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Decision No. MR i

BIFORI TEE RAILROAD COMMISSION CF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the epplication
of QRIGINAL STAGE LIXNE, INC., =
cornoration, to abandon nortions
ol its oxisting service between
Surbenk oz the one hand, and

thet section of Lot Angeles krown
es North Zollywood, on the other.

-

Anplication
No. 22229

N P e N P e St et

Rodney F. Williams and Don L. Campbell, for spplicant.

E. L. Cochren, for Chember of Commerce of North
Hollywood, intercsted party.

¥X. Charles Bean and Stanley M. Lonhar, for Board of
Public Ttilities & Transportetion
of the City of Los Angeles, interested party.
Z. 0. Merler, for the Pacific ZTlectric Rellwey Company,
interested nerty.
BY TEE COMMISSION:

QZLIXLQ

Apnlicant seeks suthority to abandon certain rortions of

1ts operative rights authorized Dy the Commission in its Decision

0. 39968, 4deted July 27, 1957, on Applicetion No. 21137. One

portion to be ebendoned will be referred o as Route No. 1, and

is as follows:

Commencing at 0live Avenue and San Fernando Road,
thence via Olive Avenue to LeXke Street, thence via
Leke Street to Alemeda Avenue, thence via Alsmeda
Avenue to Olive Lvenue, thence via Olive Avemue to
Pess Avenue, thence vie Pass Avemue o Rivercide
orive, thence viz Riverside Drive %o Cahuenga Boule-
verd, thence vie Caluenga Bouleverd %o Mooreperk

treet, thence vie Moorenark Street o Colcax Lrenue,
thence vie Colfex Avenue 30 Tentura Boulevard,

thence vie Tenbura Boulevard to Laurel Canyon Boulevard.

- e

v the commencement of %he hearing azplicant was grented

authoxity to file an amended epplication to abandon certeln other
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portions of itsc operatlive rights. Uhey are as follows:

Commencing at the intersection of Laurel Canyon
Soulevard and Ventura Soulevard, thence via Laurel Canyon
Bouleverd to lagnolia Avenue, thence via liagnollas Avenue
to Lankershim Boulevard; also that portlon of its
operative rights commencing at the intersectlion of Lanker-
shiz Boulevard and Burbank Boulevard, via Burbank Boulevard
to Cahuenga Boulevard, thence via Cshuenga Boulevard o
wagnolla Avenue.
vl 11 herelnafter be referred to as Houte No. l=(a).
Applicant alco seeks authority to extend itz operative rights
as follows:
Coxmencing at the intersectlion of Magrnolia Avenue and
Cahuenga Bounlevard, thence via liagnolia Averne to Lankershim
B oulevard; also comencing at the iIntersection af Burbank
Boulevard and Lankershim Boulevard, thence via Burbank
Soulevard to Colfax Avenue, thence via Colfax Avenue to
dagnolla Avenue.
This will herelnafter be releorred to as Extenslion No. l.
A publlc hoaring upon the application was held before
Examiner Cameron at Los Angeles, on October 25, 1938,
dne record ciscloses that applicant has malntained s
service consistent with the suthorlty granted by the Cormission,
end through advertising anc other means of sollcltation, has
attempted to Increzse the number of persons patronlzing the
service. TFrom the month of October, 1937, to the present time,
applicant has kept a monthly record of tho miles traveled, the total
revenues recelved, and the average per mlilec revenue, together with
tae average per mile cost. lir. Campbell, testifying on benalf
of aopplicant, stated in substance In relerence to Route No. I,

that the buses opersted approximately 7600 miles per month;
that tho rovemics averaged approximstely $200.00 & month, or
2.6¢ per mile ond that the total per-mlle output for thls operation

wars 10.67¢ por mile. A survey conducted by the Board of Public

Utilltles of the City of Los Angeles shows that Route Xo. 1 was




patronized by 46 passengers.(l) By the abandoment of salid route
13 passengers would he inconvenienced. ) It eppears that the
abandonment of this nortion of applicant's operative rights
would not serlously affect the public. This was corrovborated by
the testimony of witness Stanley M. Lanhaﬁ of the Board of -
Pudlic Ttilitles of the City of Tos Angeles, who conducted the
sSurvey above refefred to. It appears prover, therefore, that
the portion of applicant's route desisnated &s Route No. L,
should be ahandoned.

In reference to the cbandonment of thet nortion of the
overative rizhts set out in the amended application, referred to
as Route No. 1-(a), epproximately the same situation exists. This
vortlon of applicant's overative rights should also be abandoned.

In regard to the extension of applicant's operative
rights, referred to as Extension No. L, it is apparent that
applicant will be in a mueh better position to render e more
efficient service between Burbank end North Hollywood. This
will enadble epnlicant to operate more economically without
eppreciably diminishing the mumber of passengers now patronlzing
apbtlicant's service. This is verlfied by tae sﬁrvey and testimony

L

of witness Lanham, together with the testimony of witness Campbell.

(1)

Survey consisted of distriduting 323 cuestionzires (Exhivit No. 1)
%0 all inbound »asscnmgers on an average dey. 307 of the questlonaires
wvere revuraed. Exhinit No. 2 is = compiletion from the returned
Quéstionaeires, showing number of dessengers traveling to and from
the various zones indicated on may (Exhivit No. 3).

(2)
Term "inconvenience™ is used Lo show that patrons would bhe

required to walk not less +than 4 quarter mile and mot more than
& half mile to contact avallable service.

(3)

Exhibits Nos. 1, 2 and 3.




It is aprarent that the extenslion of the route as reguested should
be authorized.

Witnoss Lamham further testified that in addition to the
ebandomment and extenslon as above set out, apvlicent?s oneratlons
could be more efficlently conducted and the public better served by
ebandoning that portion of its service commencing at the inter-'
section of Hollywood Way and Magnolia Avenue, via Hol}ywood Wey, to
Olive Avenue, thence via 0live Avenue to Pass Avenue, thence via

Pass Avenue to Riverside Drive,'thence‘via Riverside Drive to

Cahuenga Boulevard, thence via Cahuenga Bouleverd to Magnolia Avénue;

hereinmefter referred to as the Studio Loop, and substituting in
lieu of said route a service directly from the intersection of
Hollywood Wey and Magnolia Avenue, via Magnoliea Avenue to the
intersection of Cahuenga Boulevard and Megnollia Avenue, which will
hereafter be referred to as Extension No. 1-(2a), thereby giving
a direct service from Burbank, vie Magnolia Avenue to North
Hollywood. In so doing, applicant would eliminate ayproximately
60 miles a day, based on schedule and route. There would be a
few patrons inconvenienced, as is shown by Exhibits Nos. 2 and 3.
It was urged by witness Lanhem that thls through service would not
only benefit the Company in reducing its costs, but also be a
facilivy to the great portion of the public who travel between Burbank
and Nerth Follywood. The survey conducted by Mx. Lanhah on behalt of
the Board of Public Utilities of the City of Los Angeles shows,‘hdwever,
that on an average day 39 veople use applicant's buses on the Studlo
Loop in each direction.

In view of the testimony and the evidence it appears that
avplicant should not abandon the Studio Loop route, as there is
sufficient public necessity to justify the maintemance of this service.

However, it'does appecar that the service could be rendered more




economically by reducing the schedule without seriously effecting
the public regquirements. uhe evidence is sufficlent also to
Justily granting to applicant an alternate route on Extension
No. l~(a).

After careful conalderation of the ovidence and the Exaibits
in this procecding, we conclude and hereby find as a fact that

the recoxrd herein justifles the granting of the applicstion to

abandon that portlon of appllcant's route designated as KHoute

No. 1, and also that portion dosignated as Route No. 1l=(a).

We hereoby further Lind that publlc necessity requires and
Justllfies granting the request of applicant's amended application
for the oxtenslion hercinabove decignated as Extension No. 1.

We also find the evidence justifies that a service be raln-
tained on kagnolla Avenue, nerein referred to as Extension No.

1-(2).

A public hearing having been held Iin the above entitled

SppudGaulon, SVIOENCe NAViMA heen vecelved, the mabtor having

bYeon duly submitted and tho Commlssion now bdeling fully informed,

and basing its order on the conslusions snd findings of fact

appearing in the opinion which precedes this order,

IT IS Q:DEXED that routes "(e)" and “(d)" as set forth at
sheet 4 of Declision No. 29968, dated July 27, 1937, are hereby
amernded to read as follows:

Seginning at tho intersection of 0live Avenuve and San
Fernando Road, in the c¢lity of Zurbank, thoence via

Ollve Avenue, to Flrst Street, to legnolia Avenue, to
Lankershim Boulevard, to Burbank Boulevard, to Colfax




Avenuo to the intersection of Colfax Avenue and lagnolis
Avonue. Beginning at tho intersection of Nagnolia Avenuo
and Hollywood Way, thenco along Hollywood Way to Ollve
Avenue, to Pass Avenuwe, to Riverside Drive, to Cshuenga
Boulevard, to the Interscction of Cahuenga Boulevard and
liognollia Avenve.

Applicant shall immedlately prepere, in duplicate, and file

with the Commission e time schedule glving effect to the chelges

11 service vrought about by the amended routing herein autrorlzed.

Ti IS FURTHEX CRDEXZED that Declslon No. 29968 shall remaln in

full force aand offect except as horeln amended.
ihe effective date of thls order:shall be the date hereoof.
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Dated a% San Fronciseo, Californla, this <0 éay. of
Fobruary, 193%9.
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