
Decision !Io. 7-3 7~. , 

BEFORE TEE RAILRO~ C~ISSION OF !l!9E S~ OF CAraIFORNIA.. 

0000000 

In the uatter o~ the ~:p~lica.tion oj! } 
F.&ft FIIJ.[ SERVICE COMPANY» a 00- ) 
partnership, :!or oertifica.te of publio ) 
conveni&llce and necessity to operat& a ) 
motor truck fUm. delivery service l Application IlIo.5080. 
between San Franoisco, Lemoore. ~u1are ) 
and po,rt.e.rv111e. ) 

P. D. Nowell for A.pplicant. 

Alfred So. t:ro 1>1 :a:a.rry ~. Hennessey for 
United States Railroad Administration, 
Ar:.e:rican Rai1wq Expre'sB. Protestant. 

BY TEE C'OMraSSION: 

Fred Fortress. Harry Fortress and Glenn Sm.i th,. 

par'blera in business, proposiogto operate under the fictitiou8 

name of Fast Film Service Oomp~~ have petitioned the Rail­

road Commission tor an order declaring that public convenience 

and neo:essi ty requires th.e operation by them of an automobile 

truck 11tl.e as a common carrier ot moving picture films and. 

repair parts b:etween San Francisco, and ~a.re and. intermediate 

pointe. 

A public hear~ on this application was oonducted . 
by Examiner Rand:eord at San Francisoo, the matter was duly 

submitted ~d is now ready for decision. 

Applicant propos-as to charge ra.tes 1n aeoordance 

wi th a schedule marked exh1bit "LTr. and. ~11ect with the appli ... 

-1-

• 

'", •. -"-;' '~';r 
.~. < ,_ >t .. ~ 



cation in this proceeding, to operate OIl a. sc,nedule of one 

trip daily serving as intermediates the communities at Oakland, 

Liveroore~ Tracy, Manteca. Modesto, TUrloek, Merced. Living­

ston, Chowchilla, Madera, Fresno, Sanger, Reedley. Dinuba, 

Visalia, Lindsay, porterville, Fowler. selma, Hanford~ and 

Lemoore. using as equipment three Dodge delivery trucks 

equipped with pneumatic tires. 

Two of the applicants in this proceeding testified 

as to the proposed. service which is to be confined exclusively 

to t~c handling of mot1o~ picture tilms between the distributing 

agencies in San Francisco and the va.rious, moving picture 

theatres along the route proposed by applicant. ~he rates pro­

posed. arc the same as those of the American Railway EXpress 

and applicants cla.im to have interviewed the proprietors Or 

managers of all theatres in the communitieS: along the propos'ed 

route and h~ve received encouragement as re.gards their pros­

pective. operation. No evidenoe was introd.uced other than that 

of applicants a.s to thc' desireo~ ::::loV1.ng picture ,theatres :eor 

a change from tho. service as hereto!ore rendered by the 

American Rsi 1 way Express and it appears from the evidence that 

the expense of transpo:rt1on and the routing of the films is 

controlled by the moving: .picture the'atres to whom the films. 

are le,ased for exbib1 tion p'tll':poses through various agencies in 

San Francisco. No evidence was introduced by applicants which 

wouJd indicate that the present service was unsatisfactory or 

that there had. been SJly loss or claIXlB.ge to the specific mer- , 

tAO exi~t1ng metho~ ot transportation. 

ThiS; spp11eat1on j;;J. q,posed. by the trni ted states R::dl-

road A&Oinistration on behalf of its lessor the Amorican 
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Rail".1a.Y Express. A witness for pr:otestant testified as to 

the service and sohedules upon which express was handled to 

the communities proposed in this application and that fo'llr' 

deliveries and three pick ups daily were made in San Francisco; 

the service given by the express oompany as regards the hand-
.. 

ling of films being a preferred service. ~he express com?SllY 

also maintains a film room at San Francisco for the proper 

handling ot this class of shipments. No complaints ha.ve been 

received as to delays in shipments or as to rates being un-
.". 

re as onab le • ~he record of business handled during a given 

period to the pOints proposed to be served by applicant 

i~dioa.tes that the business is not of great volume and, if 

this applica.tion were to be grs.nted~ there is not sufficient 

bUSiness to make the ento::'pris~ as proposed a. profitable one 

if confined strictly to the carriage of motion ~ioture films 

and. moving picture machine parts. 

We have oarefully considered the evidence in this 

proceed.ing and d.o not find that applicant offers anything to 

the public in the way of superior service or lower rates or 

moets any demand which is not now satisf~etarily cared for by 

the facilities of the American Railway Express and, as no 

evidence was offered in support of the application other than 

that of' two wi tnesso s who $%'0 partners in the enterprise ~ 

there is nothing before the COmmission that would justify 

the granting of this application other than the desire of 

applioants to enter the business of a common carrier and, as 

the CommiSSion has freq1:.ontly stated in its deoisions on 

applications for certificates of publio convenience ~~d 

neoessity. the desire ot an applicant to enter the business is 

not a measure of public convenience and necessity and the 
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applioation will therefore be denied. 

THE ?..uLROAD C01C!ISSION EE~BY DECL.C....'qZS that public 

oonvenienoe and neoessity do not require the establishment by 

Fred Fortres$~ Harr,y Fortress and Glenn Smith~ partners in 

business proposing to o~eratc under the fiotitious name of 

Fast :E'1lm. Service Co~any, of an auto,mobile truok line as a. 

oommon oarrier of mcrob.a.ndise between San Pra.noisoo-, Lemoore,. 

Tulare. Porterville a.nd interroo:dia.te pOints and, 

IT IS BE3EEY QRJ)E..~D tha. t this application be a.nd 

the: sa..:ne hereby is denje d. 

Dated at San Franoisoo~ California, this ~ day 

of d~ , 1920. 
I 

Commissioners. 

0' ~'f~.(~ 
_,I .... ~ 


