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BEFORE THE RAILROAD COMMISSION OF TEE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Matter of the Application of T~:E RIVER 
LINES (The California Transportation Co~pany and 
Sacramento & San Joaquin River Lines, Inc.) for 
a certifjcate of public conv~nience and nece~sity 
authorizing an alternative highway common c~rrler 
t~uck so.rvice betwoen ~ertain San Fran~isco Eay 
pointz on t~e one hand anc Martinez, Pittsburg, 
Antioch and Rio Vi:ta on the other hand. 

McCUTC}~N, OLNEY, l~NON & GREENE, by 
F. W .. Mielke, for App11cant .. 
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) Application 
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DECOTO, ;u.~DIN & WORTZ, by Ezra 'IV .. Decoto, 
for Pete Ra~pone, doing business a: 
Rampone Br~s .. and William D1nelli, 
Interested Parties. 

WILLARD S. JOh~SON, for Valley Motor Lines, Inc. 
and Valley Express Co., Intercst~d Parties. 

REGINALD L. VAUGHAN, for !nter-U~ban Express 
Corporation, Intere~ted Party. 

R!LEY? Commisz1oner: 

OPINION 
.- ... ------

The River Lines, by the above-entitled application, 

re~uest a highway common ~a~~ier ce~tifi~at~ autr.o~izing them to 

transport property between Sar. Francisco and Oakland, on the one 

hand, and Ma~tinez, ?ittsburg, Antioch and Rio Vista, on the 

other hand, as an alternative se~vice to that which they now 

render betw~en SUch points principally by vessel. 

Public hear:ng was held on such ap?11cation at San 

F~anc1sco cn January 3~ and February 4, l~l. Evidence was 

1~troduced and the catter duly ~ubmitted. 

Applicants a~e engaged in the operation of vessels as 

common car~iers of person~ and p~operty on the inland waters of 
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the State. They also r~ve been granted authority to operate 
') /' certain highway co~~on carrier zervices all but one of which are 

alternative to ves$el o?~rations. The River Lines presently 

operate two vessels betweel"'. San Fran~isco Bay pOints and Sacra­

mento. They trans~ort traffi~ between San Fran~isco Bay points 

and Rio Vista by ves:el and between Rio Vist& and other pOints 

on the Sacramento River below Sacramento by truck. Freight is 

tran~ported between San Francisco Bay points and Pittsburg by 

ves~el and from Pitt~burg to Martinez and Antioch by truck. 

If this application is granted, The River Lines propose 

to operate the alternative truck service requested between San 

Fran~1sco and Rio Vista via the San Francisco - Oakland Bay 

Bridge to their terminal at Oakland, then along U. S. Hishway 

No. 40, throu~h San Pablo, Pinole and Hercules, then along State 

Highway No. 4 tr~ough Glen Frazier, Martinez, Port Chicago, 

Pittsburg and An~ioch, teen along State Highway No. 24 to Rio 

Vista. $ervi~c will be perfor~ed daily except Sundays and holi­

days. However, no service will be rendered at San Pablo, Pinole, 

Her~ules, Glen Frazier and Port Chicago, nor locally between San 

Franci~co, Oakland and Alameda, nor locally between Martinez, 

Pi tt'sburg, Antioch and Rio Vi~ta .. 

Applicants intend to provide by tariff rule that ship­

ments to be transported between San Francisco Bay pOints and 

Martinez, Pitt:burg, Antioch and Rio Vista may be carried by 

truck in:::tead of vessel at their option. The River Lines con­

template operating the za:e schedules at the times and rates now 

prevailing merely sub~tituting the truck operat1on for that of the 

ve::::els. 

If the alternative truck operation is authorized, 

applicants intend to discontinue the operation of one of their 
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vessels. The evidcnc~ of record indicate~ that it costs The 

River Lines approxicately $42,000 per year to operate suer. 

vez=e~. A '..1tncss for applicant::: estimated that the annual cost 

of operating the truck:: ervice would be about $14,900. Hence,~. 

net reduction in operating expenses of approximately $27,000 

would result from institu.tion of the altl~rnative service .. The 

ve::sel remaining in s~rvi~e will be used prir;mrily to transport 

carload merchandise. 

Pete Rampone, doing business as ~ampone Bros., William 

Dinelli, Inter-Urban Express Corporation, Valley Motor t1nes, 

and Valley Express Co., through their respective counsel, entered 

appearances at the hearing as interested parties. No protests 

against the granting of the application were made. However, 

representatives of Inter-Urban and Valley asked that the certifi­

cate, if granted, be conditioned upon the continuation of ves3el 

service by applicants in such a manner that if The River Lines 

abandoned ves::;el operattons the right to perform highway ccmmon 

carrier ::;erv1ce would tcrmin..'1.te aleo. Applioants t attorn~y st1pu­

lat~d The River Lines would not object to such a condi tion bei:r:.g 

made a part of any c~rtifi~ate granted herein. 

Rampone Bros. is engaged in hauling fresh fruits and 

vegetables between the delta region and the bay area. The 

attorney for Rampone Bros. expressed the fear that 1f applicants 

werf?> granted the a.lternative tru~k :-ight they wo,;.ld become 

competitors a::; to the vegetable ~nd fru1t traffic. Applicants 

disavowed any intention of attempting to enter such fi~ld of 

transportation and stipulated that without ~rior approval of the'­

Commi::10n they would not establish either ~rith their own equip­

ment, or in conjunction with any highway carrier, thl'ougr. routes 

or through service for the transportation of fresh fruits and 
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vegetables other than potatoes and onions ~n 5acks from farms 

or fields to San Franrisco or Oakland. 

Full consideration of the evidence leads to the con-

elusion that the granting of this application is 1n the pub11c 

interest and,. accordingly, the application will be granted. 

Pub11c hearing having been held in the above-entitled 

proceeding, the Commission being fully apprised in the premises, 

and it being found as a fact that pub11c conven1ence and 

necess1ty so re~u1re, 

IT IS ORDERED that a cert1ficate be and it is granted 

hereby to The River Lines author1zing them to operate as a 

highway ~ommon carriers as that term is defined in section 2-3/4 

of the Public Utilities Act, between San Francisco and Oakland, 

on the one hand, and Martinez, Pittsburg, Antioch and Rio Vista, 

on the other hand, said operation being subject to the following 

conditions: 

(a) The service herein authorized shall be contingent 
upon applicants continuing the operation of boat 
service. In the event such boat service is discon­
tinued the cert1f1~ate herein granted will become 
void and will have no further force or effect. 

(b) Without prior approval of the COmmission, appli­
cants shall not e$ta'olish or ~inta1n under this 
certificate, either by means of their own motor 
vehicles or in conjunction with a highway carrier 
as said term is defined in the Highway Carriers' 
Act, any through route or through serv1ce for the 
transportation of fresh fru1ts and vegetables other 
than potatoes and onions in sacks from places and 
points of origin on farms or in fields to San 
FranciSCO or Oakland. 

-4-



A.23843 e 

IT IS Fu~THER ORDERED ttK~t in the operation of said 

highway common carrier service pursuant to the foregoing certifi­

cate The River Lines shall comply with and observe the folloWing 

service regulations: 

1. File written acceptance of the c~rtificate herein 
granted within a period of not to exceed thirty (30) 
days from the date hereof. 

2. Subject to the a~thority of this COcmission to 
change or modify such at any time by further order, 
conduct said highway common carrier operation over 
and along the following describ~d route: 

Between San Francisco and Rio Vista, generally 
via U. S. Highway No. 40, over ~he San 
Francisco - Oakland Bay Bridg~, through Oakland, 
San Pablo, Pinole and Hercules, g~nerally via 
U. S. Highway No.4 through Glen Frazier, Martinez, 
Port Chicago, Pittsburg and Antioch, gp.n~rally 
along State Highway No. 24 to Rio Vista and 
returning via the reVNrse of the above route with 
the option to use any appropriate rout~ or rout6s 
vnthin and immediat~ly adjacent to municipalities. 

3. File in triplicate and concurrently ~e effec­
tive within a period not to exceed siAty (60) days 
from the effective date of this order, on not le~s 
than five (5) days' ~otice to the CO~Jission and the 
public, a tariff or tariffs constructed in accordance 
with the reqUirements of the Commission's General Order, 
and containing ra.tes, rule:: and regula,tions which ill 
volume and effect shall be identical with the proposed 
rates, rules and regulations shown in the exhibits 
attached to Application No. 23843, in so far as they 
corSorm to the certificate herein granted, or rates, 
rules and regulations satisfactory to this Co~ssion. 

4. File in tripl~ate ~nd Qake effective within a 
period not to exceed sixty (60) days from the effective 
date of this order, on not less than five (5) days' 
notice to the Commission and the public, time schedules 
covering the s~rv1ce her~in authoriz~d in a form 
satisfactory to this Commission. 

The foregoing opinion and ordt:'r artj hereby approved and 

ordl::red filed as the opinion tlnd order of th(1 Railroad COmmission 

of the State of California. 
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{Y" 1JJJ Dated at San Frar.c:isco, California, th s 1I.of day of 

h=fi~y, 194 1. 


