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Decision No. _39043 | ' u\l ﬂ.ﬂﬂ NA&

BEFORE TME RAILROAD COMISSION OF THE STLTE OF CAI*FORNIA

In the Matter of the Application of )

PACIFIC MOTOR TRUCKING COMPANY for a )

certificate of public convenlence and) .
necessity|to operate motor truck ) Application No. 26188
service/as a highwey common carrier )

| between Redding end Red Bluff, and )

intermedigue points./ )

™. MEINEOLD and R. E. WEDEKIND, for epnlicant.

BEROL & HANDLER, for Truck QOwners Lssoclation of
California, and Oregon~lNevada=-Cali ornia Fast Freight,
Inc., p...O'teS"&&nvS.

ARLO D. FOE, for llotor Irucx Lssociation of Southern

: California, protestant. '

HUGH GORDON and TVMAN C. KNAFP, for Pacific Freight Lines
and Pacific -reigh* Lines ZExpress;

TVIAN C. KNAFF, for Motor Truck Association of Scuthern
Californiz, United Van and Storage Association, Inc.,
and California Van and Storazge Assoclation, intervenors.

OFTNTON ON RE=ELR

In the above entitled aprlication, Facific Motor Truckiﬁg
Company seeka a certificate of public convenience and necessity
authorizing tae establishment and cperation of‘service as a'highway’
common carrier, as defined in Section 2-3/4 of the Public Utilities
4ct, between Redding and Red Bluff and intermediate rall points.

Following a public hearing thereon, the Commission issued a
certificg%% as requested except that it was mede subject to certain
restrictions. 4Aprlicant did not accept‘theycertificéte as grahted
and, on April 19, 1945, filed = petition requesting thendoﬁmission ,
t0 reconsider such decision z2nd elimincte from tie order thercof a
restriction in substance requiring that 21l shipments transportec

pursugnt to such certificste roceive 2 prior or subsequent movement

(1) Decision No. 37773, cated spril 3, 1945.
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by rail in addition to truck movement by applicégg. Thereafter, the
Commission sranted a rehearing in the matter which was held before
Examiner Paul at Redding on June 12, 1945, when the matter wes
again submitted. On November 19, 1945, the Commission set sside
sucn submission énd reopenéd tais and othex procccdiggg to permit
interested parties to present oral argument beforc the Commission
ern bane, which was held Jenuary 30, 1946, when the matter weses 2gain

submitted.

At rehearing, applicant introduced cvidence in support of
the contention advenced in I1te petition for modificatibn‘that-the
restrictioh first imposed requiring s prior or subscouent rgil move-
ment of shirments would not afford shippers a2 satisfaciory service
nor rcsult 4in operating cconomies. On reconsideration, we believe
thet the evidence lustifics the grzrnting of a less restrictive
certificate to orerate truciks between these points. The rosition
taken by protestants is that the granting of an unrcsiricted ”
cortificete might permit applicont to link up such new orerative
right with its existing rights both to the norta and south of the
territory nere involved. They cxpressed tac apprcehonsion thet

applicant might then be placed 4n 2 position where it could render a

(2) The restriction which arnlicant reguested be removed readss
n(e) The service herein authorized shall be limited to the
transportation of shimments which arplicant receives from or
delivers to Southern Pzcific Company. 4All of such saipments
shall receive & prior or subsequent novement by rail in:
addition to movement by trucks by applicant.”

Oral argument was had irn this proceeding and Application No.
26542 of Pacific Motor Trucking Company for 2 certificete be-
tween EL Monte and Puente and Arrlication No. 24315 of Pacific
Motor Trucking Company for modification of certificate between
Los Angeles, Pesadena, Souta Pasaden:s and San Merino. The two
latter proceedings have been decided by Decision No. 38713 and
Decision No. 38724, respectively. :
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through truck service between SacramentS and the'Qregon border- |
&lthough the Commission's previous grants of authority to appligant
have generally prescribed that its service should remgin auxilizary
to and supplemental of the rail service, protestants point out that
such a restriction does not of itself serve as an adeomate safe-
guard against a full linking uvp of various connecting operatiohs,
thus peraitting an extencive all-truck service cuite unrelated to

the rail service of Southern Pacific, applicant's parent‘cohpany.

The Commission is cognizant of the seriousﬁess of the issue
raised by protestaﬁts. However, the broad question presented is
one vhich must be resolved in the light of the evidence offered in
cach case, andé it wovld be inappropriate for us here to attempt,
as the protestants' recucst, to lay down principles that will be
applied in 21l future proceedings involving similar iSsues, whether

they be certificate spplication or transfer proceedings.

In reply to protestants' argument, &pplicent dizavows any
intention to use this particuler regquested operative right, or‘any
of'ité connecting rights, for the purposc of condueting é truck
service unrelated to the rail service and directly competitive with
the services rendered by the Independent ﬁruck carricrs. It |
declares its intention of continmuing to coordinate rail and truck
opcrations by employing trucks only ¢s a2 means of improving znd
supplementing the roil service. It concedes thet the Commission may
properly imposc cppropri:tc rectrictions to prevent through truck
service beyond those roil points where shipments are ofdinarily
interchenged. 1Its counscl suggests thet the certificste gronted in
this proceeding might properly designate key points through’which

truck service should not be conducted.
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The facts of rocord bearing upon the need and cfficicney

of o truck operation beyond the points involved in this applicetion

L e somplolt 2SS0 0 fCRLRRA. LJAIAU0N 7 TEEQ L€
arc not o5 complete »s magat be 4eSlled. HOULH &
sufficicntly shown Tor a truck servico botwoon Redding and Rod
Bluff, including intermediate roil points, without rcqu:‘.rihg.'a
prior or subsequent movement by rail, the record does not justify
the greating of o certifiicate which wouid paermit unrestficted truck
operations through cither ol thoese citlec. Aprlic:nt now maintoins
2 motor pool at Chico. The cvidence indicates that shipments
between Chico and the territory here involved could be more
expeditiously handleé by truck than dbv rail and thet svweh 2 service
would be a benefit to shippers. However, the record does not
justify the granting of an operative right between Redding end Red
Bluff which would vermit the handling of shipments by trﬁck through
Redding. Nor does the record jusfify the handling of shipménts

through Red Bluff, except those shipments moving between Redding

and Chico and in“ermediete rail points. The certificaté herein

granted will be so conditioned.

ORCER _OX _REHEARING

A public rehearing and oresl argument having been hsd In
the above entitled application, the nettes having been submitted
snd it being hereby found that public.convenience and necessity so

.require,

IT IS ORDCRED zs follows:

(1) That a certificate of public convenience znd nccessity
is hereby gronted to Pacific Motor Trucking Company, authorizing
the estsblishment and operation of service as & highway common
carricer, s defincd in Sectlon 2-3/4 of the Pub11C‘Ufilities Act,
between Rudding and Red Bluff, vis U. S. Highwey NO. 99, with

el .
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diversion therefrom to serve the intcrmediate rail points, subject

to the following conditions:
Yo shipments shall be transported through Redding;
and no shipments shall be transported througn Red
Bluff except that shipments may be transported
wetween Chico and Redding and intermediate rail
soints.
(2) That the order of Decisiorn No. 37773, dated April 3,

1945, is hereby vacated and set aside.

The effective date of this order shell he 20 days from

the date hereof.

Dated at QH_@Q‘_, California, this _ _af ’

day of . 1946,




