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Dec1s1on No. .21~ 7 4 ? 

BZFORE TE:E RAILROAD COMMISSION fJF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Yatter of the App11cation or 

TRUCK FUELS I INC • , Applicat10n No. 20950 

for cert1f1cate of pub11c conven1ence @~ 
and necess1ty tor transport1cg L1qu1d 'urru, o~n ~'lI n 
Gas Bu~e-Propane Fuel. ua liV~u. 

Bordwell, Mathews & Wadsworth, by John H. Mathews, 
for Applicant. 

W. A. McMillan a.nd E. T. Lucy tor The Atch1son 
Topeka and Sants. Fe Ra.1lway Compe.ny, Protestant. 

Randolph Karr and G.G. W1lls, for Southern Pac1fic 
Company and Pacif1c Motor Transport Company 

'. and Pac1fic Electr1c Ra1lway Company, Protestants 
L. N. Bradeb&w and J. L. Amos, Jr., for western Pacific 

Railroad Company,. Sacramen.to Northe~n Ra1lway 
Co~any and Tidewater Southern Ra1lway Company, 

Protesta.nts. 
Randolph Karr and J. E. Taylor for S1erra: Ra.1lwayComps.ny 

of Ca11forn1a, Prote5tant. 
J. M. Dav1s for Santa Mar1a Valley Rallroad Company, 

Protestant. 
Charles E. McCa.rtney for Petro1ane Ltd., Prote5tant. 
Tallant Ransome tor Ransome CO' 1 Protestant. 
Hue Follendore I for C. 'F. Butane Tank Line and 

Rue's Transfer, Protestants. 

RItEY~ COMMISSIO~~: 

OPINION 
.-.---""--~-

Truck 'Fuels 7 Inc' l filed the above entitled application 

seeking s certificate of public conven1ence and necessity to 

operate as a h1ghway co~on carrier for the transportatlon of 

l1quid gas, Butane-Propane, be~ween all points 1n the State of 

California. 

Pub11c hearings on this matter were held at Los Angeles 

on February 16, 1937, and March 18, (1)1937, at which time the 

metter was duly submitted. 

Applicant is engaged in the ma.nu1"acture of refinery e.nd 

truck equipment and 1n the sale and distribution ot refined pet

roleum products, including liqultied petroleum gas , Butane-Propane, 

and in the operation of Butane service sta.t1ons a.t Los Angeles 

and Fresno. 
(1) Held by Exa.m.iner Gorman 
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Applicant alleges tha.t liquid gas, Butane-Propane fuel, 

is used for various purposes; namely, as a motor fuel; as fuel for 

cooking, lighting and heating 1n construction cam~s and at moun

tain resorts; ruel for tractors used 1n road construct10n work; 

local heating and l1ghting in small communit1es; motor fuel tor 

trucks, to some extent as fuel for passenger automobiles and other 

uses. 

Applicant further alleges that the use of Butane has 

gra.dua.lly increa.sed dUl'ing :-ecen't years , and" as a. result, there 

has been a greatly increased-demand for transportat1on facilities 

capable of lt9.ndling eff1ciently and sa.fely Butane from-the various 

refinery p01nts to the retsil markets inmetropo11tan a.reas or 

directly topo1nts of consumption. The record shows that App11cant 

sold for its own a.ccount, o~ for use in 1ts own serv1ce sta.tions, 

a.pprox1mately li mill10n gallons of Butane during 1936~ 

The applicat10n was amended at the f1rst hearing in this 

matter so as to restrict the proposed opera.t1on along certa.in high

way routes as de11nea.ted on Exhibit IrB", B.tt.e.ched to the app11ca

t1on, and also to restr1ct the offer of serv1ce to the ,transportation , 
of Butane in quant1t1es of not less than 2;500 gallons. 

The record shows that the following distribution pOints 

in California. ha.ve sUff1cient ca.pac1ty to s,ccommoda.te Butane in 

quantities of not less than 2,500 gallons: Sacramento, Woodland, 

Oakland, Grass Valley, Yuba C1ty, Pr1nceton, Gridley, ChiCO, 

Anderson, WestwoOd, Dunsmuir .. Yreka" Arcata., Va.ca.vil1e , Su1sun, 

Rio Vista, Isleton, Selma, Lemoore, IndiO, Victorville, Barstow, 

Los Angeles, Bakersfield, Fr~sno, Lodi, Emeryv11le, San Jose, Inyo 

Va.lley 1 San D:tego, Sonora. and Parker. The principa.1 po1nts of. 

production of Butane gas are the Los Angeles Basin area, Kettleman 

Xills, R1cb.l:lond, and Avon. 
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The record also shows that spec1al equipment 1snecessary 

tor the safe tr~~3portation of Butane~ due to its volatility at 

atmospheric pressure. At the present time Butane gas is being trans

ported 'by ra1lroads, contra.ct carriers, s..,'"ld proprietary trucks in. 

Ca.liforn1a. .. 

App11cant avers tha.t it has contracted tor the major 

port1on of1ts hauling; however, the present motor transportation 

serv1ce b.a.s 'been unsa.tisfa.ctory due to ino.dequate ta.nkage.ca.:pa.c1t~ 

a.nd transportation equipment. 

A~p11cant, 1n the psst, has not been engaged in the trans-

porta.t!on o~ ~tane ga.s for others except 1n a very minor manner, 

and its opera.tions ha.ve 'been confined to the transportation of Butane 

vh1ch it has sold as a distributing agency. 

Mr. Cl~yton Parkhill, President of the Applicant Company, 

testified that no stUdy had been made for the need of i h1ghway 

commo~ ea~ier for the tr~~sportat1on ot Butane, ~d that no pu~ 

lie sh1ppers of se1d ce.mmod!ty esd been contacted tor the purpOse 

of a.scerta~L~ Whether or not it would secure any bus1ness as$. 
• I 
II J./ . 

highvo.y,; commO:l car:f:ie:- in. the events. certificate of public' ~,onven-' 

len.ce and ~ece3e1ty ve:-e granted. 

It appears ~t cppllc~~ts pr1ncipa,l concer~ 1s 1n con-

n.ect1on vith the trs.nspo::'tation of 1ts 0"Wn commod1ty, s.nd It·would 

br~ doubttul it" fJ.rJ.y cO:ll:1on cs::'rier transports. t10n 'bus1.ness could be 

secured from other o~: comp~~io~, particularly 1n view of the fact 

tbct Applic~~t is a c~et1tor in the s~le of Buta.~e. No shipper 

v!tnesses ve~ presented on behalf of Applicant. 

P~ter care~ly revie~L~g the ent1re reOOrd in this ~~o-
'. 

ceedi:lg, .1 t a.ppcar:: teat .A.Pp11csrit hc.o t'a.11c<! to ~U3 te.1n tho "our~en 

o~ proof zhowing that ,ublic convenience end necessity rCQuiro<! th~ 
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~~ view or the r~ct that Applicant falled to make ~ 

conclusive shOWing ot public convenience and necessity, lt does 

~ot appear necessary to discuss herein the other facts of this 

proceed1..."'l8i namely, opera.ting costs, rates, etc. 

From C\. ca.reful review of Soll of the evidence introduced 

in th1s proceeding, we are of the op1nion that the application 

should be den1ed. The following form of order is recommended: 

The aoove anti tIed applica.tion hav:Lc.g b~en filed, "ubl1c 

hearings hav1ng 'been held" and the matter ha.ving been submitted" 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED tha.t the a.bove ent1tled application 

be a.nd the same 1s hereby denied. 

The fo~eoing opin1on and order a.re hereby a.pproved and 

ordered filed as the op1nion and, order ot the R~ilroad COmmission 

of the State of California. 

The errect1ve da.te of this order sha.ll be twenty (20) 

days from and after the date hereof. 't/ 
Dated at San Francisco, California, this L J - da'1 of 

-.4J?hU-""'1~-' 1937. 
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