ALJ/rr/né

) - HRTAY;
Decision 33 05 053 JUN 151985 @B}U@Bﬁd@l

BEFORE THEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF TEE STATE OF CALIPORNIA

Application of GREYHOUND LINES, INC.
for authority <o discontinue
commuter service between

San Prancisco and Vallejo,

Application £3~01-46
(Piled Januery 21, 198%:
amended January 28, 198%)

Guiton Charter Lines for authorizy To
operate as a passenger stage
corporation To provide home=to=work
service bYetween Vallejo anéd

San Prancisco.

Application 83-02-21
(Filed Pebruary ©, 108%)

PRANK C. MC CLENDOX, JR. for
authority To operate as a passeanger
STage corporation %o provide home-vTo-
work service between Napa, CA:

imole, Albany, and Berkeley, Oakland
in San Prancisco, CA.

Applicazion 83-02-23
(Piled Pebruary 10, 1983)

Applicavion of GREYEOUND LINES, INC.
for an order authorizing a 100%
increase in intvrasvtate multiride
passenger fares between San Prancisco
end Vallejo and intermediate points,
and o esvablish a wwo-day mulziride
fare between these points.

Application 83-02-40
(Piled FPedruary 17, 1983)

In the Matter of the Application

of Dennis Clemenve, an individual,

dba Dennis Charzer Service for
authority To operate as a passenger
stage corporation in a home-to~work
service between Vacaville, Pairfield,
Sacramento, Pinole, Benicia, Concord
Dixon, Davis, San FPrancisco, eT al
Sacramento, Yolo, Solano, Contra Cos<a
and San Prancisco Counties.

Applicasion 60532
(Piled May 7, 198%)
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In the matter of <the Application,

of William 7. Childs an individual
dba Pairfield Area Raplid Transic
for authority To operate 2 passenger
stage corporavion in & home~-to-worx
service between points in Vacaville,
Pairfield, Cordelia, Vallejo, and
San Prancisce in <the Solano and

San Francisco County Area.

ation 87-07-40
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Lat J. Celmins, o*ney av Lew, for
Greyndunt Lines, Ine. Willia~ ~. Childe,
for himsel?, lmerrean Guizon, Tor GuizTon
Crar<ser Lirnes: and Rey Greere TRoTney a%
Lew, for Trans Voyager -n‘erna:ional Tourse,
Inc.; applicants.

Michael D. Kirehenski and Messrs. Veyha‘a
Ancerson, MNussdaum, Rellly & Preizas, dy ¥.
Kent Kh=wikian, Astorney at law, ’o"
Azalgazatec Transi Union #1225; John Y.
Powers, City Avzorney, for Cizy of Valleio:
&nc -obp Berman, for hizsel’; protesTants.

Proneiscd J. Flasencia, Az o*ney at Law, Mare
Gottlied, and James R. Panella, for :he
Toe=isslon star7,
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Surnery of Decgision

Greyhound Lines, Inc. (Greyround) reguests aushor
either disconvtinue i%s comzmuter schedules hetween Napa-Velle
San Franeised, or 0 increase izs fares for :his service Wr¥
Bvidence shows Gregyhound would v significans
increases to be profivadble in <his corri
azount 0L increase would be somewhas
doudbled fares
Two applicants, Trans Voyager International Tours, Inec.
(Trans Voyager) anéd Andre Guizon, doing business as Gui<on Cher
Lines (Guiton), Qesire w0 perform <he service. Trans Voyager, with
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less experience, would operate essentially the same schelules av
Greyhound's present fares. Guiton would perfora a similaer service
but would increase the Vallejo-San Prancisco fare from 846.45 10
$65.00 for 20 rides-~an increase of about 40%.

The decision allows Greyhound <o discontinue and Guiton <he
opportunity o perform the service 25 reguested on a reduced schedile
basis. It finds thet Trans Voyager's expenses, primarily costs for
leasing equipment and maintenance facilities, amount To far more shan
%he revenue availadble in <this commuver corridor

The decision also authorizes William Chi’ds, doing busciness
as Pairfield Area Rapid Tronsiv (Fairfield), <o operate his requesvted
home~to-wOork passenger syage service bevtween Valledd and San
Francisco. However, it restricte his Vallejo service %o The pickup
and delivery of passengers with only one bus.

Introduction

These six matters were consolidated decause each involves
essentially <the same sudject-~-passenger stage computer service
between Vallejo and Napa on the one hand and San Prancisco on <he
ovher hand.

Duly noticed evidentiary hearings were held in San
Franciseo before Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) Jonn Lezke March 2%~
2%, 198%. The matters were submivred upon The receipt oFf writien
closing statements.

Greyhound presently operates 12 commuter Trips from Vallejo
to San Francisco. 7Two 0% the tripc are operazed da 1y, ovhers
Monday through Friday. It operates 10 commuter schedules
Prancisecd To Vallejo. Twd of these are daily schediles
run Monday through Friday. One comzmuter schedule ig op
from Napae to San Francisco and return.

In its application Greyhound projects an annual loss oF
$265,581 in connection with these connmuter operations. The
projection shows 271,348 annual miles operated avt & ¢€osT 0F 221.65




cents per mile; whereas revenues produce dnly 123.76 censzs per nile.
Therefore, Greyhound requests that it de authorized to abandon ivs
commuter service between San Francisco, Vallejo, anéd Napa or,
alternatively, that it be authorized To increase its fares by 100%.

Prank C. MeClendon, Jr., filed his application requesting
authority to provide the service Greyhound wants to adandon. Since
that filing he has formed a corporation--Trans Voyager. Trans
Voyager is now the applicant in Application (A.) 83-02-2%.

Guiton also reguesss authority <%0 provide =his commuser

Vaddn

service.

FPairfield requests authorizty to provide home~to—work
service as a passenger svtage corporation bevween Vallejo and San
Prancisco.

Pinally, Dennis Clemente, doing business as Demnis Chartes
Service, had reguested authority in M2y 1981 <o provide service
between Vallejo and San Francisco. By Decision (D.) 93386 dazed

August 4, 1981 in A.60532 we granted Clemenze authority <o operaze

- e

bevtween Mare Island Naval Shipyard on The one hend and various
Points, on the other hand. In our decision we advised Clemente <hax
The portion of his request pervaining o operatlions between Vallejo
and San Francisco would be treated in a supplemenzal decision afgesr
Greyhound had been served with his appilicazion. Clemense's
application was consolideted with the osher reguests heard on this
record for the purpose of determining whether he is still interessed
in providing this service. Although Clemente was notified of <he
hearings, he did nov appear or parsicipatze.

Trans Voyager is a protestant <o Guiton's applicazion.
Amalganated Transit Union 1225 (ATU) is o protestant in <he Greyhound
abandonment application.
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ATU's atvorney questioned whether <where had deen adequate
ndtice of the hearing %0 povential inverested parties. Counsel for
Greyhound advised that on Pebruary 16, 198% Greyhound had
distriduted a notice of its discontinuance reguest o all
using the Vallejo-San Pranciscd service. Counsel advises
been a significant responge frosw these commuters, some of whom were
in attendance av the hearing, and that the Civy of Vallejo had £iled
a formal protest to the abandonment proceeding.

It is Greyhound's belief that i+ has hiszoric
the Vallejo-San Pranciszcd service at a significant 1o
of the changing regulatory environment each service in the Greyhound
systen must naw s<tanéd on its own: that there are several adle,
willing applicants who can conduct the service: That these
applicanvs' costs are less than Greyhound's; and that LT supports all
oL the applications being heard on <his common record.

John Powers, City Aztorney for <the Cizy of Vallejo, szazed
That his purpose in attending the hearing was 3o inform the
Commission that {f Greyhound's recuestT To adbandon service is
authorized, whatever replacement service is selected should be
substantvial and reliadle, and that the fares be reasonadble.

Javier Plasencia, staff counsel, driefly addressed the
relevance of the Bus Regulatory Reforzm Aet oFf 1982 (Aet). In
essence, the poOrTion of the AcT relevant 10 these proceedings
authorizes invercity bus carriers such as Greyhound <o appeal
decisions by sTate regulatory authorities o0 the Interstate Cozuerce
Commission when it has not been successful in odraining peroission
from state ¢commissions o increase rates. Plasencia stated Thas
while 2 rate increase would come under The purview of The AcT, the

L

discontinuance would not because £t is notT a compleve adandonment:

e e W

that 18, 1t involves only the cessation of Greghound's commuter
service between the involved poinvs.
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The Evidence
Grevhound

Greyhound offered evideace through Two witnesses. Vander
Brown, its Regional Director, is responsidle for Greyhound operastions
within northern California. 3ZErown siated that because of the passage
of the Act it is no longer possidle Lfor Greyhound <o Ye assured of
offsetting money-losing operations with profitable operations
conducted elsewhere. This is mainly because of the liberalized eatry
provisions set forth in the Act.

Brown advised <hat Greyhound is willing <o work wizh all
applicants offering <o provide the services i+ seeks o a2bandon. Ee
svated thav all of the runs which are The subject o this proceeding--
the 9300 schedules—-are performed in 4% passenger vehicles. He
testified vhat on 2 given day a bus might de full, dus that none of
The buses on these schedules run £ull on a daily basis. XHe
stated That a subsvtantial auzder of passengers have heen 12
the last year to van pool operazions.

Brown sponsored Exhibit 6, 2 document containing sverage
load information. The exhibit shows that for <he 9300 commuter runs
between Vallejo and San Prancisco £or a2 two-week period during
Jenuary 1983, rider averages ranged from a2 high of 36.7 to 2 low oF
7-4. The average rider count for 22 schedules—-12 easthound and 10
westhound--is 21.7. '

Bernard Rotenberg is Assis<any %0 the Vice President—-
Accounting. He is responsible for Greyhound's accounting matters
before regulatory bodles in 26 stavtes. Rotenberg sponsored
Exhibit 2, a Svatement of Operating Revenues and Expeases for
involved operations. T is a 12-zonth projection at Novexber 1082
cost and revenue levels. The thrust of wThe exhibit 4{s <hat Greyhound
will Lose adout $267,000 in connection with these schedules a<

-
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present rate levels. The sza n Exhivit 2 includes only ous-0f-
pocket ¢costs. No inéirees or ve*head expenses are shown.

Appendix 4 of the Exniviz gives effect <o <he p*opoved 100% fare
increase sought by Greyhound wi,“ou* consideretion of any porential
diminution in wraffic. This projection shows shat under whe noss

favorable circumstances Greyhound wouléd rezlize a profit before <axes

of ahous 852,000. Bu<w, zhe wiztness stated that realistically he
woull expect <o see a large decline in Greyaound's ridership if <he
1004 fare increase were granted and that <his would lead

request for a significanzly higher fare increase.

T9 esndTher

The wivness szased That in connecsion wizth depreciazion
caleulations in Exhidic 2 a2 10~-year life wizh 2 15% salvage value was
used for the 15 buses he assigned for accounting purposes o these

runs. Ze conceded zthav this depreciation schedule ig not the one
ordinarily recognized dy <his Commission. e <het <his

e conscious decision because the 12-year schedile observed by
Commission was fdeveloped in the ziddle or early 1060s, 25 which =ime
differenv egulipment with & different usage was recognized anf Thaz in
<“he 1960s buses operated ghous 80, OOO miles per year while 4in 1982
arnuel mileage is 103%,000.

Robert Berman

Rovert Berzan is a present user oFf <he Greyhound comzuze
service. ZFe protested the elizination of <the Greyhound service as
well as the proposed incresse. He stated <havt <the current Greyhound
service is zhe only viable nmethod which he and pany passengers
currently have for comzuting 10 San Prancisco. EZe tesvified <hev car
pools and ven podls do not work well for many pasrons because OF
seheduling prodlems and thet the Bay Area Rapid Transist (BART
is not a very good alternative Lor many patrons because o7 The
distance <hey nust drive o getT <o =<he nearest ZART stavion.

sSyssen
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Berman sponsored Exhidit %, a protest signed by 66 ride
¢f the Greyhound Vallejo~San Francise¢d commuter service. Ee
expressed concern that if Greyhound were authorized <o abandon and
another epplicant authorized to perform the sampe service, the rnew
bus line nmight not bve able 1o perform adequately and riders would de
without any commuver service. Berman stressed that the Greyhound
service has been excellent and that L7 is zhe gualizty of service
vhich will be offered by a new carrier which conceras him most. =He
stated that the availabilisy of terminal fLacilivies in Valledo is
izmportanst to those riders andshat currently there is a2 Greyhdind
Tecility which affords refuge from inclement weather.

City of Talledo

Pamela Belchamber, & wransporzasion analysz
Vallejo, testified that there are approximaaely 350 ¢
using the Greyhound commuter service on o dally basis b atween Valle
and San Francisco. She further vestified <that there would de an
adverse environmental impact in the Intersvate Eighway 80 corridor
between Vallejo and San Francisco if there were 2 cegsation o <he

-

Greyhound-vype service. The City is presently undervtaking a2 study--
still in its infency-~concerning a possidle exzension of c¢isy +transiz
lines services to a BART station, in <he event Greyhound Iis
authorized %o discontinue its service and no other replacement
ervice L{s substituted.
Trans Vovager

Melvin Thompson testified in support of Trans Voyager's
request. He 1s dire¢tor Lor the Country Clud Crest Improvenen:
Association of Vallejo (Assocliazion). The Associazion £s a social
service organizazion concerned with implementing a teaching progran
where senior citizens tuvor in the homes of underachlieving youths.
Thompson testified that memdbers of the communivy reguire a
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transportation service to San Francisco for jobs, medical care, legal
services, and other functioas; that Vallejo is more than 30 miles
from San Francisco and vhat many memders of the comnmunivty 4o not own
cars or are unable (especially the handicapped and elderly) =o

drive. Thompson noved that Trans Voyager will provide some of izs
pagsenger buses with wheelchalir 1lifts, a service which Greyhound has
not provided. Ee therefore sees Trans Voyager as a caring and
service-minded local firm which is willing and adle to help the
community.

Bvidence on behall of Trans Voyager's applicavion was
offered principally through tesvimony and exhibits sponsored by Franx
MeClendon. Subseguent 0 the filing of £.83-02-2%3, MceClendon caused
his operations to decome incorporaved as Traas Voyager International
Tours, Inec. 7The applicetion was amended at the hearing <o
the new name. The application was originally Tiled under the
Compission's expedited procedure £or one~year authorisy: it was
anended at The hearing <o reflect the applicant's desire for
perzaneant authorivy.

Trans Voyager is presently authorized as a charter-party
carrier and as & passenger stage corporation. ITe passenger stage
authority includes a route between Vallejo and San Francisco vie
Hilltop Mall in Richmond, and bezween Vallejo-3enicia anéd Concoré.
The Vallejo rouve g ressricted against direct Vallejo to San
Prancisco carriage. Exhibic 8 is a lisv of 15 buses which Traas
Voyager proposes o operate. Capacities range from 40 0 53
pasgengers. Three of the duses are eguipped <o handle wheelchalrs.
Bight are 1980 or 1981 American Zagles with 48~-passenger capacity:
three are 1979 Grumman Flexidle 53-passenger buses with wheelchair
facilities.

MeClendon testified that Trans Voyager:

1. Intends ©o eguip its entire fleet wizh
radios;
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Has acquired 2 7,600 square 00t maintenance
ilding with 30,000 square feet o¢ yard
space and 1,000 sguare feer of offices:

MNaintains a 1,400 square foot office facilizy
in downzown Vellnjo,

Maintalns 10 drivers on line and an office
$tall of four; and

Has developed and maintaine a driver Testing
program and bdelleves it has a sufficient
amount of drivers To execute the service {<
seexs %2 perform.

The carrier's Balance shees (Zxhid:
1087 indicaves toval assets of $1.4 million,
31 million and :otal corporase cepital and s Aoe OOO.

Trans Voyager proaoseo TO operaze «6) 12 sehedules
dally from Vallejo T San Francisco--four of zhese a8 express runs.
It would provide 10 schnd“;»s daily from San Franciscs o Vallelo.
Inree o these would be express runs aad one of Those would continue
on froz Vallejs %o Napa.

Basicaelly, the service proposed would duplicese
Greyhound service. In addision, i% would 2dd ‘ous Cally schedules <o
and from the City of Benicia with conzn ecTing service <o Vallejo.

The fare svructure which Trans Voyager Proposes o
implement is essentially <he one presently meinvained by Greyhound.

rans Voyager woull use the same alisles as <he Transbay Terminal in
San Francisco presently used by Greyhound. MeClendon < testified <
if the restriction in <the present au thorizy against Vallejo=Sen
Francisco carrisge were removed, Trans Vo oyager could duplicate <he
Greyhound service immedigzely.

Uo.
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He stated <the nunmber of daily commuter passeagers between
Vallejo and San Prancisco averages bYetween %25 and 350 and dbelieves
that buses Trans Voyager will have obvained, with a woval capacity of
656 passeangers, are more than adle 0 fill the void should Greyhound
be allowed to discontinue its service. MceClendon <esvified <has
Trans Voyager would be willing to accept Greyhound's commuver tickess
held by patrons during the transition period immediavely Lollowing
suthorization of its abandonment and the estadblishment 9L a new
service. He also stated that Trans Voyager is worzing out plans %0
provide multiride commuter tickets froz Napa To San Fraacisco.

The witness testified <hat the corporation is presently
operating four buses and thar the other 11 shown 0a Exhidit & were in
The process 9L being acquired at the tizme of the hearing. MeClenéon
vestified that the basic reason Trans Voyager will be ahle <0 perforz
The present Greyhound commuter service wishout any fare increazse is
because 0f the much lower wage levels paid ivs drivers.

I the Trans Voyager requesst 1s not granted he stated <the
11 additional buses which The corporation is in the process of
acquiring would be used in charzer services.

Fairfield

Polirfield has been performing a daily commuzer
Solano County o San Francisco for several years. Thre
operated daily from Pairfield <o San Prancisco. Tairfsl
Schedule presently swops at Vallejo.

The Pairfield operavtion involves home-t0-work schedules
where most of the people on 2 dus work in the saze general area 0f
Sen Prancisco, and even f£or the same company. Severgl ricders
testified that the service has bBeen thoroughly dependable. The
drivers of the three schedules themselves work in San Prancisco.
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Pairfield mainvalas 2 maiatenance facilisty in the Cizty of
Pairfield. Riders currently pay S70 per moasth for the comnuter
service bevween Fairfield and San FPrancisco; riders from Vallejo pay
$65. William Childs, the proprietor of Pairfield, zestified that he
currently carries 119 passengers bevween Fairfield and San Prancisco~--
29 of those ride between Vallejo and San Trancisco. All riders pay
the monthly fares whether they actually ride or nov.

Childs stated that Fairfield does not invend To taxke over
any of vwhe authority which Greyhound mey dhe authorized <o
¢iscontinue, buvt sinply <o provide <he service for whelir preseas
passengers. The purpose of <this application Iis simply <o legitinmize
the Vallejo service, whiceh Fairfield {s no%t preseatly authorized =0
perform. Except for the Vallejo riders, all passengers board
Fairfield's buses in the moraing 2av Falirfield and disembark Ther

he evening. While Fairfield had temporary auzhd

perform a service bewtween Vallejo and San Francisco, %haz
lapsed. Childs staved <hav he does not intend a3 the present
add any new schedules w5 those he preseazly =mainzains.

Guiton

Evidence was offered on behelfd of Andre Guizon, doing
business as Guivon Charter Lines, primarily through vhe <estinmony of
Vietor Cardenas, its operations manager for ¢omzuvter service fron
Contra Costa County. Guivon's original epplicavion was < for
temporary authority; it was amended at <the hearing %0 2 v Tor
perpanent authority. Cardenas vestified <that Guiton opera
somewhere between 40 and 90 duses, Ten oFf which are used in <he
Coatra Costa County service. The remainder is used principally in
charter operations on weekends. Guiton currently provides home-vTo-
work conmmutver service from Contra Costa County To San Francisco. I

e -
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his applicavion 1s granted, Guiton would bdasically duplicate she
present Greyhoundéd service bezween Vallejo and San Francisco. Tk
original application did not seek authoriwty w0 provide service
between Napa and San Prancisco; however, the application wasg amended
a%t the hearing vo ianclude Napa. Cardenas tesvified vthat initially
Guivon would begin operations with eight buses, dut that nore could
be added 1f necessary.

While Guiton originally proposed in his application <the
fares shown in Teble 1:

Table 1

Between Valledp anéd: Between Crockest Jet. and:
Richmond 324.10
Qekland 38.65 Qaklané $37.40
San Prancisco  46.45 San Prancisco £5.05
the proposed fares were Iincreased at the hearing, withouv ¢osT
Jusvification, To <The levels shown in Tadle 2:

Betweern Valledo ané: Iner. Bewween Crocxett Jet. and:

Richmond $24.10

Oakland 45.00 16.4% Qakland $40.00 7.0%
San Francisco 65.00 32.9 San Prancisco  55.00 22.1%

No fare was stated Lor Napa service; a fare 0f noT nore
than 875 could reasonadly be imputed given the addivional distance
iavolved. Single-ride tickezs are availadble on Greyaound and would
apparently also be offered by Guivon; single-ride fares oF
approximavely one-fifteeath the 20-ride commuter Tickev booxs would
be reasonadle under the circumsvances.

Guiton's present fare for 20 rices bhevween Concoré and San
Francisco is 355. Mhe Concoré-San Trancisco one=way distance s
about 5 miles less than Vallejo-San Prancisco, znd requires the
traverse of oaly one toll bridge instead of the Two Toll dridges on
the Vallejo rouze.

Cardenas made it clear <that Guiton will be interesved in
providing the service which Greyhound seeks To ahancdon only i€ he

- 1% -




could do so without competition, i.e., he would noT be willing o
share the total ridership with Trans Voyager. Guliton doez not objecs,
however, t0 continuance of the limived service from Vallejo presenzly
performed by Fairfield.

There i3 one particular run in Greyhound's commuser
operation, No. 9367, which Guiton would not be interested in
maintaiaing bvecause of its low rider count-~an average 07 3.4
pagsengers per day.

Purther, Guiton does 1ot propose <o operas o< <he
schecdules which Greyhound preseatly performs. This sched' leaving
San Prancisco at 3:53 p.m., is not included ia Greyhound's schedule
portrayed in Exhidit 1 decause Greyhound conveands thaz it is sioply an
extra bus. Cardenas testified <thav Guiton is willing %o commis
himself 10 offer sufficient bus service o the commuting pudlic
between Vallejo and San Pranciscod ané between Napa and San Prancisced.
He stated that if ridership diminishes, schedules will diminishs; 47
ridershiy increases, so will schedules. Cardenas <cessified zhat o7
his own knowledge <there are gpproximately 300 commuver Yooks sold per
ponth to riders in the Vallejo~San Franciscod corridor.
this informavtion from Greyhound personnel at their terminals in
Vallejo and San Prancisco. Cardenes worked for Grevhound for 27 years
before his employment with Guivon.

Guiton has operaved his Contra Costa to San Francisced
coumuter service siance Ocuober 1, 1982. (Cardenzs indicaved <hes
Guiton would erect a shelwer or shel ters avt the poinvts of greatest
concenvrations of passenger pickups. AT the present Time Gulizon plans
t0 0ffer no weekend service between Vallejo or Napa and San Francisco.

- -
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ATU

Michael Kirchanski testified on dehals of ATU. Ee has been
enployed by Greyhound as a bus driver for five years, driving besween
Vallejo and Sen Francisco during that period. He iz the shop sseward
for the Vallejo Greyhound Drivers and S<tation Zmployees.

Kirchanski sponsored Exhidits 22 and 23. These exhidbits
PUrport to demonsvtrate actual wages paid drivers in connection with
the Vallejo-San Francisco coamuter corridor. In Bxhibit 23 Xirchaaski
has developed a cost for Devalled Assignment Service (DAS) which
represeats noandriving wine worked by drivers 2% a serminal én
activities such as shuttling dbuses, handling haggage, anéd mail, eve.
He stated vhat in his opinion the DAS work which he has performed
would have to be done even if the 9300 series schedules were
abandoned. He esvtimated that dased upon his knowledge of the duties
performed by the Vallejo-San Prancisco drivers, there would be work
Tequired in DAS duties to keep four drivers busy on a full-time basis
in the San Prancisecd verminal.

Exhivit 25 1s 2 sumpmary of <he davtz from Zxhidvic 2%3. I=
shows the annual cost of driver's wages performing the Vallejo-San
Francisco 9300 schedules. TFor example, Exhidit 23 shows 2 ¢ost oF
$39.06 as a wage expense for run No. 0-100 which consisss of corridor
schedules 9376 and 9%77. 7This combined cost of $30.06 is made up oFf 2
charge of $18.2% for each schedule run plus a DAS expease oF $2.460.
Exhibit 25 mulziplies the 0-100 run by £ive, since it is a dally
schedule except for weekends. It summarizes all of <he 9%00 schedules
whether on a five~lday or seven-day basis, aad arrives at a weezly
total of $4,679.66. It then extends the weexly <otal <5 an aanual
drivers' wage expense of 824%,342.
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The exhibiv total is abouv $40,000 less than the driver wage
cost shown in Greyhound's Exhidbit 2. The maia thrust of this line of
evidence is to show that some drivers who work the 9300 schedules are
not really needed on DAS in the San FPrancisco terzinal every lay, and
t0 include this work increases Greyhound's costs. AU wouléd prefer,
28 a viadle alternative to deleting all <the 9300 schedules, %0
identifying those nonproductive runs and deleving only <hose ruas.

Exhibit 26 {s a reconstruction of Greyhound's IExhidvit 2,
Appendix 1, a revenue/cost szavement for Greyhound's 9300 schedules
for a 12-month perliod based upon QcTober anéd Novenmber 1982 co3% aand
revenue levels. Xirchanski hes used the came basic reveaue Zigure—-~
$329,%95-=employed in the Greyhound exhibdit; “owever, he has added
§2%,000 o that figure. This latter figure represenss aa amount which
he believes could be realized 1if +twd addivional schedules not ineluded
in the Gregyhound statement, but which could be operated by drivers
working on DAS (perhaps idle) during vhe day.

Commiesion Stafs

Ken Sanchez, a transportation representative with the
Commission's Compliance and Eaforcement 3Braach, testified <that he
rode & Trans Voyager bus from Vallejo w0 San Fraacisco. Ee svated
that his assignment was 16 determine whevther Trans Voyager was
presently operatiag 2 through service between Vallejo ané San
Francisco and that the bus he rode went through Richnonéd, where the
driver devermined Thav there were no passengers To pick up, aad
continued to San Prancisco.

We hereby take official novice 0f the passenger stage
authorivy held by McClendon. By D.82-08-062 dated August 8, 1982,
MeClendon's authority was modified. Pirst Reviged Page 2 9% 2S¢ 1069

contains five provisions. The provision in Peragraph C svtates a3
follows:
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"No passenger will be transmorted whose entire
?

trip is directly between Vallejo and San
Francisco."”

James Panella, 2 Transportation Zngineer, sponsored
Exhivit 27, a portrayal of the method <or devermining depreciation
expense of buses set forth by this Commission in D.69530, dazed
August 12, 1965. Essentially, Panella exployed 2 12~-year period for
depreciation, compared wizh Greyhound's 10-year useful life. Eig
nethod produced a total depreciation expease Curing 1982 of $92,200,
compared with Greyhound's $124,455. Panella conceded <has zhe
specific study perforzed by Greyhound analyzing parvticulaer life,

miles, and service mey mare accuretely reflect a proper depreciation
schedule than a general formuls applying ©o several carriers. (7T=.
P. 445).

Disecussion

The essentlial arithmetic applicable #from <he foregoing is as
Tollows:

Greyhound projects an asaual loss of $3267,000,
and a need for a fare increase of 100%. The

increase would yield a profiz of approxismately
852,000, if there is no astrition in riders.

AU differs with Greyhound's estinmaze, du<t
STill determines that & loss of 3117,000 will
ocecur under I1%ts most favorable recoastruction
of the 9300 commuter ¢costs. 7This estimate

also assumes a steady ridership with no loss

[T 2

in patronage after a fare increase.

Guiton would oaly provide <he service if 3
present Vallejo fare is iacreased by
approximately 40%.

Trans Voyager would offer the service at
present Greyhound fares.

i
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Hisvory has demonstrated that when fares are increased,
avtrition ocecurs; the greater an increase, the more 10ss 0f riders.
All to0 often this pattern is continued until ul<timately there are
to0 few remaining riders to make service profitadle at any fare
level. Sudden, very large increases are esgpecially odious to users
of any service.

The Greyhound profit estimate is therefore unrealistic.
There will certainly be 2 significant loss 0Ff riders if ivs ratec are
doubled.

ATTrition will also oceur, alzhough <0 2 lesser exvens, if
the Guivton proposal or ATU's suggestion for the Greyhound servie
were izplemented. 3Both contemplate an approximate 40% fare increase,
on & somewhat reduced service basis.

Trans Voyager's offer ig the Yest from the standpoint of
fares. 3Buv it is not econonmically viable. This carrier would
duplicate Greyhound's service a% 20 increase in fares. However,
there is a maxioum of abour $335,000 ia revenue availeble in this
Greyhound commuter service at present fare levels. Txhivit 2.)

Trans Voyager's Exhidit 14, a bdalance shee< daved Mareh 138,
1983, indicates carrier operating propersty oF 81,104,500 and 2
dbuilding worth $2,000,000. Eowever, Trans Voyager has oaly Two duses
which are owned. These are & 1970 Bagle and a 1966 GMC (Exhidbit 8).
Two other leased buses are shown in Zxhidbit 8—-a 1672 MCI and a 1965
GMC. Exhidit 28 (late-filed) shows £ive more buses, 2ll 1981 Zagles,
on which the carrier has entered into S-year leases, with option %o
purchase. The agreement c¢alls for moathly paymeats of $2,990 per
bus. Annually this azounts to $179,400. Turthermore, <his exhibis
refers to the imminent acquisition of three 1079 Plexidle duses.
However, based on the record, Trans Voyager does not yetv have
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Possession of the three 1972 duses. I£ they are in fact ia izs
possession, we must assume they carry a heavy debs COSYU~=probadbly no<
quite as much as the five Eagle duses, dbut significant for <his small
carrier. Assuming a lease cost for these three Flexibdle buses (5%-
passenger capacitvy with wheelchair facilities) of 32,000 per monsh
amounts to 372,000 annually. There is als) some lease expense
essociaved with the 1972 MCI and the 1966 GMC, but There is no
evidence of that cost. Assigning an annual cost of 815,000 %o <these
Two buses appears reasonable. Exhidiv 8 also consains a copy of The
S=year lease agreexent for the carrier's maintenance facilisy in

Benicla. Torty of the sixty monthly payments are for szounts of
$2,500. Annually, this represents $%0,000. Annual lease costs <hus
Total approximevely $297,000. The only liguiéd assets Trans Voyager
possesses are 530,000 in esh and $36,05% in accounts receivadle. 3us
iv alsd has an accounts payabdble liablisy of $20,250.

Irans Voyager will also incur approxizetely the following
expenses 1f it operaves 12 buses 271,000 ziles as Greyhound does:

1. Driver weges--860,000 (4 hours/day <imes
86.00/nour times 255 days times 10
drivers).

Maintenance material, <ires, and Tubes—-
820,000 (Greyhound expense shown in Exnibie
2).

Puel-~346,000 (Exhivit 2).
0il--81,000 (Exnidit 2).
20118~--52,000.
Dispatching~--815,000.
Insurance-=312,000 (Exhivisc 2).

Supervision anéd officers’ salarlies—-
$20,000.

Vallejo office rental (1,400 s8g. #7.)=-
$12,000.

Taxes (Fuel, Vehicle, PICA)--$15,000.
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Trans Voyager will thus iacur expenses of approximately
3500,000 vefore any conslideration ic givea <o maintenance labor,
office expenses, employee welfare, or any sinking fund payments for
vehicle replacement. Therefore, towal annual costes for this carrier
require well in excess o0f a 50% increase in fares ¢ <the operasio
to break even. Clearly, this carrier is not financially adle %0
provide the service at the fares proposed. There is no evidence
past or prospective charter business adeguate %o 0ffsev the cash

problem demonsvrated above. Nor Is There evidence oF sufficiens
egquipment presently on hand To adequately perfiorn the service.

Guiton's current financial picvure is much differexnc.
filed Exhibit 20 shows assets of $3.2 3illion and 2 ne<w worth of $2.5
million. It also shows that Guiton possesses 54 duses "free and
clear" and is purchasing seven others. 7Purthersmore, Guivtoa has bheen
providing 2 passenger svwage commuter gervice fronm Contra Costa County
t0 San Francisco for the Yezter pert of a year, and has operated a
charter bus service for 20 years. Guiton has the ability, £inancial
capability, and experience necessary To provide vthis service.

The issuance of two certificates—-one To Guiton and another
10 Trans Vorager--is 2 possibilicy we might consider i€ <the facws
were differeat. But both 0f thege ca have expresseé a
disinterest in sharing whe corridor. were %0 allow Qraas
Voyager the opportunity To provide the service and 4% proved
financially inpossidle, as our analysis indicates, anéd iv were 00
cease service after several months, we have no assurance shav any
carrier would be interested a2t some lavter Tinme in serving vals
corridor and the 300+ daily passeagers wouléd be <otally withous
commuter Transportation.

Two applicants, Trans Voyager/McClendon, and Pairfieléd, are
perfornming or have performed unauthorized passeanger stage cervices.
Trans Voyager's offering of carriage atr Vallejo <o San Francisco axnd
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its actual Transportation of wivness Sanchez directly along izs
Richmond route with Sanchez's origin a%t Vallejo ané destinazion az
San Francisco, are in direect violation of the certificate provision
noted ghove. Pairfield, while i% once held auv Ho*i »y a% Vallejo,
does not possess that authority at this <ime. rans Voyager,
McClendon, and Childs (Fairfield) are heredy p*aced on no%ice

any further unauthorized operations such as these will not b
condoned and may subdbject them 30 fines and penalzties ac provided by
law.

Williaz Chiles, despive his unauvhorized operazions, shoul
be authorized To coantiaue his Vallejo operazions, limived <3 <The
level of bus service he presensly operates. There i{s a dezonstrase
pudblic neec for his service and, on balance, we are persuaded that
this public need ouzweighs our normal relucsance T issue authoris
To0 operators of unauthorized services. Noae of the other applicants
has protesved Childs® proposal 4L he does noT expandé his operazions.
Child's reguest is ©o "legivimize™ his preseat one~-bus Operevion a

v

. Vallejo, only, wizth no plans for additional service. We wil
accoriingly limit his Vallejo authorivty <0 2 one-dus round <rip per
day.

Dennis Clenenze's application will bhe denied csiace he édic
20T participate in the hearings and there is no evidence of his
current intent to provide the service Lrom Vallejo.

The ATU provest <0 Greyhound's reguest %0 disconti
requires discussion. ATU zakes exception ©0 Greyhound
the DAS expense in ériver wages shown in Zxhidiv 2.
its development shows that Greyhound would lose $117,000 as
fares, assuming no attrition in riders. ATU proposes <h
be granted a 40% fare increase, invegrate wwo 9300 schedules
currently in DAS runs with other non-9%00 schedules, anéd eliminase
one 9500 run.

The ATU reconstruction of Greyhound's 9300 cost and

scheduling analysis is arditrary and overly optinmisvic. It is also
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significant that both the Greyhound and ATU exhivite address only ous—
of=pocket cos%ts. Furthermore, the reconstruction is based upon The
testimony of Xirchanski who, while an expert driver, is noT gualified
a8 an exper%t nor authorized by Greyhound to dictate policy 4a maszers
involving changes, realignments, or elimination of schedules. We ¢o
not intend to dicvtatve to Greyhound, based upon the evidence in This
record, precisely how to restructure or make profizadle s commuver
operation which is losing money. It is enough o sey that Greyhound
i3 1losing noney even on an out-of-pocket dasis basged oa the
evidence. On a fully allocazeé coswt bdasis it is obvious <haz
would show a significantly greavter 1oss. NoOT included in zhe
Greyhound or ATU cost exhibivs are such indirect expeases as
supervisors' and general 0fficers' salaries, legal expeases,
accounting expenses, utilities, duilding deprec‘a:‘on, *erminal
costs, printing of <ickers anéd schedules, leogether, <heze
overheacd expenses add significant amouats <o :otal oper .ing cosTs.

Kirchanski used an equipment depreciation ¢ost whieh is
oaly one=half of that shown in Greyhound's Exhidvic 2--863,225
coxpared with $124,455, commenting thas he delieved it <o be 2
ballpark figure.

He added 823,000 %o Greyhound's reveaue figure hased on his
presunption that Greyhound could reactivate schedules
operated, and stated that £23%,000 would not bYe an unreasonadble Ligure
in his opinfon. 32ut nd market analysis was pade w0 validaze his
estinmave.

On balance, Kirchanski's recompuvation of out-of-pockes
¢ostS shown 4a Exhibit 26 is based primarily upon his arbisrary

judgnens.

It is apparent, based upon the foregoing, thazt Greyhound
would require an increage in fares To a level substantially more <han
Guiton's proposed fares in order <0 be profivtadble on either o full
allocated or an out-of=-pocke basis.
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Greyhound points to the fact tht even under <the staff's
analysis, the depreciation expense difference amounts To only $%2,255
($124,455 versus $92,020), and even if that adjustment were allowed,
Greyhound's variadle costs would sTill be in excess 0% the revenues.

Concerning the use by Greyhound of a 10-year life Lor i<s
bus depreciation schedule, we will nov approve or disapprove this
method in this decision. Eowever, we will comment that ia order <for

TS more specific proposal to be approved we would reguire supporzing
data such as numders, ¢osts ané ages 97 ecuipment, miles operasted,
etc., before approviag Greyhound's methodology.

Greyhound's tariffs on file with the Commission provide
thav the 20-ride commute ticket books may be refunded 47 noz
completely used by a passenger. Eowever, the refund is caleulated by
vaking the 20-ride price and subtracting frop &7 <the full regular one=-
way fares for any vickevs the customer &id use hefore presentin
his/her 20-vide boox for refund. This provision is reasonadle under
ordinary circumsvtances hecause vthe 20-ride <ticketr »oox is a discount
fare, designed to bBenefit regular passengers who patroaize Greyhound
on a daily or almost daily basis. To allow persons o purchase the
discounved 20-ride ticke<s books and obvtain full pro rata refunds for
unused tvickets, would in effect undermine the carrier's regular
single-ricde tariff fares. EHowever, the present c¢circumstances are noz
ordinary. Eere, it is the carrier and not the passeagers which is
seeking o sever the carrier/passenger relatioaship, so that it will
be Greyhound and not the passeagers which is respoasidle for
passengers’ uaused tickets afver the discontiavance 0F Greyhound
commuter schedules. Therefore, Greyhound should de required %o
refund unused rides at full pro rata value (example: refund one-halfl
of The purchase price if 10 o0F the original 20 <wickets are presented
for refund).

The order below should be effective immediavely because of
the need to resolve these matters within the Time limits imposed by
the federal Bus Regulatory Reform Act 0f 1982, and because 0f The
public need for these important passenger svage services.

- 2% =
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Pindings of TPaect

1. Greyhound operates a commuter bus service between Napa and
Vallejo, on the one hand, and San Prancisco, ¢a the other hand.

2. Greyhound's current out~of-pocket oOperating expenses exceed
the revenue derived from providing the service. I would require
significant fare increases to be profitadle on either an out=0f-
pocket or a fully allocated cost dasis

7. ATU's calculavions for Greyhound's out~of-pocket ¢osts in
providing vthis commuvter gservice ere mainly judgmental and ardiirary,
based upon the Testimony of its witness who possesses neither cost
allocation nor scheduling expertise.

L. Trans Voyager's toTal costs would prevent it from operasing
the Greyhound commuser service profi<tedly av present Greyhounté fLare
levels. Iv does 207 posgess sthe financial capabilicty necessary <o
provide vhe service at any reasoneble fares.

5. Guiton has the adility and financial respoasidilizy o
perforn the Greyhound service, on a reduced scheéule hasis, a2t rates
approxizately 40% in excess of present Greyhound fares.

6. Williem Childs possesses the abili<ty ané financial
responsibility To provide a bus commuver service bertween Vallejo and
San FPrancisco, limited as proposed %o one rouad Trip dbus per day.

7. Dennis Clemente ¢i¢ not participate in <the duly naviced
hearings conducted for the purpose of devermining his ability'and
financlal capability with respect 10 providing whis commuter service.

8. Greyhound should refund any ouststanding commute
books at full pro rata value.

tic e

9. Childs and Trans Voyager have <ransported passenger(s) wi
direct Vallejo to San FPrancisco service afvter appropriate passenger
stage authority expired (Childs), or in ect violation of =2
certificate provision (Trans Voyager).

Conclusione of Law

1. Greyhound should be authorized %o discoanviave its 9300
schedule commuter gservice.
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2. Guiton should be granted a cersificaese of pudlic
convenience and necessity to commeace operations, oa a reduced
schedule basis, between Napa-Vallejo, enéd San Francisco. It shouléd
begin service with no fewer than 10 schedules from Vallejo, {ncluding
one from Napa %o San Francisco, and nd fewer thaa © schedules “rom
San Francisco to Vallejo, including one vo Napa, week-days, excluding
holidays.

3. Trans Voyager's application should be deailec.

4. Dennlis Clemeate's applicazion should be cdeniec.

5. Williem Childs should be granztel a cervificaze of public
coavenience and necessity T0 commence service between Vallejo ané San
Prancisco. Service should be resiricted ©o <he use of one round =riy
bus per day.

6. Childs and Trans Voyager should be ordered o cease ané
desist from offering or providing further unauthorized passenger
carriage or carriage 1a violavtion of cerztificave provisions.

0ORDER

IT IS ORDERED that:

1. Greyhound Lines Inc. is authorized o disconzinue,
effective July 1, 1983, its 9,300 commuter service bezween Napa and
Vallejo, on the one hand, anéd San Prancisco, on the other hand, zué
intermediate points, subject To commeacement 0f replacezent service
by Guivton.

2. Andre Guivon (Guivon) is granved a certificate of pudlic
coavenlience and necessisty as a passenger svage corporation hetween
Napa, Vallejo, Saa Francisco,and iavermediate points, as set forth in
Pirst Revised Page 1 canceling Original Page 1 ané in Original Pages
4 and 5 of Appendix PSC-1257, astached. Guiton shall ¢ommence <his
gervice on July 1, 1983, ané shall operate inivtially with no fewer
than 10 schedules from Vallejo, incluéing one schedule £romn Napa, =0
San Franceisco, and no fewer than 9 schedules from San Pranciscd <o

- 25 -
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Vallejo, including one schedule o Napa, on weex-days, excluding
holidays. Guiton's inivial Napa <o San Prancisco tariff shall no<

- -

exceed 375.00 for a 20~ride zicket ané $5.50 fo- siagle rides.
Guiton's other fares shall %e as discussed above, and shall inelude
provisions for single ride tickets at fares not o exceeld onew
fifteenth of the authorized 20-ride tTickes prices.

W oain e

2. William Childs is granted a certificate of publie
convenience and necessisy as a rasSsenger stage corporation hewween

Vallejo and San Francisco, as ses £ Seconé Revised Pages ¢ and
2 canceling Pirgt Revised Pages | Appendix P8C-1124,
axvached.

L. Guivton and Chiléds shell:

g. File a written acceptance of
certificazes withia 20 days a
order is effective.

Y. Establish the authorized service pné
file zariffes and zimesadles withniza 120
ceys after this oréer is effecsive.
Stave in zhelr tariffs and =imezadles
when service will szars: allow as leas<
10 days' notice To <the Commission: ané
zarxe Timetables end =sariffs effeeosive 10
or more days afver <hls oréer is
effective,

Comply with General Orders Serie

2S
-
-

98, 101, and 104, ané tne Califo

L X

Eighway Patrol safety rules.

Meinzain aecounting records in
confornity with the Uniforz Systez of
Accounts.

T¢,
nia

5. A.50532 ic denied insofar as it has 20 previously heen
granted.

6. A.83-02-27 2nd A.83=02-40 are denied

T. Greyhouné shall refunéd cozmute Ticke< books applicanle <2
ite discontinued schedules as full Pr0 rata value
of tickets remaining and the original purchase pri

based on the auxher
ce.
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8. William T.
Voyager Invternavional
offering To transport or viag bhoth
origin and cestination pointe
Childs is austhorized by Or

subsequently authorize.

13,
co, except as
o

Commission may

This order i effective vroday.

ated QUN ?57983

LEOXARD M. GRIMZS, JR.
Presilent
VICPOR CRLVO
PRISCILLA C. GREW
DONALD VIAL
WILLIAM T. BAGLZEY
Conmissioners

I CERTITY TEAT TRIS
"/“ [-f’v.\U1m BY *
COMISSIL:




Appendix P5C-1257 ANDRE GUITON girsthevised Page
sncels
Original Page 1

SECTION 1. GENERAL AUTHORIZATIONS. RESTRICTIONS. LIMITATIONS,
AND SPEZCIFICATIONS.

hndre Guiton, by the certificate of pudlic comvenience
and npecessity granted by the decision noted in the margin, is
authorized as a passenger Stage COIPOratiozn TO transport nome-
To-work passengers betweer "the points and along the Toutes
hereinafter descridbed sudbject, however, t0 the authority of
this Commission to change or modify this suthority at any time
and subject to the following provisions:

2. All transportatior of passengers shall

originate avt andé shall de destinmed i
the service points specified in Section 2.

Waen route descriptions are give:n iz ope
direction, they ap»oly <o operation in
either direction unless otherwise indicated.

Authority for routes X and T expize on
October 20, 1983 iz accordance with
Decisior 82-10-066, dated Uctober 20, 1982
in Application 82-09-42.

Schedules on Route N may coxmmence at either
Napa or Vallejo provided adequate service is
afforded to the entire route and, additionally,
That st least one San Francisco roundirip ver
dey serve Napa and Imola.

Issued by Csalifornia Public Utilities Commission.

83 65 053
. " Anended by Decision o » Application 83-0l-46 et al.
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Appendix PSC-1257 ANDRE GUITON Originel Fage &

SECTION 2. ROUTEZ DESCRIPTIONS. (Continued)
*Route N Nepa-Valleio-San Francisco Zxoress

Commencing with service points at the following locetions:
1620 Main (Greyhound Depot), Napa; Highway 29 and Imola Avenue
(Flagstop), Imola; Sonoma Blvd. ané York Street (Greynound Depot.),
Vallejo; then via the most sppropriate streets and Righways to sesvice
point at the Transbay Terminal in San Francisco.

"Route V Valleio-West Comtma Costa-San Franciseo local

Commencing with semvice points et the following locations:
Valledo
Sonoma Blvd. and York Street (Greyhound 3us Depot)

Sonoma Blvd.and Lemon Street
Sonoma 3Blvd. and Magazine Street

Crocke=t
fomona Avenue under Interstate 80

Tormey
Front of School on San Padblo 4venue

o -
Oleum plant intersection on San Pedlo Avenue

Bag=0-V3
San rablo Avenue and Californis Street

Rodeo
2nd Street and Pacific Avenue

Pinole
San Pablo Avepue end Pinole Valley Road
San Pablo Avenue snéd Laurel Avemue (3 3ros Zardware)
San Pablo Avenue and 5th Avenue (Nob Zill Flaza)
Sen Pablo Avezue and Meadow avenue (Gadbles Motel)
San Pablo Avenue and Crestview Drive
San Pghlo Avenue and Del Monte Drive

wer T Hs
<ara Hills Drive ard Sen Psblo Avepue

Upper ngﬂ Zills
hamrock Drive and San Peblo Avenue

Issued by California Public Urilities Commission.

4 o -
. *Amended by Decision 83 66 €53 , Application 83-01-46 et al.




Appendix PSC-1257 ANDRZ GUITON Original Page 5

SECTION 2. ROUTE DESCRIPTIONS. (Continued)

E1 8 o
ﬁontalvin Mazor (Standaxd Station)

San Pablo Dam R4, end k1l Portal Drive (Shell Station)
3 Py
23rd Street and Brookside Drive

w

X4 e
25rd Street and Market Avenue
2302 Street and Rheem Averue

23x8 Street between MacDopald and Exchange (Greyhound Depot.)
Fairmount Avenue (between San Padlo ivepue and Carlson 31lvd)

Ser Pablo and Solano Avenues

§gzkg2#v
San Padlo and University Avenues
San Publo and Ashdy Avenues

s}
San Feblo and Standford Avenues
Sen Pablo Avenue between Grove amd Castro (Greyhound Depot)

Eme 110
San Fablo Avenue and 40th Street

Then via the BOST eppropriate streets and highways %o
service point at the following location:
Transbay Terminal, Sen Francisco

Issued by California Publ%g‘ytié;ties Commission.
5 253
* Amended by Decision v » Application 83-0l-46 et al.




Appendix PSC-1174 WILLIAM T. CEILDS Second Revised Page 1
Cancels
First Revised Page 1

SECTION 1. GENERAL AUTHORIZATIONS, RESTRICTIONS, LIMITATIONS,
AND SPECIFICATIONS.

William T. Childs, by the certificate of public
convenience and necessity granted by the decision noted in the
margin, is authorized as a passenger stage corporation
to transport home-to-work passengers and their baggage between
points in Vacaville, Fairfield, and Vallejo*, on the ome hand,
and San Francisco, on the other hand, subject, however, to the
authority of this Commission to change or modify this authority
at any time and subject to the following provisions:

a. All transportation of passengers shall

originate at and shall be destimed to
the service points specified in Section 2.

b. When route descriptions are given in ome
direction, they apply to operation in
eithexr direction unless otherwise indicated.

Service at Vallejo shall be restricted
to one round-trip per day.

e

Issued by California I;u;lic Utilities Commission.
Coa Or- ‘
. *Anended by Decision o U539 » Application 83-01-46 et 21.




Appendix PSC-1174 WILLIAM 7. CHILDS Seconé Revised Page 2
Cancels
First Revised Page 2

SZCITION 2. ROUTZ DESCRIPTIONS.

"Route 1: Vacaville = San Francisco
Commencing with service points at the following locations:

Davis ané Zast Mein Streets, Vacaville:
Atlanvic Avenue and North Texes Street, Fainmfield;

Xathy Zllen Drive ané Redwood Street, Vallejo.

Ther via the most appropriate streets and highways
with service points in Sazn Francisco a%:

4%h end Mission Streets (imbouzd omly)

10tk and Mission Streets (inbound only)
4th and Folson Streets

oth and Folsom Streets éoutbound 0217)

2né apé Tolsom Streets (outbound only)

Issued by California Public Utilities Commission.

" Amended by Decision 33 65 653 , application 83-0l-46 et al.




