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~ S . / .~ ~~ ~ ~~. Decision No. __________ _ 

BSFORE TEE RAILROAD CO~~ISSION OF Th"E STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Matter of the Application of ) 
PACIFIC ~OTOR TRUCKING COIU?A1ry~ a cor- ) 
poration, for a certificate of'publi~ ) 
convenience and necessi:y for the trans- ) 
porta tion of property by motor tr~:dcs, ) 
between Clements and Valley Spring, Cali- ) 
fornia, and for cO!'l,solidat~on with present ) 
o~erati ve rights between Stock'con and ) 
rilartel, Californ:'..a; and for 801 terr..ate ) 
routes beti'leen Florin and Ellt G:-ovc-, and ) 
from a point south of Galt to ',';oodbr1dge, ) 
California, via Ac~po. ) 

Application 
No. 23944 

F. X. VIERRA, for ?acific Motor Trucl<1ng 
Company, Applicant, and Southern Pacific 
Company, an Interested Party. 

CRAEMER, CObl;rISSI01SR: 

By this application, the Pacific ~otor ~ruck1ng Coopany 

seeks authority (1) to establish ~otor truck service as a highway 

co,~on carrier between Cle~cnts and Valley Spring, and intermedi­

ate points, with the right to p0rfor~ store-door and pickup and 

delivery servi~e with line-r..aul equi,ment at said points, and (2) 

to operate existing high~,'!a~r COCl!non t:arrier service over alter:late 

routes between Florin and Elk Grove, and between Galt and Wood­

bridge as an enlar}ement of operative rights heretofore granted by 
( 1) 

Deci:::ion 1:0. 29447 in Application No. 20729. 

(1) Applicant presently operates as a highway co~on carrier be­
tween Stockton, Martel

i 
Sutter Creek, k"..ador City and Jackson, 

via Lodi, Lockeford, C c:ents and lone, vnth lateral rights 
for a distance of one ~ile on either'side of the highways be­
tween said termini, pursuant to Decision No. 25829 in Applica .. 
tion No. 130~0, as amended; by Decisions Nos. 28027 and 280;4 
in Application 1~o. 19713, and Decision No. 29701') in Applica­
tion No. 21123. The operative right between Stockton and 
Martel originally gra::.ted to Pa,"ifil" ~.lotor Transport Coopany 
was subsequently transferred to and acquired by applicant pur­
suant to Decision No. 26~17 in Application No. 18892. 

(Contfd. Page 2) 

-1-
\ 'I, 



Appl. 239~.- MBS 

A public hearir.g was had in this matter at V~lley Spr1n~ 

at which testi~ony was received, the matter was submitted on the 

record and it is now ready for decision. No one appeared in pro­

test to the granting o~ the autho~ity here sought. 

A witness for applica.nt test:Lf1ed that the Paci1"ic 

Motor '!ru~king Compan.v presently' o,erates a truck from Tracy to· 

Jackson via Clements, leaving 7~~cy ~t 5 A.M., proceeding t~ence 

to Stockton to pick up sh1,l:lonts at that point destined for points 

intermediate to and including Ja~~son. The truck leaves Stockton 

at 5: 55 A.)I[. and serves all ir.te::mcd1ate points along the route 

as far as Martel (a point two !tiles north Jackson). At Martel, 

shipments are transferred from the line-haul truck to another 

truck for handling to certain orr-ro~tc pOints. The line-r~ul 

truck, after completing its work at Martel returns to lone to 

pick up shipments for Clements, J.eav1ng Ione at 10:4, A.M. and 

arriving at Clements at 10:55 A.~. It is proposed by this appli­

cation to operate this tr-.:.ck 'oe~·oI!d Clcoents to Valley Spring, a 

distance of 16 miles, servinc tl1? intermediate points of Wallace 

and Helistla with pickup ane. de\:t V~~~? service en route. Service i~ 

proposed to be rendered not only ~o directly intermediate pOints 

along the proposed route, bt:.t a.l~o to pOints located o·ne mile 

laterally on each side or the ~:Sl" .. wo.y along said route. 

(Cont'd.) By Decision No. 29447 in Application No. 20729, the 
Commission authorized th~ a~pl:cant to operate as a highway 
common carrier between :'odi and ~·acraJlento, vIi th diversion 
from the public highways to serve EU: Grove, Florin, Galt, 
and Acampo, and all statio~s of the Southern Pacific Company 
between said termini. 
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According to the witness applicant intends to use the 

li~e-haul truck to render pickup ~~d delivery se~vice, inasouch 

as there are no local draymen available for s1:,ch service at inter-

mediate points. 

The witness esti:ated that the additional cost of opera­

ting the new service between Clements and Valley Spring using the 

present tractor and semi-trailer i'lhich operates between lone and 

Clecents, will be Sl,23~ per :·ear. The l"ates to be charged for 

the service here proposed v .. ould b'C: those published in the appli­

cant's local or joint tariffs now on file with the Commission. 

In conclUSion, the witness stated that applicant desires the ne,', 

service to be consolidated with the applicant's existing services 

between Stockton and Martel because ~ separate operation of the 

two would be inefficient and unprofitable. 

Alternate Routes 

Applicant's witness testified next with respect to pro .. 

posed alternate routes sought nerei~, (1) between Sacramento and 

Lodi, and (2) between Galt and ~'!oodb=idge. He stated that at the 

present time applicant operates via Eigh'llay ~Jo. 99 and serves 

Florin and Elk Grove by diversion fro~ the main highway. It is 

here proposed to use an alternate route between Sacr~ento and 

Lodi by diversion from Eigh-:;ay ~~o. 99 neal" Florin, thence via 

county road due south to Elk Grove and again connecting with Eigh-

way No. 99 beyond that city. The ~ro'Oosed nev~ route he said is 
~ . 

only 1~ ~iles long while the present route is 12.4 ciles. The 

witness estimated there would ~e a saving of 10 to 15 minutes per 

day by use of the shorter route. No new or additional pOints are 

proposed to be served over the shorter route. 
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Between Galt and Woodbridge,the witness stated that 

applicant operates at the present time by lateral diversion from 

Highway No. 99 to serve Acampo and Woodbridge. It is proposed 

herein to operate over an alternate county road d:f.verting from 

Highway No. 99 below Galt and serving Acampo and Woodbridge 

directly en route and connectj.ng wj.th Highway No. 99 beyond Wood­

bridge. The distance via the present ro~te is 13.2 miles and by 

the proposed route, 10 miles, which will res ... .1l t in a saving of 

3.2 miles and proportionately less operating time, the witness 

said. 

A witness for the Southern Pacific Company next testi­
fled ln support of ~he ,roposed truck serv1ce between Clements 

and Valley Spring. In OctoberJ 194 0, he said, his eo~,any handled 

176 t.e.t. merchandise shipments, or roughly about seven ship­

ments per work1ng day, into and O'.lt of the Valley Spring territory 

by railroad. The witness as~erted that th0 proposed truck ser-

vice will effect operating econo~ies in rail service of his com­

pany by saving one hO'lr daily in overtit:1e wages of the present 

train crew which now handles carload traffic between Lodi and 

KentuckY House (beyond Valley Spring). This saving, he'said, 

Vlould amount to $2,214 per year, and whereas rail s.hip::lent:: now 

arrive at Valley Spring at 1:15 ?M., the proposed truck service 

will give an earlier ar::'ival and will render a store-door pickup 

and d.eli very service which is not nov; performed by the Southern 

Pacific Company. 

Several public vIi tnesses, including manag~rs of two 

cafes, a meat market, a general merchandise store and the assis­

tant manager of Sears & Roebuck Company" testified at the hearing 

in support of the application and urged the Coomission to author­

ize the proposed improvement in service and operation of pickup 
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(2) 
and delivery service wb.ich the applicant :propos~s herein. 

The eVidence with respect to the proposed extension of 

truck service from Clem0nts to Vall~y Spring is fairly clear tro~ 

tho record. It appears that the inauguration of the new service 

will :later1ally improve existing t:l."anspor~ation of merchandise 

shipments by ~rfoct1ng co.r110r delivery ~~d by performing pickup 
noo:: 

and delivery service wh1~h 1s not/a~corded to such shipments_ 

Moreover, the cstiooted additional cost of rendering tho new 

truck servico appears to b·:;: ::l0~(~ than offset by an csti,~ted 

saving in rail operating costs so that a c(:rta1n a:nount of opera­

ting economy would bo experienced if the propozed service is 

inztitutcd. The testimony of public witnesses in support of the 

new service indicates that the proposed operation is necessary in 

the public int0r~st and ~ill ~ect their transportat10n needs 

more adequately than the present rail service. No other highway 

~Om=lon carriers opcro.tc 'between th.e-points here involv(;:d for the 

transportation of general mercho.ndis~ tr~ffi¢ of the kind ~~d 
(3) 

character proposed to b~ transported by the applicant. 

Based upon tho for~g01n; Q\idence and the conclus1ons 

which derive th~rcfrom, I a= of the opinion and find that public 

convenience and necessity require the op~ration of an automotive 

truck service by the Pacif!.c :,~oto:, Trucking Company b·::tvlcen 

Clemont~ and Valley Spring as an extension of its present 

(2) In addition to 'Iritnesses 'sho testified at the hear:1,ng, counsel 
for applicant stated there wero:: add1 t1on.."1.l public Vii tncsS0s from 
Wallace and Heli!::na (intcrrncdic. tc ~)o1nts between Cl~ra.cnts o.nd 
Valley Spring) who had s1gn1!'icc. their support of the proposed 
service. 

(3) A passenger stage corporation operates ov~r the proposed 
route but handles only exp=css shipm~nts of 100 pounds or less &.t 
substantially higher rates th~n those pro~osed by applicant herein 
and this carrier, although rp.gularly notified, did not ap,ear at 
the hearing. 
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automotive op~rations bp~leen Stockton and Martel. In addition, 

I am of the opinion and find that thp r~cord supports a conclu­

sion with respect to thp proposed rprouting b~tween Florin and 

Elk Grove, and bptwepn Galt and Woodbridge that shows that appli­

cant will effect a saving in milpage opArated and runr.ing time 

by use of the altprnat~ routp.s and, inascuch as no new points are 

proposed to be sp.rv~d on said routes, the request of applicant 

appears to be in the public interest and should be granted. 

I reco~~end the following form ot order: 

A public h~aring having been held in the abovp-entitled 

application, evidence having been receiv~d ther~on, the Commission 

being fully advised and based upon the findings in the foregoing 

opinion that public convp.nience and necessity so require, 

IT IS ORDERED th~t Pacific Motor Trucking Company be 

and is hpr~by granted a certificat~ of public convpni~nce and 

n~cessity to operate as a highway common carrier, as that term 

is d~fined in Section 2-3/4 of the Public Utilities Act, for the 

transportation of propprty betw~en Clpments and Valley Spring " and 

intermediate pOints located lat~rally one mile on each side of 

the highway betw~en said points as an enlargement of operative 

rights h~r~tofor~ granted to Pacific Motor Trucking Company, as 

h~r~1naftpr s~t forth, subject to th~ condition that said Pacific 

Motor Trucking Company, its successors or assigns, ~~11 np,ver 

claim b~fore this Co~ission, or any court or oth~r public body a . 
valu~ for the authority h~reby granted in excess of the act~l" 

cost ther~or. 
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Decision No. 29447 in Appli-

cation No. 20729 b~ and it is her~by amended to authorize Pacific 

Motor Trucking Company to engage in automotive service as a high­

way common carrier ovpr the fo.llovling al t.ornate routes: 

(1) Between Florin and Elk Grove via direct county road. 

(2) Betvleen Galt and. Lcdi by div~rsion from Highway No. 
99 and cou.."lty road to Acampo and Woodbridge, thence 
returning to Highway No. 99 at Lodi .. 

IT IS FURTEER ORDERED, 

(1) that the operative right herein granted to Pacific 
!~otor Trucking Company !'or an extension of service 
betvreen Clements and Valley Spring be and it is 
hereby consolidated with the present operative 
rights of that carrier granted by D~cision No. 
2,289 in Application No. 18010 and by D,ocisions 
Nos. 28027 and 28054 in Application No. 19713 and 
by Decision No. 29700 in Application No. 21123; 

(2) that thp alternative routes herein authorized betw~en 
Florin and Elk Grove and b~tween Galt and Woodbridge 
be and they ar~ h~r~by consolidated with tho present 
op~rative right of th~ Pacific Motor Trucking Company 
granted by Decision No. 29447 1n Application No. 
20729. 

IT IS ?JRTHER ORDERED that in th~ ex~rcis~ of the opera­

ting right and authority h~rein grantp.d, the Pacific Motor Truck­

ing Company shall cO::lply ""i th th~ following s~rv1cd regulations: 

(1) Fil~ a \Vritt~n acceptance of th~ cdrtificat(~ of public 
conv~ni~nce and necessity h~rein grant~d within thirty 
(30) days froe th~ effective dat~ of the order herein. 

(2) Comply with th~ rules ot tht: COm:r:lission's Gen~ral Order 
No. 80 and with Part IV of thp Commission's General 
Order No. 93-A, by filing in triplicate tariffs and 
time schedules as re~~ired by such rules 1n a form 
satisfactory to the Cocoission within sixty (60) days 
from the effective date of this order and upon not 
less than five (5) days' notice to the Cocmission 
and the publiC, 

(3) Subject to the right o~ the Co~ssion to change sa1~ 
route at any future ti~e, applicant shall conduct the 
op~rations herein authorized between Cl~Jnents and 
va~~~y Spring ov~r Ca~i~orniA Stat~ Highway No. ~2. 
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The effective date of this order shall b~ twenty (20) 

days from the dat~ h~reor. 

The for~go1ng opinion and order are hereby approved 

and ordered filed as the o~inion and order of the Railroad Commis­

sion of the State of California. 

Dated at San Francisco, California, this ..-. I 9 'Ii.. day of 

~.~t£plC ,1941. 

COI..t£rSSIONERS 
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