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LOVELAXD, Coxmissioner:
OPINION.

Tke compla.iﬁa’nts in this c¢case reside in thé.t g'y‘:‘rtion
0% the city of San Diego which lies between South Cholles Creek
and the southern 'bouné.ary line of the. c:r."'y of. Sa.n. Diego---f'“ ﬁ.‘he
complaint a.llegea That the San Diego & Southeaatom Railway com-
pany operates = commercial railroad. £rom the city of San.; :D:Legc o
"hrough Na...iona.l City a.nd Chnla. Vista %o O".:ay. ‘me line o:! thia
ra.ilway pracuica.lly bisectes the ..erri‘:.ory in which 'these com-—
 plainents reside. The oompla.int also alleges that the San Diego
Electric ?..a.ilway Company is sn eloctric street railwa.y opexa:ting
in the city of San Diego: that thie Company hes two lines’ r'a:n- .
ring o short distance outeide of the city linits, ome %o Xensing-
ton Park and the ovher to East Sen Dicgo. | , |
| The "ompla.int reques?a tha.t uhis Cormission require. ..
the Sen '.Diego & uont£§aatem Railway Company zné the San Diego
Elestric P.a.ilway Compe.ny to excha.nge transfers at the po‘n'::a o:!f
in;cervséction of fheir '1i‘ne8'. | A‘J‘pr_eeent, if ome of “the oomplain—
ente degires 10 :-‘ea.ch- some poins on the line of the Sexn Diégo
Electric Radlway Company he :m_st pay two fares of five cents
esch, ome %o the Sex Diego & Southesstern Railway Comjaaﬁy and.

,




'che‘othor to thé Sex’ Diego Electric Rallway COmpany Ln order‘
such as prayed for in the complaint would enti‘tlo the compl&in—
ants to reach any poin" on the-lines of The San :Diogo Elec.ric
Ra.:!.lwa;y Company or a single Zfare of five cents. Complaimta
do not de°iro the e:oha.nge of tranefers Iin order t0 reach any
point on the line oL the Saxn Diego Eloc*ric Rn:tlway cOmpa.ny on'z-
side of the city of Sar. Diego.

In thei:- snewer to this complaint the de:fendant com~-
ponios z-o,iao. the question o:ﬁ Jurisdiction. They claim that
Secoion 15 oz drticle XI of the Comstdtution ol This State e;ivea
%o ‘the mnicipal au*horitiee of the ci 5y o< Sa.n :Diego the rigb.t
to rogWate rates of transpoz- tation upon s..reet- ra.ilwaya detween
podnts within the municipal limits. ‘miey ¢lain tha’t;,:::hemmicipal
suthorities have alresdy Lixed a rate of five cents :oif suoh trans~
pblrta't:ion. The defend&it éo;npanies v"c:ozi‘.:cnd.- thet thds Commission -
has no Jurisdiction o roqﬁre them to exchange tz‘-ana:ferva.'zor the
reasoﬁ that a.n'order z'eq'airing aucim excha:go of trapsfers wonld
compel the street :a.:!.lwa.y company ©o accept & portion only of
tﬁe five cent Zare :tor sronspor ":,ing a paesenger betweem *wo points
within the limi. 3 0f the micipality and ..haf guck an ordor wordd
amount to 2 regulation of «he rates of the s..:reet J:a.ilway company
:for tran...porta‘bion vithin the c...‘y limits, 't:he power tO rogula:to
which rates iz voated mlusively in the municipal aut horitiea.

I an of the opinion thet the con‘:ention of the de*endant

compan:x.es is correct and that this Coxmiszeion has no jurisdiction

. -

to gran® the reliea. requeate& in Thils complaint. -

I recoumend, therofore, %hat the complaint be dismissed.

and submit horewith the Zollowimg Zorm of order:




JORDER.

This cacse coming on rega.la.rlyl Zor hearing and, after
argument had),‘ it appearing that this Commission has no juris—
diction Yo grant the relief asked for in the complaint, --

| IT IS HERERY ORDERED, that the complaint bo, oud the
game horeby 1s &ismissed. o ' .

The foregoing opinion and ordér sre hereby approved
and ordered filed as the opinion and oxder of the Railrosd

Comnission of the State of Californis.
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Dated at Son Francisco, California, this “Ad_ day
of Decembor, 1913. |

~ComZasLoncrs.




