
Decision No. 48255 

BEFORE TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES CO~iISSION ,OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Matter of the Applicat10n of ) 
PACIFIC ELECTRIC RAILWAY COMPANY, a. ) 
corporation, ro~ nuthority to dis- ) Application No. 33832 
continue Sunday and Holiday service ) 
on its Los Angeles-Hellman Avenue ) 
tine. ) 

-----------------------------, 
E. D. Yeomans, tor applieant. touiseKlinger for 

South San Gabriel Chamber of Commerce, Harrg C. Williams 
tor City of Monterey Park and City or AIh4m ra, M11aa 
LaBer e for C1tizens' Committee ot South San Gabriel, 
E :ner M. Enstrom, Jr., for Mission Park Property 
CNmers· Association, Lloyd K. ?a~er for South San 
Gabriel Cha~ber of Commerce and ~it1zens' Committee, 
Urb~n wayne Troxel and James E. Howe for Brotherhood 
or Railroad Trainmen, L. H. Bali for Monterey Park 
Cha:icer of Com.'nerce, ?f..o.rie F<. kobi .... ett, EllsVlorth R. 
Tal:non, Geo. Kohl, Jr., uorothy M. Dahl, Mrs. Bruno 
Walter, o. C. Uexter, Moll7{ Hays, Horner M1ii~r, 
Mrs. Vere. t. Miller, and. Walter E. Beake, protestants. 
Mrs. F'ranc:es :'I1allor,;{, interested. party. 

OPINION 
---~ .... ---~ 

Applicant operates its Los Ang~les-HellmAn Avenue tine, 
(1) 

Route No. 69, pursuant to authority from this Commission. 

Service is rendered daily including Sundays and ho11days. It 

seeks o.uthor1ty to d1scontinue the Sunday and holiday service. 

(1) Decision No~ L~161, dated May 9, 19S0, on Applieation 
No. 30095; DeCision No. 46471, dated November 27, 1951, on 
App11cation No •. 32443, Appendix A, pages 14 and 1$, Route 
No. 69; Decision No. 4807l, dated Deeemberl6, 19SZ, on 
App11ca t10n No. 338,34. . 
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A ~ubli0 hearing wa~ held 1n Monterey Park on Novem

ber 27, 1952, beforo Examiner Rogers, ev1denc& was presented and 

the matter was submitted subject to the filing or concurrent 

briefs by the applicant and the M1se1on Park Property Owners' 

Association or Ro~emead~ protestant. ~hose briefs have been 

filed and considered and the matter is ready for decision. 

Prior to the hearing, notice thereof WIlS publishod and posted 

as re~u1red by the Commi~s1on. 

~he Hellman Avenue tin~ was authorized tn May, 19$0, 

to replace an existing rail line. Operations were co~enced on 

October 1, 1950. At the outset, 13 round trips per S'Unday or 

holiday wore mado. Commencing with t:ay 26, 1952, ten round tr1p~ 
(2) 

are made on each Sund.ay and holiday. The first westbound 

schedule leaves the eastern terminus at 9:42 a.m., and the first 

eastbound schedule leaves Los Angeles at 10:40 a.m. The headway 

is one hour and 20 minutes. The srea has developed since 19$0, 

but the number of passengers per trip on Sundays and holidays 
, 

has remained epprox1ma.tely constant, 12.02- passengers eaeh direc-

tion per trip having beene~rriod when l3 round trips were made 

in the first five months of 19$2, and 11.8 passengers each 

direction per trip Since that time. Applicant hAs incurred a 

los= each month the Hellman Avenue Line hAs been operatod, with 

the exception or August~ 19$2. The loss tor the year 19$1 was 
, (3') 

$29,347, and for the rirst nine months of 19$2 was $31,2$3. The 

(2) Exhibit A on the app11cation. 
()) Exhibit No.3. 
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annual out-ot-pocket loss rro~ the Sunday and ho11day serv1ce 
(4) 

only is estimated at $l,607. 

Applicant checked the pas~engers using the Hellman Avenue 

tine on Sunday, July 27, 1952. One hundred fifteen passengers 

used the line eastbound and 85 passengers used the line we~t

bound. All but 2l of these 200 passengers either boarded or 
($) 

alighted at Los Angeles. 

The Garvey Avenue tine and the Valley Boulevard Line 

parallel the Hell~n Avenue L1ne. Neither of these lines is 

more than .67 ofa mile from Hellman Avenue at any po1nt 

(except in the Lo~ ~ngeles p1cku~ and discharge area). The 

Garvey Boulevard tine is one-half mile from Hellman Avenue at 

all pOints between Atlantic Boulevard and the east end or the 

Hellman Avenue L1::.e. 'Xhis d1:!:to.nee is deceptive, however,· as 
(6) 

~ny north-south streets are not accessible from Hellman Avenue. 

Twenty-six schedules are operated on the Valley Boulevard Line 
(7) 

on Sundays and holidays with a 40-minute headway, and 29 

!lchedules are opera.ted on Sundays ana. holidays on the Garvey 
(8) 

Avenu.e tine with a .30-m1nute hendwe.y. 

Ramona Freeway i~ in tho cour~e of con~truct1on. This 

highway is apprOx1matel-y 700 teet.no.rth or and l'arallel to Hellm.an 

Avenue. 'Nhen thi~ road 13. con~tructed it will increase the 

distance which some pa~=enger: orig1nating at or destined to 

points north of the freeway will be required to walk to use the 

Hellm.o.n Avenue tine as the n'l..l.rober or passenger eros:::overs·w1l1 

"oe 1i%:l1ted. 

(4} Exhi'bi t No .. 7.· 
(S} Exhibits S, Elnd ,6. 
(6) Exhibit No. B. 
(7) Exhibit C on the application. 
(8) Exhibit D on the application. 
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In general, the protostants desired that the Sunday 

and holiday services on the Hellmnn Avenue Line be continued. 

The op1nion was voiced that it the schedules were rearranged to

allow the local patrons to attend church services, th.e use would 

increese. The evidence ~howed that homes had been purchased in 

reliance upon the continuance of adequate transportation via 

the Hellman Avenue Line. Representatives of soveral chambers of 

co~eree and property oVlners' assoe1ation~ also protested the 

discontinuance of service. 

Ordinarily, it is improper for a utility to continue 

the operation ot a servico which cannot reasona~ly be just1!iod 

from a trllnsportation sto.ndpo1nt. The Ilpp11ellnt, however, 

scrves an area. viI.!. the Hellman Avenue Line which is not readily 

accessible f:-om othcr parallel lines due to lack of through 

streets and t~e construction of Ramona Freeway which has rew 

pedestrian crossovers. A substantial number or passengers use 

this line on Sundays a."ld holidays. The loss incurred by the 

applicant through the perto~~ce of Sundsy and holiday service 

is small co~pared with the annu&l over-all loss alleged to be 

incurred from the performance ot: this service and, also, '.8 
small when comp~red to the disadvantage to a subst~ntial number 

of patrons it Sunday and holiday service is discontinued. In 

addition, it is within tho Co~1ssion's knowledge that applicant's 

over-all passenger operations c~e performed nt e loss and the 

annual loss claimed to result from the Sundey and holiday service 

on the Hellman Avenue Line is minute compared to a~plicant's 

over-all picture. Furthermore, ap~11ennt has pending before 

this Commission e. request tor nuthor.1ty to increase all 
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interurban r~res and if favorabl~ consideration is giv~n to. this 

proposal by the Commission the entire pieture of the Hellman 

Avenue operations could be changed. In view of' the foregoing 

Circumstances the application Will be denied •. 

o R D E R ----..--..-
A public hearing having been held, briefs haVing been 

filed, and the matter now being ready for decision, 

IT IS ORDERED that the application of Paeific Eleetri¢ 

Railway Company for authority to discontinue Sunday and holiday 

service on its Los Angeles-Hellman Avenue Line, Route No. 69, 
be, and the same hereby is, denied. 

The effective date ot this order shall be twenty days 
. 

after the date hereof. 

Dated Clt~I.~""~ California, this 

of ~Lt4G1'%4- ,195'3. 
~ 

.-ti 
/CJ day 


