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EIGEVAY TRANSECRT COLPANY, et al.,
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CASE NO. 1975
HEENRY 2. HOLMES, P. W, ZOLUES, et : -

pDefendants.

Welter E. Robinson and Gwyan H. Baker for Com~
plainants.

Thelen & Marrin, Zor defendants.

F .«d.elke for Southern Pacilic Company ‘and
American fallway Zxpress Company, Inter-
venora on behalf of Complainsnts.

Devlin & Srookmem, by Douglas Brookmam, oxr
South Shore Port cOmpam;r Intervenors.

SEAVEY, Commissioner:

CPINIOXN

Ihis proceeding is a complaint brought orn dbehals of the
Highway Z2ranspoxt Compalny, & corporation, and S. B. McLenegan
and C. S. MclLenegan, as co-purtners doing business umder the
firm name of S. B. McLenegan & Son, complainants, sgainst
E. 2. Bolmes avd P. W. Holmes, individually oud as co-partners
doing business under the nsme of EZolmes Motor Lransport Company
and aiso under the naxne of E. 2. & P. w. Holmes,

2ublic hearings were held at San Fraxncisco on Larch 25,
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and April 11 snd 12, 1924, at which time the mattor was sub-

nitted subject to briefs, which later were £iled. The matter
is now ready for decision. '

The complaint states in effect that complainants are
transportation companies as defined under the Auto Stage &
Truck Tramspoxtation Act (Chepter 213, Statutes 1517, as
amended), both having been duly enthorized, as provided in that
act, TO operate automptive‘truck sexvice Zor the tran3port§tion
of proPerfy for wmpensation betwegn San Francisco, San Joze
and intermediate points, ond that they are ut the present time
sa.epgaged: that defendants have for semetime been engeged in
the'busineas'of operating trucks for the tramsportation of
freight, express, provisions and other supplies for hire over
the puolic highways between San Francisco and Sz Jose and inter=
mediate pointa; that mch operation falls within the provisions
of the sald Auto Stage end iruck Uransportation Act, and that
defendants are operating im violstion of the provisiors of said
act in that they have never obtained from the Rsflroad Commission
& coxtificate declaring that‘public convenience and necessity
require the service rendered by them; that they have not filed
their tariff of rates or time 3schedules with the Reflroad Com-
mission, nor were they operating »rior to the effecti&e date
of the Act, section 5 of which provides that no certificate
shall be recquired of sy transportation compsny engaged in good
- Laith in ﬁhe operation of automotive vebicles for the transporta=
%ﬁ. tfon of persons or property Lor compensation on Kay 1, 1917,
add continuously since That time.

-

In thelr anawer, defendants deny that they are .engaged in

> ¥ :
éﬂ oporating trucks for the transportation of property ng compensa -
a

et tion between sy fixed termini or over amy regulsr routé within

2.
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the State oL Californis; Geny that they solicit business ox
take orders for business Lor the carriage of freisnt or expross
mettor from the public in Sen Francisco, or persons in Sanlaateo
and Santa Clars counties, tud further deny that they are &
transportation company or are operating in violatioﬁ gf lave
Dofendants allege themsélves to be the owners oZ cortain auto-
motive trucks which are claimed.to be leased 0 & limited numder
of selected shipperalbf freight. They declare that no transe
portation business is conducted by'them‘except undqr,and ;ﬁ ag-
cordance With the provisions of the se-called "leage,“ a cory
of waich is attached 10 The answere ' - . |

23y stipulatiorn, interested paxties agreed ‘that bo.n com=-
plainonts are operating lawfully in sccordance with The pr01
visions of the iuto Stage sud Truck T:ansportatidni&ct; that
defendants have never secured & certificate otlpﬁblic convenicnce
and necessi%y £rom the Reflroad Commission, <an& that‘defendanta
were not engoged Iin good faith in the oneration of autonotive
trucks for the tran5portation of pronerty Zox compen»ation over
the public hizkweya on ifay 1, 1917; It is thexefore necessary
to review the togtimony ard exznibits introduced herein in order
Yo discover the nsture of the operation of deferndsnts in the
transportatior of propverty, and te determine therefrom whether &
not suchk oporation falls within the provisioné of the stztute.

A public hearfng was heXd in thi; metter and at said
hearing & numbor of witnesses were called by ccmplainant, all
of whom were either shippexrs or receivers of freight in the'ter-
ritory of San T~‘rs.x:~.c:.'1$c:o and Sax Jose, inclusive. Seve:al |

of these witnesses wore reteil merchents wko received ahipments

1t

of freight from Saen Fracisco; othors were treffic managexs

: Ww,
or officials of wholessle houses in the City of San Frenclisco

wao shipped freight to customers down the Peninsula, to Sam Jose
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und annoont torritory.

It sooms ¢loar that do*ondants have Operated un&or
writtoé'agreements witk uhippers, which they torm “lea»qs", which
documents will be noxre fﬁlly diacusséd‘heroinéftof; ' Twe&ty-
three such ugreements wero 3hown to be in ef*ect &t tao time of
vtho hearing. The majority oL commoditios hanqled by defandunta
are ah;nned f.o.b. point o2 ueauin_uio;, ,reignt being pgi& by the
ohinping house.‘ percentage;‘hoﬁever is shippad-f.g.b; p;int
of origin, tho freight boing col 1ected by defendants f£rom
tﬁe'consigneo. Treseo colloctions 1t 13 cl&imea axe collectad
by tho txuck ownor on behalf of tno Saa Prancisco oonaignor and
are creditod To conzignor's _ account. Tho tes»imony showed that
such collections wcréliaaé'uéon o basis of 323¢ per hnnared
pounds witk a ﬁinim of 05¢, & fact the 1mport&nce of which will
noreinsftor appesre 43 reg&rdu shirments £.0.D. Sen. Prugcﬁyco,
it eypoars zhut the wholesale houaes holding the so-cdll&d'“leases"
end shipping goods by defcndents' trucks ere billed ‘64t her'weesly

by "emiqmonthly, t;e billﬁ covering toual 3h1pments for the hobof- T
ceaing noﬂioa.'

Tae evidence #éndea to siow that tae mercnandise is
nickked wp at tae vaxrious ﬁholesa e hoﬁges nolding these so—called
"leuzesg, " princmpally w*ole°&_o dealers inc&rugg, d*ug sunnliea
und drug sundries wad vaolosale 5rocory-houses, during the ,ftor-
noon of esca business day; tast stch mercnandisc is assembled at‘
defendants’ place of buminess on.Ebl om Street ad there'loaded
upon trucks during tho?afternoon the driver taking t o trucc out
at approxinotely 2 200 or 4:30 the *ollowing morning, azd ariving
to the most. southorly” noint o2 &olivery oZ any particﬁl&r ahip—

A

ment, and distribu*ing his cargo on »he nortabound retarn trip,“

arriving in Sen Francisco at spprodmately 3:00 p.z., wnerenpon.‘-
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the truck is used for pidc-up service. Defendants at the
preseat time operate some three trucks of 1% and 13 ton
capacity, aud & trefler is a1so qperated onm occasions. They

admit that no "lease™ of any nature whatsoever exists covering

L -

mexrchandise heuled on the txailex.

Defondenta ocontond that no mexchandise is transported om

defendants’ trumcks between San.Féhncisqq and'po;nté in San Matéb
-and Sants Clara counties othex, than mnder the estsblished form
o "leasge." This contention the ovidence does not contradict,
-although as mentioned above it was shdwn to be & regular practice
of deiendanta to accopt merchandise, £or transportation moving
fe0abe point o origin, the consignee o* the merchandiae paying
the transportation charge to the tru;k operators Defendants con-v
tond that amcp transportation charges are collkéted by them on
beball ol the comsignor, and étate that while the actual amount:
o< the collsction i3 not turned over to comsignor, it is credized
to consignor's account and deducted from the total émonnt of

-the periodical bills when they are submitted. .

Defondants contond that they are mot common carriers and .
sre therofore not. subject to the regulation of the dailroad Come
nission. This contention is based upon the fact that nono ofl
thelr trucks are used in tranbporxation for the general pnblic
nor for transportation for any shippor or shiwpers not holding
written "leases™ and that the OO-DurtBOIShip haa not.held 1tself
out as be*ng engaged in the transportation of merchanaise ior
the general public ‘mor foxr the transpoxtation of all classea oL
merchandigo. Defenggnts state trat they plck and choose ‘the
¢lasses of skippers with wkom they enter int&*writtep "leasesT .
and sgd:“leasea“ gre-ouly entered into with shippers of The
particular clasces- of commodities which they desire to~t§§%§§or§.
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The evidence skows that defgn&ants aave &t times refused
to acéept 3hipments Lrom shivppers 02 certain ciﬁsaes of commodi-
ties which they did not desire to handle. ike brief'of defond~
ants sets forth the names of certain firms in San Frameisco
whose buainess ﬁas refused oy defondants, and & member of the CO=-
partnerahié tostified in effect that he called mpon buginess
firms and thet shipments were refused in some instances becsuse
they refused to sign one of the "leaaes*, and in other 1nst#ncea

BT vecsuso we hondle only‘a cortein class ’
of Zroight and talke Weinstelin's Zor instance,
they have & dunck of small nackages that we
would not cure t¢ handle on the size 0f truck
we have ™ ™ * und we did not feel that we
could hardle thot mexwchandise with a profit™* *-,

Thé teatimony skows.., however, that &ef&ndants have in "
fact soiicifed business. This appesrs from the evidence to the
'efféct that they had called npon the Traffic Mansger of Eass
Bros., expigining the nature of their operations snd reqneéting
fhat'this‘wholeéale grocery irm sign oné of their writtern Zorms
of "lease™ ani turn over its transportation‘business down the
Peninsula to thém, but that such Jirm refused. !ﬁrther,'nhat at

'Eimes they had receive& televhone calls to ﬁidc up shipmenta ffom
firms ﬁot holding'written "lesges® and thal sﬁéh £irms were called
upon, the neture of the business im which defendonts were engaged
expl&inéd, and that They were requested to enter into & written
agféemegt in the form of the so-called "lease" snd ége%gafier'use
tho service of defendents in the transportétion of their com~
modities. | R

The mere fact that defendsnts do not hawl a1l cAAsses of

o~

_ commodities cammot, of course, arfect the qwestion of this Com-

missfon’s jurisdic tion. There are innumersble ¢lasses of com-

modities- transported by verious forms of carriers in this state,
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and 1t 13 & well koown Jact thal cortain of these classes of
commodities asre far more desirable from a trangportation point of
view then others. Many euthorized carriers limit their dusiness
TO one or & gselected few of 3such classes.

2ven assuming thet the business of these defendants has
been carried oﬁ with and for seiected shippers only, it is oux
opinion thut we must assume Jurisdiction thoreovwer. \hen orig-
inslly enacted in 1917, the automodbile Stage and Truck Trins-.

portation Act defined the term "tramsportation company™ to in-

clude

nEXYevery ¢Orporation or person, thelr lesusces,

tyustass, receivers, or trustess appelnted by

any court whatacover, owning, controlling,
operating or managing ony automodile, Jjitney dbus,
suto truck, stege Or auto steége used in the vrans-

portation of veraons or property 23 & common
cerrier for compensation over any puvliic highway

Iz this state between fixed texmini or over &
regular route and not operating exclusively
within the limits of @ incorporated city or
town or of & city and county™ (with certain pro-
visos and exceptions not pertinent hexe)
(Italics ours.)

In 1919, however, this passage was amended by the insertion

of the woxd "or™ before the words "es a common carrier.™’ This
Commisdl on has,'therefore, by legislative mandate, beam'given'
Jurisdiction over sutomotive carriuge for compensation, as above
defined, even where not handled by & "common csrrier”, if 1t moves
over tke pﬁblic highways "between fixed termini or over & regu}ar
route, " and does not consist ezciusively in operations within an -
incorporated city or towm or city ead county. Ihis was recognized

in our debisions in the cases 0F Bolton et &l V. Oléon & Rouch ot &l.

(Decision No. 12700) ond (Limgo Bros. case (Decislon XNo. 12907).

Uﬁder the msndate 02 the Legisluturxe we have seen no alternative

but to assaume jurisdietion over cuck carrisge, aud_mngt do B0

in the present instance.




As avbove M¥riefly mentioned, however,vdefendants contend
that'they are not engsged in the business of transportation of
proﬁorty for componsation, dut thut they are solely enpaged in
the leasing of thelir trucks, or space thereon, to & limited =
number of Selected le3sees who have merchandise for transporta-
tion, This contgmtion requires an analysis of the nature of the
so-called "leases™ montioned above &s having been entered into
betwen defénd&nts‘andfahippers or recoivers of freight soxrved by
thele a - | o

There are three classes of These so-called “leaseé;“ the
nogt common form providing, in pert, That the “193396* (éhipper
or receiver of freight) agrees, Zor & term of oue month, and
thereaftex from month 1o momth antil the "lease™ is cancelled
upon ten d&ya' written notice, to Mlease" 2 truek 0of three~ton
capacity from lessor (defendant herein), ‘Zor the tra.naporta.tion
of merchandise and Lor no other parpose, between Ssx Francisco
and points in San Mateo and Santa Claxe coungzzé, the 5leasor“.to
employ amd furnish a driver £for such trucks<§;; 70 pay the ex=
venses and wégeé of such driver, and further, 1o meintain sach
trucks in good  rmaning order, condition and repair and pay'all
expenses in CO&BQCulon with their upkeep and operation and to
'indemnify and hold harmless the "lessee™ from any end all
liablity o# eny kind and character whetsoever érisiﬁg £from the
operation of ssaid tracks ond for epy loss or damage to meréhandise
‘of the "lessee", in ccnsideration whereof the "lessee™ is to
pay the "lessor” as rentel for said trucks the sum of ¢19 50 per

truck for otck and every day in which said trucks are in good

running order and are used foxr the transportaxion of méréhéndiée

0f the "lessee."
This ‘section 02 the so=-called "lease,™ however, provides

that if on sy day only & portion ofAthe caﬁacity &f any truck
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18 used for such transportation the rental shasll be such

proportion of said rental of J19.50 as is representgd by the

ratio which the capacity of the truck actually utilized in tke
tronsportation of-the lessee's merchanidse besrs to the total ]
capaclty of the truck, snd the sgreement provides further that

Tae minimnm roental in connection with eny transportation of the
serchendise of the "lessee" shall be based on 1/30 of the capacity
-of sny sach truck, the parties zgreeipg tast ssid trucks are all
.0f S-ton capacity. It is Zuxrther provided~that the "lessee™

shall not bo listle for sny demage done 10 sald trucks while

under "lease.” | |

As.mentioned above, defeundants testified_in effect-that
they had outstanding some 23 "leases™, the majoriity of which were
oi'the neture described above..-One such “leaselprovidod-for a
rental of $20.00, one other for & rental oxf 315.66; and 8§vera1,
others had been modified to provide for & minimmm of 1/60 of the
capacity of the truck inSUead of 1/30. In general they &re a1l
of & similer teror, und all tae "leasea“ w;th the exception of
two provide foxr & payment of 719 50 per trnck per day for & J=-ton
capacity truck with & zinimun of 1/30 cupacity. This in effect
nrovides 2 rate of 32%¢ per kundred with a minimnm charge of |
65¢ £8r 200 pounds or less, and tae eviderce clearly shows *hat
such was the basis upon whick shipments wore handled.

4 number o mexlfests wore subzitted in evidencev aéd from
these 1t sppecrs thel The saze shipper ireazenvly sent out dzip=-
ments <o mo*e then one porty uwpon the same Urucil. Iz the “lease“
wes sctually ir effect &3 shown pon its face the "lessee" or
shipper should pay for the totel 0£ his shipqgnts in the aggregste
a3 he is the "lessee™ of the unit of equipgehi wpon yhic; such

shipments move. Itjhaa, aowevor, been defendants’ practmté to
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charge & rate of 65¢ for every shipment weighing wnder 200 pounds,
while 1f over 200 pounds the charge has been at the rate of 323y
per hundred pounds. These particular manifests further show &
3hipuent of 8,594 pounds, béins considerably over the J=-ton truck
limit of defendants, which defendants admitted was moved ﬁpbn

& truck arnd -trudler snd was dilled fof at 327.93,'6r &t the rate

of 32%¢ per hundred pounds. Irn Lact, defendants admitted that

that was the simplest way of computing charges for the trans-~

portetion service which they rendered.

ilthough these so~celled "leases™ ﬁroyi&e that the "lessee”
skhall have the possession snd coatrol of the trucks, and determiﬁg
the use to be nade ?ﬁereof, the testiﬁony'clearly denonstratesa
that the "lessor™ nevertheless actually retains rossesgion of
themu exercises sole control and supervision over them, Lurnishes
and .pays the drivers taoreof, maintains them in” proper order and
repair, pays-.all The expenses of upkeep and opereation, and assumes
2ll.1liehility for loss-or demage to the $00ds tramsported.
Although .the "lessee™ purports to lease the trucks or "such sbace
therein as mey be necessary to transport its merchendise” at &
Lixed »rice por truck or apace, he is, 'nofwiths‘tand.ing, ‘in
practice, charéed by the "lessor™ on the baslis of the weight of
the respective ahipments and. sccording to the number of shipmenra.
Pinally, slthough the instruments are in writing and “puyp opt to
reprosent the agreement 02 The narties, yet the teatimony shows
that, in prectice, thoy have beenm subject to verbeal modiZication
8t the will of the parties.

12 we add to this the feact that'defendants'solicifgd:vaiiaus
wholesele houses in Sax Franmecisco to enter into theae-;égdses""
for the shipment of thelr zoods down the Peninmls, and the

furtkher fact thaet in & pumber of instances consignees of Poninsula

10a
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freignt wore solicitoq by defondarts to placo sticikers on

thoir orders directing shipment to be mcde vie defendents?
trucks, 1t eppesrs clesr that the defendsnts are not in g;od
Loith loasing their trucking emipment, but sre in “set merely
contracting for, and performing & typo of trudking sexvice
falling within tae provigions o2 the iunto St&ge snd Truck Trozs-
yoxtation «ct.

Inosmuch &3 defendsnts neve elso contonded that their
operations ere not "botweor Lixed terzini™ or "over & regwlar
route” We must now review dbriefly the tes@imon& regerding the
character of their operations. If will be remembered thet Sube
section (e) of Section L of Chupter 213, Statutes of 1917, as
amended, defines these terms a8 Ifollows:

"ERKthe termini or route botween or over which

any transport&tion conpeny uaually or ordiparily
operates any ™™auto trwuck* **gven toough there

n&y be depertures froxmaild termini or route
whetheor such depertures be poriodic or ir=-

regular.”

This ub°eotion Zurther provides that woether. 9T not an
aute truck oyarated by & transnortation conpany between ’1xbd
termini or over a regular routeo within the meaning: of the act
shall be a cuestion of fzet to be ascertained by this Commission
£ron the evidenco adduced be*ore ite Defondants contoend that they
are not Operating between fized termini nor'over any ‘regular route,
because they heve had no depot at any point in San JMizteo oxr Sante
Clera connties, nor have they 2 Telephone &t such poiﬁta- That
deliveries cre made eithﬂr To 8ToTe Or sidewelk; tThot there is no
boint in amy city or towz in Scn Neteo or Santa (lara countios
which constitutes & termimus, since the destination of trncks .
is determinea entirely by the loed vhich the "leaaeea" of the
rerticmlar trnch happen to offer for Trazsportation on ‘that parti-

cular trip; and that there &rs no cities or towns in Szn Mateo
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or Senta Clara comnty to which eay trucks rogularly go oz oll
teigee T
- . It is true ..ha'c eac and overy truck operated. down the
J?onin...n...a by defend,..m:s c’.oes not stop for pic&-u'p or delivery

of merchandise at each. and evary voint a.'l.ong tae hignv'ay, San
Francisco to Sen Joso, Mclusive, and tast on occesion the ,
trucks ha_ve gone 0Zf the highway fLor several ﬁ:iles to make
.deliveries to poinfﬁs sﬁ%:h 28 ths.County Door Ferm back of Belmont;
Camp No. 4 on the Skyline BOul;varci_, Chadwick and Sykes Camp
three miles east-of Redwood Cipy;. etc. The évidence, 'howejrez_f,'l
does show that there is only oze.msin b.ighw&y 'lcnown a8 't:he‘_,,_ "‘__
2aninsula Highway over which the trucks of the de:fend.anta v.sually
or ordinarily opercte; .thst de:ﬂendﬁnts' drivers a.re ‘:Lnstmcted

during :fs.‘;.r weather to use ymat 13 imown &3 the Bgy Shore Highway
out of Sen Frantisco % its comnectlon With tae mein Zeminsla
Highway at ba.n Srano s.no. in xeiny wea.ther to use the L:ission

Road through Colme to Sexn Srunc. From saz. ano there is but

& single route through Burlizgeame, Sen MNeteo, Belmont, Redwood

City, Menlo Park; Palo &lto &nd other Intermediate points, o
Sen Jome. This mefn Stste Highwsy is nsually axd ordinerily-
uged with the exception of the infrgqué;;xt occasions upon waick,:
a3 montioned above, = truck cerries merchendise destined to -
points somewhet off the b.iéhwa'ya | . . _
In connection with defendsnts’ Exhibit No. 12, entitled
"Sone Routes u‘soc'i by EoE. and 2.W. Eom;a., " B. W Holmgs
testified that'no ﬁno 02 such routes were é.like'.' : _Route' Jow 3 .
names Redwood C:!. vy only: XNoe 5. Burlingeme-~2edwood -C:Lty;' .iqo‘._

12 Zedwood City—Burlinga.me._ .. These threé'routes however,:

Whok TWeaon iR ¢onnesvien Witk San rranwzasa u§ @ DeTThern ter=

minua, ure idontical ir every reavyect. Tranapoaing the nsmes .-
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of communities doos pmot differontiato a3 to route ovor walch
the trucks travel, but ﬁerely shows & diffa&encé’in the rduting-
of purticular deliveries._;lp-facﬁ, this entire exhibit in the
main substentistes the cdntenti@n of compleincnts’ that de-
fendants’! trucks.do usually srd ordinsrily onerate over & regular
route or between Iixed ter...ini as rewresented by manifests therein
nemed. _ '
Defeﬁdants_further contend-th#t tﬁey have no fixed tormini
due to the Xact-that the manifests sudmitted in the evidence |
covering the month of January, 1924, show. e da1fferent southerly
terminns on different trips. .Analysis o2 This evidonée-éhbws
that during the-thi;ty day veriod sbove mentibned; Shn <080 or
a.point_immedi&tel§ gdiecent to the city limits of.San Jqée,
such as'A}ﬁm Rock, Xeridian Roaﬁt etc., &appesrs &s the most
southerly tenninns wpon twenty occesions, the most southerly -
destinat ion .on other occasions bezng sone point along wast 13
known &3 the msin Peninsule Eighwsy ,.ba_.zranciscq.to.San oose,
-such.&s Ré&wood City, whick gppears same aeveﬁ.timea,-or\?alo &lto,

whice: appesars some Zive -times. .

Certainly if a truck carries‘nOgmerchanaise.£0r delivery’

upon & specified trip which wowld necessitate it going the axtire
length of its route and has no.csll for & pick-uz on the northe -
bou#&‘trip, it would in aqywcaaa'turn.back sefter making itstmost
éoutherly delivery; end if this Cbmmisaion sbpuid hold tham.the
law contemplated this class o2 oPeration as not being over a
regular route no truck onerator in the state cowld be held to
£211 within tae provisions of the state regul&tiop,_due to the
fact that onvor zore of his trucKS'oﬁainfréquenz,occasiqna might
not cover the entire route usuallyﬂ?r g}dinarily gerved by hime
After £ull consideration of the evidence and exhibits
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introduced sad briefs 211ed by comnsel, the Rsilroad Come
mission hereby Zinds as a faet that defendsnts herein are
operating a transportﬁtion compan& &s that term 1s defined in
Section 1 (c) of Chapter 213, Statutes of 1917, and cmendments
thereto; that they are engeged 1n the operation of auto trucks
‘over the public hishway§ fLor compoﬁsation.'over -1 regulaf rout;
end between fixed termini, namely, Sen Prencisce to San Jbaé
and intermediate voints, and that said defendants have not
obtained from the Cormission a certificate declaring that

public conv&mience and necessity require such operatione

-

0 RDEJ

t
2

©  Zublic hearings having been held in the above-entitled

Proceeding, evidence und exhibits having been introduced, briefs

heving beex filed, the matter now being submitted and ready for
decision, and the Commission basing its oxrder upon the fiﬁdinga
of fact contained in the opinion preceding this or&ei;

- IT IS EEREBY QRDZRED that defendonts, H. 2. Holmes and _
P. W. Holmes, 83 co-poriners &nd &s individn&ls; be,.an&_they
are hereby directed to cease snd heresfter to desist from any
and 81l such transportation unless and nntil'théy have secured
from this Cozmiasion & coertificate aecléring‘that prolic con~
venience and necessity reguire the resumption or continmance

thereo@ and
IT IS EZREBY TURTER ORDDR“D that the Secretary of thiz

« Commisaion be and he hereby is &irected t0 serve or cause to bo

- , 24
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poraonally sorved wpon said dofondunts, H. L. Holmes and:
P. W. Eolmoes a cerfifie§ copy of this oxder, end thut he
Bend a copy of thiz oxdor by registored mail %o the District
Attorneys of the City und County of Scn Froneisco and of
the counties of San Mevteo and Sante vlar& resnactively;

Por all other purposes, the'qffective date of

teig order shall be twenty (20) doys Lrom and after the date

thoreof.

The foregoing Opiﬁion and order are horeby ayp:oQad

and ordered f£iled as the opinion smd oxder of the R lroed
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Coxmission of the Stete of Californise
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