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Decision No •. 41 710 

BU"ORE TE:: ?UBLIC 'O'I'ItITIES COMMISSION OF THE' STATE OF CALIFCRNI~ , 

In the ¥~tter of the Application of ) 
CALIFORNIA MOTOR TRANSPORT CO., LTD. ) 
for authority to transport the express ) 
traffic of CA.LIFORNIA MOTOR EXPRESS, ) Application No. 28974 
L~D., between East Bay pOints (?ichmond) 
to Eaywarc inclusive) and San Joa~uin ) 
Valley points servec by applicant, ) 
including Fresno. ) 

DOUGLAS BROOKMAN, for California Motor Transport Co., 
Ltd., applieant" and for California Motor Express, 
Ltd., interested party. 

R. EDWARD BURTON, for Valley Motor Lines, Inc. and Valley 
Express Company, protestants. . 

BEROt & HANDLER, for Fortier Transportation Company, 
interested party. 

California Motor Transport Co., Ltd seeks the'modification 

of limitations upon its existing operative rights, as, Do highway 

cOmQon carrier, S~ tbat it may be tree to transport the express 

traffic of California Motor Express, Ltd. directly between" East 

Bay and San Joaquin Valley points which app11cantpresently serves. 

The application was opposed by Va.lley Motor tines, Inc. and Valley 

Express Company, wh1<.h appeared as protestants~ 'Fortier Trans-· 
, " (1) ,'.' 

~ortation CO!npany appeared a"s an interested party~ '. , 

(1) For brevity, the part1~s a.p:p~aring at ,the b.~ar1ng w111be 
designated as follov:s, 'Viz.: California Motor Transport Co .. , 
Ltd. and California Motor Express, Ltd.-, as Cali1"orniaMotor 
and as California Express, respectively; Valley Motor Lines, 
Inc., and Valley Express Company, collectively, as Valley;. 
and Forti~r Transportation Company, as Fortier. Like.,:ise, 
intp,ruroan Express Corporation \vill be r<:!erred to as 
Interurban. 
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Public hearings were held on March 19' and 29,194 8, before 

Commissioner Potter and Examiner Austin at San Francisco, when the 

matter was submitted on briefs. Since the hearing, all objections 
'. 

to the authority zought were withdrawn by the carriers mentioned. 

The operations of app11cant< California Motor, extend 
(2; , 

fro:: San Franc1sco and,East Bay pOints, on the north, to Los 

Angeles, on the south. Between, the:::e :points, it is authorized to 

operate over the Coast Route' CU .. S. Highvlay ~o. 101); and also, 
(3 ) 

over that route from San Francisco and East Bay points to Gilroy, 

and th~nce, via the Pacheco Pass Route (State Eighway No. 152') 'and 

the Valley Route (U .. S. Highway No. 99) to Los A.."lge1es., :J:hroughout 

the system, applicant's service is 'limited to the transportation 

of. express traffic as an underlying highwa.y com:non earrier, for 

California Express. The latter, in turn, serves this terx-itory 

as an express corporation (as defined by Se,ction 2(k), Public' 

Utilities Act). 

Applicant is authorized to operate, as a highway common 

carrier, betw~en San Francisco and San Joaquin Valley pOints', 

including Fresno'. This service is conducted over the Coast Route 

to Paso Robles, and thence via State ,Highway No. 41; and 'also (as 

an alternative and additional routp.) over the. Coast Rou'te to Gilroy, 

(2) The East Bay points, which Cali.fornia Motor i's auth~rized to 
serve, include the ,co~unities extending from Richmond to 
Haj'\'1are, inclusiv~. (Decisions Nos. 28401, 29292, 3'1978, . 
33993 and'37~?2). ' 

(3) By Decision No. 31548, California Motor 'nas authorized, in 
connection vlith its eXisting operations between San',Francisco, 
East Bay points and 10s Angel:es, to oper~t(:: bE't'neen '.San Jose 
and Oakland as an altC-::nlate route, using U. S. Alt~rna.tc' 
Hlght'lay No. 101 ar.Ld State Highways NOs., 17 and 21. 
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(4) 
and thpnCe via Pacheco Pass.. However, br:-cause of the11m1tat1ons 

( ,) 
imposed by Dt:'c1sion No. 37472, it 1s precluded 1'rom performing any 

se~vice o~tween East B~y points' and Valley territory. 

Public convenience and necessity, it is claimed, require 

the remo"lal of this limitation.. Allegedly, it imposes' an unnecessary 

and unreasonable burden upon the operations of California Ex~re.ss, 

and upon the 'business activities of patrons located both in th~ 

East Bay area: and at San Joaq"J.in Valley points. Furthermore, it 

assertedly prevents the tree, expeditious and. economical,f.low of 

tb~t carrier's tr~ffie between the points mentioned. 

An operating o1"1"1eial described the mp.thod currently 

employed by California Express in tho transportation of express 

traffic betV1~en East Bay and valley points. To provide the serv::ce, 

the latter employs, as underlying carriers, both th~.InterUl"ban 

Ex'oress Corporation (a highway c, ommon c~rr1~r), ':lhich operates 
. (6) '. 

betweE'n Quklanc. o.nd San FranciSCO, o.nd Calii'ornit! Moto:,', which. 

(4) By Decision No. 37472, do.ted.. November 9, 1944 (45 C.R.C. ,02), 
Co.1ii'ornia Motor wes authorized to acquire from Valley & ,Coast 
Transit Coopany, e(:~rtCl.in Opl?l"o. ti ve :-ights under which, it was 
held, highv:o.y comrr.on curri~r' ,s ervic e could b~ provided between 
So.n Francisco and San Joaquin "VallE'Y pOints, via Paso Robles. 
Subsequently, by Decision No. 40473, dated June 28:, 194 7, 
(47 Cal. ?U.C. 319) .. California Motor ';/as authoriz~d to. 
operc.te b~t'l!een' these' pOints via Pacheco Pass and U.' S. Highway 
No. 99. 

. , 

(5) Decision No. 37472 authorized th@ o.co..uisi tion of certo.1n,. 
operative rights, mentioned above, ~nd oper~tion, th~reu.~der by 
California Motor, subject to the follovling limi ttl. tion:' 

"Co.liforni.l Motor Trtl.nsport Co .. , Ltd .. sho.ll transport no 
freight betvleen D.ny point or points upon its, lines in the 
San Jocc;.uin Valley,- on the one hand, and betvI4?en K1ngCity 
und East Bo.y points, and intermedi~te pOints, on the oth~r 
hand .. fl (45 C .. R .. C • 502 , 513 ) 

(6) Throughout the Ea.st Bay territory, pickup and delivery 's~v1ec 
is performed tor CalifornitL Express by Red Line Transfer Comp~ny. 
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operatps 'betv/eE-O San Frincisc'o and th€' Valley. The eCluipm~nt used 

::>etween .East Bo.y and the Vo.lley 1s owned by Co.11fornia Motor, 

'llh1ch 1p.3.ses it, on an hourly basis, to IntElrurban for the"trans­

bay movement. Between Oakland and San Francisco, Interurban hand:l.p.s 
", 

the tr~fi'ic for California Express at its published tariff rates. 

A zervice conducted directly between Oo.kland o.no., the 

VallE'Y by California Motor, o.s an underlying carrier, could be' 

?rovid~d more economically and effiCiently th~n under th@ present 

arrangecE:nt, it was shown. The volume of tro.ffic moving from ED.st 

Bay pOints to the San Joaquin Vo.lley territory avera.ges 2lt tons 

daily, it appl?o.rs. Betvleen June cnd November, 1947, inclusive, thp. 

cho.rges paid by Colifornia Ex?ress to Int~rurban for performing the 

transbay u!'lderlYing co.rrier servic~ o.mounted to $9',669.l4~ During 

the same period, the rental charges paid,by Interurban to California 
" ' 

Motor for the equipment used in this servic~ aggregated $8,217.,0. 
\'" 

Under the arrangement ~xisting betv:een thl:!se c,'lrriers, the rental 

charges were offset against t~~ transportation eharg~s, lea"'/ing a 

n,et balo.nce of $1,45'1.64', whic!'l Interurbs.n rpceiveo.. It was point~d 

out, however, t!'lat the hourly ch~rge of five dollcrs, upo~ which 

the eqUipment rento.l was bo.sed, does not rl.'!present in its entirety 

a profit re~liz~d on th~ transaction by California Motor; the cost 

incurred by th.:1.t carrier in conducting this. s,ervice' should elso ,be 

con:;idl?r ed. 

Th~ r~ccrd indicates that the saving in mileage would be 

material. Bet·,'leen O~kland and Fresno, for (;:xam~le, the disto..nc'e 

traversed via Son Francisco Bay Bridg~, th<? Coast Rout~ and Pach~co 

Pa.ss is 205 I:liles. Over the more dir~et rout~· from Oakland' to San 

Jose, via State Highw,'lY No. 17, and thf'nce via the' Coast Routp. and 

Pacheco Pass, the total distance· is 192 miles. Thus, under appli-
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c~nt'z,propos~l there would be a saving of 13 miles !or ~~eh one-way 

trip .. : In thE: cours!? or a year, it "'las stated, this would be 

suosto.nti:::.l. 

Undp.r this pl~n, ship~ents might r~ach'Fr~sno one-half 

hour p.arlier thc.n at present. As they now arrlv(:; at the Fr~sno 

terminal during the early morning hours, th~ time of delivery to 

the consign~es would not be o.!r~cted by this ch~nge in o~eration. 

T!rlJz, the competition betwpen ~pplicant and the oth.er cc.rricrs in 

thp. field would not be intensified. 

, 
In view or thp. withdro.w::.l, by the carriers o.ppearing at 

th(:: hearing, 01' thI-Jir 0'0 j ections to th~ c.pplication, their grounds 

of opposition need not be further consider~d. 

The application, accoraingly, "fill be gr'o.nted. 

Application us etOo"le entitled ho.ving been filed, a public':: 

hearing having b~en held thereon, the matter h~ving been submi~ted, 

thl? COD".:clission being .fully o.dvised in the premises c.nd. hereby r:::nding 

that public conveni~nce and n~cessity so rAquire, 

IT IS ORDEP.:ED, c.s folloVIS: 

(1) That a 'certificate of public conv('.)niencetlnd necessity 

be, and it her.eby is, granted to applico.nt., C~li!ornia Motor TrClns~i 

port Co • ., Ltd. (.~ cor;>oro.tion), authorizing th~ t,:.stablishment o.nd 

opero.tion of 0. service ::.s a highoJ;ay common co.rri€'r (as defined by 

Section 2-3/4 , Public Utilities· ,Act), for the tro.nsportation of 

express traffic of C~11!ornio. Motor Expr(?ss, Ltd., (a corporation, 
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operating DoS an expresz corporation, as de!"iriC~';'~Y Section 2(k}', : 
"., . " ','" " . " 

Pu'olic Utili ties Act), between E(o'Ist Bay pOints, citc',nc1ng" from .. "/ ,. 

R!c!"..:nono to 'Hayv:~rd, inclusive (whicl'l applicant i~ ~pres'~ntlY autno~ 
,"!' 

:-ized to'serve), on ~hc one hand, ~nd Fres:'lo and O,'ther San~";oaquin 
, , 

Valley points' (which, &.pplicant acquired the right to serve pursuant 

to Decision No ~ 37472, in Application !~o. 24371), on the other hand;. 
• • > / , 

(2) That the limitation set, forth in the third ordering' 

~aragraph of the order conta~ned in said DeciSion ~o. 37472 b'e" and 

it hereby is modified' and amended to read as follows:' 

I • 

"California 1.!otor Transport ,Co., Ltd., shall trans­
port no freight between any point on its lines 
situated in the San ,Joaquin Valley, on-the one hand, 
and any point on its, lines situated 'between King 
Ci ty and the southern munlcij;:l31 boundsry of HaY"rard, 
inclusive" Or'. tr ... e other ha'nd." " " " 

In al! other respects, sa1ddecision shalll'ema1:r;, in full 

force and erf~ct. 

, 

(3)' That:in providing service pursuant to tho certificate 

herein g!'~nted, applicant ~ho.ll comply with and observe the following 
, .. 

service regulations: 

a ., Applicant shall. f:tle a ",::-1 tt~n acceptance o'! the 
, certif~.cete herein' grantod \"11 thin a period of not 

to exceed 30 daysfro:n the effective date hereof. 

b., 

c. 

Wi thin 60 dO:'tS from the effective d~tc hereof o.nd 
on not less tMn 5 days r notice te> ',the CommisSion 
snd the public, app11c~nt shall establish the 
service hcrEiin authorized ond comply \7i th the pro­
vi'sions, of vcneral Order No. 80 arid Part IV of ,. 
General O:-6:er No. 93';A., by filing in'triplicato 
and concurrentlym2.king' effective, appropriate 
tariff's and time tables. " 

Sub j'ect to tho authority of. the C,om:nission to . 
change or moc'4i!'y them by further order, applicant 
shall conduct opera. t10.ns, pursuant to '~hc certifi­
cate herein gr.anted, 'over any and all routes '.1pon, 
or along which appl1cant is pr~sentlY3'Uthor1z~d·· 
to operate, to or'from said Ecst Bay points, or 
Fresno or said Son Joac;,uinValley pOints, under 
any operating .authority whj.ch it may now hold., 
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The effective date of this order shall be 20 days from 

the date hereof. 

day or 
Dated at~ti,.olw 

, ,~, " ""', 1948. 

,. California, this 

() 


