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COMMISSION OF TE STATE, OF CALIFORNIA BEFORE TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES , . 

In the Matte::."ot the Application of) 
3IOFt/lAY TP.ANS?ORT.l. INC., a corr-ora-) 
t10n and CANTO!; T.l:\A~SBAY EXPRESS,) 
INC' .. " a corporation, "!orauthority) 
to operate bet\':een Oakland and San ) 
Jose, via State Highway No'. 17 as ) 
an alternate route .. ' . ) 

~pplication No. 27618 

'. 

BEROt & HANDtER, bY,Edward M. Eerol"tor, applicants. 
R.E .. WEDEKI!I1'D, ,to::." Southern ?a.cifie Company and Pacific 

Motor Trucking . Co'. , protestants.' 

o P! N, I O,N ..... - - ,- - - -
,In this .!l.pplication,as amended, Righway Transport., Inc. 

and Canton Transbay. Expr~ss, Inc .. , highwa~t co:'.::lOr. ~arriers, . are 

seeking a certificat~ of public co:nvenience an~ necessity authorizing 

the transportation of property between· Oakland ,and 'other ,:oast,bay. 
. ... .. (1) . 

cities and San 'Jose, '!.ia State ::igb:~ay No. 17. 

A public hearing was held by ExaJ:j1n~r Gannon1nSan 

. Fro.nciseo ,on Dec.em~er, 18, 1946. 

Pursuant to Decision No. 39047 in Application No~ '2?385 
applicants were authorized' to establish through routes 3.."ld joint 

rates, and to'op~ratethrough equipment fo'!" the transportation or 

freight between the East :S~Y' cities of Alameda,Oo.klo.r..d, B~rke1ey 

and Emeryville a...."'l.d all points s~rved by 'applidant Highway Transport 

Inc., with the ~xcc3.ption of thos~ locatec. on .State: Highways Nos. 1 

(1) The original c.pplication rt';qu~sted o;uthorization for on al terrot~ 
route b~twcen. th~East Ba.y· po,ints and SanJ'osl::~ At the, hc~ring 
th~applicationwas amended so as tOit®oodya r~qu~st'!or a 
certii'icc.te:: of ,public cor.venienc'e o.nd nec·c:::ssi ty rather than 
as an c.pplicc.tion 1'o'!" an altt?rna:teroute .• 
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and 5. 

Canton Transoay Expr~ss !nc~ op~rates,betw~en $~n Franci~ 

~nd th~ East Bay points of Alameda, Oakland, Berkeley and: Etlery- ' 
, .. 

ville via San Francisco-Oakland 'Bay Bridge. Eigh~ay Transport" Inc. 

operates between ~an' Francisco and San Jos~ viti Eayshore Highway 

and U. ~. ,Highway' No·. 101~ In; ,this application it is, pr.oposed. tMt 

applicants operat.ebetwe~n Oc.l'.2and :lnd San Jes evia State. Highway 
.1 

No. 17, wh1ch route will be usee, by app~ie:?nts !or ,the tro.nsportat1¢n 

ot 'property carried under joint rat~s as ::lut!ior1zp.d in said D~c1sion 

No. 3904.7 and no pOints or 1'l3oc os vlill be s ~rved oth~r ,than th~s c 

authorized therp',in. ' 

The record shows that the distanc~ betw~~O~kland and 

San Jos~ via ~he San Francisco-Oakland B:).y bridge a.nd U'.' S. High-nay' 

No .. 101 is 58. mil~s \'lhil~ th,"1' distance between Oakland' andS.::. Jose 

via State Highway No. 17 is 41 :niles', a dif1'cre.."lce. of 1,7 ,miles., It 

is applicants' contention thc..ttJiey can :nn.terially reduce th~ cost 

of operation tr.roughthl:: use or,th~ shorter routew1th the-r~s'Ultant 

saving in tim~,.mileage, drivers' Vl~gE::S and.bridge tolls. 01'eration 

ov~r Highway No .. 17·\,,.ould·e:rf'(~C"t a saving 0!'l14 hours of drivers T 
, ,.' 

time, at'Sl.87t pp-r hour, which'aggrego.tes·a,pproximately$215 per 

month, to which would be :ldded $115 in, 'bridga, tolls and S350·.!or 

additional mil~age. The total s:lving in distancc'wi11~ount to 

2852 miles per month. The'overall monthly saving in th~ cost 01' . ~. 

op~rat1on woulclth~r~1'ore approximate $680. It is clc.imed i'tlrther 

that trtSl'ic on the B~y Bridge is, cong~,sted and highwaY. accidents 

. occur wi til' considere'blE:: i'ri?Cl.uency .. 

An e~ployce of. Highwo.y Tra.nsport testi1'.ied that 1'or . the • 

month of" October,1946 the vol,,;,me of freight'shipped:'rom Oakland 

to ~an Jose VIIlS 3'50 tons; to Wo.tsonville and santa Cruz 150 tons; 

to Gilroy 60 tons; to Salinas 63 t¢nsar..d.to Mont~rey 50 tons, Co 
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total of 673 tons.. The tote..l tor.nage movir.g fl'o::n San Jose and 

pOints south to th~ East E:::.y cities "Ii$.S 160 tons. for the Sa:lO 
'. 

period. Thd present overnight service vlould stillb~adhcl'cd to . 
. ' (2) '. 

in th~ ev\"nt the proposed sE'rvi.c e via Highway No.. 17 is esta 'blished .. 

ThB witness further t(~stif1ed t:Cat Highway Tra.."lsport and. 

Canton 'rransb.:lyh:::.d op .. ~rated at substantial losses during 1946,' 
. . ,(3) . 

notwithstanding incri-':ases in their local rat~s,o.nd th~t they ho.d 

an application on filp. with th~ 'Com=issionfor'~ corresponding 
" , 

1ncr~ose in thei~ joint r:ites. So far as this vlitness was 1n!ormod 
. . 

.the equ.ipment and billing to be used will be exclusively thtlt of 

High-nay Transport. Both cOl'tp3.ni(~'s .:lre under cor.rJ.on.mz.nagement and 
'. 

control. , . 

Granting of the o.pplico.tion ~as opposed by Southern 
. ... 

Pacific COr.lpany a.nd Pacific Xoto::: Trucking Compnny. An operating 

wi tness representing both prot~st~nts testified, in effect, thot ' 

tht:' difference in mileage over th~ t":tO routes was unimportanto.nd 

thot carriers i"req1.!ently transport freight' a considerable distanc~ 

without obta'l~ing additional' op~rating rig..,?-ts or endeavoring to . 

opt:'rate over a. route less hz.zal"o.ous and 'l~ss costly for op~rative 

purposes. 

This witn~ss, wh~n pr~ssed by a~plicant tor th~' basis 

of th~ protest, replied that th~ proposed service would be ~'highly 

(2) Applicants anticipate that th~y will transport daily one. load 
~ach for San Jose, ~tatsonvill(~, and Palo' Alto', includings.p.rvice 
to' adjacent pOints in ~~ch 'casc.Th(;l loads for San Jose and' 
wr-·tsonvillewill be· routed via State Righway No. 17' ~ndthos~ 
for Pa.lo Alto viA th.::· :B~:y :Sridge =:.nd U •. 3. EignV1El.Y No. 101. 
This diversion, of tonncgP., it is clai:ned,.will affect.a sub-
stantial stl.ving. 

(3) This. increase was gra...'''lted by DeCision !!o,. ,39827, d=.tt:d Jo.nuary 7, 
, '1947, in ·Applic·ation No. 27967.. . . . . . , 
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comp~titive" with protestcmts' s<::rvico::" c;:ven though such proposed 
" . 

servic{:: might b(~ more advantageous to the ship~ing public;. The' 
. '1 • 

wi tn~ss :rurth~r tp.stiri(~d that the grc.nting of a. :certif'ico.te to 

Highway Transport 2.nd c~tot!ExPress will enlarge:andincr~.ase'the . . 

comp<":'tition in thc.t c.r~a. In his opinion 0. :c.~r~op~rating saving 

is of no benE-fit to 'the public if th~rA is no change in th~ s~rvice, 

o.nd when the field is a:np1y covp.red with transportD-tion th~re. is ,no 

need for any additionc.l, trc.nsport~tfon in that area. 
- • ..j 

Th(~rCl.ct is, 

. . 
the part of s'1'plicants. The id~ntical 5~rvice'w111 be l"ender<:d 

over a difrer~nt but mor(:; t:xped~ t1ous, 'sai"er, and more" "f:::conom1cal 
, ~ .' , T 

route which vfould certainly app(~n:- to be in the public!nt~rest • . ',."." 

In V'idW of the' :-.;;lationsh1p (,sx1st!.ng b~twe~~n the .:lpplicants 

it do.cs not appo:!ar nt?c,,",ssary to grc.nt Q. j01ntccrt~f.ic~t,~. Both 

applica.nts, under a single certificate, will oe o:c.thorized to use 

thi;l alternate rout~ inp.;;rforrning the sp.r'vice th~y ar~ now :performi."lg 

Dond ro~ which both haVe reed!;: application~. 

A publiC hearing having been held·in the above entitled 

proceeding, evidence adduced, the :latter,zu"o:titted and, it baving 

been fou..."'ld that public convenience and. necessity 50 require, 

IT·IS ORDERED: 

(1) That.a certificate of publicconv~nience·,and 

necessity is hereby gra.."lted~o Sighway Transport', I;'c.,;' authorizing 

the establis!"'...ment and opera.tion of servi~e as a highway c,or.mon 
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carrier,. as defined in Section 2-3/4 of tnt: Public Utilities A.ct, 

betwp.en SarJ. Jose and Oakland. Th~ authority herein granted· is 
I. 

limited to the performance of service between pOints w1"'~:tch Highway 

Trar..sport, Inc •. , and Canton.-Transbay Expr<::oss, Inc. ar~ cU!'r~ntly 

authorizt?d. to s~l've, respectiv~l~, :pursuant to op(~:rati've: righ~s 

which they nOi": hold. Such sr~rv1c€: m;:.y 'be p(~rrorm~d on1~: 'U.."lder the' 

joint rate and through route arra!'lg~ment authorized by sai~' .~~cision 

No. 39047, dat(ld January 5, 1946', in Application No·. 27385 .. 

(2)' That ir.. proviaing service pursuant to the certificate 
.. ~ . 

herein granted, Highvlay Trar .. si'ort, Inc. shall cOIni'ly with and 
observ~ the following service regulations: 

a. High\7ay Trans.port, Inc. shall filE: a wr1 tt(~n 
acceptance or. th~. certii"icate h~r~in granted 
within ap~rioc. or not to exce.ed 30 days from 
the.€:!rrcct1ve'datc h~reor~ 

b. Within 60 days, from the <.'"fl'ective dat,e h<;reoi" 
and on not less than '5 days' notice to the 
Commission and the". public, Highway 'I'rc.nsport, 
Inc •. shall I=!stablisb. the s'!rv1ce herein autho:.. 
rized \lnd comply with the provisions ofG~neral 
Order No. 80 end Part rv of G~neral Ordp.rNo. . 
93-A, by filing in triplicat~ 3...'lC· concurrently 
mking ~ri'ectivl'!, appropriate ta:-ii"ts and time. 
tables. .. .. 

c. Sub j .:-ctto th.a a:uthor'i ty of this. Com:nis sion to 
cha.ng~ or modify it by!'urther order, Sighwa.y 
Transport, Inc ... ~hall conduct op·erationspt:rsu:L."lt 
to said cer·t1:f1co.te over and along· state' F..igh ... ·/:l.y 
No. 17. ' . 

(3) Tb.;;it in all oth~r resp~cts Applica.tion No. 27618 

is hereby denied. 
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, . 
Th~ ef"f"ect,i V~ date of" this ord<::r shc:.ll' be 20 do.ys trom 

thed:lt(~ heD~et·~.rd· o. t.!:-.!1.~. ~. ,!' 

..,. '" .... ...;;;~;c:w._,.o"~~4.-.A"~~a..40~~:.u,,, ___ , Cal1fornia,th1s .. f't:;§: 
day of" Ota~· ,1947 .. 


