
:Deoision :No. , I '-! ,. 1.. 

:BEFORE THE :aAILBOAD COMMISSION OF THE 

In the matter of the applioation of ) 
PA.S.lDDA TEANSFER &: ~ORAGE CO •• a ) 
corporation. ~or oertiticateof pub- ) 
110 convenienoe and necess1~ to ) 
operate freight. express 8Jld baggage » 
serv10e between Pasadena and Loa 

Applioation Ho. 8301. 

Angeles. ) 

BY ~ OOMMISSION. 

R. R. Sutton for applioant. 
E. T. Luee:.v fo r Atchison, Topeka and 

Santa. Fe lta11~. . 
E· E. Bemettfor union Pacd.fi0 Ra.11W8\V 

System. ' 
R. M. Blair for Pasadena Eleo~10 Expres8, 

Joe snd 3d's Express. and Hodge 
Trs:c.sportat1on System, protestants. 

ltI:'s. E:. S. Mace,. for .,Auto Parcel: ,Deliver;y. 

OPINION' --------
A publio hearing was held by Examiner Westover at 
. . 

Loa Angeles ~on the above entitled applioation for certifioate 

o~ publ10 convenience and necess1t:.v to operate a f.re1ght, .~eee 

tmd bagg86e service between Los JJ:18eles snd Pasadena upon the gro'll%id 
that S'Ilch service has been g1 ven regaJ.ar~ snd oontinuously sinoe 

a period prior to ~ 1. 1917. It appasrs from the testimony 

herein that applicant has been engaged in business in Pasadena 

for m~ years. in storage and moving, in the drqase b'QBine8. 

operated pr1nCipsJ..17 in Pasadena With oocasional trips to LoB 

Jngeles. in the baggage transfer business between the ra11wq 



stations and Pasadena and Los Angeles t and in the transportation 

~t general merchandise and freight regularly between loa Angelae -and Pasadena ,and waa so engaged prior .. t 0 and s:f.nce th e a'LOptiOll 

of Chapter 2l3t Laws of 1917. J.pplicant olll.y reoent17 oftered 
.. 

ita ta:rifi's aud schedules for :filiD.8. preT10uSly ol.a1m1ng that 

it was not under the jurisdiction of theOo~ssion. p~ino1pal

ly for the reason th!I.t it did not have a fl:'eight terminal or 

o£':!ice in Los Angeles, and that i te baggage transfer business 

was opera.ted o:Dly on separate csJ.la. When the company f1nal-
. . 

~ offered its tariffs and sch~dules for filing the~ were not 

acoepted; but baea'Q89 of the long de~ 1 t was directed to :file 

applicat10n of the above character, tha.t other carr1ers migh:t 

be given opportunity to protest. 

It further appears !:rom the te8timo~ tha.t ahort17 

after the s.dopt1on of the statute. and again at a later period. 

about 2-l/2 years a.go, a representat1ve of the Oommi8sion oallea. 

upon applicant with reference to filing sohedUles and tariffs .. 

required by- the Oomm1asion 's General. Or4er~' and 'Opon facta 
-presented at that tim.. the conclusion wasreaohed that the oomp-

~ ... as not 1lD.der the j'C%'iad.1ot1on of the Commission. ~h. books 

presented seemed to indio ate that the company wasengage4 prin-

e1pall,. 1n a:.-;.~:tor hire~ servioe upon separate calla. .1ppsrently . .. 
it was not statod at that time whether or n~t the oompa:ny 1I'as , 

haultng 1reight or merchandise, but the impreSSion received b7 
, ' 

the OOmmiss1on l s representati'7e was that all of its haul1n'S was 
.-

on apec181 Oal18 snd not over a regular route between f1xe4 ter-

minala. 

It appears. howeTer,from the test1monJ of J08e~h Z1m-
mermen of Joe and Ed '8 Express that at the time he drove foX' ,. ap-

-plicant tn 1913. it was operating regular 80hedUles between Loa 
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Angeles and Pasadena hauling general freight and merohandise 

and that he observed continued operation of this oharacter attar 
, 

he left its emplo:?,; that at thiS period and later applicant often 

operated as :ma.:ay as six vehioles on one rotllld-trip schedule. 

The b1lBiness was operated with teams. for many years and about 

It aatis:CaotoriJ.y appears ftoom al.1 the t.at1mo~ that 

'becs.use of operation as a common oarrier in good. faith. prior ,to 

}lay' l. 19l7, applioant was not reqUired bY' the a'tatut',at the 
time o~ its adoption, to prooure a oerti~1oato o~ pUbli0 neoea-

8it;y 8XI.d. oonvenienoe; that suoh operation has oontinued regul.ar-
, . 

11 sinoe, except for a period of three or four dar8, owing tG a 
oontroversy- with the :tederal. revenue o:t:t101ala oonoem1l::lg, p~ent, 

ot war tax, which was resolved by them in applicant's, :taTor~ md 

that its failure to file schedules and tariffs 88 reqUired ,by 

the Commission's General Order was excusable under all the oir-
t 

cumstances shown. The Commission therefore deems it ~.o •• aar.y 

in this partictllar 1nsts:a.oe ths.t app11cant be now requireil to 

make proof of publio necess1t,r and conTenience for ita BerTic. 

in the same manner and to the same extent that wo'Dld be req121red 

in the case of an app11cumt preparing to begin business. anc1 that 

the showing made is su:fficient to proTe the continued ext.teo. 

of an operative right established prior to Ue.;y 1, 1917 .• 
a.t 

.Applicant movaM'the hearing for leave to amend the ~orm 
" . 

of its app:l.1oat1on to oo:r:t:form to the proofs submitted and to re-

quest a determinati'on of its operative rights. if the Comm1uion 

should oonel.ude that such amendment dl;.oulc1 be ms4e. LeaTe to 

amend as proposed is accord.1ng17 granted. 

shown to bo th~t foun~ in the Order. 

-3-



ORDER 

A public hearing h~ving been held in the above entitled 

app1ication~ the matter being submitted und now ready for decision, 

and i t a.ppe~1ng that the applicant was opers.ting in good fa.i tho 

o~ M~y 1. 19l7, as a. common carrier of freight, express and bag-

gage between Los Angeles and Pasadena, over a re~lar route via 
.. 

Los Angeles streot. Macey Stroet, 
. ' 

Oneonta Park, and Fair Oaks, Ave_. 

A' Mission Road, Runttngton Drive~ 
r 

within the meaning of Chapter 213, 

Statutes ot 1917. $.nd has continued t'o· so operate sinoe th~t time, 

and it· appe$.X'1ng therefore thst it is unnec:esse.:ry tor 1 t to pro-

cure a certificate of puolic convenience and necessity, 
IT IS E]L~Y ORD~RED that applicant file copies of 

its ts.r1f! and time schedules w'lithin ten d~ :from date hereof. 
IT !S BERZBY §~HBR ORDERED that the application in all 

other respe~tSjbe., and. 1t 1~ hereb1 d,iiim1ssed.. 

Dated at San Francisco, California, this ~day of 

December. 1922. 


