Decision No. 24071

BEFCRE THE RATIROAD COMMISSION OF TEE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

=000~

CALIFORNIA INTERURBAN MOTOR TRANS-
PORTATION ASSOCIATIION,

Coxplainant
VS

) Case Ko. 3130
ALEX NEYERS doing dusiness as .
TESTERN TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, )

Defexdant.

)
)

Phil Jacobson and Richard T. EZddy, for Complainant

Sazborn, Roehl & Brookmam,.dy i. 3. Zoekl, for
Defendan?t

E. M. Wafle, for Wade Skipping Compeny, iaterested
paxrty :

George L. Coldurn, for Zerbor Franchise Cexriers
Associetion, interested party

E. J. Bischoff, for Domoven Transportation Compeny,
interested paxrty. '

BY THE COMMISSION:
CPINION

The compleint hemein alleges that Alex Meyers, doing
business as Western Transportation Company, is exgaged in un-
euthorized common cerrier operations by truck betweer Wilmington,
San Pedro, East Sen Pedro, EHerbor City, Terminal Island, and
contiguous territory, on the oze hend, and Los Angeles, Vernox,
Euntington Park, Glendale, Pasadens, Sente Nonice, and other
points contiguous to the City ol Los Angeles, on the other hand.

e smended snswer denies any operations withiz the provisions




ol Statutes 1917, chapter 213, as zmended, or sugject to the
Jurisdiction of the Commission. Defendant claims that "the
only question presented in this proceeding is the questlon of
the power of the Commission to grant to, or withhold from a
trensportation agency the right or privilege of engeging in
Interstete or forelgn commerce over the highweys of the state.”
(Brief for defendant, D. 67) . _
| Alex Meyers, doing business urder the Lictitious
name of Testern Transportation Compeny, is engaged in the trans-
poxrtetion busineés by amto truck betweezn Los Angeiés harbor
points and Los Angeles and adjacent territory. Ee has deezn so
engeged for same Tive or six yea:s,-prior to that %time being
exmployed as manager of Celifornia Truck Company, a certificated
carrier. Twenty one trucks end three trailers are used in an
almost daily operation between Los Angeles and the hardor.
The record shows, and it was stipuleted that defendant réceives
compensation fram his services; <+that a hauling service is
rendéred fran ship side to Los ﬁngelés, or Zrom ship side %o
towns contiguous o LosyAngcles; and that defendant uses one
of the mein highweys between the City of Los ingeles and the
hardbor.
Mr. Meyers, testifying on his own bekelf, stated

thet the majority of his hauling fram ships et Los hngeles
narbor to Los Angeles and adjacent points is dcme for a limited

number or'éustomers, among which are S. H. Kress and Compexy,




1
F. W. Woolworth Compeny and J. J. Newberry COmpanyF.? Since

November, 1926, defendent hes been hauling for S. E. Xress and
Compeny, and since 1927 for Woolworth =xd Compery under en
exrrengenment of practicelly the same neture as is set forth in
the present written agreezents. Defendant testified that 88
per cext ol the tornnage hauwled from docks, ex ships, harbor
to Los Angeles and adjacent points 1s transported for these

three companies, and that most of such tonnage originates in

Atlantic seaboard points and interior Eastern cities, exd the

bdance in foreign countries.

(1) PExhidit No. 12 is ar agreement dated November 10, 1930,
between S. Z. Xress end Company and A. Meyers. ZExxibit No. 13
is an esgreement dated November 28, 1930, with F. W. Toolworth
Co., and Exkivit No. 14 is an agreement dated June 15, 1931 with
J. J. Newbexrry Co. These agreements provide in substaxce that
Tirst party employs defendent T¢ transport, distridute and
deliver ell merchendise axnd other property delonging to Lirst
perty required to be transported, distriduted or delivered o

or from the herbor and the wvarious stores of the first parly
located in southern Celifornia, and zgrees to pay therefoxr in
accordance witk a2 schedule of raves attached 1o the zgreement
(these schedules were omitted from the exxidbits); defendant o
provide facilitles and perform service prouptly and efficlently;
%o render assistance in collection of claims against other car~-
riers; and to remit collections thereon; to forward to office
of first party (New Tork, Sem Francisco and Los ingeles, re-
spectively) fmmediately after distributior, the origimals or
copies of all railroad Lrelght bills covering pool cars; to
cooperate with stores of first perty as o hours, comditions

of delivery, collection of Lreight dills and hauling charges, o
note demege or shortage, assist in Lreight clalm inspections;
that freight dIill charges coverfng carloads for distridution skall
be pro-reted between stores of first pexrty, separate freight
pills 4o be issued by defendant on shipments to each store; de-
dendant to carry inmsurance; and that employment of defendant
izcludes the tramsportation of all merchandise aad property of
£4rst perty received at the harbor axd at ralil Terainals in

Los Angeles, whether consigred to Zirst party or its egents, or
consolidated with other shipments and comsigned vo or in caxre of
paxrties other than first party. These agreements are to corntinue
ip force for three years; for one year, and unless prior %o
expiration of suckh period oxe o the parties gives notice to the
other of election to texrminete, Zor an additional term of two
~ yeers thereafter; and for oxne year, respectively.

Se




Exhibit No. 15, & grotvp of shipping documents cover-
ing what is stated to bde a representative movement for the above
three parties consists in part of a bill of lading issued dy
Baltimore & Obio Railroad Company covering a shipment of gless-
ware from Clarksburg, West Virginie, shipper Hazel-Axias Glacs

Co., consigzmed %o Luckemdech Steamship Line, Philadelphiz, Pa.,
- end bearing e notation "For S. H. Xrees & Co. Sante Monica,
Calif." The next docmment in this exxidit is & photostatic

(e)ong or‘an original bBill of lading of the Luckenbach Line,

showlng chipment received from "Hazel Atlas Glass Co Clerksburg
W Va", consigned to "S. H. Eress & Co Sante Moalca Calif™, port of
discﬁarge being "Po:é of Los Angeles Calif™, and "Routiné Bgyond

Poxrt of Dischargé c/o Western Trans Co™.

Tn addition o tonmmage for the abové three companies,

defendant testified that he hendles tralfic in pool lots, or
consolidations, Tor Western Tralfic Conference, Retail Furniture
Associetion, Intexcoastal Comsolidators, and the "West
Trensco®™ consolidetion (Western Transportation Company). De=-
endont testified that the busimess handled under these four
consolidations amounts to 5% per cent of the totel tonnege
handled by him Lrom tle nerbor to Los Angeles and aljacent
points. The Western Trassic Conference is an association of
Pacific Coast depertment stores, and the traffic of this con-
solidatisn arrives oy ships of the Willlams tne and Gulf Racific
Tine from the Atlentic sesboard or eastern interior cities.
-These goods consis?t largely of cotton piece goods and toys.
Zxhibit No. 17 (shipping documents) covers 2 consolidated ship-
ment from various eastern shipéersrto Bullock's, Broadwey

Depextment Store, end Seaxrs Roeduck Co. 2t Loc ingeles. The




shipper (via Culf Pecific Redwood Line, from New Orleans )

was "Columbia Termimels Co., St. Louis, Missouri®, and_thé con-
signée "Westérn Traffic Conference, Care Wbsternlrranspcntation
Co., 317 N. Meyexrs St:eet, Los Angelec, California”, the pori
of diucnarse being "Los Angeles Eerbor™. |

\ccording 20 defendant the pe:cenuage distribution
of traffic handled from the harbor ex ship to Los Argeles and
adjaceﬁt points 1s 88 per cent to Xress, Woolworth and Nbvber*y,
5% per cent under the four consolidations, and 6% per cent
miscellaneouns, none of whick originates at polnts within the
Stete 'of California. Theze exe same 15 of 20 miscellaneous
accounts.

As T0 The return movement of trucks Ifram LOS'AQ@GE:SI‘
t0 harbor polnts, defexndant testified that adouvt 90 §er ceat of
such movement is emply. The ance of 10 per cent consists of
. shipments Lor Cudahy Packing Company destined for eastern poin?s
end Eonolulu, and of furniture for the FTurniture Menufacturer's
Assoclation destined To San Franciseco and adjacent territory,'

and handled under a consolidation consigned to Overlend Freight
Transfer Compeny at San Trancisco, distridutor for the assoclia-
tion at that point. In addivion there zre a few revurxn ship-

ments from other customers destined to eastern points.

Transportation Zor Cudehy Packing Company is nandled

in accordance with a letter, which was not offered iz evidence.
Exaidit No. 18 is an sgreement dated June 12, 1931, with
Furniture Memufacturer's Assocletion 2nd ic somewhat similar %o




(2)
the sgreements referred o previously .. Deferndent estixnated

that between 4 anfd 5 per cent of his total volumme of tralfic
hendled moves undex the errangenent with the Furniture Mexu-~
racturer's Association azd is the only traffic handled waich
has its 6rigin and destinaxion;*n Celifornis. Furniture Is
hexled for stores other then members of the assoclation.
During the month of September, 1931, approximately
1500 tons were aandled between Los ingeles and the hardor, aﬁd A
approximetely the seme emount guring Octoder, 1931. In addition,
during the above monthé, approximately 80 tons wexre hanled for
Cudehy Packing Compeny and 65 or 70 tons ZTor furniture companies.
. Tt appears fram the testimony of the termizel srper- '
" 4ntendert of American~Eawaliex Steamship Compeny Thet shipments
arriving at the hasdbor dy boat axe discha:sed srom ship'ts hoox
end placed on sour~vheel trucks, which Trucks are haule& to a
centrel place om the dock called the *pattlefield”, vhere the
freizht is segregated. Thellarger truck companieé operaving
1n%t0 the harbor each have 2 designated "spot* in the traansit
shed. After segregetion, the packages ere dsstrivuted to. the
various "spotsT. This work is performed by s+sevedores exployed
by the séeamsﬁip company. The shipments sre checked out %o

+he truck compenies, the latier giving a receipt cor the mriiculer

(2) The first peragreph of Iaxxibit 18 provides that Tirst Darly
enp»loys detendent "to comsolidate, trensport, distriduve and
deliver merchandise and other propexty forwarded by, or consigned
%o, or in the care o® Pimst Party and reguired to be consolidated
and/or distridbuted at Los angeles OT Tos Angeles harbor and
trensported or delivered between LoOS Angeles, Lo Angeles bhaxbor
and other points in Southexa Californisa. Suck employzment shall
epply o consoLidated or pool cor shipments orgmerchandise Lore-
warded by, or consigned %o, oX 1p the care of First Porty sad
the comsolidation, éistribution and/or trexsporiation of which
P{rst Pexty has coptrol”.

Txhihit No. 16 is a similar agreement dated June 17, 1931,
with Retail Furniture Associatlon o2 CaliZfornia.




commodity. I no standing oxder is on file with 'the stesmship
company, 2 shipment is placed omn & spot on the dock called the
"miscelleneous spott. Notice of arrival Is sent, and i no
fastructions are reéeived, the shipment is automaticelly moved
vy a truck company designated by the auditor's office of the
steanship companye. " '

Trucks are loaded by cuployees of the trucking ébmpanics,
end delivery is neade fo the trucking companies (there ere ap-
proximately itwenty carriers operating between tﬁe hé.rbor and Los |
Angeles under certilicates of public convenience aznd necesslity
issued by this Comission or By vintue of opera‘:iop; iz good faith
prior %o regulation) only upon presentation of e delivery oxder,
which order is not issucd by the audivor's office of "«hé steaxxship
company until freizht charges have been paid..

Defendant hauls Lor numerous coacerns located in Los

Angeles énd adjecent cil¥ties, suen es Glendale,( T)rernon, Swntington
z :
Perk, Santa Monice, Pasadena, Zollywoold, etc. . Some of the

business houses served are menbers of one or moxe of The various
consolidations mentioned above. TFollowing The Tiling of a zew
tarliff on October 12, 1931 by a certificated carrier, rales
charged to members of the Retell Furniture Association consolida=-
tion for hauling from the harbor were revised dowaward at the e

quest of stores for waom delendant was ravling.

(3) Some of the Losc ingeles concerns for vhon goods are moved are
S..H. Xress end Compeny, Barker 2ros., F. W. Woolworth Company,
Broadway Deperiment Store, Sears, Roeduck Company, Wilhelm Paint
Compexny, the May stores, Bullock's, Schulte United Company, Williaxm
Voelker Company, J. J. Newberry Coxpany, J. W. Rodlason, Walker's
Departzent Store, Coulter’s Depertment Store, Jacodby Brothers,

Dyas Company, Zastern Outfititing Compeny, Lipzman 3rothers, Greater
Broadway Furniture, Chandlers, McPherson, Natiomal Silver Company,
National Dollexr Stores, J. M. Overall, Ruskin Company, Good oand
Jenkins, Birch Smith Furniture Company.
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Certain concerns for whom property is traasported, such
as Natiozal Silver Company, do not move property over any cco~
solideation. Trencportation ckharges of delendant to and from
the harbor are‘paid by the shipper or recelver of Ireighvt.

In the case of S. E. Xress & Company, which operates a number

of 5, 10 oxnd 235 cent stores, each store pays {ts owa transporva-

tion cherges, ordinarily by cash. The movement is controlled
by the New York office of Kress & Compary, although locel dray-
age arrengements for transportation frbm the harbor was made
through the Los Angeles office of zald company. Stesmshipy and
other advancé charges are paid by defendent, who Is reizbursed
2t the time o delivery. Bills rendered dy defendant, as oX=
plained by the traffic manager of Broadway Department Store,
chow the inland freight charges, Wherfege handling, insurence,
ocean freight, and the trucking charge.

The record herein clearly shows that defenlant is operat~
i3g & coxmon ¢exrier trucking service axzd thatv +he major poxtion
o7 the goods hauled by him c:iginafe at or ere destined to
points outside of the State o7 California. It 1s the position
of defendant that he is not engaged in local oOr intrastate com=-
merce, dut in interstate and forelgn commerce, and that the
sedld statute (Auto Stege end Truck Tremsportation Act, Stats.
1917, ¢h. 213, as amended) providing that a certificate of
public convenience and noéessity shall be obtaizned from this
Commission prior to conducting common carrier *truck operatvions
‘tor compensation detween points {n Celifornis, does no% apply
40 his operations.

Secéion 9 of Statutes 1917, chapter 213, as amended,

reads as follows:




meitker this act nor any provision thereol shall
epply or e construed to apply to commexce with forelen
netions cr ccumerce among ke several stetes of thls '
unioz, except im so far a3 The same DAy be permitted
under the provisions of the constitution of <the Unlited
States and the agcts of congress; orovided, however,

that with reference o traasportarion ccmpanles

operating solely iz Inmterstate commence beitweem ARy
point or polints within +his state 22d eaay point or
points in any other svate oOr in axy foreign zation,
the railroad coxmission shall have the poweT to pre-~
seribe such reasonadle, uniform zmd non~discrining=-
tory rules and regulations iz tkze {nterest and aid
of public healik, security, sefety, coavenience axnd
general welfare as chell in its opinion dbe reguired
by public convenience and necessity.™

Defendant in support of his arsumént that 4his Commis~
sion 1is withéut certificating jurisdiction over his operations re~

lies perticularly upom Suck V. Kuykendall (1925), 267 T. S. 307, and

Busy & Sons Compeny V. Nhlgxﬂ(1925), 267 U. S. 317, In each of these

cases the Supreme Court of the United States neld thet o state statute
requiring a cexrtificate o2 public convemience and necessity rrog.a
state reguletory commission as 2 condition precedent to tke conduct
of interstate motor cerrier operations was an {nterference with
intersstate cormerce and unconstitutionel.

Buck v. Kuykendell, sipra, involved a Tashington statute

‘prohibiting,cmmnon corriers for hire from using +he highweys betweel
+ixed termini or over regular Toutes, without having Lirst obteined

s certificate of public convenience and necessity. The highest stele
court hod consirued the section as epplying to ccmmoﬁ carriers en-
gége& edeuSively in {nterstave commeNce. e facts were that Buck,
wiching to opemte & siege 1ine between Seattle, washingtoD, exdl
Pertleand, Oregom, a5 & common carrier exclusively for througk inter—
state passengers mnd OXPIessS, applied 4n Tashington for the prescribed

certificate. This was mefused on the gouzd that under state laws

a certificate cowld not ve granted for serritory already Delng ade~-

Se




quately served by a certificate holder, and that there were ade-
quate traaspoxtation facilities between Seatitle and Portland.

A billl to enjoin enforcement of the statute was dismissed by tie
Federel Couxrt for western Was von, exnd reversed on appeai;

It was held that the primary purpose of the statute was not re-

gulation with & view to safetly or to comservetion of the highways,

but the prohidition of ccmpotifion. In this regzard the Court

stated:

"The vice of the legislation is dramatically exposed
by the fact that the state of Oregon had issued its
certificate, vhich may be deemed equivealent to a
legislative declaration that, despite existing
facilities, public convenience and necessivty required
the establisbment hy 2uck of the auto stage line be-
tween Seattle and Portlend. Thus, the provision of %the
Washington statute 1s a regulztion, not of the use of
itz owmn highways, dbut of interstate commerce. Its .
effect upon such commerce is not nmerely To burden dut
to obstruct 1t. Such state action is fordidden by
the commerce clause.” (69 L. ed. & 627)

In Busk & ‘Sons Companvy v. Maloy, szwra, e pe:nit'

to &0 an interstate dbusiness (beiween Delawere and Maryland) as
a common carriex of Ifreigh? over spcciriéd routes was dented L-%s
the Public Service Commission of Maryland. Action of e stete
court dismissing a Hill to restrain state officlals Lrom inter-
Tering with ﬁhc operations was reversed.

 TWe are of the opinion that the said two decisions of
the Supreme Court of &re United Statés érc not applicable to the
:aéts in the instent case. In the twé cited deciszlions the:e was,
in each case, & physlcal novenent of transpoxrtation racilifios |
between two states, waich movéme;x vas inter:er#d.'with »y ﬁhe
respective state statutes. In the Instent case thre transpoftation

racilities of deferlant are not operated interstate. ~ The opere~




tions are locel, principaelly betweer Los Angeles and Los Angeles
'harbor, approximatelywtwenty-two mileé in distance. The Lact
that a s@Bstantial amount of camnexrce wxich 1is moved by defendant
from the harbor to Los ingeles i3 interstate in character (the
continwity of the movement not being broken =zt the harbor) 1s
of no significance. The requirements of the Celifornia stetute
cast no undue durden on Such commerce. |

In Re Railway Exvress Agency, Inc. (Ohio Pud. Ut.
Comm., 1930) P. U. R. 1931 &, 177, 193, the Ohio Commission steted:

"Toile it is true toat this Comuission camnot .
deny-a certificate detween 2 point without the steate
and a point within the state for interstele transporta=
tion wpon paymeat of teax, filing of insurance and can-
plying with reasonadle police Tregulations, and suck
operation 1is an interstate operation, the operation
of the truck proposed in the present case is purely
intrastate, regardless of the Zect that {¢t may handle
shiipments that are in interstate coamxerce.lle various
decisions such as the Danilel 3Ball Case and others cited
by applicazt apply simply to the questions as To wherther
or not a certaln dripment is an intexrstele movement and
does not in any way affect the fect that the proposed
operation herein is an Intrastalte opexation of a tTruck
governed by the Ohio Motor Transportation Law and the
rules of this Commission.™ .

NX. Y. Central R. Co. V. Public U*ilities Commission

(1931), 175 N. E. 596, P. U. R. 1931 D, 10, was & proceeding in

érror‘rrcm the Ohio CQmmission(b?rore the Ohio Supreme Court.
&
An order denying a ¢cextificate. was claimed 0 de umlawful in

"Thet the Commission failed to recognize that the
denield of the right to transpoxt intrastelte commexce
on the highweys constitutes a denlel of the right Yo
transport interstate commerxce, in the light of the
evidence that interstete commerce constitutes & very
laxge pexcentage of the traffic hondled and wes not
reasonably susceptidle of szeparation Zrem the Iintre-
state cormexrce.™

(4) The application for a cex¥ificate was Qenied upon three
grounds: (1) that no proper tariffs had deen Iiled as wequired By
law cnd the rules of the Commission; (2) that the evidexce did not
show public necessity for the additional service proposed; and (3)
that the evidence 4i€ not show that the exisiing motor transpartio—
tion ccmpanies were not readering edeguate and convenient service.

11.




Regarding this contention the court states:
"The proposed route is entirely withim the state and
we regerd the fect that some of the Zreight proposed

t0 be kauled involves interstate shinments entirel
Immaterial”. . ? 7

A0r to the adbove case the New York Cerntral Reilroed
Company hed deen ordered by the Ohio Commission %o cease trucking
operations, and such order was before the Supreme Court of Ohio |

in New York Centrel Railroad Comvany v. Publie TUtilities Commis—

sion (1920), 170 N. E. 574, P. U. R. 1930 B, 423. Ia 1925 the

railroad hed mede & contreet with A. B. Peek Compaxny, under wtich
the latter asgreed To trexnsport by truck from station to sltation
between Clevelend and Toledo all such Treight (izcluding inter-
stete commexce) as the rallroad might deliver. o, such company, et
& specilied rat.:e.

"The evidence showed thet all freight hauvled, 74.4
pexr cent of the number of shipments was intersitate
and abo'&t*vg per cent of pouxds weight was also inter-
state.

"The respondent”™ (railroad) Taccepts suck Lreight
end trensports 1t under its bills of ladizg and way
b{lls, being the wniform bills of lading and way bills
in genersal use by the respondent and other reflroad
"In short, %the respondent has made this truck opera~
tion & part of its common carrier business. * ¥ ¥ * ¥

mk % ¥Complete supervision of the operation 1s in
+he New York Central Reilroad Compexy. The trucks
are used exclusively ZLox the railroad, end at every
minute o2 the time of carxiage the property transported
1z under the zailroad’s control, belng hendled through
the use of dLlls of lading and way-bills, execily ac
a1l other classes of Treight. * * * X x X

X K MTensce the New Tork Central Railroad Compary
under this record is not only a common carxier for
hire, but with reference to this perticular Lreight
{t 15 a ecmmon cexrrier for hire, and the contract of
cerriage never ceases to De a contract ol common car-
risge." :

-




The Court held that the Commissior ordexr directing
respondent to ceace and desist did not cast 2 burden on intexr—

stete commerce and the order was aZfimmed.

In Stephenson v. 2inford (United States District Cour?,
S. D. Texas, Oct. 26, 1931) P. U. R. 1932 4, 1, S3 Fed. (28)
509 certeirx "private contréct carriers™ sought to exnjoin enforce-

ment of & ;tétute requiring a permit.

wk % *Pinmegan alone c¢laims 40 be & heuler in inter—
state commerce. His allegation in that respect Is
+hat, though he hauls beitweex points entirely within
«he state of Texas, the goods which he hauls have
moved into Texas interstate, sné that he heuls them
as part of taefr uncompleted movement.

® K X ok %k kK Xk Xk X

"fe do not eny more agree with ¥ {ntervener
Finnegen that he is ex interstate carrier. Eis con-
trect 1s made in Texas; his carrlage is in Texas.
Thether the goods which he is carrying have really
come o rest before ke picks tkem up, O &are iz
the course of comtinuous tramsit, the record does
not show. But, i 1t &1d shew the Tacts 0 e as
he contends, we think 1% would be 2a straining of the
point to say, because tze goods he handles inire-
~=ote heve caue from ouvside of 1%, vhat the require-
mept that the carrier who cortracts wholly in Texas,
and who carries wholly theXe, procure 2 permit to
do so, and sukmit himself to tke regulations whick
the state requires, constitules a burden on inter-

ctate commerce.”

ORDER

A pudblic hearing raving beer had and the above natier

submitted upon briefls,

It is heredy found as & fact that'Alex Mbyers,‘doing

»uciness under the Lictitious name ané style of Western Trans~
portation Compeny, 1s engeged ixn the transpartation of property
»y auto truck, for ccopersetion, and aS’a coemon carxier, be-

tween Tixed texxini and over regula: routes, oz the publlic

13




highways of +this state, between Wilmington, San Pédro, Zast
San Pedro, Earbér City, Texmirpel Island, and contiguous ‘terrifory
within the State of California, .on the ore hand, and I.o;: angeles,
Glendale, Vernonm, Huntington Park, Santa Monica, Pasadena, Hollywood,
and. poizts edjecent to the City of Los ingeles, 211 within the
State of Californie, on the other ..a::.d, witkout "‘11-3" raving ob;
:I.ned a certificate of »ublic convenience and neceu......"y for such

operations, as required by Statutes 1917, chapter 213, as amex¥ed,
and _
| IT IS IERERY ORDERED that zaid Alex Meyers immedidely
ceasé and desist such caxmon carrierx oper;.tions unless and wntil
he shall have obtained a certificate of pudbli¢c convenlence and
necessity therefor; and

IT IS ZERESY FURTEER ORDERED that the Secre‘car} of
this Commission cause a certified copy of ithis opizion and order
to be personeilly served upon said Alex Meyers, and thet certified
coples of this opinfion and order be mailed to.the Zoaxd of Public
Ttilitlies and Trazsportation of the City of Los Angeles, and ©0
the Division of Motor Vehicles of the State of Californis.

This op:’.ni..on and oxder shall decome effective twezty

(20) days after the date of service above mentioned. %/
. :

Dated at Sen Trancisco, Califormia, This day

of Apxil, 1932.

Comffione*s .




