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Decision No. {,70;( 1 J u%bx‘.’/ ﬂ‘\‘:ﬂ Nt

BEFORE THE RAILROAD COIMMISSION OF TEE STATE OF CALIFORNIA.

In the latter of the Lrpvlication of

U. C. EXPRESS AND STORAGE CO0., 2 cor-

poration, for a certificate of pudblic

convenlence and necessity to operstie

an auto truck service for the trans-

portation of household goods, furniture, Application No. 18655.
planos and personal effects, including

trunks and baggasez vetween inﬂUS With'

' . -
In the Jtate of Californin.
W. H. Kessler, for applicant.

C. 2. Von Eerzen, for Certificated Carriers, Ine.
and Argonne Van Lines.

CARR, Commissioner:
QRINION AND ORDER ON REAEARING

By Decision 26993, the Commission recognized that this
applicant had certain preseriptive operative rights as far south
as Gilroy on the coast route and as far south as Escalon on the
valley route. There was no evidence to support or jJjustify a
finding as to public convenlence and necessity for operations
to Los Angeles and vicinity and the application was accordingly
denied without prejudice.

£ rehearing on the application was granted with the
thought that possibly this applican® wight, and in fairness
should be given another opportunity to aftempt Lo, oring himself
within the precedent established iﬁ ?' Carnenter, declded April
30, 1954 (Dec. 26992). However, on the rehearing no evidence of

L) - - ] 5 d l
ény conseguence on public convenience and necessity was adaucec.( )

l. The only thing that might be termed mew or additional evidence
presented was a detailed statement of trips between the East Bay
area ancd the Los Angeles area, Including %rips as far south as San
Diego. The substance of this was before the Commission when the
prior decision was made.




The evidence in Re _Carmentér, supre, on public con-
venlence and necessity was weak, out there the applicant presented
some evidence upon which the statutory finding could be premised.
Here the applicant apparently has relied upon the Carpenter
precedent rather than attempting to make a real showing of con-
venlence ond necessivy vo support Its application, which leeves
the Commission no recourse but to affirm its prior comclusion and
order and deny the application.

-

I recommend the following form of order:

QR DER

Public hearing having been had on the rehearing
terein and thae matter dbeing ready for decision,

IT IS ZEREBY ORDERED that the prior decision of
Commissiorn herein be affirmed ané that the anplication be
witkhout prejudice.

The foregoing Opinlon and Order on Rehearing are hereby
approved and ordered filed as the Cpinion and Order on Rehearing
of the Railroad Commission of +the State of Califerniz.

Date

at San Franeilsco, Califormia, this _ 2. 7 = day

d
of August, 1934.

Commissioners.




