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ANTI-JITNEY LEGISLATION

ALABANA

In Birmingham an ordinance to define a motor bus and
regulate the running of motor buses in the city was passed in

August 1915, It contained various regulations as to license,

type of car, seating capacity, character of driver, etcs

( Birmingham News, May 14,1915)

On May 8; 1923 the City of Birmingham enected an
ordinance against Jitneys operating within four blocks of a
street car line in the down town section of the city, and placing
an annual license tax on each jitney of $100s In addition owners
were reduired to take out 4n indemnity bond of $10,000. The
jitney men asked for an election by the people on this ordinance.

‘ At the election on Avgust 28th, the jitney men's
ordinance submitted as a substitute for the city's jitney

regulations was overwhelmingly defeated; the vote in fawvor -

of it numbered 2827 whereas the vote against it numbered 9002
The result of the election proved conclusively that the people
of Birmingham preferred street cars to Jitneys.,

After the jitneys were defeated the Birmingham Inter-
urban Taxicab Service Corporation was organized by former jitney
owners and it applied fto the city for taxicab licenses. The
cars of this company were inspected by W.B.« Cloe, Commissioner
of Public Safety, who reported the automobiles unsafe and other-
wise unsatisfactory for taxicabs. On the strength of this

report licenses were refused. The taxicab company then applied

to ‘Judge Roger W. Snyder of the Circuit Court who granted a
temporary injunction. On motion of the city, Judge William

M, Walker dissolved this injunction two days after it was granted.
Then the taxicab company applied for a reinstatement of the
injuriction and this wag denieds  The taxicab people than applied
to Judge B,M.Miller of the Supreme Court, whe reinstated the
injunction pending the appeal of the Supreme Courts

Now the Suprecme Court affirms the decree of Judge
Walker, which dissolves the injunction and leaves the operators
0f these so~called taxicabs liable to arrest by the city for
Coing business without a license.

! Another cage, in favor of the city and against the
Boyles Transit Company, was decided by the Supreme Court

8also on Dec, 22. In this case the transit company was operating
automobile buses to Boyles and Tarrant City. This company

asked an injunction against the city from requiring itto give
bond for operating these buses.



Birminghan, (Continued)

An injunction against the dity in favor of the

transit company was grantediinsthe Chancery Courtas The city
appealed to the Suprene Court, and the Supreme Court upheld
the city settlement ordinance.,

City officials say, now that the Supreme Court has

ruled on these two cages, they will put thd law into effect

immediately, thus the Jitney in Birmingham keems to have met
its doom at last, after more than a year of fighting both in
the' courts and =t the wlls, ;

Gadsden

L9EB" to

automobiles, motor buses

routes,

Gadsden; Alabama, o December 17,1923 the City Counecil of

Gadeden
Jitneys:
Company

Gadsden's downtown sSe’ehl on'y

of jitneys from Gadsden to Alabama City and“Attalla, both
connected with Gadsden by electric railway. Tor gome time
past numerous Jitneys have operated between @adsden and these

(Blectric Railway Journals of May 19,

June"9,"July 28, August 11, 18 and g
oeptember 8 and 22, October 13 and
" December 29,1923),

An ordinance was passed in Gadsden, Alabama, April 19,
permit, govern, regulate and control the-operation of

schedules, lighting, license, “bonding, etc.

‘Jitneys have practically been legislated Can il o% )

adopted a city ordinance Prohibiting the operation of
on streets where street cars of the Alabama Power
operate. This puts the Jitney out of business in

The eity ordinance ' also prohibits the operation

two towns., Taxicabs are excepted in the ordinance,

to conte

The jitney owners? association of Gadsden threatens
st the ordinance in the courts,

(E.R.J. December 29,1923 D, 1105)

'or. other wvehicles on the streets, aven
alleys and other public places of the city of Gadsden, acting
a8 common ca&rriers and for other purposes. It named various

restrictions and regulations as to number and type of vehicle,

Mobile

of Mobile,
15.1924¢

jitney own
right to.l
under waic
gtreet car

of Mobile
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The jitney ordinance passed by the city Commission
bile, Alabama on December 27, becomes effective January

The ordinance requires heavy indemni
v ownerse Under the new ordinance the city will thawe the
‘to issue what will) be known as neertificates of conveyance"
v which buses can be operated to sections not covered Dby
t car lines of the Mobile Light & Railroad Companye
In the opinion of the City Commissioners the streets

e will soon be cleared of jitneys. .

(B.R.J. Januery 5, and 12, 1924, )
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ANTI -J TTNIY

Little Rock

An ordinance was passed in Little Rock, Arkansas,
April 12, 1915, regulating and licensing public automoblles!
jitney buses and other motor-driven vehicles operated for hire,

1hgdves prescribing regulations for owners and operators of same , limiﬁ—

38 2nd ing their use of the strecets of Little Rock, and fixing penalties.
for' violationg thereof,

sion) (Democrat, '‘April 22,1915,)

As 'a result of the enforcement of the above ordinance
requiring $2,000 bonds from operators of motor buses i Little'
Rock, Arkansas, 40 jitney buses and 5 taxicabelines, constituting
virtually the sole motor transportation of this city, were forced
to suspend operations

Blectric Traction 1915)

A permanent injunction againgt operation of jitney
buses in these streets of North Little Rock, Arkansas where
they would compete directly with the carz of the Intercity
Terminal Railway has been granted in Chancery Court.

(EvR.J. June 3;1922 P.915)

Arzenta

In June, 1917, the Chancellor of Argenta, Arkansas,
ruled that the city had no right to regulate the operation of
automobiles engaged in interurban service and has issued a
permenent restraining order enjoining the city from enforcing
an ordinance which placed a monthly license on jitneys operating
beyond the city limits, The petition for injunction was filed
in Chancery Court on May 18,1917 by twenty~four operators. The
ordinance exacted a license of from §$4.00 to §$12,00 per month
on each jitney, according to its passenger capagity.

(BT,  Jure” 16,1817, ps111%)

Helena

Control of the bhuses operated out of Helena, Arkansas,
has been teaken over by the Arkansas Railroad Commission, and all
Owners must procure a permit within the next few weeks in order
to operate according to an order just issued by the commission,
Bus owners must make suitable bond to the commission with the
condition that they pay promptly any damage incurred through
nﬂgligence of drivers. They must arrange a regular schedule,
Drovide separate seating for whites and negroes and observe the
Ordinances of the city which they serve,
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H,elena (Contlnued)
T , o

The que&tlon mf farea has n@t as yet been> oyotsh
by the state body. The  commisgdon retains fu:ther Uw“s
el vl ddigsue supplemshtal orders ag neededa '
provide a $1000 bonl for each bus with a m@leum of QOO&;
lighed for large owners., They must make a detailed report,
giving the type of bus operated seating capacity and other
infarmatwon. The action of the comnisgeion resulted from the
‘petition filed by the Messina Bug line of Helena, The company
cqmplalnen of onerat1ons of “outlaw" lmn&s.v‘ H-" TR R 1w o
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ANT L JITUEY LEGISLATI ON

‘The first control over motor carriers regulted from
o decision of the dSupreme Court early in 1917, wherein it was
held that motor operators acting as common carriers were 1ine
cluded in the term transportation companies as used in the
gtate constitution. The Legislature, at the 1917 .seagion; de=
cided that all parties proposing to do motor transportation
 business should first secure a certificate of public convenience
and necessity from the Railroad Commission and also permits
from the governing bodies of all political subdivisions through
which they propesed to operate routes. Thogse operating ex- [
e¢lysively within incorporated city limits were exempted from
the act. . The latter clause doubtless refers largely to jitneys
\ 4which would then operate under minicipal jurisdiction.

(E.R.T. ;2/17/21)

B@ng'Beaph

Public convenience and necegsity sccording to a
decision handed down by the California Railroad Commission
do not require the operation by the Crown Stage Lines of auto
service between Huntington Beach and Long Beach, nor the operation
of through stages between Riverside =nd Long Beach via Huntington
Beach and via Westminster.

! The commiésion, therefore, denied the application of
the Crown Stage Lines for certificates to operate.The Pacific
Flectric Railway opposed the Application of the Crown Linese.

(B R.J.. Aug. 9,1924 2. 217)

ios Arigeles

Jitney-bug operation in the City of Los Angeles com-
menced in 1eid, all ‘of ‘ThE routes being along the heavier lines
jof travel paralleling entirely street-car lines. They are not,

hpwever, competing with street-car lines, but are operating
what is really an auxiliary service, connecting up the motion=
picture plants in the Hollywood district with the ends of lines
Of the Los Angeles Railway Coumpany and touching this company's
lines. The operation of sueh jitneys are riot opposed by this
company, nor by the Los Angeles Rallway Company.

' Prior to August lst, 1917, several hundred jitneys

. Were operating within the metropolitan district of Los Angeles
;nto and out of the business section, the numbér reaching at
one time approximately 1100, Initiative ordinance was voted
by the city, restricting jitneys from operating in the business
district. After that date, a few jitneys continued to operate
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Los Angeles (Continued)

paralleling street-car lines up to the restricted zone, The :
Cpumber gradually dwindled, however until tHe Doard of Publlcl“
Utilities ordered them to dlccontlnue oncratlons. . s
L

s o ' ¥

. : 1There are no jitneys operating in the metropolltan |
district. of this city.

. "There are, however, Jltneys overating in compemtion;
W1+h this company in outlying communities, which are a part.of
the City of Los Angeles, . v ““n%‘ z

ko

: i result . of the sentiment expressed by citizens ﬂ‘m‘wwh‘”
thls city for regulative measures with regard to jitney buses, o

Mayor Rose submitted on Feb., 8,1915, an urgent request for ‘”@ Angeles
immediate regulation of the jitney bus traffic. 1 iative 1

The jitney bus ordinance which has been.hanglng flre
for several weeks has been approved by the city council., -The |
ordinance obliges drivers to post an indemnity of 55,000 to i <
protect passengers in case of ‘accident, ' Persons of any nationg
ality.or race rmust be accepted as passengers., The Auto Bus -
Drivers' Association made a hard fight on this point, but the‘
council declded that the jitney bus, as. a public utility, coug
make no discrimination against negroes and Chineses Jitney b
may, if they desire, deviate 3 blocks on either side of thelru
chosen route. No mention was made of the number of passengerﬁ
that eould be carried 4nd no - llmlt wAas placed upon the fqre tht

might be collected j : - ] AP i w

(unicipal Journal, March 18,19188

The Hollywood Board of Trade has registered with thell
City Council and the Public Utilities Board of Los Angeles C*
a resolution orotesting against the jitney bus coupetition exﬂ
isting under present regulations. The Hollywood orgnanatlon* W
asks that jitney permits be .lLimited to sireet. in Hollywood th’“ﬂgmlreqﬁ C
are not now served by the Pacific Blectric Reilway and to str Péﬁlti;n l:r
that will bpen up new pervice teryitory. The reroluulon calls SRR &1lﬁwed 1
at+ention to the part the Pacific Flectric Railway has taken i“.
building up the community, and also tothe large 1nvestment the
railway has made, particularly in street paving and in paymne |
of taxes. Thée Council aas referred the resolution to the Publit

Utilities Foard. Ty
\ ? . W
" i peta with bk
(ﬂ.R.J..lO/2/16 - I n47) 7Mbwa¢nesg ol

kit L i LR _ w@nd Alhambre
A formal comp;alnt was filed recently with the City m

C#uncil of Los.Angeles, Cale, by the Pacific Electric Railway SENEEEES e
against the irregulariiy “of the jitney competition vhich dwindihus company
Fror 407 machines on a fair day to. thirty-five during rainy il tHose. of 1.

‘wenther. Due to the sudden shrinkage in the numbher of jitney " bus RO
buses, the company was obliged to put on extrs cars to take cABLR Gant £oo.
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1,08 Angeles (Continued)
j Lo2 ~meaen
of the traffic, The company points out that it cannot afford
to employ additional wmen, overhaul rolling stock and increase
§ sohedules Tor the few months in the year when jitneys fail to
v The 'operate on account of wet pavemenitse.

Public

; ; R (Blectric RullW%j Journal,
i , . Nov. 18,1916 Page 1082).
) ) In darch 1917 the City .Council of Los Angeles adopted
B a0 ordinance lncreL91nf license fees for jitney buses about 30
atition M per cent. ' W '
part off

ylitan

! ; e (EYedtiric R%llwmy Journal,
| . ‘ 5/24/17. Dree 570) o

51§3§2s3ﬁ ' “Ihe Committee representing the. 3500 emnlayees of the
o ”‘Loﬁ Angeles (Zals) Railway has filed with the City Clerk the
@ initiative petition signed by more than 35,000 registered voters,
h]which asks for the adoption of an initiative ordinance intended
ing firell To insure.2 more effective control of the operation of jitneys.
1y . -The TMQ.PTOPOSGd_ordlnance will be submitted to the people at the
oL coming electlcn on'Jume B, 191472
g gizle The FMD10V99q of the Tacifiec Tlectric Pailwey hexve
but the jeivéd forces with the men of the Los Angeles Railway in the
ty, cou ‘movemen+ for better jitney regulation and have circulated peti-
itney b ‘tions inoa similar way: They are pleased with the responses
£ theirl ' received and clsix that when the necessary eliminations are made
ssengers Wbecause of faulty signatures, they will be able to file nearly
fare thil 12,000 valid signatures in addition to the 35,000 which the
Los Angeles Railway employess have obtzined.
T8, 1ol (Electric Reilway Journal,
! 5/19/17. Page 936)
with th Ralusodog p t i
eles, Call . _ The Pacific Flectric Reailwsy, Los Angeles,Cal., has
$4 00 oal lng@ltuteq a fight bvefore the Californis State Railroad Cormission
1Zationﬂﬁ'igﬁln8t didregcs auto stagg competition on ' All parts of its system.
wood il o p$t1t10n filed by the 1n?erurban system on September 24 with the
to ctpdll (2ilroad Commission protests, and asks that; wherever such com-
q caticl %eﬁltlon is authorized or permluted to,. existy the Pagific:Electric
L8l . & allowed to cancel all of its interurban commutatlon fares:
e ( E.R.J.1 October, 2,1920.
the. purd Page 684.)
| The euto bus has been defeated in its.attempt to com~
‘iete With'the Paoific Blectric Rallway, Los Angelesy Cal.sofon
b WSiness hetweer tquclJv and Pasadena and between Los Angeles
it Qkﬁnd Alhambra,
he City ! i
3;1%3:% :bus o llembers of the City Commission of Alhambra asked the
) thiee gngh 1ﬁ egzgrlzg the field to reduce .its faresg to meet
jitney @ bus o e Pacific WQClec llneg‘ comrutation .fares.  The
A ca ‘ ompany renllod that the begt it could do would be a straight

9 cent fore each way., In consequence it withdrew its application.
‘ (E.R.J. December 18,1920.p.1257)



Los angeles (Continued)

*

! Additional bus line feeder.service has been commen,
experimentally and on a small scale, by the Pacific Hlects
Railway, Los Angéles, California), in connection with its »a
lines and in competition with motor lines, as a matter of 8§
protection. The present pPlan has in view immediate relief
tﬁa‘Hcllywood[distriét>df‘the eity of Lop Angeles, which ig
present without electric railway service. odld

“x o0 The appeal of the company to establish the service
made to the Los Angeles Board of Public Utilities on lay 10,1
in the form of a request for a motor bus line running to th
largest park in the city established in the outlying sectio
atiracting.a large volume of travel, but reached only by aute
mobiles at present. This motor bus service will be operated
.qqnjunction‘with_thefelectric,railway and transfers will be
on the electric railway good for transportation on the moto
and vice versa, il Lo ; ; -

;(E,R.J". May 28,1921 P.1014):

The Railroad Commission of Californias on December
handed down a decision ordering twenty-three so called "outl:
auto stage carriers operating between Los Angeles and San FPr
¢o,. to discontinue service, and declared that their system
operation clearly subjgcted them to the regulations and rule
of the California transportation act, The defendant carrier
deriied the latter and contended that they did not operate o
‘any fixed route or between fixed termini, The commission ;

ouﬁ‘that.they‘were‘engaged in the business of common carrie:
they advertised regularly in the newspapers and decided that
kind of service was dangerous s the trip which took siZteen
hours was covered by one driver and no relief men were uged a
the practice with recognized companies., It was also stated t
many drivers were not bonded and passengers were given no pfo
tection against accident, loss or damage . :

W ( Bus Transportation, Januéry,l
: T sosballéd‘McAdOO-Hellman twenty-
bus franchise was defeated on May 1 by Los Angeles voters by
more than 12,000 votes, The proposition for repealing the pr
jitney bus ordinance was also defeated by more than 4,000 vot

As a result publiec motor carriers will continue to be D=
the down-town distriect.

one year motor

The People's lotor Tus Company conceding defeat, fil:m'H”H‘ Fol
an application with the loeal Board of Publiec Utilities irmmed- 0 Angeles, Cali
iately after the election withdrawing all its propositions for § buses in comr

‘motor bus lines in Los Angeles Over some nineteen routesg parallﬂ for extensive
ing #1 railway lines and reaching practically every section off ities were ay
the' ity THé withdrawal, however, is given as temporary. The Uit e s | by
Hellman-ilcAdoo interests, back of the +reople's Company, state Connection wi
there is no necessity of their coupany entering the field agein
now, as railway companies have promised Los Angeles adequate bul
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Log Angeles (Continued)

sl

commencg»lines and improved roilway service to relieve the tronsportation

lectric conigestions

its rail b : i n ; i Rt

o self After the election the railway officials declared

slief foﬁ'the,promises made by them 40 .the people of Los Angeles hefore

P afl the election would be fulfilled at once. Work will be started
it ': immediately on improvements to cost in excess of 6,000,000,

| The failure of the voters to grant a twenty-one year

ervi ' ; il

i;;rlgel irrevocable motor bus franchise and the decision not to repeal

to thé | the present jitney ordinance are generally interpreted to mean

St that the voters were unwilling to cripple the Los Angeles railway

vy autodfiiines: |

?i?aiidﬁﬁw iy Under the present laws of Los Angeles the Board of

£ ﬁotor?q’jyublic Utilities can grant motor bus permits for operation out-

i , L cide of the downtown district; but evidently Mr. MeAdoo's company
did not see fit to svend $1,000,000 for bus equipment and operate

1014) under thirty-day permits or even yearly permits.

Prior to the election the two railways filed a joint

pplication with the Doard of Public Utilities for permission
0 install motor bus service in the Hollywood district on a 6-cent

pasis with interchangeable transfer. This application out-
gd that the two railways would be consolidated and promised
extensior of thHe Los Angeles Railway lines into Hollywood and
e establishment of universal transfers. The application stip=-
ed a 6-cent fare between bus and Pacific Electric Railway
y and a 10-cent fare between Los Angeles Railway cars and
es within defined districts. The statement filed with the

1 "outl &

51$;éen d_prad:ically adiites that when the State Railroad Commission
o tes its survey of the local railway systems and that upon
gl E olidation prov1si9n Wi;l be . made for. the extension of the

il né of ME“Angeles Rzilway lines into Hollywood territory.

AP "Independents" are filing spplications for revocable
§ permits for operation in various sections of the edtys but
€ substontial element of the city is demanding the Los Angeles
$9r Bus Company, which was organized by the two railway com-
nies, be given all permits for motor buses to be operated in

A ey o R i,/ o & 5 . , o e o !
r motor sordination with the railway lines. The majority members on

geiﬁebg . }zcal ¢ity Board of Tublic Utilities are inclined to give
= Bl Co thie iy AERk AT £ o e

000 vot ‘ 5 he independents and the r~llwxds‘ \

i (ByRe T, May, 5,1985. 2w 179]

i Following the defeat at 2 public election in Los
‘g?lEE; Gelis, , on Ilay 1 of two proposals for operation of

) Qarln competition with the electric railways, the plans
E€Xtensive improvement of Los Angeles transportation facil-

sgcﬁionJ B Were opproved on lay 7 by the Los Angeles Board of Fublic
Parys lities, by &ranting permits for the operstion of buses in

Vs stat @Ctien with the electric cars. :

teld =gel

legqueate



.ators, the Callfornla State Railroad Comm15510ﬂ has taken 1‘ﬂ

| portatlon

To, furnlsh th dﬁsmred service.

0akland

Los Angeles (Continued)

The service improvement program includes constru
of new track extensions by the Los Anugeles Railway, the op
of buses by the Los Angeles Railway and the operation of j
buses by the Pacific Eleetric and''the Los AngeLes Rallway
the nwme of the "lios 'Ang eleé mﬂtcruua uompahya L :

sl b ' .
(E,R.J. May 19,1923, D. 865)

The ‘Los Angeles lMotor Bus Oompany, organized by
Paeific Electrie: Railway '‘and the Los Angeles: Railway to o
moter Busl Feeden iviesdn Whe ety Vol e ingeliesy! ha e o
$750,000 of the most improved type of motor buses. This
1s in line with the premises of the two railways to the 01
of el Anpeles after the defeat of the HeAdoo bus scheme At
May 1 eléction. The order for the news buses was pl%ced on ,
26th with the ioreland Motor Truck Corpany, Los Angeles. Th
buses will cover routes totaling approximately 70 miles.

(E-R.J. Tuné 9,193, 7. gsay%

CAfter conductlnb varlous publlc hearlngs durln
past thirty davs based on eppllc i o o) < Ol o i several bus 1line:
con51deratlon that there iE 2 necessity of providing therfa\
grow1ng outlylng dlstrlct of Los - Angeles with motor bus tfa
rvice el+her by ‘the auxgllarles s g A street
lines" KChsilhion ’r1Vately operated bus systems; therefore the

miggion' on June 23, OB grc’”ed several mgtor bus ccrt;f

San Fernando Val' % ‘ 1
between Santa ﬂonlca and Venice.

At the same tlme the commlsslon dlsmldseﬂ ithe app
cation for bus line permits between Glendale, Hollywocd and
other p01nts ta Los | Angeles. Ei e . j : ~

famn SR T B e 7,l§25..P.‘aé)“

o Ordinance' prohibits opgratibn.ofwbuges in business
seebion.: & _ e g . i
; Ordinance was adopted as a means of ridding city oflf
Jitneys. il ' ’
. Manyeinterirban bused operate. k Ll
, ] L AT | ‘.,_h¥ﬂ Pealk
7 R e T W the appro
i . ( Aeray, April «1923.) o iR ol g?@t
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sacramento

msetructia The jitneys operating in the city of Sacramento, gal.,
he operaty .o.re put out of commission on July 20 when an injunction was

1 of JOinf gronted forbidding the City Commissioner o6 hold a special el-
way widllilotion on the oyestion of whether the jitrey ordinense should

| become effective, Hereafter, before being allowed to operate,
ﬁ jitemys will be required to purchase a franchisd, which will be

P. 865)

granted only in @ecordance with the commissioner's opinion as
8 to the routes on which jitney service is needed. ik
14 oy | W LR Te ke 171018 P, B18,)
to operaiy ‘ ‘ bkl &y
ms‘ordeyﬁﬂ‘ The City Commission of Sacramnento has repealed the <3y
his acti®l  .qinance requirine every jitney to secure a permit before ene
she Clthj gaging as a common carrier. The commission had threatened to
1eme-%t ﬁf take this step unless the company withdrew its application to
1ced on UM +he California Railroad Commission for a 6-cent fare. .
les. Thell ; AU : ORI GGy
les. e
@ Ban Diego
By 984%{) ! j ; )
! ! Ordinance prohibits operation in business sections
kol Wb ol Ite passage ended strenuous coémpetition.
g line i 7 ! : el ) b
taken i T : _ (Aera, April,1923.)
bus tfa

rtifica fi . Jitney buses comménced operating in San Francisco
by . - considerable numbers about Janvary 1,1915, increasing in-
TS until there were as many as 650 jitneys on Market Street,
the main thoroughfare of the city, daily. The condition be came
uch that it was unsafe to cross the street, and an ordinance
plating the operation of the jitneys and resulting in their
i imination from Merket Street during the hours of 10:30 Alll,
the applif@and 4 P.if. was introduced in the Board of Supervisors, and after
i 5 @f bublic hearings and careful consideration adopted by the
JUPETVisors and signed by the Mayor upon the urgent representaw
¥i0n of the Police and TFire Departments, the Grand Jury, Improves
i lUEs}'merchants,-property ovners and great numbers of
rians meking direct appeals to the Supervisors. The jitneys
8 8ought by initiative to repeal this ordinance at the
T8l election in November 1916, but the proposed amendment
eh, if passed, would have permitted jitneys to operate in
£ed numbers at 21l times and without any other regulation
,gsed upon private vehicles) was defeated by a majority

(Data Sheet #213,. Aug.1920)
A committee of
ks district in Sa
oval of the Boa
8trict and conne
B8 IWO buses would

citizens representing residénts of the

n Francisco, California, have secured

rd of Supervisors for a bus line to serve
ct with municipal cars on the HMarket Street
be sufficient, according to the committee,
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el

gan Francigco (Continued)

to maintain the desirable service. he proposal ig -that the
buses be put on as soon as the Mbrket Strect exten51on, 2
regradlng project, 1is comn‘eted.

(Eleéﬁr;giR@ilwéyAJQurh&l,
g . Fage 613)

i
Yk y

After nglta+1on for a motor %uq llne along +he i
San Francisco watérfront that culminated in a public ‘iccussi
s O, January 341923, members of/the Board of Supervisiong of ba
"Franciseo ahnounced that steps would be taken at oneto eSb%b;
such  a servlce. ok

1ng the bmbmrcadero noqtjthé g@rry Bu*ldlnﬂ tg a,n
terminal at the foot of Hyfle' 8trect,. yhich is “alﬁo the"
‘of the Golden Gate Terry. The construction cf an electric
over this route is said to be impracticable beecause ahout Tif
cross overs would be required where spurs of the Belt! Llne R

would have to be crosseda

(E R.J., J'a.n.A 18,1083, ‘P.ll;Oé) J

i s declslon of the State Railroad Commission denied f
authorjza+¢on to the Pacific Auto Stages, Inc., to operate pasi
gers . stages between the town of Calistoga and the city of San
Fran01sco, which as proposed would have paralleled. the r )
line between Calistoga its northern termlnvl and Napa “"

; - i o be§n 1nvo;ved ;nce the‘
part il the Jear 1n p <t1ng the vipﬂllcathn of this co

Representative municipal and pollplcaﬂ‘uubd1V1 sion bodie
w1th pronotlon organlzutlonp gcwerall jomned Wlth the cor
protestlng buu Oper%thP in thl° v1oln1ty.ﬁﬁ-

¥

T

The 6omm1851on deglmréd that because of the 5tvong
brotests from thé suostantlﬂl‘ i '
of the ‘Napa Communltlec a@alnst the ﬁroposed onprftlons dﬂﬂ
%hy proposed new transportatlon which would tend to ﬂlract flets!
from the railway in its present struggling financial condltlof
‘together with the e¥idence tending to show that the applicant "M
@laim 1o be able to provide a substantial saving in operating ¥
time was not well founded, and further, that the applicant's

¢hedules would not prov1de for the traveling pabllc the convm
i@noe that . is now provided by_the time sgchedules of the rmilw




Trancisco, (Continued)

it did not appear that the Pacific Auto Stages, Inc had sus-
Utilngd ite argument that public convenience and necesegity re-
qu1rcd its opération. The commission therefore rejected the

- A
i :" Petltl 0N

(E«R. T July 26,1924, Pages 140-141)

=T i ' Reguleatien: is limited; Operators eare only regquired
:-rly- \“ uu” & 1 Y 1’1“ -L 1
E wwwo onerzte over certain routeo, sy drenmpent ol dilded, soheduiles .,

£ it
GTM1n%4 Q N[st pay license fee, ordinary taxes; and furnish 1ndcwm1t3 bond.
mic ra T

(Data Sheet #215, August 2051920)

The City Commissioners of Pasadena, California, have
denied the applications of jitney bus owners to operate additional
| I ‘buses in the city until the Commissioners decide upon a fixed
Sgled W policy in regard to the regulation of jitneys.

ate passii '

of Sanﬁ i The city will not allow the expansion of jitney lines
railwe Vil within the city limits. It is pofnted out by the City Attorney

. of Pasadena that sooner or later Pasadena must dec1de on a single
i form of loecal transportation. : .

distan

‘ The ingtallation of thé one-man car by the Pacific
Blectric-Railway will doubtless lessen’ thé increase: of Jltnev
bus comp9+1t¢on.1n Pasadens. :

(E.R.J. October 23,1020,Page 889)

On January 12, 1923, the RBoard of Directors gave

out @ gtatement on the urqhsno“tgtlon gucstion, malking putlic
the revised plan of the y“01flb Electric Reilway =2s submitted
to the city by D.W. Fontius, Vice President and General lanager,
which was reccived shortly after the recent municipal bus bonds

A were defeated.
ul
nﬂu

ect tra If the Directors of the city accept the company's

n@itio?‘ plan, only four of the ‘companyls present loeal street car
Llicant ' ‘ﬁ'llms in Pagndena will e operatsed. The raillway agrees Lo

Ta+iﬁb B operate bus lines on eleven stireets and to place in service
ant 's at once forty-five Wnigh class motor buses and to give greater
18 conV@




Venice

. doned street car lines. .

»V}salla

-15;

Fasadena (Continued)

frequéncy of service than it has been deing with the‘aban-

i

A The City Directors state that they will not grant |
franchises for bus lines but will issue permitsy; and hold
that when a bus-supersedes ‘an electiie'streeﬁfeaﬂ line the
service should 'be more frequent. The Directors also maint
ther there should be o revised valuation of the company's
holdings in the city of Pasedena, a check should be maintaine
‘on the company's sccounts and the city shall have the right
to buy the bus system at cost less depreciation. ]

(B.R. 7. January 27, 1923, P. 18

I

' - Regulation is limited. = Operators are only
‘required to operate over certain routes, and live up tc ;
filed schedules. Must pay license fee,tbrdiﬁary‘taxes;gndhJ?
Furpish, indemnity Benda oo d 0l ‘ b P2 hr

)

.

(Data Sheet # 213, August 20,192

Holding that the Visalia Electric Railroad, Exete
Talifornia, is capable of taking care of the traffic betwee
Visalia and Lemon Cove, the Railroad Commission of Californ
has denied the application of the Sequoia National Park Stat
Company for a permit to overate an aute stage line between
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(Continued)

The stage company, however, may operate between
, and the Sequoia National Park linme during the montis

ark is open and between Lemon Cove and Kewesh the

{ J

e yearn

g oty ' (B.R.J. Tuly 12,1019, Page 96.)



ANTI-JITNEY LEGISLATION

COLORADO
Denver

i Tha, emergemcv 11tnev serv1oe in Denver, whlch wa
operation from Ausust 1, ]@20, ‘because of the gtrike of the
polvc@s of the Denver: Trhmmay, was suspended on October 5S5th,
It wasg declared that although many drivers had ceased to 0D
buses since the strike settlément there were between 200
300 jitneys in operation when the order was given. During
Ustrike the jluﬂey ven were permitted to drive buses in Denv
without license or reqtractlon.

(E.R.T. October 30,1920.1. 94
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ANTI-JITNEY TEGISLATION

 CONNECTICUT

“f Jitneys in Connecticut are under the jurisdiction of

Utilities Commigsion. A sct of rules for. the opera-
f jitncys was adopted by the commission June 17, 1921,
thcse rules follow: PRI :

v

PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
- BTATE OF CONMBCTIOUT.
JITNEY REGULATION

*

 Rules Betablished by the Public
1_ﬁUﬁiliﬁiegZCB@migéioniundéritﬁe_ﬂ
7 Bublic hets of 1921,

_Violation of any traffic.ordinance, or a state law,

i0tor vehicleg, or the rules of this Cormmission, may

2ient cause for revocation of a cértificate issued to

‘ Jigﬂ®¥~.._ i Al N s ) 1 :

2. Ownership in certificates to operate jitneys, issued
ission, shall not be transferable without approval

108, L A DA IR Y LAt fail

| : [ _ + i o Ll S 1 o

Bvery jitney shall display a sign on the front there-
ated as not to obstruct the operator's vieion, stating
11 and general ‘route of such jitney, in letters not less
more than three'inghgsjiﬂgheight,’withrsubstantially

5 inch stroke, and which sign shall be illuminated

Every jitney having a seating capacity of ten or *
have permanently displayed on cach outer gide thercof
Btating the seating capacity of such jitney, as follows:
K] (eiving the number in figures), the letters and.

uch notice to be two and one-half inches high

ich stroke., The inside of 'such jitney shall

/6d a2t nickb..

¢ Jdtney or jitneys certificd to eperatc over ‘a’
11l reasonably maintain the schedule prescribed

. and there shall be posted in a conspicuous place
Jitney a timetable of the entire scrvice pre-

the route, and said tiwcetable, so posted, shall also
BEee Of Taye . v : Ry : Wi



Connecticut (Continued)

6., No owner or épératbr‘of 2 jithey or jitneys &hall
change the schedule or reduce in any particular the scrvice »e
ficd, without approval by the -Comnission, i

7» There shall be no deviation from the route spee
by this Cormission cxcept in cmergency.
-+« .8, Any.interruption of the service required by a c
ficate, for a period of twenty-four hours, shall be reported
the Commission, together with the cause thereor, &nd a ¢onting
interruption or suspension of such service for g period of Tiy
days shall autonatically rcévoke the certificate, unless cxeus
for cause by the Commission,

9. BEvery jitney &hall be operated at a safe rate of

Speed consistent with congestion of strect traffic, danger at

tersecting streets,:curves, strect railway crossings, or othe

.conditions requiring extra caution, and for suburban service wh

the specd mey reasonably exceed that maintained in urban terri

the speed shall in no case excecd twenty miles per hour for ji

neys having a seating cepacity of ten or morc passcngers, and

not exceed thirty miles per hour for all othcr jitneys,

.. 10, No owner or operator of & jithey shall solicit b
"scngers by outery or other noise,

: ik - 0% No.ﬁérsdnfoperating‘a.jithey‘Shall‘doilect farcs
make change, or teke on or discharge passcngers,Awhilevsuch Ji
ig.dn motdoen., g (i - itk { _

'

3 , 12{‘Nb:jitnéyiéhall,stgpAtd receive or’dischérge paa;
gers at any other placc than the curb or side of the traveled
__ when same is accessible, A By i

C.. . +13. No operator of & jitnéy shall sroks, or have in
' pQSﬂessiohfa'Lighted;eigaml;gigaretpéwor:pipe,vwhilp pn”duty§g-

- 14, No Jitney shall carry oFf rcceive for transportat
ony dangerous explosive or inflemmable substance cxecpting gasos
line or-other fuel used for its own locomotive power, carried if
the tank provided. for game, bt ) ‘

B 15, Bafore crossifig the tracks of any stcam railros

grade, the .operator:af every jitney shall carefully .observe W

ing signs and proceed: over ‘the tracks with due caution. |

Ly 16. Any article left in a-jitney by a passenger shalll

reported to the Cormission if unclaimed for a period of twent
feur hours, with-information as to, where such article may be

covered, Fal ey il G i ¢ '

~i7.¢Everijiﬁhey shal1,be cquipped with o reasonably
correct spoed indicator, properly connected and adjusted.

-
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18 Dvery jitneyishall be maintained in'aneat and

shall ganitary condition, T :

lece specll b i i . : 4
i m: 19, There ghall be: posted in a conspicuous place in

1 gvery Jjitney, the Commission's memorandum certificate, or a

gertified copy thereof,

i e M foregoing ruléﬁfare subject to such changes,
modifications and additions ap the Commission may .subsequently
Bile 'ncceseary, - i ‘ Tt
Adopted”Jgnele,l921.

| Public Utilities Commission
By Henry ¥, Billings,

‘Secretary.

other W : i | ) ‘
rioe VI The Public Utilities Commission of the State of
territomg

uQanecticut has denied the application of two operators to run
automotive vehicles between Hartford.and Manchester, a distance
# of 10 miles, The Commission finds the existing transportation
§ facilities of the trolley and steam road adequate to supply
. transportation requirements except for about two peak hours
W each day, when suxiliary .service would be & convenience. The
. ggplicant did not desire a certificate for this limited gebvice.
W The commission prepared a lengthy decision covering the general
o controlling principles of competi ti on, comfort, speed, general
§ Dpublic requirements, permanency and continuity of service, etc.
W This is'the first decision by the commission regarding public
f B8ervice motor vehicles to be made under the act of 1921 placing
o8 these vehicles under commission regulations.,
| ‘ Judge Keeler of the Superior Court for New Haven County
b in July, 1921, refused to grant a temporary injunction to the
Jitney men to restrain the prosecuting officers and chiefs of
|} Dolice in New Haven and Derby from referring complaints and
| Doking arrests under the new act regulating buses in that state.

PP The act was attacked for its unconstitutionality on various
12 gasosig @ rounds , _

- . o Judge Thomas of the United States District Court overs.
‘:‘rule@ Judge Keeler and issued an injunction on July 30 which
k| tel’m*li’lated'the”jitney ban temporarily and prevented the police
Ve Warllg authorities from making arrests, The ruling was the result of
A the claim on the part of the busmen's attorneys that the men's
B 2Stitutional richts were being invaded.. The.csse was %o be
shelii ;ﬁhaard August 16 before a special court of the United States.

L TerE On August 8 Judge Thomss rescinded his restraining
- :rder of July 30 and gave notice that the Jjitneys would have
"0 Cease operating at 12 o'clock that night. The ruling of the

myw9°u§t-is-that the jitneys must not attempt to operate again
i “ntl} the Federal Court of three judges had passed upon the
' appllcation of the jitney man for an interlocutory dnjunction.



Connecticut {Continued)

Judge Thomas left the issue of the constitutionality of the
state law to the higher court which was to sit at New Haven
August 16, i

Jitneys were warned that they would be arrested if
they continued service and the "club membership" plan was adopt(
by which membership cards ‘and coupons: were .used instead- of* ca
fares. Officigls of the jitney asgociation gave orders that t
service was to be. continued and -several: drivers were.ordered t

‘appear in the Milford Town' Court on-the.following Mondays -

] 1

~_The zpplication of the. jitney mén‘*for an injunction
against the enforcement of the new .jitney law was heard Ausust I8
and’ it was expected that a decision would be forphﬁbmipg-&%bufa‘
August 22, : T o K TRy ol SO Rl e i

e oA s Y

Judge Walsh of ‘the Court of Common pieééﬂcpibli@axea

the jitney situation in &éonnécticut by granting an injunction &
restraining the Bridgeport Blis Association from operating thei

buses under the "glub plan®. fui

A legal skirmish with first one side and then the -
other the victor, continued for sometime in Bridgeport. - Of"
September 1, the buses were stopped by the police and for two
days stopped running.;; This was followed by the injunction’
mentioned above and.the buses began operating as free buses
or on the club plan ! these operated in full férce without :
interference from the nolice. : . i g e )

B

: ‘ - The law was however, held to bercoﬁstitutigpél b&” h
State Supreme court and again by the Uaited States District Co
It is now in operation as enacted without any change whatsoeve

J - In October,1921 the Common Couricil of Bridgeport
petitioned the Public Service @ommission for additional jitne
routes, and asked the commission to touch on electric railway
fares. It is understood, however that the commission cannot
Bive a hearing to'the*Bri&g@y@rﬁquficialg,undeg,the terms of
- the petition. .The commicsion Has slready conducted hearings
the jitney question. b L L L B

In November the presidént of thé. "jitney association
stated $hat if the Public Service Commission granted a 5~cent
fare to the railways, the commission would be asked to revoke
the licenses under which about seventy-five jitneys operate in
the city. : i ‘ . R

The Gray Line Pus Corporation was organized in Bridg

the early part of March, 1921. There were twenty buseés operatid
o¥ the line. , i

(Zlectric Railway Journals of May 21, Jul

and 30, August 6,13 and 20, September 10
17, October 22, Novamber 12,1921; +the NeW
York Times of August 13, 1921; the Corme®
Vehicle of March 15,1922;: znd Bus Trans-
portation, January,1922),



Ak
en
i

il The jitney first appeared in Bridgeport in 19}5 and
i horeased gradually at first and more rapidly with the increase
3£:opu1ationvand industry due to war manufacturers. ?he ;

‘Hwﬁﬁecticut Company "operates the only street railway line in

ridgeport and had trouble first in handling the increamed pop-
@tiOh and second in ‘competing with the jitneyes. These con=

i iitions forced the railway to increase its fare which made the

Sl w popular jitney mome: in favor than dver with its 5¢ fares
were about 250 jitneys a2ll operating independently, The
ay company's receipts became so low that there was scarcely
'to cover salaries of employees. On July 2,1915 the board
rustees of the Connecticut Company issued an ultimatum to
fayor in the form of a resolution and statement (see copy
§d) which ‘stated that unless action was taken by the .

per duthorities of the City to protect the compahy from jitney
%pﬁtition on the streets and routes upon which the company's
5 operate, service would be discontinued on the Dridgeport
gion on July 15,1920. There were then over 300 jitneys
ating and when the above resolution became known John L.
rtz, leader of thé jitneurs, organized the Bridgeport
Owners Protective Association (AERA October 1920)

-
L
liA |
0

a

RESOLUTION TRANSMITTED TO MAYOR - JULY 2,1920.

Whereas, the operation of the Bridgeport Division

i a,Q@Onducted at a great and increasing loss due mainly to

%is regulated jitney competition, especially on the city routes

at d streets upon which this company operates, and interference
“ ‘the jitney with out service. . = . | ‘

1?%;3 Voted, that unless action be taken by the proper

rities of the City of Bridgeport which will fully protect
company from jitney competition on the routes and streets
which the company's cars are now operated, service will be-

e ontinued on the Bridgeport Division on July 15,1920,
lway The statement of the trustees which accompanied the
mnot ice to the mayor read: : i .
18 of ; o |

ngs As is well known jitneys have operated in the city of
i geport for the several years last past in direct competition
ol the street cars of the @Gonnecticut company and to a greater
t1ion ent than in any other city of the State. This competition
cent: materially affected the revenues of the company, the amount
voke ived having been for a long time insufficient to meet

te!in “lnary operating costs, and recently heving so fallen off

i %0 but barely meet .the payrolls, leaving not enough to' pay
i B materi alg. -~ . AL S e L _

Brid ' ; 24l

i - The company has sought to meet this competition and

20 improve the character of its service, having purchased a

’“ﬁ?%&_number of safety cars, bu unfortunately the financial

w Gsults have not only. failed to dmprove, but have grown steadily
Se.  Manifestly, this cannét econtinue. The company has no

fits at other places which it can draw upon %o make up its

O8ses in Bridgeport. The continuance of its operations must



Br{dgehort'(Continued)

depena upon the revenuesruoelved.v' iy : g

j _ The great 0°use (ol the GOmpEEltlon Whloh has prov@
S0/ rulnoua to the company is that the routes assigned to the
jitneys by the public authorities are. 2ll on streets upon
the. streed, rallway tracks are located so that all the rev
which +hey receive comes: from those whe would otherwise pe
fares and thus directly takes away the. revenues of this comp
The extent of ‘this competltlon is shown by the fact that the
Jitneys are carrylng over one-half of the total number of
DPEBSENEETSe ¢ . i 1 s i .':' ‘ j

pilth Under ‘such_ severe and unregulated competlt;en 1t
1mposslble R thlv_company 1o operate, It is. obliged to p
a nercentage of qite gross recelpts in the .form. ‘of .8 ptax end
‘addition must maintain the breater portlon of.the pavement )
the streets in which itse tracks are located and contribute
towards the cost. of all, bridge renewals. It performs a fi
measure of service for more. than elghteen hours of each day
and during snow storms keeps the streets open for the pas
not only of its. own.cars, but for jitneys, delivery wagons
other veliicleny . Its serv1ce must be continuous and dep
No means of conveyance not confined to definite track a
supply the amount of service requlred,'especlally 1n arcl
narrow central streets. ,
il The Jitney operatvs Wherever and whenevHr the 3
dividual owner pleases without regard to the necessity or
vconvenlence of the. communlty and the. Jltneys alone 't
an entire city anuh Bervice  aplg nECGSSdTy for «its scomt
growth and prosperlty. i

There ar e wress in the 01+y of Bridgeport WlthOUtl?h

any means of public transportation through which motor bus . E
routes would be of great. service and would meet a real pub
necessity, .and we are.advised that it is within the power o
the eity to, establish such routes and to confine jitney ope:
thereto. . .By so dolng a meterial improvement in public tr
tation would be afforded and by eliminating ruinous. competl
the contlnued operstion of street cers would be made possib:
Without some . action of this klmd ﬂu“ilnaed operdtlon is not
possibles : ;
; In mmklng this starement the trustees d981re only
$point out the real situation. ' They have mo wish to take am
unreasonable attitude., The pointis eimply that the street
railway service cannot be carried on din the face ‘of existin
jitney competition, And if such service be discontirnued it
will be because under existing conditions this company cannd
make enough money to pay ite expenszes. s

. The trustees desire to call attention in this cob
nection to the fact that the Comnecticut company has no legt



idgeport (Continued)

The Connecticut Company had appealed to the General

ﬂgmbly of 1919 to place the jitney under contrel of the Public

lities Commigeion. In response to the requegt of the cor-

dony when 'the city passed an ordinance, Which, in effect,

doally elininated the jitney as a competitor,: allibelasses

unced the action of the Mayor and Common Council. The

wthy of the people was with the jitneurs and a fund was

d to secure an injunction against the city officials re-
ing them from putting the ordinance into effeot.‘ A tem-
injunction was igsued by the judge of the Superior Court.

on to dissolve the injunction, filed by the City Attorney

nied by the Judge, In the meantime the trolley company

etter to the Mayor stating that if the 1nJunct10n was

: ent on Saturday, July 26, when ‘the Judge's decision

) @e forthcoming, ‘they would cease running cars at midnight

e ylpoe Ry iR o e tro]leys cea5éd to operate on Monday,
altlmore hveﬁlnb Sun-September 6 1920) M T

The jitneys were relnfurced from surrondlng @DWHS
were between 400 and 500 operﬂtlng 1n the clty. For
the jitneys had a monopoly of .the city. At first

T 'emoothly “but, due to the" fllvver% and heretofore
Jitneys dropplng out, the service became 1nadeQuate
ular and people bhegan gt complaln. Business men re-
t buying had fallen off from 25% to B0%, ' The jitneys
lirty, crowded and ' poorly lighted, and, when the drivers
they were not making much, if anything, over eXpenses,
ecame independent and discourteous. b s ke

T1na11y the merdhants of the 01ty demanded that the
Itles ‘exercige thelr rlghts and restrict the Jltneys
not in direct competition with the tvolley liness
26, a committee app01nted by the quor, hav ng in-
the entire transportation situation, rec
ys be restricted to certain routes. A meetlng of the
0 1l was lelﬁd for August 30 to act upon the recommenda-
The Council met on ueptember 7 and passed an ordinence re-
,g‘the operation of Fitmneys to certain streets not in
mpeﬁltlon Wlta the trolley lines and on September 20

(AERA, October,lQZO)

Since the povularity of the bus is due'almost entirely

ey, of service,.. the Railway Company proposes to use the

fety car on close schedule exclusively except during

rs when a large two car train would be used to take

‘ ﬁhe crowds. It also proposes to use its own buses during

u“heurs which, altho run at a loss, will be taken care of
55V1Hg in Dlnt’orm.and power expense of the one man Cars.

(Bridegeport Progress, Aug.l,1920)



T i tc comply with terms punmshable by flne of $5 to $50.
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New London

‘Up to June 1920 the jitneys ran wild in New Londor
(O June T p 1980, an ordinence regulating motor traffic was
passed by the Council. Among other things this measure ru
public autos designed to carry more than seven passengers
of gome of the main streets, Moveover, the measure provid
that the operator of any such vehicle seeking to do busine
should file with the captain of police a statement showing
among other data the route over which he intended to oper
description of wehicle and fare to be charged, such Ainform
~also to be carried in form of placard upon vehicles, TFail

P The' JltﬂéJ men were quick to assert themselves.
; .city chartér provldes that within . fifteen days of the pas
-0of an ordinance the Mayor shall, if requested in writing
. five members of the Court. of Common Council and thirty ot
voters of the city, éall a speclal meeting of the voters
pass upon the matter, The question of regulation was thus
brought before the city on June 29, The jitney men retain
. counsel and solicited the electors personally, On the ot
hand the electric railway trainmen also apnesled to the el
among their frlends. When the vote was taken an: overwhelm:
majority was cast for the regulatory measure. In QQESGQu”
- the ordlnance was continued in effect, g

‘Hartford |

i,

: ‘ The jitney situation was much the same in Hartform
Cas in other cities in Connectlcut. warly in 1920 public
haa readhed such a pags that péonle were . demandlng that

'Jltneys obey the laws whlgh require that they stop Lh,
crowdlng and keep 11ghts inside durlng nlght use. An =

by Alderman Davis warned the counsel Tfor the jitneymen, th

the overcrowdlng was not stopped he would introduce a city

dlnance that WOuld put the . Jltheys out 353 qulﬂGSSa. :

(B Re il February )2t 1920m

The board of dlrectors of the Chamber of Commerc
of Hartfond, Connecticut on Beptember 28, '20 appealed to
city authorities to suppress jitney competltion with the
llneg of the Conﬂectlcut Company..

A8 R.J. October 2, 1690, p.f‘”

The Board of Alderm&n of Hartford, Connecticut
October i adopted an ordinhance barring motor buses from
streets used by the Oonnecticut Company and from the conge SUEEE
buginess aress of the city. The measure would go into effecdt
_on Novewber 1, unless court action were brought by the jitn
‘men to pTGVﬁﬂt its executlon. It provided that belt-line j
ney routes must be established in sections of the city not



AL - 27 -
fartford, (Continued)
S 2

| airectly served by %rolley Yines. The ordinance was passed
\ander suspension bof the rules, by & vote of 15 %o, 3

(E.R.J. October 16,1920, p,848)

‘ In October, 1920 an attempt was made to form one
entral organization embracing all the large and small jitney
uses in Hartford, Connecticut. The Hartford Public Lervice
eratives Protective Association was back of this movement,
p‘aseociation to be known as the Hartford Bus Corporation was
be formed with a capitalization. of $50,000,

(BuReT. October 16,1920, P.849)

( In November,1920 the Hartford city authorities enacted
ordinance barring buses from the streets, The local associa~
n of jitney opérators appealed to the Superior Court for an
junction prohibiting the enforcement of this measure, but the
urt refused to grant them relief, They then took their case
the Connecticut Supreme Court. ’

(E.R.J. November 20,1920, P,1080)

In January, 1921 a report was submitted to the City
,p‘uneil of Hartford, Connecticut, by the special committee of
that body which had been investigating the razilway jitney sit-
tion in Hartford., The cormmittee urged that the present bus
etition be removed. It contended that, if steps were taken
the city authorities to z2id the railway through regulation

‘0f the jitneys, the city would have the right to insist upon
improved service and the payment of deferred maintenance charges.

N (E.R.J. Januery §,1921, p. 105)

Baterbury

‘The Connecticut Company operating in Waterbury,
Connecticut announced in November, 1920 that because of jitney
Competition, it would withdraw all cars from the Waterbury
Division on 2 certain day. This action followed the repeal by
. @ the Viaterbury Board of Aldermen of an. ordinance reguleting buses
e oo \“W%th§n the city limits. The Connecticut Public Utilities Com~-
i) Migsion on November 17 directed the Connecticut Company to con=-
tinue service on its lines in Waterbury pending a public hearing
if ©°n the transportation situation in that city. Tollowing the
|} Teéceipt of the commission's order, the compeny rescinded the in-
syt T ﬁwﬁtyugti?ns to its employees to "lay up" the cars at 6 P.M, The
rom'théﬁhwﬂ99mm18319n ruled that the railway must obtain its permission be-
8 fore making a suspension of service, and that permission to dis-

3 spct 4 B

jogiizoﬁwg‘oﬂntlnue operation could only come after a formazl hearing on all
LLCCV Phases of the matter. : :

s jitney ! , i I 1

3 ta bl . '

Line jitaf (2.R.J., November 20,1920.p.1080)

r not
i |
i

i
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ANTI-JITNTY IBGISLATION

DISTALICT O COLULLIA

On December 9, 1921 twelve motor bus operators wer
informed that the authority granted them.by the Commission's
Mo, 796, issued December 11, 1920 to operate motor vehicles
hire over certain routes had expired by limitation on Nove
1921. The Commigesion declined to authorize the renewal th (
as the route operated by them was in direct competition with
lines Of the Washington Railway and Tlectric Company which
then furnishing adegquate service to the public,

(Per letter of A.H.Ferrandou,
December 21, 1921,)

5 Seven motor bus operators were informed December
that the authority granted them by the Commisgion's Order
issued November 4, 192C¢, %o cperate motor vehicles for hire
certain routes having expired by limitation on November 1, 1
it would be necessary for them to  submit a new application
Commission should they desire to continue to operate vehicles
over those routes.-

" In describing the routes they desired to follow,
mission required them to indicate the routes outside the di
and the towns or villages, or sections to be served in th
ae well as the route to be followed in the District of Col
Upon receip® of the application, tlank form for which the
mission enclosed with the notice, the Commission would cong
the advissbility of authorizing a renewal thereof,

(Per letter of A H.Ferrandou, Dece
. 2n. 182l ) »

The Public Utilities Commission of the District @
Columbia has declined to approve 'the application of the as
Rapid Transit Company for an extension of its Bervice. Ing:
the petition the commission stated that earlier approval fo
estoblishment of bus lines on a number of routes now forchlialyi
had been given because at that time the street car lincs we
seemingly unzble during the rush hours to provide adequate
convenient carrying capacity for the public, The number of
rides were then greater than at present, however, and the @
tions that warranted the comparatively large invasions ofrt
regions already served by the railway no longer present the

4 1f the Public Utilities Commission were now to g
"further bus extensions of like character, while promoting
convenience of relatively few they would tend to damage the
terests of greater numbers of the people. The Commission =&
further of the high investment required by the railway comp
ingtalling the underground type of construction and the fatt
they are required to pay a tax of 4 per cent on their frosh
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B piatrict of Golumbia (Cont'd)
": "‘H Ry c | ; | ) / .. . | '
“MI‘P&VB a large portion of the streets and pay the salaries of the
L orossing policemen, all of which must he earned over and

b street
”FbeVé the o called fair return out of the receipts of the car

were ’ '
) ""The “Public Utilities Commission said that certain

yn el , , ;
les fo aponal streets not occupies by car lines lend themselves to
rorbeniRE mor & direct and more rapid transportation than can be had?

on the railway lines and that bus lines had been permitted for
Wit ‘hat reason, . Such bus lines, however, have invariably taken
. rom the car companies the cream of their traffic. - the short-
| aul rider - and this not withstanding the fact that bus lines
oy into ‘the public treasury no portion of their gross receipts,
no paving tax and nothing for street crossing policemen.

, ' In the opinion of the Commission there is a legitimate

1d for bus service but this does not lie in the multiplication

‘lines or vehicles reaching the heart of the city. It lies

frather 1in providing service in extension of the street car lines

| into territory so thinly settled as not to justify the large in-
restment necessary for street railway service. ;

: The ‘bus Llines should be feeders, They should creaté
usinegs and not rob the street railways of the just reward due
their heavy investment for the public benefit. The commission

w ,

A ‘also stated that such public service as was justified in ‘& city
hat should be owned and operated by the street railway companies and
o Lumib: co-ordinated so that transfer privileges and other desirable joint

‘relations would result, ) T
Bl - ' b “{E.R.J. December 2;1922 P.895 )
7 The Capital Traction Company, Washington, D.C. ‘began
Je . in February 1923 the operation of a bus owl service to and from
T R Roc e Creek Bridge loop, Twentieth and Calvert Streets to Chevy
Chase Circle. The. bus owl service will be continued for two or
+ of i three months until the experiments in the laboratories of the
8 Carnegie Institution, which are of great importance, have been
completed, The change was made from electric owl cars to buses,
because the current from the Chevy Chase lire, leaking ever so
 slightly, interfered with the delicate instruments a half mile

s Were i .&W'ay. ! f :
| . ( 2.R, J. March 1%, 1923 P, 497)

1e0£o§d&» A proposal to parallel the street railway lines of
£ the i WashingtOn with modern buses, "without interfering with said
e ra}lroads except by. fair competition," was gsubmitted to the Dis-

| trict of Columbia Public Utilities Commission by #Arthur H.
Randle, President of the East Washington Heights Traction
g Railway on October 31, 1923. My, Randle coupled with his pro-

T posal an offer to pay the District government, in return for such

franchiee, 1 cent per passenger carried by the buses, or 31,000~
. 000 annually. F '



_’perm1531on to operate the bus into Randle Highlands on Noverbs

_dlSuaﬂCu.the Lone )\ 0f, the‘Edst washmnéton Helghts Traction ®
'of which ir,. Randle is Pre51dent. , :

gnot disclose his associates in the pr09051tlon. -

Columbia has: autharlzed the Capital.Traction Company to ext
"its bus llne, now opuratlng between Randle Highlands and Se
- teenth Street and Pennsylvanla Avenue, S@utheast ta the Bas
.Hiéh School S . .

P
District of Columbia ( Cont 'd ) - . gy

ita

; '”he prop081tlon, accompanle& by a certified check
T 25 000 as an evidence of good Teith, was placed before
the rubllc Utl*ltles Commission during consyderatlon‘by thas
body of a proposal by the Capital Traction Company to operat
bus from the terminus of one of its lines at Seventeenth S
and Penmsylvanla Avenue, uouthcast ‘across the Anacostia Ri
intd Handle Highlands. . This bus fpe@cr will parallel for 'som

The mast Washlngton campany operates a. 51ngle-tr
suburban 11ne, with two cars in servlce- Cltlzens along the
had petltlaned f@r 1mproved aeerce., - : ‘

The comm1551on granted the Capltal_iraetlon Company

1, 1923. No action was taken on the offer jof Mr. Randle Wh@ﬂ

(E.R J November 10 1923 P 83-

The: Publie, Utllltles Comm1581on of .the District of‘

The CommlsSIOn also Drdercd tham transfers betx
thls extens1on of the bus line and the rallway line be iss
2 cents each. The order is to take effect May 185, 1924

o

i |

B (5
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ANTI- JITIEY ICISLaTION

TLORIDA

jitneys were operated in 1616 but uone gince that
e eliminated by strict ordinance requiring high
TR - (Data Sheet #213)

- W

o

sompanies in Mismi, Florida, will have to put up in=.

y bonds with the city instead of the blanket bond which
o by an asseciation of the bus lines the past years

g of 5,000 will be demanded for each car, The blanket
. The gost of licenses:for cars operated by the

11 remain the game, '

(bi. . 0 0 (Bus Transportetion , January, 1922)

ami the city recently took over the ownership of the

. The eity monager enforced an ordiuance passed by
sion refusing the right of the buses to use streets on
leys operate and loter leased the railway to the Miami
| @ pa’ny’ ; it . ! f ol Wb ,‘ I ] f A

ouses were permitted to contiamue service or to extend-

1 any streets notitraversed by trolleys. The eity”
red (that 'this ‘rest¥iction was hecessary not only for
sy cbut cfor treffic Ppeagons as -well, (P PR, i

(Bus Transportation, March 1928)
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-

The motor bus bill pending in the Georgia Lepisl
_appears likely to pass, The bill provides that the bus 1
Le placed under the Public Service Commissipn for supervis

At present the bus lines are regulated by city o
state statutes, county laws and even .interstate laws.

, (B.R.J. July 19, 1924 P, 102)
i By vote of 131 to 5 the Georgia House has passed
autherizing electric reilways to acquire stock in bus line
bill passed the Senate and will £0 to the governor for his
tameq mur g ‘ i f 7 i ! i

The measure permits railways to purchase stock

lines to enable the railways to extend service through ‘the
tion of the buses as feeders., i

(B.R.7. Aug.23, 1924 P, 296)
Auove till wes signed by Governor.

i (BeB.Ts Septu 155 11984 P 295)
Atlanta e Bkt i , ; it ; e
ki Two competing interurban bus lines and more than
local jitneys operate. There igyne repulation. In-19156:
- passed a'regulation ordinance, requiring fixed routes, n

licenses, ete. Litigation, which finally ended with a dec’
of the supreme court of the United Btates upholding the v
of the ordinance, followed, but Lefore this judgment coul
entered a new City;administration’unfriEndly to the railws
pany, rescinded the ordinance. The present influx of jitn
resulted, ' el e

(Aera, April 1923.)

As a means of putiing the Georgia Railway and Fo
Company on a sound financial basis the company filed with
Atlant& City Council on December 1, 1923 a plan suggesting &
different remedies to assist the railway and has offered, p?
the public does not approve any of the plans advanced to t
fair plan the public thinks will best serve its interest so
as the plan will provide the necegsary revenue,

The remedies suggested are as follows: 1, Comple
elimination of .jitneys from streets upon which street cars
operated, 2. Renewed and effective enforcement of regulati
street traffic, 3. Ten-cent cash fare on street cars; ticl
to be =0ld at the present rate of 6-2/3 cents Car riders Wi
no increase in fare if they buy tickets,



tp ((Olli;ﬂd)

fo-cent charpe for transferss 5. Reasonable. revision ih
lgperating routes, of the cars in the interest of more efficient
Bien, . G- mlimination of unnecesgsary car stops to effect’
pr street railpoad service. 7. .Relief to the ‘extent neces-
from paving char@es and gross receipt tuxes.
1 i '
After six hbarln"s on the compunv’s petltlon no gettle=
as yet Leen reached il | i
Electric ?allway Journals January 12, 86, Febru?ry
-‘and March 1, 1924, A

" In January 1922 the Augusta—Alkeﬂ }a;lway proposed that
ity Council of Augustsa would-keep the Jitneys off dhe
occupied by the car lines and forbid them to take on or
ssengers within two blocks of tle company's lines,;
would concede & ?-cent fare to the general publlc, a

Figa my 4l
+

This propositlon was agreed upon bétween the company
8 ommittee of the general jitney committee of Council,
by ticed to writing.in the shape of a letter addressed’-
eneral manager to the sub-committee. The subcommittee
this letter to the general committee with the recommen-
the proposed agreement contained therein be. reported,“
for adoption., Fut the general committee declined to
tead adopted a report that Council -require aw .2 con~
dent to amy regulation of the jitneys a 7-cent etraight

f;School children and teachers, the city to "keep the jit=
; %h& streets now.occupied by the street raibway lines
#@K ion to cross intersections at which polnts they are

‘ e _

on or dlscharge passengers, "
*The O1ty Council adopted the report, drscharged the « -
ommittee, and ordered the company be given one week withe
_tﬂ accept the city's proposition. TWhile under this
\\fhe Jitneys would not be permitted to take on or digcharge
S on streets occupied by the railway, or at the precise
intersection of streets cross the same, they would be
 to take on and discharge passengers anywhere else on
streets, even thouch it be within a few feet of the
 gtreets. The contention of ‘the railway was that
ietically defeated the very purpose of .any regulation,.
i ¢ reach an agreement with the Council, héwever, the com-
ally signified that if Council-would pass the resolution
he company would try to -opérate- with the Jltneys TE=-
¥ one block from 1ts Lamesg - -

the general public, including the casual .rider and a 5-cent
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bt thet db muLe Y r@ann f*ee teliExereise it lecal righth

1) r@gulated under tne new order still cuts-into the ra 1w

!

. RORE - ol
Augusta (Contf'd)

In' the meantime.the Council as noted orev1ously‘h
charged the committes and ordered the company ¢iven one wg
which to aﬂcept the city's proposition,  The company req
MEhe company could " not under the terms proposaed esrn Jen
operating expenses, apd thererore, must decline the cityv
pcsi+ion;‘" AL the e/piﬁahloq of .the time limif get by thy
for ‘accentarce foy Eje prunosai of! thgi body the railway.
“service’ ag 1t% ”nﬂwgr to *he ulleauum aof fhe Counecid,.

; The situation des cr%ued anove do elow@d as a rea
the war, 1In order to obtain a revente Su*Ilul‘nt to enab.
railwey comranj "to ‘contifme 'service withbut falline belowJ
aptiigl fie o biar operations. the commissgion had authorlﬁed
incredses in L&ﬂé. 1¥,Dalf3 the "eity “dootad'aensure
¢nto CY1Sten0e & Eompbtltlvc n;tnej service,

(AJ.& J. 1/14/@ and. 3/25/4 )
Electrle ra 11de Qerv1ce Wie resumed on Aprll
in Augusta by the Augusta Railway and Electric Corporation
asuspension’ of Just 'a’ monfh. i Council and  the
‘mianager of the company, came” £ {arums on &prll i at aE
meetlng of the Counoll.
Uhder thé agrserent council will sb ;ogulat"th

ys that bheyoshall nefibe pérmititied to t%ke @G

p s8engers nearer thdn\one block @f the st eet car ll es
. also prevent the
rEeet ionss - The rmllway abraeﬁ t@ gk 7 ceht foke,
tlpleq of [Hnve e will_ ] : '
schﬁol children- and

‘L\ ihe campanv futhGFMQ*E, agreed o malntal 1.
scnedule on-8ll city lines and slgo a 7% minute schedu
twlﬂ lines durlng ruub houﬁs,

“ 2l U B t } : i R o 1

, Ehe n%llway company, 1u'Was stated qu will:
to ouerate under the condition above outllned e
obvioue that it could do so unPCESIully only‘W1*h the ful
operation of the ridifg puLllc.' The ‘comvany pledpred itse
168 best, to,makes oper%tlon Lsuccess under the new condi

vt0p cars: again, 1f

fter o reasonable tridl’ the jitney

pany's 1e“1t1mate revenue as reflected in the operatlng re@
and cypenses, U i

Bl AR . T M P ’4/22/23 el e

vannah B o Tt

in ordinance enacted by the Clty Council of gayaul
recantly Tqulatlnb the operation of Jituneys in that ecdity.@
ereating lﬂbpubtur of jitney buses, " which becane efFocl
on J&nuary l 1922 has been upheld by a decision of the Supes



of jitney operators of Savannah seelk-
annulled or at least modified. A tem=-
ing the city from enforcing the ordinance
ed Ly the operators, but this injunetiqn was revoked
perior Court and the ordinence will stand as originally
plf ept that part of it relative 7o) the hours jitney

e to obiserve, which has been somewhat modified.

owing a petition
ove the ordinance
ction restrain

The City Council on January 11 passed an ord inance

the operation of jitney buses in that city on Sundays.
" time the Council reduced the bond reguired of bus
135,000 to. $3,000. Operntors in Sayannali mdy again
roubles; to court,. 16 18 indicated, to determine the.
e City Council to prohibit Sunday operation.

(pus Tremsportation, February, 1922).

ttle competitive operation. Ordinance” prohibits
. street car streebs. Prior to.passage of this ordi-
ion was extensive. :
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Jitney op:sration wos ¢liminated Vargely in T1lirveid
g permanent injunction obtained in state court in 1916, ‘on %
of their not having.receiVed a certificate of convenilence andi

(Data Sheet #2138

_ A certificate of comvenicnce: and necessity was deni
the Argo | lOtOT‘JUu Company by the Illinois Commerce Commigsi
company sought to opcrate a motor bus line in competition w
Chicago & JolL@u Electric Reilway and stoarted operation Ma
1921, without & permi®, ' The raillway company 'filed’ & omplalﬁm
the commigsion which crdercd the bus company to dlscontlnue 0
The latter failed to obey the order and the matter was refe
the Attornsy General, who arp11ed for an’ injunctien in the Cl
Court., Ina the meantime the partics who operated. the buses i
ated and filed applicmtioﬂ Wit the ccmmigsion for a certific

he court thereafter refused the injunction on the grounds th

application has been duly made to the cemmission for a permit
dwto for the hearing had been Set.
As the result of the ncaring before the commission,

o“dur was issued denying the permit on the grounds that the si
rendered by the bus company was unrelizble and uncertain and
ne regular sgcheduled service was maintained, that no necesgsi 4y
for the operation of motor wvehicles between the point specifies
the application, that the applicant had not complied with the s
ments of the law. and that the electric railwsy was supplying
cient ond adequate transportation facilities,

The commission also stated that to grant the uppll*%
would result in depriving the public of adeguate and sufficien
UT%HSPOTtmthH facilities, since it would become necessary fof
electric railway 1o discontinue scome of its present service in
to pay operating expenses. ‘The public would be reguired to
higher. rate of fare if Toth motor VeﬂlblL and elsctrlc interu
transportation were maintained,

(B,R.J. 10/2 2/81)

Alton
On Avgust 17, 1921 a Federal Judge in Alton, I11ino

permanent a Lewporary imjunction granted in July at tne regue
receivers of thse Alton, Cranite City and 8t, Louwis Railway, TS
ing the severel Jjitrey men defendants from operating their bu
Illinoils Commerce Commigsion law requires that a transportati
migt be able to. certifly that it is both a necessity and =& sTopai
and it was the eaforcement of this law which put practically @
he Jjitney men out of business, as the jitneys were not Opc“”t

transportation coupsanics and had no authority from the commisgs

(B.R. 7. 8/27/21)

LTLJ
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and Herrin

B s

4 Trotewts against opasration of his lines hetween

e snd Herrin, Ill,, were heard by the Illinois Commerce

Won recently. The liurphysboro & Sovuthern T1llinols Railway
ied for permigsion to operate his lines, 10 whieh the

i Pacific Railroad snd the Coal Belt Electric Railway have

(Bus Transportation June 10924 P¢269)

By a recent vote of the City Council of Decatur, bus
Wwill be regulated by the City Council and not by the
Commerce Conmission,

. Bus operation has become very active in the city of
» and bus owners wauted the Coumeil 10 approve of routes
d by the Commission and head asked the Council to pass
ation giving its approval to whatever routes the cormission
Yo action will be taken by the Council until: it has'an
4y to go over the various routes that have been submitted,

f, (B.RoJ, 11/19/21)

 EBxcept in.minor instances bus routes will not duplicate
routes in Decatur, asceording to the recent announcement

e City Council. Tinal smnouncement of the streets on which
may operate will soon be made, and thereafter the Commerce

th on will prohably issue certificates of convenience, it
116 j . _

(5.8, 3. 18/10/21)

' In March 1922'the'Déoétur'Railway and Light Compeny, &

La N
cien jidiary of the I1linois Traction Company, sought to negotiate
for nchise extension. Among other conditions that should govern

rant made indthat city at that time, the manager of the
lway company ctated that the new franchise must, above all,
otect the company against irresponsible unregulated dnd unour=-
ened competition, He stated further that until the terms that

vern motor bus operation in Decatur are decided, consideration
other terms of the franchise would be a waste of time.

t“{_ (i j S £ ol R e dn, S/ LBAREY

lile_agd Crawf0rdsvil1e

e A suit in injunction has been filed in the Circuit

urt of Vermilion County, ILll., by the Reo lotor Bus Company ©0
6ok the operation of the Illinols & Indisna Service Line, which
cently opened bus service between Danville, Ill,, and ¢rawfords-
lle, Ind,, @ distance of 25 miles, The complaining company

os that it was organized two years ago and Wwas granted & Cor=
"?icate of convenience and necessity by the Illinois Commerce
ommission. It is charged that the defendant company has neglected
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Danville and Crawfordsville (Cont'd)

to proeure similay 'authort ¥ and suspension is dslkod until su
] Pe.

pa
permission is sccured,’ The complainant avers that the defend
sl laetide in daily competition Withftheéfqﬁmer,Aqgvering the §
territory  and touching the same towns along. the Dixie Fis

e
: El el 5l
(Bus Transportation June 1924,%

o

To obtain needed revenue for its strect department ;1
city of lount Carraell 111y, will adopt & wheel tux ordinance,d
lmposing an onaual' tax. of 1 on ‘every sort of mofor[Vehicleh
elud T Bakeriin . LI il 1 5 ~ o il i )

b 5
08

: ( Bus Transportation April 1924
oo AR " P kol ' e e

The #ay Hotor Bus ' Compeny which has been operating
Beveral lines of buses in Roskford fow méreithan*tWofyeaqs U
& certificatc of convenience and necessity issucd by the 'Tllir
Fublic Utilities Commission, recently decided torgo into Fulll
competition with.the ecity lines of the Rockiord wnd Interurb
Railway and attempted to supply tramsportation throughout th
at a B-cent farc, The bus company had heretofore charged 10
and had been partislly in competition with the railway, witi
charging a rate of fare of & cents, The  bug company neg
secure- a certificate from the commission for this c
and consequently the railway wasg sble to securc an’
promptly put a stop to such opcration. i

: ‘The bus company endeavored to sescure the passage
ordinance, which, if secursd, would be a st&dng*induqémeng

state commigsion tio grant ﬁhe*c@rﬁific&te'ééquired.

. mnd, se biseay

7 Springfield,. Illinois had its jitney epidemic when
ze swept the country in 1914, Regulatory ordinances WeTE
passed oy the city commission requiring a license feo and a bodl
which made their operation prohibitive. Later attempts were

to operate jitneys, and they did thrive for 'a time in the yes
during a street dar strike here, The drivers weré mostly
street car men and while they were supposed to have s b¢ T arcH
tablighed , many of them tool a&dvantage of rainy weather and
hours to charge as high ag 50¢. per passengcer, and, when this
Zent was frequently given to families of union sympathizers,
; j!tneyﬂepidemip\naiurally wore dteelf out, AL B

" . ‘ ; L
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\r as made by organized labor to promote &
| Gompony for Springfield, Application was made to the
il ilities Commission for & cortificate of convenience

but it was denied. v G _ .
sltin (Data Sheet #213.)

L i attempt W

vlomg-drawﬁﬁout cdmtroversy“betweeﬁ the Peoria Bus
n Company, Peoria, Tll., and” the White Star Bus Line
city, Tor a monopoly of the bus businese between Peoria
50 miles easty has been ended, the I1lindis Commerce
ranting @ certificate to  the fomner, while at the game
er woes isgued directing the 1atter company to cease
R g o g AR o for ol
arings.were héld”an@'théfattdyney

\a% politics had entered
certain interests in feyor with the
porting the ?ééﬁié’ﬂus"fTT@nsportation
' tle lattgr;combany. 1 4

~

4 LG i 4y 2! et i
gan operating buses to

public he e hel
White Star Line charged tl

& the
mtroversy and that
pation were su
€ rees were den d by th
rted “that the Peoria company be

, the officisal sanction was given.
chzel Fechey of Toluca. i ik

e succossful company must,.hOWEVerUGdﬁb@t anJépﬁliqa—
unction, sought, by the Toledo, Peoria & Western

‘ aske that the bus corpany be enjoined from opera-
loround of ruinous competition and lack of necessity.

The company is

b I a7

“”"(“Bué'Trénsportati@ﬁ September 1924)
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ANTI-JITHEY LEGISLATION

INDIANA

The 1923 session of the Indiana legislature pa
increased license bill which prescribes fees to be paid
ger motor vehicles figured according to horse power and - e
Said fees range from 58,00 for vehicles of 25 horse power
weighing less than 2,000 pounds to $30,00 for vehicles of .
horse power and weighing 4,000 pounds OT MOTe, 8

For eleetric propelled motor vehicle, except tru
the sum of (6,00 is required,
For motor trucks used in carrying passengers, COH
articles or merchandise of any kind, the fees for registrati
range from %10.00 for trucks of % ton capacity to 250,00
trucks of 75 tons capacity or more. y .

 For trailers the fees range from 3,00 for trail
less than one ton capacity to 40,00 for trailers of five
‘capacity or greater, TFor trailers used for hire, the sfeel

be 150w of the amounts hereinbefore prescribed, . 1

: In addition to above fees, a fee of $3,00 per pe
at the rated carrying capacity, shall be paid upon the e
tion or re-registration for ecach calendar year for each av
operating for hire over any of the public highways of the

Horsepower used in computing the license fees
the insured horsepdéwer, 8. A,B, rating, and weight so used
be the shipping weight as stated by the manufacturer
vehicle so registered,

| -The Llay also requires‘adequate-brakes, signal de
and lights and forbids laaving the motor running when the ¢
left standing without an:attendant. : ‘ il

‘ - Weight (including load) of vehicle shall not be
than 24,000 pounds and not more than 19,500 pounde on one
or over 800 pounds per inch width of tire upon any wheel
trated upon the surface of the highway (said width in the
rubber tires to be measured between the flanges of the ri

: The law is to be in force and effect on and after
q!Ja,m,tars,r 1, 1924, ]

(staté Regulation of Motor Buses and Ji

June 1, 1923]
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A new UrJiHﬂHCo for regulating the ‘operation of motor
in anderson was introduced’ in the City Council recently:and,
er. 2 first ros dlnb, there wag a short debate among mewhers: of tﬂe
¢il, - Further achion on: the ovdlnDHCe was dbfcrr@d until the
ext meeting of the Council body,

The meagure proposes that motor buses be gvohiblted from
along streets traversed by city street bLTnn It &lso

the capacity of motor Puses and provides for a license fee
8B, B, v ST dObOleﬂz o the siwe of the veh1clu. Tie

4lso roqutLuq bus owners to furWLFh an indemnity bond or
insurance, ‘

i The bus operators a55¢rt the measure is, class legislation,
ﬂpﬂ seid thay would take the matter into court, if the ordinance
e pasesd, Thy Counpdl 1m34ca ke uhLL the ' measure would be adopted
m the next mes ting.  The buk: operabtors contended that ﬂle‘OPdl-

e, e *dvor@ble LO The Unlon Tre ehien Gompanv.

‘(mﬁR,Ja 2/25/22)

i [Tuore ‘ig 11ttlh compnt1t1vb opernt1oa on the pa“* of
#*és. Ordinance prohibits operation on gtrest car sireets. ‘
or t0 passage of thi 8 ordinance competition was extﬁnsive.

¥

. (Aer&, April 1923)

In 1910 thc Indiane Commzselon grqnteu the Gary Sure=t
ﬁallwaj an incredge 1n rates in Gary, . Lamnowd and Basgt Chicago
on B2 40 bﬂ. The Commission also offered sdvice about rerulating

(&,L.J@ November 8, 1919,P, 875)
There were at ons tims npproximately Oﬂe hund red  ¢nd’

WentV*flVL Jitneys operating on the main stres 4, Broadway,  Gary,
n competition with the Gary Strcet Ruilway,

i), In December,l¢l9, the City Council passed an ordinanee
' 2lating the operaticn of motor vehicles in general on the
v ets of  Gery, end included iu the ordinance wag & provision
; brohibiting the operation of jitneys upon Broadway or upon the
two ad jacent strects on either side of ity Fellowing s a coOpy’
itneys ,Af this section of the ordinance:

"SEOTION TIT, It shall bc unlawiful for anj
pw'won, persons, firmm or corporation operating any ve=
hicle,Tor the carriage of passengers for hire, except
street cars and taxi-cabs to stop to take on or dig-
charge passengers upon Broadway, Washington Street,



Gary (Cont'd)

L

Magsachusetts Street, Adams Streut, or ConLMCulcut
utreﬂt in said City of Gary., "

e ordinance weut. into effect on January 10, 1920,
since then there has been no jitney competition, The street r
WY company reports that the elimination of thewgltneys has pr
duced an 1ncrease in ite gross earnings of at least 4100, 000
Sannum,

Indianapolis ' [

Jltney buses were not 1n 0peratlon in Indis ﬂapOllS tg
any extent until during the winter of 1916-1917 when the work @
eleyating the railyoad tracks through the Union Station and =z
the city closed up temporarily some of the main streets,

A jitney orgonization was formed and a number of bt
also operated, Carelessness in operation, fast running and in
competent drivers caused many accidents and, as a rpsult the
Council passed an ordinance regulating the operation of Jltn
buses in Indianapolis, This ordinance provided restriction ir
ber of passengers, a license of $10, {15 and 425 for cars seal
regpectively 5, 7,;.and 12 pagsengers; an indemnity bond prov
for damages not exceeding (2,500 for one nerson and $5,000 fo
one.accident, The ordinance also provided that the route co
be changed until the operator had filed a notice of the new
with the city controller. .The driver might charge '8 B¢ fare
the amount were specified by a large sign displayed on the f.
of thb C:a'f,

(B,R,Js Beptember 29, 1917 P.

The Indiana Public Service Commission will reduce
fare of the Indianapolis Street Railway to 5 cents and incre
transfer charge to 2" cents for a pericd of sixty days, secop
.a decision reached following a conference with members of th
- Council, The Council will order the company to reroute cars
downtown congested digtrict din an effort to obtain faster sc
and improved service. These measures will be telen in an ath
te enable the company to complete successfully with jitney 1i
and' if 4 'decrease in "jitney" traffic is not shown at the end
the sixty days, the Council will pu%% an ordinance regulwtlng
operntlons ofljitneylinse,

(W, 3 T, " June 4, 1921,P, O

In Dily, 1921 the Jltneys in Indianapolis head 1ncr‘
steadily until there were more than 600 of they cabrying an
of 20,000 passcngers dwlly,

) ¥ The mayor of Indlﬁnwpolls ig sued a statement prond

himgelf in favor of legislation by the City Council designat
eliminate the jitney bus as a competitor of the Indianapolis
Rzilway. This statement was issued after he had received a €
a letter sent by the chairman of the board of the railway t0 B
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that the company's logs of

ggident of the city council, saying
as a résult of the operation of jituney buses had made

Tenue

Peed ‘\”wﬁarﬁtive the noed of a city ordinance to regulate the jitneys.
), 000 _ The chleirman said that rallway SSKVAE: on certain streets
the city must e asbeandoned or fares increased if an effective
jtnoy bus ordincnce were not enacted; The president of the city
. suncil state that he did not .favor taking steps granting to the
ys until it was seen what

sany the requested relief from Jjitne
pitude the company would teke toward
eord to the proposed new fradchise ordinances,

(E.R.J.‘7/85/21)

the city sdministration in

persons gigned a petition re-
ain from eliminating the jitney.
for presentation to the Couan-
ats jitneys is called out of

In August, 1921, 15,000
‘ ng' the ity Council C 70 Al o SRl
e petition was held in readincss
i eange’ the ordinence 10 regul

ittee, ;
| | Kby ( ®.R,3. 8/27/21)

v of Indisnapolis sont a communi-
the passape of 2 stringent law
e Indisnapolis gtrecet Rall-
is eliminated,
destruction of

‘ In September the mayo
tion to the city council asking
ohibitine jithey competition with th
y Company. Ee stated that "unlees the jitney Dbus
reparable harm will come to the city through the
transportation system, "
~ (wisconsin Public Utilities Bureau,
; ix A 9/12/21) ‘
i Both the Interstate Public Service Company and the
d iznapolis & Cincinnati Traction Company, Indianapolis, Ind.,
ve made contract arrangements with independent bus operators
tation services. '

cars '%,V .
i (o} tain co= inate a1 e
i or certaln €O ordinated {transpor
) ; 5 L i s ; i s iy
The Indianapolis and Cincinnati Traction Company has

o lines out of Indianapolis, one of which terminates at

Rushville, Ind., and - the other at Greensburg, Ind, Trirourh ratcs
ﬁwlth the interurban line have teen established with & bus company
‘operating beyond‘RushVille'to Brookville, & distance of 32 miles.

gimilar arrangement hes been made with a bus company whose line
cengburg to Versaillcs.

Es terds approximately 25 miles beyond Gr
lggrz% ; . ,,,ThQ joint tfansporta@ion arrangements were made with
LT  the digtinct undersianding that operation of +the busecs wag to be

continued throurhout the winter without interruption if physically

Udlisis stible.  Thcse two bus lines P rourht «332 interchanged passengers

cratedl B -the yﬂllwag Qurlﬂg t@e month of Qegembe?. The bus lines mgke

olig ot ?Qﬁnectlons with the rallway‘and & JO%nt tlmgtgble has_been 1ssu¢d.

5 5 i }rrangementS»are £ls0 now beln{ negotiated with theese bus operators
%0 extend the railwdy companys freight service €O those same points

y to th .bey meansg of motor trucks.,



Indimnapolis (Cont'd)
el anpolis

-

' In making arrengement to thug extend its seny
Teilway gelected tle best of seversl bus operators runn
out of Tmishville nrd Greonsbur: end mede contract teormins
on- thirty deys notice Ly either pRrEy ond providing for G
ment of revenues once a month,  Both railway and bus opep
report ‘the arrangenent to Lo very sotisfactory thus Lap, i
ness coming %o both as o Yesult ofy the co-ordination, |
; The Interstate Public Berwvice Company has madg
Mente with a truek Company o handle electric railway fre
Ctween Seymour, a town on. the interurban ling, end Brownst
distunce of about 15 wiles, A joint throwh tariff has
sued botwesn boints on the truek 1ine end points on the
tiney  Dhie sg Jnsh Yo be ohe of the carlices Lesues of
7% sl

(B2, 7, March 1, 1924 P.529)
, Brele tests on all buses cntering Indianapolis.

have' recently béen carried on by the policeldepartmeﬁﬁ
City. Only three out of the Pirst twenty-three tosted
requirements of the department, According to Herman #, R4
chief of polige, After inspection +the buses are tagred w
e00d brake® sirn or ape barred from operation, The aut
fre also inspecting buses to prevent overcrowding during .

. (Bug Transportation September 1924
luncie

"
The  Ind jana U
Council of Muncie s

fll

nion Traction Company submitted to
propogal to pive that city ‘a rreatly
service with its cars, agiing in return the enactment of
nence forbidding jitpeys b0 Operatel dn . flis etres s oc cup.
redlway and  algo permission to. male an extension, Under &
ordinances Buggested there Wouldvbe‘nothing to prevent jit

from Operating ' in the'terri%ory served: by the railways as o1
the automobiles did not uge the strects in whieh the roilway

Operates, . Ny f i

‘ .. ; ‘ (J"‘{'th/g'?/.‘%l)

: In  Decembaor the city af lunecie, through the city
Tiled in Circuit Court a tronscript for an appeal from a reg
Judrenent in City Court waich ruled lMuncie!s Bo0=~called an

ordinance invelid, The ordinance seeks to make it unlewful
metor buses to use the streets in which street cars Oper&ﬁ@ﬂ
Judge of the City Court, ruled the ordinance was clags legis
and therefore;unconsﬁitutIOEal. The ordinance wes passed &

ingeavice [ of the Indiang Union Tragtion Comprny, which asgerb
vas operatine its 1oea] street car system at n loss, because s
Jithey bus competition,

“'M:g'

s - s 18/ 5/ 81
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Argpunents have been neard by Judge Robert ¥, lurray
Guperior Court on the motion o dissolve the temporary
L enining orders covering fifteen defendants in the suit brought
ne Union Traction Company of Indicna against twenty-five Muncie
oy operators, ®
. William A, Thompson, former judge of the Circuit Court,
bred ‘for thirteen iof the defendants, He attacked the restrain-
order on the grounds that the information in the complaint was
properly verified,  Other defendants sttacked the restraining
» on other grounds, chiefly that the city ordinance pertaining

neys was illeral.

@B oG8

C(B.R.Te 2/25/24 B, 314)

' The Union Traction Company, Anderson, ind,, has com=
“dwnegotiations:with the several bus owners of Muncie for the
ny to teke over and operate all lines that have been running
. or less regularly since grinting the recent court injunction,
By the terms of the salc entered into by the traction

vy and the bus men, the company buys the rolling stock from
several owners, including not only the half dozen Or more

ce Luses that have been running over=well—est@bli$hed routes
the different parts of the city but =180 becomes owner of

ing cars run on irregular schedule during the winter.

‘ ; 1y probable that a few of the es=
jghed routes will be changed, it is understood that all of
. buses will be continued in use, The plan is to place more
ftreet cars on certain runs where gtreet ear traffic has always

sen heaviest. In other places the buses will be used in auxili=-

v service,

While it is extreme

Ty Apesd is; 1984 P. '59E)”

; Buses in Muncie, Indiaha'cannot‘forhthegpmesent“operate
‘streets already served by electric railways; & temporary order
that effect having been igsued recently by Judge Robert By
rray, The Union Traction Company of Indiane has filed a suit

r a permanent injunction in the Superior Court ot Muncie,
(BuS“Trausportation'A@ril 1924, P. 193)

/ The suit of the Union Traction Company of Indiana
Aagainst twenty-five Muncie, Ind.j bus operators, 1in which the
company sceks to enjoin operation on streets on which tracks of
use: he‘compamy are located, has been venued to Newcastle, Iedly, B

‘ tition of one of the defendants, A temporary restraining order
las been issued ag2inst the defendants, b

(Bus Trensportation June 1924 P, 268)



(serviee wheme a survey indicates improvement is needed, Né

- &gV

New Albany

an ordinsnce requiring  jatney operators to deposit with g
municipal authoritics bonds of 1, 000y The fare was limj
5¢ on improved strects,

In 1920 the City Council of Wew .ilbany, Indi

(ByReds Moren 27, 1920 7,. 673)

New Castle .
The motor bus problem at Newcastle, Ind., has me
official recognition on the port of the City Council thers
an ordinanqe,passéd;recently;regulatin@ the movement of b
the streets, The city is given the right to make schedule
designate‘routes,A It provides that buses shall operate on
such streets and at such schedule time as adopted by the
of Public Safety and ratified by the Council, It furthe §
thet the safety board is authorized to limit the number Q%

traveling on a certain establisghed route, Owners shall b
quired to put signe and figures not less then 4 in. high o

front of their buses €iving the streets on which they o
The ordinance also protects bus owners by making it unla
any cone having .o, city.license to operate a bus on the esta
routes used by other lines, unless a permit first is pro
the board of safety. 4 fine of not more than 3100 for c
of violation of the ordinance ag drawn is provided

-

(Bus [Tremsportation June 1924 B..

The City*Council of Richmond ., 'ITnd:, , at a T LG
refused to consider an ordinance on third reading which w
have granted. a fraanchise towa.compamy to operate passenger
im the streests of that city, The ordinance was postponed &
definitely;.wheﬁproppsed bus line was to operate in competi
with the cap lineg of the Terre Heute, Indianapolis & East
Traction Company, The Council was disposed to favor the b
lines when the ordinance was first introduced some weelks
since that time there has been gome exiticiem of the ordi
The traction company has indicated its intention of improy

cars are to be put on some lines,

(E.R.?, December 2, 1922)

Rushville
. An ordinance ig pending in the City Council of RISTHE
Ind,, which would tax motor veliicles as follows: Vehicles
Beven passengers, LB .8 year; twelve paggengers, 25, eightce
passengers (335; twenty-four passensers $50 and over twenty-+f oM
passensers 375, :

: - (Bus Trangportation July 1924 P, 541)
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Siend.

‘Q‘ a
e« that the buses shall o
iTig o the “outside

B ors wel

‘&nﬂOUﬂCQd throuE

Lne & operating., to e
lmerense
¥

thyee minutes ahaead o
Lping for electri

cense foo of 500

‘ﬂlﬁli

it £rom putting into

The suit
v oid, ; o

The complaint held
at it provided that cert

buges and other buses

thaerefromy

i

. The Loard of ITubl
cd en sy rcement for a

Bmﬁéhﬂmﬂwmahﬂﬁm
4. +0. ratification by t

Shall‘Carryﬁmp‘adveriis

an the nome of the line,

Tn October 1921 the Chicogo,
hoits general mong 6Y,

Cdouncil with a plet for

fares or (0 bonkrupt.

| In November an ordinence was pase
o il regtricting motor bus branspor
d by interurban lines entering th

o maning cerbaln streets p
d by the Elihart & Bouth Fend Bus
algo asked that the new

ghould be preferential tral
2y use the streets, but that the

The suit =mlso set out that a
onable. o ; s
' (%,R.J. 10-29, 11-26, 12-10,1921)
ilo buses operated since the pasging

hiting operation on street car
iy, 28 127 jitneye were in operation. p

ment entered into by the board

South Bend =and Horthern

WO &ppuﬁred'before

aid, thot due b the inroads made

erent points from the city, the rail-
The buses operate on &

£ 4he interurban cars and pieclk up

¢ traing,

=ed by the Bouth Bend
~tatioh to gtreets not
o eity, and also placing

against the firms now running buses

h Tend and surrounding towns,
(B:R.J. 10-29 and 11/26/%1)

" In December action egainst the C1ty of South Bend to

Force a city ordinance passed on
raferential traffic ‘stroets,
g Company in Circuit
ordinance be declared

that the ordinance Wos discriminatory
sin strests over which glectric railway
fic streets and that taxis,
within the limits of the

operating v _ 7
interurban bus company is

license Tee of $500 was

of an ordinance
ctreets., DBefore its passage

v (Ae;a,ﬂApfil 1925)
ic Worlks of Bouth Bend, Ind., recently
ten-year franchise to the Chicago,
a Radlgvey Loz the cperation of buses
he Coumon Council. A clausc ig-the
end ' the traction company pro-
o after June 1,1924

perate on schedule
of the buses other

(E.R.J. 2/2/24 - P, 196)



fouth Bend (Count'd) S To

The Bouthern Michigen Railway, South Bend, Tad
now operating a bus line from Buchanan and Hiles, mtch,,'
Bend , the Gray Bus Lihes r“v¢ug disposéd of this intera
iﬂter-otw,u route to the railway, The Gray Bus Lineg
¢l voute at  Nileg:: *° ' i

4l

w3, October 4, 1924 ;5690

Terre Haute

Theflrut reﬁulatory jitney -ordinance 1Dclud1nd
stringent provigions for the operation of jitneys was ig
in the City Council. of “ Terre Haute, Ind., on June 7, 19
the ordinance is passed jitueys will be barred from stre
which electric railwa ay carg operate, ' This will put an
the accumulation of Jltﬂevc ATt ek ing sp%ces on Wabush

according to the ordlnanc ¢ ag drafted when th@w

opermtor appliss to the city comptroller for a license he
ate, besides his own neme =nd address, the names ‘of all
@utside‘of?himself who Will be lisbls to operate the car,

Ho person under el;htecn years of are will jois
to drive a jituney nor one who is not physiecally fit. No
who hag been convicted more thﬂn twice for violating the
law aor one who has been convicited of transporting ligque
other offense in connecction with an automobile will be 1

With the application must ba st@ted thc rouue'

ing.' ”he tlme 11m1t for one dﬂy is nine hours of coat
driving, The yearly fees for cars used as jitueyvs willl
for ears carrying five passenrers including the driver,
cars carrying more than five &nd 'less than seven iheluddis
driver, dﬂd 385 for carq c%vrjlnL more then seven inclu
driver, '

A bond of 20,000 will be reguired of the dri
car carries more +h@n seven passencers. For failing to
with the ordinznce and 1ts provisions the ‘driver isg ll&b
have his license reyoked and upon conviction is liable
punisghment not 10 exceéed 3300 and coste and 150 days impss

v The ordinrmce was. referred to the committee on
The ordinance rofers only to vehicles carrying passengels
fixed routes inside of the city. The regulations have s
to do with hotel buses, cabs pr taxis charging fares of 1
than 25 cents, : il i
(B.3.J, June 16, 1923 P,1025)
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ATTT- JTTURY IRGLELATION

TOWA

,The gupremne Bourt of Iowa, in 1916 ,‘rulﬂd that .

H‘s; which are %utomoblle carrying passengeors between
-‘ni, are common carricrs dolng an interstate business,
o arc subject to reasonable regul%tjon dud Bentrol,
twol involves the right to license or tax.

(Munlclpnl Journal MaV\lé 10160
hekd L i A B L " SRR WAL
18 blll“Wﬂﬂ zlwfoduﬁeﬂsmw the Howse w0
ot Feieees Aidneyie sl Ll e uader (Ftrdc tér ¢ L Tel U

Tiwey 0 h@"mswsuma3prdV1dd"for'aillcéﬁsé Peet @ﬂhﬁlﬁﬂ
gotor bus and truclk operated for hire and places the
pisdiction and control of the vehicles undpr the reg-

the State Board of Railway Commigsionc The bill
gvides that opérators of such vehicles fOf hire will
o - cive bonds of 49,500 for the firs 3t vehicle an

‘additional vonlcle. ROBREL: L

(B R J‘Mafdh*lg 19217} »,567)

T owa law in''addition ‘40" vestla_ the Board of
sgioners with authority to supervise and regulate
and roguiring them to obtain from it certificates
Gh ‘and necessity, imposcs the following texes in
E the regul°r license fees or taxes 1mp05ud on motor
state.

otor vehicles having pncumatic tires, one-eighth
Imllb of travu1 omef and ‘along the public highways.

Jotor vehioles Loving hard or eolid tires one-fourth
mile of travel over and along the public highweys.

Passenger ton-miles arc to be flrurod by ‘taking the
j;'ncapaclty ‘of ~the wehicle,: 1nclud1nr Jreile ne; 2t
'Cﬂpadaenger 3eat, plus e Welght Qf the VLalcle.;

41mum,¢elghts'peﬁmlttbd 1nclud1n¢
1! ,ior\Veﬂlclem Wlt

‘Thb t%xeq collccted are to be used in the maintenance
sndetreste over whilth the  carrier

”1ww prov1deu that the money shall be allocated
, city and county voad districts in the same pro-
the mile ﬂge opurated is distributed among the dis-



" the Des lMoines City Railway in 1916, and neither common or pi

Iowa (Cont'd)

A1l motor carrisre are required to file with the Rag
road Commission licbility insurance bonds, in form and amount
be determined by the Commission, to provide compensation for i
‘Juries and demages for which they are liable, and =zlso a bond
gatisfactory to the Commission to guarantee payment of all fe
taxes or charges due to the state and for the faithful perfor
of the service it undertakes, ‘ )

i The Commission is duthorized to adopt and enforce sug
safety rules and regulations as in its judgment may be nccess
The act prescribes that drivers of motor carriers must be ov
twenty-one years of age, of good moral character, fully comp
to operate a motor car .and hold a regular chauffeur!sllicens
the state motor vehicle department. The speed is limited to
miles per hour for passenger vehicles and 20 miles per hour
freight carriers, e : . |

: (State Regulation of Motor Buses and
o AP RSO 5. 1 7O LG R e

Algona and Fort Dodge

Permission to operate buses between Algona and Fo
Dodge, Ia.,, was recently denied Miss Helen Schultz, propriet
of the Red Ball Transportation Company, Des Moines, by the
Board of Railroad Commissioners. i

(Bus Transportation, Juﬁe 1924, .P, 28

Dayenport

g A court order of April 12, 1921, at Davenport, Iow:
‘continued in force e tempowary injunction under which opera

of jitney buses on the public streets is prohibited, The cour
held that g jitney bus is an automobile competing with a st
railway company for business on the public streets. "The j
men's attorneys sought to prove that their clients were not
‘ney bug drivers but taxi cab broprietors and as such had th
.right as eny taxi cab to operation on the strects, This de
forces the bus men to ‘take out bonds and in other ways confl
to ‘the jitney bus ordinznce now on the city's books.

(BB, T, Abwil 25, 1921 B. 7E

Des Moines
A twenty-five year franchise at a b-cent fare was

ferred dividends ever were earned, High costs of operation
*faused the company, in the summer of 1919, to submit to the ¥
a T-cent fore proposal which was defeated, GShortly thereafte
company was thrown into the hands of a rcceiver and it wag il
hands up to the time thot business was suspended. In August @
6-cent fare was allowzd and later service was cut 45 per cent’



]

= b
LA Wi, |

Wy fore groted,

the u-cent fare went into effeet the clty govern-

‘o tho streets under & five=cent

When
,l“tod“jitney'buagsvto:t;.

L ; s ,
5 wlicit short: haul bu31neﬁs-1n-compgtition with “the

£l weie: In the winter monthsg, when the gtrects hecame
il roilway

“From Fnow, the buscs waited until the strect
i cloarsd their tiracis and then followed tho_stre@t

chtwof-way in soliciting Luslncees,

The finencinl condition of the railway compeny become

B worzo and, intermittent efforts were made in the spring
mduce tie oity council to rule the busges off the

s snifare which would permit the roilway to operate .
11y, but nothing was done., The corporation coungel of
{who Tor a long vime ned opposed the street railway and
9ic utilities in Des Moines, made an unsuccessful effort
the council tol rule the buses off the streets entirely
Lbhaeise operations'tb'stfcets‘not occupicd by railway

{

B ithe rederal judpe Tinclly ordered service on the
hligne s digcontinued on Ausust 4; 1921, members’ of the
11 end other political 1enders assured the people that
d not stop, However, this did heppen and after a

: nt that the buses were far from adequabe,
ation conditions becamc desperate and a week after ser-
saded , the eity council offcring no solution, the

: & pommittee summoned’ the recoiver of the strest! "
U aslrodrhin ol golto Chicago,;  Be¢ the controller of the

getitérms for the rastoration of service. ’

(Lera, September, 1991)

%wwiﬁ September the busincss women in Des lloines took &b,
the roilway trouble and a froup of them went before the .
noil snd demanded thét the Council take immediate action
the situsztion. ' The 'Corporation Counsel outlined to. .
1 ot this time thet it would require 1,500,000 il
muediately to place the company i{n o position to re-
vice in full at oucc and olso called attention to-the.
without an order from the ‘Tederal Gourt the Council
less to pestore serviece. et " A

CThedelepration 'of Women 21s0 placed “their casc before
menoger of the railway but hig reéply was tlst @

on of .scrvice was possible until the franchiss difficul-
eliminated ' 4 : i

Jifie! OCt@b&r‘tho'policeqdwpartmentftOOK”a fipn hand in
tion and ordered, that buses must aubuit to brake in= '

| bhgce: 2 woels by ‘4 city mechanicien; thet buses must be
& with doors which should not be opetied until the vehicle
to complete .stop. DBuses were also ordered to come tO &
\stop Bt railrdad ‘crossings ond were  prohibited from
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stopping at street intersections,

A finel draft of a new franchige wag ‘presented to th
City Council on October 12 but no definite action was taken,
new motor bus clause barred the buses enly firom strects on whie
railway lines operated, Buses were permitted to cross car line
Streets at right angles, to crogs. bridges with car lines and
have downtown terminals, ‘ 4 d i

) . The Council at its meeting on October 12 ordered the
Corporation Counsel to petition the Federal Court to order imm
diate resumption of service and by vote of four to one defea

resalutiqns.offering & three~year bus franchise,

o ‘ On Qetober 17 the judge of the Tederal Court orde
-HoPelviers for the street railway to resume. servite. om the day &
the City Council finally passed the proposed: franchise ordinang
Upon news of the above order the City Council was called in spe
session end hurriedly passed a resolution barring the buses fr
streets where there are railway lines, This provision was to
oome effective from the day that service would e resumed by t
} i ! ]
i One of the principal features of the franchise as pass
by the City Council for its first and second readings on Octob
17, was that "Buses are abolished from car line streets except
Crossing bridges, " According to the Iowa law such ordinances
must lie over for one week in the form in which they are to be
 finelly passed, On October 24 the finsl passege of the ordina
took plaece and cars of the street railway were started early i
the afternoon of the same day, :

According to an sgreement reached by all parties to
the transaction buses were permitted to continue to operate Rhell
direed competition with the railway until after the franchise !
been voted upon by the people, thirty days to elapse between &
First notice of the election and the actual vote, At & special
election, YNovember 8 the franchise was approved, » . ..

: - The last week in Degember the City Council of Des
Hoines passed an ordinance setting out the routeg which buses wul
use if they are to continue to aperate, The ordinance practie

eliminates buses from streets where electric reilways opesrate

to a very large axtent from the loop district of the businegs g
tion, ' ‘

The city of Des Moines appealed to the Iowa Supreme
on & decigion of a Judge of a county district court which grantel
thefNOrthrDes Moines Improvement Leapue's petition for a temporat
injdnetion restraining the franchise slection, The Supreme Cours
overruled the cbove decision and held that the trial Judge dm: T
lower court erred in granting the injunction,

(L
i

(B.R.J, Octobor 1,8,15,32,29,1921; December 10y
31, 1921; February 2, 1922) '



' Jitueys running on the same streets with clectric rail-’
mist cover the same digtance ench trip as do the electric
dlng to the jitney ordinance read for a second time by
\of Sioux City, Iowa, during the week' cnded June 8,1918,
fixed the jitney owners bond at $5, OOO. “ '

{EyRTy Ty 6,‘1918“?; )

321 which would bar jitney buses from strcets on
stric railways are operated was introduced in the Iowa
faux City in February, 1921, Jitneys would however be
f th@ bill to cross bridees where there are clectric
eks and to cross at right angles streets where there are
: V‘olators of the law would be bUb?@uted to, & flne
aprlsanmunb ln Jall not to el oeed 51xtv days.

B, R.J beruarj 2671921, F, 425)

linsnce paasnd prohibiting operation of buses on
cets, Many busesg formerly operamed but were elimine-
kking of this ordlnance.

i

(Aera, April 1923)
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ANTI- JITUEY LEGISLATION

KANSAS

Kansas City .

g i

The City Commissioners of Kansas City, Xan,, have &

taken a position definitely opposed to the operation of bus I
on street car routes. Am ordinance giving a franchise to a by
company to operate between Kansas City, Kan,, and Kangas Oit
Mo,, has been held up several weeks, and while it has not b
finally denied, the bus operators have been instructed to de
nate some route other than that now used, which follows the
sStreet cear lines on Minnesota.Avenue, the main street and o
the intercity viaduct, the route of the intercity street car
This bus line plies on the main street of Kansas City, Kan. e
the umion station of Kansas City uo., going through the main
Pusiness district of the latter city also. !

(BB T, "Sept, B89, 1924, 'BIYsBaY)

The ordinance was finally passed prohibiting buses
from using streets parallel to railway tracks but ldter amends
to the extent that buses are allowed to operate over the ints
city viaducts parallel to the tracks, but must seek a new rout
on the Kansas side, i ' : ' !
(B.BeJ. October 4,1924 2,589)

Topeka

‘The City Commissioners of Topeka, Kensas, adopted
May 22, 1916 an ordinance réquiring license fees of 3300 tg
for jitneys operating on streets that bear street car tragks,
except that jitneys might operate on the improved portions of
such streets and wmight run on the main street, an unusually
thoroughfare, The law was to go into effect June 19, Mean
the jitney owners and drivers formed an orgpanization, estsbis
routes and gave transfers in an effort to show the guality of
service they could resnder and in the hope of securing a chang
in the ordinance, Three of the commissioners voted for the
ordinance two against it, ' |

(B.RoJ. June 3, 1916. P.1084.)

k Dy terms of an armistice recently signed by the a
neys representing the Interstate Stage Line, Kansas City, Mo
and the city of Topeka, the Topeka bus war has Leen suspended

The bus line will expend 1,800 which will go int
the city treasury for licenses in order that the operation
the Interstate's fleet of buses may conform with the ordinan
recently drafted by the administration's attornevs., |
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KENTUCKY

When the law placing bus operation in Kentucky
the gupervision of the State Highway Commission becomes
tive it is understood that Senator Griffin R. Kelly of O
will be in charge of the desk at the state Capitol at
Mrs, Bowen Henry of TFrankfort, a prominent Democrati
will be Senator Kellyls agsistant, it is.said. ' The
the auto transportation companies under the jurisdic
State Highway Commission was introduced and put throug
houses by Representative Harry B, Miller of Lexington,

(Bus Transportation June

Lexington

! A petition signed by nearly 10,000 business @
fessional men of Lexington and vicinity was sent to Fr
as were also nearly 100 telegrams from business men asso
etc,, protesting the passage of a bill to curb the motor
industry of that region., A large delegation of the Mo or
Owners' Ascociation went to Frankfort for a hearing on tk
posed bill which provides for a tax of 1 cent a mile fo
use by bus operators. i

The proposed legislation would, in addition to
the bus operators a cent a mile for road use,make them @
liability insurance costing about $500 a year per buss
words, it is estimated that the total taxes and insuranee
siggle bus would be from $l1,300 to $1,400 a year, or abe
a aday.

Tae bus operators are well organized and are {
hard, They admit, however, that if the bill is enacted,
virtually compei them to withdraw from service, . ‘

(Bus Transportation,Marchy

T.ouisville

. Afteiy the 7mcent fare became effective on the 1
of the Louisville Railway, jitney buses caused some 1ittl
trouble, The eity officials are now forcing the autos 10
stop blocking ecrners in the business sectiona, and prose
them for vielation of traffic regulations, parking laws. €
and drivers have found that there is no money in their oR&

and it is believed that in a few weeks they will,be out ©
busginess. '

(E.R.J. 9/17/21.)



Jitneys are unregulated as to routes hours and service, .
moatly operate during rush hour veriod.

‘AERA April 1923,

The Kentucky Carriers, Inc. a subsidiary of the

igville Reilway commenced operating buses on June 24,1923,

1y gix coaches, operating over one routes - In July 1925, gix

;t onal COwCh@S were added and another route was opened, Later
of these routes was di scont?nued and a spervice.was Ansugurated
other gection of the city in the hopes that a more. productive
ritory cuuld be reached, ; : i

Coach service doe% not exqcbe nurallel street railway
ces Every communlty hae many private sutomobile owners wio
their machines extensively bvetween their homes and the office,
yre or shop, because they desire some meang of tran&portatlon
‘ than is afforded by street car service. The increaging
"f vlties in finding suitable parking space in the dowatown

Ueiness districts, tosethsr with cqst of operation, we believe,
. graduslly discouraging the use of automobileg by private
ers, and it ig thipg clags of people whom we hope to reach by
uue of motor cowehes..

The rate of fare charged since the 1naugurct10n of the
vice is 10 cents per passenger. Transfers are not given from
e coach route to ancther, nor are they interchanged between
aches and street railway cars. No free passengers are carried.
1 coaches are one-man coaches, seating twenty-five passengers
d are equipped with Johnson registering fere boxes.

(E+RsJe March 15,1924 P. 421-422. )

‘ The Public Utilities Bureau of Louisville, Ky, in a
commendation to the Board of Public Works, has suggested that
s lines be established as feeders or extensions to some of the

ocal r111way llne%. The recommendations favor the bus lines to

e operated in conjunction with the street ¢ars, and on the same

are rate, with transfers to cars at terminals, and from these

ars to intersecting lines. The bureou agrees in part with the
ontention of the rallway that costs of extension of rails is
pohibltlve.

(2.R,7+ Avgust 23,1924 B, 295)



ANTI-JITNEY LEGISLATION

LOUISIANA

i Commiseloner Paul H. Maloney of the Department of
,Pﬁblic Utilities of the city ef New Orleans, Le., has offe
* two ordinances to the Commission Council calling upon the New
Orleans Public Service, Inc., to operate a bus service on th
streets not now served by railway lines in the upper and 1o
 sections of the city. This is in keeping with the recomme
tions. contained in the Beeler report, which has not as yet
_adopted by the Commission Council. ' The delays incident have
occasioned the residents of that arvea, a thinly-settled pox
of the city, great discomfort and inconvenience Lo, reach, th
street cars. ' : | ‘

- The officials of the company are reported to hav
expressed themselves as ready and willing to meet the req
of the city, in so far as single-deck buses are concerned
allege that the spreading branches of the big oak trees,
outlying districts, may make it imprgetical and hazardous
double-deck buses on the routes. They assert that the bu
will be in readiness for operation within sixty or ninety da

. '- . i I,”
( B.R.J. April 19,1924, Pagels
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ANTI-JITNAY LEGISLATTON

MATINE

The' first jitney certificate was issued by the Maine
¢ Utilities Commigsion recently for the operation of a bus
between Greenville and Lily Bay, and.from Greenville to
gor. ‘By a new law the Public Utilities Commission took over
. supervigion of the jitney whlch is in charge .of comm1981on 8
electrlclan.

Aocording to rules and rogulatlons adopted, time and

. gchedules must be posted in the bus, and passenger capacity

ot be exceeded. The fare between nny two points must not be

Wthan ‘the' 'fars charged by any steam or electric carrier.

jicenses may be revoked at any time after a hearing when it is
wn that the publlc good no longer requires the jitney service

(sl rule% haVe been violated,

= 8/1._)/21)

Jltney operators of blddeford, d%lne are required to
“1loense fees of 20 and %30 depending. on the size of their
icles, under the terms of an ordinance paqsed reoently by

' City Council. Bonds or insurance pollbles of from: $3;000

' OOO areto be deposited Wlth the city clerk before licenses

(E+R. T, August 9,1919, P. 3-04)

" The jitneys have been ruled off the streetu of Portland.
and: 0ld "Orchard, Maine, where the conclusion has recently
resched py the cities that buses that compete with the elw

ic railway are a nuisance and should be restrained. These

es were 1nhwduced to the jitneys or the jitneys were in-
oduced to the cities during the spread of the jitney idea

lowing the wwmnloyment period at the. start of theiwar. Like
108t other cities, Portland and the other places mentioned
l€5itated at the start as to what was best to be done about
Stilotion:

In 1915 an ordlnwnce was passed in Portland providing
et 211 applications for licenses to cnerate motor vehicles as
COmmon ecarriers must be filed with the city clerk., Such appli-
ticng were required to show the route and the Schedule to be
W4ntu1ned and also be accompanied by a bond depending upon
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Portland,8aco,0ld Orchard (Continued) .
the size 'of 'the car: Applications had to be filed with the [
ecity clerk, who in. turn referred them to the Board of Aldermen’
and Meayor for final dispositiens “The bond requirements of the
ordinance were #5,000 for a five-passenger car and $6,000 for |
ears of greated sesting capacity, In addition a ocity license
was necessary, this being 20 a year for the smaller cars an
wao a ‘year for cars seatlng more thah flve pwssengers.

Soon after the Cumberlnnd County Power & Light Com@
Operatlng the DPortland Railroad, inecreased its fares to appr
imately 3 cents a mile, several buses were put . into competi
with the company between Portland and Saco, without seocuring
the proper licenses, The drivers were urreated for not; compl
with the requirements of the city of Portland. In the State
Supreme Court before Judge Wilson the jitney men got a tempor
injunction for one week instead of two months, as asked for by
the .Council, They claimed the jitney regulatory ordinance w
too drastic and mode without authority of the .state., Judge
Wilson, however, after hearlng the case, refused to continue
the lngunctlon. ;

The Mayor and the Board of Aldermean of Portland: the
refused to grant the licenses under the ordinance of 1915,
claiming they would use their own discretion, in as much as
ordinance provided ‘that they might grant the. licenses if the
réquirements of the ordinance was fulfilled. The city had
to the conclu51on that there was not room enough in Portlen
twc forms of transportation, and that inasmuch as the railw
was already on the ground it ‘should have the sole rightuteys
transport passengers.

In Saco & gimilar ordinance has been passed and be
effective on August 1,191¢ The town of Scarboro declared
bus competition with the electrlc railwoys & nuisance and
hibited the buses from using the streets, As a2 result of a
this no jitneys are running in Fortland, Saco and 01d Orchar

The Cumberland Power & Light Company feels that t
outcome is but one of the aftermaths of the Several communityl
meetings held in the terrltory throughout which it operates !
when:fares were' recently ihcreased,at which time every effor
wags made to put before itse patrons the facts ze to the final
gtatus of the company. ' i !

‘(ByR.J, August 16,1919,: P, 560

The Public Utilities Commission of Maine recently
dismissed the apvlication of the Checker Cab Company to rvn
Buses between Portland and 0ld Orchard, Maine. The commisgsd
gtates that the public in this v1cmn1ty is being adequately
cared for 2%t ro%son”ble rateg
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o, OLd Orchard (Continued) )

he Cumberland County Fower & Light Company operates

i Portland to Old Orchard, - The commission in its

otes thot the manager of that company testified that
hard line was not remunerative and that the direetors
ad would gladly discontinue service #f allowed to do 80.
asserted that much of the troffic to 0ld Orchard at
n than the active summer resort senson was friom school
The ecommission said that their plight head to jbe con=
h;the event of the discontihuance of the 0ld Orchazd

- finding stated that the situation presented &

milar to that considered at length in the commissions
of last August when it rejected the petition of the
Laxicab Company and othdrs to run buses between Fortland
AI’dp i

commission also stated that its function was not

vigory and regulatory as the petitioner had contendeds
commission ruled that the spirit of the Maine laws

3 existing utility from an invasion of its field

& consent of the commission and that in its opinion

0% the state was to build up & structure of trans-

.ch might e co-ordinated with the existing systems

somewhat similar decision with respect to traffie
d, rendered about a year ago, attracted wide atten-
of the views expressed by the commission at that

(Z.R,T. August 2,1924 P. 181)
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AITT-JITURY IMGISLATION

MARYTAND

e

: " 'The motor bug &nd Jitney industry has been under th
Jurisdiction of "the Public’ Service Commission of Marylend: in
State ‘Bince Tanuanyyl 1, 1918, ‘ W ) Ui el
. i h { ]

A set'of rules for the resulation of the operation e
Jitneys and motor vehicles used as common cafriers was issued
the Commisgion in 1916, effective Octoboer 1 of “thet "'vear, | Tl
agfollowsy 7 " ke | b ' il

Wi gl

“RULES

Governing the Operation of Motor Vehicleg for Public Use @

in the Conveyance of FPersons or Property Within

“the State of MMaryland,

; 1, Applicebility, The following rules shall apply,
far as reasgonably applicable in each instence, to all moteor w
hicles of every kind used in the publie transportaticn of pas
£ers, property or freight for compensation, whether opera
fized schedules, over rerulsr or established routes, or oth
and to the persons, firme or corporations operating or cous
same to be s0 operated,

2, Necessity for Permit, No motor vehicle shall h
after be operated in this State for public use in the convey
or trangportation of persons, passengers, property or fTreds
compensation until the owner or person lawfully in control the:
shall first have applied for and received & permit from the
Service Commission of Maryland suthorizing such use, Said D
may be issued by the Public Service Commigsion or by ite duly
stituted representative on its order at any time during the
but the right to operate under the same ®shall in ell instance
terminate on the 3lst day of December next succeeding, but sw
permits may be renewed from vear to year upon surrender of th
permit issued for the preceding year. No charge shall be mad
the issuing of any such permit, - i

S. 4pplication for Permit. All oririnel applicati
fgr such permits shnll be made upon blank Forms prescribed by
Public Service Commission, and shall be signed by the applican
personally, At the time of making such application, the appl%
cant sghall be given & printed copy of this order, unless he b
previocusly received s copy, and ghall be required to certify
his application that he has received ond read the game , and ﬁwf
agree to comply with the provisions thercof, -
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B form of Permit, suid permit sholl be in such form
fpom time to time be prescribed by the Commuissiony but
iwh 1 ingtonces containh. the Publie Servige quﬁission’s
Mimber, the name ond  zddress 0f the persony Llem; or ¢OTm
s ion issusd, the carrying capasciny s fixed

50, whom. or whic »
bilic Service Commission in tie case of 2 motor veliicle
carrying

e re public gransportation of passcnfers, e
s civen by dhe manufacturer of -such motor vehiele in
o motor vehicle enpaged in the public trensportation
andise or Treight, and the route OVExr whaich the saune.is
operatd in cases Where the pormit is granted Tor
‘route, VWhere the permit does not suthorize operation
lar route, that fact shall be stated on such permit,
Sermit snsll be made conditional upon the motor vehicle
operated contrary to Rule 9 thereof s

rSJ Display .of Permites  IThe permit 80 iggued shall at
‘be carried in or on the motor vehicle for which issued
be displayed by the operator thereof at any time upon
of the propsr representaotives of the Public Service
Commissioner of Motor Vehicles or police authorities
oy zny municipal subdivision thereof . When 480 re=
¢ Public Service Commission, said permit shall Dbe
nlayed in a conspicuous place in the motor ‘vehicle
ig issued, ]

6. REstablished Route., . Ho motor vehicle for which &
%L‘b@en issued for operation over an estbablisned 0x TEL=-
shall be operzted for compensation over any other
hout the express psrmission of the Public Service Com-

BUnless it happen that the cetablished route of such
cle be temporarily blocked or otherwise impawsable.

 Destination Sigrs. All motor vehicles operating
sation over an established or regulor route or between
ixed terminii, shall be equipped with legible sipnes
ide, or on the froat as may be prescribed by the Com-
Wmdieating the respdetive terminii B, their woutes,

of the street, rozd or other public highway which
greater part. of saild route.

‘ Tixed Schedules.  #o motor veiicle for which a

'8 been issued for operation on a. fixed schedule, shall
8ted on any other schedule, or vary the time of leaving

> principal points on its route, except in emergency
out the express permission of the Public Service Com=

e Hiring Cars, A motor vehicle for which a perinit
Tesved for suthority to sngage in the public- transpor-

| persons or property other than over an established route
hﬁQWn as o "Hiring Car" and shall so be desiginated
prominently displayed thereon in the form and manher

be prescribed by this Commissionyfrom time to time,
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Mar‘land. (Cont'd)

Bueh hiring - eers may be used in genersl hiving to ‘curry pass
gers or property to any desived point. Any "airing car! Whl
ghall at any tlme, without the exprese permission of the Publ
‘Bervice Commigsion, operate along or uver anvy route éstablis
by the Comnission as 'the regulmr route or some other applicant
or over any subgtantisl pﬁrt thereof, aKPupt as' it may be nece
BEry t0- travesse'a part iof 'gudh "route ‘as'an incident of ordine
hiring business, of the opur%cor or person in ‘chiarge Of Wulcn“
shall solicit patrons or UU“LH@ et eititer ‘of the terminid'e
any suech established rouce, ﬂt points ‘alons the "same, Wit
intent of ca¥rying -such ‘pa urons er propartyiover ‘andy sucll esdw
lished route or substentisl part thereof, of to either of the
terminii'thercof by 'a somewhat different route, shall be deen
and taken os engeged in public transportation ove an establi
route, eand the owner or person lawfully in control thereof snal
be vaqulrud to Obtmlﬂ a pehwit sccordingly, y
10. ﬁutes of - Pares ‘In'all cdges in w%lch permits a
ssued by the Public Service Commission for the use of motor
hicles for transporting pagsengers, merchandise or freight owe
recular 'routes oron fiXCa schedulcés for compersation, the
m15Slon mey ‘gpecify dn such permit the rateg of fare or compe
ation which the applicant shall be perimitted 1o charge and col
1°ct. And- it shall e unlawful for the operator of any notom
vehlbl to mate any othepr or differént oh;rLus than those 50

Speclflod Whenever the Comnission Ehall 80 require, the p
| whom such pwrmlt is issucd shall cause t0 be posted cons
uwously in such motor vehicle H ﬁtrcemun* QT the charges g0

authorized to be made,

: 11," Changes in Routes, Schedules or Tariffs, In
cases where persons to whom pu£MlES have been issued as f01
dekire o malte avy chenge in routes, scliedules or Barif e s
application shall be made to the Public Service Commission fo
permission and “eushority!'sd Yo do, “But not'such change of rol
origehedule shalll beeome effeetive Until a copy thereof has
sent, to the Commigsionetr of Liotor Vehicles of Marvisnd, aad
ad justment of eharges made by him a8 by lew provlued, Sub' |
to the seme provieo the Public Service Commission reserves DiLE
rigntito grrange or rearrance routes and schedules so as to
vent colwpetition injurious’ to 'the public welfare or prevent U
n@cesQ4r3_801tewtlon on streets and hi hways,

AR, rm1551%19 Cerrying Capacity., The maximum
permigsibler gt TTV1ng capaclity of motor vehicles ongaced in' t
tremsportation of pessencers for hire shall he determined by
digiding the total learth of sests in inchss by sixteen, thisl
formuls being based upon an allowance of gsixteen inchesg per pé
senmerand Sn ag race welaht of 140 pou;ﬂ@ ner pﬂ““pﬂ”ﬁr aud)
the rssultin; figure not holding where the sfcregate welight (Gf

geys on tihe boaglie aforesaid would e:ﬂnud the ooy

£e )
e 1oy ot g
GRNEEsLis.,




The maximum permissible c@rrylng capacity of each motor
determined by the rYublic Service Commission shall be
‘on its permit’ issued as aforesaid.

TABLZ |
128 140 150 176 198, E08 @2l 11240

1756 1550 1400 1530 1680 1820 1960 21560

‘m&ems : g 9 i) i 1Z LT 8 'V14 : 15

U Lmad ing No motor vehicle ‘engaced in transporting
v compensation shall be permitted by its operator

oredter aumber of passencers under any clrcambtanoes'
filber specified in the permit issued by tne Puvlic Ser-
lgaion for the UrEe: of Sackn damy 5 *

Loadlnp-uontlnued Wot moxre th%p one person in

" the driver shall be permitted to occupy the front
motor vehicle of the type known as lefthand drive,
public, transportation of nassengcrs where the
located on the richt-hand cide "0f the driver, and
one person, in addition to the driver, Tor esch Sixs
widith of freht: seat,. nllowing 51xtenn Anclies o
where tnc ge%r-ahi?t is 1ocated on. ﬁhe left;hand side

' mltted to ocoupy the front Seat of &ny motor vehlule
n as right-hand drive engaged in the public trans-
passengers where the gear-shift is located on' the

e of ‘the driver, and not more than one person, in

he driver, for each sixteen inches 'of width of front
six een 1nche% Por tle drlver, Wherﬁ'hhe,gaar-shift

] LoadLng Continued, No passenger shall be permitted
p the steps or the running board of any motor vehlcle
' publlc transportation of p ssengers.

. Loading-Continued o person shall e permittéd
.n the top of sny motor vehicle engaged in the public
_n of pas engers unleso such top has Ueen deslgnea

Aecidents, Immediate notice shall be given the
_Commission of all accidents 'in which motor vehicles
lic trensportation are involved, where such acci- .
in loss of life or injury to passengers, employees
Sons, or where the same result in eqguipment damqﬁ,

to necessitate the removwl of " the motor vehicle from
Biperiod of mers. than twenty=four hours,
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Maryland (Cont'd)

. 18. Interruptions to Service, In all cuses. of. idd
Tuptions to the rerular service of motor vehicles engcdged in
public trensportation over es ablished routes or on fixed sch
ules, where such interruptions ‘are likely to continue over a
period of more thon twenty-four hours, written notice shall |
£iven the Commission of the character, cause and prohable dur
tion of sams, i :

1

A 19, Withdrawsals from Servieces- It sHall be unl awful
any person; fitm or corporation engaged 'in the 'operstion of o
Or more motor vehicles for the public trensportation of passe
gers or freicht to discontianue such public service permanentl:
Wwithout having first £iven the Public Service Commission at 1
ten days! notice in Wwriting of his or its inténtion so to do

' 20, Reserve Bquipment, = Sufficient Teserve equipn
shall be maintained by the proprietors of all motor vehicles
gaged regularly in public transportation to insure the reag
maintenance of established routes and fixed gchedules,

2L, . Physicel Conditicmy
Ln, publie, transportation and the equipment Used in connection
therewith shall at all ti '

: mes be kept in proper physical condi
tion to render safe,,mﬂequat@.and.proper puvlic' 'sevrvice, and
as not to be a menace to the gsafety of their occupants or to
gerieral publie. - Pajlyse to keep such motor vehicles in the
condition aforesaid shall be sufficient ground for an order
the Cormission annulling its permit to operate the same,

i

BT motor vehicles eng:

L gl egen Regldle seror Dnsafe  Operation, Tt shall be u
lawful for the operator of any motor wvehicle engaged in pUubl
transportation. to operatel the same recklessly, in an unsafe
manner, or in disregard of the public general laws governing
operation of motor vehicles in this State. A persistent or
flagrant violation of this rule or of duly prescribed strect
‘traffic regulations shall be sufficient ground for an order 0
the Commission annulling the perrmit to operat

X
te any such motor
vehicle in public transportation, 3

23,  Inspection. Represgentatives of ‘the Public Se
vice Commigsion will be provided with appropriate badges for
identification, They ehall have the right ‘at any time to et
into or upon any motor vehicle engaged in public transportatiol
rar bhe purpose of ascertaining whether or not there has beetl
Violation of any of these rules and regulations.  The refusgal
the operator of any such motor vehicle +o stop the same when
ordered so, to do by any such representative of the Commigsion,
0¥ to vermit any such representative +o enter into or upon the
same for the purnoses aforescid, or to display the bermit el
Bued for such motor vehicle upon his demand shall be sufficie
Eround for the rsvecation §f such permit,



1and ( Cont'd) G

24, Revocation of Permit. N6 permit igsued by the

il Service Jonnission as herein provided shall be revoked un-

fter hearing hed upon not less than five dayg! written no=

to the applicant to whom such permit was granted and an

ptunity given him to be heard in his defense, Notices OF .

Neoringe #hall be dn writing and may-be seryed in person

\the @pplicant,. or mailed to him by resisteresd mailiat the -

sees given in his application, which mailing, after o reuson-

iime for delivery 'according 'to due course of mail, shall
sffective and binding ‘as personal service. It gshall be

Wl for any person, firm or corporation to operate in public

ice or cause or permit to be go operated any motor vehicle §
exmit for the operation of which has been revoked by the

 Service Commission. 'In addition to the causes herein-

‘expressly specified as grounds for the revocation of such
0 %he flagrant or persistent violation of any other ol

miles ‘and regulations shall be sufficient o oo o/ SNoig e Vv ¢ =G
tion ofthe Commission, for the revocation of such permits.

i
[

| 25, Annusl Reports. It shall be the duty of the pro-
Wetor of every vekhicle or'lime of motor vehicles engdged
ularly in the business of tramsporting passengers or freight
smpensation to keep- en accurate record of his receipts from
ion and operdting and other expenses, and file the same on
jefore September lst, in each year, with the Public Service
jisgion as of the 30th day of the precedimg June on forms
cribed and furnished by said Commission.

26. Viclations. Any person who is the sole or joint
of any motor vehicle and shall cause Or permit or suffer
caused or permitted the violation of any of the afore-
rules and regulatione or the operation of any motor ve-
contrary to the requirements thercof, shall nimself be
dlgtd ity 0f 18 Violatieon Of the' same a8 fully as though he
‘himself operating such motor vehicle personally at the
« and in the case of a corporation, the officers; agent oY
nloyee thereof whno shall violate, or procure, aid or abet any
lation of any of these rulcs and regulations, or permit the
ration of any motor vehicle contrary to the reguiremente
reof shall be deemed personally guilty of a violation thereofl.s

i 2%. TPenalties. The penalties for the violation of

g of the aforegoing rules and regulations, in addition to the
55ible revocation of permits as aforesaid, shall be such as
prescribed in Chapter 687 of the Acts of 1916, commonly

. as the "Revised llotor Vehicle Law," in the case of those
les and regulations which relate to the operation of mo tor
hicles generally upon the highways of this state, 1In the case
Wthose rules and regulations which relate solely. to motor ve-

€
i

i) leles engaged in public transportation and are not applicable
T 0 motor vehicles not so used, the penalties for their violation
fie 11 be such as. are prescribed by Section 5 of Chapters 610 and

of the Acts of 1916 respectively, to wit: the pérson violat-
2 the same shall be deemed guilty of 2 migdemeanor and, upon
#0hviction, subject to & fine of not less: than five dollars
§6.00) nor more than fifty dollars (350.'00) for the fimst of-



Mzrylsnd (Cont'd)

fense ond a fine of uot less than ten dollars (410.00
than’ one hundred dollars (,100,00) for cach addition
or sub$8quent affenses,

AND R T FUATHIR, ORDERED; Thet =2 notice bo‘
the daily newspapers of TJaltlmore City once & weelk foirl
[cusedve. weelss priior o 08 tober o OLE, nOtlfVlng all p
ceped in the operation of motor VLﬂlble for: public ‘
conveyance of persons of property within this State of &
that rules governing the operation of such hivc been ads
this Commisgsion to become effective on said da Octolb
and that printed copies of the same may be Meourod A
of the Secretary of this Commission upon reguest; and
before the 15th day of ‘Sentember, 1916, the Sscretary
Commission cause to be forwardesd g prlntwd copy of G
every person, firm or corporation shown by the record8n¥
Commiseion on that date to be engeced in the operation o
vehicles for public use in the conveyance of pergons or*
within the State, ]
albert G. Towers,

&,Clay T 1manus,
Philip D. Laird,

Commigsioners,

. ol e e Ve s
OFFICE 0P THE PURLIC. STRVICT SO EI0s 1hT

I have cormpe ered the preuﬂallg opy with uhe‘q
Order No. 3022 in Uapse No. 939 on file in this office aw
HERRBY CHRTIFY the same to.be a correct transcript ther
of the whole /thereoaf, , ; i ' '
WITNEES, nmy hand and the Seal of Yffice 61 tH
Service r‘onmnlss:mm,-.d: the City of Beltimore, this
LAY '

Secrctary.

hl1 buses Opvrﬂtlﬂg ln marJland muat hbrehft i
equipped with pemdomcubrs, following an order retentily
by the Public Service Commigsion.
4 (bus Transportation June 19
Ealtimore

In common with other cities in the country, Ll Us
wag infested with the jitney craze in the early pa;L of LU
They increased from two in Tab ruary to a maximan of mOre!
macuines, The resulting logg to the United Railwaye and



gompany of Daltimore was appreciable, amouyitiig to more than' 3600

nox
oLy diays | THere wers a few motor, busysi b e of the Jitneys

e a modified express wegon body mounved on a Fort chass is.

Originally the jitneys were unrelulated ' but an ordlnwrou
B pessed in July 1915 which imposed a license f~p ofdinER e o

in passencers and ;25 for each additionel passengernyl THidiwnae
ared invalid by the court.

On Jure 9, 1915 the Public Service Commigsion as=uned
gdietion over jitneys end . issued reculotions cowerdng blein
siediom, | Bf fective Janusry A, 1919, the Federali Govurpmeniy

fam addational tas, wmountlnp per bus to $20 per years

Frospective jitney operators had to apply to the Btate
omobile Commission for a license ¢ivia the routy to be folliowed,
ed lﬁ to be maintained, number of buses, .seating capacity and
gnt, from which was computﬂd the tax levied, 4 permit to oper-

s had to be obtaiued from the Public Service Commission.

The Baltimore Transit Compeny and the City dotor Coms
v were crcanized, The latter operated the Laltimore type of
jitney in direct competition with: the emisting indeperdent
and the fomeér, a nigher clasg bus operatini on Charles

The City lictor Company operated at a loss from July,
5 %o Deptember, 1915 the totel deficit from opsration belimy

The unemployment factor in the industrial situation was
ely respongible for the number of Jjitneys operated at firscs

orig number of competitive vehicles wened, the independent compe-
and L ion diminished until in 1920, there were about thirty Jjitneys

11l operatad,

fbout the same time that the Tord,jitnevz were put in
wvice by the City Moter Coumpsny, & flecet of twenty buseg wus
67 10 operation on Charles Stre=t by the baltimore lrauﬁlt Coni=
Vi These buses seated poersons and catered to high-cluss traf-
After operating the original buses for twenty-six months,
¢ Laltimore Trausit Company gold them and replaced them with
enty sixteen paspenrer busss which opsreted as an suxiliary of
e United RAailways and Zlectric Company in npaltimore. They
Isnisln an alternitive sorvice to that provided by the etrect. ecar
8 And) parallel the route witiiin the distance of & block or
snd , for part of the distance,, opsrate over the same etreet.
trangfers were exchaned with thu street car compeay but the
tal toliens used were intercheangeable.

Competitive operation is confined to 25 buses thay were
1. operation before the presaat law was in ¢ffect. The announced
& ¥l acy of thie Commissio. ig to permit an existing utilicy to supply
eded pervice if it is eble to do so. Reilway coupany operates
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ﬁaltimore {Cont'd,)

o .t e i

1a e flemn of ‘buses on streets which paraljel 1ts tracks
ﬂeﬁa@ ’c“o 1ey‘ ervmg one outlyln{ sect;on. '

(Awm,,Apml 1925)
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i \!'ne recent session of the lecislature passed thres laws
jch affect motor vehicles used &as common Carriers.

House Bills Nog. 140 and 238,prdvide for obtaining

Chmpter 64 of he wenergl Laws 1s ame ndpd by Chapter
et the laws 'of 1923 by inserting thereafter, under the yhanGile ,
wation of Sales of Gasoline and Certain Other Mo tor Vehicle:
"W How “h ptvr, 6 =2, Whlch Drov1des fon.a tam of e oents
the oalcndar month _

(St&te Reculation of Motor Luses et Jltncys
June 198 1933 )

"

' Bo'stor, hassachusetts, thefe hwg been wery:Little:
‘gonpébition wita the vdllway 5ystem. The Jitneys were:
Tepul ar nor competitive, However in neafly every other
ofllsnyisied. 'in MaSSdChuoCbtb there has been more or less =
over the! Jlinteys, " in ‘almost every case the electiic
compwny has suspended itg service long enough to make ‘thé

=4

\Once more resumed service in many cases wita a reduced fare
' the elimination of the jitney compeultlom. :

- B At ‘several different"timestrom 1915 tb iQi& billgiweire
et witho'the Lagislatiure to regulate or Gllmlﬂatc e Jutaeyss
untll 1918 wais any definite state restrlculon accompllshcd

ol Under chapter 226 of the General Acts af . Mdsuachusebts
£ 1913, the Public Service Commission was riven broad authority
n the oxercise of a reasonable discretion to reviewcall local
ilway and ‘regulations ‘dealing with jitney operation. The most
inpgortant extracts from the Public Bervice Commissions Rules
‘overnlng operatlon of Jltnuys were as follows..

: Before & person’ orn oorgoratlon can operﬂte a
motor wvehicle for the carrisge of passengers iistotrol ooa Loy of e o Kk
such ‘a manner as to afford means of transportation simi-

must be procured from the board of Aldermen o the olty
subljee t to approval of the Meyor endorsed tnereon in
WEr1bLYE o

No license shall be rwvted fior & perloa exceeding
one yeor. ,

Dlliciizeslive et the' jitneys give an unsatisfactory, inadeguate
rvice, end when the jitneys failed, to make good the railway con-

wlEr b that-afforded by ‘& street railway bomplny o license
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Boston, (Cont'd)

‘Bvery vehicle must héave a sign plainly visible fro

the front, letters and figures beiny not lessthan two and o s

helr inches higch and not less than one querter inch wide, sta

the streets of the route, the termini and the rate of fare.

metal plate beuring the license number and the number of rasse
gers authorized to be kept on the dash in such a position as
be visible to the occupants, ' ; i

Licensee must file with the city clerk a tariff sh
lng the effective date, time of arrival amnd departure at and
from a1l termini and the time and departure from intermediate
boints, &nd a tariff showing the farcg to be charged hetween
several points or localities to be served: - Ho fare other th
that designated in the tariff shall be collected and sl veh
must be driven to the end of the route before turning around

 HNo person is to be refused transportationm unless t
Vehicle containg the number of Passengers allowed or unless
berson is intoxicated or disorderly.

Byvery vehicle shall be operated eight or more how

every ‘day ‘unless prevented Ly accident or .other unavoidalle
Cause. Some orders lave Leen issued providing for operat

not less than twelve consecutive hours in twenty-four allow

not over two hours for going to and from meals with in

of mot more than one hour between succesgsive trips in s

tion where distance between termini is five miles or less.

No operator is allowed to solicit passengers by
cry or making any noise, - ’ i

Local regulations for stands to be observed, No Vi
halelel 6 ston tio receive or digcharge passengers between 8
railway tracks end thé side of the strest where passengers
or leave street railway tracks within fifty feet in each di
tion of a white pole or gitreet car stopping place unless sp
Biealily *audhorifedy H A0 ‘ ( :

No'vehicle to be operated in snow or ice without
non-gkid chaing, ;

Wo operator shall collect fares, make change or d
charce pessenrers while vehicle is in motion, nor shall he i
& lighted cigarette, ‘dizar or pipe in his possession while ©
ing passengers, nor drink intoXicants or be under the infl
thereof while operating the vehicle, = He shall deliver any
article left in his vehicle LY passengers to the City Marshe
Wi thin twenty-four hours, articles not delivered to ownsy W
ninety days to be returned to him,

- - ¥ ¥ re y
- Bvery venicle must come to a full stop before crokl
railroad  treacks at grade, i

(P.ULBR., 1919 C - 2. 900)
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layor Eeters of Bogton on HNovyl signed the llC“ﬂSG

h had rocelvba Lworau e G ﬂSlJeLdilOJ frowm the boston City
i ) P i 2 i B oY tnm Norfolk & Lristol Bus Coupany @sright to
pate fitneye in Hyde Parl., This will insure ar'lb-cent fare
‘Hyde Park %o boston, as sgeinst the present 20 cents, the
tneys operating over the territory otherwise scrved by the
Petern Massachusetts Street Railway. In conneetion with his
oroval of the license the meavor said:

"Wefore finglly determining my approval of the
wjitney license for the Hyde Park district I conferxzed with
the trustees of the bhoston Elevated and the Eastera las-
gachugetts Street Railway Gomp@ny and found that they were
unwilling to meake any compromise which would meet the per-

plexed 51tuntlon. : ; !

; T feel that the people of Hyde Park should have
thiiisy reldet., temporary as it may be, until some time in

the future when these street railway compenies may come
to an agreement.

"I therefore approve the 1lcense granted the Norfolk
& Bristol Bus OOMp&ﬂ}, with the hndurstaadlnr that when
“an agrbememt can be made between the Boston Elevated and
the;Easterﬂ’Massaunusetts‘ Street ﬁallwaj‘Compmnl 50
‘give the Hyde Park digtrict scervice at a patisfactory:
rete I will recomiend to the City Council that the Jltney
llcenee be 1mmnd1ately revokad, " :

(E/ReJ, Tov. 5, 1921}

hayor Peters, Doston, WasB. recently vetoédtﬂc llOGﬂ% S
three jitrey companies which were seeking permits for 0perwt1ng
the Hyde Park district. He explained his non-indorsement of
bus operation on the ground that he had recently approved a
censs grantad to the Horfolk & Bristol bus Company,.

‘ He said further that the residents of the district head
Oiced an unanimouB approval of this compeny, and that he himself
«lleved the peopls werz better served by one company than by

(EH, T, Howr.. 26 Loadl)

An arrangement has keen completed whereky the Lostou

Hleveted Railway has' taken over o part of the Bastern lassachusetis

reet Railway system in Hyde Peark, a community annexed to/noston

Ome ysars 8go. Lhe Booton Elevated began service over the liue

Ceptember 1, 19 which nas the effect of giving Hydeé Park

10eEnt "fare''to"'L OQton. i

1 4

: e The sole purpose of this arrangement was to provide a

0SB LY iingle Jfare "Fot Hydo Pagrle 'veiich has Fought for: il Kot tuenby e sze.,
it wanted a 5 cent fare when that wes the unit, and its p.¢P01pwl

Psosonfor seeling annexation to Loston was to obtain the single G



Lopron, (Conmt'd)

il In order to accomplish the change, the city of
acguired a section 'of the Hastern Massochusetts system and 1
1t toithe Boston Blevated as it Jeases the subways and tunne
to the Elevated, Not only does the Hlevated rud its own ¢
the center of Hyde Parlk, but it hes established two lines. of
buses to other sections of Hyle rark and to Readeville gi
privilegce of transfer from one to the other. .

{E.R.J. Septembor 5, 1923 T.301)
Eﬁo@kionv |
; T Hoord of Aldermen cf_Brbckton, Mhssaéhusetﬁs,‘ﬁ
on November 1%, 1919 to revoke all jitney licenses within the
city. The order was scheduled to take effect on November 22,

| (B.R.J. Tovember 15, 1919 2.0
Holbrook

i The Hastern uassachusetts Street Railway, wostoa,
Magsathusetts, 3eeent1m-diécontinued.sefvice‘in‘Holbrodk‘&md
braintree, Massachusetts, owing to the refusal on the part o
the towns involved 'to revole jitney licenses. The trolley.
tion in these sections served by the Bastern Massachuse tt

‘ Street Railway was discussed at o meeting in Braintree on Mo
ber 3, at which representatives Trom brainitree, Holbrool anhd
Weymouth were present. Althouch it was pointed out that ji
had given good service the citizens expressed appreciation o
dependeble railwey systemn. At a later meeting authorizatio
igiven ito thef@oafd'of,Sgleotmen_of:Bﬁaintrée-ﬁa‘caLllg@“tn@T
tees of the Eastern iassachusetts Street dallway to see what
be done in the matter of heving service Tostorsd. The boar
pagsed an ordinance regulating the buses, following which se
wag restored, J | : - -
‘ | (E.R. 7, YNovember 20, 1920 E. 107

Cembridee

.

Ne bus operation, Railway company operated by Sbe
Trustees. ' Fares on a gliding scale based on servico-at-costbe

i | (hers, April 1923.)
F&ll,aiver

. ‘ 4
&  City has refused pemits for bus operation, Rallway
company operated by State Trustees under law which provides £
sliding scale of farcs based on cost of service. City was cof
vinced that competitive bus operation would add to this cost |
and o maintain higher fares, hence the elimination of competd
tion. :

(Dera, April 1923.)
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‘ bus operators in lMassachupetts are disgcussing the new
ﬁlea recontly issued by the Department of Fublic Utilities giving
litienal security %o passengere on the Luses operating in the

w of Gardner and vicinity. The rules werc igsued on the peti-
oni of the Gardner-Templcoton Street Rallway to, amemnd . the rules
“@own' by the City Couuncil governing bus operation.

h L Tha new rules which will be enforced are as follows:

Mo bus shall stend or stop for passengers within 50 £t, of

te poles designated as street railway stops. 2. Duses shall
carry mors pessengers than there are seats except that chilidnen
ianay e reorcarried, 3, Drivers ghell not 'collec el

thle bus e Inlepération or earry a lichted cipgeretie, Diipe

7 Whils theve 'is & passenger 'in the vehicle or take any

ts pxicating drink while operating a vehicle. 4. Byery motor bus
-1 11 come to a full stop at rrade crossings. 5. All bridees 'of
£ than a 10-foot span over which buses operate must be declared

by the department before they cen be used by such buses,
ity Council may revole & license for a motor vehicle for
violation of the rules as laid down or any violation of the
& of the commonwealtlh, :

. In effect the new ‘rulus give the department gupervision
! bus operation in the city, =nd althoush the ity Louncil

dd new rules the street vailway company is smpowered to

to the department, :

(Lﬁs.Trahsﬁortation June 1924, P. 290)

: Mot siance June 19, 1919 hag there been any other means
ensportation in Gloucester, Massachuseits. On this day the
atum previously delivered by the board of trustees of The
tern Mossaclusstts Strees Railway called Tor a cessation of
Pvice unless the tax-payers of the city would nmeet the operat-

£ deficit, which had been estimated at 320,000 or more per year,
Gity Council,; onsbehalfiof the pesople, declined to meke any

[

I guarantee unless it was spproved by the people on a refers

THie meant thet not oaly were the cars in the eity of .
tor talen off but thoseon the suburban lines to Rockport,
Hamilton and Deverly as well.

i Immediately upon cessation of the trolley service ine -
8oendent jitneys flocked to the city from neighboring points and
enpted to hendle the traffic., This condition existed for six
ths, and feziled from a transportation stendpoint to  renden
cient service to the sommunity as a whole. '

s co . |
ost The City  Council then drafted 21’ ordinance ‘and put the
mpe’t : Rdcoortation divectly uander the control of the Mayor with the
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Gloucester (Cont'd)

hoPe of ancourdplnp an OQGthng company to be formed to tmk
oyer - the entire sysiemn o& bus operwn;on.

' The ox dlnancc ag passad pfOVldcd for the licensing of
d]l motor vehicles opcrated on ‘the public streets for the tra

portation. of passengers for hire and beegame efieegtive  Bebru
lg92l, ‘This’ordinnmCQ made it Hedessary for each motor vehi
to carry a license, obtained from the Municipal Council and
ject to the approval of the Mayor, which must be rénewed an
Buch licenses as granted and apnroved by the Mayor, however
not becoms 0p9;at¢vp until a..security amounting to $12,500 B
or otherwise had been deposited with the city treasurer for
motor vahicle having & swgating capaecity of 25 and an additioe
sum of »500 for each additional jseaty  The filing -of an appr
insurance policy by any one licenseeto the extent of at least’
$20,000 total ligbility for injury or death in any one passin

the requirements dre given a badge which must be openly di
wher they are Oncratlng their buses. Such badge licenses. ar
transferable, The city clerk issues an identification card
successful applicants, which must be carried by the operato
all times when on duty.  Such 1icense fees cost $l per year,

Motor bus drlve“s ‘are prohibited from smoking whi
ﬂr1v1ng, From eollectiviy Pares, making elanse, el ok 6
ing passengers while the wvehiicle is in motion. They are neg
to plck up passengers unless the: bus they are driving is can
i1ts Tull licensed load. " Other regulations provide for oper
tlrnaee in alloardicles left in their wvenicles, for sto
‘to croseing railroad tracks, for adequate interior illumis
ot qlght for maintaining hest in winter amd.for reportlng
JU{les to passengers,or damage to property in which they a
volved,

License fees payable to the city of Gloucester for
use of the streets are 410 per year per hus licensed. Thie
the only vpayment t0 the city for the use of the streets, !
aldition the company pays the usual property teax and state
hicle Tieense tax, In tne event tnau the motor bus licensee

fails to comply with the terms of the license granted , exg ep
when prevented by uondltlonq beyond Hie oont rol ; "he LorfEltS:
the city of Gloucester $1,000, ‘not as a'peralty but gs 1iqui
damages for each and gvery month, during w7¢ch failure POﬂLl‘
Before his operating license again becomes effective he musm
8 bond not exceeding 5,000 for the [LlLl*ul performance o7l
conditions of the llCenSG‘ '

Ei Llcenqes for the operation of VPhl les as well ag
individual driver's licenses can be revoked or suspended by
Municipal Council after a hearing for violation of any low Of
Commonwealth relating to the operation of motor vehicles or i
cipal trarffic ordinances, provided such violation has contifl
for & period of five days after proper notice to the liconge!

i
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sestor (Cont'd)

4t least sixty days prior to the termination of

‘hses for the rigcht o operate Vehicles the licensee raust

er file petition for a renewal of his license OT notify the

¢ipal Council of his intention to discontinue tiie operation

motor vehicles when his liccnse expires.
Upder +he terms of the ordinance pupils' tickets must

s0ld in lots of ten or forty at one~-half the regular cash

. This is in accordance with the Massachusetts gtreet rail-

‘ Lis a precaution sgaingt accidents due to skidding when
s Are 'so slippery as ‘to be dangerous 21l vehicles must
per non-skid tire chaing, ' Vehicles are also required to
an extra if equipped with pneumatics.

(8yRs, 10/29/21)

The Tastern Massachusetts Street Railway suspended ser-
on June 13 on the woburnebillerica line in accordance with
ice given out that jitney service would have to be withdrawn
peration of cars was ©0. continue. g '

- i ) 4 =

ke

L four~year struggle over jitneys in Lawrence,
achusetts was brought to a climax on Noveuber 26, 1919, when
public trustees in charge of the Zastern Mdssachusgetts Street
way withdrew electric railwey 'service ofter the @1ty Councal
1 failed to enforce an order for the revocation of sll jifney
enses. After a confsrencs with the public trustees in Boston,
Jovemper 25, the loyor end Uity Council returned to Lawrsence
d at 2 midnight session passed an ordinance which provided that
tneye could not operate on any street or part of & street
sre the sitreet railway is now in operation ard that wmotor buses
Ould not operate upon any other street untdil public necessity

r the sare had been shown ond the street railway refused to
ellcare. of the tronshortiztion -tasreon.

(BeRLTY Wovember 15,22,29,1919;
December 6,18,1919,
Pege 948) '

| Opgxatién of jitneve in Lowell, Massachusetts, ceased
v£§rch.l,‘1920 by order -of ‘the City Council. The Council hed
evicusly passed an ordinence barring the jitneys from all

wWo o i i St @ '
g¥‘ Teets served by the Bastern Massachusetts Street Railway. This
s ion wae talken ot the instance of the "home rule” committee

ertl; eppointed to mansge the Lowell division of the company.
Mnany of ficials ‘estimated that the annual losgs in Trevenue due



Lowelld.(Bont a0l 2l A
to jitney vompetition in the Lowell district td 550,900. . ;
(B.R.7. Mazch 6, 1820, 2.496) MEREEO Eho
Lyna ' o |
The City Council of Lynn, Maésachusetfe voted oﬁ Heb

ruary 19 to nevoke all jitney licenses to take effesct on April
26,.1920, ; ; ot il o

I

-

Maldean

(B.R.J. February 28, 1920 P.4

il The city-government granted a jitney license to Mr, .
Hart to opsrate cors through Salem Street, despite the warn fed
from the boston Elevated that it could not submit to competi
The ‘Blevated compromised the situstion at first and ‘withdrew i
non-peying senvice from Lebamon Street and Broadway, which Lid
beyond the Salem Street route and serve as feeders to it, byt
continued to operate its cars through Salem Street and pick up
such smell amount of traffic as the jitneys left, the jitueys
ing the croam of the business, The company continued this com
petitive service though it did not pay on the assuraide that
Jitney license would not be renewed by the city government t
yvear, . B :

(E.R.J.Pebruary 24,1923 2. 350)

Mayor Kimball ‘of Malden yielded to the elevatéd and
refused to sign an order from the City Council authorizing ji
competition with the railway. | , e ol

il As a. result the competing jitney service will be wi
drawn from Salem Street, where it has been operating, and th
elevated will not only continue its car service there but W
introdice hus service at various points '‘as feeders.

(8.R.J. March 10, 1923 B, 429,

New Bedford:

| - Legal requirements, for bus Qperatiom. permit from ¢
A number of buses formerly operated but city passed an ordipd
fixing «three non-competitive routes and buses stopped operat:

(sera, April 1923.)

Un December 18, 1923 the Union Street Railway commel
operating buses on a route beginning at the terminus of the Me
Fagirhaven car line proceeding north to a point known as the
. Parting Waye, and then turning west toward Lunds Corner, At
point the bus line mukes connection with another railway lines
From Lunds Coraner the bus route comtinues west to the Acushnet
railroad "station.

Half-hourly service isg provided throughout the day ®
tween North Fairhaven and Acushnet, During the morning rugh &



i, all tripe continue beyond Acushnet
o on the bus is 5 centsas on the street
g and cars. ;

noontime, and affiter By By
o Snowmut avenue, The [al ‘
and no transfers are interchanged between buse
(B,R.J. Mey 81, 1924, P. 844)

44 a

The Massachusetts Public Utilitics Department has been
oned by the Northeampton Street Railwey to suspend the jitney
; vees in the city of Northampton, Under these ordinances
Jtneys may run cn any 5f the sbreste in (the ©lty. The railway
intaing Shat they ‘should not be permitted to operate in'‘streets
ih wirich the traclks of the company extend,

r\“l | !
it

The orfficial attitude of the city, as expressed by the
by soliciter, is that the crdinances should not be changed, that
acticslly every main artery of travel ghpouch the -city is ocou-
ed by the railway and the jitneys would be crowded out if the
gmg'ﬁystappeal were granted, !

I is argued by the jitney interests that the state
ritiss should ot interfere with the rules of the city auth-
: that their regulations are a public
- that the jitneys purpose to do thorough business between
cfield snd Greenfield end ought to be permitted to get their
the Northempton business. : : |

(B.R. T, sugust 2, 1924 P.180)

. , ellowing the suttingiecffof electric railway scrvice

in 8alem, reabody and Leverly, Massachusetts, by the Bastern

| Mgssachusetts Street Railway, the Council of 'these municipalities

| voted to.revoke licemses for the operation of jitneys within the

| city limits, The compény. resumed corvics on December 19, 1919
after an interruption lasting onc day in which the inability of

the jitnevs to handle the traffic was made cleary ' The action of
the company was in accordance with the policy of refusing to oper=
ate in competition with the jitueys. The eliminstion of the latter
. from the Balem division left the Bay State system without jitney
competition in the castern district of ilnssachusetts with the

exception of Quincys 5
(B¢ T December 27, 1919,7.1066)

Somerville,

City refused permits for the operation of buses, Rail-
cota Prustecs under a.law providing for glid=

way i gperated by.o
o merricesatueost, AsrEyhoeiillOEG

&
inr secels of fares bascd



sporingfield

Jitueys uegan operation about “prll lst 2905 hlie. num
rwﬁualld increcged uatil there were over 700 on the streets,
Vdﬁlous ordinances wer:s passed by the City none of Whlbh,COJt&ji
Very gtrict ecerulations., Ia December, 1919, the Leglslatur= ol
sed Ll | s dvin g lauthority fo,the Publie U*llltl & Commission
reuvlate jitneys i“ adeguate ordinances wers xot nuseed by the”
Cities and Towng, ‘

The City Joun@il-ox uprlﬂffl“ld Waqsacnuqetts p&ssem
an om@ndlént Lo the municipal jitney ovdinance temporarily su
Dengdna thie O¢?UQC Civing -the rolice Comalegion authority to
Jitney 11PFHSL€, ey e e b A (i
(A.q.u. February 21, 1920,7,415)

In Janu@ra, 1920 300 membe%s of the Chamber SO Co
marce voued prac va’lly unanimcusly to give the oprlszleld
Relliwey a<monomol f the urban passenger trangportation bud
thus recommend ing th@t all jitney bus licenses be revolted,
moa0poly would not be brouvsit about by conferring new rlgbts
the compnuv out woudd: simply ernable it To demons trate at pres
whebther. 1t could. provide zatisfactory service if allowed to
the revenue necegsary foﬁ its fulleet develonuent.

, I; the company should prove uaequa; to the fulf 111me
of these oblicstions then thspe would be nothing to prevent
restoration of competitive service, The company maintaine, ho
ever, that it now has sufficient cars, men and power house ¢éa
city to gzive this service, i i
(8.R.J. January 31, 1920,P.238)

Owing to a' protrected deley ‘on the part of the Sp.
field, Mose., City Council in legislating in relation to & &
car route leading to. the new HaupdenrCounty:siemorial brideey
Clhanls W, "ood, President of the op“inbfield Btreet Railway ha
congented Lol put on bubns to run across the bridgel for the o
modation of West Springfield r081ﬂent ) kﬁ”OulctlonB betwechn
ood and the respective muaicipal aUthO?ltluu on either side ol
the river are expscted to be 4 eaken up within a few days in 7
to the details.of such an arrangement, It is not settled as
Whether leueha- bys) Tdne would carry. the ! frec’ transfer provisd
dhed Bppingftsld City COMn”i Ye transportation committec wae
daverablentdne Tanting an udﬂpund»nt bus line & frenchise to
over the:bridges  The .West. Springfield selectmen were not difss
rposed fo “C”an to this grrangementy but it: is understood: GV

Sentiment. was! shif fting toward that solutien: in case N othens m
wag opei: to uwtab ish an early servics of some sort acikoss LIE
b¥idee and so shorten the digstance from tha+ involved by the
brement route over the lfgrth End Lridge,

Progident Jjood hag sigvir LF1 his willingness 40 ﬂpnly\
ror &a.franchise 'to lay *recks through Vernon Street to the bZIME

immediately upon = vote of the City Council Lc widen Vernon
CBEreet. 1.3, Js December 30, 1922.0°. 1026}

—
,,4
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field (Cont'd)

president Clark V., wood of uthe gpringficld Strect Raile
nas indicoted hils willingnessto provide a supplementary ser-
} to on condition that all jiwneys HOW Tull are barred by
lcitye loyor Teonard has epproved such arrang emenv. The pro-
ition will be put into shape for formal action by the City
pcil and the company. The term for which jlithney licensew has

e granted will expire on liay 1 L9234

(B Re Iy Jonuery 20, 1923 2. 145)

. Clark V. Yool ; President of the Springfield Btrect Rail=
8 Sprincfiedd, Yass,, sent to Mayer 7.0 - Leonard, & statement
the compéany's pleans to increass service after M=y 1, 1924 when

e Jitneys, zocording to orders cenEe operation,

M Wood. stated that the company would provide more
gguent cars on Cive of. dts lines throughout tae day .o He aleo
ntioned that oxders hed been placed for rive additional buses

tentatively

> delivered before liay 1. Two new bus routes are

d, and extension of the present Orange "Street busg route is
1aide: The companys buses are operated to serve districts
i the. rallwey routes and it is not proposed to paraliel any of
ege woutes with buses. In hie stectement, liv,Wood says that the
mpany's bugesg are earning less than one-nalf  tlie coet of hhedr

ot

i After President “yood's letter to the mayor was published

| 3ichard J. Talboat, attorney forithe Springfield Bus Owhers' ;

jﬁg_ociation, fave out a statement saying thet the proposals were -
iwholly instequate to meet the traffic needs of the community. "

Attorney Talbot said thiat a bill had been drawn and sent
Eoston, to be introduced in the Legisglature, ordering a stay
the Mayor's.oxder Lo stop the independent buseservice, until
ter a referendum vote could be hisd from the people of Spring-

ield,
A definite stend to support Mayor wdwin F. ILeonard of

gpringfield, lMass., in his decision to rule independently

de operated buses from the streets of the city after Moy 1, 1924
hoard Msrch 16 following & hearing

| was taken by the transportation

before which a committee of the Springfield Zus Owners' Associa-

" tion appeared, ;

on the ground that the srmeet
unfair to allowany ludepetl-

o ey ol tne partronage from

" The decision was cde
railway is a necessity and theik datha 8
dent tranmsoortation group TO take awa
an egsentisl service.

Richard J.Taltot, cowasel for the Lus Ownere Association,
waeg told by alderman John D.Stusart, cheirman of the transporta=
tion bpoard, that if .the bus owners secured signatures ‘e f Half the
voters in the city siving it as their opinion that the buses should
be retained, the board would again congider the matter of cuntinu-
ing their licenses. 11y, Talbot said that an effort would bLe made



Springficld (Comt!'d)

to'cﬁmply with that conddtiom, i M

| A i hInticompliaree with Mr.l Talbot's request pe titions
taining £5,000 sisuaturss for the continuance of bus services
filetl, [Ohe Transportation bLodrd decided that the réferendum
not & fair expression and would not eéonsider tke results. The
Trangportation Loard refuged to grant an extension of time t
Jitney operators, their licenses having expired.

On WMay 1, 1924, buses were banned, but two indepen
bug operators continued umaking runs-afiter theiw "licentoshol
discontinued, As a result on May 20 both operators were conv
on & charge ofi'operating Puses for hire without 2 ldicense,

dng board of the city govermment' to refuse the jitney wmen a 1
He said that controversies between individuals and the lawful
lic' authorities couid noi be settled by countenancing lawless!
forbidden ccts of the individucls in the ‘public streets. To
attempt to continue opscation of the buses, he thought, was
Jtofanarehy . [he' court went into'detail orthe term "for hirell
declaring thot campensation or reward was one of the motives
well as one of the very considerable results of the operatio
Mayor Leonsrd sezid the decigion was not a question of perso

ties but of a principle which invelved &ll the people,

Judge Heady's decision defended the right of the lgﬂ

(B.R.J. March 8 and 22, May 3 & 24, and
= TJurle" 23151924 .9

Waltman

v ; The’voterg of  the ' town of Vhitman, Magssachusetts
passed an ordinence imposing a fine of $20 upon the operati
a Jitney bus within the town limits. A petition for the 1
of Jitneys in Whitmar has been rejected. / i

(Z.R.J, November 15, 1919, December