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BEFORE THE PUB~IC UTI tITlES COMMISSIO i~ OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Matter of the Application ) 
of IvIETROPOLITAN COACH LINES, a. ) 
corporation, PASAtE~A CITY Lr.!~S, ) 
a corporation, and GLE!~:D\LE CITY LINES,) Application No/) 377S3 
a corporation, for authority to adjust ) 
rate~. ) 

Waldo K. G::'oiner a.nd :ame~ Eo) I.yorul, tor applicants. 

Roger Arnebergh by Al~n G~ camSbell, and T. M. Chubb, 
by Melvin E(I Gai'nC:e:-, tor t e City of Los Angeles, 
1nterested pa:-tyo 

Walhfred Jacobson by Leslie E~ S~ill and Henry E. Jordan, 
tor the City of Long Beach~ 1n~erosted party. 

Jamas Go Butle~, tor the City of Compton, interested 
po.r~y. 

Clarence A. Winder and Frank L. Kostle.n, for tne City 
ot Pasadena, interested party. 

Henry McClernan oy John H. Lautan,for the City of 
Glendale, interested party. 

tnvid D~ Cann1ns. tor Loo Angelos Tran~1t Linea, 
Interested party. 

Theodore K. Re~mez, in propria persona. and tor the 
Cit1zens Transit Committee, interested parties. 

Harold Jo McCarthy and John L. Pearson, for the statf 
of t~e P~b!~e Ut1lities ccmmlssion of the State of 
Ca.11tornia. 

I NI'ERIM OPINIO N 

Metropo11tan Coach Lines ia eng~ged in tho common c~rriase 

of persons and express as a passenger stage corporat1on witnin tho 

!.os Angeles a.nd adjacent areas to and including San Bernardino" Red­

lands and Santa Ana on the east, Canoga Park, Santa Monica and Re­

dondo Beach on the west, San Fernando and Pasadena on the north, and 

tong Beach and Newport Beach on tne south. By this a.pplication it 

seeks authority to increase its fares tor 1ts so-called interurban 
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service, to increase its ex~ress ret~s, and to cancel its rates for 

the trensportction of baggage. It ~lso s00ks increases in certain 

joint faros Which it mcint~1ns with Glcndole City Lines and Pos~deno 

City Lines which provide common carrier passenger service by bus in 

and in the vicinity of Glendalo and ~asndcn~, rcsPQct1voly, and which 

join' in the application only to the extent that the jOint fares are 

involved. ~s just1f1c~t1on for its proposals ~!etropoliton Coach Lines 

(referred to hereinafter as "applicantlf) alleges thClt it has recently 

experienced substantial increases in its costs of operations, that 

the volume of its traftic is declin1ng, and th~t the sought fare in­

creases arc necessary to restore its interurban services to a profit-
1 

able baSis. 

On May 9, 10, and 11, 1956, subsequent to notice to per­

sons ~nd organizations believed to be interested, public hO(lr1ngs on 

the application were held before CommiSsioner Rex Hardy ~nd Examiner 

c. s. Ab~rn~thy ot Los Angeles. Evidence was submitted by applicant 

through its prGsident, its chief' research engine~r, and its ossistant 

chief engineer; by thG City of Long Beach through the chief engineer 

of its Bureau of' Franchises and P'I.1ol1c Utili ties; by the Long Beach 

Chamber of Commerce; by memb~rs of the Commission's staff, and by 

several of applicant's patrons. Representatives of the Cities of Los 

Angeles, Pasadena, Glendale, Compton, and Long BG3Ch otherwise por­

ticipated in the development of the r0cord. Closing written statc­

~ents were tiled on or before May 23, 1956, by applicant and on 

behalf of' the Cities of Los Angeles , Lone Beach ane'. Glendale. The 

matters involved are ready for deciSion. 

1 
Gener~lly speaking, the "interurban" services are those which app11-

cont performs 1n the area southerly and easterly of the City of 
Los ~ngeles. Tho remaining operat1ons, which are largely within 
Los ~ngeles, are deSignated as Irlocal". Fares for the lllocal ll opera­
tions are not involved in this proceeding .. 

-2-
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Applicont's interurb~n teres ere mnint~ined on 0 zone basis. 

At present ~ fete of 1) cents per ride applies within the in1ti31 

zone with increments of 6 or ? cents ~pply1ng for each succeeding 

zone of ~r~vel. Commut~tion f~res, which are 90 per cent of the cor­

responding ccsh tares, ~lso cpply for tr~vel beyond the initial zone. 

Applicant seeks to incre~se the initial zone tare to 20 cents, to 

opply a uniform increment of 7 cents per zone for travel beyond the 

first zone, to limit the ~pplication of comrnut~tion fares to instnnces 

where the cash f~res ~re more th~n 3) cents, and to incr~ase the 

commutr.tion tares to 95 per cent of the corres~onding c~sh t~res. 

Percentnge-wise the increases which ore sought in the cosh t:.res r~nge 

from 33-1/3 per cent in a single-zone f~re to obout 17 per cent in the 

fares through three or more zones. Over-all, the proposed increases 
2 

~ver~~e ~bout 22 per cent. 

The interurb~n fares were est~blished ~t their present level 

on October 17, 1955, pursuant to ~uthority granted by Decision 

No. 52002 (54 P.U.C. 425). Applicant's president testified th~t s1nC3 

these r~res bec~me effect1ve his comp~ny h:s become committed to the 

poyment of incre~sed w~ges which will hnve the effect of obsorbing ---virtunlly ~ll of the net income ~nticipated under tho f~re ~djustment 

~uthorizod. by Decis10n No. 5'2002. He s~id, furth~rmore, 'th:".t ~long 

with the incre~se in w~ge costs his comp~ny has experienced a decline 

in trnffic volume of ~bout 8 per cent during the p,':\st ye:1r notwith­

st~nding continued efforts to improve the service ~nd to ~ttr~ct 
3 

patronage other,.,rise. He said in effect th:-t ,~s ~ consequence of the 

2 
The proposed feres, which include cert~in exceptions to the indi­

c~ted increClses~ are set forth in detail in the ::-, pplicc. tion, ElS 
~mended.. . 
3 

As examples of steps t::-.ken to 'bring about improved serVice, ::ppli­
cant's preSident test1fied th~t in the intervnl Since October, 19,3, 
when his comp~ny !:';ssumed the operations which h~d theretofore been 
conducted by the Pr.cific El'9ctric R ... ilway Comp::ny, it h",s spent more 
than $7,000,000 for new bUS(9S termin~ls nnd relt.ted f~cilities, ~.nd 
th,"~t it h:\s inougur,!1ted en extensive progrClm ot employee tr:l1ning in 
order to o.ttr.1n higher st::mdords of courtesy ~nd sofety. 

-3-
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increased costs and reduced volum~ of traffic his company's oper~tions 

ore being conductod ot 0 loss and th~t it hos no recourso but to sook 

higher faros. 

Data to show ost1mot~s of operoting results for tho coming 

:rCQr under tho higher level of cxp..::nses and roduced volume of tro.ffic 

w'oro subm1 ttod by npplicr',nt' s chiof research engineer. Separate fig­

~ros wore prosentod by this witness to show, among other things, tho 

,~nticipotod oporating results of tho interurbcn operations und~r 

p~oscnt nnd proposod feres end corresponding rosults for the intcr­

urbnn and 10c::11 :serv1ces combined, (Exhibit 1). Summaries of those 

data orc set fo~th in Tobles 1 2nd 2 below: 

Revenues 
Expenses 

Net Oporating Revenues 

Incomo Taxes 
Not Income 
Rate &se 
Rotc of Roturn 
Op~rating Rotio 

T~blo 1 

Undor 
PrQs~nt F"~QS 
ij ?, 59rj:', 2 0 

8,3i9,.olO 

$ (Z64;l6Q) 

$ (764,19~) 
$ 4,509,620 

110.1% 

( ) Indicates loss 

Trlble 2 --

Undor 
progosod F.9!'cs 
$ ,749,l60 

8,388,540 

$ 360,620 

;6 090 
$ 304: ,30 
$ 4,,09,620 

6.75% 
96.5% 

Estirn,~tcd R~!:,;ults of Tot~l Ooor:'ltions (Loc~l ~nd Intorurbr.m) 
Yo~r Ending June 30, 19~ 

Revenues 
Expenses 
Net Opcratin€; Revenues 
Income Taxes 
Net Income 
Rotc Bo.sc 
Rate of R~turn 

Under Pres~nt 
Interurban F@ros 

$15,481,340 
16,378,650 

$ (897,31Q) 
$ 2, 
$ (S92, 331'') 
$10,85'9,500 -Operating Ratio 

( ___ ) Il'ld1cotes loss 
105.8% 

-4--

Under Proposed 
Int~rurban Fa~ 

$16,636,2,0 
16,4Q8,18Q 

$ 228,070 
25' 

$ 228,04, 
$10,8,9, ,00 

2.10% 
98.6% 
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Estimotos of opp11cont'sfuturc opor::.t1ng rosults wh1ch hod 

been developed from a review of the companyrs records and from onclysc~ 

of tr~nds and other factors ~pp11cable to tho serv1ccs also wero pre­

sentod by on ongineer of tho Commiss10n's steff, (Exhibit 8). These 

estimates oro summarized in Tables 3 and 4 b~low: 

T~blc 3 

Estimated Rosults of IntoAurb~n o~rnt1ons 
Yc~r Ending Juno _0, 19$2 

Revenues 
Exponses 

Net Operot1ng R,cvcnues 
Income Taxes 
Net Incomo 
Rate &se 
RE,lte or Roturn 
Oper~ting R.::t10 

Under 
Prossmt F5'lt0S 

$ 7,971,900 
8,135',860 

$ (163,96Q) 
lSQ,6QQ** 

$ 16,640 
$ 3,963,,60 

.42% 
99.8% 

Und,cr 
Eroposod Fores 
$ 9,048,,00 

8,082.36Q 
$ 966,1l.j.O 

4?8,80Q 
$ 537,340 
$ 3,963,560 

13.56% 
91+.-1% 

!till! Credit figure 

(::::) Indicates loss 

Table 4 

Estimated Results of Totql Oper~tions (to9~1 
and Interurb\lni also, Asbury Rabid Trnnsit System) 

YeAr Ending Juno 3_, 1957 

Revenues 
Expenses 

Net Operot1ng Revenues 
Income Taxes 
Net Income 
Rate Base 
Rate or Return 
Operating Reti0 

Under Prosent Under Proposed 
Interurban F~res Interurban F~res 

$1?, 086, 600 
16, 279,39Q 

$ ,07,210 

41,8QO 
$ 465',410 
$10,154,890 

4.5'8% 
97.3% 

$18,163,200 
16,52$,890 

$ 1,637,310 
651,200 

$ 986,110 
$lO,151f.,890 

9.7% 
91+.6% 

The d~ta in Table 4, it mey be noted, includes esttmates for 

Asbury Rapid Transit System ~s well as for applicont's interurban and 

local services. Asbury R~p1d Transit System is a passenger stage 

-,-
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corporation oporcting principally within the Son Fern~ndo Volley, ond 

between the S~n Fernando V~lley and the Los A."l.geles central business 

district. In explaining his est1m~te$ in T~ble 4, the Commission 

engineer testified that the A.sbury comp~ny is ~ wholly-owned sub­

sidiary of epplicont, ond thct in virtually all respects the Asbury 

services ~nd those of opplicon"t ore provided by means of' facilities 

flnd personnel common to both.. For this re~son he '''as of the opinion 

that the Asbury compnny is in fact n p~rt of npplicant's system and 

that the earnings of Asbury should be considered in the determination 
4 

of applicant's earning position ~nd revenue needs. 

Gronting of the applicotion 1n its present form was opposed 

by the City of Long Beoch on the ground that applicant's, fare struc-

ture cont~ins numerous inequities which should be corrected.. In this 

connection the City of Long Beach submitted evidence through the chief 

engineer of its Bureau of Fronchises tending to show that under 

present feres wide variations bet'ween the underlying rates of charge 

over the different routes prevail, and th~t ~s a consequence unjusti­

fied and discr1min:'ltory differences exist between fares for essenti~lly . 
------. the same amounts of service or in the nmounts of service furnished 

for virtuolly the same !$res. With reference to the fnres which 

applicant mssesses within Long Beach the witness testified that they 

are on ~ higher level th~n those of the bus compony which operates 

within the Long Beach aren. This difference, he :'Isserted, is ~ 

source of confuSion to patrons of both services ond he recommended 

that the respective fares be made uniform. The trClnsport~t1on manager 

4 
For Asbury alone, the engineerfs 

the year through June, 1957, is as 
estimate of' operating 
follows: 

Revenues 
Expenses 
Net Opera ting Reven'!les 
Income Taxes 
Net Income 
Rate Base 
Rate of Return 
Operating Ratio 

-6-

$1,027,200 
982,~Q 
44 2 0 
l~!~OQ 
2 ~O 

$ 465:520 
6.14" 

97.2% 

results for 
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of the Ch:.'.Illber of Commerce oi'" Long Bellcn urgecl thtlt transfet privl­

leges between npplic~nt's lines in tong Beach ~nd the loccl tong Beach 

bus comp~ny be prescribed. The deputy nttorney for the City of Long 

Be~ch presented a motion that action on the applic~t10n herein be 

deterred until correction of the fore inequities could be mode along 

with the est~blishment of increased fares. This motion wos supported 

by the City of Compton. 

Gr2nting of the opplicot1on waS opposed by sever~lor appli­

cant's p~trons. One, who testified th~t he commutes between OntDr10 

~nd Los Angeles, presented ~ written petition on behalf of 131 signa­

tories requesting deniol of the opp11cotion on the ground that further 

fare increases should not be authorized until applicant has m~ter1~11y 

improved the quality of its service. According to the petition, app11-

c~nt's lines, porticulllrly those to the more distnnt ~reas from 

downtown Los Angeles follow devious routes in order to provide inter­

mediate service with the result th~t undue amounts of time ore con­

sumed in going to and from the distant points; the pet1tion further 

asserts that the buses used in the long-line services are poorly 

designed for tho comfort of p~ss0nsers, and l~ck 3de~uate ~nd nec0ssery 

pc:cel and b~ggog0-corrying facilities. A written petition of similar 

purport, bearing 43 Signatures, w~s presented by ~nother of applicant's 

?~trons who stoted th~t she commutes between Santo Ann end Los Angeles. 

Discussion, Findings ,'.)nd Conclusion 

The revenue nnd expense showings by applicant's cost witness 

and of the Commission engineer, respectively, present two quite dif­

ferent portrayals of applicant's e~rning position and its need for 

the sought fare incre~ses. The showing by the Commission engineer, 

in Exhibit 8, estimates applic~l::i.t's present net income from its _ 

interurbon operations to be almost ~~8oo,OOO more than those estimated 
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by applicant's witn~ss, (the diff~rence between the loss of $7~,775 

shown in T~ble 1 and tho net income of $16,6~0 shown in Table 3), and 

estimates the net income from the total operations of applicant to be 

over $1,300,000 mor~ than those estimated by ~pp11cantrs witness, 

(the difference between the loss of $89?,335 shown in Table 2 and the 

net income of $46,,410 shown in :able ~). These differences are very 

significant. However, some of the factors accounting for 0 substan­

tial portion of the differences between the two estimates were 

resolved in our last rate application, Decision No. 52002, supra. 

The evidence in this record does not justify changing our conclusions 
$ 

rel~ting to tho50 items. 

Even under the more favorable estimate of the staff, it 1s 

evident that the present interurban f~res arc at unr0ason~bly low 
~ /,,9(,0 

levels (Table 3 shows a net operating los~ of $l63~9BO 
." 

Also the total syst~m 

operations on the staff basis shows a rate of return of 4.58 per cent 

and on operating ratio of 97.3 per cent, both of which indicate a net 

income lower than thDt ordinarily considered reasonable. The system 

figures of the stofr include the operntions of Asbury R~pid Transit 

System as previously mentioned. On the ev1dcncu which W$S presented 

herein concerning the ownership and managemont of Asbury Rnp1d 

Tr~nsit System by app11c~nt, the co~non usage of funds, personnel 

and facilitics in app11cant rs operations and in those of Asbury, it 

appears tho.t the operations of Asbury should also be considered oS 

~art of the system oper~tions of applicant from a ratc making stand­

pOint. Clearly the circumstances justify some increase in tho 

5 
The 
(1) 
(2) 

(3) 

(~ ) 

principal items involved are: 
Allowance in expenses for contingent items. 
Rema1n1ng 11!~ basis for devolop~cnt of dQproci~tion 
expense. 
Original cost of the property acquired from Pacific E10ctr1c 
for depreciation expense and r~te bose purposes. 
Allowance for working cash in the rate base. 

-8-
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interurban fares. The following fare structure, which we find to be \ 

justified, and which Will enable applicant to m~intain its serv1ces, 

will be authorized on an interim basis pending further stua1es as 

provided hereinafter. 

Basic Adult Cash Fare 

Each additional zone traveled 

Adult Commute Fares 
(lO-Ride Book good for 
30 days) 

17¢ 

7¢ 
90% of 10 Applicable 
One-Way Cash Fares 

We est1mate that this fare structure will produce additional 

revenue of $591,000 on an annual basis, which is approXimately 

$564,000 less than applicant requested. On the basis' of' the more 

favorable stafr estimates this would produce an operating rat10 of 

96.6 per oent and a rate of return of 7.3 per cent tor the interurban 

operations, and corresponding figures for the system of 95.9 per cent 
6 

and 7.2 per cent. 

Applicant's proposal that commutation tickets should be 

limited to a 5 per cent ~eduction under oash fares does not appear 

to be justified, and the present reduotion of 10 per cent ''Iill be 
\ 

oontinued. 'This requirement Will not el1minate applicant's alleged 
.,,/' 

present comp11c~t1ons with commute tickets ~or ohort-houl traffic, 

but we are of the opinion that this form of reduced fares is in the 

public interest and should be continued. Sales of commutation ticket 

books shall be continued in accordance with present praotice. 

6 
The Commission has taken official notice of the enactment of the 
Federal High\~ay Bill which increases the taxes on fuel, tir~s and 
buses. Like notioe has also been taken of the enactment of th~ 
so-called Keene Bill, wh1ch eltminates th~ federal transport~t1on 
tax on fares of 60 cents or l~ss* 

-9-
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Other of applicant's proposals wh1ch should be touched upon 

~ro those which rolat0 to applicant's r~tcs for cx~rcss and b~gg~go. 

At present opp11c~nt assessos 0 minL~um chargo of 50 cents per ship-

ment for th;;;; trr.lnsportr.-. t10n of expross. This minimum charge htls boon 

in effect since 1948. Applictlnt proposes to incroase such minimum 

to 75 cents. In consider~tion of the increescs in oporating costs 

of applicant and of its predecessor company, which h~ve boon made 

known to th~ Co~niss1on in this ond in earlier proceedings sinco 1948, 

the sought increase in th~ m1nimum charge should be authorized. The 

baggage r~tGS involv~d oro those which apply between Los ,Angeles, 

Poso~cn~, lons Boach, Wi~ington and Son Pedro, an~ c~ncellnt1on is 

roquest\;ld on thJ ground thct they hcvo not boen used for sever~l 

yo~rs and th:,;t they arc thereforo IIdead" rates. The cClncollotion 

should be ~uthorizod. 

In so fer as Glendale City Lines, Inc. and Pascdon~ City 

Lines, !nc., tho othor o~~licnnt~ in this ,rocoeding, are concerned, 

it appo~rs thr,.,t estim~tes of the incro~sGd joint f3res Which ar~ pro­

~oscd will not result in ~ny incrc~s0 in revenues tor Glond~lo City 

LinGS, Inc., ~nd will result in incro~sed earnings for Pascdenc City 

Lines, Inc. of only an ins1gn1!"1cant amount. For the purposes of th1s '--­

proceeding tho revenuo effects of the proposed f~rcs upon the c~rn-

ings of those othor corr1ors con be disrogord<Old. 

Tho ~bove conclusions ore ranched notw1thstcnd1ng tho 

ropr0sunt:lt10ns ~nd motion ndvonc~d on beh~lf of th~ Citios of Long 

Be~ch ~nd Compton th~t any incronse in fnr~s should be deferred until 

oppl1cnnt's f~rc structure as a whol~, including th~t cpplicnble 

to loccl servicos, can be revised so ~s to romove unduly d1sertmin-
7 

ctory :f'c~tures thereof. It appears from the evidenee that ;...-. 

7 
This phose of cppliccnt's fara structure hes been the subject of 
numerous inform~l compl~1nts from applicant's p~trons. 

-10-
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corrective adjustments should be made to applicant's fare structure. ~ 

However, the task that is involved ln thls respect is one of' consider- \ '-----

able magnitude. The Commission is ,,,ell aware that in recent years ! 
/ 

much of the terri tory which applicant serves has assumed the character i t_,-

of a homogeneous metropolitan area. 

The development of a more uniform fare structure, including 

reasonable transfer privileges with connecting carriers, which will 

give consideration to the changed conditions and serve the best 

interests of the public and of applicant, requires comprehenslve 

studies of the entire fare structure of applicant's system including 

Asbury Rapid Transit System, and the fare structures of other carriers 

to the extent they are or should be involved in joint fare or transfer 

arrangements. Such studies are also necessary to distinguish between 

and more equitably define so-called I'local" and "interurban" oper ... 

ati~ns. Applicant will be directed to study these matters from its 

own standpoint and be prepared to submit a report and recommendations 

to this CommisSion prior to a further hearing in this proceeding to be 

scheduled in ~!a:rch, 1957. In addition, applicant and other carriers 

in the area ,.;ill be directed to form D. committee, to act in liaison i.--' 

wi th the Comm:1,ss1on t s staff, for the pt'!I'pose of studying and recom­

mending the matters of joint fares and transfer arrangements on an 

equitable and nondiscriminatory basis for the Los Angeles Metropolitan 

area. This committee will be instructed to submit its findings and 

recom~endations at the further hearing referred to above. In the 

meantime, however, it 3??earS that the greater ?ublic interest will 

be served by a current authorization of such increases in the inter­

urban fares as provided by this order. The motion on behalf of the 

Cities of Long Beach and Compton for deferral of the increases pend­

ing internal adjustments in applicant's fare structure will therefore 

be denied. 

-11-
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The serv1ce matters about ,which applic~ntrs patrons com­

plained require some discussion. Applicant w:f.ll be expected to review 

its services, porticularly its long-line operations, such as between 

Los Angeles' and. Ontario, to effect all feasible service improvements, 

and to report to the Commission within ninety days after the effective 

date of this order concerning its findings and the actions taken 
8 

thereon. Authorization of the fare increases hereinafter found rea-

sonable,and justified contemplates that the service will be maintained 

at or above·pr~sent standards. If declining traffic trends necessi- 1_--------_.-... " ...... ,. 
tate any future reductions in service applicant will 09 expected to 1,_ ... 

limit such service recluct10ns to those instances ,,",'here specific stud- L"~_._ -. 
ies demonstrate that the reductions can be eftected clearly within 

the framework of established standards. Furthermore, in the filing 

of time schedules covering any reductions in serv1ce applicant will 

be expected to support such filings with a summary of the studies upon 

which contemplated service reductions are based, and to defer placing 

the redUctions into effect until the schedules applicable thereto have 

been ~p?roved. by tho Comm:1.ssion. The order herein Will be so cond1- 1.-.•. 

tioned. 

Upon careful consideration of all the facts and circum­

stances of record in this proceeding~ the Commission is or the opin­

ion ~nd finds as :) f:;)ct that the 11'lCreascd fares and other charges in 

applicant's rates ~nd ch~rees as set forth in Appendix II A"r to this 

deciSion have been justified. To this extent the application will 

be granted. In other respects it will be denied. 

8 
Applicant was granted authority to reroute portions of its line 
between Los Angeles and Santa Ana in order to expedite its service 
between those pOints by DeciSion No. 53366 dated July 10, 1956. 

-12-
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In connection with the estimates of increased fares and 

other fare changes herein found justified, ap~licant asked that it be 

percitted to make the increases effective on five days' notice to the 

Commission and to the public. It also asl<s the,t it be permitted to 

depart from the ~rov1sions of the Commission'S Tariff Circular No.2 

and General Order No. 79 which specify that increased fares and 

charges be identified in t~riff sched'lles by an appropriate symbol. 

In view of the company's demonstrated need for increased fares and 

charges the sought authority to make the increases effective on five 

days' notice will be granted. The re~uested deporture from the 

symbolizing requirements Will, however, be denied inasmuch as the 

symbolizing is a statutory requirement under Section 491 of the Public 

Utilities Code. 

INTERIM ORDER 

Based on the evidence and on the conclusions and findings 

contained in the preceding opinion, 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED tha t : 

1. 

2. 

3. 

Metropolitan Coach Lines_be and it l."tereby iS
1 

authorized 
to establish, on not less than five days' not ce to the 
Comm1ssion and to the public, the increased fares and 
charg~s, and to effect other ch~nges in its rates and 
charges as set forth in Section 1 of Appendix IfAIf attached 
hereto and by this reference made 0 part hereof. 

Metropolitan Coach Lines and Glendale City Lines, Inc., 
be ~nd they hereby are :auth.orized to am.end their Joint 
Passenger Tariff No. 13, Cal. P.U.C. No. 161 issued by 
J. L. Haugh, PreSident, Metropolitan Coach Lines, on 
not less than ~ive days' notice to the CommiSSion and 
to the publiC, to establish the increased fares as set 
forth in Section II of Appendix rrAY attached hereto. 

Metropolj.tan Coach Lines and Pasadena City Lines, !nc., 
be and they are hereby at~thorized to amend their Joint 
Passcnge:r' Tariff No.4, Cal. P. U.C. No.6, issued by 
J. t. Hatlgh, PreSident, Hetropolitan Coach Lin~s, on 
not less than five days' notice to the CommiSSion and 
to the public to establish the increased fares set 
forth in Section III of Appendix IfArr attached hereto. 

-13-
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IT IS HEREBY FURTHSR ORDBR~D th~t the ~uthority herein 

grnnted be, and it her0by is subject to th~ following conditions: 

1. In nddition to the requ1rad filing of t~r1ffs, Mctropo11tcn 
Coach Lin~s, Gl~ndnle City Lin~s, Inc., And PAsAd~nA C1ty 
Lin~s, Inc., sh~ll givQ notice to th~ public by posting 
1n thoir v0h1cl~s ond terminals 3 pr1nted expl~n~t1on of 
th~ f~r~ chong~s hur~1n ~uthorized to th~ cxt~nt th~t s~id 
f~rc chanbes apply to their respective oporntions. Such 
notices shall bo post~d not lat8r th~n five d~ys b~for~ 
the effective date of th~ faro chang~s ~nd shnll rGm~in 
post~d until not l~ss thnn t0n d~ys nfter said off~ct1v~ 
dEl to. . 

2. Within nin~ty d~ys ~fter the ~ff~ctiv~ dato of this order 
MQtropo11ton Co~ch Lin~s sh~ll offoct the service improvc­
m~nts which 3r~ r~f~rred to in the preceding opinion end 
sholl report theroon to the Commission. 

3. Metropolitan Co~ch Linos sholl not make any r~ductions in 
its schGduled service oth~r than those made 1n conformity 
with tho procedur~ out11n~d in tho prcc~ding opinion. 

40 Prior to th~ establishm~nt of the nuthorized incrensod 
taros end othor rat~ Elnd tariff chdng~s, Metropolitan 
COClch Lines shr-lll file with th<.;; Coomission its wr1ttan 
acceptance of the conditions h€re1n set forth. 

,. H~tropoli tan co~ ch Linus shrill prornptly commcmco ond 
d111g~ntly concludo ~ study of ~nd r~port on the f~ro 
st=ucturos of its 0ntir8 systco for thG purpose of 
c11cinet1ng d1scr101n~t1ons ~nd 1noqu1t1~s now eXisting. 
This r0port sh~ll bo filod with th~ Co~~ission prior to 
March 1, 19,7. 

The ~luthori ty' horGin grr:ntcd sh~11 0xpirc unli.lsS cX0rciscd 

within ninety days ~ft~r the ~ff~ctivu d~tG of this order. 

IT I,S KEREBY FURTHSR ORDBR'SD th~t tho motion of tho City 

of Long Bench, and joined in by the City ~f Compton, that no foro 

incrooses be gr~nt~d to Metropolit~n Co~ch Lines until tho complo­

tion of studi~$ of the interurban end locol opur~tions for the 

purpos~ of bringing about cort~in corrcct1v~ adju~tm~nts of tho 

coopany's far~ structur~ be and it horeby is deni~d. 
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This order shell b~com~ vff~ctivo ten days after the 

dptt: hereof. 
JAS Angeles 

D~t\:!d at, ___________ , C~11forni~, this 

_---'-"£~9 .... t;4~~ ___ d"Y of t2-tffd'<4T , 1956. 
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APPENDIX "A" to DECISION NO .. 53691 

AUTHORIZED FARES, CHARGES AND OTHER TL~IFF CHANGES 

Section I - Metropolitan Coach Line 

A. Metropolitan Coach tines Local Passenger 
Ta~irf No. 12, C91. P.U.C. No, 15 

1 (3) Adult cash fn!.'c::-.s --
Where present Authorized · Where present Authorized ~ 

fare is fare · fare ~s fare · · · $ .1; $ .17 · $ 1.07 $ 1.22 · .22 .24 " 1.13 1.29 · .29 .3l · 1.19 1.36 · .35' .38 · 1.2, 1.1+3 · .1+1 .1+, · 1.31 1 .. 50 · .1+7 .52 · l.37 1.57 · .53 .59 · 1.>+3 1.64 · .59 .66 1.49 1.71 
.65 .73 · 1.55 1.78 .. 
.71 .80 .. 1.61 1.85 · .77 .87 · 1.67 1.92 · .83 .94 · 1073 1.99 ~ 

.. 89 1.01 · 1.79 2.,06 · .95 1.08 · 1.85 2.13 · lfOOl 1 .. l5 · · 
Exceptions 

(a) 

(b) 

22¢ fare applYing between San Fernando Road and 
Verdugo Road (Headline Index No. A-2) and Glendale 
Junior Colle~e (Lower Junotion of Verdugo and 
Canada)(Sideline Index No. A-5) to be increased 
to 23¢ instead of 24¢. 

22¢' fare apply1x.lg between Glendale Ave. and San 
Fernando Road (Headline Index No. A-3) and 
Sunv1ew Dr. (Sideline Index .A-7) to be increased 
to 23¢ instead of 24¢ .. 
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S:~69.1 Appendix "A" (continued) to Decision No. ____ _ 

1 (b) ~dult commutation fRra~ 

10-r1de book of tickets ••••••••••• 90 per cent of 10 applica-
good for 30 days from ble one-way cash fares, 
date of sale adding sufficient to make 

total end in "0" or "5" 
1 (c) Ch11dren t s fares 

Child, five years of age or older 
and less than twelve years of 
age •••••••.•..••.•••••••••••••••• One half of adult fare, 

adding sufficient to make 
fare end in "0" or "5'''. 

B. Metropolitan Coach Lines Local Passenger 
Tariff' No.1". Cal. P. tr.C. No .. ~ 

Canc~l th1st~riff in its entirety. 

c. Metropolitan Coach Lines, Local Express Tariff Cal. P.U.C. No.1 
(Pacific Electric Ra i lway Com;panv ser:tes) 

Amend Rule 45' to establish a minimum charge of 75¢ in lieu of' 
present minimum charge of 50¢. 

Section: I! - Netro:pol1tan Cosec tines 3nd Clendale City Lines, Inc. 

Metro~olitan Coach Lines JOint Passenger 
Tar~.ff No .. 13, Cal. P. u.e. ~To. 16 

Between Broadway and Brand Blvd., Where present ~uthorized 
Ql~nd~leo and fare is fare 

Sunvlew Dr1ve $ .17 $ .17 
Montrose (Montrose and La Crescenta 

Avenues, or Ocean View and 
Foothill Blvd.) .22 .2~ 

La Crescenta (Foothill Blvd. and 
Pennsylvania Ave. or La Canada .29- .31 

Highway Highlands (Lowell Ave.) .35 .38 
Tuj1lI).ga (l'1o'lUlta1r Avonue) .1+l .li-' 
S-unland .l.j.7. 52 

Adult cOl!lI:luta-cion tares al'id children's fares as set forth 
in Section I above to apply also in conjunction 
with the jOint fares named in this section. 
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!5':~691 Appendix rrA" (continued) to Decision NOe ____ _ 

Section III - Netro~olitan Coach Lines and Pasaden'-1 City 11nes, Inc. 

1 (3) Hctropo11t.an Coach: Lines Joint Passenger Tariff No.4, 
C~l. P.U.C. No, 6, 

. Present, joint 
~dtl.l t fare' 

l;¢ 

Authorized 
jOint adult fare 

17¢ 

1 (b) Adult commuts'cion fare ~s set forth in Section I above to ~pply 
in conjunction' With the joint fares named in this soct1on~ 

1 (c) Child, five years of age or older 
and less than twelve years of, age .••.•••••••••••••••• lOt 

(End of Appenaix A) 

-3-


