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Decision No. --------
BEFORE Tr~ PUBLIC UTILITIES CO~{!SSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFO~~ 

In the Matter of the A~plication o~ ) 
ME':'ROPOLITAN COACH tIl-TES I a corpora. tion, ) 
to replace rail service on the Subway-
Holl~~ood Boulevard-Beverly 5ills rail App11eation No. 34830 ( 
line with motor coach service, and to 
combine and to reroute certain motor 
eoach service in the Hollywood area. 

In the Mutter of the Application of 
METROPOLITAN COACH LINES, a corporation, 
tor authority to replace ra1l serv1ce on 
the Subway-Glend.a.le-Burban.'It rail line : App11cation No .. 3499<> 
with motor co~ch service and to combine 
said motor coach l1ne with existing 
Line 75, Los Angeles-Santa MonicD-
Venlce .• 

APPURANCES 

Waldo K. Greiner, tor Metropo11 tan Coa.ch Lines, appllcant .• 
Henry MCClerl".an, City Attorney I by ~ H.. l.auten, Asslst-

ant City Attorney, tor City 01" Glendale, protestant. 
Cecil G. Zaun, SuperVisor 01" Safety, tor Los Angeles C"i.ty 

Schools, protestant. 
Thoma.s W. Pepler, for A~~rtment House Assoc1at10n or Los 

Angeles County and Gardner Street Property O,~ers, 
protestants. 

Mrs. Charles E. Millikan and McKay Mitchell, for the Mass 
Transportation Committee of the City of Glendale, 
protestants. ' . 

lUlo Allen Parker, Chalrma.n and Dr. Charles S. Young, tor 
the Glendale Act10n Comm1ttee on Trans~ortatlon, pro-
testant In 34990 and 1nterested party'in 34830. 

·Dan Banta, for Citizens Group of At'to13.ter, and in propr1a. 
persona~ ~rotestants. ' 

Don Packer, for Glendale Chamoer of Comoeree, and 1n 
propr1a persona, ~ro~estant. . 

J. Lee Gre~g, in propria persona, protestant. 
Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher, by Max Eddy Utt, tor,Los Angeles 

Transit Lines, 1nterested party. 
Roger Arnebergh, C1ty Attorney, Alan Campbell, Asslstant. 

City Attorney, and T. M. Chubb, General !-Ianager of 
the Departrn~nt of PubliC Ut1~1tles and Transporta~lon, 
tor Clty of Los Angeles, 1nterested party. 

Ha.rry !'~orrison, General Ma.nager, and Carl F. Fennema., 
Transportation D1rector, for Downtown Bus1nessmen's 
ASSOCiation, interested party. 
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Thom~s Arnott, for Asbury RApid. Transit Company, interested 
par:ty. 

Henry E. Jordan, Chief Engineer, Bureau of Franchises & 
Public Utilities, for the City 01: Long Beach, interest~d 
party. 

Archie L. '''alters, City Attorney, for the City of B1:U''bank, 
interested party. . 

James K. Gibson, Otto B. L1ersch, ~.,r111iam R. Peters, 
J. G. Hunter, and A. F. Ager, for the starf of the 
PubliC Utilities CommisSion. 

INTERIM OPINION 

The Metropolitan Coach Lines, a California corporation, 

and successor in interest to the rail and motor coach passenger 

op~rations formerly conducted oy the Pacific Electric Rail'~y . 
company~l)herein proposes oy Application No. 34830, as amended, 

to discontinue ra1l passenger ~ervice on the Su~~y-Hollywood 

Boulevard-Beverly Hills line (No. 32) and to replace it with 

motor coaches, to remove or otheM~ise dispose ot the track and 

overhead faci11ties, to operate a por~1on of the proposed motor 

coach line over the Hollywood Freeway, and to replace two existing 

motor coach lines, Nos. 77 and 78, ·,olith t~.,o revised motor coach 

lines to be designated as Nos. 89 and 91. By Application No. 

34990, it is proposed to discontinue rail passenger service on 

the Subway-Glendale-Burba~~ rail passenger line and replace it 

with motor coaches, to remove or othe~~ise dispose of the track 

and overhead faCilities, to connect and combine the proposed Los 

Angeles-Glendale-Burbank motor coach line with the pr~sent Los 

Angeles-Santa ~t.oniea-Ven1ce motor coa.ch line (No .. 75), a.nd to 

operate a portion of the service to and from Glendale and Burbank 

(l) Decision No. 4892), aatea August 4, 1953, in Applications Nos. 
34249 a.n(l 34402. 
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over Glendale Boulevard between Allesandro Street and Riverside 

j)rive. 

Public hearings were held before Commissioner Potter 

and Examiner Sypher~ at Los Angeles on December 17, 1953, 

February 17 and 18, March 8, and April 2, 1954. On tnese dates 

evidence was adduced and on the last named date the matter was 

submitted subject to the late tiling of Exhibit D-8 by the City 

of Los Angeles. This exhibit now has been tiled and the ~tter 

is ready tor decision. 

The first day of hear1ng, December 17, 195,3, was con-

cerned only with Applicat10n No. 34830, the Subway-Hollywood 

Boulevard-Beverly H11ls line. Subsequently, on December 22, 1953, 

Application No. 34990, relating to the Subway-Glendale-Burbank 

line, was filed. At the hearing on February 17, 1954 both of 

these applications were consolidated for hearing and decision. 

The president of applicant company testified that 

Metropo11tan Coach L1nes presently operates forty-four different 

routes. Of these, six are rail routes and thirty-eight motor 

coach routes. Two ot these rail routes operate north and W&st·r~m 
(2 ) 

tho Subway Terminal on Hill Street between 4th and 5th Streets, 

and these are the two lines involved in the 1nstant applications. 
(3) 

Exhibit No.1 is a map ot the existing rail service 

(2) It should be noted that the remAining four routes operate 
southerly and include the Long Beach, San Pedro, V/atts, and 
Bellflower lines. 
(3) Three sets of exh1bits were received 1n this case. Those 
designated with plain numbers relate to the Subway-Hollywood 
Boulevard-Beverly Hills line, those designated with the letter 
\lot' relate to the Los \ngeles-Glendale-Bur'ba.."lk line, and those 
des1gnnted with the letter "D" relate to the downtown area. 
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on the Subway-Hollywood Boulevard-Beverly Hills l1ne, and Exhibit 

No.2 is a map of the proposed motor coach service. Exhibits 

Nos. 3~ 4, and 5 r~late to streetcar an~ motor coach ~erv1cc on a 

national basis and tend to show that the number of rail street-

cars and the number of passengers carried by them are decreasing. 

Although in recent years the number of passengers carried by 

motor coaches is declining, this is less of a decline than that 

being experienced by rail streetcars. 

To relate these exhibits to local conditions the witness 

testified that there are ~pprox1mate1y 2 mil110n automobilos in 

Los ~ngeles County and that, coupled w1th the extensive freeway 

'construction, provides a g~eat field tor private passenger trans-

portation. He ob~erved that it was the intent10n o~ this company 

to make use o~ the freeways for buses. 

Exhibit No.6 sets out the history of the Subway-

Holl~vood Boulevard-Beverly Hills line. Exhibit No. 7 shows the 

proposed neadways for tae contemplated motor coach service on 

this line, and Exhibit No.8 shows the time saving to passengers 

which it is contended will result from this proposal. Exhibit 

No.9, which shows the walking time trom the street to the rail 

load1ng po1nts in the Subway Te~inal, was presented to show 

alleged delays and difficulties passengers encounter in the use ot 

that facility. 

A table showing allot the revenue passengers and all 

transfers tor the period October 1950 to September 1953 on the 

Subway-Hollywood Boulevard-Beverly Hills line was submitted as 

Exhibit No. 10. 

The witness furtner te$t1!1ed taat experience bas shOVln 

that rail streetcars are involv ed in :lore accidents than motor 
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coaches. Exr~bit No. 11 shows the number of accidents 1n 1952 on 

the Pacific Electric rail passenger and motor coach operations 

and also the cost of accident claims paid. =he Pacific Electric 

was the predecessor 1n interest of app11cant, and it was observed 

that the experience 01' Pac1fic Electric was co~piled 1n the area 

involved and was the best comparison ava11ab1e. 

At the present ~1me th~ applicant has on order one 

hundred ne~11' motor coaches, wh~ch, added to the present fleet, will 

constitute a suff1cient number of coaches to effect the requested 

replnccments. Testimony as to the alleged comfort features ot 

these nOlo! motor coaches was presented in Ex}'l..1bit No. 12. In 

addit10n it was po!.nted out tha.t they ~'lill be 102 inches wide, 

but otherwise Will conform to the s1ze and weight l1~tat10ns as 
set o~t in the Vehicle Code. 

It was also test1fied that use of motor coaches would 

tend to elim1nate traffic congestion, and in this connection 

photographs of a street area 1n San D1ego where streetcars have 

been e11m1nated, and photographs 01' Hollywood Bou1ev~rd an~ Ivar 

Street, a street are~ concerned 1n the instant application, were 

submitted. These photographs were designated Exhibits Nos. 13 to 

16 inclusive. 

The est1mated operating results for motor coach opera-

t10n on the Su~~ay-Ho+lywood Boulevard-Beverly H1ll3 line were set 

out 1n Exh1bit No. 17, as well as the est1mated results of 

ope~ation w1th present rail and motor coach lines. Pert1nent 

figures from this exhibit follow: 
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Estimated Operating Results with Proposed Motor Coaches 
Total revenue 

Operating Expenses 

Net Incoce before Income Taxes 

Operating ratio 

$1~475~830 

1,127,290 

$ 348,S40 
76.38% 

Estimated Operating Results with Present Rail and Motor 
Coach Lines 

Total revenue 

Operating Expenses 

Net Loss 

Operating RatiO 

(Red Figure) 

$1~474~SOO 

1,790,650 

$( 316,150) 

121.44% 

Exhib1t No. 18 is a summary of the estimates of cost 

for the removal of track, and ~x.~ibit No. 19 is a balance sheet 

for applicant as of October 31, 1953. 
It ~"as contended by applicant IS , ... i tness that d1esel 

motor coaches were relatively free of any noxious gases and in 

support of this contention Exhibits Nos. 20 to 23 and 32 to 34 

were presented. The substance of this testi~ony was that the 

buses would be a very minor factor in creating noxious gases. 

Exr~bit No. 24 1s a copy of e. deciSion of the Interstate 

Commerce Commission in Finance Docket No. 18125, authorizing 

applicant herein to nbandon the lines herein concerned. 

Additional testimony was presented as to the routes, 

some of, which related to various propo:;;ed changes thereto. Subse-. 

quently, however, applicant filed a third amendment to its app11ca-

tion which purportedly covered the route descriptions proposed 

for the.Sub~ay-?ollywood Boulevard-Beverly Hills line. Exhibits 

Nos. 27, 28, 29, and 30 are maps of the present and proposed 
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routes, wltl.le Exhibit No. 31 1s a chart ,,,h1ch tends to show annual 

savings allegodly to rosul~ by combin1ng the Wi1B~~re Boulevard 

and Sunset Boulevard lines, which combination is one of the 
proposals horein. 

Relo. t1 ve to the $u"owa.y-G·lendAle-Bur"oank l1ne I the 

testimony presented was similar to that heretofore described in 

connection with the Subway-Hollywood Boulevard-Beverly Ei~ls line • . 
Ex.iibit G-~ shows the present motor coach and rail routes, while 

Exhibits G-8 and G-9 contain a description of the proposed routes. 

Exhibit G-2 is the samc as Exhibit No. :3 previously referred to 

herein. Exh1bi ts G-3 and G-4 sho,., the revenue .. passengers and 

transfers ca:"ried bct~'7ccn Los ~ngeles-Glendale-:S¥rbll.nk rail line 

during the period from JAnuary, 1950 to Decem?cr, 19S2. Exr~bit 

G-S cove;-s the same material as Ex}'I.1bit No. 9, previously referred 

to, viz., the wa~1ng distances to and troc the Subway Ter~1nal 

loading platforms, but G-5 contains certain corrections to the 

prior exhibit. Exhibit G-o is an extension ot the accident 
comparison? between rail and motor coach previously described in 

Exhibit 11, while Exhibit G-7 is a duplicate ot Exhibit No. 12 

heretofore mentioned, relating to the features of the new motor 

coaches. 'G-10 is a statement sho~"ing the present and pr9posed 

headways for opera.tions bct't"ccn Los A.''lge1es and Glenda.le, while 

G-ll shows simila.r information for operations betwe"en Los Angeles 

and Burbank. A cooparison of the running time 01" rail a.nd motor 

coach operations in the ar~~s involvod was submitted as Exhibit 

G-1Z and was later corrected by Exhibit G-23. 

The estimated operating results for the Subway-Glendale-

Burba.nk line under the proposed operations as compared w1 th the 
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present r~i1 oper~tion3 are set out in Exhibit G-~3. ~e present 

rail figures are for the year ending September 30, 1953, and the. 

proposed motor coach estimates for the year commencing October 1, 

1953. The pertinent figures follow: 

Present Ra.i1 

Total Revenue 
Operating Expenses 
Net Income or Loss 
Before Inco~e Taxes 
Operating Ratio 

(Red Figure) 

$ ·803~S)0 
1;;688,0~0 

$ (884,510) 
210.08% 

Proposed Motor Coach 

$ 805;220 
761,490 

$ 

Exhibit G-14 shows the estimated cost ot re~oval of 

tracks and overhead, and Exhibit G-1S is a photograph purportedly 

showing the effects in San Diego of the r~coval of rail passenger 

lines. A balance sheet as of December 31, 1953 was submitted as 
Exhi'bi t G-18. 

The ~pp1~cant sub~itted various resolutions in support 

of the application, Exhibit No. 25,being a. resolution or the 

West Hollywood Chamber of Commerce, and Exhibit G-16 being a 

resolution of the Glendale Junior Chamber of Commerce. Extracts 

of the decision of the Interstate Commerce Commission in Finance 
Docket No. 18125, referred to hereinnbove, were submitted as 

Exhibit G-17. 

~here was conSiderable testimony concerning the proposed 

rou ting and tho effects thereof in the d,owntotm area ot Los 

Angeles. In this connection the company presen~ed Exhibit D-l, 

a map of the area showing its proposed routings, and an engineer 

of the Commission stafr presented Exhibit D-2 showing the bus 

operations on Hill Street. A witness tor the Los Angeles Transit 

Lines testified in this conn~ction, stating tr~t.h1s company had 

no objections to the amended routings if arrangements were made J 
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to provide for split stops on Pill Street southbound between 4th 

and 8th Streets in a manner sim11ar to those used 1n the splitting 

of stops northbound on Ell1 Street at the present t1me. Exhibit 

D-3 is a chArt of the,routes wh1ch Los Angeles Translt Lines 

believes to be proper, and Exhibit D-4 is a statement of restric-

tions wh1ch t~~t company propcses. Exhibit D-5 is a suggested 

rerout~ng of the proposed operatlons in t::'e vicinity of Allesandro 
Street, while EXh1b1t D-6 1s a general map of the operatlons of 

the Los Angeles Transit Lines. 

A statement fro::l the Department of PubliC 1'lorks was 

received as Exhib1t D-91 which statement is to the effect that 
that department bas no objections to the proposed motor coach 

operations us1ng the HollY'o.J'ood FreC'\'Tay oetN'een Grand Avenue and 

Eollywood Boulevard, subject to a cond1tion tr~t any stops to 

pick up or clischarge passengers be made only ~'rhere tae111 t1es 

have been prov1ded for that p~~ose, and subject to the further 

condit1on that applicant obtain a francr~se from the City ot Los 

Angeles. It should be noted that a departmental staff report 

prepared by the chief engineer and general manager of the Board 

of Pub11c Uti11ties and Tra~sportat10n of the City of Los Angeles 

wa.s received as Exhibit D-7, in connection -';'!ith an accompanying 

supplemer.t deSignated as D-7-A. These exhibits show various 

est1mates of the costs involved in rC!k~b1l1tating the Subway 

Terminal and the two rail lines involved. These estimates arc 

Rehab1litation of system for continued 
streetcar operation . 

Conversion of system from streetcar 
to moto~ bus operation 

. , 
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Conversion or system from streetcar 
to trolley bus operation 

Conversion or system from streetcar 
to motor bus operatio~ using 
subway ramp to Hill Street in 
lieu of terminal 

Conversion or system from streetcar 
to metor ous operation with Hill 
Street ramp and full terminal 
1:nprovement 

~~l, 823,000 

$1,179,600 

$1,661,900 
It should be noted that all of these estimates contemplate the use 

of the subway facilities which in the instant app11cations are 

proposed to oe aoandoned. 

Exhibit D-8 consists of three documents. The first 1s 

a tentat1ve resolution or the Board or Pub11c Uti11ties and 

Transportation of the City or Los Angeles, dated April 13, 1954, 
~l.u~horizing the Metropolitan Coach Lines to abandon rail passenger 

service and substitute therefor motor COdcn service on the 

Holl~vood Boulevard-Beverly Hills rail line, together with certain 

related authorizations as to routes and types of sorvice subject 

to specified conditions. The second document 1s Board Order 

No. 142 or the Board or Public Utilities and Transportation of the 

City of Los Angeles, caking substantially the same authorizations 

as are set out in the tentative resolution. The third document is 

Board Order No. 143 which di$approves the application of Metropolitan 

Coach Lines tor motor coach sub~titution on the L03 Angelos-Olendale-

Burbank ra1l line because that company fa1led to make an ade,quate 

showing regarding "the vital necessity ot speeding up the movement 

of passongers on public vehicles" in its over-all or long-range 
(J,4:) 

aspocts. 

A senior 'bridge engineer for the DiVision of H1ghways re-

quested ~rompt action be taken relative to the Glendale line since 

the location of that line will affect the freeway planning in 

(4) Suosequently a petition for renearing, cons1dered by the Board, 
re:ulted 1n an order reaffirming this act1on. 
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thAt area. While neither the exact route of the freeway in the 

sren concerned, nor the nature of the structures has been 

determined, the witness stated that if the rail tracks were to 

remain it would be necezsary to build a subway under the track5 at 

a probable c03t of ~660,000. The position of the Division of High-

ways, as expressed in a letter from the State Highway Engineer read 

into the record by the witness, wa's tb..at the Division, without 

taking a position for or against the abandonment of the rail lines, 

urged an early determination of the matter. 

Witnesses in opposition to the proposal presented testi-

mony to the effect that the proposed bus operation will be slower 
• 

and will not meet the demands of the public. It was also alleged 

that bus transportation is not healthful in that buses emit fumes 

and jostle the passengers. A potition containing approximately 

862 signatures, protesting the proposed bus SUbstitution so tar as 

the Glendale line is concerned, was received for filing. A second 

petition containing npproxtmately 209 signatures favored the pro-

posed substitution on the Glendale line, while a third pet1tion 

opposed the use of buses on Gardner Street betweon Sunsot Boulevard 

and Santa ~oniea Boulevard, which is part of the proposed route on 

the Suoway-Hollywood Boulevard-Beverly Hills line. Another witness 

presented a study of the running time which he had made on the 

Subway-Glends1e-Burbank line during a test run which was made by 

the company, and testified that the stops on the test run were not 

long onough to pe~it operat10ns under normal condit1ons. A 

rosolution of the G1enda10 Action Committee on Transportation, re-

ceived as Exhibit G-20, favored the retent10n of the present Glendale 

rail line. Likewise 'a 'resolution of the Council of the City of 

Glendale, Exhibit 0-21, requested a continuance of this matter for 
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ninety days 1n order to enable the Counc1l to make a survey of 

the problem. This resolution was presented on March 8. At the 

hearing on Apr1l 2 a representative of the C1ty of Glendale made 

a statement to the effect that the C1ty Counc1l of that city 

requests a denial of the application for the Subway-Glendale-

Burbank line. In the event the application is not denied, then 

the City of Glendale requests a continuance for at least six 

months in order to permit an adequate study to be made of the 

situat1on, and in tho event this request 13 not granted the City 

of Glendale requests tbat all equ1pment and rights or way be held 

1ntact for a period of at least s1x months~ 

After a consideration of all of the evidence here1n we 

hereby find it to be 1n the public interest to grant Application 

No. 34830 relat1ng to the Subway-Roll~wood Boulevard-Beverly H1lls 

line, 3ubject to the mod1ficat1ons hereinafter noted. As to 

Application No. 34990, relative to the SUbway-Glendale-Burbank 

line, having in mind the request of the City or Glendale that it 

be given an opportunity to make a ~tudy of this matter, and 

hav1ng in mind the action or the City of Los Angeles in dis-

approv1ng th1s application, as set out in Exhibit n-8, we w1ll 

defer action upon this application. 

Also we w1ll authorize herein the replacement of motor 

coach lines Nos. 77 and 78 with the revised motor coach routes 

to be des1gnated as Nos. 89 and 91. 

The new buses proposed to be used are 102 inches in 

width and it 13 noted that Section 694(g) or the Vehicle Code 

requires the approval or th1s Commission for the operation or 

busos of such wi~t~. In addition, this sect10n requ1res the 

approval of the Department or Publi c v~·ork.s for opera't1on or such 

buses "over state h1ghways outs1de limits or 1ncorporated cities 
where 
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"the one~way route mileage is over 25 n"..iles but does not exceed 

50 m1les ••• It Tae evidence herein snows that in no case does 

the one-way route mileage exceed 2S miles. We w1ll approve in 

this order the operation of these l02-inch buses on the Subway- /' 
Hollywood Boulevard-Beverly Hills line. 

I}'TTER 1M ORDER 

Applications as 4bove entitled having boen riled~ a public 

hearing having been held therein, tao Commission being tully advised 

in tae premises and hereby finding that public convenience and 

neceoslty so re~u1re, 

IT IS ORDERED: 

(1) That, ~ubject to the conditions hereinatter prov1~ed, the 

Motropolitan Coach Lines be, and it hereby is~ authorized to.dis-

continue pa:::senger service on the Subway-Hollywood Boulevard-

Beverly Hills line. 

(2) That the Metropolitan Coach Lines be, and it hereby is, 

authorized to abanaon rails over the following described routes: 

RAIL ROUTE 2 (Metropolitan Rail Line No. 32) 

Portion to be Abandoned 

Beg1r.ning at a pOint on the City boundary along the 
northerly line ot Fountain ~venue, 30 teet westerly thereon ~rom 
the easterly line or Spaulding Avenue; thence northeasterly in 
an approximatelyd1rect line to a point in Vista Street l$O teet 
$outnerly of Hawthorno Avenue; thence northeasterly in an approxi-
mstoly direct line to a point 1n Hawthorne Avenue 200 feet 
we.sterly of Fuller Avenue; thence via. Hawtb.orne Avenue, .along 
Marshfield Way~ via Hollywood Boulevard and Sunset Boule vard to 
Route 3 at Park Avenue. 

Street Areas to be Abandoned 

Across Sunset Boulevard (100 feet) from the point ot 
1nt~rsection ot the southerly line of Sunset Boulevard and the 
westerly line ot Gardner Street, to a point on the northerly 
line or Sunsot Boulevard, 40 teet easterly thereon trom the 
easterly line of Gardner Street. 
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Hawthorne Avenue from the southerly prolongation 
or the center line or Martel Avenue to a line parallel 
with the 60 teet easterly of the northerly prolongation 
of the easterly line of Poinsettia Place. 

Across La Brea Avenue (40 feet) from a point on the 
southwesterly line 110 feet southeasterly thereon from 
the southerly line of Hollywood Boulevard, to a potnt on 
the northeasterly l1n~ or La Brea Avenue 80 teet south-
ea~terly thereon from the easterly prolongation of the 
southorly l1ne of Hollywood Boulevard. 

Hollywood Boulevard (1 track in northerly half) 
from a line parallel with and 400 feet westerly of Sycamore 
Avenue, to a line parallel with and 15 teet easterly of 
the westerly line of Highland Avenue. 

Hollywood Boulevard (1 track in southerly half) 
across northerly prolongation of Orange Drive (40 feet). 

Hollywood Boulevard from a line parallel with and 
15 feet easterly of the westerly line of Highland Avenue, 
to a line parallel with and 200 feet westerly of the 
westerly l1ne of Vermont Avenue. 

Sunset Boulevard across Manzanita Street (60 feet). 

Sunset Boulevard (1 track in southwesterly half) 
from the northwesterly line of Sanborn Avenue to a point 
30 feet northwesterly thereof. 

Sunset Boulevard across the tollowing street~: 

Sanborn Avenue (60 teet) 
Hyperion Avenue (60 feet) 
Lucille Avenue (60 teet) 
Edgec11ft Drive (60 teet) 

Sunset Boulevard from the northwesterly prolongation 
of the southwesterly line of Sur~et Boulevard lying south-
easterly of Maltman ~venue, to a line perpendicular to 
the center line of Sunset Boulevard at a point 228 feet 
southeasterly thereot from Mieheltorena Street. 

Sunset Boulevard across the easterly prolongation 
of the tormer Reservoir Street (82.5 feet) vacated by 
Ordinance No. 48,049. 

S~et Boulevard from a line parallel with and 185 feet 
westerly of Waterloo Street to Park Avenue. 
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RAIt :\OUTE 3 

Portion to be Abandoned 

Beginninb at a :901nt in Glendale Boulevard on 
Route l~ northerly thereon 260 feet from the center 
line of I'!ontroso Stroet; thence northerly via Po.rl~ 
Avenue to a point in S~~set Boulevard on Route 2, 
wosterly thereon 100 feet from the intersection of the 
northerly ~rolonGution of tho center lin~ of Park 
Avenue vnth the center lino of Sunset ooulevard. 

Street Area to be Ab~ndoned 

Pa.rk .fl" venue froI:1 G londale Boule vard to Sunse t 
Boulovard. 

(3) That the 1~etro,01itan Coach Lines be~ and it hereby is" 

authorized to discontinue service on it~ existin~ motor coach 

routes ~os. 77 ~d 88. 
(4) That 0 certificate of public convenience and necessity 

be, ond it hereby is" granted to the Metro,olitan Coach Lines, 

authorizins the establishment and o~erat1on of a service as a 

passenger stage co~orat10n, a~ ~~at term is defined in Section 

226 of the Public Utilities Code, for the transportation ot: 

persons alon3 the routes and between the points hereinafter speci-

fied, and as an extension and onlareement of, and to be consol-

ids ted with, np,l1cc.nt's existing rishts: 

Fairfax Avenue Line No. 8Q 
From Fairfcx Avenuo ~d 18th Stroet, thence'along 18th St~eet; 

Genesee Avenuoi Venice 30ulevard, F~irfax Avenue,'Sunset Boulevnrdj 
La Broa A venuo, Ho llywood jJoulevard ~ Gower S tree t" Fr:-:.n;.(lin Avenue" 
and V/estorn Avenue to Sru:.ta :.:onica Bouleva.rd. Ileturn via reverse 
of above route. 

Also" from Fro...."lklin Avenue and Bea.chwood Drive, thence o.long 
Beachwood Drive to \;estsh1ro Drive. Return via reverse of nbove 
route. 

Holl;nvood Boulevard Line ~o. 91 

Fro~'llth nnd Hill Streets, thence along Hill Street, Sunset 
Boulevard, HollYVlood Boulevard, La 3rea Avenuo~ Sunset Boulevard, 
Fc.irfax Avenue and Santa !lIenica Boulevard to Canon Drive (Beverly 
Bills). aeturn via reverse of above route. 
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Also, from Hollyv'ood. Boulevard and the Hollywood 
Freeway, thence along Hollywood Freeway and Temple 
Street to Hill Street. Return via reverse of above 
route. 

Also, from Hollywood. Boulevard and La Brea Avenue, 
thence along Hollywood Boulevard, Laurel Canyon Boule-
vard, S~~5et Boul~vard, Rodeo Drive, Lomitas Avenue, 
Canon Drive, Dayton ~ay, Beverly Drive, Pico Boulevard 
and Beverw11 Drive to Beve~ly Dr1ve. Return via reverse 
of above route. 

Also, from Wilshire Boulevard and Beverly Drive, 
thence along Wilshire BoUlevard, Camden Drive and 
Brighton Way to Canon Drive. 

Also, from C~~on Drive and Sunset Boulevard, thence 
along Sunset Boulevard, Hi1gard Avenue, University 
Drive, 5ilgard Avenue, La Conte Avenue and westwood 
Bouleva:,d to Wilshire Boulevard. Return via reverse of 
above route. 

Santa Monica Boulevard-Van Nuys Line No. 93 

From 15th and Olive Streets, thence along Olive 
street, 5th Street, Harbor Freeway, Hollywood Freeway, 
Sa.~ta Mon1 ca Boulevard, Highland A venue, Hollywood 
Freeway, Vineland Avenue, Magnolia Boulevard, tankershim 
Boulevard, Chandler Boulevard and Van Nuys Boulevard 
to Sherman V!ay. 

Return via reverse of route to 4th Street exit 
ramp, tnence along 4tn Street and Olive Street to 
15th Street. 

Also, along Hollywood Freeway between Santa Monica 
Boulevard and Highland Avenue. Return via reverse of 
going 1iOut~. 

A~~o, a~ong rrontage roads or Hollywood Froeway 
between Highland Avenue and Barn~ Boulevard. Return 
via rever$C of going route. 

Also, from the intersection of Earhrun Boulevard 
and Cahuenga Boulevard via Cahuenga Boulevard, Ventura 
Boulevard. ~~d Vineland Av~nue to Rollyv/ood Preeway. 
Return via reverse of going route. 

Also, along L~~ersh1m'Boulevard between Magnolia 
Boulevard and Vineland Avenue. Return via reverse of 
going route. 
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Also, turnaround for short line service by 
operating'in either direction around two blocks 
contiguous to the 1ntersection.of Highland Avenue 
and Santa Monica Boulevard. 

Also, turnaround for short line service by 
operating in either ~1rection around 3ny two blocks 
contiguou: to the intersection ot lSth ~~d Hill 
Streets. 

TEMPORARY ROUTE 

From Hollywood Freeway and Harbor Freeway, thence 
along Hollywood Freeway, Grand Avenue, 3rd Street and 
Olive Street to 4th Street. To be used pending com-
pletion of 4th Street connection to Harbor Freeway. 

Wilshire-Sunset Line No. 8l 
From S~et Boulevard and Crescent Heights 

Boulevard in the City of Los Angeles, thence along 
Sunset BOUlevard, Vermont Avenue, Oa~vood Avenue, 
Hollywood Freeway, Hope Street exit ramp, Temple 
Street, H1ll Street, 8th Street, Hope Street, 
W11s h1re Boulevard, Ocean A venue (Santa Moni ca), 
Colorado Avenue and Second Street to Wilshire Boule-
Vard. 

Return via reverse of route to Ninth Street and 
Hope Street, thence along Ninth Street, Hill Street, 
Temple Street, Grand Avenue entrance ramp of Hollywood 
Freeway, Vermont Avenue and Sunset Boulevard to Crescent 
Heights Boulevard. 

From Hilgard Avenue and Strathmore Drive (West Los 
Angeles), thence along H1lgard Avenue, Le Conte Avenue 
a..'"'l.d Westwood Boulevard to V:11sh1re Boulevard. 

Return via reverse of route. 

Restrictions 

(1) No passengers shall be transported locally in 
the terri tory between the intersection of Federal A venue 
and Wilsb.1re Boulevard, and the intersection of Colorado 
Avenue and Ocean Avenue. 

(2) No .passengerc shall be picked up on eastbound 
(inbound to dowr .. town Los Angeles business district) tr~.ps 
or discharged on westbound (outbound from downtovnl 
Los Angeles ~usiness district) between the intersection 
of Fairfax Avenue and Wilshire Eoulevard and the inter-
section of Seventh and Hope Streets, both pOints in-
clusive. 

-17-



e • A • .34830, A. 34990 .. MP .:;. 

(.3) No passengers snall be picked up on inboun~ trips 
to dovmtown Los Angeles business district or discharged on 
outbound trips from downtovln Los Angeles business district 
at Alvarado Street on tne Hollywood Freeway (Applies to 
Lines Nos. 83, 91 and 93). 

(4) No passengers shall be picked up or discharged on 
the Hollywood Freeway except at points where proper facili .. 
ties have been provided for that purpose, and no operations 
shall be ·conducted along the Hollywood Freeway unless and 
until the Metropolitan Coach Lines obtains the necessary 
franchise for use of the freeway from the City of Los Angeles. 

($) That the Metropolitan Coach Lines, in accordance with 

the prOVisions of Section 694(g) of the California Vehicle Code 

is hereby granted permission in the conduct of the service herein 

authorized to operate motor coaches having a maximum outside width 

not exceeding 104 inches. 

(6) That in providing service pursuant to the certificate 

heroin gr~~ted, there shall be compliance with the following serv-

ice regulations: 

(a) Within thirty days atter tae ettect1ve date hereof', 
applicant shall tile a written acceptance or the 
certificate herein granted. 

(b) Viithin one hu.."'ldred eighty days o.tter the effective 
date hereof, ~~d upon not less than the periods 
otherwise herein prescribed, and in no case less 
th~~ five days' not1ce to the Commi$sion and the 
public, applicant shall establish the service 
herein authorized and file in triplicate, and con-
currently make effective, tariffs and time 
schedule~ satisfactory to the Commission. 

(7) That the abandonment of rail service hereinabove author-

ized is subject to the following conditions: 

(a) Changes in service shall be made only after thirty 
days' notice to the Commission and to the public, 
and motor coach service shall be inaugurated co-
incident with the abandonment of rail service. 

(b) Motor coaches to be purchased shall oe new, modern 
equipment, and shall be equal or superior to the 
equipment described at the hearings in these proceed-
ings in connection with the company's proposals. 
Particularly, shall such equipment contain forced 
ventilation and shall be designed in such a manner 
as to reduce noise, fumes, ~~d odors to a practical 
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min1mum. Before ~y ~otor coach equipment 1s sub-
stituted for rail service, the company shall 
submit detailed specifications to this Comm1ssion 
and secure the Comcission's approval. 

(8) That failure of applicant to comply with any of the 

provisions of this order, without prior author1zation of this Com-

mission, will render the authority herein granted null and void. 

(9) This order is without prejudice to further considera-

tion of Application No. 34990. 
The effective date of this order shall be twentY' clays 

from the date hereot. 
Dat~d at ______ ~~~_Fr __ a_nc_~_c_o ________________ , Californ1a, 

/·7'72....) 
this;' aay of _--L~Q~==~~~=-~--' 1954. 

I . 

Commissioners 


