
:060is1o:o. N~). /II/? 

:a...~OP.E THE ::U.l.ILBOAD OO;·/lMISSION OF TEE STATE OP c..G..LI]'10aNIA 

-000-

In the Matt,er of the A:9plicat ion of 
JOE JOA ~um unO. GEO. COSTA for 
cert1~ioate o~ ~~bliC conve:o.ie:o.ce ~d 
nece.ssity to operr:.te o.uto trucks. freight 
sGl'viee between; Alviso and San Francisco, 
ca.lifornia~ 
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: APplication No. 8154 
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I{Ortl$.%l E. lIs.lc olm for Applicants. 
B. Anixt·er for Riverdo.le C::ret;l.In.e.ry co. Protestant 
PraDk B. Austin for southern ~ac1f1c co. Protestsnt 
C. Z. Ilarper for E1ghvrey Transport :eo. J?:rotest$.Ilt. 

BY :rz:E: CO!Q.1ISSION, 

Q. p 1. lr l..Q. £'. 
Joe Joaqtd.na:od. Geo. costa. .. co-:s>o.rtnel's .. filed. Son 

application w1.th the Raill'ood. COl':u::lis:Sion in which they petition 

for a certific~te of public convenien~e ~d necessity authoriz

ing the opera.tion o·! aD. automobile truck 11:oe as a common 

carrier of milk betweeD Alviso and 4'"t. View c.m farms in the 

vicinity thereof to SaD Francisco·. 

A. public hea:r::t ng in the c..oove entitled proce eding 

was held before ~ner Satterwhite on septem.ber'21st, 192'Z. at 

SaIl ~iatl:c1sco:. Cc..li:fornic.. .. at wb;ich t.1'Cle the ma.tter was subm1 tted 

~~ it-is nOW :eady for decision. 

~.b.e g:rs:c.:t1ng of t.b.~ application ns herein :proposed 

was protested. by the R1ve:rd.a.le c:e.amery Company. southern Pa.cific 

c.omps.IlY ana. the li1gb.ws.y Tl'aJlSpo~t compat::y. The. southern 

Pa.cific CO::J.Pa.XlS· wi ~.b.dreYI wi tb. the understtJ.ll:d.1.Xlg that t.b.e service 

herEtf1n propose.d. would be' O!,Gl's.ted. should the certificate be 

granted.. over the peninsula b.ighw$.~ onlY' $om Vlould at no t1:le be 

operated. ov<;r the bay ttZl'ries of the southern Pa.cific.Co!llpany. 

The .:pretest of the ~igh.wa.y ~:r:allspo:rt CO!ll,:?3l:ly was wi thdra.wn when 

. it was shown tAut app11can~~:ropose to handle milk only $Dd tha~ 

l. 



no other commodities woul~ be transported either north o~und 
I 

or south 'bO'tUld. other than the returIl of empt:7 caIlS from. creameries 

ixl San Frru::.cisc 0 to dairy rancbe s. 

The evidence bere1Il showed th~t ~pplic~ts propose 

to operate two r,ottlld. tri:ps per day and. thc.t at the ?resellt 

time they have the :promiseo! eleyen c1.a1:r1:es ~.b.() have agreed to 

ship their milk oy their tr~cks. All "0£ sa1a dairies are at 

the prese.ut time being eerved. by '~he Riverd.ale creamery Compv.ny. 

Ap~licants testified. thut they propose to operate their trucks 

so as to save i'01.ll' of the dairy rsncb.es the necess1ty of hauling 

their milk fran the ranches to tAG road side w.b.~re it is picked 

up by the Riverdale Creamery.cocp~y's trucks. AppliCaDts 

~so propose a rate of 2:2 cents- !,)er ten gallon O'axl 0.3 agaillst. 

28' cents" per tel:! gallon can as. now c.b:argecl 'by the Riverdale 

Creamery. 

One of the co-,~rtners herein is now engaged in the 

operation of a d~1ry r~nch. being one of the ranches proposed to 

be s~rved by ap:91icants here in. It wa·g the· opinion of ap-
,1'.' 

plicants that service could be rendered at a profit at-a rute of 

2Z ce nts per te n gallon car. ins.tea.d of' the 28. ce nt 1'Q. te I)..t. 

present charged. 

It sp:gears that no pu.olic neceSSity exists.' for t"he 

service e.s p:::.opose.a: by a.pp11c"ants. their ~1D g:r:otUld :for t.b.e 

issuance oftb.e CEirt ifice:te as o::pp11ed for. be 1113 the lower rate 

under which. they propose to operate. T.b.eOoiD.lll1esion .lw.s held 

on a~bGr of occasions that the law re~ui~es that a showing o~ 

public convenienc.e and. necessity !:lUst be made by ~:pp11co.Ilt for 

a. certificute Cond that a. certifica.te could not be gl'e.nted. solely 

'll:p.o:c. the ~:0UIld. tb.~t appliCS:lt proposes a rate lower than that 

charged. by existing carriers'. 

~ the rates c.b£&.rged by e.xisting carriers ~e con

sidere.d. excessive, a~ one may, at sny time, complain to' the Ra.11-



road Commission petitioniIlg for an order estsblis.b.1:ag just am 

reasonable r~tes for the service rendered. If certificates 

weregrruited by this Co:n:::ission solely upon the proposal to 

rend.er service o.t 0. lower rs.te t the holcler of '0. certificate, . 
in t~e event his proposed rates should prove non-compensatory, 

co.ttld at s:ny t1me file application to secure all inCrease- in 

rates. Such. action. if not taken, would. ult1mo:tely result in 

the o.band.onment of service entirely or an inad.e c:uate aJ:l:d. in

efficient. service and. the weakening of the eXist1ns c~rriers 

WAO properlY care for the traffiC reqUirements. 

We- .-s,xe of the opinion thc.t no showing has been made 

in this proceeding justifying the gr~ting of the application 

~d. an ora~r will be entered accordingly. 

ORDER 
_. 

A public hea=ing .b.av~g been held, evid.ence submitted 

and. the Commission being ~ll~ advised, 

IT IS EE?l3Y ORDER-VD thet the above entitled. ap~11ca.

tioD. be. c.nd. the same hereby is d.enied. 

D~te~ ~t san ~rancisOD, Cclifornia~ this / it( 
; 

of October. 1922. 
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