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Decislon Noofd //0

EEFORE TEE RATIROAD COMMISSION OF T5E STATE OF CALxrozmIA

=000 =

In the Xatter of the Applicaticn of

We Yo SANPORD, J. M. MATURER, ¥ GOVERNOZ

axnd WERT IRWIN, o co=-partuorsrip, *o

operste an auto stage line for the

cmying of poszengers as & trensportation Application Xo. 6891 .
conpaxy between Saceramento, Sacramento :

Comnty, and Redding, Snasta. Cotmty, and

certair Intermediate »oints.

Earry L. Euocell, fox Applicant.

J. E. Lyons anld ¢. E. Spcar, for Southern
Pacific Compary, EProtestant.

Caarles R. Dc'trick:,, 2or Sacramento Northern
Railroad COmpsuy. Protestant.

George J. Bradley, Zor Merchanta® & o=
fa.ctu.rerﬂ' Aaszocliatior, Protestarnt.

3Y DEE COMIIDSION,
OZIZYIOK. ON RE-EEARING

Tais is & proceceling om re~nesring in the Applicetion

f£1led by W. Y. Senfard, J. ¥. Maurer, F. Governmor, end Wert Irwin,

co-pertucrs, doing busineée under the fictitious name and style

o2 Shasta Trancit Company. ‘The above n.s.me@ co~partuers :Eiled.
sn sppiication on December 147K, 1920, fn waich they patitioned
the Railrosd Commissior Zoxr & certificate of public conmvenience
and necessity antriorizing the operetion of ax automobile ctage
line as & common carrier of passengers beltwaca Sacfan;ento and
Redding and Intermediste points, over tae route kzmown 29 the
"Jegs Side of tiae Sacramexwto River.™ On Marca 5%k, 1921, the
Commission Lssued 1ts Decisioz Ko. 8‘715, in whick the above
namad co-ps.rtnersh.ip was grented o cer‘ti ficate authorizing tiae |

operstion 0F m automobile passenger stage sexrvice between
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Sacramento ond Redding and intermediste points, with the ex-
ception that mo locsl passengers were to be carried betweern
Secramento and Woodland end batween Red Bluff and Relddinge.

On Uarch 30th, 1921, vhe Souwtlern Pacific Company
21led o petition for re-zearing in which they alleged”that.they
were not 20vified of the f£iling of or kearing wpon the original
application in this éroceeding and due to such fact Tthey were
noable t0 appesr and protest at The hoering thereon. Om June
3a, 19219 the Commissior issued ité Qrder grenting a :c;hearing
in thals proceeding. This Order, however, permitted applicant,
Skhasta Transit Company, to contimue operatior psnding sald re-
Zearing. | 1

Re-hearing was held.befoxre Examinér Sattexrwhite on
Pebruary 9th anl February 27th, 1922, at Sacrémanxo.'amd'on M@rch
14th, 1922, at Sen Frazcisco, et which time the matter was sab-
nittad, axd L% Iis Qow ready for decision.

This being & re-hearing upor the oxder heretofore mede,
tae qpeaﬁioﬁ 2t issue was whether pudblic convenience and necessity
required service &g proposed at the timé oL tre £iling of';ahe
application, to-wit, December 14th, 1920.

At the hearings considerable evidence was introduced
&s were glsd & numbder of exhibits, which included not only
gstetistics with respect to passenger tralfic Iz the tarritory here-

wder consideration, butv also changes In trein service, time

schednles and communicstions from various promotion boards toget@éz'

with pevitions signed by mumerous residents Iin the territory in
grestion, “sacb.petitions be lng both Lor and asainst the con-
tizmarce of service as renderecd by the Shaste Transit Company.
Muck of the evidexce referreld o matters ocﬁurring after December

l4ta, 1920, arnd was £4led anld received suwbiect to the finmel ruling
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by tz2iz Commiszzion as to Lts sdmissidility. Ve taink that such

evidence was only =dmiseible Insofar as 4t hed 2 bearing upon

%26 guestion of waether pudlic ﬁecassity reqrired the operation

oZ this stage line &t tae timc 0L f£iling oL the original op~

- plication herein, on December 14th, 1920. It is zmot always
clesr to whot exbent tiis evidénce referred bock 1o the data

roreirnabove mentioned and to wast extent Lt grew out 0 matters

Howevaer, it is not necys~

ocewrr Ing subsagqusnt to shat date.

sary to malks specific *uling on the admissibility of the loxge

nass of evidence presented because we are 0 %he opinion that
even 1f vhic evidence be given tze fullest comsiderstiom, pwblic
necessity Svill reguires the service here in question. There

ts, Lowaver, one otasy cubsect t0 be considared.

The 3Sacramento Nbrthern Radilroad, ‘& protestant in

<2is procecding, directed its primcipal testimony toward tze
opeéﬁtion 02 the Shesta Transit.cOmpamy between Sacramento;and
woodland. The Reilrosd comtonding thot while the certificate
riginally issued o the stage compmmy‘pronib ted the transport&-
tion of pasaengnrs between Sscramento and qu&land, or Inter-
medieta poiats, nevertaeless, tie stage 1ine frequently traneport-
el passengers betwaen the two'points named, using ss & subtorfuge

taerefor, tae sale 02 tickets o Yolo, o point seversl miles

north 0f Woodland. Witmneszses for ihi; protestant testified 10
+he effect That when & passenger callel at the Sseramento ticket
2fice for tramsporvatior to Woodlard, he wos sold & ticket o
Yolo snd told taat se cowli leove the Stage st Woodlond. Tartier-

 more, taat they operly solicited soumth bomnd traffic in such

' 4epritory. The metter was taken wp upon Informel complainﬁ,
previons T¢ the re-hsaring, and while it appesrs Taat official®
of spplicant nerein did not 4in tha beginning properly supeiviée
the sctions of their employeas with respect o e enforcing of
restrictions contained in thc certificate herstofore gfantgd'
them, &3 Soom o= complaint w@s made tact spah reztrictions wore
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rloyeas Iin thelir service comply fpll& with rules, regulations 22
restrictiong ol the Commigsion and that the blame for violations
attaches solely to0 themselwves.

Aftor 22l conslderation of 2ll the evidence and

exhibits Ziled Iin this vproceelding, we are of the opinion that
»ublic comvenlence and necassity required thz graniing oL the
certificete heretofore iezued %o thé Shastd Prans t‘COmpaﬁr under
Declsion No. 8713 and that cald certificate showld BO% 1ow b xe-
voxed. |

| ORDER OF PEPTTION FOR RE-EEARING

Eugrinss haviag been held on the above e¢xtitled
netter, evidence submitted and the Comnission being fully alvised,
0 IS ETETBY ORDERED that the vetftion of the Sowthern
Pacific Company for ra-hearing‘and‘révocation oL certificate
grantqed Shaszts Trancit cbmpmmy under Deéision No. 8713 be, and
“he eene her&by'is denied.
| peted at San Frameiscos Californfs, thLs _déj::f\-
day ¢ July, 1922. ' |
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