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" 

BZFORE '!lIE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF 'JlIE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Matter of the Application o£ 
DOODELL 'm.UClaNG COMPANY:~ a corpo­
ration~ for an expans,ion and 
restatement of its certificate of 
public eoaven1ence and necessity 
authorizing highway common cm:rier 
servi.ce. 

Application N~. '41636 

.. 
Marvin Randl~:t for applicant. 
Bruce R. Geernaert, of Berol and' Geernaert, for 

MerCE:ants Express, Inc., of California; J. A. Nevis 
Trucking, Inc.; California Motor Transport, Ltd.;. 
Fortier Transportation ~any; Santa Fe Transporta­
tion Company, and l'b.e Atchl.Son, Topeka and Santa Fe 
RaUway Companl; Matthew R. vJieteman, for The 
Atchison, TopeKa and santa Fe Ra1.iway Company; and 
Santa Fe Transportation Co.; lbeodore vI. Russell, 
for v7estero. !'ruck Lines~ Ltd.; and DeserfExpress, 
protestants. 

o p. I N ION -_ ........ -'- ...... -
In this application filed on November 4,' 1959' ,and' amended .' 

May 4, 1960, Doudell 'rrucldl:lg Company, a califomia corporation, 

requests authority to extend and enlarge its highway' common carrier 
.,_ I. "" 

operating rightS' in order to transport general ccnmDOdit:Les, with 

certain exceptions, between various cities in the San Franci.sc~ 
" ' 

Territory, Los Angeles Basin Territory:t San Diego Territory, ·'San 
.Joaquin Valley points and cereain southern California desert points •. 

Public hearings on this appli.cation were held before 

Ex=iner James F. Masto~is in San Francisco and Los Angeles on 

r1arch 9, lO~ 11 and Hay S, 6, 17 and 2&, 1960, respectively, ,at 

'IA~hich time evidence was presented by the applicant: and. by the· . 

various protestants who J)a::'ticip.aeed in said hearin,gs.. 



Present Operating Authority ; 

Under the present operat'i:og rights this. carrier possesses 

authority pexmitting get'lC1:al commodity carriage in the Slln Francisco 

Tcrritol:y. In addition to its certificate, the applicant 'holds ' 

rlldial highway common caxriex, highway 'contract carrier and 'city 

carrier pennits. 

Shipper Evidence and Support of Appl1c:ation 

Ihe applicant presented oral and documentary evidenee in 

j ustificatiou for the authorization sought, which evidence can . be 

snmmarized as follows: 

1. Many shipper witnesses tes·tified that their businesses have 

:£.n the past and will in the future be benefited 8$ the result of the '. 

proximity of applicant's terminals to their plants, 'factories and 

facilities in San Jose 7 Pittsburg, Fresno, and Los Angele&. 

2. Because of the aforementioned proximity of applicant' s 

terminals :bnmediate and efficient pickup service has been' given in 

the past and is expected to be provided in the future. Many of these 

witnesses testified, that they require :imDediate pickup following the­

request for transportation services. 

3. Other shippers claim clock congestion at their plac.es··of 

business wUl be deereased if the namber of carriers making pickup, 

and delivery is reduced. 

4.. There was substantial testimony to the effect· that split 

delivery rate advantages not now available· to certain shippers wOuld ..... 

become so if the requested destination territory is. addedtO'this 

carrier's operative rights. 

5. Others testified' that present rating difficulties· involving 

':llixed certificated and permitted' shipments will be' substantially 

eliminated with the grant of additional authority. 
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6. !he majority of witnesses testified ~t future require­

mc-o.ts in the proposed territories arc expected to be similar te> 

past transportation needs and as a result they· preferred, to- 'continue' 

with t:he applicant: in view of, the previous dependable service given' 

1:0 them. 

7. 'Xb.e shippers ~ as well as the applicant,. were also'concerned 

with applican~t s doubtful legal sta1:US as a result of its inC1:easing 

frequency of operations between the $8Ule point~. Consequently. enlarged 

operative rl.gb.ts were alleged to be essential in order to maiutain ' 

operations and to continue service in the future without fear of 

violating the law. 
.. " 

S. A substantial number of shipper witnesses declared that ' 
, ".-' ;" " 

this carrier is familiar with the particular requirements' of their 

transportation needs,. particularly with respect to special 'handling 

on loading and unloading operations and car,riage of heavy and bulky. 

equipment. These witnesses stated that the applicant's employees, and 

procedures were such that special transportcltion problems. were 

handled with speed and efficiency. 

9. Representatives from. various business' organizatlous ·claimeo. 

that they preferred a single line operation as contrastedw.tth inter­

line service because certain commodities shipped· are susceptible to. 
'. , . 

'breakage,. and occasionally spoilage ~ on rehandling· .on an' interline·' 

arrangement. 

10. Other witnesses were particularly well sat1s£ied.with .the 

caxrier's early morning deliveries on 1.ts present operation and' 

desired that such service be provided in. the future' withocttinter­

ruption. 

11. Testimony was presented to the effect that the publication 

of a tariff will be of advantage to' shippers in evaluating the cost, 

of transportat:ion. 
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12. Evidence was produced to the effect that registration of 

the requested certificate wi'th the Interstate Coa:merce. COIIIIlission 

as to the California segments of interstate operations will be' .an 

operational advaneage in that the carrier can provide a complete 

and integrated service to Californ1a customers. 

13. Applicant's president testified~ that :in the event the 

certificate is granted~ the applicant's total statewide operations 

will come within the safety regulations of this Commission. Regula­

tion and super.ris:ton of the carrier 'by the Commission on safety 

matters was alleged to be a def:f.n1te benefit, notouly to the 

applicant but to its shippers. 

14. Moreover, applicant's president claimed' that ·certain 

intangible benefits resulted from. highway common. carrier status. It 

appears many large and well-established business organizations prefer 

to transport their merchandise by highway common carriexs.· 

15. Further testimony was received to the effect that this 

carrier's large fleet of flatbed trailers provides·an. efficient and 

needed service 1:0 many shippers transporting the type of freight 

requiring the use of such e~u1pment. '!his is particularly evident 

in the transportation of exceptionally heavy articles·andequ:Lpment ... 

16. Additional evidence was produced to the effect· that the 

carrier 1 s proposal to provide same-day,. Saturday,. Sunday. and, emer­

gency operations will be of considerable benefit to those- bus:Lness 

organizations wl::dch had in. the past and will in the future ,have use 

for such serrlce. Slrl.pper witnesses claimed that the demand for' 

this type of sel:Vice has been increasing throughou.t the State with 

the result that they have been requesting. such specialized operations 

wit:h greater frequency. Applicant claims that accommodating. its' 

customers with this service stimn.lates additional traffic and in most 

:tnstances creates new business for i.ts shippers. 



l7. Furthermore, add1t1cm.al test:lmony was received that the 

applicant's drivers, who~ in most instances, make the piclcup. and 

delivexy, also perform the line-haul transportation. . Consequently, 

it is contended that tb.i.s. sexvice provides the shippers with 41 

driver who :is intimately familiar with the freight, any special 

handling problems.:. and other peculiar operational characteristics, 

of the shipment in question. 

Protest 

In opposition to this applieation, evidence was presented 

by the protestants, the varioas truck lines in northern and soathern 

California whic:h conduct operat:lons in the proposed dese1nation tezo­

r1tory, to the effect: 

1. 'Ihat a grant of a cert1f:Lcatefor general cotmDOdit:r.es for 

such a broad statewide operation would have an adverse and severely 

dis'rllptive effect on their business. 

2. That they axe DOW rendering an adequate and satisfactory· 

service in the territories requested by the applicant· and that' the 
.. 

proposal woald constitute an uxmecess.ary duplication of· existing 

truck service. It was claimed that the enlarged" statewide certifi­

cate requested by the applicant woald dilute the traffic. DOW moving 

from and between the points and areas in question with the result 

that the financial structure of all the. protestants. would be 'weakened. 

3. 'Ihat the proposed service of the applicant" especially with 

regard to certain specialized operations. will not be compensatory. 
, 

4. 'l'b.at this particular applicant has in the past specialized 

largely in the transportation of heavy equ1~t and has contended 
1/· . 

in a prior proceeding befW-'e this Cormniss~ that the type of 

Y Decision No. 58246:. Application !~o. 39276. Draymens Association 
of San Francisco. 
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service offered by the heavy hauling carriers was not~daptable to, 

a pao1ished tariff ~ 

5. '!hat Doudell l'rucldng Company's ,f1nanc:tal position 1$< 
, , 

unsound. It is contended that the $90;,000 loss in 1958 and the 

$73,000 loss in 1959 demo1lStrate that the applicant is'· not £inan-, 

cially capable of maintaining the broad and widespread operations ' 

proposed. 

6. !'hat the car.d.er is not sufficiently experienced in less­

tb.a:o.-trucldoad transportation to quali!-y for the authority requested'. 

It was pointed out;, as above indicated;, that the carrier's past 

operations have been;, to a great extent;t in heavy hauling carriage. 

7. All protestants clam that they can handle the available, 

traffic as well as new business that may be off~ed in the fut~e. 

Discussion 

!he pUblic accountant oftbe applicant stated the,loss 

s~fered during the last two years was due to the truckers' strike 

in 1958 and the steel strike in 1959~ both of ,which occurred during . 
, ,., 

the heavy shipping season. In 1959 the applicant. showed 'a profit '. 

o£$40,OOO in August; by the .end of the year, due to the strike,. 
, , , 

the applicant had lost $113;,000;, or better than $2.8,000 a month, 

for Al:gUSt through December. Further testimony showed a profitable; , 
, 

operation during. the first fe-.-1lXlOuths of 1960 ~ 

Mr. Dowiell owns all of the stock in Tarutways. and 'R.J~D. i' 
" 

Equipment Co. The applicant owes sizable sums ofmolleyto" these ,:) 

eorporationsl' but all are under 'the control of Y.cr. Doudell. The 

latterr s personal assets and liabili1:ies are set out in :&xhibit No. 

lS. He appears to be completely solvent and worth approxfmately· ., 

one half million.,·, 

Upon consio.eratiori of all of the factors1nvo1ved~; we 

find that the financial structure of ,the applicant· ~ars '. to be 

adequate to support the applicant's present or future serrl.ce. . ' 
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Findings and Conclusions 

'Upon considerat:ton of all of the allegations 'of, the appli-
" 

cation and the evidence adduced at the hearings,. the Commission' finds ( 
, 
1 that public convenie1:1ce and necessity require that the application be 

granted. He find and conclude that there is a present, and' prospective \ 

need for the proposed extension and that the applicant,possesses the 

experience) equipment, and' financial stability to extend itscerti­

f:tcate and maintain the operations' to be authorized. We farther find 

that the applicant possesses the resources to acquire such: additional 

equipment as may be ;t"equired. 

Applicant is hereby placed on notice that operative rights>­

as such, do not constitute a class of property which ma:ybe, c,apital­

ized or used as an element of value in rate fixing for;my atDOlmt of 

money in excess of that originally paid to the State as the consider­

ation for the grant of Sucl4 rights. Aside from their purely 

permissive aspect,. such rights extend to. the holder a full or partial 

monopoly of a class o.f bus:i.ness ove:r a particular route. l'b.i.s 

monopoly feature may be modified or canceled at any time by the 

State, which is not in :my respect limited as to the number of 

rights which'may be given. 

ORDER 
~------

Application having been flled~ public hearings having been 

held and based upon, the above £1ndlngs~ 

IT IS ORDERED: 

1. !'hat an in-lieu certificate of public convenience and 

necessity is hereby granted to Doudell Truc1dng Company authorizing 

the establishment and operation of service as a highway, common 

ca:rrier .as that tel:m is, defined :in Section 2l~ of the Public' Utili­

ties Code for the transportation of property be1:Ween' the po'ints and 

over the routes set forth in. Appendices A, t, and C attachedhe:reto. 

and made a part hereof, and subject: to the conditions '.;md restric­

tions of Appendi."t A. 

2. That; in providing service pursuant to the certificate 

herein gr.a.ut:ed~ applicant shall comply with andobs.erve' the following 

service re~atious: 
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(3) 

(b) 

t·Tithln thi..--ty Qay$ after the effective ~te 
hereof:p 3!)plicant sb..31l file a written 
acc~tanee of the eer:ificate herein granted. :3,. accepting the certificate of poblic conven­
ience and necessity herein grantec'L, applicant 
is placed ou notice that it will be required~ 
among other things, to file annual 'l:'eports of 
its operations and to comply with and obsexve 
the safety :rules and other regulatioJls of the 
Commission 1 s General Order l~o. 99 and insur­
ance requirements of the Commission 1 s General 
Order No. lOO-A. Failure to file such reports, 
in such form and at such time as the Commission 
may direct:p or to comply with and observe the 
provisions of General Orders Nos. 99 and lOO-A:p 
may resalt in ~ cancellation of the operat~ 
aothority granted by this. decision. 

~'1ithln one hunch'ed twenty days after the effec­
tive date hel:co£) anc'L on not less than ten days t 
notice to the Commission and to the public ~ 
applicant shall establish the service herein 
authorized and file in t:iplicate, and concur­
rently ma1~ effective, tariffs satisfactory ~ 
the Commission. : .. . 

3. Taat the operating. authority granted· by Decision No. 53230. 
. . 

6ated .June 12, 1956, in Application :tro. 3G342~ :[s. hereby revokecl an~ 

canceled:p $och cancellation to become effective concurrently with 

the effective date of tal:iff fil.ings required· by paragraph 2 (b) 

he:eof. 
. ," ,,.', 

l'he effective date of this· order shall be. twentY· days 

after the date .he7:eof. 

Dated at ___ ...;Sa.n;.;;;;.._Fra.nc..;....;,;_e!lM~.,,_. ___ ~ Cal:tfornia~. th1s 2:J.i:,,/ 
day of ---;Jt:tpt7Jkl ,1960. 
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AppendiX A DOUDELL TRUCKL~G COMPANY . Or~alPage 1 

A. Doudell Trucking Company, by the certificate of public con­
venience and necessity granted in the decision noted in the margin is 
authorized to transport general commodities between the points and 
places, and over the routes speci£ied,. including intermediate points 
as well as all off-route points hereina£t.er named, as :f'ollows: 

I. BETWEEN all points in the :f'ollowing territories via any' 
and all highways, streets and roads: . 

1. San Francisco Territory as described in 
Appendix B- attached hereto. 

2. Los An£les Basin Territory as described in 
Appel: .. C attached hereto. 

II. BEnoJEEN all points on or within 20 miles laterally of' the 
following rout es: ' ' ' " 

1. u .. S. Highways 101, 101 By-Pass and, 101-A between' 
San Ra.:f'ael and San Ysidro. ' 

2.. U.. S.. F.igb.ways 99 and SO between Sacramento and 
ca.lif"orni.a-Arizona 'bord~ (immediateJ.y west of' Yuma, 
Arizona).. " ' " 

3.. U. S. Highways 40 and 50 and State Highways 4, 12 and 
24 between San Francisco, Sacrar:.ento and Stockton (includ­
ing all points on all highways within the lateral area; 
also including State Hi~way 21 between Fremont and 
its junction with State Higlr ..... ay 4 near Concord; and 
including between San Rai:ael and Richmond via Ricbmond­
San Ra:f'ae1 Bridge). 

4. State Highway 33 a::adU. S. Highway 399 between junetion. " 
of·, St.at.e Highway 33 and U. S. Highway 50 ,( east of", Tracy) " 
and Ventura. ,. 

5.. State Highways 132, 140, lSO 'and 166 between their 'jU::lC­
tions with State Highway 33 and U. S. Highway 99" at Modeste, 
Merced., Fresno and south o~ Bakersfield. ~ respectively. 

6. State Bighway 152 between Watsonville and Califa. 

Issued by California Public Utilities CoQOission. 
s~cez 
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Appendix A DOUDELL TRUCKING CCMPANY' Original.' Page 2 

7. StOl:te Highw-lYs 19S' and 65 b¢tween San Lucas, 'Exeter and 
junction of State H:t.gb.way 65 and U. S. Highway 99 near 
Bakersfield. 

s. U.s. H:t~ay 466 between Paso Roble:: 
and california-Nevada State line~': 

9.. u.. S.. Highways 60, 60-70, 60-70-99,: 70-99 and State :aigh­
way III between Los .Angeles~· Redlands, Riverside,. Thousand 
Pal!ls, Palm Springs and california-Arizona Stateline. 

10. U. S .. Hi~ays 66 and, 66-91 between junction o£ U. 5. 
Highway 66 a:l.c, 99 (near Pasadena) and California-Arizona 
State line near Needles., 

ll. U'. S .. Highways 6,. 395 and unn\lmbered highways between San 
Fernando, Mojave, Inyokern, Johannesburg and San Diego. 

12.. Stat.e Eig..."'ways 71 and 74 between Pomona and Temecul.a and 
between San Juan Capistrano and P~rris .. ' 

13. State Bizhway 1 between San Francisco and Las Cruces; also 
State P.igb.way 150 between Sur£" and Santa Paula. 

1.4. State F.ighways 11S and 126 between their junctions mth, 
U. s. Highways 101 and 99 at San Fernando and, near castaic. 

15.. State Highways 5, 9 and 17 between junction of S-:at.e 
Highways 5 and 1 3J:ld Saratoga" between Sunnyv-3.leand Los 
Gatos, and between San Jose and SantaCruz. 

16. Uzmw:ibered and State F.ighways. 156 and 25 between-Monterey, 
Castroville, Hollister and junction o~ State Highway 25 
and U _ S. Highway 101 near Gilroy. 

III. B£T~~ all poi~sand places via any and all routes includee 
in I :a.:"d II, also between all point 5 thus deseri b,eO.., . 

Issued by California Public Utilities Co~ssion. 
oC::."ir.o'? ' . 
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Appendix A DOUDEtLTRUCK)U~G COMPANY 'Or1g1nal'P~ge 3;: 

B. Doudell Trucking Company shall not transport any shipments 
of: 

1. Useo. household goods and personal effects not' 
packed in accordance with the crated property 
requirements det forth in paragraph (d) of 
Item No. lO-C of VdniI:lum Rate Tarif! No.4-A. 

Z. Automobiles, trucks and buses; viz.: new and 
used, finished or UXlfinished passenger auto­
mobiles (including jeeps), am'bulances, hearses 
and taxis; freight automobiles, automobile 
chasSis, trucks" truck chassis,. truck trailers, 
trucks and trailers combined, b'uses and 'bus 
chassis. 

3. Livest-oek; viz.: bucks, bulls, calves, cattle, 
cows, dairy cattle, ewes, goats, hogs, horses, 
kids,. lambs,. oxen, pigs, sheep,. sheep camp 
outfits, sows, steers, stags or swine. 

4. Commodities requiring the use of special refrig­
eration or temperature control in specially,., 
designed and constructed refrigerated equipment. 

5. Liquids, compressed gases, commodities ·in s-emi­
plastic form and commodities in suspension in 
liquids in bulk, in tank trucks, tank trailers, 
tank semitrailers or a combination of such 
highway vehicles. . 

6. Commodities when transported. in bulk in dump· 
trucks or in hopper-type trucks. 

7. Commodities when transported in motor vehicles' 
equipped tor mechanical mixing in transit. 

S. Logs. 

Issued by California Public Utilities' Commission.' 
~~~ , 
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Appendix .A. DOUDELL TRUCKINCT COMPAlrr Or:tginal 'Page 4 

9. Fresh or' green fruits, fresh or green vegetables 
or mushrooms when the point of d. estinat ion , of" 
shipment is a can.nery, accumulation station) 
cold storage plant, precooling, plant· or' winery; 

Provided however, ' 

Applicant T s tarif£· shall provide ·for· the 
rendering or: 

(a) Daily service seven days a week, 
both scheduled and on ,call; 

(b) Same day service; 

(c) Sat'tlrday, Sunday and emergency service " 

BEnw'EEN San Jose., Fresno, tos Angeles, on the 
one hand, and all points mthin.a 250 road.­
mi:i.e radius from said. San Jose, Fresno· and . 
Los Angeles, on the other hand. 

2n~ of Append!::: b. 

Issued by california Public Utilities Commission. 
S'" ""0""" DeCision No.. .}-. .;. . ..:;,~ , Application No. 41636. 



S:1092',,· APPEta>IX B TO DECISION NO. _____ _ 

SAN FRANCISCO TERRITORY includes all the City of San Jose 
and that area embraced by the following boundary: Beginning at 
the point the San Franeisco-San Mateo County boundary line meets 
the Pacific Ocean; thence easterly along said boundary line to a 
point 1 mile west of U. S. Highway 101; southerly along an ~ginary 
line 1 mile west of and paralleling U. S. Highway 101 to its 
intersection with Southern Pacific Company right of way at ' 
Arastradero Road; southeasterly alo~S the Southern Pacific Company 
right of way to Pollard Road~ 1nclud1ng industries served by the 
Southern Pacific Company spur l:tne extending approximately 2 miles 
southw~t from Simla to Permanente; easterly along Pollard Road 
to W. Parr Avenue; easterly along W. Parr Avenue to Capri Drive; 
southerly along Capri Drive to E. Parr Avenue; ea5te:lyalong 
E. Parr Avenue to the Southern Pacific Company right of way; 
southerly along the Southern Pacific Company right of way to the 
Campbell ... Los Gatos city limits; easterly along said limits and the 
prolongation thereof to the San Jose-Los Gatos Road; northeasterly 
along San Jose-Los Gatos. Road to Foxworthy Avenue; easterly along 
Foxworthy Avenue to Almaden Road; southerly along Almaden Road to 
Hillsdale Avenue; easterly along Hillsdale Avenue to U. S. Highway 
101; northwe$terly along U. S. Highway 101 to Tully Road; north­
easterly along Tully Road to VJbite Road; northwesterly along 
White Road to McKee Road; southwesterly along McKee Road to Capitol 
Avenue; northwesterly along capitol Avenue to State Highway 17 
(Oakland Road); northerly along State Highway 17 to Warm Springs; 
northerly along the unm."-nbered highway via Missi.on San Jose and 
Niles to Hayward; northerly along Foothill Boulevard to Seminary 
Avenue; easterly along Seminary Avenue to Mountain Boulevard; 
northerly along Mountain Boulevard and MOraga Avenue to Estates 
Drive; westerly along Estates Drive ~ Earbord Drive and Broaaway 
Terrace to College Avenue; northerly along College Avenue to 
Dwight war; easterly along Dwight Way to the Berkeley-Oakland 
bQ~dary 1ne; northerly along said boundary line to the campus 
boundary of the University of california; northerly and westerly 
along the campus boundary of the University of California to 
Euclid Avenue; northerly along Euclid Avenue tc Marin Avenue; 
~esterly along Marin Avenue to Arlington Avenue; northerly along 
Arlington Avenue to U. S. Highway 40 (San Pablo Avenue); northerly 
along U. S. Highway 40 to and including the City of Richmond; 
southwesterly along the highway extending from the City of R1chmona 
to Point Richmond; southerly .along an imaginary line from Point 
Riebmond to the San Francisco Waterfront at the foot of Market 
Street; wettterly along said waterfront and shore line to the 
Pacific Ocean; southerly alO1l& the shore line of the Pac::t£1.c Ocean 
to po1nt of beginnfDg. ' 



APPENDIX C 'IO DECISION· NO. f;1C92 

LOS·.ANGELES BAsIN 'IERRITORY includes that area embraced by 
the following boundal:y: Beginning at the point 1:be Ventura Couney­
to:: Angele$ County boundary line intersects the Pacific Ocean; thence 
northeac.terly along caid cotm.ty line to the poine it ineerGects 
State Highway No. 118, a,?proxima.tely two milec we:lt of Chatsworth; 
e~zterly along State Highway No. 118 eo Sepulveda. Boulevard; northerly 
along Sepulveda Boulevard to Chatsworth Drive; northeasterly along. 
Chatsworth Drive to the corporate bou:nda.ry of the City of San 
Fernando; we::terly and northerly along said corporate boundary to 
}!cClay Avenue; northeasterly along McClay Avenue and· i~s prolongation 
to the Angel~ National Forec.t boundary; ~outheac.terly and easterly 
along the Angeles National Forest and san Bernardino National Forest 
boundary to the county ro.a.d known as Mill Creek Road; westerly along 
Mill Creek Road to the county road 3.8· miles north of Yuca.ipa; 
southerly along said county road to and including the unincorporated 
commu::1ity of Yt:caips.; westerly along Redlands Boulevard to U .. s. 
Highway No. 99; northwesterly along U. $ .. Highway No. 99 to the 
corporate boundary of the Cit;y of Redla:l.ds; westerly and northerly 
.llong ::aid corporate boQ.Udary 'to B'roo~ide Avenue; westerly along 
'Brookside Avenue to Barton Avenue; westerly along Barton Avenue and· 
!..t~ prolongation to Palm Avenue; westerly along Palm Avenue to' La 
Cadena Drive; couthwesterly along. La Cadena Drive to low&. Avenue; 
southerly along Iowa Avenue to U. $.. Highway No. 60; couthwesterly 
~long U. S. H1tm!ays Nos. 60 and 395 to the county road approximately 
oue mile norch of Perri~; easterly along said county road via Nuevo 
~d I.a.keview to the corporate boundary of the City of San Jacinto; 
easterly:. southerly and westerly along said corporate boundary to 
San Jacinto Avenue; southerly along San Jacinto Avenue to State 
Highway No. 74; wecterly along State Highway No. 74 to the corporate 
boundary of the City of Bemet; southerly, westerly and northerly 
along :;aid corporate bounda:y to the r!ght of way of the Atchison, 
Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Company; sout'tr;.1esterly along said right 
of way to Wac.h!ngton Aven~; zoutherly along Washington Avenue, 
through and includl.;lg the unincorporated community of Winchester to 
!cnton Road; westerly along ~nton Road to the county road intersect­
ing U .. S .. Highway No. 395, 2 .. 1 miles north of the unincorporated 
community of Temecula; southerly along said county road to U. S. 
Highway No. 395; coutheazterly along U. S. Highway No. 395 to the 
Riverside County-San Diego County bounda:y line; westerly alo~ said 
boundary line to the Orange County-San Dieg~ County boundary line; 
soueherly along said boundary line to the Pacific Ocean; north­
weseerly along the shore line of the PacifiC Ocean to point of 
beginI);ng. 


