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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COM!!.ISSION OF' THE STA.TE OF CALIFORNIA~' 

In the Matter of the Application of 
FORTIER TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, a 
corporation, for a certificate of 
public convenience and necessity as 
a highway co~mon carrier. 

) 
) 
) 
) Application No. 27278 
) 
) 

-------------------------------) 
SUPPLEroffiNTAI. OPINION At"D ORDER 

and 
ORDER DE1~YNG RE~ARING 

Decision No. 42405, da.ted January 1.:., 19119, in the above 

e~titled proceeding, granted a certificate of pub11c convenience 

and necessity to app11can'c, ?ortier Transportation Company, to 

transport property as a highway common carrier between various 

pOints and territories in California as more specif1cally 

described in said decision, subject, among other provisions, to the 

followins conditions, to-wit: 

tlApplicant :Jhall not transport shipments 
weighing less tha.'"'l 5" 000 pound:s, or Shipments 
which shall carry a charge lower than that 
applicable to sh1p~ents of not less than 
5,000 pounds." 

Protestants, Pacific Freight Lines and Pacific Freight 

Lines Express, by petition for rehearing and modification filed on 

January 22, 1949, ask, among other things, amendment of the above-

quoted condition to read: 

"Applicant shall not transport any shipment 
weighing less than 5,000 pounds, nor any ship­
ment which shall carry a charge lower than that 
applj.cllole to shipments of not less tha.."'l 5,000 
pounds. " 

By Reply Brief of J~nuury 28, 1949~ applicant Fortier 

Transportation Company cuncurs 1n ~he proposed amendment as 

hereinbefore worded. 
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All other compet1ng carr1er.::! a party hereto have .been. 

not1£1ed of the filing of the instant petition. No object1on has 

been,of~ered to the granting of the said ~~endment. 

The 1nstant pet1 t10n also suggests Ct~rta1n cha.nges rela.tive 

to para.gra.ph 1(0) of the order1ng portion of sa1d deCision pro­

hibiting the hancl1ng of tr..rough tra.ffic between the San Franc1sco 

and LO$ Angeles areas under the ~a1d certif1cate here1~ or under 

applicant's exist1ng permits.' Other allegations run to the merits 

of the case, 1nclud1ng fitness and ability of the cert1ficated 
. 

operator and the pub11c lntere~t therein; also what effect a 

lim1ted weight certif1cate might have upon general certif1cated 

opera.tions. 

From a careful review o~ the entire record and cons1dera-

tlon of each of the allegations and statements contained 1nsa1d 

pet1 t1on, it is concluded that no good caU.3e has been shown for the 

granting of a rehearing. I~ this instance, it appears that these 

are matters in which a ~ublic hea~ing is un~ecessary, and that only 

such portion of the instant petition as pertains to the re~uested 

amcncme~t of the above-quoted cond1tion, na~elY, paragraph 1(&) of 

the order in the aforesaid dec1sio~ is justified. 

There~ore, good cause ~ppear1ng, 

IT IS ORDSRED that the said DeCision No. h2405 be, and it 

1s hereby, amended by substituting in lieu of the conditions stated 

in paragraph 1(&) of th.e order therein, the following conditions, 

to-wit: 

"Applica~t sha.ll.not transport any 
shipment weighing less than 5,000 pounds, 
nor any shipment which shall carry & 
charge lower than that applicable to 
shipment::: of not less tho.n ;,000 pounds." 

In all other respects the aforesaid Dec1310n No. h2405 

shall remain in full torce anc effect. 
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I'r IS FURTHER ORDE..'qED that the said petition tor rehear­

ing be and it is hereby denied. 

This order shall become effective on the date h~Of. 

Dated, at San Franc1sco~ California, th1:s /.:f - day of 

jka~ .l949. 

Commissioners 


