Decision No. L7973 @%gﬁgﬁ“ﬂ&

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

’

In the Matter of the Application of )
PACIFIC ELECTRIC RAILWAY COMPANY, 2 )
corporation, for an in lieu certifi- )
cate of public convenienee and ) Application No. 33518
necessity for modification of )
operation of its Vermont Avenue- )
Echo Park-Hill Strect-Venice )
Boulevard Line. g

e E. D. Yeomans for applicant. Don S. Sheets and
Thomas E. Boswell for Brotherhood of Railroad Traine
men; M. E. Gainder for Department of Public Utilities
and Transportation of the City of Los Angeles; and
Carl F. Fennema for Downtown Businessmen's Assoc¢iation,
interested parties. ‘
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Applicant ﬂbw eperates a local passenger sfage cervice
within the City of Los Angeles on its Vermont Avenue-Echo Park-
E11l Strect-Venice Bpule%ardgLine,‘ﬁqute No. 91, under authority
of this Commission's Decision Yo. héi?l, dated November 27, 1951,
in Ap&iiéation No. 32&&3,-whi¢§d%gﬁté“isqg¢§gribed as follows:

Route No. 91 - Vermont Avenué:bEhb;Pa:k-HiiI Street-
Venice Boulevard Line N L

From Crenshaw Boulevard and Venice BouXevard via Venice
Boulevard, Hill Street, relocated Hill Street, Sunset
Boulevard, and Zcho Park Avenue to Donaldson étreet.
Return via reverse of going route. '

Also from 15th and Hill Sgrééts;.via Hill Street, relocated
Hill Street, anéd Sunset Boulevard to Vermont Avenue.
Return via Vermont Avenue, Hollywood -Boulevard, Sunset
Boulevard, relocated Hill Street and HIll Street o
15th Street.
It is proposed to abandon that portion of above route
between the intersection of 15th and Hill Streets and the inter-

5,,'sect16n of Crenshaw Boulevard and Venice Boulevard as shown on
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map attached to its application and marked Exhibit "A'", and

to provide loecal service on its Los Angeles-Culver City=Venice

Line in lieu of the local zervice herein proposed to be abandoned.
No change in fares or equipment operated is proposed.

A public hearing was held in Los Angeles, and cvidence

having been adduced the matter was submitted for decision.

The evidence shows, and we find, that said Line No. 91
-2 oW provides, in part, a local bus service along Venice Boulevard
between Crenchaw Boulevard and Hill Street, and along Hill Street,
between Venice Boulevard and downtown Los Angeles; that appli-
ecant's Line No. 75 (Los fngeles-Culver City-Venice Line) operates
along Venice Boulevard between Crenshaw Boulevard and Olive
Street, and-along Olive Street (one block west of Hill Street)
between Venice Boulevard and downtown Los Angeles; that after
7:00 P.¥. daily and all day on Sundays and holidays Line No. 75
now carries the Line No. 91 local traffic between Crenshaw
Boulevard and downtown Los Angeles over the Venice Boulevard

and Olive Street route; that the proposed discontinuance of
service on Line No. 91 between the intersection of 15th Street
and Hi{ll Streer and the intersection of Venice Boulevard and
Crenshaw Boulevard will eliminzte a hazardous U-turn on Venice
Boulevard west of Crenshaw and the existing confusion arisihg
froz the present dual route operation of said line; that the
headways and running times of the zaid two lines are approximately
the same; that Line No. 75 can hendle the Line No. 91 loecal
passcengers alohg Venice Boulevard except during peak periods;
that during the poax periods adequate local bus service along
Clive Strect and Venice Boulevard to Crenshaw Boulevard will

be provided by additionsl local dbuses; that the portion of

Line No. 91 now operated between 15tn Strest and Hill Street and
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its northenn termini (two branches) will continue to be operated

s at present. S S T RN

" & company witneds tegtifled that the proposed changc
“will result in an ootimatod annual avings of $28 613, a reduc-
tion of 96, 183 bus miloo, nd the opcration of two loss regular
coachcs without any matorlal change or 1nconvcniencc to nes rly
all of *pplicant's pre°ent loc*l patrono along Venicc Boulevard.
It was also tcstified that local acrvice will be provided by the
Los Angclcu-Culvcr City-Vcnico Lino No. 75 coaches for entire
period of operation oxccp in morning inbound peak movemont and
evening outbound pesk movnmﬂnt Prop 6:46 4. ¥, ‘until 8: 59 A, M.,
local service will be providcd by c.ddﬂ.'t:ion:t:l. equipment oporatinz
locally. During this period said Lino No. 75 coaches will operate
iimited from Venice Boulcvard 1nd Crcnehaw to downtown Los Angeles.
Similarly, from 3:55 P. M. to 6:11 P.M. outbound, local service
will be provided by odditional units and during this period Line
No. 75 coaches willloperate limited cutbound to Crenshaw. Local
service will be provided on Saturday similar to weekday during

poak periods, however, to a lesser extent bocause of 2 lesser peak

novement.

Tho evidence (Exhibit No. 5) also shows that on the
northbound run of Line No. 91 approximgtoly p porson* have bee
alighting dnily at First and Hill Strccto, and 115 persons have becn
l clighting at Tcmple and Hill Stroct,. of this nunber of passengers,
those origin ting along Venico Boulcvard will bc inconvenienced
by the proposed changc(by having to transfer downtown from Line
No. 75 on Olive Street to somé other of applicant's lines operating

northbound along Hill Street.

L)

We have carefully consideredrthé evidence and although

e few patrons will be inconvenicnced, o5 indicated, we are of the
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opinion that the resulting reduction in operating expenses justifics

the proposed change in service. .

The application was not opposed and a similar request
addressed by applicant to the Los Angeles Board of Public Utilities
ond Transportation has been approved. The application will bde

granted.

A public hearing having been held, the Commission being

fully advised in the premises and good cause appearing,
IT IS ORDERED:

(1) That Pacific Eleetric Reilway Company be, and it hereby
is, authorize@ to discontinue its local passenger stage serviee
botween the intersection of 15th Strect and Hill Street and the
intersection of Venice Boulevard and Crenshaw Boulevard in the City
of Los Angeles os now operated by its Vermont Avenue-Echo Park-Hill
Street-Venice Boulevard Line, Route No. 91, under authority of this
Commission's Decision No. 46471, dated November 27, 1951, upon the
condition that qpplicant shalivprovide a suistitute local service
along Venice Boulevard and Olive Street on its Los Angeles~Culver
City-Venice Line, Route No. 75, in the manner as hereinadbove set

forth.

(2) That the route deseription of the Vermont Avenue~Echo Park-

HEill Street-Venice Boulevard Linc, being Route No. 91, and appearing
in Appendix A of Decision No. héh?l, on Application No. 32443, e

amended to read as follows:

Route No. 91 - Vermont Avenuc=REcho Park-Eill Streot Line

rrom 15th and Hill Streets via Hill Street, lower Hill
Street, Sunset Boulevard and Eeho Park Avenu to Donald-
son Street | Return via reverse of going routc.
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Also from 15th and Hill Strects via Hill Street, lower

Hill Street and Sunset Boulevard to' Ve rmont'%yenuo.

Return via Vermont Avenue, Hollywood Boulevard, ‘Sunsct :
Boulevard lower Hill Stre;t an&'Hill Strcet to lSth Strcet.

(3) That thc route de,crzption of thc "Ecno Park Avenue-
Hill Strcet-Venicc Boulevard Line 91 (rcvised)" appearing in
paragraph (%) of the Ordcr in Decxsion No. 47565 on Application

No. 332#3 be amended to read as follows:

" Route No. 91 Hill Strect-Echo Park Avenue Line

From 15th and Hill Strccts via Hill Streot lower

Hill Strecet, Sunset Boulevard and Echo Park bveonue
to Donaldson Street. Return via reversc of going

route. I s

(%) That, at least ten (10) days prior to the establishmcnt

,of the changes in service herein authorized applicant shall. post

plainly visible notices of the service and routc changes at its

terminals and in all the buses operated on said Line No. 91.

The effective date of this order shall be twenty (20)
days after the date hercof.

/ ) jg’
Cizg?p > » California, thggéﬁ:_day

of . 42&45@42Z/‘
<:::;;>-? :;>>~—~—::E=~:»—ﬂ~a———\_

v vv;w" Prcsident“

-//-3’/ L A2 tF

/%wf_ My)

) gommissioners,




