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.' . BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES, COJ:.rMISSION OF THE STATE OF C).LIFORN.IA 

, ......... . 

!n'the Matter of. the Application 
o~.tos ANGELES T~~NSIT LINE~1. a 
corporation) and'" ME,TROPOL!'!'AJ.IJ' 

"COACH" LINES, tl'eorporation" fo·r 
authority to ad'just rates. 
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--------------------------) ) 
In ~he: l~tter of the A'oplication ) 
of" G:.ENDALE CITY LINES~, INC. , ) 
requ~s~ing"authori ty ,·to ad.j'l~t ) 
th~ tolr.p.n 'rate ox .... ·.fare in.efi"ect ) 
i:::,pre$~nt: joint. fare a:-ra%l;p.ment) 
With:Metrol'olitan Coach Linea. ) 

,-• ..r -: 
. . . . ) 

, , 

," 

.) ., 

Application, No. ~56~l ">" 
1st Su?plementa1 APpl:i.Caiion of 
Los: Ar.gelesTransit.Line~'.'.fox: .. 
additional :interim re11e:f"and" , , 
1st Supplemental, Ap:pl:icati~n:·,;of' 
r~etropolitan Coach,Lin~s: .. ~,o::" ",. 
,additional interim relie,f" COll-
cu:-r.ing with ,10s Angeles Transit· 
Lines Apl'lica'cion dated, Augus:t Z, 
1955. . 

:: .... , : 

Application No" :35653 
ls,t S~?ple%t0n-:al J..Pl'11c3tion 

" . 

APPEARANCES (SEE ATTACHED APPENDIX A)· 

o PIN I. ON .... --,..-~ .... - ..... 
\ " 

On February 15, 1955;': this Commission issued an interim 

order, Decision No. >51110 , 'in Applications Nos. 35601 and 3565:;" 

herein, authorizing the Los Angeles Transit Lines and the 
. , , , ' 

l~etropolitan Coach Lines to· inc'rease 'their single zone fares from 
" . 

15 cents to 17 cents and the fare for each additional zone ,.," 

traversed on'aJ.l interzone rides;,from 5 cents to' 6 cents. 'The 
. ",' ,,' . 

Glendale City'Lines, Inc ",' was, authorized to increase its join:t 

!areswith !J!etropolitan .. Coach Lines." The interim order also .... ; 
, I,' 

, .. I 

authorized Hetropolit.3.n Coach Lines' to cancel its .30,,:ride commutation 
. , , 

," " , , 't 

b¢oks and selllO-'ride c?mmutation books on' ~ b,asi'S of '95 per 'cent 

of the one-way cash" fare when such" cash fare e~ceeds)5 cents, 

ao.ding a sufficient amount,,:to make' the 10-ride fares end in. 0 or 

5· cents. 
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·Paragraph (5) of the interim order provided: 

"(5) That this order is interim and eXl'erime;ntal 
in nature and may be r~considered by this Commission 
whenever good cause appears so to- do.'If 

Su~plemental Applications 

On August 2, 1955, Los Angeles Transit tines filed its 

first supplemental application for additional interim relief 
"t, . 

requesting authorization to increase the price of the reduced 

rate tOkenS so that such tokens ~~ll be sold at five for SO cents 

instead ot. seven ~or $1.00 as at present. As the basisior the 

addi,tional interim relief, Los Angeles Transit Lines alleged that 

subsequent to March 77 195;, the date on which the preViously 

authorized fare iner'eases were made effecti ve and toll owing. a . 
. , . 

strike of' 35 days' duration trom June 20 to July 24., 1955·, it 

negotiated anew labor agreement ef'fective J~{l! 1, 195;. The 

application states, that the estimated costs of the wage increase' 

for a year in the' immediate. future approximates three-quarters of 

a million dollars, and for the second year of the contract over 

a million dollars. It is also alleged in the application that 

Los Angeles TranSit Lines has continued to experience a downtrend 

in the leve-l of patronage which was· in evidence prior to the strike. 
' , 

In add1t~on to 'the substantial losses of' revenue sustained during 
, ' 

the strike~ the company claims that a loss of patronage and 

revenue over al'ld. above the normal downtrend has resulted and Will 
" 

result from the strike. Applicant Los Angeles Transit Lin~s 
\' , ·f 

states that . its financial position has been seriously affected 

and, pending determination of the full impact of the above factors, 

reques't'S authority to ;,ncrease its fares as proposed.' and to place' 

such f'ares in effect on one dayTs notice to the Commission and 

to,the·public. 
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Two , days later on August 4, 1955 , Metropolitan Coach 

Lines filed its first supplemental application to Application 

No .. 3560l~requesting therein additional interim relief'" through an 

increase of its token fare in like amount as requested by 

Los Angeles Transit Lines' first supplemental application above 

referred to. Two reasons were given for the request: (1) The fares 

of the local operations of Metropolitan Coach Lines ~r~ ~hose of 

Los Angeles Transit Lines historically have been established. 

upon a uniform basis with free t~a."'lSfer privileges between the 

li%l¢s of the two companies. {2) Subsequent to t,he hearings on the 

original Application No. 35601, Metro,politan Coach Lines reached 

agreements with its operators and with its clerks providing for 

',subst.antial increa.ses in wa.ges ove!" the wage rates used i!l 
" , 

developing operating expenses, produced in evidence at the ,hearings 

on Application No .. 35601. Ivletropolitan Coach Lines will !loon be, 

in negotiations with its operators, clerks and shopmen for an 

" extension of their present contracts. Indications are that there 

will be further substantial increases for each of these three . : ' 

classes of employees considering the increases in wages recently 

bargained for by other companies. 

On August $, 1955, Glendale City Line s, Inc .. , filed its 

first supplemental application to Application No .. 35653, requesting 

the same ad.justment in the joint token rate fare in effect between 

Glendale City Lines, Inc .. , and ~'letropolitan Coach Lines as is 

sought by :.oc Angeles Transit Lines and Metropolitan Coach Lines. 

The purpos,e of the request is to continue to ;provide a uniform 

joint fare'structure between Glendale City Lines, Inc., and 

Metropolitan Coach Lines. 

-3-



-

A-35601,35653 ET 

Public Hearing~ 

These matters were consolidated for hearing.. The public 

hearings were held in Los Angeles before Commissioner Ray E. 

Unt.ereiner and Examiner T,rV'ilson E. Cline on August 17 and 1$, 19$.5 .. 

At the conclusion of the hearings the matters were takenumer sUb-:

:nission subject to the filing by the City of Los Angelesota 

writ.ten motion to dismiss the first supplement"al applications 
, , 

h~ein and the l"ilir.g of answers thereto by" the appli¢ant.s her~il'!'" 
~, 

on or before August 25, 1955 .,.The, .. la.st of these filir-gs was made ;, 
, ..... ~ I '. 

A:;gust 25,1955. 

Q.l~nd.ale City Line s , Inc. 

An a£fidavit was introduced in evidence as Exhibit 

1,,:) .. S-l by Glendale City Lines, Inc .. , stating it is estimated 

~~at the propo$ed joint fare adjustment will result in additional . . , 

gross. revenue of $900 per year to Glendale City Lines, Inc., and, 

aft.er the applicat.ion of Federal and State income taxes t:l'" net 

rc::sult would be $600 in estimated additional annual net income .. 

No f'llrt.her showing was made by: Glendale Ci ty Lines, Inc. 

LO$ Angeles Transit Lines 

The following estimates are taken from Exhibit No, .. 5-2 

intredue~d into ~videnee by Los Angeles Transit Lines. 

Results of Operations at 'Present Fares 

Seven Months, 
Commencing Year 

June 1.1955 !222. 
Operating Revenue ' 
Operating Expense t 
. Depreciation' and Taxes. 

Operating Income ~. :: 
Income· after Income Taxes 
Net Income after Amortization 

of' Retirements, 
Net'Income after Amortization of 

Retirements and after Interest 
Expense 

(Red Figure) 

(176,1@) . 

$20,$.97,105: 
, " 

20 • iit6: ..... 704 , 
$ 750',,4OT 

406;,:3.00:; 

164,,60 



Both 01" t!:le above periods cover the ,;-day, strike which 

commenced on June 20 am terminated on July 24) 1955 ~ The 

Vie~ President andD1rector of Plannj.ng of Los Angeles Transit 
'. 

Lines testified that the reduction in gross revenues during the 

,5-day, strike period amounted to $2,300,000, and' that expenses . 
~ounting to approximately $400,000 were incurred during this 

period., . ,The, S1.ml of $2~7 ,700 was included in expenses for the 

6-month period, June through December, 1955, as. additional wage 

costs resulting from the new labor agreement. In computing 

estimated revenues for the 4-1:lonth period. of Septe~ber through 

December, 1955) the Los Angeles Transit Lines witness adjusted 

the eCl't.7.iva1ent weekday passenger traffic figures for the same 

, 

4. months in 1954 by 6.884 per cent· for estimated normal downtrend aDd 

downtrend resulting iroo the fare increase authorized by DeCision 

No~ ;1110 and made effective March 7, 1955. A f'U:"ther reductiono! 

S per cent was made for 'es,timated. permanent loss of traffic 

resulting from the strike. 

The balance sheet as of June ,0) 19;5,< appearing on 

page .1 of Exhibit "Aff attached to the first supplemental application 

of Los Angeles Transi t Lines, shor",s current assets of $.3,65;', ;09 .. 97 

and a ratio of current assets to current liabili~ies of 

approximately 2, : 1. The Los A~eles Transit Lines witness 

stated, however,that, during the strike the cash position was 

reduced ra.ther drastically. No further evidence wa.s offered at 

the hearing respecting the cash pOSition of' the applicant. Counsel 

for applicant in his closing argument stated tm t the :ourpose of 

the supplemental application is not to obtain emergency relief 

to preve,nt' insolvency.. Rather, the' supplementa.l application was 

filed b6~ca.use as a result of the strike and the labor contract 

which be~e effective as of Jv~e 1, 1955, the financial pOSition 
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,. 
of Los Angeles Transit Lines has been seriously affected and the 

expe'cted relief from. the fare adjustments made in Decision 

No'~ 51110 cann,ot be ~chieved. 

On~,cross-exa:nination the Vice President and Director 

of Planning of",LoS~~Ange~es Transit Lines stated that the company 

had. made an estimate': .of earnings for the y.ear in the future" 

beginning \<lith September 1, 1955, and that his best recollection 

of the estimate was that it was of the order of $700, 000 ~ He 

stated.; however, that in his opinion the earnings will actually 

be less ',because this estimate was based on a 5 per cent loss of' 

patronage by reason of the strike, whereas in the preparation of 

the exhibits presented in evidence by Los Angeles Transit Lines 

an S per cent loss of patronage by reason of the strike was 

forecast for the last four months of 1955. 

The Commission sta£f witness,in his report on the 

operations of Los Angeles Transit Lines, Exhibit No. S-S, points 

out that in addition to t~e strike during the period June 20 to 
, I 

July 24, 195,5, and the new labor agr~ement resulting therefrom,"! 

two other items are of importance, namely, (1) the interim fare 

increase made effective Y~rch 7, 1955, and (2) the convers1on 

of about 40 per cent of all streetcar lines to motor coach on 

May 22, 1955 .. 

His estimates are based on the book record for the' 

period, January through April, 1955, annualized. Adjustments 

as indicated in the footnotes have been made in deriving the 
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figures appearing in columns (A) and (B) of the following tabulation 

taken from Exhibit No. S-8. 

Results of Operations at Present Fares 

Janua-:r-April 1955 Book Record Annualized 

Unadjusted 

Total Revenues 
Total .Expenses 
OperatiDg Income 
Net Income before Income Taxes 
Net OperatiDg Income 
Allowance for Amortization and 

Interest on Paving and 
RemovaJ. Obligations 

Net Income - '154;000 
"'~--8~7'W'9"""'!',4""8~O MJ~;~..: m;al;o:ooo Rate Base 

Rate .0£ Return 
OperatingRati~: 

Before Income Taxes 

o.4$rQ· 7 ,,72$ 

Atter· Inc. Taxes & Allowance 
91.70% e9.05% 86 .. 42% . 
96.34% 95.36% 94 .. 37% 

(A) Book Record adjuste~ as follows: 

(1) Public liability and Property Damage Insurance 
adjusted to reflect cost 01" insurance rather 
than pre:nium paid. 

(2) Rate Base and Depreciation Expense on 
Commission staff basis .. 

(3) Commission staff allowance for amortization 
and 1nteres·t on paving and removal obligations. 

(B) Book Record adjusted as in Footnote (A) and in 
addition adj'usted for: 

(1) Fares in effect. March 7, 1955. 

(2,) Change in expenses due to conversion of 
certain streetcar lines to motor coacb service 
on May 22, 1955. 

(3) Wage inc rease for the peri cd June 1 to . 
December 31, 1955. 

Admittedly the Commission $t~r£ witness made no adjustment 

in operating revenues and expenses based on an apparent continued 

normal downtrend and loss of traffic resulting from the strike. 

(\,1 
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The speedy preparation of Exhibit No. S-8 occasioned 

by the filing of the request for interim relicf and the fact that 

any estimate or down"trend would be tentative'· only in view of the 

'Short period of actual experienee after the strike were given as 

reasons why the staft' witness did not follow usual procedures 

in making his study of results of operation. ,On the other hand, 

thestaf'£ witness stated that his estimates had not taken into 
" 

consideration factors, favorable to the company, particularly With 

reference to conversion.. He stated that the decrease in expenses 

resulting from the conversion, particularly with respect to 

:naint~nance 1 has far exceeded the estimates made by the staff .. 

The statf witne S5 also stated that, a further decrease in the 

allowanc'e tor publiC 118.bility and property damage insurance 

might be in order. As stated in DeCision No .. $lllO,the difference 

in the staff's estimates ar.rl:-:he company's estimates of the cost 

of public liability and property cUunage insurance' amounted to: ' 

$240,600. 

Tbe company's depreciation expense estimate is $446,;00 

higher than the staffTs estimate. 

In Decision No .. 51110 the staffTs estimatee with respect 

to the allowable expense for public lia.bility and property d3Dlage 

ir...surance and. for depreciation were adopted. by the: Commi'ssion. 

They likewise will be adopted in this pr~ceeding. 

The Vice PreSident and Director of Planning of Los 

Angeles Transit Lines stated that the company does not seek to 

recover the costs, of the strike from' its passe~gers but rather 

seeks to have an allowance ~ade in its fare structure for increasec 

future wage costs resulting from the 'new labor agreement., If the 

$400,000 expense incurred during the strike period is eliminatea. 

from. expense estimates to correspond to the elim1na tion of 

revenues during this perio~ and if th~ expenses of the company 
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' .. , 
.. . ' 

are" further reduced, by $240,600 for the public liability and . ' , ',or' , 

property~ge,.insura.nce and, 'by, $446,500 for deprecia.tion expe~se, 
. '.. ., 

the '.' company,' s, $2SS , 700 estimate of net. income after amortiza~ion . ,-" . . ,~ , . 
of re'tirements fa: the year 1955 will be increased to $770,O~0~ 

, 1,0 •• 

Ini'effect this is' a figure based on slightly ,less than 11 m~1':~h$' 

operation by reason of- the 'elimination of revenues and expenses 

during the 35-day strike period. On an annual basis this represents 

a > rate " of, re~urnof approximately 4 .. S per cent on thesta£fts. 

ra,te:base .. ".: '. "".1 ., : .. 

Metropolitan Coach Lines 
'. ' 

. :') Metropolitan Coach lines has under submission with, this 

Commission its Appiication No. 36869 to increase its' inter1.lrban . 

fares:.- When this Commission issues its decision' the.rein, full 

cons:i:deration will be given to applicantTs earning pOsition on its 

interuz-ban'; local and over-all operations. 

':' , ,,: 'The following,:_tabulation of estimates of the results 

of operation on local lines' for the 12-month period ending. June ,0, 

1956 , are taken from Exhi,~i~tsl No .. S-6 anclS-9. 

Under Present Fares 

~.: ".1 ',' . ,... ' """ .... " 

Rate of Return
Operating Ratio after 

Income Taxes ,'" . 
if" ~ .. ' '. 

Company 
Engineer 

;.6% 
'95 .. 1% 

Commission, 
Engineer 

10 .. 7%···· 

92 .. 0% 
, , •... 

It is evident that under the circumstances there is no 
,. + ... ' ,I': 

justification for an interim increase in local tares of 
I' . '., 

~1etropolitan" c'oach lines unless, such be necessary to maintain a 
1· • • ".' 

unfform.:'jOint tire structure 'With Los Angeles, Transit Lines. 

rifotion to Dismi ss' 
, .-, , 

I 
' •• ' ,t 

• I,. L • .. ' 
.. ' " .. 

'~Upon tbe~ completion of'the direct testimony,: <>f' ,the Los 

Angeles 'Transit Lines witn,ess but prior to cross-examination and 

the introduction in evidence of the exhibits which had been 
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1 dentifi ed, the C1 ty of Los Angeles moved that the. several related 

.first supplemental applications. for interim relief be dismissed 

by the Commission. 

In it~ motion the City of Los" Angeles points out that' 

Exhibit No·; 5-2 of the Los:, Angeles Transit Lines shows that for' 

the calendar year 1955 the company will meet all of its expenses., 

including its .fixed interest ~xpense; that. it will in additi'on 

absorb the loss it sustained from the strike and that it w11l:::',')' 

finish the year ":i th a net,. income of nearly $165,000. No .. comment 

is made respecting such applicant T s showing 0'£ an estimated net 

loss of $124,232 before interest expense fo,r the 7-month period. 
• I 

commencing June 1, 1955; nor ha.s· the City observed .. t,hat a, net 

income before" interest expense for the year 195.5 of $258,700' 

when related t:o' a rate base of $17,$4.0,000 will produce a 'rate 

of return of iess than 1.5 pox- cent.. If such, estimates were not 

subject to ad.justment and if .they were representative of the 

results of operations which Los Angeles Tra,nsit Lines· might 

reasonably. expect"to experience in the future, this Commission 

might well find that such a financial emergency existed as would 

justify ,the granting of the interim relief requested. 

The motion to. dismiss upon the statements made in the 

supplemental:· appli.cations;: ,and upon the affirmative showing of the .. .. , . . 

applicAnt Los Angeles Transit Lines will be denied. The 

Commission will consider the entire record in this proceeding 

in making its findings and ,:"~ndering the order herein. 

The City of Los Angeles also requested that Decision 

No. .51110 in Applications NoS.:, .3.5601 and 3565.3 should. 'be deemed 

a tinal adjudication. 
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:;Public Participation 

Several patrons of the applicants appeared at the hearing, . 

'and made statements oppOSing, any further increases in fares. 

Conclusions 

Decision No. 51110 was issued 'by this Commission after 

tee usual complete and detailed showing by the applicants and 

~h~ Commission staff. As stated by the City of Los Angeles in 

its :notion to dismiss, the Commission made its order on an interim 

and €'X'perimental 'basis only because sucs·tantial operational 

savings were expected to arise from the rail to bus conversions 

proposed in Application No. 3572a. In February, 1955,., those 

changes had not been made and it was not known when they would be 

made.. The expected savings from the conversion could not there~ore 

be considered and the rates then fixed were those whfch the 

COmmission deemed reasonable, excluding consideration of such 

anticipated savingc. 

Inasmuch as the interim order was outstandix;.Z ,:it. 

was appropriate for applicants herein to request further 'interim 

relief through too filing of supplemental appliea tions·.. The 

interim relief requested by applicants rund~entally.is 'based on 

allegations by Los Angeles Transit Lines that its financial 

position has been seriously affected by the events of recent 

occurrence and that pending determining of the impact of the 

various factors it was necess.a.ry to request further interiln relie.f' 

forthwith. The record herein does not support the finding of 

financial distress which would warrant this Commission granting 

further interim relief on the showing Which applicants 
.~ 

have made herein, and we find and conclude that applicants are 

not entitled to the relief ,requested .. 
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It is app'arent that the savings anticipated to reault 

. -:f"x'.cut authorized conversion of Los Angeles Transit Lines, are to 

", 'some' d~gree now offset by increased wage costs and loss of tra.ffi.c'. 

An· parties or record in these proceedings have now had ample 

opportuDi ~l to, consider whether the applications, herein should be ~. ' 

reopened in order to effect a decrease in tares by reason of , 
" . 
savings occurring through the conversions and no such request 

having been made, Decision No. 51110 shall now be deemed to be 

a>!inal order of this Commission. 

Should the applicant,s herein again seek authorization 

to ,increase their fares, new app,lications should be file<i.. Unless 

appli cants can show that such financ ial emergency exists' as will 

ent1 tle them to, int,erim relief they should be prepared to, proceed 
" 

w:1t:h the complete sho\>dng required to authorize' the establishment, 

o:f'dei'initive rates. In the opinion of this Commission a:tly :lew 

apP'l-1ca'tion of Los Angeles Transit Lines "shoulcl be predicated on 
• 

a-e:"'l,eastfour or five months,f actual experience so'that the full I 
~ects: of the conversions, the new wage agreement, and any change. 

" I 

in the level of traffic resulting from the strike can be more I 
accur"a tely determined. " 

" .... 

,'. 

.... 

o R D E R _ .... iIIIIIIf~_ 

• 
'" ,,, 

: . The first supplemental' applications as abOVE! entitled' 

having been filed, publie hearings having been held thereon, the 

Commission being fully advised in the premis:es, and good cause 

appearing" 

'.:: c', IT IS HEREBY Of <.DE RED: 

(1) That the .first supplemental applications tor interim 

relief herein of Los Arlgeles Transit Lines, the Metropolitan Coach 

Lines, and the Glendale City Lines, Ine. , be, and the same are , 

hereby denied. 

-12-

.' 



A-}5601, 35653 ET * 

(2) The interim order set for,th in Decision No. 51~10, 

issued February 15 , 1955, shall be, and the same is, bereby made 

the final order of tbis Commission in Applicat-ions Nos. 35601 and 

35653. 

The effective date of this order shall be twenty days -aiterthe date hereof. 

Dated at San Franeisr:o 1 California,. this 30th day 

or ___ A.o.;U,.gIo,;;;U;.;;.s..;.t_' ___ , 1955. 

Commissioners 
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APPENDIX A 
Page 1 of 2 

LIST OF APPEARANCES 

Max Eddy Utt and Gibson, Dunn and Crutcher, by Max Eddy Utt for 
los Angeles Transit Lines, applicant in Applica~fOn No. 35661 and 
interest-ed party in Application No. 35653. 

Waldo K. Greiner;ind'Ja.mesH. t~on$, for Metropolitan Coach Lines, 
applicant in Application No .. 03.5 01 and interested party in Applica-
tion No. 35653. . ,. 

George H .. Hook and KA C. Campbell, for Glendale City Lines., Inc., ' 
applicant in Application .No. 3505;: and· interested p~y in Applica~,~ 
tion No. 35601. : 

Ro~er Arneburf!' City Attorney, Alan G .. Cam'Obell, Assistant City;;· 
Attorney, C .. :: Hilker, Deputy City Atto~ey~ P.M. Chubb, Chief" 
Engineer and General Manager Board of Public Utilities and 'Transpor
tat,ion, and Robert W. Rucseli, Board. of Public Utilities and Trans
portation, fo~.the City orTos Angeles, interested part,-_ 

Henry ,McClernan,'" City Attorney, and ~ohn H. Lauten, Assistant City 
Attorney, for the City of Glendale, intereste~party. , 

Hem E .• Jordan, Chief' Engineer, Bureau of' Franchises and Public 
litili't-ies, and.:Walhi'red Jaeob·sen,. City Attorney, by Leslie E. Still, 
Deputy City Attorney, £or the City of Long Beach, interested party_ 

Ca~i'E. Fenn,oma" for Dowritown BUSiness MonTs Association, 1nt-erested 
party.':. . 

Mrs·.. Faustina. N. ,Johnson, S'ecretary-Manager, f'or 'I'latts Chamber of . 
. Commerc~, in'cerested party. 

, . 

Christopher J. Griffin, City Attorney, for the City of' Huntington 
Park, .. in~erested j?arty ~ 

Mrs. Francis B. Wood, Manager los Angeles Tenth District, £or 
CaI1£orniaCongress of Parents and Teachers, Inc., and for Child 
Welfare Burea~'. interested p~ie$,. 

' .. I 

Ernest L.Messner, for 54th and' Crenshaw Merchants Associati¢n, 
interested party. 

Theod,QreK .. Kesmev,,1n propria persona, and for Citizens Transit 
Committ,ee, interested parties" 

Ellery: G. MeClung, for South Side Chamber of Commerce, interested,· 
party. 

F .. R. Coo]2, Administrative Officer, f~r City of Inglewood; interested 
party. 

J ames V.. Ramc:[, for York Boulevard Chamber 01" Commerce, interested 
party. 
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.:~: .. Orel S. Karnes, for Eagle Rock Chamber of Commerce, interested party,

Lee V. Sida.,. for Gla.ssell Park Business Men, interested party. 

Cecil R. Fletcher;' fo'r the York Boulevard Chamber of Commerce, 
, interested" party .. 

Herbert B. Atkinson, for South los Angele:5'Transportation Company 
.-~. and.. Atkinson Transportation Company,. interest,ed parties .• 

, ""I ;'. 

H. D. Holcombe, for the Monte Vista EusL~ess Men's Association, 
interested. party. 

\llilliam E. McElroy, for Eagle Rock Realty Board, interested,~party. 

Neville R. Lewis, City Attorney, for City of San Fernando".pr:otes~ant. 

Elliott' P. Fagerberg, for Citizens Transit Committee of Metropolitan: 
Los Angeles, iterested party. ....,., 

Clara McDonald) for United' Patriotic People, u. S .. ; 'and Grif!ith-
'Elysian Chamber of Commerce, interested parties. ','.. '.':' 

H. J. McCarthy, Senior Counsel, John L. Pearson, Supervising Trans
portation Engineer, and Theodore Stein, Financial Examiner'IV, for 
the Commission statf. 


