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Applicflt10n of GEORGE C.. WIED~.wr ) 
and p£:m P .. ',iIL:DE?!i'.N,. d'bll Eroomcr1zt ) App11ca.tion ~Jo. CRc-,36-2940 
&; ~:T1ed.ern.s.n for Ro.cl.ililH1ghway CotlmOn ) 
Carr1erPerm1t..· ) 

) 
APl"11cllt10n of GEORGE C .. 4:I:mD2I.1A:J ) 
and ?BR!'i P. ·:·1IEDE:'W~ .. · d.'ba r~:r-oo:rn.crist ) App11co.t1on Ito •. C1\C-,36-2941 
tG ":11edoIlltlll tor :Ugh.wny Contra~t ) 
Carrier Fermi t. ) 

• 

F. W .. Turcotte a.."lcl Ja.cl~· o. Goldsmith tor .. app11cant. 
f..:-thUr etlanz tor- Victorv111e-~o.rstow '!'r-uck tine, inte:r-ected, pc.rty ... 
Q..."'ld .floyc:, ?icCo11 and. J .?J':le~ rr. Lucas tor th.e Public Utilities. Com­
mis:;1on. 

o P I It I ON ....... - ~.- ~ ~ 

App11ca.,',·"ts ner-e1n roqu6:3tauthor1ty to conduct 

oporat1onz as a rnd1al highway COr.:r.lon ca.rrier ond' also as a. high-. 

way contract carrier, under th.e E1ghwayCarr1ers' Act. 

These permit o.pp11co.t1ons wcr-e. set tor hell.riDe as Go 

result or Decision No. 4).1201, d~ted Uay 23,· 19S0" in Co.~o l~o. 

$1.32, and Decis10n :rOe l)4229" dated !::a.y 23, 1950,. on- App~1eat1on 

~~o·. ·30879. 

In these docisions tb.e Comrnis.:::1on x.-ev1ewod the. status 
, 

o~ applicants h.eroin, and concluded th.at .. on the Shovl1n;; .tb.ere1n 

mad.e .. ' these appliea.nts "bJlve no :Curtner requirements ~or· 'th&1r 

rnd1al highway common carrier and their contract h1ghwD.ycarr1er 

pertli ts • It 

"' •.• ' • J • 
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A pub11c henringwas held 1n the matter before ZX$miner 

Sypher:: Ilt Slln Bernardino, on ;[obrua.ry 7, 19$1. At. the honr1ng 

testimony was :presented. 'by' shipper witnesses to 'the effect· that· 

there ox1~ted a need tor applicant:!.T services llS So rao.1a.land 

contract co.rrier in. 0,ccas1onal ha:uls 'betw~~n San Bernardino and 
.' . 

Bol~er, California., and' 'between Imporia1 Valley pOinte and: R1ver- . 

Side, Los Angole:!., and.S.a."lBernardino •. Testimony was also pre­

sented 'b7 various c~riers indicating n need ·tor theoccasiona.l 
c " • ., 

hauling of: shipments eo1ng to, var10usdosert pOints, and:. also 

a. desire to use applicQIlts .in t!.lis type ofb..o.u11ng. 

The traffic manager for app11cantstestit1ed' tl'lo.t .the, 

company is presently making. regular trips in 1'l..9.ul1ne ,produce 

'between San Bernardino· and Yuma, Arizona,. and. that it. is ca.pable 

01: transporting oecas10na.li~trastate shipments w1thintb.e' areJs.' 

which it noV! traverses. Likewiso, the applicsntsaro making 
. . 

trip.s in the transportation of. frui ts. and vegetable:s betweon·San' . 

Berno.rdino and' Las Vega::, !!evado.,. and, under 1 ts cert11"1ce.te 

1'rom this Commission, 1$ conducting hauli:o.e; into the Victo'rv111e­

Bo.rstow a."'ld $0- co.lled. mounto'in aroas. Howevor ,applicants.' 

witnesses test11"1ed. tha.t they flrO not 1ntero$ted.1n socuring' 

addi tional freight to .theoe last-na.:ned area3. 

Further tO$t1mony rolll,tod to tho equipment. ""h1cllo.ppli-· , 

cant~ pre:lentlycporate., and disclosed toe tact that· Ilpp11cants 

are noVl ongagod' in tho produce business in Son Bernardino· and 

perrorm hau1inz'tor tbat businoss as a proprietary carrier, in 

addi tion to the oauling they do as a certificated ctU'rier •. 

.. ' ,- The only opposition presentod at the he'ar1ns VIas that' 

dr tho Victorville-Barstow Truck Line, and this opposition 
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merely took the form of protesting service to 'those points which 

are presently served by the Vi'ctorvil1e-Barstow Truck L:r.ne, . 

under Decision No. 3t~651, dated October 7, 19'+1, on Application 

~:o. 2"'143 .. 

While this record does not indicate any deficiencies 

in t!le existing service of the Victorville-Barstow Truck tine, 

yet 1 t should be noted that that service is conCJuct.ecl 'I.lIldcr a 

certificate of public convenience and necessity issued by·this 

,Commission, .;tuthorizing operations as a hi~hwa.y commoncarricr. • 

The instant ap,lications request authority to·opcrotc as a 

radial highway common carrier and as a hizh" .. ay contract· carrier .. 

'.>!hilc the distinctions between these types of car:riers.· are $om~­

times difficult to set out, nev~rthcless the existing statutos 

do contemplate that the operations of· a. h~ghway common carrier, 

under the Public Utilities Act, arc different in law.and in fact 

tha."'l the opcr~,tions of a highw,,-y carrier under the Highway 

Carriers' Act. Therefore, it would not be an invasion or the 

(;lxist1ng :::-ights of Victorville-:S~rstow Truck Line to authorizG 

a permittee. c:lrric:r; to serve the sa:nC :lrca. Furthe:r.core, it 

/has been the policy of this Commission not to place tcrritor131 ~ - . 

restrictions in the p~l"mits issued to highw&y carri0rs. under the 
., 

Hi~hw~y Carr1ors'·Act. Thera is no c;.uest1on on this l'Bcord as to 

ap:plic~:::ltzT nbi11ty to pcr!orm the proposed hcouling. Accordingly, - , 

the insta."lt ~pplic~,t1ons will '0(:: grt.'.nted .. 
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Applications ~s a~ove ontitled having been r1lod~ 

the COmrnis:ion being ful11 4~vised in tbe premises and hereby 

finding it to be in the public intere:t, 

IT IS ORDERED that George C. V'aedeman and Pern P'. 

~':1eo.eman, doing business a.s Broomcrist& Viiedeman~ be~ and they 

hereby are .. 1ss.ued permits to- conduct operations a.s 0. rad1al1l1zh.­

WAY co~on carrier and as a hichway contract carrier, under the 

terms of the Highway Carr1ors' Act. 

'rne erreet1ve d~te of th1s order shJlll 'be' twenty (20) 

da.ys atter the date hereof. 

Dated .Il~?m~n<' .. Cn11tornia, this /t2~ 

d:!j" or ~.. ,1951. 
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