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S.F. R.F. Session Laws Date Approved Date Filed
No. No. Chapter No. 1979 1979

521 214 May 25 May 25
546 215 May 25 May 25
747 216 May 25 May 25
749 217 May 25 May 25
912 218 May 25 May 25
936 219 May 25 May 25
988 220 May 25 May 25

1018 221 May 25 May 25
1029 222 May 25 May 25
1037 223 May 25 May 25
1062 224 May 25 May 25
1101 225 May 25 May 25
1324 226 May 25 May 25
1353 227 May 25 May 25
1364 228 May 25 May 25
1377 229 May 25 May 25
1444 230 May 25 May 25

Sincerely,

Joan Anderson Growe,
Secretary of State

May 25,1979

The Honorable Edward J. Gearty
President of the Senate

Dear Sir:

~/lJ.lllr~tu~~~gi~Bl.1Senate File 498 unsigned for the purpose
of vetoing tlUitmeasp-...e.

I do so reluctantly since Section 1 of the bill, which constitutes
the original bill introduced by Senator Setzepfandt and Repre­
sentative Patton, is clearly a worthwhile and noncontroversial pro­
vision. However, Section 2 of the bill which was amended on to it
in the Transportation Committee of the House of Representatives
is a special interest provision which runs contrary to the clearly
enunciated regulatory pract.ices for motor vehicle carriers as estab­
lished by the Public Service Commission.

Section 2 of the bill would allow a large carrier which presently
possesses local cartage, contract and certificated authorities to
acquire irregular route authority without giving up its other
authorities as would be required under the present regulatory
scheme.

Irregula.r route authority would give the concern which seeks to
acquire that authority a substantial cOlnpetitive advantage 'over
other motor carriers in the State without giving them an op-




