
BEFORE THE H.AIL.-qOAD CO:.liISSION OF THE 

In the Katter of the A~vlication of ) 
the LOS ,A...1\l'GELES R.D"n.·.'f.AY~ CORPORATION) 
for an in lieu certificate tor its ) 
motor coach lines. ) 

23rd Supple~ental 
Application No. 19179. 

s .. ~i:. Haskins, General Counsel, by Woodward 
l~. Taylor, General Attorney, for applicant .. 

C. L. l{cGaughey, Acting City Attorney, for the 
City of Ma:r.vood, protesting portions ot the 
applica.tion. 

Eugen~ L. Graves, for the Cudahy Chamber of 
Commerce, protestant. 

Carlton R. Casjens, City Attorney, for the 
City of Bell, proponent. 

SU?PLEMZNTAL OpnUON lu'ID ORDER. 

In this 23rd Supplemental Application of Los Angeles 

Railwuy Corporation, authority is sought to make certain changes 

in the routings of i ts ~\~aY'Nood-Bell motor cOllch line and its 

East ]'lorence motor coa.ch line, so as to better serve the com-

!::luni ties of ~,,:aYi.,.ood and Bell and :11so the county territory, COtl-

:::.only lco.own as Cudahy, sOllth 0-: the city limits of the City o"! 

Bell. 

A public hearing in this matter was held before Ex~~ner 

Aerpr: a.t Los Angeles on Januo.ry 17th, 1939, at which tin:.e it was 

taken under sUbmission, and it is now ready for decision. 

The ~:a.ywood-B()11 motor coach line wa.s established pur-

Sllant to the authority granted by this Co~i$sion in its Decision 

~o. 28915, dated June 22nd, 1936, on the 10th Supplemental Appli-

cation in this proceeding, &nd tho route subsequently v~s amended 
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by Decision No. 29843, dQtod June 7th, 1937, and by Decision 

No. 31127, duted July 25th, 1938, on 16th and 22nd Supple~ental 

Applications, respectively, in this proceeding. Service o~ the 

:!::ast ?lorence Av¢nue !:lotor coach line, W(:l.S established pursuant 

to the authority granted by the Commission's Decision No. 19903, 

dated June 20th,192S, on Application No. 14649, and the route 

subsequently was ~ended by Decision No. 27205, dated July 10th, 

1934, on the 3rd Supplereental Application in this proceeding. 

As e result of numerous requests and complaints filed 

with the co~pany, study and analysis ot the area involved have 

bee~ ~de ~nd the instant application proposes the following 

cha~es, in an effort to satisfy these conplaints: 

(1) Abandon that portion ot the Maywood-Bell coach 
line south of R~ndolph Street in the City ot 
Bell and terminate thut end of the line at the 
intersection of Randolph Street and Heliotrope 
Avenue in the City of ~.~aywood, turning the 
coaches at this point viaR~ndolph Street) Palm 
Avenue and Sixty-first Street, or the reverse. 

(2) Ab~ndon that portion ot the ~~ywood-Bell coach 
line south o~ Gage Avenu.e in the City of Bell. 

(3) ZXtend the' ~~~vood-Bell coach line along Gage 
Avenue in the City of Bell to the intersoction 
ot Gag0 and P~la .:'wenues, turning the coaches 
at this pOint via Palo. Avenue, Filrn.oro Street 
and Alamo .:~vel1ue, or the reverse. 

(4) Extend the East Florence Avenue coach line from 
its present tar~~nus at Florence and Otis Avenues 
(eliminating the pr0sent tUrn-around via Otis 
Avenue, Wei:" Avenue und Corona Street) eo.sterly 
along Florence AVt;:nue to Wilcox .Avenue, in the 
City 01' Bell) thence in unincorporated county 
te:::-=itory, oouth on :'!ilcox .Avenue to Clara 
Street, west on Clara Street to Atlantic Avenue 
and north on Atlantic Avenue to Florence Avenue. 

(1) 
The record. shows that the City ot ~~aY"Nood obj'ects to 

the proposal that COaches on the lCay\100d-Bell line be turned in 

(1)- Exhibit. No. 2 is a copy of Resolution No. 473, passed by the 
Maywood City Council on January 10th, 1939, opposing the 
method o~ tu=ning the coaches as proposed in the applica
tion and suggesting an alternate method. 
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• 
the block bounded by Randolph Street, Palm Avenue and 51st Street 

0= vice versa, 1'0= the reason that Palm Avenue and cast Streot 

are narrow (thirty feet between curbs), and the puvcment on the 

tv,'O streets is not of sllfi'icient thiclmess to carry the heavy 

coaches which would be reqllired to operate over them. The city 

further alleges that operation over these residential streets 

wOllld be extremely hazardollS to children playing in the streets" 

that it would create unnecessary disturbance to the residents liv

ing on these two streets and that it wOl.lld be difficlll t to cond'u.ct 

the operation by reason of the extreme narrowness of the streets 

involved. This latter objection wOllld be particularly true on 

occasions when cars were parked opposite each other, thereby leav

ing inSUfficient rOom ,for the passage or a motor coach between 

them. 

As a counter proposal, the city offered the suggestion 

that the coaches turn around by crossing Pacific ~lectric Railvmy 

COtlpany' s \'~'hi ttiar line at Heliotrope Avenue, then east on South 

aandolph Street to .~amo Av~~ue, thence north on Alamo Avenue 

across the ?acific ~lectric t=acks to North Randolph Street, thence 

over North Randol~h Street to Eeliotrop~ Avenue or via the reverse 

ot this loop. Witnesses for a~plicant objected to this alternate 

proposal, oasing their objections upon the huzard which would be 

created by the necessity of tv/ice crossing these tracks of Pad. fic 

Electric Railway and also upon the contention that this turn-around 

would ~ecessitate placing an extra coach in the service to f~ll the 

schedules. By the provisions of the Commission's Decision NO.!30650, 

dated February 21st, 19:38, on Application No. 21457, authority was 

granted to Pacific Electric Railway Company to discontinue all 

passenger rail service over t~e line involved so that rail move~ 

ments have now been red.uced to one round trip freight, plus :tour 

round trip box moto!"s per day. Both crossings, over which the 

alternate turn-around would be made, are protected by automatic 
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signals and only one track of the double-track line is used. 

Section 576 o~ the Vehicle Code of the State 01' Cali-

fornia re~uir~s that all pazzeneer vehicles shall stop prior to 

crossing such a track and it therefore a~~cars that, in so far as ..... 

the haz~rd is concerned, no real objection could be offered. 

Exhibit No.8 shows that approximatoly 0.35 ,route ~les 

would be added to the length of the line it the proposal ot the 

City ot 1.!ay\'.'00d were cor.plied with. Te stimony ot witnesses tor 

the applicant was to the effect that this additional mileage would 

necessitate placing an extra coach in the service to fill the 

schedules. We are of the opinion, however, that the scheduled 

speeds on the line can be increased sufficiently to eliminate the 

. necessity for placins this extra coach in the service and it ap

pears tha~ if, by changing the routing of the turn-around ao pro-

posed by the City of ~:aywood, the objections of that city can be 

removed and the operation conducted safely and at no material addi

tionul cost to the operator, the substitute or alternate turn-

aro~d should be used. 

On the south end of the 1~aywood-Bell coach line, appli

cant proposes to eliminate that portion of the line on Atlantic 

~venue, bet~een Gage Avenue and Florence Avenue, and to extend the 

service over Gage Avenue to a turn-around at A1~0 Avenue, Fi~ore 

Street and Pala Avenue. This proposal was high11 satisfactor1 to 

the citizens of Bell but met with vigorous opposition from the 

community of Cudahy in county territory south of Atlantic Avenue 

and west of i'iilcox Avenue. These latter people contend that the 

el1r.ino.tion ot ::ervicc on Atlantic Avenue between. Florence and 

Gage Avenues !'rohibits them from reaching the business section of 

Bell where the:r normally do their shopping !lnd ho.ve their banking 

connections. In place of the extension over Gage Avenue, as 

proposed, it is their sugeestion that the existing service be 

extended south on Wilco7. A,v0nue to Cecelia Street, thence over 
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Cecelia Street to Atlantic and over Atluntic via the urcsent ... 

route. 

Exhibit No. 10, filed by the Cudahy Chamber of Commerce, 

consists of 476 petitions allegedly repI'esenting 1707 adults and 

450 children, asking teat the a~tension to Cecelia Street be made 

and that the l'resent rOllting over Atlantic A venue bet'Neen Florence 

Avenue and Gage .:..venue be retained. In addition to the conten-

tions that their banking and. other business interests o.re in the 

City of 3ell alons Gage ~venue, these persons allege that the serv-

ice on Atlantic Avenue is required for school children attendi~~ 

the public high school in Bell in the aree. north of Florence Avenue 

~nd bounded by Pine Avenue, Bell Avenu.e and Flora Street. The 

record shows, however,. that in so far as the school is concerned, 

no necessity exists for the bus serVice, for the reason that a 

check was made and reveals thut only one student ~sed the tncil-

ities. 

A house count, n~de in the area bounded by Florence 

Avenue, Wilcox AV0n~e, Cecelia. Street and Atlantic A venue J shows 

that ther~ arc approximately 300 houses in the area and this count 

turther show's that 233 ot these housec are within a quarter of a 

mile ot the loop now operated. The application proposes that 

this identical loop shull re~in b~t that it shall be served from 

the East Florence line, which will be extended fro::n. its present 

te~inus at Florence Avenue and Otis Street, along Florence to 

Wilcox, thence over tbe loop now served by the Maywood-Bell line. 

The proposed extension 0 f the East Flo:'cnce coach line 

would provide the Cudahy residents with a :mOl"e direct connection 

to the "J'" line of Los A .. "18;Oles R'libvay Corporation which, in turn, 

traveroes the business sectionof Huntington Pa:,k and operates int9 

a!ld through the downtown section of the City of Los .Angeles. 

This, we believe, is a nore important connection than the one 
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th:'ough the businesz section of the City ot Bell. The record 

shows (ZXhibit NO.6); that the East Florence motor coach line 

operated at ~ loss of in excess ot ~5,500 tor the eleven months 

January to NoYember, 1938. ErJlibit No.8 shows that to increllse 

the size of t~e loop, as proposed by tte Cudahy Chamber ot Commerce, 

would add .88 route miles to the present route at an annual cost 

in excess of ;T;3,SOO. It would be inconsistent on the part of this 

Co~ission to re~uire an operator to make a substantial extenSion 

of a route, the' operation of which is alread.y being conduc:ted at a 

serious loss, when there seems to be no possibility ot the proposed 
, ' 

extension doing a~ythine except to increase the amount of this 

loss. Exhibit No. 7 shows that the bulk of the people in this area 

are now 'With.in walkins distance of the se=vice and we are forced. ' 

to the co~clusion that it is more important that the resi~ents ot 

the CitY' ol" 13011 be providod 'Nith. transportution within their own 

city than that the extension, as sought by the cotr~un1ty of Cudahy, 

be granted.' 

Thorough consideration of the entire record in this pro

ceedi~ convinces us that the yroposals made by the applicant will 

best'se:::.-ve the :ceec!s of' the communities involved. (with'the one 

exception of the proposed loop ~or turning the !\!ayvvood-Bell coaches 

in the Oi ty o~ !~:aY'·lood). With these facts in m:l.nd and to;: the rca-

sons tully discussed above, the following Order appears just und 

equitable to all concerned. 

o R D E R - - - --
Public hearine having been held and the Commiscion hav-

ine been fully advised; 

IT IS r~~BY ORD~D that: 

I. Applicant is hereby authorized to reroute its Ma~vood-

Bell ::notor coach line over the following route: 

COIlIllencing at the int~rsection of Heliotrope Avenue 
and Randolph Street, thence via Heliotrope Avenue, Helio-



trope Ci::cle, Slauson Avenue, Rugby ..:\,·;renue, Belgre.v.e 
Avenue, Pacific Boulevard, Gage Avenue to Pala Avenue; 
returning via Gage Avenue, Pacific Boulevard, Slauson 
Avenue, Heliotrope Circle, thence Heliotrope Avonue to 
Randolph Street; 

instead of over the route described in paragraph I of the 23rd 

Supplementul Application in this proceeding. 

II. A,plicant i s hereb~r authorized to reroute its 

East ?'lorence notor coach line over the following route: 

From the intersection of Long Beach Boule
vard and Florence Avenue, thence via Florence 
Avenue, State street, Hope Street, California 
Avenue, Florence 'Avenue, Wilcox Avonue, Clara 
Street, Atlantic Boulevard, Florence ~venue, < 

Calitornia Avenue, Hope Street, State Street, and 
]'lorence Avenue to the point of commencement; 

instead of over the route described in paragraph II of the 23rd 

Supplemental A~plication in this proceeding. 

Both of the above new routes are to be considered as 

part of the in lieu certificate grunted by this Commission's 

Decision ~o.27052, d.o.t<:lcl ~.~r 14th, 1934, on APplication No.19l?9. 

tion: 

This entire Order is subject to the following cond1-

Applicant shall afford the public at least five 
(5) days' notice ot the changes authorized h<:lrein, by 
posting notices in all coaches operating on the line 
involved and at the terminals of each of the lines. 

Within thirt3r (30) days after such rerouting, pursuant to 

this Order, applic\lnt shall so adv;tse the Commission in writing. 

For all other purposes, the effective date of this Order 

shall be twenty (20) days from the date hereof. 

Dated at San ~~ancisco, __ ~~~.~_~~~:~<~: __ ~~~ __________ ,19Z9. 

~~~~~~~--~----~ 
V 

----~~--~~~~~~~------~-


