. McCra.cken, for Greyhound Lines, Inc. 
(~reYhouna Lines-West Division), Las 
Vegas-Tonopah-R.eno Stage Line, Inc., 
Moyers Stages, Or.ange Belt Stages, 
Peerless Stage Lines, Inc.,. San Pedro 
Transit Lines, and Vaca Valley Bt:S L:Lnes, 
applicants. 

Douglas Maloney and GeoX'§e Si1 ves tri, for 
l1a.i1n COunty Transit £Strict, protestant. 

Thomas J. O·Connor, City Attorney, by Tl1illiam 
c. Ta.~lor, for the City and County 0:1: San 
Franc~sco, interested party. 

'V1illiam c. Brie~Counscl, ~e H. Morrison 
and kl. J. De , for the- ission staff. 

OPINION ... - ......... -~ .... 

Greyhound Lines, Inc.:r (Greyhound) is a wholly-owned subsid­

iary of The Greyhound Corporation. Greyhound is engaged, as a 

passenger stage corporation, ill the transportation of passengers, 

baggage and express generally statewide throughout California. 

Greyhound also operates throughout the contiguous 48 states and in 

Canada and Mexico. Greyhound Lines - West is an operating division of 

Greyhound, through which Greyhound conducts tr~poreation services in 

26 states, including California. 
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In this application Greyhound seeks to increase its 

California intrastate mainline and commute passenger fares and its 

express rates by 8.75 percent. It alsn seeks to increase its minimum 

fare from 35 to 40 cents. Greyhound is joined With other applicants 

in a request to increase joint express rates "CO the same level as are 

sought for local service by Greyhound. It also seeks to revise the 

fare zones applicable in connection with commute service between San 

Francisco and points in Marin County, resulting in both increases and 

reductions fn fares. 

Greyhound's mainline one-way and round-trip fares and .its 

express rates were last adjusted pursuant to Decision No. 75939, dated 

July 22, 1969, in Application Ne. 50792¥ 'Ihat decision authorized a 

rate of return of 7.0 percent and an operating ratio (after eaxes) of 

96.1 percent for GreyhoUllcP s California intrastate passenger opera­

tions, including charter service and express service. That decision 

contains an adopted esttmate of operating results for a test year 

ended June 30, 1970, at fares and express rates authorized therein. 

In this proceeding, Greyhoond alleges t.."lat Decision. No. 75939 

does not reflect labor cost increases incurred by it pursuant to recent 

collective bargaini~g agreements covering its shop and garage employe~ 

and its drivers and office personnel. ~ this application Greyhound 

seeks an "offset" increase in fares and express revenue, ass.ertedly in 

an axc.O\.1ll t des igned to recover only t:he increase in opera.ting cos ts 

:::es\:tlting from said collective bargaining agreements and from recent 

changes in business and property taxes levied by the City of San 

Fr.;mcisco. 
AI 

Y Greyhound f $ one-way, round-trip and mUltiple :.=ide fares within 
commute areas were last adjusted pursuant to Decision No. 74519, 
dated August 13, 1968 in Application No. 49658. 
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Public hearing was held and this matter subrdttcd before 

Commiscioner Vukasin dnd Examinc:c Mallory at San 'Francisco on 

September 29 ~ 1969. E\.'i.dence was adduced on behalf of ~pplieant and 

tb~ Commission staff. Other parties a.ssis~ed in. the d~li"elopment of 

the record. 

The Director of Traffic of Greyhouna Lines - West Division 

~resented testimony and exhibits describing Greyhound's operation in 

the West and in California. He also outlined the increased ~age costs 

which have been incu-"'"X'cd by Greyhound since tl'le last pro.-:eeding, 3lld 

explained in detail the relief sought in this application. '!he wit:ness 

poi:lted out in his testirr:t01lY that labor costs and fringe benefits 

account for 60 percent of applicant's OpC::'3ting expenses. He testified 

that the sought fare increases are necessary iI: order to recover 

increased wage costs o 

Applicant requests that it be 3 flthorized to construct: fares 

and eh,,?X'ess rates generally in the same manner as authorized in prior 

prOCeCdings~ Greyhound has been authorized to publish increases in 

'1:.1 Applicant seeks continuation of pre",riot!Sly au:h.orized tnethods of 
construction of mainline fares ~ as follows: 

a) 

b) 

c) 

d) 

Fares constructed by the nC"'N sca!e in .cmotm.ts of less than 
$0.60 will be further increased when neeess.3-"'"Y so that all 
fares end ~ "0" or "5". 

Regular round-trip fares will be based on l80% of the one-way 
fa::c o 

In the case of tickets covering travel over both branchline 
3:le mainline routes, the fare will· be based upon the combina­
tion of fares a:; ~uth~rfzed by ~eil';ion No. 71787 in Applica-
1:ion No .. 48692. 

In the case of a tick.et covering travel over thl! San 'F'::.!:llcisco­
Oaklane Bay Bridge (3 miles), the Goldeo, Gate Br1dg~ (3 oile~), 
the Ca=~uinez Straits Bridge (1-1/2 miles), or 3ny co~bina~ion 
thercof~ the mainline f~=e (outzide commute ~e~) will con­
tinue to be based u?on milcsge compu~aeions ineludiDg full 
constructive mil~age over each bridge as authorized b1 Deci­
sion No. 43081 in Al?P1:f.c:tt:ion No. 29608, dated June 29, 1949» 
and Decision No. 57650 in Application No. 40532, dat~d 
November 25~ 1958. 
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mainline fares by the use of conversion tables. At ehe present time 

fare increases authorized by Decision No. 75939 (supra) and by Decision 

No. 74331, effective November 9, 1968, are published in this m.armer. 

The witness testified that Greyhound seeks authority to use the conver­

sion table method of publishing the mainline fares sought in this 

proceeding, but intends to revise all tariffs with;.n a six-month period 

in order to ellm1nate the conversion tables. 

Applicant also seeks to maintain its currently authorized 
}j 

methods of constructing fares w.Lthin commute areas, subject to t..'I-le 

a~ded provision that round-trip fares based on one-way fares of $1.05 

or more shall be based on 180 percent of the one-way fare subject to a 

minimum of $2.00. !'he witness explained that, pu:suant to Deeision 

No. 74519 (supra), one-wOlY suburban fares within commute 2%'eas are not 

subject to the reduction for round-trip service when the one-way fare 

is $1.00 or less. Under the 180 percent rule a lower round-trip- fare 

is obtained when the orlo-way suburban fare exceeds $l.OO than when the 

one-way suburban fare is just under $1.00. The proposal that t:..~e 

minimtJm rOUlld trip fare be $2.00 on one-way suburban fares of $1.05 or 

mo:e asserte~ly would avoid eonfusion 1:0 selling agents and reduce 

passenger complaints. 

The witness testified that the proposed revision of Marin 

County eomtllute fare zones was jointly developed by applicant and the 

Commission staff and is designed to place fare zone boundari~ away 

Y Commute operations ere performed in the San Francisco Bay Area: 
betwce:J. San Francisco ane. Marin ~d Sonoma County points; between 
S.:..n Francisco and San Jose. .and intermediate points on Soo Fre:~i$co 
?e:l.insula; between San Fr.w.cisco and Oakland and Vallejo; .me: 
between San Francisco and Ocltl:mcl and Cont::~ Costa County points. 
G::cyhound also perfo=ms comc~te se:viec between Long Beach ~d 
Santa Y.IOuiea, ~d betwee: S2Cr3m~to and Dt;.vis and ~:oodla:1d. 
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from s ta:ions' and bus s tops to eliminate conflicts as to applicable 

f<lres from points now located in two f~e zones. !he proposed fare 

limits would cause some passengers to pay higher fares 3lld others to 

pay lower fares. ':the witness testified. that the incr~es and reduc­

tions are largely offsetting; he believed, however, that fare zone 

revisions would result in a net decrease in revenue .. 

The assistant to the comptroller of Greyhound I..i:o.es - 'tYest 

Division presented in evidence an exhibit contai:aing %'cvenuc and 

expense and :ate of return projections reflecting his estimates of the 

~dded revenues f:om proposed fares and ~creased expenses resulting 

from wage i:ocreases and 1:aXes.. 'the met:hod followed by the witness was 

to adjust 1:he results of operation a.dop1:ed in Decision No. 75939, dated 

July 22, 1969, in Application No. 5C792~ The wieness testified that he 

first estimated the increases in wage costs and allied expenses and the 

changes in the San FrmlCisco City and Cotmty :axes which were nee 

reflected in ti1e test y~ operating results adopted in Decision No. 

759:39, and then dctercrl:ned the amount of revenue increase which would 

be required to produce a rate of return of 7 percent: on California 

int:rastate opera.tions. The witness testified that an increase of S.75 

percent applied to all fares for scheduled service and to express r4tes 

wo~ld be necessary to cover additional expenses and to produce a 7 

percent rate of return~ Table 1, belOW, sets forth applicant's esti­

mate~ of test year revenues and expenses adopted in Decision No. 75939, 

adjusted to give effect only to (a) the revenue increases proposed 

~I 'I'hat decision authorized increzses in mainline fares tt) bring 
Greyboundtg r~te of ret~ u~ to 7 perc~t ~d operating r~tio 
(~fter taxes) to 96.l; that r~te of re~urn and operating ratio were 
ioun.d re~sorul.ble ~or Greyhound v s ~~al California in~rastz.te o,era­
tions. 

§j No incrCc'lSe in revenues was projected for intrastate special coach 
(charter) operations. Fares for charter service arc not subject to 
re~ation by this ~cion (Public Utilities Code - Section 
53/5)$ 
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h~re:in~ (b) increased wage costs .and re~ueed San Francisco City and 

County taxea ~ and (c) adjustments in commissions paid~ gross receipt 

taxes ~ .nnd social security and income taxes resulting from (a) and 

(b) and soeial security tax rates. 

tAJ3LE 1 

GRE1'HOtJND LINES, INC. 
(Greyhound Lir.es - West Division) 

SUMMARY OF F.ARNINGS ON A DEPRECIA.TED RATE BASE 
FOR CALIFORN1A INTRASTATE OPERATIONS AT 

PROPOSED FARES AND RATES FOR YEAR ENDING FEBRUARY 28% 1971 

(All Amounts in Thousands) 

CALI:E'ORNIA ~"TRAS"A'm 
'.1.'01::11 l1.ainline LOCa! 

cperatin~ Revenues (Decision 
$40~252 $l2,188 No. 75 39) $52,440 

Increasc from. Proposed Fares 
and Rates. 3.503 2 z6.l7 sa6 

~55,94S $42,869 $I"J,011+. 

Opcrat~ E~es (Decision 
35,045 13,887 . No. 75 39) 43,932 

Increase in Salaries & Wages, 
$,740 2,504 1,236 Pension & We1f.ere 

Increase in San Fra:tcisco ?roperty 
24 15· 9 Taxes 

Decrease in San Francisco Busine~s 
la.~ (280) (151) (129) Increase in Commissions Paid 183 149 34-

Increase in Gross Receipts Tax 42 39' 3 
'S5'-:t?;li:I . ~:37 zbUI S!5 z04O' 

Operating Ine~e 3~302 5,268 (1;t966) 
Income Taxes 1,373 2,226 (853) 

NET ::::NCOME 1,929 3· 042 (l,113) , 
Opera~~ ~tio After Taxes 96.6% 92.9% 108.S1. 
Rate of Retur.:l. 6.7% 12.6% -

(Red rigu=e) 

Appliear4t's wit-nesz pointed out tik~t, in the above eabl~, 

the es tir.oated ixlcre~e in revenues falls sho'rt of thc est~te:d 

increase in cX?ens~ by approximately $200,000, and that the estimatod 

rate of return 0: 6.7 percent is loss t'b:l.\') th~t £oun<1 '1:'~.::1Sona.ble in 

Decision No. 75939. 
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A:rJ.. estimate of operating revenues, expenses and rate of 

return on rate base was also developed by a senior transportation 

engineer from the Commission's Transportation Division staff. His 

es t:i.m3.tes were dCV'elop~d in a similar m.;mne4', and reflect the same 

elements of inere~ed expenses ancl revenues) as the data submitted by 

applicant's witness. The results developed by the s·taff witness, how­

ever, differ from those developed by applicant's witness in three 

primary respects: 

(1) The method of est:tmating the cost-of-1iving increase 

effective lI'Ja%'ch 1, 1970, in wage contracts, based on the U. S. Depart­

ment of Labor Consumer Price Index in effect on January 15, 1970. The 

staff witness used 1:he eost-of-living index .as of June 15, 1969, as 

indicative of the January 15, 1970 index; whereas applicant used 'the 

higher index as of August 15, 1969. 

(2) The staff witness reflected in the test year operating 

results an increase in charter revCt:.tles in the same relative amount as 

sought herein for mainline and commute passcr..ger fares and ~xpress 

rates (3.75 percent). Applicant's witness projected no increase in 

charter revenues. 

(3) The staff witness applied diminution fae1:Ors to oper­

ating expenses based on bus miles, in a similar manner to the 

diminution factors applied to increased revenues. Applicant's witness 

did not apply diminution factors to s~id expenditures. 

The es timated operating revenues, expenses and rate base for 

Greyhound's California intrastate operations under the fare inc:ease 

sought herein;J 3.$ developed by the s·eaff witness, are SQt: forth in the 

following table .. 
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TABLE 2 

GREYROtmm LINES, me. 
(Greyhound Lines - West Divisio~) 

CO~SION STAFF ESTD1ATED RESULTS OF 
OPERATIONS FOR '!lEAR ENDING FEBRUARY 2$% 1971 

(Thousands of Dollars) 

:ttem -
Revenues 
~e Year (Decision No. 75939) 

Ch?nge in Revenue 
Total 

E,.enses as·e Year (Decision !1-To. 75939) 

Changes for Agreements 
Changes for Commissions 
Changes for Gross Receipts Tax 
Changes for 7ransportat1on Tax 

Total 

Operating Income 
Income Taxes 
Net Operating Income 

Rate :Base 

Operating Ratio 
Rate of Return 

Califo:cn1a 
Intrastate 

Total. 

$52,440 
3,752 

$56,192' 

$48,932 

3,200 
201 

4·$ 
1 

$52,382 

$ 3,810 
1,635 
2,175, 

$28,976 

96.1% 
7.5% 

'!he Commission staff witness stated that the estimate of tesZ 

year operating results developed in the preceding table indicates that 

applicant would achieve a rate of return in excess of ehe 7.0 percent 

found reaso1nable in Decision No. 75939. The staff witness recommended 

that applicant be authorized to ineresse fares and express rates by 

8 percent. !he witness testified that an inexe:ase of 8 percent would 

result in ~ test year rate of return of 7.0 percent for applicant's 

California intrastate operations .• 
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Applic~tfs Director of Traffic testified in rebuttal to the 

staff position concerning charter revenues. He stated that applicant 

faces competition for charter service from many other carriers; that 

charter rates are not re~lated by this Commission; that Greyhound bas 

urged" in informal meetings with competing carriers, that charte: 

rates be adjusted upward; .and that other carriers have refused to 

accede to this request. 'rhe wieucss stated tb.a.t it is applicant's 

conclusion, in face of these facts, that it cannot raise its charter 

fares in the test year. Therefore, applicant's projections for the 

test ,year reflect no increase in charter revenues. The witness .,.greed 

with the contention of the staff witness that the increased wage costs 

which are the subject of this proceecling are equally applicable eo 

charter operations and to regular-route passenger operations. 

Discussion and Preliminary Findings 

Applicant &1d the Commission staff have used the same esti­

mated year July 1" 1969 to June 30" 1970 as a base and the same 

general methods in developing operating results for a test year to 

show the effect of the wage cost increases which will be incurred by 

applicant pursuant to COllective bargaining agreements. Both appli­

c.a:nt and the staff recognize in their projections that said agreercen~ 

will require a further increase in wages on March 1, 1970, if the 

Cons-omcr ?r:tce Index is higher on 3anuary 15, 1970 than the index in 

effect on January 15, 1969. The staff used the June 15~ 1969 index as 

indicative of the future, whereas applicant used the August 15, 1969 

index. The index in August was higher than in June, r~sulting in a 

greater estimated wage cost increase. It is apparent from 1:he testi­

mony of applicant's financi:!l witness and the staff witness that each 

believes" based on current inflationary trends, that the price index 

in effect on Ja.nu.ary 15, 1970, will be no lower than. the current price 
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index. Each witness recognized that the monthly trend has been almost 

uniformly upward over the past and eurrent yea:r. Therefore, if the 

theory used by both witnesses is valid for the purpose of projecting 

future wage expenses, the most current price index should be used. In 

the circumstances, we f~d that: wage increases effective on March l, 

1970, based on the level of the U. S. Departxnent of Labor Consumer 

Price Index on that date should be projected in test year es~t:es 

based on the index for August 15, 1969. 

App~icant:rs test: year projections contatn no increases in 

charter revenues, based on applicant's conclusions that competitive 

forces will not permit the raising of charter rates in the test year. 

The staff's test year ~timates inclt:dc .an 3.7S ,c=cent i:le:reasa in 

c~rter revenues. The staff and a.pplictmt ag:ee that the wage cost 

increases reflected in their test year operating results ~e appli­

cable to charter operations. It is the staff's position that eaCh 

segment of applicant's operations should bear its share of providing 

increased revenues to offset the corresponding increased expenditures, 

and that the test year projections should reflect said revenue 

increases whether or not that p.articular segment will actually be able 

to produce such revenue increases. It is clear that the' applicant 

cannot unilaterally raise its charter rates in the test year by 8.75 

percent, as estimated in the staff study. '!he Commission determined 

in Decision No. 75939 that the operAting ratio ~d rate of return found 

reasonable therein should apply to applicant's total California intra­

state operations, including its commute and charter operations. 

Tl~erefore~ we find that it is reasonable to est~te charter opera~ion 

revenues in the test yea:r on the same level as in the results of opera­

tion adopted in Decision No. 75939. 
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Bo1:h applicant and the ~eaff have given effect to diminution 

of passengers in thei:o proj ections of the proposed fare increases. 

The witnesses· have reduced the number of estimated passenger::: in the 

te.s t year in proportion to the perceneage increase in fares. The 

staff witness also gave effect to said d~inution in passengers by 
. §j 

reducing bus-mile expenses,. which are affected by reduced c:affic. 

It appears th.at, if diminution. of passengers because of a fare increase 

is to be given effect in determining passenger revenues in a. test year,. 

a corresponding reduction should be made in expenses related to bus­

miles,. which also vary with num.bers of passengers carried. We find 

tl'lat the method followed by the staff witness in calculating such 

expenses is appropriate for the purposes of this proceeding. 

The following table sets forth adjustments to the estimates 

contained in Table 2 hereof to give effect to the findings and conclu­

sions reached above. Said table is adopted as reasonable for the 

purposes of this proceeding. 

TABLE 3 

GREYROUND Ln~ - W.:ST D!V!SION 

Adjusted Estimated Results of Operations 
For Yeu Ending February 28, 1971 

(Thous~ds of Dollars) 

Revenues 

Expenses 

°2eratinglncome 

Income Taxes 

Net Operating Income 

Rate Base 

Operating Ratio (after taxes) 

Rate of Return 

$55,.988 

$52,598-

$ 3,390 
$ 1,.418 .. 

I 

$ 1,.972!: 

$23,976-

96.5% 
6.8% 

§} The witness testified that actual bus-miles- operaeed by Greyhound 
are not reduced or increased in direct proportion to reductions or 
increases in the number of passengers. Therefore, in his· projec­
tions, the expenses relat:ed to bus ... miles are reduced proportion­
ately less than the revenues were reduced for d~ution of 
passengers in the test year. -11-
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Findin~s and Conclusions 

~e find that: 

l. Greyhound Lines - West Division of Greyhotmd Lines, Inc. 

(Greyhound) "V73S last authorized to increase its mainline passenger 

fares and express rates pursuant to Decision No. 75939,. daeed July 22, 

1969, in Application No. 50792. That decision determined that in~rim 

fares and express rates which would result in a rate of return of 7.0 

percent and an operating ratio (after taxes) of 96.1 percent were 

reasonable for Greyhound's C~li£ornia intrasta~e operations. 

2. Greyhound's drivers, station personnel and office employees 

are subject to a three-year collective bargaining agreement effective 

March 1, 1969. Said agreement provides for increases in wages and 

fringe benefits on its bcgixming cI.a.te :m,d each annivers.a:ry date, ~d 

for additional wage. increases in March, 1970, basee on a:tJ."l increase in 

the. U. s. Dep~rtment of Labor Consumer Price Index between Jatluary, 

1969, and January, 1970. 

3. Subsequent to the close of the. proceeding in Application 

No. 50792, a strike of Greyhound's San F:ancisco maintenance employees 

was settled, resulting in ~ three-year collective bargaining agreement 

retroactive to June 1, 1969~ Said agreement calls for annual 

increases in wages and fringe benefits on its beginning date .a:tld each 

anniversary date. 

4. Wage and fringe-benefit increases resulting from collec=ive 

bargaining agreements described in findings 2 and 3 were not included 

in the test year ~erating results for the year ending June' 30, 1970, 

in Decision No. 75939, and no consideration was given to such clements 

of expense in that decision. 
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s. The general method of depicting ~e effect of increased wages 

and fringe benefi'tS and reduced and increased San Francisco taxes set 

forth in exhibits of Greyhound and the Commission staff is reas01l4ble 

for the purposes of this proceeding. 

6. '!he operating results set: forth in Tzble .3 of the preceding 

opinion reasoDZbly represent Greyhound's California intrastate 

revenues) expenses, rate base) rate of return and operating ratio for 

a future year. Said resUlts of operations give effect to kno~ major 

increases and reductions in operating ex;>enses .ar:.d to the fares :md 

express rates proposed in the application h¢::ein. As shown. in said 

table, Greyhocnd's test year rate of return will be approximately 6~a 

percent and its operating ratio (after taxes) 9~.5 percent. Said 

earnings will not be excessive, and will not exceed those found reason­

able in Decision ~!o. 759:39. 

7 • The fare and express rate increases proposed in the applica­

tion herein will be reasonable and are justified. 

The Commission concludes that the fare and express rate 

increases proposed herein should be gr3D.ted as provided by the order 

herein, that 3pplieao.t should be .a~tllorized to publish: its increased 

mainline fares for a six-month period by me.:ms of a conve:sion table, 

and. that applicant should be permitted to establish the increased f..ares 

and express rates on five dayS' notice. 

ORDER -,....--- .... 

IT IS ORDERED that: 

1. Greyhound Lines, Inc. (Greyhound Lin~ - West Division) is 

hereby authorized to establish the following mainline passenger fares: 
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OVer -
o 

2S 
50 

100 
150 
200 
2S0 
300 
400 

(a) ONE-WAY DIS'!ANct FARES 

Miles 
~ut .Not OVer 

25 
SO 

100 
lS0 
200 
2S0 
300 
400 

Minimao. Fare ., . 
Ro~d-trip Fare 

Rate Per Mile 
_(in cents) 

4.35 
4.07 
3 .. 84 
3.49 
3.35 
3.26 
3.20 
3.12 
3.06 

. " .. II 

. . . . ., . 

With No Fare 
Less Than Fare For! " 

Y.dnim'.Jm Fare 
25 YJ.iJ .. es 
SO Ydles 

100 Miles 
150 Miles 
200 Miles, 
250 Miles 
400 VAles 
400 Miles 

to • 40 cents 

• 41 180% of one~ay fare 

(b) Except as otherwise provided, any increased 
one-way fares resulting in amounts less ~~ 
60 cents and not ending in HOn or u5" cents 
and any increased r.ound-trip fares resulting 
in .;:mountc l~s th:m $1.10 and no~ ending in 
HO JJ or "5" c~ts may be further increas cd eo 
the next higher .amount ending in "0" or "S" 
cents, as the case ~y be.. Any increase in 
one~way fares resulting in amounts greater 
than 60 cents a.nd ~y increased round-trip 
fares resulting in amounts greater than $1.10 
shall be rounded to the nearest cent, one-half 
being considered neares = to the llCxt bS.gher 
cent. 

2. Greyhound Lines, Inc., is authorized to i::.cre::.se by 0.75 

pe:eent the one-way, :round-trip and 20-ride commueetion fares ~ set 

forth in t:ariffs en1J1I1crated in Exhibit 1) Appendix 'r-2, Poage 3, subject 

:0 the follo~~g conditio~: 

(a) 

('b) 

(c) 

(d) 

Tbe fares so construe'ted ::kly be furthe:: increaseci 
so as to end in "0" 0::' ;; 5" cen:=s. 

Round-t:i? fazes, where the i~e:e~ed one~ay 
£sre is ~l.O:; or :::lore, shall be conse...-uct:ed on 
the basis of leO ",ereent of the one-wa:'J fare, 
subject to ~ ~in~um round :=rip fare of $2.00. 

The mi:limu:n one-way £z.re s11311 be 40 cents ¥ 

Applicant shall establish the =cvised fare ZO:les 
applicable in conn~ct10n with San Francisco-Marin 
County fares, as set forth in Exhibit 1, AP?endix ~-7. 
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3. Pending establishment of the specific fares authorized in 

paragraph 1 hereof, Greyhound Lines, Inc. is authorized to make 

effective increases in said passenger fares by me~~ of appropriate 

conversion tables, prov~ded that said increased fares do not exceed 

the fares authorized in paragraph 1 hereof, and that tariffs sre 

republished within six months of the effective date of this order 

to elfminate the use of said conversion tables. 

4. Greyhound Lines) Inc. is authorized to construct fares 

between mainline and b::a:lch linQ pO~;:'lts as requcs'tec in the 

application. 

S. Greyhound Lines, !nc- end carriers named in the application 

herein, are authOrized-to increase express rates es proposed in the 

application. 

6. !he tariff publications authorized to be mad.e as a. result 

of the order h~rein may be made effective not earlier tha~ five days 

after the effective date of this order on not less then five days' 

notice to the Commission and the public. 

7. The euthority granted herein shall expire unless exercieed 

w1trdn ninety dElys Ilfter the effective date o:i: this orde:r., 

8. In adQit10n to the required posting and fili~g of tariffs, 

applicant shall give notiee to the public of the fare 1nerea~es 

established pursuant to the order herein by the po~t1ng of a printed 
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explanation of its fares in its buses and terminals. Such notice 

shall be posted not less than five days before the effective date 

of the fare changes and sh411 rema.1n posted for a period of 'OOt 

1es& than th1Tty days. 

The effective date of this order shall be ten days after 

the date hereof. /!~ 

Dated at ___ --...;;San~.....;;Frc~.;;;..;=..;;.....;OO ____ ~ Cal1foroia~ this,_l_"_ 
~tNE.MBER clay of ___________ ~ 1969. 

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

Comm1,s1onol" J'. P. VU1cru:1n,. J'r.,. being 
nece~:4r11y ~b~~n~. ~1~ not pCrt1c1pa~ 
1n tbo 41:po31t1on or ~: ~rocoe~ 

., .. ' 
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