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Decision 1'10. --------

2EFORE 'rze l'U"SLIC trrILITIZS COwcr.SSIC~~ OF 'nm S!Krl. OF C.ALIFORNIA 

In the ~ttcr of the App1ieatio~ of 
I..O~!G 'BEACH ¥.lO'I'O:R BUS COlYD?~lY to re­
:route an<i cO:lSolidolte. certain of its· 
exis~ul; :outcs fo:: a eertifieate of 
public convenience .lUd necessity 
covcrL~ such routes in lieu of the 
exist~ ce:tifieate covering the Application No. 41963 
p:resen~ routes ~d for authority ~o 
ci1.::mgc schedules c'3lld frequency of 
servl.ce ~.~ for autho::1ty to file 
new C~riffs as to school f~:es. .) 

) 

Joh~ Muriholla~e~ for applicant. 
'Gerald beS1:.ond, City Attorney~ by Edwa:(! T. Benneet~ 

DCl't:t1:y~ for the City of long Beach; an& Joeoph 
:::: .. M..~ddcn, fo: Park LJ""venue Residents; peRtioners. 

D:."n!o'i~a'Z'd. 'Sattin~ for Ximeno Neighborhood League ~ 
~~~=est¢a party. 

Ho'Sh N .. Ol:'r olnd T,jm .. F. Hibbard, for 'the Commission 
~ta"'"'( .. _J... 

SECOND SUPP!.EME1'lTAL OPINIO~r 

By Decision No. 63239, the Comm:tssion~ among other things, 

cb~ed that portion of the roate of Line No. 12 - E~ct Fou:th 

Street-Seal Be~eh f:om Ximeno Avenue ~ between Fourth St::cct and 

Sceone Street, by extcneinz the route easterly along Fourth Street 

to Park Aven~, a distanee of four blocks) t.hence sou.therly .along 

P~k Avenue between Fourth S~rect and Second St:eet. In other 

worcls, Line No. 12 was rem.ovcG. from X:imeno AvC'O.ue to Perl" Avenue .. 

On :Line No. l2~ along said portion of the rou~e, applicant operates 

156 scbedules daily, Monday through Friday. 

By petitions filed on February 26, 1952~ the City of 

Long Beacb and residents along P~rk Avenue requeste~ a reconsider­

ation of the ro~tiD.s. alongP3=1~ Avenue, the City contending that . 
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A.419G3 as_ 
i~s prior proposal for operation of Line No. 12 and Line No.. 11 

along Redondo Avenue instc.od of :(imeno Avenue and! or P3rk Avenue 

is .'l better plan~ and the 'Parl( Avenue Residents objcct:tr.g to- bus 

o?erations on P3rk Avenue because of noise ~ vibrations and ttaffic 

congestion causee. by buses. Residents of Ximeno AVenue appeared 

as inte-rested parties, obj ecting. to present bus operation:;. along 

Xl:::cno Avenue on the same grotmds. as the residents of Park Avenue.,. 

On M8rch 27, 1962) the COlllDlission granted a ::ehe.:1ring 

on said pe~i'tions~ .:lnd on 1..,r11 3, 196-2, it ordered the operative 

effece of sai~ deeision st~yed pending further Commission order. 

Pursuent thereto, a public hearing was held in Long Beach on 

Ap::il 13) 1962, befere Commissioner George Go Grove:- and Exaoiner 

Mark V. Chiesa. Oral .anc'l documentary evidence baving been adduced) 

the matter was submitted fe: decision. 

Tbe evidence shows, and we find, that there is nO' 

substantial difference, from the standpoint of s~reet conditions 

and bus opera-tion, between ~C1meno Avenue and Parl<: AvenuC'> be't".-1eer:. 

Fot:rth and Second Streets. Beth stteets are 36 feet between curbs 

and are residential in character> although iCimeno has several 

small commercial establishments at some of the intersections. 

The paving eono.i.tions 3re similar> each 1"l3ving 'Cinor dips and a 

s~wbat uneven contour. !11ere is ve~~ little choice between the 

two stree~s from the standpoint of practical bus opera~ion> and 

each is aQeq~te for s~b purpose. 

'toJe mus~ determine l1.oW Lines Nos. 11 and 12 sboo.ld be 

operated ic this area most conveniently for the general public, 

~e&lizfng th~t ~ere may be $ome objectionable feature of such 

cpe:ation no ma'~er which streets are used • 
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The suggestion of the City, suppo~ted by the residents 

.;;l10':lg X:!lDellO Aven~, that Lines Nos. 11 and 12 should be routed 

over Redondo- t ... vcnce instead of ~C:imeno Avenue as at present was 

conside~ed by us in the prior proceedings and has been reconw 

sidered. v1e see no reason to cbange solid lines in this respect. 

The principal justificatio~ for such change would be the width of 

Redondo Avenue, between Fou.."'"th and Second Streets, which is 60 

feet between curb:::. !1'lere is insufficient evidence of public 

convenience ~d necessity to j :.tstify su=h re~outins, notwith­

standing toe desire of residents along Ximeno and Park Aven.aes 

to route said lines along other streets. there is test~ony, 

and we find, that because of long-standing travel patterns on 

Line No. 12 along Fourth Stl:'eet and on Line No. 11 along Broadway, 

patronage would suffer, with conseqoent further decrease in 

revenue.. Fu::::he:r:':':Ore, such a change woald entirely eliminate 
.~ 

applica~~ t s service along X:EmenoAvenue be~een Fourth and 

Sec~ncl S~rects, and patrons· in the Belmont Shore or Naples areas 

desiring to go to the Lakewood area would be inconvenienced by 

h~ to ~c3Vel from Ximcno Avenue to Redondo Avenue and back 

to ~:o P~lenue again, an additional distance of approximately 

1.25 miles.. 

At presen: there are 326 schedules daily, Monday through 

Frid~y, 0?Crating along Ximen~ Avenue between Fourth Strce~ and 

Broadway, a distance of four ~jor blocks. On Park Avenue, be­

'CWeCtl Third Stteet and Broadway, 62 schedules of Line l~o. 13 are 

operated Monday through Friday_ the l~ttor line operates in this 

area along Third Street easterly '1:0 Park Avenue, southerly to 

Bro8ew.::y (:wo blocks), thence easterly along Broadway to i~s 
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A. 41963 ~ .-
terminus at Bay Shore Avenue and Second Street. !be record' shows 

that the area within the boundaries of Fourth Street~ Appian Way, 

Nieto Avenue,. Broadway, and Ximeno Avenue would be better served 

by Line 1'10.13. if it were routed easterly to Nieto Avenue instead 

of Park Avenue, ~nd thence southerly on Nieto Avenue to ~r08dw8y. 

!here was no obj ection to this minor rerouting of Line NO'.. 13: and'· 

it is favored by the City. Such rerouting would: eliminate 62 of 

the schedules now operated along Park Avenue, between Third and 

Second St'reets, and the extension of Line No. 12 to Park Avenue 

would add 156 schedules, or a net increase of 94 schedules for a 

full day's operations.. As a result, the schedules along Xi:meno 

Avenue would be reduced from the present 326· to 170. 

The CommiSSion, having carefully considered the evidence 

in this and the related prior proceedings, is of the opinion and 

finds that public convenience and necessity require that Line No,. 

12 be operated along the route set forth in Appendix A of Decision . 

No. 63239, and therefore said decision is hereby affirmed. We 

also find that public convenience and necessity require- that a 

portion of the route on Line No. 13 be changed as hereinabove 

described. 

SECOND SUPPIEMEN'I'AL ORDER 

A public rebearing havin$ been held. and based upon the 

evidence therein adduced, 

IT IS ORDERED that: 

1. '!be order, whicb stayed the operative effect of Decision 

No. 63239, dated April 3, 1962, in Application 1'10'. [:.1963-, hereby 
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is rescinded, as of the effective date of this order •. 

2. Decision No. 63239 hereby is affirmed' and sball become 

effective on the effective date of this order. 

3. Lon$ Beach Motor Bus Company, a corporation, shall change 

Route No. 13, 'between the intersection of Third Stteet and Park 

Avenue and the intersection of Broadway and J:lTieto' Avenue, to 

operate along !bird Street and Nieto Avenue instead of Park Avenue 

and Broadway~ .and Appendix A of Decision No. 60787 is hereby 

further amended by incorporat~ therein Second Revised Page 23 

attached hereto and bereby made a part hereof, tn revision of 

First Revised Page 23. 

4.. Long Beach Motor Bus Company shall, within sixty days, 

after the effective date bereof, and on not less than five dayst 

notice to the Commission and to the public, amend its tariff and 

time scbedules to reflect such cbangesin routes of Lines Nos. 12 

and 13. 

!be effective date of this order shall be twenty days 

after the date bereof. 

Dated at ____ ~S«mIlilM., .. rn.n .... ~~~ _____ , California, this 

_1_1t __ ~yof ________ A_U_G_US_T ______ _ 
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Appe:ld:x A 

Section 2 .. 

LONG BEACR MO'I'Ol.1. BUS COMPANY Second R.evised Page 23 
Cancels 
First Revised Page 23: 

(Continued) 

ROUTE NO. 13: - PACIFIC AVEl'TUE - EAST THIRD srREET 

3egi.nDing at the inte=section of ~7illow Street and 
Pacific Avc":J.ue, thence oillong Pacific Avenue, Fou...-cb 
Street throuSh the City of Long Beach, Alamitos 
Avenue, Third Street, l,\Tieto Avenue, Broadway, i3ayshore 
Avenl.:c, Second Sttee't, Claremont Avenue, The Toledo 
:me!. Sa":J.t~ .Ana Avar..ue to 'Braodway. 

Also, bcg:b:ll.ng. at the intersection of Third Street 
ancl Al.:r.nitoz Avcn'lJ.e, thence along Alamitos- Avenue, 
nd.xct Sttect and Pacific Avenue to Fourth Street. 

Issued by California Public Utilities Commission. 

:Ccei~iO':l Nc>.640S5 , Application Nc>. L:.l96~. 


