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BEFORE THE RAILROAD COMMISSION OF THZ STATE OF CALIFORNIA ”42

In the Matter of the Application of the ; TEIRTY~-FIRST SUPPLIEMENTAL
LOS ANGELES RATLWAY CORPORATION for an )  APFLICATION NO. 19179
in lieu certificate for its motor coach g

)

lines. AMENDED THIRTY-FIRST STP~

PLEMENTAL APPL. NO. 191.79.

S. M. Haskins, General Counsel, Woodward M.
Taylor, General Attormey, and Max E. Utt,
Assistont Genersl Attormey, for applicant.

Clyde Woodworth, City Attormey, for the City
of Inglewood, interested party.

vernoﬁ E. Spencer, for Inglewood Transit Lines,
interested party.

X. Charles Bsan anl Stanley M. Lanhem, for the
Board of Public Utilities and. Transportation
of the City of Los Angeles, interested party.

Charles H. Temple, for Southwest Branch of the
Ios Angeles Realty Board, drotestant.

Charles A. Cordano, for the South Side Chembder
of Commerce, vyrotestant.

Matt Flynn, for certain proverty owners on
Van Ness Avenue, and for the Soulthwest Branch

of the Loz Angeles Realty Board, interested
parties.

BY TEZ COMMISSION:
NIONX

The above entitled procesdings deal with the proposed
rerouting and extsnslion of Los Angeles Railway Corporation's Van
Ness Motor Coack Lime No. 60 in the southwest portion of the City
of Los Angeles and in the sastern section of the City of Inglewood.

Public hearings were held before Examiner Ager at Los
Angeles on January 15 and 22, 1940, and on the latter date the
matters were taken under submlssion and they are now ready for

decision.




The record shows that, pursuant to the authority granted
by this Commission in 1ts Decision No. 27142, dated June 8, 1934,

in this proceeding, los Angeles Railway Corporation 13 operating

1ts Van Ness Motor Coach Line No. 30, in the City of Los Angeles,

over the followlng descrided route:

Commencing at the intersection of 54th Street

and Second Avenue, thence via Second Avenus,

Van Ness Avenue, 78th Place, Zighth Avenue,

78th Street, Van Ness Avenae, and Second

Avenue to the point of commencement.

In the 3lst Supplemental Application in this procesding
applicant seeks the Commission's authority to dlscontinue that
portion of the southern loop fron Fifth Avenue and 78th Place,
over 78th Place to 8th Avenue and 78th Street to Van Ness Avenne,
and to extend the sexrvice southerly on Fifth Avenue to lManchester
Boulevard, thence over Manchester Boulevard and Crenshaw Boule-
vard %o a connection with the No. S rail line at 67¢h Street and
Crenshaw Boulevard. At the suggestion of the Board of Pudblic
Utilities and Transportation of the City of los Angeles, axmended
3lst Supplemental Application ir this proceedling was filed, where-
in Los Angeles Railway Corporation seeks to abandon entlrely the
southern loop and contlizue the service southerly on Van Ness Aveaue
to 83rd Street, thence over 83rd Street, Fourth Avenue, 84th Street,
Fifth Avenue, Manchester Boulevard and Crenshaw Boulevard to 67th
Street, where & connection would be made with the No. 5 rall line
as proposed in the original 313t Suppléemental Application. At the
hearing three additional suggestlons for the extension and re-
routing were offered, as follows:

Proposal No. S

Van Ness Avenue, Manchester Boulevard, Cren-
shaw Boulovard to 67th Street

Proposal No. 4

Van Ness Avenus, Manchester Boulevard, Cren=-
shaw Boulevard, 8th Avenue, 79th Street,
Creashaw Boulevard to 67th Street
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Proposal No. S

Van Ness Avenue, 76th Street, Sth Avenue, Man-
ggester Bouloevard, Crenshaw Boulevard to 67th
reot

For the purposes of clarlity and drevity, the proposed

route as set forth in 3lst Supplemental Application No. 19179 will

hereafter ve referred to as Proposed Route No. 1, that set forth
in Amended 3lst Supplemental Application No. 19179 as Proposed
Route No. 2, and the other three routes in the order in which they
are above descrived as Proposed Routes Nos. 3, 4 and 5, respect-
ively.

No change in rates of fare, type of equipment oxr fre-
quency of service will rosult from any of the proposed extensions
and reroutings.

The record shows that, excep? for Proposed Route No. 4,
the running time and the distances to be operated over any of the
proposed routes would be the same; that, except for Proposed
Route No. 4, there would be no difference in the operating costs;
and that the applicant has expressed no preference as to which of
the routes should be authorized. Proposed Route No. 1 carrles
with it the endorsement of the City of Inglewood, whereas Proposed
Routes Nos. 2 and 3 have been endorsed by the City of Los Angeles,
through its Board of Pudblic Utilities and Transportatliom. All of
the routes have the same termini - namely, S4th Street and Van
Ness Avenue as the northerly terminus and 67tk Street and Crenshaw
Boulevard as the southerly or westerly terminus. At the latter
point contact is made with applicant's No. 5 rail line, which oper-
ates from the Eagle Rock sectlon through the central business dis-
trict of Los Angeles to Inglewood and Hawtborme. No questlon has
arisen as to the necessity for an extension of this service and
it therefore becomes the Cormission's problem to determine which
of the proposed routes will provide the best service to the maximum
number of persons without serious inconvenience to those persons
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who are now served dy the present route.

Complete house counts in the area involved have been made
and numerous exhiblits were introduced at the hearing, in the form
of maps and tabulations, on which this information has been swmar-
ized. It has been a more or less gemeral policy of this Commission
iz past rulings to consider that persons residing within a quarter
of a milq of a local tramsportation line are within reasonable walk-
ing distance and therefore are adequately served.

A recapitulation of the information shown on these wvwarious

exhibits is contalned in the following tabdble.

Proposed Proposed Proposed Proposed FProposed
Route #1 Route #2 Route #3 Route #4 Route #5

Total population in

area soulh of 78th

St. which would be

served by Van Ness

Coach Line No. 60 5751

Population in ares
which is now within
%+ mile of and served
by applicant's Man-
chester Blvd. #54
¢coack line

Population which
would be served by
Van Ness coach line
south of 76th St. 4140
Population within 3
mile of present route
which will be removed
to greater distance
by rerouting 30 702 203 114

In the block bounded by 79th Street, 5th Avenue, 80th
Street and 7th Avemue there is a School having an attendance of
some 500 students. This school is within the one-quarter mile area
of the present service but, if Proposed Route No. & were adopted,
it would be eatircly outside the area.

Observation of the above tadble might suggest that Pro-
nosed Route No. 4 would be the correct one, since it 1s indicated

that the largest number of persons would be served by this proposal.
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The record shows, howevef, that this route is some 670 feet longer
than any o: the other four, thus resulting in the operation of an
additional 5759 coach mliles per year amd increasing operating ex-
penses by $788.85 per year. The testimony further shows that the
Pavement surfaces oa 8th Avenue and 79th Stroet are of inmsuffi-
cient thickness to stand u» under motor cach operation and that
the City of Inglewood is reluctant to spend the necessary funds

to make them suitable for such operation, partlcularly In yiew of

the fach 3D&E Crénshsw Bonlovard is so adapted in every way to

the ufe of motor CoacChele.
While Proposed Route No. 5 would continue to provide
service to all those persons in the area who are served by the

present route, it would fall to serve 4392 persons {(all residents

of the City of los Angeles), who would be sexrved by Proposed Route

No. 1.

The City of Los Angeles takes the position that the
orderly develomment of the mass transportation system of the City
of Los Angeles would dictate that the Van Ness Avenue Motor Coach
Line should be extended southerly along Van Ness Avenus to Man-
chester Boulevard, in order to provide proper spacing of trans-
portation lines. Normally, the Commission would subscribe to this
theory, but we are not of the opinioﬁ that this rule should he
axiomatic 1f such extension results in the saerifice of transpor~
tation to 2 substantlial group of peodle who happen to be residents
of an adjoining city. Cereful analysis of the record adduced at
the hearing leads us to the conclusion that, for the time being
at least, the route proposed in the origimal 3lst Suprlemental
Application would best meet the public need.

Los Angeles Rallway Corporation is placed upon notice
that "operﬁtive rights™ do not censtitute & class of property which
should be capitelized or used as en element of value 1n determining

reesonable rates. Aside fLrom their purely permissive aspect, they
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extend to the hoide: a full or partial monopoly of a ¢lass of
bﬁsiness over a particular route. This mozopoly feature may be
changed or destroyed at any time by the State, whick is not in
any respect liﬁited 23 to the number of rights which may be given.

Public hearings havirg been had, the matter having been
submitted and the Commissior being fully adviced;

The Rallroad Commissiorn of the State of California Heredy
Decleres that public cdnvenionce and necessity require the rerout-
ing and extension by Los Angeles Rallwey Corporation of its Van
Ness Motor Coach Route No. 60, for the transportetion of paséen-
gers 1n the Citles of Los Angeles and Inglewood, over a route de~
serlbed as follows: '

Beglnning at the intersectlion of S54th Street and

Secord Avenue, then¢e via Second Avenue, Slaunson

Avenue, Van Ness Avenue, 78th Place, Fifth Avenue,

Park Circle, Fifth Avenue, Manchester Bouleverd,

Crenshaw Bouleverd to 67th Street, returning via

the reverse of the going route to the point of

commencement;
irstead of over the route authorized dy Decision No. 27142, dated
June 8, 1934, on Second Supplemental Application No. 1817%. The
certificate herein grented 1s 1o be included as pert of the in lieu
certificate granted by Decisiorn No. 27052, dated May 14, 1934, in
this proceeding. |

IT IS EERERY CRDERED that a certiflcate of public con-
venlence aﬁd ﬁecessity for such sexvice be and 1t is bereby granted
to Loc Angeles Rallway COrpofation, subject to the following con-
ditions:

(1) Applicant shall f£ile a written acceptance of the

certificate herelin grented within & perlod of not
to exceed Tifteen (15) days from the date hereol.

(2) Applicant shall commence the service hereln guthor-

, ized within a period of not to exceed ninety (90)
days from the effective date hereof and shall file,
in triplicete, and concurrently make effectlve, on
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not less than ome (1) days motice to the Railroad
Commissliorn end the pudlic, a tariff or tariffs
constructed in accordance with the requirements of
the Commission's General Orders and conteining rates
and rules wkich, in volume and effect, shall be ilden~
tical with tie rates and rules shown Iin the applica-~
tlon, in so far as they conform to the certificete
hereln granted, or retes and rules satisfectory to
the Rallrosd Commission.

Applicent shell file, In duplicate, and make effect-
ive within e period of not to exceed thimty (30)
days after the effective date of this Order, on not
less than five (5) days' notice to the Reilroad Com-
zisslon and the public, .time schedules covering tke
service herein authorized, in a form satisfactory to
the Rallroad Commission.

The rights and privileges herelin suthorized may not

be discontlnued, sold, leased, treansferred or assigned,
unless the wrltten consent of the Railroad Commission
to such discontinuance, sale, lease, transfer or
assligmment has first been obtelned.

No vehicle may be operated by applicent herein unless
such vehicle 1s owned by seid applicant or is leased
by applicant under a contract or agreement on a basis
satisfactory to the Railroad Commission.

Applicent is authorlized to turn its motor vehicles at
termlni elther in the intersection of the streets or
by operating arouné a dlock contiguous to such inter-
section in either direction, and to carry passengers
as traffic regulations of the municipalities may re-
quire.

For all other purposes, the effective date of this Ordexr
shall be twenty (20) days from the date hereof. )

Tated at sén Irancisco, Callfornie, this /g,fﬁgﬂ day
ot ’“777@,./ , 1940.
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Comisslioners.
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