Decision No.

BEFORE THE RAILROAD COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA.

EISTE MARTIN, et al.,
Cymplainants,
-V Case No. 3699

LOS ANGELES RAILFAY CORPORATION,
e corporztion, .

Defendant.
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Elsie Martin, for Compleinantcz.

Jemes Gunn, for Board of Pudblic Utilities
and Tremsportetiox of the City of Los
dngeles, Interested Party.

Gibson, Dunz and Crutcher, by Yoodward M. Taylor,
axd X. G. Teeks, for Los Angeles Rallway
Corporation.

R. E. FWedekind, for Pacific Electric Railway
‘Compeany, Interested Partye.

BY TEE COMMISSION:
OPIXNION

The sbove entitled case was filed with this Commission
by Elsie Martin, requesting that the Los ingeles Railway Corpora-
tion be required to extend its rall lines westerly on Adems Street,
a distence of 1% miles, and or Weshington Street, & cistance of one
nile, to the eity limits, or that the compony's primary fare zone
be extended s¢o &s to include the company's motor coach operations
on s2id streets between their comnnection witk the rail lines and
the westerly city limits of Los Angeles.

A public hearing in this case was conducted by Examiner
Geary at Los ingeles on Decexber 14, 1933, at mich‘tme the matter
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was duly submitted.

Defendant, Los Angeles Railway Corporation, operates as
part of its local tramsportation system street cer lines slong
Washington Street, idems Street and Jefferson Street., The wester-
1y terminus of the Washington Street car line fs at Rimpem Boule-
verd, & distance of 5.92 miles from the intersection of Seventh
and Broadwany, which {s considered the center of the downtomn
business section; tke Adems Street Linme at Llsace Avenue, & distance
of 7 miles; and the Jefferson Street Line st Ninth Avenze, x distence
ol S5.450 miles. Defendant =also operates a motor coach line kmown as
fte Washington-idams-Jefferson Line which conmects with the said
rzil lines at their respective termini and serves the a:eaL beyond
the limits of the rail operztions.

The I.Qs Angeles BRailway Corporationts Inner Zome fare of
7 cents cash or 63 cents token now applies to the westerly termini
of the rall lines; while a lO0=-cent fare is required for tramsfer
from the rail lines to the dus line, which fs entirely within Zoue
2. The local fare on the bus line is 7 cents cash or 6% cents token.

It appears from the recoxrd that complainant aﬁd others who

appeared in her support were not particulaxly desirous of having the
rail lines extended and made no showing in this regerd, but were
particularly aaxicus to have the Los Angeles Railway Corporation's
Inner Zoze fere extended westerly on Washington Boulevard at least
to Hauser Bouloverd, a distance of 6.35 miles from Seventh and Broad-
way, alleging that the 1C-cent fare for transportation from polnts
on the dbus line to dowmtomn Los Angeles was detrimentel to the arex
served by the dus line inasmach as it was practically impossible to
rent property and that as a result of the high fare development in

the area had become stagrated.
The record shows that in 1925 the Railway Corporation was
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petitloned ror & westerly extension of the Washington Street car
line or the establishmernt ¢of bYus service westexrly from the teminus
of the car line and it was during that year that the bus service
was established on Washington Street and & year or so later extended
along Adams and Jefferson Streets. Originally the fare on toth %he
rail and bus lines was 5 cents, resulting in a through fare of 10
cents. Inr 1928, when the Los ingeles Railway Corporation was per-
mitted to raise Its basic fare from 5 cents to 7 cents, or 63 cents
token, this l0-cent threuzgh fare remained the same. "

The Tinancisl results of operation of defendant’s
Washington~-Adsms~Jefferson Motor Comch Line for the ten months'
period ending Octoder 31 » 1935, &s shown by Exbibit No. 6 are as

follows:
Revenue, $11,645.65
Opemting Expense (Inci. Deprec.) 22,685,224
Operating Income . . m
Taxes, : 1, 436.38
Loss, FITIATE 7
| * Red Figures. '

Ixhibit No. ? shows that the Railway Corporation, during
the elghteyear period eanding Octoder 19335 has susteined an operzmt-
ing loss of $137,586.75 on this motor coach lime.

Prior to the filing of this formal ecmplaint, the Com-
mission recognized the necessity of making & study dealing with
various pheses of the service of the Los ingeles Ralilway Corpora~
tion, one of which was the matter of zone boundaries on an equit-
able basis. A4t the direction of the Commission, & coxmittee, con-
sisting of representatives of the City of Loz Lngeles, the carriers =~
Los Aingeles Rellway Corxrporation and Peeitic Electric Railway Company,
and the Commissiorn's Enginecering Department, was organized for the
purpose of making a comprehensive study of the prodlems existing

on the local street transportation systems in the ¢ity. 7%his com-
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mittes haz now been functioning approximately five months and as

&z result of its work several recommendations or rates and service
heve been made, smorg which fs & plan for the adjustment of the

Los Angeles Rallway Corporation's Inner Zome boundaries. The
genexral plan provides for the estadblishment of & circular Inner
Zone, having a radius of six miles from Seventh and Broadway. Under
this plan all seciions of the c¢ity within the zone are alforded
equal. privileges emd It also provides a logical desis for the deten=
mination of zone limits without estadblishing what may otherwise
appear %o be Inconsistencies or dlscriminations. The consummation
of the plan will result in decrezsed feres to a large portion of

the company*s patrons through an extension of the present zone limits
on many I.inés.

Under this plan the six-mile radius circle intersects
Washington Street at Burnside Avenue, which is two blocks east of
Heuser Boulevard, thereby extending the Inmer Zone westerly on
Weshington Street, & distance of approximately one mile. i

The Los Angeles Railway Corporation, on February 10, 1934,
filed its Application No. 19305, requesting authority to establish
the zone plan recommended by said committee, and the Commission, by
its Order in Declsion No. 2 LELZ ., dsted M S, /737
granted said emth.ority. ,

It appears that the subject matter of this complaint has

been included in the compenry's Application No. 19305, which embraces
the recommendations of said committee on the mztter of zone ex-
tensions for the system. Undexr tkhe new plan of operation the Inmer
Zone fere limit on Weshington Street has been extended to Burnside
Avenue, which appears to be consistent with the other operations

of this carrier. There has been nothing presexted in the instant
case to justify the Commission directing the carrier to extend the
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Taner Zone fare limits beyond Burnside Lvenume; therefore, since the
Commission's Order in Deeision No. A b £ 7L'-2 covers the matter
of zone extension on botk Weskicgton and Adamz Streets, this complaint

should be dismissed and the following Order shall so provide.

The above entitled care having begn Tiled dy Elsie Maxtin,
e public hearing bhaving been held a2nd the Commission deing fully
apprised of the facts,

IT IS EEREBY ORDEREL that the above entitled case be and
the same ig heredy dizmissed. " ?\/

Dated at San Francisco, Californis, this _ I ~ day
of March, 1934.
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