
Dec1 sion No. __ 4._,9_'lJrfw_329 __ 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC 'O'rILITIES COMMISSION OF . TEE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the -Matter of the Ap~11cat1on ot 
LOS ANGELES TRANSIT LINES, a corpora­
tion, a.nd PACIFIC ELECTRI'~ RAILWAY 
COMPANY, (METROPOLITAN COACH LINES) 
for authority to adjust tareo. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) - ~ - .- - ~ - ~ - - ~ - - - - - - - - ) 
) 

In the Matter of the Application of 
GLENDALE CITY LI~~, !NC., requesting 
authority to eliminate Use of tokens 
and school commuta.tion tickets in 
present joint fare arrnnge:nent with 
Pacific Electric Railwa.y Co. 
(Metropolita.n Coach. Lines). 

) 
) 

~ 
) 
) 
) 

-------------------------------) 

A:pJ?eare.nc~ 

Applies. t10n No. .3W+l;; 

Application No. ·344$3 

(See Appendix TtAff hereof for list of a.ppearances) 

o PIN ION .... -~----...., 

By these applications tos Angeles Transit Line:, Pacific 

Electric Railway Compa.."'lY, and Glendale City Lines, Inc. seek 

authority to increase ·certain pa3senger tares on less than statutory 

notice. Metropolitan Coaeh Lines, as prospective successor to the 

passenger operations of Pa.cific Electric Rsilway Company, pe~1t10ns 

to join in Application No. 34415.1 

-Public hearing~ were held before Commissioner Potter and 

E,....a.miner Bryant a. t Los Angeles on September 2" 3, 4, 2$ and 28,19$3. 

1 Ap'Olica. t10n No. 3441$ was tiled on June 4, 1953. Applies. t10n 
No. 34.4S3 was filed on Juno 19" 1953. Th.e petition -or Metropolitan 
Coach tines to appear as an app1ica..."l. t in App11ca t10n No,. 34415 was· 
filed on August 10, 1953. 
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A • .34415.1' )44! -EJ 

The app11cs. tion3 were su'bmi-tted on the la. tter da te and are noVl ready 

tor decision. 

The a.pplican ts a.re California. corporations.. Los Angelos­

Transit Lines is engaged 1n tho transportation of passenger~ by 

rail, trolley coach and mo-tor coa.ch over n'UXllerous a.nd extensive 

routes serving a large part of the Los Angeles metropolitan area. 

Pacific Electric Railway Company operates a gener~l freight and 

passenger transportation bu:iness in the counti~z of Los Angeles, 

Orange, Riverside and San Bernardino.. Only its local passenger 

operations within the metropolitan area. of Los Angeles County are 

involved directly herein. Glendale City tines, Inc., transports 

pe.:::sengers oy motor coach Wi thin Glendale and adjacent area.s in/ 

the cities of Los Angeles and Burbank. Glendale City Lines, Inc., 

seeks no change in its local tares. It is concerned only to the 

extent that it partiCipates in joint fares with Pacifio Electric 

Railway Company_ 

The fares or the applicant companies, as they are involved 
2 in these proceedings, are based upon fare zones. For transporta-

t10n wi thin anyone zone the one -way adult fs.re is 15 con ts cash 

or one token. Five cen t~ add1 tional is charged to-r each a.dd1 tional 

zone. The token is accepta~le in l1eu of the initial 1$ ce~t$ in 

payment o~ interzone fares of 20 cents or more. The tokens are 

sold $. t the rOo te of three for 40 centz (1,3-1/.3 oents each). There 

are also SO::le commutation r,nres and' school ra.~es, and various intra.­

company and intercompany transfer arr~gements. -~he proposal in 

2 ExclUded from further reference herein are (1) the local fares 
of Glendale C1tj" Lines" Inc., and (2) the interurban tares or 
Pacific Electric Rs.~.lv,ay Company tor travel beyond the local a.reas 
involved in these proceedings. 
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tbese applications is to discontinue the reduco~-rate tokens and to 

el1:nino. te all school commutation t1ckets. The s-chool eh1J.t:h-o'fl. ""0')1/1 

therea.fter pay the regular adult tare~'\, exoept that on ~ome of t:;i,; 

PacifiC Electric, lines Children under 12 years ot age would contir.ue 

to ride at tares based ge~erally upon one-half ot the adult tares • 

. Los Angeles Tran:lit Lines further re~ue$ts authority to increase a 

spe'cial tare on its Hollywood Turt Club Motor Coach Line No. 66 

from $ cents to 10 cents. 

Los Angele5 Transit L1neo and Pacitic El,ctric Railway 

Company allege that since thoir loeal tares wore last cons1dered by 

the COmmiss1on there have been substantial increases in the cost ot 

operat1on~ and that the revenues have been affected adver:ely by a con­

'tinued dec1in~ in the numbe::,s of pass'Zlngers carried} It is asserC.~d 
that ~creascs ir. op9rating cost have resulted f~oc increased cost 

of fu~l, of materials and supplies, fuel taxes~ and of state high--
Way U$O~ t~~O$. Tho ~p~lication reeito~ al30 thz~ Los P~gelo~ 
Transit Lino3 entered ir.t~ a wage agreement ~tfect1ve June 1, 1953, 

with the bargainL~g unit re~resenting its contract employee~, which 

agreement has added mat~r1ally to the cost of operation ot that 

eo::c.pa."lY. Asserted1y the revenue:) ot Los l'nge1es Transit Lines and 

Pac1fie Electric R~11way Company for a year in the· future at current 

rates oot tare will b.., insufficient to pormit rea.sonable earnings. 

They azk that tho sought tar~ e.djust~ent bo authorizod at the 

earliest possible date in oreer that they may continue to ottor a 

reasonable and ade~uate ser7ice to the public. Los Ang~le= ~ansit 

:; The latest general tare adjustment waz a.uthorized by Decision 
No. 47830, dated October l4, 1952, on Application No~ 33317 . 
($2 Cal. P.U.C. 84). By that deCision the token tare was increased 
from two tor 2$ cents (12-1/2 cents) to three for 40 centz (13-1/3 
cents). The hearings in sa~d Application No. 33317 were hold in 
August, 1952. . 
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Lines' seeks' to e'arn a. reasonablp.' return upon the' value' of" its 

a3$e~S devoted to the public u:>e. ?ac~i"ic Electric: Railway Company,' 

exp~cts' or.ly to i:np:rov~" its earning position by redueing its. losses... v" 
"'-

Glendale City Lineo? Inc. does not plead revenue 

needs in it:;:, application. It de·cla.res that tae- s:ougb.t ftlI'os 

are neces:rary to provide a, un!form joint fs:r:e otructuro and to 

avo~d 1neq:uitable and; d15cr1m1na.tory tares. It estimates' th.3.t 

'toe o.dd,1'tional annual revenue to Glenda.le City :;ines, Inc. would', 

be, le::,z tban ~~2,OOO grosz, or $900 net .. after tlle application 

of fedoral and state income taxe3. 

Many witnesses testified at the public hear1ngs in 

the:e proceedings, ~~d numero~ ~d extensive exhibits were 

introduced into the record. In addition to the substantial 

evidence offered by the applioants, a number or exhibits re-

lating to Los Angeles Tra~1t Linos were introduced by the 

Co~~s1on starr and by tho City ot Los Angeles. Numerous 

pu~11c witnesses, testifying no individual: or on behalt or 

various organizatio~, di~cu==ed tno services and procedures, 

as well ~ tb.e tare propos-als and their probable ette cts • 

Otb.er parties participated in examination of tae w1tnes~es or 

tiled petit10nc or other documents. 

It was the pOsition of the City of Los Angelos that 

the sought cancellation of school t~es should be donicd .. and 

that the tokens should be increased in .p~ice it necessary but 

not be el1m1na ted. The cities ot BurbaIlk.. Glendale and Long 

Beach participated in the proceeding as interested parties but 

did not otherwise indicate a pOSition. ~he Boards of Education 
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or the Los Angeles City High 'School Di~trict' and ot the Ingle­

wood City School District" and the Parochial School System or 

the Catholic Archdiocese of Los Angeles, offered evidence in 

oppo~ition to tho cancollation or the school commute tares. In 

general the other participating parties opposed MY increa.se 

in· tare:~. 

The operating statements of Pacific Electric Railway 

Company and Los Angeles Tran3it Lines tor recent past per1ods, 

as :mmmru:-ized from tho eXhibits, are shown in the :Collowing 

tablo: . 

Table 1 

Past Operating Results* 

Pacific Ele ctric Railway Comp:my (Po.ssenPjer) 

Year 195~ January to May, 1953 
Local Interurban Total Local Interurban Total 

Revenues $8,430 $.8,$77 $17,006 $3,553 

Expenses 23349 10p332 19 r681 JJ791 

Net $(YI9') $(l,?50) :lH~r675) $( 23'S) 

Los An~eles Tra~1t tines 

!2.2.Q l22! 
Revenuez $22,060 1$22,275 

E.Y.pense3 20!8~ 20 7672 
l~et $ 1,216 ~ .. 

~ 1,$96 

,0Net Income $ 562 ~i' ow 90S 

.;:. (000) omitted. 
~ a£terprov1s10n £or income taxe~. 
( ) - deficit. 
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$3,594 $ 7,147 

b!.,193 7:984 

~(~OO) $( 838) 

~ 
$24,991 

2lz22!:t 
$ 3,037 

$ 1,2S9 



The forecasts of operating results for ~he future are 

based in part upon the past experience, out necessarily t~(O 

into cons1d.erat1on vllriou::: known cb.anges in .ra.ctor~ of revenue 

and expense. Tne forecast~ as submitted by Pacific Zlectric 

Railway Company and Metropolitan Coach. tines are summarized 

!on Table 2. 

Table 2 

Es t!.nut ted ·Operating Results·.:· 
(Rate Year ~nd.ing Sept. 30y 1954) 

Present Pares " .. 
Local Interurban Total 

Pac1f1c Electr1c Ra1lway ~ompany (Passenger) 

Revenues ~~8 ,4.3l ~)9,2l$ C17,646 ~;~, 780 $9,216 $17,996 
~ Expenzes ·8,,634 9,,712 18,346 8;600 9,712 18,,212 

Net !ncome $( 203) $(]±2!) ",. ( 7(0) ",. 180 $(~) ~:. ( :210 ) ",.. .,., 
.. ? 

Metropolitan Coach. L1nes 

Re.venues ;:;8,326 ~p8,993 ~)17 ,249 ~.8,682 $8,92.$ $17,607 
~ Expenses 8.660 2,,181 17,t841 8,626 9,181 17,,807 

Net Income ~t(~) ~( 228) .j~ ( 59Z) w· ~:. S6 ~~(E) .... ( 200) ~I' 'I? 

.:;. (000) omitted. 
% 1nclud~ taxes. 

( ____ ) - deficit. 

Tae est1ma.tes set forth in toe foregoing Toole 2 tor 

Pacific Electric Railway Company and Metropolitan Coach Lines 

represent operatiOns of essentially the same services by each 

of the two compan1es. The differences in the two est1ma.tes are 

not great, and represent principally the d~fterent c1rc~tances 

~~der which the l1nos would be operated by one company or the 

other. Metropolitan Coaco L1ne~, a newly tormed corporation, 
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was authorized 'by Decis1on' N,o. 48923, ,dated August 4, 1953 .. to 

acquire the pa$songer oper~tive rights and various pas~engor 

operating properties or Pacif1c Electr1c Railway Company subject 

to ~pec1tied conditions. By virtue ot tn1$ authority the 

transfor wa$ cOXl:ju.mmo.ted ef'tective October 1, 195.3 (i.e., sub­

se~uent to the date or the hearing in the 1nst~t app11cation) • . 
I.."lS.smuc!:l as Metropolitan Coach Lines is now an operating corr;:pany, 

its petition to appear as an applic,ant in th1s proceeding will 

be granted. 

None or tb.e other parties ~ubm1tted estimates of the 

tuture operating rosults 01' PacifiC Electric Railway Company or 

Metropo11t~~ Coach Lines. Members of the Commicsion starr explained 
. 

that their preliminary o.na.ly~es had disclosed that even at the pr6-

posed tares the revenue~ would bo insufficient to provide reason-

able earnings. They said that for this reason they did not 

develop deta1led estimates' oecause it seemed evident that Los 

Angeles Transit Line.s would be the Ifrate-mak1ng" carrier. 

Uniform fares and fare zones are :naiz::eained in thl=J 
.' 

local area. Under such circ~tances this COmmission will not 

authorize a tare increase which would return ~'easonably nigh 

earn1ngo to either carrier. In view ot the evidence as ~ummarized 

in the foregoing Table 27 it is concluded th.at the revenue req,uire­

ment~ or Los Angeles Transit Lines will be largely controlling in 
4 

determining the general tare level. 

Forecasts or the future operating rovcnuo3 and expe~es 

of Los Angoles Transit Lines as submitted by the epplicant7 by 

the City of Los Angeles 7 and by the Commission statt are set forth 
S 

eomp~rat1vel~ 1n Table 3 which. follows. 

4 A similar conclus:10n was reacb.ed. when the local i'ares oJ: Los 
Angeles Transit ~ines and PaCific Electric Railway Co~pany were 
last considered. See DeciSion No. 47830, supr~.. " 
S Estimated operating results und.er certain alternatiVe tl!J.'t'es 
will be shown hereinafter. 
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: . . 
: 

Table'3 

LOS ANGELES TRANSIT LINES 
COMPARISON OF ES7~~T~D ~~U11S OF OP~TIONS UNDER 

p~s~N1 AND ~rtO~~~D t~S 
FOR 12-MON'I'H PBi\.IOD ENDING ~J::P'l'}:;!:lBat 30 z 19$4 

?re~ont. ~'a.res l' : ~ropo~~d ~ar~~ " 
:LJ: .. T .. :r: .. :cit.y ot.' :: r.O.C. :L.JI..T .C:Cit.y oj,' : POlO .C. 
: ~a2 :I....A..(b~ : Staff : ~a) :L~.(b): Staff 

REVENUE 
?asse~er Revenue S2J..,6l.W. ~2L!.,7$1 S2lJ.,,80L. $26·,,313 $26,L.26 ~26,,492 
Unredeemed. Tokens 47 $1 
Other .Revenue 211 220 221 211 220 221 

Total' $24,902 ~24,97! $25,076 ~26,$24 $26,,646 $26,713 
OPERATING EXPENSES 

.P...a1.l $ 8,,767 S 8,,621 ~ 8,565 S 8,712 C 8,580 $ 8,,50.3 
Trolley Coach 1,461 1,,4,.3 .. l,434 1,L!.70 l,4W.. 1,4l6 
;A.ot.or Coa.eh 8z671 8-1610 ~ 8!;681 ~ 8zJ..98 
Subtotal $18,,~O$ $i"B~§o $ , z :~j],,§23 $ , $!8,4r'i 

Dc:prod.a.t1on 2,,151 2,l$l 2,l6O 2,1$l 2,152 2,l6o 
Opera tiIlg Taxes 1,,72$ 1,700 1,7l0 l,156 1,731 1742 
Wage Increa"e 660 d 620 C23,t~ ~ 

'616 
Total $23,4Li $23,19 $23',022 ~~2.3 ,:1.2 $22,,9.35 

Operating Inco:.c 
Income Taxes (Sta te-

$ l,461 $ 1,,773 $ 2"oSh ~~ 3,039 ~~ 3,518 $ 3,718 

Federal) 722 924 1,t024 ~ ~ ~ Not. Opera.ting Ineome :$ 709 $ W $ l~o3"O $ 1, . $ l, 9 . $ l" 
Allowance tor Amort.1z.a.-

tion & Interest 1~8 158 160, l58 ~ 160 
Net. Income $ 551 Z 691 $ 870 $ l,278 $ " $ 1,,766 

: 
: . .. 

Rate :BMe $22,$38 $16,8$8 $16,894 $22,$38 
5.67% 

~1618$6 $:6,894' , 
Rate of Return 2.1.W% 4.10% $.15% 9.12% 10.10% 
Operat.ing Ratio a1.'tor 

!:leoma Taxes 97.78% 97.23% 96.$3% 9$.18% 94.23% 93.61% 

# (000) omitted.. 
(3.) From Exhibits 13 and. 1lJ., with rate of return ca1cula:tion by the 

Commission staf!. 
(b) FrOtl Exhibit 2L!.. 

!-lOTE: In compiling this ta.b~, some items in tho oxhi"o1ts ot the applicant 
and,of the City of Los Angeles were rearranged or .combincd. for 
purposes of eomp~on. However, in all cases the "net income" AS 
shown above is the amount recorded in the respective exhibits. 

" . . " 



'I'able·4 

L~$ Angeles 'I'ransit tines 
Estimated Operating Results Under 

Various Alternate Fares . 
Por 12-month Period Ending September 30, 1954. 

Oper.Revenues 
Oper. EX1'enses 
Oper. Income 
Interest Inc. 
Income Taxes 
Allow. 'for 

Amo:"t. & Int. 
Net Income 
Rate Base 

Alternatel: Alternate 2 : Alternate 3 
15t cash or :15~ cash or'4 :15¢ cash or .5 

7 t~kens for $1.00 :tokens for SS¢: tokens. for 70~ 
(No iner. in : (No incr. in : (No iner. 
:lchool fares) :school fares) : school faros t 

Estimated bY:E~timated by:Estimated by : Estimated b.1 
City of L.Aoo:P .. U.C. Statr:p.u.c. Staff : P.U .. C. Staff .. 
$26,028,300 :$26,150,000 : $2$,714,,000 : $2$,956,,000' 

23: 158:400 : 22:96.5:060: 22,988,370 : 22-:972:860. 

$ 2,869,,900 :$ 3,184,940 ': $ 2,72,,630 : $ 2,.983,140 
10,000 : 

1,494,300 : 
- . . 

.1,606,580 : 1,,369,,930 

1$8,000 
$ 1,227,600 
$16,8$8,100 

. . .. .. 
: l~,~O: 15~~o 
:$ 1,418,860 : $ 1,196,200 
:$16,894,000 : $16,894,000 

Rate of Return 
Operating Rat1~~ 

7 .. 28% 
95.28% 

: 8.4o~' : 7 .. 08% 
; 94.51.%'; 95.35% 

* After prov1s1on for income taxes . 
·and allowance for amortization and 
interest. 

It Will be observee from the foregoing Tables 3 and 4 that 

the companyfs estimate of operating revenues 1$ lower than that of 

either the City or Los Angeles or the Comm1ssion f s staff, and that 

its est1%Mte of the operat1ng expenses and or the rate base are both 

higher. All of the forecast: are cependent, in part~ upon .judgment. 

The cross-examinat1on of the witnesS03 developed various respects 1n 

which the judgments d1tfe~ed and disclosed some instances of eVident 

error. It is not necessary to discuss the differences in deta11~ 

All of the forecasts are subject to some modification. When 'con­

s!'d~red 9.3 a Vlh~le, however, the estimates as 3umm.a.r1zed in Table :3 
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constitute a clear ~how1rig that the existing fares will not return 

revenues sufficient to assure the ma1ntenance of ad~qUate, efficient 

and reasonable :::.erv1ce for the futuro. It is concluded ~rom·these 

estimates also that the fares as proposed herein by, the applicants 
',' ,.,.) '. . . 

will return revenues greater than necessary to assure the ma1nte~ce 

of such service and greater taan necessary to prov1de reasonable 

earnings for Los Angeles lransit Lines. 

The several alternate fare proposals, as indicated in 

Table 47 contemplate cont1nuation or the bao1e l5-cent fare with 

increases intne price of tokens. None of tho alternate proposals 

would make any increase in the ex1::ting school tares. As explained 

here1nbefo:-e., the a.ppl1cants proposed to discontinue tho school 

cO~M~te.tion fares, thereby establishing fares for school children 

generally on the bas1$ of the adult t~ros. This plnn was strongly 

opposed 'by the City of Los ~ngeles~ by the various school author1tiez 

and 'by other protestants. The applicants submitted littj~e evid.ence 

relating specifically to the transportation of school students but 

relied largely upon the assumption that th.e co:::.t of tranoporting 

students 1:::. essentially the same a~ that o~ transporting other 

passengers. 

Many reasons Wer€l advanced by the pa.rties tor and agLt1.."lst 
.. 

the maintenance or speeia.l tares tor ochool/studento. For the 

purpose of this opinion it will be sufficient to state the conclu­

sion of this Commission that the termi~t10n by these applicants 

of the historical practice or maint&.1ning reduced fares tor school 

children will not be authorized except on ~ full and convincing 

chowing that the resul tinS fare: will be reasonable and in the 

public interest. 

eeedings~ 

" Such a showing has not 'been made in these pro-
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The City of Los Angeles recommended theestab11shment 

of a. fare 1:>a~ed upon the oale or ~even tokens for ~~l.OO. 

Commission stafr also ::Jubmitted .a. roreca.st basedul'on this 

rare plan. As shown in Table 4, the city estimated that the 

rate of return would be 7.28 percent and the opera.ting ra.tio 
. ,. 

9$.28 percent, while the Commiz:1on stafr estimated the 

rate of return at 8.40 percent and the operating ratio a.t 

94.57 percent'. As hereinbefore indicated" these estimates 

are oubject to necessary modifica.tion. After rovision or 

certain calculations to which attention was di.rected through 

cross-exo.minat10n" and with adjustment in the passenger trend 

to reflect tho latest available figures" the Commission con­

clUdes from all of the evidence that fa.res based upon a 

token rate of seven tor $1.00 would permit Los Angeles 

Transit Lines to meet all necessary operating expenses, 

to provide adequate" safe" ertic1ent and reasonable trans-

?ortlltion service" and to develop a'n operating ratio 
, 

of 

about 95 percent and earnings of approximately 7.8 percent 

on 1ts rate base •. The estimate is developed in more detail 

in the following table: 
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Table 5 
Los Angeles Transit Lines 

E~t1matod Operating Results tor the Future 
Rate Year s.t Alternate Fare:! 

Revent:e 
Ps.ss,enger Revenue 
Unredeemed Tokens 
Other Revenue 
Total 

QEerat1ng E~onses 
Rail 
Trolley Coaeh 
Motor Coach 
Subt.otal 
Depreciation 
Operating Taxes 
Wage Increase 
Total 
Opera ting Income 
Income Taxe3 (State and Federnl) 
Net Operating Income 
Allowance tor Amortization and 

Intere~t 

Net Income 
Rn to Ba.se 
Rs. t~ or Re turn 

Ooers tin~ Ratio 

After Income Taxes and A11owanceo 
for Amortization and Intereot 

$ 25,6$9,000 
40, 000, 

221.,000 
$ 25',920,000 

$ 8,509,88Q 
1,416,560 
8,202,810 

$ 18,432,250 
2,160,000 

, 1,725,050 
6 lZ.,}l 0 

$ 22,9.33~010 
$ 2,986,990 

1,$04,600 
1,482,390 

159-:500 
$ 1,322,890 
$ 16~894,000 

7.8~ 

94.9% 

In actual experience the earnings during the coming 

year may be ~omowbAt leo: than those developed in T£lole $, but 

indication:) to that effect maY' r.ot be relied ul'on tor purpos,eo 

of this deCision. A showing in justification ot an 1ncreaze in 

rates necessarily must be 'cased upon thos~ faotors which a.re 

knovm or virtually certain and not upon possibilities or 

probabilit1es which ~re speculative. TheCommi3sion here'cy 

finds the rate o"t return of a.pp~'o~teiy 7.8' percent, when 
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considered in relation to an operating ratio of 94.9 percent 

'atter provision for income taxe:>" to "oe fair a.nd reasol'lable tQr 

Los Angeles Transit Lines. The fares hereinafter authorized 

have been justitied on this record. 

The operating results wh1chMetropo·litan Coach Lines . 
may experience under the authorized fares are not est1mated 

herein tor reasons hereinbefore indicated. The op~rating 

resul ts of Glendale City Lines ~ Inc., a.~e no~ estimated tor the 

rea:lon tb.a. t the revenues ot that company will be atl"ecte,d to a. 

minor degree only. 

ORDER 
---~-~ 

Public hearings having been held in the above-entitled 

proceed1ngs~ the evidence having been tully considered 4nd good 

ca'U:)o Ilppearing~ 

IT IS HE:r.EBY ORDERED: 

. (1) lha.t Los Angeles Transit Line::, Glendalo City Lines, 

Inc., and Metropolitan Coach Line:> be and they are hereby 

authorized to increase their present token rate of fare from 

three tor 40 cents. to sevon for ~l.OO on not le::s than five 

days' notice to the Comm13sion and to the public as published 

in the following tariffs and no other::: 

Los Anga le·s Transit Lines Local Passenger 
Tariff No. 12, Cal. F.U.C. No. l3 

Metropolitan Coach. Linee Local Pa.:.senger 
Tariff No. 149$, Cal. P.U.C. No. 3736 
(Pacific Electric Railway Company series) 

Metropolitan Coach Lines Local Passenger 
Taritf No. 1501, Cal. F.U.C. No. 3748 
(Pacific Electric Railway Company series) 
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Metropolitan Coac~ tines Joint Passens~r 
Tarirr No. 1499." .Cal.' P.U.C. No. 3744-
(Pacific Electric 'Railway Company series) 

Me~ropoli tan Coach .tI1n~s Joint Passenger 
'.I..s:rift No •. 1$04, Ca,l. P.U.C. No. 3751 
(Pae11'ie Electric' 'hilway Company series,' 

(2} That Los Angelos Tr~n.;j;t' Lines be and it 10 hereby' authorized 

to 1nC%~ea.3e the special fare on 1~ Hollywood Turf .Club Motor Coach 

Line Nci. 66 from S cents to 10 cents on no't leod than five days f 

notice to the Comm1s~1on and to the pU'blic·. 

(,3) That in addition to the required tiling and posting ot 

tariffs, applicants sball g1ve notice to tl?-e pu'blic by posting in 

their vehicles and term1na.ls a printed. expla.na tioD. ot the tare changes. 

Such notices shall 'be posted not later than five days betore the ef-' 

fective date of the tare change and. shall remain posted until not less 

than ten ds.y~ after said effective date. 

(4) . That the author1ty here1n granted shall expire unless exer­

c1sed Within s1xty day~ after the effect1ve date 01" th1s order • 

. (5) That in all other respects App11ca tio:c.s l~os. 34LW.S and 

344$3 be and they are hereby den1ed. 

The effective date of this order shall be twenty days a.fter 

hereof~ '£) 

Dated at4 .... 7·24/?/4*/:~· ' 
day of ~a ...... C7"§,-""'..;.;;..o;.::;-/'7;-.:~7_/J .... rG...;.~.;...<'? ....... ,, __ _ 

th.e date 

, California; th1s /~ U. 



APPEND IX "A If 

: or·' l 

A'O'Oearanees 

./ 

Max Eddy Utt, tor Los Angeles Transit Lines, applicant. 

B .. D. Yeomans, for Pa.cific Eleetric Railway Company and. 
Glendale City Lines, applicants. 

E' .. D .. Yeomans and J .. L. Hau~h, for Metropolitan Coach 
Lin~s, as its interests may appear. 

Rog~r'Arnebel"gh, Alan G. 'Campbell, T. M. ·Chu"o'b and R'. 'It. 
Russell, tor City or Los Angeles, interaoted party. 

H~nry MeClernan and John H. Lauten, for tho City of 
Glendale, interested party. 

Arehi'eL'. Walters, George Irving a.nd H. R. Bennett', for 
tho City or Burbank, interested p&rty. 

Henry E. Jordan, for the City or Long Beach, interested 
party. 

Carl" F. FennAma., for the Dovmto\m Businessmen': A3:::oc1a.­
tion of LOs Angeles, interested party. 

Milnor E. Cleaves, tor the, Los Angelos City High School 
District a.nd the Inglewood City School District, 
1nterestedparty • 

. 
Theodoro K. ResmeI, in propria persona, interested party. 

I,' 

Henrv'Doekwe11or, tor the Parochial School System ot the 
Catholic Archdiocese of Los Angeles, prote~tant to tho 
aool1 tion of =,cnool eommu ta tion tickets. 

Arthur Take1 a.nd Richard Rykorf ,for Independent Progre::::::ive 
Party, ¢ounty Contral Committee of Lo= Angelos COuntYI 
protes tsn ts • 

Jilek R. Borge!", for C.I.O., California Ino.ustrtal Union 
Council, protezt£l.nt. 

.' 

Y.rs .. Bert1le G. Howard and Mr~. EliZAbeth Eastman, tor 
the L .... terna t1ono.l Longohore:nen. t::: a.nd. Warehousemen's 
Union, Local 26, and Women's Aux111.ary, protestants. 

Willia.m Hogsn, in propria pereona, and toX" Los Angoles 
CooM-1na ting Cotme11 of Lincoln Heights and Highland 
Park, protostant. 

H. J. McCarth!, J:' G. Hunte~ and T~'A; Hopkins of the 
:::tal'f of the ~bric Utili ties Comm1s:::1on of the State 
of Califorma. 

End ot 
Appendix "Alf 


