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In the Matter of the Application of 
PACIFIC MOTOR TRUCKING COMPANY for 
certificste of public-convenience 
and necessity for the transportation 
or property by motor truck for 
other common carriers between Mojave 
;md Saugus and 1nte:-med1a.te points. 

- - - - - ~ - - - ~ - - - - ~ ~ -
BY TEE COMMISSION: 

Applies,tioD. No. 20,297 

,QfINION AfTER QlWi bltGmrE:Nl 
ON lWHEARIm 

The Commission by Decision No. ~l042, dated June 27, 19~5, 

generally affirmed certain of its previous decisions1 which (1) en

larged the authority heretofore granted by author1z:illg the use of 

line haul trucks for pickup and delivery service (a) in conjunction 

with th~ operative rights possessed by Pacific Motor Trucking Company 

to operate as a highway common carrier :tor the distribution or rail

road tr~fic between points located on the Stratford, Riverdale, 

Coalinga and Kerman branches, and on the main line of the Southern 

Pacific Company between Fresno and Goshen Junction and between San 

Luis Obispo and Metz, and (b) in conjunction with the operative right 

possessed by the Santa Fe Transportation Company to operate as a 

highway common carrier between Fresno, Portervllle and intermediate 

points located on the lines of The Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe 

Rallway Company, hereinafter referred to as Santa Fe, and (2) author

ized the PacifiC Motor Trucking Company to operate as a highway 

1 
Decision No. 26261 0: August 21, 19~3, and Decision No. 30110, 

dated September 7, 1937, on Application No. 18699; Decision No. 26939 
of April 16, 1934~ and Decision No. 30110 of September 77 1937, on 
,Application No. 18881; Decision No. 27234 of July 30, 1934, and 
Decision No. 30110 of September 7, 1937, on Application No. 19030; 
D~cision No. 27235 of July ~O, 19~~., and Decision No. ;0110 of 
September 7, 1937, on Application No. 19062; Decision No. 30098 of 
September 7, 1937, on Application No. 19563; and Decision No. 30088 
of September 7, 1937, on Application No. 20297. 
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common carrier bet11een santa Barbara and Montecito and between Saug'CS 

and Mojave and intermediate points. 

Protestant;;' in these p~l:"oceed1ngs filed petitions for re

hearing which Viere granted. The matters were orally argued. before 

the Commiss1on en banc on July 22, 1938. 

A clear understanding or the issues involved requires at 

least a brief sketch of the historical attempt on tbe part of the 

two major railroads in California to improve their freight service 

and to effect economies in operating costs. Aprox1mately ten 

years ago the Southern Pac1tic CompSIlY', alarmed at the substant1a~ 

losses of tbeir less than carload traffic to truck carriers, em

barked upon a program, through the medium of the1rwholly owned 

subsidiary Paci!ic Motor Transport Company,3 to provide a pickup 

and delivery service at all agency stat10ns on its line in Call1''ornia, 

Oregon and Arizona.. The Pac11'ic Motor Transport Compa:cy, operating 

as an express corporation as defined in Sect10n2(k) of the Public 

Utilities Act, originaJ 1y published, as an experiment, ra.tes from 

and to points on the Pac11'ic Electric Railway, later el."tended such 

rates between certafn main line points on the Southern Pacific and 

still later extended its service to apply over all of Sou~hern PaCific's 

lines 1n the state and over the lines of many other transportation 

companies. Shipments were tr~sported under Pacific Motor Transport bills 

or lad1:c.g. Pickup and delivery service at the terminals was 

2· 
Pacific Freight Lines, Keystone Express Company, Besone Motor 

Express, The Arvin Line, Valley & Coast Transit Company, Coast L..i..ne 
EXpress, Valley ~ress Company, Valley Motor Lines, Inc., George 
Harm Truck Lines, Frasher Truck Line, Fortier Brothers, Huntington 
Stage Lines and Triangle lransrer, F. F. Sullivan, doing business as 
Red Line Express. 
3 T~e Pacific Motor Transport Company, originally known.as ·Pac1fic 
EJ.ectr1c Motor Transport, was, at its 1r..ception, a 'Wholly o'Wlled sub
S1d1ary of the Pac1:f"ic ElectriC Railway, which in turn was a wholly 
owned subsidiary of the Southern Paci:f'1c Compa.rJY. 

-3-



;:>er.t'ormed largely ~Y loe~ dre.'1lI1$l'\. opere.t1.ne '\l.l\der contract. 'W1 'th 'the 

Pe.oifie Motor Trans,ort~ while the lint) h8:U.".. ~erv1oe 'betWetOI1 tho 

terminals was :per!omea. 0'1 various transportation ccmpanies under 

oontracts betwe$n them and ?ec1t1c Moto~ Transport. Pioneer !;press 

Co:'!')!.nI, et a1. va. P~e1t'~.o Motor Trl'll'ts'Oort, et e..1. •• 37 C.R.C. 102. 

In conjunction with the service rendered by Pacific Motor 

Trans~ort, and in eonsonance with the progr~ or the Southern Pacific 

COtll)8nY to rend.er expedited store-door servico M.d. ettect operating 

economies, truck trensportation as a highway common carrier was com

menced, t1rat by P~o1f1c Motor Transport and ·thence by P~c1t1c Motor 
. . 4 

~ruck1ng Co~pany, one of the applicants 1n~e3e proceed.ings. 

Po.c1t1c :Motor Trucking CO!!l.De.llY holds D.ta~:erous certiticates ot public 

convenj'.ence and necessity, autho:oiz1ng it to transport property, which 

o~erat1ve rights are generally restricted to the movement under oon

tr~et of traftic covered by the billing ot and moVing under the tar1ff 

re.tes ot Southern Pac1fic Co::pe.n"v, Pacific Motor Transport, P.a11way 

Express P~ency, Ino., and carriers of the~e claeses. 

By Decision No. 30723, d~ted MArch 21, 1938, in Application 

No. 21599, Pacific Motor Transport was authorized to!tdiscontinue 

operation es an e~ress corporct1on and s1nce August 1, 1938, the 

trsnsport~t1on service tor.merly atforded by Pacific Motor Transport 

has been rendered by Southern ?~c1t1e COnI,i;>a:c.y. and the otb.er transpor

tation companies over whose lines Pacific Motor Transport's tratt1c 

was moved. This serVice is carried on under aJ;>propriate local and 

joint treight t~ritts tiled with the Commission. ?iekup aud delivery 

service, and line haul subst1tut.ed truck serVice, i8 :perf'orm.ed in mUG 

the same manner as ,rior to August. 1, 1938, being unattected by the 

4 
Pacitic Motor Trucking Company, originally a subs1diary of 

P~o1t1c ~otor Transport ~nd later of Southern Pae1t1e Co~pan1. 
commenced highway cammon carrier operations in July, 1933. 



cessation ot operation by Pacifi0 Motor Transport. 
. . 

Like the Southern Pacific Comptmy' , the Sante. Fe ine.uguarte4 

a store-door pickup and de11very service, but undor 1ts OWU name. 

Pickup and deli Tery service is pertormed largely by draymen 'tUlder 

contract. Substituted line haul truck service, in lieu ot 1"811 ser

vice, has been performed by Santa Fe Trans:portation Company, a wholly 
. . 

owned ~bsidiary ot Santa Fe. the seoond or the applioants in these 

proceedings. 

The major highway Common carriers, protestants in these 

prooe.dings, ola~ that these ~plioations and others pending betore 

the COmmiss1on, it granted, will constitute an unwarranted and need

le88 invasion by the railroads into a tield Which, over a per10d ot 

years, has assertedly been abandoned by the ra.118 end wbich field 

had been pioneered by the truok lines. ~tween the two diametr1cally 

opposed views steJid~ the shipping publio, Which, 'while having voiced 

no oo:aple.1nt aga.1nst the oharacter ot service rendered by the truck 

lines 1n the tield Which they serve, would, tor the :moat pert, like 

to see the 1"811 service improved. 

The truok carri era strongly urge that the reoo 1"4 in these 

proceedings talls tar short ot estab11shing publio convenience and 

neee5s1ty according to the standard laid down by the COmmission In re 

A.pplication ot Sente. Clara Ve.11er Auto L1ne, 14 C.R.C. 112, 118, and 

other cases, to the effect that the Commission ~ll be slow to permit 

a compet1tor to enter a t1eld already adequately served by ~ exist

ing utility. See also P. G. & E. Co. vs. Great Western Power Co., 

1 C.R.C. 20g, and In re Oro Electric Co., 2 C.R.C. 755. A review ot 

the evidence ot record in these proceedings is oontained in Deoision 

No. 31042. 

Public convenience and ~ecessity 1s a detinite and well 

understood term. Ditterence ot opinion arises only as to the degree 

or character ot proot necess~ to establish its existenoe. There 

has never been nor oan there be prescr1bed a hard and taat rule or 
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tormula tor its determination as a mathematical proposition. However, 

general standards tor the determination or public oonvenience and 

necessity have from ttme to time been laid down by the Commission and 

the courts. Suttice it to say that public convenience and necessity 

is synonymous with the public interest. The public interest, in a 

broad ~ense, comprehends a utility system tully meeting the require

ments or the ~ublic, each agency rendering service in the tield which 

it can most efficiently serve at the lowest cost to the public, but 

at rates sttrticiently high to maintain the utility system in full 

vigor and thus insure a continuing and enduring service to the public. 

The question here prese:c.ted tor determi:C.ation is whether 

the public interest will best be served by permitting the rails, 

through their subsidiaries, to give effect to the 1mprovementsand 

economies Which they here propose and whether the protesting truck 

carriers would be unduly harmed thereby. 

Betore proceeding to a determination or these questions, 

we may fairly say that, wi tll the possible exception or the application 

covering the proposed truck operations between Saugus and Mojave, the 

granting ot these applications will not materially affect protestants. 

The carrier servi:c.g the territory between Saugus and Mojave is a 

small operator relring mainly on local tratt1c tor its revenue. 

Eowever, protestants are vitally concerned with the possible results 

that may flow tro~ the adoption ot a broad principle which would allow 

the rails to pursue their program unrestrained. 

~ese proceedings tall into the three following classes: 

1. ~ere applicants now o,erat1ng trucks between railroad depots 

are not permitted to use those trucks tor pickup and delivery service, 

desire to pert~:t'm e. p1ckup and delivery service with the same truck$. 
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." --
2. ~~ere applicants are requesting authority to operate trucks 

in line haul and. picku.p and deli very service 'wi thin reasonable dis

tances of the break-bulk points e.nd. the major part of the trattie is 

incidental to a rail haul prior to, or subsequent to, the truck movement. 

3. Where applicants are re~ucsting authority to operate trucks 

in the same manner as described in the preceeding ,Paragraph, but 'Where 

the truck operation will, in etfect, constitute placing an added 

carrier in a purely local territory where a substantial diversion ot 

traffic trom the existing carrier may jeopardize the continuation ot 

his service. 

The solution ot the issues presented in each ot these classes 

'\\'111 serve not o:uy as a means or determ.ining the questions presented 

in these particular proceedings, but, to a large extent, may be tollow

ed as a policy in the determination ot other proceedings, including 

those now pending and those which IrJI3:S" be submitted in the tuture as 

the rails attempt to give further etfect to their progrsm ot tmprove

ment and economy. 

1. 'VJE:E:RE APPLIC .. 4.NTS NOW OPERATING TRUCKS BE'l"!.VEEN 
RAILROAD DEPOTS, DlSIRE 'rO PERFORM PICKUP .AND 
DEI.rv.ERY SERVICE WITH TEE SAME TRUCKS. 

The rails have on file with the CommiSSion taritfs proViding 

tor store-door pickup and delivery service. These carriers, as a 

matter or right, may now, and in many instances do, perform piokup and 

d.elivery- service under contract with d:raYIllen. In actuality, however, 

'SUch a service is not1rendered at many of, the pOints covered by the 

applications here involved, due to the inability of the rails, for one 

reason or another, to etlploj" sui table drayl'lle:c.'". In the ease or some' or 
the smaller communities there are no dr~ymen whom the rails can employ. 

,,' 
.' 

As a result ~ the shipping aII.a ree,eiv1ng public at such communities is 

unable to get pi'ekup and deli verY' 3ervice on·, rail shipments. 

The principal objection raised by the petitiOning highway 

carriers is not so much that the rails, through their subsidiaries, 
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should not be allowed to perform their own pickup and delivery ser

Vice'W1th their l1ne haul. trucks vtith1n the long-established and 

well-recognized ,1ckup and delivery zones bounded in the rails' 

tariffs, as it is that by the simple process of tar1f"f' amendment, the 

rails would be enabled to so enlarge their field of pickup and de

livery as to make a continuous zone or succession of zones extend

ing unbroken between the extreme termini of the line haul. truck 

operation. Whatever merit might have been accorded this view, it 

seems clear that no sotmd cause for ala.rm from this source can exist 

if the restriction proposed 1n Decision No. 31042, supra~ is given 

effect. By this restriction the right to perform p1ckup and· delivery 

service by line haul trucks would be confined to the zones described 

in the tariffs of the rail carriers on tile with the Commission as of 

June 27, 1938, the date upon which Decision No. 31042 was issued. 

The record shows that the public desires pickup and delivery 

service, whether in connection with rail or highway carr1er service. 

It is equally clear that such service cannot~ in many instances~ be 

renderee ~ess the ra~~s per~orm the serv~ce themse~ves~ e1ther w1th 

their present line-haul trucks, with the Commission's approval, or 
with separate motor truck equipment. The light volume of traffic to 

be deliver.ed in each of the many small communities involved renders it 

uneconomical tor the rails to take advantage of the second alternative. 

The pub11c need and the desirability o~ promoting economy in the per

formance of pUblic transportation well justify authorizing the rails to 

use their line haul trucks ~or p1ckup and delivery service, subject 

or course to the restriction hereinabove discussed. The granting of 

this authority creates no new operative right as the rails alreedy 

~ossess that right, to which, 1£ it were not for the existence or phy

s1cal and economic impediments beyond their control, the rails could give., 

effect. 
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2. ~'.~ AP?LIC.l\,l~1:'S ARE REQ,uESTL.~G- .. ;'U'I'EORITY TO OPE?.ATE 
TRUCKS IN LL~ &\UL Al"ID PICKUP .:u,"'D DELIVERY SERVICE 
:\rrTHL.1' RE..~OK .. ~LE DIST.AJ.~CZS OF T!m B~-BULK POINTS 
.AND THE !";'JOR PA.~ OF TZE: r.rR..~IC IS INCIDENT .. U. TO A 
RAIL :a;.:GL PRIOR TO OR SUBSEQ.uE~'"T TO TEE TRUC:K MO \T'.am!\~ • 

"'''". great many of the a:9Plications t'iled by the rails, through 

their subsidi~ies, tor highway common carrier rights, like most or 

the instant applications, have involved an intended use of the authority 

requested to transyort property, the preponderance or which is depen

dent upon a prior or subsequent rail haul in continuous movement. 

t;:"at t;:\is has 'been the case is no doubt due to the ta.ct tho.t the rails 

tind it more economical to hold to the rail those movements of rela

tively greater distances where property in transit in a given general 

direction can be consolidated into cars destined to eentr~l creak-bulk 

stations, in through trains, thereby producing a more etticient load-

i:c.g and use or rail cars. Beyond these break-bulk stations, as is the 

case in so~e of the instant applications, it has frequently been 

demonstrated that, due to relatively light loadings and the compara

tively expensive oper~tion of local way-freight trans, substantial 

operating eco~omies can be effected and time in trans1t materially 

reduced by the use of substituted line haul truck service •. Another 

stro~ contributing factor 1s that the large jobbing and distributing 

centers in the San Francisco Eay region and in the Los Angeles area 

produce the great bulk ot less carload traffic moving to most of the 

smaller communities ot the state. In general, the proportion ot d1s~ 

t~ce which tratfic is transported in line haul trucks is small as 

co~pared to the distances the same traffic is transported in rail 

cars. The truck constitutes but an adjunct to the rail facility. In 

cases of this class the Commission has generally approved the pro

posals of the rails to improve service ~d effect operating economies. 

We believe that the public interest may best be served by continuing 

to tollow thiS policy in the instant proceedings insofar as it appears 

that the majority ot tne traffic to be transported in line haul trucks 
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• 
i3 incidental to ~ rail hc..ul" o.nd where the hiGhway disto.nces are not 

It !"las not boon demonst:r~tec1 'thc..t the gronting of such 

rioro-. 

Occasionally the ruil~, through their sUQsidiaries" as in 

the 00.:0 of one of the instant ~roceeeinec, have oought authority to 

operate t~cks in l~eu of porfo~ing r~il :ervico between pOints 

,;:~er0 thore ie So cubsto.ntial movement of lOCD.l traffic. In such 

Cc.scz.. it ;,.c.::: SO::1ct!.::.e::: beon sho".'.'I'l th~t tho h:i.0hway co:mr.on carricrs 

opcra.tin.::; oc'l;wccn ouch pO:i.ntc wc'!;'o lo.!'se1y c.cponc.ont upon such 10c0.1 

t~~~~:i.c for thcir :revenue. It 1:: \'!i th recpoct to '~his cla:::~' ot 

o.pplicc.tion that ro0.1 ::lorit may be ~ccorded to the 1'oo.r::: e:cpressed 

oy the protestants in theoo yroceedines were tho Co~nission to adopt 

0. policy o! pel~ittin3 the rail::: to give full effect to their prosr~. 

no~everl it h&s not boen the pollCy of the Co~~:i.ssion to 

s::"o...~t this class of' o.ppl:tcc..tion without o.pproprio.tc restriction to 

prevent 0. ~oedlezs ~~d ~~wnrro.ntcd invasion of the revenues of the 

~i5hwny co~on c:::.rriers :::.nd thus u-~dcrminc ~ public tr~nsportstion 

service inaugurated ~~d maintained in tho public interest. In 

Decision No. 31135, dated July 30" 19;8, on rehcar~ng of Application 

1,0. 18981 of ?acific Z.:otor Trucking Comp:my to extend an opcro.tive 

right it then ~eld between r..lo::; A.."'18c1es and Los JI....'1g01es Harbor" so as 

to pcr:::Lit ::;ervice bct'i'lCen Los An3elcs and Long Beach, tho Co:mr.ission 

set aside its former ordor gran.ting the application saying: 
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"V;hilo it io true t;ho.t the :lpplico.nt Vlould 'be 
ono.bledto expedite, by mean::: of this propo$od truck 
servicc" the traffic which is incidental to tho rail 
h~~l th~t ~ovec betwcon ~os !~~clcs and Lor~ Beach 
~~d originatos at or is destined to pOints beyond 
Los l.u--..geles" s..."'lc:. "':'1.11e it is furthermore true tl'lut 
certain oconomics in tho operation of applic~tT$ pro
posed tr·~clt service would bo effectod, the mo:;oc il:nport:).I':.t. 
fa.ct remains th&t tho sreat bulk of all L.C.L. traffic 
:novinS bot\'leen Los Ansclec :mel Long Beach :7.s loco.l 
t=-o.ff:7.C, i. e., tr:;..ffic liLli ted to thece two points. 
It clearly ~ppoaro th~t this applica.tion is for the 
pr~a.ry purpooc of ~lacins in the fiold anothor truck 
cur~i0r to h~"'ldle truffic which i~~ercntly is local 
in chc..racter, i.e_" J.;raffic between Los Angeles and 
:'0::15 3eOocb., a.."lc, 'il~ich is :10":: 'beins ho.ndled adequately 
und sa.tisfactorily by ey~sting hizhway common c~rriors. 
7he traffic incidentcl to the rail h~ul involved, ~s 
compo.roc. to the total traffic moving by all carriers 
between Lon Ansele~ and Long Beach, is :1eglisiblc." 

In tae case of Application. 1\0. 20297, in which Pac:i.f1c 

:.:otor Truc:-:::;.ng Compa.."lY c eok::; ~"J.thori ty to p~rform line haul c.ncl 

,ic'irup ::L"'lCl delivery s crvicc betwoen So-USus, !,:ojo. .... o a..."ld intermcd::o.to 

points~ the record OhOW3 th~t the mn.jor volume of the traffic 

thc.t would be affected is local bo'l;vlcon the Lo::: Ang~}les motropolitan 

fl'he ter~i tory bet'ween L-.:>o A."lgelcs ::md'L:l..."lcastor is now 

served by Sullivan, toins b~:inccc 0.:: Red Line Ex,ross" a c~all 

hisn1i'!&y cor.:::non car::."ier J dependi~ o.l.~ost enti::."ely upon local 

tra;:'!'1c bet· .. :een Loe .. ll .. n,selos ond Lo.nc:1ster for hi::: revenuo.. It 

::eernz clec.r from the vol~e of local traffic ava.ilable between 

trni'ric from Sullivan T s line might well unduly j eopard1ze 1 ts 

ch~~ces of existenco. 

North o~ Lunc:J.oter tao propozecl service io not co~p0tit1ve 

v:ith precent :'11S11.".-/0.1" C01TJ':lOn CS-~J~::'c::, 30:t'vic0 .una ":Ji1.ile rcl.o.tivoly tho 

rail ~3."J.l 10 not src!l.t.: o.z co~po.red \'lith . highway hcul l wo believe 

the public intere~t requirc~ !l.uthorization of the proposod oervico. 
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Applics~ion ~o. 20297 will be sruntod subjoct to ~ restriction th~t 

loco.l tro..:':-::'c t:ovins between Los ~t.nsele::: and Lc.nca.:::.tel" o.nd. intermedia.te 
5 

pOinte ~ay ~ot be handled. 

Bazed upon ~11 of the factc of record and after having 

c:E:.!'efully concidorod protost:?:ato T pet;i-cionz for 1"cheo.ring s....'"'ld each 

and every o.11egc.tion 'chc!'ein contained" we al"O of the opinion o.nd. 

cO::1.cludc, th:;.~t c::ccpt to the C :(,tcnt jloreinbofo:::'e indicated,. that , 

the puolic intc::os t i','ill 

ORDER ..... - - .... -
0:::00.1 argument on petitio:'). for :::'cheal"in,s hc.ving boon had in 

t:1CS'~ :;:, .... occec.in,ss, the mc.tte:;-s havins been resubmitted end the 

Co~~iszion ooins fully c.?priceu of the facts, 

!T IS ~3~Y 03DEr-~ thc.t the fourth ordering pc.ragraph 1 

o~ Deci~ion No. 31042, ectea June 27" 1938, in Application No. 20297, 

c.ppeo.ri~~ on cheet 27 of said decicion" be and it is he~oby m~onded 

to roc-Co 0.0 i'ollo'\',s: 

"IT IS Hi::?2,BY :';1'Jm:{:2R ORDER:sIl tho.t tho order conto.inetl 
i~ Dcci=ion No. 30088" on Application No. 20297" be ~~d the 
s~,,:!e is hcreby o.:mendcd by o.clding t;hel"eto the fo1loi'J'ing con -
c:i.i t:i..O:'l.O to bo dc~iono.ted ::1.3 Condi tiono N'l,;UjlOer::: 7 o..'"ld 8~ 
rc::.pccti. itely: 

(7) Applico.nt shall not trano~ort any property 
havin.;; Doth orisin :.::.nd. destination in tho terri
tory bet ... vcor' .. :::ojo.ve c.nd :\08D..il0:1tl." a...'1cJ. intermcdio.te 
points. :So!' oh~ll o.pplico.nt tra."'l.:Jport o.ny 
property bo J,:;woc::1 S~";-.lo--UC c.nd Lo..nco.ster" c....'"ld pointe 
inter:neciio.te thor'cto" having origin or' desti.n~tion 
in Los A!"'~elGz. 

(8) Applico.nt Sh0.11 hc.vo the right to operate its 
'Ilehiclos over the !ant Cc..nyon EiShwo.y between its. 
intersection: with tho Soleclc.cl Co.nyon :Iighway as 
o.n o.lte·rn:lte route w.ithout the l"ight to sor·/0 ::my 
point s,10!1Z said ::Iint Co.nyon :IiGhway." 

5 
Durins the course of tho hearing, cO~'"lsel for applicant stip

ulated that tho cert:i.:Cic:?:cc, i.~ src...."1.ted" :;liGht be restricted for 
tae tro.."'lsporto.tion 0'Z 9:'operty between ~'.~o j c.'tC c..ncl Ros:;:.n:ond and in -
tc:'m.ea.iatc pOint:::. ?his restriction W~:J ziven effect in 
Docision No. 310L~. 
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IT IS ~'IE;mBY FUI::.':r:ffiS O::DEHED that in s.11 othor rezpectz 

Dec::"s:i.on HO.;1042, dated June 27, 1938, in the above entitled 

proceodinss, be and it 10 hereby affirmod. 

The ei'i'oct1vo dato o:C th:ts order ~hD.ll bo twenty (20) 

days fro~ the date hereof. 

Dated at San. Francisco, California, this 30~ clay of 

14,4"'- .. ..t, 1 19:? 9 • 


