
ER 

• 
Decision No. 4SC02 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE· STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Y~tter of thc Appliclltion of) :m fD).ro; ..... ". ~ ~ ~~ l,~~ R. 
PACIFIC MOTOR TRUCKING COMPANY, a ) UVL~U~U~~~KU. 
cor~oration, for ~ certificate of ) 
public convenience and necessity ) Appli~~tion No. 31342 
~uthoriz1ng trans,ort~tion of property ) 
as a highway com~on c~rr1er between ) 
GeyserVille ~nd Uk1~h, California. ) 

------------------------------) 
W111ia~ M~inhold ~or Applic~nt. 

OPINION 
-----~-

Applicant, ?acif1c Motor Trucking Comnany, was authorized 

ir.. Decision No. 41+8l.r6, dctad SCl'temcer 26, 1950, to est~blish :lnd 

operato an automotive truck service as a highway co~on carr1er 

li~1tod to that which is auxiliary to, or sup,lomental of, th~ rail 

service of the Northwestern Po.cif1c'Railro.ld Compo.ny, b~tween 

GeyserVille and Ukiah, subject to the condition tha.t all shipT'lents 

~hall receive, in addition to the movement by applic~nt, a prior 

or subsequent rnovc~cnt by rail. On October 6, 19,0, np~lic~nt 

tilcd t!. petition requesting the Cor.m:iss.ion to !!1od1fy its ord<?r by 

deleting the restriction requiring ~rior or subsequent hnul by rnil 

or in the nltcrnativc to gr~nt ~ rehearinG. On October 24, 19;0, 

the COCMission issued its order granting ~ rehoaring to clcte:'l'lline 

whethc:' s:l1d restriction sho~lld be rc~ovcd. 

The mnttor ~s h~crd on Novem~~r 17, 19;0, before 

Examiner D~ly in San Fra.ncisco and the matter ~s sub~1ttcd. 

No ~p,!,c~r."ncc W,'lG made in protcs·t to the rornov.~l of the' 
restriction. 
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ER A. 31342 

e • 
Applicant introduced ac:ldi ticma1 0!,0rat.1ng tcsti~ony 

• I ," 

.' 
supple1':lcnting that presented in the previous hearing. In substance, 

representatives of app11co.nt testified that tho bulk of:traffic 

r.lovinG into the pro,osed <lrC3 trom origin pOints such as SQ,cr~mento, 

San Fr.'lncisco, O·~kl·:mc1 and San Jose would Move entirely by truck 

to Pcto.1UI!l:l, :l point which applicant is pre~;ently :l.uthorizcd to serve 

~~nd which would serve ""s 0. tr.;\nsfcr point for !;hiptlcnts destined 

to the pr"pcsed are.'l. According to these witness.:>s, tho restriction 

. requirine a prior or subsequ~nt h~ul by r~il would result in ~ 

duplic~t1on of services nnd defeat the very PUX'posoo for which tho 

cooplctc substituted truck o,cr~tion was ,roposed, ~~mely ccononies 

in operctions and expedited service. 

In view of' the findings :':'lade in Decision No. )+4846 

o.nd in considering the o.d1itiono.l 0v1dcnco received in this ~D.ttcr, 

the COl"ll"liss1on 1's of the opinion o.ncl finds that the restrictions 

requiring ~ ?rior or subsequent haul by r~11 should be re~~vod. 

o R D E ~ ...... -- --
The COMrJissicn ~oing tully ,'ldviscd in the pr'~Mi$os ::nd 

finding thCl.t,ublic convenience and necessity so require, 

IT IS ORDERED: 

(1) That DeciSion No. 44846 in A~p11c~t1on No. 31342' is 

nr.lendcd by deleting thcr~f:rom the following: 

(3) That portion of ,aragra,h (1) ro~d1ng as fellows: 
ftincluding the right to r€ndcr store-door ~iekul' o.ne 
delivery serVice at ,'lny :ltle 0.11 o~ s:lid points; tt 

(b) Th~t portion of ~o.ragr~ph (lc) r0a~1n6 o.s t~llows: 
"all of staid shipMonts shall receive, in addition to 
the rnovc~cnt by applico.nt 0. pr1~r or ~bsc~ucnt 
:':10ver.1cnt by r~il. It 
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A. 31342 ER e • 
In all othar respects Dccis1~n No. 44846 in Ap,lieation 

No. 31342 z~~ll re~in in full torce and effect. 

Tho effective d~tc of this order shall be twonty (20) 

dnyz after the date hereof. 

~:ltCd at~~ Ll14<C~' California, this 

S - d~Y ()! d~/4c4W1950. 


