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Decision NO._'_' _I_f"l_,. ~ 

EE:s'OBE TEE EAII.:&OAD COMMISSION OF~:eE STATE OF C.iLIFORNIA.. 

In the MAtter of the A~~lieation ) 
of INGLEWOOD ~EANSF.ER l.iD STO?~GE } 
COMPANY ~or certificate of ~ublic ) 
convenience and necessity to oper- } 
ate freight service between Ingle- } 
wood and Paso ?O~1~3~ Inglewood and) 
1resno Via ?orterville~ Inglewood ) 
and Rnndsburg via Palmdale. Ingle- ) 
wood and Eerstow ~ia San Eernsrdino) 
Inglewood gnd Beattmont via ?omona, ) 
Inglewood end El Ce~tro via Thermal} 
and Mecca, Inglewood and San Diego ) 
via San Jusn Cspiatrsno nnd Oeean- ) 
s1de~ Inglewood and Elsinore via ) 
Fullerton and Corona~ Inglewood and) 
Santa Ana vis Long Beach, and. all ) 
intermediate pOints whether located) 
directly on the highway or distant ) 
therefro:n not more than thirty (ZC)) 
milos, ani all intorccdiate pointe.} 

APPLICATION NO. 12092. 

Woodworth & Mills~ by J. Gordon Y~lls, for 
Applicant .. 
W. E. Sanson, for Motor Trnnsit Com~a~, Pro-
testa.nt. 
E. J. Cross, tor Southe~ Pacifie Ea1lway, 
Protestant. 

:BY TEZ COMMISSION: 

O?IN!O~l 

Mary K. LeW1s~ d.oing bi1sinesG ~cicr "~:hO fiotitious name 

o~ I~61cwood Transfer & Storage Company~ ~as pot1~1oned the P~11-

roa~ Co~ss1on for an order declaring that ~ubl1c eon~en1enco 

and necesz1 ty require the operation br ~ r of a.n auto freight 

service between Inglewood and varioUS pOints in Southern Ca11~or

Din as set forth in the a~plieat1on. 
Public hearings heroin were eonducted by Examiner W11-

liame at Los J.ngeles. 
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Ap~licent now operates under Deci6ion No. 7635 on Appli-

cation No. 5268. dated May 27, 1920, a service ~or the transpor-

tation of :e':re1ght be~V1een !:z:I.g1ewood, ~ suburb of !'os Angelea, .c].!ld. 

Los Angale3. Since the iesuance of this cert1~icste~ an~ more· 
.. 

perticularlr 1:0. the lest t110 years, applicant has conducted an 

non cell" buziness in tho transportation of fUrniture~ mach1ne~ 

end household gOOds froe Inglewood to various pOints in Southern 

California. According to the testimo~ of a,plicsnt and her 

husb~nd, E. E. Lewis, these movements hs~e been infrequent and 

~lways b1 private arrangement with the conSignors, snd clesr17 

constitute a bUSiness of the same character as that aeclsred in 

DeciSion No. 15818 on Application No. 11303 of Ben Moore to be -_ .......... 
one not between fixed termini Or over regular routes, and hence 
not within the jurisdiction of th1s Comcission. 

~he application was subm1tted solely upon the test1-

monr of ~pplicant gnd her husband, and was not supported b~ the 

testi:ony of aDY other witnesses. We therefore believe that 
. . 

no public neceSSity was sbown for the general service proposed~ 

~d for this reasan. as well as because o~ the character o~ the 

service itself, the application should be denied. 

In the course of the hearing it developed that appli-

cant NAry K. Lewis is not the holder of the certi!1cate granted 

by Decision No. 7635 on Application No. 5268. ~his certi~icste 

was issued to E. B. LewiS. Applicant testified that before and 

ever since thia certificate was granted she has owned and con-

ducted the business, and that until the present hearing she had 

not been aware that the certificato had beon grsnted in her hus-

band's name~ inste~d of her own. ~his statement was cor-



roborated b1 y~. Lewis, who testified that he had believed at 

all times that the businees and certificate were in the name of 

his wife. In view ,of this situation applicant was given ~er

mission to amend the application h~rein to provide tor the 

transfer to MArr Z. Lewis of the certificate grante~ b1 ~ecision 
No. 7635 on AP:911cation No. 5258. ~e application "mJ.S so 

a~ended end the smended ap~11cation alleges that nb1 m1steke 

~nd inadvertence the permit ~bove referred to was is~ed to . 
E. E. tewis. doing o'O.siness as E. :B. Lewis Transfer Compt.lll1, in-

stead of in the name of applicant MA%1 X. Lewis". Exnminat10n 
of the record in the orig1nel proceeding discloses no inadver-

tence on tho part of this Commiscion. ~hc a:pplic~t1on wes signed 

~d verified by H. ~. tew1c, o~erating as "H. ~. Lewis ~rensfer 

Companyn, and H. E. teWis W&$ the only person present ns s,pli-

cent in support of the application. The record doee not dialose 

s:tr:l reference to Mary x. Lewis, and therefore the pleading in 

this respect is in error. 
It does appear, however, frOM the testimony in the 

present proceeding that H. B. LewiS desires to transfer the nbove 

mentioned certificate, without consideration, to ~rr ~ LeWiS. 
, ' 

his wife. end we see no re~son why this tran2fer zho~ld not be 

authorized, as the business is now and spp~rently slways has boen 

conducted. by j/;JJ.%y L Lewis, and 1lr. Lame testified that he had. 

no interest whatsoever in the business except as an employoe. 
We the%etore tind ~8 C feet, upon the record herein. 

that :public convenience and. necess'ity d.o not require the oper-

ation of an automobile freight service as proposed b1 applicant; 

and we further find. that the trsnsfer of the cert1f1.¢,Ste grnnted 
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to E. B. Lewis by Decision No. 7635 on Application No. 5268. 

to Mar,y X. Lewis, hie wife, should be ~pproved. 

O:a:OZR 

Marr x. Lewis, doing businoss under the tictitiouz name 

of Inglewood ~ransfor & Storage Company. having petitioned the 

EAilroad Commission for an order declaring that publiC conve-

:ience and necessity ~qui%e the operation by hor of ~ auto 

freight service between Inglewood end various ~o1nts in South-

ern Celitornia, a public hearing having been held, the matter 

having been duly submitted and now b~ing ready tor decision, 

~ 3A.ILROAD COID':(SSION OF ~EE SU~ OF CALIFORNIA. 
, -, ... 

~BY DECLA-~ that public convenience and neces~1ty do not 
.. 

require operation "01 applicant of an auto tre~ght service be-

tween Inglewood and variouS points in Southern Csliforn1a~ ss 

sot forth in the a~plication herein, and 
I~ :S RB?£BY ORDERED thnt the 8P~lie~tion herein be 

and 'the same is hereby denied. 

I~ !S :s:BBE3Y FUmE:ER ORDERE:O that the transfer, w1th-
, , 

out consideration, of the certificate granted by DeciSion No. 

7635 on Application No. 5268 to :a. B. Lens, doing ,.'businezs 

e.e the ~. :B. Lewis ~ransfer Comllany or Lewis ~rans!er Com:po.::l~,o 

to '!t.ary L !..ewis, his wife, actual owner of tb& business, 'be 

~~d tbe s~e hereby is a~~ro~ad, said tr~sfer being subject ~~ 

the following conditions: 
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I. E. B. Lew1~ shall immed1atel~ withdraw t~riff 
of rates ~nd time schedules on file with this 
COmmission covering servico. certificate for 
which is herein authorized to O~ tr~eforred; 
such withdrawal to be in accordance With the 
provi3ions o~ ~neral Ord~r No. 51. 

II. Applicant W£r.7 X. Lewis shall immed1atel~ ~11e7 
in duplicate, in ber own name, tariff of rates 
and time schodules co~ering service heretoforo 
g1 ven by E. B. Lewis, which rates and time 
schedules shall bo 1denticcl with the rates and 
time schedules now on file with the R~1lroad 
Commission in the name of H. B. LeWiS, or rates 
and schedules satisfactory in form and sub-
stance to the Railroad CommiSSion. 

III. T4C rights ~d ~rivileges herein authorized 
lXlS.1 not be sold., leaso,d" transferred nor e3-
signed, nor serVice thereunder diac~t1nued, 
unless the written consent of the Railroad Com-
mission to such sale, lease, tr~nsfer. aSSign-
ment or discontinuance he.s fir~t 'been secured. 

IV. No vehicle may be operated by app11~t l~r.y 
K. Lewis under the authoX'i t:r horein granted 
unless such vehicle is owned 'br a~plicant or 
is leased b1 her under a contract or as=eom~nt 
on $. "basis Ss.t13tacto~ to the :Railroad Com-
mission. 

~he effective date of this ordor shall be twenty (20) 
darB from and after the date hereof. 

~ted at San FranCiSCO, California, this 
day of ~j+c 1926. 
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