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INTRODUCTION 

Pursuant to California Public Utilities Commission’s (the “Commission” or “CPUC”) Rules of 

Practice and Procedure 16.1(d), the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency and the San 

Francisco County Transportation Authority (together, “San Francisco”) submit this joint response 

opposing Lyft, Inc.’s (“Lyft”) Application for Rehearing of the Decision Requiring Transportation 

Network Companies to Submit their Annual Reports for the Years 2014-2019 to the Commission with 

Limited Redactions (the “Application for Rehearing”), filed on January 16, 2024. 

DISCUSSION 

San Francisco urges the Commission to reject Lyft’s Application for Rehearing of the Decision 

Requiring Transportation Network Companies to Submit their Annual Reports for the Years 2014-

2019 to the Commission with Limited Redactions (the “Decision”). San Francisco reiterates its 

support of the Decision’s determination that Transportation Network Company (“TNC”) Annual 

Reports for reporting years 2014 to 2019 should no longer be afforded the presumption of 

confidentiality provided in footnote 42 in Decision (“D.”)13-09-04511 and the Decision’s conclusion 

that the TNCs have failed to carry their burden of proving that the trip data at issue should be shielded 

from public disclosure on privacy, trade secret, or any other grounds.2 The vast majority of the 

arguments presented in the instant Application for Rehearing have been raised by Lyft ad nauseam, 

and have been consistently rejected by the Commission.3 No novel grounds have been presented by 

                                                 
1 Decision at 127. 
2 Id. at 53 (“we conclude that except for the information identified above in the table, the balance of the trip data 
in the Annual Reports from 2014-2019 is not protected from disclosure on privacy grounds”); id. at 56 (“. . . we, 
again, reject the argument that trip data and other information in the Annual Reports for the years 2014-2019 is 
trade secret protected.”); id. at 128 (“It is reasonable to conclude that requiring TNCs to disclose the trip data at 
issue does not amount to an unreasonable search and seizure under the Fourth Amendment to the U.S. 
Constitution [or] amount to a regulatory taking under the Fifth Amendment to the U.S. Constitution.”) 
3 See, e.g., Ruling on Uber’s and Lyft’s Motion for Confidential Treatment of Certain Information in Their 2020 
Annual Reports, issued on December 21, 2020; Ruling on the Motions of Uber, Lyft, HSD, and Nomad Nomad 
for Confidential Treatment of Portions of Their 2021 Annual Transportation Network Company (“TNC”) 
Reports, issued on November 24, 2021; Decision 21-06-023 Modifying Decision 20-03-014 and Denying 
Rehearing of Decision, As Modified on June 4, 2021; Decision Denying Appeal of Lyft Re: Ruling Denying, In 
Part, Motions by Uber and Lyft for Confidential Treatment of Certain Information in Their 2020 Annual 
Reports, issued on May 6, 2022; Order Modifying Decision 22-05-003 and Denying Rehearing of the Decision, 
as Modified, filed on February 24, 2023. 
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Lyft to warrant a departure from the Commission’s prior rejections of these arguments or to support a 

rehearing of the Decision. 

In a notable departure from all prior decisions holding the bulk of the TNC Trip Data to be 

public records subject to disclosure without timestamp aggregation, the Decision determined that 

timestamp data for the 2014-2019 Annual Reports should be aggregated to the nearest 30-minute 

interval.4 As the Decision states, 30-minutes was decided on as a “compromise interval” after review 

of the Party comments on the Ruling Reopening the Record for Further Comments Regarding the 

Disclosure of TNC Annual Reports from 2014-2019 on Whether the Timestamp Data for Each TNC 

Trip Should be Aggregated and the Commission’s consideration of the City of Chicago’s aggregation 

practices and other sources.5 Lyft’s Application for Rehearing takes issue with this aggregation 

approach as insufficient to protect against re-identification concerns.6 But again, these arguments are 

ultimately predicated on speculative inferences – boogeyman claims of reidentification that have been 

found insufficient by the Commission7 and addressed by San Francisco in prior comments.8 

Contrary to Lyft’s contentions regarding the sufficiency of the 30-minute timestamp 

aggregation approach adopted in the Decision, San Francisco strongly reiterates our opposition to 

aggregation of timestamp data for the 2014-2019 report years.9 As stated in San Francisco’s Opening 

Comments on the Proposed Decision, the decision to aggregate timestamp data is unsupported by the 

California Public Records Act and improperly undermines the people’s right of access. San Francisco 

has significant concerns regarding the consideration and extension of a similar timestamp aggregation 

approach for other TNC Annual Report years and for data collected and made available to the public 

                                                 
4 Decision at 107. 
5 Id. 
6 Application for Rehearing at 21-32. 
7 Decision at 53, 81; supra, fn. 3. 
8 See Joint Opening Comments of San Francisco on the Ruling Reopening the Record, filed on June 15, 2023; 
Joint Reply Comments of San Francisco on the Ruling Reopening the Record, filed on June 29, 2023; Joint 
Response of San Francisco to Motions of Uber Technologies, Inc., Lyft, Inc., Nomad Transit, LLC’s, and 
Hopskipdrive, Inc. for Confidential Treatment of Certain Data in their 2023 Annual Reports, filed on July 3, 
2023; Joint Sur-Reply of San Francisco to the Reply of Lyft Re: Confidential Treatment of Certain Data in Its 
2023 Annual Report, filed on August 23, 2023. 
9 Joint Opening Comments of San Francisco on the Proposed Decision, filed November 29, 2023. 
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