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~ Coach lines had unilaterally forfeited or abandoned its franchise

Pleas Court for Creenville County, Case number 75-CP-23-1425, praying that the

Court adjudicate any interests of the parties and confirm that Greenville City

without the
concent of the City, a jury verdict so findinz vas had cn October 14, 1976, in

favor of the City of Greenville.

SECTION 3. Greenville City Coach Lines, Inc. held any such interests
in the public transportation franchise as a successor-in-interest to a franchise

ordinance or arendrments of June 3, 1899, ratified June 23, 1899 and July 14,

1899, frou the City of Greenville to George M. Bunting and Associates, and sub-
sequently assigned to various holders until received by Greeaville City Coach

Lines, Inz. on Junc 7, 1955. Said docuzents are in part of record in the RNC

Office for CGreenville County at the Greenville Couaty Court lous2 in Deed Bocks
PHH at Page 8, Pook DDD at Page 652, and Took 32 at Page 1.

SECTION 4. 7his Ordinance rerorjalizrsthe actions of City Council by

Resolution of Noverbec 11, 1975 and the court verdict of October 14, 1976, pub-
lishes sare in the permanent records of the City of Greenville, and repeals any
ordinances or other docurments granting any public transportation franchise

rights or interests except as any are now exercised by tne Greenville Transit
Authority porsuant to Act 417 {1973) approved July 9, 1973.

SECTION S. 1This Ordinance shall be effective upon date of passage,

designated as Ordimnce No. 77-3 . 7his Ordivance supercedes any inconsistent

ordinances.
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SECTION 1. By Resolutien 75-353 (P} adopted in formal publiec meeting
o Soveshzmr 1i, 3975, by tha llaves and Ciev Chunzlilt of tle Cizy of Creeaville,
said Council found Greenville City Coach lines, Inc. to Le in breach of its i
public transportation franchise obligations and authorized certain city offi-- i
cials to institute legal proceadings to confirm such forfeiture or abandoarsat
by Greenville City Coach Lines, Inc. by a court of law. i
SECTION 2. As a result of a court action instituted Yovewher 13, 1975
against Greenville City Coach Lines, Inc. by ithe City of Greenville in Corwon B




