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Decision No. 51.128 

BE!4'ORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COr/u:.ISS:CON OF THE STATE OP CALIFOrlNIA 

In the Matter of the Application of ) 
METROPOLITAN COACH LmES for author1ty ) 
to reroute its Line 89, Fairfax. Ave::lue, ) 
along Argyle Aven,,;,e instead of a-owe:!:' ) 

Application No. 36638 

Street in the City of Lo~ Angele~ ) 

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

o PIN ION ... ..,. __ -1--

Metropolitan Coach Line~ 13 a passenger otage corpora­

tion, as defined in Section 226 of the California Public Utilities 

Code. As ~uch it has au thori ty frc>ln th1:1 Comc1s s10n for the 

tro.nc:?ortation of persons via the following route in the City of 

Los Angeles: 

Fairfax Av~nue Line No. 12.2, 

F:-or: Fairfax Avenue ana le,th St:-eet, thence 
along 18th Street, Cieneseel Avenue, Venice 
Boulevard, Fairfax Avenue" Su.."lset Boulevard, 
La Bran Avenue, Hollywood Boulevard, Gower 
Street, Franklin Avenue, and Western Avenuo 
to Santa Monica Boulevard. Return via 
reverse of above route. 

Also, from Franklin Avenue and Beachwood 
Drive, thonce along Beachwood Drive to 
Westo~ire Drt·v~. Return via reverse of 
above route. 1; 

By the application herein~ filed on January 12, 1955, 

Metro,olitan Coach tines s~ek3 aut;hor1ty to route the above 

de~cribed service between the intElr30ct1on or Hollywood Boulevard 

and Argyle Avenue and the intersec:tion of Gower Street and 

Decision No. 50447, dated August 17, 1954, on Application 
No. 34830. 
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Franklin Avenue via Argyle Avenue and Franklin Avenue" rather than 

via Hollywood Boulevard and Gower 8treet. A map attached to the 

application shows thnt it is appro,~r~tely three-sixteenths of a 

mile between Argyle Avonue and Gow()r Street and a,prox1matoly 

one-fourth of f.l. :nile between FrankJ.1n Avenue and Hollywood Boule-

va.rd. 

Appl1c:m t allege!) that ~lEIveral cOIr.pla1nts have been 

filed with the City of Los Aneele::; oonoerning applioant's present 

routing and oon:::~q,uent failure to :Icrve the intersection of 

Franklin Avenue and Vista Del i~Io.r Avenue (a.bout half way 'between 

Ar,::;yle Avenuo and Gowcr Stroot)" a point formerly served, and 

that the Board of ?u.bl1c Uti11tioo and Tra..."l.s,ortation or the City 

of Lo::: Ansele s ha::: ap ,roved the prc'po :Jed change. There will 'be 

no change in fa.res .. frequency of se,wice or eej,u1pmcnt. 

Having fully con:::idered the application" we find that 

the propo:::ed rerouting is in the 1'1.:,blic interost" and it will be 

authorized. A public hearing is nc,t nece:::sary. 

o R D E: R - - - _t_ 

Application as above entjtled having been filed, the 

Corruni::lsion beinG fully advised in tho prem1:::~t:::" and having found 

that the ?roposed rerouting is in the public interest, 

IT IS ORDERED tr~t the route description of applicant!s 

Fairfax Avenue Line No. 89, as set forth in Decision No. 50447, 

dated August 17, 19$4, on Application No. 34830, is amended to 
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read as follows: 

From Fairfax Avenue and 18th Street, thence along 
18th Street, Genesee Av€,nue, Venice Bouleva.rd, 
Fairfax Avenue, Sunset E.oulevard, La BreG. Avenue, 
Hollywood Boulevard, Argyle Avenue, Franklin 
Avenue, and i'iestern Aver..ue to Santo. Monico. Boule­
vo.rd. Return v1a revor~le of a.bove route. 

Also, froe Fran!-".l1n Ave::Lue c.nd Beachwood Drive, 
thence along Beachwood !)r1ve to W'estshire Drive. 
Return via reverse of a~~ve route. 

That o.pp11cant shall g1",'e not less than five days' 

notice of the route changes befor~) they are affected by posting 

plainly v1sible !'lotices at terminals of said line and on all buses 

used in the operation of said se~rices. 

The effective data of this order shall be twenty days 

aft~r the date hercof. 

de.y 

San l-l':;onciseO Datod I?-t ________ , California, this 

of 50~A///7AA4 
(J 

Commissioners 


