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Loz Angeles & Iit. daonlngton
Bellway Coupeny, & corporation,

Defandsnt.
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Sidney J. Persons, fc:vomnlainanx,
doodru_f & Shoazmelker, ZLor De*endanx

ss Z. Sterhons, for City o Sos Aﬂvelcs,
Eenry Z. Qsborae, Jr., for City of Tos Lngolos.

ZENEOICT, Commiscionor:
0ZIZIQO!

Tae coxmplaizants aslk, on benald of thomselves eaad
cortalin provexrty owners and residonts of NT. Washinétoa, ia tre
City of Los Angoles, thnat the Commission melke an ordor regquiring
the Loz Lngeles & lt. Vashingion Rweilwey Company, the Lofonfants
horein, To rosume operavion of Ltz reilrcad, and to put the
proverty iz such condition trat & safe sdl coavenient service
cea be given.

Tae defendant io its azawer alleges that thoe railrosd

aas not beozn oporated J’c:a.. more than Tt years and thet discontizn~

uanco 0f operation wag ordered by the Roard of Fublic Utilitioec

of the City of Los Lrxgoles oz or sbhout Jzmuery 9, 1919. Otaer
ﬂl—




roasonz why the Commisaion should not meike az order a5 p;ayed
for by complainsnts were also given by defondant.

It appears from the Commission's files thet this matier
bas boon 4nformally before the Commission since Sovbezber, 1920,
a0d trat ell informel meess to 2ssist the complainants have boen
exhausted. The issue of tze Commisszion’s Jurisdiction was rsised
woen the preseat formel comploint was brought sud this matter was
set dcwn.thorefo:e;fo: 2 hearing on tno question oL Jjurisdictlioa.
T an satizfied, aftor csreful considerstion, thetv this Commission
has no jurisGiction in “he present cbmplaint, since the defendant
roilroad is wader the complete costrol of the City of Zoc hngoles
g0 for sz ino mattor of service is concerncd.

It is apparezt that, under Section 23 of Arxrticle XIX
of tho Coastitutionel Provisioas (ameniment adopted Novembver I,
1914), an oxder reoguiring rosumption of service oz tiis rallway
£olls within ©20s0 vowers oFf the mmaicipelity waich the City of
Los Angeles has no% ceon it to transfer to . thls Commicsion mader
the provisions of th;s section.

It was ograed by botk parties that this compleirnt
should bo reforred by the Commission to the 3oard of Public
tilities of thae City of Los Angeles for zuch action as vhe
Poard might gec 244 4o take ush I suggest thet this de doze-

T recammead that the complaist bo dicmissed without
rrejulice.

QRDE

It eppeariag to the Commission thet tze above eatitled
proceading is not within the Jurisdiction of trhe Radlroald Commis~
éion of tae sztate of Laliforzisa for rosgons S0t forth In The preo-

cedirg opinion, aad Yact tho coxplaint should be dismissed,

I0 IS HEREEY ORDERED, that said proceeding bo and.the

same is Zoreby dismisseld witzout prejuilce.
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Tac foregoing Opinion and Ordsr are noredy epproved

end ordorald Pileld zs the Opinion o2d Ordor of the Railroed Com-
nissdon of the State of Californie.
Dated at Saz Franciseo, California,

of Zeptomber, 1921.

Commivsione S .




