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BEF@RE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Application of )
L0S ANGEIES TRANSIT LINES for authority)
to discontinue service on and sbandon ) Application No. 33425
Route No. 62 lmown as "West Washington )
Motor Coach Linca." )

Gibson, Dunn and Crutcher, by Max Eddy Utt, for sapplicant.

Elsie Martin, protestant.

Te M. Chubo, Chiel Engineor and General Manager, Departmont
of Public Utilities and Transportation, City of Los
Aangeles, by Melvin E. Gaindor, and Culver City Municipal
Bus Lines, by Ricaard S, Thompson, interested parties.

OPINIOWN

By Decision No. 39512, dated October 15, 1946, on Sevonty-

second Supplemental Application No. 19176, epplicant was given
authority to operate a passenger stage service over the following
route:

West Jefferson-West Washington Motor Coach Line No. 62

Commencing at the off-street terminal on
Jefferson Boulevard near Tenth Avenue, thence

via West Jefferson Boulevard and FPairfax

Avenue In the City of Los Angeles, snd via
Fairfax aAvenue, Adams Boulevard, Hines Avenue

and West Washington Boulevard in the City of
Culver City, thence via West Washington Boulevard
to the intersection of Wost Washington Boulevard
and Vineyard Avenue in tho City of Los Angeles;
roturn via roverss of above route. '

Thereafter, applicant roquested authorlity to abandon all‘
of the described route except thet lyiﬁg along Jefferson Boulevard
botween Tenth Avenue and Fairfax Avenue, and to conmsolidate thet
portion of the line wiﬁh its Line No. 27. The abandonment was
denied, but applicant was givon aﬁthority to consoiidate the
Jofferson Avenue leg with Line No. 225 )As a rosult, applicant's
proscnt Line No. 62 is operated between the intersection of

Jefferson Boulovard and Fairfax Avomuo, via Falrfex Avenuo, Adams

(1) ggi%iion No. 4608k, dated August 7, 1951, on Application No.

-l-




k. 33425 = | .  | <g>

Boulevard, Hines Avenue and Washington Boulevard to its.inte%section
"with Vineyard Avenue, a distance of 2.7 miles onc way. Apbiiéant
here seeks authority to abandon this latter-described Line Noa 62.
& public hearing wes held at Los Angeles. Prior thcreto,
notices of the hearing were posted in applicant's affected busos
and at its passenger stopssa)One protestant appeared but orfered
ro moterial evidence. The.abandonment of that portion of Line No.
62 which 1s in the City of Los Angeles has been authorized by that
city£3) The City of Culver City was advised of the hearing, but
made no appesarance other than that made by‘Culver City Municlpal )
Bus Lines aé interested party. | |
Applicant meintains a one-half-hourly schedule daily,
except Sunday, from 5:50 X. M. until 8:40 P. M., eastbound, and from
6100 A. M. until 9:00 P. M., westbound. On Sundeys the same
schedules afe maintalined except that the first three morning
schoedules are deloted. Traffic checks made by the applicant show
that on May 22, 1952, Line No. 62 carried a total 6£ 90 passengers
eastbound and 127 passengers ﬁestbound; on June li, 1952, 1t carried-
113 passengers eastoound and 137 passengers westbound; on Saturday,
May 2, 1952, it carried 56 passengers eastbound and ?8 passengers
westbound; and on Sunday, May 25, 1952, it carried 50 padsengers
eastbound and Yy passengers westbounts ) On the best day checked,
June 11, 1952, applicant carried o total of 250 passengers on 31
round trips, an average of slightly over elght passengers on each
round trip, or four pessengers each direction each trip.
From February 1 to May 31, 1952, applicant hod an out~-ol-
zocket loss of $4,206, and a loss of $5,796 on & full-cost basis,
from the operation of Linec No. 62. |

Exhidvit No. 1.
Exhibit No. 10.
Exhibit No. g.
Exhibit No. 8.




While such matters are not determinative of the request
for authority to abandon where a transportation company, such as the
applicant, purports to render scrvico te an extensive areo as
opposed to spocific routes, they will justify an abandonment where
patrons will not be seriously inconvenienced if the service is
abandoned. Such 1s tho case in the instant applicgtion, a8 shown
by lack of patronage as above seot forth, and adequate alternate

service as gset out below.

The Washington Boulevard portion of Route No. 62 is served

by the Culver City Municipal Bus Lines which operstes on & 1l5-minute
| schedule as compared with applicant's 30-minute séhedule. The fare
Is 10 conts, and there are no transfer privilegos betwoen applicant's
services end the Culver City bus scrvice. As & result of this |
factor, it costs 2% cents or 5 cents more, depen&ing on whother cash
or a token is tondored to the origiﬁating "W" line, to travel from
Los Angeles to Weshington Boulevard and Hines Avenue via the Los
Angeles Transit Lines "W" car and the Culver City bus than it costs
to éo to that point via applicent's scrvices using the "W' car
ard the Line No. 62 buses. Applicant's witness testified that a
substantisl number of the patrons who use the "W" rail line of
applicant from downtown Los Angeles to the casterly terminal of ILine
No. 62 at Washingtoh Boulevard and Vineydrd pay & single-zone fare
on the "W" line, receive a trensfor and taoke either tho dul?er City
Line bus or the Line No. 62 bus from that point west. If the Culwer
City Line bus is walting, the possengers throw away their transfers
and pay the Culver City Lines a 10-cent fare. If the Line No. 62
bus 1s walting, they tender thelr transfers from the "W" line and 1
conts for the Zone 2 fare.

Peréons using pudblic transportaetion from or to the aroe

served by Line No..62 will not be obligeted to pay the extra fare on

the Culver City Line, however, as thore are two scrvices paralleling
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Line No. 62,.0ne or the other of which is within reasonsble walking

distances from all points on Line No. 62. ,

Pacific Electric Railway has a bus which provides local
service to downtown Los Angeles via Venice Boulevard. This line has
8 12-minute headway, the same fare structure as the Lés Angeles
Transit Lines, and transfers are given from one line to the other.
Venice Boulevard and Washington Boulevard, at Coéhran Place, are
1,200 feet apart, a reasonable walking distance. Venlce Boulevard
and Washington Boulevard, at Curson Avenue, arc 1,7¢o feet apart,
the maximum distance between Washington Boulevard and Venice Boulevard
along the Washington Boulevard portion of Line No. 62. At that
peint, however, Adams Boulevard 1s approximately 1,300 foet from
Washington Boulevard. Applicant's Line No. 1l bus runs from Hines
and Adams, the westernmost point of Line No. 62, via Adams Boulevard
and Hill Street to downtown Los Angeles. This line has & basic |
frequency of 12 minuﬁes. ‘Stops on this line at Hauser‘Boulavard,
Dunsmuir Avenue apd Reéondo Boulevard are more than one-quarter mile
from the pdssenger stops of Line No. 6é2. However, at the comparablef
stops of Line No. 62 on Washington Boulevard, i.e., Hauser Boulevard;
Zurnside Avenue, COchrag Avenue and Rodondo'Boulovard, on the two
days of a chock period no passongers boarded the buses eastbound,
and only nine passengers alighted at theso points. On those same
days only seventeen wéstbound passengors alighted at those same
peints. Passengers who board or alight from the Line No. 62 bus at
Orange Drive or La Brea Avenue, points not within e reasonadle
walking distance of either Venice Boulovard or Adams Boulevard, will
be able to use the applicant's Line No. 85 bus south to Adems
Boulevard and transfer 4o the Lino Noe. 11 bus, or north to Venice
Boulcvard and transrcr to the Pacific Elzsctric bus. Bach of the

latter two buses provide direct scrvice to downtown Los Angeles, and

(6) Exhibit No. 6.
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the combination of fares i3 the same as that presently collected for
service via Line No. 62 and the "W" line.

Upon the evidence of record herein; we are of the opinion
and find that public convenience and necessity "do not require that
the applicant continue service as a passenger stage corporation,
_over and along the route hereinafter deseribed, and abandonment of

service theroon will be authorized.

hpplication having been filed, a public hearing having been

held thereon, and the Commission haviné found that publid convenlence
and necessity do not require that certain portions of appliéant's
existing services be continued in operation and that the abandorment
thoreof should be authorizod, -
IT IS ORDERED:
(1) That LosAAngeies Transit Lines, o corporation, is
authorized to abandon and dlscontinue its No. 62 Line "
0. B2
over the route and along the streets described as follows:
Betwoen the interscction of Jefferson Boulevard
and Fairfax Avenue, via Falrfax Avenue in the
City of Los Angecles, via Fairfax Avenue, Adoms
Bouleverd, Hines Avenue and West Washington
Boulevard .in the City of Culver Clty, and via

Woest Washington Boulovard to Vineyard Avonue in
the City of Los Angolos.

(2) Thet applicant be, and it heroby is, authorized to
cancel 2ll faros, ruleées, recgulations and schedulos applying to the -
vortions of its lines hereby authorized to be abandoned and dise
continued by ordering paragraph numbercd (1) herein. |

(3) That, for at least ton (10) dayé prior to the ab andon-
ment of servico as authorized in ordering paragraph aumbercd (1)
horcin, applicant shall keop posted in each bus used in such service
and at a congpicuous spot at each of its.rogular passenger boarding'

and alighting points, notices stating when such discontinuance of
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sorvice will be cffective, and the nearest point at which applif:ant's
sorvices will be available to prospective passengérs. -
The effecctive date of this order shall be twenty (20) days
after the date hereof. |

Datod amm_, California, this o228

day of - O~ p, - , 1952,
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