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AL

ZFORE TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION COF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Application of
ASBURY RAPID TRANSIT SYSTEM, a corpo-
ration, for authority to abandon &
portion of 1ts Riverside Drive ILine;
and for authority to abandon, reroute
and extend a portion of its é
Hospital Line; and for authority to
abandon, reroute and extend its lines
in the vicinity of the Los Angeles

Terminal.

S

t. Joseph’ Application No. 35528

Application of METROPOLITAN COACH LINES,
a corporation, for nmodification of
restriction on its Los Angeles~Noxth
Hollywood=Van Nuys via Riverside Drive
Line No. 86.

Application No, 35573

CITY OF GLENDALE, a awnicipal corpo-

ration,

METROPOLITAN COACH LINES, a corpo-
ration; and ASBURY RAPID TRANSIT

SYSTEM, 2

Complainant,

vs. Case No. 5557

corporation,

)
)
)
)
§
)
)
)
)
)
>
)
}
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

Defendants.

Rodney F. Williams and Thomas Arnott, for Asbury
Rapid Transit System, applicant. :

Jesse L. Haupgh and Dale Harlan, for Metropolitan

Coach Lines, applicant.

Henry McClernan, City Attorney, Clty of Glendale,
by John H. Lauten, Assistant City Attorney, for
City of Glendale, complainant in Case 5957 and
interested party in Application 35528 and
Application 35573.

Archie L, Walters, City Attorney, for City of Burbank;
Colonel F, C. Lynch, for Burbank Chamber of Commerces;
T. M. Chubd, Chicf Engineer and General Manzger,
Department of Public Utilitlies and Transportation,
Clty of Los Angelos, by Clark H. Sturm; David Canning,
for Los Angeles Transit Linesj; interested partics.

William ¥, Hibbard, Associate Transportation Engineer,
for the Commission's staff.
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(1
Asbury Rapid Transit System (h?r§inafter referred to as
2
Asbury) has authority from this Commission to route its Los Angeles-

Riverside Drive-Burbank line (V=-Route) as follows:

Commencing at applicant's off-street terminal

at Eighth, Maple, and Cecilia Streets, thence

via Cecilia Street, Eighth Street, Spring Street,
New High Street, Ord Street, Castelar Street,
North Figueroa Street, Riverside Drive, Victory
Boulevard, Victory Place, Empire Avenue to an un-
named stroet just west of Hollywood Way, thence
north to Union Air Terminal, thence over a private
street to Hollywood Way, thence via Eollywood Way
to Sen Fernando Road, thencc via San Fernando Road
to San Fernando; return via reverse of the going
route %o the interscction of New High Stroct and
Sunset Bouleverd, thence via Sunset Boulevard,

los Angeles Strect, Ninth Street, Santece Strect,
Eighth Strecet to applicant's terminal at the '
intersection of Zighth Street and Maple Avenue.

T?e)forcgoing authority is sudject to the following
3

restrictions:

No passengers shall be carried locally between
applicant’s Los Angeles terminal at Eighth Stroct
and Maple Avenue and the intersection of Riverside
Drive and Victory Boulevard (Glendale~-los Angeles
city limits), provided, however, that passcngers
nay be picked up and distributed at:

(a) The main entrance to the federal housing
project locatod south and west of Riverside
Drive at or near the National Guard airport
in the City of Los Angcles, and

(1) Metropolitan Coach Lines hes authority from this Commission to
acquire all stock of Asbury Rapld Transit System, Decision
No. 50285, dated July 20, 195%, in Application No. 3557%,

Decision No. 33690, dated December 3, 1940, in Application
No. 23685. Los Angeles terminus routes are described in
Decision No. 40982, dated December 1, 1947, in Application
No. 28850; Deecision No. 44783, dated September 1l, 1950, in
Application No. 31727; and Decision No, 4927%, dated
November 3, 1953, in Application No. 34835,

Decision No. 41263, dated March 2, 1948, in Fourth Supple=
mental Application No, 23685,
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(b) The intersection of Riverside Drive ané
Los Feliz Boulevard in the City of Los Angeles

rcgardless of their origin or destination.

In conjunction with the foregoing deseribed line, appli~

cant has authority to operate vis Oliv?ngvenue (in Burbank) detween

Victory Boulevard and San Fernando Road.

By Application No. 35528, Asbury requests authority (1) to
abanden service via that portion of the Los Angeles=Riverside Drive=
Burbank line between its Los Angeles termingl and the intefsection
of Zmpire Avenue and Lincoln Street in Burbank, (2) to abandonm
service over the extension of this linc along Olive Avenue between
Victory Boulevard and San Fernando Road, and (3) to abandon service
through its terminus at Eighth and Cecilia'Streets; and in lieu
thercof to operate from the intersection of Eighth Strect and
Los Angeles Street via Los Angeles Street, Eleventh Street, Main
Street and Spring Strcet to Eighth Street. Between BEighth Street
and Sunset Boulevard thce north and south routes will be the same as
at prescnt.

Asbury also renders service in Burbank between St. Joseph's
Hosplital and the interscction of Olive Avenue and San Fernando Roég)
via Buena Viste Strect, Alameda Avenuc, Lake Street, Vordugo Avenue,
and San Fernando Road to 0live Avenuve.

It requests that it be given authority to reroute z

portion of this line from the interscetion of Victory Boulevard

and Alemeda Avemue via Vietory Bowleverd and Vrqugo AVEQUE 10

Lake Street in lieu of via Alamoda Avenuo and Lake Street to-

Verdugo Avenue.

(%) Decision No, 49947, dated April 20, l9§§, in Application
No. 30638, 7th Supplemental.

(5) Decision No., 49947, dated 4pril 20, 195%, in Application
No. 30638, 7th Supplomental.
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(6
Metropolitan Coach Lines (hereinafter referred to as

Metropolitan) operates its Los lngeles-North Hollywood-Van Nuys line,
Route No. 86, as follovs:

From the terminal between 4%th and Sth Streets on

Olive Street (Los fngeles), thence via Olive Street,
Sth Strect, Figueroa Street, Riverside Drive,
Lankorshim Boulovard, Oxnard Street, Whitsett LAvenue,
Victory Boulevard, Van Nuys Boulevard, Osborne Strect,
Woodman Avenue, Chase Strect to Van Nuys Boulevard,
returning via the reverse of the going route to
Figueroa Street and 5th Street (Los Amgeles), thonce
via Figueroa Strect, 6th ?tgcct, and Olive Street to
the Los Angeles terzminal.(?7

T%g)foregoing authority 1s subject to the following

restrictions:

(1) Passcngers shall not be handled locally betweon the
torminus of the line in Los Angeles and the inter-
section of Riverside Drive and Mzin Street, Burbank,
both points inclusive, Including intermediate points.

Passengors shall not be handled locally along
Riverslde Drive, betweon Bucna Vista Street and
Certwright Avenue, both points inclusive, including
intermediate points,

Passengers shall not be handled to or from points
along Riverside Drive between Caertwright Avenue and
Biloxi Lvenuc, both points inclusive, on the one hend,
to or from points along Larkershim Boulevard between
Mrgnolia Boulevard and Burbank Boulevard, both points
inclusive, on the other hand.

(%) Passengers and cxpress may not be reccived or dis-
charged along Lrroyo Scco Freeway (North Figuercs
Strcet) between Riverside Drive and Alpine Street.

Metropoliten Coach Lines is the successor to Pacific Blceiric
Railway Company*s passcnger rights, Decision No. 48923, dated
Lugust 4, 1953, in Lpplication No, 34249,

Decision No, 46471, dated Novembor 27, 1951, in Application
No. 32443, as amended by Deeision No. 4797%, dated November 25,
1952, in Application No. 33638.

Decision No. 48882, dated Julﬁ 28, 1953, in Application
No. 3%384. Restriction No. (4) is in Decision No. L6471
referred to in footnote 7 supraz.
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By Application No. 35573 Metropolitan requests that the
restrictions on Line No. 86 be modified to read as follows, and that
the request be considered concurrently with the spplication of

Ashury referred to above:

(1) Passengers shall not be handled locally between the
terninus of the line in Los Angeles and the int?s-
scction of Riverside Drive and Hyperion Avenue, (9)
both points inclusive.

Passengers may not be reccived or dilscharged in the
fully operated portion of the Arroyo S¢co Freeoway
(North Figueroa Strect) between Rilverside Drive and

Alpine Street.
The City of Glendale filed the petition in Case No., 5557

requesting that Metropolitan's existing restriction No. 1 referred

to above be modificd to read as follows:

(1) Passengers shall not be handled locally between
the terminus of the lince in Los 4ngeles and the
interscetion of Riverside Drive and Forest Lawn
Drive, both points inclusive, including intcermediate

points,

The threc matters were consolidated for hearing, and a

public hearing thercon was held in Los Angeles on August 18, 195%,

before Examiner Kent C. Rogers, cvidenee was prescated and the
matter was submitted; subject to the filing of Exhiblt No. 8, This
oxhibit has been filed and the matter is ready for declision.
Lsbury's attorncy stated that notice of the hearing before the
Board of Public Utilities ond Transportation of the City of

Los Angoles was posted in the buses (Exhibit No. 1) and there

were no appearancces thereat by public witnesses,

(9) Changed at the hearing from Los Feliz Boulevard to cnable
Metropolitan and Los 4ngeles Transit Lines to oxchange transfor
privileges at the Iinterscetion of Riverside Drive and Los Fellz

Boulevaré.,
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Concerning Asbury!s request for authority to reroute its
Los Lngeles terminal loop, the evidence shows that this proposal
will eliminate several hazardous turns and will allow Asbury to save
approxinately $1,100 per month terminal expense. No stops will be
made south of Eighth Street in either direction. The City of
Los Angeles has provided a red zone on 1llth Street for applicant's
use. This is a minor rerouting and it does not appear to be adverse
to the public interest. It will be authorized.

Concerning Asbury's request for authority to reroute its
service in Burbank via Victory Boulevard between Alamode Avemue and
Verdugo Avenue instead of along Leke Street between these two cross
streots, it appecars that the proposed routing is safer than the
existing route and thet it is not over ono-quarter of = mile there=-
from. This 1s 2 minor rerouting and it does not appear to be adverse

to the public interest., It will be authorized.

The rocord hercin and the files of this Commission show

the facts hereinafter sct forth concerning Asbury's request for
cuthority to abandon scrviec.

Lsbury provides service via two branches on its V=Route,
Onc branch operates from the downtown Los Angeles teorminal on 8th
Street via Riverside Drive, Victory Boulevard, Victory Place end
Empire Lvenue to the Lockheed fir Terminel and return. Two morning
and two afternoon trips in cach dircction operate over this branch.
{n additional ten schedules per day arc routed viz Riverside Drive
and Vietory Bowlevard to Olive Avenue at which‘point they turn cost
to San Fernondo Road. On San Fernondo Road, applicant operates
nupcrous schedules per dey between Los Angeles and the Loekheed
Plant, and other destinations including San Fermondo. In Decomber,
1940, the Riverside Drive-Vietory Boulevard service was authorized,

In Lpril, 195%, the service via Olive Lvenue between Victory Bouleverd

bm
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and San Fernondo Road was authorized, In 19%7 Rodger Young Village
(referred to in restriction (2) in Decision No. %1263) was completed
and thereafter acquired about 5,000 residents. JAsbury was then per-
mitted to serve that point. The village has since been abandoned.
Since Januery, 1952; Lshuryt!s revenue over the portions of the line
it here secks to zbandon has decreased from approximately $7,000 per
momth to approximately $3,000 per month in June, 195%, although
fares have been incrcased. The total number of passengers carricd
has decreased from 32;7%9 in Jenuary, 1952, to 8,81% in Junc, 1954,
and the passengers per mile have decreased from 1.71 to 9%, During
the same perioed, applicant has decrezsed its services. The revenue
per mile has decrcased from 35.5 cents to 29.3 cents desplte thoe
farc increases. Applicant claims to have lost 73 per cent of the
passengers on the line in question since 1952, Applicant's out-of-
pocket costs of operating the line arc allegedly 38.448 cents per
mile, |

Exhibit No. 8 hercin shows other Asdury services in the
arce which, it is claimed, could serve the patrons if the zbandon-
aent were authorized, as well as the fares now paid by the patrons
and those they would be required to pay. Passengers using the
remaining scrvices between Westorn Avenue (in Burbenk) and points
south thercof and Los Ingeles will pay lower farcs than at presents
passengers using the scrvices between the Iockheed Plant, and points
north thereof, and Los fngelos will pay the some fare zs at prosent;
end all passengers to or from points intermediate to the Lockheed
Plant and Western Avenue will be required to pay from 8 to 15 cents
more in cach direction. It appears obvious that additional time
will be required as the remaining service to Los Angeles will be via
San Fernando Road which is approximately one mile cast of Riverside

Drive=Victory Boulevard,
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Exhibit ¥o. b is a pessenger destination check mede by
epplicant on June 17, 195%. It shows a total of 188 passengers

using the line in question on that daye. 4L check of thilis exhibilt
agolnst the map on Exhibit No. 8 shows approximetely 75 passengers
(excluding those who debarked at Olive and San Fernando Rond and
would be served by the San Fernando Road line) who would be required
to pay increased fares of from 16 to 30 cents por day for services
in the event the application were gronteds This is in addition to
increcased time in transit necessitated by the travel on a conneocting
line. Asbury hes not offercd to provide free transfors so that the
riders could use the San Fernando Rosd services without paying an
oxtra local fare.

Asbury has given the Commission no evidence concerning
its over-all results of operation or its fincneial picturc. There
is, therefore, nothing in the record to show that the continuation
of this nceded scrvice (sce Exhibits Nos. 6 and 7 for passengers
sorved) will be sufficiently detrimentnal to the applicant to
jeopardize its oxistence. This Commission recognizes the fact that
many carriors which undertoke to serve a large arcz, 25 this appli-

cont does, must, in order to adequetely serve the public, operate

some lines at a loss., Lsbury's request for authority to abandon

service will, therefore, be donied at this time. If in the future

isbury sces £1it to present to this Comnmission its over-zll plicture,
and such picture shows that +ho operation of the scrvice in question
is Jeopardlizing Asbury's over-z11 operations, a new application may
be filed. We are of the opinion thet applicant would be well zdvised
to formulate some plan of issuing transfers between its various lines
whereby no fare inecrcase would rosult for service to and from

Los lngeles if the Victory Boulevard scrvices were abandoned., In
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the meantime, Asbury is directed to not curtail service on its
V-Route without express guthority from this Commission.

AS we afe deaying Asbury'!s request for authority to
abandon service and Metropolitan's restrictions are being revised
to comply with the requests of the City of Glendale, the latter's
complaint will be dismissed,

Concerning Metropolitan's request for authority to remove
restrictions (2) and (3) referred to above, the evidence shows that
they were imposed for the purpose of protecting various lines of

Asbury. Asbury's representative ang Metropolitan's representative

(Metropolitan has authority from this Commission to acquire Asbury's

stock) zgreed that these restrictions be removed.

The Commission having fully considered the matter is of
the opinion and finds thet the removal of restrictions (2) and (3)
on Route No. 86 as sct forth in Decision No. 48882 is not adverse
to the public interest, and will be authorized.

- e e Sy

A public hearing having been held, eovidence presented,
the matter submitted, and the Commission having made the findings
sct forth in its order herein, and, based upon said findings,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED:

(1) That the complaint of the City of Glendzle in Case
No. 5557 be and the same hereby is dismissed.

(2) That the deseription of Asbury Trensit Lines!

Los Angeles términus, contained in Decision No., 40982 as amended
by Decision No. 44783 and Decision No. 49274, is amended to read

as follows:
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Inbound:

From the intersection of New High Street, Spring
Street and Sunset Boulevard, via Sunset Boulevard,
Los Angeles Street and Zleventh Street to an
on-street parking zone on Eleventh Street between
Los angeles Street and Main Street. ,

Outbhound:

Via Eleventh Strect, Main Streect and Sprinmg Streecs
 to the interscction of New High Street, Spring Street

‘and . Sunset~Boulevard,
(3) That the route dcécription of Asbury Transit Linest
St. Joseph's Hospital line contained in ordering paragraph 2‘(b)(2)
of the order of Decision Ne. 49947, dated April 20, 1954, in Zpplica-

tion No. 30638 (Seventh Supplemental) is hereby amended to read as

follows:
Commencing at the grounds of the Ste Josephfs
Hospltal at Bucna Vista Street, Buona Vista
Street to Alameda Avenue, Alameda Avenuc to
Victory Bouleverd, Victory Boulevard to
Vordugo Lvenuc, Verdugo Avenuc to San Fernando
Road, San Fernando Road to interscetion of
Olive fLvonue and San Fernando Road, and return
via the reverse of the going route.

&pplicant shall post plainly visible notices advising the
public of the change in routing herecin auvthorized 2t all stops used
on the linc above described and on all buses used thercon at least
five days prior to said change in routing, and keep said notices
contlnuously posted until the change is accorplished.

(4) That the service restrictions on Metropolitan Coach
Lines' Route No. 86 contained in paragraph (4)(e) end page 21 of
Appendix A, both in Decision No. 46471 dated November 27, 1951, in
tpplication No. 32443, as amended by Decision No. 48882, dated
July 28, 1953, in Application No. 34384, arc amended %o road =zs
follows:

1. Passengers shall not be handled locally
between the terminus of the line in
Los Lngeles and the intersecction of




Riverside Drive and Hyperion &4venue, both
points Ineclusive, including intermeéiate
points., :

Pzssengers, boggoge, and express may not
be received or discharged on Lrroyo Seco
Freeway (north Figueroz Street) between
Riverside Drive and Alpine Street.
(5) That except as herein specifically grented, 4Application
No. 35528 (&sbury) and Lpplication No. 35573 (Metropolitzn) are

denieds

The effective date of this order shall be twenty days

.cfl//)‘

after the date heroof,

JZ%:.W San Francisco , Califernia, this
day of = 4,/1/[(’/?/ s 1954,

/
{
f

Commissioners

Ray E Untereiner

remen ceeeeey DOIZG
seny, ¢id not participate
yn 02 thlis procoeding.




