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Decision. No. 80545· -------
BEFORE ~ POBLI.C UTILITIES COMMISSION OFTHE·STAIE OFCAI.D'ORNL\ 

In the Matter of the Application ) 
of GREYHOUND LINES-WES-r~ DIVlSION ) 
OF GREYHOUND LINES~ INC., for an ) 
order autborizing a stat~"1de ~ 
increase in intrastate passenger 
fares and express rates and GREYHOUND 
Lnt"ES-WES! ~ DIVISION OF GREYHOUND ) 
LINES, INC.:. LAS VEGAS-TONOPAR- ) 
'RENO. STAGE LINES:r INC., ORANGE, ) 
BELT S'tAGES:r PEERLESS STAGES, INC., ) 
SAN' PEDRO 'l'RANSlT'LINES, and VACA ) 
VAJ.:1E{ BUS LINES for an order ) 
authorizing a statewide increase ) 
in interli~eexpress rates~ ~ 

Application No. 52591 
(Filed' Apr!,l 30", 1971;, 
Amended April 14 1: 1,972 

and April. 18., 1~72') 

(For A?pearsllces see Decision No. 78939)', 

Additional p.ppearances 

s. B. Rin~ood, for Greyhound Lines-West,' Division 
of Grey.o.ound Lines, Inc.) applicant~ 

Thomas :J. Whitten, Attorney at La'll', for Contra Costa 
COucty Cocmuters ASSOCiation, protestant. 

'Dona:'d C. Meanx,.· Attorney at Law, and Milton J. DeBarr., 
for the Commission staff. 

FINJI.L OPINION 

Greybound Lines) Inc. (Greyhound) is a wholly owned 
subsidinry of The Greyhound Corporation. Greyhound';), tb.rough its 

Grey~outld Lines - Wes~ Division" transports passengers", baggage ,ane 
expr~ss in twen~-six western states, including California~ ,In 
California it performs mainline intercity p.'lssenger and express: 
s~rvice general1.y statewide. It also. conducts local COUlIIlUtc' pas-

, senzcr operations b' the San Francisco Bay Area;) between: tcogBeaeh 
atJ,<! $.lets Monica, and between &!eramento- end Woodland .1:/' . 
1/ ?~·su.::lt to D2cision No.:'" 7S479"~' . ill. ApI>licatiC'nNo. S~929, , 

~rcybound.,,=ransferred. its. Y~::in-Sonoma Counties. cotmnute opera .... 
::io:lS ~o the Golden Gate Briege andl'ransportatioti Dis:tric:t 
..... 4:.-::~ ........ .:" .. "'" ""'''''~'''ry'' "! 972 . ' _ .... __ ,-,_ .... v ... -...~ ... -...._ J..,,J.. • 
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In this application, as amended, Greybound .seeksl'a,two-s,tep, 
increase in its fares and express rates.. Decision No. 78939,' dated 
July 27, 1971, authorized an interim increase of 6-1/2 percent in 
mainline and commute fares and in express ra tes..~/ The, purPose of 
toe first-step increase was to immediately reflect in Greyhound's 
fare structure the additional wage expenses incurred by Greybound 
since fares were last adjusted pursuaJlt to Decision No'. 76455-~ dated, 
November 18, 1969, in Application No. 51326. 

A prebearing conference was: held on· November 19" 1971,. at 
which the parties agreed as t'o the nature" and extent of the further ' 

, , ' 

studies to be conducted by applicant and Commission staff WiehX'espect 
to the final increase sought ,herei~ .. 3J ' 

The application, as originally filed, sought a .total increase 
of 15 percent, 1ne1ucling the first-step adJustment of 6-1/2: percent 
heretofore authorized. !he amendment filed April 14, 1972 seeks ,a 

second-step increase of 13.5 percent, as more specificallyset£orth 
in Appendix A. Grey'aou:ld alleges eba t a further increase of 13.5 
percent is necessary to .afford a rate of return of .' percent.. A rate' 
of return of 7.0 percent was found reasonable in Decision NO' ... 75939" 

~/ 

'}.I 

Deeision No. 79035., dated August 17, 1971, in this>proceed1ng.) , 
suspended saici increases because' of the freeze on price increases 
imposed by the Executive Order of the President announced 
August 15-, 1971. Said suspension was lifted by DeeisionNo· .. ' 
79363, dated November 22.) 1971 .. , 
D~cision No. 78354, dated February 22, 1971, in CaseNo· .. 916e:~ 
adopted, the separations anda11oca'tions, procedures set forth in 
Exhibit 1-A in Case No. 9168 as a basis· for the developmento£ 
California intrastate revenues, expenses, investment and taxes 
in studies presentee! to support revisions of the'faresof 
Greyhound Lines, Inc. (West Division), and California Parlor 
Car 'tours, Inc. (subsidiaries of The Greyhound Corporation) 
until further order of the CC'tatIlission. Exhibit i-A (the 
so-called I1separations m=uual ff

) served as the basis: for, the 
development of the stt:dies of applic~nt and' the staff in 
this p:oceeding, except as noted .. 
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of .July 22, 1969 (6S Cal. P.U.C. 761, at paze '769). Said decision. 

is the latest in which the Commission sp~cifically considered', the 

reasonableness of a rate of return for Greyhound's California 
intrastate operations. 

A duly noticed,public hearing 'on Greyhound's requ.est for 
a second-step increase was held before Examiner Mallory on Mayl, 

2, 8 and 9, 1972 in San Franciseo, and the matter was submitted. 
Evid~ec 'W'" addt:ced em beb.&l£ of Greyhound, the Comm!ss:[on &tc1f£~ 
a:cd pro~e$'tant Contra Costa County Commuters. Association. 
Historical9peratingData 

Using the methods set forth in the separationsmanua'l, 
~b.e Commission staff and Greyhound developed operating results for 
Greyhound's California intrasUte operations. £or:the- year19?0., 
Applicant and the Commission staff selected 1970 as the base year, 
for their separations studies inasmuch as 1970 was the l.:ltc'$t ful~year 
for which complete data,were available when such studies were begun. 

The follOwing table sets forth a summary of the operating 
results of Greyhound tines, Inc. (Greyhound Lines-West DiV'ision)' 
for the year 1970. As may be noted from this tab-le "California 

, ' 

inttas:ate opc:rations oiGreyhound in 1970 resulted in a rate of 
retu-:--n of l.l percent~ and an operating ratio of 99.4 pereen.t~ 
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TABLE 1" 
GR.c.'""!HOtrND tr.:ES, INC ~ 

(Grevhound I5nes - We~t Div1$ion) 

Statem.ont or Cpero.tions tor "tho Twelve 
Months Ended December 31, 1970 

(Exhibit 5 - Appendix A-52 

e··.· 

Greyho'l.1%'ld Ca.l1ton1ia. Total, Cal.. Ca.litornia. Intrastate 
I.1nes-West Total Intrastate, l-fain1!:ne toclll' 

Operating Revenues 
Passenger $138',056~39 
Charter 14,265,903 
~e~: 27,794,384 
Other 4.169,1~ 

C.;pel"~ting Expenses 
:&3,,;:11). l'..a!nt.. & 

$184,285,5C 

~e $ 23,492,$50 
Tra:c.o~rt8:t1on 62,2A7,l92 
Station 29,284,l15 
!rat. & Adv. ~,023,127 
In~. & &.tety 4,145,,047 
Ad.t:in. & ~eru 20,847,257 
De~~tion 7,174,325 
<>;>er.. Taxes 4 

$ 9 ,899;,6;)$ 
27,031;,617 
lll'217,55.5 
2,133;,256 
1".506"l77 
S~SZ7,561 
3".l07;,765 

U,censee, 13,!.46,400 5,724,602 4,OlO,635 3:-154,903, $;5 ... ,732. ' 
CP"%".Rents (Net) (1;.164) (3<J,402) c SO .. 2;38) (76.079) . (4.1,5£) 

$165,340,849 $69,408,765 $49,761,681 $3$,900~554 $1,.3,853,.127 ::, 

Opera.ting Income $ 18,,938,717 $. 4, 44S,01.JJ' $ 603-,184 $ 3;495,.91+6 $(~:;~,762) '" 
F~era.l & State 
lnee:no Ts:ce:. 

Net Ineot:l.e A..~ 
IneOUte 'X.a.xe~ 

e;,erati:lg RatiQ 
A:!:"-~r Taxes. 

.'" 

$ 8.,291,335 $ 2,~,939 $. 288:,027 $ 1,669,777 $(I>,3S1,750Y 

$ 10,647,382 $ 2,324,101 ' $ 315;157 $ 1, .. 825;169: $(l~Sll,O!2"); 
$ 9O,267,86! $39,378";220" .$2S,903".340 $22,61.5,.195 . $, ,6~2sS,'l4$ •. , 

..... '" 

" 

94 .. 2% 96.9% 99 .. 4% 95.JIt:' 113-. 8%". 
" " 

11.~ 5.9%, 1.1%·' S.!.$':, " 
" 

( ) - Nogative Amo~t 
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Test Year Operating Results 

The test year selected by applicant and the- s't::.a£f for -:be 
purposes of this phase of the proceeding is the year ended 
December 31, 1972. It was agreed at the prehearing- conference that 
the test year operating expenses would reflect a 5-1/2 percent 

. . 
increase in wages for drivers. and other employees subject to' the 
collective bargaining. agreement between Greyhound- Lines-West and' 
the .A:talgamated Transit Union.~./ Pursuant to agreements reacbed . 
at the prehearing conference, adjustment in 1970 0t>Crating .. data was 
made to reallocate certain overhead expenses as a result of. discon­
tinuance of commute operations in Marin and Sonoma Countie:s. It 
was also agreed tb.a.t trending for changes in passenger traff:tc~ volume . 
ane. express service would be based on actual 1971 operating: statis- ' 

. , 

tics, :nodi£ied only to reflect major changes. in operations. not mown 
at the time of the confere:lce. The studies of Greyhound' and' the 

, . 

Sttl££ oilssertedly were developed using. the methods., and p::'ocedures: 
set forth in the cep.o.ratiot"$ manual, except ~$ hereinafter noted ... 

!::/ '!he collec"eive bargaining agreement: effective March l~ 1969 
expired Fe'bnu:ry 29, lS72.At the pre hearing conference it was 
agreed that if the terms of the agreement which superseded the 
expired agreement were known prior to the date Q:: ~earing.> said· 
te~ would b~ reflected in the exhibits of Greybound and tee 
staff; if not~ the 5-1/2 pereent contained in 'che Greybound X,ine­
East agreement would be used, ina'smuch as said amount would 
represent the lowest increase possible-in the circums.tances .. 
At toe time of bearing negotiations were not concluded .. 

"'"'.' , . 
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In the development of their test-year operating. revenue's,. 
expenses and rate base, Greyhoucd and the sta£fdiffer with respect 
to the following: 

, ' 

1. 'rae appropriate level of California intrastate express 
revanues for the test year. 

2. The appropriate amount to, be included in operating;' 
expenses for: 
(a) Maintenance labor .. 
(b) Maintenance materials 
(c) The 1972 increase :Ln drivers t wages. 

3. Whether charter revenues, expenses and related rate base 
items should be excluded from california' intrastate 
operating results,in determining Greyhoand's intrastate 
revenue needs. ' 

4. Whether 1971 additious to structures, sho?e~uipment> 
aud other facilities should be reflected in test-year 
rate base; and whether the cost of acquiring francbises 
should be included in rate base • 

. 5.. Whether inter.eS't' expense should be aSSigned to Greyhound's 
California. intrastate operations as a deduction- from. 
il!cotte in computing federal ic.eollle taxes applicable' 
to Califo:;:nia intrastate operations. 
1:1. otl::c:- respects the estimates of toe Commission s,taff 

and Greybo~d of the test-year operating results 3're not ~'teria.Ily 
diffe:eut. 
~:eress Revenues 

The Commission staff witness based his estimates of Cali­
fo).'"::.!a intrastate express revenues: on his analyses' of age:c.cy and 

statio:l repo:-ts for Greyhound's Western Division for. the year_1.97CT.' 
SlJ:I:laries ·N'ere :nade for stations andageneies in CaliforniaancI: for' 
all stations and agencies outside of California. TberesultiDs =a~io 
was applied to Greyhound Lines-West total express revenues of, 
$27, i95,OOO, t"aieh resulted in estimated California eolJ;ectioD.s, of 

$S,l24,.OOO. Total California revenues ".\'ere distributee betv~en. 
es:'ifornia ineastate ilnd Californ.ta 'interstate oper~tions b3.sed on· 
an analysis 0= one mon~b.7 S. colJ.ectior:;s fur:l.ishcd byG~eyhound, •.. ' 
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The staff ~~tness testified that express revenues are 
recorded on applicent' s books at the system level (GreyhoundL,ines-. 
West) ~ and that determination of express revenUes at: the "California- '. ' 

total U and "california-intrastate" levels must be accC!mp11shed by 
allocation procedures. 

App'licant's witness testified that the analysis· of express 
revenues developed by the staff did not give effect to.settlements. 
of interline accou:ts. The witness also testified thats.taff method 

failed to consider the difference between gross revenues'(sales)as 
recorded on applicant's books for its, systems: op~rations~, and the 
manner in which express revenUoe-s are accounted for at ind:tv:ldual 
stations. He stated that the staff witness considered only the. 
revenue from. shipments forwarded prepaid from ind1v1dt!als:t4tions, 
and did not consider the revenue fx-om shipments. received.coll.ect3t 
the S&I:le stations .. 

Applicant's witness presented Exhibit 26, which shows that 
in 1970 system net express revenues'were 91.5 percent of, system gross 
sales~ the balance representing settlements. of interline- accounts. , 
Tbe witness stated that the cocpany did not'have suf£ic:i~nt time to 
ma~ .:l cOtD.p-lete analysis of 1970 revenues, but Chat the sys'Cexn;"level 
percenU'.ge was similar to that arrived. at in its 1965 stuc!y, . ....m.ieh , 
st~dy also developed a percentage relationship between system revcn~s 
and California revenues. Because of such similarity, the Greyhound: 

witt1.ess used the 1965 study as a basis for his allocation' of 1970 
sys-:et%l exp:ess reveI:.t!es to. Califor:.ia ope:catioI:.s. 

It appears that the methods of allocation of expJ:ess ' 
revenues fro: syste.m. to California 0?erat:'ons \:sedby both app-licsnt 
~nd the staff have certain infirmities. 'the recordi:le!cates-tha:: 
epplicant relied upon ~. out-of-cU:.te study for. itsdevelopCent'~ and 
that the staff 'Q8.y have overlooked the fact: that, statior.. revenue's 

,', I. 

includ-e collect as well a:;:. prepaid ship:nents. The:cfo:e ). '. tile: .ace\:- . 
racy of eace analysis is su1>jcet to <;.uest:!:.on. Ie .:::p~.ars' tha'e 
E..~h.ibit l-A in Case No. 9168 (sepa::ations 'roanual.) does not ade~a.atelY'- . 

. , " ~ 
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treat the subject of allocating express revenues to, ~li:ornia traffic, 
and that p~elimi~ry to the next Greyhound general farep=cceeding 
the 'Q.Il:ual should be revised to provide an accurate method. ' For, ' 

- tb~ purposes of this proceeding." the estimates- arrived at, in app-li­
cant's study will be adopted, inasmuch e-s it appears' that the, sta,ff , 
overlooked certain features of applicant's metbods of rec~rdiagexpress 
reVe:1ues in its analysis. 
Maintenance Expenses 

The staff and applicant differ with respect to the appropri­
ate method to be us'2d to trend maintenance expenses.. Applicant and 
the staff both gave effect to a reduction in bus miles to ,be operated 
in the test-year) as a result of Greyhound's decrease in traffic from: 

1970 to 1971. Greyhound developed estimated unit expenses for,main­
tenanee labor ancl mainte:cacce wages based on the ,difference between 
sl:cb unit expenses ic 1970 and 1971. The Commission staff compared' 
unit e>..-pe'D.SeS for a three-year period, 1969 through 1971. ' 

Tbe Co:cmizsio:1. staff witness testified that unit; expenses. 
for some classes of buses were higher.in 1970 than in· 1971 or· in 
1969; while for oth~r classes of buses' unit expenses .were higher in 

.. , 

1969 than either 1970 or 1971. The staff witness used. the ave'rage 
unit costs for ~e tOree-year period, so 8'S to nO::'XllAll:Lze th'.!.peaks 
and valleys of unit maintenance costs for thev~r1ous classes.o~, 
buses in service in' California. .. 

Applicant's witness assertedly followed the·agreement 
reached at tl1e prehearing conference, tb.:l~ trending would be based, 
on the differences in costs between 1970 and. 19'71, except that :ne:jor .. 

I , ',.,', '. .,', 

cbs:c.ges in trends that were not known at the time of-the 'prehearing .. 

conference could be ~ons1dered. 
It is the staff's position that it did not rec:cgrdze at the . 

time of the prehC.'lr1ngconference thae unit costs fo: bus maineeo.anC::e 
wo~e not reilect 2. le,,·el ':rcnd Qnd'~ ti."lus) ec.e· agreemer:.t :e.lchcd it'.: 
the cor-..ie:re::.ce d~d not: pr~clude the use of t:en.dsovera d:::ff.cir~r4t,> 
period. 

-8-
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It appears, and we find, that maintenance unit costs for 
the various types of buses used in California servicehave-ootpre­

sented a consistent pattern in the most recent three-ycer per:tod'~ 
therefore:> the use of average unit eosts for this period,. as· developed 
in the staff study ~ will provide a re~sonable basis for. ~st~·tin3.. 
unit costs for maintenance in the test year. 
Drivers' Wages 

Tbe collective bargaining agreement between Greyhound·' Lines­
West and the Amalgamated Transit Union expired March. 1, 1972,'. At the 

time of bearing a neW' eontract was being. negotiated, which was ulti­
mately approved by the union membership after the close of the 
hearing. At: the pre-hearing eonference it was agreed that tbe set­
tlement reached beeween Greyhound Lines-East and the un.ion go.verning 
operations in Greyhound's East Division would be used' to develop-· 
drivers' wages for test-year operating results in the event tCat:a 
settlement for the West Division was not reached' before theconelusion 
of the hearing.51 

Greyhound and the staff increased drivers' wages by 5-1/2 , 
percent in the test year i:1 accordance with said . agreement. However, 
a <iisput~ arose as to the proper base on wllien tne 5-:-1/2 percent .. 

inc:re3.se should be determined.. The disoute revolved.arou.nd~a.n inte:-. ., . 

pretatic'C. of the expiring. wage agreemec.t with respect to. the manner 
in which cost-of-living increases should be computed. 

It is. clear that Greybound bas computed increased drivers' 
~\~ge costs in tl1e test year based o'C. actual eost~of-livi:).g. icc:-ea?es 
paid to the drivers, 1r:'espective' of the terms embodied in tbe, wage 
contract; therefore, we find that wage costs determined in:'Grey~ound' s 
test-year operating results are appropria:te for tilis proceeding .. 

Said agreet:lent called for a 5-1/2 pe=eent increase iri·wages·:in 
the iirst year. . TIl.is amount was i:c.co:t'porated in Greyho'.m.d·f·s', 
offer :0:: it:::. West Di·n.sion. Five- and. one-half pereeti~·;' a1: so. , is. ~ .. 
the ma.xim\:llll wage inerease ;>e::missii:>le under curren.t Pr!.ec·Cont:ol 
Cocniss:'o:1 rules, which Q3.y berefleetecl in price increases. in, " 
t~e tes: year. . 
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Charter Operat!ng Results 
!n devel~pillg its histo::ical and test-year operating' 

results) the Com:nission staff sbo'~cd charter operations separatelY:' 
from other operations, and excluded charter operating: results from 
the total California intrastate op:i~a.t:'o~, on which Greyho~d seeks· 
to cam a 7 percent rate of return., Because cbarter opera.tionsare. 
less profitable than other intrastate main-lir4c opcr,:·tions,. excluGion. 
of charter operating results from total operations redllces .the amount 
of additional revenues required to produce said rate' of re'tl.:rn. The" 

staff witness testified that the basis for exclusion ofcha'rter' 
operations was that the faresfo:, s~:tdoperations are not sub-ject to 
regulation by this Commission; thus, said operations should not be', 
used in determining Greyhound overall revenue' needs for its' California' 
operations. 

Charter operations have not been excluded fromthedeter~ 
mina tion of Greyhound's revenue needs in prior. Greyhound proeeedir.gs.', 
!naSUlUCQ as the foregoing staff recomrneo.d.9tion bas. not beenco~':', 
siciered heretofore, the staff w1~:less alternatively reco'Clllllended tbat 

'.' .',' 

if charter revenues are included in the tcs~-yc.::r oper3tingre'zult, they 
be inereaced to'reflect: ehe everag~ charter revenuQSJ?e:'-milefo:' 
the tr-.=ce-month period ccnzisting. of Decelllber ,. 1971 and' .January' ~:ld 

l " ' 
Febr.:a:y, 1.9i2. The staff witness testified ::b.::.t charte'~ revenues 
per-mile ill said period exceeded :he average per-m!.le. revenues, ,~or 
chtt.r't~~ operations in the year 1971. :he' ste.ff w-ltness seated:: 'that 
c~rter revenues should be 1nc=e.a~ed in this manner so' th£l't charier 
ope:at::'o~.s. woule. bear the1: full share of increased opera-tins, co~t:s.· 
the staff witness recognized that, charter operations are highly 
competitive, <l::ld that charter revenues in the test year could'" O:o,~ 
be ::::'aised by ::oe S4:lc percentage as the p::oposed inc:reased "Lnn'in-lin~ 
fa:es "~1ithout excessive loss' of charter business to otber charter. 
o-per:l.t:o:-s. :he'W'ltness tes·tified that the' i-ccrease' re£l.ected.il."l Cl;S: 

test-year che.rter operating revenues were thercfo::e at. a suosta:l.ti~l::':~" 

lowe: pe~ce:l.t.o.ge than the sought ii::.ereasc> in main .. linc- ferc's., 

-lO-
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Greyhound opposed botb the exclusion: of charter operati.ng.' 
results from California intrastate operating results arid the- staff's 
alternative proposal embodying a slight increase, in test-yearcbarter 
operat1t18 revenues. Greyhound pointed out that past Commission 
decisions have included charter operations in test year California 
intrastate operating. results, and that ,Creyhound'srevenue .needs. 
were determined 011 the basis- of the inclusion. of charter operations. 
Greybound also pointed out that tbe recently adopted separations. 
manual includes charter operations. under Ca11foro.1aintrastate main­

line operat1.ons. Greyhound stated that it,: relied' upon the methods 
approved by the Commission in Case- No. 9168:, in preparing its request '. 
in this proceeding; and indicated that its sought rate-of return on 
its total California intrastate operations would bavebeendifferent 
if it understood before filing. its application that charter operations 
would be excluded tberefrom. 

Greyhound also- opposed the staff t s- adJustment to- charter, 
revenges in test-year operatiDg results. A witness, for Greybound 
testified that California charter bg,s operators had met in 1~72 and' 
could not agree with respect to an increase in charter rate8!n. the 
forthcoming year. The witness furtber sta,ted tba't competition pe,tween ' 

• , ,- <.- • 

charter operators is so strong tbat n~ charter operator, even one as 
large as Greyhound, could Un11aterallyincreas~ charter ra~es: without 
a loss of business whicb would negate the charter rate ,increase. The, 
witness further, testified that Greyhound bad placed n;increaseon' 

its charter rates in late '1971 or early 1972 for the f~rego1ngreason; 
and. that the1ncreased per-mile reven~es in the three"; month period' 
used by the staff apparently resulted from a c:ba.ngein the types. of 
charters performed1u that.~. ' -, 

, We conclude that~ for the purposes of tbis proceeding, , 
charter operations sbouldbeincluded' in the total cal'ifornia: intra.­
state operating results on wbich Greyhound" s test-year revenue need's 

are determined. Tbe, alloc.ati~ns manual recently ado1>tedby,' the c~-, 
tnission in Decision No. 79368 in Case No.' 9168, includes eharte:i' . 

-11-
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operatiollS in ~lifornia m.lin-lincoperations, indicating that it 
·.Nas the in.tention in that proceeding not: to consider charter'opera­
tiollS separately. It would have been appropriate to' recommend that .' 
charter operations be considered separately in the proceeding ... dealing. 
with the adoption of the separatiotls manual if that practice 'was' ta. 

be followed in the succeeding fare proceeding. 
the record is not clear as to why the revenue per-mile for 

charter operations increased it:!- the three-month test period used by 
the staff. Inasmuch as charter rates were maintained on the· same 
lc\,'·el in that period as were in effect during. the- whole of 1971, it 
appears that the revenue increase stems from some change in. the char;' 
aeteristics of Greyhound. t S charter operations., There is no e-v.(dence 
in the record to show wheth~r said ehange- in the character of. 
G:~yb.ou.nd's operations. was merely a resu.lt of seasonal "3riatio:l~ 
nor whether the trend of higher per-mile revenues· will continue over, 
a longer period. We find, therefore, that the increase in charter 
revenues projected by the staff has not been shown to· be rea:sona'bl~ 
for :he 9urposes o£this proceeding~ 
test-Year Rate Base 

The historical-year =ate base development of' apP.lieant a:ld 

the staff is similar.. However, the test-year rate· base caiculations 
of staff differ from Greyhound in the follOwing material :espects: . 

(a) Tile staff witness p:,oj~ctcd test-year ra-ce base' 
for buildings and structu:es, shopand'office 
equi~mcnt, and leasehold improvements. based on 
recorded 1970 data and the related adjusted 
depreciation reserves for the accumulated 
depreciation accrUing from the end of 1970 . 
to the mid-point of the test year. Greyhound's. 
ntness projected test-year rate base for 
these accounts b.!lsed on recorded. dst:a ~¢= the­
year 1971) and adj usted depreciae ion rc-serves 
fo: toe additional eepreciation accruing from­
the end. of 1971. 

(b) The reco:ded ciata fo= 1970 include an. amount in 
the aecoUllt for unfinished construction.. The­
staff witness projected the same amount ie. his 
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test-year rate base.. Inasmuco'ss thc::e was 
no accrual in that account: at the, end of ' 
1971~ Greyhound's witne'ss projected no' amount' 
for unfio.isQC!d construction in the test year. 

(c) The staff end Greyhound projected the same 
amount in test-year rate base for materials 
and supplies, based on 1970 recorded data excel',t: 
that the staff reduced the total amount by 
the portion allocated to the discontinued 
Marin-Sonoma commute oper~tions, whQreas 
Greyhound reallocated that portion t~ 
mainline operations. 

(d) The ereates,t difference in test-year rate 
base results from the manner in which tbe 
data for buses .a.re projected. Greyhound 
developed total investment and related 
depreciation reserve for bases at the' "system" 
level based on bus usage expected in the 
test year~ acd allocated said investment 
and :elaeed reserves to. "California total" 
and "california intrastate" operat;~ons in 
the same relationships as in the 1970 
recorced yea.r. The Cotemissicn staff witness 
also based h.is p::ojections' oe. the expected 
bus usage in 1972, but allocated investment 
and: depreciation reserves to th~ "Ce.1:i£ ornia 
total rr and IIcalifornia intrastate'f levels 
based on detailed analyses of bus-mile's to 
be ope~ated in each lev~l of service !n the 
test year .. 
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(e) Included in Greyhound's test-year rate. 
base is an item for "cost of acquiring 
£~:anch1sesn, in the amoant of $150 ".000 
at the system level. The Commission 
staff witness eliminated said item,from 
his test-year rate base calculation for 
the reaSOll that said amount will be 
fully amortized in the test year. 

In order to reflect tbe most recent:::,available ,data in 
test-year operating. results, we find that reasonable test-yeaT. 
projections of rate base should reflect the- data set forth <,in· 
Creyhound's exhibits for buildings and structures, sho?andoff:lce 
eqUipment, and' leasehold improvements. The correspondi.ng elimina­

tion of unfinished construction in Greyhound's exhibits- should: 
also be adopted.. We find that the staff's projection for mater!al 
and supplies ~~ll be reasonable as it eliminates· the allocated 
portion of said account related to serV'i.ces discont1nued'by 
GreyhoU:l.d. We also find that the sta.ff's projection for buse's 

should be adopted as it reflects the more detaile,d 3nalyses· of: 
bUS-mile operations in the test year. We find that ~no provision 
should be made in test-year raCe base for cost ~fa~quir:£.ni 
franchises as such account has been fully amorcized inpr-:tor' . 
yea::-s:.. 

-14-
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!ncome Taxes 

The income tax c41culations of Greyho1.l1ld and the staff "ixi' 
connection with test-year operating results differ,'1n 'only one ~te -' 
rial respect. The' Commission staff f1n£ncial witness recommended that 
a portion of the total interest expense on the books- of Greyhowd's 
parent company (Greyhound Corporation) should be assigned: to ' 
Greyho1.l!ld I.ines-West. Interest expense allocated to Greyhound' L'i..nes,· 
West would be used as a deduction from net operating income in deter­
milling Greyhound's income tax li.ability in the test yea:. 

The staff financial wit:cess testified that only a nom:!:nal 
amoun t of long-term debt and related interest expense :Lsreflectcd 
on the books of Greyhound Lines-West~ whereas there is a substantial ' 
amount of long-term debt and related interest recorded on the books, 
of the Greyhound Corpo:-ation, the parent compa1!y~ It is the view 

of the staff wi:::less that Greyhound Corporation's. cost of financing 

such long-term debt is directly related to the strength of,its 

consolidated financial statement. Therefore, he concludedtbat 
GreyhoQld Lines-West should benefit from any interest 'expense> of its 
psrent in determining the iceome tax li3bilityof said operati~ 
di'V'1sion. ':he staff witness pointed out that Greyhol.md l..ines.-Wesr.;. 
as an operating division,. files n~ separate taxreturo.;, income'" tax. 

retu....-:c.s are filed by the parent company for its consolidated 
operations, including Greyhound Lines-West. The 1x:.eome tax> calcula­
tions for Greyhound Lines-West operations made herein' are s·olely 
for !:he purpose of assigning to the operating: division" a reasonable. 
amount fo= income tax expense in test year operating resclts.§i 

Greyhound oppcses the allocation of interes,t expense .in 
the manner ad,,"ocated by the staf: on the basis that Creyhound, !.in~s­

West gener2.tes B.m?le working, cash anddepreciatico. reserves to 

§/ Tb~ ~e: in which inte:=est expense o:e.tGe books of the, 
Gr.eyh~d Corpo:rat:'~on woule. be assigr..eci. to Greyhound Lines-West­
is explainecl in the :tcf£ r s. Exhi~it 2.3-. .. 
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acctuire uew land and capital equipment without recourse to the use of· :. 
borrowed f1.mds.. Therefore ~ GreyhO\md· bas allocated no -port 100 of the­

parent company's long-term debt or related interest expense· to- . 
Greyhound Lines-West operations. Greyhound asserts that. inasmuch as . 
it believes that none of its long -term debt is required too. service: 
the capital needs of Greyhound Lines-West, none of the interest expense 
for such debt should be attributed to Greyhound Lines-West- in deter­
minJ 4g its test-year income tax liability. 

We have ccm.sidered the representations of the staff and 
Greyhound and conclude that the allocation of a portion of Greyhound 
Corporatioa.' s interest expense to Greyhound Lines-West f.or the sOole 
purpose of determining the income tax liability ·of that operating 

division is appropriate to the -purposes of this proceeditlg... As 

pointed out in City of Los Angeles 1 et 81. v L _ Public. Utilities 
CommiSSion, et ~1_ ~ SF 22832, E't al.., decided June 9'. 1972 (7 Cal. 3d 

331)the 'Utility enterprise (~this case Greyhound Corporation) 

should be viewed as a. whole without r~gard to separate corporate 

identities ~ in determining prorations of expenses incurred',by the 

parent company for its s'\:bsidia:::ies (supr:l~ at pages 34g....9) .. · In the 
situation before us the parent -company files an income tax re~ 

embraeing .:11 of its subsidiaries,. and the p~rent company IS tax 
liability is determined,. :in part,. on the total interest expe':lse 
incurred by it on bebalfof all of its activities, :tnclud:tng the 

bus line operations conducted by G:eyhound Lines .. West. While :i.t:is 
contended that none of long-term debt underlying the interest ~xpe:\se 
is generated by Greyhound Lines-West, there is no. specificassigr,l:1erlt 
of such lotlg-term debt to any subsidiary on the bool~of -the parent 
corpo:a.tion; thus,the debt is 1ncurred on behalf of all activitie·s 
of the parent company_ 
Affiliated' Interests. Adiustment 

Decision No-. 75939 (69 Cal. P"U.C. 761',. at page· 769)' 
contains the follOttri.ng findings: 
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"4. Test-year operating results, developed by the 
Commission staff contain adjustments' which reduce 
the cost of buses purchased from affiliated bus, 
manufacturing companies... This type of adjustment 
bas not been made by this Coua:nission in deciding 
prior fare applications of Greyhound.. The adjust­
ments proposed by the staff should be adopted as 
reasonable for the purpose of an intertm decision 
herein:. without prejudice to other or different 
findings or conclusions after further hearing and 
receipt of additional ev1dence."1! , ,", 

;, 

The foregoing finding was bottomed on a study of GreyhO"lolnd ',$.' 

affiliated ccmq:>anies presented as Exhibit 4 in Appli~ation No-. , 50792~ 
Ihe staff:. in that study:. proposed that an adjustment' be made to 

'. ' Greyhound s recorded operating property accounts to'reflectareduc-

tion in the profits of said affiliates... The exhibit describes in 
det<lil the rationale 'USed by the Commission in making similar adjust­

ments to the operating properties of other utilities which purchase, 
material.s and services from affiliates. 

In that report: alternate adjustments on MCI":bus purchsses 

were presented for the consideration of the Comc:d.ssion. <m.e 
adjustment was proposed showi:lg a 7 percent rate of return on average 

net plant investment for these affiliates ~otor Coach Industries:. 
,'" I 

Inc., and Motor Coach Industries:. Ltd.). This rate of return proposal i 

and adjustment was based on the rationale adopted' by theCommis$~on 
in I:l8ld.ng the so-called ''W'estern Electric" adjustments. in The: Pacific, 

TelepZloue and Telegraph Company:. Decision No.. 74917 (69' Cal. P .. U.C .. 

53> at page 59). As an alternative to the above:. an edjustmentat: a .. 
12 percent rate of return on net plant investment for' the Mel compatUes 

was also proposed:. based:. in part" on the rat:[onaleset· forth iI:. 
, ' .. 

the Proposed Report of the Presiding Commissioner and Examiner~. dated 
April l5,> 1969:J in General Telephone Company of california, 

7/ Decision No. 75939 also concluded that further hearings should.bc 
- held it:. Application No. 50792 for the receipt of additional 

evidence C07.lcerning the so-called I'tlffiliated interest" adjust:nents 
proposed therein. The ~creases authorized in Decision No·. 7593-9'. 
were S".;.bs~ent1y made fi:a.l without the further consid:;:ra'!:io:l:of .. 
the u 2 ffiliated interest" adjustment contemp.latcd :'1' the. C¢a:m.ission . 
in Decision ~o. 75939. 
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. Application No. 49835. No specific recommendation as to the ~dop1:ion 
of either alternate was made by the Fina.nce and Accounts Division 
in the exhibit or by it'S witness in that proceeding. 

In Application No. 50792;, Gl:eyhowd did not present·eVidence 
with respect to "affiliated interests." adjustmen:ts8.'Od did no'tcontes.t 
the staff' s a.djustments ~ but did not concede their merits., Decision 
No. 75939 adopted;, as an interim measure, the method of adj.ustme'llt . 
set forth i:l. the staff's :eport calculated at a' 7 percent: rate' of: 
return. 

At the prehearing. conference herein, it was agreed that 
the subject. matter of "affiliated' interest" adjustments for bus 

pU%'chases wOuld be an issue in this proceeding.. Pursuant to this 
agre:e:nent: a staff £inanci.al examiner presented in evidence aeur:::-ent. 

study of Greyhound's. a.ffiliated. interests and" the staff"s ~ecommetlda­
tions based thereon. 

The staff report :ecites that since the last report there 
are u:) new facts regard1.ng the operatiO'Ol of 'the two affi.liates, 

Motor Coach Indust'ries;, me. and Motor Coach Indust:.::ies, Ltd. , 
thc.t cb.eilge their r~lationsh:r.~w1th GreyhOtmd as it is detaile&in . 

the previous report. Toe. report further states, that the staff ~ 
r~~ewed the p%'emises used in the prior application necessarY-to 
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arrive at a specific affiliated adjustment and'found them'tobe 
appropriAte for this study ~y "" 

rae study states that the total buses: sold: to Greyhound 
Lines~ Inc. and assigned to the Western Division of Greybouo.dfor tbe 

years i::l.c1uded :in the staff's study are as fol~ows,: 

Buses Sold to Assigned to 
~ Greyho~d Lines z Inc. Western Divisi.on 

1963-
1964 
1955-
1966,; 
1967-
1968 
1969 
1970 

50 
213 " 
252 
392 
328 
314 
220 
365 

§,! The premises are as follows: 

,50 
197 
127' 
195'," 
, 69:: 
152 

98: .. 
162' 

(8.) Rate base was· developed 0:1 an average beginningsnd 
end-of-year basis for the periods inv~lved ctiliztng 
recorded plant investment and' rese:t\"'es for depre-
ciat1on~ , 

(b) No consideration "",as given to either, working cash. 
er othe= working capital requir~ents because of a 
clear ueication of several years reviewed that" in 
£act~ a negative worldng. capital position waS,c¢nstant-
1y maintained. .,:, ' 

(c) Operating results of both companies were adjUsted· to 
reflect income taxes (Feder.il1 or Canadian) oe. 3.n , 
"as paid or actual liebi11~yrr basis g::'ving current 
y~ imnediate flow-through effect to 'tax rcd'Uctio:ls 
arisi:lg from aecelera:ed dep=eciation and investment 
tax credit. 

Cd) T.c.e se-.rera::' ope:ations' of each company w~e treated. as 
bei;l.g equally profita."r>le in ,tce ::,atiO' of salesvol·..l1llc 
".rl.th the follO"Aillg exception.. 1:0. the case of ~1C!,Ltd., 
cost accounting p~oced~es and records were tested 
and found to· be reliable t~ support the 10 percent 
:carkup over .actual cost used as a basis for billing 
~CI,. Inc .. for bedy shells. S\lch recorded costs to' 
Me!, Inc .. were ad09ted for purposes of determining 
,rofit on tr:a::.ssctions rcsu!.t:£.ng from' b".lS sales to, 
Greyhound.. ' 
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The study shows tha't the rate of earnings on net plant ' 
1nves~t by Motor Coach Industries rose from 10 .. 79 percent in 1963. , 
to a peak of 18.08 percent in, 1966, and then declined' in each year 
since 1966 'Until the return in 1970 was 1.30 percent.. The following 
table sets forth the adjustments of sales price- to Greyhound: Lines­

West of Me! buses sold to it to reflect & 1 percent return on net 
pla:J.e !nvestment of the mant1.fact:u:r1D,g entity: 

Year 

1963 
1904 
lSSS 
1966· 
1967 
1968 
1969 
1970 

TABLE 2 

GREYHOUND LINES - WEST 

Adjns~ent to Bus Prices of MeI Inc. 
Assuming 7 ~ercent Rate of Return 

Buses 
Assigned Actual Adjusted 

Grey'hound-Wes t Sales Price Sales Price 

50 $40,977 $46,140 
197 41,375 36,926, 
127 41,797 35,710, 
195 42,335· 33,21.6 

69 43,461 35,222' 
152 46,063 43,417 

98- 60,562 68:,375-
162 60,989 66',740 

( ) - Negative Amount 

Adjustment 
Per Bus 

$, S. 163. ' 

~4:449l , 6·,056, 
~9>1l9 8,239 
2 646·, 
7;8-13 
5',751 

The staff study states that the above tab~lation tnd1c~tes 
that, since the report on this subject in Ap?1ication No .. 50792~ 
earo.ixlgs have declined for the twoMCI companies. In· the years 1969 'and 
1970 an upward a.djustment in the range of six to eight thousand dol:ta::s 
per bus would have to be made if the affiliated company adjustment, 

used in Decision No. 75939 is continued. The- sta.ff concluded.,. 
. I 

the::-efore jo that no adjustment should be made in this. proceedi?s 
because of the reduced or ~egative earnings level experienced in 'the 
reee.c.t years, and the relative i.xrJmaterl.:llityof any possible.adjust­
ment. The staff recom::nended that it continue to review MCI"s e8:rJ;it-~s 
on bt!S s.;!l~s to GreyhO"~d and res·ervad t::.'le ::i.zht tc> m.S!~e reccmm.en­

aat:iotw 0:. re.sconable e.art::.1xl.zs :Eo= the t:wo !·ZCI Compa:de~ 1n lrll'J' 
fe=e prxccd1:t:.gs whCll. deemed ~opr"'.ate. 
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Greyh01.md iu~od.uced no evidence in this proceeditJ8. with 
respect to Haffiliated interests II adjustments. 

We concur iu the conclusions and recommendations of the 

Cotm:c.is~iou r s Finance and. Accounts Division. and conclude that no· 
specific adjustment to operat~ expenses is required herein for 
MCI i>uses> because such adjustment would have no material result' 
?'C. earrd:ngs in the test year. 

P~iusted Tes~ Year Operating Results 
l'he following table depicts the test year operating 

results under intertm fares, .as developed by the Commission staff, 
adj~t:ed to reflect the cbatlges found reasonable and described'in' 
the previous discussiOn. 
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Operating Revenue5 
P~enger and. 

Cb.arter 
Expre~$ 
Oth~r 

Opera.ting Expenses 
Equip- Ma.1nt. & 
Garage 

Tl:-a.n:spoX"tation 
Station 
Tra.1".. & Adv~ 
Ins. &: Satety 
Admin. &: General 
~cia.t1on 
Oper. Taxes & 

I.ieens.es 
Oper. Rents (Net) 

Operatillg Income 

,Federal &: State 
Income Taxes. 

Net Il:come A:£ter 
Income Taxes 

Rate BMe 

Operating Ratio 
After' Taxes 

Rate of Retu..--n 

T.~ :3 

GREYHOUND LINES" INC. 
(Greyhound tines - We~t Division) 

Adjusted. 
Statemen.t of Operations for tho Twelvo 

Mont~ Ended December 31,. 1972 
at Pre5ent Fare~ (+000) 

Greyhound California. Total Cal. Cal:i.t'ornia Intra~tate 
L1ne~-We~t Total Intr~tat~ Mainline ' toe~l ' 

$160,.208 
29,.840 
4,101 

$194,.155 

$ 2l,.19l 
66,.426 
32;399 

5,.155 
4,.09l 

21,.201 
7,.735 

1.3~7S6. en) 
$171,.947 
$- 22,.208 

$ 8:,.532 
27,.917 
:1.3,.29.4 
2,.l70 
l,416 
S,.836 
3,.019 

6~04S 
'~) 

$7009" 
$ 3,.170 

$ 1,.319' 

97.5% 
4.6%-

: 3~973 
-~) 
~, 

$ (679) 

$. (284) 

$ (395) 

$28,243-

lOO~8%' 

( ) .. Nega.tivo Amount 
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$- 4,..324 , 
14,.172 

7,.665-
1,,168 

757 
4,.692 
1,.769 

3-,.406· 
~) 
~ 
$ 2,.140 

$' 891 

$-1,.249 ' 

$24,.284 

96.9%: 
5 .. J$ 

$ 71 97S 

m 
$' 8;,255· 

$·1.,64S, ' 
$,.505,' , 
1,.316-

204 
145-

1,.482' 
231" 

567 
~), 
~" 

$ (2,.8i9Y , 

$(1,.175):' , 

, $(1;644:)­
$">,.959'·'_" 

119:~9%' 
1'-"" 
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The foregoing table indicates that Greyhound's California. 
intrastate operations at current (interim.) fares and current levelS.. 
of expenses will result in an operating ratio' (after taxes) of 
100.8 percent. Sucb level of earnings indicates that Greyho~nd 
is in need of additional revenues from its California intrasta'te 
operations. 

None of tbe parties to this proceeding recomme.nded a 
rate of return less than the seven percent rate of retuxu'.on 
CalifOrnia intrastate operations sought in the m.ost recent amend­
ment to the application. The original application' sought ara'te 
of re~urn of eight perceIi.t on California intrastate operations." 
Greyb.ound indicated that a reduction to seven percent was made 
in consideration 0: Price Commission regula~ions. It appears, 

and we so find~ that use of a rate of return of seven percent as 
a baSis for determining Greyhound's California intrastate, revenue 
requuet:tents for the test year endi'ng December· 31) 1972w:ll1be 
reasonable. 

Test Year Operating Results· 
Adjusted to's Seven Percent 
Rate of Return 

The, following table shows the net operating revenues 
required to produce a seven percent: rate of· return fo,: Greyhotl:O.~rs··' 
~lifornia intrastate opera.tions for the 1972 test year.' '. 

I , 
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TABLE 4 

GREYHOUND LINES, INC. 
(Greyhound Lines - West Division) 

California Intrastate 
Operating Revenues and Expenses 

In Table 3, Adjusted to 
Provide a Rate of 

Return of Seven Pereent 

California Intrastate 
Gross Revenues 

Intercity Passenger 
Express 
Transit 
Other 
Charter 

Total 
Additional ~nses 

Commissions aid 
Regolatory Taxes 

Total 
Total Operating Expenses 
Income Taxes. 
Nee Income 
Rate Base 
Rate of Return 
Operating Ratio 

(+OOO) 

Table 3 
$31,,337 

4,615 
7,978-
1,380 
2,941 

'$48,251, 

$48,930 

$- (.234) 

$ (3~5) 

$28,243 

100 .. &'7. 

( ),.; Negative,Amount 

Adjusted 
$35,035 , 

5,160' ' , , 

3,919', 
1,380 
2,941 1 

$53",4,3$' 

$ ,239:,' 
'64" 

$ 303:' 
$49')233: 

, $- Z',235,' 

~ 1 ,95t,~ 
$28:,243' "',, 

, 7',~0~'" 
, 96~3'7.;::' ' 

AS indicated in the above table, ~ further increase ,of 
11.8 percent in passenger fares and, express rates isrequired'in, 
order to provide.a rate of return of 'seven percent on, Greyhound's , 
total California intrastate operations in the 1972 test year. Said, 
increase in 'passenger fares and express is 18.06, percent over., fares,' 

, _, ,t<o I • 

and, express rates in effect prior to the interim increase .grauted: " 
herein. 
Interline Express Rates 

Las Vegas-Tonopah-Reno Stage'Line, Inc ... ;' Orange Belt: ,. 
., ,',. 

Stages, Peerless Stages, 'Inc .. ; San Pedro Transit' Lines, and Vaca::· 
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Valley Bus Lines join with Greyhound in seeking increases f:a, express 
rates applicable to interline shipments which. move, in part, over 
routes of Greyhound and, in part, over·routes of one 'or more of, 
said passenger stage corporations. The same level of express rates 

is sought for inte:line as for loeal express services," 
The applic.E!t:ion herein alleges the following: Increases 

from the interline express rates sougbt in this proeeedingwill have 

only 3. small effect on the revenue s of the carriers, including 
. , 

Greyhound. The precise amount of additional revenue which.,will 
aee:ue to applicants from. the increase in interline express rates 
can only be determined by special, detailed studies.. However, based. 
upon preliminary iuformation, applicants believe' that stlch to,ts.! 
increase in gross revenue from. 1n::erl1ne express' rates will, :not 
exceed $7,832 axmaally from the amended second-step 1ncreese. 

. , 

In view of the minimal nature of the increased revenues . 
to 'be eerivedby all applicants from an increase .1n interline express 
rates, applican~s otber than Greyhound request tila t,. pursuant to' ' 
Rule 87 of its Rules of Practice and Procedure, the Comcrl.csi,on waive 
t!.1e informational requirements of Rule 2.3) to, the,extent such: infor';' 
matio:l is not included herein, && this Con:mU.ssion did in the' initial 

, . . 

phase of this proceeding •. 
Tbe Comr::d.ssion finds that reasonable cause has' been 'I.'IlB.d'e 

to appear fo: tberequested waiver of, the provisions~ of Rule',2i. of 
its Rules of Procedu:re, and conclude's that such waiver should be 
granted. 
Additional Fincings and Conclusions 

We further find: 
1. Gr.eyhound Lines,. Inc. (Greyhound Lines .. West Division) WolS 

, , 

authorized au intertm increase in passenger f~res and express rates 

of cix and one half percent by Decision No .. 78.9.3,9, dated'July 27" 
1971~ pending determination of the final: relief to be accorded 

to ~pplieant in this proceeding. 
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2. By the amendment filed on April 18, 1972, Greyhound seeks 

as final relief herein an increase in passenger fare;s~ and eXpress, ' 
rates sufficient to provicie gross revenues on its California intra­

state operations which will yield a rate of return of sevenperc~nt, 
on depreciated Tate b.::l:;e for t! test year ending December 31, 1972., 

3.' The rate of return of seven percent sought bereinwill,'not 
result in excessive earnings for Greybound's California intrastate 
passenger and express seJ;Vices. inasmucb as said rate of retuin is 

. i ' 

tbe same as that previously found reasonable by' theC0mmiss~on' in;, 
Decision No. 75939 (69 Cal. P.U .C. 761) and reaffirmed" in Decision 

No. 76455 (70 Cal. P .U.C. 429). Said rate of return will be, reason~ 
able for a test year ending December 31, 1972. 

4. Results of operations for an historical year ended 
December 31, 1970 were presented in evidence by applicant and by ,the 

Commission staff. The operating results so presented are not',mat~ri­
ally different, and the data set forth in Table 1 hereof ,accurately'~ 
represent Greyhound's results of operations for that period. 

S. Greyhound and tbe CotDlllission staff presented in evidence 
e5timated results of operations for a: test year ending: December 31,. , 
1972. The data presented by applican~ and'staff differ in sev~ral 
material, respects., 

6. Results of operations for the 1972 test year under the " ' " , 
interim fares and express rates as presented by tbe staff~adjusted, ' 
as indicated in the prior opinion" are summarized in, Table 3.~ , Said 
operating results give effect to known increases and: reductions in, 
expenses~ and to the current trend,S in patronage of Greyboundr"s' 
serv:tees~ 

7. '!he results of 9perations set forth in Table3-reasonably 
represent Greyhound's C31ifot:nia intrastate revenues,. expen.ses.rate 

base, rate of return and operating. ra'tio under interim fares for a 

future ~ear. Said data indicate tb.a t Greyhound's California, intr';~ 
state operations would be conducted at a loss, as represetited"by 
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au operating ratio after provision fOlr income taxes of 100.8 percent. 
'rhis indicates that Greyholmd is in'iulned1ate need ofadditioual, 
revenues from. its California iutrastate operations~ 

3. Table 4 in the precedi:cg opinion sets forth the revenue 
increases from mainline and commute fares and express rates necess~/ 
to produce a rate of retu:rn of seven. percent on depreciated rate base 
for Greyhound r s California intrastate operations in the testyea.r, 
used herein. The increased fares. and express rates X'esulting from 
the additiona1 revenues uecessaxy to produce said rate of return are 
just:tfied, and said fares aud express, rates will be just and 
reasonable. Iucreased interline express rates ou the same' level as: 
increased local express rates are justified. 

9. 'Xhe spec:L£:te increased fares. and express rates resulting. 

£rom finding. & above 8l:.'e tho~e set forth in Appendix B to the' order 
herein. 

10. In compliance with Rule 23.1 of the ,Comm1ssion t s Rules of 
Practice and Procedure, promulgated pursuant to the' Economic' 

Stabilization Act of 1970, as amended, the evidence in this proceedi1lg 
demonstrates that: ' 

.' <. 

(a) 'l'be present intrastate: passenger fares and' 
~ress rates of Greyhound Lines, Inc. 
(Greyhotmd Lines-West Division) are set 
forth in detaU in Append:tx A hereof. Said 
passenger fares and express rates. are' 
cuxrently subject to an interim increase of 
6-1/2 percent. Said interim increase will 
be cancelled and pass~er fares and express 
rates will be increased by 18.06 percent., 
The increase authorized by the order to which 
this is attached results in an increase of 
11.8 percent over interim. fares and express 
rates. 

(b) 'l'he increase authorized in this phase of, the 
proceediug is expect:ed to increase Greyhoundrs, 
Cal:l form.a intrastate annual gross revea.ues by '. 
$5)18l:,~OOO. ' , , ' 

-27-
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(e) The ~~ease granted by tb1s order will /' 
:::esclt: i:c a california intrastate rate of 
retu:rt:. of 7 pe%'cent on depreciated rate 
base~ which ic the rate of return pre'1f.ously 
!:ound reaso~le for Greyhound's Californ:La 
o~ations in prior orders of the Commi.ssion 
e1teC in the opinion. Said rate of 'retur.o. 
is lees than the :rate of return for Greyho\md "s 
'rtTester.::. Division operations as a whole and 
i~ the minimum required to assure continued, 
:tdequet~ J!':C.d safe service. 

(d) Sufficient evidence was talten in the course 

(e) 

(f) 

(h) 

(1) 

ConclUSions 

of the Commission proceeding to determine 
whether or not the price increase meets the 
criteria of the rules of the Price CoDJD.i.ssioo.. 
The i.ncrease authorized is cost justified and 
does not reflect future inflationary trends-. 
!he increase does not reflect labor costs tn 
excess of those allowed by Price CoaIDission 
policies. 
!here are no lalOWD. productivity gains· which 
could offset the sought wage and related 
expec.se increases. 
Reasonable opportlmity for participation by 
all interested partiesW8s afforded. 
No other carrier or carriers appeared at: the 
hearings tn this matter to present evidence 
expressing a will1ngc.ess and capacity to 
provide service at the existing levels of . 
Greyhound r s intrastate express rates or fares. 

1. The increased £ares and express rates set forth in Append!X 
B should be granted. 

2. Applicants should be authorized to publish such fares. and 

express, rates on five days r notice to the Commission and the public •. 
3. Pending the reis:;uanee of passenzer tariffs contain!ng 

fares on a poi'o.t-to-poiut bas:rs~ Greyhound should be authorized:.·to 
place in effect the increases authorized· here!n by use of a· conversion 
table. 1'b.!:; relief should expire six months after the effective' date' 
of the order herein. 

-23-
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4. Lon&- and short-haul relief necessaxy to, establish the 
increased fares and express rates should be authorized,.' 

ORDER ---.--
rr IS ORDERED that: 

1. Greyhotmd L1nes~ Inc. (Greyhound Lines .. West D1v1s:r.on) is 
hereby authorized to establish the increased mainline and commute 
fares and express rates specifically set forth in Appendix" B hereto­
in lieu of the interim fares and express rates authorized by Dec:ts1on 
No. 78939. 

2. Pending establisbm.ent of the specific fares authorized in ' 
paragraph 1 hereof~ Greyho\md Lines, Inc. is authorized to make 
effective increases in passenger fares published on a point-to-point 
basis by means of appropr.f.ate conversion tables:, provided that said 
increased fares do not exceed the fares authorized in paragraph 1 
hereof ~ and that tariffs. containing said fares are republ:tshed w:U:hin 
six months after the effective date of- this order to eliminate· the 
use- of ,said conversi.on tables. 

3. Qreyhoand L:ines, Inc. and the passenger stage corporations 
named in the applieatioc. herein are authorizedte> increase interline 
express rates to levels of the express rates. set forth in Appendix a 
hereto. 

4. Tariff publications authorized to. be made as, a result o.f' 
the order herein may be made effective not earlier than' fivedays'z, 

110tice ~o the Commission and the public. 
S. The a~thor:i.ty granted herein shall expire unless ~ereised 

within ninety days after the effective date of this order. 
6. In addition to the required posttng and filing of tari~fSJ 

Greyhound Lines~ Iuc. shall give notice to the public by posting.':in 
its buses and term~Dals a printed explanation of its fares •. Suen 
notice shall be posted not less' than. five days before the effec~ive 
date of the· fare changes and shall remain posted ·for- a period· of not .. ' 
less than thirty days. 
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7. Applicants, inestablisb.ing and maintaini.tl& the fares and 
expres:: rates authorized hereinabove-, are 'hereby _ authorized to depart 
fr~ the provisions of Section 460 of the Public Utilities- COde to 

the extent uecessaxy to adjust lonz- and short-haul departures uow 
maintained ~er outstanding authorization; such outstanding auth~ 
r..zatioo. is hereby modified only to the extent neeessary to-comply 
with this order; aud schedules containing ~e rates published under 
this authority shall ma!<:e reference to the prior orders authorizing:,. 
long- and short-haul departures and to th1.s order. 

'!:he e£fecti.ve date of this order shall be ten days after 

the date hereof. 
Dated at ...-;S:ln;;;;;;;;.;..;;;..Fran~e1se __ o _____ , California, th:Ls d?- b"-1:!:3:2 

day of SEPTEMBER , 1972. 
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MAINLINE FARES 

APPENDIX A 
Page 1 of S 

GREYHOUND LINES INC. 
ISRESENt AND PR6MsED 

FARES AND EXPRESS RATES 

The' present Greyhouncl main]:lne fare structure in the State of 
Cal1£ornia was established in the first-step, of this proceeding, by 
Decision No-. 78939 issued July 27, 1971~ in Application No.~ 5259'1., 
'l'bat fare structure and the fare structure proposed by this amendment 
are as follows: 

Miles 
Over - BUt not Over -

o 25 
25 50 
50 100 

100 150 
ISO 200 
200 2S0 
2S0 300 
300 400 
400 ... 
M1n1:mum Fare' 
Round trip 

One-~aynistanee Fares 

Rate Per Mile 
Present Proposed 

$0.0463· 
0.043~ 
0.0409 
0.0372 
0.0357 
0.0347 
0.0341 
0.0332 
0.0326 
0.45 
18cr;. 

$0.0522 
0.0488 
0.0461 
0.0419 
0.0402-
0.0391 
0.0384, 
0 .. 0374, 
0.03:&7 
0~50 ' 
1907. 

With No Fare Less 
Than Fare for 

2S,m:tles 
50. n 

100: '" 
150 U· 

200 ", 
250' " 
300: ' 'f 
400 . ft 

Any increased one-way fares resulting in figures ,less than $0. ~,..and 
not ending. in "0" or "5" may be further increased' to' the- next 0 or "5". 

Any increased one-way fares resulting in figures greater' tb.a.n $0.60 
shB.ll be rounded to the nearest cent ~ 0.5 cent being considered' , 
nearest to the next higher cent. , 

In the <:ase of a ticket covering, travel aver both branchline and 
mainline routes ~ the fare will continue to be based' upon the combin­
ation of fares as authorized by Decision No. 71787 on Application No. 48962. 

, 

In the case of a ticket covering travel over the San Franciseo-oakland 
:Bay Bridge,. the Golden Gate Br1dge~ the Carqu:tnez Straits Bridge or 
atl.y cor:ib1nation thereof,. the fare will continue to be based upon . 
mileage computta.tions. ineluding full coa.e.tructive mileage cvereach . 
br1dge~ as authorized by Decis.ion No .. 43081 in Application No;. 29608, 
dr"lted JWle 29. 1949,. and Decision No. 57650 in Application' No.. 4,053Z,. 
dated November 25, 1958. 

Greyhound requests author!ty to put the increased mainline fares 
into' effect by 1J!eans cf a conversion table., , , " " 
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APPENDIX A 
Page 2. of 8 

COMMUTE AND TRANSIT OPERATIONS 
I 

Greyhound's present fare structure for its lOcal transit and commute 
operations, as established by Deeision No. 78939', is set forth in 
the tariffs listed in Exhibit A attached to the Amendment to­
Application No. 52591 filed April 14, 1972. Comparisons of present· 
and proposed commute fares between representative points are set forth 
in the Supplement attached hereto. 
Greyhound proposes to increase the foregotng 20-ride and one-way 
single ride fares by a second-step 13 .. 5 ,pereent~ ,Any increased fare 
not ending OIl. "0" or "5" may be further increased" to the next "0" or 
"5". 
The requested mintmum one-way fare is $0.50 cents. 
The rou:nd-trip fares are proposed to be 200 percent of the" one-way , 
fares where the one-way fares are $1 or less; and· 190 percent of ,the 
one-way fares where the one-way fares are $1.05 or more, subject to 
a minimum. round-trip fare of $2.00. 
If the one-way fares when increased by 13.5 percent do, not end 'in a 
multiple of 5 cents~ the fares are' to be rounded to the next highest 
multiple of 5 cents. ' 
Transit and coumute 20-ride fares are proposed, to be· increased 'a ' 
second-step 13.5 percent, subject to the condition that if the· 20-ride 
fares wben so increased, do not end in a multiple of 5- cents', the ' , 
20-ride £ares..are to be rounded to, the, next highest multiple of 5' 
cents. 

, I·" 
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EXPRESS RATES 

APPENDIX. A' 
Page j of 8 

The present express rates were established by Decision No .. 7893,9 
issued July 27, 1971, in Application No .. · 525-91.. Greyhound~ also, 
proposes to increase express rates by a second-step l3 .. S percent. 
Present and proposed exoress rates are set forth below. Any increase 
not ending in. "0" or "Sf, would be further increased to the next nO" 
or "S".. . 

The follow:lngpassenger stage corporations join with Greyhound Lines, 
Inc., in seeking an increase in intrastate express rates applicable 
to shipments moving on an interline basis., i .. ,e., in part over the 
route or routes of Greyhound and over the route or routes. of one or 
more of the following applicants: . 

Las Vegas-Tonopah-Reno Stage Line, Inc., a Nevadaeorporat1on" having 
its principal place of business at 922 Stewart Stre~t,. Las VegaS:,.. , 
Nevada 89101. , . 

Orange Belt Stages, 'a corporation, having 1ts principal place of 
bUSiness at 529 East Acequi.a Street, Visalia" California 93278:. 
Peerless St3$eS, Inc. 1.. a California corporation, having its principal 
place of business at :l040 Castro Street, Oakland', Cal!fornia94612 ... 
San Pedro Transit Lines, a partnership, having its principal place 
of business at 507 W. 8th Street,. San Pedro, California 90731. 
Vaca Valley Bus Lines (Horace. Simmons,. d/b/a) J ,a sole proprietorship', 
having its principal place of business 81: 321 State Street ~.Fairfield" . 
California 94533. ' . 

'-: 
,II' 

" 
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APPEND DC A 
Page 4 of S-

PRESENT TABLE OF EXPRESS RATES AS AUTHORIZED- BY 
DECISION NO. 78919 AND MADE EFFECTIVE, NOVEMBER- 233 1971 

Where ~.:t1ease Is: 

Over 2 
Not Not Not 

Over Over Over 2 Over 10 -
$ $-

0 25 1.50 1 • .50 
25- 50 1 .. 50 1.50 
50 75 1 .. 50 1 .. 65 
75 100 1.50 1,80 

100 125 1 • .50 1.90 
125- 150 1.60 2.05 
150 175 1 .. 65 2 .. 20 
175 200 1.70 2.35-
200 250 1.80 2.40 
250 300 1.90 2 .. 45 
300 400 2.15 2'.50 
400 500 2.40 2.60 
500 600 2.70 2.70_ 
600 700 2 .. 85 2.85 
700 800 2 .. 90 2 .. 90 
800 900 3 .. 00 3 .. 00 
900 1000 3.0S. 3.05· 

1000 1100 3.10 3.10 
1100 1150 3_20 3.20 

POUNDS 

Over 10 Over 20 
Not Not 

Over 20 Over 30.' 

$ $ 
1.60 1.70 
1.70 1.85 
1.85' 2.0S 
2 .. 05; " 2.35 
2.20 2.45 
2 .. 30 2 .. 60 
2.40 2 .. 80 
2.45- 2.90 
2.60 3 .. 05 
2.80 3 .. 10 
2 .. 90 3.20 
3·.05 3 .. 55 
3 .. 1> 3 .. 80 
3 .. 40 4.10 
3 .. 5S 4.40 
3.75 4.6'> 
3.85 4 .. 90 
4.00 5 .. 15 
4 .. 25 5.45-

," --' 

Over 30 
Not, 

Over 40 

$ 
1.85 
1 .. 95 
2' •. 35-
2.60 
2.85 
3.00, ' 
3.1S' 
3.20' 
3'.40 
3 .. 55 
3~7S 
4 .. 00 

' 4~45 
4 .. 85' 
$ .. 15 
5,.60 
6·.00 
6 .. 25-
6.65·. 

", 
,0' 

Over 40- -
- Not" 

Over 50' 

$ 
1 .. 95 
2'.20' 
2' 50' .. , 

2.90,-
3 .. 15~· 
3·~3-5', ' 
3 .. 60' 
3.70, 
3~,80· 
3 .. 85 ' 
4 ... 20 
4.60" 
5·.10., ' 

'5·.55:'. " 
6,.10:'-_ 
6-.65: 
7'.00,', 

' 7.45', 
7 .. 80- " 

• : ' ~ I • ~ 

",' . 

, ,-
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Where ~lea8e is: POUNDS, 
" 

Over 50 Over 60 Over: 70 Over' 80 Over 90 
Not' Not Not Not Not Not " 

Over Over Over 60 Over 70 Over 80 Over 90, Over 100.' - -
$ $ $: $:' $: 

0 25 2.15 2 .. 30 2" .. 40, 2 .. 50, 2'.70 
25 50 2.35 2.45 2.60 2.80, 3.00' 
50 75 2'.80 3.00' 3 .. 15 3.50" 3. .. 70" 
75 100 3.15 3·.55 3 .. 60 4 .. 10' 4~40: 

100 125 3 .. 50 3.80 4 .. 10 4 .. 45 4 .. 80 
125 150 3 .. 70 4~00 4.40 4 .. ,70 5.10 
150 175 3.95 4.40 4 .. 70 5-.1$, 5 .. 55 
175 200 4.10 4.45 4'.85 5.25 .' S·~60' 

200 250 4.20 4.60 5.00 5.35- 5 .. 7S 
250 300 4.30 4.65 5 .. 10 5.50 5.90 
300 400 4.60 5 .. 10 5.50 6.00- 6· .. 35-, 
400 500 5 ... 10 5.55 6.10 6~55 ' 7.0S. 

500 600 5.65 6 .. 25 6, .. 90 7.5$ . 3 .. 15-
600 700 6.25· 7;00 7.70 8 .. .50 9 .. 20", 
700 800 5 .. 90 7.70 8.60 9 .. 45· 10: .. Z5 ' 
800 900 7 .. 55 8 .. 50 9.45· ,10.40 11 .. 25" 

" ., 

900 1000 8.10 9.15 10.20 11 .. 20 12 .. 30'" 
1000 1100 8.50 9.60' 10 .. 80 11.85- ].3..~OO ' 
1100 1150 8 .. 95 10.20 11~40 12.55-'. 13 .. :75,'·, 

, .; 
" ' , 
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PROPOSED TABLE OF EXPRESS RATES 

Where Mileage Is: POUNDS, 

Over 2 Over 10 Over 20 Over 30 Over 40 
Not Not Not Not Not Not Not· Over Over, Over 2 Over 10 Over 20 Over 30· Over 40'· 'Over 50-- -

$- $- $- $ $- $' 
0 25, 1.70. 1 .. 70 1 ... 80 1.95 2 .. 05- 2~20' . 

2'> SO 1.70 '.1 .. 70 1 .. 95- 2 .. 05 2 ... 20 .. 2.50·· 
50 75- 1.70 . 1.90 2.0,5. 2 ... 30 Z.6S. Z~.8S' 
75 100 1.70 2 .. 00 2 .. 30 2.65- 2'..:90 3..2.5. 

100 125 1.70 2.10 2.50 2.80 320 J. .. 55~· . 
125 150 1 .. 80 ·2.30 2 ... 60 2~90 j:40:, ·.3-.75: 
150· 175 1 .. 90 2.50 2.70 3·.:15, . 3.55" 4.0.5-: 
175- 200 1 ... 95- 2 .. 65- 2.80 3.25 . 3,..:60 4.15" 

200 250 2'.00 2 .. 70 2.90 3.45- 3:~80· 4 •. 30 
250 300 2 .. 10 2' .. 80 3'.15 ~.50 4.00 4.35-
300 400 2 .. 40 2 .. 85 3 .. 25 3.60 4 .. 20·, 4 .. 70' 
400 500 2 .. 70 2.90 3 .. 45 4.00 4'~50 5,~'20 

500 600' 3.00 3 .. 00 3.55 4 .. 30 5 .. 0d 5,.70> 
600 700. . 3.20 3..20 . 3.80 4 .. 65 S~50' . 6 .. 2'5' . 
700 800 3.25 3.25- 4.00 4 .. 95 5 .. 80 6 .. 85,' 
800 900 3.40 3.40 4 .. 20 5 .. 25 6.30, 7 .. 45-

900 1000, 3.45 3.45 4.35 5.55 6.75: 7 .. 90' 
1000 1100 3.50 3 .. 50 4.50 5 .. 80 7.:05: 8: ... 35, 
1100 1150 3 .. 60 3-... 60 4.75 6.,lS 7.45- 8~80" 
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Where Mileage Is: POUNDS 

Over 50 Over 60 Over. 70 Over SO Over 90 . 
Not Not Not Not Not, . . Not 

Ov'er Over o"er 60 Over 70 Over 80 Over 90 Over 10C):. 

$ $ $ $; $ 
0 25 2.40 2.60 2.70' 2 .. 85,' 3·.00: 

25 50 2.65 2 .. 80 2 •. 90 3 .. 1S l .. 40',·· 
50 75 3.15 3 .. 40 3· .. 55 3 .. 90 4.15, 
75 100 3.55- 4.00 4.05, 4.65- 4.;.9'5-

100 125 3..90 4.30 4.65- S.OO 5-.40 
125 lSO 4.1S 4.50 4 .. 95 5 .. 30' 5-.70 
150 175 4 .. 45· 4.95- 5.30 5-· •. 80· 6.2'5:,. 
175: 200 4 .. 65 5.00 5.50 5.90' 6· .. 30 . 

200 250 4 .. 70 5.20 5 .. 60 6.00 6.50: 
250 300 4 .. S0 5.-25 5.70. 6 .. 20 6 .. 60 
300 400 5 .. 20 5.70 6 .. 20 6.75. 715: '.' 400 500 5 .. 70 6 .. 25 6 ... 85 7 .. 40,' '7:~95 . 

500 600 6 .. 40 7.0S 7.75, 8'~50' 9 .. 20' 
600' 700 7 .. 0S 7.90 8.65 9 .. 55 10.35: . 
700. SOO 7~75 8:.6S 9 .. 70 10.65, .' 11.,;55 .. 
800·, 900 8.50 9 .. 505' 10.65 11 .. 70- lZ~70' 

900: 1000 9.1S 10.30 11.50 12.60. 13,.90 . 
1000, 1100 9.55. 10 .. 80 12.15 13:~J:> " 14.65; 
1100' 1150 10.10 11.50 12 .. 85 14.10' 1$~5.0'" 

. , 
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" . 

PRESENT AND PROPOSED 
RATES ON DAILY SHIPMENTS, 

Where M11eage is: 
OVer Not OVer -. . 

o 
50 

100 
125 
150 
175-
200 
250 
300 
400 

50 
100 
125:, 
l50 
175 
200 
250 
300 
400 
500 

PRESENT PROPOSED; 
Rates: .. Per: . Ra:teS:, Per .' . 

Calendar' Month· Calendar'Month ' 

$18.~60;- '., 
20,.25-
22'.50' 
24.00·· 
24 .. 75' 
25 .. 50; 
27 ... 0'0" 
2a~50 -
32.2"5' 
36 .. 00" 

(See Supplement for examples of present and proposed commute:.fues.Y.::" ' 

. 
" 
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N 
VI 

PENINSULA -a 
fJ 

COMPARISON OF PRESENT AND POOPOSEO 
ADULT ONE-tlAY AND 'tWENTY-RIDE OOMl-WTATION FARES 1 

One-Way: Fares Cost of 2O-Ride. Coatnutation Book Cost. Pel' Ride 
F~ San Franoisco-ZOne 1 Present Proposed Present Pl"O~sed ~o~~ of Present ProPosed _ no e se 

To ZOne Points Inohtded Hiles $ $ $ $ $ $ t 
2 Baysh~r6 6 .45 .50 1.90 8.90 1.00 .395 .445 

CQIma 8 

3 Sout.h San Franoiscq 11 .6Q .10 10.30 11,60 1.30 ,515 .58 
Baden 12 

4 San Franoisco AirpQrt 13 .75 .85 10.95 12.30 1.35 .54$ ,615 
Kll1bral) 16 

5 Bur lingarne 19 .90 1,00 12,10 13.65 1.55 ,605 .683 

6 San Hateo 21 1.00 1.10 12.75 14.35 1.60 .6)8 .118 

7 lledWQOd City 28 1.15 1.30 ;13,9<> 15.70 1,8() .695 .785 
8 Menlo Park 32 1.25 . 1.40 15,1,0 17.00 . 1.90 .755 .85 

9 Pa19 Alt<> 33 1,40 1.60 1,6.30 18,40 2.10 ,815 .9~ 

10 }I.Q\lJ1tain View 40 1.65 1.90 1,8.15 20.40 2.25 .908 1,O~ 

11 SUllJ'lYVale If} 1,85 2,05 19.35 ;21.80 2,45 .968 1.09 

12 Santa Clara 48 1.95 2.20 20.55 2),10 2.55 1,.Q28 1.155 
13 San Jose 59 2,1,<) 2.3~ 21.75 24.50 2.75 1"Q$9 1.225. 

TSJ;'ifCAut119rity - Adu,t Qne-Way Fares - 1!)~al, Passenger Tar~ft no. L-412-L .. Gal, P,U.C, tro. 393, Effecti,ve U-2J~7l. 

C<>nmu~atiQn Fares -: )4cal J>ass~nger 'i'~ri.t'f No; 1.-49O-H, cal, .. P.O.Q. Uo •. ~~Z!. E(CeQ~\V~.1~-2J-71.e 
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~ 
OCEAN AND OCEAtl-5KYLItlE ~ 

COOPARlSON OF PRESENT MID PROPOSED 
AOVLT onE-Hit AlID 'IWENTY-RIDE COBHt}TATIQtI FARES \t 

. . ~ 

One-Way Fares Cost of 2O-Ride Commutation Book Cost Per Ride 
F~ San Francisco-Zone 1 pr~sent Propose~ Present Proposed ~¥2~9&f. Present Proposed ~ 

To Zone Points Inoluded Ht1,.es $ $ $ $ ~ $ : $ 

2 Westlake (Aleman)" Blvd.) 8 .45 .~O 7.90 8.90 1,00 .395 .44~ 

Wcstlak~ (Sk)'llne Blvd.) 10 
3 Edgemar (Paoifio Manor) 12 .60 .70 10.30 11.60 1,30 .515 .58 

King Drive (Serramonte) 13 
Sharp Park 13 6 4 College Drive 15 .75 .85 10.95 12.)0 1,35 .548 •. 15 

5 Rockaway Beach 16.SO.9O 11,55 13.00 1.45 .578 .65 

f;, PedrQ Valley (Linda Mar) 17 .90 1.00 12,10 13.65 1.55 .605 .68) 
MQntara 21 60 ·6 6 16 -7 Moss Beach 2) 1,05 1,15 12.75 V., 35 1. • 30 .7 0 

'8 Princeton Hwy. Stop 25 1 1t:: 1 '20 1'2 90 1t:: 70 1 eo 69c:. 78r;. 
Miramar H'wy, Stop '1:1 • ~ .", "'. . ~. • t. ., • ~ 

9 Half Moon~y 2a 1,15 ~.~O 1),90 15.70 1.ao .~95 .785 

Tariff Author"tr - Adu1~One-War Fares - Lqcal Passen~~r Ta:riff No, 1r-577-F, Cal, P!U.C. No. 31Q,Effe~t~ve ;n-2J-71. 
, CorrrnutatiQn Fare~ ~ Local Passenger Tariff lIo. :tr~S9~H, ·f;~li. Pil/.C, No, 3~6, Ef,fective l~-23.-7i. 

e 



~ San Franoisco-Zone 1 
To z"B! Point·s Inoluded Kiles 

3 Orinda 1,8 

4 Lafayette 2~ 

5-50 Walnut. Creek 26 
6-6A Pleasant Hill 29 6D-6c 
7-'/A Concord 32 78-7C 

From OaklandLBerkelel-Zone 2 
Jo Zone Points Included Hiles 

3 Orinda S 
I. Lafayette 1~ 

5-5C Walnut Creek 16 
6-6A Pl,easant Hill 19 6a-6C 
'/-7A Concord 22 68-70 

SUPPUMUU TO APPFliDIX A 
Pa~e ) of 7 

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY 
COMPARI&;>N OF PRESE1·l'f AND PROPOSED 

ADULT ONE-~;AY AND n,;mrr-RID& OOMMUTATION FARES 

On e-h'al Fares . '-
Cost. of 20-Ride CoImlutat.ion B.>ok 

tw8~ksSf . Present . Pro [!Qsed Present PropOsed 
$ $ $ $ $ 

1,00 1,10 14.30 ]'6,10 1,80 
1,10 ~l,~O 1~.75 la.85 2.10 . 
1,20 1.35 17.90 20.20 2,30 

1.)0 1.45 19.15 21.55 2,40 

1.50 1.70 2q.3,O 22.90 2.60 

.55 .60 9.10 10.20 1.10 

.65 .75 11.55 13,00 1.45 

.00 .9<) 1),35 - 15.00 ' 1.65 

.95 1,05 14.50 16,35 1.85 

1.Q5 1.15 15.75 17.70 . 1..95 

Cost Pel' Ride 

Present Pro):¢seJ 
$ $ 

.715 .005 

.~Ug .943 

.695 1,01 

.958 1.07~ 

1,015 1.145 

.455 .51 

.57a .65 

.668 .75 

.725 ,818 

.7&3 .885 

'fartff A\lthority - Adult One-Uay Fare3 - l,.Qc;al P~senger TarJ.ff tlo, L-554:-H, ~l. P,U.O! llo, ')07 ,E(fecth'~ 11-2}-71. 
Cotrmutation F~res -I.ccal pas~finger,Tar~ft N~. L:'55~:;:J~-Cal.P,';,C.:, N9;3i9~' Eft~~t.~_~Q 1~-.2J:?i>~' 0"·· ~ 

". -." ""'-;.. __ ~".' .", • -.'~, r ... -",.-'-_:~_.:._.: ~". ,,' _ .:-_~_ ";_._ '_'~_' •. 
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From Vallejo 
To Niles 

Q3k1and 2? 

San Franoisco 34 

~ Crockett Jot. 
To Miles 

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

Oakland ~3 

San Francisco 30 

SVPPLUtFliT TO APPENDIX A 
Page 4 of 7 

VALOOO - OAKLAND - SAtI FRANOISCO 
COMPARISON- OF PRESENT }JlD PROPOSED 

ADV~TQNE..:.W'AY AND.TWEHTY-RIOE ~rATION FARES 

One-Wa.~ Fares Cost of 2O-Ride Coll'illutation Book , 
imunt of Present PropOsed Present Pr()pOsed nor-ease 

$ $ $ $ $ 

1.2<) 1.35 11,65 -19.90 2.25 

1,65 1,90 21.05 23.70 2,65 

1.10 1.20 .. 15,7~ 17.10 1.95 

1,40 1.60 _ 19,15 21.55 2.40 

Cost Pe~ Ride 

Present 
$ 

Pr()posed 
$ 

,8$3 .995 

1.053 1.185 

,1M .8$5 

.95$ 1,078 

Tariff A\lthQritl ~ Adul~ One-Way F~r~~ -Inca.l Passenger 1'arl~f flo. L-59Q-B, Ca1~ P .V.C, No. ;112, Effect-ive 11-23-71. 

Cormlutation Fare{, - Ipc~l Pa5~enger Tariff -N9. _ L-5,36~H,. C.al,. P.lJ .Q. UO, :na? _~ff~~tive 11,-2)-71. 
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Fror.t tloodland 
oro m1es 

Saoran;.ento 20 

From Davis 
To Hiles 

Sacramento 14 

SVPPI..ru&tfT TO AFPFllDIX A 
Pa.~o 5 of 7 

tKX>DLAND - DAVID - sAcRAMEnro 
COMPARI$OtlOF PRESENT ANI;) PROPOSED 

AOOLT ONE-lIAY AND MN'rY-RIDE OOI4!VTATIOli fARES 

One-Way Fares 
Present PropOsed 

Cost of 20~Ride Corrmutat.ion Book 
~unt of Present Proposed norease 

i $ .~.. $ $ .. 
.95 1,05 12.10 13.65 1.55 

.65 .75 9.70 10.95 1,25 

Cost Pel' Ride 
Proposed 
~ 

Present 
$ 

.605 .6$3 

.485 .548 

Tariff Aut;,hority - Adult One-Way Fares ,.. l.Q~l pass~nger Tariff no. L-~89-C) Cal. p .• V,C. no, Jl1J Effect;ive 11-23-71. 

CorrUlutatiQn Fares - Local Pas~~J1ger T~riff No. L-191-E, Cal. r.u.e. No. J1~, Eft'~otive 11-23-71. 
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From long Beach 
!Q Hiles 

West llilrnington "-
San PedrQ 14 

South lomita 10 

Santa M9nica 36 

SUPPLEMENT TO APPENDIX A 
. . Pago 6 of 7 

LOHO BEACH - SA1lTA MOllICA 
C()f{PARlSON OF PRESFliT AND PROPOSED 

ADULT QNE-WAY AND 'niEtm-IUDE OO}!J{1)T.4TION FARES 

One-Hal Fares Cost of 2O-Rida Commutation Book 
tmunt of 

Present· ProPosed Present Proposed . noreaso 
$ 

i 

$ $ $ $ 

.45 .50 7.90 8.90 1,00 

.45 .50 7.90 8.90 1,00 

!55 .60 9.10 10.20 1,10 

1,.50 1.70 20.55 23.10 2~55 

Cost Per Ride 

Present Prol2Qsed 
$ $) 

.J95 .445 

.395 .445 

.4~5 .51 

l.Q~ 1,155 

Tariff AuthQrity - Adult One-liay Fares - l.Qcal, Passenger Tariff Uo,L-442-L, Cal, P.r).C. Uo. 305, Effective 11-23-71. 
, 4 ' • . • -

C<;mnutatiQnFares - Ipeal P{lssen~er T~riff No. L-3Ql-f, Cal,. P t.V.C, tl<? 314, Eftectiv~ 1l~23-7;l.. 
J~ 
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S'OPPI.EMEN'.r TO APPENDIX A 
Page 7 of'7 

MARIN COUNTY ' 
COMPARISON OF PRESENT AND PROPOSED 

ADULT ONE-WAY. COMMUTATION FARES 

From San Francisco One-Way Fares 
Points Included Miles, Present " Pro:2;osed, 

San R:a£ael 19 $ 1.10 . $: 1 ... 20: 

Novato 30 1.25 
.' , 

1 .. 40 

Petaluma 41 1 .. 85 Z .. 05o 

Cotati 49 2 .. 00 2,.250, 

Santa·Rosa 57' 2 .. 30 2 .. 6.0: 

Tariff Authority - Adult One-Way Fares - Local. Passenger Tar1ff 
No .. L-596:,Cal .. P .. U~C .. 
No. 368, Effective 1-1-72 

No:e: Passengers will be transported locally to, from or between 
intermediate points on such schedules between San Francisco,' , 
and Santa Rosa after the last departure: and before the . first 
departure of the Golden Gate Bridge, Highway and' Transportation' 
District Schedules. 
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APPENDIX B 
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GREYHOUND LI~'IZS;:a INC. 
AUTHORIZED FARES AND EXPRESS· RATES 

MAINLINE FARES 

T!le £m:e St:zucture authorized by the dec:tGion to which this Appendix 
is a't"'"'...ached is. as follows: ' . 

Miles 
Over - BUt not Over - o 25 

25 50 
50 100 

100 150 
150 200 
200 250 
250 300 
300 400 
400 
Minimum Fare 
Round Trip 

One-Way Distance Fares 

Rate Per Mile 
$0.0518 

0.0484-
0.0457 
0.0416 
0.0399 
0.0388 
0.0381 
0.0371 
0.0364 
0.50 

190% 

"'1' 

With No Fare Less," 
Than Fare for 

25 miles 
50 If 

100 tt 
150 fI 

200 " 
250 rt 

300 :t 

400 " 

Any increased one-way fares resulting in figures less. than $0.60. and 
not ending in "0 iT or "5 tI may be further increased to the next rrO H 

or "5". 
Arry increased one-way fares resulting in fi.gures greater' than ' $0.60 . 
sb.a.ll be rounded to the nearest cent~ 0.5 cent being considered 
nearest to· the next h:tgher cent. 

In the case of a ticl(et cov~ travel over both branchline sud 
main] ine routes, the fare will continue to be based upon the 
combination of fares· as authorized by Decision No. 71787 on 
Application No. 48962. 

In the case of a ticket coveriDg travel Oiler t'..he San Franc1sco-OaIdand 
Bay Brid~ ~ the Golden Gate Bridge ~ the Carquinez Straits Bridge or 
ar::Y comb:r.:a.&tion there~f ~ the fare will cO'lltin~e to be based upon 
m:Ues.ge computations lncluding full constru.ctl.ve mileage over each . 
~riclee> as authorized by Dec;sion No. 43081 ;n: Application 'No. 29608,. 
aated Jml.C 29> 1949:t and Dec:LSion No. 57650 ~n App11catl.on' Nc>~, 40532, 
dated November 25~ 1958. . . . . 
Greyhound is eranted authority to put the increased mainline fares: 
into effect bY means of a conversion table.. '., ,. ' .. 
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AUl'RORIZED TABLE OF EXPRESS RATES 

'Where Mileage Is: POUNDS 

Over 2 Over 10 Over 20 
Not Not Not Not Not 

Oyer Oyer Oyer 2 Over-10 Over' 20 Over 30. - -
$ $ $ $, 

0 2S 1.70 1.70 1.80 1.95 
2S 50 1.70 1.70 1.95 2.10 
SO 75 1.70 1.85· 2.10 2.30 
75 100 1.70 2.05' 2.30- 2.65 

100 US 1.70 2.15 2.50 2.75 
125 150 1.80 2.30 2.60 2.95 
150 175 1.85 2.50 2.70 3.15 
175 20.0 1.95 2.65 2~75 3:.25· 

200 250 2.05 2.70~ 2.95 3.4$ 
250 300 2.15 2.7S 3.15 3.50 
300 400 2.45 2 .. S0 3:.25 3'.60: 
400 500 2.70 2.95 3.45 4.00· 

500 600 3.0S 3.05 3.SS 4.25 
600 700 3.20 3.20 3.8S· 4.60' 
700 300 3.25- 3.25 4.00 4.95 
SOO 900 3.40 3.40 4.20 5·.20' 

900 1000 3.45 3.45 4.35 5'50 . : 
1000 noo 3.50 3.50 4.50. 5.80. 
1100 llSO 3.60 3-.60 4.80 6~10 

Over 30 Over 40 
Not Not 

Over 40 Over 50 .. ·· 
$' $ 

2.10 2'.20 ... 
2.20 2.'50" 
2~6S.. 2~SO .. 
2.95 3-.25· '. 

' .. . , 
'. 

3'.20· 3.SS: 
3.40.' <3 .• 75~ , 
3;.5~ 4~0S. ' 
3;.60' 4.15< 

3.85 4~2S 
4.00 .' '4~3S . 
4 20' . " 

4~70 
4.50' 515·,····· .' , .1 

" ",' 

S.OO· S 75-a , 

~.45: 6.25' 
5.80' . . G..8S'.· 
6.30,: 7 45,," . . 

6.75'· 7~85: 
7.00. 8~35> .... 
7.45 ... · 8.75,: , .. ' . 

:.' "'" 
" " 

,.'; ... 

. . I' 

" . . . 
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AU'IHORIZED EXPRESS RATES !Cont.) 

Where Mileage Is: POUNDS' 

Over 50 Over 60 Over 70 Over 80, ,Over 90-
Not Not Not Not Not.;' Not 

·1, 

Over ~ Over 60 Over 70 Over 80 Over 90" OVer 100' ' -
$ $ $: $: $ 

0 25 2.45 2.60 2.70 2.80~ 3.05 
25 50 2.65 2.7.5- 2.95 3.15 3.40" 
SO 75 3.15 3.40 3.55, 3.95 4.J.S. 
75 100 3.55 4.00 4.05: 4.60' 4.95:' 

100 125 3.95 4.25 : 4.60 5·.00 5.40' 
125 150 4~15 4.50 4.95 5 .. 30 5.7'S 
150 175 4.45 4.95 5 .. 30 S.80' ",&.25 
175 200 4.60 5.00 5.45 5.90 6.30; 

200 250 4.70 5.15 5.60 '& 00 . , 645 . , 

250 300 4.85 5.20 5.7S 6.15 &.60,' 
300 400 5.15 5.75 6.15 6.7S. ' 7.10 
400 500 5.75 6.25 6.85, 7.3.5- 7.90',' 

500 600 6.35 7.00 7.75: 8.45,' 9.lS 
600 700 7.00 7.SS. 8.65 9'.55> 10.30 ' 
700 800 7.75 8.65 9.65· 10.60 ' 11.50" 
800 900 8.4S 9'.55 10.60 11.6's' 12.60 

900 1000 9.10 10.25 11.45, 12.55 :13.80 
1000 1100 9.55 10.75- 12.10 13.2>' Ji4.55 
1100 1150 10.0S 11.45 12.75 14.05: 1'5:;.40"' , 

~ .' l'~: ....... 

','<f\ ',' " 

'::( " ,,' 

. ,,, ' 

.. " 
,I, 

~ \ ~\ 
,j ..... :, 
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EXPRESS RATES ON DAILY SHIPMENTS 

Where Mileage Is: 
OVer Not OVer - .0 50 

50 100 
100 12S 
125 150 
150. 175 
175· 200 
200 · 250 
250 , ',300· 
300 ····400 
400 ,·500 

. . ' 
'i -. 

e.· .. ·· 

", ,"' 

", .. '( 

, ," 
" ,", 

"I ,,", 

",.' ,,' 

... 
~ ," 

• , I . '.~ 

, ~ . , '. 



~ and Zone 
Zone 1 2 3 4 

$ $ $ $ 

) 1.15 0.6~- 0.55 
4 1.25 0.75 0.55 0.55 
5 1.)5 0.90 0.65 0.55 
5-0 1,35 0.90 0.65 0.55 
6 -- - ~~ 71.50 1.10 0.75 0,65 
6-A 1.50 1.10 0.75 0.65 
6-B 1,,50 1.10 0,7; 0.65 
~-O 1.59 1.10 0.75 0.65 
7 1,70 1.~O 0.90 0.75 
7-A 1,70 1.20 0.9Q 0.75 
7-B 1,70 1.20 0.90 0.75 
7-0 1,70 1.20 0.90 0.75 
$ 1.85 1.30 1.10 0.90 
a-A l.85 1.30 1.1,0 0.90 
a-B 1.85 1.30 1.10 0.90 
9 -- 2,05 1,40 1,20 1.],0 
9-A ~.05 1.40 1.~Q 1,10 
9";B 2.05 1.40 l.~ 1.10 

10 ~,15 1.60 1,30 1.20 
11 2,25 1.75. 1,.40 1.30 

-

~ 0.55 
$-.\ : Q,6~ Q,55 
8-8 .1,.2Q 1, :<0' Ot5~ 
9 0.55 (),7~ 1,JQ 0.55 
9';'A" 4),95 0,75 l;.JO O,~5 
9-~ Q,65 Q,55 1,39 0,~5' 

,10 '. 0,75 Q.65 - 111) Q,6~ . . 
li'> Q,9Q 0.75 160 Q.75 -. - . 

~ ,. 

ZONE GROUP 61 CONTRA COSTA 
ADULT ONE-lIAY FARES 

5 5-0 6 6-A 
$ $ $ $ 

0.55 
0.55 0.55 
0.55 0.55 0.55 
0.55 0.55 0.55 0.55 
0,55 0.55 0.55 0.65 
0@55 0.55 0.55 0.65 
0,65 0.65 0,55 0.75 
0.65 0.65 0.75 0.55 
0.65 0,65 0.75 0.75 
0.65 0.65 0,75 0.75 
0.75 0.75 0.65 0.90 
0.75 0.75 0,65 0.90 
0,75 0.75 0.90 0.65 
0.90 0.90 0.75 1.10 
0.90 0.90 0.75 1.10 
0.90 0.90 0,75 1.10 
1.10 1.10 0.90 1,~ 
l,~ 1.2Q. 1,10 1.30 

0.~5 
0.55' Q.55 
Q.~5 0.55 Q.55 
Q. 5 0.65 Q.55 .0.55 

, 

6-B 6-0 7 7-A 7-B 7-0 
$ $ $ $ - ,$- - ~--

i 
. I 

0.55 
0.55 0.55 
0.75 0.75 0,55 
0.75 0.75 0.90 0.55 
0,55 0.65 0,90 0.90 .55 
0.55 . 9.55 Q.90 Q.90 ,9<) 0.55 
Q.90 Q.90 0.55 1.10 1.10 1,10 
0.90 0,<)0 0.55 l~1,Q 1,10 1,10 
0.90 0.90 1,1,0 0.55 1.10 1,lQ 
1,10 1.10 0.65 l.m 1.~O 1.20 
1.10 1.10 0,65 1.20 1.20 1.20 
1.10 1.10 Q,65 1.20 1,,20 1,~ 
1,~ 1.20 0.75 1.30 1.30 1,.30 
1.30 1.30 0.90 1,~4Q )'.40 l.40 

Ret~r tQpag~s '1 and S(Appeooi>e B) 
fQI'Z9ne F'ar~Limits 

I 

I 

I 

I 

i 

I 

~ 

'is 
~ 
~ 

e 

>tJ 

~~ 
Vl~ 
~~ 
NtJj 
V\ 

e 
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ZONE GR.OUP 61, CONTRA COSTA 
ADULT 20-RIDE CCHruTATION FARES 

. .. 
1 .. '2 .' . .. .. .. .. .. . .. 

3 $16.00 $10.20 
ll, 18.75 ' 12.95 
5, 20.05 14.95 
S-C 20.05, 14.95 
6 21.45 16.25 
6-A 21.45 16.25 
6-:8: 21.45 16.25 
6-C 21.45 16.25 
7 22.70 17.6,5. 
7-A 22.70 17.65 
7-:8 22'.70 17.65· 
7-C 22.70 17.6.5: 

Refer to pages 7 and 8 (Appendtx B) 
for Zone Fare Limits. ' 

.. 
• .. .. .. .. 
• .. 

f, I ·.i ,'. 

... I 

!~ .. 

~~. • I.. < 

'·,1 

jl' .,' 
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Zone 
No. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

S-C 

6 

6-A 

6-B. 

6-C 

APPENDIX B: 
Page 7 of 25 

ZONE GROUP 61, CONTRA COSTA 
ZONE FARE LlMITS 

Stations Yithin Zone Zone Fare Limit 

San FranciSco West-Bus =t;. (7tb>St.) 
- East-Bay dge Toll Plaza 

Oaklaud· v1es.t-Bay Bridge Toll Plaza 
:Berkeley West-Addison & Shattuck St. 
'Xemeseal Jet. East-Broadway & Landvale Road 

East Porl:al West;.. Broadway & Landvale Road 
Orinda East-Davis Road 

Charles Rill .. West-Davis Road 
Ridden Valley Road;;::). 
Upper Happy VaU~: Road 
Lafayet1".e', 
Lafayette Orchards.· East-Willow Drive 

Acalancs West-Willow Dr1ve 
Saranap· Road 
Walnu.t Creek 
S.O.S. Drive East-'Xbird Avenue & North Main St. 

Walnut Boulevard West-NOrth Broadway Avenue 
Shepard: 'Road East-Bancroft Road' & ,Walnut Avenue: 

Cl:ys:ta.l Pool West-t'hird Avenue & North Main· St.,·· 
Mayhew Way (Munson Tract) 
Pleasant Hill.' East-Monument Boulevard: & Lisa Lane 

Reliez Valley Road South-Stanley Boulevaxd· 
Geary Road 
West Moc:umetlt North-Gregory Lane 

North-Lilac Drive 
Alamo' Sou.th-Las Trampass Road 

Via Monte West-Bancroft Road & Walnut Avenue, 
l'reat:( Boulevard East-Oak Grove.· Road. & Risdon·Road. ' 

" . 

. 
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Zone 
No. 

7 

7-A 

7-8 

7-C 

8 

8-A 

8-B 

9 

9";'P .. 

9-3> 

10 

11 

APPENDIX B, 
Page S of 2S 

ZONE GROlJI> 61 t CONTRA COSTA 

ZONE FARE LDIITS 

Stations 'Vlithin Zone Zone Fare Limit 
Four Corners West-Monument Boulevard & Lisa Lane 
Concord East-Colfax St. & Concord Blvd. 

Muir Oak olmlction 
south-~Ory Lane 
North- tt Avenue 

Danville 
North-Las Trampass Road 
South-Bus Stop 

West-Oak Grove Road & Risdon Road 
Keswick Lane East-Oak Grove Road & Monument Blvd 

Adeline West-Salvio- Street 
Ohmer 
Clyde East-Essex Street 

Concord Vista West-Colfax Street & Concord Blvd. 
3 Miles East of Concord East-Contra Costa canal 

South-Truitt Avenue 
Martinez North-Bus Depot 

West-Essex Street 
Port Chicago East-Minnesota &Mereen Avenue 

West-Mi.tmeso·ta & Hereen Avenue 
Nichols East-Pacifica Avenue 

Willow Pass Jlmction West-Contra Costa Canal 
l3el:13 Vista East-Highway Avenue 

Pittsburg 
West-Highway Avenue 
East-East 9th Street 

Los Medanos West~East9tn Street 
Antioch East-Bus. Depot 

" 



ZONE GROUP 6!i EAST BAY (VALJ,&!Q) 

ADULT ONE-WAY FARES 

'tJ~ 
-0. 

Between I § 9U • 
~ " ~t» ~ • . . lJ 

And " 
Oakland 
Fmeryville 
Berkeley & 
West Berkeley 
Albany' . 
E,l Cerrito 
Richmond 
San Pablo 
(2Jrd St.) & 
San Pal?lo Jot. 
Tank Farm 
Pinole 
Franklin 
Canyon Jet. 
Rodeo 
Oleum 

j f t,-ij ~ 'd rl£ 

I ~ 
() 

I~ {!~ 
&) £~ &i 

$ $ $ $ $ $ 
0,75 
0.75 0.55 

l,Q5 0,55 0.55 
1.~0 0.55 0.55 0.55 
1,15 0.55 0.55 0.55 0.55 
1.150.70 Q.70 0.55 0.55 0.55 

'd 

J 
~ 

$ 

1.~ 0.70 0.7Q 0.55 0.55 0.55 0.55 

,...... 

J ., ~~ 
0.0 
rl ~ rl 
~.~ 
p.~~ 

a~ j ~E~ 
$ $ $ $. 

1.25 0.75 0.75 0~65 0.55 0.55 0.55 0,55 
1.300.90 O.?Q 0.75 0.70 Q.70 Q.55 0,55 0.55 

1.)5 1.05 1,05 0,85 0,75 0.70 Q.5~ Q.55 Q,550,55 
1.4Q 1,15 ~.Q50,9Q 0.85 O.~5 Q.70 0,55 0.~50.55 0.55 

..,. 
~ 

2 !I r 1 ~ ~ 
0 ~ 

$ $ $ $ 

1.50 l.15 ~,10 1;05 0,9OQ,85Q.70, .0.65 c 0,55 0.55 O.~; 0.55 
1.601.~ 1,.,15 1.05 1 ,05 9,90 <),75 ·,'0.7Q. 0.55 ,Q,55 Of 55,Q~ ~5 0,55 ' 
]'.601.25 ~.15 1,lQ 1.05 1.05, c).f;\5 ,9,70Q,65'Q.)'5, Q.55. 0,55 0.55 0.55 
10701.25 1,.25 1.151,lQJ,~Q O.9Q~Q.85 Q.'75Q.5~_0~5~ 0.55 0;55 0.,55 0.55 

0 ...., . 

§ 0,...... 

i ~ti it :« 

II ~ jj 
~ 

$ $ t 

TQrmey 
Crockett Jct, 
tio. Bridg~head 
MQr~w C9ve 
SouthVallf)jo 
(Lemon st.;) 
Vall~jQ 

1.7Q, 1.30 1,.)Q =) •• 20 :1,-15 l,lQ ~.Q5 .'0.90 ". 0,75 Q,6~ Q!5~ Q.55 Q~55.Qt~5().55 0.55 

].,85 1.)5 1,,)5 ~.2~ 1.20 ~.15 ,--J.,Q; '0.90 ~,~5'Q.70~",~6'~5~\~'Q,·~5,Q,~;,9,'55 Q, ~~ 0.55 
1,.851,?)~_, 1,35 ;t.301,,'2$.l.29 1,,1,0 l'Q~.;9.9Q' Q,'1~ ,Q.1Q9,~5,O~5~.Q·.~5'9.,~5'Q,~~ Q.~5 '9.5~ 

...... ' -. ---f~·- .. - :,~ •••• - -~. :'r"'-.-~' ~r ~"" .<_~,.~.!~.:~.:_ .. ,..-~~-~ .... ; _.: ... __ :} .... -_. <.~-;; .... :::_-/"'-~" . 

I 

l~ 
~~ 
~~ 
~tl' 

»> • 
)3 
~ 
P 

~ 

e 

e 
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ZONE GROUP 64, EAST BAY (VAU.EJO) 
ADULT 20-RIDE CCHm'rATION FARES 

• .. . .. .. . 
Vallejo 

Oakland $19.75 

San Francisco 23.55 

.. .. 
• Crockett Jet. .. 
• .. .. 
• 

$17.65 

21.45· 

", ,. 

.. .. .. .. 
• .. . .. 

i .. 



ZONE GROUP 65 PENINSULA (BAY) 

~ 

~ ~~9 Zone 1 2 ') 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 

$ $ $ $ T $ $ -$ ~ $ $ 

ADULT ONE-WAY FARES 
1 0.55 
2 0.5~ 0.55 
3 Q,70 0.55 0.55 
4 O,8~ 0.70 0.55 0.55 
5 1.05 0.85 0.70 0.5~ 0,55 
6 1,15 1.05 0,85 0~70 0.~5 0,55 
7 1.30 1,15 1,05 0.~5 0.70 0~55 0.~5 
8 1.40 1.30 1,15 1.05 0.85 0.70 O~55 0.55 
9 1.60 1,40 1,25 1.15 1.05 0.85 0.70 0.55 0,55 

10 1.85 1,60 1.)5 1.30 },20 1.05 0.85 0.70 0.55 0.55 
11 2.10 1.75 1.50 1.40 1.30 .1.~O 1,05 Q.85 0.70 0.55 0.55 
12 2.20 2,05 1.75 1.~ 1.40 1.30 1.20 1.Q5 0.85 0.70 0.55 
13 2.35 2.15 1.95 1.75 1.60 1.40 1.30 1,.15 1.05 0.85 Q.70 

ADULT TWmTY-RIDE e<w.MUTATION F'~ 

·1 8.85. 
2 8,85 8.85 
3 11.55 8.85 8.85 
4 12.25 ll.55 8.85 8.85 
5 13.55 12.25 11.55 8.85 8.85 
6 14.25 13.55 1~,25 11.55 8.8; 8.85 
7 15.55 14.25 13.55 1.2.;25 ;11.55 8.85 8.85 
8 16.90 15.55 V~.~5 13.55 1.2.2$ 1]'.55 . ~,85 8,85 
9 18,25 16,90 15.55 M.25 1~.·55 12.25 ».55 . 8.85 g.85 

10 ~Q.JO 18.25 16.90 15!55 1.4.25 ij.55. ~,25 11.55- . ~fe5 . 8.85 " 
11 2},65 ~.3Q 18,25 ;1,6,90 15i55 lA.25 lJ~5~ 12.25 ~1,5) 8,85 f),~5 
12 2l·00 21,.00 20,30 18.25 16,90 15.55 ),4,~5 ).3.55 ~~.25 1,1,55 g.85 

.. 13 2 .• 35 21.65 2~,W ~.3Q ~8.~~ J,6~9Q: 15i~5 J4.2~ 1~,~~_ i ~1~, 2~ .11;. ~5 
-.'" -- ;' .. . -; ; -;~. 

I.· . 
-: -- '. -

Rof~r W page~ ~ ~d,lJ (Ap~~ B) tQr. ZoI)~FarQ Unttts 
." . . .'- ,- ~ ~ ~.. . "'_. '. ~ - : - .. .. , -~ -, -" - ~ 

12 13 
~ $ 

0.55 
0.55 0.55 

8.85 
~,a5 $.85 

irs 
~~ 
~~ 
",td 
\!I 

» • 
)3 

~ 
~ 

e 

e 
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ZONE F A..'U: !.!MIT 
ROO!E .. 

~ss!ON - EI. CA..'!INO 

APPENDIX B 
Page 12 or 25 

ZONE CROUP 65 POONStJ'LA (BAY) 

ZONE NUMBER' 
AND 

STATIO~~ WITHIN. ZONE 

ZONE FARE t:OO:T 
ROUTE: 

BAYSHORE 
----,--------------~------------------------~--------------------
North: Depot (7th St.) 
Soutb.: Regent St •• 

ZONE 1 
San Franc15co· 

North: Depot (7""...h St .. ) . 
South: Raymond. Ave~· 

I----------~---------------+----------.J 
North: Regent St. ZONE 2 North: Ra.ymond: Ave. I 

I , Daly City 
CoJ.mA 

i3ayshore 
Bri~bane Rd. 

. , \~ 

South: Brentwood:O::-. 

Nor...h: Brentwood Dr. 

South: J:rw'I...n Pl. 

No:-th.: Irwin Pl. 

I Sout."l: St..a~ St. & 
SSn ~,ra.teo Dr .. 

North: Sta-k St. & 
St.n Mateo Dr. 

South: Anita. Ave. 

La:wndale 
Baden 

Tantoran 
San :Bruno 
:Lomita Park 
Millbrae 

ZONE, :3 
South San 
Franc15co 

ZONE 4. 
San· Francisco 

Airport 

ZONE 5 
Burlinsame (Adeline Ave.) 
Burlingllme (Broad'WB.y) .. 

I Burlingame 

San Mateo 
~dale (Bay Meadows) 

South:: 

North: 

Brisbane . So'.' CitY' :: 
I.im5.~ .(a.t,.oVe~, '. 
pass:to.::enterold:' 
. Sayshor~ ~eway'):' ' 

l3r.tsbane: 'So. ... , Cit;: ',: 
J:S::m:I:t~:. Ca.t.,ove~'.' ','. :~ 
pa.ssto;·enter:'olff: '. 

. , 

BayShorei~¢~"S.if): '. 
Soutn:' lIdtchell',;Ave-~ .' .. ,' ". , ..... 

',' " •. 1, ." " ',' ,;. : 

South: 

No:r-..h: 

I So1lt.h: 

..... .;: 
:: " , I 

Za.-tM1.llb~a. A.w>.! .... : 
, .. ' ... ! 

Eazt ,Mlllbr~eAve-i 

! 
Pem.n:'Il.l.9: . Ave ..I 

I, 

South: Sen: Mat'eo.. So·.; , I. 
City, I.i.m1-t:'.', 

I--------------~-------------------+--------------~ I No!"th: itlit.'l. Ave.. ZONE 7 North:, Sen ¥.8.teo';sO·,~, 
I ~~lOS Cit~l'..1.mi~ .. , 

South: .jaes St. Red:wood.Cit:r South:M:tcl.d.lefi;eidne.~ '& I::., 

North: J8:10Z'St. 
I 

I 
lSoa~: I-Ie...-v3.:'c' Av~~ -

Atherton 
Me:Uo P:::-I( 

. Veterw>Blvd;";·., ':'1: ... , 
ZONE S '" 

" " .' 
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ZONE FARE LIMIT 
ROUTE 

MISSION - EL CAMINO 

North: Harvard Avenue 

South: Vista Avenue 

lNorth: Vbta Avenue 

~uth: Stevens Creek 
Freewa:y Overpass 

North: StevemJ Creek 
Freeway Ove~s 

South: Hende~n Avenue 

North: Henderson Avenue 

. South: San Jose North 
City I.1m1ts 

North: $an. Jose North 
City I.:1mi~ 

South: Depot. 

APPENDIX B 
Page 13 ot25 

ZONE GROUP 65 PENINSULA (BAY) 

ZONE NUMBER: 
AND 

S'l'AnONS 'WItHIN ZONE 

ZONE 9' 
Palo Alto 
So. Palo Alto. 
Fernando Avenue' 
Barron Park 

ZONE 10 

Uta. Me5& 
Junction, 
Momta1n 'VieW' J'Ullction 
Mountain View' 
Naval A:1r Station. 

ZONE 11 

Sylvan Avenue 
Sunnyvale Junction 
Sunnyvale 
Da.'W30n J\metion 
Butchers 

ZONE 12 

Mil::.iken 
Santa Clara 

ZONE 13 
San Jose 

ZONE FARE LIMIT' 
ROUTE 

AD{A AND EVELYN' STREETS 

North: HarvSl"d·Avenue .. 
: 

South: Ely ·Place.·· 

North:.' ~.PlAee··· .' 

South:' Calhoun Avenue 

North: Calhoun Avenue 

South: Henderson Avenue , -',." .. ,.,.~~ 
;',( 
.\.~ " 

". 

..... 

• ,·1· .'. 
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. . 
: 

: : 
.' 1 ': 

$ 
ADULT ONE-WAY FARES 

1 0.55 
2 . 0.55-
:} 0 ... 70 
4 0.85 
5 0.90 
6 1.0$· 
7 1.20 
8 1.30 

2 
$ 

APPENDIX B 
Page 14 or 25 

ZONE CROUP 66 PENINSULA. (OCEAN) 

: · : · · · · · : · · · · · : : · · : i :- i ': i .' 6 
$ 

: '. !' 

: '. : 
.'.' : : . 
:- { ',.' , s: : 1 .' 

$. 

0.55' 
0.55 - 0..$$· 

9 1.30 

0~55 
0.55. 
0.55-
0.55-
0.55 
0.85-
1 .. 10 
1.10 

0 .. 55 
0 .. 55 
0.55 
0 .. 55 
0.75 
1 .. 05-
1.05 

0.55 
0.55-
0 .. 55· 
0.65 
0.85 
0.85 

0 .. 55 
0.55 
0.55· 
0.70 
0.70 

0.55 
0.55 
0.65 
0.70 O .. SS- 0,.55' '0 .. -55·' 

ADULT 'l'WEN'l'Y-R!OE COMMU'l'A'l'ION FARES 

2 'S"~S5 
3 u.;; 
4 12-.25 8:85 
;. 12 .. 95 8.8;. 
6 13.55 8.SS 
7 14.2; 12.25- u.s; 10.20 8 .. 85 
S. 15.55 14..25 '13.55 12 .. 25 U ... 55 10 .. 20 
9 15.5; l4.25 13.5;· 12;.25' U.S5 U";~ S.85-

ZONE FARE !.IMI'l'S 

Zone 
Number 

1 

2 

Station ~th1n Zone 

We~lalce (Ale:m8ZlY' Blvd. .. )' 

Zone' Fare Umit. 

:torth - Junipero· Serra Blvd.. 
Scuth - Jet. of S line Blvd & 

: . . 
: 
.' , ' 

:3 We~l.ake (Skyline Blvd. .. 
Edgemar (Pacific Manor) 

North - Jet. or SkyJ.jLe Blvd.. &Ale.ma.ny Blvd. 
South - Paloma Ave. Overerossing 

5 

6 

Sharp Park 

Fairway Park 
Vallemar 
Roeka.way Beach 

Pedro Valley (1J.nda. M9.r) 

North - PsJ.oms. Ave.. Overero:5:5i:ng: 
South -' Clarendon Road Undereroesin 

South -Sea Bowl Ave. 
North - sea BOwl Ave. 
South- San Pedro Ave. 
North. - San Pedro Ave .. 
South' - Halr Moon Bay ttgOrt Roa.d 
North - BiD: Moon Bay r£ ROaa 
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APPENDIX B 
Page·15 of 25 

SACRAMENTO-DAVIS-WOODLAND. 

ADULT ONE-WAX AND 20-RmE CCMMOTATION FARES 

.. ~----------~--------~------~~~~~ .. .. .. 2O-Rlde·.: • .. .. .. .. .. 

. .. .. 
.. .. .. .. . 

Sacramento .. .. .. .. .. 
One-Way .. Commute .. .. . . 
Fare .. Fare .. .. .. . .. .. .. .. 

... ----------~~--------~------~~------
.. 

Davis 

Wood~aud 

$0·.85. 

1.20 

. $10,~85: 
'.,.' , 

ri~55 . 

,,"',' ".,'.,' 

,~, " . 
,. 

""", 
, '," 
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Between 

WjJmjngton 
WiJtrlngton Jet. 
(West W~Jm1ngton) 
H<u-box- City, 
(San pearo. Jet.) 

South .BArber,City 
Sa.:. P~ 

Sout.h I.otlita 
!.omi'toa 
lorrance 
\o[est. Torrance 
Red.ondo. Beach 
FI¢r:n~ Beach'" 

t.tan Beach 
t Mt:lha.ttan ~eh 
t El Segundo 
Segundo. 

glewoodJet. 

~. klgele~ International 
~rt 

~estoe~.t:.er ' 
%liversi"~y ~~,. 

Eazt Venice 
!V~'lice 
Oeea.:l Pt.rk ' 
I 
!&:!nUl. l>:o:nca 

APPENDIX B 
Pa.ge 16 or 25 

ZONE GROUP 6S LONG BEACH 

ADULT ONE-WAY FARES 

.s: 
() 

I1l 
Cl), 
Q:l. 

.e e 
(), 

j 0 
I1l 

" ! s: 

~ 

0.$$ 

0.55 0.55 0.$5 

0 .. 55 0.55, 0 .. 55~: 

0.55 0.55 0.55: 
0 .. 55. 0.55' 0.55 

0.65 0.55 0'.55' 
0 .. 70 0 .. 55 0.55, 
0 .. 75 0.55 0.55. 
0.90 0.70 0.65 
1.05 0.75 0.70 
1.10 0.90 0 .. 85 

1 .. 15' 1;05 0.85-
1.25 1.10 1.05 
1 .. 2$ 1 .. 10 1.05 
1 .. 30 1 ... 15- 1.10 
1.30 1 .. 15 1 .. 10 

1.30 1.25 % 

1.30 1.25' 1.20 
1 .. 40 l.30' 1.:2; 
1.50 1.~5 1 .. 30/ 
1.50 1.35 1.30' 
1.60 1.40 1..30 
1.70 1.50 . 1.50 

@ !\o !'arc:! i:l etre-ct.. 

-e . 0, 
",>.0.) 
(,)-. Q() 

"";) e 
c~ . 0,' 

~:rF: 
s: ' 

~~ 
of"I):: 
3:-

0.55· 

0.55 
0.55' , 

0.55, 
0.55 
0.55 ' 
0 .. 55 
0 .. 70-
0.85· 

o.e,' 
l~O, 
1.05 
1.0$ , 
1.05, 

% 

1.15' 
1.20 
l.30: 
1.30;' 
1.30 
1.;; 

% Ee~ttie"~ 'terti-:or"j" .. ~o ft..:..~~ ::n etr~ct.. 

~, - ' ...>, .. c:r ...> 
(), 

"?'" s:,., 

~o .8 
0f"'I~ ,.. 

I c.>''g "'. , ctl· 
:t: ' . 

;.. "'" '. .,c' 
:,' 

.8' .. " ....... ~ a", :;:1 
~:(r,I , S' :C.-, 

@ I 

@' @ I 
0.55:. 0.55. 
0 .. 55:' 0." 
0.,5, 0.:5;, 
0~5;' OS;·' 

I 0.55- 0.65 
0.70" 0 .. 70: , I 

0.70" 0~7/r 
O .. e,;· O~90"" 
0~85· 0'.90: ' 
0 .. 90' 1.05: , 
0,.90; l~O;:' , 

% %, 

1.10' 1;;.10, 
1.15, "'''0: , ... 2 ,':'", 
1 .. 2;, .,1 .. 30/; 
1.25 ' .1 ... 30>' \ 

1~30 ' , 1~30:, 
L3C, . 1 '".10'· .. ", , ' 

~~' :' 
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South Lomita 
Lom:it&, 
Torrance 
West Torrance 
Redondo. Beach 
Her=::osa Beach. 

y.iatlhattan Beach 

Between 

East Maxlhattan Beach 
Ea.:st El Segundo 
E1 Sego::ldv 
Inglewood J ct .. 

los Angele~ Interrul.tional 
Airport' 

IWe:te!lester 
IUnive.~ityCity 
\ Es..:st Venice 
I Venice 
Ilccoan Park 
Santa. Monica. 

APPENDIXB 
Page 17 or- 25 

ZONE GROUP 6S to~G BEACH 

aJ~ 

, +> 

£ 1 ~' ~, 
c.. .J:! ..,l 

..,l' ] ~ 
::s 
c8 

$ $ 

0.55 
0.55 0.55 
0.55 0.55, 0.55-
0.;70 0.;5 0 .. 5; 
0.85 0.55 0 .. 55 
0.90 0 .. 65 0 .. 55 

1.0;· 0.70 0.6; 
1.10 0.85 0~75' 
1..10. , 0 .. 85 0.7$ 
1 .. 15 0.8; 0 .. 85 
1.1; 0.85 0.85 

1.25 1.05 1.05 

1.25 1.05 1 .. 05 
1 .. ;0 1.l0' 1 .. l0:· 
lS5 1.20 1..20 
1.,3,5 1.20 1.20 
1..40 . 1 .. 25 1.20 
1.50 1 • .30 1.30 

G)' 
(j 

~ 
N 

~ 
$ 

0 .. 55 
0.55 .. 
0 .. 55' 

0.55 
0.70 
0 .. 70, 
0.70:" 
0.70' 

0.85 

O.s;,. 
1 .. 05 
L10' 
1.10 
1.15 
1 .. 20 

~ .g c> 

~ <C 
, s.. &i 

s.. 
0 " 0, e-, , .. -g 

0 
"0 " 
, Q)' 
!l:' , , 

i·. 
1 

OS5, I 

1 
) 

,0.,55< 0.5~ 

• 0 • .55~ ,:' 0~55, 
' OSS:' 0.55" ,'" 5t." ", 0,.5$" '·U' .. ' ?-':i' ; ;,:.;. 

0~.55; ,OS;::I:,: 
",~, ;j~;,1 ,0.5$:', . .. '~\;;" 

:T:.'i!·~ : 
.. 

I . 'I'!'I 
~ t 

0.65,' 07011:'.;. ... t., __ . '. , " 

0.70- 0~65' " .. 
'~ 0.8;; .' 0'.70'.' ." 

,1 .. 05' 0.$5-' I l.O;. 0.:85, " I ' 
1.05'" 0.90', 

I' . '.l~O 1..,0.$ 
I, ',' 

" 

I' " 
I~~, 

I" ,,"-

'I"".,. 
" 

,,'1, 

" 

i 
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Between 

Me.. 

!{anhattan ,Beach 
East 14anha.ttan. Beach 
Ea,$t El $egu,ndo 
El Segundo 
Ingle\\'OOd Jet. 

'Lo.s' Angeles International 
Airport. 

rO~tch~:-
Umversity Cit:r 
East. Vetice 
Venice 
Ocean Pa:-k 
Santa Mo%liC4 

~ween 

And 

Te~tehest<!r 
ni",,,:-,it:r C:i.~y 
~et 'Ve!lice 

e:nce 
lo-:e:.m :(.l'k 
pe:1ta Monic.::.. 
J 

APPENDIX B 
Page lS or 25 

ZONE CROtTP 6$ lONG BEACH 

ADULT ONE-WAY FARES-

~ ~: 'fi ~ 
Q) .... ' , 

~ CQ ..... ' 
~.J: 

CQ a ~(,) 'cO 
(Q ...... ~,~ en ~ 

~ 
(Q .>" "2 CfJ Cl) 

~ :t: 

$ $ $ 

0.55-
0.55 0.55 
0.55 0.55 0.55 
0.55' 0.55- 0.55" 
0.55 0.55 0 .. 55 

0.55' 0.;55 OS5: 

0.55 ' 0-55 0.55 
0.65 0.55, 0.55· 
0.75 0.70 0.55 
0.75 0.70 0.:55-
0.S5 ' 0.75 0.65-
0 .. 90 0.e5 0.70 

r-(' 
~ 
..-4 

cO Q 
C1) s::: M 
Q)O Cl) ~ 

.... ..-4 .... ..., 
(I>+'" (f) "",,' 
OOtl1ot> Q) C1) 

~f,t.o .c: M 
(,) Q) 

Cl)8. ~ ~ C1) .,' f.; t/) 

.sC..-4 ~ s:: 
1-1< !:>" 

$ $, 

% 
% 0.55 
~ 0.55 0;.55 p 

% 0.5S 0.55 
0.55 OS5 0.55 
0 .. 65- 0.55 0~55 

0 

1 
Q) 0' 

CI), '1:1 
..... ~, flQ' 

Q) ..., 
C1) 

~ . , ' 

~ ~ 
$; $ 

0.55 
0 .. 55 ' 0.55 

0.55- 0.55· 

0.55 OS$ 
. 0.55 .0 .. 5:5-
0.55 0.65 
0.;55, 0.55 
0.65· 0 .. 70 
0.:70· 0.75 

Cl) 
~' 

...-4 
s:: 
Q) 

> 
..... 
t/) 

~" 
$ 

<:! jJ 

'/. I! -0.55 . 1\ .' 

% Ee3*....rictce Territory? no- :tare i.."l otte':':" .. 

. 
~ " 

' (,), . 
~ 

8: 
~ 

,<p' 
~ 
bQ' 
C. 

1-1 ' 

$: 

OS5, ,,- ," . 
'10''''' . " .... 

0.55:· ," .', 
o ~$ .. --" ;" 

OS5' 
OSS· 

.OS5··' 
0 .. 70:; , 

'.' 
.. ;, 
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APPENDIX B 
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ZONE CROUP 6a toNG BEACH 

toCAl ZONE FARES' 

! 
I City Defined. Fare Limits 

South EAST: Bellporte'Avenue &: Paeitic Coast' Highway 
lomita , WEST: Narbocne Avenue &: P.a.eitic Coast Highway 

I.omi~ SOUTH: Paeific Coast. Highway 
NORTH: SepW.veda. Blvd.. &: NarOonne Ave. 

to:::'1"ance l SCU'rH: Sepulveda. Blvd.. &: Narbonne- Avo. 
WESr: C:-~haw Blvd.. &: Torrance Blvd .. 

Redond.o I EAS'l': City Limits on Torrance Blvd.. 
Beach ! NOm: Redondo St. .. &: HGrmo~ Ave .. 

.. 

i 
, I 

~ '''., 

One-W~ 
Ca::sh',:Faz:o 

','I $ 
;, 0.5~j 

.'~ 0.55 .,', ' 
I 

O~55-
" . 

. :.O~55 

I ,', 
'I '~., 

. .. 
,I 

./ 

" .... _ ..... 
'" \ ," 

, " . 

!' 

">'" • 
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ZONE GROtn> 6S lONc;.BEACH 

MutT TWENTY-Rm/ COMMUTATION FARES 

-Betwe . 
...> 
0- as 

.c: s: 
~., ~ 

<> 
~ .: 

J (,) 0 "'"' 2' cc 
~ .g c,)' 

~ ,.,'i as' 
~. ~ .8'~ .c~ 

And. tIC ~-g' • s:. a ;2 ~. 

.s :s g . .3: ~ :x:.sa. 
$, $ $ $ $ 

West Wj 'ndngton 8".S5 
San Pedro· 8.$5, 
South Iomit& lO.2O'. 
Torrance 8.85-
Redond.o Beaeh U.55 12'..25 S.S5 8.S5 
H'~ Beaeh ,I,. 

Ma:lha.ttan Beach 
Santa. Monie& 23.00: 

: '1'WENIX-RID~ ~grQ.QI& [ARES 
to 

.c ~ 

BetWeen (.) <> 1 cc s.. CD 
Cl> ~ 

(.) 

And 
I;J;l C\1. C 
. tID ~ 

~ 
~ f 

,I;, ~ ! J,o, .s (J) g ~ 

.~ $ $ $ $ 
WU m1ngton 4.45 
South lomita. "- 5..10 
IQmi.t& 6.25 4.J...5 4.45 
Torrance 6.85 4.45 
Redondo· Bea.ch 8.75 4.45- 4.45 

"~ ";,,.; 

. ':~Y:;:';~ 
~:,:~:j: 
,tw ' . 

i~~;.t >: ' 
to, " 

.i I' 
'" 
" 

,., 

'5 .J:! 
u' 

,t~ 

en 
i' i' 

(.) 0- ·as·· ' a. "0. 0') . 

&:: ~ .. ,., 0' ,.. "0 
o· Cl>' .. ;:r Eo< 0;:' . 

$: $ $.; 
,'. . . 

8' .. 8$ 
a.85 

l7.65· . ···l5.55 14.9 

. 

" 
.' 

,,> 
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APPENDIX B 
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ZONE GROUP 69 SAN OIroO 

.. 
ONE-WAY .ADULT FARES 

1 2 ~. 4- 5 6, 

Between ~ . 
~- ~ .. 

.s::.' .. ~ .s::. 
. ~- ,...:;'~. -r:1- -.-4'0:)'.-1 ~' ,... . 

)( t'C! ,... CIS. cO·Nt'(! o~cu G) 
I:: - C . c·_ I:: . g., c 

] 0< -0 0-'.-0' .s:: 0,- . 
~- >.. •• ·c ~'. >,'0'4:. x 01<> ..-4" . .... And • .>..,> . ..,> ...,' ,..., ..., (,) &' 4>' ..., ..... ..." CIS ..-4. <CI. 6' "(1) 
Z 0:::: Z o:z:.. ',_z.' 

2" NatiolW. CitY' (eth & National) % 
:3 National CitY' (lSth -& National) % % 
4. National CitY' (24th & National) .55 .5; .55· 
5 Duck Pond' (29th &- Nationa.l) .55 .55 .. 55· .55 
6 National &E Street .. 55 .55- .55 .55· .55 
1 Highland &EStreet % % % % % 
8 Chula. Vista (3rd. & Davidsoc.) % % % % %-
9 Chula.· Vista. (3rct· &- K Street) % %' % % %" 

10 C93tle Park (.3rd & M05S) .65. .55 .55 • .55 ... 55· 
II Castle Park (,3rd &- Emerson) .6S .55 .5> .55- .55· 
:l2 Otay (3:r:d. & Main) .65- .. 55 .55· .5> .55 
13 National &- lC Street. .60 .55 .55 .55.-- .55 
14 NationaJ.· & I, Street .. 60 .. 55 .55- .55 .. , .55 . 
15 Harborside .60 • 55 .55 .55:- .55 . 
16 Otay- Junction .65· .55 .55 .. 55.- .55· 17 . Overhead Bridge .70 .. 55 .55- .55 ... 55 
18" Palm. CitY' .70 .55:, .. 55 .55, .55- . 
19 Ne~r .70 .55· .5$~ .55: . .. 55· 
20 Dail:7 M8,rt,- Fa..t'mZ .. SO .60 .55 .$5· :55-
21 San Ysidro .. 85·: .. 65 .. 60 .60 '. :':55 .' 
22' 5m Ysidro· Port or Entr,v .. 90 .70 .6;' .• 65 . :.60-I 

% Re5trieted !erritor,y. . ',.'," 

See page 24 of, 25, 'tor Re.str1ct1ons.. 
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ZONE GROUP 69' SAN DIm) 

ONE-WAY ADULT FARES 

IndexNo-. 

Between .. 
~ 
>< 
Q> 

't:1' 
I:: 
t-i 

d 

8' IChula. Vista (3rd. &: Davidson) 
9 QluJ.a, V~ C3rd & lC Street) 

10 Castle Park (3rd & Moss.) , 
II Castle Park (3rd &: Emerson) 
12' 0tay(3rd. &: 1I.a.in) 
13. .Na:tional &: K Street 
14 NatS:oml &: L'Street 
15 Harbo~id.e 
16 Otay, Junction 
17 Overhead Bridge 
18 Palm. City 
19' Ne5ter 
20 Dairy Mart. F~ 
21 San Ysidro· 
22 San Ysidro, Port or Entry 

7 

~, 
..> 

'T:I (l)-

&f 
1"'4"':' 
~tI) 

:B'c.:I 

% Restricted Territory .. 

a 

~ .. -II) J: 
ori 0 
>~ (I)" 

tC~'" 
~~,-s' 
.c::-~ 
(.) 

% 
.55 
.55 
.55 
.55 ' 
.55 
.55' 
.55 
.55 
.55 
.55 
.55· 
~55 
.. 55 ' 

9-

to 
ojol' 

!I.I~ 
~ -> ~'oOo> 

. Q)' 

tC 'E' Cl> ~' J.,o 
:S' ('f\" .c_(J) 
(.) 

See page 24 ,or 25 tor RestrietioM .. 

10 . 

-~ 1ft, :a (I), 
'~.' g.. .' 

<I> ~' 
~', 

~'2' 
tC~ 
0_, 

.. 55 
'~55, " 
.5$ 
.55:, , 
.55',,', 
.. 55·" 
.55-
.55-
.55,·, 
.55> ' 
.55 

, .55, 

'll 12, 

" 
-" .::<' , ~', " ~~ J 

~' - -g'-c...' c 
~,o O.s ',-4>' -II)' 

:fE,~, CI). 
~~: 

CIl~,~ ai, ' 
aI........ ' g" 0" 
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. 
0 :;: 
)( 
(I), 

-g .... 

14 
15 
16 
17 
Je, 
19 
20 
21 
22 

.. 
~ 
)( 
4) 

] 
~ 

120 
2l 
22 

! 

Index No.;. 

APPENDIX B: 
Pa.ge 23 o!25, 

ZONE GROup· 69 SAN DIEGO 

ONE-WAY ADULT FARES 

13 14 

...,!I ...,. 
Between (I) (1), 

~ Q,), .-4 11)' 
co s.. C1l s.. 
=~ c., 
O'ln OCl)" 

..-t ...... 
And .>x .>~ co ~ ... 

:Z;~ :z; ..:!S.' 

$ $ 

National & t Street .55 
Harborside .55- .. 55 
Ota.y Junction .55 .55 
Overhead Bridge .55· .55 
PaJJn City .. 55- ~55 
Nester .55 .55-
Da1ry' Mart F~ .. 55 .55 
&:0: r~idro .55 .55 

. San Ysidro-. Port of: Entry .55 .55 

Index No .. 19 20 

Between 0+> 
s.. 

s.. 
~. 

(I) 

~S And. 
~ 
(I) 
0 co ~. 

Z Q'~ 

$ $ 

Dairy Mart. F~ .55 
San !sid:-o .55 .55 
,San r~:idro Port. o~ Entry ;.55 ' .. 55, 

e, 

15 16 17' lS 

~' 

'tI ... s:: ." ~, 
a)' o· C\1 .... 
s.. ..-t II) ~. c· 
.8- ~~, .r:. ' bOo ,s, s.. -c::I' . 
s.. C1l § (I) ...... 
~, ojJ , 

~lQ <'13 
:t: O~ .~ 

$ $ ,$ . '$. 

.55 

.55, .55, 

.. 55- .55- .55-

.55· .55' ~55" . .55 

.55· .. 55, .55: .55· 
.. 55 .5~ .. .55, , .55 . 
• 55- .. 55 . .• 5S· •• 55~ 

, '. 

21 

0 s.. 
'tI 
..-t , 

~ 
~; 

CI) 
, 

$ , 
" 

.. '., 
, .. 

.55 , 
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ZONE GROUP 69 SAN Dnpo 

O~WAY ADUlT FARES 

No Passenger may be transported whose point or origin and point ot 
destination are between: 

(&) San D1ego terminal" on the one hand, and the intersection 
ot Third. Avenue and the souther~ city lllnits· ot Chula Vista". 
on the other hand" EXCEPT that passengers may be transported:: 

(l) Between point~ north or the intersection 
ot 18th Street and National Avenue in 
National City" on the one hand". and points 
on National Avenue and' Broadway south or 
the intersection of" lath Street, on the 
other hand" 8l'ld. 

(2) Between a:rr::r two point" on NationaJ. Avenue 
and Broadway both or which. are south or the 
intersection or lSth Street and Na.tional 
Avenue in National City. 

(b) San. Diego terminal and. the inter3ection of 25th Street and 
National Avenue in National C:tty. 
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MARIN COUNTY 
Atr.IllORIZED 

ADULT ONE-WK:{ CG1MUTA.TION FARES 

From San Francisco 
Points Included 

San Rafael 
Novato 
Petaluma. 
Cotati 
Santa Rosa 

Miles 

19' 
30 
41 
49' 
51' 

One-Way FaTes 

$1.25 -
1.40 
2.10 
2 •. 2S 
2~60, 

Note: Passengers will be transported'locally to-, 
from. or between intermediate points 011 such 
schedules between San Francisco and 
Santa Rosa after the last departu:re and 
before the first departure of the Golden 
Gate Bridge, Highway and transportation 
District Schedules,. . -


