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BEFORE THE RAILROAZD COMIISSION OF TEE STA‘.I‘E OF mm%

In the matter of the application of

PASADENA TRANSFER & STORAGE CO., a

corporation, for certificate of pub=~

lic convenience and necessity to Applioation Noe 8501.
operate freight, express and bhaggage

service detwoen Pasadensa and Los

Angeles.

Re. Sutton for =mpplicant.
T« Lucey for Atchison, Topeka and
. Santa Fo Railway.
Ee E. Bemnett for Union Pat‘dﬂo Railway

: Systome.
E. M. Blair for Pasadena Electric Express,

Joe znd Ed's Expresas, and Hodge
Transportation System, protestants.
Mra. Eo S. Macey for Auto Parcel Delivery.

BY TEE COMMISSION.

OPINIONXN

A public hesring was held by Examiner Westover at
Los Jugoles wpon the above entitled applicstion for certificate

6:&' public convenience and necessity to operate alfroiggt, oxpross

and baggage service betweern Los Angeles and Pesadena wpon the gronﬁd |

that such service has been giv‘en}egularly and continmously since
a period prior to May 1, 1917. It sppears from the testimony
herein that applicant has beern engaged in dusiness in Pasadena
for meny yesrs, in storage snd moving, in the drayage business
operated principally in Pasadena with occasional trips to Los

~ Angeles, in the baggage transfer business between the rallwsay
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stations and Pssadens and Los Angeles, and in the n-anaportation
oL goeneral merchandise an&- freight regularly between Yos Angoles
and Pasadena =ud was so engsged prior to and since the sdoption
of Chapter 213, Laws of 1917. Applicant cnly recently offered
1ts tariffs and schedules for f£iling, previcusly olaiming that
it was not under the jurisdiction of the Commission, principal=
1y for the resson that it d1d not have a freight terminal or
office in Los Angeles, and that its baggage transfer business
was opora.th only on separsate casllse. Whoen the company finale-
1y offered ite teriffs and schedules for £iling they were not
accepted; but because of the long delay it was direocted to Lile
application of the above character, that other carriers might
be given opportunity to proteste

It further sppesrs from the testimony that shortly

after the adoption of the statute, and again at a later perxiod,
about £-1/2 yesrs ago, & representative of the Commission called
upon epplicsnt with reference to filing schedules snd tariffs as
required by the Commission's General Order, and upon facts
presented at that time, the conclusion was reached thet the comp=
any was not under the jurisdiction of the Commission. The Dbooks
presented seemed to iniicate that the company was ‘ongag:oav prine-
cipally in az"for hire" service upon separate calia. Apparentiy
it was not st;ted at tﬂat time whether or not the company was
hauling freight or merckhandise, bdut the impression received by
the COmmission'a ropresentative was that all of iis hauling was
on speciszl oslls snd not over s regular route detwsen ﬁ:ﬁea ter-
ninalse '

It appears, however, from the testimony of Josep‘h" Zim-
zerman of Joe and Bi's Express that at the time he drove for ap-
plicant in 1913, it ;vas operating regular schedules between Los
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dngeles snd Pasadena havling general freight and mexrchandise
and that he observed continued operation of this charaster after
ne left its employ; that at this period snd later spplicant often
opera.téd. a8 many a8 8ix vehicles on one round=-trip sohedule.

The business was operated with teams for many years snd about
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It aatisfactorily appears from all the teasatimony that

becanse of-Opera.tionv a8 a common casrrier in good :zaitﬂ prior to
Nay 1, 1917, applicant was not required by the statute,at the
time of its adoption, to procure a cortificate of public neces~
8ity and convenlience; that such Qpera.tion hes continued regulax—
1y since, except for & period of three or four dgys, owing to &
controversy with the federal revenue offioclals concerning payment
of war tax, which was resolved by them in spplicsnt’s favor, snd
that its failure %o file schedules and tariffs as required by
the Commission's General Order was excusable under all the cire
cumstances Shown. The Commission therefore deems it tnnecessary
in this particular iﬁstance that applicant be now required to
meke proof of public necessity and convenience for its service
in the same manner and to the same extent that would be required
in the case of su applicent preparing to begin businsss, s;n& that
the showing made 18 sufficient to prove the continued existence
of an operative right es‘ta.}lished. prior to May 1, 1917,

Applicant move_d_l? r.:he hearing for leave to amend the form
of its spplication to Qoniérm to the proofs submitted smd to ro~

quest a determination of its operative rights, if the Commi asion
ghould conclude that such amendment #:ould be msdes, Leave to

amend as proposed 18 accordingly granted.

At en adjouwrned hocoring appiicant’s reguler rowte wes

suown Lo be thot found in the Order.
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A pudblic heering asving been held in the sbove entitled
application, the matter being submitted end now resdy for decision,
ond it a.ppearins. thet the spplicent wes operating in good faith
or Mgy 1, 1917, as & common cairier of freight, express and bag-
zage between Los Angeles and Pesadens, over & reguler route via
Los ingeles Street, Mﬁcey Street, lission goad, Huntington Drive,
Oneonta Park, end Fair Oaks 4ve., within the mesning of Chapter 213,
Staotutes of 1917, and has contimued to so operate since thet tize,
ind it eppesxing therefore that it is unnecessary for it to pro-
cure & certificate of pudblic convenience and necessity,

I7 IS EEREBY ORDZRED thet applicsnt f£ile coples of
its tariff énd'time schedules within ten dgys from date hereof.

I7 IS EEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that the application in all
other respects be, and it is nereby dismissed.

Dated at San Framcisco, Californie, this giﬁﬂgfday of

Decexber, 1é22.

Coumissioners




