
REFORE TEE EAIL.":{QAD C012I:ISSION 0"5' TEE STA.TE OF CALIPOP.NIA. 

In the Matter ot the Applic~tion ot LYO~ VAN L~~S~ ) 
INC. I tor a cort1t1cate of public convenience and ) 
necessity to operate as 8. highway CO::o:lon carrier 1D. ) t""'. -- ~ ~ - ... ~ .... ~: 
the transports. tion or household goods and like com- ),' 
!Ilod1t103 over the to11ow~g routes .. alterna.te to ex- ) v,._ .... ~ .,;;,;," _ ... ..; - ... -­
isting certificated routes, between LonS Beach and ) 
Montalvo via U. S. Highways #101 .. #1013.1 be~neen Los ) 
Allgeles aDd Montalvo via '0'. S. E1ghvlays #1011 lOla ) 
and. State llighway #12.6, betwoen Los Angelos and San ) 
Berna.rdino v1n U. s. Highwaj fj:66 .. between LoDg Beach ) 
and San Clemente via Highway #101~ .. between Visa11a ) 
and F:l~moso via St$.te Eigb.ways .;;65 and #198, between ) 
Gilroy 3Jld Ca.1Ua via. St::'\ t~ Eighway .#152; aDd as an ) 
enla.rs;ement a.:ld e::tte~31oD ot its exist1:lg oporative ) 
r1gntz, bet?reen Los Angeles and the Arizona-Cal1:orn1~) 
L1ne via U. S. Eigllws:ys #60, fiSC :l%ld #99 Slld between ) 
SllCrameDto a:od the Ores?n-Califor:oia. LiDe via. U. S. ) 
Hizb,wo,ys li'99,#9ge and #99w and intermediate po1Dts 8.Dd) 
tor removal of cer~1o restr1ctions on existing cert1-) 
t1cates and tor authority to publish a con~olidated ) 
tariff and through rates tor a cG~tit1cate de novo in ) 
lieu of all other cortificates ot applicant. ) 

Application 

No. 22588 

C. P. VON EERZEN, tor Lyon Van tiDes, IDe. appl1CD-llt 10 
App11~t1on No. 22588 

C. E'A...~OLD SEXS:J!ITE, tor LyoD ·v9.D Lines .. IDe.,. and LYOll Van 
aDd storage CO~aDy, ic support of Applicat1o~ No. 22588 

JACKSON W. lQ:NDALL" tor :3ek1lls Van. Lines, !Dc ... Bek1:o3 Van 8J:ld 
Storage COl:lpany, and Bek1:o.s V9J:l and Storage Inc ... in 
support of Application No. 22480 

DANIEL P. BRYI\..~T, '!or Bek1n~ Van Lines, Inc., applicant 1n 
App11c~tion No. 22480. 

E. L. H. BISSINGER, tor Pac!f'ic Electric Railway, Soutb.e%"l:l 
Pacific CompaDY, and Pacific Motor Truck1Dg Company, 
protestants. 

E. J. BISCHOFF a.J:ld 'N. "r.. !{cMU"J.J:,IN~ tor Soutb.e::-n Oal11'or%l1a 
FreiSht Lines and Southoro Cal1!or.oia Freight For­
warders" protestants. 

V~CE K. DO~~, tor Pacific Freight LiDes and KeY3toDe 
Express Syste~, protestants. 

PEIL JACOBSON, for Western ~ck Lines, Ltd." Protes~t 

ELLIS BROWN, tor Tr1o.ngle Tr8..l:lster and Storage Company, 
protestaDt 

PERCIE C. 1'HACKE.~, for P10Deer Truck and Tra.nsi'er Company, 
10 support of Application No. ~80 
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v. C. COLLIER, 1:0 support of Applies. tioD No. 22480 

ROBERT B. GNAG&~, tor Red Bluft Chamber ot Commerce 

DON EEMST.ED, for Zemsted Van L1oGs, 10 support or Appli­
cation No. 22480 

F1'! TEE, OOMJ.o:sSION: 

o PIN ION 

Applico.nt, Lyon Van !,iDes, Inc., is a b.1ghway common car­

rier ot household goods and personal effects over certain highways 111 

the St~te of Calirorni~, pursuant to authority granted by the Comm1~­

s1oD. Applican~ts present operative r1gnts 10 so~e areas are re­

strictea as to loads and servico, and the lateral rights granted OD 

each side ot the highways tra.versed are not un1form, 1Zl some instances 

be10g twenty-five miles and 1D others five miles. Authorit7 is sought 

10 this application to conduct a service over certain alternate 

routes withiD the areas DOW belcg served;(l) to extend applicant's 
, 2) 

present operative r1oht~ over new hignwny3;\ to unify late~al oper-

ative r~ihtz to twenty-fivo m1les 1n all instances; to remove the load 

( 1) 

(2) 

Route No. 

Route No. 

Route No. 

Route No. 

Route Xo. 

Route No. 

1 - Between Long Beach and Montalvo via Hignways 
U.S. #101 and alter.oate #lOl. 

2 - Between L03 Angele3 and Montalvo via Highways U.S. 
#101, alternate #101 and A1shway State Route #126. 

; - Between Los Arlgelcs and san Bernardino via Highway 
U.S,. #66. . 

4 - Between Long Beaen an~ San Clemente via Highway 
U.S. alto~~te #101. 

5 - Bctv:een Visalia. and. ?a.mooo via Highway:,' St:3.te 
Routes#65 and #198. 

6 - Be~roen Gilroy and Cal1!a via Highway State Rout~ 
#152 • 

All po~ts on said routes are now served by app11c~t, exce~t 
a:p:prox~tely 25 miles ot Route No.6 between Lo:! Banos and 
HOllister. 

Route No. 7 - Between Los Angelo3 ~d the California-Arizona 
L1lle vi$. E:1ghways U.S ... #60, #80, and #99. 

Route No. 8 - Between Sacramento 8J:ld the Call1'ornia-Oregon 
L1Ile via E1g.b.wa.y3 U.S. #99 , #99E and #99\7. 

Route No. 9 - That portion ot Route No. 0 ot apprOximately 25 
miles 1n length, between Rollister and Los Banos, 
whlch 1s not now ~cluded wi~1n the territorial 
operative right~ of applicant. 
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and service restrictions;(;) and for a certifieato de novo to lieu 

of all other ~ertit1cates or applicant. 

Public hear1ngs were held at ,Indio and Red Bluf! before 

ExIm.1ner Cameron. The matter was duly S'llbm1tted and subsequently 

a~:', Examiner' 3 Proposed Report was iss':led. Exceptions to the pro-
- ! 

poaed report wer~ tiled and req~est made ~or fur~er hear1ng,U+) 

wner,upon ~ Commission issued ~ order February 1;, 1940, setting 

aside submission and reopened the matter_ror ~ther hearing at LaB 

Angeles on March 5, 19~0, before ~~er Malqu13t. On the latter 

date the matter was duly sub:::L1tted a:c.d. '18 now ready ror dec1s1on. 

In s. number of respects this order is at variance with the 

conclusions and find.1ngs reco:n::nende:i by the Exam1ner' oS Proposed. 

Report. 'rhe proposed findings will be outlined, the exee:;>tiona taken 

will then be, discussed, and explanations given wherein our eoncluaiona 

difter. 

Upon stipUlation at tbe hearing it was ordered that this ap­

plic~tion be conso11datedwitn the hearing on Application No. 22480 

of Eekins Van Lines, Inc., !or tbe purpose ot receiving testimony.. 

The latter application will be disposed ot in a separate decision. 

Applicant's operations are cond.ucted p~su.ant to eerti­

f1eates granted by the CommiSsion 1n siX decisions rendered between 

1922 and 1931.(5) These orders were consolidated and an in l1eu cer­

tificate issued October 24, 1932, in Dec~s1on No. 2528,. In addition 

to these risbt.s applicant secured the opera.tive rights of the City 

Transfer and Stora.ge Company of Lo%~ Beach, tne transfer being autQor-

(3) 

(4) 

DeCisions Nos. 2528; and 31217. 
Exceptions to Examiner's Proposed Report tiled by Southern Ca1i­
forn1a Freight ~ines, protested tb.s.t he:lr1ngs were only held in 
Indio and'Red Bluf! and requested tbat a hearing be set tor 
either Los Angeles or San Diego. Triangle Transfer and Storage 
Company requested ~ opportunity to appear and be heard" stating 
thst they had not received notice of the previous hearings in 
this matt'er. 

Decisions Nos. 1006" 11291, 150851 18776, 20577, and 23550. 



ized by tne COmmission 1n Decis10n No. ;1217" dated August 22, 19,8. 
Copies or applicant's Art1c~e8 of Incorporation, together with annua1 

f1ne.nciaJ. ata.tem.ent of 19:38, a:'o on .file With the COmmission and have 

'been lncorpors.ted in the record. in this proceeding. These records, 

together with the list of equipment, (0) ~ow that applicant is quali-

fied to render t~e propo30d ~ervice. . 

. 1'b.e record discloses tb.a. t the serv1.c e now rendered by ap­

pli¢ant, together with the proposed service, namely, the transporta­

tion or household goods ~d personal effects, is's. spec1a11zed tr~8-

portat1on service requ1ring persons especially trained in the hand­

l1ng of uncrated fu.rn1 ture and houseb.olo. goods. It also requ1r.es 

special trucks and vans properly padded Sl:ld eqUipped W1 th pads, 

dollies, slide boards, and p1~o ~overs to properly handle and trans­

port said household goods Witb.out damage or 1nju:ry. 

?I:o'Rolod Serviye East ofLQA...AA~;eles s.nc1 Ssn,Diego 

Applicant's proposed service east of Los Arl.gele s and San 

Diego 1sv1a Highways U. s. #60, #80, and #99, serving aJ.l points 

on each route 1nter.nediate between Los ~eles and the California­

Arizona border and laterally within So distance ot twenty-!ive miles 

on either side or said highways. This enlargement is sou.ght to be 

consolidated and ~t1ed with ~e operating rights now held by appli­

cant as one transportation system. 

The record discloses that the population ~ the territory 

east o·r Los Angeles bas increased cons1derably s1nce 19,0. In Palm. 

Springs, for instance, the increase was 417 per cent, (7) Blythe, 117 

per cent, Beaumont, 84 per cent, Banning 7l per c~t, and Riverside 

County ha$ increased in population 81 per cent. This increase in 

population bas resulted in the building of many new residences in 

(6) Exh1bit "AI! of 8t>p11cation. 

(7) Exb.1b1 t No~ ·8. 



this terr1tory, and. the desert resort aX'oaa o~ Pa.lm Springs" 

Cathedral C1ty, and Twenty-Nine Pa.l.ms b.ave shovm. substant1sJ. devel­

opment in the past tew years. The attract1 ve winter climate or 

these desert resorts bas resulted in a seasonal mo.ve:netl.t of· people 

to andfro::l these areas. In the fall of tb.e year many people move 

~elr househol~ gooas and personal ~ffects, UDC~ated, to the desert 

resorts and in the springtime the :nove::.ent 1s out'bou:cd :from sucb. 

resort areas, pr~c1pallj to the Los Angelos ~tropol1tan area, with 

some :sbi:9me:lts mov1ng norta. ot Los Angeles to other parts or the 

state. In order to provide for tb,is seasonal i:c.1'lUX" various b'l.lS1·­

ness organizations" such as oil companies, and chain stores, are 

required. to move their employees to and !rom these areas •. 

Beg1nniDg with the tirst week in April" 1939,. applicant 

d.ec1ded to run a weekly van service from Los An3elos to Riversid.e" 

San Bernar<i1no, and. beyond., to det er:::1ne how :u.cb. business m1gb.t 

be developed. by a reg'.llar schedule. T".a.e resuJ.t 01' tb.is experiment 

during the test period .shows tb.:lt tb.e less-tb.a.n-truckload sh1pments 

increased considerably and every ind1cat1on po1nts to a still 

greater increase, pro'V1 ded a resJ.1ar service could be establish.ed 

and add1t1o:o.al effort made to secure the businoss by b.a.v1ng the ser­

vice generally tlade known to the public. 

The record turtaer disclo3cs that the agents ot Lyon Van 

Lines, Inc.~ situated in various parts ot the state have received 

181 inqu,iries tor trans?ort:l.tio:o. of household goods and personal 

effects to aDd :from the territory east ot !,os A:o.geles and Mecca. 

Three inquiries were received for transportation ~erv1ce to-and trom 

theterr1torybetween Mecca and the C:l.lifornia-Arizona border, aDd 

~-1nqu1r1es.to and :rro~ the territory in Imperial Valley.(S) 

(8) EXhibit NO.1;, page 8. 
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~. present operative r1gl;t" ot applicant in this ter­

ritory eAtond trom Long Beach to Mecca. However, this certificate 

contains certain restrictions 3.$ to loads and serVice which appli­

cant requests be removec.. Tb,1" reque:'5t Will be given. 1'urtQ.er con­

sideration and disposed ot later on in t~s decision. 

~ODQ30g S~tx1c~ Notth of §a9ramento 
f • • ~ .. .. # • • • • , • • • • f • • • ~ • • • • 4 • •• ••• 

Applicant's proposed service north of Sacramento is via 

Highway ir. s. #99E oy way ot ~v1a.rysville and Highway U. S. #99W by 

wa.y of '.7111ows., and from the j-..:.:c.ction ot those highwa.ys north to 

the Cal1fornia-Oregon border on Bigb.way U. s. #99, together With 

la.teral rights ot twenty-five miles on each side ot said highways. 

This enlargement is sought to be consolidated. and unified. with tAe 

operating rights now held ~y applicant as one transportation systom. 

The7"e are no large reSidential cOlmllll.'Ojties in this area 

a.t the present time and it 1s bighly improbable tb.at a b.1giJ. load 

factor can be developed on intrastate trattlcexcept in connection 

with interstate movements. T he possibility ot a local household 

goods carrier secur1ng return tonnage o~ any long distance move 

within this territory is highly remote. 

The population increase in recent years in this area 18 

to a great extent in proport~on to the increase in populat1on 1n 

other :P8.l'ts of the state.. In ce:"t~n area.!" such as the Rodd1ng­

Sha.:sta area, a.s a re,sult ot the con::;trtlction of th.e Shasta D8%!1 on 

the Sacramento River, there bas been a large influx of workers and 

the const~~ct1on of many new dwell1ngs. 

Witnes3 Sexstl1th" tor s~pplica.nt, testified that he had 

made a survey 3bortly prior to Uay, 1939, covering the cities north 

of Sacr~ento, 1nclud~g YUba City, Gridley, Chico, Redding, Mt. 

Shasta, Corning, ~eka, and Willows. T~s survey(9) was conducted 

• • • • • • , r .. • • .# .. • .. ~ • • ~ .. .. • .. .. ,. .. • .. .. ,. • • • • • • f • ,. r " • ,. .. .. .. • I- • • ,. ,. .. • .. <I , .. .. • • • • r .. ,. 

(9) Exhibit No. 13, pages 6 and 7. 

, 
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by the w1 tne sa calling persollS~lly upon various local gf3neral trs:n.s .. 

,9orta tion ·ag~Il.cies 1n this ares. and',.Q1scloses tha. t there 1:s a 'con­

siderable volume of household goods business moVing in and out of 

this territory; that there is need tor a regular scheduled service 

thro1lSll tb.13 area; and that there is need for a sel'vi'ce conducted 

by exper1enced people w1~ spocialized equ1p~nt. The Witness fur­

ther testified that Lyor. Van Lines l Inc., per£or~ aserv1ce't~UOh 

tbie' territory over Highway,g U. S. #997 #99E;. and #.99W north of 

Sacr~ento ~ interstate service and that from J~uary 1, 19;8, to 

May 1, 1939, a total of 57 round tr~ps were made between California 

and the Pacific Northwest l and that numerous intrastate sb1pm~ts 

were handled on these trips between Sacramento and tho Cali!orn1a­

Oregon border •. 

Shipments transported in applicant's interstate operation 

between po1nts ili. Callfor.::l.1a G.!ld the ?:lC11'1c l~ortb.west move in both 

directions in about equal quant1ties of tonnage, thus ~roduc1ng 

a high load factor and thereby reducing transportation costs on.a 

per hundred weiSAt basis. HOwever, a~ a general rule, the equip­

ment 1~ not loaded to capacity and therefore applicant contends 

that it can otter a regular 1nt::-8.~t3.te service along this rout.e 

through northern Californ1a witl::l. little a.dded operating costs. 

Alternate Routes 

Appllcant requests that the following routes be author-

ized as alternate routes only: 

H1gh.way State Routes #6, and #198 by way of Porter­
ville and Visalia from Famoso to the intersect~on 
of I:I1gbwa:y State Route #198 with E:1Sh,way U. s. #59; 

Betwe~ Ventura and Castaic Junction via S1ghway 
State Route #126; 

Between Gilroy and Callfa via Highway State Route 
#152; 

Between San Francisco ~nd San Jose via H1gbway U. s. 
By-?ass -#10l; 
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Between Rivers::'do and San Diego via ;Qlgb.way 'U'. s. 
#,95. and 

Bet~~en:',Long Bellcn and Serra via 51gb.way U. S. alter­
nate'- #101. 

The. record d1zclose.s that coinc1dent with the improvement 

and. COn:ltruction of highways" new territory ba3 b,een developed and 

modern dwellings constructed. Appl1~ant contends the proposed al­

ternate routes will pe~1t expedited service to intermediate points 

along those routes, in the newly developed areas, and w1l1 afford 

economies in operation which ~ll be reflected in lesser operating 

costs. 

Restrict! ons' 

Applicant alleges that the proVisions and restr~ctions 

contained in,its present operstive rights are somewhat contusing, 

if not conflicting. ~he in lieu certi!icate, issued October 24, 
19;2, 'by Decls,1on No. 25283, retained the rcstr!.ct!.ons and limit­

ations contained in the certificates grantee by the CommiSSion be­

tween 1922 and 1931. In the instances where tne re~trictions were 

contained in certificates granted directly to applicant there waa 

no objection raised, because at the time said decisions were 1s­

~ued the restrictions did not appear to be objectionable. 

Applicant's operative rights between San Francisco and 

Los Angeles" n~' the Coast Route~ authorizes it to serve a.J.l 1nter­

n.ediate points:, but rest:-icts applicant from conducting a tbrougb. 

service between te:omini of San Francisco and Los Angeles. Lateral 

rights 01: five miles on either side of th.e main il1ghway were a.uth­

orized along this route. During the lust decllde and a hal! many 

developments have occurred along the Coast Route .. including the 

construction and improvement or many highways .. resulting in the 

development- or districts beyond the tive-:::.11c limita.tion. Appli­

cant alleges tba. t . this ha~ created a public demand. justifying the 

unification 01: lateral rights to a twenty-five mile area on either 

-8-



s1de of th.e higllways traversed. Applicant 1'urther alleges that 

public decand for 36rvlce to intermediate pOints along this route 

has increased considerably and the. need tor consolidating ~1pments~ 

including through tonnage bet~ee~ te~1n1 of San Franc1sco and Los 

. Angeles, x'equire~ tb.at it be authorized to transport through ship­

ments between tl:.ese t ermin:l. and along tb.1:l rou.te. 

Other provisions in applicant's present certificates wbich, 

from ~1s record, appear to be confUsing are as follows: 

1. Between San Francisco and L03 Angeles, via the San 

Joaquin Valley route, applicant 1.:;; restricted. from handl1nS s:n.y busi­

ness locally between co~ities situated in the territory betwe~ 

San Francisco and !iLa.ntecs., while another right authorizes a serv1ce 

between San Francisco and Sacramento, by way of Tracy ~d Stockton, 

serving inter.=ed1ate points. 

2. Between Los Angeles and Bakersfield applicant is 

limited to five :c.11es on either s1de of the highway, while the cer­

tif:tca.te 10sued to the C,ity Transfer and Sto:::-age Company of Long 

Beach, which has been acquired by applicant, authorizes a service 

between these points and tw~ty-f1ve miles laterally trom the high­

way. 

3. Between. Sax:. F'ra.."l.Cisco and San Jose, via the Coast 

Route, applicant is limit ed to a. f1 ve-mile lateral rlgllt, w1l11e 
another cert~r~cate a~thor1zoo a sorVice botween San Franc~seo and 

SliI.'O. 03'000, via Ssn l~teo alld Palo Alto, with a twenty-five -mile 

lateral right. 

It 1~ apparent :rom tb1~ record that appl~cant's asente 

and the public generally have found the conflieting restrictions 

and limitations of a.pplicant's existing r13nts to be contusing and 

reque3t is made that a ce~t1ficate de novo be issued ~ lieu of all 

other certificate3 of applic~t clarifying these restrictions and 

eliminating conflicting conditions. 

-9-



Applicant also requests that certain restrictions and 

limitations contained in the operative rights granted 1n 1925 to 

the City Transfer and Storage Company ot Long Beach, which were ac­

quired by applicant, be ~~oved and the certificated r1~t8 be con­

solidated and unified v~th the operating riShts now held by appli­

cant as one tr~sportation system. 

The above certil'1cate restricts applicant to the trans­

portation of household goods aDd like commodit1es in ntruckload 
.. 

lots" and :5tates that each movement lltIlst, in every instanee7 l:.ave 
-

its origin or destination in Long Beach as one terminal. 

The following four routes are 1nvol vee. 1n this c ert11"1cate: 

Lon; Beach to Santn Barbara, via Ventura; 
Long Beach to Bakersfield, v1a Lebec; 
Long Beach to San Berna.!'d1no and Mecca, via 

El Uonte or Santa Anll. Canyon; and 
Long Bee.ch to San Diego, via Santa Ana.. 

Witness Sexsmith test1!ied that the termtttruckload lots" 
. -

1s ambiguous and could vary in the extreme from two or tb.J:oee p1eces 

loaded on a small. pickup truck to 10,000 pounds load.ed on a large 

van, w1th many var1ations 1n betvleen. He :fUrther test1fied that 

this restriction was placed in the Commiss1on's ded s10n in 1925 

and that even though it could be considered to apply to the average­

s1zed truck it still creates a confus1ng Situation, because the 

avorage-sized t~ek in use today is muec larger than obtained 1n 

192 5-
Witne::;s Sexs::ith 1'ul'ther tostified tJ:a t the restrict10n 

pertaining to s b1pment s :a.a.Ving either or1gin or dest1na.t1on 1n 

Long Beach was contained in the Commission's decis10n issued in 

1925 vlhen Long Beach Vias a geographically separate connmm1 ty I with 

long stretches or unQ6veloped territory between it and the nearest 

c1ty; tha. t during the interim per10d many %lev: bighwQy$ ha.ve 'been 

constructed and the territory developed to such an extent tnat Long 

Beach 1s now cone1dered a~d included as a part of metropolitan Los 

-10-



Angeles. The record further discloses that the Commission by 

Dec1sion No. 288l0, in Case No. ~086 and Case No. 4099, superseded 

by Decision No. ;2,25, included Long Beach, tor rate ~1ng pur­

poses# in the territorial de:Jcr1pt1'on or metropolitan Los Angeles 

and t:b.a t no distinction in rates tor long d.1stancemov1ng serVice 
~ 

exists between these points With a possible few exceptions. 

~~ Aga1~t Ad~~ Q~erative R1Sbts - Los Angeles-San D1~ 
Te:rr1 tor;!, ................................ , •........ " ........ , .... . 

Mr. El11s EroV4l , co-partner o! the Triangle Transfer atld 

Storage Company or San Diego, protested the granting of any ad­

dltional rignts to app11cant between 103 Anseles and San D1ego, or 

the removal of ~y restrictions contained in the oporative r1gAts 

which applicant acquired from t~e City Transfer and Storage Comp~y 

o! Long Beach. Ee testified that Triangle Transfer and Storage 

Company maintalns So schedule of three round. t:t'ipa a week between San 

Diego and los Angeles and that 1t has been unable to secure suf­

ficient tonnage to load its trucks to c a:pacity_ 'J:b.e operative 

rights of tb.1:J carrier include the tra.nsporta.tion 0: new aDd second­

hand, crated or u:o.crated, office, store, and house furniture, show­

cases, household goods, pianos, musical :i.r.~struments, trunks, bag­

sage and personal ef!ects (as s. part of and in connection with house­

hold goods), including the right to serve intermediate pointe aDd 

lateral r1ghts tor a distance of th1rty ~les on either ~1do of the 

highways traversed., via E1gb.ways U. s. #101 ano. alterrw.te #101, 'be­

tween Los Angeles and San Diego. 

In:add1t1on to reco==enc1ing the granting of extens10lla 

and enlargement of applicant's present operative r1~ts as, sougnt 

in Application No. 22588, the proposed report recommended the re­

moval of restrictions and l1mitations contained in Decision No. 

31217, as hereinabove set forth. 

A review of tbe record of Lyon Van Lines, Inc., d1scloses 

that applicant was d ellied a certificate of public convenience and 
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necessity bet~6en Los Angeles and San Diego in 1955, by Decision 

No. 27919 on App+1cat1on No. 1,9697. At that time the Co:m:m1ssion 

found: 

n*~~~~~Aer6 are now ei3ht certificated carriers, as 
well as the A. T. arid S. F. Railway Company, o~erat1ng 
between Los Angeles and Snn ~iego and, of these, three 
specialize in the transportation or uncrated household 
and office t'urniture, etc. None ot these three car­
riers are operating a daily service in this specialized 
field, due to ~e fact that the amount of bus~ess 18 
insufficient to justify such frequency of service. The 
record does not disclo:e any inadequacy of the pre:ent 
service and does show tnat the existing carriers are 
capable of tr~sport1ng ~y times the present volUme 
ot business.·::~:. ... ::-~-;;·rr 

~ 

The record in t~o instant application discloses that 

applicant's agents have received numerous requests for service 

from pOints north and east of Los Anoeles to San Diego and inte,r­

mediate points. However, the record is not convincing that the 

present serVice of the existing carriers between ~os Angeles and 

San Dieso and intermediate po1nts was inadequate or inconvenient. 

Pro~osed Co~od1ty Descr1~tion 

The proposed report reco~ended the following comcodity 

descriptions: "For the transportation 0'£ crated or uncrated house-
. 

hold.goods and personal effects a~d al11ed co~odit1es, including 

property usually used 1n and soout the household when a part of 

3"tlch hO'l:.sehold equipment or supply; turn1ture, fixtures, equipment, 

and tee property usually used in ~ 5toro, orriCO, museum, ~st~tu-

t1on, hosp1tal,or other establishment, when a part of the equip­

ment or supply or sucb store, ~~r~ee, museum, 1nstitution, hospital, 

or other establisbment, works of art, tur.n1ture, musical ~n3tru­

ments, displays, exhibits, and a~t1cles re~u1r1ng specialized hand­

ling and equipment usual.ly employed in tb.e moving or b..:,usenold 

Soods and oftccts." 
-

Prote=tants to this application. opposed the granting of 

a:n.y operative rights to a.ppl1cant, as an extension or enlargement 

ot its e7..1st1Ilg r1ghts., "I.b.1ch would author!.ze applicant to trans-
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port new furniture, household goods, office or store fixtures and 

equipment, except when s~e wero not intended tor resale. Protcs-

tB.nts proposed tbs t 1n the event new !Urn1 tu.re for purpose of re­

sale was tr~sported, the rates to be assessed by applicant anould 

'be not less than 200 per cent of the minimum rates ot such com­

::nod1t1es wb.~n c~ated, as prescribed b; ·the Railroad C0llml1SS10n~ (10) 

The record discloses that no attempt was made OJ appli­

cant to show convenience and necessity tor the transportation or new 

i'u.rni ture". hous.ehold goods, offie e or store fixtures and eq-1l1pment 

from wholesalers to retailers, or such commodities when intended 

for the purpose of resale. 

~i th the above except10ns tJ:.ere 1s nothing of record to 

oppose the granting of this application. Eekins Vs:A Lines, !nc.~ 

also· appeared 1n this :t1.!ltter, as cUd Eekins Van and Storage CO::1-

pany and Bekins Van ~d Storage, Inc., all of the above-named ap­

pearing as parties in support of the application. 

~ert~~~xate de n~vo in l1eu of Ex1stb~S Cert1tl~at~s 

Applicant'~ present operative rights between san Francisco 

and Los Angeles, vis. tb.e San Joaquin Valley route" r estr1ct tile 

transportation or sb1pmenta handled between 1o~ Angeles and points 

north of Bakersfield to ane including Fre~o, to used household 

furniture" including p1anos ~d musical instruments, Which are 

sh1pp.cd from o\mer to owner and not intended. for sa.le or trade. 

All o~er operative rights ~~ch applicant now possesses contain 

no re~trict1ons as to the transportation of new furniture" house­

hold· goods, office furniture and equipment. 

Th$ rocord 10 convinclng that it i3 desirable from both 

the standpoint of the applicant and the general public that an in 

lieu certif1cate sh.oi:.ld be issued. on a systemWic.e basis w1 th uniform 

(10) Exhibit No. 22. 



oper~t1ve r1¢hts to include any enla:ge:ent or extens~on of oper­

ations as hereina~ter set fort~, thu~ cl~r1fying tariff commodity 

description and s~plifying relation: betwe~ the applicant and 

tAe pUblic gene~ally. However, it would appe~r that applicant 

~ould be restricted to the clas~ of transport~tion it holds it-

sel£ out to serve tbc public, viz., the ~ov1n6 of used household 

gOOd8 and personal et!ects fro~ ~es1dencQ to ~es1denco, or resi­

dence to warehouse; the movlns o! uzed ~~n!t~re~ fixtures and equip­

~nt from office to office, or store to store; ~d the transport~­

t10n of new turn1~~e, !1xtures or equipment when s~e is incidental 

to tbe above transportation ~~d not intended for t~e purpose of 

resale. 

Fl~~JBG§ 

The Commission hereby finds as a tact that public conveni­

ence and necessity requ1re the establishment and operation by Lyon 

Van Lines, Inc., of an automotive service as a h1shv~y common car­

rier as that ter.m is define~ in Section 2-;/~ of the Public util1ties 

Act, for the t~an3portation of household goods, furniture, t1Xtures 

and equipment a~ hereinafter specifically descr1bod, oetween the 

pOints and ove~ the routes hereinafter speCifically set torth, ser-

ving all inter.mediata points on said routo=, ~d in addition there­

~o lateral r1~t3 within a d1st~~ce of twenty-five miles on either 

3ide or tho highw~ys, ~s an oxtension and enlargement of applicant's 

existing rigats ~nd con~olidated therewith. 

It 1s hereby ~ther found that public conv~~ience and 

nece$s1ty req~re the ~pp11cant to pertor.: an automotive transporta­

t~on ~erv1ce over alto~ate ~outes in the territory embraced Within 

the twenty-five mile lateral rights, between the po1nts ~~d over 

the routes hereina~ter 3pec~!lcally set forth. 

It is hereby further found tbat the consolidation, merger~ 

and untf1cat1on of all operat1ve rights, 1nclud1nS those herein 
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"e 

granted" each With the other" in l1e':1 of all prior :oig:b.t3 or grantsl 

'be granted LYOll V3IJ. 11:1.e3" :rnc." -;dt:o. the right of through se::-v1ce 

between termini and all inte~ediate points. 

It is hereby further found tb.a t applicant failed to show 

that the present service of the existing carriers between Los .~geles 

anc1 San Diego and inter.nediste pOints was inadequate or inconveni­

ent" or that public convenience and necessity require anyaddit10nal 

service at this time between said points. 

Lyon Van Lines, L~c." is hereby placed upon notice that 

tloperative rights" do not constitute a class of property which 
" . 
should 'be capitalized or us eO. ae :l:'J. element of value in determining 

reasonable rates. Aside fro~ their purely per=issive aspect, they 

eAt~d to the holder a ~~ll or partial monopolj of a class ot busi­

lless over a pa.rtie-ollar route. 'J:his ~nopoly teatill"e =y be changed 

or destroyed at 3..."'l.y time 'by the State wb.1c:o. is not in any respect 

limited to the nu:::l)er of rights which may 'be siven. 

Public hearings having been held on the application of 

Lyon V~"'l. L1nes" Inc." to consolidate the operating ri~ts as here­

tofore granted by Decision No. 25283, Application No. 18327" ~d 

Decision No. ;1217, Application ~o. 20035, and tor a certificate ot 

public convenience and necessity" and for a de novo in lieu certi-

fica te of a.ll o:pera ting rights" merging and unifying the sSJ:.e into 

a single op~rat1ng systen to establish through serVice between ter­

mini and 0.11 intermediate pOints, the matter having been duly su'b­

~itted and the COmmission now having been tully advised" and basing 

its order on the statements ane. 1'1nd1nss of fact as set forth in 

the opinion proceding thi~ order, 

THE EAIL.~O.A.D co:aaSSION OF THE STATE OF CALlroRNIA B:EREBY 

DECJ..ARES tbA t public conve:l1cnce 3.:ld necessity require the granting 
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of a cert~f1eate of public convenience and necessity for the 

transportation of: 

1. 

2. 

;. 

Used liousehold Good~, viz.: household or personal 
effects co~only used 1n a household, $Uch as 
clothing, i'ul'l'l1 ture, :tUrn1 slli.l:lSs, radios, :::::IU.sical 
1~t~ents, :tove~ ~~d refrigerators; 

Used Fixtures and EqUipment, such as !ur~~e, 
furn1shi;:,.gs, and other appurt:ens.nces commonly used 
in a store, of~iee, museum, i~3t1tut1on, hospital, 
or o~er establishment; 

New Eousehold. Goods, Fixtures, and Ecp.ipment as 
desc~1oed. in ite~ 1 and 2, When not intended for 
purpose of resale; 

I. over the folloWing descr1bed routes, to Wit: 

Route No. 1 - Sacr~ento to Red. Bluft via Ei~waY3 
U. s. #99E and. #99W, Red Bluff to the 
California-Oregon State Line via Aigh­
way U. S. 99Y

; 

Route No. 2 

Route No. ; 

- Los Angeles to the Cs.lltor:Ua-A,rizona 
state Line via H1~way U. s. #60, Los 
Angele:! to El Centro, vis. H10hway U. s. 
#99, San Diego to the California-Arizona 
StateL:!.:l.e v1a E1ghway U. s. #80; 

- Aollister and Gilroy to Califa, Via 
Highway State Route #1;2; exclud1ng 
tbererro~ that portion of the route which 
13 now included in applicant's territorial 
operative rights. 

All intermediate pOints to be served on said routes and 

in 3.dd.1tion thereto lateral !'ights w1t::01n a distance of twenty-five 

miles on either side of the higb.".'lay::; and ratiially at term1n1 pOints" 

subject to rest~1ctlons and limitations herei~'ter set forth; 

II. over the follOWing routes as alternate routes only" to wit: 

Alternate Route No. l - F~oso to ~e intersection 
of Elgnway Stqte Route #05 and liigaWS.Y 
State Route #198, via H1snway State Route 
/;65, thence via Higb.way State Route #198 
to the intersection of H!gnway State Route 
.#198 and .E1311way U. s. 1199; 

Alternate Route No.2 - Ventura to Castaic Junction 
via Righway State ?oute -11120; 

Alternate Route No. ; - Gilroy to Califa v1a Highway 
State Route #152; 

Al tern3.te Rout e ~i'o. 4. - Riverside to San Diego Via 
Highway U. s. #395. 
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III. over tne following described routes, that a certificate de 

novo be 1s3U.ed thereby consolidating, merginS, and un1i'y1rig all 

"" operative rigb.t3, each with. the other" 1n lieu of all prior rights 

or gr:mts, both au.thorized heretofore and herein, W1 tb. the rigb.t 

of through service between termini and all 1ntermed1ate pOints, to 

wit: 

Route No. 1 - California-Oregon State L1ne to Red 
Bluff, via 51gb.wa:y U. s. #99; 

Red Bluff to Sacramento, via Highway 
u. s. #99E; 

Red Blu!! to Davis Junct~o~ via Eigb.­
way U. s. #99W; 

Route No. 2 - San Francisco, Oakland, Vallojo to 
Sac~a:len to, via Eigb.way u. s. #40; 

Vallejo to Napa to ?etalumn,"v1a Elsh­
way Sta;e Routes #29 and #12., to jun.ct1on 
poi..~t sou.tb. of Sonoma" via u:c.numbered 
highway to Petalu:ms.; 

San Franeisco an~ Oak~and to Stockto~ 
ano. Mantoca" vl.a H.1g2lway u. S • #50 am 
Highway State Route #120; · 

S4n Mateo to S:1&Jlwaj U. S • #50 near 
Castro Valley, via unnumbered highway 
via S~ Fr&ne1sco Bay (San Matoo ~O~2 
Br1c1.ge) and Mt. Ed.en and HaYVlard.; 

Route No. 3 - Santa. ROM to San Diego via Hj.ghway 
'0'. S. i/lOl; 

San FrIUlC iaco to San Diego via Highway 
u. s. altor~te J10l; 

Route No.4 ... Sacra.mento to :£1 Centro via R1ghway 
u. s. #99; 

Route No. 5 - Oakl~d to San Jose via Eighway State 
Route /117; 

Routo No. 6 - Paso Roblos to Famoso via Highway State 
Rout e #41 s.::ld Highway 'v. s. #466; 

Route No.7'" Loa ADgeles to Eigh.way U. s. #99 :c.~ar 
San Bernarcl1:c.o Via Highway U. S. #06 
and San Ber:l.3.l"dino; 

Highway U. s. #99 ncar ?omona to Beau­
mont via ~gb.ws.y ti. s. #60; 

Indio to Blythe and the California-Arizona 
State Li:oe via E1gllVl8.ys V. s. #60 and #70; 
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-. 
Route No. 8 - San Diego to the California-Arizona 

state Line via Highway U. s. #80. 

The above routos, 1 to 8 inclusive, to include the r1~t 

to serve ~ll intermediate points on eaCh route and to pick up ~d 

deliver sb.1pments in an area ot twenty-five xn1les laterally from 

each ot 3a1cl. illghways on 3 a.1d routes, and :tnclud1ng the right to 

pick up B.."ld deli ver a. t SIJ.y and all point s Wi thin a rad1u$ of twenty­

five miles of each of tlle following termini points: Santa Rosa .. 

San Franci sco, Oakland., San Diego .. and E1 Centro" and wi t::o. the fol­

lowing restriction applying between Los Angeles and San Diego and 

intermediate po1:lts: 

No nuthority 1s granted tor tne bsndling of sh1p~nts 
b.aving 'both point of or1gin and ciest1nat10n between 
Los Angeles and S an Diego and 1nter.nedi8,te points, ex­
cept that shipments destined to or originating at Long 
Bea.ch may be transported between Long Beach and Los 
Angeles and inter~ediate p01nts, or Long Beach ~d S~ 
Diego and intermed1ate pOints via Santa Ana. only. 

I'.C IS EEREBY ORDZ?ED that a cort1:f'1cate of pub11c conven1-

ence and necessity tor sucll service 1s ll.eroby granted to Lyon Vs:n 

L~es, Inc., subject to the following conditions: 

(1) ~he ~thority herein granted shall lapse and 
be void it applicant shall not ha.ve complied 
wi tb. all of the cond1 tiOD.:! Wi thin the periods 
of time fixed herein unless, for good cause 
shown, the ti:ne shall be extended by iUrther 
order of the Co~~s1on. 

(2) Applicant sb.a.ll tile a wr.1 tte:c. acceptance of 
~e cert!ticate herein gr~ted within a per10d 
of not to exceed t:'i:-t:y- (30) days fro::%). the ef­
fective date hereof. 

(3) Appllcant sho.ll CO:r:::lonce the serVice herein 
authorized wi thin So period 0 f ::lot to exceed 
thirty (,0) days fro~ the effective date here-
of, and shall file in tr1plicnte> and concur­
rently make effective on not less than ten 
days' r..ot1ce to the Ra1lroad Col:l:liss10n and the 
public, a tariff or tariffs constructed 1n ac­
corciance with tb.e reCiuireaents and rules of the . 
Railroad Co::::m:1ssion conform1ng to the certif1cate 
herein granted. 



(4) Applicant shall file in triplicate and make e!­
tect1vewith1n a period of not to exceed thirty 
(,0) days after the effective date of this order~ 
on not less than five days' not1ce to the Rail­
road Co~s310n and the puol1c, time schedules 
covering the serVice herein authorized in a for.m 
satisfactory to ~he Railroad COmmission. 

(5) The rigl:lts an.d pr1~,:ileges herein authorized mAY 
not be d1scontir..ued, sold, leased, transferred 
nor assigned unless the vll'i tten consent of the 
Railroad Co:mn1ssion to such d1scontinuance, sale" 
lease, transfer, or assignment bas first been 
obtained. 

(0) No vehiclo may be operated oy a~plicant here­
in unless such vehicle is ov.ned "oy said a~pli­
cant or i3 leased by applicant under a contract 
or agreement on a basis satisfactory to the 
Railroad Co~ss1on. 

(7) "Appllc:Ill t ::ha.ll, pr10r to the co:mn.e::lce::uent or 
service authorized herein and continuously there­
after, comply With all of the prOVisions of t!l1s 
COmmiSSion's General O~der No. 91. 

IT IS HEREBY FURTEER ORDERED that DeCision No. 2528;, on 

Application No. 18,27, and Dec1sion No. ;1217" on Application No. 

200;5, be and the same a:e hereby revoked and annulled. 

IT IS EEREBY FURTri"SR ORDERED that tba t part of A.pplication 

No. 22588 requesting the re:oval of restrictiono on op~rative r1~ts 

cetween Long Beach a.."'ld San Diego and other pOints, except in so fa:r 

as herein granted" and all.othe~ requests contained in said appli­

cation w!licb. Dave not been granted herein, be and the SSJne are hereby 

den1ed. 

For all other purjtoses the effe'ct1 ve date of tbi s order 

slla.ll 'be twenty (20) days from the date hereof. 
f I ' 

Dated. at v1'am c// 7.4<n ... , "te·ti I 

...tJ 
Ca11tomia l this ) 4r rrh day 

" .. ,....".,..... ~ 

0'£ ;;' <t> b-t '1 , 194o • 
• . "': , V, ........ , 


