Decision No. /44 s b

BZFORZ THE RAIIROAD COMLIISSION OF TAE ST

=000=

In the latter of the application of

A. Co WOODARD, doing business under

the fictitious name of QALLAND=SAN

JOSE TRANSPORTATION COQLPARY, ZLox

a cortificate of public convenience

and necessilty to operate motor truck

line for the transportation of Lreight thpplication No. 9163
between QOerland and Livormore, and

-intermediate points, vie Hayward, )

Niles and ZPlesasanton.

Gwyn E. Baker Zoxr aApplicsant.

L. N. 3Bradshaw for Southern Pacific
Company, Protestant.

. G. Lickteig for Americen Raflway
Zxpreas Compsany, Protestant.

SEAVEY, Commissioner:
O2INIOYN

On June 28, 1922, 4. C. Woodard, doing dusiness under
the fictitious name of Ozkland-San Jose Trunsportation Com-
Pany, applied to the Railroed Commission for an order
authorizing hixn to establish certain through rates between
the exigting truck line operated by him betweer Oakland,
San Jose and intermediste points and lines gcquired under
Decision No. 12058 on Application No. 8971 authorizing
operation of sutomotive truck service between San Jose

and Hayward and San Jose and Livermore.

le




On October 25, 1923, the Commission issued
its Decision being Number 12751 in Applicetion No. 9163
granting the application witk the proviso thet applicant
was prohibited from operating through truck service from
Oskland to Livermore, but rermitiing the establishment
of through rates Oskland to Livermore. - On February 9,
1924, applicant f£iled his petLtion for rehearing in which
he set forth that while it was trume that the applicant
41d not state in 30 meny words that he desired to run
through trucks from Oakland to Livermore that & reasone
able conatruction should have so interpreted the applica-
tion.

4 rehearing was granted and a hearing held
on August 4, 1924 at San Francisco at whick time evidence
was introduced, the matter swnomitted amd it is now roady
£oxr decision.

4% the rehearing applicant produnced several
witnesses, one from an Oallend wholesale grocexry store who
Stated that they would use the Joint route to Livermore.
The other two witnesses were engegod in the foed and fuel
business at Livermore and stoted that their shipments con-
gisted only of large amounts which were shipped by rail.

It appeaxrs from review of prior decisiona of
the Commission that quite & number of applications for por-
zigsion to operate truck service Qakland to Livermore have

been denied due to lack of necessity for such service.

(Decisions Nos. 7936, 8892, 9912, 10247, 10277, 10709,

11183, 11003, 13809).
While it is true that the adbove gpplications
sought to serve sdditfional pointa to or beyond Livermore,




they also all desired to serve Livermore snd operate to Oak-
land and it must be considered in denial of seid spplications
if? it had beon shown thet & necessity existed Lfor service
from Livermere to Oskland, such applications could have been
granted in part coveriné sueh territory.

Tecing the above mumbered decisions in commection
wita the limited evidence intm.duced by sapplicant as to &
claimed necessity for the establishmment of through truck
service, Qakland to Livermoxe, I am of the opinion and heredy
find a3 a fact that public con;enience and necessity do not
require the e¢stablishment by applicant herein o through
truck seivice Qaklend to Livermore and sun order will be entered
accordinglye.

O0RDER

& public hearing huving beem held in the above en~
titled matter, evidence introduced and the matter being sub-
mitted and now ready for decision,

IT IS EEREZBY ORDERED thst the petition f£iled by
L.CoWoodard for modificatfion of said Decision No. 12751 be and
the 3ame hereby is denied and the above numhered decision afe
firmed.

The Loregoing Opinion and Order are hereby approved
and ordered f£iled as the Opinion énd Order of the Rallroad Come

mission of the State of Californise

I
Dated st San frencisco, Caldifornis, this_)(, day
of Jannary, 1925.
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Commissioners




