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:)ecision No. 

BEFORE TEE :?AILROAD COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Ma::terof Application of ) 
PACIFIC MOTOR !RUCKIN~ COMPJU~ ) 
for certi::icate of public con- ) 
venience a.nd necessity for the ) Application No. 20297 
tran::portlltion of property by ) 
motor tru~:k for other co:r::mon car- ) 

~~rin~:~~:~fa~~j~~~n~~~ Saugus j @ ffii ~ ~ ~ 00£ l 
R. E. WEDEKIND, for Pacific Motor Trucking 

Company, applicant and for South~rn 
Pacific Company. 

JOHN F. McNEIL, for F. F. Sullivan, dOing 
business as Red Line Express, pro­
testant. 

M. S. AMSELL, for Pacific Interurban Trans­
portation Company, protestant. 

E. R. BRASHEAR, for Los Ang~les Chamb~r of 
Commercp., interested party. 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

o PIN I C N --------

Pacific Motor Trucking Company by a petition filed 

October 26, 1939,requested modification of Decision No. 30088 

issued in the above-entitled ~tter as subsequently amended by 

Decision No. 31882 in the ::arne proceeding. The revlsion sought 

is the eli~1nation from the certificate grant~d Pacific Motor 

Trucking Company of the folloViing rMstriction: 

flNor shall applicant transport any prop~rty 
between Saugus and Lancast~r, and th~ pOints 
intermediate thereto~ ~ving origin or des­
tination in Los Angeles." 
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Public hearing was held on said petition before Examiner 

Gorman at Los Angeles Dece:ber 20, 1939,and at Lancaster January 

18, 1940. Evidence was introduced and the matt~r duly submitted. 

A brip.f nar~ation of the action preceding the filing of 

the petition for modification appears appropriate. 

The original application in this matter, filed by 

Pacific Motor Trucking Company Dececber 9, 1935, sought a highway 

common carrier cp.rtificate to opcrat~ between Saugus, Mojave, and 

intermediate pOints, the service to be co-ordinated with and, in 

part, substituted tor rail service of Southern Pacific Company. 

After public hearing thereon, Decision No. 30088 was issued grant­

ing a certificate subject to the restriction tr~t no traffic be 

carried having both origin and destination in the are~ between 

Saugus and Lancaster. 

Rehearing was granted therearter upon ~et1t1on of F. F. 

Sullivan, doing business as Red Line EJ~ress, a protestant. Fol­

lowing such rehearing Decision No. 31042 was render6d which added 

two more conditions to thl~ certificate as heretofore granted. One 

of such conditiOns, designated as No.7, prohibited applicant from 

transporting property haVing both origin and destination in the 

territory between Mojave and Rosamond. 

Red tine Express again petitioned for reh~ar1ng. It 

was granted ar.d th~ matter was argued orally beforH the Comtliss:!.o:') 

en bane. Subsequently, Decision No. 31882 Was issued which amended 

Decision No. 31042 by adding to said condition Ho .. 7 the furtter 

r~striction that applicant shall not transport any property b~­

tween Saugus and Lancaster having origin or destination in Los 

A.~geles. It is this last part of condition No. 7 that applicant 

s~eks to r~ve eli~nated. 
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The expressed purpose o~ Pac!~1c Motor Xruck1ng Company 

in petitioning for removal of the restriction is to enable it to 

render the same improved, economical rail-truck service to and 

from the Saugus-L.1ncaster area. in cor.nect1.-,z~ with traffic orig-

inating at or destined to Los Ar~elp.s, that it is authorizp.d to 

render between Saugus and Lancaster from and to other pOints in 

California. 

The r'?'cord shows that s~rvice is now provided in what 

ma.y be termed the restricted area '0:,. Southern Paci1'ic Company 

and Red Line Express, the for:nt'r by rail ar..d the latter by truck. 

The present rail s~rvice is us~d principally to transport car:oad 

m~rcr~ndise. Very little l~ss-carload traffic mov~s by rail. 

Applicant, a subsidiary of Southern Pacific Comp~ny, desires to 

expedite the rail service by co-ordinating its trucks therewith. 

The proposed plan of op~ration contecplates transportation by 

rail between Los Angeles and MOjave, with distribution by truck 

between Mojav~ and Saugus. Such a plan would p~rmit delivery of 

t~arfic the next corning after it leaves Los ~~eles instead 01' 

the second day following departure as is now thto" cast1'. It ap:t:~a.rs 

that wh11f:! the service applicant dezirt-~s to inaugurate will con­

siderably lessen the time in transit, to ach1ev~ this betterment 

vli11 cost $1092 per yea.r more than the exp<mse of th("r present 

service. Furthermore, the co-ordinated op~ration will not be as 

exp~ditious as that ncwrendered by Red Line Express. Tr~e latter 

carrier operates between Lancaster, Los Angeles and certain inter­

mediate pOints and dp.pendz almost entirely upon local traffic for 

its revenue. 

Considerable public witness testimony was pres~nted by 

both applicant and protestant, Red Line E:...1'r Ass. Most of the 

witnesses had teztified ~t pr~v1ous hearings in this matter and 
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they repeated their prior statements in SUbstance. The test1-

many of the ne\,T witnesses was essentially the same as that of 

those who gavp. ~videnc~ before. H~nce, the r~cord as augment~d 

is not materially different from what it was when the Commission 

determined that said condition No.7 should be added. 

Full consideration of the evidence of record leads to 

certain factual concl~sions. There is not a large volum~ of less-

than-carload traffic ~ov1ng by rail to the territory in question. 

T~e pro~osed service would cost more to perfo~m than, the present 
, I / ' . '. . . " .-

Southerrl Pacific Company service and wo,lld .. c~use Red Line Expres'3 

to lose some of its business. Traffic conditions in the area have 

not changed substantially since the Co~ssion issued Decision NOR 

31882 containing the restriction which applicant asks to have 

eliminated. 

The foregoing summation impels the judgment that Pacific 

Motor Trucking Company has not proven public convenience ~nd nec­

essity for a co-ord1nated rail-truck service between Los Angeles 

and the Lancaster-Saugus district. Therefore, its petition for 

elimination of the restriction to permit such a service vdll be 

denied. 

Public hearing having beer. held and evid~nce received· 

relativ~ to th~ petition of Pacific Motor Trucking Company for 

modification of D~cision No. 30088 as am~nd~d by Decision No. 

31882, and the matter having bAen submitt~d and fully considered 

by the Commission, 
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IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that said petition for modifica­

tion be and it is hereby denied. 

Dated at San Francisco, 

of _~~!L,.:w.az~4""I~""~""""'r'-1. __ , 1941. 
-q c::f.. 
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California, this 

COMMISSIONERS 


