Decision No.

BEFOKE WEE HALLROAU COMISSION UF Wil STAY OF CALITORNIA

e

In the Latter ol the Appllication of
COASUSTIUR LHANSPORT CQ., INC., a
corporetion, for an order authorlizing
applicant to operate freight trucks,
as an alternatve route, botween Santa
Cruz and San Irancisco, via State
Elghway No. 17 from Santa Cruz to Los
Gatos, State Righway No. 9 to Sunny-
vale, and U. S. Highways No. 101 or
No. 101-A to San IFraneisco.

]

Application No., 21820 :

ROVAND . WORGAN & wOn wmOXGAN, for Applicant.

JOHN F. VIZZARD, for Highway Llransport, Inc.,
Petitioner.

L. X. VIERIRA, for Southern Pacific Company

and Pacific iotor urucking Company, as
Intorested Party.

BY HY COMMISSION:

On Rarech 21, 1938, the Commisslion Lssued i1ts ox parte
Decision No. 30708 nherein vhich In general authorized applicant to
use U. S. Highways 10L and 1l0l-A and state routes numbers 9 and 17
between San Franclsco and Santa Cruz as an alternate route of opers-
tlon In odditlion to applicant's regular route of operation over the
so~called "Coast Houto" or state route No. 1 between San Francisco
ang Santa Cruzs.

On oy 19, 1938, Highway Wransport, Inc., petitioned the
Commission to either amend Declsion No. 30708 by materlslly
restricvling the use of the altornate route or sot aside such cecision
and reopen the proceeding for a public hearing. Pursuant to such
request the matter was rcoponod and a publlice hearing thereon was held
on July 8, 1938, before Examiner Paul and said matter having been

duly subnitted Lz now ready for decision.




As justification for the authorlty soughv appllicant
allegod in its gpplication, first, that a new hlghway Lz belng con
structed along the so-called "Coast Route," applicant’s regular
oute of operation botween Santa Cruz and San Franclseo, and by
reason of such conctruction work great Inconvenience, delays and
losz of tiwmc wero caused applicant in the transportation of pro=-
erty over sald route and, second, that the proposed alternate route
belng cshorter In distance wlll be ﬁore convenient and less expenslve
for aprlicant's operatlion hHetween tcrmini.(l)
Previous “o the Lssuance of Decislon No. 30708, the author-
1ty grantea epplicant to operate between San Franclsco and Sante
Cruz over state roubte No. 1 was designed to provide a service to
tho territory along such route and more particularly to serve the
territory intermedliate to the termlinl rather than a terminal to
terminal service, However, by authorizing use of tho alternate

route without restriction, applicant hos been enabled to materlally

augment 1ts terminal to terminal business possibly at the expense

of the intermedlste service.

The record on hearing shows that subsequent to the
lasuance ol Doclslon No. I0708 applicant reduced Llts sexrvice ovor
1ts regular routec to three round trips weekly and established and
operates three to five round trips weekly over the alternate rounte.
In *he operation over the alternate route applicant uses, In
addition to Lts own trucks, equipment leased from Santa Cruz iMotor
Zxpress, Ltd..

It wasz doveloped, through the tesztimony of representatives
of applicant, that since tho ostablichment of the elternate route
operation there has been some marked incressze In tonnage transported

between San Franclisco and Santa Cruz. It was also developed, as the

(1) whe distance between San Francisco and Santa Cruz via the
Coast xoute ls about 90 miles and via U. S. Highway 101
and Stave Routes 17 and 9 is about 78 miles.
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rocord shows, that durling such period of time petitioner ras lost
some traffic betweon San Francisco and Santa Cruz since establish-
nent of oporations by oppllcant botween such polnts over tho
slternate route above referred to. wne exact amount of tonnage in
cackh case was not shown. Petlitloner contends that its loss In
toxnage wac a Girect result of the increase galned by applicant.

The rccord further shows, through the testimony of the
malintenance superintendent, Divislon of Highways of the Department
£ Public Works of the State of California, that since the beginning
of 1938 the Coast Route has been closed to through transportation
but once, for a wvery short poried of time, from April 4, 1938, to
April 6, 1938.

Applicant contends that on tzrough traffic between tormint
1% should ve allowed thoe use of the shortest avalilable route.
Applicent further contends that even with the greater tonnage de-
veloped over tho alternate route such tonnage could not be hauled
over the Coast noute at a profit. No chowlng was made to support
applicant's request ror an wnrcestricted use of the »roposed alternate
route. rfrom the record now before ws it appears that public con-
venlence ana recessity only require the use of the alternate route
2T such times as applicant's regular route 1c Impassablo because of
earth clides, highway construction or roconstruction work. The

order will be so amended.

A public hearing having been hac and the Commission being
now fully acvised,

IT IS OnDERZD that Deelslon No. 30708 Ls hereby modifled

by adding thereto the following conditilons:




4 Sald alternate rouvte may ©o used only at
such times as appllicant's regular route of
operations Ls rcndercd Impassable becausc of
carth slldes, highway constructlion or recon-
struction work. '

S« Applicaont shall notify the Commulission, in

writing, within five (&) cays of cach movoment

ol its automotive equlipment over sald alternate

route by reason of Impassability of 1ts regular

route or otherwlse.

i4 IS PURTEER ORDERZD that Declislon No. 30708 shall in all
other respects remalin in full force and offect.

tho effectlivo date of this order shall be twonty (20)
deye from the date hercef.

Deted at San Francisco, Californla, this é§/*r- day of

™ , 1538.
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