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OPINION

M and M Transfexr Company, a corxporation, (M&M) seeks
authority to serve, as a certificated highway common carrier of

. general commodities, to, from, and between all ﬁbinté in the Los
Angeles Basin Terzitory (Basin). M&M presently bolds iﬁtiéstate
and interstate operating rights between points inthg‘LosAngeles
Territory, and to a small area in the vicinity of Fontant,fcdiiférnia.
M& intends to register its proposéd new rights, if'granted; with
the Interstate Commerce Commission (ICC), and, therefore,trequéstst
& finding thet public convenience and necessity requiretthdt it be
authorized to engage in operations in interstate and“forefgntoﬁv
weree @ithin iimits which do not exceed the scope of’the intfastate
coerations authorized to be condueted.

Public hearings were held before Examiner Robert Barnet*:
at Los Angeles on July 12, 1966, August 1l and 12, 1966, November 2,
1966, and January 4, 1967. On May 31, 1967 ia Decision No-, 72507 )
this Coummission granted to M and M Transfer Company a certmficate of
public convenience and necessity authorizing the SOught au.hcrmty in ‘:
intrastate commerce. The Commission did not pass upon the Interstatct‘
coumexce aspect of the application because M&Mtdid not cause-to;be ‘

published in the Federal Register notice of the £{ling of the appli-

cation as required by Section 206(a)(6) of the Inte:state Cqmmercei

Act.

Recognizing the procedural difficulties caﬁséd“by thist
failure to file in the Federal Register, this Commiusion stated in
its order in Decision No. 72507 that, "Lf prior to the cffective
date of this order, M and M Transfexr Company gives prope* not:{.ce

to interested persons through publication in the Feaeral Register
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of the filing of this application and of its desire to engage in

trancportation in igtezstate and foreign commerxrce within the -

limits of‘the intrastate zuthority granted herein, and;it files

2n amendment to this application Stating that it has complied |
with this ordering paragraph, and no protest is made, ﬁhis order
shall be amended to include the findings required by Secﬁion‘

206(a) (6) of the Interstate Commerce Act. If protest is made we ,
shall xreopen this proceeding to take testimony limited to the need
for its transportation service in interstate and,fbxeigh‘comﬁercgii'
within thé limits of the intrastate authority graﬁtéd7héréin;“

On July 21, 1967 M&M fiied‘anfamended application in
this proceeding stating that “applicant has coﬁplied"&ith said |
oxdexring paragraph by giving proper notice to £nte£ested persons |
through publication in the Federal Register dated July 6, 1967,
of the filing of its application herein and of its desixe to
engage in transportation in interstate and foreign ccmﬁerée within
the limits of the intrastate autﬁority granted-in'saidﬂbécisién
No. 72507." S |

Protests to the gian: of ﬁhe interstate.authori;y‘were .
received from various carriers operating in the los Angelés‘area.
Because of these protests Application No. 48327 was reopened'and '
set for further hearing. On August 30, 1967 a prehea:ing dop- ,
ference was held aﬁ which time protestants objected to the xe-
opening of this case on the ground that the belated filing of
notice in the Federal Registexr was not in compliance with

Section 206(a) {(6) of the Interstate Commerce Act. The examiner

3=
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overruled the objections and the mattexr was set fet ﬁaking:ad-
ditional evidence. Turther hearings were held en’Deeembet-a
and 5, 1967 and January 24, 1968. Oananuaryﬂzb, 1968 the matter
was submitted subject to the filing of briefs which were received
April 15, 1968. D o
At the hearing on December &4, 1967 all pro:testatz’ts. )
joined in wotiouns objecting to the introduction of any evidence
on the ground that the Comiss:.on had no- jurisdiction to proceed
in this matter because M&M had not made timely fz.ling in
the Federal Register. The objections were. overruled and’ the
matter proceeded to hearing.
Testimony and diecussion ﬁezteiningktoAintfeState
rights have been set forth in Decision No. 72507 and will not be
repeated herein. This opinion will be limited to evidence
introduced on the interstate aspects of M&M's 'appiicat:ion.‘
However, the findings of fact will include both fi’ndings on intex-

state commerce and intrastate coumerce.

M&M's Evidence on Interstate Commetce

M&M int‘:oduced evidence through its president and nine
skippexr V:Ltnesses.A M&M's president testified that his company
holds inte::atate' operating rights. between points in an area
described as the Los Angeles ‘ren:itory‘ and to a small area in the
vicinity of Fontana, California. The needs of customers that
MsM bas Seen' sexving unde;: 'its current authority have grown to

* the point where M&M has been asked to sexve them outside of its

present authority and into the Los ‘Angeles' Ba‘s"in‘. 'Ihev’ products
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involved aze almost exclusively Irom and steel and’ related

products which arrive at the Los Angeles Harbox eithex inm

interstate oxr foreign commexzce and are destined for points inm

the Los Angeles Basin.

Because M&M cannot deliver under its own author;ty
Znto ccrtain points in the Los Angeles Basinl MM has entex ed |
into 2 lease agreement with Westat es-Tran3por:atxon-Company
whereby M&M leases its equipment with driver to*WéStatésiso
that the transportation may be performed undex Westates's
suthority. ALl biiling ic dome by MSM on MSM's freight bills.
The agreement calls fox a paymentvﬁo-Westates from M&M5of
10 percent of the gross receipts éa:ned on the haﬁl, pius a $s
fee for inspection of vehicles. This agreement with Westates' |
was entered into on May 15, 1967 and was in foxce as ofyqanuaiy 24,
1968. The witness stated that M5 would like to texminate said
lease arrangement and be able to haandle the shipmenté under its"
own authority. The present arrangement causes uncertaintyvamong
shippers when they see a truck with Westates.s 1nsmgnia haulzng
loads tendered to M&M. Also, additional papex work is involved
Confusion results from shippers not kpowing whom to hold respon-
sible if damage occurs on the shipment ard not knowing how much
insurance Westates carries on each shipment. There is alsd.

3 problem of suthorizing steamship companies to rclease goods

1/

- All points within the Los Angeles Territory are included
within the Los Angeles Basin Texritory. References to
transportation to the Basin, unless otherwise stated,
mean to points in the Basin not served by MM under iCS
current authoxity. , , _
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to Westates when the shippexs hadialready told the companies

that M&M would be picking up the goods. Ninéty-nine-peicent of
MiM's interstate and foreign traffic originates at Los Angeles
Harbor. . |

A representative of Genmeral Pipe and Sﬁpply tescifiéd- :
that his company deals principally in steel products such as |
structural shapes, beams, angles, channels, bars, and‘platés;
His firm imports approximately 25, 000 toms. annually-of these
commodities through the ports of Los Angeles and Long. Beach
About 85 to 90 percent of this tomnage moves to the sthper s |
Los Angeles warebouse. Of the balance, approiimately 3,000'tq\
4,000 tons move to destinations outside of the terxritoxy tbat
M&M 1s presently certificated to serQe. Genersl ?ipé splicits 
and serves customers in the outer Los Angeles Basin‘areh and
believes such territory to constitute a growing market for its
product. It has utilized the serxvices of M&M‘for approximately'
three years; at that time having turned-to-M&M fo: sexvice
because of dissatisfaction with the service of another carriexr.
It chaxacterized the quality of sefvicc received‘fromJM&Mf&s
excellent. The witness said that the shipments that mbve'into
the outer Basin axea, beyond the certificated area of M&M“movei
under the Westates lease agreemént. In 1967, about 1 800 tons.
of steel products moved into this outer area.

A representative o‘ West Coast Steel testified that |
his fixrm hardles such items as flat sheets, galvanmzed a14m¢num
roofing, wire pzoducts, fencing, hot rollad bazxs, angles, |

°truc*u:als, nails, and related products. His firm impozts

-6-
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Zpproximately 300 tons of this material each month through the

Los Angeles Harbor, with 95 pexcent of the tonnagé going_di:ectlyf_

to its facilities in Riverside. In the past this tomnnage was

ivided between the shipper's own equipment and M&M.- Howéver;_in,
recent months MSM's poxtion h2s increased to 75 percent. The
witness indicated that he was familiaxr with the lease arrangement
between Westates and M&M and that he had observed;Wegtates signs
or. M&M's trxucks. He said that in the last sik months M&M, undex
its lease egreement, transported approximately 900 :ons‘of»steel‘
products from the Los Angeles Haxrbor to Riversidé., He cﬁéraétoff
ized MSM's cervice as excellent.

A representative of Cal Fab testified that his company

is engaged in steel fabrica*ion and imports steel both thxough

the Los Angeles Harbor and by rail. His place of\bus;ness 15.‘

in Santa Pe Springs, located outside of the present certificated
authoxity of M&. His company imports approximately 20 toms of
steel per month and anticipates an increased volume of traffic
moviog from the Haxbox to the outer Basin territoiy, On such
trxaffic it bas exclusively used the sevvices of'M&M for eight
months. Additionally, a laxge tonnage moves from the Santa Fe
Springs facility to the Harbor for shipment in interstate or
foreign commerce. The witness felt that M&M provides good service.

A representative of Riverside Steel Construction tes tlflPd

that his compaay is eagaged in construction activities involvxng;\
laxge bullding styuctures, and fabricates approkimately 1,606‘tons_

of steel per month, of waich approximately l,OOO‘tonS‘mo&e 1¢boﬁn¢j .
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through the Los Angeles Barbor. Of this 1,000 toms MEM trens-
ports about half. Riverside Steel is located in Santa Fe Springs
outside of the present certificated area of M&M. rit‘uses:M&M _
on an avexrage of about once a month on shipments from ﬁhe'Harbor.
It feels that M&M service is excellent and’that‘other carﬁiér§ |
have been unsatisfactory. The witness has seen the‘Westatés
signs on M&M's trucks. .

A representative of Rutt Steel testified that his
company 1s engaged in the import and sale of‘steei‘anﬁ:steel itgﬁs
from Japan and Europe which move inbound thzough the Los”Ange1es‘
Haxbor. Such traffic amounts to approximately 3,000‘to»4,0093tons
a month. Most of this volume moves within M&M's preseﬁt‘certi-
ficated territory and the witness was not sure of the améunts 
that move beyond. The witness anticipates an.increase‘in ﬁovéments
to the outer Basin teriitory and he expects to utilize‘ﬁhe_#erviCes
of M&M whenever he bhas the option to route shipments; In the
witness's opinjon M&M's service is excellent. |

A representative of Central Industrial Engineering
Company testified that his firm is a fabricator of structural
steel and miscellaneoué ixon products. Raw steel comes into

California for his £irm by rail and by vessel through the

Los Angeles Harbor. Imports run between 1,000 and 2,000 tons

each month. Of this traffic, 85 to 90 percent moves from the
Earbor to Santa Fe Springs. M&M géts‘so‘percenx-ofithis<Sdnta‘Fe
Springs traffic and the witness was of the opinion‘thai M&M

transported as many es 250 shipments out of the Harbor¢to”it5"
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facilities at Ssnta Fe Springs in the last six months. The. witixesis

further indicated that he secs M&M's equipment as often as three.
times a week at the Sants Fe Springs f£facility and he observed the
signs M&M on the side of the trucks. In the witness's opinion “‘f‘ |
the cervices of M&M aﬁe excellent. |

A :epresentative of Kanematsu-Gosho, a compaﬁ& that ic
engaged in the importing of steel items i:hrough‘ the Los Angeles.
and Long Beach Harxbors, testified that his -1rm m.port S'OOO to
10,000 tons of steel items each month. M&M has be‘.n used: for :he .
last six yeaxs for about 65 percent of this trafx::.c. 'Eh_
witness said that his firm made from 15 to 20 shipments in the .
lest six months into Orange County via M&M with some_y of the ~Sh'-ip-'
wents being as much a.3i3,00011:ons. The witness said ths::-lvm&l\{‘sq
sexvice was excellent. .

A representé,tive of Toyomenka, Imc., a firm that imports
steel items from Japan, testified that his cémpany imports" f'r;m
3,000 to 5,000 tons each month. He said that 20 to. 25 pexcent of
this toncage goes to the Oxange County and R:.versn.de area outsic‘.c"-
of M&M's present certificated area. Approxima.te...y 24 sh:.pmem:s
moved into thic area in the last six months. M&M transpoxts |
about 60 percent of Toyomenka's total traffi.é and appxoximétély
two~thixds of the traffic that goes into the Orange County and
Riverside area. The witness said that he has scen'Westates )
on the sides of M&M's txucks in the la‘st‘ sirx months. "Iﬁ. the

witness 's opinion M&M's service was excellent.




A. 48327 - BR /hjh *

- “ (v

A representatlve of Heede‘Weatern and Company, a flrm
that deals in cranes and hoists 1mported from Swedon, testxfxed |
that MM is utxlized on practically 100 percent of all o£ its
shxpmcnts. In the last six months there have been only two ship~
~~nts into the Basin beyond M&M's present certificated area. Tac

witness has found no problem with M&M's service in contrast to

pzobiems encountered with other companies.

Protestants ' Evidence On Interstate Commerce

?roteStants‘presentéd‘eight carrier witnesses plus ome
witness's testimony by stipulation. 0f these nine carriers five
testxfxed that they actively compete £or business with M&M. ”hese
five are: Progressive Transportatlon Company, xley Securmty
Freight Lines, City Transfer Company, Imc., Burton Truek and
Transfer Company, and Swift Transportation Company. The four
companies who oppose the appllcatzon that do zot act;ve;y'compete
for steel shipwents with M&M are S & M Freight Lines, Qwikway"
Trangportatlon Company, Brake Delivery Servxce and G & K Irans-
portatlon Company. These foux companies oppose M&M‘s applicatlon
becsuse they have general commodicy cextificates to trznsport from
the Earbor to the Los Angeles Basin area and M&M is requesting a
genexal commodity certificate. The four companies want to make

sure that M&M, at some future date, does not enter into the busitess
of transPo*txng commodities other than eteel 1nto—tne Basin  o'
territory.

All nive carriers axe common ccrziers operatxng in

interstate commerce pursuant to certificates of rngist~a*ion
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transport general commodities and, as»statedﬂabove, £ive activel&
compete foxr steel hauling from the Lostngelés Harbor té’the-

Los Angeles Basin. ALL testified that their existing fleets are |
operating below capacity. Eéch testified that it could handle
substantial amounts of additional traffic: $ & If could handle

10 to 15 percent more traffic; Brake, 25 percent; G & H,

25 pexcent; Griley, 15 pexcemt; City Transfer, 15'toﬁ20;pefcent; 

and Swift, 10 pexcent. Further, $ & M had equipment in its fleet
which was not licensed due to the lack of business; 3rake
recently sold 10 pieces of equipment; and Burton, a carriér
undoubtedly transporting steel items, had 25 percent of its
tractors and 43 percent of its trailers not licensed in thgzlast
quarter of }967 and up to the time of the hearing. y
In addition, protestants sponsored Exhibit No. 25, the
most persuasive piece of evidence in this proceeding. This
exhibit comsisted of six freight bills, five of which xepresented
transportation by M&M through its recent agreement with Westates
of loads of steel from the Los Angeles Harbor to those parts of
the Los Angeles Basin sought to be certificated by M&M. Omne of
the freight bills concerned transportation to San Francisco which
all parties agreed is of no concern in this hearing. It was
stipulated by all paxties that there was one additional-freight
bill, not included in Exhibit No. 25, dated August 8, 1967
showing a shipment of steel ffom Los Angeles Harbor'toxRiverside,

California. The president of M&M admitted that the five*freight"

2/ =
Thrgugh Inadvexrtence two exhibits were marked as No. 25: the -
exhibit with six freight bills and the exhibit of Progressive
Transportation Company's certificate of public convenience
and necessity No. MC71920. To claxrify the record we shall

mark the exhibit of Progressive Txansportation Company's
certificate as Exhibit No. 25a.

i
o

o
e
o

-11-
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bills of Exhibit No. 25 and the freight bill dated August &, 1967

are the only freight bills that could be located concefﬁing ship-
ments made from the Los Angeles Harborx to points in the Los Angeles
Basin outside of the certificated area of M&M. At the hcar:.no
counsel for M&M, referring to the six freight bills in question;
candidly admitted that 'we have the traffic which the compan?
bendled. That bas been produced. So we can all draw thé;obviousv'
necessaxy conclusion without the long, drawn out, elaborate
questions that the company did not handle any txaffic into the
area involved in this application for this shipper of‘any'given
shipper during the period of time in question." The followzng
colloquy took place:
"Examiner Baxmett: Let me ask, Mr. Grossman: Is it the

position of M&M that Westates was used on

seven occasions between oxr since May 15,

1967, and that on one of those occasions

was to Sam Francisco, which we are not

concerned with?

Mr. Grossman: This is what our recoxrds xeflect,
Mr. Examiner, and must be it.

Mr. Glanz: That was the only carxier that you had an
intexchange arrangement with duringothat
pexriod?

Mr. Grossman: I think that's correct.

Mr. Jacobson: The witness is nodding his head yes.

Examiner Barnett: That is the way I understood the
testimony to be."

In its brief MM ‘concedes the'erroneous impression
given by cextain of its shipper witnesses as to the volume of
prior traffic heretofore moved through the Harbor to the“oﬁter”‘

Basin Territory."
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Discussion :

4n analysis of Exhibit No. 25 shows that of the nine
shipper witnesses presented by M&M, all of whom testified that
they used M&M or its lessee, Westates, for shipments from the
Harbor to points in the Los Angeles Basin outside of the ;étti-
ficated authority of MAM, only threce were supported by freight
bills covering such shipments: West Coast Steel«atakivexside,
three shipments; Riverside Steel Construction Company’at'8§ﬁtafe
Springs, two shipments; and Rutt Steel Company, to*CoIton; -

California, one shipment.

These freight bills throw considerable doubt upon the

testimony of such witnesses as the representative of General

Pipe and Supply who testified that his company imports about:
25,000 tons of steel pexr year, has 75 accounts iﬁ-thevLoslAngeles
Basin Texritory, bas used M&M for three yeaxrs, has seen'WEstates’s 
trucks being used, and has had at least 1,800 tons of steel im .
1567 moved to the Basin through drrangements with M&M. Yet, no
freight bills for any of these movements were presenﬁéd. Also,
the representative of Cemtral Industrial Engineering testified
that he had at lecast 250 shipments transported thxough arrange¢ent
with M&M from the Los Angeles Harboxr to its facility at Santa Fe
Springs, admittedly outside of the certificated texritory of MSM.
Tet, no freight bills for any of these shipments were presénted;
Similarly, the representative of Kanematsu-Gosho téstified‘:h#t

in the past six months he bad transported, through an airaﬁgément
with M&M, 15 or 20 shipments from the Los Angeles Harbor inte
Czange County. No freight bills for these shipments were”présented,

Other examples could be cited.

-13-
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M& argues that notwithstanding the diSparity becﬁeén
the testimony of the shipper witnesses and the freight bills to
substantiate such testimony, ''the testimony nonetheless reflects,
on an unchallenged basis, the potential of future trangportation
requirements within that area of service." Wé cannot agree‘with
M&M. We do not doubt the bonmesty of the witoesses, but we can
come to no conclusion other than that they are mistaken as to the
amount of tonnage M&M transported for them,torareas.outSide~6f'j‘
M&1's presently certificated area. Consequently, predictioh:_
being a parlous occupation at beSt, we cannot give more'crédence
to statements of witnesses as to their future need than we give
Lo statements of those same witnesses as :o~their'pr¢seut usé, |
which statements we have found to be miétaken. Fur;hef; 1o
shippex witness testified to the-inadequacy of the 5ervice‘provided‘
by M&M through its lease agreement with Westates. :

Based upon a showing of only six shipments within eight
months into the sought territory, plus the unconvincing testimony
of shipper witnesses as to their future need for M&M's{serviée into
the sought territory, plus the testimony of protestants.showing"
that there is adequate service for all shippers.ffom :he Los Angeles
Harbor te the sought territory, we find that ho‘present‘or future
need will be served by authorizing M&M's service in‘in:grstéte and

foreign commerce outside of its present interstate and foreign

coumexce authority. ' o 0//f’

The findings of fact made in Decision No. 72507 will

be restated herein because this is a reopened proééédingkand‘
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because M&M has not accepted the intrastate autho*xty granted

- In Decision No. 72507. M&M's failure to accept oUCh autho:ity
 was out of fear of jeopardizing its interstate case. Now that
the interstate phase of this application has been determinedlM&M‘
should be given another opportunity to accept the lntras*ate

authority pPreviously granted.

Findings of Fact .

A. As to Intrastate Authority

1. M8 operates as a highway common carriex in the Los
Angeles Territory pursuant to a cextificate of public convenience
and necessity issued by this Commission for the ~ransportutxon -

of general commodities.

2. MSM operates in the Los Angeles Basin‘Territory'pursuan:

to radial highway common carrier and contract carrier perm;ts
ssued by this COmmisszon.

3. MaM seeksicertification‘as a carrier of genefal.ccm~
modities, with the uéualvéxceptions, in the Los Angeles Bastn
Territory. MSM has been providing daily sexvice of genéfal com-
modities from the Los Angeles Territory to the Los Angeles Basin
Terrizory. This service is approaching, if it is not already,

2 certificated carrier type of sexvice.

4. The witnesses who appeared for M&M desire that it be
authorized to rendexr the service it seeks authority to«perqum;
M&M pzevides a personalizedyand special sexvice whichuthey‘do nQ=
obtain from other carriers. Thc§ row use M&M's se:viceg“:ofa

great exteat to and from tke scught area.

-15-
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5. Some of M&M's customers have moved‘portions‘of'their
operations from the Texritory to the Basin; thesevcustome;s,
require common carrier service to the Basin. Also, conéigﬁeeé'
o< these customers have moved from tbe Territory~to the Besin
and these consignees require common carrier service. These‘cbanggs
are the result of natural growth and it would\be unfair to dep:ivé
M&M of this traffic. | .

6. Under present authority M&M cannot-perform-split-pickup 
oxr split-delivery sexrvice when ome component paxt of a shxpment
is to be picked up or delivered in the Te"ritory and the other
component part in the Basin. Ir this situation each. component
paxt must be rated separately, often resulting,in bigher trans-"
portation costs and the preparation of two or more ~reight bills.
Granting tbe sought auchor“ty will remedy this 3ituat10n thereby
reducing the trangportation costs of many of Y&M s customers, and
the expenses of MSM.

7. The protesting carriers will not be materially affecfed'f

by the expansion of M&M's certificated service.

8. M&M has the experience, equipment, personnel, and £i-

naneial resouxces to institute and maintain the servzce authorized
herein. | o

9. Public convenignce and pecessity. rcquire that the'pro- |
posed service be authorxzed to the extent set. forth Ln the

fbllowing order.
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B. As to Interstate Authority

1. Ninety-nine percent of M&M's interstate and foxeign
traffic originates at Los Angeles Harbox. The poxtion df this
traffic destined to points in the Los Angeles Basin Texxitoxry
beyond M&M's intexstate authority was ca::ied-undez'the‘authgri:y
of Westates Transportation Company pursuant to a lease agreement
whereby MSM leases its equipment with driver tofwesta;és.

2. The testimony of shipper witnesses concerﬁiné shipments
made between May 15, 1967 and December 5, 1967 from Los Angeles |
Harbor to points in the Los Angeles Basin Territory outside of
M&M's presently certificated area, 1f believed, showed that |
many thousands of tons moved during that time on an average of
at least one shipment each working day.

3. M8 could produce only six freight bills for all ship-
ments moving from the Los Angeles Harbor to points in the‘Lbs\
Angeles Basin Texritory outside of its presentl§‘é¢rtifiéaﬁed
authority between May 15, 1967 and January 24, 1968. |

4. MSM transported only six shipments‘infiﬁterstate conm-
merce between May 15, 1967 and Jahua:y 24, 1968 from the Los‘
Angeles Harbor to points in the Los Angele# Basin Territory
outside of its p:eséntly certificateéfauthority.

5. Because the testimony of shippé: witnesses as to present
traffic proved in error we give little weight to«the'testimony,
of these saume witnesges as to theif future meeds. |

6. Thewe are at least five caxriersloperatinglin {nterstate

coumexce in the terxitory that M&M seeks to entexr that transport

the same kind of steel commodities that M&M trausports. All'argJ“ :

operating below czpacity.
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7. The presently certificated carrieré, and M&M under its
lease agreement, provide adequéte sexvice to the publicﬁf:mm“
Los Angeles Harbor to the Los Angeles Basin Terxitory. |

8. Public convenience and necessity d‘d not require that

the proposed service be authorized.inzinterstate~and foreign' ,///I

commerce,

The Commission concludes that the application should

be granted to the extent set forth in the following order and
that in all other respects it should be denied. |

M&M Transfer Company, a corporation, is‘herebj'place&}
on notice that operative rights, as such, do not’constitufe'a;
class of property which may be capitalized or used as an element
of value in rate fixing for any amount ofjﬁoney in excéss_of that
oxiginally paid to the State as the comsideration for the.grant
of such rights. Aside from their purely permissive-aspeﬁﬁ, such  '
Tights extend to the bolder a full or partial monopoly‘of a class
of business. This monopoly feature may be modifiéd or cancelgdfét
any‘time by the State, which is not in any respect limited‘as'tq_'
the aumber of rights which may be given. o

IT IS ORDERED that: | |
1. A certificate of public convenience‘and?néceSsity is
granted to M and M Transfer Company, authorizing it to operate in -

intrastate commerce as a highway common carrier, as defined in
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Section 213 of the Public Utilities Code, between the points particu-

larly set forth in Appendices A and B attached‘héreto and]made a
part hereof. | | |

2. In providing service pursuant to :he‘certificate*hereiﬁ i
granted, epplicact shall comply with and observe the follqwiﬁg
service regulations. Failure so to do may result in a.canéellation
of the operating authority granted by this decision. |

(a) Within thirty days after the effective date
nereof, applicant shall file a wxitten
acceptance of the certificate herein granted.
Applicant is placed on notice that, if it
accepts the certificate of public convenience
ard necessity herxein granted, £t will be
required, among other things, to coumply with
and observe the safety wules of the California
Highway Patrol and the insurance requirements
of the Commission’s Generzl Oxder No..l00-D.

Within one hundred twenty days after the
effective date hereof, applicant shall
establish the service herein authorized and

f%%e tariffs, in triplicate, in the Commission's
office,.

The tariff filings shall be made effective

* not earlier than thirty days after the
effective date of this order on not less
than thirty days' notice to the Commission
and the public, and the effective date of
the tariff £{lings shall be concurrent with
the establishment of the service herein
authorized. '

The tariff filings made pursuant to this order .
shall comply with the regulations governing the
construction and £iling of tariffs set forth
in the Commission's Generzl Oxder No. 80-A.

Applicant shall maintain its accounting records
on a calendar'year basis in conformance with
the applicable Uniform System of Accounts o
Chart of Accounts &s prescribed or adopted by
this Commission and shall f£ile with the Com-
mission, on or before March 31 of each year,
aa canual report of its operations in such
form, content, and anumber of copies as the
Commission, from time to time, shall prescribe.

.19-
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3. The certificate of public convenience and neéeéiéit:y '
grauted in paragraph 1 of this order shall supersede all‘ existing
certificates of public convenience and necessity authgi:izihg' the
transportation of general commodities héretofbre granted to or |
acquired by M and M Transfer Company, a coxporation, and presently
possessed by it, which certificates are xevoked effective con-
currently with the effective date of the tariff filings required
by paragraph 2(b) hereof. , |

4. In all other respects Application No. 48327 is denied.

The effective date of this order shall be twenty days:
aftexr the date hereof. o - -

Dated at__San Franeisco , California, this_ /% 2
day of __jmvy » 1968, | |

e/ S v Cqﬂxﬁssio#s o

\ "

Commissionor Petor E. Mitcholl, botng.
aegessarily ‘absent. did not participate
iz the disposition of this praceeding,
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APPENDIX A M ~ND M TRAi\ISFER COMPANY Origin&l Page 1
(a corporation) :

M and M Transfer Company, a corporation, by the certificate -

of public convenience and necessity graﬁted in‘the decisibﬁ\notedlin

the margin, is authorized to tramsport general commoditieé, withg

exceptions hereinafter noted, between all points andlplaces.within‘

the Los Angeles Basin Terxitory as described in Appendix’B.
Applicant shall not transport any shipment§ bf:

1. Used household goods and personal effects not
packed in accordance with the crated property

requirements set foxth in Item No. 5 of Minimum
Rate Tariff No. 4-B. ‘

Automobiles, trucks and buses; viz., new and
used, finished or unfinished passenger auto~
mobiles (including jeeps), ambulances, hearses
and taxis; freight automobiles, automobile
¢hassis, trucks, truek chassis, truck trailers,
trucks and trailers combined, buses and bus:
chassis. '

Livestock; 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.

Commodities requiring protection £rom heat by

the use of ice (either water or solidified
carbon dioxide) or by mechanical refrigeration.

Issued by Californiz Public Utilities Commission..

Decision No. 74392 , Application No. _;‘4'8'32'7".




M AND M TRANSFER COMPANY  Original Page 2
" (& corporation) - .

Liquids, compressed gases, commodities in semi-
plastic foxrm and commodities in suspension in -
liquids in bulk, in tank trucks, tank trailers,
tenk semitrailers or a comb:.nati.on of such
highway vehicles.

Comxodities when tramsported inm bulk in dump
trucks or in hopper-type trucks.

Commodities when transported in motor vehicles
equipped for mechanical mixing in tramsit.

Logs.
.t

Issued by California Public Utilities Commission.
Decision No. ¥4392

» Application No. 483277




APPENDIX B TO DECISION NO. w3392

LOS ANGELES BASIN TERRITORY includes that area embraced by
the following boundary: Beginning at the point the Ventura County~
Los Angeles County boundary line intersects the Pacific Ocean;
thence northeastexly along sald county line to the point it inter-
sects State Highway No. 118, approximately two miles west of
Cbatsworth; easterly along State Highway No. 118 to Sepulveda
Boulevard; northerly along Sepulveda Boulevard to Chatsworth Drive;
northeasterly along Chatsworth Drive to the corporate boundary of -
the City of San Fermando; westerly and northerly along said corporate
boundary to McClay Avenue; northeasterly along MeClay Avenue and its
prolongation to the Angeles National Forest boundary; southeasterly
and easterly along the Angeles National Forest and San Bernardino
National Forest boundary to the county road kmown as MIll Creek Road;
westerly along Mill Creek Road to the county rosd 3.8 miles north of
Yucaipa; southerly along said county road to and including the
unincorporated community of Yucalpa; westerly along Redlands
Boulevard to U. S. Highway No. 99; northwesterly along U. S. Highway
No. 99 to the corporate boundary of the City of Redlands; westerly
and northerly along said corporate boundary to Brookside Avenue;
westerly along Brookside Avenue to Bartonm Avenue; westerly along
Barton Avenue and its prolongation to Palu Avenue; westerly along
Palw Avenue to La Cadena Drive; southwestexrly along La Cadena Drive
to Iowa Avenue; southerly along Iowa Avenue to U. S. Highway No. 60;
southwesterly along U. S. Righways Nos. 60 and 395 to the county
road approximately one mile north of Perris; easterly along sald
county road via Nuevo and Lakeview to the coxporate boundary of the
City of San Jacinto; easterly, southerly and westerly along sald ,
corporate boundary to San Jacinto Avenue; southerly along San Jacinto
Avenue to State Highway No. 74; westexrly along State Highway No. 74
to the corporate boundary of the City of Hemet; southerly, westerly
and northerly along sald corporate boundary to the right of way of
The Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Company; soutbwesterly along
sald right of way to Washington Avenue; southerly along Washington
Avenue, through and including the unincorporated cowmunity of :
Winchester to Bemton Road; westerly along Benton Road to the county
road Intersecting 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; southeasterly along U. S. Highway
No. 395 to_the Riverside County-San Diego County boundary line;
westerly along said boundary line to the Orange County-San Diego
County boundary line; southerly along said boundary line to the
Pacific Ocean; northwesterly along the shore line of the Pacific
Ocean to point of begivning. :




