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Decision ~To. 45790 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES CO~~SSION OF THE STATE OP CALIFORNIA 

Commission invest1g~t1on into the ) 
operations and practices of A.. D. ) 
WOOLLEY and RALP3 E. WOO~Y, doing) 
business ~s Western Transport Co. ) 

Scott Elde~, for Respo~dent. 

Case No. 5144 

Boris H. Leku~, for ?ield Division, Public Utilities 
Commission of the State of Ca11fo:-:ia. 

o PIN ION ---_ ........ -

This proceeding waS instituted upon the Commission's 

own motion to determ:l.ne whether A, D. '-[oolley ~nd R8lph. E. Woolley, 

hera1naf'tcr c<:'lled re!spondents, heve operated, since June 20, 1949, 

as a highway common c,arrier without prior ~.uthor1 ty, in violation 

of S,ection 5'0-3/4 of the Public Utili tics Act. 

A public hearing was held on May 16, 1951, at San 

Francisco before Examiner Si1vcrhart, and the matter submitted. 

Respondents own, control, opcr~te or m~n~gc ~uto truCks 

~scd in 'tho tr~nsport8tion of property for compens8tion over 

public highw~ys 1."'l Ca11forniC'. Since p t1=ne prior to 19'+6, 

respondents h~V0 held permits to operate as ~ r~di~l highway 

common carrior and highw~y contrDct carrier. They possess, 

~ursu(!\nt to Decision No. 41600, dtlt~d l~y 18, 1948, cert1f1c~tcd 

~.uthority to trpnsport fresh berries from the Santa Cl~r~ Valley 

territory ~.nd tho. W~tsonv11lc territory, ~s therein defined, to 

Los Ang~lcs territory, as described in It~m No. 270 of H1ghw~y 

C~rr1ersr T~riff No.2 rno since August, 1949, pursupnt to 

Doc1sion No. 43003, they posses$ certificated authority to 

tr~nsport general commodities, with specific exceptions, between 
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the S~nt2 Clara Valley territory and Los Angeles territory. 

A summary of all respondents' non-certificated highway 

carrior o~~rat1ons covering the period September 1 to September 

30, 1950, inclusive, prepared as a .result of an examination of 

their ship?ing records and an intorvicw with their general manager, . 

was introduced L~to evidence by the Field Division as Exhibit 2. 

This exhibit discloses that respondents, during the 

period s\ll'voyed, transported 207 shipments to and from pOints not 

within tho scope of thei~ certificates, upon behalf of 12 

diff\~r~:nt shippors. The testimony of' the Field Division representa

tive who carried on the investigation herein, indicates the 

respondents conc;uctcd all their operations with the same personnel, 

oquipmunt, office and termi~als; but that tho records or their 

certificated transactions were maintained in books and filing 

cabinets separate and apart from their permitted activities. It 

further appears from his tcstimon~ that respondents had written 

contracts with nine shippers and that of the 207 shipments 

detailod on E~~1bit 2, all but five thereof were transported by 

r0spond~nts pursuant to such contracts. Tho witness testified 

that tho £1vc shipments ~bovo ro£orred to, viz.: 
(1) 

?o1nt of Cr1~6n 

Palo Alto 
Palo Alto 
San Jose 
San Jose 
!,os Gatos 

~nt of p~stination No. of Shipments 

Bellflower 1 
Boll~lowcr 1 
.E:nc1..no 1 
~nc1no 1 
S1e1'ra J.l.rad1'c 1 

w~ro set forth on E~1ib1t 2 bocause the dostination points are so 

close to tho boundary of tho Los Angcl~s t~rri tory; th~~t the 

information concerning such sh1p~ents was cont~in~d in the filos 

devoted to the c~rt1f1c~t~d phase of respondcnts f business; that 

(1) Points of origin ~re within S~nt? Cl~r~ V~lley territory. Points 
of dost1n;;ltion ar~ w1thout tho Los Angeles torritorj. 
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he believes respondents I office employees erroneously rele~ated 

such shipments to certificated oper~tions; that on one of the 

shipments he noted that respondents' had assessed their published 

rate to the Loz Angeles territory and that it would appear 

respondents thoueht they were transporting such shipments be~~een 

pOints they were authorized to serve. 

The record discloses th~t the Field Division did not 

raise ~n issue 3S to the validity of respondents' contracts and 

therefore we may assume such contracts are legally sufficient. 

Too, the record is b~rren ot any evidence with reference to 

respondents' certificated o~er~tions •. 

We co~clude, on this r~oord, that r0s,ondents did not 

p~rform the oper~t1ons, with which we ere here concerned, other 

than l~wfully. An order discontinuing this proceeding will be 

entered. 

A public he~ring h~ving been had and based upon the 

evidence received therein, 

IT IS ORDERED that the investigation concerning A. D. 

Woolley ~nd Ralph E. Wooll~y is discontinuod and Case No. 5144 is 

dismissed. 
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The e1"f(;ct1ve det>3 of this order sh;-ll 'bo twenty (20) 

CO~O:SSIONERS 

." 

_ lor _ 


