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Decision No. @}1!@, , 
BEFORZ THE RAILROAD COMMISSION OF THE STAn: OF CAJ.,IFO~~'/'!1!4i. 

In the Matter of the Application of the BAY ) 
CITIES TRANSIT COMPANY, a corporation, for ) 
a certificate of public convenience and nec- ) 
ess1ty for Route No. 12-Los Ang~les, Culver ) 
City and Palms via Rob~rtson Boulevard Line, ) Application 
and Route No. 13-L03 Angeles, AirdroQe Street) No. 23919 
and Cheviot Hills Lin~, now operat~d under ) 
authority of the Board or Public Utilities ) 
and Transportation of the city of Los ~\ngeles ) 
and for an extension of said Route No. 12. ) 

In the U~tter of the Application of the BAY 
CITIES TRA-~SIT COMPANY, a corporation, for 
a c·ertificate of public convenience and nec­
essity for the establishment of tr~eA new 
routes to be known ~s follows: 

Route No. l4-Westside Village Line 
Route No. l5-W.L.A.-Douglas Plant Line 
Route No. 16-Rose Avenue-Washington 

Blvd. Line. 

In thp. Matter of the Application of the BAY 
CITIES TRANSIT COMPANY, a corporation, for 
permission to reroute th~ following 11nes: 

Route No. 2-Wilshirp Boulevard Lin~. 
Route No.4-Carlyle and Victoria Avenue 

Line. 
Route No. 5-Pico Boulevard & Soldiers' 

Home Lin~. 

In the Matter of the Application of the BAY 
• CITIES TRANSIT COMPA1~, a corporation, for 

a certificate of public conven1~nce and n~­
essity for Route No. 17-Santa Monica-El 
Segundo Line. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) Application 
) No .. 23920 
) 
) 
) 
) 

) 
) 
) 
) Application 
) No. 23943 
) 
) 
) 
) 

) 
) A:p:plication 
) No. 23959 
) 
) 

HECTOR P. BA!DA, for Applicant Bay Cities Transit 
Company. 

MAX E. UTT, for Los Angeles Motor Coach Company 
and Los Angeles Railway Corporation, 
Interested Parties. 

FP.ANK KARR and H. C. MA...~LER, by H. O. Marler, for 
Pacific El~ct~ic Railway Company, Inter­
ested Party • 

• 
K. CF..A..'qU!S :BEAN, STA~" M. LANHAM ,and CEARLES A. 

SOOTHltL 4 for Board of Public Utilit1es and 
Transportation of the city of Los A.~eles, 
Interested. Party. 
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BY THE COMMISSION: 

QEllilQ.1i 

Bay Citie~ Tra~sit Co~pany, a corporation, and ~ppli­

cant herein, is engaged in th~ automotive co~~on carri~r trans­

portation of passengers ~en~rally in and about the cities of 

Santa Monica, Venice, OCE-ar. Park, Sawt~lle, West Los Angeles, 

Westwood (includi~g the University of California at Los Angel~s) 

and in the area Pico Boul~v~rd easterly to Ri~pau Boulevard, pur­

suant to certificates of uublic convenience and necessity issued 

by this Commission. 

The instant applications, four in n~b~r, seek authority 

to establish and op~rat~ certai~ new routes as ~xt~~sions and 

~nlarbem~nts of existing servic~s, ~nd to reroute and extend 

various established routp.s as h~r~in~fter more defir~tely referr~d 

to and described. 

A public h~arin8 in theSM proc~~dings, which were 

consolidated for both hearing and d~cision, was h~ld in Los 

Angeles b~fore Exa:.in.::r McGettigan on F~bruary 25, 1941, 'nhere 

testimony being tak~n, exhibits filed, and the matte~submitted, 

they are now ready for decision. 

The granting of these applications was not protested 

and the interests of Pacific ~lectric Railway Company, Los Ang­

eles Railway Corporation, Lo: Angeles Motor Coach Company and 

the Board of Public Utilities and Tran=portation of the city of 

Los Angeles wer~ satisfied by the inclusion of certain operating 

restrictions whereupon their active participation in the proceed­

ings c eas ed • 
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During the course of these proceedings J. E. Anderson, 

president of Bay Cities Transit Company, testified gen~rally as 

to the r~ture and scope of the four a~p1ications here involved 

and further testified with respect to the public need, as he 

fo~~d it, for the various extensions, ~eroutings and new s~rvices 

propos~d to be established. 

Supple~enting the testi~ony of the witness Anderson, 

K. Charl~s Bean, Chief 3r.gineer, stated that the Board of Public 

Utilities and Transportation of the city of Los Angeles had ap­

proved the proposals of applicant including the restrictions 

heretofore rt:ferred to and which will later be detailed. Also 

testifying fo!' applicant vrere Fred S. Eauerfeld, representing 

the realty firm of Fritz B. Eurns,in connection with the need 

for service in Westside Village, t. t. Robinson, advertising 

manager of the West Los A..."lgeles Independent, for the West tos 

Angeles area involv~d: John V. Thompson, welfar~ director for 

the El Segundo Plant of the ~ouglas Airoraft Compa~y, and B. E. 

McGhee, captain of policp. of the same plant. In additic~, the 

testimony of W~jor Thager of the El SegundO Plant of the North 

American Aircraft Company was stipulated as being substantially 

the Sa::le as that of the two \'1i tnesses jus t prec eding. The test!­

mony of these last three 'Ili tnesses was particularly directed to 

the needs of the aircraft industry located in the area u.~der 

discussion. 

These applicatio~s are int~rrelated and of comoon 

interest. For the sak~ of clarity, however, they will be dis­

cussed separat~ly in ord~r of their numerical sequence, an in­

dividual finding made therein, and w1ll therea~t~r be disposed 

of in a single decision. 
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Application No. 2~919 

This application s~eks certification of certain opera­

tions of Bay Cities Transit Co~pany referred to as routes Nos. 

12 and 13, the Los Anceles, Culv~r City and Palms via Robertson 

Boul~vard Line, and Los Angeles, Airdrome Street and Che~1ot Hills 

Lin~, resp~ctively, including an extension of five-tenths of a 

mile on the No. 12 linQ d~scrib~d. For more than five years last 

past both of these lines, which are- vii thin the incorporated lim­

its of the city of Los Angeles, have been operated pursuant to ar.d 

under authority of the Board of Public Utilities and Transporta­

tion of the city of Los Ar.geles as services independent of the 

other and ~ore extp.nsiv~ certificated services of the applicant. 

(1) 
Due to a recent d~cision of the Comcission in re Los 

Angeles Railway Corporation and Pacific Electric Railway Company 

vs. Asbury Rapid Transit Company, a~p1icant has det~r~ned, upon 

advice of counsel, to place its outst~nding op~rations herein re­

ferred to under the jurisdic~ion of the Railroad Commission as a 

cotlponent part of and integrated with its existing services al­

ready zubj~ct to Commission. jur1:diction and thereby afford the 

public th~ b~n~tits of unified op~r~tion, 1ncludir~ transfer priv­

ileg~s not now available. The ~xtension of route No. 12 h~re 

propos~d will enable the carrier to bett~r serve a portion of 

Wf;!stside Villag,;1, a new'ly d€!v.~lopf:d area bQginnir:.g two blocks 

west of G1I:"r..don Avenuf.l and Sepul v.;.c.a Boul("vard. At th.e preser..t 

time peoplo in this district aTG walking two and one-half miles 

to Gl~ndon Av~nu~ and Charnock Road. Und~r applicant's propos~d 

(1) ~ucision No. 33477 in Case No. 4462. 
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extension along Charnock Road to Sepulveda Boulevard this dis­

tance will be lessened considerably a~d~ i~ addition, transfer 

privilegt"!S will ai'ford better all-around facilities for travel 

into and out of this district. 

Rates of 5 cents a~d 10 cents, to be assessed on a 

zone basis, are described in EXh1bi t "D" attached to the appli­

cation. 

Exhibit "E" attached to the application provides for 

and deta1l~ a daily, except Sunday and holiday, scheduled service 

~v~ry fifteen minutes between approximat<:ly 5:30 A.M. and 7:00 ? .1'/1. 

with a thirtY-:ninute headway provided betvi~en 7:00 P.M. and mid­

night varying sli£htly according to route. On Sundays and holi­

days a thirty-minute headway ... ,i11 be maintained bp.twe~n the hours 

of 6:45 A.M. and 11:45 F.~!. appro:(imately, again varying slightly 

~s to route. No additio~l e~uip~~nt will be required in op~rat­

ing this $ervice as proposed. 

The facts of record in this application establish that 

public conv~nience a~d necessity will be subserved by the proposal 

of applicant. 

Application No. 2~920 

This application seeks to establis~ and operate three 

new routes described as follows: 

(1) No. l4-Westside Village Line 

(2) No. 15-West Los Angeles-Douglas Plant Line 

(3) No. 16-Rose Avr::nue-Washington Bo'..8.(~vard Line. 

Route No. 14, as described, is pro~os~d to serve the 

area between Pico Boulevard on the north, National Eoulevard on 
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th~ south, IC~lton Avenue on the west, and Robertson Boulevard on 

the east. This area com~ris~s what is known as Westside Village, 

a recently devp.loped real estate subdivision within the city of 

Los Angt'Jl es. This route -:;111 cor ..... '"lect wi tb. route No .. 12 at Rob­

ertson and National Boulevards and also with route No. 6, th~ 

Pica Univ~rsity Lin,::, at Pico :Sou1f~vard. A 5 cent fare will be 

charged on this route and transf~r privil~g~s afforded as set 

forth in Exhibit "E" attached to th~ applica.tion. This opto:!ration 
(2) 

will require additional equipr:ent which has been arranged for. 

In support of the service ,roposed as route No. 14, 

applicant presented the testimony of Fr~d S. Bauerfeld, sales 

manager of the Fritz P. Burns Company, b~lders of Westside Vil­

lage, in addition to the witness Anderson's testi~ony as to the 

~~ny dp.~nds and re~uests for the ~stablishment of tr~s service. 

Mr. Bau~rfeld stat~d that since 1~rch, 1939 his firm had built 

831 homes. Th~se homes, built to sell at an averag~ price of 

$3300, are principally occupi~d by one-Car families consisting 

of man and vrift!! and one or two childr(..:.'"l. At least one adult 

:nemb(::r of the family r(;:C!,uirt-"s transportation and, in addition, 

the rapid growth of this commu.~ity has outstripped a co~parable 

development in school facilities so that the children residing 

in this district are obliged to go a considerable distance for 

thei~ educ~tion, thus ru=ther indicating a need for additior4l 

transportation facilities. or th~ 831 homes built, approximately 

680 a~e already occupied and t~e witness antiCipates that the 

remainder will b~ occupi~d b:r July l, 1941. He further testified 

(2) Applicant stated that twelve new ~otor coaches had been pur­
chased and delivery guarante~d at the ti:e the instant 
applications w~re ~de. 
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that no horne- is built IXleoss it is to 'of" occupi~d. H,"rp aeai:l. 

a:Jplicant' c proposal ' .. :ould o.!J,eo.r to satisfy this nf'ed. 

R .. ,. , 5 d '1" oj. h r' .... T • ou ... e ~~c. _ , as ?ropos~ , Wl ~ co::nf'C ... t.F! ;''II'''S ... .ucs 

i\r:.ge-lp.s District of -che ci ty of Los A!:geles with a dirp.ct st-'rvic~ 

to the Douglas ~ircraft Co~par:.y ~lant a.~ Clov~r Field in th~ city 

and Lincoln Boulevards in the Vpnicc District of Los Angeles will 

be afford~~d a more direct s~rvicp ir. a north~rly direction to a 

bus!ness district at Lincoln :Soulpv~rd and ~'~ose Av~r.uc? as 'il~ll 

as to points in Santa. £iZonica in conjur.c tion ',.vi th thp establishr:lN;,'t 

of route No. 16, th~ Rose Avpnue-V!ashing~or. 30...aeva:-d. 1ine hprein 

referred to. In support of th~se last-named routes, applicant 

Angeles 3usinessm~n's Association. 1~. Robinson test~fi~d that 

his association had been ~orkinG for so~e ti:e to have these 

st"rvicflS, particularly the ~:.:..,st Los ~r.gAles - Douglas Plar.t 

Line, ~sta.blished. HE'! explai!'lPc. furthr--r tho.t the proposed s,..rv-

ic~, in additio~ to providing tra~sportatio!'l for the greatly 

auer.:pntpd force at thf" Do...:.glas plant, · .... ould also bisect the 

area located b~low ?ico Eoulevard provid~ th~ districts o.r:.d 
0) 

with a north Q.nd south sp.rvice in addition to the ea.st a.nd Vlest 

servicp now in eff~ct. The importance of this north and south 

(3) Pacific ::;ll'>ctric Rail·lfay COr:lp::.ny, Los Ang~les Motor Coach 
Company, Ea.y Citips Transit Cc::pany, a::'d the Santa ?,Zcnica­
M~"lic1pal Bus Line nO'll prov'ide servicl'! east and v/est. 
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service, according to Ii:. Robinson, is that it v;ill enable the 

public re~uired to patronize co~~on carri~r transportation facil-

i ties to travel toward thf'l ci.ist::-ict \,,;hich he re,resents rather 

.... ' b' . 11 d" . ........ ... t s t 'r . t t ... nan elng or. ge ,,0 go el ..... er wes... 0 an a ~or.lca or eas 0 

Los Angel@s in order to shop or find a~usement or diversion. Ee 

further pointed out that the city of Los Al'lgeles has nO\1 provided 

complete municipal gover.r~ent facilities in thp, district. In 

addi tior.., the record shov;: that l.l.'1der the transf(>r 1'1'1 vileges 

proposed by applicant, the propos~d routes will provide service 

northerly from the West Los AngAl@s r~sidpntial area to the Ur~-

versity of Californ:La at Los Angf~les and 3merson Junior and 

Uni versi ty High Schools, the last r.amed two being the only high 

schools in the district and now accessible therefrom only by 

walking or private conveyance. 

Mr. Thompsol"., in testifying vti th respect to th~ need for 

s e-rvic e to the Santa !'!.onica Dcuglas plo.nt, pointed out that the 

tremendous increase in the numb~r of employees there due to 

natio.r~l defense ne~ds had created a bad parking problem due 

to congestion of traffiC and lack of parking facilities, and 

that the establish~ent of bus service would definitely tend to 

relieve this situation by encouraging employees of the plant to 

patronize the bus at 5 cents each way and leav~ their cars home, 

rather than use them, pay 10 cents to park and get into traffic 

jams as well as having to park sev~ral blocks, at least, away 

from their work. 

Fifteen, twenty and thirtJr minute headways, daily exc ept 

Sundays and holidays, are propo:::ed on these various routes as 

detailFJd in Ey.hibi t nDn attached to the application, which als~ 

lizts propos~d fa~es. Transfer privil~ges arc detailed in ~~ibit 

HEll of tht' application and schp.dules to the Douglas plant will be 
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adjusted to suit op~rati~g conditions of th~ plant. 

The record her~ adduced conclusively shows that public 

convenience and necessity will be subserv~d by. the establishment 

and op~ration of these s~rvices, as p!"'opos .... d by applicant. 

Ap~lication No. 23943 

By this a~plication Bay Citi~s Transit Company seeks 

authority to reroute its No. 2-Vlilshire Boulevard Lin,=" its No. 

4-Carlyle and Victoria Avenu~ Line, and its No. ,-Pico Boulevard 

and Sold1~rz' Home Line as he~eina£tp.r more d~£initely set ~orth 
(4) 

and subject f~rther to certain opArating restrictions to be im-
po~~d upon the last-r.am~d :"oute. 

Rerouting of the 'v';ilshire Eoult~vard Line is being made 

(4) This r~ztriction is as follows: 

rr~ART 1 

!lPasst':ng~rs '.'{ill :not bo;:' h:lndled locally between the 
intp.rsection of Oly.opic Boulevard & Heath Av~nue and the 
intr>rs ection of B(;:vt7rly D:-i Vt! & \"~"hi ti':o:-th D:-i ve, both points 
inclusiv~, including int~rc~diate points; nor will pass~n­
gers be handl~d locally from o~ to points within the above­
dezcribed restricted are~ to or fro~ Robertson Boulevard & 
Pico Boule~ard or points west thereof to and including 
Beverly Drive and Y!hi t',',orth D::-i ve. 

"PART 2 

ftThis r(:>striction will !"lot prohibit the har.dling of 
pazsengers locally to Or t!"'om points within the restricted 
area between Olympic Boulevard & E~ath Avenue and 3~verly 
Drive & "i'lhi ti':orth Dri Ye f:-om or to pc,ints west thereof; 
nor to or from pOints wi thin that :::estricted area from or 
to pOints east of Robertson Boulevard on Pico Boulevard. 
Also, this !"'estrictio!'l will not prohibit the ha!ldling ot 
passe!'lgers locally between thp. intersection of Bev~rly 
Dri V6 Co: V.:"li tworth D:-i ve and intersection of Robertson & 
Pico Boulevards, nor b6tween pOints in such ~rea and pOints 
east the~~of along Pico Boulevard or pOints west of Heath 
Avenue and Olympic Blvd." 
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at the requ~st of the Veterans' Ad~n1stration at Los Angeles. 

The proposed rt?routing will er.able applicant to er.ter the Ad­

ministration Facilities at ~:~ilshire Boulevard and Bonsall Avp,nue 

and leav~ via the Sar. Vicente 30ulevard Entrance instead of using 

San Vicp.nte Bo~levard for both entrance and egress as at present. 

Both public convenience ~nd safety will, it is all~ged, be served 

by the rerouting pro!,os~~d and, in addition, said rerouting "I ... ill 

comply with th~ V~terans' Administration request. 

The Carlyle Av~nue-Victoria Avenue Line rerouting is 

being made in th~ interest of public safety and comfort in that 

by the change proposed two greater than right angle turns on and 

off Georgina Avenue and a boulevard stop at Lincoln Boulevard an~ 

Georgina Avenue will b~ eli~inated. 

Rerouting of the Pico Boulevard-Soldiers' Home Line is 

designed to serve passengers originating west of Fox Rills Drive 

by carrying them to a point on OlympiC Boulev~rd east of Spalding 

Dri ve wher e thp.y :lay board the :lotor coaches of the Los Angeles 

Motor Coach Co::npo.n~· and, further::ore, such passe..."lgers as :nay so 

desire will be transport,~d to the Pico 30ultward district and, 

a t the sa.me t1~e, S t:rvic €: will be: afforded to th·· Pico car line 

terminal. It is upon this route tt~t the r~striction referred 

to in footnote No. 4 is to be placed. 

Th~se reroutings, a.s restricted, a,pear to be in the 

public inter~st and should, therefore, be established as sought. 

Apnlication No. 23959 

In this application Bay Cities Transit Company seeks 

authority to establish and operate an automotive service as a. 

common carrier of passengers between th~ intersection of Fourth 
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Street and Santa Monica 3ouleva~d and the Douglas Aircraft Comp­

any, El Seg~~do Division, and North American AViation, Inc. at 

El Segundo. This service is described as Route No. 17-Santa 

Monica-3l Segundo Line and is being established primarily for 

the bl;)nefi t of the eo,loyees of the ";:.'TO co~panies and at the 

re~uest of said companies as evidenced by the testimony of Jo~~ 

v. Tho~pson, and Captain 3. 3. McGhee, welfare director and cap­

tain of policp., respectively, of the Douglas Cocpany and as sup­

plemented by the stipulated testimony of ~~jor Thager of North 

American Aviation, Inc_ 

lhe l'ecorc. here shoW's that b~tv;een 4;00 and 7$00 men 

are employed or are about to be ~mployed by Douglas Aircraft 
Company. It vra:; e~timatt;!d thc:..t soml" 25' per cent of these eI:l-

ployees now reside or \,lill in the i'uture reside in Santa Monica. 

Appro~imately 1800 men of the total employed by North American 

Aviation, Inc. liv('! in Santo. Mon1ca. A considerable nu.mber of 

these employees requir~ transportation to and from their work, 

according to the r~cord. At the present tine many of these e~-

ployees are d~pend~nt for such tr~nsportation upon the use of 

their o\m automobiles 0::- arc oblig<'1a. to obtain rid(~s with fellow 

work~rs. The r~sulting traffic congestion plus the lack of park-

ing facilities has created & situ~tion which has prov~n unsatis-

factory as well as dang~rous, according to the testimony of the 

abov(':-named VIi tness('1$. According to the further testimony of 

re-cord, full co-o,eration \"lill be afford~,d applicant by tht::: comp­

anies involv(-:O, whe are thoroughly in· favor of the establishment 

of this s{;rvice for tht=: relief of trafficcongf')stion and accid~nts 

resulting therefrom a.s ·.'Vell as from the: fact that sufficient park­

ing facilities are lacking to ha~dl~ th6 n~b~r of private auto-

mobilc..s now being op~ratt;d.. Applicant has sufficient bus~s to 

.... 
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handle this traffic which is hea~J only at shift change time: and 

its schedules ar~ predicat~d upon the nepds of these companies 

and ','/ill bf:l al te:::'ed. or changed to meet the particular nt::c essi ties 

of the plants as they arise. A one-way fare of 15 cents will be 

assessed and applicant 0.1=0 proposes to issu~ a lO-ride commuta-

tion ticket for $1.25. 

In the ope:::'ation of this service, a~plicant has agreeQ 

to restrict the handling o~ local passengers between the inter­
( ,) 

sec t i on of I:np (~:::' ia1 Ei zhway and S ep\a veda Boul evard. 

Bas~d upon the record her~in the s~rvice, as restricted, 

appears to bp. ir. the public interest a.s ',' ... ell as being an adju..'"lct 

to national defense. Applicant's request, therefore, should be 

granted. The following order will p:::,ovide for the granting in 

toto of the ~uthority nerein sought by applicant. 

Bay Cities Transit Co~pany is hereby placed upon notice 

that !1operative rights" do not constitute tl class of property 

which should be c~pitalized or ~secl ~s an ele~ent of value in 

deter=ining reasonable rntes. Aside from their purely per:nissive 

aspect, they extend to the holder ~ full or partial ~onopoly of a 

clrlSS of busin~ss OVf!r U PQ.rtj.cci'lr route. This monopoly fec.tul"e 

:nay 'be changed or destroJ'E'ci at any ti=.e by the state which is not 

in ~ny respect limited to the numb~r of rights which may be given. 

(5) The rp.striction reuds ~s follows: 

n?uszenger:: will not be h:.~dled locully between .the 
intersection of Lincoln Boulev~rd & Sepulveda 3oulev~rd ~nd 
the 1nters~ction of !:J.p·~ri~l Highw:o..y & Sepulveda Boul~v~rd, 
including inter~~di~te points. This restriction will not 
prohibit th~ handling of p~ssp.ngers to ~nd from points within 
the restricted are~ from nnd to point: outside th~ rt::stricted 
.~ r e.::\ • 11 
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Public hea~ing having b~pn h~ld in the abov~-entit1ed 

proceedings, evidence having b~en r~c~iv~d, the matte~s having 

be~n duly submitted, the CI::>:::l'mission nO":l being fully advis ed in 

th~ premises, a:r.d it being fou."'l.d as a fact that public conv~:n. .. 

ience and necessity so requi~e: 

IT IS ORDERZD that a certificate of public convenience 

and n~c~ssity b~ and it is hereby g~a:n.ted to Bay Cities Transit 

Company for the establisr~ent and oper~tion of an automotive serv 

ice fo~ the co~.o~ carrier tra~spo~tation of passengers as a paz-

seng~r stage corporation, a.s s\.:.ch is dB:::."ined in s;::ction 2-:- of th,~ 

Public Utilities Act, between 

(A) Los Ang~les, Culver City and ?~lms, designated 
and d~scrib~d as Route No. 12; 

(B) Los Ang~les, Airdrom~ Str~e~ and Ch~viot Rills, 
designated and d~scribed as Rcut~ No. 13; 

(c) Robertson Boulevard und Kincardine Avenue and 
Westside Village, designated and described as 
Route No. 14; 

(D) West Los AngelAS and the Douglas Aircraft 
Company~ Clovlg:~ Field, Santa Monica, desig­
nated and d~scribed as Rout~ No. 15; 

(E) Rose Avenue and V'ashington Boulevard, desig­
nated and d~scribed as Ro'Utte No. 16; 

(F) Intersection of Fourth Stre l9t and Santa Monica 
Bo\llevard (San.ta 1:onica) and the Douglas Air­
craft Company and North American Aviation, Inc., 
El Segundo, ciesignated and d~scribt:c. as Route 
No. 17, :oroviO,I,-:d that passt.='nge:'s will not be 
ha.ndled locally b(;:twF~e:l th~ inte-rsE"ction of 
Lincoln BOtll~vard and Sepul7~da Boul~vard and 
th(:) intt!rsf1ction o~ I:np<:!rial 3igh".;ay and St:pul­
veda Boulev~rd, including int~r~p.diate points. 
This restriction will not prohibit the handling 
of passbng~rs to and fro= pOints within th~ res­
trict?d ar~a from and to ,oints outside the 
::"t:strl.cte::d area; 
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as extensions and enlarge::::lents of its existing servic es and con~ 

solidated therewith. 

IT IS FURTEER OR.DERED that 1!'l. the operation of said pas~ 

ser.g~r stagp. corporation service pursuant to the foregoing certif~ 

icate, Bay Cities Transit C.o:npany shall com'Oly with and observe 

the following service regulat1ons: 

1. File a \'II'itten acceptance of the cer­
tificate herein granted within a period of 
not to eXCt!-ed thirty (30) daj's from the date 
hereof. 

2. S~bject to th~ authority o~ this Com­
mission to change or ~odify such at any time 
by further order, conduct said passenger 
:tag~ op~rations over and along th~ follow­
ing described routes: 

R.,9UTE NO, 12 

LOS ANGELES, CUTtY'?"''q CITY AND PALMS VIA 
ROBERTSON BOULEVAR!) Lnrs 

Commencing at the jOi:lt t~rmi!'lal ot:' the Los Angoeles 
Railway Cocpany and BB~Y Cl t1f!S Transit Company at 
Rit:lpau and Pico Boul~v;;.rds, thence via Pico Bo1.!l~vard, 
Robertson BoulAvard, National E~uleva=d, V~n1ce Boule­
vard, Bagley Avenue, F'eath?!rston Drive, Ta'oor Street, 
Gler.don Av~n\le, Charnc1ck Road to Sepulveda Bouleva.:-d, 
thence returning via the sa=~ route to th~ point of 
com.rnenc~:nent. 

EQUTE NO. 1.3. 

LOS ANGELES, AIRDRmr.?:: STREET AND CHEVIOT RILLS LINE 

Commencing at tho:: joint t~rmir...al of thE! Los A..."'lgeles 
Railway Cor.,any and the Bay Cities Transit COI:lpany at 
Rimp~u and ?ico Eoule· ..... ards tht;nCf~ vi::. Pica Boulevard 
to Genesee Stre8t, Airdromd Stre~t, Robertson Boule­
vard, Pico Boul<;vard, Motor Avenue, Mar_",ing Avenue, 
AYt=rs Avenuc"!, Ov~rlp..nd Av~!nue, Pico Bouleva:-d, th~r.ce 
returning via L~n..."'ling AVdlUH~ Motor Av~::u.:!, Pico Boule­
vard, Rob..:;rtson Boulevard, Airdrome Street, Genesee 
Stre~t, Pico Boulevard to the said joint ter~inal. 
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ROUTE, ~e. 1~ 

vmSTSID3 VILLAGE LI~~ 

Commencing at th~ ir.t€'rsf~ction of F.ob~rtson Boultollvard 
and Kincardinr-: .A.v"'!nul:, th~ncp. via Robertson Boulevard, 
National Boulevard, Reise Av~nue, Ov ... rland Boulevard 
(jog approxi~tely 200 ~>~~t) Rose Av~nu~, 1C~lton Avenue, 
Xational Boulevard, Overland Av"\'nue to Pico Boul~vard, 
r~turning via Pico Soul~vard, Manning Avenue, Ayers 
Avenue, Ov~rland Avenue, National Boulevard, Kelton 
Av~nue, Rose AV':ln1.1e, OVt"rland Av.:;r.u~, Rose AVI~nue, 
National Boulevard, Li vo:nia Av~nu.::, Kincardine AVenue 
to Rob~rtson Boulbvard, th~ point of comm~nc*~t"nt. 

ROUTE NO. 15 

WEST LOS ANG~LES - DOUGLAS Pr..A~'T LINE 

Cor:u:nencing at the int~~rs:-:-ction of: Sa",telle and Santa 
Monica Boulevards in th~: city of Los Angeles, thence 
via Sa"::t'"llle Boulevard., Pico Boulevard , Gateway Boul­
(~vard, Oc~an Park Boul~vard (Los Angeles), Centinela 
ftv~nu~, Ocean Parl~ Bou1~~vard (city of santa Monica), 
Twenty-rJ.inth Street, Pearl strp.et, Twenty-eighth 
Street to Oc~an Park Boul~vard, th~nce ret~ning via 
Ocean Park Eoulo:-vard (Santa 1:onica), Centinela Avp,!nue, 
Ocean Park Boulevard (L,:Js ~gAles), GatEw;ay Boulf'vard, 
Pico Boulevard, Sai'!t ... l1lo! Bo'..llevard, Santa Monica Boul­
~vard, Sf:!loit Avenue, Hassach'!;.s .. tts Avenue, Sawtelle 
30ulp.vard to Santa Monica Eoul~vard, the point of com­
ml:;lnc.::!ro~nt. 

BQl;rT'E NO. 16 

Res::: A VZmJ'E - V;!~SHINGTON 30ULEVARD tINE 

COIlllnencing at the intersp.ction of Rose Avenu~ and Lincoln 
30ul~vard, thp.nc~ via Lincoln 30~~~vard, 31m Str~~t, 
Walnut h. vpnu~ to Washil'lgton Boul~vard and r~turning via 
·;:a shington :8ou1 evard, ~inc oln Bo'JJ. ~vard, Fl ow~r A venue, 
Sevp.nth Av~nue, Rose ) .. v~mue to Lincoln Boulevard, the 
point of co~encement. 

BOUTE NO. 17 

SAN'TA MONICA - ~L SEGUNDO LI~3 

Co~encing at th~ int~lrsection of F01.ll'th Str~~t and 
Santa Y.onica Boulp.vard (city of Santa Monica) thence 
via Santa Monica Boulevard, OCf'..an Avenue, Pica Boul­
~vard, Main StrF>et, Ros/?' Avenue, Lincoln Boulevard, 
Sepulveda 30uleva~d, r~perial Highway, to th~ entrances 
of thE' Douglas AircraLft Company, Inc., 31 Segundo Divis­
ion, a~d North ~~er1can AViation, Inc., at El S~gundo 
(city of El Segundo), thencp. r~turning via the same ro~tp. 
in the revers 1"1 dir~ct:ton. 
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3. File, in triplicat~, and concurr~ntly 
ma}:e eff~ctive within a 'O~riod of r.ot to 
~y.c~ed sixty (60) days f:om th~ ~ffective 
date of this ord~r, on not less than five 
(5) days' notic~ to the Co~ssion and the 
public, a tariff or tariffs construct~d in 

d . ~b "'"b . t ~.... C accor anc e Wl" .. ".e requlr~I!!en s 0... "ne Ol:l-
~ission's Cp.n~ral Orders and containing rates, 
rules Zond regulatio!1s which in volu:le and 
effect shall b~ identical with the proposed 
rates, rules and r~gulations shown in the 
e~~ibits attached to the applications here­
in, in so far as they conform to th~ certif­
icate h~rein gro.nto:::-::i, or rates, rules and 
ri-!gulations satisfM:tory to the Railroad 
Co~ission. 

4. Filt:, in tripl:icate, and make effectivt: 
within a pf::riod of ~'lot to exce(~d sixty (60) 
days frot'l the ...:ffp.ctive date of this order, 
on not less than fiv~ (5) days' notice to 
the Conmission and th~ public, tim~ sched­
ul~s cov<-ring th~ s·~rvicP. ht::r!'lin authorized 
in a for= satisfactory to this Co~ission. 

IT IS FURTr:ER ORDEFG:D that Bay Cities Transit Company::' . 

and it hereby is autho:,ized tel op(~rat~ its No.2-Wilshire Boule­

vard Line~ No. 4 ... Carlyle and Victo:::"ia Avenue Line, and No. 5-Pico 

Boulp.vard and Soldi~rsT Hooe Lir.~ over and along the following 

routes in lieu of any and all ~y.isting routes for said lines: 

ROUT:8 NO.2 

ViILSRIRE BOUr.:::VARD LINE 

Commencing at the inters~ction of Speedway and P1~r 
Aver.ue; thf'nc~ via Pie:' Avenue, Y.ain Street, Hill 
Strp.~t, Fourth Str"!€'t, Wilshir e Boulevard, 30nsall 
Av,.::nu~, through g:'oU!1ds of the Veterans' Administra­
tion Facility (as may be directed by said Facility); 
r~turning via San Vicente Boulevard, Wilshire Boule­
vard, Fourth Str~p.t, Hill Str~et, Main Street, Kinney 
Str..-et, Spl?,edway to Pi~r Avenuf:, the point of b~gin!'ling. 

ROUTE NO.4 

CARLYLE AND VTC~ORIA Av'3NUE LINE 

(:ommencir~g at Pico Boul~vard and T-m .. m.tieth Strt::et in 
tt~ city of Santa Monica, th~ncr: via Twentieth Str(~et, 
rf.otl"l-..p.,AA Avenu.e, 'l"N~nty-sixth Street, San Vic E:nt~ Boulevard, 
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T\I.-enty-fifth Strp.et, C~rlyle J\.venue, Ninth Street, San 
Vicente Boulevard, Fouxth Street, Hill Street, Y~ln 
Street, V~nice ":ray (Ve!'l,ice District ()f th~ city of Los 
Angeles) Pacific Avenue, ~~indv!ard Av,mue, Riviera 
Avenue, Westminster Avenue, r~ashington Boul"!vard, 
Rialto Ave~ue, Elect~ic Avenu~, Venic~ Boulevard, 
Victoria Aveni.'.~, V:algrove Avenue to Venice Boulevard; 
retu::-ning via V<:'lnice 30'u.l~vard, Gl··:ncoe Av~nu~, Vic­
toria Avenue, V~nic~ Boulevard, El~ctric Av~nue, Rialto 
Avenue, Washington Boulevard, i~·t';ost:nir..ster AVI~nu\:., Riv­
i€:ra Av~r .. u~, V6nice Way, Pacific AVt:r.:uc, Windward Avenue, 
Main str~~t, Hill Street, Fourth Str66t, San Yictlnte 
Boulevo.rd, Ninth Street., Carlyle AVf)nut!, Tw"nty-fifth 
Str~·et, San Vic ~ntc Boul..:vard, Tvlenty-sixth Street, 
Montana AVr-:!lu<::, T-1l~nt1e1:h Str(:'~t, Virginia Avtmue, 
Tw'~nty-first Str~t:t, Pico Boul Eivard to Tw~ntit1th stre(~t, 
th~ point of comccnc~m~nt. 

ROUTE NO. 5' 

PICO BOULEVARD Ar:D SOLDI:SRS' HOUi:S LINE 

Co~cncing at the int~rsection of Pico Boulevard and 
Rimpau Boulevard, thenc~ via Pico Boulevard, B~vp.rly 
Drive, Olympic Boulevard., Savr:elle Boulevard to and 
tr~ough the V~terl~s' Ad~inistratio~ Facility (as may 
be directed by said Facility), r~turr~ng via Sawtelle 
BouleVard, Oly:lpic Boul~vard, Eoev~l'ly Drive, Fico 
Boulevard to the point of CO:m:lp.nc p.:::f'nt; provided that 
(1) passengers will not 'be handlp.d locally b(~tvleen the 
inters~ction of Olycpic Eoulevard and H~ath Av~nu~ and 
the intersection of Bl~v:":rly Drive and V;nitworth Drive, 
both points inclusi v~, including intr:r!:l(~diat~ points; 
nor will :passf"ng~rs b(~ h:::.ndl(::c. locally from or to 
points within the abov~-describ~d r~strict~d ar~a to 
or from Robertson Boul~vard and Pico Boult'-!vard or 
points vrest ther<;;:ol' to and including Bdv<=rly Dri V(; and 
Vlhitworth Drive; and (2) this rostriction will not pro­
hibit th!" handling of passl'::ngi;'I's locally to or from 
pOints Vii thin the re-strict~d area b~ti'li;'en OlympiC Boul~­
yard and. HI-lath Avenul: and. B .. .,lvt-;rly Driv~ and Whitworth 
Drive froo or to points Vlest thereof; nor to or from 
points -r.i thin that restrj.ctp.d a::,ea from or to points 
fo:ast of Robertson Boul,:,vslrd on Pico Boulevard. Also, 
this r~striction}';ill not prohibit the ha.."ldling of pas­
sengers locally betv .. een the ir.tt~rsection of Beverly 
Drive o.r .. d '?l'l.i tworth Dr! ve and inters~ction of Robertson 
and Pico Boul~vard, nor bet'!I~en points in such. arl'>,3, axd 
pOints east thereof along Pico Boul~vo.rd or pOints west 
of Heath Av~nue and Olympic Boulevard. 

The above rerouting authority is ~ad~ s~bject to the 

filing of a tim~ sch~du1e in triplicat~ on at l~nst ten (10) days' 
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notic t;) to th~ COCI:lission and th(~ public. 

Th~ efr~ctive date of this ord~r shall be twenty (20) 

days from th~ d~te h~reof. 

DatEsd at San Francisco, California, this 


