
Decision No. 

BEFORE 1SE RAIlROAD CD MMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFOBNll 

In the Matter or the Application 
ot CITlmrS ~'O'CK COMP~ry, LTD. 
tor an,order to olarity the 
operating rights originally 
gran ted to Hudson & Hudson in 
Deoision No. 5820. 

M.A. Case.c.ave, Applicant. 

Application 
No. 18411 

Henry ~. Bischoff for Donovan Transportation 
Compac.y c.c.d Rice Tre.nSl'ortat1o.c. Compe..n;r, 
interested parties. 

R.C. Bliss tor Pac1fic Motor Transport Company 
and Southern Pacific Company, interested 
parties. 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

Applicant herein seeks an order trom this Commission 

"to clar1ry the operat1ng rights originally granted to Bud. son Be 

Hudson in Decision No. 5820 dated Octo~er 21, 1918". The purpose 
" 

or the c~irication is to establish in the applioen; as the 

suocessor in interest~ the rieht to serve pOints intermediate to 

Los Angeles and Long Beach based. upon the origi.c.al grant which 

while granting termini was silent as to intermediate points. 

A publiO hearing thereon was conduc ted by Examiner 

Kennedy at Los Angeles on October 4 and at this ttme the matter 
" 

was submjtted for decision. 

The testimony presented. by applicant is that it succeeded 

to the rigllt originally acquired by Hudson 8: Hudson Which was 

subsequently transferred to a firm, Hudson, Hudson and Gi tb.ens, 

later by this firm to the Tolson Tren~portation System and by this 

corporation to applicant Citizens Truck Company, Ltd. by Decision 
, ' 

No. 24304, dated December 14, 1931, on Application No. 17836. 



•• • 
According 'co the testimony ot' M.A,. Case.nave, C1 t1zens 

Truck Co~y, Ltd. continues, as did its predecessors, to serve 

Huntington Park, Southgate and Lynwood, incorporated communities 

in Los Angeles County, intermediate Oll the route originally granted 

betweon Los Angeles an~ Long Beach. It is proposed in using service 

tro~ Huntington Park to go beyond the limits or that city to 

pertorm certain service tor the Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway 

in distribution or its L.C.L. shipments. While negotiations tor this 

service were being discussed the witness testified that it was dis

covered that the words "all intermediate po1nts~ had been omitted 

rro~ Decision No. 5820 on Ap?lication No. 4106, in which the original 

grant was ma~e. It is the insertion or this phrase that ap~licant 

now seeks. Under anyreliet granted in this application applicant 

would have no right to serve l'oi!'!.ts outside the c1ty l1m1 ts or 

Run~inston Park without possessing certificate theretoI'. 

Reference is also made to a statement dated July 14, 1932 

end executed under oath by Ly.an C. Hudson as tol~ows: 

nI, Lynn C. Hudson, hereby ce~tiry that Hudson and 
E:u.dso.ll~ o:peratins under the name ot Auto Delivery 
Comp~y, were conducting a trans~ortat1on service 
con tinuously betwee.n Los Angeles and Long Beach end 
inte~ediate pOints prior to May 1, 1917; that rates to 
all intermediate points were charged same as to 
Long Beaoh proper.~ 

This statement is indetinite as to pOints served, when 

the original action granting the certificate is conside~d in allot 

its phases. Applicat1o.n No • .nOS ws.s tiled under the na.me ot 

Amer1can. Transfer and Auto Deli very CompaJlY and was signed. by 

L~ C. Hudson. His partner was W.T. Hudson. The applioation pro:posed 

nto establish service tor the transportation ot an auto trei~t and 

bagS~e line between the City 0: Long Beach and the City or Los Angeles 

and intermediate points.~ nAll intermediate p01.1lts~ is not stated 
, 

in the title or elsewhere in the application. The tariffs submitted 

provide tor .nO 1ntermedia.to points. The time sohedule mentions only 
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tong Beach and Los Angeles. The application was determined by 

Decision No. 5820~ dated October 1, 1918. At that time the law 

re~u1red that ell applicants procure ~rom each municipality or 

county through which they operate~ or propose to operate, a permit 

to conduct the operation. over the route descrj.bed. The route 

provided by applicants was detinite.ly established by permits issued 

by the Board ot Supervisors ot: Los .. o\ngeles Cou.c.ty 0.0. Auga.st 29, 1916~ 

by a perm. t trom. the Boerd ot Public Utili ties or the 01 ty ot Los 

Angeles granted Septe~ber 19, 1916 and by permit ot the City ot 
Long Beach dated Oetober 8~ 1918 which final permit made etteet1ve 

the certiticate grac.ted. No jtermi t was tiled trom. Huntington. Park, 

Lynwood or Southgate. The route to be tollowed by app1io~t as 

stated in tl:.e or1gi.c.al. grant and i.e. the permits was as follows: 

Beginning at 813 East 5th street ~n the City or 
Los Angeles; east to Central A.ve.o.ue; south 0.0. 
Central A.venue to Slauson A.venue; east 0.0. 
Slanson Avenue to Compton Avenue; south on 
Compton Avenue to Florence Avenue; east on 
Florence.Ave.o.ue to Long Beach Boulevar~; thence 
south on Long Beach Boulevard to West .Clty L~ts. 

This route reversed is stated ~ the permit issued by the 

SUperVisors and so tex as applicant is concerned the rout1.ng granted 

within Long Beach. is or n.o materiality in this proceeding. BY'the 

routin.g thus described applicant passed into tne old c1ty ot 
Ennt1ngton Perk at the junction or Florenoe Avenue and Long Eeach 

Boulevard. Development south thereot consisted ot Walnut Park which 

is now a portion or the city of HUntington park. Sub8e~entlY' 

southgate Gardens was developed ~d south or t~ Gardena the Lynwood 

addit1on. was developed. Later each grew into a city or considerable 

Size, Southgate now having ap,rox1me.tely 19,000 e.nd Lnywood appronmat el3' 

7,000 population.. Development ot each place was subsequent to ~he 

granting 01: the certit1 ce..te although each 1 s con t1~ou.s to: Long·," 

Beach Boulevard. The eVidence 1.0. the record. 1n the original grent 

(which was made expe.rte) indicates it was the 1nte.o.tion to grant 

the r1gb. t tor this servi ce betw.een term,1.c.1. The subsequent testimonY' 
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or Mr. Hudson cannot be regarded as sat1stactory because or its 

indefiniteness and it is a mere assertion Without fixing time or 

pOints ot service. 

Applicant C1tizens Truok Company Ltd. was a defendant in 

Case No. 1871 where1n it was round to have possessed a prescriptive 

right between Los Angeles and Los Angeles Harbor but to no inter

mediate pOints end in compliance with this order rates were tiled. 

portation SySt~ riled suoh rates, in it$ Supplement No. 27C.R_C. No.4. 

Arter full consideration of the entire record in this 

matter, 1t 18 ~ot convincing that the re11e! sought in th1s application 

~hou~d be granted end tor that reason the application should be denied. 

C1 t1zens Truck Company Lto..,. a corporation, lla.v1ng m.ade 

application tor the clarification or the operating rights originally 

gran ted to Hudson. and Hudson ill. Decinion No. 5820, dated October ~, 

1918, on Application No. 4106, by the insertion or the w~ds ~and all 
, 

1nter.mediate po1ntsft in said deciSion, a public hearing hav~ be~ 

~eld, t~e matter hav~g been submitted ~or decision, 

IT IS EEREBY ORDERED that the app~ication be and the ae.m.e 

hereby is denied. 

Dated. at Sen Franc:1sco, Ca11tar-nia, this.2!! day o"r 

~~~<' 1932. 


